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PREFACE 


This microfiche publication, American Foreign Policy: Foreign Affairs 
Press Briefings and Treaties, 1989, Supplement, presents the full texts of 
three series of documents: Department of State Daily Press Brief- 
ings, Department of State and White House Special Press Brief- 
ings, and treaties, conventions, and protocols concluded by the 
United States in 1989 that are subject to ratification. Some of these 
documents were published as extracts in the printed volume 
Amerwan Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1989. Volumes in the 
American Foreign Policy series, the authoritative official printed record 
of major public statements concerning foreign affairs, have been 
published since 1950. 

The microfiche supplements to the series seek to ensure wider 
and more convenient official and public access to an important 
component of the foreign affairs record. To date, microfiche sup- 
plements to the 1981 through 1988 printed volumes have been pub- 
lished. Beginning with the 1984 supplement, the subtitle was 
changed from Current Documents, which was used for the 1981-1983 
supplements, to Foreign Affairs Press Briefings. The subtitle has been 
expanded for 1987 and subsequent years to Foreign Affairs Press 
Briefings and Treaties. 

Part I contains the complete series of the Department of State 
Daily Press Briefings and the Department of State and White 
House Special Briefings and Press Conferences held in 1989. All 
briefings and press conferences are arranged chronologically in the 
order in which they were given. 

The reproduced texts of the daily briefings are photocopies of the 
complete official record of each Department noon briefing. Each 
day's record, prepared by a court reporter and edited for accuracy 
by the Department's Press Office staff, is essentially verbatim. At 
these daily briefings, the Department of State Spokesman provides 
to officially accredited news correspondents statements and 
comments on current foreign affairs issues. These “noon briefings” 
include prepared official announcements on events, appointments, 
and foreign policy issues as well as responses to questions from the 
correspondents. The announcements and responses, based on pre- 
pared guidance from Department policymakers, represent the most 
current and authoritative policy of the Department and the 


government. 
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Following many of the daily briefings reproduced in this publica- 
tion are “posted statements’. These are written responses to 
reporters specific inquiries, which the Spokesman did not have 
sufficient information or adequate guidance at hand to answer 
during the briefing but which were subsequently answered in the 
form of statements posted in the Press Office. In all cases the state- 
ments are inserted after the Unefings at which the questions were 
asked. Included here also are some statements issued by the 
Department of State that were not posied. They may or may not 
have been related to the bricfing but were made available to the 
press that day. 

This publication also includes those special press briefings and 
press conferences conducted by senior Department of State or 
White House officials relating to major foreign policy issues or 
State visits by foreign dignitaries. The Department of State and 
White House Special Briefings are conducted either “on the record” 
or “on background”. In the case of background briefings, cor- 
respondents are not permitted to reveal the identity of the briefing 
officers in their subsequent articles, generally referring to them as 
“senior administration officials” or “senior State Department offi- 
cials”. The names and titles of the briefing officers have been 
deleted wherever they appear in these transcripts 

Included among the special briefings and press conferences are 
the transcripts of 4 on-the-record press briefings or press confer- 
ences by Secretary of State George P. Shultz and 37 by Secretary 
of State James A. Baker, III. Of the 41 briefings, 35 transcripts 
were previously issued as press releases by the Department of State 
Press Office, 26 were published in the Department of State Bulletin, 
and 18 were also White House press releases. 

Part II of the publication contains 1989 treaties, protocols, and 
conventions presented in chronological order according to the date 
concluded. Additional 1988 conventions and Final Acts whose texts 
became available after the 1988 supplement was published are also 
included. All require Senate advice and consent to ratification and 
cover such issues as financial leasing, consulates, hazaradous 
wastes, salvage, labor, legal assistance, taxes, aviation, and fishing. 

The printed guide to the microfiche contains a comprehensive 
index, a chronological document list, and a list of the names of 
briefing officials. The guide is also reproduced on the first two 
microfiche cards in the set 

The President's Press Secretary or a Deputy Press Secretary also 
gives daily briefings to White House correspondents on the full 
range of governmental activities and responsibilities. Only a small 
proportion of these White House daily press briefings deals with 
foreign affairs topics. Included in this microfiche publication are 
those few briefings dealing with a foreign policy issue in depth 
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Some select passages from these White House daily briefings that 
touch on key foreign affairs issues were also previously printed in 
American Forngn Policy: Current Documents, 1989 

This microfiche publication does not include interviews, off-the- 
record sessions, “deep background” briefings (i.c., not to be 
attributed even to senior administration or Department of State 
officials), on-the-record briefings containing statements on back- 
ground, briefings before non-press groups, or briefings by foreign 
spokesmen unless given jointly with U.S. officials. It also does not 
include the texts of press conferences by the President, which are 
published in Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents and will 
appear in Public Papers of the Presidenis of the United States: George 
Bush, 1989 

The record copies of the Department's Daily and Special Press 
Briefings, which are verbatim transcripts, are filed in the Depart- 
ment of State and will be transferred to the National Archives and 
Records Administration (NARA) for permanent retention. The 
texts reproduced in this microfiche publication are the only 
published form of these briefings. The original transcripts of the 
White House briefings are retained by the Executive Office of the 
President. They will be permanently preserved along with other 
historical papers of the Bush administration. 


Evans Gerakas prepared the documerts for publication under the 
general direction of David S. Patterson, Chief of the Operations 
Staff, and Sherrill B. Wells, Chief of the Special Projects Division. 
Victoria Agee compiled the index. Rita M. Baker conducted the 
final review of the index, guide, and manuscript before publication 


William Z. Slany 
The Historian 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
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LIST OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND 
WHITE HOUSE PRESS BRIEFINGS 
HELD IN 1989 


Editor's Note: This chronological list presents daily briefings, 
special briefings, and press conferences, in the order in which 
they were given (when known) and also in which they appear on 
the microfiche. Special briefings and press conferences occurring 
on the same day are differentiated by the letter A, B. etc. This list 
presents up to four major entries for cach briefing and should be 
used in conjunction with the name and subject entries in the 
index 


Date Type  Bricfer(s) Major Subjects 


January 

3 Daily Redman Israch Occupied 
Territories; PLO 
Libyan Chemical 
Weapons, and Other 
Subjects 


Chemical Weapons 
Conference, U.S 
Downing of Libyan 
MiGs; Moscow Human 
Rights Conference; 
Cuban Release of 
Political Prisoners 


Chemical Weapons 
Conference 


Libya; Chemical 
Weapons, Geneva 
Negotiations, and 
Other Subjects 


Libya; PLO; 
Afghanistan; Panama; 
and Other Subjects 


Shultz Meeting with 
French Prime Minister 
Rocard, France; Egypt; 
and Other Subjects 
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Whitehead, 
ct al 


Libyan Chemical 
Weapons Plant; Pan Am 
103 Crash; and Other 
Subjects 


Chemical Weapons, 
Sovect Union; Libva: 
and Other Subjects 


Chemical Weapons; 
Angola, Libya; and 
Other Subjects 


Foreign Affairs 
Budget; Africa; 
Contras; and Other 
Subjects 


U_S.-Soviet Science 
Agreemers, 
Afghanistan; Libyan 
Chemical Weapons 
Plant; and Other 
Subjects 


Paris Conference on 
Chemical Weapons; 
and Other Subjects 


Chemical Weapons; 
Afghanistan; and Other 
Subjects 


Chemical Weapons; CSCE 
Negotiations, Soviet 


Refugee Quota; and 
Other Subjects 


Libya; U.S.-FRG 
Mectings on Libyan 
Chemical Weapons 
Plant; CSCE; and Other 
Subjects 


Conventional Arms. 
Turkish Port of 
Mersin; and Other 
Subjects 


Meeting with German 
Foreign Minister 
Genscher, East Blox 
Nations; and Other 
Subjects 








Namibia, Libya; 
Israch Occupied 
Terrmornes; Angola; 
and Other Subjects 


Chemical Weapons; PLO, 
Israch Occupied 
Terrmtores, 

Shultz-Baker Contacts, 
and Other Subjects 


Shultz Departure 
Pians; Arms Control; 


Libya; PLO: and Other 
Subjects 

Nicaragua; USSR; 
Libya; Peru; and Other 
Subyects 

Libya, Afghanistan, 
U.S.S.R.; Chile, and 
Other Subjects 


Afghanistan, E) 
Salvador, Cambodia, 
Pan Am 103 Plane 
Crash; and Other 


Subjects 


Iraqi Biological 
Weapons, Secretary 
Baker; Afghanistan; 
North Korea; and Other 
Subjects 

Arab Meeting on 
Lebanon, Afghanistan, 
Angola; Sudan; and 
Other Subjects 


Iran; Israeli Occupied 
Territories; 
Afghanistan, Somalia, 
and Other Subjects 


Laos; CW Shipment to 
Iraq, Jordan; 
U.S.S.R.; and Other 
Subjects 


Bush Visit to Japan; 
Trade Deficit; and 


Other Subjects 
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Meeting of Response 
Stratee@es Working 
Group of 
lraergovernmental 

Panel on Climate Chanec 


Sudan; Nicaragua 
Afghamstan, Hasan 
and Naw araguan 
Refugees. and Other 
Subjects 

Soviet Armenian 
Children, State 
Department and NSC; 
Saudi Arabia; Somalia; 
Panama, and Other 


Subjects 


Bush Meeting with 
Japanese Prime 
Minister Takesheta 


Paraguay; Peru, 
Nicaragua, Somalia, 
and Other Subjects 


Paraguay, Pan Am 
Flight 103; U.S.S_R 
Afghanistan 


Baker Trip to NATO 
Countries; PLO, 
Salvadoran Archbishop 
Romero Case; COCOM 
Strategic Embargo to 
U.S.5.R.; and Other 


Subjects 


Scowcroft Bush Upcoming Visit te 
Canada 


Schifter Country Reports on 
Human Righis Practices 
for 1988 


Sudan, Mozambique 
PLO, and Other 
Subjects 








Meeting with Central 
Amencan Foreign 
Minusters; and Other 


NATO, Middle East; and 
Other Subjects 

Visit to the United 
Kingdom, Lance 

Missiles 


Baker View to West 
Germany 


Libyan Chemical Plant; 
and Other Subjects 


Baker Visit to Denmark 


Immigrant Visas, 
Pakistan, Afghanistan. 
and Other Subjects 


Baker View to Turkey. 
NATO 


Baker Blind Trust, 
View to Greece; Call 
for Greek Extradition 
of Rashid 


Vietnam, and Other 
Subjects 

NATO, East-West 
Relations, and Other 
Subjects 
Afghanistan, 
Nicaragua, Israch 


Occupied Territories, 
Pakistan; and Other 


Subjects 
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Special 


Daily 


Special 
Daly 


Daily 


Special 


Daly 


Background 


Background 
Background 


Redman 


Scowc rott 


Redman 


Fitzwater 


Baker 
Redman 


Redman 


Fitzwater 


Redman 


Redman 


Aighanman, Lebanon. 
Necaragua, Cambodia; 
and Other Subjects 


Baker Tup to NATO 
Alhes 


Bush Trip to Japan 


Bush Trip to japan, 
China, and South Korea 


Crechosbov akia, 
Lebanon. Burma. and 
Other Subjects 


Bush Trip to Japan, 
China, and South Korea 


Middle East. 
Caechosiovakia, 

Vietnam, Cambodia, and 
Other Subjects 


Bush Meetings with 

Pressdem Mitterrand 
of France and Prime 
Munster Takeshita of 


Japan 
Middle East; NATO 
Middle East; China; 


Hostages in Lebanon. 
Iran 


Middle East. Swiss 
Sentencing of Lebanese 
Hijacker, Afghanistan, 
Iran; and Other 
Subyects 


Bush Meetings im 
Beipng 


Baker Trip to Vienna 
for CSCE Meeting: 
Egyptian-Israch Taba 
Agreement; PLO; EI 
Salvador, and Other 
Subjects 


FE) Salvador, PLO. 
Sudan; Iran: and Other 


Subyects 








El Salvador: PLO; 
Lebanon; Venezuela; 
and Other Subjects 


International 
Narcotics; 
Certification; and 
Other Subjects 


El Salvador; U.S.S.R.; 
Libya; Central 
America; and Other 
Subjects 


Conference on 
Indochinese Refugees; 
Palestinian Attack in 
Lebanon; U.S.S.R.; and 
Other Subjects 


NATO; Chemical 
Weapons; and Other 
Weapons Reductions 
PLO; Syria; Tibet; 
MIAs in Laos; and 
Other Subjects 


Freedom of 
Information; PLO; 
Tibet; and Other 
Subjects 

Meeting with Soviet 


Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze 


PLO; Egypt; Iran; 
Tibet; and Other 
Subjects 


Soviet Acceptance of 
IC} Jurisdiction in 
Human Rights Cases; 
PLO; El Salvador; 
Tibet; and Other 
Subjects 


Expulsion of Soviet 
Military Attaché; 
Syria; Chemical 
Weapons; and Other 
Subjects 
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Middle East Peace 
Process; Central 
America; El Salvador; 
MIAs in Laos; and 
Other Subjects 


U.S. Ban on Chilean 
Fruit Imports; 
Lebanon; Terrorist 
Bombing of Pan Am 
Flight; El Salvador; 
and Other Subjects 


El] Salvador; 
Nicaragua; Middle 
East; Afghanistan; and 
Other Subjects 


El Salvador; Lebanon; 
Angola/Namibia Joint 
Commission Meeting; 
and Other Subjects 


Romania; Lebanon; 
Iraq; Panama; and 
Other Subjects 


Bipartisan Foreign 
Policy on Central 
America 


Lebanon; Iraq; 
Angola/Namibia Joint 
Commission Meeting; 
and Other Subjects 
Elections in 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 


Iraq; Angola: 
Mozambique; and Other 
Subjects 


Tutwiler Iraq; Japan; Panama; 
Central America; and 
Other Subjects 


Tutwiler Lebanon; Germany; 
Nicaragua; Cuba; and 
Other Subjects 


Tutwiler Central America; 


Libya; Japan; and 
Other Subjects 








Tutwiler 


Background 


Angola/Namibia; Iraq; 
Middle East; 
Venezuela; and Other 
Subjects 


Visit of President 
Mubarak of Egypt 


Meeting between 
Mubarak and Bush 
Lebanon; Haiti; 
Namibia; and Other 
Subjects 

Cuba; Namibia; Haiti; 
Central America; and 
Other Subjects 

Visit of Prime 
Minister Shamir of 
Israel 


Immigration and 
Nationality Act 
Amendment; U.S.S.R.; 
Central America; 
Libya; and Other 
Subiects 

Cambodia; Haiti; 
Panama; Afghanistan; 
and Other Subjects 


Meeting between Bush 
and Shamir; Middle 
East Peace Process; 
and Other Subjects 


Lebanon; U.S.S.R.; 
Middle East Peace 
Process; Namibia; and 
Other Subjects 
U.S.S.R.; Haiti; 
Middle East Peace 


Process; Namibia; and 
Other Subjects 
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Terrorism; Middle 
East; Baker Meetings 
with French Foreign 
Minister Dumas and 
Canadian Foreign 
Minister Clark; 
Mexico; and Other 
Subjects 

Tutwiler Visit of U.K. Foreign 
Minister Howe; Aid to 
Nicaraguan Resistance; 
Israeli-Occupied 
Territories; Baker 
Note to Soviet Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze 
on the Middle East; 
and Other Subjects 
Cambodia; Lebanon; 
Baker Meetings with 
British Foreign 
Secretary Howe and OAS 


Secretary General 
Baena Soares; Narnibia; 
and Other Subjects 


Polish Roundtable 
Accords; Polish 
Economy; and Other 
Subjects 

Background Visit of King Hussein 
of Jordan 

Tutwiler Murder of Salvadoran 
Attorney General 
Alvarado, Lebanon; 
Sudan; Namibia; 
Reports of USG 
Officials Rebooking 
after Pan Am Flight 103 
Warning; and Other 
Subjects 
Bush Meeting with 
Hussein 


Lebanon, Panama; 
Discrimination Against 
Women in the Foreign 
Service; Nicaragua; 
and Other Subjects 








Tutwiler 


Visit of West German 
Foreign Minister 
Genscher and Defense 
Minister Stoltenberg; 
Philippines; Lebanon; 
Cambodia; and Other 
Subjects 

Baker Discussions with 
Genscher on Arms 
Control; Middle East 
Peace Process; 
Lebanon; Panama; and 
Other Subjects 


Nicaragua; Baker Talks 
With FRG Ministers on 
NATO SNF Arms; State 
Department Political 
Appointees; Soviet Use 
of Poison Gas in 
Georgia; and Other 
Subjects 

Baker Meeting with 
Delvalle; State 
Department Personnel 
Appointments; Middle 
East Peace Process; 

and Other Subjects 


Chinese Student 
Demonstrations; SNF 
Modernization; Panama; 
Australian Criticism 
of U.S. Agricultural 
Export Subsidies; and 
Other Subjects 
Lebanon; Panama 
Election Observers; 
SNF Negotiations; and 
Other Subjects 


FSX Agreement with 
Japan; Technology 
Flow-Back; and Other 
Subjects 
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PLO WHO Membership; 
Baker Support for 

Soviet President 
Gorbachev and 

Perestroika, Panama; 

NATO SNF Arms Coatrol; 
and Other Subjects 


Tutwiler Panama; Israeli 
Occupied Territories; 
U.S. WHO Payments; 
NATO SNF Arms Control; 
Cambodia; and Other 
Subjects 


Tutwiler Panama; Reported U_S. 
Rocket Weapons 
Technology Sale to 
Iraq; NATO SNF Arms 
Control; Cambodia; and 
Other Subjects 


Lebanon; Panama; 
Cambodia; Nicaragua; 
and Other Subjects 


Baker Speech on 
U.S.-Soviet Relations 
Sudan; lran/Terrorism; 
Israeli Occupied 
Territories; NATO SNF 
Arms Control; and 
Other Subjects 


Baker Trip to Moscow 


Arms Control with 
Soviet Union; Middle 
East; and Other 
Subjects 

Bolivia; Panama 
Presidential 
Elections; Israeli 
Occupied Territories; 
Iran/Terrorism,; and 
Other Subjects 








Immigrant Visa 
Lottery; Panama 
Election; Guatemala 
Coup Attempt; Visit of 
Netherlands Prime 
Minister Lubbers; and 
Other Subjects 


Baker Meeting With 
Soviet Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze 
Argentina; Panama; 
PLO; UNESCO; and Other 
Subjects 
Panama Elections; 
Violence; U.S. 
Military Action; and 
Other Subjects 
Fitzwater Nullification of 
Panama Elections; and 


Other Subjects 


Panama; Iran; 
Cambodia; Libyan 
Chemical Weapons; and 
Other Subjects 


Meeting with 
Shevardnadze; Middle 
East; Regional 
Conflicts; and Other 
Subjects 


Negotiations on 

Nuclear Warheads, 
Conventional Arms; and 
Other Subjects 


Dispatch of Brigade to 
Panama 


Panama; Lebanon; 
Greece; Soviet SNF 
Proposal; and Other 
Subjects 

NATO Council Meeting; 
Short-Range Nuclear 
Forces; and Other 
Subjects 
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Baker Mecting With 
Soviet President 
Gorbachev 

Panama; SNF Arms 
Control; Middle East 
Peace Process; 
Cambodia; and Other 
Subjects 

Killing of the Grand 
Mufti of Lebanon; 
Panama, Nicaragua; 
Middle East Peace 
Process; and Other 
Subjects 


Panama, North Korea; 
Nicaragua; Terrorism; 
and Other Subjects 


Cyprus; OAS ¢ «sama 
Resolution; K-icase of 
Czechoslovak 


Playwright Vaclav 
Havel; Ethiopia; and 
Other Subjects 


Lebanon; Baker Mecting 
with Israchi Foreign 
Minister Arens; 
Nicaragua; IC] Review 
of Iranian Airbus 
Incident; and Other 
Subjects 

Baker, Bush Meeting with 


Dumas French President 
Mitterrand; China 


Tutwiler China; Indian Missile; 
and Other Subjects 


Baker Summit Trip; Short- 
Range Nuclear Weapons; 
and Other Subjects 
Scheduling Trip to 
Economic Summit in 
Paris 





List of Press Briefings 





May —Cont. 


24 


Daily 


Tutwiler 


China; Soviet 
Conventional Arms 
Control Proposal; 
Middle East Peace 
Process; and Other 
Subjects 


Bush Speeches on 
Changes in Eastern 
Europe 

Murder of Mormon 
Missionaries in 
Bolivia; Soviet 
“Backdown” on SS-23; 
West Bank Election 
Proposal; and Other 
Subjects 

China; Colombia; 
India-Nepal Dispute: 
Japan Trade; and Other 
Subjects 

NATO Proposals on 
Weapons and Troop 
Reductions 
Argentina; Lebanon; 
and Other Subjects 


Summit, Short-Range 
Nuclear Forces; Troop 
Reductions; and Other 
Subjects 


U.S. Troop Cuthback in 
Europe 


Bush Meeting with 
British Prime Minister 
Thatcher 


Salvadoran President 
Cristiani; Libyan 
Chemical Weapons 
Plant; El Salvador; 
and Other Subjects 


Nicaragua; PLO; Japan; 
and Other Subjects 
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Special Background Visit by Prime 
Minister Bhutto of 
Pakistan 

Daily Tutwiler Chinese Army Move 
against Student 
Demonstrations; Iran; 
Poland; and Other 
Subjects 
China; U.S.S.R.; 
Panama; Poland; and 
Other Subjects 


Bush Meeting with 
Bhutto; Nuclear 
Weapons; and Other 
Subjects 


Tutwiler China; Panama; and 
Other Subjects 


Tutwiler China; Panama; Middle 
East Peace Process; 
Assassination of 
Salvadoran Minister of 
the Presidency; and 
Other Subjects 


China; U.S. Veto of 
U.N. Resolution on 
Israeli Occupied 
Territories; and Other 
Subjects 
China; Conventional 
Force Reduction 
Proposal; and Other 
Subjects 

Tutwiler China; Indochinese 
Refugees; and Other 
Subjects 
China; Deported Cuban 
Refugees; Baker 
Meeting With Yugoslav 
Foreign Secretary 
Loncar; and Other 
Subjects 
China; Cuba; Berlin 
Wall; Hungary; and 
Other Subjects 








China; Greek 
Elections; Cambodia; 
Nicaragua, and Other 
Subjects 

Afghanistan; China; 
Burma; Visit of FRG 
Foreign Minister 
Genscher; and Other 
Subjects 

Israeli Occupied 
Territories; 
Afghanistan; Angola; 
Iran; and Other 
Subjects 

Visit of Australian 
Prime Minister Robert 
Hawke 


Cuba; China; Lebanon; 
and Other Subjects 


Bush Meeting with Hawke 


Visit of President 
Mobutu of Zaire 
China; Indian Chemical 
Weapons Proliferation; 
Policy Against New 
Zealand High-Level 
Meetings, Cambodia; 
and Other Subjects 
Schedule for Bush 

Visit to Poland 


Bush Visit to Poland 
and Hungary; China; 
and Other Subjects 


Death of AID 
Administrator Woods, 
PLO; Israeli 
Deportation of 
Palestinians, Sudan; 
and Other Subjects 


Baker ASEAN Trip 
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Philippines; Japan. 
China 

Namuitna; Greece; and 
Other Subjects 


Environmental Issucs 
at Econom Summut 


Cambodia; ASEAN, and 
Other Subjects 


Economia Summit 


Middle East Peace 
Process; U.S.S.R.; 
Sudan; China; and 
Other Subjects 


ASEAN, China; and Other 
Subjects 


Bush Trip tc Poland 
and Hungary, Economic 
Summit; and Other 


Subjects 


Canada; Panama; 
Greece; China; and 
Other Subjects 


Middle East Peace 
Process; Angola; 
China; South Africa: 
and Other Subjects 


Polish Economy; U.S 
Aid; and Other 
Subjects 


Nicaragua; Israel; 
Strategic Arms 

Control; and Other 
Subjects 

Bush Trip to Poland 
and Hungary 

Economic Change; 
Weapons Reductions and 
Other Subjects 


Israel; Sale of F-16s 
to Pakistan; Burma, 
and Other Subjects 








Drug Traffickers; 
Israch-Occupied 


Africa; Ghana; and 
Other Subjects 

Economx Summit 
Economx Summit 


Middle East Peace 
Process; Arms 
Control/Cruise 
Missiles; Debt 
Problem; and Other 
Subjects 
Environmental Issues 
at Economx Summit 


Econom Summit, 
East-West Issues, and 
Other Subjects 

Aid to Hungary and 
Poland; Third World 
Debt; and Other 
Subjects 

Bush's Visit to the 


Iran Airbus Victims; 
Afghanistan, Denial of 
License To Export 
Missile Device to 
India; Panama; and 
Other Subjects 


Compensation for 
Iranian Air Flight 655 
Victims 
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Chemical Weapons Arms 
Control; Angola; 
Afghanistan; French 
Transfer of Missile 
Technology to Brazil, 
and Other Subjects 
Cuban Antidrug 
Program, Postpeaement 
of King Fahd Visit; 
Israch-Occupeed 
Territories; North 
Korean Nuclear Weapons 
Development; and Other 
Subjects 

Burma; Taiwan Driftnet 
Vessels; Panama; and 
Other Subjects 


Cambodia, Afghanistan. 
Somalia; Cyprus; and 
Other Subjects 


Cambodia; Felix Bloch 
Security Case; Middle 
East Peace Process; 
Japan; and Other 
Subjects 

Lebanon, Bloch 
Security Case; 
Cambodia; Baker 
Meeting with South 


Korean Foreign 
Minister Choi; and 
Other Subjects 
Middle East Peace 
Process; Bloch 
Security Case, 
Ambassadorial 


Appointments, 
U.S.8.R.; and Other 
Subjects 

Middle East Peace 
Process; U.S. Embassy 
Security; Canada 
Fishing Dispute; and 
Other Subjects 








Fitzwater 


Fitzwater 


Tutwiler 


Fitzwater 


Tutwiler 


Tutwiler 


Background 


Israeli Capture of 
Hizbollah Leader Sheik 
Obaid; Sri Lanka; 
China; and Other 
Subjects 


Baker-Shevardnadze 
Meeting; Perestroika; 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 


Conference on 
Cambodia; Elections; 
Vietnamese Withdrawal; 
and Other Subjects 


Cambodia 


U.S.-Vietnam Agreement 
on Resettlement of 
Detainees in the 

United States; 

Reported Execution of 
Hostage Higgins; 
Nicaraguan Contras; 

and Other Subjects 


Colonel Higgins; 
Hostages 


Hostage Situation; 
Israel 


Threats to Hostages in 
Lebanon; China; and 
Other Subjects 


Hostage Situation 


Murder of 
Higgins/Threat to 
Cicippio in Lebanon; 
Hostage Policy; and 
Other Subjects 


Murder of 

Higgins/Threat to 
Cicippio in Lebanon 
Upcoming Central 
American Leaders Summit 
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Hostages in Lebanon 
and Israeli Captive 
Obaid; Assistant 
Secretary Cohen's Trip 
to Ethiopia; and Other 
Subjects 


Hostage Situation; 
Mexico 

Sri Lanka; Lebanon; 
Central America; IC] 
Arbitration of 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. 
Terrorism Case 
Enforcement; and Other 
Subjects 


U.S.-Mexico Binational 
Commission; Narcotics; 
Immigration; and Other 
Subjects 

Congressman Leland’s 


Airplane’s 
Disappearance in 
Ethiopia; Iranian 
Asset Claims; Central 
American Peace 
Process; New Zealand; 
and Other Subjects 


Tutwiler China; Search for 
Leland Plane in 
Ethiopia; Japan; and 
Other Subjects 
Buigaria; Iran; Search 
for Leland Plane in 
Ethiopia; Nicaragua; 
and Other Subjects 


Tutwiler Lebanon; Search for 
Leland Plane in 
Ethiopia; Baker 
Meeting With Soviet 
Deputy Foreign 
Minister Bessmertnykh; 
and Other Subjects 
PLO; Lebanon; Leland 
Plane Crash Deaths; 
and Other Subjects 








U.S. Decision for IC] 
Litigation of Iran 
Claims; Soviet Missile 
Test Near Hawaii; 


in Venezuela; Lebanon; 
Jimmy Carter Peace 
Effort in Ethiopia; 

and Other Subjects 
Hostage Situation; 
Colombia; Poland; and 


Other Subjects 


Czechoslovakia; 
Colombia; Singapore; 
Philippines; and Other 
Subjects 

Colombia 

Panama; Colombia; 
Israeli-Occupied 
Territories; Cyprus; 
Japan; and Other 
Subjects 

Panama; Colombia; 
Baltic States; Angola; 
and Other Subjects 


South Africa; Panama; 
Colombia; Murder of 
Palestinian-American 
Jibreen on West Bank; 
and Other Subjects 
Taiwan Driftnet 
Fishing Agreement; 
Colombia; Cambodia; 
Angola; and Other 
Subjects 
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Ministers Mulroney of 
Canada and Kaifu of 
Japan 

Panama; Cambodia; 
Colombia; Namibia; and 
Other Subjects 
Colombia; U.N. Human 
Rights Commission; 
Cambodia; Israeli 
Occupied Territories; 
and Other Subjects 


Global Change Research 
Program 


Nonrecognition of 
Noriega Regime in 
Panama; South Africa; 
Baker Meeting With 
Japanese Foreign 
Minister Nakayama; and 
Other Subjects 


Territories; Colombia; 
Afghanistan; and Other 
Subjects 

National Drug Strategy 


Evacuation of U.S. 
Embassy Personne! in 
Lebanon; Palestinian 
Refugees; E) Salvador; 
CFE Arms Control 
Talks; and Other 


Subjects 








Tutwiler 


Election of F.W. de 
Klerk as President of 
South Africa; El 
Salvador; Lebanon; 
Immigration of Soviet 
Jews to the U.S. 

Baker Meeting with 
Israeli Defense 
Minister Rabin; Cuban 
Troop Withdrawal From 
Bdhiente: Colembie: 
and Other Subjects 
Hungary; Afghanistan; 
Cambodia; Somalia; and 
Other Subjects 

Poland; Panama; 
U.S.S.R.; Chemical 
Weapons Control; and 
Other Subjects 
Nicaragua; Colombia; 
South Africa; Burma; 
and Other Subjects 


Guatemala; U.S.S.R; 
Israel; Colombia; and 
Other Subjects 
Cambodia; Nicaragua; 
Poland; and Other 
Subjects 

Angola; Israel; 
Nicaragua; El 
Salvador; and Other 
Subjects 


Upcoming Ministerial 
with Soviet Union; 
Arms Control; 
Perestroika; and Other 
Subjects 


UTA DC-10 Flight 772 
Crash in Niger; 
Ethiopia; Nicaragua; 
and Other Subjects 
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| 


Meeting with 
Shevardnadze; Arms 
Control; Perestrowka. 
and Other Subjects 
U.S.-Soviet 
Ministenal Meeting 
Panama; Lebanon; 
Colombia; Nicaragua 
Baker Meeting with 


LTE fi 


Ministerial Meeting, 
Arms Control; and 

Other Subjects 
Cambodia; Lebanon; UTA 
Flight 772 Crash in 
Niger; Angola; and Other 
Subjects 

Chemical Weapons Ban 
Israel; Panama; 

Chemical Weapons; and 
Other Subjects 
Philippines; Saudi 
Arabia; China; and 
Other Subjects 

Chemical Weapons; 


E 


Special 
Special 


Fs 


tf | 


Meetings With Austnan 
Foreign Minister Mock; 
and French Foreign 
Minister Dumas; 
Cambodia, and Other 
Subjects 

Baker Meetings with 
Israchi Foreign 
Minister Arens and 
Czechoslovak Foreign 
Minister Johanes 








Background 


Fitzwater 


Death of Former 
Philippine President 
Marcos; Israel; 
U.S.S.R.; South 
Africa; and Other 
Subjects 

Meetings with 
Israeli Foreign 
Minister Arens and 
Egyptian Foreign 
Minister Meguid 
Visit of President 
Salinas of Mexico 
Middle East; China; 
and Other Subjects 


Bush Meeting With 
President Mubarak of 
Egypt 


Panamanian Coup 
Attempt; Angola; 


Attempt; East German 
Refugees; PLO; Central 
America; and Other 
Subjects 

Taiks With Soviet 
Economic Advisers 
Panamanian Coup 
Attempt, Egyptian 
Peace Plan; and Other 
Subjects 

U.N. Fund for Drug 
Abuse Control; Middle 
East Peace Process; 
Panama; Cambodia; and 
Other Subjects 











12 


13 


16A 


16B 
17 


Ef 


Ef 


Ef 


Tutwiler 


Tutwiler 


Tutwiler 


Tutwiler 


Tutwiler 


Tutwiler 


Visit of President Roh 
Tae Woo of South Korea 


U.S.-Soviet Relations 


Middle East Peace 
Process; Armenian 
Genocide Resolution; 
Somalia; and Other 
Subjects 











Conventional Forces in 
Europe 


Agreement at Taif 
Conference on 
Reconciliation in 
Lebanon; Iran; South 
Yemen; Eaagleburger 
Meeting with East 
German Deputy Foreign 
Minister Nier 

Baker Speech; Arms 
Control 

Middle East Peace 
Process; U.S.S.R.; 
Aoun Rejection of 
Compromise on Lebanon, 
Nicaragua; and Other 
Subjects 
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November — Cont 
5 Daily Boucher 
3B Special Background 
4A Press Baker, 
Conf. Cheney, 
et al. 
4B Press McCormack, 
Conf. Watanabe 
Special Background 
6 Daily Boucher 
6B Special Background 
7A Special Background 
7B Press Baker, 
Conf. Evans, 
et al. 
7 Daily Boucher 
7C Special Background 
7D Special McCormack, 
Wilhams, 
etal. 
8 Press Baker 
Conf 




















13 Daily Boucher FMLN Offensive in El 


14 Daily Tutwiler U.S.S.R.; Nicaragua; 


15 Daily Boucher Middle East Peace 


i 
i 


16 Tutwiler Soviet 
MFN Trade Status; 
Salvador, and Other 
Subjects 
17 Daily Tutwiler Panama; E) Salvador; 
Israchi Occupied 
Territories; and Other 
Su. pects 
20 Daily Tutwiler  wechoslovakia; El 
8 i.vador, Conventional 
Forces in Europe, and 
Other Subjects 


i 
: 


21 Daily  Tutwiler FMLN Seizure of Hilton 
Hotel in San Salvador; 
and Other Subjects 




















ef 


ef 


Fuzwater 


Fitzwater 


Tutwiler 


Fitzwater 








Baker, 
Delors, 
et al. 


Tutwiler 


Fitzwater 


East Germany; Eastern 
Europe; and Other 
Subjects 


South American 
Narcotics Violators; 
Costa Rica Summit; 
Vietnamese Refugees; 
Illegal Fishing; and 
Other Subjects 


Murderers of DEA Agent 
Enrique Camarena; 
Central America; 
Vietnamese Refugees; 
New Zealand; and Other 
Subjects 


Iraq; Salvadoran 

Release of Jennifer 
Casolo; Cambodia; 
Philippine Attack on 

U.S. Embassy Compound; 
Antinarcotics Aid to 

Peru, Bolivia, and 
Colombia 


North Atlantic Council 
Meeting; Soviet Union; 
and Other Subjects 
Baker Meeting with 
European Community; 
Trade; and Other 
Subjects 


Panamanian Killing of 
U.S. Military Officer, 
Beating of U.S. Naval 
Officer and Wife, and 
Declaration of War; El 
Salvador; Romania; 
Iran; and Other 
Subjects 
Scowcroft-Eagleburger 
China Trip in July; 
Iran; Panama; Sudan; 
and Other Subjects 


U.S. Military Action 
in Panama 
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U.S. Military Action 
in Panama 

Panama; Romania; 
China; and Other 
Subjects 

Romania; Panama; and 
Other Subjects 


Romania; Panama; 
Burma; and Other 
Subjects 





LIST OF TREATIES, CONVENTIONS, AND 
PROTOCOLS CONCLUDED BY THE 
UNITED STATES IN 1989 


Editor's Note: This list contains the titles of treaties concluded by 
the United States that were available in published form before this 
publication went to press. Additional 1988 treaties whose texts 
became available after publication of the 1988 Supplement are also 
included. 


Date Concluded 
1988 


May 28 Unidroit Convention on International 
Factoring 


May 28 Unidroit Convention on International 
Financial Leasing 


May 31 Amendments to the Convention of 
November 22, 1928, concerning 
International Expositions, as Amended 


Final Acts of the World Administrative 
Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the 
Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(ORB-88), Geneva, 1988 


January 12 Consular Convention between the 
United States and Algeria 


March 22 Basel Convention on the Control of 
Transboundary Movements of 
Hazardous Wasies and Their Disposal 


Treaty on the International 
Registration of Audiovisual Works 


International Convention on Salvage, 
1989 
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Title 


International Labor Organization 
Convention (169) Concerning 
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in 
Independent Countries 


Treaty between the United States and 
Jamaica on Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters 


Convention between the United States 
and the Federal Republic of Germany 
for the Avoidance of Double Taxation 
znd the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion 
with Respect to Taxes on Income and 
Capital and to Certain Other Taxes, 
together with a Related Protocol 


Convention between the United States 
and India for the Avoidance of Double 
Taxation and the Prevention of Fiscal 


Evasion with Respect to Taxes on 
Income, together with a Related 
Protocol 


Treaty between the United States and 
Nigeria on Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters 


Convention between the United States 
and Finland for the Avoidance of 
Double Taxation and the Prevention of 
Fiscal Evasion with Respect to Taxes 
on Income and on Capital 


Supplementary Protocol to the 
Convention between the United States 
and Tunisia for the Avoidance of 
Double Taxation and the Prevention of 
Fiscal Evasion with Respect to Taxes 
on Income 


Protocol Relating to an Amendment to 
Article 56 of the Convention on 
International Civil Aviation 


Convention for the Prohibition of 
Fishing with Long Driftnets in the 
South Pacific 





LIST OF BRIEFERS 


Abu Hassan Omar, Malaysian Foreign Minister 
Alatas, Ali, Indonesian Foreign Minister 


Baker, James A., Ill, Secretary of State from January 25, 1989 

Baueriein, Robert D., Advisor for Policy and Resources, Office of 
the Deputy Secretary of State 

Beazley, Kim, Australian Defense Minister 

Bennett, William ]., Director of the Office of National Drug Con- 
trol Policy fror: March 13, 1989 

Bernthal, Frederick M., Assistant Secretary of State for Oceans 
and International Environmental and Scientific Affairs 

Bissell, Richard E., Assistant Administrator for Program and 
Policy Coordination, Agency for International Development, 
to November 1989; thereafter Assistant Administrator- 
designate for Science and Technology 

Boucher, Richard A., Department of State Deputy Spokesman 
from March 27, 1989 

Brady, Nicholas F., Secretary of the Treasury 

Brown, Lt. Gen. Charles W., USA, Director, Defense Security 
Agency, Department of Defense 

Burns, Maj. Gen. William, USA (Ret.), Director of the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency to March 15, 1989 


Cheney, Richard B., Setretary of Defense from March 21, 1989 

Clark, William, Jr., Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
for East Asian and Pacific Affairs to August 1989; Ambassador 
to India from December 22, 1989 

Corell, Robert W., Assistant Director for Geosciences, National 
Science Foundation 


Dallara, Charles H., Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for Policy 
Development and Senior Adviser to the Secrtary to May 22, 
1989; thereafter Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for Inter- 
national Affairs 

Darman, Richard G., Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget from January 27, 1989 

Delors, Jacques, President of the European Communities Commission 

Dole, Sen. Robert (R-KS) 

Dumas, Roland, French Foreign Minister 


Evans, Gareth, Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade 
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Farren, J. Michael, Under Secretary of Commerce for Interna- 
tional Trade from June 1989 

Feldman, Roger B., Comptroller of the Department of State to 
July 25, 1989 

Fitzwater, M. Marlin, Assistant to the President for Press Rela- 
tions to January 23, 1989; thereafter Assistant to the President 
and Press Secretary 

Foley, Rep. Thomas S. (D-WA) 

Friedersdorf, Max L., Representative to the Conference on 
Disarmament 


Glen, Alixe R., Special Assistant to the President and Deputy 
Press Secretary from January 21, 1989 


Hansen, Lynn M., Assistant Director for Mulitalateral Affairs, 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, to July 1, 1989; 
Delegate-at-Large to the U.S. Conventional Armed Forces in 
Europe Delegation from September 1989 

Harter, Dennis G., Director of the Office of Press Relations, 
Department of State, to July 14, 1989; Consul General at 
Guangzhou from November 1989 

Hills, Carla A., United States Trade Representative from February 
6, 1989 

Holmes, H. Allen, Assistant Secretary of State for Politico-Military 
Affairs to August 6, 1989; Ambassador at Large for Burden- 
sharing from October 11, 1989 


Matsunaga, Hikaru, Japanese Minister of International Trade and 
Industry from August 9, 1989 

McCormack, Richard T., Permanent Represenative to the Organi- 
zation of American States to April 13, 1989; Under Secretary 
of State for Economic and Agricultural Affairs from Apmil 14, 
1989 

McSharry, Ray (Ireland), Member of the Commission of the Euro- 
pean Communities 

Michel, Rep. Robert H. (R-IL) 

Mitchell, Sen. George J]. (D-ME) 

Mosbacher, Robert A., Secretary of Commerce from February 8, 1989 


Nakayama, Taro, Japanese Foreign Minister from August 9, 1989 


Peck, Dallas L., Director of the Geological Survey, Department of 
the Interior 
Post, Robert L., Jr., Executive Director, Office of Science and 


Technology Policy 


Reilly, William K., Administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency from February 6, 1989 
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Communities 


Schifter, Richard, Assistsant Secretary of State for Human Rights 
and Humanitarian Affairs 

Scowcroft, Gen. Brent, USAF (Ret.), Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs from January 21, 1989 

Seitz, Raymond G. H., Assistant Secretary of State for European 
and Canadian Affairs from August 8, 1989 

Siddhi Savetsila, Air Ch. Mar. (Ret.), Thai Foreign Minister 

Sigur, Gaston J., Jr., Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian 
and Pacific Affairs to February 21, 1989 

Solana Morales, Fernando, Mexican Foreign Minister 

Solomon, Richard H., Director of the Policy Planning Staff, 
Department of State, to January 21, 1989; Assistant Secretary 
of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs from June 23, 1989 

Spiers, Ronald I., Under Secretary of State for Management to 
May 15, 1989 

Sununu, John H., Chief of Staff to the President from January 21, 
1989 


Ripa de Meana, Carlo (Italy), Member of the Commission of the 
European 


Taylor, John B., Member of the Council of Economic Advisers 
from July 1989 

Tutwiler, Margaret DeB., Assistant Secretary of State for Public 
Affairs from March 3, 1989; and Department of State Spokes- 
man from March 27, 1989 


Van den Broek, Hans, Netherlands Foreign Minister 


Watanabe, Koji, Japanese Ambassador to Saudi Arabia to October 
1989; thereafter Deputy Foreign Minister for Economic Affairs 

Whitehead, John C., Deputy Secretary of State to January 20, 

Williams, S. Linn, Deputy United States Trade Representative 
from May 1989 

Wright, Rep. James C., Jr. (D-TX) 

Wrobleski, Ann B., Assistant Secretary of State for International 
Narcotics Matters to June 17, 1989 


Yeutter, Clayton K., United States Trade Representative to Janu- 
ary 1989; Secretary of Agriculture from February, 6, 1989 

















INDEX 


Editor's Note: The references in this index are the dates on which 
the press briefings were given or treaties signed. The entries for the 
Department of State Daily Press Briefings, the Department of State 
and White House Special Press Briefings, and Treaties Concluded 
by the United States are listed separately as Daily, 

Special, and Treaties, respectively, under each heading. Depart- 
ment of State press conferences are included in the Special 
category. When more than one special briefing or treaty signing 
occurred on the same day, the order in which they appear on the 
microfiche card is indicated by the letter A, B, etc., after the date. 


ABC, reporter arrested in South Africa, Daily, Sept. 25 
Abdel Meguid, Ahmed Esmat. See Meguid, Ahmed Esmat Abdel. 
ABM Treaty. See Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty. 
Abrams, Morris B., Daily, May 10 
Abu Nidal organization, Daily, Feb. 10, May 15 
Acid rain, Special, Feb. 7, 10 
Adamec, Ladislav, Daily, Dec. 7 
Adoption, sale of Lebanese infants, Daily, Oct. 10 
Afghanistan (see also Mujahideen; Najib): 
Coalition Government, U.S. position, Daily, Feb. 3, 6 
Consular Office, Daily, July 18 
Indian economic assistance, Daily, Mar. 10 
Jalalabad situation, Daily, Apr. 24, June 21, July 10-11 
Kabul regime, Daily, Mar. 22, 24, June 7, July 11, 17 
Najibullah government: 
Daily, Mar. 29, Sept. 8 
Special, Dec. 5 
Pakistan arms deliveries, Daily, Mar. 17 
rebel group fighting, Daily, Aug. 29 
resistance groups. U.S. policy, Daily, Sept. 5 
Shevardnadze trip to Kabul, Daily, Jan. 13 
Soviet advisers, Daily, Oct. 10 
Soviet arms to Kabul regime: 
Daily, Apr. 14, July 17 
Special, May 8 
Soviet military activity, Daily, Jan. 25, Feb. 1, 16, Mar. 17, 
Oct. 6 
Soviet troop withdrawal, Daily, Jan. 3, 5, 10-11, 13, 23-24, 
26-27, Feb. 6-7, 13-15 
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Afghanistan — Cont. 
UN humanitarian relief effort, Daily, Feb. 7, 9-10, 15 
UN role, Daily, Feb. 17, Mar. 28-29, Oct. 6 
U.S. aid: 


Ss 
S. diplomats depart, Daily, Jan. 31 

5S. Embassy personnel, Daily, Jan. 23-27, 30 
S. meeting with ex-king, Daily, Sept. 11 

S. policy: 
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report on, Daily, Jan. 13 


proposal, Daily Aug. 22 

terrorist , 

U.S. vi 

Washi Information Office, Daily, July 5 


S. view, Daily, Sept. 7 
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, 27 


Lebanese ceasefire efforts, Daily, Mar. 29, Apr. 3, 14, 17, 19, 
21, 28, May 4, 12, 25, Sept. 25 
Lebanon peace effort, Daily, July 19, Aug. 2, 8, 14, 16, 18, 
Sept. 6, 18, 22, Oct. 5, 16, 24 
Ministerial Committee Meeting on Lebanon (Tunis), Daily, 
22 


biE 
i 
i 


iit 
eat 
Ryes 


5558 
: 
E 


Rafsanjani thveat to Westerners, Daily, May 8 
Sharon's co mments on, , Jan. 30, July 17-19, Sept. 14 


S. , Dee. 11 
. visit/visa request, Daily, Jan. 17-18, 26, Feb. 3, Aug. 8, 
28, . 7, U1, 13-14, 18, 26-27, Oct. 19, Nov. 13-14, 22 


Foreign Minister's U.S. visit, Daily, July 19 
U.S. military aid, Special, June | 
: Sanchez, ; 








Index 4) 





Apr. 27 
, Mar. 6, May 29-31, Oct. 12, Dec. 15A 


NATO Ministerial, Special, Dec. 15A 
NATO modernization, Daily, Feb. 15, 23 


NATO proposals, Daily, Sept. 6 


Aronson, Bernard. 
Daily, Feb. 1, July 17, 19, Aug. 14, Nov. 8, Dec. 12, 14 
Special, Oct. 27 
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Southeast Asian Nations, Special, June 30, July 3-4, 





pate it Simon, visit to U.S., Daily, July 19 





Index 





Baker, James A., II] —Cont. 


Panamanian elections, Daily, 
PLO dialog, Daily, Feb. 13 
Soviet perestroika, Daily, May 1, Sept. 12, Dec. 18 
Sudan peace and relief, Daily, Feb. 8 
U.S.-Cuban relations, Daily, Mar. 29 
West Bank elections, Daily, May 1! 
women’s rights, Daily, Apr. 20 
congressional testimony: 
Daily, Mar. 13, Sept. 12-13 
foreign assistance budget, Daily, Feb. 17 
House Finance Appropriations Committee, Daily, June 21 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Daily, Mar. 20 
on NATO, Daily, June 19 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittee, Daily, Apr. 11 
Senate Finance Committee, Daily, Oct. 3 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Daily, Apr. 17 
correspondence: 
with Arens, Daily, Oct. 6 
letter to Lebanese Prime Minister, Daily, June 28 
letters to Lebanese, Daily, June 26 
on Middle East peace plan, Daily, Sept. 15 
note to Shevardnadze, Daily, Apr. 14 
note to Takeshita, Daily, Apr. 25 
financial disclosure: 
Daily, Feb. 10, 14 
Special, Feb. 10-11, 14B 
stock holdings, Daily, Feb. 14-15, Mar. 9, 13 
first day as Secretary, Daily, Jan. 26 
meetings: 
with American Jewish Congress, Daily, Sept. 13 
with Arab League, Daily, Apr. 11, 27 
with Arafat, Daily, Sept. 1 
with Arens: 
Daily, Mar. 13, 16, May 19 
Special, Sept. 27B-28 
with Arias Sanchez, Daily, Apr. 4 
with Bandar, Daily, Feb. 7 
with Barbados Prime Minister, Daily, Mar. 30 
with Bhutto, Daily, June 5 
bilaterals in New York City, Special, Sept. 26-27A-B, 
28-29A-B 
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Baker, James A., II] —Cont. 
meetings — Cont. 
Binational Commission (with Mexico): 
Daily, June 28, Aug. 4 
Special, Aug. 3, 7 
with Central American Foreign Ministers, Daily, Feb. 9 
with Clark, Charles Joseph, Daily, Apr. 11 
CSCE, Daily, Feb. 27, Mar. 1 
with Delvalle, Daily, Mar. 22, Apr. 26-27 
with Dumas: 
Daily, Apr. 11 
Special, May 20 
with Ellemann-Jensen, Special, Feb. 13B 
with FRG Economics Minister, Daily, Feb. 3 
with FRG Ministers, Daily, Apr. 25 
with Genscher: 
Daily, Apr. 24, June 19, Nov. 17, 20 
Special, Feb. 12B 
with Hamdun, Daily, Mar. 24, 27, 31 
with Hawke, Special, Nov. 3A 
with Howe, Daily, Apr. 17 
with Israeli officials, Daily, Feb. 8, 16 
with Jewish groups, Daily, Mar. 3 
with Matsunaga, Daily, Mar. 28 
with McCarthy, Daily, Sept. 8 
with Meguid, Special, July 15C, Sept. 28A 
Ministerial Meeting (Wyoming), Special, Sept. 19, 21A-B, 
22A-B, 23 
with Nakayama, Daily, Sept. | 
with Netanyahu, Daily, Sept. 12 
with Nishihiro, Daily, Mar. 23 
North Atlantic Council, Special, May 12A 
with NSC Advisor and Defense Secretary, Daily, Feb. 8 
with OAS Commission, Daily, June 5 
with Ozal, Special, Feb. 14A 
with Peres, Special, Sept. 25B 
with Perez de Cuellar, Daily, Mar. 23, 31 
with Rabin, Daily, Sept. 6, 8 
with Salinas, Daily, Oct. 3 
with Prince Salman, Daily, July 27 
with Sarney, Special, Sept. 25B 
with Saudi Arabia Foreign Minister, Daily, June 14 
with Schaeuble, Daily, Feb. 8 
with Shamir, Daily, Apr. 5-6 
with Shevardnadze: 
Daily, Feb. 8, 10, Mar. 2-3, July 26, Sept. 1, 20, Nov. 30, 
Dec. 7 
Special, Mar. 7, May 5, 10A, 11B, July 29, Sept. 19, 21A- 
B, 22A-B, 23 





Index 





Baker, James A., [1] —Cont. 


meetings — Cont. 
with Soares, haens Apr. 17 


Daily, May 18-19 


Special, Feb. 13B 
with Tutu, Daily, Jan. 31 


with Venezuela President, Daily, Mar. 30 
with Wilson, Daily, Oct. 16 
with Wright, Daily, Feb. 1 
with Yeltsin, Daily, Sept. 11-12 
with Yilmaz, Special, Feb. 14A 

press conferences: 
Baker European trip, Special, June 29 
Bush European trip, Special, July 12B 
Bush-Mulroney meeting, Special, Feb. 10 
Bush-Thatcher meeting, Special, June | 
Bush visit to Netherlands, Special, July 17A 
Cambodia Paris Conference, Special, July 28 
Central America, Bipartisan Accord, Special, Mar. 24A 
Costa Rica meeting, Special, Oct. 25, 27 
Economic Summit, Special, June 29 
Malta Meeting, Special,* Nov. 29 
Mexico Binational Commission, Special, Aug. 7 
NATO alliance, Special, Feb. 11, 12A 
NATO Ministerials, Special, Dec. 15A-B 
NATO Summit, Special, May 30 
NATO trip, Special, Feb. 13A 
Panamanian situation, Special, Dec. 20B 
UN Mission, Special, Sept. 29B 

schedule, Daily, Jan. 25 

Shultz comments on, Special, Jan. 15 


AIPAC, Daily, May 18, 22, 25 
Asia Society, Daily, June 21 
Atlanta, Daily, Mar. 30 
Berlin Press Club address, Daily, Dec. 4 
Carter Center, Daily, Mar. 29 
Commonwealth Club: 

Daily, Oct. 13, 20 

Special, Oct. 23 
Council of the Americas, Daily, Apr. 28 
CSIS, Daily, May 3-4 
Foreign Policy Association, Daily, Oct. 13, 16 
Foreign Press Club, Daily, June 7 
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Baker, James A., I1]—Cont. 
— Cont. 
Forum Club on Democracy, Diplomacy and Drugs, Daily, 
Nov. 17 
U.S.-Soviet relations, Special, May 4, Oct. 16B, 23 
WORLDNET appearance, Daily, May 16 
travel: 
Daily, Jan. 26, May 19, Nov. 13 
ASEAN trip: 
Daily, Feb. 14, June 12, 27, 28 
Special, June 30, July 3-4, 7A 
Australia: 
Daily, Oct. 27, 30 
Special, Oct. 30B, Nov. 3A, 4A 
European trip, Daily, Dec. 4, 7 
Mexico: 
Daily, July 17-18 
Special, Aug. 7 
Middle East trip, Daily, June 27 
Moscow: 
Daily, May 3 
Special, May 5, 8, 10A, 11B, 12B 
NATO countries: 
Daily, Jan. 31, Feb. 1, 7 
Special, Feb. 16A, 17B 
Netherlands, Special, July 17A 
Poland, Daily, June 12 
South Africa, Daily, Sept. 7 
Washington Times editorials on, Daily, Oct. 30 
Ballaoui, Hakam, Daily, Feb. 28, July 27 
Baltic States: 
Special, Feb. 13B 
Molotov-Ribbentrop pact anniversary, Daily, Aug. 23 
nuclear free zone, Daily, Oct. 26-27 
U.S. policy, Daily, Aug. 23, 28 
Bandar, Sultan Bin, Daily, Feb. 7 
Baraldini, Sylvia, Special, Oct. 10 
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Lebanese Ambassador to US. recognized. Daily, Apr. 4 
Maronites (Catholics), Daily, May 30, Nov. 6 
McCarthy-Baker meeting, Daily, Sept. 8 
military situation, Daily, Feb. 15-17, 24, Mar. 16, 20, 22, 24. 
27, 29-30, Apr. 3, 7, 17, July 24, 28, Oct. 26 
Moawad 
assassination, Daily, Nov. 22 
meeting with McCarthy, Daily, Now. 20 
U.S. contacts with, Daily, Nov. 6-7 
U.S. support for, Daily, Nov. 8 
Oakar trip, Daily, Oct. 27 
Obaid capture/exchange, Daily, July 28, 31, Aug. 1-3, 16-17 
O'Connor peace mission, Daily, May 25 
Palestinian infiltration into Israel, Daily, June 5 
parliamentary deputies re national charter, Daily, Oct. 12 
parliamentary session, U.S. support, Daily, Nov. 3 
partition of, Daily, Nov. 22, Dec. 12 
passport restrictions, Daily, Nov. 16 
peace efforts, by U.S., Daily, Aug. 15 
PFLP incursion, Daily, Feb. 24, 27-28, Mar. 1, 3 
political situation, Special, Jan. 15 
Prime Minister appointment, Daily, Nov. 13 
Rahall trip, Daily, Oct. 27 
sale of infants for adoption, Daily, Oct. 10 
shelling of oil tanker, Daily, Aug. 30 
Soviet involvement, Daily, Aug. 25 
Soviet Union, U.S. contacts with re, Daily, Apr. 28 
Syrian role 
Daily, Mar. 31, Apr. 3, 17, June 15, 26, Aug. 11, 16, 18, 
Sept. 5, 7 
shelling of tanker, Daily, July 10 








U.S. diplomats, returning, Daily, *  . 13, 22 


Daily, Jan. 30, Feb. 16-17, Apr. 17, Aug. 30 
personnel evacuation, Daily, Sept. 6-7, 11, Nov. 14 
S. humanitarian aid, Daily, Apr. 24, May 19 

S. military advisers withdrawal, Daily, Mar. 29 

S. personnel, Daily, Apr. 4 

S. policy, Daily, Mar. 29, June 23, Aug. 28, Sept. 5 
S. relations, Daily, Jan. 3! 

§.-Soviet joint statement, Daily, May 1! 

Ledogar, Stephen J., Daily, Sept. 5 

Lee, T.D.. Daily, Oct. 18 

Lee Kuan Yew, Special, Feb. 21, Nov. 7B 

Legal Assistance Treaties, Treaties, July 7, Sept. 13 
Leland, Rep. Mickey, Daily, Aug. 8-11, 14-16, 21 
Letelier, Orlando, Daily, Jan. 24-25 

Li Peng 


Allied Nations’ Trade Policy, Daily, Jan. 4 
chemical weapons facility 
Daily. Jan. 3-6, 9-11, 13, 25, Mar. 2, June 1, Nov. 17, 20 
Special, Jan. 4-6, Feb. 13A, 15, 
FRG firms’ involvement 
Daily, Jan. 23-24 
Special, Jan. 17, Feb. 153A 
Japanese firms involvement, Daily, Mar. 8, 30 
chemical weapons use in Sudan, Daily, Jan. 10 
Egyptian relations, Daily, June 1-2 
French sale of Morage aircraft 
Daily, Jan. 9, Nov. 16 


Special, Jan. 8 
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Libya —Cont 
Sowet milmary suppor: oth SU-24 
Daily. Apr 5.7 
Special. May 4 
terrons actiwety, Daily, Jan 18, Apr 4 
UN Securty Council debate, Daily. Jan 5, 9, 1! 
U.S. compames reernctions, Daily, Jan 18 
US. contacts, Daily. Jan 6, 10, 19, Feb. 6 
U.S. downme of aircraft 


Daily. jan #5. 9. 11 
Special. Jan 6. 8 
U.S. molation policy, Daily, Feb 14 
US. officials, meetings mm Europe, Daily. Now 9 
U.S. of companies, Daily, Jan 19. 25 
US. poly. Daily, Jan +5 
US. relanons, Daily. June 12, Nov 6 
U.S. sanctions, Daily, Jan. 17 
Likud Party 
Daily. July ¢-7, 14 


Special, j = 9,:«13, 150, Sept. 278 
Lilley, James &.. Daily. June 5, 27 
Lorence, Capt. Paul, Daily, Jan 15 
Lubbers, Rudolph, Daily, May 9-10 
Lucas, Wiliam, Special. Aug |-2 


Mack, Sen. Conme, Daily, June 30 
Maghreb Unity Conference, Daily, Feb 14 
Malta Meeting (Gorbachev -Bush) 

Daily, Nov. 1, 14, 27-28, 3, Dec 11 

Special, Oct. 31, Nov. 28B, 29, Dec. 3, 5 
Mandela, Nelson, Daily. July 10, 13, Oct. 11, Dec. 13 
Manescu, Cornelu, Daily, Dec. 22 
Manley, Michael N . Daily, Feb. 10 
Marcos, Ferdinand E 

burial/death of, Daily, May 19, Sept. 28 

health, Daily, Jan. 18, Feb. 2 
Marks, Leonard, Daily, Mar. 23 
Martinez Romero, Eduardo, Daily, Aug. 22, 24, Sept. 6 
Matsunaga, Nobuo 

Daily, Mar. 28 

Special, Nov 6A, 7B 
Mauritania, U.S. humanitarian aid, Daily, May 4 
Mazowiecki, Thadeusz, Daily, Aug 24 
Mbeki, Thabo, Daily, Oct. 3 
MBFR. Se Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions 
McCain, Sen. John, Daily, Jan. 26 
McCarthy, John, Daily, Sept. 7-8, Nov. 20 
McCormack, Richard T.. Special, Nov. 4B, 7D 





Inde 87 





Meat hormones, Daily. Feb. 138 
Medellin cartel (ser alee Narcotics), Daily, Dec. 18 
Meguid, Ahmed Esmar Abdel 
Daily, Oct. 10, 24, Nov. 1, 3, 14, 30, Dec. 1, 4 
Special, Jan. 6, July 15C, Sept. 28, Now. 15 
Mehon, Richard H., Daily, Apr. 4 
Menectrey, Gen. Lous C., Special, Feb. 17 
Mexico 
Baja California elections, Daily. July 5 
Baker view, Daily, July 17-18 
Binational Commurmson 
Daily, June 28, Aug 4 
Special, Aug 5, 7, Sept. 29A 
detx question, Special, July 14A-B 
extradition agreements, Special, Aug 7 
Gallardo arrest, Daily, Apr. 1! 
immigration problem 
Daily. Mar. 17 
Special, Aug 7 
Mexico City police chief resignation, Daily, Feb. 24 
narcotes 
drug trafficking 
Daily. jan. 9 
Special, Aug 6-7 
narcotics control 
Daily, Jan. 25, Mar. 17, Now. 16 
Special, Mar. 1, Sept 29A 
Saleido extradtion, Daily, Apr. 20 
Salinas-Baker meeting, Daily, Oct. 3 
Salinas view to US. Special, Sept. 29A 
Solano-Baker meeting, Daily, Mar. 20 
trade, Special, Aug. 7 
Michel, Rep. Robert, Special, Mar. 24A 
Middle East peace process (se alse Arab League, Occupied Territo- 
nes, Palestine Liberation Organization) 
Arab League declaration, Daily, May 0 
Arab world role, Daily, May 24 
Aralat-Baker meeting, Daily, Sept. | 
Baker-Arab League meeting, Daily, Apr. 1!, 27 
Baker-Arens conversations, Daily, Mar. 16, Oct. 5-6, 10-11, 18, 
24, Nov. 1, 3 
Baker-Arens meeting, Daily, Mar. 13 
Baker five pout plan 
Daily, Oct. 26, W, Nov. 2-3, 14-15, 20-22, 27, W, Dec. 4-5 
Special. Nov. 8 
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Maddie East peace process — Cont 


Baker five-poumt plan — Com 
Egypuan response 
Daily, Oct. 11-13, Nov. 6-9, Dec. 6 
Special, Now 15 
Israch response, Daily, Oct. 11-15, 25-24, Now 69 
PLO response, Daily, Oct. 12-13, 16-18, 24, Now. 6-8, Dec. 6 
Baker letter on peace plan, Daily, Sept. 15 
Baker-Meguid conversations, Daily, Oct. 10-11, 24, 26, Now. 1, 
3, 14, BW, Dee 1,4 
Baker-Raton meeting, Daily, Sep 6 
Baker statements 
Daily, Mar. 27 
Special, Feb. 258 
Bush bilaterals om, Special, Feb 235A 
Bush-Mubarak meeting. Special, Oct 2 
Catholic Bishops’ statemem, Daily, Oct. 12, Now. 6 
Egyptian Mubarak 10-poent peace plan 
Daily, Sept. 5, 7, 12-14, 18, 28, Oct. 6, Now. 3 
Special, Sept. 258. 278-28, 298, Oct. 2 
Egyptian robe 
Daily, June 15, Oct. 1, Now. 6, 8-9, 13, 15, 20-22, Dec 6 
Special, jan 6 
Husser s rode 
Daily, Mar 2.7 
Special. Apr 18-19 
International conference 
Daily, Jan 26, June 25 
Special, Apr 3. 18 
Baker on, Dailw, Feb 25 
U.S. position, Feb. 22, Apr 2% 
USSR role 
Daily, Feb 22 
Special, Mar 7 
Israch- PLO contacts, Daily, July 13-14 
Israch/Shamuir election plan 
Daily, Feb. 14, Apr. 28, May 15-17, June 9, July 26-27, 
Sept. 18, Oct. 18, 26 
Special, Apr. 3, July 10, 150, 17A, Sept. 258, 278-28, 298 
Nov. 15 
Arens on, Daily, May 17 
Bush on, Daily, Apr. 7, Sept. 5 


. 


Egyptian modifcations, Daily, Sept. 5, 7 

Israch Cabinet Approval, Daily, May 15 
Khalafs comments on, Daily, Apr. 26 

Likud Party on, Daily, July 6-7 

PLO wews, Daily, July 26-28, Aue 23, Oct 24 
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Maddie East peace process — Cont 
Israch/Shamer clecton plan — Cont 
U.S. role/views, Daily, June 19, 26, July 26-27, Sepr. 7, 18, 
Oa. 18 
Wee Rank Palestinians on, Daily, Apr. 28 
Kelly testimony, Daily, July 12, 24, Occ. 
Kelly travel, Daily, June 26-27, July 24, Aug. 1-2, 4, Dec 54 
Palestinian representation lit, Daily, Oct. 5 
Pelictreau-Ballaow: meeting, Daily, July 27 
PLO/Palestimian election plan, Daily, June 26 
PLO peace effort, Daily, Aug 25, Oct. 24 
Ratiun-Mubarak meeting, Daily, Sep 18 
Row-Tarasov meeting, Daily, Sept. 7, i! 
Row trip, Daily, May 5, Oct. 10 


Special, May 10A 
UN role, Daily, Jan. 11 
UN Securty Council vote, Daily, Now 8 
UN vote on Palestinian State, Daily, Mar 7 
U.S. arms sales, Daily, Feb. 2 
U.S. efforts, Daily, Apr. 24 
U.S. -Israch-Egyptian meeting, Daily, Oct. 10-15 
US. policy, Daily, Feb. 23, Dee 11 
U.S. -Seviet contacts, Daily, July 27 
U.S. -Sovet discussions, Daily, Oct. 24, 30, Now. |! 
U.S. Soviet expert talks, Daily, June 15-16, Sept. 7 
Washington talks, lsrach delegation, Daily, Dec 11! 
Western European role, Daily, Feb. 17 
Miskito Indians, Daily, Sept. 20 
Missing im action. Se POW/MIAs 
Mitchell, Sen. George J 
Daily, Oct. 26 
Special, Mar. 24A, Sept. 19 
Mitsubishi, Daily, Mar 30 Mitterand. Francow 
Daily, Nov. 14-15 
Special, Feb. 21, 23A, May 20, July 13, 15B, Aug 21 
Moawad, Rene, Daily, Nov. 6-8, 20, 22 
Mobutu Sese Seko 
Savimin-Cohen meeting, Daily, Oct. 16 
Savimmin meeting, Daily, Dec. 4 
U.S. visit 
Daily, June 28, Sept. 26-28 
Special, June 278 
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Moore. Meke, Special, Now 6A 

Morocco, Daily, Feb. 6 

Morr, Meroedes, Daily, Apr. 26-27 

Mosbacher, Robert, Special, Or. SOB, Now 3A, 228A, Dec. 15B 
Mozamincan National Rewsance, Daily, Mar 27 


Daily, Feb. 8. Mar 27, Oct 25, W 
Ferrao-Cohen meeting, Daily, Dec 22 
travel advisory, Daily, July 12 
Mubarak. Mohammed Hor 
Daily, Mar. 17, 30-31, Sept. 7, 12, 18, Oct. 16 
ial, Feb 21, 238. Mar 31, Apr. 3, 6, Oct 2 
Mugabe, Robert B.. Daily, May 17 
Muyjahadeen (ser also Afghanistan) 
imerum Government, Daily, Feb. 24, 27 
and rival group, Daily, July 17-18, 21 
Saudi Arabia recognizes government of, Daily, Mar 10 
Sovect expert talks, Daily, Jan 5, 10, Feb. 1, July 18 
Soveet negotiations, Daily, Jan. 5, 10, 24 
U.S. arms supphes 
Daily, Jan. 10, Feb 13, Mar. 17, July 27 
Special, May 8, Sept. 272A, 298 
U.S. “chaster bomb” rocket, Daily, Aug 18 
US. poly, Daily, Aug 10 
U.S. Special Envoy, Daily, Mar 29, 22 
U.S. weet of leaders, Daily, Now ! 
Mullins, Janet. Daily, Sept 13 
Mulroney, Brian, Special, Feb 10, May 3), Aug. 29 
Murtha, Jack, Special, May 114A 
Muse, Kort F Daily, Apr 17, May | 
Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions, Special, Jan 17 


Nagy. Imre 
Daily, June 16 
Special, july 7B 
Najib (formerly Napbullah), Ma; Gen Savid Mohammad 
Daily, Mar 29, Sep & 
Special, May 10A, Sept. 22A, 29B, Dec 5 
Nakayama, Taro 


Daily, Sept. | 
Special Now 6A. 7B 
Narmuitna 


chemical weapons wee, Daily, Jan 17 

Constitutional Assembly vote, Daily, Nov 8 

elections, Daily, Now 13-14 

electoral law, Daily, Aug WO 

independence, Daily, Mar. 31, July 18 

jownt Commussion Meetings, Daily, Mar 20, 24, 27, Apr. 7, 
24, May 15, 17 
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Namibia — Cont. 
observer report, Daily, July 13 
SWAPO brutality, Daily, July 5 
SWAPO incursions/withdrawal, Daily, Apr. 3-5, 10, 17, 19-20 
SWAPO infiltration, Daily, Nov. 2 
UN resolutions, Daily, Jan. 11, 17, Aug. 30 
UN role: 
Daily, Apr. 3-4, 7, 10 
Mugabe criticism of, Daily, May 17 
settlement plan, Daily, Aug. 30 
SWAPO detention investigations, Daily, Oct. 12 
U.S. economic assistance, Special, Jan. 9 
U.S. policy, Daily, Oct. 19 
Narcotics: 
Bahamas, Special, Mar. 1 
Bennett statement on, Daily, Nov. 2-3 
Bolivia: 
anti-drug efforts: 
Daily, Mar. 22 
Special, Mar. 1 
Camarena murder case, Daily, Dec. 13 
Canada, drug interdiction efforts, Daily, Sept. 15 
Central America, drug trafficking, Daily, Apr. 14 
Colombia: 
anti-drug efforts: 
Daily, Jan. 9, Aug. 22-23, 31, Sept. 14 
Special, Mar. 1, Aug. 21-22 
drug arrests, Daily, Aug. 21 
drug trafficking, Daily, Apr. 17, Aug. 29, Oct. 24, Nov. 1 
Cuba: 
drug case, Daily, July 11 
drug cooperation, Daily, July 12-13 
drug interdiction efforts, Daily, June 26, 28, July 10, 19, 25, 27 
drug trafficking: 
Daily, Feb. 13, June 16, 23, 26, July 5, 13 
Special, July 13 
Ochoa drug trial, Daily, July 5, 19 
drug report, Daily, June 1 
drug traffickers, assassinatior of, Daily, June 9 
Ecuador, U.S. anti-drug efforts, Daily, Oct. 16 
Haiti: 
anti-drug efforts, Daily, Apr. 3, 26 
drug trafficking, Daily, Apr. 3, 10 
international control: 
Daily, Mar. |! 
Special, Mar. 1 
Jamaica, drug control efforts, Daily, Feb. 10 
Latin America, drug investigations, Daily, Feb. 23 
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Narcotics — Cont. 
Mexico: 
anti-drug efforts, Daily, Jan. 25, Nov. 16 
drug trafficking: 
Daily, Jan. 9 
Special, Aug. 6-7 
narcotics control, Special, Mar. 1, Sept. 29A 
Nicaragua: 
Contra drug trafficking, Daily, July 25 
drug trafficking, Daily, Feb. 13, Aug. 23 
Nigeria, anti-drug trafficking agreement, Daily, Sept. 13, 
Treaties, Sept. 13 
Ochoa brothers arrest in U S., Daily, Apr. 3 
Panama, indictments, Daily, Mar. 29 
Paraguay: 
Special, Mar. rt 
drug trafficking, Daily, Feb. 6 
Peru: 
Special, Mar. |! 
anti-drug operations, Daily, May 30 
Operation Snowcap, Daily, Sept. 1! 
U.S. anti-drug efforts, Daily, Jan. 23 
Shultz statement on, Daily, Nov. ” 
South America: 
Andean Drug Summit: 
Daily, Dec. 7, 12 
Special, Dec. 21 
U.S. anti-drug operations, Daily, Feb. 8 
violators’ extradition to U.S., Daily, Dec. 12 
State Department: 
anti-drug commitment, Daily, Nov. 3 
criticism of, Daily, Apr. 3, July 28 
Syria, Daily, Nov. 3 
U.S. certifications, Special, Mar. | 
U.S. national drug strategy, Special, Aug. 21, 29, Sept. 5, Oct. 25 
National Endowment for Democracy, Daily, Sept. 15 
National Security Council, Daily, Feb. 2, Oct. 6 
NATO. See North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 
Negroponte, John D., Daily, Feb. 1 
Nemeth, Miklos, Special, July 12B 
Nepal: 
economic blockade, Daily, May 17 
trade dispute with India, Daily, May 17, 26 
Netanyahu, Benjamin, Daily, Jan. 12, Sept. 12-13 
Netherlands: 
Bush visit, Special, May 11A, July 7B, 17A 
Lubbers visit to U.S., Daily, May 9-10 
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New Caledonia, Special, jan. 6 
New Zealand: 
Daily, June 28, Aug. 8 
driftnet fishing, Daily, Dec. 13 
Lange resignation, Daily, Aug. 7 
South Pacific Developments Meeting (Washington), Daily, Dec. 
11, 13 
U.S. relations: 
Daily, Sept. 12 
Special, Nov. 3A, 4A 
Nguyen Co Thach, Special, July 30, 31A 
Nicaragua: 
Ambassadorial exchange, Daily, Apr. 25 
Army reductions, Daily, Feb. ! 
Baker consultations, Daily, Sept. 12 
Baker-Wright meeting, Daily, Feb. 1 
ceasefire suspension: 
Daily, Oct. 30, Nov. 1 
Special, Oct. 27 
Contra-Sandinista talks, Daily, Nov. 3, 13-17, 22 
Contras: 
attack on Sandinista troops: 
Daily, Oct. 24, Nov. 1-2 
Special, Nov. 3B 
demobilization plan, Special, Aug. 7, Oct. 27 
Directorate meeting (Washington, D.C.), Daily, Jan. 5 
disbanding of, Daily, Feb. 15, Mar. 13, 16-17, Aug. 7-8, 
Oct. 16 
drug trafficking, Daily, July 25 
human rights abuses, Daily, Mar. 23 
leaders in U.S., Daily, Aug. 10 
leadership changes, Daily, Sept. 7, Nov. 9, 13 
meeting with Ortega, Daily, Nov. 2 
repatriation of, Daily, Feb. 3, Mar. 29, July 31 
U.S. aid: 
Daily, Feb. 2, Mar. 16-17, 20, 29, Apr. 5, July 17, Nov. 1 
Special, Jan. 9 
U.S. asylum, Daily, Feb. 16 
U.S. support, Daily, Aug. |! 
in Washington, Daily, July 10, 17 
Cuban aid, Daily, May 16 
drug trafficking, Daily, Feb. 13, Aug. 23 
El Salvador subversion, Daily, Apr. 4 
election funding support, Daily, Sept. 14 
elections: 
Daily, Mar. 13, 17, Apr. 20, 25, May 19, June 2, 19, July 7, 
11, 31, Sept. 15, Oct. 24, Nov. 13, Dec. 1, 13, 14 
Special, May 10A, Aug. 3 
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Nicaragua — Cont 
Honduran border 
arms cache, Daily, Oct. 20 
buildup, Daily, Dec. 8 
human nghts. Daily, Aug. 3, 8. Nov. 1, 3, 13 
military situation. Daily, Nov. 2 
Miskito leaders, Daily, Sept. 20 
Mullins travel, Daily, Sept. 13 
Opposition 
attacks by Sandinistas, Daily, Nov. | 
meetings with leaders of, Daily, Apr. 25-26 
U.S. aid, Daily, Sept. 13, 22 
U.S. campaign assistance, Daily, Oct. 5, 18 
Ortega-Carter meetings, Daily, Feb. 3 
Ortega comments, Daily, May 19, Oct. 30, Nov. 1 
political prisoners, Daily, Mar. 17, Aug. 16 
political situation, Special, Nov. 3B 
refugees to U.S.. Daily, Jan. 30 
Resistance, July 11, Aug. 30, Nov. 8 
Sandinistas, Daily, Apr. 20, May 19, July 11, 17, 19, 31, Aug. 
8, Oct. 24, Nov. 1, 3, Dec. 1 
agreement with opposition, Daily, Aug. 7 
attack on opposition, Daily, Dec. 11 
ceasefire, Daily, Nov. 8 
offensive, Daily, Dec. 8 
Soviet aid, Special, May 4 
Soviet contacts, Daily, Nov. ! 
U.S. assistance, Daily, May 9 
Soviet aid, Daily, May 16, 18, Sept. 18 
Soviet arms shipments: 
Daily, May 17, Aug. 7, 14, Oct. 12, 16 
Special, July 29 
Soviet bloc military aid, Special, Aug. 3 
Supreme Electoral Council, Daily, June 9 
Tesoro Beach, Special, Aug. 3 
Tinoco-Aronson contacts, Daily, July 19 
travel advisory, Daily, May 11 
U.S. diplomats, expulsion of, Daily, May 26, 30-31 
U.S. election aid, Daily, Sept. 15, 22, Oct. 18 
U.S. Embassy, Daily, Jan. 30, May 4 
U.S. fishing vessels detained, Daily, Aug. 28 
U.S. humanitarian aid for resistance, Daily, Mar. 2, Apr. 14, 
Aug. 30 
U.S. position, Daily, Feb. 15, Mar. 28-29, Nov. 2 
U.S. relations, Daily, Apr. 14, 24, Sept. 13 
visa restrictions, Daily, June 19 
visas for U.S. diplomats, Daily, Jan. 23, 25, 27, Feb. 3, Mar. 17 
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Nidal, Abu, arrest, Daily, Nov. 28 
Nigeria, anti-drug trafficking agreement, Daily, Sept. 13 
Nishihiro, Sciki, Daily, Mar. 23 
Nitze, Paul H., Daily, Mar. 23, May 3, Oct. 30 
Nixon, Richard M., Daily, Nov. ! 
Nobel Peace Prize, Dalai Lama, Daily, Oct. 6, Dec. 11 
Noriega Morena, Gen. Manuel Antonio (ser also Panama: Noriega 
regime): 
Daily, Jan. 5, Feb. 28, Mar. 22, Aug. 11, Dec. 21-22 
Special, Dec. 20B 
U.S. policy on, Daily, Feb. 9, Aug. 17 
North Africa, Daily, Feb. 14 
North Atlantic Council: 
Special, May 12A 
Ministerial Mectings, Special, Dec. 15A 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization: 
arms control: 
Daily, Sept. 6 
ial, Feb. 13B 
Baker-FRG Ministers meeting, Daily, Apr. 25, May 17 
Baker press conference: 
Daily, May 18 
Special, May 12A 
Baker statements, Special, Mar. 6 
Baker's trip: 
Daily, Jan. 31, Feb. 1, 7 
Special, Feb. 10, 16A, 23B 
Bulgarian treatment of ethnic Turks, Daily, Aug. 10 
comprehensive security concept, Daily, Apr. 21, 24, 28 
Denmark's view, Special, Feb. 13B 
Foreign Ministers Meetings: 
Daily, May 11, Nov. 15 
Special, May 12A 
Italian role, Special, Oct. 10 
modernization of Lance missiles: 
Daily. Nov. 21 
Special, Feb. 11-12A-B, 13A-B, 23A 
SNF modernization negotiations: 
Daily, Jan. 19, 24, 31, Feb. 15, Apr. 25, May 1, 25 
Special, Feb. 10, 13A, 15, May 8 
on Soviet MiG-23 crash in Belgium, Daily, July 6 
Summit Meeting: 
Daily, May 22, June 13 
Special, May 29-30 
U.S. defense budget and, Special, Feb. 10-11 
U.S. troop cuts in Europe, Daily, May 26 
Woerner visit to U.S., Daily, Apr. 10 
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North Korez 
academicians in U.S. Daily. Apr 10 
human nghts, Special, Feb. 8 
mectings in Beijing, Daily, May 10 
nuclear capabilities, Daily, Sept. 15 
nuclear weapons capability, Daily. July 19 
U.S. contacts, Daily, Jan. 26. May 17, June 1-2 
North, Oliver, Daily, Apr. 10 
North-South Summum, Special, July 14A-B, 15A-B 
Northern Ireland, Daily. Aug. 15, 22 
Nuclear free zones 
Baltic zone, Daily, Oct. 26-27 
South Pacific 
Daily, Aug. 16 
Special. Nov. 3A 
U.S. position 
Daily, Mar 31 
Special, Now. 4A 
Nuclear non-proliferation 
Bush policy, Daily, Oct. 26 
Israeli policy, Daily, Oct 26 
Nuclear proliferation 
Israel-U.S. discussions, Daily, Mar. 3! 
Soviet-U.S. discussions, Daily, Mar. 31 
Nuclear reactors, Soviet, Daily, Apr. 7 
Nuclear weapons 
Iraq program, Daily, Mar. 31 
Israel capabilities, Daily, Jan. 10 
North Korean capabilities, Daily, July 19, Sept. 15 
Pakistan capabilities, Daily, July 28 
Pakistan program, Special, June 6 
reduction, Special, May 12A 
testing agreements, Special, Sepi. 22B 
Nudel, Ida, Special, Jan. 15 
Nunn, Sen. Sam: 
Daily, May 4 
Special, Sept. 19 


Oakar, Rep. Mary Rose, Daily, Oct. 27 
Oakley, Phyllis E., Daily, Jan. 6 
OAS. See Organization of American States 
OA.U. See Organization of African Unity 
Oba‘d, Shaikh Abdel-Karim 
Daily, July 28, 31, Aug. 1-3, 16-17 
Special, July 31B, Aug. | 
Obando, Cardinal, Special, Nov. 3B 
Obey, Rep. David R., Special, Oct. 30A 
Obminskiy, Ernst, Special, Oct. 5 
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OBrien, Tony, Daily, June 23, 26, July 12, 17-18, 20-21 
Occupied Territories (ser also Middle East peace process, Palestine 
Liberation Organization; West Bank) 
Daily, Jan. 3, 24, 30, Mar. 13 
Beir Sahour, sicge of, Daily, Nov. |! 
Bush comments on, Daily, Apr. 4 
elections, Daily, Jan. 25, Apr. 10-11, 24, May 1, June 27 
Golan Heights, Daily, Nov. 20 
human nghts: 
Daily, June | 
Special, Feb. 8 
Israel in UNRWA facilities, Daily, Oct. 19 
Isracli collaborators deaths, Daily, Apr. 28, May | 
Isracli demolition of homes, Daily, May 15, July 31 
Israch meeting, Daily, Mar. 30 
Israchi occupation, Daily, Apr. 10 
Isracli offensive against Intifada, Daily, Dec. 7 
Isracli-Palestinian relations, Daily, Feb. 13, May 26, June 
12-13, July 5 
Israeli rules of engagement, Daily, July 5 
Isracli settlements, Daily, Nov. 14, 16-17 
Israeli soldiers on Gaza Strip, Daily, Feb. 15 
Isracli “tagging” of Arab workers, Daily, June | 
Israeli tax boycott, Daily, Oct. 13 
Israeli troops return to barracks, Daily, Mar. 30 
Jerusalem violence, Daily, May 4, 8 
Mubarak letter to Shamir on hosting PLO, Daily, Mar. 30 
Nahalin incident, Daily, Apr. 14, May 5, 8 
peace plan, Baker letter on, Daily, Sept. 15 
PLO-related violence, Special, Apr. 3 
PLO threats, Daily, Jan. 5, 19 
Rabin threat, Daily, June 12 
schools: 
closings, Daily, Nov. 15, Dec. 11 
Israeli in West Bank, Daily, July 13, 19 
terrorism, Daily, May 5 
UN Security Council resolution, Daily, June 12 
UNRWA activities, Israeli interference, Daily, Nov. 28 
U.S. citizens: 
Arab-Americans threatened, Daily, Aug. 22 
consular access, Daily, Sept. 1, 5 
Jibreen youth case, Daily, Aug. 24, 30-31, Sept. 15, Nov. 1 
kidnapping of, Daily, June 23 
Palestinian American youth disappearance, Daily, Aug. 22 
U.S. troops, Daily, Mar. 22 
U.S. visa denial for Palestinian, Daily, Mar. 9 
vigilantes, Daily, May 30, June 2 
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Occupied Termtones —Cont 
violence 
Daily, Jan. 17, Mar. 20, Apr. 24, May 2 
Special, Apr. 4 
Oceans and International Environmental and Scocntufic Affairs, 
Bureau of, Daily, Jan. 5 
Ochoa, Gen. Jorge, Daily, June 16, july 5, 19, Aug. 18 
O'Connor, Cardinal John, Daily, May 25, June ! 
Olivetn Co., Daily, Oct. 10 
Operation Snowcap, Daily, Sept. 1! 
Operation Staunch, Daily, Aug. 9, Dec. 19 
OPIC. Se Overseas Private Investment Corporation 
Organization of African Unity, South Africa sanctions, Daily, July 
18 
Organization of American States 
Daily, Apr. 17, May 16-19, 24, June 5-7, 15, July 19-20, Aug 
16, 18, 22-24, 3-31 
Cuban readmission, Daily, Nov. 13 
Einaudi statement on Nicaraguan ciection violence, Daily, Dex 
14 
on Panama, Daily, Dec. 22 
Panamanian membership suspension, Daily, Nov. 13 
Panamanian repudiation, Daily, Nov. 17 
Panamanian resolution, Special, May 11D 
Panamanian situation, Special, Dec. 20A 
Ortega Saavedra, Cdte. Daniel 
Daily, June 19, Oct. 30, Nov. 2 
Special, Oct. 25, 27, 930A, Nov. 3B 
“Our Changing Plan of the U.S. Strategy for Global Change 
Research”, Special, Aug. 3 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation, Special, Apr. 17, July 
7B, Sept. 26 
Owens, Rep. Wayne, Daily, Feb. 16 
Ozal, Turgut, Special, Feb. 14A, 21 
Ozone layer (See also Chiorofluorecarbons), Special, Dec. 15B Feb 
18, May 1, Sept. 12, 


Pacific Basin Ministerial. See Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation 
Ministerial 
Pacific Islands, Soviet ICBM tests, Daily, Aug. 15 
Pacific Rim, economic cooperation, Special, July 7A, Oct. 17A, 30B 
Pakhtusov, Yuriy N. Daily, Mar. 10 
Pakistan 
Afghanistan negotiated settlement, Daily, May 26 
airline flight missing, Daily, Aug. 28 
Bhutto-Baker meeting, Daily, June 5 
Bhutto no-confidence vote, Daily, Oct. 27 
Bhutto on nuclear weapons capability, Daily, June 7, July 28 
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Pakistan — Cont 
Bhutto U.S. visi 
Daily, June 2 
Special, June 5-6 
democratic process, Daily, Now. 2 
demonstrations re Setenw Verses, Daily, Feb. 13, 15 
efforts re Lebanon hostages, Daily, Aug. 23 
intelligence Chief fired, Daily, May 26 
Khan trav-! 
to Tehran and Damascus, Daily, Aug. 16 
to U_S., Daily, Aug. 10 
milnary balance, Daily, July 12 
nuclear program 
Daily, Jan. 30, June 7 
Special, June 6 
sale of F-16s, Daily, July 12 
).S. aid, Special, Jan. 9 
).S. communications, Daily, Aug. 23 
Embassy, Daily, Feb. 13 
policy, Daily, Feb. 1 
relations, Daily, Nov. 2 
U.S. sale of F-16s, Daily, June 7 
Zia death investigation, Daily, Feb. 2 
Palestine Liberation Organization (ser also Occupied Territories) 
Arafat call for U.S. fairness, Daily, Dec. 11 
Arafat comments on charter, Daily, May 3 
Arafat message to Bush, Daily, Nov. 22 
Arafat threats, Daily, Jan. 5, 19, Mar. 6 
Arafat visa request, Daily, Aug. 8, 14, 28, Sept. 7, 11, 13-14, 
26-27, Oct. 19, Nov. 13-14, 22 
Arafat visit to U.S., Daily, Jan. 17, 26, Feb. 3, Sept. 18 
Arens-Shamir meetings, Daily, July 17 
Baker five-point peace plan, Daily, Nov. 27 
Canadian talks, Daily, Mar. 31 
on election plan, Daily, July 27, Sept. 13 
Fatah declaration, Daily, Aug. 10 
FBI report, Daily, Sept. 15 
hostage issue, Daily, Jan. 25 
Information Office, Daily, Apr. 27 
international conference, proposed, Daily, Feb. 28 
Israeli Minister contacts, Daily, June 2 
Israeli relations, Daily, Jan. 31 
Isracli talks, Daily, June 15 
Kaddoumi U.S. visa request, Daily, Apr. 11 
Pan Am bombing information, Daily, Jan. 31 
Pelletreau-Rabbou meeting, Daily, June 9, Aug. 14 
Pelletreau's meetings with, Daily, Feb. 8, July 10, Oct. 13, 
16-17, Dec. 4 
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Palestine Liberation Organization — Cont 
Rabbo visa request, Daily. Sept. 27 
Ross discussions with West Bank Arabs, Daily. May 19 
Soviet-PLO Commuter, Daily, Junc |! 
Synan groups, Daily, Mar. 22 
Syrian members, Daily, June 14 
terror actives, Daily, Oct. 24 
terrorist bus attack, Daily. July 12 
UN Agency membership, Daily, May 2, 5 
UN delegation, visa restrictions, Daily, Sept. 27, Oct. 5 
UN Observer Mission, Daily, Dec. 6-7 
UN Security Council deliberations participation, Daily, Jan. | 
UNESCO membership, Daily. May 10 
US. dialog 
Daily, Feb. 3, 9, 13, 22, 27, Mar. 1-3, 6, 8-9, 13, 17, 
19, May 4, 31, Jume 30, July 12, 17-18, 20, 26- 
14-15, Nov. 3, 6-7, 15, Dec. 7 
Special, Mar. 31, Apr 6 
Israch position, Daily, Feb. 6-7. July 26 
request for mecting with Baker, Daily, Mar. 27 
U.S. diplomatic contact, Daily, Jan. 3, 5, 10, 18, 24, Feb. 16, 
Oct. 6 
U.S. meetings, Daily, Mar. 16-17, 20, 23, Apr. 10, 21, 24, 
May 3, June 5, 6, July 5-7, 19, Nov. 9 
visas for members of, Daily, Mar. 7-8 
Washington office, Daily, June 2 
WHO membership, Daily, May 1-3, 9, 12, 15 
World Tourism body membership, Daily, Aug. 28 
Palestinians (ser also Occupied Territories: Israchi-Palestinian 
relations; Palestine Liberation Organization) 
deportation from Israel, Daily, Jan. 3 
infiltration into Isracl, Daily, Mar. 13 
in Occupied Territories, Shamir election plan, Daily, May ! 
political rights in Israel, Daily, Apr. 4 
“State of Palestine’, Daily, Nov. 27-28, Dec. 4 
State of Palestine, Special, Apr. 6 
in UN agencies, Daily, Apr. 20 
UN FAO resolution on aid to, Daily, Nov. 27-28, 30 
Palme, Olof, assassination, Daily, Aug. 30 
Palmer, Jeffrey, Special, Now. 3A 
Pan American Airlines, flight /03 crash, Daily, Jan. 3, 5-6, 10, 
17, 25, 31, Feb. 2, 6-7, 16, Mar. 16-17, 27, Apr. 3, 19, May 
9, 11, Jume 21, Sept. 25, Oct. 23, Nov. 1, 3, Dec. 1, 7, 14 
Panama 
Baker meeting with OAS Commission, Daily, June 5 
Canal Administrator, Duque appointment, Daily, June 30 
Canal Commissioner, nomination, Daily, Dec. 18 
Canal operations, Daily, Dec. 21 
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Panama — Cont 
Chancery declaration, Daily, July 6 
Coup attempt 
Daily, Oct. 5-6, 10-1! 
Special, Oct. 6 


Declaration of War 
Daily, Dec. 18-19 
Special, Dec. 208 
Delvalic, U.S. recognition of, Daily, May 15 
Delvalie-Baker meeting, Daily, Mar. 22, Apr. 26-27 
Delvalie Embassy, Daily, Aug. 24 
Deivalic vant to US Daily. Apr 25 
Dignity Batallions, Daily, July 6 
drug indxtments, Daily, Mar. 29 
cconumx sanctions 
Daily, Apr. 6. Sept. 13, Oct. 20, Dec. 21 
Special, May 11D 
ele: Hons 
Daily, Feb. 2, Mar. 22, 29, Apr. 20, 24, 27-28, May 1-5, 
8-11, 15, Dee. 21 
Special, May 10B, 11A, 11D 
Endara government 
Daily, Dec. 21-22 
Special, Dec. 2! 
Fort Amador “provocation”, Daily, Aug. 10 
human nights, Daily, Sept. 22, Nov. 13 
Japanese economic sanctions, Daily, Sept. 26 
Medellin cartel, Daily, Aug. 23 
military situation, Daily, Oct. 3 
Nicaraguan involvement, Daily, June 9 
Noriega departure, Daily, Feb. 28, Mar. 22, Aug. 16, 23 
Nonega extradition/indictment 
Daily, Aug. 16, Sept. ! 
Special, Oct. 6 
Noriega overthrow, Daily, Nov. 16-17 
Nonega regime 
Daily, Jan. 5, Feb. 9, Apr. 24, May 2, 5, 15, 17, June 7, 9, 
Aug. 11, 16, 31, Sept. 12, Oct. 3, 5-6, 12, Nov. 14, Dec 
14, 21 
Special, May 11A, 11D, Sept. 25B, Dec. 20A-B 
OAS Human Rights Commission, Daily, Sept. 22 
OAS membership suspension, Daily, Nov. 13 
OAS mission, Daily, Apr. 17, May 16-19, 24, June 5-7, 9, 15, 
July 17, 19-20, Aug. 16, 18, 22-24, 30-31 
OAS statements, Daily, Dec. 22 
opposition 
Daily, May 17, July 17, Oct. 6 
Special, May 11A, 11D 











Panama — Cont 
polncal sstuabon 
Daily. May 9. 10-12, 17. 19. Oc * 
Special. May 10B. 11A. 11D 
Reagan coup attempt. Daily. Apr 24 
refugees om US. Daily. Now 7 
transier of power negouanons. Daily. Aug 2! 
travel advisory. Daily. Dec 18 
U.S. ban on port calls by Panamamian-reqecred ships. Daily 
Now. 8 
U.S. cmzen Morns, »rrest release. Daily. Apr 26-27 
U.S. couzen Muse, request for consular access to, Daily. Apr. 17 
US. coueens 
number of. Daily, Dec 18 
treatment of 
Daily. Dec. 19 
Special. Dec 208 
U.S. Embassy. Daily, Oct. 3. Dec. 2! 
U.S. hostages, Daily, Dec. 2! 
U.S. mvolwement, Daily, Oct. 10 
U.S. multary imtervennon 
Daily. July 13, Dec. 21-22 
Special, Dec. 20A-B, 2! 
U.S. Misson, Special, Dec. 20A 
US. personne! securnty, Daily, Feb. 24. Mar 28 
U.S. policy, Special, Dec 208 
U.S. relations, Daily, Apr. 20, Sept. | 
U.S. seizure of Panamanian flag ship. Daily, July 7 
visa requirements, Daily, Apr. 20 
Panama Canal Treaty, Daily, Sept. 1, Nov. 14 
Paraguay 
coup, Daily, Feb 3 
elections, Daily, Feb. 6 Apr. 28. May 1-2 
human rights, Daily, Feb. 6 
narcotics control, Special, Mar. | 
narcotics trafficking, Daily, Feb. 6 
Stroessner in U.S., Daily. Mar 3 
Stroessner visa request, Daily, Feb. 23, Apr. 6 
Towell meeting with Foreign Minister, Daily, Feb. 10 
U.S. relations, Daily, Feb. 6, 10 
Paris Chemical Weapons Conference. See under Chemical and bio- 
logical weapons 
Paris Club, Special, Apr. 17, July 10, 15B-C, Sept. 26 
Patterns of Global Terronsm 1988, Daily, Apr. 11 
Peace Corps, Special, July 12A 
Peck, Dallas, Special, Aug. 3! 
Pelletreau, Robert H., Jr 
Daily, Jan. 19, Feb. 8, 28, Mar. 2, 22 








Indes 





Pelictreau, Robert H.. Jr. —Cont 
meetings 
with Arafat, Daily, Mar. 20, July 7 
with Ballaouwi, Daily. July 27 
with Rebbu, Daily. June 9 
with Salah Khalaf, Daily. June 30 
with PLO, Daily, July 10, Oct. 13, 16-17, Dec. 4 
Peres, Shimon 
Daily. Apr. 10 
Special, Sep. 258 
Perez de Cucilar, javier, Daily, Mar. 25, 31 
Perlmutter, Amos, Daily, Dec. 11 
Peru 
hertacede Spike testing, Daily, Mar. 22 
narcotics 
Special, Mar | 
anti-drug operavons, Daily, May 30, Dec. 14 
Operation Snowcap, Daily, Sept. 11 
U.S. anti-drug efforts, Daily, Jan. 23 
shooting madent 
Daily. Feb. 5 
at U.S. Ambasadorial resdence, Daily. Sept. 26 
travel advisory, Daily. Now. 2 
U.S. ad, Daily, Aug. 29, Dec. 14 
U.S. multary assstance, Special, Aug. 21! 
Petrow, Sergei, Daily, Apr. 17 
PFLP. Se Popular From for the Liberation of Palestine 
Philippe + 
Aquino government 
Daily. Apr. 21, Dec. 1, 5, 74 
Special, July 3, Dec. 5 
Aquino view to US 
Daily. Nov. 7-4 
Special, Nov. 7C, 9 
ceasefire negotiations, Daily, Dec. 6 
communist insurgency, Daily, Apr. 19 
coup attempt 
Daily, Dec. 1, 446 
Special, Dec. | 
human nghts, Special, Now. 7C 
Marcos 
burial, Daily, May 19 
death of, Daily, Sept. 28 
health, Daily, Jan. 18, Feb. 2 
miltary situation, Daily, Dec. 7 
political situation, Daily, Dec. 5, 8 


presidential guards killed, Daily, May 2 
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Phulppincs — Com 
travel advisory. Daily. Apr 21, Dec. | 


US. ad 
Daily. Dec |! 
Special, Jan 9, July 3-4, 7A 
U.S. base eegotistions 
Daily. > ow. 8. Dec 1, 7 
Special. Now 7C. 9 
US. ourens 
Col. Rowe murdered, Daily. Apr. 21, Aug. 28 
murdered. Daily. Sep: 26-27 
number of. Daily. Dec. 1, 4 
salcty of. Daily. Dec 5 
US. Embassy. Daily, Dec. 14 
U.S. milnary ad. Daily, Dec. 4, 6-7 
U.S. miltary bases, Daily. Aug. 2! 
Pickering, Thomas R.. Daily, Occ. 25 
Platt, Nicholas, Daily, May 2 
PLO. Se Palestine Liberation Organization 
Poland 
Bush visit 


Daily, May 25 

Special, June 28. July 7B, 12A 
coalition government, Daily, Aug. 2! 
Communists defeat, Daily, June 6 
Cracow demonstrations, Daily, May 19 
Cryrek-Eagieburger meeting, Daily, May 17 
det. Special. July 15C, Sept. 26 
democrauzation, Daily, Aug. 15, 17 
Derwinski trxp, Daily, Aug. 3! 
Eagieburger meeting with Marshal of the Seym, Daily, Nov. |! 
ecconomi austerity program, Daily, Dec. 18 
economic and political reforms, Special, Apr. 17. July 127A, 

Aug. 21, Sept. 29F 

elections, Daily, June |, July 20, Aug. 25 
FRG Embassy occupied by East Germans, Daily, Sept. 13 
generalize? system of preferences, Special, Apr 17. July 7B 
Gorbachev's phone call, Daily, Aug. 23 
IMF negotiations, Special, July 15B, Sept. 26, Oct. 10 
Masowiecks as new Prime Minister, Daily, Aug 24-25 
most-favored-nation status, Daily, Aug 18 
parliamentary elections, Daily, June 5 
priests deaths, Daily, Jan. 31, Feb. | 
reconcilation process, US. role, Daily, Apr. 10 
refugees, U.S. actmissions policy, Daily, Nov. 22 
Roundtable Negotiations Accords 

Daily, Feb. 6, Apr 54 

Special, Apr 17 
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Poland — Cont. 
Solidarity: 
Daily, Jan. 18, 23, May 25, 30 
Special, June 28, 29 
re-legaliza’ion: 
Daily, Jan. 18, 23 
Special, Apr. 17 
U.S. aid, Special, June 29, July 19, 13 
Soviet intervention, Daily, Aug. 17 
Urban visit to U.S., Daily, Mar. 27 
U.S. aid: 
Daily, Aug. 18, 21, Sept. 14-15, Oct. 18, 26 
Special, July 10, 13, 14B, Oct. 10-11 
J.S. contacts, Daily, Aug. 21 
.S. economic policy, Daily, May 17, Sept. 14 
.S. economic sanctions, Daily, Aug. 21 
.S. Mission, Special, Nov. 28A, Dec. 21 
S. policy, Special, Apr. 17 
.S. relations, Daily, Sept. 12 
. support, Daily, Aug. 15 
workers’ strike, Daily, Feb. 9 
Political asylum (U.S.): 
Soviet, Daily, Oct. 17 
Soviet chess player and father, Daily, Mar. 29 
Soviets in Alaska, Daily, Apr. 25 
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP), Daily, 
Feb. 24, 27-28, Mar. 1,3 
Portugal: 
military assistance, Daily, Feb. 17 
on NATO, Special, Feb. 15 
U.S. servicemen arrested, Daily, Oct. 13 
Post, Robert, Special, Aug. 31 
POW/MIAs (prisoners of war/missing in action): 
Laos, Daily, Jan. 3, 23 
Southeast Asia, Daily, Jan. 19, 23 
Vietnam, Daily, Jan. 23 
Prisoners of war. See POW/MIAs. 
Pugh, Robert L. Daily, Sept. 20 


Qadhafi, Col. Mu’ammar al-: 
Daily, Jan. 4, Apr. 5 
and chemical weapons, Special, Jan. 17 
meeting with Mubarak, Daily, Oct. 16 
on terrorism, Daily, Oct. 26 
U.S. relations, Daily, Jan. 10, June 12 
Quayle, Dan: 
Daily, Jan. 27, Apr. 28, Dec. 1 
Special, June 27A, Nov. 7C, Dec. 5, 21 
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Rabbu, Yasir Abd, Daily, June 9, Sept. 27 
Rabin, Yitzhak, Daily, Jan. 25, 31, Mar. 29, May 9, 22, June 12, 
Sept. 6, 8, 12, 18 
Rafsanjani, Akbar Hashemi, Daily, Feb. 24, May 5, 11, June 21, 
Aug. 4, Oct. 23 
Rahall, Rep. Nick J., II, Daily, Oct. 27 
Rakowski, Mieczyslaw, Special, July 10 
Rashid, Mohammad, Daily, Feb. 24, Mar. 27, 29, May 17, 19, 
Nov. 21 
Refugees: 
Daily, Dec. 18 
Cambodian, in Thailand, June 27-28 
Federal Republic of Germany, Daily, Oct. 3 
German Democratic Republic 
Daily, Oct. 3, 5 
in Hungary, Daily, Sept. 11 
Haitian, in U.S., Daily, Feb. 1 
Hungarian, in U.S. Daily, Nov. 22 
Indochinese, Daily, Mar. 3, June 12, 14 
Iraqi Kurds, Daily, June 12 
Israeli camps, Daily, Sept. 6 
in Jordanian camps, Daily, Dec. 11 
Nicaraguan, in U.S., Daily, Jan. 30, Feb. 1 
Palestinian, Daily, May 24 
Panamanian, in U.S., Daily, Nov. 7 
Polish, in U.S., Daily, Nov. 22 
Soviet, Daily, Sept. 7 
Thailand, Daily, Jan. 18, June 27-28 
in U.S., Daily, Sept. 7, 13 
U.S. assistance, Special, Jan. 9 
USSR quotas, Daily, Jan. 12, Mar. 13 
Vietnamese, Daily, June 12, 14, Nov. 27, Dec. 12-13 
Reilly, William, Special, July 5, 15A-B, Aug. 7, Dec. 15B 
RENAMO. See Mozambican National Resistance. 
Revolutionary Organization 17 November (Greek terrorist group), 
Daily, July 6 
Richardson, Elliott: 
Daily, Dec. 13 
Special, Nov. 9 
Ridgway, Rozanne L., Daily, May 5 
Riorden, Cortney, Special, Aug. 31 
Rivera, Roberto A., Daily, June 27 
Rocard, Michel, Special, Jan. 6 
Rodriguez Pedotti, Gen. Andres, Daily, Feb. 3, 6, 10 
Roh Tae Woo: 
Special, Feb. 17 
U.S. visit, Special, Oct. 16A, 17 
Romania, Daily, Mar. 13, 22, Apr. 6 
Ceaucescu whereabouts, Daily, Dec. 22 





Index 





Romania — Cont 
defection, of Nadia Comaneci, Daily, Nov. 30, Dec. 1, 6 
demonstrations: 
Daily, Dec. 18, 22 
Special, Dec. 21 
interim government, Daily, Dec. 22 
missile facilities, by Austrian and FRG companies, Daily, May 9 
most-favored-nation status, Daily, Apr. 14 
opposition groups, Daily, Oct. 30 
U.S. diplomat detained, Daily, Apr. 28 
U.S. humanitarian aid, Daily, Dec. 22 
U.S. relations, Daily, Dec. 21 
violence/repression, Daily, Dec. 19, 21 
Romero, Archbishop Oscar Arnulfo, Daily. Jan. 3, Feb. 7 
Ross, Dennis, Daily, May >, 12, 16, 19, June 27, July 6, Sept. 7, 
11, Oct. 10 
Rostenkowski, Rep. Dan, Special, Aug. | 
Rowe, Col., murder of, Daily, Apr. 21, Aug. 28 
Rowny, Li. Gen. Edward L., Daily, May 5 
Roy, J. Stapleton, Daily, Mar. 28 
Rupkachorn, Col. Manoon, Daily, Mar. 22 
Rushdie, Salman: 
Daily, Feb. 13, 15-16, 22-24, 28, Mar. 1-2, 6-8 
Special, Feb. 16A, 23A 


Sakharov, Andrei, death of, Special, Dec. 15A 
Salcido, Daily, Apr. 20 
Salinas de Gortari, Carlos: 
Daily, Oct. 3 
Special, July 14A, Aug. 7, Sept. 29A 
Salman, Prince, Daily, July 27 
Salvage, International Convention on, Treaties, Apr. 28 
Samantar, Mohamed Ali, Daily, Jan. 25, 30, Feb. 2 
Saravia, Rafael Alvaro, Daily, Feb. 7 
Sarney Costa, Jose, Special, Feb. 21, Sept. 25B 
Satanu Verses (Rushdie). See Rushdie, Salman. 
Saudi Arabia: 
arms sales, Daily, Oct. 11 
Baker-Foreign Minister meeting, Daily, June 14 
Baker-Prince Salman meeting, Daily, July 27 
Bandar-Baker meeting, Daily, Feb. 7 
explosions in Mecca, Daily, July 11-12 
Fahd: 
health of, Daily, June 23 
U.S. visit postponed, Daily, July 19 
vist to U.S., Daily, Sept. 26 
Iraqi aid for Osirak reactor, Daily, Mar. 31 
Kuwaitis executed, Daily, Sept. 26 
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Saudi Arabia— Cont. 
Mujahideen regime recognized by, Daily, Mar. 10 
oil leasing, Daily, Sept. 14 
U.S. arms sales, Daily, Sept. 26 
U.S. tank sales: 
Daily, Sept. 25, Oct. 12-13, 20 
Special, Sept. 29B, Oct. 12 
Savage, Rep. Gus, Daily, July 19 
Savimbi, Jonas, Daily, Mar. 27, June 23, 27-28, Sept. 25, 28, 
Oct. 16, Dec. 4 
Schaeuble, Wolfgang: 
Daily, Feb. 8 
Special, Feb. 12A-B 
Schifter, Richard: 
Daily, Oct. 12-13 
Special, Feb. 8, Sept. 27B 
Scowcroft, Gen. Brent: 
Daily, Nov. 6, Dec. 11, 19, 21 
Special, Feb. 7, 21, 23B, May 10B, 11A, 11D, 31, Jul, 12B, 
13, 31B, Aug. 21, 29, Sept. 25, Oct. 27, Dec. 3, 5, 11 
Secchia, Peter F., Daily, May 25 
Seitz, Raymond, Special, Oct. 11, 19 
Selin, Ivan, Daily, Nov. 14 
Sendero Luminoso (terrorist group), Daily, Oct. 5 
Senegal, U.S. humanitarian aid, Daily, May 4 
Shamir, Yitzhak: 
Baker speech, response to, Daily, May 24 
Bush meetings: 
Daily, Nov. 15-16 
Special, Apr. 6, Nov. 15 
correspondence: 
letter from Mubarak on hosting PLO, Daily, Mar. 30 
letter to Baker, Daily, Oct. 19 
letter to Bush, Daily, May 19 
election proposal: 
Daily, Apr. 10-11, 28, May 1, 15, June 27, July 14, 24, 27, 
Sept. 18 
Special, Apr. 3 
interview, Daily, Oct. 16 
meetings: 
with Baker, Daily, Apr. 5-6 
with Bush, Daily, Nov. 9 
with PLO, Daily, July 17, 24 
peace proposal, Daily, Feb. |! 
UN rule in Middle East peace process, Daily, Jan. 11 
U.S. visit: 
Daily, Mar. 17, Apr. 4, Oct. 10, 23, 30, Nov. 1, 6-8, 13-14, 21 
Special, Apr. 4, 6, Nov. 15 
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Sharon, Ariel, Daily, Jan. 30, July 17-19, Sept. 14 
Shcharansky, Natan, Daily, Mar. 9 
Shevardnadze, Eduard Amrosiyevich: 
on arms control, Daily, Sept. 11-12 
Baker, note from, Daily, Apr. 14 
Central America proposals, Daily, Oct. 5 
on German reunification, Daily, Dec. 19 
Kabul trip, Daily, Jan. 13 
meetings with Baker: 
Daily, Feb. 8, 10, Mar. 2-3, July 26, Sept. 1, 18, Nov. 30, 
Dec. 7 
Special, Mar. 7, May 10A, July 29, Sept. 19, 21A-B, 22A-B, 23 
Middle East trip, Daily, Feb. 22-24 
speech, Daily, Sept. 27, Oct. 24 
Shining Path. See Sendero Luminoso. 
Shmelev, Nikolai, Special, Oct. 5 
Short-range nuclear forces: 
Daily, Apr. 27-28, May 17-19 
Canadian compromise, Daily, May 4-5 
compromise proposals: 
Daily, May 15, 22 
Special, May 30 
modernization negotiations: 
Daily, Jan. 19, 24, 31, Feb. 15, Apr. 24-25, May 1-2, 5, 25 
Special, Feb. 10, 13A-B, May 12A, 20, 29 
Soviet position: 
Daily, June 9 
Special, Feb. 12A 
Gorbachev's offer, Daily, May 12 
U.S. position, Nitze criticism, Daily, May 3 
Showa, Emperor of Japan: 
Daily, Feb. 14 
funeral of, Special, Feb. 16B 
Shultz, George P.: 
meetings: 
with Clark, Special, Jan. 6 
CSCE, Daily, Jan. 11 
with Dumas, Special, Jan. 6 
with Meguid, Special, Jan. 6 
with Netanyahu, Daily, Jan. 12 
with Rocard, Special, Jan. 6 
on narcotics, Daily, Nov. 2 
press conferences: 
CSCE meeting, Special, Jan. 15, 17 
no farewell, Daily, Jan. 11 
Paris Conference on Chemical Weapons Use, Special, Jan. 5 
speeches and addresses, Citizens Network for Foreign Affairs, 
Daily, Jan. 3, 6 
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Shultz, George P.—Cont. 
travel, Austria, Daily, Jan. 11 
U.S.-USSR student exchange program, Daily, Jan. 13 
Sigur, Gaston, Special, Feb. 2 
Sihanouk, Prince Norodom: 
Daily, May 1-4, Aug. 28, Dec. 14 
Special, Feb. 26, . July 31A, Sept. 27A 
Singapore, Daily, Oct. 19 
APEC mecting site, Special, Nov. 7B 
base discussions, Daily, Aug. 9 
security cooperation, Daily, Aug. 21 
Singh, Mithileshwar, Daily, Dec. 4 
SNF. See Short-range nuclear forces. 
Soering, Jens, Daily, July 7 
Sofaer, Abraham: 
Iran Air ex gratia compensation, Daily, Nov. 8 
U.S.S. Stark claims, Daily, Mar. 22, 24 
Solana Morales, Fernando: 
Daily, Mar. 20 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #1 


TUESDAY, JANUARY 3, 1989, 12:18 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two very brief announcements. First, I'd like to begin 
tomorrow at 11:30, if that's possible. Secondly, Secretary 
Shultz will deliver a foreign policy address to the Citizens 
Network for Foreign Affairs on Monday, January 9, here in the 
Department in the Loy Henderson Conference Room beginning at 
7:00 p.m. That's open to media coverage. I would expect the 
speech to be something on the order of half an hour or so. 


Q There will be an advance text? 


A We hope to have an advance text, Dut I don't know 
exactly when that will be available. This will, in all 
probability, be the Secretary's last major foreign policy 
address, so it will be a fairly broad-brush treatment of 
foreign policy. 


Q And will there be Q and A after? 

4 No, there's no Q and A.“ 

Q That's it? 

a That's it. 

Q We didn't get a chance to ask over the weekend, 
but do you have any views on the deportation of 15 Palestinians 


and have you made those views known to the Israeli Government? 


A Let me say what we have said before. We have 
repeatedly voiced our opposition to the expulsion of 
Palestinians from the Occupied Territories. As a strong friend 
of Israel, we are gravely cancerned about these most recent 
expulsions. . 


Deportations are an unacceptable practice under the 
Fourth Geneva Convention. Moreover, they are 
counter-productive, and we do not believe they are an 
appropriate form of punishment. 
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Instead of enhancing [srael's security, deportations 
increase Palestinian resentment and add to tensions. If 
individuals are accused of having committed criminal acts, they 
should be afforded full and public judicial process to defend 
themselves against any charges. [f Found guilty, they should 
be punished appropriately. 


Concerning how we address this issue with the I[sraeli 
Government, let me just stress again that we remain deeply 
concerned over this most recent use of deportatiuns and we wil! 
centinue to press our position as we Nave in the past. 


Q Chuck, do you have further information about the 
meeting held in Tunisia between Ambassador Pelletreau and the 
Palestinian PLO representatives with regard to the Pan American 
crash? 


a) No, there 18 no additional information to be had 
on that particular score. As you know from what was sald over 
the weekend. in the course of that informal meeting with the 
local PLO representative, Ambassador Pelletreau did note that 
this Pan Am bombing was a high priority for the United States 
and that we would welcome any information the PLO is able to 
develop concerning that incident. 


Q Since yesterday, have you heard from Mr. Arafat, 
or anyone at the PLO, on the request’ 


a I don't have any further information. 6ut, in 
any case, I'm not going to be in the position of going into 
what might actually occur in these exchanges between the PLO or 
any other government or organization. That's something that 
the law enforcement agencies and the people investigating this 
will have to work with on a confidential basis and decide as to 
what could be made available at whatever point. 


Q Was there another meeting today? 


a No, there was not. 

Q Could you explain how you characterize the PLO as 
a government agency? 

a Pardon? 

Q Just a moment ago -- 

Aa I said, “With organizations or countries." 


Q Alright, well, you misspoke, but that's what you 
meant. Can you let us in on whether, in this conversation with 
the PLO, any U.S. official made any mention of the attempted 
daily -- almost daily -- infiltrations of Israel and whether 
any request perhaps was made, differentially, of the PLO to do 
something about this? 
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a No, I'm not going to offer any other details of 
this particular meeting. I would just emphasize that in this 
case, it was a very informal meeting, asked for by the head of 
the local PLO office. And, as a consequence, it lasted about 
45 minutes. [t did not have the kind of agenda that we have 
had -- that we had in the one real meeting. 


Q Just to put the right -- just so you can put the 
right spin you want on it, we were told there would not be -- 
there was no meeting -- second meeting -- planned. So is this 
something that comes out of the Pan Am investigation? In other 
words, when the PLO approached the U.S., did they say “Let's 
talk about the Pan Am disaster?" Or was this a suddenly 
developing second meeting even though it didn't have a formal 
agenda? 


A This arose for the reason I said. This person 
who came to the embassy was the head of the local PLO office 
Thus, at a lower level than the people we have met with 
previously, and he asked to come and introduce himself to the 
Ambassador. The Ambassador took the occasion of that meeting 
to raise the Pan Am incident. 


Q But the meeting was not to take place were it not 
For the crash tragedy? 


2) No, I'm not drawing that conclusion. I'm 
explaining to you how this arose, and [ think that captures 
your question. 


Q Do you mean that the meeting was already 
scheduled as part of the dialogue with the PLO? 


a No. First of all, I'm trying to make a subtle 
point, to the extent that this is not a dialogue in the same 
sense that the first meeting was. But, in any case, the PLO 
representative asked to come over to meet with the Ambassador 
to introduce himself. That was the reason for this meeting. 


Q Knowing the sdbject in advance? Knowing that the 
subject would be the Pan Am crash? 


A I don't know whether he knew that we would raise 
the issue in advance or not. But when we agreed that he could 
come over and introduce himself, then our Ambassador was also 
inetructed to make sure that this issue was raised. 


Well, Chuck do you envision any meetings from the 
U.S. side with the PLO, let's say, in the next couple of weeks? 


a There are no other meetings planned at this time 
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Q Could the crash itself -- are you able at this 
point to focus a little better -- I mean, the U.S Government, 


of course -- on any group or groups? Are there people you can 
rule out? Do you have any further information you could share 
with us? 


a No, I don't. On those kinds of questions, I will 
have to leave that to the appropriate authorities -- in the 
first place, U.K. authorities -- because they are in charge of 
the investigation; and, secondly, to U.S. law enforcement 
authorities because they are the ones who are actually 
intimately involved with it. So ['m not going to try to get 
involved in status reports. 


Q While the PLO is offering to help, did the US. 
ask if perchance the PLO caused the blowup of the plane? 


4 I believe that the PLO has already spoken to that 
publicly. [ don't know that anything came up at this 
particular meeting. 


~ Sort of a variation on that. Given the fact that 
some of the people -- some of the organizations that are named 
as suspect are part of the PLO umbrella, does the United States 
feel that perhaps a PLO investigation would bear more fruit 
than maybe some other investigation? 


A I'm not making any judgments on the 
investigation. I'll stick with what I said earlier as to how 
‘I'll handle that. I'll let the appropriate authorities deal 
with it. 


Q Chuck, back on the deportation. Back on the 
deportation for a second. What is the U.S. doing with the 
Israelis as far as making its concern on its opposition felt in 
Israel as far as deportation that you oppose so much? 


A I think I answered earlier in saying that we'll 
continue to press our position on this. 


Q But that's oniy verbal, and we've witnessed it 
for the past year or two and nothing has been changed 
actually. It's still consistent and persistent of this -- 


A That doesn't mean it's not important or useful to 
press it. 


Q Do you have anything on the various reports that 
the U.S. is pursuing a military option against Libya? 


a I never talk about those kinds of questions with 
response to any country. 


Q What about the West German claims, that it's not 
a poison or a gas or a chemical warfare facility? 
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a Let me review just a little bit of information on 
that story. We have discussed with a number of governments, as 
you're aware, including the FRG, the serious danger posed by 
Libya's CW program and we are seeking their help in denying 
Libya the Foreign assistance we believe is essential for full 
development of this capability. 


We are confident that the West German Government is 
taking the information we have provided very seriously and is 
investigating fully. 


We have called on all countries to end any assistance 
that they or their firms may be providing to the Libyan CW 
capability. Without getting into details, Libya is still 
dependent on foreign assistance for this plant. [f the — 
assistance is stopped immediately, Libya would find it 
difficult to begin full production and would not be able to 
sustain limited CW production. 


Our aim is to deny Libya the additional technology, 
materials and expertise necessary for full-scale production? 


Q What kind of help do they need? 


a Again, [ won't go into the details other than to 
say it would be additional technology, materials, and expertise 


Q Is that plant producing anything, to the best of 
your knowledge? 


A We've talked about that before and nothing has 
changed, in terms of our appreciation of where it stands at 
this time. 


Q You always talk on the verge of full-scale. 
However, there are many reports that it is, in fact, producing 
small quantities of mustard gas. 


A I'll just leave it with what's been said. [ 
don't have arything new. ’ 


Q Chuck, that is really an odd phrase -- “verge of 
full production." It sort of says they're not producing fully 
but it doesn't answer whether they're producing anything 
partially. Can you have another go at that? 


A No, I just don't know that I can -- I agree 
there's a difference between “full” and “partial,” or “full" 
and “limited.” But, in any case, I think, in trying to be 
accurate, ['ll just stay with where [ am. 


Q "On the verge of full," you can be on the verge 
of going a 100 miles an hour and you're going 95 miles an 
hour. So a verge of something full throttle doesn't really 
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tell us, unless you -- the State Department doesn't want to be 
more explicit right now -- it doesn't tell us how far the 
Libyans have come. 


= I don't know that I can take it any further But 
let me just emphasize, however, that regardless of the answer 
to that specific question, the fundamental point remains that 
we have a major CW production facility that is on the verge of 
full-scale production, i.e., which is complete, sitting there, 
and which is a very worrisome development, and that's why we 
have been raising this issue. [I'll just leave it at that. 


Q Can I ask you one other thing? Last week, North 
Korea was mentioned as having technological -- reached the 
point, perhaps, of being ready to breakout. Apparently, 
there's some 20 countries that either have or believed to be 
capable of producing chemical weapons. Before we go to Paris, 
is it possible the State Department will make public the 
countries that it feels is in that stage -- at that stage? 


a I don't know how much of that can be made public, 
but there is a briefing, as you know, scheduled for tomorrow 
afternoon by the Director of ACDA on the question of the Paris 
Conference. So if it's possible, he'll be aware of that 
question. If he can answer it, I'm sure he'd be happy to 


q What time is that? 
Q Chuck, on the Libyan plant -- 


a The time for the briefing tomorrow afternoon? 
Three? Three. 


Q Chuck, there have been a number of contradictory 
statements that have come out of Bonn on how the Germans see 
their role in the chemical weapons plant. There have been some 
official pronouncements where they talk -- they are doing an 
investigation, and they seem to acknowledge the role of a 
company there --— Imhausen-Chemie -- in providing assistance and 
design work for the plant. There have been other statements 
that said that the Germans have found no wrong-doing and aren't 
even convinced that the facility is, indeed, a chemical weapons 
plant. Do you -=- does the United States propose some sort of 
renewed effort to persuade the Germans of the seriousness of 
our concerns? 


You said you're confident. 


a I don't think that's really necessary, and that's 
why I would return to the phrase that you were about to repeat 
yourself, which is that we are confident that the West German 
Government is taking the information we have provided very 
seriously and investigating fully. 
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Q Does that mean that they have acknowledged to the 
United States the German firms have, indeed. participated in 
the development of this plant? 


=) I‘m just not going to go further, but I'll just 
leave it with what [ said. 
Q Chuck, do I take it from you, you don't want to 
address the contention that this West German firm was involved; 
is that right? ~ 
a I'm not going to address specifics. 
Q Okay. Let me ask you a general question, then. 


Is the United States Government satisfied with its Western 
Allies' compliance with the multilateral export controls that 
cover this technology? 


a I don't have a ready-made answer to that That's 
something ['ve talked about any number of times here. We've 
set up this regime among a number of Western countries Ae 
have tried to work on it. [t's difficult, as we have said, 
because the kind of precursor chemicals that are being dealt 
with are routinely produced and widely used in Fertilizer and 
pharmaceutical concerns as well as having a CW potential So 
everyone has recognized from the beginning that it's difficult. 
but we do believe that there has certainly been progress made 
and this multilateral regime has been one of the major efforts 
that we have gotten underway. 


Q Chuck, so many statements out of this podium gave 
the impression that the plant is short -- one step short of 
producing chemical weapons. 


Could it be that this last leg that differentiates 
between what the U.S. claims as chemical weapons and the 
Libyans claim that it's just a pharmaceutical plant? © 


fs) No, I don't believe that's really the issue 
here. I think what we're talking about here is whether or not 
one can begin production of-any kind, whether one can sustain 


small production, whether one can begin larger scale production . 
-- those are the kinds of questions that people have been 
addressing. 


And what I have tried to say is that -- the crucial 
point remains regardless of where we might be on the scale of 
production -- is that even if limited production were to begin, 
for example, it could not be sustained without further Western 
assistance. So that even at the lower end of that scale, we 
can still have an impact, if we can get at this issue. And, 
certainly, we could get at the question of full-scale 
production through the same means. . 
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Q So you're saying that -- a follow-up, please So 
you're saying now that the statement by the Libyans that this 
is to produce pharmaceutical components is -- fully Falls, 
absolutely falls, it has nothing to do with medical products 
whatever? 


a It's a CW facility. 
Q Clearly. 
I'll answer it in positive terms 


Q Chuck, let me Follow that. You say categorically 
it's a chemical weapons facility. How do you prove that? 


~ That there are techniques for doing that, and [ 
can't go into them in this kind of a forum. Sut that's why 
there are a lot of experts who take a lot of information From a 
lot of sources. They put it all together and, as a 
consequence, they come to conclusions, and [ don't think among 
experts there's any debate. 


Q But the Germans -- I ask because the Germans are 
debating it. The statements from their Foreign Ministry say 
that you haven't proved the case, and yet you've expressed full 
confidence in the Germans today? 


a I'll stick with that. 


Q Chuck, you've said on the one hand that the plant 
needs additional technology and material and expertise and, on 
the other hand, that it's complete and sitting there. Could 
you sort of clarify or draw the distinction -- elaborate on the 
distinction between those two? 


Would it be a correct inference that what they need 
are the precursor chemicals? 


A Again -- no, I don't want to draw specifics out 
of all of this, to go further into the details. I just don't 
have them, and I can't do it. So I think I would stick with my 
earlier answer, in the sense that Western assistance, in terms 
of technology, expertise, materials, is still required if this 
plant is going to sustain limited production; certainly, if 
it's going to be able to produce on a full-scale basis. 


Q You're losing me, at least, on where you stand 
with you and the German Government and how you view this 
thing. You just said you're going to stick with your flat 
statement, that this is a chemical weapons plant. There are 
on-the-record statements by officials of the German Government 
saying that we have not provided them with any evidence, or 
with sufficient evidence, to prove this. But, at the same 
time, you say you have confidence in their ability to handle 
the situation. 
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I may be dumb, but it seems to be that there's a big 
gap here someplace Have you given the Germans all of the 
information or evidence you have? Have they accepted it? And 
do they or do they not agree with your, as far as you know. 
with your flat, categorical statement that this is a chemical 
weapons plant? 


4 I'm not prepared to go into the specifics of the 
exchanges, as your three questions asked me to do. And [ will 
one hundred percent, however, stand behind what I've said a 
number of times. 


Q Well, is it fair to draw from that the conclusion 
that there is a disagreement between the U.S. Government and 
the German Government’ 


a Not necessarily. 


Q Chuck, there's a distinction between the German 
Government and German firms. I[s that clearly the problem here, 
that German companies may have been doing things that the 
German Government was unaware of or claimed it wasn't and now 
you've opened their eyes? Could that be the possibility? 


A I'll have to leave it to the German Government to 
speak about -- . 


Q This is happening -- 


a -- their firms and what they're doing because 
they have indicated that they are investigating. 


Q But this has happened with Pakistan's nuclear 
bomb; the same thing went on ten years ago. German firms were 
doing things the German Government claimed it didn't know 
anything about. 


Q But again, Chuck, you've got the West German 
Government that is going to Libya and asking Qadhafi for 
another promise, “Dear Mr. Qadhafi, do you promise this is not 
a chemical weapons plant?" And he's saying, “Yes, [I promise.” 


Why is the United States Government prepared to be 
satisfied with that? 


a Because we have a very deep, strong dialogue on 
this, so we know whereof we speak. 


Q Are you suggesting that there's a lot going on 
underneath the surface than the West German public statements 
would lead us to believe? 


a I think I've told you all I can tell you in this 
particular forum. 
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Q Could I ask -- to clarify. at least in my mind - 
the United States' position? Is it the U.S. position that the 
existence of this plant is unacceptable? 


a I think our position has been made clear any 
number of times. We have been working against the use and 
proliferation of Libyan CW capability The existence of this 
plant points out again the dangers of proliferation, so that's 
why we have been raising the issue. We do not believe it is a 
good thing to see around the world, countries developing Cw 
capability. and particularly countries with the track record of 
Libya in international terrorism and other kinds of 
irresponsible behavior. 


But this is not the first case in which we have raised 
our concerns about CW production. But it is a particularly 
relevant one now because it is a large facility, it's new, and 
there is still time to do something about it. 8ut it's not the 
only one we are concerned about. And we'll continue to work on 
others, too. 


Q But to pursue that if I could, .if the time is not 
used wisely to the satisfaction of the United States 
Government, is the existence of this functional plant 
acceptable to the United States? 


a I don't think; really. I can say anything more 
than [ have already, and that other members of the 
administration have said about how we feel about chemical 
weapons. 


Q Without naming specific firms, is it the position 
that German firms played a very important role in helping this 
plant? 


A Again, I'm not going to go into specifics. 


Q Chuck, you said “while there is still time." Is 
there a deadline in your thinking for -- 


A I'm not putting any deadlines on this subject, 
but of course, in this job, I've learned that's not a wise 
things to do on any issue.. 


Q "Time limit in which --" 


a But there is a time element in what I[ have said 
previously, by virtue of the fact that, given what we can still 
do by cutting off Western technology and assistance, it is 
still possible to influence the production of this particular 
facility, so that is a goal that we believe people should 
continue to work for -- to have an impact. 


Q Chuck, is the United States prepared to give up 
its own chemical weapons? 
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- That's a subject that's being discussed in 
Geneva. There are long, on-going negotiations now on chemical 
weapons. The United States has put forward a draft treaty ae 
nave worked at that hard, and will continue to do so. And so 
that is a separate issue, but one which is under active 
negotiation at Geneva, and with, as always, the objective of 
Finding verifiable ways to eliminate this capability. 


Q But presently we continue to produce chemical . 
weapons? Oo we continue to produce chemical weapons? 


. You're aware of our binary program, which results 
in a lessening of U.S. stocks, deterrent stocks, as they 
replace older and, therefore, less safe weapons. 


Q Chuck, in reply to the Libyan offer that came 
through Italy, the State Department said that a one-time 
inspection is not enough. So how come that one-time inspection 
is not enough to judge if this is a chemical weapons facility, 
while a no-inspection at all is enough to say that it's 
absolutely a chemical wea»ons facility? : 

a The information that one puts together in 
evaluating a facility like this comes from a lot of sources. 
[t comes over a long period of time. That's how these 
judgments are made by the intelligence community, and that's 
how this judgment has been made. And as you're aware, the 
Director of the CIA himself has spoken publicly to this 
particular complex. 


The problem with a one-time inspection is the fact 
that with advance notice, you can do some things which would 
make it possible to claim, on the day or the hour of the visit, 
that nobody observed anything that could be called CW-related 
because of the close in .er-relationship between these kinds of 
facilities with pharmaceutical and fertilizer complexes. So it 
would be possible, if you will, to sanitize such a facility, so 
it wouldn't prove anything. 


Q Several times. you said it couldn't go forward 
without additional Western input. Is that word “Western” 
chosen deliberately? Could it not, for example, have come from 
the _— Union? Could it come from Czechoslovakia? North 
Korea 


“ I'm not saying it couldn't come from any place. 
And as I say, it would be advanced technology, in some cases 
expertise; and so we certainly encourage anybody who might have 
had a hand in this, who would think of having a hand in it to 
take these concerns into account, certainly. 


Q But the word “Western” did not refer to some 7 
specific technical knowledge or material that the West has, as 
opposed to something that might exist in the Soviet Union or -- 
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+ No. In fact, my original statement was more 
general, by saying we had discussed with a number of countries. 
of governments, including the FRG. 


Q Chuck, earlier today. you did not disclaim the 
possibility of a military option. Is the inference here that 
the military option is a possibility. an ultimate possibility? 


a The inference is the standard one, which is you 
should not infer that I'm ready to answer that kind of a 
Question about this subject or any other subject {t's just 
not something I address. 


Q Chuck, I understand the Western agreement about 
precursor chemicals, but is there anything in international law 
as it stands now that would prohibit the Libyans from 
establishing a Cw facility. if they wanted to? 


a You'll have to check with the international 
lawyers. I don't know about that. 


“ - 
Q You're not asserting anything like that, though, 
are you? 


a That's not the problem. The problem is that we 
see a proliferation of CW capability -- and particularly a 
growing tendency to actually use it -- to break down the 
traditional, psychological barriers against the use of this 
weapon. We saw that, particularly in the Iran/Iraq war. But 
we think it is a worthy goal simply to stop the proliferation 
of this kind of weapon. In that sense, it's akin to the 
nuclear proliferation issue. 6ut, of course, the technology -- 


Q There's a treaty on that. 
i) Pardon. 


Q There's a treaty on that -- on nuclear. There's 
a treaty that prohibits the proliferation of nuclear weapons. 
I'm asking you if there is any similar -- 


a Still -- No, there is not such a treaty, but 
that's not the issue. What I'm saying is that on the nuclear 
issue, we have gotten together a regime; we've worked at it for 
a number of years; we've worked to get countries to adhere. fo 
join up to that treaty is still a voluntary effort on the part 
of those who would so adhere. 


And what we are trying to do is to establish the same 
thing with regard to chemical weapons, and particularly in 
Paris, for example, the primary objective is to reinforce the 
1925 Geneva Protocol, which has to do with use of chemical 
weapons. 
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Q Can [ go back to the Pan-Am, just briefly, and 
ask if any of the countries that the State Department has 
accused of sponsoring terrorism have come Forward and made the 
same offer that the PLO has -- Libya, Syria? 


= I'm just not prepared to go into all the various 
efforts that are underway on a country-by-country basis or in 
terms of specifics. 


We're dealing with a wide range of countries and 
governments. People are working on this. Local police are 
working on it, civil aviation officials in many countries So 
there is a broad effort bringing together as wide a range of 
investigative intelligence materials and resources that can 
possibly be done. 


Q I appreciate that, but it's a very small group of 
countries the State Oepartment has branded as terrorist 
supporters, and some of those organizations, even though 
everybody says there is no focus on any particular group, their 
names keep cropping up. And since the PLO is being credited 
with coming forward and offering to help, I wondered cu've 
gotten similar gestures from Libya, Syria, Cuba, whatever 


a I just can't go into specifics. 


Q And can you tell us if it's the State 
Department's judgment that the PLO can be useful in this, knows 
enough about the situation to be of assistance’ 


o I can't make those kinds of judgments about any 
specific countries, organizations, or otherwise. I just have 
to say that we want to bring to bear as full a range of 
resources as is possible. 


Q Chuck, do you know anything about -- the Soviet 
Foreign Ministry said today that they would be willing to help 
with whatever they could do. Do you welcome their help in this’ 


A Well, sure. We welcome everybody's help. But [ 
think it should be up to each country to say what they want to 
say publicly on this. I'm not going to try to enumerate all 
this. 


Q And lastly, do you have something on the SAS 
scare now? The Swedes, apparently, are under pressure because 
of their assistance. 


a No, I don't have anything specific, and I would 
refer to the answer that was posted on Friday, [ believe, 
concerning the nature of these threats and how we handle them 


Q On the Pan Am Flight, what is the status or the 
consideration on sharing information of specific threats 
against specific air carriers, or specific threats in specific 
regions of the world against American air carriers, going back 
to where we all started in this -- 
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a I don't have anything new on that. It's been 
address as recently as last Friday, here. But, no, I don't 
have anything new. 


Q What would be the appropriate means for a citizen 
to check out information, if one were told that with inside the 
loop of government, there had been a threat against a specific 
air carrier in a specific region of the world? How would 
someone go about trying to discern whether that was true or not? 


A He might contact the FAA. 


Q Two more on chemicals: First of all, if you 
could try to get a clarification for us -- there is some talk 
that if the Libyans reconfigured their plant, it would be 
acceptable. What is acceptable to the U.S., the complete 
destruction of the plant -- or perhaps if you could look into 
that? 


a No, I'm not going to try to set those kinds of 
standards. All I'm going to say is what [' ve said. What we're 
working here toward is trying to engage the intérnational 
community as widely as possible on this particular issue, but 
also to raise sensitivities and to get everyone working more 
generally. 


Q One more chemical one: This report that Angola 
is reported to have stockpiled Cuban chemical agents, do you 
have anything on that? 


A No. 


Q Over the weekend, has there been evidence that 
the Soviets are progressing more in their pullout from 
Afghanistan? Have you seen further signs of heavier stuff 
being jerked out of Kabul, et cetera? Where do we stand? 


A I don't have anything by way of specifics, just 
because of the nature of the information, but all I would say 
by way of general reaction is that we do continue to see signs 
that the Soviets are preparing to withdraw. And as we've said 
repeatedly, we fully expect the Soviets to complete their 
withdrawal from Afghanistan by the February 15 deadline. 


I would also note in that context that Najibullah 
said, on January 1, I believe, that Soviet withdrawal would 
proceed. 


Q Is it still the guess that it takes about 30 days 
from evident signs to complete a withdrawal? When will you 
start getting nervous, January 16th or 20th? 


A I don't think there's -- 
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Q No. There was a notion that it would take about 
30 days for a start-up and then complete the whole thing. It's 
January 3 now -- 


4 I've not tried to put that sort of a timetable on 
it myself, but ['ll just stick with what [ said. 


Q Chuck, is this the only chemical plant of its 
kind you know about anywhere in the world? Or it's just a kind 
of Libyan special treatment? 


sy It's certainly not special treatment. How many 
times have we talked about various other countries and their 
use of CW, or production of CW? This one is important for the 
reasons that we have specified. [t's new; it's large. And it 
does happen to be in the hands of a particularly irresponsible 
government. 


Q Do you have anything on Venezuela's suspension of 
some of the payments on their debt? 


a I don't have very much at all, because what this 
dealt with was a decision by the Government of Venezuela 
concerning its commercial bank debt; and in that case, it was 
suspension of principal payment on that debt. The United 
States Government isn't a party to that debt. The information 
we have is that the interest and principal payments both will 
still be paid on official bilateral debt and loans from 
multilateral organizations. 


Q So we're not really concerned about this in any 
way, or are we concerned in any way in terms of the debt 
situation? 


A No, I don't have anything further to offer at 
this stage. We do know that the Venezuelans have scheduled 
talks with their creditor banks so that they are going to 
continue to talk about it. 


Q Just one other -- something on £1 Salvador 
quickly... Oo you have a comment on last week's bombing of the 
office.of the Lutheran Church? 


A The details you know already? Or should I go 
over those? I think you know those. , 


Q Yes. 


A But in any case, a bomb exploded outside the 
offices of the Lutheran Church in San Salvador during the early 
morning hours of December 28. An officer from our Embassy 
reported that the blast damaged the offices extensively. There 
was little damage to the nearby church, and no injuries were 
caused. 
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The Salvadoran police are investigating. There is no 
evidence linking any group to the crime, nor has anyone claimed 
responsibility for the explosion. 


We deplore this and similar acts of terrorist violence 
in €l1 Salvador. Such actions do nothing to advance the cause 
of peace, but strengthen the hand of extremists on the left and 
the right who oppose seeking non-violent solutions to the 
country's problems. 


Q Chuck, five or six days ago, the Spokeswoman said 
the U.S. was asking El Salvador for a full explanation of the 
court ruling that seems to close down the investigation into 
the Romero assassination. Oo you have something further to 
tell us about that? 


A I don't have any further update. We'll keep an 
eye on it. 


Q Chuck, there has been a report in Burma that some 
of the students who fled to the jungle during the protests 
three months ago have returned, and then subsequently been 
arrested and died in police custody. Oo you have any 
information about this, or any response to that? 


A No, [ haven't seen it -- don't have that 
information. 


Q One other thing -- 


f°) If we should have something, we'll let you know, 
of course. 


| Q In that part of the world, there is a veterans 
group that today or yesterday decided to post a reward -- [ 
don't know if you know about this, but you may have a policy 
anyhow -- a reward for information on Missing-In-Action in Laos. 


Does the State Department have a position on private 
veterans groups offering rewards for information? 


A The one I have put forward any number of times. 
I don't have it all here with me, but that is our position. [ 
said it as recently as three or four weeks ago, I believe. 


Q That what, that it's okay? 


A That we don't believe it's the way to go. But 
it's a much more elaborate answer than that. 


Q Not private investigations. I know how you feel 
about private search parties. 


a You're talking about rewards. 
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Q Is there anything wrong with a group saying, in 
this case, “Well, we'll cough up $5,000 if somebody can come up 
with information that will find an MIA in Laos.“ Does the 
State Department (inaudible) -- 


a I think that's the kind of rewards program 
exactly that ['ve spoken about in the past. ['m not sure. [I 
haven't seen that particular report, so I'm not sure that 
that's what this latest story refers to. Maybe you have a - 
different one than I do. 


Q The President is expected to decide about the 
cutting off of GSP privileges for Thailand in the coming days. 
The U.S. Trade Representative has made its decision on this, 
its recommendations. 


Is the State Department lobbying against them -- 
against cutting off the GSP for Thailand? 


Q Well, first, given the way you've phrased your 
question, [ wouldn't go into inter-agency discussions. 
Decisions are decisions, and I don't go into what position we 
may take or another agency may take. 


But finally, in response to your question, no, I don't 
have anything about that. ' 


I just wanted you to know, in case I did, I 
wouldn't tell you anyway. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on possible peace 
talks in Managua this week -- Nicaraguan (inaudible)? 


A No, I don't have any. 


Q Chuck, last question on the plant, are you 
saying, in a nutshell, that it's the man, not the plant that's 
concerning the United States so much? 


a I don't think you should try to read lots of 
other things into what ['m saying. [ think you should just 
look at the words, and I think they're pretty clear. 


Q That's what you said. You said it's this plant 
in the hands of this man. 


A That's what [ said. 
Q Have there been any recent significant overtures 


that you can talk about that would move the United States and 
Iran closer to talking? 


a Nothing has changed. The Secretary has put 
forward our policy. fhat's where we are. I[ guess you might 
say, "The ball is in their court," but nothing is changed. 
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Q Has there been a decision on the U.N. -- I mean 
on the Human Rights Conference in Moscow? Or was it announced 
and I missed it? 


- No. I haven't announced anything yet. I know 
people are hard at work in Vienna and in capitals, but at this 
stage, I don't have anything. 


Q Thank you. 7 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 1989, 11:57 A.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 





MR. REOMAN: Lai ©: and gentlemen, good morning. One 
brief announcement: 


4a 


As I said yesterday, there will be a briefing on the 
Paris Conference on Chemical Weapons here in the briefing room 
at 3:00 this afternoon. That briefing will be ON THE RECORD. 
The briefer will be General William Burns, Director of ACDA and 
deputy head of the U.S. Delegation to the Paris Conference. 


There are also press kits for that conference 
availabie in the Press Office. 


Q Chuck, what can you tell us about the aftermath 
of the incident involving the Libyan aircraft? Specifically, 
can you tell us if there is any connection, even insofar as the 
atmosphere being changed, with the chemical plant? 


f°) As Secretary Carlucci said, this incident had 
absolutely no relation, none whatsoever, to the Libyan CW 
facility. I think that is as clear as you can say it. It was 
an incident that occurred, it is an incident that is closed, 
and that's that. 


Q And have you heard directly from the Libyan 
Government or any other governments about the incident? 


a I don't know of any communications from the 
Libyan Government at this point in any case, nor do I have any 
knowledge of any others as of now. 


Q How would you describe the American effort to 
explain what happened to allies? Have American ambassadors 
been called in, for example, anywhere? 


a That obviously will vary around the world, 
depending on the interests of the host government. But what we 
will do is provide our embassies with all of the information 
available, and that will largely be based on the briefing that 
has just deen done at the Pentagon. That will be available to 
our ambassadors and to our embassies to provide to host 
governments as they may desire to discuss it. 


Q Chuck, on the plant itself, what could you tell 
us about whether the Libyans have moved some of the important 
chemicals away from the plant, and anything you can provide on 
the situation there? Has it eased at all, or is it still a 
dangerous situation, or what? 
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a Nothing really has changed that [I am ina 
position to talk about here, in any case. We have had a long 
discussion yesterday and several discussions last week. 


I can't go into the types of specific information you 
ask for. I can only say, in response to the more general 
question of being able to move things, that that is a point I 
made yesterday about why a one-time inspection, preannounced, 
for example, is not an adequate solution to this problem. 


Q What does this do to the atmosphere of Shultz 
going in to the conference this weekend in Paris? Do you feel - 
this will make it easier or more difficult for the United 
States to convince the Western European Allies? Although the 
two may not be directly connected, you certainly don't deny 
this is going to have some impact on that conference, do you? 


a To the extent that everything that happens in the 
world has an impact on the international situation; it's a fact 
of life. But I think the other point is that this confer ence 
has been called and has been organized for reasons totally 
unrelated to this incident that happened today. That goes back 
to the first point that I made. 


The principal goal of the United States at the Paris 
Conference is to focus worldwide attention on the problems of 
CW use and CW proliferation and to help put a stop to the use 
of these weapons in violation of international law. 


We want participants to reaffirm their commitment, to 
comply with existing international norms on the use of chemical 
weapons, and to consider specific measures to restore respect 
for those constraints. We also hope the conference will spur 
those nations which have thus far not done so to become parties 
to the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 


The purpose of the conference is not to negotiate an 
international treaty. However, we are prepared to discuss the 
strongest possible measures that might be taken in the event of 
future use of chemical weapons in violation of international 
norms. These measures could include all measures available 
under the UN Charter, including sanctivns. To be effective, of 
course, any such sanctions would require wide international 


support. 


Those are the kinds of things that we are going to be 
discussing in Paris. Those are the objectives that were set 
down when the President first proposed this idea back in the 
fall. 


This other incident has occurred today; but, as I 
said, it really does not involve in any way the Libyan Cw J 
facility. And I would only repeat what 1 said yesterday, that se 
the existence of that facility and the efforts to build those 
kinds of facilities are the kinds of things that pinpoint the 
dangers that exist in the international community, and show the 
kinds of reasons that the international community should be 
interested in this kind of a conference. 
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Q Given that Libya will be in attendance, how hard 
will the Secretary personally work to draw attention while he 
is there in Paris to the Libyan facility? 


3 I think what I would say again is to draw your 
attention to what I have said here. We are talking about a 
conference here that will work at these kinds of elements that 
I put forward -- the problems of future use and proliferation. 
This is not a conference called to deal with a specific problem 
such as the Libyan facility. That has never been the purpose 
of this conference. At the same time, there is no doubt, as 
the international community is aware of these kinds of 
developments, that it heightens, however, the seriousness with 
which this CW issue needs to be treated. 


‘4a 


Q Chuck, excuse me, but I just want to get back to 
“the strongest possible measures" you said we are prepared to 
discuss, the U.S. is prepared to discuss. Do you mean only 
economic measures, or is the U.S. prepared to discuss military 
measures? 


a Again, I am not going to go further at this 
stage. We are going to have a discussion in Paris. There are 
going to be a lot of countries there. I am sure there are 
going to be a lot of ideas thrown on the table. So I think the 
end objective would be to do as much as possible, in the 
context of a four-day meeting, of course, to try to raise the 
barriers, to try to address some of these concerns that I 
specified earlier. 


You say that there is no relationship between the 
incident today and the chemical weapons plant issue, but you 
can't say that for sure from the Libyan point of view -- 
especially since Qadhafi has made a number of statements in 
recent days saying that there is an effort to kill him that is 
underlying the U.S. policy vis-a-vis this plant and also the 
remarks that the wires are carrying of Qadhafi's response to 
this action today which he characterizes as an act of U.S. 
terrorism and indicates that he intends to retaliate. 


What is your response to the perception on the part of 
Libya that in fact there was a relationship between the act 
today and -- 


A My response would simply be to say take a look at 
the briefing that was given at the Pentagon. It is very 
detailed in terms of the locations of our fleet in areas where 
they normally exercise well into international waters and 
international air space, with no threatening intent toward 
anyone, let alone Libya, in a part of the country totally 
removed from the CW plant, for example, or from Tripoli, 
if those are the kinds of concerns. So I think all of those 
facts will stand on their own and are a very clear explanation 
as to the circumstances. - 


I can't speak for someone else's motivations. As 
Secretary Carlucci said, you will have to ask them. 








24 


-4- Wednesday, 1/4/89 


Q You can't rule out paranoia on Qadhafi's part 
that this is a pre-emptive act to prevent the United States 
from carrying out a military operation? 


a Well, there certainly was no pre-emptive act on 
the part of the United States since our aircraft, well into 
international air space, made numerous efforts to evade and to 
avoid this kind of clash. 


Q Chuck, in the message that the State Department 
is sending out to the embassies, are you saying that there was 
aradar lock-on, a target radar lock-on, from the Libyan planes? 


Aa I'm not going to try to address those kinds of 
technical issues. You will have to stay in touch with the 
Pentagon. 


Q Chuck, has the United States briefed our allies 
about this chemical plant, what is there, the evidence that we 
have that it is about to begin production? And what has been 
their reaction? Have they agreed to pull back some of the 
efforts by private firms in those countries to help Qadhafi? 


a I'll have to let each individual country speak 
for itself as it chooses to do so on these kinds of questions. 
A number of countries have described the kinds of things that 
they are doing. 


But, in a more general sense, you know already, as we 
have said, that we have been in touch with a number of 
governments on this particular issue. We have provided as much 
information as we can, and you certainly know in some cases 
that those governments are actively pursuing that information 
to see what they can turn up on their own. 


Q But when you came to them and showed them this 
evidence, did they throw up their hands and say, “My God, I 
didn't know any of this, and we'll certainly do something about 
s3.° 


a I don't know that there is any way I could 
characterize in a general sense reactions. All I would say is 
that I think it is fair to say that this problem is being taken 
seriously and people are pursuing it. 


Q Do you have any reaction to reports saying that 
Qadhafi requested a kind of Soviet military presence in the 
area in order to prevent a full-scale clash between the United 
States and Libya? 


a I don't know anything about those reports. I 
only saw a wire report, which, I suppose, is what you saw. But 
there clearly is no danger of any large-scale clash, since it 
is very evident from the Pentagon briefing that the Kennedy was 
conducting routine training operations near the island of 
Crete, in fact, in areas where they have frequently exercised. 
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Q Chuck, has the U.S. complained to Switzerland 
about the activities of two Swiss firms in building Libya's 
chemical plant? 


a With regard to what I said in response to an 
earlier question, I'll leave it to each country to address this 
as they desire to. Publicly, I did see reports that the Swiss 
had indicated that they were looking into, or had looked into, 
a couple of things that we have brought to their attention. 


Q But you are confirming that we brought it to 
their attention? 


“ Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the German company 
which rejected what you accuced -- that they have helped in 
building this factory? 


a No, nothing beyond what I said yesterday. I 
think we covered that. 


Q They said this morning that they had no part in 
building that factory. You mentioned the name of that company. 


A But I'm not going to comment on those particular 
kinds of statements. I would just refer to what the German 
Government has said, that they are investigating it and making 
a full investigation; and I think that is what is called for. 


Q Does the United States Government, the State 
Department, think that building a chemical factory like that -- 
or Libya is not entitled to or cannot build such a factory, or 
building such a factory would be in violation of international 
laws and regulations? 


A The question is not one, as I said yesterday, of 
international law. The question is one of proliferation of a 
weapons system that is a very dangerous one, whose use, of 
course, is proscribed by international norms. That is the 
issue. 


There is an additional factor when countries such as 
Libya, who have a proven track record of supporting terrorism 
-- of various kinds of support for groups around the world -- 
that makes it particularly of concern in the hands of a country 
like Libya. 


But our concern, in terms of CW proliferation is wider 

-- we have spoken about other countries in the world where we 
have these concerns -- and the Paris Conference, as I said, is 
not focused on one plant or one country. It is focused on a 
phenomenon that is more widespread. We have seen a breakdown 
in the barriers to the use of these weapons, particularly in 
oe Iran-Iraq war, and so that is what is at the root of this 
effort. 
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The Libyan plant, to repeat again what I have said 
twice, simply highlights in a graphic wey what the problem is 
and why the international community needs to start to address 
 # 


I also said yesterday, of course, that the long-term 
solution and the one we have been working on in Geneva is to 
find an effective, verifiable, worldwide ban on chemical 
weapons; and we will continue to pursue that in Geneva. 


Q Chuck, I'm curious about the U.S. Government's 
quick decision to announce that this case, this matter of the 
incident with the Libyans, is closed. It isn't every day that 
the United States armed forces are attacked by those of another 
country, as you allege Libya has done in this case. 


Why so quick to say, “Well, it is all over, and that's 
it." Has there been some kind of communication of some sort 
with the Libyans to indicate that this is the end of it from 
their point of view? 


a No, no communications of the kind you seem to be 
referring to. It's just a judgment based on the facts. There 
was no provocation. Our airplanes acted in self-defense. As I 
have said, I can't speculate on the motivation in the Libyan 
case. There haven't been any further actions, so there just is 
no basis to think that there is anything further to this. 


These kinds of incidents are always regrettable. No 
doubt about that. But, at the same time, we have the right of 
self-defense in international waters and international air 
space, and under these circumstances we will exercise it. 


Q Chuck, forgive me -- excuse me, could I follow 
that please -- to take that a step further, it almost sounds, 
if you take what you just said about the incident being 
regrettable and the fact that you have declared the incident 
closed quickly and Carlucci's statement that he was not aware 
of any warnings and the U.S. will be talking with the pilots to 
determine whether there were any warnings given -- it almost 
sounds as though a review might be in order of the way the U.S. 
Pilots handled the incident. Is that the case? 


A I'm not the person to ask about that. I think 
Secretary Carlucci gave you the details as he knew them and 
also indicated that there would be further debriefing of the 
Pilots, so I really have no way to comment on those kinds of 
questions. 


Q To make the assumption that you have and that 
Secretary Carlucci has, that the case is closed, you would have 
to assume that it was an accidental attack on the part of the 
Libyans, that it wasn't premeditated. If it in fact was 
premeditated, then how can you assume that there aren't further 
premeditated attacks being planned right now? 
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a One never presumes anything. That is why we fly 
combat air patrol, for example, when the carrier group is 
exercising. People are always on alert. But, as I say, this 
incident happened. It is over, as far as we are concerned, and 
as a consequence Secretary Carlucci said the case is closed. 


Q Shouldn't there be a state of heightened alert. 
since this incident did occur and apparently in a premeditated 
way, and there may be other incidents to follow? 


‘ People are always aware of this, and they take 
the appropriate precautions. That is standard practice. 


Q On that point, Chuck, are U.S. embassies around 
the world being alerted for any possible terrorist action? 


i) What we normally do in a case like this is what I 
described earlier: We inform the embassies of what has 
happened so that they are fully informed, and then each embassy 
is arranged and has procedures to evaluate its own situation 
and do whatever is appropriate. 


Q On the chemical plant, have you included the 
Soviet Union and the East European countries in your request 
not to supply technology and materials? 


a I am, again, not going to go into all of the 
countries that have been approached; but, as I said yesterday, 
this is a worldwide problem. Whether it is this facility or 
any other facility, we would encourage all countries who have 
a to supply equipment, expertise, materials, not 
to do so. 


Q Chuck, you said a one-time inspection is not an 
adequate solution to the problem. Would a regular program of 
inspections be an adequate solution, or what would be? 


a I am not prepared, in this forum, to offer some 
alternative. That is all I would say at this stage. 


Q Chuck, to address a point on the United States 
objectives that you didn't address directly yesterday, you said 
that the U.S. aim is to deny Libya the additional expertise 
ge to put the plant into full-scale production. Does 
that imply that the physical existence of the plant is 
acceptable -- in other words, that the United States' 
objectives could be served as long as production is not 
achieved but the plant remains in place? 


a I'm not going to try to address whatever 
hypothetical scenario you might choose to put forward. all I 
would say is that our concern with this facility is as I have 
described it. Our efforts at the present time have been to 
inform people about what is happening, to let them know about : 
the importance of foreign assistance and foreign equipment, and 
to see if something can't be done to keep this plant from 
moving into production. 
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Q Well, let me state it not in a hypothetical way. 
You are saying that the existence of the plant is not 
hypothetical, that the plant is actually there? 


a That's right. 


Q Are you saying that the very existence of the 
plant, without being in production, at its present state, is 
unacceptable? 


a I'm not even going to address the questior. It 
is not the issue before us. The issue before us is a CW 
production facility. It's there. The question is, are there 
ways that the international community can move to prevent that 
production facility from producing. That's what is before us. 
That is what we are trying to achieve. 


Q May I ask this follow-up question? Is it the 
U.S. view that this plant is devoted solely to chemical 
weapons, or might it have other purposes? 


a I'll just stick with what I have described it 
as. The Director of the CIA has spoken publicly to it. To 
show you the kinds of information that is available -- and I 
don't want to claim this as my own -- but I know that one of 
the networks represented here had an interview last evening 
with a gentleman who worked at that facility for a year, so 
there are people who have seen it and who know about it; and, 
as a consequence, I will just leave it there. 


Q Is the U.S. Government asking for the dismantling 
of this plant altogether? 


a I think that question has been asked in various 
ways, and I am just going to stay where [I am in terms of what 
we are trying to achieve. 


Q I'm trying to put a kind of “poll” question. It 
is either “yes” or "no." Aare you asking for dismantling the 
plant? 


a and I have said earlier, it is not the kind of 
question I am going to address. 


Q Has West Germany or any other country come to the 
conclusion that it is a chemical warfare facility? 


i) I think that's been addressed in various ways. I 
think all I would say, again, is leave it to each country to 
say publicly what they want to say, but to say in a general 
sense that we have found a willingness across-the-board to 
investigate and to see what can be done about it. I think that 
speaks something. 
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Q Could I just ask you on a broader question? The 

United States has been trying now for eight years to issue 
alarms about Qadhafi, and yet our allies continue -- companies 


in the allied nations continue to trade with Qadhafi on a 
relatively free basis without any hindrance from their 
governments. Why are we so unsuccessful at this? 


A First of all, it's your judgment of what is 
success and what is a lack of success. There have been lots of 
things done over the years which have been quite, quite 
successful. Some we have done unilaterally, but some have had 
a lot of support from other governments around the world. And 
so I think this is not a black and white issue; it's not an all 
or a none issue. It's an issue of continuing to do what you 
can to convince people of the seriousness of the problem. 


Each country, as does the United States, looks at 
these problems in the context of its own interest and 
environment. And I think the bottom line has been that the 
international community has taken a lot of steps over the last 
eight years. 


Q Can you give me an example of one or two that -- 


A I think if you look bac at the time a couple of 
years ago, there were a number of aliied countries on the trade 
side which made significant changes. 


Q Chuck, back to the point of saying that the file 
is closed, or the accident is closed now. Does this reflect a 
kind of understanding by the U.S. Government after the fact, of 
Libyan nervousness because of so many threats coming subtly, or 
even evidently, to hit against the plant? 


A First, I just have no way to speculate on what 
their motivation may have been for this particular action, so I 
really can't get at the issue beyond that. 


Q Why is it that you will not name the other 
countries that we have notified? Some West German officials 
have been quoted, like in La Figuro yesterday, saying that the 
U.S. is letting the Soviets off the hook with this because they 
have been proliferating chemical weapons for 45 years. 


Why mention West Germany and none of the other 
countries that we know have been involved in participating, 
both in the construction and -- 


A I am only mentioning countries that themselves 
have chosen to address the issue publicly. The major objective 
is to be effective; and to do that, we continue to work this 
actively through diplomatic channels, and that's what we'll 
continue to do. 


4a 
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But you shouldn't be misled. We're talking here about 
a particular facility and some particular information, but in 
other CW areas of concern, we certainly have had talks with the 
Soviet Union and many, many other countries. 


Q Chuck, on that point, you mentioned the 
possibility of some United Nations action. Is the United 
States thinking of something like the resolution it tried to 
get against Iran, 598, or the enforcement resolution that 
followed that, or didn't follow that (inaudible)? 


A That's hard to define at this particular stage. . 
But what I'm saying is, as we try to create barriers and create 
a situation where a country that might consider use in the 
future, would come face-to-face with a number of elements in 
the international environment that might be a deterrent, that 
this is an area that we think we ought to look at. 





You'll recall in the situation 598, for example, that 
we did believe in that situation that the application of 
international sanctions could have been an effective means of 
getting at the problem. What we're saying, in the case of CW, 
is that's another area where we think we might explore that 
possibility. 


Q That it might follow that model? 


A I think to put it into a particular model at this 
stage, I just couldn't do. It would be premature. 


Q This is sounding more and more like a conference 
about Libya, and I know you occasionally make some side 
references to the problem of proliferation. But apart from 
some referevice to North Korea last week, why -- well, I could 
ask why the U.S. is so shy about naming other countries whose 
plants pose problems. Or, could you just tell us whether Iraq 
is a problem, or whether some other countries are a problem? 


A I have named a number of countries in the past, 
including Iraq and a number of others. You'd have to check the 
record, but -- 


Q Well, as we get into the conference, do you mind, 2 
if you can, off the top of your head, tick off some of the 
countries -- 


A Again, the only -- 


Q -- whose production bothers the U.S.? 


A First, you can check the record, because it's 
there. But, secondly, I want to reiterate what I[ said earlier, 
that this conference isn't called to address a specific case or 
a specific issue, but rather the broader phenomenon and the 
question of stopping it where it is now and preventing future 
use and trying to restore norms. 
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Can we go back to the incident today one more 
time? The United States has been operating a carrier task 
force group in the central Mediterranean since before Christmas 
doing flight ops off the coast of Libya over international 
waters. 


Considering the leadership in Libya, does the U.S. not 
regard this as a provocative effort, especiaily considering the 
climate now and the kind of accusations the U.S. is making? 


a Not at all. I think you only have to look at the 
map to see where the exercises are being conducted. They are 
near the Island of Crete. 


4¢ 


Q Chuck, can I go back to Herb's question of 
earlier? Has any other country with whom we've shared the 
information reached the same conclusions publicly that you have 
reached regarding the plant? 





A I think I have answered that question as directly 
as I'm going to answer it here. So, no, I'm not going to go 
into specific countries, but I would just again say that there 
are a lot of people out there who are actively looking at 
this. And of course, it depends in each individual case what 
kind of information, et cetera. 


Q Well, what you seem to be saying is that no, no 
other country has publicly reached the same conclusion. 


A You're putting the word “publicly” in there, and 
so I'll just cite that, and leave it with what I've said. 


Q Have other countries privately told you that 
they've reached the same conclusion? 


a Again, I'll resort to the answer I've used 
several times. 


Q Chuck, if General Burns is going to focus on arms 
control, maybe you're the one to ask about Shultz's other 
business in Paris, like bilateral meetings, the Shevardnadze 
meeting. Is he going to see the Egyptian and the Israeli? Can - 
you give us -- again, this is not a conference entirely about 
Libya's chemical plant, I take it. It's a chance to see 
foreign ministers of over 100 countries. Can you give us some 
idea of what else he might be doing besides fretting over 
Libya's chemical plant? 


a He certainly won't see a hundred. 


Q No. 


Q But he's got a lot of opportunity out there -- 
Shevardnadze, Meguid. 
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A But he will have a number of bilateral meetings, 
certainly, with the French government, and then with other 
foreign ministers who are in town. But as of now, I don't have 
that schedule to put forward. Perhaps tomorrow, on the way to 
Paris, we'll be able to do that. 


Q How about Mid-East ballistic missile 
proliferation? Is this an opportunity to get the Egyptians and 
the Israelis together. 


A Are you talking about a joint meeting, a 
trilateral meeting? 


Q Or take ‘em one -- well, they do have a peace 
treaty, but I suppose he could still talk to them separately, 
if that's still the preferred approach. 


A I'm not going to go into a particular agenda for 
any specific bilateral meeting. They are all somewhat 
different, so there are lots of items that could turn up on the 
agenda. I'm just not in a position to tell you what they are 
right now. 


Q Chuck, could we go back to the U.S. diplomatic 
efforts regarding the Libyan plant? What's accurate to say 
about what exactly the United States wants these supplying 
allies, or foes, for that matter, to do? Do you want them to 
investigate? Do you want them to punish? Do you want them to 
break off the private contracts that their private businesses 
have going with Libya? 


A The exact specifics will vary from country to 
country, and they have to operate within their laws and all the 
rest. But the more general objective, which I described 
yesterday, is that this is a question of equipment, materials 
and expertise. And if those kinds of things can be cut off, 
then it's going to be very difficult, if not impossible, for 
this plant to produce. 


Q Chuck, a follow-up: Did the U.S. Government ask 
the European governments to withdraw their citizens who may 
happen to work for the plant, inside the plant, for their 
safety? 


a Beyond what I said in response to this question, 
which included expertise, materials, and equipment, I'm not 
going to go into the specifics. 


Q The key words are “for their safety" in this 
question, if you would like to address it? 


4 Again, I'm not going to address that question, 
but I did note that Secretary Carlucci at least got at that 
point, to some degree, in his briefing. 


> Se. 
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Q Chuck to build that type of consensus regarding 
materials, expertise, etc, how is it going to be done? Is it 
going to be vis-a-vis an international observer mission or 
something, since you all have dismissed Libya's offer of 
inspecting it? 


A The kinds of things that we have just been 
talking about don't require any sort of observation at all. 
They require simply stopping the flow of certain kinds of 
things, and that will be obvious without any kind of inspection 
on site, for sure. 





Q Chuck, if you are not going to negotiate -- - 


a Wait a minute. A few people are holding their 
hands up. 


Q When the Secretary is in Paris, is he going to be 
bringing a proposal for upgrading the investigative powers of 
the United Nations on chemical weapon matters? 


A That's another of the ideas that we think should 
be discussed, which would be ways of reenforcing the powers 
that the U.N. Secretary General already has in this kind of 
investigative process. 


Q What kind of ways? What do you mean? 


A I don't want to go into further specifics other 
than to say to reenforce that kind of capability. 


Q If you are not going to negotiate a new treaty, 
international treaty, Chuck, does this mean that you are going 
to possibly ask for a firm commitment to restore respect, as 
you said, to include a system like the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty, that all of the CW plants and factories all around the 
world will be subject to immediate inspection -- maybe 
continuing his question -- by the United Nations agency that 
you want to employ into this issue? 


A At this stage, I don't have any further specifics 
as to what kind of ideas might develop. Clearly, we're not the 
only country that's going to have ideas, and in the course of 
four days, I'm sure there will be a lot of things put on the 
table, some of which may be reflected immediately in the work 
of the conference, but lots of things which may be the subject 
of continuing discussion, because this is not an issue that we 
can solve in one four-day conference. But at the same time, we 
think that these objectives here, focusing the attention of 
restoring the norms, helping to put a stop to use, getting 
people to accede to the 1925 Geneva Protocol which exists 
already, are very important goals. 


Q Chuck, has the U.S. Government made a decision . 
yet on whether to agree to attend a human rights conference in 
Moscow in 19917 
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a That particular question, I really can't help you 
any further than I did yesterday. I might just give you a 
rundown of where things stand in Vienna. 


There has been a proposal, as you have seen reported, 
made at the Vienna meeting to schedule a closing ceremony on 
January 17. However, we're not prepared to discuss a closing 
date until the final agreements are made and the substantive 
work of the conference is finished. 





There are still a number of important issues " 
remaining, both in the final text and in the Conventional 
Stability Talks mandate. Resolving these issues requires the 
cooperative effort of all the delegations in Vienna. We, the 
United States, are working hard on this effort, but we're going 
to stay as long as it takes to get a good result. 


Now, to look at the kinds of things that remain before 
us: The Neutral and Non-Aligned Group, the NNA, have just 
presented a comprehensive text which goes some distance toward 
meeting our concerns, although we have not completed our 
analysis. In recent weeks, we have been most concerned about 
several issues which we will examine carefully and which may 
require further negotiation. These are basically four: 


In the military-security area, we must preserve the 
autonomy necessary for the success of the CST negotiations. 


On human rights, we still need to limit the use of 
secrecy as a bar to emigration, recognize the rights of human 
rights monitors, and move clearly toward making the end of 
jamming permanent. 


We still need to settle on a limited list of follow-up 
meetings. There are currently eleven proposals on the table. 
The one you mentioned falls in that category. 


And with regard to the CST mandate, we have to resolve 
differences regarding the zone of application in Turkey. So 
that, basically, is where we are today. 


Q "Secrecy as a bar to emigration,” you mean . 
security? 


a No, secrecy as a bar to emigration, meaning 
people say that you've had security clearances, therefore, you 
can't emigrate. 


Q Chuck, how do you respond to complaints that the 
U.S. shouldn't agree to this follow-up human rights meeting 
until the Soviet Union comes across with, let's say, all the 
political prisoners and all the unresolved refusenik cases? 
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A At this point, all I could say would be to refer 
you to Friday's briefing where we gave a considerable run-down 
on the kinds of things that have been done already. Those are 
the kinds of things that have to be evaluated in making that 
decision. 


Q On human rights, the Moscow Rabbi sent word to 
the United States yesterday that the so-called “Anti-Zionist 
Committee” in the Soviet Union has been abolished. Have you 
been informed of that? 


a I haven't heard that particular report, but 
someone may have been informed. 


Q Has that been an issue in the U.S.-Soviet 
relations? 


A That particular aspect I'm just not familiar 
with. Clearly, there have been a number of issues relating to 
the freedom to practice religion and those kinds of things that 
we've addressed routinely in our bilateral dialogue. I just 
don't happen to recall that particular one. 


Q Chuck, is two weeks enough time to accomplish 
resolution of all these goals? On the one hand, they sound 
like they are -- some of them particularly are pretty sticky 
issues. On the other hand, it sounds as though you're -- you 
must have made decisions, or you believe decisions are on the 
verge of happening on all of these cases. 


I guess I'm trying to sort out what the signal is 
you're trying to send. Are you trying to say, “Look, it's not 
just the Human Rights Conference. It's all this other stuff 
that we have to settle, and it's a long way off," or are you -- 


A What I'm trying to say is, the fact that I can 
enumerate a checklist of four items after all these months is 
the sign of a lot of progress -- that's the first point. The 
fact that we are now at the point where I can tell you, ina 
few phrases, the kinds of things remaining is indicative of 
what has happened. 


The NNA document, as an overall document, I think is . 
be..eved to be a very good, strong document. It still needs 
work in some of these areas, and we have people there actively 
now working on those areas. So I don't think one would say 
it's not possible by the 17th, but there is work to be done. 


Q During high times of crisis between the United 
States and Nicaragua, the Reagan Administration was quite frank 
to tell that they are willing to see, or wishing to see, the 
Sandinista Government toppled down. Do you have the same for 
the Qadhafi regime in Libya? 


a I don't have any new words at all. Absolutely 
nothing has changed with regard toward our policy toward Libya 
today. There has been an incident, but that was an incident in 
and of itself. 
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Q No similarity between the two policies? 


A You know that I always resist making 
cross-country comparisons. 


Q Chuck, what is the State Department attitude now 
on U.S. investments in Libya? Do you think the U.S. firms 
should pull out and close down all their investments there? 


a We still have a number of measures in place. I 
don't have all those before me, but those still exist in a . 
number of cases. And, in fact, the Treasury Department might 
be the best place to give you the details. But we have some 
information perhaps, as well. 


Maybe you will be able to address this question 
this way, Chuck: If Libya accedes to the Paris Conference 
resolutions, would the United States consider the issue of the 
plant closed, as you say the incident with the MiGs in Libya 
makes this closed today? 


A I'm just not going to go into any hypothetical 
scenarios. 


Q Back to Vienna, if I may, what kind of guarantees 
have the Soviets -- have they given to you about freedom of 
access? You mentioned those guarantees -- 


a To a Moscow conference, you're talking about? 

Q To a Moscow conference. 

A In order for the United States -- and I'm sure 
this applies to most other countries as well -- to consider 


such a conference, there would have to be the same kind of 
openness that would apply in other human rights conferences. 
That is the general principle, so we would have to have those 
assurances. 


Q Yes, but last week for the first time you said 
that guarantees had been given. Can you explain what kind of Z 
guarantees they were? . 


A But the guarantees -- 


Q Was it in principle? Do you have the specifics 
-- who they'll let in? 


A I don't know at this stage that one could put 
those kinds of specifics on it, but obviously, it has to do 
with access to the conference, openness of the meetings. And 
there, the model, of course, would be Paris and Copenhagen, - 
which come in '89 and ‘90. 
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Q Any reaction to the reports that Fidel Castro is 
ready to release more political prisoners? 


A This announcement, of course, was made to the 
U.S. Catholic Conference. We welcome the announced release of 
the political prisoners, particularly in the cases of the 
remaining four long-term, so-called “plantados," all of whom 
have served 19 years or more in prison. 


Q Would the U.S. Government accept an invitation 
from the Libyan Government to send representatives to the 
inauguration of the plant? A&A serious question. 


A Well, I'm afraid I can't think of a serious 
answer. 


Q It's because they said during the inauguration 
the people could see what is it all about. 


A But that doesn't solve anything, that a one-time 
inspection doesn't solve. 


Q Do you have any comment on Israeli Foreign 
Minister Moshe Arens' news conference, where he attacked the 
opening of PLO/U.S. dialogue, and he called it, "This is 
increasing terrorism in the Middle East"? 


a No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 P.M.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing by the head of ACDA, 
Major General William F. Burns. The subject is the Upcoming Cw 


Conference in Paris. General Burns will be the deputy head of 
our delegation, and in fact, once Secretary Shultz departs, 
then will be the U.S. Representative at that delegation. 


General Burns. 
MAJOR GENERAL BURNS: Thank you very much, Chuck. 


Let me make a couple of comments and then I'll open it 
immediately to questions. We'll depart tomorrow for a CW Use 
Conference, which will begin Saturday in Paris. The purpose of 
the conference is to heighten the understanding of states and 
of peoples of the world concerning the use of chemical weapons 
which we have recently seen, particularly in the Middle East. 
It's not aimed at bashing a particular country, a particular 
nation, or a particular region of the world. 


what the United States sees as its objectives in this 
conference is, first of all, to restore the integrity of the 
1925 Paris Protocol, which first acted against the use of 
chemical weapons, to reaffirm the need for compliance of all 
states -- and I emphasize all states -- of the world to this ° 
Protocol, and encourage states that have not acceded to the 
Protocol to do so. 


We also would like to see other things happen such as 
the reinforcement of the Secretary-General's authority to 
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investigate matters of CW use, to investigate these matters 
promptly, and bring the use of chemical weapons to world 
attention. The conference will last five working days. As 
Chuck said, I will be the deputy head of that conference. 


What are your questions? 


Q The 1925 Protocol that you mentioned merely 
prohibits the use of chemical weapons, so in terms of the 
Libyan chemical plant, there is nothing that even the State 
Department says, that would be in violation of that Geneva 
Protocol. Is that right? 


a That's correct. 


Q So, on what basis are you then going to move 
forward to try to restrain something like that? 


a I didn't say that that was the purpose of the 
conference. The purpose of the conference is to limit, and 
encourage nations to limit, the use of chemical weapons in 
accordance with the '25 Protocol. 


Q But not to limit their production, for example? 
a That is not the purpose of the '25 Protocol. 

Q I know. 

i) It is not our intention to change the ‘25 


Protocol. 


Q But would you like to build on that to, in fact, 
prohibit future production or future dissemination? 


A We have a conference ongoing in Geneva whose 
purpose is to deal with that very problem. The convention on 
chemical weapons in Geneva is designed to eliminate not only ’ 


the use, but also the stockpiling and manufacture of chemical 
weapons; and there are 40 nations of the world working on that 
right now in Geneva. 


Q General Burns, wasn't this whole conference in 
Paris generated by President Reagan's pointing out the use and 
production and proliferation of chemical weapons in the last 
year, let's say year-and-a-half? And therefore, why are you 
limiting --~ why are you saying that the scope of the conference 
is so limited to deal only with the 1925 Protocol? 


a Well, the scope of the conference, of course, is 





limited by the participants in the conference. The President 
called for a conference to reinforce the 1925 Protocol, which 
speaks to the use of chemical weapons. The President did not 
suggest a conference which would deal, in toto, with the entire 
issue of chemical weapons. What the President was trying to do 
-- and what I think he has done effectively, with over 130 
nations now participating -- was to draw the focus of world 
opinion in and the focus of government thinking on this 
particular problem of use. 


Q The State Department spokesman, Mr. Redman, said 
awhile ago that there would be an effort to adopt sanctions. 
As I understand, the Protocol has no enforcement provisions. 


Now, you yourself just used the word “reenforce" the 
Secretary General's authority to investigate. Let me break my 
question down into parts: What kind of sanctions will the 
United States ask these countries to adopt? And, indeed, am I 
not correct, there aren't any now? 


And, secondly, what do you mean “reinforce?” He 
doesn't have any power right now to do that. 


“ Let me make a distinction between the ‘25 
Protocol, which has no sanctions, as you correctly stated, and 
the sanctions which are in the United Nations Charter. The 
sanctions, I think, that Mr. Redman was referring to were those 
sanctions in the United Nation's Charter, which are there -- 
and, presumably, are available for the use of the United 
Nations and such nations in the United Nations that might bring 
it to the General Assembly of the Security Council. 


Q Well, legally -- I'm trying to think of what 
you're trying to do, in a legal sense. I mean, if this is a 
serious -- if what you'll really focus on this is one of the 
goals in Paris -- and I assume you want us to focus on this -- 
are you going to try to graft onto a protocol that has been 
signed by, or agreed to, by over 130 parties, some mechanism 
for sanctions that the Protocol doesn't have, by drawing on the 
U.N. Charter, when the U.N. didn't even exist. 


I don't understand what you're doing. 


a No. There are two separate things. The part 
(inaudible) -- 


Q I'm interested in how you're going to blend this 
together. 


a I think it's fairly simple. The 
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Secretary-General has, very effectively, investigated use of 
chemical weapons. We applaud that; we support that; we 
encourage that in the future. 


The United Nations Charter also calls for sanctions to 
be imposed on nations who do not abide by the United Nations 
Charter, and we believe that that's an area of fertile 
investigation in this area. In no way would this affect or 
modify the protocol -- and we don't advocate any changes in the 
protocol right now. 


Q Then, are you saying providing Country XK with the 
means to develop a chemical warfare facility -- which isn't 
prohibited by the Charter, by the Protocol, in the first place 
-- is, by definition, a violation of the U.N. Charter and 
subject to sanctions? Because it sounds to me like you're 
making major leaps here. 


A No, I'm not saying that at all. Remember, we're 
talking about use. 


Q Proliferation, I thought you're talking about. 


a We're talking about use. The purpose, the style, 
of the conference is a CW Use Conference. We're not talking 
about proliferation at the conference. 


Q All right, let's switch to use. How are you 
going to graft the U.N. Charter onto a protocol? 


a I don't see that there's any need to graft 
anything on the protocol. [I think the protocol stands by 
itself. The protocol is a commitment of the signatories -- 


Q Right. 
a (continuing) -- not to use chemical weapons. . 
Q Right. 


a Certain nations, including the United States, 
have taken reservations to the strict wording of that, saying 
that we're prepared to use them in retaliation, and this has 
been accepted. We believe that because of the effectiveness in 
the recent past of the Secretary General in this area, we 
believe that this activity should be encouraged. 


We also believe that it might be fruitful to 
investigate other provisions of the United Nations Charter to 
deal with use. In other words, if there is an investigation, 
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and there is a violation of the ‘25 Protocol because of use of 
chemical weapons, then it might be interesting to examine the 
ways the United Nations could deal with this problem. After 
all -- 


Q Do you have any sanctions in mind, specifically? 
a [ don't. 


Q Aside from what was said earlier of the intent to 
try to get additional nations to add their name to the 1925 
Protocol, in terms of actual results from this Paris 
conference, would you hope to have some kind of a resolution to 
the United Nations, for example, to come out of it that would 
recommend that they change their Charter, or adjust it, to 
provide this additional -- 


a I don't know whether I would anticipate that 
specific kind of resolution. I could, certainly, anticipate a 
closing declaration or statement of the conference which 
expresses the position of the participants, reinforcing the 
non-use provisions of the °75 Protocol. I wouldn't want to 
speculate as to how far we would jo in specifically suggesting 
a United Nations participation or action. 


Q Are you saying, in Secretary Shultz' remarks, as 
the keynote speaker, he is not going to talk about production 
of chemical weapons, the availability of the technologies to 
many different countries about the need to stop the -- He's 
not going to deal with any of the proliferation issues, talk 
only about using it? 


a No. I think that you can expect all of us to 
address the broader areas of CW activities. B8ut I think the 
focus of the conference and the focus of the United States 
participation in the conference is on the use of chemical 
weapons. : 


Q Well, General, what are those parts of the U.N. 
Charter that you think should be investigated to make it a more 
powerful weapon against -- 


os I think there are two: First of all, the powers 
of the Secretary General to investigate challenges to world 
peace and the Chapter 7 sanctions which exist in the U.N. 
Charter, which can be imposed by the organs of the United 
Nations, the General Assembly, and the Security Council. And I 
think these are things which could be explored, and should be 
explored, in the United States' view. 
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Q Are there any other specific proposals you are 
going there with? 
A Those are the basic proposals we would consider. 


Q General, why are there --? 


Q General, it is my impression that the reason for 
this conference is the inability of the Secretary General to 
prevent the use of chemical weapons in the Gulf War. 


What would the Secretary General be able to do under 
what you are talking about that he can't do now, and why would 
it be more effective than it was before? 


Aa Well, I think it would be difficult to judge the. 
United Nations by its track record in the last fifteen or 
twenty years. I think the situation in the world is changing. 
If 130-odd states meet in Paris in January and agree that the 
use of chemical weapons should be reprobated, those same 
nations are going to meet in the General Assembly and just 
might carry that over into the United Nations. 


Q Can I follow that up, because I have the same 
question? Right now, the Secretary General can seek and mount 
an investigation, assemble experts, and a nation, a member 
state of the United Nations can say, "No, you can't no. Sorry, 
you can't come in." That's what Iraq did, in the case of the 
Kurds, as I recall. 


a That's right. 


Q Would that be altered? Would that situation be 
altered in any fundamental way by what you seem to have in 
mind? It just remains unclear to me what the United States has 
in mind when it says they want to reinforce the role of the 
Secretary General, other than to say that it's important, other 
than some statements of positive rhetoric. How would that be 
changed? Would a country be able to turn it down? Would 
sanctions apply if they did? Is that what you are hopin3? 


A I don't know how successful we will be, and I 
don't know how successful, how much of a resonant chord this 
will strike in the hearts of the other participants, but I 
think it is a worthwhile attempt for the United States now to 
look at the investigative powers of ‘the Secretary General, and 
to reinforce them, first of all, by saying the United States 
supports them, by getting support of other like-minded states 
in this particular conference. 





Q General, given the fact that you do have 130 
nations that, diplomatically speaking, agreed to. come to this 
conference in a relatively short period of time, and given that 
you have got the instance of Iraq, as Mike mentioned, why is 
the United States setting its sights so low in not going for a 
package of sanctions and not going for real teeth going into 
this conference? 


A I think the important thing is that ina 
conference such as this, you go for small numbers of very 
like-minded states on a very broad base, and I think we are 
interested in involving the maximum number of states Spesibte. 


There are still states in the world who are not 
signatories to the Protocol. We would like to see them sign up. 


Q Is there a -- sorry. 


A I wouldn't say the United States is setting its 
sights low. I think the United States is setting its sights 
realistically, and as we move into the conference, who knows 
what can develop. 


Q Well, that should be by consensus. Like 
Helsinki, it will be a straight vote. 


a It will be by consensus. 


Q By consensus. So if Libya doesn't go along, 
forget it, right? 


A You may look at it that way, yes. 


Q Well, I mean, that was the problem at Helsinki, 
and I think you have the same problem. 


A Remember, it's a five-day conference. It is not 
a negotiation. The very fact that I am standing here and you 
are sitting there indicates that the light of world public 
opinion is being focused on the problem of CW use. So, as far 
as I am concerned, the United States has already achieved a 
major goal. 


Q General, if I could just ask you in military 
terms why, after so many years of non-use, have chemical 
weapons suddenly sprung back into use again, especially in the 
Iraq/Iran War? 


a Well, it is purely speculative on my part. 








Q That's okay. We'll take speculation. 


A I think that chemical weapons can be developed 
cheaply and they are attractive to certain states as a weapon 
of mass destruction, a weapon of terror. 


The nations which were terrified by the use of 
chemical weapons in World War I are basically your European 
states, who. have no intention of using chemical weapons. 


Other regions of the world have not been exposed to 
the terror of chemical weapons, and I think some nations have 
been tempted to try them. 


I am not particularly persuaded as to the military 
utility of chemical weapons, but I believe that some nations 
may be, and I think we have to disabuse them of that, just as 
in the twenties we disabused the West of use of chemical 
weapons after the experience of World war I. 


Q But the fact is that Iraq basically stopped the 
war by using chemical weapons, isn't tnat true? 


fs) That's right. 
Q So they were efficacious, then. 


A And one might argue that the Germans almost 
stopped World War I in 1915 and 1916. That doesn't make the 
use right. It is just a fact of military outcome of things. 


Q General, in justifying its own chemical 
modernization program, U.S. officials often make the argument 
that notwithstanding deterrence argument, we need them because 
the Soviet Union and other people have them. Doesn't that 
argument undercut the effort to persuade other countries not to 
acquire them? 


a I don't think it does. 


Q Why? 


A I think the United States has had chemical 
weapons for a good number of years. We have had chemical 
weapons basically since World War I. In 1925, we reserved -- 
in the 1925 Protocol -- stating that we preserved our own right 
to retaliate with chemical weapons if the United States were 
attacked. 








Lb 


This is not something new. This is not something 
which is disturbing the balance today -- if there is such a 
thing as a balance in chemical weapons. [he United States has 
declared its willingness to negotiate the elimination of 
chemical stockpiles, and we are doing that in Geneva right now. 


I don't think the United States is in any position to 
be criticized for maintaining its present stock, and for 
modernizing that stockpile. 


Q General Burns, you said earlier that the United 
States was not planning to go to the conference to bash any 
individual nation or any region of the world. 


Will the U.S. take with it, you and Secretary Shultz 
take with you evidence of the Libyan chemical weapons 
development process, and evidence of such a process in any 
other nations, and, if so, which ones are they? 


A I don't know. 


Q You don't know if you will be taking it with you 
tomorrow? 


a I don't know. The Secretary certainly may. I am 
not taking them as Director of ACDA. 


Q You are not taking them as the head of the U.S. 
delegation? 


A I am not aware of any such evidence right now. 


Q Is it the position of the U.S. Government that 
the Libyan chemical facility is a threat to peace under the 
terms of the UN Charter, and therefore could feasibly be 
investigated by the Secretary General? 


ia) I would not exclude the possibility of that 
particular occurrence, but I don't think that that is 
particularly germane to the use conference we are talking about. 


What might or might not be done by the United Nations 
in the future about Libya is speculative. 


Q In terms of the United States stated willingness 
to negotiate the elimination of stockpiles and production 
facilities, with this Libyan plant drawing attention to the 
fact that virtually every kind of industrial production plant 
in the world could be easily converted to a chemical weapons 





-~10—- 


plant, how would you speculate a verification regime would have 
to be shaped to be adequate to addressing this problem? would 
it require licensing or frequent access to inspection? 


It seems to be that it is almost an insurmountable 
problem to be able to effectively verify that no industrial 
facility is capable of being converted or would be converted at 
a particular point into a chemical weapons facility. 


A This is the crux of the problem in Geneva right 
now. It is a problem we are working on. I have no easy 
solutions, quite frankly. I am hopeful that at some time in 
the future we can develop some solution. I would see it as a 
highly intrusive solution, however. Yes? 


MR. REDMAN: We have time for two more questions, the 
gentleman here and the lady over here. 


Q Did the incoming Administration have any input 
into the positions that you are taking with you, the Bush team? 


GENERAL BURNS: Vice President Bush is also 
President-elect, and is still Vice Prosident, so the Vice 
President's office certainly is informed as to the details of 
the United States’ position in this. 


Q Did they put anything forward themselves? 
A I have no information on that. 


Q General, obviously the downing of the jets caused 
a great deal more focus of attention on chemical weapons 
today. What do you anticipate when the conference opens? Do 
you anticipate that casting a shadow over the conference? How 
do you anticipate that causing any reaction at all in the 
conference? 


A I don't see it as really germane to the 
conference, and I trust that other nations will not see it 
germane either. 


MR. REDMAN: Thank you, everybody. 


{The briefing concluded at 3:25 p.m.] 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 5, 1989, 12:41 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements, so I'll be happy to begin with your 
questions. 


Q Has the U.S. Government made any decision about 
whether to take part in a Security Council debate on the 
airplane incident? 


a The United Nations Security Council was scheduled 
to meet in informal consultations this morning on this matter. 
We understand that a formal meeting could be held sometime 
later today or tomorrow. 


In accordance with article 51 of the U.N. Charter, our 
government submitted yesterday to the President of the Security 
Council notification that, in response to hostile actions 
constituting an armed attack by Libyan aircraft, U.S. forces 
exercised their inherent right of self-defense under 
international law. Under these circumstances, we do not oppose 
a Council meeting on this issue. 


Q Is the U.S. Government expected to veto any 
resolution against --? 


Aa That's pure speculation. As I said, we've 
explained what we've done to the President of the Security 
Council. We expect that there could be a meeting. I am just 
not going to speculate in any way. 


Q Phyllis, you don't expect such a kind of 
resolution against? 


a I just have no way of predicting how the U.N. 
Security Council is going to react to this. 


. Will the United States ask the U.N. Security 
Council ‘@ any action at its meeting this afternoon? 


a Again, I'm not going to get into speculation 
about what may come up in various situations. What I've 
explained to you is what we've done in this regard, that we've 
a to the Council what we did -- why our actions were 
taken. 
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This is an update, that they did meet this morning in 
informal consultations, and we understand that a formal meeting 
will be held at 3:30 this afternoon of the Security Council. 


Q Phyllis, can I follow up your opening, your 
comment on --? 


a Yes. 


Q You filed a notification with the U.N. that: “in 
response to an armed attack by Libyan aircraft." Yesterday, 
the U.S. Government was saying that the planes approached the 
American fleet “with hostile intent." Was there a Libyan 
attack against American forces? 


a Well, I think if you read the -- or go back over 
the entire phrase, I think it's clear. We said that, “In 
response to hostile actions constituting a armed attack by 
Libyan aircraft." And I think that's consistent with what 
we've said. 


Q If the planes were shot at a distance of 14 miles 
away, how were they able to determine if they were armed or 
unarmed? 


a All those technical aspects of the incident have 
been covered by the Defense Department in their briefings 
yesterday and today. In regard to questions about the planes 
or maneuvers or speed or distance, I just can't help you, but 
I'd refer you to their transcript. 


Q Will General Walters represent the United States? 


i) I expect that Ambassador Okun, our Acting 
Permanent Representative, will represent the United States. 


Q Has the U.S. Government considered taking the 
matter of the Lihyan chemical facility to the United Nations? 


4 I don't have a definite answer on that. I think, 
as you well know, our efforts have focused on the problem of 
chemical weapons world-wide. That's why the Secretary left 
this morning to go to Paris. 


We stated clearly our purposes at the meeting. I 
think we're going to focus our efforts in Paris on this 
conference, and I'm not going to speculate in any way on any 
other actions. What we're doing now is focusing on the Paris 
Conference on Chemical Weapons. 
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Q On that subject: Was General Burns speaking for 
the U.S. Government when he -- yesterday at this briefing, at a 
briefing he held -- termed the Libyan chemical facility a 
threat to peace under the terms of the U.N. Charter? 


A He was talking about, I think, how he viewed it. 
Our serious concerns have been reiterated again and again about 
that facility. Again, clearly, this is one of the reasons why 
we feel what's happening in Paris over the weekend is important. 


Q But is that the U.S. Government position, that 
the facility is a threat to peace? 


fy I'm not going to paraphrase his words. What I 
would stress again for you today is that we are very concerned 
about that facility. It's very clear we're concerned about it, 
and right now, our energies are going to be focused in Paris. 


Q Well, (inaudible) any comment -- any comment on 


the story published by the Washington Post this morning that 
President Reagan is now deciding not to hit the plant? 


A No, I don't have any comment on that story. 


Q Maybe we got sidetracked on C2neral Burns's 
words. Does the United States Government consider this plant a 
threat to peace? 


a What we are saying, I think, has been clear. We 
have talked about our concerns about this plant. I'm not going 
to be drawn into these semantic definitions of threat: is it a 
severe threat, how much a threat? 


What we're saying -- and I think it's the point that 
we've all emphasized -- is we're concerned about it, and we've 
spelled out those concerns, why we're concerned. And we have 
said that we view it as part of a problem of world-wide 
proliferation. We're trying to do something about it. The 
first step is what's going to take place in Paris this weekend. 


Q Phyllis, could you comment on the U.N. -- the 
Libyan Ambassador to the U.N.'s remarks yesterday afternoon 
that the two Libyan fighters were unarmed? 


A No, I don't have any comment, and again for those 
technical details, I'm going to refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on reports that 
there has been a threat advisory issued to embassies and 
—— in the wake of ali of this, to be on the lookout 

or -- 








a I think Chuck covered that yesterday in the 
briefing. He was asked about this. I have nothing further on 
that. 


Q Secretary Shultz was quoted in the Post this 
morning saying that the U.S. wants to make Mu'ammar Qadhafi 
feel uncomfortable. I wonder if you could elaborate on that a 
little bit, what he meant by that? 


A Well, I hardly feel I need to elaborate on the 
Secretary's remarks. I think when you put that with what our 
policy has been toward Libya, we have stressed this for a long 
time, that we have talked about our concerns, that we feel that 
it is Libya's behavior, their support of terrorism, that is the 
cause of the problems between us. 


We have certainly stressed that we want them to change 
their behavior, to give up their support for terrorism, that 
that is the basis for the problems that exist between us. 


Q Have there been private approaches to the U.S. 
Government over the last several weeks from emissaries saying 
they represent Libya? 


A There have been several efforts by Libya over the 
past year to send messages to the U.S. Government through 
various intermediaries. 


But let me get back to the points that I made in 
response to the last question. The problem is not one of 
communication. The problem is the policy and the conduct of 
the Government of Libya -- their policy, particularly, in 
support of terrorism -- so that informal, back-channel messages 
will not take care of this basic problem. 


There are official channels through governments if 
messages must be passed. But the point that we're stressing: 
It's not lack of communication, it's the conduct of the 
Government of Libya that remains the problem. 


Q These contacts, have they been 
government-to-government or have they been private individuals 
approaching the U.S. Government? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of those 
kinds of contacts. 


Q But I thought it was against policy of the U.S. 
Government to have an American Government official talk to a 
Libyan Government official. Is that not against U.S. policy? 
And have we not gotten several of our ambassadors in trouble 
for doing that? 
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A Yes, for talking. There have been cases, and I'm 
not prepared to go into the exact wording of those regulations 
that govern the conduct. But I think what we -- the point that 
I'm trying to make, and I will be happy to make it again: It's 
not the lack of communication that's the problem between the 
United States and the Government of Libya. It is the problem 
of the conduct of the government. 


Q But apparently there were contacts just days 
prior to yesterday's incident, where Libya was at least saying 
that it wanted to improve relations with the United States -- 
"Could we lower the temperature?" 


A What we have said in response to this -- first of 
all, I said that there have been several efforts by 
intermediaries to send messages back and forth. We have 
acknowledged that. But what we're saying is that the problem 
is not the communications. The problem is the conduct of the 
Government of Libya, and if they want to improve relations, 
then they have to change their conduct. 


Q Can you be more elaborate about the content of 
the communication or the several (inaudible) --? 


a No, I'm not going to get into the specifics of 
that. 


It doesn't reflect any change in the position of 
the Qadhafi regime towards terrorism, like --? 


A You'd have to ask them. 


Q With the P.L.O. it was a matter of communication 
more than anything else. It's the same: if they are willing to 
say that they renounce terrorism. So why to differentiate 
between an Arab government and an Arab organization? 


A You're trying to get into analogies of one 
situation with another on this. What I'm addressing is the 
facts in the situation, what our reaction has been, what our 
policy has been. We have gone over the P.L.O. issue. We have 
ree te about the criteria that were met. That issue stands by 
itself. 


What we're talking about now is our reaction to the 
Government of Libya. I've spelled it out as clearly as I can. 


Q Phyllis, how did the United States feel about the 
statements issued by a number of Arab countries today, and by 
the lack of statements issued by a number of Western allies 
today, over the incident in the Gulf yesterday? 
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A I don't have any reaction to these reports of 
certain statements by various groups or countries. I think 
it's still very early. What we do is base our actions on what 
we think is right. This has been covered by the Pentagon. I 
don't have anything further to say on that. We felt that our 
people behaved in the appropriate manner. 


We're not, if you will, guided in our policies by 
votes among everyone. We did what we felt was right in this 
situation, and we've explained our reasons for doing it. 


Q What about the Soviet Union? They also had a 
very strong statement today, apparently using words like 
"terrorism," etc.? Do you have anything to say about that? 


a No. 


Q I wanted to ask: You said that there had been 
several efforts over the past year to send messages. Was there 
any type of response or reaction on the part of the United 
States to say, “We are not interested," or to respond in any 
way? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics. I think 
our position on this has been perfectly clear, what we have 
said. We've explained what the problems are. We've gone over 
this time and again, certainly as the sanctions were renewed. 
This is very clearly spelled out. 


The Government of Libya knows that there are certain 
channels that exist through the powers that represent us when 
there are official messages to be passed. 


Q Speaking of the sanctions -- 


Q Were those ever used? 
A No. I'm not saying that those channels have not 
been used. We -- as you know, Belgium represents U.S. 


interests in Tripoli, and the UAE represents Libyan interests 
here, and I'm not getting into the discussion of messages that 
go that way. But those are the official channels when, and if, 
messages need to be passed. 


Q To go back to Samir's question: It seems quite 
logical -- the issue for the P.L.O. and for Qadhafi have both 
been terrorism, but we seem to hold them to different 
standards. Why is that? 


és I'm not getting into comparisons of standards. 
Our positions have been gone over and over on this. I would 
refer you most recently to the renewal of sanctions against 
Libya and in those statements that were issued. That clearly 
goes over how we view the policies of the government. That's 
an issue that stands by itself. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the West German 
denial that Imhausen was involved in the Libyan plant, or the 
accusation of five companies being involved in Iraqi chemical 
weapons production? 


A We have seen a wire report. I'm not sure that 
that was the definitive statement of the West German 
Government. If I remember correctly, that was a statement of 
some group. But we have, as we've gone over before, provided 
the West German Government with the evidence that we've 
gathered. We've been assured that it's taking all the evidence 
very seriously and is investigating fully. 


I'm not aware that we have had a definitive answer or 
response back from the Government. 


Q Is the U.S. Government comfortable, or rather 
uncomfortable, with the reaction -- the international reaction 
to what happened yesterday? 


a We are not in a position where we're going to 
ever describe whether we're comfortable or uncomfortable with 
reactions. We've explained what happened in the incident. 
We've explained why we took the actions that we did. 


As everyone has said, we consider this incident to be 
closed. I have nothing further. 


Q These attempted messages from Libya, did they 
have anything at all to do with the chemical plant? 


A Again, I'm just not getting into any of the 
specifics of attempts to pass messages like this. 


Q Phyllis, the British Government issued a 
statement saying it had accumulated some of its own independent 
evidence of the nature of the chemical plant in Libya, and had 
concluded that that evidence indicates it would be capable of 
producing chemical weapons. 


Has the United States shared that -- has Britain 
shared that information with the United States? Is it 
different from the evidence the United States has presented to 
its allies? 


a This gets into questions of intelligence that we 
simply can't discuss. We certainly feel gratified that the 
British have talked about evidence that supports the 
allegations that we have made on this question. We, certainly, 
are in a process of cooperating and sharing conclusions with a 
number of governments, but I'm certainly not going to be in the 
position to be able to say whether this is exactly the same or 
how it varies from our other information. 
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Q On another subject: Do you have any views on the 
high-level contacts between the governments of Iran and the 
Soviet Union? 


Aa No. 

Q On another subject? 

a Yes. 

Q Is there some new information on Burma? 

A Yes. I think you had been concerned about those 


reports about Burmese students. We have received credible 
reports that a number of returned Burmese students who had fled 
Rangoon after the September 18 military takeover were 
subsequently arrested and died while in the military regime's 
custody. 


We do not have hard information on the precise numbers 
involved nor actual evidence of deaths, but we're sufficiently 
concerned about the reports that we have received that we will 
continue efforts to learn the facts of the matter. 


Q Are you going to make any representation to the 
Burmese Government about this? 


A I'm not going to go into the details of how we're 
going to do this, but, again, let me say that we are certainly 
going to make efforts to find out exactly what happened in this 
situation. 


Q You say you don't have hard evidence on the 
numbers, but what are we talking here -- two or three or 20 or 
30 or hundreds, or what? 


A I don't have exact numbers. I don't think it's, 
certainly, over perhaps 50 or so, but I'll have to check if we 
even have a ballpark idea of the numbers involved. 


Q All those arrested later died? 


a We have it that some died while in the military 
regime's custody. 


Q The Secretary was quoted in today's papers 
speaking about Arafat's statements, that would sort of suggest 
it was unhealthy for certain West Bank officials to back a 
truce or a cessation of the demonstrations. Is that a 
suggestion that we're rethinking our policy towards the P.L.0.? 





oa. 
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a I don't have any specific response to your 
question, and I don't think we're going to get into the 
business of responding to every statement that people make in 
this situation. I think it's been clear that the objective of 
the United States, and of everyone sincerely interested in 
moving the Middle East peace process forward, should be to find 
ways to encourage Israelis and Arabs to pull back from violent 
confrontation and help to create an atmosphere conducive to 
coexistence and to peace. 


Explicit or implicit threats against those who call 
for a dialogue between Arabs and Israelis do not help the 
process of a search for peaceful solutions to the conflict. 


Q Do you have anything new on Afghanistan, about 
their troop withdrawal? 


a I don't have anything specifically new in terms 
of details. We continue to expect the Soviets to live up to 
their obligations in the Geneva Accords, and we expect them to 
meet their February 15th deadline. 


We would note, as we have noted previously, that there 
are increasing indications that Soviet units in Afghanistan are 
in the process of withdrawal preparation. 


Q There were certain reports that a Soviet official 
was quoted as saying that withdrawal might not take place by 
the deadline because of increased guerrilla activity. 


A But what I'm saying in response to this is that 
we expect the Soviets to meet their February 15 deadline. We 
understand that the Soviet forces have been engaged in ground 
and air operations in Afghanistan since the January 1 date they 
had set as the beginning of their unilateral cease-fire, 
although we note that the level is down from the high level of 
the previous month. 


Q Phyllis, do you have anything on the denial of a 
visa to a Soviet General who was supposed to come to Los 


Angeles to promote a television program -- a PBS television 
program on “War and Peace in the Nuclear Age?" 


a I don't have much information on that. I would 
simply note that his visa application was denied for reasons 
related to internal security. 


Q Phyllis, do you have any comment on Delvalle 
writing a letter to Noriega inviting a joint resignation? And 
did the U.S. know about it ahead of time? 
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& In general, clearly, we support President 
Delvalle's efforts and the efforts of those Panamanians who 
favor moving Panama to civilian-led democracy. 


As we've said repeatedly since this crisis began a 
year and a half ago, Panama's political problems are internal 
and they are ones which Panamanians themselves must solve. 


Clearly, we continue to see Noriega's departure as the 
first major step towards restoration of democracy in Panama. 
We had been informed by President Delvalle last week that he 
had sent a letter, but we did not see a copy of it in advance. 


Q And what do you think about the substance? 


A Well, as I said, we support his efforts and the 
efforts of all Panamanians to work out a solution and to move 
Panama toward a democracy. 


Q You say you support it generally. But 
specifically, what do you think of those ideas? 


A I think, as we said, we had not seen a copy of 
the letter in advance. I understand that now it's been given 
out publicly, and I don't want to comment on something because 
I just haven't seen all the details of it. But what I'm saying 
is that we support the concept of negotiations to work out a 
Panamanian solution that would lead Panama toward civilian-led 
democracy. 


Q Can I follow up that for just a second? 
A Yes. 


Q You support the concept of the legitimate 
President of Panama negotiating with General Noriega over 
what: power-sharing, or over what? Negotiating. 


A The efforts through negotiations, to explore 
these avenues for resolving the problem. Let me repeat, for 
us, clearly, the problem is caused by Noriega's refusal to 
leave. What we are saying is that we are supporting these 
efforts of President Delvalle to suggest negotiations, to work 
out a way that would lead Panama toward democracy led by 
civilians and away rrom the present situation. 


Q Not necessarily negotiations toward Noriega's 
departure? 
A Well, clearly, Noriega's departure is an 


important fact for us. We've stressed this all along. That's 
clear. 
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This is, you know, one way that he's proposing to get 
there. And what we're saying is that we are not going -- it's 
not for us to come out in favor or against all these specific 
proposals. What we're trying to support, in general, is the 
concept of Panamanians exploring the ways together to resolve 
this crisis which would mean, clearly, the removal of General 
Noriega from Panama. 


Q Phyllis, have there been any new contacts between 
the U.S. and Noriega or representatives of Noriega, or any 
indication from either side to reopen talks? 


A No, not since last May. 


Q Is the U.S. Government looking seriously to 
accusations raised here and there that maybe the Mossad is 
behind the Pan American crash? 


A I don't have anything new to offer on the status 
of the investigation into the cause of the Pan Am Flight 103. 
We have talked about the investigation continuing into the 
hands of the competent authorities, both in the United Kingdom 
and with the cooperation of the United States and many other 
governments. 


We've talked about excellent cooperation, but I'm 
certainly not going to get into any theorizing or speculating 
on what groups might be responsible. All those things are just 
theories. Some of them seem clearly off-the-wall. Others, 
perhaps, are being pursued. But we're just not going to get in 
the habit of commenting on those respective theories. 


Q Do you mean to say that nothing is excluded? 


a Well, I don't see how you can exclude anything 
when you're beginning an investigation as important and as 
serious as this. We are looking clearly at every possibility, 
but let me point out that some of these ideas are clearly 
off-the-wall. 


Q Which ones? 


A I'm not going to comment. We've talked about a 
number of groups who have telephoned, and things like that. 
We're pursuing all avenues and we are determined to find out 
who was behind the crash of Pan American 103. 


Q Do you have anything on any new U.S.-P.L.O. 
contacts? 


A No. 


Q Following that: There are reports that officials 
have been -- U.S. officials are now being allowed to talk to 
P.L.O. representatives in a social setting. Do you have 
anything on that? 
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a There have been instructions that have allowed 
people in social settings to respond socially to 
introductions. Let me repeat that the one channel for 
communication with the P.L.O. officially remains our Ambassador 
in Tunis. 


Q But is this now leading to more than just the 
“Hello, how are you?" and whatever? 


a We have -- 


Q Can they actually -- could they go socially for 
dinner -- on those kinds of levels? 


A I'm not going to get into the specific 
diplomatic, perhaps, niceties, of the tea cups and the 
handshakes in this situation. What I'm trying to say, our 
policy remains as we have stated it. The official contact 
remains through our Ambassador in Tunis. People may respond 
socially in a setting. If you're introduced, there may be the 
exchange of courtesies. These are not to be construed as 
official contacts. That channel remains as we have stated, and 
nothing has changed. 


Q Does a “social setting” mean a public or -- ina 
group, rather than private? 


A Yes, ina group. At a large party, if people 
meet -- are introduced -- that's what that means. 


Q On the terrorism poster, the reward poster: Has 
that been distributed yet? 


a I assume that it has been distributed because it 
has been some time since we announced that reward program that 
we had broadened. But I can't tell you how many posters have 
been distributed and whether the distribution has been 
completed. 


Q There's a -— to some of us, it seems as though 
the face that's drawn on the poster seems to be Middle Eastern, 
Iranian, and this could lead to charges of racism. Or are you 
implying -- could you just speak to that? 


a I think you've all seen that poster. It is a 
composite, if you will -- sketch. I have also heard references 
that it reminds various people of certain American movie 
actors. So I think that you may be certain that there was no 
racial or national slur intended by the face. It was used to 
be -- to draw attention to the enhanced program. 


Q Which movie actors? 
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a I simply am not going to get into that. 


Q Phyllis, in connection with the P.L.O.: You said 
@ little while ago that there had been good cooperation among 
ell of the agencies and nations involved in the investigation 
on Pan am 103. Has there -- can we extend that to assume that 
there has also been good cooperation since the U.S. requested 
the assistance of the P.L.O. in this case? 


A I'm not getting into the specifics at all of 
various organizations or countries. What we have said, in 
general, is that we're working closely with a number of 
people. We're working closely with authorities in various 
countries, and I'll just leave it at that. I'm not going to 
get into specific ratings or evaluations of cooperation on this. 


Q That seems to me that -- since my question was 
about the contact with the P.L.O., that leaves clearly open the 
-- and your response dealt strictly with working closely with. 
That leaves me with the impression that the United States is 
continuing to work closely with the P.L.O. on this 
investigation. Is that correct? 


A No, that is not correct. What I have said, and 
we've said here from the podium, we are working closely with 
many governments, with organizations that are involved such as 
Interpol, groups that have been set up, various committees, 
that we welcome cooperation or information from every source. 
Nothing on that has changed. 


Q So the question then goes back to the original 
one, which is, since the United States requested the assistance 
of the P.L.O. in this case, have there been any further 
discussions on that subject? Or has there been any cooperation 
on that subject with the P.L.0.? 


i) And I'm saying that I'm not going to get into the 
specific answers of what we're doing with any country or with 
any government or any organization. In a question like this, 
we are following leads, we are pursuing information as it is 
given to us, but we're not going to get into specifics of what 
we're discussing with whom at any time. 


Q Are State Department officials meeting with 
Contra leaders today or in the days to come? 


é The members of the Directorate of the Nicaraguan 
Resistance are in Washington today where they will be meeting 
officials of the Department's Bureau of Inter-American 
affairs. The meeting provides the Directorate with the 
oe epi to discuss coming political events in Central 
America. 
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Q Is this an attempt to try to resolve the 
differences between the moderates and the radicals? 


a I think that this should be seen in the normal 
process of keeping in touch and keeping on top of events that 
are happening. We note that there is going to be a foreign 
ministers’ meeting in Managua in mid-January, as well the 
Central American presidents’ meeting in El Salvador. These are 
the kinds of political developments that we naturally would 
discuss with the members of the Directorate. 


Q A follow up to that, Phyllis: Aare the presidents 
of Honduras and Guatemala coming up here, coming up to 


Washington to see President Reagan and President-elect Bush 
before the changeover in administrations? 


a I simply don't have anything on a possible visit 
by them. 


Q Back on Afghanistan for one very quick one: Do 
you have any comment on the indications that Vorontsov will 
meet with rebel representatives this week -- tomorrow? 

ts I believe that he has been in Islamabad. But, 
certainly, any questions about his schedule should be directed 
to the Soviet Embassy. 

~ Okay, thank you. 

ts One last one. 


Q Do you have anything on a challenge on the 
12-mile limit in Hawaii by a foreign vessel? 


“ I think that there had been some guidance that 
had been prepared in the Press Office on that subject, so I'd 
check there. Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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THIS 38 JUST A BACKGROUND SESSION IN ORDER TQ GIVE YOU 
A LETTLE PLAVOR OF THE BILATERAL AEETINGS TODAY. 1 
THINK PERNAPS THE GASITEST WAY TO 80 IT 38 TO GO THROUGH 
THER CHRONOLOGICALLY, STARTING FROM THE FPIRET RESTING 
THZS MORNING WITH THE PRENCH PRIME AINISTER AICHEL 
ROCARD. THAT REGTING ENDED UP TO BE ABOUT AN HOUR = 
OVER WALP GF IT WAS TAKEN UP WETH A DISCUSSION OF 
AGRICULTURAL ISSUES BASICALLY THE QUESTION OF FARR 
SUBSIDIES AND HOW WE DEAL WITH THAT. SINCE IT'S A 
PROOLER THAT GOTH THE UNITED STATES AND THE EC HAVE TO 
FACE. 80 THAT WAS BY FAR THE MAJOR TOPIC OF DISCUSSION 
AND OF COURSE WITH THE SECRETARY BEING AN ECONOMIST AND 
AR. ROCARD BELNE AN ECONORIST = THAT WAS SOMETHING THEY 
COULD REALLY GET THEIR TEETH ZHTO - BASICALLY A 
PHILOSOPHICAL DISCUSSION OW WHAT THE ISSUE IS AND HOW 
WE HAVE TO COME TO GRIPS WITH THIS ISSUE IP WE'RE GOING 
TO RESOLVE IT, WITH BOTH SZIOES OF COURSE HAVING THE 
ULTIMATE OBJECTIVE OF BRINGING THOSE SUBSIOIES AT SORE 
POINT TO 2680 GUT NEEDING TO GET INTO A PROCESS WHERE 
BOTH SIDES HAVE CONPIOENCE THAT IN PACT WE BOTH WILL 
GET THERE AT APPROXIMATELY THE SARE TING. THERE WAS 
ALSO THE SECOND MAJOR TOPIC OF BISCUSSION -- THE 
PACIPZC. THERE THE SECRETARY ASKED AR. ROCARD FOR HIS 
OOSERVATIONS OM WHAT IS GOING ON IN THAT PARTICULAR 
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PART OF THE WORLD AND TWE PRIME RINISTER GAVE A VERY 
DETAILED EXPOSE WHICH FOCUSSED FOR THE MOST PART ON NEW 
CALESONIA AND HOW TKE PRENCH GOVERNMENT HAS SEEN 
DEALING WITH THAT PARTICULAR PROOLER. AND THEN RAYBE 
POUR OR FIVE OTHER I9SUES WERE COVERED VERY BRIEFLY IN 
THE TOTAL SPACE OP MAYOE PIPTEGN MINUTES. THERE WAS A 
VERY GRIEF DESCRIPTION BY THE SECRETARY OF WHAT NAD 
HAPPENED IM THIS INCIDENT WITH THE LESYAN AZACRAFT THE 
DAY BEPORE YESTERDAY AWD Twa SECRETARY BASICALLY Im 
CAPSULE PORM SUMMARIZED WHAT YOU ALL WAVE SEEN TO THE 
GPPECT THAT IT WAS A STRICTLY OGFENSIVE OPERATION. IT 
HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH THE CU PLANT <= ALL THE SARE 
RINDS OF THINGS YOU'VE SEEN IN THE ORIGFINGS OUT OF THE 
PENTAGON AND ELSGWNERE, A VERY ORIG? MENTION OF THE 
LISYAN ATTEMPTS OR EPPORTS ON GOING OUT TO DEVELOP 
THEIR OUN CU CAPABILITY THROUON THE CONSTRUCTION OF 
THIS PLANT AT RASTA, THE SECRETARY MAKING THE POINT 
THAT WE WAS MADE ELSQWHERE THAT IT'S IMPORTANT TO KEEP 
WORKING ON THIS I9SUE TC KEEP THE PRESSURE ON 90 THAT 
THZS PLANT BOSSN'T GECORE OPERATIONAL, A ORzEP 
EXCHANGE ON THE CHEMICAL WEAPONS CONFERENCE. AGALH, 
THE SECRETARY SKETCHED OUT OUR BASIC APPROACH TO THAT 
Im TERMS THAT YOU'RE PAMZLIAR WITH, THE GASTC IDEA 
SEINE TO REINVIGORATE THE INTERNATIONAL COMME TRENT 
AGAINT THE USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS, THE PURPOSE OF THIS 
MEETING 19 NOT TO POINT FINGERS AT AKY PARTICULAR 
COUNTRY. SOME OF THE IOGAS THAT WE'LL OE OISCUSSING 

c= STRENGTHENING THE ROLE OF THE UN SECRETARY GENERAL, 
GETTING PEOPLE TO START THINKING ABOUT CHAPTER SEVEN 
SANCTIONS AS A POSSIOLE WAY TO WORK OW THE ISSUE, AND 
OF COURSE THE SECRETARY NOTED THAT WE VERE VERY PLEASED 
THAT THE PRENCH HAD OUCTOGD TO HOST THIS RESTING WHICH 
THE PRESIDENT HAD PROPOSED IN NEY YORK, AND THON 
FIWALLY IN THIS PIPTERNCRINUTE PERIOD THERE WAS ALSO A 
VERY GRIGP BISCUSSION OF THE VIENNA CONFERENCE AND 
UNGRE THAT STANDS, THE GOTTON LINE 38 TWAT THERE 18 
STILL SOME WORK TO 00, THE GND 9 IN SIOHT QUT THERE 
18 SORE WORK TO 00 AWD THERE STILL ARG A Paw TOUGH 
PROGLERS TO RESOLVE. 80 THAT'S BASICALLY AN OUTLINE OF 
THAT MEGTING. ANY QUESTIONS ON THAT BEFORE I ROVE ON? 


@. IHAUSTOLE 


A. WMOTHING IM PARTICULAR. 3 THINK BASICALLY HE SHARED 
THE SECRETARY'S CONCERNS AND CERTAINLY THERE WAS NO 
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BOUST ABOUT THE PLANT. 
@. INAUDIOLE 


A. MO HE DIDN'T NEED TO. AS I SAY, THERE HAS NO BOUBT 
ABOUT THE PLANT. 


Q. O20 THE PRENCH SAY THERE WAS NO DOUBT ABOUT THE 
PLANT? 


A. TWERE'S NO CONCERN ON THE PART OF THE FRENCH ABOUT 
wo OF THE PLANT AS A CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
CILITY 


Q@. 8 THAT A CHANGE? 


A. MO. NO CHANGE AT ALL. IT'S NOT A CHANGE 
ANYWHERE. I CAN'T ERPHASIZE THAT TOO MUCH TO YOU, 
WHATEVER YOU KEEP WEARING = THAT JUST ISN'T A 
PROGLER, I AMENTION TO THOSE WHO CAME IN LATE THIS I8 
BACKGROUND BY THE WAY. 


@ BIB YOU SAY ROCARD AND BURAST 


A. WELL, WE'RE TALKING ABOUT THE FRENCH GOVERNAENT 
WERE. 


Q.UHY RAKE A SPECIAL PRESSURE POINT TO THE FRENCH? 
A. {7'S NOT A PRESSURE POIHT. 


@. NO 2 SON*T AEGAN PRESSURE, BUT WHY RAKE THE POINT TO 
THE PRENCH THAT THE WORLD SHOULD EXERT PRESSURET 


A. 1 TWINK THERE IS AT LEAST OWE PRENCH FIAM THAT HAS 
STEPPED FORWARD ANS SAZO THAT THEY HAVE BEEN 
CONCERNED. SO THE FRENCH ARE INVOLVED IN THIS. 


GQ, DIO THE SECRETARY SPECIFICALLY ASK THE PRIRE 
AZHISTER TO PUT PUBLIC PRESSURE ON THE LIGYANS WITH 
REFERENCE TO THE PLANT? 


A. MO. NO SPECIFIC KINDS OF REQUESTS LIKE THAT. 
PRANKLY, THAT'S JUST NOT THE WAY BUSINESS 18 DONE. UE 
ALL UNDERSTAND WHAT THE ISSUE IS AND GOVERNAENTS WILL 
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DECIDE WHAT THEY WANT TO 80. 


@. 2 ASK THAT BECAUSE HE AGNTIONED THE Cu PLANT UZTN 
THE IBEA OF KEEPING THE PRESSURE ON. 


A. THE SECRETARY ERPHASIZES FROM OUR POINT OF VIE 
THAT THAT'S WHAT WE NEED TO 0O TO KEEP THE PRESSURE ON 
THZS AFFAIR, SO THAT WE CAN KEEP IT FROM BECOMING AN 
OPERATIONAL CAPABILITY. 


GQ. THAUDIOLE-FRENCH COMPANIES@INAUDTIOLE 


ie I'M MOT GOING TO GO INTO THOSE SPECIFIC DETAILS AT 
o 


L 
@. INAUDIOLE-THEY WILL SAY PUGZCLY-ZNAUDIBLE 


A. TWAT'S UP TO THER TO BECTON WHAT THEY'LL SAY 
PUBLICLY. I°R JUST TELLING YOU THAT IN THESE ABETINGS 
NO CONCERNS WERE EXPRESSED ABOUT THAT EVIDENCE. 


Q@ INAUSIOLE 


A. THAT'S UP TO THER TO DECIDE. WE'RE NOT GOING 
AROUND SEEKING THOSE KINDS OF PUBLIC STATENENTS. 
THAT'S UP TO BACH GC'7ERNMENT TO DECIOE. 


@. IMAUDIGLE-THE PLAKT@ZNAUDIOLE 


A. YOU'VE GOT AY WORDS. I°A NOT GOING TO TRY TO 
PINPOINT IT ANYMORE. £ THINK IT'S CLEAR ENOUGH. 


@ HAS THE US SHARED WITH THE PRENCH GOVERNAENT ANY OF 
THE INFORMATION IT HAST 


A. OW, ABSOLUTELY, THEY HAVE GEEN BRIEFED WEEKS AGO 
DURING THE TING THE OTHER ALLIES WERE SEINE BRIEFED. 


@ COULS YOU CLEAR UP THE OIPFPERENCES, THE FPRENCH 
REPORTERS ANS SOME OF THE WIRE SERVICES HAVE CLAINED 
TUAT THERE 19 MOTHING OR THEY ARE SKEPTICAL ABOUT THE 
SVIOENCE BUT YOU'RE TELLING US THAT THERE 18 RO 
SKEPTICISN 18 THE PRIVATE AEETINGS YOU ARE WAVING. 





A. THAT'S WHAT I AN SAYING. 
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@. OLD THE PRIME MINISTER AAKE THE POINT THAT THE 
LISYANS ARE PERFECTLY IN THEIR RIGHT TO PRODUCE AND 
STOCK CHEMICAL WEAPONST 


A. = THAT SUBJECT OLON'T CONE UP. LET RE POINT OUT 
AGAIN TO PUT THIS ALL 36 CONTEXT - THAT'S WHATS TRY TO 
BO FOR YOU. THE EXCHANGE THAT YOU ALL ARE FOCUBING ON 
PROBABLY CONSUMED A GRAND TOTAL OF 28 SECONDS. “THAT 
WAS 37. ££ JUST WANT YOU TO KNOW TWAT. YOU ALL WRITE 
OUR OUN STORIES, BUT JUST $0 YOU SEB THE CONTEXT, 
THAT'S WHY I WENT THROUGH THIS TO GIVE TO SORT OF GIVE 
YOU THE TOTAL PERSPECTIVE. 


G. 80 YOU WANT US TO URITE ABOUT THE (INAUDIBLE)? 





A. §O, YOU WRITE ABOUT WHAT YOU WANT TO, BUT THIS 
MEETING WAS ESSENTIALLY ABOUT AGRICULTURE, 


~@. WHEN YOU SAY THAT THE PRIME AINISTER DID NOT 
DISPUTE THE FACT THAY THERE WAS A Cu PLANT IN LIBYA 
SMAUDIOLE-HE RADE THIS OBVIOUS THAT HE UNDERSTOOD WHAT 
WE VAS DEALING WITH NWOT THAT WE AGREED. 


A. NO. 2°R MOT SAYING THAT. 
Q. ITMAUDIOLE 


A. AND GY THE WAY WHILE WE'RE ON FRANCE THE AERTING 
WITH FOREIGN AINISTER OURAS VAS OVER LUNCH AT GRAND 
VEFOUR. AS A CONSEQUENCE IT WAS TETE A TETE, 80 
BASICALLY £ BON'T HAVE ANY GREAT DETAILS. THE 
SECRETARY TOLD ME THAT THEY COVERED REALLY THE 
WATERFRONT. THEY WARD A LOWE LUNCH. A GOOD LUNCH ¢ 
RIGHT SAY. THE CHOCOLATE SOUFFLE WAS I KNOW 
PARTICULARLY APPRECIATED. GUT IN ANY CASE THEY TALKED 
ABOUT DEVELOPRENTS IN THE SOVIET UNION, INTERNATIONAL 
GCOMOMIC SITUATION, THEY B29 TALK ABOUT THE CHEMICAL 
WEAPONS CONFERENCE, SUTERNATIONAL TERRORIGR, VIENNA 
CONFERENCE. THEY COVERED IT ALL BUT I REALLY DON'T 
WAVE ANY DETALLES ON THAT PARTICULAR GET-TOGETHER. AND 
THE SECRETARY 38 AT 3:30 AGAIN HAVING A VERY SRALL 
senay Genk PRESIOENT ALTTERRAND. OTHER RECTINGS 
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@ 80 YOU KNOW WHAT WAS SAID -INAUSIBLE-? 


A. WELL, MAYOE SOMESODY FROM THE ELYSEE WILL FILL YOU 
IN. 1 DOM'T KHOU. I°LL PROBABLY SEE THE SECRETARY 
WHEN HE COMES BACK BUT AGAIN I PROBABLY WON'T BE ABLE 
TO 00 MORE THAN GIVE YOU SORT OF A VERY BRIEF OUTLINE 
OF THE SUBJECTS THAT WERE COVERED. 


@ 90 vou wappan (cacaccdchle.) 


A. % REALLY DON'T KNOW. f VOULD BE SURPRISED IF THAT 
CARE UP. 


THEN TURNING TO THE REGTING WITH THE CANADIAN POREION 
MINISTER JOG CLARK. THE OTSCUSSION THERE AS ALWAYS OF 
COURSE COVERED A NUMBER OF OUR PURELY BILATERAL 1898UES 
SINCE WE USE THESE = wG HAVE POUR MEGTINGS A YEAR WITH 
THE CANADIANS = ONE IN CANADA, ONE IN THE UNITED 
STATES, AN A COUPLE OF OTHERS OW THE PRINGES OF OTHER 
CONPERENCES, MATO OR OTHERWISE. THIS IS AN OTHERWISE. 
80 TWAT THERE WERE SORE THINGS TALKED AGOUT SALMON AND 
HERRING) OINOW ENTRANCE AND BEAUFORT SEA. BUT BOTH 
ST0G8 OLD EXPRESS SATISPACTION THAT THE FREG TRADE 
AGREEMENT HAD OREN IRPLEMENTED NOW ANS THAT IT WAS 
TERMED A WESTORIC EVENT. MOST OF THE TING THEY SPENT 
TALKING ABOUT THE VIGNNA RGETING AND WHERE THAT 
STANDS. THE SECRETARY EXPLAINED THE UNITED STATES 
POSITION ON THE MOSCOW HUMAN RIGHTS CONFERENCE, THEY 
TALKED ABOUT SOME OF THE REMAINING I89UGS IN VIENNA, 
THE LANGUAGE PROBLERS IN THE CONCLUDING BOCURENT, SORE 
OF TNE PROOLENS WITH THE AREA OF APPLICATION POR THE 
CONVENTIONAL STABILETY TALKS, THE HUMBER OF 
CONFERENCES, WOW RANY THERE ARG GOING TO BE IN TEARS OF 
FOLLOW-UP CONFERENCES, THE SECRETARY NOTED, AND f 
THINK THE PORGION MINIGTER AGREED, THAT TO ROVE TOWARD 
THE END OF THIS AND WE CAM SEG THE PROSPECT OF HAVING 
BOTH CONVENTIONAL OTAGILZTY TALKS AND THE COON TALKS 
THAT WATO I9 VERY WELL PLACED WOW BASED ON THE LAST 
WATO WENZISTERIAL IN DECENOER GOTH WERE SATISFIED THAT 
NATO HAD O08 POSITIONS READY, TO GET INTO THOSE TALKS 
ONCE WE CAN GET THER UNDER VAT. AND THAT WAS ABOUT THE 
ra IT. 





Q, IMAUeTOLE 
A. IT WAS A VERY BDALEF REFERENCE TO THE C¥ 
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CONPERENCE. OUT REALLY AGAIN JUST. TALKING ABOUT WHAT 
THE GBJECTIVES OF THE CONFERENCE WERE. . 


Q@. INAUDIBLE 


A. MO. WE SAID THAT AT THE MEETING. THAT WAS ALL. 
NE OLON'T.....HE'D GOTTEN THE BRIEFING PREVIOUSLY. 


@. INAUDIBLE 


A. MO. WE DIDN'T SAY THAT, THAT'S WHY I DIDN'T KNOW 
WHAT 4g HAD SAlb 80 s2eee-e2eee08@ 


A. MO. THEN AT 3230 THERE VAS A ABETING WITH EOCYPTIAN 
FOREZGN AINISTER AGDEL AEGUID. THAT RAEETING WAS ALROST 
TOTALLY FOCUSSES ON THE PEACE PROCESS. THIS WAS THE 
FIRST THAT THE SECRETARY AND THE POREION AZINISTER HAD 
SEEN EACH OTHER FACE TO FACE SINCE THE UNITED STATES 
DECISION TO INITIATE A SUBSTANTIVE BIALOGUE WITH THE 
PLO. SO IT WAS A CHANCE TO SORT OF REVIEW WHAT HAD 
HAPPENED AND TO LOOK ANEAD IN TERMS OF THE PEACE 

~ «PROCESS. THE POREION AINISTER AADE THE POINT THAT 
EGYPT VERY AUCH WANTS TO SEG THE PEACE PROCESS AOVE 
ANGAD AND CONTINUE TO DEVELOP AND THAT THE EGYPTIANS 
ARE READY, WILLING, WANT TO CONTINUE TO WORK WITH 
ISRAEL, WORK WITH THE PALESTINIANS TO THAT END. THE 
SECRETARY NOTED IN TERAS OF THE BIALOGUE THAT THAT WAS 
WOT AN END IN ITSELF BUT RATHER A WAY TG WORK TOWARD A 
COMPREWENSIVE PEACE IN THE AIBOLE EAST AND TOWARD 
DIRECT MEGOTIATIONS.  % WON'T GO OVER ALL THAT. {T 
WAS AGAIN BASICALLY A MORE OR LESS PHILOSOPHICAL OW THE 
PEACE PROCESS SETUEEN TWO REN WHO'VE SPENT A LOT OF 
TIME TALKING ABOUT THIS. AGAIN, JUST $O YOU'LL KNOW, 
LIGYA CARE UP AGAIN VERY GRIGFLY. THE SECRETARY 
DESCRIBED IN RESUME PORA THE INCIOENT THE DAY BEFORE 
YESTERDAY AY THE CHEMICAL WEAPONS FACILITY. THE 
GOYPTIANS ARE CONVINCED THAT IT'S A CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
PACILETY, ANO THAT THE POREIGON AINISTER SAIO IN A RORE 
GENERAL SENSE THAT THE EGYPTIANS ARE ALWAYS CONCERNED 
AND WORRIED ABOUT WHAT LIBYA ALONT BO. 


GQ, seecee--ceesTNG ARAS VORLD NOT QUITE PLEASED ABOUT 
THE SHOOTING BOWN OF THE PLANEQG eee ceeeeoee 
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BI0 THE GEYPTIANS RENTION THAT 2 


A. 1% BON'T KNOW THAT HE HAD ANY REACTION, BUT HE 
SEERED TO UNDERSTAND THE SECRETARY'S EXPLANATION. 


Ae WELL, OTHER THAN I SAY IT WAS A VERY GRIER - f 
KNOW YOU'RE INTERESTED In IT, GUT IT LITERALLY CONSUMED 
A FEW SECONDS IN PASSING. THE SECRETARY RAISED LT 
BECAUSE HE WANTED TO MAKE SURE THAT HE UNDERSTOOD WHAT 
WAS HAPPENED IN THE INCIOENT,. 


A. MO THAT OION'T COME UP. THERE WAS ONLY THE GENGRAL 
REPERENCE I RADE THAT ISRAEL WANTS - THAT EGYPT VANTS 
TO WORK WITH ISRAEL, TO WORK WITH THE PALESTINIANS. 


Q. INAUDIBLE 
A. 0. 
Q. INAUDIOLE 


A. WO WE OION*T REALLY. IN FACT HE RADE A REFERENCE 
AT OWE POINT OF NOT SEEING ANY OF HIS ARAB COLLEAGUES 
SINCE WE'D GOTTEN HERE AND WE ASSURED THAT HE WOULD 
START SEEING THER TORORROU. 


AND THEM PIWALLY, WE JUST FINISHED UP ABOUT A HALF AN 
WOUR WITH THE SUEOIEN POREION AINISTER AND AGAIN THIS 
WAS THE FIRST THAT THE SECRETARY AND THE FOREION 
AINISTER HAD AGT SINCE THE DIALOGUE BEGAN WITH THE PLO 
IN WHICH THE SUBOISN FOREIGN AINISTER PLAYED A KEY ROLE 
AND AS A CONSEQUENCE THE ENTIRE HALF AN HOUR FOCUSED ON 
THE PEACE PROCESS IN THE ATOOLE EAST. THE FOREIGN 
AZNZSTER BASICALLY TALKING TO THE SECRETARY ABOUT HIS 
EXPERIENCES, ABOUT THE KINDS OF APPROACHES HE'D BEEN 
TRYING TO..AIOOLE EAST PEACE, THE RELATIONSHIP BETUEEN 
TRANSITIONAL AND FPIMAL STATUS, ALL OF THE KINOS OF 
THINGS THAT YOU KNOW TO BE THE SORT OF KEY ELEMENTS OF 
THE AMERICAN APPROACH AND THE POREION AINISTER WAS VERY 
INTERESTES IH ALL OF THES BECAUSE HWE SEES BOTH THE PLO, 
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NE HAS A LOT OF CONTACTS WITH ISRAEL AND 80 HE'S 
ENGAGED IN THIS I8S8UE AND LIKES TO TALK ABOUT IT, 80 IT 
WAS A VERY WIDE-RANGING DISCUSSION ON THE PEACE 
PROCESS. LIBYA DIDN'T COME UP AT ALL. 


ANY OTHER QUESTIONS? 
Q. INAUOIOLE 


A. WELL £ OLB THAT IN THE BRIEPING ON FRIDAY IN 
WASHINGTON AND SINCE THERE HAVE GEEK A COUPLE OF - 
WHATEVER BAY IT WAS = WEDNESDAY, BUT THERE HAVE BEEN A 
COUPLE OF MORE BAYS OF TALKS 80 THINGS CONTINUE TO 
EVOLVE. GUT IM TERMS OF THE CONVENTIONAL STABILITY 
TALKS THE GASIC ISSUES STILL CENTER OM QUESTIONS OF 
ZONE OF APPLICABILITY. ANB THAT HAS SEEN SORE 
QUESTIONS IN THE CAUCUSES, PARTICULARLY weccccces 


@. 18 GENSCHER SET FOR TOMORROW? 


A. I SELIGVE WE HAVE A ABETING SET, BUT 3 DON'T HAVE 
THAT CONPIRAED. WE'LL HAVE 7O STAY TUNED HERE. 


@. °* R08. SKEPTICISA - MENTIONS GERMANY AND OTHER 
COUNTRIES 


A. % WOULDN'T GENERALLY AGREE WITH YOUR 
CHARACTERIZATION OF ANY OF THE COUNTRIES YOU'VE 
MENTIONED. GUT I°R NOT GOZNE TO GO INTO A CASE BY CASE 
ACCOUNT. THERE ARE TWO ISGUES INVOLVED. ONE, THE 
QUESTION OF THE PLANT, THE OTHER THE QUESTION OF 
WHETHER OR NOT THERE IS SUFFICIENT INFORARATION TO TIE 
PARTICULAR PIQAS TO THE CASE. IT'S THE LATTER THAT WE 
WAVE BEEN WORKING OM AND THAT'S WHERE THE INFORMATION 
PROBLER 38 TOUGHEST. 


@. WOULD YOU SAY THAT IT [8 GENERALLY AGREED THAT THIS 
1S A CHERICAL WEAPONS PLANT EVEN THOUGH SORE PEOPLE 
HAVE EXPRESSES SORE SKEPTICISAT 





A. THINK I°R GONG TO LEAVE IT WHERE I'VE LEFT IT 
TODAY. GOVERNMENTS SEAL WITH IT THEMSELVES. SUT IT ‘8 
NOT A PROBLER POR US. WHAT'S IMPORTANT FOR US, AS I'VE 
SAID BEFORE 39 THAT PEOPLE ARE CONCERNED IN COOPERATING 
AND WORKING OW THESE ISSUES. THAT'S WHAT'S IAPORTANT 
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BECAUSE IT SHOWS THE SERIOUSNESS WITH WHICH THEY 
APPROACH THE PROBLER. 


@. IHAUSTOLE 


A. I°LL JUST LEAVE IT THAT WE'RE CONTINUING TO 
COOPERATE AS GEST WE CAN WITH WHOEVER NEEDS RORE 
COOPERATION. 


Q. INAUDIOLE 


A. I°R UP WERE TO GRIEF ON THIS SUBJECT TODAY. 1° 
NOT BOING ANOTHER BRIEFING OW THE LIBYAN CW PACILITY. 


GQ. IMAUDIOLE 


A. AGAIN, THESE KINOS OF THINGS ARE BEST BONE OF A 
CONPIOENTZIAL, SISCRETE BASIS, AND I'LL LEAVE IT THAT 
WAY. 


@. CAN I RARE ONE MORE PASS AT THE FRENCH QUESTION? 
ARE YOU SAYING THAT THERE HAS NEVER BEEN ANY BOUBT FROA 
THE FIRST BRIEFING ON THE PART OF THE 
FRENCH... 20s TMAUDIOLE? 





Ae 2°R MOT AWARE OF IT. 
OK THANKS EVERYSOOY. SHULTZE0 
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 6, 1989, 12:35 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MRS. OAKLEY: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have several announcements. First of all, a reminder: 
Secretary Shultz will deliver a foreign policy address to the 
Citizens Network for Foreign affairs on Morday, January 9, in 
the Department's Loy Henderson Conference Room beginning at 
7:00 p.m. I think all of you have the details on this, which 
we had given out before. 


Q Do you have the subject yet? 


i No, we don't have the subject. There will be no 
Qand A. We expect an advance text, but we don't know at this 
time what time it will be available. The information I have 
says that the speech will be a general overview of foreign 


policy. 


Deputy Secretary John Whitehead will lead an 
On-the-Record press briefing on the Fiscal Year 1990 Foreign 
affairs Budget at 2:00 p.m., Monday, January 9, here in the 
Briefing Room, Room 2118. He will be accompanied in the 
briefing by Under Secretary for Management Ron Spiers, 8.1.0 
Assistant Administrator for Program and Policy Coordination 
Richard Bissell, and U.S. Information Agency Comptroller 
Stanley Silverman. 


Q What was the time again? 
a That's at 2:00 p.m., Monday, January 9. 


I also have an announcement about a memorial service 
which will be held at 11:00 a.m., Monday, January 9, in the 
Memorial Chapel at Fort Myer in Arlington, Virginia, for the 
three State Department employees killed in the crash of Pan Am 
Flight 103 in Lockerbie, Scotland. Those attending this 
service are limited to Department of State personnel and 
invited guests. Media will not be allowed in the chapel, but 
will be allowed on post and outside the chapel. Media wishing 


[ 
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to attend should arrive at the Hatfield Gate at Fc Myer 
between 9:15 a.m. and 10:15 to be escorted to the media area. 


For information regarding access to Fort Myer, contact 
Lieutenant Colonel Robert Merlson or Sergeant First Class Steve 
Barrett at the Public affairs Office of the U.S. Military 
District of Washington. The number is 475-0856. for 
information regarding the service, you may contact Frank 
Matthews or Mike Schofield in the State Department's Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security, 647-2558. A loudspeaker hookup to the 
media area will carry the memorial service. 


[ also have a statement on the Libyan CW plant. We 
have discussed with a number of govenments, including but not 
limited to the Federal Republic of Germany, the serious danger 
posed by Libya's chemical warfare program 


We and other governments are seeking to deny Libya the 
foreign assistance we believe is essential for full development 
of this capability. 


With regard to West Germany, we are confident that it 
is taking the information we have provided very seriously and 
is investigating fully. It has in the past year vigorously 
pursued and prosecuted such cases. Stemming from arn 
investigation that began in November 1987, the West German 
government and public prosecutors currently are looking into 
the activities of companies believed to have helped in the 
construction of chemical warfare facilities in Iraq. 


Like the United States, the Federal Republic of 
Germany is a member of the Australian Group which seeks to 
prevent the proliferation of chemical weapons. 


With regard to the Libyan CW program, we understand 
that the appropriate German authorities are still conducting 
their investigations. As with other countries with which we 
have talked regarding this problem, this is an on-going 
matter. West Germany has also announced that it is reviewing 
its export control laws. We understand that an interim report 
on this subject will be presented to the Cabinet soon. 


For our part, the U.S. has provided interested 
countries information available to us. We believe this 
information is conclusive with regard to the activities of 
various foreign firms in the Libyan CW program. Of course, 
whether such activities are illegal, and the role of our 
information in any legal proceedings, depends on the existing 
national laws affecting such activities. Our dialogue with the 
West German and other governments on this matter is continuing. 


Now, I'll be happy to take your questions 


é/ 
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Q Can I ask one on that subject? 
a Yes. 
Q First of all, can we have a copy of that 
statement? 
“ Yes 
Q You made, obviously, repeated references to West 


Germany, but you also made repeated references to other 
countries. Could you please specify, in the same way that you 
did West Germany, which other countries those references refer 
to? 


“ I'm not going to be able to go into the other 
countries that we have approached and discussed the Libyan 
problem with. These discussions involve sensitive, diplomatic 
communications, and [I cannot go any further in identifying 
other countries. The key issue is to ensure effective 
international cooperation. 


Q Does that mean we can conclude, in the case of 
West Germany which you mentioned by name repeatedly, the 
discussions are not sensitive, diplomatic communications and 
only in the case of other countries they're sensitive? 


a No, I'm -- 


Q What's the distinction you're making between West 
Germany and the other countries, please? 


es I'm not making a distinction between the other 
countries on the basis of the information that we've shared. 
Certainly, we have shared the same information, but there are 
certain things that we're in a position to talk about and other 
things we're not. 


But let me point out again that our discussions with 
all these countries are continuing. 


Q Would it be accurate for us to conclude, from the 
comments you've just made, that the West German government, 
disappointed in what they perceive as Germany-bashing by United 
States media, have asked the State Department to make this 
statement, in effect, to clear West Germany's name? 


i) That would not be accurate at all. [ don't think 
we're in any position of bashing any country We're working 
closely with the West German government and other interested 
governments on this issue We'll continue to bring to their 
attention relevant information that assists in their on-going 
investigations, but I'm not going to go any further on our 
diplomatic exchanges. 
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this podium here ang those that are made by YOur opposite 

number over in West Germany? They keep @nnouncing that they 

don't have any -— that they have insufficient evidence or i 
evidence from US that is not conclusive They make 


= I can't explain for yOu what Might appear to be 
these Giscrenancies What I'm Jiving you here is our POSition. 7 
that we valu, the close work and COOperation that we've had 
with the Wesi German 90vernment. The point that we're trying 
to make is that our Giscussions with them are continuing 


[t's our understanding that the West German 
investigation is not yet complete. that they're continuing to 
investigate. and we remain in touch with them on the matter 


Q So in that Case, it's also your understanding 
that the announcement made there yesterday, that their Single 
investigation is concluded, is erroneous? 


4 I think that we had addressed this yesterday, 
that we were aware that there had been this report. [I think 
the point that I made Was, we're not Sure that that was the 
complete investigation I will repeat again that we understand 
that the total West German government investigation is not yet 
complete, ang we'll] look forward to Continuing to work with 

S. 


as no , 
hard evidence to help them along in their investigation? Are 
we attempting to provide them with additional details? 


“ But I think our Statement ~ 


Q [s this Sematical thing ~~ 
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“ No, no, but [I think -- 
~ -- that we're playing games about? 


“ No, I don't think so. I think our statement 
covered that as well when we noted whether such activities are 
illegal and the role of our information in any legal 
proceedings depends on the existing national laws affecting 
such activities. 


Q Is there any chance that Secretary Shultz and 
Minister Genscher might address this matter jointly since 
they're both together in Paris? 


“ We are all aware that they're together. I don't 
have the Secretary's schedule and, certainly, any meetings or 
announcements will be made from Paris. Clearly, the Libyan Cw 
potential is an item of concern. The Secretary addressed this 
in his press conference traveling to Parise. But I think for 
further details of meetings there, we'll leave to Paris. 


Q Is the U.S. Government's position that the 
Libyans are right now in a position to begin the manufacture of 
chemical weapons, or do the Libyans need additional aid or 
contributions from other countries, such as West Germany? 


a I don't have anything new beyond what we'd said 
before on this question when we talked about the Libyans being 
on the verge of this. I think the Secretary also addressed it 
in his press conference that he gave on the airplane going to 
Paris, that our estimate is -- he was asked the question 
whether we felt that there is no production yet. And the 
Secretary said, “That is our estimate. We think that they have 
had some difficulties and that they are not quite there yet." 


Q But my point is -- if it's misunderstood, I'll 
clarify it. My point is, if the Libyans are already in a 
position with what they have in hand now to go forward with it, 
then I wonder what the point of all the diplomatic pressure on 
the West Germans is, except for recriminations. Or if some 
contribution from the West Germans, technical or otherwise, is 
vital for this, for them to pass the verge and begin 
production. That's quite another matter. 


“ Chuck was asked this question about it, and I 
think if you will check the transcript from Wednesday -- 


Q It wasn't any clearer than the one that you just 
read, because it's not clear at all. 


a Because it talked about -- and 1 don't really 
want to paraphrase, but [ think the thrust of what he said was 
that we feel that without foreign assistance, that they cannot 


zy 


ad 





65 


-o- Friday, 1/6/89 


go to full production. But I would suggest that you check the 
transcript of Wednesday on that. 


Q Would this foreign assistance include assistance 
from the West Germans? 


. We have not talked about what foreign assistance 
is required. What we're concerned about is assistance that 
could be coming from firms from many countries, or other 
countries. What we're seeking is to deny them the assistance 
that would enable them to go to production of their capability 


Q Phyllis, can I ask another thing about this 
statement? 


a Yes. 


Q In the middle of this statement about the 
investigation, which I understand to be an investigation of a 
possible German role in the construction of the Libyan plant, 
you brought up the fact that the West Germans have also 
conducted an investigation since November of ‘87 into the 
construction of the I[ragi -- 


A Yes. 


Q -- facility. What's the point of that at this 
point? Are you saying that that investigation is also still 
continuing, or is it -- 


4 What we're noting here is that Germany, in the 
past, has vigorously pursued and prosecuted certain cases 
involving -- 


Q ~~ bona fide situations? 





“ Yes, that they take this very seriously. This is 
the point that we're making. And that, again, let me repeat 
that we intend to stay in close touch with them and to 
cooperate with them. 


Q Is the evidence the United States presents to 
West Germany and other countries on the Libyan situation in any 
way connected to the evidence that it's presenting, has been 
developed on the [Iraqi construction? 


i) That gets into sensitive intelligence questions, 
and I simply can't help you with that. 


Q Do you have anything on the request to the 
Soviets not to provide foreign assistance to the Libyans? 
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S We have raised our concerns about the Libyan CW 
program previously with the Soviets. Secretary Shultz said 
yesterday, while enroute to Paris, that he intends to discuss 
the issue of the Libyan chemical weapons plant with Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze and to seek Soviet cooperation in 
addressing the problem of the Rabta facility 


Q What does he mean “address?” 
a Well, to address -- 


Q You're addressing us. What does it mean to 
“address” a problem? 


” That he intends to discuss --— seek Soviet 
cooperation in addressing the problem -- in confronting it, in 
figuring out how to deal with it. 


Q But not solving it? 


A Well, we hope it leads to a solution. That's the 
purpose of what we're doing. 


Q What would you like the Libyans -- to see them do 
as far as the plant itself is concerned? 


A This was also discussed by the Secretary on his 
way to Paris yesterday, and he had noted there, “Obviously, if 
the facility were destroyed, that would take care of the 
problem. That's our posture. Whether there is something else 
that can be done, we will see.” 


“There is a negotiation going on in Geneva, so I don't 
think it's appropriate for us to propose some ad hoc solution 
here, absent really working it through carefully in the broader 
negotiations." 


Q Has there been any communication from the Libyans 
through authorized channels since the incident out in the 
Mediterranean that you're aware of? 


A Not that ['m aware of. [ think that many of you 
are aware that we did send a message to Libya, the same message 
through the two countries that represent our interests. 


Q Can you elaborate any further on what he said or 
meant by destroying it? Does it mean or imply destroying it 
with the equipment in it? 


- No, I can't elaborate on that. I think he was 
talking about the question of destroying or dismantling it, but 
I really have no further details beyond that. 


% 
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Q Do you have any comment on the hanging of the two 
Sikh assassins of Mrs. Gandhi? 


a No, I don't. 


Q This is back to West Germany again: Do you have 
any comment on the Bonn government's statement that the United 
States is waging an unhelpful media campaign in the case of the 
Libyan chemical weapons plant? 


a No, I don't have any comment on that. I think I 
have addressed it, that we have full and close cooperation with 
the Government of West Germany, and we fully expect that to 
continue. 


Q Soviet human rights activists aren't very happy 
with the decision to agree to hold a conference there on human 
rights in 1991. Can you elaborate a little bit? Have you any 
comment on that? 


a We have agreed to the Moscow human rights meeting 
on the basis of actions already taken by the Soviets and with 
the expectation and indication that current progress will 
continue, including the institutionalization of reforms, such 
as the abolition or amendment of key articles of the criminal 
code and passage of effective legislation on emigration. 


That expectation of continued progress was a key 
factor in our decision. 


We think the prospect of holding a Moscow meeting will 
lead the Soviets to continue improving performance. The lack 
of future progress would cause us to reconsider attendance at 
the Moscow meeting. 


We also expect that Soviet human rights dissidents -- 
such as those who have been quoted -- will be able to 
participate in the Moscow conference, based on the assurances 
of access and openness we have received from Soviet officials. 


We will continue to press both bilaterally and through 
the CSCE for the resolution of individual cases and for 
institutional changes as we monitor Soviet implementation of 
its CSCE and other international human rights commitments. 


Q The Soviet Ambassador to the United Nations this 
morning suggested that perhaps both the Soviet Union and the 
United States should withdraw their naval forces from the 
Mediterranean on a fairly permanent basis. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


u I don't have any comment. I've not seen those 
remarks. I think we have clearly covered the rationale for our 


- 


¢?7 


44 





eis Friday, 1/6/89 28 


naval forces in the Mediterranean, and that policy has not 
changed. 


Q (Inaudible) 
Yes, please. 


Q It is reported that the Vietnamese government has 
announced that Vietnamese troops will be withdrawn From 
Cambodia by the end of September this year. I wonder if you 
have any comment on that? 


a I have just seen those remarks that were made I 
think that we have covered in previous briefings our views on 
the numbers of the troops and our policies in regard to the 
Vietnamese troops in Cambodia. There has been no change in 
that. 


Did you have a question? 


Q Yes. Back on the Soviet human rights 
conference: If Soviet human rights activists are not allowed 
to participate in the conference, would the United States not 
support the holding of such a conference? 


a That is a hypothetical question about what would 
happen. I think that was covered in the answer that I have 
given before when we noted that lack of future progress would 
cause us to reconsider attendance. But I'm not going to set up 
a checklist of what might happen or what we might do. I think 
our broad outlines are clear enough. 


Q Phyllis, an Israeli newspaper quoting western 
sources is claiming that the IRA and the PFLP-GC pulled off the 
bombing of Pan Am 103 with Libyan help. Do we have any 
evidence that that was or wasn't the case? 


A I can only say that our investigations are 
continuing As we've noted before, some of the tips or 
theories appear “off the wall," but we certainly are pursuing 
them and that we intend to get to the bottom of this. But on a 
specific claim or hint like that, I[ just don't have any comment. 


Q Do you consider this an “off the wall" theory? 


i) I'm not considering it or passing evaluation. 
I'm setting out for you what we're doing with all the 
information and the leads that we get. 


Q Phyllis, I'm just curious: If you were a 
diplomat in a foreign country that spoke another language, how 
would you interpret the phrase -- 
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“ “Off the wall?" 


Q --"off the wall." What does that mean in terms 
of what the U.S. Government position is? 


4 I can only translate it in other slang -- perhaps 
“far out," (laughter), not very credible. 


Q Phyllis, the Panamanians are saying this morning 
that U.S. Naval units have violated the Panama Canal Treaty by 
staging unauthorized military exercises in the Canal. Do you 
have any comment on that? 

. No, I don't. 

Q Also, are there any plans for any further 
meetings in the near future with representatives of the PLO in 
Tunis? 

i) Again, we have said that -- we talked about the 
meeting that have been held. [ have no further information on 
any further meetings. 


Q Anything on the denial of a visa to a Soviet 
General to -- 


a We had covered that -- 

Q Oh, excuse me. 

i -- yesterday. 

Q Thank you. 

A Well, now, wait a minute. I think this is 
probably going to be my last briefing, and [ wanted to say 
good-bye to all of you and to thank you very much. And as a 
token -- 


Q Oh-oh, are you going to throw it at us? 


i] -~- of my appreciation, courtesy of John Goshko, 
I'd like to offer you all a piece of fudge. 


(Laughter) 
Q Thank you. 
(Applause) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
AT PARIS CHEMICAL WEAPONS CONFERENCE 
PARIS, FRANCE 
JANUARY 8, 1988 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is every indication of this being an 
outstanding conference. One hundred and forty-five nations are 
here, 129 of them are parties to the Geneva 1925 Protocol, and 
seven more are in the process of becoming parties as this 
conference unfolds. It's clear not only from the speeches, but 
from the general discussion in the corridors, that everyone is 
taking this subject with great seriousness. President 
Mitterrand got the conference off to a great start with his 
opening address. So, I feel very gratified to have had the 
privilege of representing the United States at the conference. 
It's a good thing. Maybe you have some questions 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you had a separate meeting, of 
course, afterward with the Soviet Foreign Minister, and on your 
way here you said you hoped you would be able to persuade them 
that the U.S. has the evidence that Libya is on the verge of 
producing chemical weapons. Now you have the Germans coming to 
Washington to see some of that evidence. Pid you make any 
headway with Mr. Shevardnadze? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: With the Soviet Foreign Minister and his 





colleagues, we made a brief presentation -- about 10 minutes of 
material -- that was designed not to be some sort of conclusive 


and detailed examination, obviously, but to make it clear that 
this is a very serious proposition and that we know a great 
deal about what's going on at the Rabta facility. I[ was quite 
gratified by his response, because he is as concerned as we are 
about any spread of chemical weapons. He said so publicly and 
he said so directly. So, I believe, at least he had said and I 
believe that he and his colleagues will, look into the matter. 
That is what we wanted. 


For further information contact: 
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QUESTION: Sir, what is your reaction to the Foreign Minister's 
statement today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Which Foreign Minister? That is one of tike« 
good things about this conference, you have to say which one, 
there are so many. 





QUESTION: Mr. Shevardnadze's claim that the Soviet Union has 
never used chemical weapons, never transferred such weapons to 
any country? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I put that in terms of a pledge and 
I'll take it that way. 





QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, Mr. Shevardnadze said that the Soviet 
Union would accept full challenge inspection without right of 
refusal for any site in the Soviet Union. Will the U.S. accept 
the same program of openness? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, of course. We proposed that uwihen the 
Vice President tabled his treaty on behalf of President Reagan 
-~- the treaty in 1984. Now, on demand, on-site inspection is a 
principle that we adhere to and it's important to get that 
principle out there. However, translating that into workable 
procedures that people can agree to is difficult. We learned 
that in the INF negotiations. We also learned that it can be 
done, and we've learned since the treaty has gone into force 
that it can work. There is lots of work to be done to 
translate that general principle into an operating reality. 





QUESTION: Sir, could you give us your reaction to Mr. 
Shevardnadze's announcement that the Soviet Union will be 
destroying certain of its chemical weapon stocks beginning this 
year with foreign inspection? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We welcome that statement. Of course, we've 
Giscussed that before. I[ think it's worth noting that while 
they are building a plant, we have a plant in being, and we 
have a program for destroying the unitary -- so-called unitary 
stocks of chemical weapons that we hold. We have invited 
people to come and see that plant. This is something that, 
prospectively, they will do when their plant is completed. We 
have a plant, and we have - program, and we're proceeding to 


destroy the unitary stocks as we build -- until we see a treaty 

in force -- the much safer binary stocks. 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the way here -- if I may follow 

Barry's question about your meeting with Shevardnadze -- on the A 


way here you said that on two prior occasions, or at least 
before, you had raised the Libyan plant issue with the Foreign 
Minister and that they had remained unconvinced of the American 
evidence. Can you give us a sense of whether you think you 
changed his mind today? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject came up in the December meeting 
with Mr. Gorbachev, Mr. Shevardnadze, and so on, and we simply 
said that we had a very serious concern and we felt we had 
convincing evidence. Obviously, we did not try to present 
anything in that brief luncheon and they agreed to hear more 
about it. So, they heard a little bit more about it. [ hope 
that we may follow up on this, and I hope that as they look 
into it, they will develop information of their own. fhe 
object is to prevent this plant from becoming a producing 
chemical weapons plant. That is our object. If we can succeed 
in that, we will feel quite gratified. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, with the Soviets saying they are -- 
they've stopped producing chemical weapons and, with the United 
States producing a new generation of weapons, isn't there a 
danger that the United States is at a moral disadvantage in 
this whole affair? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. We are reducing our net stocks as we 
proceed, and this is perfectly consistent with our position at 
the Geneva negotiations. 


QUESTION: But if you're still producing new weapons, aren't 
you losing the moral high ground? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. We are reducing our net stocks and we 
are having, in place of the rather difficult to handle unitary 
stocks, a way of holding our deterrent capability while these 
negotiations go on. We are developing that in a much safer way. 


QUESTION: What can you tell us about the nature of the 
evidence you showed Mr. Shevardnadze? Can you also tell us if 
he specifically promised to conduct an investigation in 
reaction to this evidence? Has he seen this evidence? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, he said that he would look into it. I 
orget s exact phraseology, but I have no doubt he'll be 
asking questions, since he cares about the subject and the 
Soviet government seems to care about the subject, I have no 
doubt the questions will be pointed. I think that is a 
constructive response. What we described for him was sort o! 
the general flow of evidence that we had and gave a description 
of some of the characteristics of the plant, both of the met] 
fabricating plant and the chemical plant. Our object, in as 
much as you can achieve in a ten-minute period, is simply to 
show that we have clear information, that it is serious 


information, that we take it seriously, and that we hope the) 
will. 


QUESTION: Could you tell us how you see the role of the 
chemical industry in the non-proliferation process? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The chemical industry, of course, is a great 
industry that produces things of immense significance for all 
of us and so you want to see the chemical industry proceed 


At the same time, [I think, since at least in certain aspects of 
what are perfectly acceptable, desirable types of chemical 
production, you can switch the facilities to agents of chemical 
warfare, the chemical industry will have to accept a degree of 
openness and inspection that may cause them some heartburn, but 
they'll have to do it The chemical industry is one where, for 
commercial reasons, there tends to be, at least in certain 
periods, a tradition of some secretiveness That's 
understandable. Commercially, you don't want to give your 
ideas away. 


That is an illustration of one of the problems that will have 
to be confronted in this inspection regime, because commercial 
secrecy can't be an impediment to being sure that there isn't a 
weapons production operation here. The chemical industry will 
have to be a part of this, and it will be of some difficulty 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, there have been press reports, based 
on U.S. intelligence reports, that the French may be selling 
Mirages to Libya. Have you taken this up with the French? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I had that press report called to my 
attention and [ don't have any information to provide you about 
it, except that I certainly would say that sales of such 
aircraft to Libya right now would be an unwelcome development, 
to put it mildly. 


QUESTION: As I understand it, one purpose of your meeting with 
Mr. Shevardnadze was to try to resolve some remaining 
difficulties in the Vienna negotiations on human rights and 
conventional arms control. Oid you work everything out? will 
that meeting conclude as expected next week? 


CRETA TZ: We discussed the CSCE matters and, between 
we and the Soviets, we don't have too much in the way of 
outstanding issues. There are some things in the language that 
we would like to see strengthened somewhat, and we noticed that 
in Mr. Gorbachev's speech to the U.N. these matters were 
mentioned, so we hope that perhaps that will be possible, but 
as between the two of us, we don't have issues related to 
Vienna, as such. 


Of course, we expect to see an ongoing process of attention to 
human rights matters, of attention to institutionalizing 
reforms, of continued releases, and so on. We discussed this 
and I was assured that that would happen. But that is not 
related, as such, to the CSCE final document. Our biggest 
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remaining hurdle, I believe, is a dispute involving Greece 
about territory that's excluded in Turkey. This is a sticking 
point, and just how we will be able to deal with that, I'm not 
too sure. [t's a hard pu nt. 


QUESTION: Do you expect the meeting will end (inaudible)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The meeting will end, if all the issues are 
resolved We're pretty close to that point, but we aren't 
there yet. I am always a believer that you don't have an 
agreement until you've got one. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, coming into th.s Paris Conference it 
was said that one of the things you wanted to do here, other 
than take part in the conference, was to convince the rest of 
the world, especially the industrialized countries, about 
what's going on in Libya and to try to get some support for the 
U.S. position. We've been told that the French, the Canadians 
and the Egyptians, © * your bilateral meetings, said that they 
weren't skeptical a: ;more about the American claims. Other 
than that, have you been able to gather up some support for the 
U.S. position on this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I've referred to our discussions with 
the Soviets, but our object here at this conference was not to 
put the Libyan issue at the center of the stage, but to put the 
issue of chemical warfare at the center of the stage. That's 
the purpose of the conference, and I believe that objective is 
very much being served. [t's turning out to be a good thing. 


In the meantime, we have, of course, expressed our concerns to 
various people we have met with, and clearly if you are 
concerned about chemical weapons and you see a credible report 
of this kind, then you are going to be concerned about it and 
want to know more about it. That's the general reaction we get. 


TION: Mr. Secretary, does the American Government have any 
evidence of Italian firms being involved in the Rabta plant? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't want to get into this, that 
and the other country. My conversations with Mr. Andreotti and 
others from the Italian government, on this and other matters, 
have been quite satisfactory. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the entire Paris process seems to 
make little sense when countries ir the Middle East don't 
express a willingness to give up chemical weapons. I[t was 
clear in the Iraqi speech today: The right to hold chemical 
weapons and the situation. How do you feel about that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Countries, of course, under the Geneva 
Protocol have a right to possess chemical weapons. That's the 
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reason why we're trying to negotiate a treaty in Geneva that 
prohibits the production and holding of chemical weapons. So, 
we would prefer it if they didn't express such a sentiment, 
particularly a state that has used them recently. [hat 
certainly is our view. But the point only underlines the 
importance of the negotiations in Geneva and, [ think, as many 
have said from the podium, one of the purposes that's being 
served is to give a kind of special spotlight and push to those 
negotiations going on in Geneva. I might say that 
President-elect Bush has expressed himself very strongly and 
consistently on this issue 


QUESTION: Sir, my question relates to that. Certainly, there 
is some “political” momentum toward resolving the practical 
problems, and you discussed verification earlier, but how 
significant do you see these political obstacles in terms of 
standing in the way of a total ban or a total elimination of 
chemical warfare? And what steps are being taken to remove 
those political obstacles? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know what you're referring to 
in political obstacles. 


QUESTION: Those comments from the Arab nations, for example 


SECRETARY one A country that says [I have not agreed to any 
pro tion against holding, only using, chemical weapons is 
sort of within its rights, so to speak. Although, as [I already 
said, a country that has recently used them and makes that 
statement leaves you concerned, but that underlines the 
importance of proceeding to agreement to get rid of them 
entirely. So, I presume that [raq will have to consider this 
question, and when we get this treaty wound up, I think a state 
that says that it is not going to join the international 
community may very well find itself in an uncomfortable 
position. There is a growing, emerging and strong wave of 
opinion around the world about this issue. I think that's a 
big political fact that we're trying to highlight in this 
conference. 


QUESTION How would you answer to the charges of hypocrisy ; 
against the United States when it has chemical weapons and, 

under current international law, Libya is actually entitled to 

have them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have already said what we are doing is 
bringing down our stock of chemical weapons. We have a plant; 
we have a process for elimination; we have invited people to 
see it; we will engage in that process whereby we will be net 
reducing our stocks; and, of course, we have been proponents of 
the negotiations in Geneva. Vice President Bush, on behalf of 
President Reagan, tabled sort of the operative draft that 
people are working from there, and we want to see it come to a 
successful conclusion 
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QUESTION: Could you tell us exactly in which way the United 
States has pushed the process forward during your stay in Paris? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, President Reagan 
sugcested this conference in his speech to the United Nations 
We are gratified that there has been such a strong response, 
and, of course, beginning with France, who also felt this was a 
very good idea. I think it is quite remarkable that in the 
space of, I think it is four months, a conference of this 
magnitude has been organized and 145 nations are here 


I have listened to many of the speeches, and I hear a building 
of support for the objectives that surround all of this, and I 
hear the same thing in the corridors and in my private 
conversations. So, I think the general objective of a kind of 
consciousness-raising about the importance of this problem -- 
that is already a success. We already have seven additional 
countries who have signed on as parties to the Protocol. I 
think this will, undoubtedly, give some additional push to the 
negotiations in Geneva. 


There have been a number of statements made parallel to the 
suggestion that I made on behalf of the United States, that the 
Secretary General's ability to investigate promptly any 
credible charge of the use of chemical weapons be 

strengthened I noticed Mr. Shevardnadze in his speech said 
that they felt that no country should have the right to deny 
the Secretary General prompt inspection rights if that is 
authorized. 


So, there are a lot of things sort of falling into place, and I 
feel very gratified by the whole thing. 


T ' Mr. Secretary, when Mr. Shevardnadze arrived in 
Paris on Friday, he said that the American downing of two 
Libyan jets poisoned the atmosphere of the conference. Did 
this subject come up in your talks with him today? Were you 
able to reassure him on that point? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I brought the subject up and I[ 
explained to him, as Ambassador Walters has in the U.N., : 


precisely what had happened. Our photographic and audio 
evidence is quite clear. The American pilots acted only after 
a tremendous effort to detach themselves from the Libyan 
aggressive planes and they acted in defense of themselves. I 
put those points forward. 


As far as the conference is concerned, so far as I can see, it 
is going forward very strongly and the atmosphere of concern 
about the use of chemical weapons and the desire to do 
everything possible to stop it and contain it is a very 
powerful atmosphere. 
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So, as I said a moment ago, I think we can all feel, all of us, 
you, me, everybody as citizens of the world who don't want to 
be subjected to attack by chemical weapons -- I don't, I am 
sure you don't -- the more we can do to avoid that, the better 
off we are all going to be I think we are a step ahead of the 
game as a result of this conference. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #5 


MONDAY, JANUARY 9, 1989, 12:02 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One reminder: Deputy Secretary Whitehead will be here at 2:00 
for an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the Fiscal Year 1990 Foreign 
Affairs Budget. 


Q A housekeeping: 4ny idea when the text of the 
Secretary's speech will be ready? 


& We've just checked. We don't have a text 
available now, but I do believe that we will have one sometime 
during the course of the afternoon, so you should have it in 
time to meet your deadlines. 


Jim? 


Q Have you had a chance to take a considered look 
at the Shevardnadze offer on chemical weapons? 


3 I think the Secretary reacted to that yesterday 
in Paris already. I don't know that I can say anything more 
than to basically summarize what he said. He said that we 
welcome it; it's a step in the right direction. As he also 
said, the United States has already begun destroying its 
unitary chemical weapons. That began early last year at Pine 
Bluff Arsenal in @rkansas. We have another facility at Tuela, 
Utah, which will begin operational testing of CW destruction 
this year. Both of those schedules are well on target. 


Q Is it your belief, then, that the Soviets may be 
doing the same as the United States is, going into binaries? 


A I have no idea whether or not they're going into 
binaries. I believe the Foreign Minister said that they had 
decided to cease production. Those were his words. But beyond 
that, I don't have any other information on that. 


You note, also, that the Secretary said that as we 
have gotten back into modernizing our small minimum chemical 
deterrent, as we get into producing binaries, we'll be 
decreasing unitary stocks so that overall we will be seeing a 
net reduction in U.S. stocks. 


Q On Angola, Chuck, the Times said yesterday that 
the U.N. verification folks basically will take the Cubans at 
their word concerning the withdrawal of Cuban troops. Given 
the high priority this Administration has given to seeing that 
withdrawal take place, I wonder if this is an adequate way of 
verifying in the U.S. view? 
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A I think you're aware of the details of the 
verification regime that has been set up, and we expect that to 
be conducted seriously and efficiently. There are a number of 
important principles included in that verification regime. 
There will be on-site inspection of the withdrawal of Cuban 
forces from Angola across the 27-month timetable. There will 
be verification of the redeployment north of 15th and 13th 
Parallels which the Cuban forces must complete by the fourth 
and seventh month, respectively. And the U.N. team will have 
complete freedom of movement and the right to on-demand 
inspection at the request of the U.N. team or of a member of 
the U.N. Security Council. 


We expect them to begin their substantive work this 
week with the first withdrawal of Cuban troops. And, as I 
said, we expect this to be a serious and effective effort. 


Q Do you have a notion as to where the U.N. debate 
in the Security Council is going to be headed or how it will be 
resolved? Oo you have a position on the emerging resolution 
about the shootdown of Libyan aircraft? 


A As to when, [ really don't know how that's going 
to develop. The Security Council is continuing discussion of 
the matter today. [t's not certain when or whether a 
resolution will be formally tabled. 


Our understanding is that the Libyans are seeking a 
resolution condemning the U.S. But, as I said, we don't know 
in fact whether that will occur. Obviously we could not 
support a resolution that did not reflect the fact that the 
U.S., in the face of unprovoked hostile acts by Libyan forces, 
exercised its inherent right of self-defense under 
international law in accordance with Article 51 of the U.N. 
Charter. 


Q Do you find it unusual that no country has stood 
up and spoken on behalf of the United States yet? All of the 
speeches have been condemning U.S. action. 


A No, I don't have any particular reflection on 
that. I think that our people at the United Nations did a very 
good job of putting forward all of the detailed information 
thet was made available. 


Q Chuck, in light of the repeated Libyan assertions 
that they have no intention of producing chemical weapons at 
this plant, has the United States suggested, outside the Paris 
conference -- either at the conference or outside the 
conference -~ any specific monitoring arrangements that might 
be implemented to ascertain that that does not happen? 


A No, there have been no new developments on that 
particular subject. 


> 
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Q Why shouldn't the United States propose such a 
thing since the Libyans have asserted several times they don't 
intend to convert the plant to produce weapons -- chemical 
weapons? 


a I haven't seen an assertion about conversion. 
I'm not sure what you're referring to there. 


Q They claim that they have no intention of using 
the plant to produce chemical weapons. 


A But that's nothing new. We've been dealing with 
that particular state of affairs for any number of weeks now, 
or longer. Our views haven't changed at all on this and how it 
needs to be handled. 


Q Marlin Fitzwater stated this morning 
categorically that the U.S. position is that the plant must de 
destroyed. Is that what the U.S. position is, that it must be 
destroyed? 


=) That would certainly solve our concerns. 


Q I know, but is that our demand, that it must be 
destroyed, or are there other measures that could be taken 
which would satisfy U.S. concerns about the presence of that 
facility? 


A We certainly haven't seen any other measures that 
would satisfy those. And, as I say, dismantlement would 
certainly satisfy us. 


Q But Mr. Shultz used the world “inoperable,” and a 
plant can be made inoperable without destroying it. 


A I really don't have anyway to take this 
particular little debate further. I think you're aware of the 
state of play, and that's really all there is, at least, at 
this stage. 


Q Well, it's not a little debate. It's sort of 
reminiscent of Krasnoyarsk, whether the United States is 
interested in some sort of a compromise short of totally 
ruining the facility. 


A And, again, I think the Secretary addressed that 
in detail on the way to Paris on Thursday. 


Q Yes, we just don't know why Fitzwater doesn't get 
the message, you see. 


A The Secretary said the same thing. 


Q All right. Can you tell us if the Libyans have 
backed up Qadhafi's public statements of last week with some 
sort of communication through other parties or directly even to 
the United States? 
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5 We haven't had any direct communications. 
Q No, I know you don't have, but I mean, as you 


have often said and as the Secretary has said, you have no 
trouble communicating indirectly. There is a basis for 
communication. I wondered if -- 


a You've got that line down well. 


Q Yes. Well, I wondered if Libya had said anything 
in those channels to the U.S. apart from what you are able to 
read in the newspapers. 


a I have no new developments. 


Q Any comment on Qadhafi's alleged communication 
through Andreotti asking for a compromise solution? 


A No. 


Q Chuck, you said “developments” twice now. 
"Developments" means to me that a situation has progressed. 


= Do you want to substitute an alternative word? 
Q No, no. 


a I can probably be pretty easily satisfied on that 


Q No, no, I am not quarreling with you. I know you 
choose your words very carefully, which is why I[ am pursuing it 
with you, because a “development" suggests some improvement, 
some progress, some change. 


We're asking basically if even the current situation 
is being thrashed out directly or indirectly with Libya through 
intermediaries or not. Are you communicating, through the 
Italians or through anybody else, with Libya about some way to 
settle this dispute? And we also think there is a way to 
settle it, it seems, from what the Secretary said, short of 
destroying it. : 


4 If your question -- if it helps you to say 
"progress" or “change,“ the answer is still no. 


Q No. I know you are telling us there is no 
progress. 

a There is nothing new -- 

Q I'm asking you if we are conversing with them to 


any great effect or not? Are we talking to these fellows? 
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4 The point to be made is the same one that was 
made last week here at this podium and by the Secretary on the 
trip, that there is no problem with communication; there is a 
problem with policies. And on that score, there has been no 
change and there has been nothing new. 


Q Chuck, I have a feeling we are missing each 
other, and I'm not sure it is unintentional. I know there is 
-- I accept there is no change in your ability to communicate.. 
We are asking if you are indeed communicating. 


“ What I have to try to do is answer your questions 
fairly and squarely, and I invite you to take my answer as that 
kind of an answer, without going into the principle that I have 
to be involved or be seen to be involved in the kinds of 
details on terms of mechanisms or procedures. And so [ remain 
neutral on those kinds of questions, but I want to give you the 
bottom line and so [ do that. 


Q What is the bottom line? 


a No change. Nothing new. No new developments. 
All of the above. 


Q But the White House is saying “destroy.” You are 
saying “made inoperable." 


» The Secretary used exactly those same words on 
the way over. I don't want to quarrel over particular words; 
but the fact of the matter is that if the facility disappears, 
we have no problem. 


Q But the Administration sent the letter to 
Qadhafi, or a message, through the United Arab Emirates Embassy 
here. What can you tell us about that? 


3) That was talked about here at the briefing. That 
had to do with the incident between our aircraft. 


Q Did the Secretary have any silateral meetings 
with East European ministers while he was in Paris, and can you 
comment? 


A No, he had none. 

Q Chuck, on Friday the State Department refused to 
comment on the execution of the assassins of former Indian 
Prime Minister Ghandi. Was this no comment an approval or 
disapproval of the Indian Government's action? 

a It was simply a no comment. 


Do you have any further information on the 
alleged execution of the Burmese students who were returned? 


A No, I don't have anything new on that. 
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Q Do you have a reaction to Vietnam's decision to 
withdraw its troops by this year if there is a political 
settlement? 


. Nothing in particular, but I'll give you a line 
or two, if you want -- just to say that we welcomed the partial 
withdrawal of Vietnamese forces from Cambodia which took place 
during 1988. We would, of course, also welcome future 
verifiable troop withdrawals. 


Q Chuck, is the State Department concerned about 
the naming of several officials in the new Mexican Government 
who are alleged to be linked to drug traffickers? 


a Again, I don't have any particularly specific 
comments. One of the figures who has been talked about is 
under indictment for alleged involvement ina car theft ring in 
southern California, and for that kind of individual we believe 
that persons under indictment should face their charges in 
court, of course. 


I would note more generally that the Mexican 
Government does conduct a substantial anti-narcotics effort, 
and President Salinas has announced plans for new programs 
which, in his words, are to make life miserable, as he has 
said, for the traffickers. 


Q Chuck, on that report that is several days old 
now, that France is selling Libya some additional Mirages, the 
Secretary, asked about this yesterday in Paris, said he didn't 
know if it was so. Could we ask if that is still true today? 
Does the U.S. not know? And since you are so exercised about 
Libya, has the U.S. asked France whether it is true? 


A I'll stay exactly with the Secretary's words of 
yesterday. 


Q All right. Well, he didn't address whether the 
United States inquired of the French whether they are doing 
this with Libya. 


2) And my answer still stands. 

Q Okay. 

Q We praised the Mexican Government for their drug 
enforcement programs. There is a story, I believe in 
yesterday's Post, which suggests that the Colombians have given 
up in their drug enforcement efforts against Colombian drug 
traffickers. Any comment on that? 

A I just didn't see that. I don't have any comment. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


{The briefing concluded at 12:16 p.m.] 
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ON-—THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
BY 
DEPUTY SECRETARY JOHN C. WHITEHEAD 
ON 
FY 1990 INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS BUDGET 
JANUARY 9, 1989 


MR. DENNIS HARTER: Good afternoon, ladies and 
gentlemen. This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing concerning the 
Fiscal Year -- FY'90 Foreign Affairs budget with Deputy 
Secretary Whitehead. He will have some opening remarks and 
then will take your questions. After the briefing is concluded 
and the question period is concluded, copies of the FY'90 
Budget in Brief volume will be available, along with texts of 
the Secretary's remarks -- Acting Secretary's remarks rather -- 


in the Press Office. 


Q Wouldn't it make a lot more sense to have that 
first so that we could have some point of reference to talk 


about? 


MR. HARTER: They'll be available at the conclusion. 





Q Yeah, but that's -- [ would like to make a 
request that we have these distributed now so that they could 
be referred to, Mr. Whitehead. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: I have no objection to 





that. 
Q Yes. I mean, that is ridiculous. 
PUT TARY T AD: Let's do it now. Just so 
long as you don ury your noses in that and listen closely to 


every word I have to say. 


Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [I'm here today, 
as was said, to describe for you the parameters of the Fiscal 
Year 1990 Foreign Affairs Budget. I am accompanied today in 
the chairs to my left by Mr. Ron Spiers, Under Secretary of 
State for Management; Mr. Roger Feldman at the far end, 
Comptroller of the State Department; Lieutenant General Charles 
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Brown, Director of the Defense Security Assistance Agency -- 
you can tell which one he is by that uniform; Mr. Richard 
Bissell, the one with the beard, Assistant Administrator for 
Program and Policy Coordination of AID; and Mr. Stanley 
Silverman, Comptroller for the USIA. After my presentation, 
we'll be glad to answer your questions. 


Before I jump into the numbers, I would like to put 
the budget into its proper perspective. 


Under the Reagan Administration, America has 
reasserted its leadership as an engaged, global force for 
peace, for progress and for democracy. By doing so, we 
achieved notable successes in many areas. To cite a few 
highlights, which you're familiar with: 


-- For the first time ever, the United States and the 
Soviet Union have reciprocally reduced their nuclear weapons; 


-- We have supported a remarkable worldwide resurgence 
of democracy. In Latin America, for example, the percentage of 
the population living under freely elected governments has 
grown from 30% in 1976 to 90% today; 


-- Democratic values have taken root or been 
reawakened in the Philippines, in the Caribbean, in Korea, most 
recently in Pakistan, and throughout the developing world; 


-- Marxism and Communism as models for economic 
development are losing influence; 


-- National economies are finding new ways to 
cooperate and prosper in an atmosphere of openness, instead of 
being driven by chance events and bitter rivalries; 


-~ Our NATO Alliance is strong and vital; our network 
of ties in Asia firm and healthy, and; 


-~- We have made significant advances in resolving 
dangerous regional conflicts in Africa, in the Middle East and 
in Asia. 


All of this represents important progress. It points 
to the kind of world we find most hospitable -- a world of 
peace, and freedom, and prosperity, and human rights for all. 


As the task of directing foreign policy passes to the 
Bush Administration, it is essential to provide the resources 
necessary to build on the successes of the Reagan 
Administration. I believe the budget we are presenting allows 
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for this progression. The new Administration must consolidate 
the gains we have made and find ways to deal with other 
international challenges that they will face. The pursuit of 
an effective foreign policy -- one that seeks meaningful 
progress toward our basic goals -- does not lend itself to 
shortcuts or to quick fixes. 


To continue to advance our security and economic 
interests, and to promote our democratic values, the United 
States must remain fully engaged. That takes money, though not 
a lot in comparison to defense, or to Social Security, or to 
other vital programs. The Foreign Affairs Budget represents 
only about 1.5% of the total federal budget. 


As you can see on Chart One to my left, the November 
1987 bipartisan budget summit agreement with Congress ended a 
three-year downward spiral in foreign affairs funding. It 
represented a turning of the corner in budgetary support for 
foreign affairs and recognition that we cannot defend and 
promote our vital interests or meet our international 
obligations without adequate resources. 


I might just refer to this chart a little bit more. 
Nineteen eighty-five represented the peak of a series of 
increases in the funds available for our international affairs 
of $26.3 million. Then we suffered a series of three 
consecutive reductions to $19.8 billion in FY'86 to $18.4 
billion in FY'87, and to $18 billion in FY'868. In the current 
year, FY'89, the year in which we are about four months into, 
our budget for all of these international affairs is $18.3 
billion, a slight increase from the $18 billion of FY'88. The 
new budget that we are presenting to you today provides for a 
$1.1 billion further increase from $18.3 billion to $19.4 
billion. We are beginning to move in a healthy direction after 
three years of very sharp reductions, but you will note that we 
are still a long, long way from the peak year of 19865. 


Chart Two simply shows that the largest share of the 
international affairs budget goes towards various programs of 
foreign assistance, and that is the total that is shown in 
blue, and totals $14.8 billion. The smaller part that totals 
$4.6 billion is the cost of operations of the State Department, 
of USIA, of international organizations, and what you might 
call the administrative costs of international affairs as 
compared with the foreign assistance part where grants are made 
to our friends and allies around the world. That's one 
important breakdown of the total. 


The next chart will show the detailed breakdown of the 
blue portion of the international affairs budget. 














This chart, which I recognize is a little hard for you 
to see and provides further reason for the very good suggestion 
that was made that these be passed out in advance, because I 
think somewhere in those books you have the chart repeated. 

But this chart breaks out foreign assistance into its component 
parts. Included within the foreign assistance portion of the 
budget is both security assistance and international 
development and humanitarian assistance. So this chart 
represents the combination of those two forms of assistance. 


Security assistance responds to the needs of our 
friends and allies, many of whom lack the resources to provide 
adequately for their own defense and provide for the basic 
economic needs of their people as well. Because we know they 
must do both, we provide defense and economic support to help 
them finance the modernization of their armed forces and to 
grow economically. The enhanced capabilities that result from 
ove assistance contribute directly to the common defense of us 
all. 


Our foreign assistance program is designed to pursue 
critical national security and foreign policy objectives 
throughout the world. Now let me refer again to the chart, and 
I will just say a few words about each of these items. 


This chart shows a breakdown by countries or regions, 
or the type of assistance, and the largest single segment is 
the assistance to Israel, both security assistance and economic 
assistance, and totals $3 billion, or about one-fifth of the 
$14.8 billion total. That is shown in orange. 


The next largest segment -~ and [ will now go around 
the clock in a counter-clockwise direction -- the next largest 
item is Egypt. Total assistance to Egypt, again both security 
assistance and economic assistance, is $2.3 billion. 


The next segment, the purple segment here, totals $1.4 
billion, and this represents assistance to other countries in 
the Middle East and in South Asia, the largest of which is 
Pakistan, and other smaller amounts of assistance to other 
countries in that area. 


In the Middle East, we must press forward to build 
upon the momentum of the Arab-Israeli peace process. This 
assistance in these three segments represents our aid to those 
countries that are involved. 


The next segment of the assistance, the green segment 
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here, which totals $1.8 billion, is assistance to four 
countries in which we have extremely important military bases. 
These are military bases vital to our U.S. security interests 
in Southeast Asia and in Europe. They represent bases in the 
Philippines, in Portugal, in Greece and in Turkey. That is the 
segment that represents aid to those countries where we have 


those bases. 


The next segment, shown here in Brown, $1.4 billion, 
and this is assistance to American republics, principally to 
the four democracies of Central America. In the Americas, we 
must continue to support the forces of democracy, to assist our 
friends in developing their economies, and in Central America 
particularly to maintain economic and military assistance to 
the civilian-led democracies. That is what that represents. 


The next segment is Africa, shown in purple -- $900 
million. In Africa, we seek increased stability and growth by 
encouraging economic development based on free-market 
principles, promoting the peaceful resolution of conflicts 
without foreign intervention, and resisting threats to 
democracy and the denial of basic human rights either by 
autocratic governments or through apartheid in South Africa. 


In East Asia and the Pacific -- here we have a quite 
small section, too small actually, $200 million. Countries 
such as thailand have made great strides in tne last few years 
and are not only strategically important, but increasingly 
larger trading partners of the United States. That $200 
million represents our budgeted amounts for that region. 


The next large amount is -- well, I'll skip the 
multilateral banks for the moment and speak to the refugee 
amount which is $400 million dollars in the black-shaded 
segment. 


Our humanitarian and refugee assistance reflects 
the best qualities of the American people. We wouldn't feel we 
were being true to our own values if we ignored others in need. 


This represents the funds required to assist refugees 
who have fled from their native land due to political 
oppression, to assist them in places like Pakistan where they 
are in refugee camps and assist them to come to the United 
States and be resettled here where they choose to follow that 


course. 


We recognize that, in an increasingly interdependent 
world, our aid programs must be designed to work with those of 
other donors to advance shared values and common goals. Among 














the principal vehicles for coordination are the multilateral 
development banks, to which we are the principal contributor. 
That's the section shown in that sickly green color -- $1.6 
billion of assistance to the multilateral banks. 


These banks serve common Western values in a number of 
ways. First, they promote steady economic growth as the basis 
for political stability. Second, they help us to expand a 
free, open, and stable financial system. Third, they help 
alleviate poverty in the developing countries. Promoting 
economic growth and developing countries contributes directly 
to our prosperity as well as to theirs. Helping to raise per 
capita income stimulates purchases of American products and 
services, and this in turn leads to increases in American 
jobs. Achieving this requires sustained effort and commitment 


of resources on a long-term basis. 


Our foreign assistance programs also address global 
issues that affect all Americans, such as terrorism, narcotics, 
the environment, and the proliferation of nuclear as well as 
conventional weapons. We must remain prepared to act directly 
and in conjunction with other nations -- through diplomatic, 
legal and economic means to stop the modern barbarity of 
terrorism. Similarly, we must be prepared to sustain our 
efforts to eradicate the highly destructive international trade 
in narcotics. We need to cooperate with other nations in 
addressing such global issues as adequate fuod supplies, 
population growth, international health problems, environmental 
pollution, and the proliferation of nuclear, chemical and 
biological weapons. 


Some of those items are shown in smaller segments in 
this total: $200 million to the Peace Corps, $200 million to 
international organizations, $100 million to narcotics, $100 
million to Ex-Im Bank and a $800 million miscellaneous category 
that involves a great many of the programs which I have just 
referred to. 


To accomplish the State Department and other foreign 
affairs agencies missions in FY'90, we are requesting, as you 
have seen in the first chart, $19.4 billion in discretionary 
spending authority. This represents, as I have said, an 
increase of $1.1 billion over what Congress appropriated for 
the foreign affairs budget in FY'89. This will allow for a 
modest but much needed increase in security and economic 
assistance and State Department operations and the operating 
budgets of AID, USIA and the Board for International 
Broadcasting. 


A few of the items included in the FY'90 request 
deserve some special mention. 
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Before I refer to those, let me just refer to the next 
chart. This chart shows a breakdown of the foreign assistance 
segment of the budget that you saw on Chart One. 


Now, the next chart shows a breakdown of the smaller 
segment. That is, those expenses that go for the 
administrative operations cf the various organizations, 
including the State Department itself. This total is $4.6 
billion. The State Department segment of that is approximately 
half, shown in the yellow section, a total of $2.3 billion. 


SIA and the Bureau for International Broadcasting 
total $1.2 billion for their operations and administration. 
Contributions to international organizations total $800 million 
and they are shown in red here, and other items in the 
administrative area total $300 million and are shown in green. 


Now I'll comment on some of those items. $832 
million, as shown in red here, is being requested for assessed 
contributions to international organizations and for | 
peacekeeping activities. If approved, this request will 
provide for the first time since FY'1986 for full Funding of 
the United States assessed contributions to the United Nations 
and other international organizations. 


Also included in this amount is $46 million for 
partial payment of prior year arrearages to the United 
Nations. This request provides the first tranche of funding 
for a multi-year plan to repay $572 in cumulative arrears that 
the United States owes to these international bodies. 


Our FY'9O request also provides for a significant 
portion of our financial obligations to a number of on-going 
United Nations peacekeeping operations and for two new 
peacekeeping units. The first is the United Nations Iran/Iraq 
Military Observer Group, and the second is the United Nations 
Transition Assistance Group in Namibia. 


The request includes $1.6 billion for the multilateral 
development banks, covering the U.S. contributions to the World 
Bank, its affiliates and to the regional development banks. 
This request would fund current U.S. commitments to these 
institutions of about $1.3 billion and clearance of arrears of 
$314 million. 


Finally, over the past several years, our buildings 
and property abroad, that represent the real estate that is 
owned by the U.S. Government and used for our embassies and 
residences of our people who live abroad, have deteriorated 
because we have lacked the resources necessary to maintain them 
adequately. 











This kind of under-funding of maintenance of 
properties can only go on for so long. The State Department is 
responsible for billions of dollars of property in over 140 
foreign countries, including the security of those facilities 
against attack or possible terrorist incidents. The FY'90 
budget contains $137 million to prevent the further 
deterioration of this asset base and to provide for deferred 
maintenance on many of these properties. 


In summary, our FY'9O request is for the minimum 
resources necessary to enable the new Administration to build 
effectively on the strong foreign policy foundation that has 
been established over the past eight years. 


The United States is the world's leading force for 
peace and progress, and human dignity. To advance our 
interests and promote our values, we must remain fully 
engaged. Whether we will is a critical question facing all 
Americans. We cannot permit those hostile to our interests, 
because of our failure to commit adequate resources to support 
fut interest abroad, to shape important issues affecting our 

uture. 


If we fail to provide the resources that give 
substance to our words, credibility to our commitments, and 
effectiveness to our policies, we will be shortchanging our 
most fundamental national goals, interests, and values. We 
must not let that happen. 


My colleagues and I will now take your questions. You 
have detailed tables and further information on our FY'90 
request will be available to you if you would like to have it. 


Q Just so we're clear on it, I guess this is 
implicit in what you said, but I just want to make sure. This 
budget, if approved, do you assume this would provide 
sufficient money so that there will be no need to engage in any 
further closing of overseas posts or other substantial cutbacks 
or consolidations of operations? 


PUTY CRETARY WHITEHEAD: Yes, you are correct in 
assuming that if this budget is approved, there will not be the 


necessity for any post closings. There will continue, however, 
to be the necessity for further consolidations in some areas, 
for a reduction of personnel at some overseas posts and here in 
Washington in some areas because we still be very much 
constrained in the funds that we have available to us. 





The $1.1 billion of increase represents almost exactly 
@ six percent increase over the current year. That is only a 
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two percent roughly real increase, if one allows for a four 
percent inflation. So it is a very small increase and will 
require some continued economies in order to be able to allow 


for increases in other areas. 


What's the breakdown of security assistance, 
vis-a-vis foreign aid in the $14.8 billion? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: The breakdown between 
security assistance, in all its aspects, and economic 
assistance in all of its aspects, is about $4.5 -- who is here 
that can best answer that? General?’ 


GENERAL BROWN: The military part is $5 billion. 
DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Five billion. 


When you say “military part," what does that mean 
-- FMS and IMET? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Both. 
Q That does not include ESF? 


GENERAL BROWN: No. 


Q Is there any provision in this proposal for 
contra aid? 











DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Any proposal for contra 





aid? 


So whatever the State Department and Congress 
come up would be in addition to this? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Yes. There is contra aid 


in our current budget at a continuation of past months, but no 
provision in the '90 budget. Am I correct on that? 


I see in your charts that there's no provision 
for a military assistance program or for concessional FMS 
credits. are those programs being dropped altogether, or 


what's the status of it? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: No, those are included. 
Military Assistance Programs and FMS grants are included in the 


totals. 





Q But there are no concessional credits this year? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: We are proposing to 
Congress that the military assistance be an all-grant program. 


That makes our dollars go 
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a little further, and we felt we needed to that. We proposed 
that this year but was not fully complied with in the 
appropriations bills. 


Q (Inaudible) for military assistance you're 
asking for in the grant? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Yes, we are. 





Q All five billion? 
DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Yes. 





Q Could you tell us the amount of the Namibia 
transition assistance group aid and the amount of the Iran-Iraq 
aid? And is there any table in these materials that shows 
amounts proposed by country for ‘89 versus '90? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: The answer to your second 
question is, I don't know. There is one that shows the total 
for '90. Is there one by country that shows the comparison 
with '89? 





NERAL BROWN: We should have that in the next day or 
two. We don't have it today. 


Q And Namibia? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: The Namibia assistance -- 
who has that? Roger? 





Q Fifty? 
PUTY TARY WHITEHEAD: Fifty million. 


Q And [ran-Iraq? 


TA HIT AD: Fifty million for 
Namibia. You're speaking now of the two new U.N. Peacekeeping 
efforts --— $50 million. Those numbers are our share of the 
total, and it's $50 million for Angola-Namibia, and $20 million 


for the peacekeeping forces in the Iran-Iraq truce. 


Q I realize that this may be difficult for you to 
answer. But do you have any idea at all or any advance 
inclination based on consultation about how closely this will 
—_—, what exactly the next Administration does decide it 
wants . 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: We have not consulted 





with the new Administration about this budget. [It is the 
Reagan Administration budget. I have no reason to believe that 
there will be any sharp 
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differences between what we have proposed for our foreign 
affairs and what the new Administration will propose, although 
they will have the freedom to make whatever changes they may 
decide on in the months ahead. 


Q Did you work with Secretary-—designate Baker or 
the Bush team in preparing this request? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: No, they have not been 
involved in the preparation of at least this part of this 


budget. 





Q Do you know of any country which is a recipient 
currently, which is excluded in 1990? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: One which is receiving 
aid of any kind in the current scal year that will not be 
receiving aid in accordance with this budget in '90? None. 





Q Do you know of any significant increases or 
decreases that you or any of the staff could mention, you know, 
substantial increase or decrease, by country? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Well, let me think about 


that. There are -- not among the major recipients. Israel and 
Egypt are receiving almost exactly the same amounts. The base 
countries -- the Philippines is receiving a substantially 
larger amount in the '90 budget because of the recent 
renegotiation of our military bases there. Greece and Turkey 
are receiving approximately the same amounts as the previous 
year. 


Q How about Pakistan? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Pakistan is receiving 
approximately the same amount as this year. Those are the 
major countries. 


Q Spain is out. 


Y TEHEAD: Spain is out, or almost 
entirely out this year. I think Spain had only a very tiny 
amount. 


MR. BAVERLEIN: Just IMET this year and IMET next 
year. No. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: So there has been no 
change there. I think you wi find that there have been maybe 


some -- I don't mean to say there are no changes at all of 
significance anywhere; but among the larger countries, no 
change. In some of the smaller countries, I think there will 
be some change. 


Q Mr. Whitehead, is there some new economic aid for 
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the Philippines in this package? And is it included in that 
$1.8 billion figure? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: It is included in the 


chart. There is new economic aid for the Philippines because 


of the base negctiations in which we committed to them for 
'90-'91 that we will given them additional economic aid. 


Q But is there not also an amount of aid for this 
new sort of multilateral special economic initiative? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Yes, there is. There are 
funds included in the budget in addition to the increases that 
I spoke of for the -- we call it Multilateral Assistance 
Initiative (MAI) program for the Philippines; and there is an 
amount included in the budget for ‘90 for that program, as well 
as the other increases. | 





Q How much? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: $200 million. 


Q Is there money in this budget for our embassy in 
Moscow, or will that come out of a separate fund? 





DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: This budget does not 
include funds for the reconstruction of the embassy building in 
Moscow. That has yet to be approved by Congress, and until it 
is, we have not included it in the budget. 





Q How about other embassies' security enhancement? 


PUT T HEAD: There are, of course, 
funds both construction funds for new construction providing 
better embassy security and, of course, funds for the ongoing 
operations of embassy security, including guards and other 
things, other kinds of equipment that goes with better security. 


The funds for the construction of embassy security in 
this budget, as I've indicated, are increased quite 
substantially from the current year. 


Do you have any answer, or any solution, to the 
earmarking problem? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Well, no. I wish we 
did. We faced this year a very difficult problem with heavy 
earmarks in both our Security Assistance and our Economic 
Assistance aid. What that means is that Congress chose to 
earmark by country the amounts of the aid so that in the 
Economic Assistance account some 98 percent of the total was 
earmarked, and in the Security Assistance, 
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some 94 percent of the total was earmarked. This left us with 
very little flexibility to adapt to last-minute requirements to 
meet urgent needs that might come along, and I'm sure the new 
Administration will continue to urge Congress to have some 
confidence in the Administration to permit them to allocate the 
funds without earmarking the totals in advance. 


It is very important to operate this kind of 
assistance successfully to have more flexibility than they have 
been willing to give us. I hope that we can find ways to work 
cooperatively with the Congress so that there will be 
understandings about allocations with them, without the 
absolute legal commitments that earmarks bring with them. 


Q Mr. Whitehead, emanating from your concern about 
earmarking, there was talk recently about a possible 4.5 
percent emergency cut in foreign aid for this fiscal year to 
give you more flexibility for the base rights countries. 


Can you rule out that possibility at this point? 
DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Well. there was some 


consideration being given to earmarking, not ever to a 4.5 
percent earmarking, but to a 2 percent across-the-board 
breaking of earmarks; but it has been decided not to proceed 
with that, and, hopefully, to ask Congress to help us find some 
other way of meeting that problem by a transfer of funds from 
other accounts to the Security Assistance portion of the budget 
where a number of countries' needs are going unmet. 


Yes, in the back. 


Q Yes, Mr. Whitehead. The main budget refers to 


high-priority construction projects in Thailand, West Germany, 
and Papua New Guinea. Can you tell us anything about those? 


a Let me ask for some help on that. = Ron. 

UNDER SECRETARY SPLERS Yes. Well, these are three 
new embassy/chancery projects. In Papua New Guinea, we don't 
really have a satisfactory chancery. The idea is to build a 
kind of a pre-fabricated embassy which might serve as a model 
for other posts. In Bangkok, our embassy is sinking into the 
ground; it's in desperate shape. 


What was the other one you mentioned? 


Q West Germany. 
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UNDER SECRETARY SPIERS: Well, that's a rehabilitation 
project. It's pretty old. These buildings date back to the 


High Commission period, and just need very basic reworking. 


Q There seems to be a substantial cut in the 
Refugee Assistance item of the foreign assistance 
appropriation. Can you comment on that? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHI'*’ - 0: Who would like to take 





that? 
Roger? 


UNDER SECRETARY FELDMAN: It's only apparent because 


of the decrease in the Emergency Refugee Migration 
appropriation, which is a standby authority for unforeseen ' 
emergencies. That particular account goes down from the 1989 
estimate of $50 million down to $10 million in 1990. But as 
far as the regular operating Refugee Account goes, there is 
actually an increase of $8 million in the Refugee Account. 
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Q Why is that? Do you foreseen fewer unforeseen 
emergencies? 


UNDER SECRETARY FELOMAN: Well, it is a question of 
what you can foresee and that the anticipation is that there 
will be sufficient balances in that account to provide that 
contingency fund in 1990. 





T ARY T : I might just add to that 
to be sure we leave the right impression. 





Funds available for refugees are up slightly in ‘90 
over ‘89 because there is an increased demand for funds for 


refugees all over the world. 


More people are being let out of the Soviet Union, and 
emigration from the Soviet Union is up. The demand continues 
in Southeast Asia for the steady flow of refugees from Viet Nam 
to be resettled, mostly temporarily now in Thailand; and in 
other parts of the world there is an increasing number of 
refugees that the United States traditionally has coped with, 
so there is a small increase in the funds available for 
refugees, but in order to provide the funds for that, we have 
had to draw down the emergency reserve to a much lower level. 


We wish that that were not true and that there were 
more funds available for refugees than there are. 


Yes, sir. 
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Q Mr. Whitehead, while acknowledging that Pakistan 
is a strategic ally of the U.S., the dichotomy between economic 
and development assistance to India with almost a billion 
people and Pakistan seems to be tremendous. Can you explain 
this dichotomy of like only $25 million in terms of development 


assistance to India? 


PUTY CRETARY WHITEHEAD: Well, I can at least 
partially explain it, although [I am not sure to your entire 
satisfaction. 


You should realize that a very substantial amount of 
aid goes to India through the World Bank's IDA appropriations, 
to which the United States makes a very large contribution. It 
does not show up under direct bilateral foreign aid, but it 
does show up under multilateral foreign aid, and India is one 
of the principal beneficiaries of IDA grants and loans and 
Pakistan is not 


The special problem that Pakistan has had in dealin’ 
with the Soviet invasion and war in Afghanistan, with some 
three million Afghan refugees to cope with inside Pakistan, has 
brought particular burdens, both miiitar) and humanitarian, 
onto Pakistan, and our assistance is principally designed to 
help them offset the costs of part of those additional 
burdens. It is an outgrowth of the war iv Afghanistan. 


Q Just as a follow-up, was the’e any consideration 
given to the Soviet troop withdrawal in terms of shifting more 
of the security assistance to Pakistan to economic? 






: Wo, it was not, because 
the problem st remains for Pakistan. The military threat 
continues for Pakistan still every day. The refugees are not 
yet able to return, and so there are just as many, indeed a few 
more than there were a year ago. 





Certainly, though, when the war is over, when the 
Soviet threat to Pakistan no longer exists, and when the 
refugees have returned, there will be then occasion for a 
review of our aid policy, but those conditions haven't yet 
reached that point. 


Q Mr. Whitehead? 
TAR : Yes, sir. 


Q A number of countries have benefited from the 
debt refinancing plan of December ‘87. I was 
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wondering if there was any thought given to reducing various 
countries’ economic aid for this coming year based on the 
savings under that debt refinancing plan? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Those savings that have 


taken place -- and, as you have say, they have been substantial 
for the major recipients of security assistance -- were taken 
into consideration as one of the factors for determining the 
amounts of aid, but the savings, while quite substantial, have 
not resulted in much change in the total amounts going to those 


countries. 
Yes, sir. 


Q The numbers listed for Haiti, are these put in 
the budget here just in case the aid suspension is lifted on 
Haiti to let them know that these are the levels that we would 


fund if they meet certain conditions? 
DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Yes. 


mR 8155EL 4 (Inaudible) continued on a 
non-government basis. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: He said that the aid to 


Haiti is continued on a non-government basis. I'm not sure [ 
know what that means. 








MR. BISSELL: So as a result, what we suspended at the 
time of the coup was government-—to-government assistance to 
Haiti. We have continued a program of basic responses to human 
needs in Haiti, and, in fact, that is expanding a little bit 
this coming year, programming essentially through private 
voluntary organizations. 


Q So the $41 million listed here is all going to be 
channelled through private groups? 


MR. BISSELL: It will be, yes. 


Q What about the IMET that is listed? Can someone 
respond to that? 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: IMET to Haiti, General? 


GENERAL BROWN We have $400,000 listed. [t will not 
be expended until the proper release has been given. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: $400,000 is listed for 
IMET TO Haiti, and it wi not be expended unless the current 


ban is lifted. Yes, sir. 
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Q Mr. Whitehead, to circle back to Moscow, this 
book, the blue book, has $192 million item for the Moscow 
Embassy. Maybe Ron could clear that up? Page 46. 


UNDER SECRETARY SPIERS: $192 is what we have spent on 


the compound, the present compound. That is not a request for 
funding. 





DEPUTY SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: That is the amount that 


has been spent not only on the new office building that was 
bugged so badly but also on the residences and other facilities 


that are all part of that whole complex. 





Yes, one last question. 


Q When the Soviets leave Afghanistan, which is due 
by February 15, will the military aid portion for South Asia be 


reconsidered at that time? 


TEHEAD: I'm sorry, when the 
Soviets leave Afghanistan -- 


Q The last time, by February 15, will the military 
aid portion of the budget for South Asia be reconsidered at 
that time or will it be waiting for the all the refugees to go 
back? : 


geruit SECRETARY WHITEHEAD: Well, that will be up to 
the new administration to cope with. I[t isn't only the removal 
of the Soviet troops that will require consideration, it's the 
removal of the threat, and that's a less tangible matter, and 
one that the new administration will have to consider. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:49 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
You will find in the Press Office a press release giving you 
some details on the implementation of the Basic Sciences 
Agreement that was signed with the Soviet Union last Sunday in 
Paris, and it gives you a little bit of an idea of how that is, 
how things are going to proceed from here in terms of 
implementing that agreement. 


Q Once again, the Soviets are casting doubt on 
their readiness to withdraw from Afghanistan by February 15, 
and I know you've said you expect them to withdraw. Are they 
going to withdraw? 


qa I don't see any reason to think otherwise. We've 
said many times that we expect them to live up to their 
obligations under the Geneva Accords. I think any number of 
Soviets have said that likewise. There is certainly no reason 
that they can't be out by February 15. 


The withdrawal has resumed some days now, so as a 
consequence, we certainly expect them to be out. 


Q Do you have any estimate of how many troops have 
come out in the recent withdrawals? 


a No, ['m not going to go into specifics in terms 
of what that means in actual units or people crossing borders 
other than to say that we do have indications that it has 
resumed. 


Q Do you know -- Let me ask, then, if I may just a 
little bit: Do you mean troops have actually left the country, 
or there is some start-up? 


A The latter. 


Q Can you make an effort, as we go along here, you 
know, without doing it on a day-by-day basis, to tell us when 
it's down to 30,000 or something, I mean when they get to some 
milestone over the course of the next few weeks? 
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fe) I'll try to do that to the extent I can, assuming 
I'm here over the course of the next few weeks. 
Q How about over the next week? 
a In any case, it may be difficult to provide 


exactly those kinds of measurements. [That's a hard thing to 
know exactly in terms of numbers. 


Q [If you get to a ballpark position, will you -- 
a If we can do that, yes. 


Q Chuck, has the United States urged the Mujahidin 
to resume talks with the Soviets? 


a We haven't been involved in those talks, and [ 
don't have anything on those talks. Our position has been from 
the start -- and [I'll say it again --— that this question of 


what happens in Afghanistan is something for the Afghans 
themselves to decide. 


Q But the Mujahidin apparently have complained that 
Moscow was trying to impose a government. Ooes the U.S 
perceive that this is what Moscow was trying to do in the last 
roundup? 


a I'm not going to try to insert our perception 
into this affair. We have said from the start that an 
essential first step toward a political settlement in 
Afghanistan is the complete withdrawal of Soviet forces From 
that country by February 15. We've just said that again. 


We expect the Soviet Union to live up to its 
obligations it undertook in the Geneva settlement. The 
Mujahidin have repeatedly offered not to attack withdrawing 
Soviet forces --— they've done that again. That's a positive 
step in encouraging the withdrawal process. 


Q Chuck, did the subject of the Soviet withdrawal, 
plans and ongoing withdrawal, was that discussed at all between 
Secretary Shultz and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze on Sunday? 


a It came up only very briefly at the very end, but 
not in any detailed way. 


I'm asking just so that I can draw the conclusion 
that you're making your statement without expecting the Soviets 
to withdraw on the basis of information as recent as 
conversations with Shevardnadze, or would it not be fair to 
make that, draw that conclusion -- 
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” I won't tie comments down to any par-icular 
meetings, as a matter of principle. 


Go ahead. 


Q Did they say when the withdrawal would resume 
with any more precision? 


a I don't have a whole lot of precision, but you 
all seemed to have lost interest in that issue for a while; »ut 
I can recall at least a week ago having been in a position to 
say then. 


Q The Soviet Ambassador to Afghanistan today said 
that the United States hasn't given any indication of a genuine 
desire to work for an Afghan settlement. I wondered if you had 
a comment. 


a Again, I don't have any comment other than to say 
what I said earlier, that this whole question of what happens 
in Afghanistan is for the Afghans to decide 


Q Another subject? 
“ Yes. 


Q The Soviet Foreign Minister apparently did not 
accept as conclusive the evidence the United States presented 
to the Soviets on Sunday in Paris. Any comment? 


a That was certainly no surprise to us. fhe 
Secretary said that at the press conference afterwards. He 
said that the purpose of the amount of information we were able 
to present was not to be a “detailed or conclusive 
exposition.” Those were his words. 


What was important was that the Soviet Minister 
“understand why it was a serious concern, and that is what the 
Secretary then made reference to in saying that he was 
gratified at the response, and that the Foreign Minister had 
said that they do take these questions of chemical weapons 
proliferation seriously; they've looked into them and they will 
continue to look into them. So they are two separate questions. 


Q Chuck, has the United States drawn any 
conclusions yet about the cause of the Pan American 103 
disaster? 


a I don't have anything, and again, for detailed 
questions of that kind, I really have to leave it, first, to 
the U.K. -- they are leading the investigation -- and secondly, 
to the appropriate U.S. investigative authorities. 
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Q Chuck, just back on chemical warfare again, did 
that German team arrive here yet? 


A I don't know whether they've arrived, but those 
discussions will take place a little later this week. 


Q Chuck, do you still, or do you know whether the 
Libyans are still receiving any hardware or materiel for the 
plant to become fully functional? 


a) I don't have any new update on that. 


Q Chuck, also on chemical weapons, the Soviets 
apparently offered today, or Shevardnadze offered to mediate 
with the United States in the Libyan matter. What's the U.S. 
response to that? 


A I haven't seen that, so until I see the details, 
I really don't have any comment. 


Q Chuck, the state of war in Afghanistan, are the 
Soviets still conducting bombing attacks from across their 
border, are they using missiles, or has that petered out? 


A I don't have anything that's really up-to-date. 
There has been some air activity in recent days, but again, I 
don't have anything specific enough to give you a real up-date 
on that. 


Q To go back on chemicals again, apparently there 
was a report out of Bonn quoting German Government sources 
saying that Shultz had raised the issue of three other firms 
involved in that Libyan chemical plant with the West German 
officials. 


There was an Iraqi -- 


A First, I'm not quite sure that I saw the same 
reports if you have paraphrased correctly, but in any case, I 
will leave it to the West German authorities to decide how they 
choose to treat this problem. 


Q There's been an interview with Qadhafi by an 
American reporter, and in that interview, Qadhafi said, “If we 
can just get through the remaining days of the Reagan 
Administration, things will certainly improve, and that perhaps 
we can open up a dialogue with the new Administration." 


Thus far, the Reagan Administration has refused all 
attempts at secret, or public, or whatever communication with 
the Libyans -- a dialogue. Is that correct? 
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A I haven't said that we refused anything. I said 
there hasn't been anything. 
Q Well, there -- 
4 There is a channel for communication through our 


protecting powers. We have used it, as you know, recently to 
inform them of what happened in the incident between our 
aircraft. But that is not to say that we turn down messages 
coming through that channel. 


Q Not turn down messages, but basically, your 
public utterance on it is communication is not the problem -- 
it's behavior. So when Qadhafi makes an initiative, as he 
apparently did a week or two ago through the Italians, the U.S. 
response to that is, basically, no, we don't want to talk to 
you. Correct? 


) Our response is that there are ways of 
communicating, there are channels. They can be used. But, 
fundamentally, there is still a problem with actions and 
behavior. 


Q But you have no interest, none whatsoever, to 
talk with them directly without any intermediaries? 


4 That has never changed. We have a channel, and 
as I say, there's no problem with using the system that exists. 


Q Can you explain in detail, or possibly give us 
the highlights of the system that you would like very much for 
Qadhafi to follow in order to be eligible for direct 
negotiations or talks with you? 


A I have talked about that before, and I don't have 
anything new. 


Q You have alluded to this several times into that, 
you know, deeds, like, you know, you said to Arafat, "Deeds are 
worth,” you know, “more than words." And in this case, deeds 
-- you are talking about deeds -- and you didn't come 
specifically saying, “Is it a pattern that you could be 
followed in order for Qadhafi to -- 


A I said we'd been pretty specific over --— 
Q Did you? 


mn I think we've been pretty specific. 
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Q Back on Afghanistan for a second, please, is it 
fair to say that the U.S. is still supplying arms to the Afghan 


guerrillas? 


a I really don't have anything new. Our policy has 
never varied, never changed on that particular question. But 
that's a matter of principle, and so it's been stated. But I 
don't go into specific reports as to when, where, how, why. 


Q I know that you are letting the Soviet Union to 
check by themselves if the plant is for chemical weapons. 
Isn't this another way to let the Soviet Union convince Libya 
to just put off the project of producing chemical weapons? 


a Our effort throughout has been to convince anyone 
who has any influence, or any way to influence, what Libya is 
doing with that chemical weapons plant, to do so. SolI don't 
see what -- 


Q So you are putting confidence now in the Soviet 
Union that they will just solve this problem this way -- they 
are going to tell the truth about the plant? 


4 We are continuing to do what we have always done, 
which is to ask everyone to use influence. We will, of course, 
judge for ourselves whether anything happens in the end. 


Q Along those same lines, do you think the dogfight 
with the jet fighters has hindered U.S. support around the 
world to dismantle the chemical weapons plant, as you see it? 


A [I don't see any relationship. We said earlier 
that those two things are totally separate, and I really don't 
see any interplay. 


Q Chuck, do you share the concern of the Arab world 
as seen or as expressed in Paris about nuclear proliferation? 
And what do you have to offer on this issue? 


A First thing I have to offer is the Secretary's 
speech because the Secretary addressed that issue and I don't 
know what else I could do. I could give you a brief summary 
version. 


The Secretary said that we're concerned with the 
proliferation of both chemical and nuclear weapons. We're a 
signatory of the 1925 Geneva Protocol prohibiting the use of CW 
and we're signatories of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. 
We urge all other states to adhere to both international 
agreements 
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We've also introduced a draft treaty at the Conference 
on Disarmament in Geneva that would ban production and use of 
chemical weapons, so that our position on both of those issues 
is clear. , 


The on-going conference in Paris, however, was 
convened for the purpose of dealing with the erosion in recent 
years of the norms against the use of chemical weapons. We 
believe that introducing the nuclear issue into this forum can 
only serve to divert attention from the stated objective of the 
conference and could limit its potential effectiveness without 
advancing the cause of nuclear non—proliferation. 


Q There is a concern in the Arab world, as you 
probably know, and it was voiced in Paris, about Israel's 
nuclear capability, and you have not addressed [srael's nuclear 
capability in a clear manner to say if you have some 
apprehension or some fears or concern about [srael's ability to 
have the bomb, and this is what concerns the Arab world. 


fs) I think I have addressed the question of nuclear 
non—proliferation many times -- how we feel about universal 
adherence to the NPT, and, as a consequence, [ think we've been 
very clear on that. But the relationship between nuclear and 
chemical, in the context of this conference, is as [ have 
described it. 


Q Does the United States have -- 
Q Are you surprised -- 


a Someone else, please. Just a second. You can 
come back. 


Q A follow-up. 
A Carol? 


Q I just want to ask if the United States had any 
plans to present the Soviets with any more information about 
the Libyan plant in an effort to try to persuade them to -- 


a No. I think the meeting in Paris did exactly 
what we hoped. 


Q I mean, you said that the meeting was over in 
what -- ten minutes, and provided only a short amount of time 
to lay out the case. I just wondered if you wanted -- 


A But that was certainly sufficient because the 
Soviets said they are concerned about proliferation and they 
would be looking into it and asking questions. 
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Q Is there any -- have there been any contacts with 
the PLO? There were some reports floating around this morning 
that there might have been secret meetings in Tunis? 


A No. 


Q Central America, Chuck. Can you tell us whether 
the United States Government has reached a decision yet on how 
to handle the future of the Nicaraguan contras following last 
week's meetings here in Washington, and whether any decisions 
are going to be discussed today with the Honduran visitor? 


A I don't have anything that would be particularly 
definitive. It's what we've said before, that both the United 
States and Honduran Governments have expressed the same view 
that the Resistance should return to a Nicaragua which respects 
democratic reforms, or democratic freedoms. 


It remains for the Sandinista regime to comply with 
its commitments under the Esquipulas Accord to create the 
environment in which Resistance members can return and 
participate in national political life. 


Q But has this Administration made any decision 
about what would happen to the Contras between the time -- 
between now and the time that the wish that you just expressed 
comes true? 


4 Nothing new. 


Q Does that mean that the Administration here would 
prefer to see the Contras continue to live in Honduras as they 
are now? 


A I really just don't have anything new. It's been 
a long-standing policy and it's still there. 


Q The President is here? 


A And I told you, that's the way we and the 
Hondurans feel about the future of the Resistance. 


Q Can you tell us if you have discussed with the 
Honduran President his proposal for a U.N. peacekeeping force 
in Central America? 


a I don't know of anything new. That's been 
discussed and referred to by the Secretary and others several 
months ago now. 


Q There were press reports that one of the key 
—e he was going to do here in Washington was get backing 
or that. 
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a Well, in any case, the meetings don't occur until 
this afternoon, so I don't really have anything at this stage. 


Q Chuck, on Angola. Now that the withdrawal has 
begun, is this the size of the withdrawal? Is the U.S. 
satisfied with this size? Do you welcome it or have any 
comments? 


4 There is an agreement signed. It sets out things 
that have tc be done in particular periods. 


Q Do you welcome it? 
A We expect it to be done. 

Chuck, can I go back to the issue of nuclear 
capability of Israel? You have been timid in addressing the 
issue of Israel's nuclear capability throughout -- many times, 
the dangers which it's posing to the Arabs in the Middle East. 

Do you have anything -- 


fe) I disagree with your presumption. As a 
consequence, I really have to leave it there. 


Q No, no. Do you have anything to allay the Fears 
of the people in the Middle East about the nuclear capability 
of Israel? 


a I think you asked that question about two minutes 
ago. 


Q Well, I would like to repeat that question. 
a I have no different answer. 


Q My question is, do you characterize Arab 
apprehensions about nuclear arms in Israel as legitimate, valid? 


A That's the same question. 

Q This is not the same question. 

Q Chuck, can I just go back to South America for a 
second? Has there been any discussion with Noriega in the past 


three days? 


A I don't have anything new, in any case. 


Q Can you confirm -- 





432°, 


-10- Tuesday, 1/10/89 . ¢ 


Q Could I just go back -- [I'm sorry to keep chewing 
over this same thin gruel. We go into the meeting with 
Shevardnadze on Sunday. We present him with our evidence which 
Shevardnadze says is a drawing of the supposed plant there. 
Shevardnadze does not see this as conclusive and yet he says we 
are --— we, the Soviets -- are concerned about the spread of 
chemical weapons and therefore will bring up the subject with 
Libya. Is that essentially the U.S. position as to what 
happened? 


a) Well, I think I've described it in my own words 
and the Secretary in rather lengthy remarks at the press 
conference immediately thereafter. So I think that's very 
clearly on the record. 


Q Why, if they didn't find it conclusive did they 
agree to take it up with the Libyans? 


a Well, you'll have to answer that question for 
yourself. 


Q Can you confirm a report in the New York Times 
this morning quoting rebels from the Sudan saying that the 
Sudanese Government or Libya have used chemical weapons against 
the rebels? 





a On this question of chemical weapons, the 
Sudanese Government is well aware of the negative consequences 
of using CW and has assured us that it is firmly opposed to 
chemical weapons use. There is no evidence to indicate 
otherwise. 


The SPLA has alleged for months that CW is being 
stored but, as far as we are aware, authorized SPLA 
representatives have never claimed CW has been used. 


Q A follow-up, is there any -- a follow-up to the 
CW question in Angola, other than what you had the other day? 


A No. 
Q Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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SATISFACTION OF THE LEADERSHIP Im THE U.5.7 
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A. § GELOEWE THAT'S CORRECT. SUT | THINK ME MSO Have 
10 QECALL TeaT IT'S OMY Im THE LAST mOnTHS Of reaes 
THAT THE URITED STATES AND THE SOVIET UNION Have SECE 
ABLE TO COME TO SOME ACCOMMODATION, If YOU WiLL, Om THE 
PROGLEN OF VERIFICATION IM THE GEMERM SEwSE, On-SiTE 
INSPECTION AMD INTRUSIVE VERIFICATION. | THimn THaT 
GAS CHANGED THE VERIFICATION PICTURE. THERE 1S WORK TO 
00 Gh VERIFICATION CERTAINLY. GUT HOW THE FRantwoRs 
GAS CECH CSTARL ISHED 18 ICR WE RAT OE ABLE TO Find a 
SOLUTION TO THIS PROBLER. 


@ 16 FOLLOW UF Gm THE QUESTION Feon COS, im Groner 
SHULTI'S SPELCH Tet OTHER GAY, WE SAID THAT TO 
SUBSIDIARY OCBIECTIVES FOR THE UMITED STATES WERE TO 
SCLSTER SUPPORT FOR SANCTIONS UNDER CHAPTER SEVER ano 
OE CALLED ATTERTION FOR THE REED OF EXPORT Contam: 
THAT WOULD BE COORDINATED INTEPMATIONAMLY. THE 
STATEMENT 1SSUER TODAY REFERS TO APPRoPHiATE ano 
EFFECTIVE STEPS, UNSPECIFIED, That MIGHT GE Tanta OY 
THE UNITED BATIORS. anO im THE EXPORT Anta, iT eErtes 
TO THE EXERCISE OF RESTRAINT BY imDIVIDUM STATES, ano 
THERE 1S BO REFERENCE 10 AnY COORDINATED CFFoRT. 0 
vou TRIMER YOU FELL SHORT, AS IT APPEARS, OF an EXPLICIT 
REFERERCE TO SANCTIONS AND TO EXPORT CONTROLS’ wy is 
17 THAT YOU VERE UneGit TO MUSTER SUPPORT im THis 
SETTING WHICH INVOLUES A LARGE MUPMBER OF STATES ano 
CONSENSUS TO ACHICVE TOUR OBJECTIVES? 


A. 1 Tee URITED STATES WROTE THIS STaTERERT, weice 17 
O10 MOT, TREN TRE LamGuAGE MIGHT HAVE OCC cTROWcER. 
OUT REMEMOER THIS 15 A CONSENSUS OOCU ce! ano Tetet ant 
CONCERNS AT VARIOUS PARTS OF THE WORLD ABOUT cont oF 
THE WORE CAPLICIT LANGUAGE SUCH AS SARCTIONS \ ancuact. 
i GELICVE Tat A'VE MADE Am iePORtaRT STEP ie tee * 
OIRECTION OF GLinG Abie TO OLAL WITH THESE Two i sours. 
THERE 1% RECOGHITION AMONG HOST OF Tet STATES OF Tat 
WORLO 18 This STaventeT That THE Un was A POLE TO PLAY 
ame THE Ue CHARTER 16 STILL GPERATIONN. | THime 
Teat’s VERY inPoRTanT. 

©. PARTIAL MNAUOIGLE QUESTION AtniNG war Tet 
Lamcuaet wat BOT STRONGER.) 


A. MMBASSSADOR HOLES WAS THE U.S WORKING GroUr 
CHAIRMAN 18 THE COMMITTEE OF THE Wat. 


A. GOMES): | WOULD JUST MOTE THAT THE Lawcuact. 


CERTA. MALY OM CHAPTER SEVER, ML THOven iT DOESN 1 mEation 
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@ THER I'LL ASK AGAIM, WET WAST THAT WITTER in THE 
bocuniaT’ 


A. SCCAUSE THIS 1S & UNANIMOUS CONCEESES Comrcetnct, 
AS MANY INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCES aMt. SUtnErece 
SAVE A CERTAIN THING CALLED RATIONAL SOVEREIGATY 1m 
THIS WORLO AT THIS Time. | THOME WeaT | WOULD PorRET 
OuT TROUGH 1S THAT TO UNDERSTAND THE CONFERENCE Ont 
CANNOT JUST READ THE FINAL OOCUMENT. OME muST Tent Tat 
109 SPEECHES MADE OVER THE LAST FIVE Oars. imorviDUm 
COUNTRIES SAID \RPORTART THINGS 1m That HLL On THE 
OTHER CuO OF THE GUILDING AND 1 TIME IT'S CoNRG To 
TAR SEVERAL MONTHS OF STUDY TO UNOLESTAND CxacTLY wmat 
COUNTRIES SAID. AmB THEN, LET'S Rae Tee fina 
SOCUNENT im TuaT CONTEXT. 


© Wt GAVE HEARD ALITTLE WILE O60, . Oumas, we it 
THE FOREIGH MINISTER GF FRANCE, AMD WER OE WAS ASAED 
TO INTERPRET ARTICLE SIX (8 THE Fine COMMmIONE, at 
GAVE TO THIS SPECIFIC ARTICLE Am INTERPRETATION THaT 
GIVES THE (FPRESSIGH THAT THERE 15 4 Limmaee GETMEEE 
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THE CHEMICAL GRRS GND ATOMIC WEAPONS. WOULD TOU Gi ¥E 
THE SAME INTERPRETATION TO THis agTiC.E? 


a We WALL FIND, OS 18 OTMER IETERMATIONM SOCUREETS, 
CARVING INTERPRETATIONS WiLL OE GivEe and Ltca 
SCHCLARS WILL MARE 2 L1VONG ON INTERPRETING THESE 
INTERPRETATIONS. 80, wE OORT SEE & . immaGE ie Teal 


© Mm. GUNNS, THE Fima, STATEMENT Says That Teter is 6 
GROWING Dante POSED OY THE USE GF CHEMICM Waroet af 
LORS AS SUCH WEAPONS REMAIN AND OPT SPETAD. OLS THAT 
PEas THAT THE UNITED STATES THIGRS THAT TRE Fact OF 
POSSESSING CHEMICAL WEAPONS 13 DANGEROUS” 


A. THE WRITER STATES GELSEVES Teat Tee Cxisrince @ 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS 15 DameEOOUS, AND That's wer tr 
MEGOTIATION 1M GENEVA TO CL imimaTe Cutmica, Weapons, 
IMCLUDING STOCKS GF CHEMICAL WEAPONS POSSESSES OY Tet 
TWO GATIONS THAT HAVE DECLARED THER. 


© SIR, THERE HAVE GLEN MEVSPOPER eEPORTS ie Tenet 
WESTERN NEVSPAPERS Om SaTuRDAY Teat FouR Facnce 
COMPANIES ORE EXPORTING an OFFERING On THE voRe 
RAREET TO CAPORT, | RAY QUOTE “MILITARY CHEMIE 
MENTS, WILITARY WEAPONS ame COWLPRENT.* TeEsE 
COMPANIES 18 THE MEARTINE HAVE ADRITICO Teal, ane Tat 
FRERCH TELEVISION STATION anTEMME 2 1S GOING Te exPoRT 
That TomiGnT. THESE COMPamIES ant OLiNG LISTED with 
CAACTLY THIS PURPOSE 1m Tet SECRET Facece ovnEcToRY, 
Waren COmPaniCs GIMECTORY. Cam a EXPECT teat Tet 
U.S. GOVERMENT 15 WOW CAEOTION SimiLan PREStURL On Tet 
Pane GOVERNMENT TO STOP THis Kime GF PROLiFERATION as 
Tet GOVEGQEMERT HAS PUT Gn OTHER ComnTRIES axe orere 
companies? 


A FORT, LET ME Say teat | Cant Comme on ter 
accunaty OF run FeCTc. + sorte’! Sete Tete teat’s « 
QUESTION 1H SURE YOU'LL abeRtss Te tet Feces 
COvtnwraet. Tet wnrTes states 1s Conctenen asout tet 
PRELIFERATION OF CHEMICAL aGteTS FROR mi SoveCES, fon 
MA PLACES, amb mt Tints. 


& Gest-cl GUE VOUS PENTEL OF LE PRORL Erato 
OESAREPENT OC VEL OPPEMERT? Ce 1878 Lt Sietom & 
PROPOSE Wat TAME OE CiNG POURCERT SOIT PRE CUTE tut Uf 
GUOGET OF GUERRT OE TOUS LES C1ATS CT Gut CLTTE Some 
SOIT WISE ALA OISPOSITIGH OES BATIGHS Units Pout it 
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MOORS, GE'EST-CE Gut vOUS En PEESET? 


A. GARSEM: THERE (5 BO PERSON WO WOULD Ofer 
RELATIONSEIPS, GUT 1T VOUS BE, 18 AY Cum WitW and | 
Tei THE WHEW GF MY GOVERMPERT, A MISTARE TO Lime THE 
TWO 18 CMPLICIT wars. THE GRITED STATES, FOR ExarPit, 
1S PROBAGLY EROwE AS THE COUNTRY WHICH Has PROVIDED THE 
OST £10 AMD OEVELOPRERT @ any COUNTRY ju THE WORLS. 
WAT VE GAVE BESISTED 15 THE FACT THAT THERE WOULD OF 
AUTOMATIC, A PRICE, A KIND OF LimmecE., Gat OF Tat 
THINGS THAT GAS SECOME VERY CLEAe 1S Teal O)SammanENT, 
CLEMMLY 18 THE CARLY STAGES, OGES HOT MECESSARILY SavE 
ANVGME 4 GREAT OLA. OF MONEY. (8 THE MaeTIAR A naut 
CONTINUED GUE AID PROGRAMS GS THEY EXIST, amp i Terme 
THE FACTS im THIS PARTICULAR CASE SPEAR VERY WELL FoR 
TWENSEL VES. 


@. THE (RAG! FOREIGH MINISTER SAID THIS MORNING THAT 
H1S COUNTRY 1S HOT INTERESTED AND WOULD ROT PaRTHCIPATE 
( THE SPREADING OF ITS EXPERIENCE AnD KNOMEDGE OF 
CHERICA, WARFARE VEAPONS ACQUIRED 1m THIS RECENT wan. 
HAVE THERE GEER O1SCUSSIONS GETMEER THE UaITED stares: 
Am® (0G ON TRAT SUBJECT 1m RECERT TIMES? ano iF SO 
wat was Tee tenon? 


A. | Mh BOT PRIVILEGED TO That iePoRmATION. | Can’T 
AMSVER YOUR GUEST! On. 
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PARTICULAR COUNTRICS BUT TO ORaW ATTERTION TO wom Owiod 
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© SIR, WAT Cam YOU Sav TO PEOPLE wee nave Otte 
VICTIMIZES (8 MODERE TIMES OY CHEMICM Warons, TeaT 
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WARFARE, CONVENTION WARFARE GP any OTHtt 41m @& 
WARFARE THAT & COMPERERCE ITSELF 16 Goins TO atLP 
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COMPERTRCE 15 OETIGHED TO OG 1S Tame Tet Si TueTiGn as 
17 GAISTE APD MOvE FORWARD TO CL emmate "et te 
SCOURGES. THE PROMLEN GF VICTING GF wae Gat GEER THE 
SUBJECT GF OTHER CONFERENCES tm THE Pett. THE OMY war 
THAT | WOULD OE SATISFIED, AFTER SPERDING 15 Friant ie 
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A. GRIEDERSDORF): | THINK IT'S VERY BARD TO QuaaTiFY 
THAT (8 CXACT TERMS. | THIGH THAT OME GF TRE ImPACTS 
WILL GE PSYCHOLOGICAL. ARE 18 SESSION (8 GEEEWA BOW 
MLROST CONSTANTLY YEAR-ROUND, GOTH MULTILATERAL Y amp 
SULATERMAT, WITH GUR SOVIET COLLEAGUES. | Cont Terme 
IT'S A TOME FACTOR THAT'S (NVOLVED. PERRAPS A Can 
INCLUDE THE GUALITY GF CUR TALES. YOU MUST SENENOES 
GME OF THE MAIN OBSTACLES AT GEmEWA, WITHOUT GETTING 
INTC THE FOUR OR FIVE AREAS THAT ARE VERY 
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SULATERALS WHERE YOU'RE TuO BATION. WE Have 48 THERE 
AMS REPRESENTING EVERY REGICR 18 THE WORLD, WITH BOT 
GAY THEIR GATIONM GUT THEIR REGIORM INTERESTS. Tat 
1S Gul OF THE OBSTACLES, 1S THE Fact That Tee TALES 18 
GEMEVA ORE SO LARGE. GUT | THOME IT WILL Have & 
PSYCHOLOGICAL, (7 WILL HAVE AM IMPACT THERE Ge THE 
RATIONS AT Tee CaPiTMm COVEL, That PERMAPS Whi OF 
REFLECTED AT THE LEVEL TeaT WE'RE WORKING 18 GinEvA. 
IT’S SOUND TO STRERGTHER WORLO OPINION FOR SETTLING THE 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 11, 1989, 12:00 NOON 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. You, 
too, Chris. [Laughter] I'm glad to see you. ‘ 


Let me make one contingency announcement because [ 
don't know of any other way to handle it right now. We are 
going to go ahead and post a sign-up list for a potential trip 
to Vienna, should those negotiations conclude. And, since this 
could go down to the last minute, I'm going to put up a list, 
as of now, which will come down tomorrow night at close of 
business. 


That leads me, then, to just give you a brief status 
report on where things stand in Vienna. Negotiations are 
on-going all the time now; and so as best I can keep up with 
this on an hour-by-hour basis, this is where things stand: 


On the conventional stability mandate, we are very 
close to agreement on a mandate for the new negotiations. The 
one remaining issue concerns the precise definition of the area 
of application. Greece has objected to the demarcation line 
excluding certain Asian Turkish territory from the 
negotiations. That remains the issue on that side of the 
discussions. 





On the Vienna CSCE meeting, there are some other 
issues there that are still being worked on. Those include 
some of the wording of the military security text having to do 
with the autonomy of the negotiations on conventional forces in 
Europe. That's still under discussion. 


The United States is also continuing its efforts to 
strengthen human rights texts on rights of Helsinki monitors 
and limiting the use of privr national security employment as a 
bar to immigration. And, finally, the number of post-Vienna, 
follow-up experts' meetings has still to be decided. 


So, as you can see, there are still some discussions 
underway. But it may come to a point where I wouldn't have 
enough time to give you any advance notice if this trip gets 

| laid on. So, please, if you're interested, sign up as soon as 
possible. 


Q Can you tell us what the parameters would be? 
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7 You know the Conference has set aside the 17th as 
the day to try to conclude. So, if that were to be the case, I 
think we would be talking about a Sunday departure and probably 
back in Washington by Tuesday night. 


Q That's it? 
a) That's it. 


Q Do you have any comment on new export regulations 
put in by. the West Germans? 


A I do, Jim, but let me find out where I'm going 
here. 


Concerning the export controls that have been 
announced, we warmly welcome the efforts of the Federal 
Republic of Germany to strengthen their export controls. We 
haven't seen the details of these government proposals. We 
will want to study them carefully. 


In that connection, we look forward to the visit in 
early February of Economics Minister Haussmann, who has stated 
that he will brief us fully on the German plan. Beyond that, 
we would hope that the German Government will move quickly to 
implement the new policy. 


Q Has the Secretary sent a telegram to Chancellor 
Kohl, which one of the papers says he did, thanking him for the 
progress? 


A That I couldn't confirm. We have been in 
continuing consultation with the German Government, but I don't 
know that anything has occurred since these new export controls 
have been announced. Of course, this is something that the 
2 rage Government has said they have been considering for some 
time now. 


Q Those experts were to leave today. Are they 
here? Will they see Americans tomorrow? 


a Those talks haven't started yet. You know that 
our exchange of information is an on-going process. We will . 
have these meetings with West German officials and experts this 
week, but they have not occurred yet. 


Q Are those talks going to be held in secret? Are 
we ever going to see or know who or what this delegation is? 


3) I don't know exactly how that will work out. The 
talks, obviously, will be held on a classified basis because of 
the nature of the information. 


Q Another subject? 
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One more on this before we go. My recollection 
is that we've lived through this once before in the case of 
Iraq, and at that point, too, the West Germans put in new 
regulations, I think, on precursor chemicals and some other 
technical items. Is my memory correct? Do you recall? 


= I just don't remember that particular case. I 
don't know that I could answer that. I think the German 
authorities are better placed to describe the evolution of 
their export control laws. But for all of us, there has been a 
continuing effort to address various aspects of this issue. 


In the case of the so-called Australian Group, for 
example, we have identified a number of precursor chemicals 
that we have then tried to get into play. But I just don't 
know the evolution in the German case in specific terms. 


Q Sort of related to that. What I can't understand 
is, if the Germans couldn't find the evidence somehow -- they 
were groping there, but couldn't come to the conclusion the 
Americans, the British, and the Dutch all came to -- how could 
they impose export controls? If they claim nothing got out 
that was wrong, what are they controlling? Are they 
controlling perfectly legitimate exports to please the United 
States or have the blinders fallen from their eyes? 


A I can't speak for the German Government, 
obviously. All I can say is we have had a continuing exchange 
with them. As the Secretary made clear during his meeting with 
Foreign Minister Genscher last week, we appreciate the efforts 
that the German Government has been making. As they have said, 
they have been working on this question of looking at our 
information, plus they have been looking at their export laws, 
something that's been underway for some time. So I don't have 
any way to make any further explanation. 


I would just say, in a more global sense, we 
appreciate the cooperation and the efforts of the German 
Government as well as the other governments investigating the 
possible involvement of their firms in this Libyan project. 


Q Another subject. Can you be a little more 
explicit today about what the U.S. sees -- or Western : 
intelligence sees -- going on in Afghanistan to lead you to 
think the Soviets are making preparations? Has that hospital 
in Kabul closed? Are truck convoys moving? Have troops 
actually crossed the border? 


A You're not leaving me anything to say. [Laughter] 


I don't think you're going to address all those 
things, so I'm giving you a choice. 


a As I said yesterday, we continue to see evidence 
the Soviets are in the process of preparing to withdraw. These 
signs include the overland movement north of Soviet 
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troops from the Kabul garrison in recent days and the closure 
of the Soviet military hospital in Kabul. Moreover, we have 
noted an increase in flights by Aeroflot transport aircraft 
into and out of the Kabul airport. 


Q A transport aircraft -- [I'm sorry. I missed 
that. Going from where to where? Going out-of-country, or 
what? 


a I'm not in a position to specify exactly where 
they are going to. But, they are in and out of the airport 
and, yes, they are leaving the country. But that's not to say 
that I can go any further in terms of the details. 


Q Well, if they were, is that evidence that troops 
have actually left Afghanistan? 


a That's why I say I can't go into any other 
details. 


Q Chuck, let me ask you a question on the previous 
subject, please. A network -- 


Q Wait. Can we stay on this? 


A Well, let's finish this subject, and then we'll 
go back to the previous subject. 


Q Are you saying that this hospital has been 
closed, which would indicate that the Soviets anticipate no 
more casualties, that it has been ccnverted into some other 
use? I don't understand this. 


is) I'm only, in response to a question, giving you 
some information. That is one of the signs we have noted --- 
the military hospital has been closed. 


Q They closed the military hospital; therefore, the 
war is over? 


Q "A" military hospital, or “the" military hospital? 
A "The" military hospital. 

Q This is based on what? 

A I don't go into sources. 


Are you -- 


> 


Same subject, or do we go to -- 


Yes. Same subject. Sorry to insist on the 
hospital, but there were reports about two weeks ago that the 
Soviet staff had gone, and the hospital will be turned over to 
Afghan staff. Are you saying it's down, it's closed down? 
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a I'm not in a position to go into those kinds of 
really specific details. I'm just trying to note some of the 
signs, and not trying to say I'm giving you an all-inclusive 
look at the kinds of things we have seen either. 


Q Just about the previous subject’ I had. One of 
the networks yesterday released a report that while the 
Secretary was arguing in Paris to stop the production and use 
of chemical weapons, the U.S. was actually increasing its 
production of it and in the budget that the President submitted 
there is actually quite a sizable sum of money to do just 
that. Do you have any comment on that? 


a That's the same point we have talked about 
publicly a number of times -- the Secretary addressed it in his 
press conference in Paris. We are in the process for the first 
time since 1969 -- contrary to what the Soviets have been doing 
-- of modernizing our chemical weapons stock. We are going to 
produce binary weapons. 


But as we produce those, we are also destroying the 
old unitary stocks, so the net result of our effort will 
continue to be a diminution in the quantities. But we also 
1ill have a safer and more reliable deterrent. And then, as 
the Secretary also noted, we are committed to these 
negotiations in Geneva at the Conference on Disarmament which 
we hope will lead to an effective, verifiable worldwide ban on 
these weapons. 


So that's exactly what we've been saying. It's been 
voted on in the Congress some time ago. It shouldn't have been 
news to anyone. 


Q Do you have a status report on Libya's chemical 
weapons effort? As far as you're concerned, is it a stalemate 
situation now -- that plant is not functioning in any way, 


shape or form? Do you see the precursor chemicals near? Where 
does that stand? 


a I don't think I can help you very much. Nothing 
has really changed. Our appreciation remains the same. The 
plant is not yet in production and, in order for it to make 
that step, outside expertise, equipment, is going to be 
required. So our effort continues to be the same. 


Q Are you aware that Qadhafi has surrounded that 
industrial park area with hundreds, if not thousands, of 
children and cripples? I mean, apparently there is an 
incredible display -- it's now a tent city which has sprung up 
around the industrial park -- as an effort to deter any 
military action on the part of the United States. Are you 
aware of that? 


lY4 
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mn It's not a question of “am I aware of it." 
Certainly, for example, I saw reports from journalists who were 
down there a few days ago who reported that kind of activity. 
But as to its significance or rationale, you'll have to talk to 
the Libyans. 


Q Just to follow that, could I -- 
A To follow it and the same subject? All right. 


Q In this talking about the outside experience and 
equipment that's demanded, with the action of the West Germans 
and the reassurances of the Japanese and the Italians, is there 
a sense now that the pipeline has been cut off? 


a I don't want to really take the appreciation any 
further than what I just did in answering the previous 
question. It remains true, as I said, we need to stop that 
kind of flow of material and expertise if the plant is not to 
become operational. We have been working at that. We've seen 
a number of governments actively working at that, and I think 
we just have to keep at that effort. So I'd just leave it at 
that. 


Q I came in late, so this may have been asked 
earlier and, if so, I apologize. Has the issue of the U.S. 
thinking that we could take out the plant militarily been 
resolved in any way by the chemical weapons conference in 
Paris? Or do we still have contingency plans, military 
contingency plans? 


a A two-part answer: First, I have never addressed 
the question of military contingency planning for this subject 
or for any other. It's not a subject that I will address 
here. So you make reference to some previous statement, and [ 
have no knowledge of that, nor have I made any at this podium 


And, secondly, concerning the issue of the plant and 
the conference in Paris, we have made it very clear from the 
beginning that was not the object of the conference in Paris 
That conference had specific objectives; we have said and 
re-said what those objectives are. So those would be the only 
two points. 


Q But as a result of the conference, does it allay 
U.S. concerns in any way? 


a Again, the conference had objectives. Those 
objectives focused specifically on future use of chemical 
weapons, for example. So that's what this conference has been 
working on; not on the specifics of this particular plant. 


Q If I could just follow that, maybe you can refin« 
what you said a day or two ago about the American position on 
the plant being dismantled, destroyed, disappearing. What's 
the current position on that? 
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a No, I'm not going to refine anything. 


Q Let me ask you one other question: You had 
mentioned previously that the State Department had talked to as 
many as 10 or 12 different countries about private companies 
that were doing business with Libya, selling chemicals. One of 
those companies apparently is a subsidiary of an American 
company, Phillips Petroleum which operates out of Belgium and 
has sold some chemicals to Libyans. Do those talks include 
discussions with American companies, or have those talks 
included discussions with them? 


4 I have never dealt with any of the specifics in 


terms of our own concerns, and I don't propose to do that. We 
are dealing with that on a confidential basis with the 
governments involved, and [I'll just leave it at that. 


Q Chuck, is it possible to stop the flow of 
materiel and expertise to Libya to prevent it from obtaining 
such capabilities? 


a Yes. 

Q It is? 

Q Chuck, could I just rephrase my question? 
a 


There's no obligation I have to rephrase my 
answer. 


Q That's fine. In mid-December the President said 
that the United States was examining the possibility of a 
military strike against the Libyan chemical weapons plant. I 
don't have his exact words, but I think that was his meaning. 
Is this still an operative idea? Is the United States still 
—€ the possibility of a military strike against the 
plant 


a Then I won't rephrase my answer. 
Q I was also about two minutes late. Did you react 
specifically to the Conference resolution that was passed in 
the middle of the night? : 
A No. 


Q Could you? 


a I'm sure there will be some reaction from our 
delegation in Paris, but we are pleased *;' * what has been 
accomplished at the Paris Chemical Weap»% osnference. The 
U.S. objectives for the conference were t. tocus worldwide 
attention on the problems of chemical weapons' use and chemical 
weapons' proliferation and help put a stop to the use of these 
weapons in violation of international law. 
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The U.S. also wanted participants to reaffirm their 
commitment to comply with existing norms on the use of chemical 
weapons and, for nations which have not thus far done so, to 
adhere to the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 


Worldwide attention has been focused on the problem of 
chemical weapons. Conference participants have strongly 
reaffirmed their commitment to existing norms on the use of 
chemical weapons, in particular the 1925 Geneva Protocol. They 
have also reaffirmed their support for an enhanced role of the 
U.N. Secretary General in the chemical weapons field. Finally, 
eight nations have acceded to the 1925 Protocol, and two others 
have announced their intent to do so. 


As you know, the Paris Conference was not intended to 
negotiate an agreement on chemical weapons. The U.S. will 
continue to work towards such an agreement in the Conference on 
Disarmament negotiations in Geneva. The principle objective of 
U.S. policy with respect to chemical weapons remains that of 
negotiating a comprehensive, effectively verifiable, and truly 
global ban on chemical weapons in those negotiations at Geneva. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Chuck, can I ask you something? The Geneva 1925 
Protocol really talks about, or limits, or puts some strictures 
on states to use it, not to produce it. How does that fit into 
the U.S.-Libya “controversy?" And you didn't want to address 
it from here, but we all heard that the President actually did 
refer to some plans or some thinking about “knocking off" that 
plant. 


4 Once again, I can only say what I've said 
before. We had some objectives in Paris; those are the ones 
I've just talked about. The other issue of the Libyan plant is 
one we've been addressing many times; you know what our 
concerns have been there. And I'll just leave those statements 
as they are. 


Q Chuck, can you comment on the accuracy of reports 
that came out of Paris in the last few days that the United 
States had assured a number of nations that there would not be 
a military strike? 


A I won't comment on any reports dealing with 


military contingencies. I just can't be put in the position of 
dealing with that particular kind of question in this kind of 


setting. 


Q Chuck, can you give us any information on what 
the specific problem is that is preventing the Libyans' going 
ahead with chemical weapons production at their plant? 
Specifically, does it have to do with a spill at the site last 
summer? Is it an ongoing problem as a result of that spill? 


/4¢7 
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a I don't know that there's any -- I just don't 
know what the link might be between that toxic spill and the 
current constraints about going ahead to production. I would 
only stay with a more generic response, which is to point to 
the desirability of keeping both equipment and expertise from 
moving. 


Q How is the U.S. going to vote in the Security 
Council on the resolution which is apparently about to emerge 
there? 


A The Council is scheduled to meet again this 
afternoon to continue discussion. A draft resolution critical 
of the United States has been tabled, and a vote is expected 
today. 


As I said several days ago, we would oppose any 
resolution that does not reflect the U.S. acted in self-defense 
in the face of unprovoked, hostile acts by Libyan forces. 


Q So you're going to veto? 


A There will be a vote. I've given you the 
principle which will guide our decision. 


Q Do you know what the State Department 
participation is in a U.S.-Soviet conference on terrorism that 
is apparently scheduled for the end of this month? 


A No, I don't have that in mind. 
Q Can you take the question? 
A I'll take a look. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything to say about the 
State Department's participation and attendance in a delegation 
to the funeral of Emperor Hirohito? 


A I don't have anything at this point. It's the 
next Administration that will be doing that, so at this point I 
just don't have anything to offer. 


Q Could I follow on that? Do you have any 
statements to make to the allies? There's been quite a bit of 
criticism of Hirohito and a lot of sensitivity to what the 
Japanese did in World War II. Does the U.S. concur with any of 
that criticism by some of the allies? 


a I'm not going to reflect on anything like that. 


Q Prime Minister Shamir made a statement yesterday 
which seems to accept a U.N. role in Arab-Israeli peace 
negotiations. How does the U.S. view this statement? And do 
you see it moving the peace process? 
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a I don't want to reflect on those kinds of 
statements. I think I would leave it to the Israeli Government 
to formulate their positions, to talk about them as they 
would. But, no, I don't really have any reaction at this point. 


Q A few days ago Phyllis said that you had received 
credible reports that Burmese students had died in police 
custody, and you were going to investigate further. Was there 
any follow-up on that? 


a I don't have any particular follow-up. I know 
that our Embassy has been talking to Burmese authorities, but I 
don't have any particular follow-up. 


Q No numbers yet on the number of deaths? 
A No. 


Q Any plans for Secretary Shultz to hold a news 
conference in Washington before he leaves office? 


A By the way -- just let me finish that up. 
Q Sure. 


A I'm not in a position to confirm anything further 
about those reports. They were reports we had heard, but I 
just don't have anything that takes it any further than that. 


Q Any plans for Shultz to hold a news conference in 
Washington before he leaves office? 


A I don't believe so. 


Q Anything new today on Angola -- chemicals, 
weapons, troop pull-outs, anything? 


A Nothing on chemical weapons. I would just say, 
on the withdrawal, the withdrawal of a contingent of Cuban 
troops from Angola yesterday was a welcome indication of 
Cuban-Angolan compliance with the terms of the agreement signed 
in New York. South Africa's part of the settlement is to 
comply with the implementation of Security Council Resolution J 
435 for the independence of Namibia. That process is due to 
start April 1. And on that score, we're confident South Africa 
will fulfill its commitments in this regard. 


Q Is the U.S. aware of the kidnapping of two 
missionaries in Colombia within the past week? Has this been 
brought to your attention? 


is) We're aware of it. I don't have any details at 
this stage. 


Q Is anything being done about it? Have you made 
representations to the Government of Colombia? 





150 


-1ll- Wednesday, 1/11/89 


a As always, we are certainly in touch with the 
appropriate authorities; but concerning the detail, the status, 
I just don't have anything. 


Q Have we had any communications with the Soviets 
on the pull-out from Afghanistan, or has our position changed, 
expectations changed, at all on that? 


a Exactly as yesterday. 


Q Speaking of communications , any communication 
with Libya on the chemical weapons plant? 


“ Nothing new. 


Q On that Pentagon report on terrorism, do you 
concur with all the groups that were named by the Pentagon? 
Did State have input into that report? 


a It's a Pentagon report, but of course it was 
cleared arounc. I don't know of any disagreements or disputes 
over that report, no. 


Q There are reports in Germany this morning that 
the German Government did find proof that a German company was 
involved in the building of the plant in Libya. Do you have 
any reaction to that? 


a You must have come in a few minutes late. 
Q I was a few minutes late, but I -- 
a We had a discussion on that and a number of 


associated questions, so you'll want to check the earlier part 
of the briefing on that. 


Q Okay. Also concerning these new reports coming 
out from Germany this morning -- 

a Yes. Concerning the export controls, the 
investigation -- 


Q No, not the export controls -- the fact that 
several media reported this morning that there were some 
findings now that will convince the German Government that 
there is proof that a German company was involved. 


a No. I think I have basically covered whatever 
reaction I would have in a general way earlier on. 


Q On a related subject, I wonder if you have 
anything there on possible extradition proceedings against a 
West German national convicted in Baltimore last August 
attempting to smuggle precursor chemicals to Iran via the 
Orient. He was due for sentencing in December and didn't show 
up. I was wondering if -- things have disappeared from his 
file at the U.S. Attorney's Office in Baltimore. 
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= Are you saying I have them? 
+ No. [Laughter] 


Q Just wondering if -- it would help us if you 
did. (Laughter] 


& No. 


-~ if you had anything on this gentlemen, if 
there is an extradition proceedings that you know of. 


i I don't have anything on that. 


Q Back to that report by DoD, it lists Fatah and 
other Palestinian groups as terrorist groups, and they have the 
names and in fact the picture of Yasir Abd Rabbou, with whom 
Ambassador Pelletreau met in Tunis. Do you have anything on 
that? Will you take the question, take a look at it? 


a No. I think there was a briefing yesterday at 
the Pentagon, and they explained the nature of that document -- 
it's been at the printers since September -- for example, our 
continuing concerns about terrorism. I think all those 
questions were addressed, and I thought perfectly adequately. 


Q But don't you find it odd that a report like that 
would include the name and the picture of a man with whom the 
State Department was meeting? 


a Not at all. We have made it very clear terrorism 
was the first issue on our agenda because those organizations 
have engaged in terrorism, and they have made a pledge not to 
do so -- a pledge which we expect them to live up to. 


Q Yes, but that was before; but I mean here, this 
is a Pentagon report -- 


a This is a report on terrorist activities. Those 
activities have occurred, and they are documented in that 
report. If there are future reports, and if the track record 
has aan. then I'm sure you will see changes in the track 
record. : 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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TERRORISM: MOSCOW CONFERENCE 


Q: What information do you have about a counterterrorism 
conférence in Moscow this month? 


A: -- WE UNDERSTAND THAT A GROUP CALLED “SEARCH FOR COMMON 
GROUND” HAS ARRANGED A CONFERENCE ON COUNTERTERRORISM TO BE 
HELD IN MOSCOW FROM JANUARY 23-27. APPROXIMATELY TEN 
PRIVATE AMERICAN CITIZENS WILL PARTICIPATE, ALONG WITH 
NON-OFFICIAL SOVIET CITIZENS. THIS IS A PRIVATE 
INITIATIVE; THERE WILL BE NO OFFICIAL U.S. GOVERNMENT 


PARTICIPATION. 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 12, 1989, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement: At 3 o'clock today, a Consular 
Convention between the United States and Algeria will be signed 
in the Treaty Room by Deputy Secretary Whitehead and Algerian 
Ambassador Sahnoun. - 


The Treaty, in preparation for nearly six years, sets 
forth the privileges and immunities of consular officers. The 
Treaty delineates the functions of consuls, and in particular, 
those of assisting citizens of one country who are traveling or 
living in the other country. 


Jim. 


Q Have you seen the reports from West Germany that 


some companies may, in fact, have been implicated? These are 
new within the last 24 hours or so. 


A I don't know how to distinguish those reports 
from ones we talked about yesterday, which were already known 
at that time. But my reaction would still be the same. 


Q And you haven't seen any details of the German 
technical export regulations? 

A No, what I said yesterday remains the case on 
that score. 

Q Chuck, on the Vienna Conference, do you have 


anything new to tell us about that lingering dispute? 


A They're still hard at work. The issues are still 
those that I described yesterday. 


Q Going back to the West Germans, are you 
encouraged, by the amount of activity that appears to be 
underway? There has been an arrest in Belgium for apparently a 
false end-user certificate. The German government is now 
looking, scrutinizing a lot harder than they apparently have 
been in previous days about some of the details of the 
companies that have been imp'icated. 


Is that encouraging to the United States? 
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A I will just say what I have said previously, that 
we believe this is an important issue. That's the reason we've 
been briefing people about it. We appreciate the efforts that 
are being undertaken by the Federal Republic and other 
countries. And in terms of specifics and progress, I would 
leave that to each of the individual governments to comment on 
as they deem appropriate. 


Has the West German team been briefed now by the 
United States Government on those details? 


4a 


A I don't know whether or not they have been 
briefed, but that is occurring here in Washington. 


Q They are here? 
Aa I believe they are here. 


Q The statements that were made in Germany 
yesterday by Chancellor Kohl and other officials are fairly 
embarrassing to the West German government which had told the 
United States, and said publicly, that at least one company 
that had been thoroughly investigated was not involved. 


Has the U.S. done anything -- can it do anything to 
ease the embarrassment that West Germany must feel over this? 


A It's your scenario that you've set up. I really 
have no way to get into that. All I can do is call attention 
to the meeting that we had with Foreign Minister Genscher in 
Paris just last Sunday, for example, where the Secretary said 
that he had absolutely no doubt that the Foreign Minister, the 
Chancellor, the Federal Government were actively involved in 
pursuing this investigation. 


I would only say, in the end, that, again, we 
appreciate what these countries are doing. It's a worthwhile 
endeavor. 


Q Chuck, did that meeting produce a go-ahead for a 
post-Vienna economic meeting now, as some of the papers are ‘ 
reporting? . 


A Nothing has been produced yet. That story comes 
from the fact that there are a number of follow-on conferences 
to Vienna that are being looked at -- follow-on conferences as 
there had been after previous CSCE meetings. There are eleven 
of those conferences on the table. The United States believes 
that that's too many conferences to handle. I['m not sure what 
the final number will come out to be. Some of those are human 
rights conferences -- you're aware of those. Another one is 
the East-West economic conference, as it's called. That's one, 
as with the human rights conferences and maybe a couple of 
others, that we've agreed to in principle. 
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But finally, as I said in starting, that the number 
and the subject areas for these follow-on meetings is still 
under consideration, and the final decision on those follow-up 
meetings will reflect a balance between the various baskets of 
economic, environmental, scientific, human rights, security, 
those kinds of things. 


Q If I read one of those stories right -- and I may 
not have -- it suggested that the Secretary had told the 
Germans that Bonn is just fine with the U.S. for the economic 
follow-on. 


~ 
= 


A As I said, that is one of the conferences that 
we've agreed to in principle. 


Q Oh, I see. 


A Nothing is agreed to until the Vienna meeting 
wraps up. On that conference that you're interested in, let me 
just give you its purpose and also what is not its purpose. 

The purpose will be to enable officials of Eastern and Western 
governments, as well as representatives of the private sector, 
to exchange views on economic issues and to learn more about 
their respective economies and methods of doing business. 


The conference will not be a forum for any 
negotiations among the participating governments. For example, 
East Bloc participation in international economic organizations 
is addressed within those organizations and will not be a 
subject for negotiation at this conference. Similarly, the 
OECD export credit arrangement on avoiding subsidized export 
credits is firmly in place and will not be affected by the Bonn 
meeting. 


The U.S. and its Allies have also made clear that the 
conference will not address strategic trade controls maintained 
by the West, and that this will not have any effect on our 
policy in that area. So there are a number of things that are 
in and out. 


Q Mr. Redman, regarding the Presidential raise in . 
the quotas- of Soviet refugees allowed to come to this country, 
that policy was fueled by the large number of applications, the 
increase in the numbers of applications. Is it necessary that 
a paper work matter would lead to the development where it 
would decrease the numbers of refugees allowed to enter this 
country from Indonesia? 


A Indochina. 
Q Indochina, right. 


A Let me review where things are. First, those of 
you who have been here know that we put out a statement on 
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December 15 which addressed this particular problem. It went 
through a lot of the things that we were looking at as ways to 
meet that, including this question of reallocating some numbers 
from Southeast Asia. At that point, we said we were consulting 
about reallocating some fully-funded refugee numbers from the 
Vietnamese Orderly Departure Program. What we said then was 
that since we have not been able to reach agreement with the 
Vietnamese about the processing of the reeducation camp 
detainees, we believe it's possible to reallocate numbers at 
this point in the fiscal year, and that if our talks with the 
Vietnamese were to bear fruit in this fiscal year, then the 
necessary numbers could be sought for that program. 


We talked about some other steps, including the 
generous use of the parole authority to accommodate Soviet 
applicants who might not qualify as refugees. We talked about 
the drafting of legislation, which will establish a new 
category of immigrant, which could provide some 20,000-30,000 
numbers annually for persons other than refugees whose 
admission is deemed to be in the nationzl interest of the 
United States. 


One element of the new legislation could be a 
provision which specifically authorizes the adjustment to 
permanent resident status for these paroles. 


We have dispatched some additional INS personnel to 
Moscow to deal with the backlog there, and I can give you the 
current numbers in just a minute. We are also talking to 
organizations about the possibility of private funding for 
refugee admissions. All of that summarizes the kinds of things 
we put out on December 15. 


Now, we have, in this process, been consulting with 
Congress. A letter was sent on December 13 from Jonathan Moore 
to the Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee -- and you 
can have copies of that in the Press Room afterwards, if you 
want -- and that sketched out what the Administration was 
proposing to do. Essentially, that up to 5,500 numbers would 
be allocated to the Soviet/Eastern European ceiling from the 
Vietnamese Orderly Departure Program. That includes the 3,000 
fully funded that I just made reference to, in addition to some 
semi-funded, some 2,500 semi-funded. 


So 5,500 would be allocated from the Vietnamese 
Orderly Departure Program, as well as 1,000 from the East Asia 
first asylum program, and 500 from the ceiling for the Near 
East and South Asia. 


Now, what does this mean for Vietnamese? First, there 
is no shortage of refugee or emigration numbers available to 
Vietnamese wishing to emigrate to the U.S. The only shortage 
is the number of exit permits issued by the Vietnamese 
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authorities. There are nearly 40,000 such numbers available to 
Vietnamese in Vietnam. That's 19,500 refugee numbers which 
still remain -- 25,000 minus the 5,500 -- and 20,000 immigrant 
visa numbers. 


The Vietnamese in 1988 issued exit permits to only 
2,500 persons wishing to emigrate, leaving 17,500 numbers 
unused. We have urged the Vietnamese to issue more exit 
permits to immigrants in 1989 and they've agreed to that. In 
addition, there are 27,000 refugee numbers available for 
persons seeking admission to the U.S. as refugees from refugee 
camps in Southeast Asia, as opposed to Vietnam. 


‘a 


So what that means is that out of a total worldwide 
program of 90,000, there are remaining 46,500 refugee numbers 
available for Indochinese refugees. So all that has been done 
at this point is to take advantage of the fact that these 5,500 
from the political prisoner portion of the Vietnamese ODP 
program, which we have not been able to implement, are being 
made available for the Soviet Union/Eastern Europe program for 
the time being. 


Q Is that right, 5,500 all from the political, or 
3,000 from political prisoners? 


A The 3,000-2,500 is fully-—funded versus 
semi-funded. 


Q Okay. 


a But the 5,500 comes from a larger ODP pot, which 
is subdivided. One portion of that is the political prisoner 
category. 


Q And you add 1,500 Asians to that, 1,500 Asian 
spots to that? 


A You add 1,000 from the East Asia first ssylum -- 
that means from numbers outside of Vietnam -- and you add 500 
from the Near East and South Asia. That gives you a total of 
7,000 new numbers. Now, with those 7,000, you bring the Soviet 
total for this year to 25,000. The original number for Fiscal . 
Year 1989 for the Soviets was 18,000, to which you now add 
7,000, for a total of 25,000. 


In addition, the Attorney General has indicated that 
the Justice Department would permit up to 2,000 paroles a month 
for Soviets rejected for refugee status in coming through 
Moscow, and unlimited parole for those rejected in Rome. 
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Now, finally, in terms of total flow, since that is 
probably necessary to complete this, we have two kinds of flow 
for Soviet emigration: the first through Vienna, during the 
first quarter of Fiscal Year 1989, approximately 10,000 Soviet 
emigrants came to Vienna with intentions of coming to the 
United States. 


Q ‘89 or ‘88? 


a During the first quarter of Fiscal Year 1989. 
Now, of that 10,000 -- just to show you how the flow moved, 
4,500 arrived in Vienna in December, out of that 10,000. 


Q I'm sorry. How many of -- 


a 10,000 in the first quarter, but 4,500 of that 
10,000 in the one month of December alone. 


If the December rate were to continue, approximately 
50,000 Soviets would arrive in Vienna with the intention of 
coming to the United States through Europe. 


The second flow is through Moscow. In Moscow, the 
Soviets continue to come to the Embassy at the rate of 
approximately 100 per day, or 2,000 per month, and we have in 
the queve in Moscow, as of the end of December, 14,000. That's 
one of the reasons that we have dispatched additional INS 
officers now who are in place in Moscow, to speed up that 
processing. 


Q In terms of the large amount of numbers standing 
outside the Teen trying to file applications, it seems that 
this is what's fueling the reevaluation of your refugee 
policy. 68ut what -- 


A No, no, not really. What's fueling it is the 
rate of applications that we are seeing. We're seeing 2,000 a 
month in Moscow, and we are seeing these flows coming into 
Vienna, people eventually coming to the United States through 
Europe. So what we are reacting to is this flow rate now which 
indicates much, much larger numbers than in previous years. 


Q° But in the context of reform in the Soviet Union, 
what kind of a message do you think this gives to Gorbachev? 
And don't you think at this point it's necessary to begin a 
reevaluation of the refugee status of a Soviet refugee? 


) We've been through all that before. I don't want 
to go through all that again, because others may not be 
interested; but we have described the approach we have been 
trying to take, the advice we've been giving to people thinking 
about applying. We have talked about how we have been 
screening the problems, or interviewing, and all those kinds of 
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things. So that's on the record, and I've explained that. I 
don't think I need to go through it again. 


io) Chuck, the 25,000 is not just Soviets. It's 
Soviet/Eastern Europe, correct? And, if it is, there are 
people from Poland and other countries that have been waiting a 
lot longer than would-be refugees from the Soviet Union. Can 


any of this -- wili any of this increase be used for other East 

Europeans whe #72 also stacked up -- I think in Vienna, maybe 

Rome? ° 
a I don't really have a specific answer to that, 


Barry. There are so many technicalities to that, that that's 
one I'm not -- my words say that the 25,000 is Soviet, but -- 


q There isn't a separate Eastern Europe category, 
is there? 


A Someone can look into that for you. 


Q Chuck, what is the average wait right now for a 
person who applies in Moscow for a visa to come to the United 
States before that person comes, and will that be reduced by 
these additional numbers? 


A I don't know what the so-called average wait 
might be. As I said earlier, we had to stop processing in the 
first quarter, because we had exceeded the numbers already 
available. So what we are trying to de now is to make more 
numbers available, to make more INS officers available, in 
order to produce more numbers more rapidly. That's the best I 
can get at it. I don't have any sort of average. 


Q Just to make sure I understand you and follow all 
of this guidance, if I get it correctly, what you're saying is 
that what you've done is reallocated what amounts to about 
7,000 spaces from various Asian programs that are unused. 


a And a few hundred from NEA. 

Q Yeah. But, I mean -- but basically that that's . 
what's happened, and that there is not a problem of Southeast 
Asians being basically cut off, because -- 

a That's what I said. Right. 


~ -- their entry chances are being given -- 


A That's right. First | said we have a huge number 
of spots remaining. for example, in the Vietnamese refugee 
program, we have triple the number of allocations this year 
that we had last year, for example. 
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Q Chuck, just a quick technical thing. How many 
INS officers were sent, do you know? Ten, twenty, three? 


A No, no. I think it's a couple. 


Q Chuck, there are large numbers of refugees from 
Southeast Asia in camps in Hong Kong and Thailand who are 
trying to get into the United States or anywhere out of where 
they are. Will this change affect their status in any way? 


a No. I made reference to that number, which is 
likewise a large number, which was somewhere in all that 
material I gave you. The 27,000 is the number for persons 
seeking admission as refugees from refugee camps in Southeast 
Asia. 


Q Did that change? 


A There was a figure of 1,000 that was drawn from a 
Southeast Asia number, so at the most -- 1,000 were taken from 
the East Asia first asylum. 


Q What's the distinction between the financing for 
paroles and refugees? The refugees are funded by -- to a large 
extent by the U.S. Government; the paroles are not? 


A There is a question of funding in all of this, 
and that's right. Refugees receive certain kinds of assistance 
that paroles don't. 


Q Chuck, one more -- 


a I think we have previously posted or answered 
that question. I just don't have all of that with me today. 


Q Is this the first time that the United States has 
reduced refugee admissions for Asians to accommodate the Soviet 


immigration? 

a I don't know of any others cases, but I just 
don't know. But -- well, you know the genesis of all of this ‘ 
is as the refugee numbers -- or as the numbers from the Soviet . 


Union in particular have picked up dramatically in just the 
last few months, you have a new issue that has to be dealt 
with. So all of these things are sort of predicted on the 
basis of past performance, and when it doesn't follow that 
pattern, then you have to adjust. 


Q On the Vietnamese side of this situation, I don't 
get any sense -- could you give us some sense of how the U.S. 
feels about the situation with the slow traffic in political 
prisoners? In other words, is this the fault of the Hanoi : 
government? Is it some -- you know, they're not meeting some 
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commitment they had made. Is it just usual bureaucracy? 
what's behind it all? Is there any, you know, unhappiness here 
with the way they're being treated? 


a I don't have a detailed reaction other than to 
say that in several of these categories -- the immigrant 
category, the political prisoner category -- we had set numbers 
aside, hoping that we could be able to process people in those 
categories; and, clearly, that indicates our desire to proceed 
with that. : 


But it takes two to make this work, and as with the 
Orderly Departure Program some time back, that wasn't working 
very well either. So we just have to keep working on these 
things to try to get as many of these people out as we can in 
these various categories. 


Q If Vietnam allows these people to leave again, 
the net total of spots available for them in the United States 
will have been reduced? Is that not correct? I mean, assuming 
that the doors are open and that they can come, there will be 
several thousand fewer places for them here? 


A No, what I said is that you have some very large 
numbers which still remain. One category -- political 
prisoners, which they have not allowed us to process any in 
this fiscal year -- we are now moving over to the Soviet 
account. But should that change, then it is always possible 
for the President to go back for additional numbers to take 
care of that. 


So we continue to try to operate within the numbers we 
have as long as we can, and, if that doesn't make it, then you 
have to look at other options. But, as I said, in addition to 
reallocating these numbers, there are any number of other 
things that we're working on that will also help with this 
refugee problem, as I described in the very first part of the 
presentation. 


Q Are there any other parts of the world where you 
have a surplus of openings like this that you could have drawn : 
from, other than Vietnam, Indochina? . 


A I don't know the specific answer to that. all I 
can say is that the experts who deal with this try to make the 
most judicious use of the numbers possible. 


Q Can I go back to the German situation a second? 
Is it intended to offer them new information on the Libyan 
plant or just to go over the existing information with them? 


a I won't go into the specifics. I would just say 
that we will continue to try to provide as much information as 
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we can and particularly with this team as much detailed 
information as we can. 


Q Chuck, can you tell us when and with whom West 
German Finance Minister Gerhardt Stoltenberg will meet here at 
the State Department to discuss this issue? 


a We can look up the full range of his 
appointments. I believe he's meeting with Deputy Secretary 
Whitehead. 


sa 


Q Is that today? 
i) We'll have to check. 


Q Are you going to have any kind of readout on the 
Netanyahu meeting? 


a I don't expect to have anything in particular. 
This is part of a regular series of bilateral consultations. 
He's here on a private visit, for the most part, and he's going 
to New York later on. But he is meeting with the Secretary 
here in the building. We expect they're going to cover the 
normal range of regional, bilateral issues, including the peace 
process and other things. 


Q Speaking of the peace process, there are reports 
that Israel is seeking American support for a new peace 
initiative. Have you got anything on that, and does the 
meeting between Shultz and Netanyahu have any relevance on that? 


a I don't want to draw any more attention to it, 
other than to say I assume the peace process is one of the 
things that they're gcing to be discussing. But in terms of 
what the Israeli government is planning to do or may be doing, 
I'd leave it to them to characterize that. 


Certainly, a lot of people in the region are looking 
for ways to move the peace process forward, and as a general 
reaction we welcome and encourage all of them. 


Q. (Inaudible) talks in Paris on the subject of the . 
peace initiative between Arens and Shultz over the weekend. 
any -- 


a That conversation, which I was in on, was in the 
same vein as this -- talking about the peace process in general 
terms. 


Do you have anything to say on the arrest of the 
oil workers union in Mexico, and how will that affect oil 
shipped to the United States? 
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Q A low-level employee of the Belgian Embassy was 
arrested in Florida today. Have they contacted you at all 
about what they're going to do with him? 


i About all I can say at this point is that this 
employee is in the custody of local authorities in Florida. 
From what we've been told, he's cooperating with the 
authorities in their investigation of some murders. The 
Belgian Embassy and the Department have been in close contact, 
and we're also cooperating with the authorities. But as of 
now, I don't have any other details. 


Q Do you have any comment on the PLO being allowed 
to address the U.N. as a full-member state? 


a I would only repeat what Ambassador Okun said at 
the U.N., which essentially was that the PLO's request was not 
made in accordance with established practice and procedures. 
We do not consider this a precedence for allowing observer 
organizations to speak, and, beyond that, copies of the 
explanation of vote which went into much more detail are 
available if you want to see that. 


Q Anything on £1 Salvador and bombing the refugee 
village? 


a The information I have is that on the evening of 
January 10, there was an explosion of undetermined origin at 
the Lutheran displaced persons camp in Panchi Milama in the La 
Paz Department in —€1 Salvador. One Salvadoran was killed, and 
eight persons, including one American citizen, was injured. 


Our Consul General has been in touch with the American 
citizen and has offered assistance to her. An Embassy officer 
has visited the site of the explosion to learn more details. 

No one has yet claimed responsibility for the attack. Our 
Embassy has conveyed our deepest concern over this action and 
has urged the Salvadoran government to conduct an inquiry. 


Q. Do you have the name of the American citizen? . 
4 I'm not able to offer that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
brief announcement. 


The Secretary will deliver brief remarks --— about five 
minutes’ worth -- at Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School, 4301 
East-West Highway in Bethesda, today at 5:30 as part of a 
kick-off program for Soviet high school exchange students. The 
students are in the United States as part of an exchange 
program agreed to by President Reagan and General Secretary 
Gorbachev during the Moscow Summit. 


The program is open for press coverage. Equipment 
should be in place in the school auditorium by 3:30. If you 
plan to cover, please contact the high school principal, Nancy 
Powell, at 654-5264. 


Q Will he answer questions? 
i] Pardon? 
Q Will he answer questions?. 


i) There are no Q's and A's. There are about five 
minutes of remarks. There are also very short remarks by 
Ambassador Dubinin who will be there also. 


Q Do you have any comment or anything to say about 
the Libyans turning over the body of the American airman? 


a I would just say that we welcome the return of 
the remains. That was Libya's humanitarian obligation. We are 
now working to confirm their identification. The United States 
Government appreciates the role of the Vatican and the 
Government of Italy in facilitating the return. 


Q Does this say to you that the Libyans may be 
sending you some sort of message? 
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” I don't see anything further in that. As [I said, 
this was a humanitarian obligation. They have had those 
remains for something on the order of two years now. 


Q Well, the timing seems to be interesting at 
least, does it not? 


o I have no way to explain the timing. We first 
heard about this around Christmas-time when the Libyans talked 
to Vatican officials about their intentions. The Vatican, of 
course, in turn informed us, but then we didn't hear anything 
further until earlier this week when again, through the same 
channels, the Libyans said this was their intention. But I 
don't know that they've ever described what their motivation is. 


Q Has the body of the second airman already been 
turned over? 


“ No. We don't have any report Libya has the 
remains of the other crew member -- Major Fernando Ribas -- but 
we would certainly welcome the return of his remains. 


Q Chuck, on briefing the West Germans, has that 
begun here in Washington some place in town? 


a That has been under way yesterday and is 
continuing today. 


Q Could you tell us what part of the U.S. 
Government is conducting the briefing? 


o I won't go into details other than to say they're 
taking place at the expert level. The discussions have been 
useful and productive. We are trying to be responsible in 
providing as much information as is possible. 


I might note also that Finance Minister Stoltenberg is 
in Washington for discussions on economic and financial 
issues. In addition, Chancellor Kohl has asked the Minister to 
continue our high-level dialogue on the Libyan chemical weapons 
program, and in that connection Minister Stoltenberg will be 
meeting with Deputy Secretary Whitehead later today. 


Q Do you have to cross a bridge to get to where the 
briefing is going on? Do you have to go outside the District 
into an area in Virginia? 


i I said I would not provide any other details on 
the technicalities. 
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Q How about Chancellor Kohl's recent discovery that 
maybe, indeed, German firms were helping Libya to produce a 
plant? Did the U.S. give Kohl anything speciaily new, or has 
he just had some sudden awakening? 


3) I don't have any new reflections. we've had 
Similar questions over the past couple of days, and I would 
only be saying the same thing again. 


Q Are the Germans being briefed on the possible 
involvement of German companies in the Rabta plant? 


A Yes. 


Q Are the Germans a!so being briefed on the 
possible uses of the Rabta plant’ 


4 I assume so. Since I haven't been able to sit in 
on the briefings, I don't know exactly the kind of information 
that is changing hands. But it has to do essentially with the 
former. 


Q German involvement, right? 
A That's right. 


Q Because there doesn't -- there's no remaining 
doubt, is there, in the Germans' mind? 


A You will have to talk to the Germans about that. 


Q Chuck, somehow this has become focused very 
heavily on the Germans and for, I suppose, obvious reasons. 
But there were plants -- there were companies in other 
countries that the U.S. thought might be helping, like in Japan 
and in Libya -- Japan and in Italy. Are officials of those 
countries being given evidence of their -- of the possible 
involvement of their own firms? 


A That's been done some time ago. 
Q Am I right about those two countries? 
a I'm not going to specify any particular countries 


or firms, or any other details. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information about a 
possible American firm being involved in this through a 
subsidiary? 
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4 I don't. We're not aware of any involvement by 
U.S. firms. But, of course, should there be anything pointing 
that way, we'l: investigate it. 


Q Do you have any evidence at this time whether the 
Libyans have offered any evidence to confirm that this is 
Captain Paul Lorence's body? 


- I don't know what evidence they may have offered, 
but the next step in the process, which may or may not be done 
at this stage, is to do what is necessary to confirm the 
identification of the remains, and that's being done by [talian 
authorities, at which point the remains, if they are indeed 
Captain Lorence, would then enter into our possession. 


Q Chuck, would you say this was a humanitarian 
gesture? I mean, it's been a long time that they've held this 
body. 


6 I said it's certainly a humanitarian obligation. 


Q There's a report that Shevardnadze is in Kabul 
today, and there have been some reassuring statements out of 
Moscow about meeting the February 15 withdrawal deadline. Do 
you have any comment on those developments, and have you seen 
evidence that troops have started to cross the border yet back 
into the Soviet Union? 


a I don't have any new details to provide, and I 
don't have any comment on the Foreign Minister's visit to 
Kabul. The Soviets will have to describe what that's all about. 


Concerning the withdrawal, I would just again confirm 
what I have said a number of times now. It has resumed. 


y Late yesterday the Ambassador -- 
. It has resumed? 


- That's what I've said previously, but without 
talking about details as to when, where, how, why. 


Q You said -- 


A I gave you a couple of examples the other day, 
but -- 

Q But those were preparations. Those were not -- 

A No, no. 


Q It was the next day. 
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a That's all part of withdrawal. 


Q The next day he gave specific examples. 
Ambassador Dubinin came in around 4:30, 5:00 o'clock 
yesterday. Can you tell us whether that had anything to do 
with new Soviet assurances? New Soviet assurances about 
Afghanistan, or whatever else you could tell us. 


a It did not have to do with that. 


Q What did it have to do with? 


It had to do with the CSCE meeting. 


Q I'm sorry. I missed the word, the key word, in 
your answer a couple questions ago to Barry's question on 
Chancellor Kohl and new information. You said the information 
that we gave them has to do with -- with what? I missed the 
word. 


i) The answer to my first question was that I wasn't 
going to go into the details of exactly what is being 
provided. But the question had been phrased previously with 
two categories, and I referred to one of those. 


Q Can you tell us what the status is of the CSCE 
conference? Does the 17th still look like a good date for 
closing? 


A The 17th is the date that's been set out there. 
Let me just tell you where things stand. 


First, the final document for the Vienna CSCE meeting 
cannot be completed until the mandate for Negotiations on 
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe has been agreed. Since the 
mandate is to be attached to the Vienna Concluding Document, 
the document cannot be considered complete until the 23 have 
finished their work oi the conventional mandate. And on that 
mandate, discussions are still under way to wrap up the 
remaining issues. 


Now, on the CSCE meeting itself, there we're still not 
quite done either. The neutral nonaligned countries have asked 
all 35 delegations to join consensus on an amended draft final 
document which they put forward early this morning. We are 
reviewing the document, and we'll be providing appropriate 
instructions to our delegation in Vienna. 


There is to be a plenary session held this evening in 
Vienna. At that plenary, nations will be asked to join a 
consensus on the text of the CSCE document. 
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Q There are reports to the effect that the Foreign 
Ministers -- Arab Foreign Ministers have taken a position 


regarding Libya -- in support of Libya. Have you made any 
comment on that? 


A No. 
Q There's a newspaper -- 


I'm not aware of what you're referring to 
actually. 


Q There was a paragraph in the paper this morning 
about it. 


oa I don't have anything. 


Do you have any comment on the argumentation by 
Arab leadership that chemical warfare and nuclear warfare ought 
to be joined together in a ban, rather than just isolate 
chemical warfare? 


4 I think what you ought to take a look at is the 
109 speeches that were given at Paris, and [ think -- 


) (Inaudible) 


i) Well, I think a lot of people were there, a lot 
of people followed it, and I think there you will see the 
thrust of how people feel about this. So I'm not going to try 
to characterize individually or globally somebody else's 
position when they have all, in fact, just spoken for 
themselves. 


Q What about -- 
a I'm sorry. Let's turn to a few other people. 


Q Earlier in the week the Defense Department listed 
the ANC as a terrorist organization. This Department last 
night was reading a statement to reporters, saying that the ANC 
was not a terrorist organization in your view. How do you 
account for this discrepancy, and which of the two represents 
the view of the U.S. Government? 


A The State Depariment, clearly. But in any case, 
the DOD publication was a different kind of publication meant 
to talk about incidents, acts, things that have occurred. § And, 
as you know, whenever the occasion has arisen, we have 
condemned the use of viclence by the ANC, as well as by other 
organizations. 
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Q Did the State Department review the Defense 
Department document? 
S I don't know exactly how that review process is 


carried out. [I'm sure there were at least some people here who 
saw it. But, as I say, that was a different kind of document 
That was an information document. It's not meant to be a 
policy publication. 


Q What is the position of the State Department on 
the classification of the ANC as a terrorist organization? 


a This is something that's been set forward a 
number of times. The United States Government has not 
determined that the ANC is a terrorist organization. We regard 
the ANC as a politically diverse organization, representing a 
range of views. 


It is the oldest Black nationalist movement in South 
Africa and is one of several with substantial political support 
in South Africa. Some of the ANC's political objectives, such 
as ending apartheid and establishing a non-racial system of 
government in South Africa, are goals we share. 


We strongly differ with the ANC, however, on some of 
the methods they have used to pursue these objectives, 
including the use of violence. Both publicly and in private 
contacts with the ANC, we have repeatedly condemned tactics 
such as the intentional placing of bombs in public places which 
result in civilian casualties. 


Q Chuck, just the other day I heard the Secretary 
in another context say that all violence isn't terrorism. 
There‘s nothing in that statement, is there, that says even any 
tactics used by any of the diverse factions of this 
organization are terrorist tactics. Do they ever engage in 
terrorist tactics? 


A There's no --~ 
Q The Pentagon says they do. 


a There is no question that certain acts, such as I 
have described, would be considered terrorist acts. 


Q There's a report out that mentions Sikh terrorist 
organizations. Do you have any comment on that? Sikh 
terrorist organizations in India. 


Q Sikh. 
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No. I don't have anything on that one. 


Q I had a question about if there's any connection 
between U.S. public concern on the Libyan chemical plant and 
the U.S. opening its discussion with the Vatican concerning the 
return of the body of Captain Lorence. 


“ No. Absolutely not. We didn't open a 
discussion. The Libyans informed some Vatican officials that 
this is what they intended to do, and the Vatican passed the 
word on to us. 


Q Charles, in a follow-up on my previous question 
about the Arab League Foreign Ministers, a colleague here just 
gave me the newspaper that shows this morning in the Post, page 
A25, “Arab League Foreign Ministers holding an emergency 
meeting in Tunis denounce the United States." You didn't see 
that? 


a No. 


Q Well, if you haven't seen it, I can't ask the 
question. Will you look into it and give us an answer later? 


a No. Not particularly. 
Q Why not? 
I'm not sure -- 

Q I mean, the United States is denounced by the 
Arab League's Foreign Ministers, and the United States has no 
comment? 

a For what, when, how? 

Q Well, let me read it then. 

a Well, look, if you have to read the paper, Joe, 
I'd like you to do that before you come here, and then we'd be 
ready to get into these things. 


Q Well, I asked the question. I thought you -- I 
assume that your staff would inform you of a thing like this. 


“ Sorry. 
Q Can you take us through the events of the last 24 


hours concerning the Belgian Embassy employee, specifically as 
it relates to the Department's role in the immunity question? 
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a I'll give you the latest information. I spoke 
day before yesterday on what we knew at that time. fhe latest 
information I have is that Corporal Rudy Van den Borre, an 
employee of the Belgian Embassy, appeared before a magistrate 
in Florida today. Florida authorities are continuing to hold 
him without bail. 


Corporal Van den Borre is notified to the Department 
as a member of the administrative and technical staff of the 
Embassy of Belgium in Washington. In accordance with the 
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, members of the 
administrative and technical staffs of embassies are entitled 
to immunity from prosecution. 


Nevertheless, he has been held, because host-country 
officials have a duty to protect their citizens where there is 
a danger to the public safety, or where there is concern that a 
serious crime may be committed. 


The Belgian Government received our request from the 
Department for a waiver of immunity late last night (Belgian 
time). The government acted immediately to give a limited 
waiver of immunity in order to permit Florida authorities to 
order that Corporal Van den Borre be held. Our request for a 
full waiver of immunity is under consideration in Brussels. We 
expect a response soon. 


Q A follow-up on the ANC thing, then. Are you 
saying that an organization that sometimes engages in terrorist 
acts, placing bombs in civilian areas, is not necessarily a 
terrorist organization? 


m What I am saying is we condemn terrorist acts, we 
condemn acts of violence, whenever they occur. It's a 
different thing to label much larger organizations as so-called 
terrorist organizations. That's all [I'm saying. 

Q But the Secretary has labeled the PLO a so-called 
terrorist organization already, even though initially all the 
factions hadn't been accused of terrorism. 

A I believe -- 

Do you remember that visa denial case? 
No, I don't. 


All right. The record will show that. 


> © ye 


I don't. 
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Q Okay. 


o Because the Secretary made specific reference to 
the specific elements of the PLO, with which Mr. Arafat was 
known to have -- 


Q The mainstream organization. 


a That's right. But not with the PLO as an 
organization. And there I would refer you again to our 
standard approach to that issue which is very similar to what 
I've just described here. 


Q Could I ask you about something else if we're 
through with this? I don't know if you've seen this, but 
Senator Helms says he has evidence that the Soviets are not 
permitting the X-raying of the containers as they leave the 
plant -- the INF plant -- thereby violating an obligation to 
the U.S. under the Treaty. I don't know if you had a chance to 
be advised of this. 


i I took a quick look at it. On the question of 
the non-damaging imaging equipment -- which is similar to 
X-ray, but the technical term is non-damaging imaging equipment 
-— the Soviet Union agrees fully with the right of the United 
States to install that kind of equipment. That's a reciprocal 
right. The Soviet Union will have the same right at the U.S. 
facility at Magna, Utah. 


We are now in the final stage of working out the 
details of implementing this right. The U.S. is in the Final 
stage of testing the appropriate equipment for the verification 
-— for this particular verification method. And, when we are 
fully ready to install our equipment, we expect the Soviet 
Union will cooperate with us fully. 


At the same time, we have a 30-person inspection team 
continuously monitoring the Votkinsk facility. The team is 
inspecting every vehicle exiting Votkinsk large enough to 
contain an SS-20 and is opening randomly selected SS-25 
cannisters. 


And, as you know, this particular monitoring activity 
is but one element of a comprehensive set of verification 
provisions. So I would just say as an overall response, as was 
stated in the President's report to Congress on Sovi-t 
non-compliance with arms control agreements, the U.S. is 
satisfied with the implementation of the INF Treaty, to date. 


Q That's the bottom line. It takes care of it, 
doesn't it? Because Helms said that you have an agreement, 
which you say you have. 
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a Of course. 


Q There is a procedure. Everybody is agrees on 
that. 


o That's right. 


Q He says they're not letting it take effect, and I 
think you're saying there's no problem; details are being 
worked out. 


it Well, I'm saying what I said. If that's your 
summary of it -- 


Q Well, but I mean, do you see a problem yet? He 
sees a problem. You see normal, bureaucratic 
detail-working-out going on. Does the State Department think 
the Soviets are foot-dragging, let us say, on implementing this 
agreement? 


oo I'm not going to take any other words other than 
the ones [I've described. Sut [I have described a process that 
exists, which is providing for verification and monitoring, and 
also this state-of-play for this particular element which you 
mentioned originally, which is the imaging equipment. 


Q Are you responding directly to -- 


a I'm sorry. Some people talk; others raise their 
hand, and I think we should allow both to ask a question. 


Q With respect to the problem with thousands of 
people seeking asylum in south Texas, all of them crossing the 
Mexican border, has the State Department requested any 
assistance from Mexico with this situation? 


6 I just don't have anything on that particular 
issue. 


Q Can I ask you a question about Burma? Recently 
it was said from this podium that the United States has 
credible reports that students are being killed in police 
custody or military custody. The Thais and the Burmese have 
reacted rather strongly to the American statement. The Burmese 
in particular called reports of this interference, even your -- 


6 I'll give you an update similar to what I gave a 
couple of days ago. We have no new information that would 
confirm or refute earlier reports that some students have died 
while in the custody of Burmese military authorities. We've 
raised our concerns about these reports with Burmese 
authorities and urged them to make available to the 
international community whatever information they possess to 
establish the facts in the matter. 
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We have noted the authorities’ statement that 
returning students have not been arrested or abused, and that 
those returning from Thailand have been sent back to their 
families as soon as possible. 


Q When the Secretary goes -- and if the Secretary 
goes, I should say -- to Austria, will he call on Austrian 
officials? Will he call on President Waldheim, have any 
meeting with him, Austria being, of course, the host country 
for this conference which is now reaching a successful 
conclusion? 


‘ I don't know of any such meeting. 

Q Foreign Minister probably? 
Possible. 

Q Back on the Belgian case -- 


Q Chuck, do you know whether -. did you ever get an 
answer as to whether the State Department has any input in this 
conference next week in Moscow on terrorism, the Soviet -- 


“ We posted something the other day, [ think, that 
answered that specifically. 


Q On the Belgian case, when you say you requested a 
full waiver, that means he would be subject to U.S. prosecution 
without restriction? 


6 I'd have -- to be absolutely certain on that, I'd 
have to verify that. 


Q There's a report out of Costa Rica that John 
Hull, this American citizen who was reported to have used his 
ranch for Contra shipments, has been arrested Do you see -- 
do you know anything about that? 

a No, I don't. 

Q Could you iook into that? 


a If I find anything. 


Q One other follow-up question on Libya. Does the 
State Department see the discussions regarding the return of 
the body as a concession being made by Libya, sort of to soften 
relations with the United States, considering the outcry over 
the chemical plant? 
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A [ really can't add anything further 


Q Thank you. 
i No. You've got a couple of colleagues here 


Q Do you have something on the meeting yesterday of 
Mr. Netanyahu with the Secretary, and so on? 


i Essentially to confirm what [I told you 
yesterday. He did meet with the Secretary. they discussed a 
number of bilateral and regional issues, including the peace 


process. 


Q Do you have anything on a new Soviet crackdown in 
Nagorno-Karabakh? 


a No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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Posted: Fridav, January 13, 1989 


(Taken Question) 


COSTA RICA: ARREST OF U.S. CITIZEN 





QO: Do you have any information on the arrest of John Floyd Hull 
in Costa Rica? 


A: -- WE CAN CONFIRM PRESS REPORTS THAT JOHN FLOYD HULL WAS 





ARRESTED IN SAN JOSE, COSTA RICA ON JANUARY 12. 


-- THE AMERICAN EMBASSY IN SAN JOSE IS SEEKING CONSULAR 





ACCESS, BUT IN THE ABSENCE OF A PRIVACY ACT WAIVER WE ARE 


UNABLE TO PROVIDE FURTHER DETAILS. 











Q. Mr. Secretary, I don’t know if they’ve set a date yet for 
the CST or CAFE talks, whatever they’re called. But I wondered 
if you had some feeling about START getting going on February 15 
and all. What I’m trying to say is, there are indications from 
the new administration that they might go slow on certain 
things. Number one, I’m not sure that they’re bound by what is 
done here, there--Vienna, so far as CST. And I’m also 
interested in how you feel the pace should be on START,on other 
arms control measures. 


A. The conventional arms talks that will start as a result as 
the conclusion of the Vienna meeting are a different matter from 
the STAPT talks. The START talks involve the Soviet Union and 
the Uniti States. And from all I can see, the President-elect 
has saic that he’s going to make a thorough review and construct 
his own position as he sees it, and wants to take the time he 
feels is necessary to do that. So I imagine it’s unlikely that 
they will reconvene on February 15. But that’s for the new 
administration to determine. I don’t have anthing to contribute 
on that. The Soviets are ready, apparently, to meet whenever 
the President-elect decides he wants to go forward. So they’re 
ready to go February 15 or later. As far as the conventional 
arms talks, of course they involve 23 countries. And most of 
the military equipment and troops that you’re talking about are 
belong to other countries than the United States. So we’re a 
part of something and so I think it...we’re ready to set a date 
and presumably that date will be held to. Now as far as NATO is 
concerned, we’ve had extensive discussions over a period of 
years which culminated last December. As you know, at our NATO 
foreign ministers meeting, we agreed on a NATO position, 
going-in position. And we also agreed, I might say, on a NATO 
going-in position in the confidence building measures talks, a 
very interesting position. So, we’re ready. And I presume that 
will go forward. There is a desire to have it start at the 
ministerial level. So the new Secretary will have to see how 
that fits with his schedule. I don’t know what the answer will 
be. But anyway, these two things you are talking about are very 
different animals. On the conventional, we’re ready to go and I 
presume the date will be set and we’ll go. 


Q. (inaudible)...I don’t know if a date was set. There was 
talk of early March. What if a date is set? The new 
administration is kind of bound by it--it that the point? 


A. They have been consulted, and they don’t want to really say 
because they’re being very careful not to act as though they 
think they are in charge, and leaving it to us. Put we talked 
to them and we wouldn’t set down a date unless they weren’t at 
least tacitly ready to have that done. 
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Q. Mr. Secretary, a lot of the broad-stroke human rights 
promises that are coming up in Vienna--no jamming, religious 
freedom, freedom of travel--the West has heard before, 14 years 
ago in Helsinki. My 2-part question is, why should we believe 
them now, when they didn’t live up to it going back to 1975? 
And in that context, is there anything new and special about 
what they’re promising this time around? 


A. The words in this document are the best words that we have 
had. But the words in the Helsinki Final Act in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights are fine words. That is why in the 
U.S. speech that I gave two years ago, our main point was that 
words are fine but what is important is deeds. And that is what 
we’ll be looking for in the course of this conference. So there 
have been important deeds. Things are different in key 
substantive ways that you can point to. And what we now want 
and will be pushing for and insisting on is a continuation of 
those deeds. And also, to the extent that you accomplish 
something that is definitive, nothing retrogression from 
that--you mentioned jamming, that fact that jamming has 
stopped. Well, we don’t want to see it reinstituted. In fact, 
in my speech--which when it gets done, we’ll distribute it to 
you, embargoed-~-you’ll see that we’ll--and this, I quess we’ll 
embargoe--we’ll say that we think that the facilities by which 
you jam ought to be dismantled so that yor can’t start it up 
again, as a suggestion. So I think we have seen deeds, and that 
is, in effect what’s happened. In a way, at Helsinki, the 
diplomacy was way ahead of the reality. And what is happened is 
that diplomacy, so to speak, or the words, they’re out here. 
And the reality was over here. And for quite a while it just 
didn’t do much. But gradually, the reality has moved toward 
what we have set out as objectives. It has a long ways to go, 
but we now see a process of movement. And at least, in my way 
of looking at it, if you can see the CSCE process in the 
broadest sense, what you are looking for is a broad change in 
the nature of relationships between societies that themselves 
are much more open. And we have a long way to go before you 
have that, but it’s better by a lot now by that test. I think 
one of the acid tests always is the Berlin wall. Until that 
wall comes down, it’s just there. And it’s more than a symbol. 
So that tells you by its very presence that you still have a 
long ways to go. But nevertheless there are just countless 
things to point to that show that real progress has been made, 
particularly in the last two or three years. 


Q. If I might follow-up...a number of the promises--take 
secrecy, denial of secrecy on national security grounds--seen to 
be more implicit than explicit. In a way, they have to report 
what they do in their laws a year from now. Do you think that 
in any way, you gave in at the last minute feeling the pressure 
to get something done before you leave office? 
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A. No. That really didn’t have any particular effect. I think 
that to the extent there was any particular meaning to the 
January 20 date, it was more, from my standpoint, to try to be 
completed so the new administration could start with a fresh 
slate and a new things, particularly getting the conventional 
arms talks going. But from the standpoint of the human rights 
side which we have always emphasized and where the real, unified 
efforts of the congress and the administration have been very 
significant, I think. Here, we have felt what we want are 
things that insure continuity. Now the reason for the reference 
that you made there is that we have some very clear open 
promises from the Soviet Union about changes in their laws. And 
the most prominent declaration to that effect was by General 
Secretary Gorbachev in his public speech to the world at the 
United Nations. So they have told us that they are going to 
make these changes as their various legislative bodies get 
formed and act and so on. So far as I can see, all of that is 
in fact underway. But I think it’s good to put down a marker: 
"you say you have to have this time, alright, let’s hear from 
you in a year about exactly what you’ve done." So we will keep 
the attention on this subject continuously. 


Q. It has been reported that the Bush team is somewhat unhappy 
with the agreement to go ahead with the Moscow human rights 
meeting in 1991. Are those reports correct? 


A. I’ve seen those reports but I certainly haven’t heard a word 
from anybody that I’ve talked to in the Bush administration, the 
coming administration. All that I’ve heard is that they’re glad 
to see that we have finished this up so that they can go on with 
the balance of it. It’s obviously a question of some judgement 
about whether this is the time to settle that or not or whether 
it would be well to keep pushing. And insofar as the Moscow 
human rights conference is concerned, we felt that in setting 
out conditions for our agreement to adhere, we managed to help 
along the process quite a bit. To a certain extent I think it 
was reasonable to regard it after a while as a wasting asset. 

So you have to convert it into a buidling asset. And we felt 
the way to do that was to go ahead and make this agreement that 
we'll go and now say that we’re going to see that it is 
conducted under the same rules as Paris and Copenhagen and use 
it in every that we can to bring the human rights message right 
into the heart of the Soviet Union. I might say that is what 
Sakharov advised. And there’s no reason in the world why that 
can’t be done. So we’ll do that. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, I was wondering with your diplomatic 
experience what you think of the agreement that got the 
conventional talks started...the United States is whispering in 
the Turks’ ears to give and you’ll get your way in the end. 

They really haven’t settled “his dispute about the Port of 
Mersin, whether it’s included in the...reductions or not. Isn’t 
this a bit of sloppy "rush diplomacy" to try to get this sort of 
pushed aside so the ministers can get together now? 
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A. No, I think that was an example of really good diplomacy, 
because you had this dispute on the exclusion zone and there 
wasn’t any way to resolve it in a confrontational manner--you 
say “alright, either you gotta back down, or I gotta back down." 
Nobody’s going to back down. So you have to think of some way 
to resolve it that doesn’t involve such a thing and gives people 
a chance to point to whatever they want to point to. So I think 
that it was a very imaginative thing that somebody came up with 
to say "a line goes to here, and from thence to the sea." So 
now what does that mean? We have given the Turks a letter, and 
so have the Soviets and so have some other countries that are 
important in saying “in our opinion, from thence to the sea 
means from thence to here." So the Port of Mersin is excluded. 
And the Greeks know about that letter, and signed on. I think 
that they can point to the concluding document, and the Turks 
have the lette. In the reality of the conventional stability 
talks, the CAFE talks, this isn’t an issue. It’s of no 
consequence. So I think, contrary to what you said, it was a 
very imaginative way of working around a problen. 


Q. Mr. Secretary, if you had to pick one thing one that you are 
proudest of in your tenure, and one thing that you would like to 
do over again and maybe do differently, what could give us, what 
could you say? 


A. Oh, I don’t know. I think the things I feel the best about, 
as I’ve said a number of times, had to do with the area of human 
rights. And the one incident that always sticks with me is the 
day I had a phone call from Ida Nudel saying "I’m home." I 
still tingle a little as I think of it. So these things that 
have a human scale to them I think, probably for most people are 
the ones that you get the greatest and deepest good feeling 
about. Obviously, there are all of these sweeping developments 
of various kinds all around the world, that from our standpoint, 
are very favorable. And to the extent I’ve been able to 
contribute to them, I’m very happy about that. But as to a 
specific thing, that’s probably it. I think that the most 
frustrating area for us has been Central American and Panama. 
And we know very well what we think ought to happen there. 

There has been the emergence of a bipartisan consensus on many 
aspects of what should be done, but not on Nicaragua. And we’ve 
paid a considerable penalty because we weren’t able to get 

that. And on Noriega, of course, there isn’t any disagreement 
about what ought to happen there and what we have to get to 
happen, but it is not so easy to get it to happen. If you had a 
follow-up question, you would probably say "what about the 
Middle East?" Actually, I feel pretty good about the Middle 
East because I think we have gauged those probems, particularly 
the West Bank/Gaza issues, and I think there is, as in many 
other places, but there is more diplomatic fluidity now and 
opportunity there than there’s been in some time. And I think 
the emergence of a national unity government in Israel that 
seems to be more really unified than before is a very positive 
thing. And, of course, I’v had the opportunity to talk with 
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Arens and Netanyahu, and through them to the Prime Minister. 

And he is obviously trying very hard to be creative. So I think 
there is a lot of possibility there, and to a certain extent, 
the groundwork is work that we did. So I feel pretty good about 
that. 


Q. I wasn’t going to say the Middle East, I was going to say 
Lebanon. Don’t you feel that was a real failure during your 
tenure? 


A. Everytime something goes wrong in the world, it is not a 
failure of the United States. That isn’t the right way to think 
about it. Lebanon is in chaos in a peculiar sort of a way. I 
had a meeting with the Ambassador who said “Lebanon is in chaos, 
on the other hand, you can go to a restaurant in Lebanon and get 
the best meal in the Middle East, or all the best of 
everything." And it has foreign exchange reserves, and it’s a 
real going outfit. If the Lebanese had half a chance, they 
would just go right by everybody. Bill Rogers, when he was 
Secretary of State, used to have a litte story. He said he was 
getting his morning briefing from the intelligence services. 

And the briefer said, "I have good news and bad news." Bill 
said well, give me the bad news first. Well, the bad news is 
the Aswan Dam is leaking." Well, what’s the good news? "The 
good news is that it’s not our fault." But we tried in Lebanon, 
but we didn’t succeed but that doesn’t mean that what’s happened 
is our fault. I think it’s better to try. Of course, we had 
the tragedy of our marine barracks that hurts very badly. But I 
still think that there must be people in Lebanon who look back 
on the May 17 agreement and wish that it had gotton implemented. 
It was a pretty good agreement in my opinion. They’d be better 
off today if it managed to get into effect. And we have tried 
to help them find their way to a Presidency and they haven’t 
been able to do it. But still, it’s better to try than to just 
sort of say "well, it’s sort of chaotic, so I’m not going to 
even make an effort." 


Q..Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you might share with us the nature 
of your contacts with Secretary-designate Baker and if in this 
period of transition your perceptions of him have changed at 
all? 


A. Jim Baker has been a friend of mine for a long time, and a 
close working associate during the whole period of the Reagan 
administration, including going back to the campaign. So we’re 
good friends, communicate very easily. We prepared for him, I 
think, very good briefing books. I think the bureaus did an 
outstanding job, and Mel Levitsky in pulling it together. People 
were asked to be concise, tell what is important in the space of 
two or three or four pages. I’ve read these. I said "gee, this 
is pretty good, I’ve learned alot." But it’s an excellent book; 
a good job was done in producing it. Then people have been 
available. Jim has gone around. He’s talked to practically all 


S$ 








185° 


-6- 


of the people in charge of things. He’s talked to all the 
former Secretaries and former Presidents. I have spent quite a 
bit of time with him--two Saturday morning meetings and one sort 
of initial luncheon where I turned stuff over to him. And this 
past Saturday, I spent about two and a half hours just sitting 
and talking over at his house. He’s been rather sick. He’s had 
that bad case of the flu. He’s about out of it now, but both he 
and Susan were hit hard. So that’s been tough for him. So 
we’ve had a chance to exchange views. And he’s very very able. 
It makes you feel good when you’re being succeeded by somebody 
that you can see is of star quality because you know that 
however he does it--he’ll do it his way--but he has had an 
unbroken string of great success. I give him alot of the credit 
for tax reform, a lot of the credit for the Canadian free trade 
agreement, to take 2 major things that have taken place. 


Q. I was going to ask you please, if I may, if you’ve been 
irritated in any way with the way former Secretaries of State 
have performed in your time and whether you are likely to be 
writing op-ed pieces now and then saying "Europe’s going to be 
decoupled, or Baker should do this or Baker should do that." 


A. I don’t think I’m going to bite on that apple, Barry. 


Q. Could you talk to the future, then, are you going to be 
writing?... 


A. Well, when I stopped being Secretary of the Treasury, what I 
did was go to California and take up things I was interested in 
doing and I maintained an active interest in what was going on. 
The people who were there--Bill Simon and colleagues--were very 
good friends. They called me from time to time if there was 
something they saw going on that they thought I knew something 
about that they might not have been aware of, I got in touch 
with them and told them. I didn’t do any testifying. I spoke 
ocassionally on subjects. But I was busy, doing other things. 
There are things other than what you’re doing in government to 
do out in that great world. And that’s what I am going to do. 
I’m going to go out to Stanford. I’1l be about a quarter time 
faculty member, but I plan to spend I hope around three days a 
week--it’s a five day week out there, I understand, on campus. 
And I’1l be trying to figure out what I’ve learned from all of 
this and then write it down. Or, if I can handle it, try to 
make some television documentaries about it. And I’ll join ona 
board or a counseling basis--very part time--one or two 
businesses that I know something about. That remains to be seen 
exactly how that will work. So that’s what I’1ll do. 


Thank you. 
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PR NO. 6 
January 17, 1989 


PRESS BRIEFING BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULITZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOLLOWING CONCLUDING SESSION OF THE 
CSCE FOLLOW-UP MEETING 
VIENNA, AUSTRIA 
JANUARY 17, 1989 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you tell us please about your 
meeting with German Foreign Minister Genscher, particularly 
whether you had anything to say about the way the Germans have 
slowly admitted what they seem to have known a long time ago 
about the Libyan chemical weapons plant? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: That subject didn't come up in our 
conversation. We talked about other things, so I don't have 
any comment on that. 





QUESTION: Do you think there can be any real freedom here in 
Europe so long as the Berlin Wall exists, and do you see any 
progress towards getting it removed? 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: There has been tremendous progress in 
Europe, but the Berlin Wall remains the symbol of the division 
of Europe, an inhumane structure and something that 
functionally separates people. So in the end that's the sort 
of thing that has to come down. Nevertheless, though it's 
still there, great progress has been mace and I tried to detail 
that in my talk just now. 





QUESTION: Concerning the U.S. decision to agree to a Moscow 
follow-up meeting in 1991, could you tell us first of all, 
under what circumstances, if any, tne U.S. should consider not 
going in 1991, and secondly, whether in the course of making 
the decision, if you agreed to it, have you consulted with 
members of the new Washington Administration and obtained their ~ 
viewpoints? 





For further information conmtact: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, on the decision to agree 
to the conference, we felt the considerations we had set out 
for people to look at had been well taken into account, and we 
had seen performance and we also were assured of continuing 
performance. Not just a lack of rhetoric, but continuing 
performance. Of course, we will be watching for that and we 
think the Moscow human rights conference is an opportunity, and 
we expect to go there and we expect it to be operated in the 
same manner as all the other conferences. 





So non-governmental organizations, individuals, will be able to 
go, and they will have access, Soviet people will have access 
to them and I think that's a good thing. We have been 
counseled (inaudible) by Mr. Sakharov to take this view. So I 
think it is a good decision, obviously, and we said this to the 
Soviet government. If there is a retrogression of some sort or 
a lack of real progress then, no doubt, the American government 
won't send a delegation. But we expect to go because we expect 
to see continued progress. 


QUESTION: Did you consult with members of the Bush 
Administration (on the Moscow decision)? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We tried to keep them posted on all these 
things, of course, but President-elect Bush is also 
Vice-President Bush. He's a member of this Administration and 
so he is well-informed about what is going on, but [ don't 
want, in any way, to seem to speak for them. 


QUESTION: You were just very critical of the Prague police 
(for recent crackdowns on demonstrators). Does it undermine 
the credibility, in your opinion, of the Vienna document itself 
for them to have behaved the way they did last Sunday? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It would if we didn't speak up about it. 

And the whole problem here from the beginning is this: Is it 
worthwhile to set up a standard and get people to associate 
themselves with it by signing? And our answer to that question 
in Helsinki in 1975 was “yes." Our answer in Madrid was 

"yes." Our answer here is yes. Why? Because we think you put 
that standard up there, here's the performance, there has been 
a long distance between the diplomacy and the performance and 
now you have to bring that reality up to the promise. 


If you measure where we are today with where we were in 1975, 
well, I think you see big improvement. In fact, I think if you 
measure where we are today with where we were when this 
conference started, you see big improvement. But you also see 
that promise is still way ahead of reality and that's what we 
have to keep in mind in quoting that wonderful poem by Robert 
Frost —- “we have promises to keep and miles to go before we 
sleep". So we have made progress but we have a long distance 
to go before we can have the kind of stable and secure and 
whole Europe we all desire. 
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QUESTION: You said you had discussed the Libyan plant with 
Foreign Minister Genscher. From what you could tell us, the 
German government has acknowledged so far only that it has seen 
indications of West German companies participation in building 
this plant. Given the detailed information that the American 
government says it has, how long do you expect it will take the 
German government to get more than just indications of such 
participation in building this plant? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have been assured by the key people in 
the German government -- the Chancellor, the Foreign Minister, 
and most recently the Finance Minister -- of the seriousness 
which the German government takes this issue. [They are 
investigating it carefully; if they find their legal structure 
is such that undesireable things are happening without an 
ability of the government to do anything about it, they will 
try to change those laws. So they have given us assurances of 
their seriousness of purpose here, and I take those assurances 
very seriously. 





QUESTION: Do you think that prosecution in this case is the 
only thing that will send a message to companies? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to comment on the internal 
German judicial processes and how they're going to go about 
this issue. But we believe in the United States as we've said, 
and I believe, having reviewed our evidence, there is no 
question whatever that Qadhafi is trying to equip himself with 
a major chemical weapons production facility. And he hasn't 
quite got there yet. He needs aid from the outside in order to 
get there. So we're trying to do everything we can to throw 
every conceivable monkey wrench we can find into his 

machinery. And in doing so, [I think we're acting on your 
behalf as well as my behalf. I don't want poison gas dumped on 
me. Do you? And I don't want Qadhafi to have it or to have 
the ability to give it to some terrorists. So that's why we're 
struggling so hard at this issue. 





Furthermore, it's an important element in the fight against the 
proliferation of chemical weapons. We had a very productive 
and impressive conference in Paris. I might say the French did 
a beautiful job of running it. And, of course, when people 
consider this issue, we dweil on the difficulty of verification 
and it is difficult to verify certain things. You can drive 
yourself crazy looking at things people could do that would 
deceive you. 


But, the fact is that the intelligence agencies around the 
world know a great deal about who is producing chemical 
weapons, where they're producing the chemical weapons. We even 
know when people have tried to do it in a very deceptive manner 
and we have been able to trace through the different front 
companies and all of that. So you can find out about the 
deception. 





ne.’ /3F 


-4- 


So now what we have to say is, verification is difficult, but 
when you have something that's verifiable and identifiable, 
then the next question is - will you do something about it. 

And so we are engaged here in a consciousness-raising operation 
on something I think is very important. And don't forget, it's 
not only chemical weapons, it's biological weapons. And these 
things are terrible as far as mankind is concerned. 


QUESTION: In your speech just now, did you you speak up about 
Romanian refusal to implement certain parts of the (CSCE) final 
document? Is the United States letting Romania get away with 
it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I speak up about everything I can lay my 
hands on to speak up about. And if there's something I missed, 
l'm glad to have it inserted in the record. 





But within the framework of a short speech, I think we rang all 
the changes. But you've got to take this both ways. There has 
been very great progress, but there is still a long distance to 
go. The progress is uneven and it's much more in some 
countries than in others and I tried to differentiate that out 
-~ who is plus and who is minus and who is still at the 
starting gate. 


QUESTION: But a refusal to observe commitments is something 
else -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I think it has to be racked up. I 
think they have been changing their mind as to what they will 
openly say. But anyway, you have to keep calling these things 
as you see them and that's exactly what we try to do. 





QUESTION: Are you planning to make use of the new mechanism 
(of monitoring implementation of CSCE commitments)? 


SECRETARY eee Te The new mechanism gives us a right and 
others a right to call attention and work on any human rights 
issue in any country at any time, plus the three human rights 
conferences. Those things taken together give us -- us meaning 
all of us together - an important way of continuing the hard 
work that we all have been doing on this subject for all these 
years. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you please explain some kind of 
contradictions which are the common will of disarmament (sic) 
on the lower level in Europe, where it's going on in NATO 
countries about the reconstruction of arms in Europe. Can't 
you see the contradiction between those two lines of thinking? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, I don't and I notice as I look across at 
the other side, that people who have military capability and 
feel they need it want it to be up to date. We do. Now at the 
same time, we want to find ourselves in a forum where we can 


really bring the levels of armaments down. Since the force 


} 
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levels on key offensive kinds of arms are so heavily 
disapportionately higher in the Warsaw Pact countries than they 
are in NATO, obviously there's going to have to be a deep 
asymmetry in those cuts. So, let's get at it But in the 
meantime we're going to keep the armaments we have up to date 


QUESTION: As you look back at your public office, what kind of 
assessment would you give of the impact that Mr. Gorbachev has 
made on East-West relations? 


SECRETARY SMULTZ Well, I think there has been a flow of 
events that has clearly improved matters greatly. And there 
are many factors involved and [ give the strong and steadfast 
policies of President Reagan and the coherence of the NATO 
allies and others around the world who have carried the banner 


of freedom great credit for continuing that battle steadily 


Mr. Gorbachev has been a very strong -ive person ic. this 
And so we have welcomed the moves he ..4s made and the changes 
he is bringing about inside the Soviet Union. He has made his 
contribution so, yes, I'm ready to say there's a good thing 
there. 


QUESTION: What concrete accomplishments can be expected as a 
result of this conference in the relations between the blocs, 
between the states and for the lives of the people? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well first of all, the CSCE process has a 
kind of implicit agenda underneath it of wanting to eliminate 
bloc thinking, of wanting people to interact together freely 
As I said earlier, if you compare now with 1975 there is 
distinct improvement in that regard. We just discussed a 
response to a question I did on the conventional arms 
negotiations. If in the bloc-to-bloc negotiations we can see a 
reduction in conventional arms that will be good for security, 
good for peace of mind, it will reduce the expense of the 
armaments. That will be a positive development if it can be 
brought about. 


Now the human rights, obviously, cuts across all the countries, 
not just the two blocs, and so ['ll just refer to the comment [ 
made earlier. We also see addressed problems of culture, 
problems of environment, the Mediterranean, economic matters, 
in other words things that are cross-cut matters that affect 
the bloc countries, but others as well. 


EST TON What makes you believe that the conventional 
sta ty talks that will begin in March of this year will be a 
"greater success" than MBFR? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I suppose a flip answer would be that 
they don't have to be very successful to be more successful 
But [I think the MBFR talks, with all of the difficulty they 
had, they have been in the end rather illuminating and have 
caused people to think about what will work and what doesn't 
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seem to work very well as an approach to these issues. So I 
have some genuine optimism about the prospects of the new 
conventional arms talks, with all due respect to the problems 
involved and the uncertainties involved, because [ think we 
have all learned something from MBFR 


The units of account are different. The geographic concept is 
different and more inclusive The countries are different 

And we and NATO will approach this with, [ think, a very 
interesting and creative proposal We're ready. 


So that shows there is a wheel to engage and try to do 
something about this. So I think the conditions are a little 
different, the concept is different, the units of account are 
more easy to work with, and so I think the prospects are much 
better, even though I would readily acknowlsige any of these 
negotiations is tough and it takes a long, herd way and nobody 
or to expect some immediate result. S8ut is does look a little 
etter. 
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MR. HARTER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen: I 
have one statement for you to begin this afternoon's briefing: 


As you know, the United Nations Security Council, 
Monday, unanimously approved two resolutions on the peace 
process in southwestern Africa. In Resolution 628, the Council 
welcomed and expressed its full support for the bilateral and 
tripartite agreements signed in New York on December 22, and 
called on all parties to cooperate in their implementation. 


Resolution 629 takes note of recent developments on 
the Namibia question, and calls upon the U.N. Secretary General 
to move forward with the plans to bring Namibia to independence 
through a one-year process starting April 1, as foreseen in 
Resolution 435 of 1978. This is the sole 
internationally-accepted basis for Namibia's independence. 


In addition, Resolution 629 stresses the need to 
ensure the Namibian people will be able to participate in free 
and fair elections under U.N. supervision, and calls upon South 
Africa to reduce immediately, and substantially, the existing 
police forces in Namibia. 


We welcome these resolutions and the unanimity with 
which they were adopted. They are the fruit of close and 
careful consultations among all the members of the Security 
Council and with the U.N. Secretariat and interested parties 
from the region. 


We look forward to the report which the Secretary 
General will prepare regarding the U.N.'s Transition Assistance 
Group for Namibia (UNTAG). We are confident it will reflect 
the new political and military situation in the region, 


I'll now be happy to take your questions, 
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Q Can we get a copy of that? 


7 Yes. 
Q Do you have anything on the report that some of 
the sanctions against Libya might be eased? “ 


“ The White House addressed that subject at the 
briefing there just about an hour ago, and I have nothing 
beyond what they said at that time. 


Q Do you know what they said? 


7 I don’t have a copy of it here in front of me. 
No. 


Q Do you have anything, Dennis, on reports that an 
Arab-American group has invited Yassir Arafat to come to the 
U.S. in April? 


a We have seen those reports, but have no record of 
his having applied for a visa. As we have indicated before, we 
can't speculate, obviously, if we don't have an application. 


Q I believe it was ABC reporting today that up to 
12 PLO members were assisting with the investigation of the 
Lockerbie crash. Do you have anything on that? 


7 As Chuck mentioned several times last week, we 
would welcome assistance from any legitimate source in this 
investigation with regard to the tragedy of Pan Am Flight 103. 
To our knowledge, however, the PLO has not provided such 
assistance. 


Q There are a couple of members of the Israeli 
Cabinet who are apparently concerned about the continued 
violence in the Occupied Territories and the army's apparent 
aggressiveness. Any response to that? 


aN We are deeply concerned over the rise in violent 
confrontations between Palestinians and Israelis which have 
resulted in increased injuries and deaths. We especially 
regret the loss of life. 


Restraint is called for now. There is an urgent need 
for Palestinians and Israelis alike to pull back from 
confrontation and reflect seriously on what each side can do to 
promote calm and create an atmosphere conducive to dialogue, 
understanding, and negotiations. 
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Q Over the months there has been this thing about 
the Israeli forces not using rubber bullets. Have you all 
addressed this question again? Over the weeks, at this podium, 
Chuck has said that you have made known these concerns to the 
Israeli Government. But has this been brought up again in 
recent days? © 


A Well, I won't get into the specifics of our 
dialogue with the Israeli Government, but you can rest assured 
that matter continues to be one of discussion. 


Q Dennis, Senator Helms, during the Baker hearings 
this morning, said that chemical weapons had been brought in 
and stored by the Cubans in Namibia, and further that on three 
separate occasions, the Cubans had used chemical weapons on 
UNITA Forces in Angola. Are you aware of this? 


A Am I aware of his statement or the actions? 


Q Is the State Department aware of (a) the import 
of chemical weapons into Angola and (b) the use of chemical 
weapons on UNITA Forces? 


A I don't have anything to help you with that story 
at this point. The questions regarding Secretary Baker's 
testimony and the things that he is providing in that testimony 
will have to go to Secretary Baker and the new team. 


Q This was not regarding Secretary Baker -- 
A I understand. 
Q -- but regarding allegations made by Senator 


Helms. This was news to me, and I don't know whether it's news 
to the State Department. That's all I'm askina, 


A These were statements, then, that were not made : 
by Secretary Baker; they were made by -- 

Q -- Senator Helms. 

A I see. I don't have anything further for you on 


that at this point. 


Q Dennis, Chuck has been asked this same sort of 
question several times in the last couple of weeks. Can we 
assume, since you have not come back to us with anything on ° 
that, that the State Department has no evidence that this is 
true? 
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A Well, again, as I said, we don't have anything 
further on the story. You can read that as it cumes: we don't 
have anything further to add to that story. 


Q Purther than what? You don't have anything on 
the story? 


A We don't have anything on the story. 


Q The allegations first surfaced six months ago. 
You have said nothing about it, leaving us in the dark as to 
whether the State Department has an opinion one way or the 
other on it. Could you take the question? 


A I'll take another look at it and see if there is 
anything further on it. 


Q Okay. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted: January 17, 1989 


Question taken at Daily Briefing January 17, 1989 


ANGOLA: CHEMICAL WEAPONS 





Q: What is the USG's reaction to reports that Cuba and Angola 
are using chemical weapons against UNITA? 


A: THE U.S. CONDEMNS THE USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS ANYWHERE IN 
THE WORLD. WHILE THERE HAVE BEEN SPORADIC ALLEGATIONS OF 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS USE [IN ANGOLA OVER THE PAST THREE YEARS, WE DO 
NOT REGARD THE EVIDENCE AS CONCLUSIVE. WE ARE CONTINUING OUR 
EFFORTS TO SUBSTANTIATE CHEMICAL WEAPONS USE ANYWHERE, AND 


WOULD VIEW WITH GREAT CONCERN ANY SUBSTANTIATED REPORTS ON THE 


INTRODUCTION OR USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS IN ANGOLA. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One very brief announcement: We have another fact sheet on 
terrorism that has been prepared by the Office of 
Counter-Terrorism. This one is on Libya, so as a consequence 
that is available in the Press Office after the briefing. 


Q Along those lines, does the State Department have 
any information that Iraq may be acquiring biological weapons? 


A I'm not able to go into the specifics of any 
particular country or any particular story. The United States 
is very concerned about the spread of this particularly 
horrible form of warfare in the world. You may recall on 
January 7, in his address to the Chemical Weapons Conference in 
Paris, the Secvetary had a particular passage on the 
proliferation of biological weapons; and he had some other 
things to say there. He has likewise raised that issue 
publicly on a number of occasions. It also came up at his 
press conference yesterday in Vienna. 


The United States has joined with the vast majority of 
other nations in two international agreements which ban not 
only biological warfare but also the development, production, 
stockpiling, possession or transfer of biological weapons. 


Your question referred to Iraq, and Iraq is a 
signatory to those agreements. All I could say, however, in 
response to individual questions would be that we do believe 
some nations are at work on a biological warfare capability. I 
can't identify them further for intelligence reasons. But, 
regardless of what country is involved, we call on all nations 
to comply with international agreements banning these weapons. 


Q You say “some nations." Two, three, 30, 40? 


A I'm just not in a position to give you a firm fix 
on the exact number. 


Q Why is it that the United States is fearless and 
repeatedly critical of Libya, for example, for their alleged 
chemical weapons plant when it appears that another country is 
very specifically developing a threat which may be even worse 
and we have criticized the Iraqis specifically for chemical 
weapons. Is there doubt about the intelligence, about the 
accuracy? 
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A I answered your question earlier by saying I 
can't speak about individual cases, essentially for reasons of 
intelligence. But I think there can be no question the United 
States has been very much in the forefront in trying to raise 
these issues of chemical weapons and biological weapons, and I 
believe, on the latter one, we are one of the few countries 
that has been trying to draw attention to this. And we will 
continue to try to do that because, as the Secretary has said, 
it is a particularly horrible form of warfare. 


In terms of what is done publicly at various times, 
that's just a decision that has to be made as we work these 
issues through. 


Q Well, one would think if you had compelling 
evidence that a country such as Iraq did have biological 
weapons that the State Department would very rapidly have its 
spokesmen come to the podium and condemn that. Is that not a 
logical assumption? 


A No. I've just told you why I cannot address 
specific issues. There are times that one can; there are times 
that one can't; and all of this always has to do in large 
measure with sources and methods, in the way that information 
is collected. So in this particular case of biological 
weapons, with regard to any specific reports, I'm not ina 
position to be able to help with those. 


But only to reiterate again, we have publicly said -- 
and the Secretary said it particularly in his speech on January 
7 -— we are concerned about the proliferation of these weapons 
as well, and we will continue to be concerned about that. 


Q Chuck, the United States and the Soviet Union, 
the only two acknowledged possessors of chemical weapons, do 
you know if either country has biological weapons? 


A The United States is a signatory to this 
agreement that bans the development, production, stockpiling, 
possession or transfer of biological weapons. That is the 1972 
Bacteriological -- otherwise known as biological -- and Toxin 
Weapons Convention. 


The latest information I have is there are 111 
signatories, but we're trying to run that down to see if that 
number is still accurate. But there's a very large number of 
nations that have signed the '72 agreement which covered all 
those aspects in addition to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 which, 
like with chemical weapons, bans the use in war of 
bacteriological weapons. 


Q Chuck, can I try it another way, please? Iraq 
said this morning it does not possess biological warfare 
weapons. Does the United States accept that statement from 
Iraq? 
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a I think I can only say what I've said before in 
terms of specific cases. I can't take it any further. 


Q Are you taking it up in the course of the last 
few days with any of these nations that you -- 


a Nor will I go into any particular diplomatic 
exchanges. 


Q Chuck, two questions: Has the United States done 
any research into biological weapons? And, secondly, how 
advanced is the development of these weapons in these 
countries? Are we talking about production and stockpiling or 
just initial production? 


a Again, your latter question goes into details 
which I'm not prepared to go into. 


Q You don't have to name a country, but you could 
tell us how advanced the development is. 


a No. I'm not prepared to help on that. Beyond 
that I would say, in response to your first question, there is 
a Convention which I just described to you, and the United 
States is a signatory to that. 


Q Does that Convention ban research? 


f°) It bans development, production, stockpiling, 
possession or transfer. 


Q So it doesn't ban research -- just development. 
a I'm not the world' leading expert on that. 


Q President Saddam Hussein at one stage spoke about 
the development of a super weapon. Does that suggest -- do you 
have any idea what he was talking about, and could that be what 
we're now discussing? 


A I'm not discussing any particular question of any 
particular country in today's briefing, so as a consequence I 
can't make any kind of link. 


Q Is this sort of weapon viewed to be more 
dangerous than nuclear weapons? 


A There are a lot of dangerous weapons around the 
world. It's not a question of which one is more or less 
dangerous; it's a question of getting a handle on all of them. 
On nuclear weapons, we have some things in train. We have a 
non-proliferation treaty; we have negotiations ongoing with the 
Soviet Union; we've encouraged. other people to join the 
non-proliferation treaty; we've eliminated a whole class of 
weapons in the INF Treaty. So there are certainly things being 
done there. 
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There are, likewise, other weapons -- chemical and 
biological, for example -- that are dangerous and worrisome; 
and again, we need to take those questions on. 
Q While we were away -- if we can go on to another 
subject -- there was a story in the Paris Tribune that said the 


State Department has lifted the ban on social contacts between 
U.S. diplomats and PLO representatives, but the Americans had 
been cautioned not to speak of anything before 1948. The story 
goes on to say that -- 


a I think that latter remark must have been said by 
someone in jest. 


Q Maybe it's an unfettered ban now. But I don't 
know if this has been noticed here, or if whoever was here in 
your place commented on it, but is there -- you remember the 
only channel was to be Pelletreau. 


A And that's certainly true. I don't know whether 
that has ever been addressed here in any -- 


Q Yes. 
a It has, I believe, Barry; in your absence, it was 
addressed. So that is a matter of public record for some time 





Q Well, then, can I ask --— perhaps this part of it 
hasn't: Mr. Wisner, in Egypt, according to the story, was 
approached by the PLO person who told him that he was sure 
Israel had bombed the Pan Am plane; and Wisner said he would 
pass that information along. 





Do you have any comment on that type of thing? I 
mean, is that the kind of response you figured an American 
Ambassador should give the PLO for suggesting that another 
country had bombed a commercial airliner? 


A I'm not going to confirm or deny any particular 
reports of that kind. I don't think that's something I want to 
get into here. But the ground rules for contacts by diplomatic 
personnel with the PLO are a matter of record, as is the fact 
that the authorized channel for the dialogue with the PLO is 
through our Ambassador in Tunis. 


Q You didn't say only authorized channel. 
A It certainly is the only one. 
Q Can we go on to another area? 
No. Also on the PLO still, has the State 
Department reevaluated the meaning of Yassir Arafat's purported 


statement which was, at the time, taken to be a threat against 
a West Bank mayor? 
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a The Secretary addressed that issue when it was 

first reported. He said, if Arafat's statement was correct, 
then it would fit very badly -- were his words -- with Arafat's 


renunciation of terrorism. 


Since then, we have received a tape of Arafat's 
statement. He said: “Whoever thinks of stopping the Intifada 
before it achieves its goals, I will give him ten bullets in 
the chest." 


That is clearly a threat. We've made it clear this 
threat is inconsistent with Arafat's December 14 renunciation 
of terrorism and with the US-PLO dialogue. Arafat has since 
denied he intended any threat against Elias Freij -- it was 
widely reported it was directed against him. 


Q So, in effect, you're saying the initial 
assessment by the Secretary was, in fact, correct -- it was a 
threat and not in keeping with the renunciation of terrorism 
made some days earlier by Mr. Arafat? 


a I believe the Secretary's remarks were, as it 
turns out, quite accurate. And as I've just said, those kinds 
of statements are inconsistent. 


Q Does he know how we feel? 


a Yes. In fact, I can say that Arafat is aware of 
our views on his statement, going back to the time of the 
Secretary's original comments. 


Q Chuck, did he deny making the statement, or did 
he deny that it was directed at Mayor Freij? 


A All of that I really couldn't go into. I do know 
he has denied he intended any threat against Freij. 


Q Two questions, Chuck: Do you have anything more 
on the reports Arafat has been invited to the U.S.? Has he 
applied for a visa? And, number two, do you have anything on 
the increased violence in the West Bank by Israeli soldiers? 


A Nothing at all on the request for a visa. We are 
planning to meet with leaders of the Arab-American 
organizations that recently met with Arafat in Tunis. That 
will be accomplished at the level of the Near Eastern Bureau; 
but that is separate from any visa request which at this stage 
is a hypothetical one. 


Concerning the other part of your question, we haven't 
seen the reported new IDF guidelines. However, reports 
soldiers are being permitted greater leeway in using lethal 
force against non-life-threatening situations, including 
against persons fleeing from demonstrations, are very 
disturbing if true. 
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Our concern focuses, as it has from the beginning, on 
avoiding further loss of life. We don't believe the use of 
lethal force in non-life-threatening situations should be 
necessary to preserve order. It can only exacerbate an already 
aonee situation. Again, we call on all sides to refrain from 
violence. 


Q The Israelis have at the same time said they were 
using a different kind of bullet that they claimed was less 
harmful, although the results seem to be considerable harm to 
the people who are at the other end of the bullet. 


Does the Administration, the State Department, credit 
that notion that the Israelis, while expanding the authority of 
the troops, are also trying to be less destructive in 
suppressing violence? 


a I don't have any further specific reaction. I 
think what I have said today, which is similar to the stance we 
have taken in the past on such questions, really captures the 
essence of where we stand on this particular issue. 


Q Back to Arafat for just a moment. What is the 
State Department's position on allowing him to come here for 
simply a private speaking engagement? Or what would it be? 


A Again, like any visa request, if there were to be 
one, we'd look at it carefully in view of the various 
ramifications. 


Q Is your view that it's different? Is it 
different than the speaking engagement before the U.N., where 
it was sort of an official situation? 


A Again, this all hypothetical. And, as we have 
said before, there is a law which governs PLO visas. 


Chuck, can I just come back for a minute because 
I missed the clarification on the social contacts? Pelletreau 
is the only authorized channel. But is there now no 
prohibition for other American officials to have conversations 
in embassies and elsewhere with PLO officials? 


a Please check with the Press Office. They can 
give you the definitive word. We had some things prepared that 
went through a various checklist of things that could be done 
and not done. 


Q Can I ask you another question on another 
subject? Shultz -- will he see Secretary-designate Baker 
before he leaves tomorrow? And do you know whether there is 
any -- whether he has already or plans to suggest any areas 
that might get high priority attention in the early days of the 
new Administration? 
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A Whether or not he sees him tomorrow, I just don't 
know. But they have had a number of conversations already over 
the past weeks, so they certainly have had a chance to discuss 
the kind of question you were talking about. But I don't have 
any particular details. 


Q What's the significance of the release of the 
fact sheet on Libya at this time? Is it a prelude to build a 
case against Libya for a possible military attack against them? 


i As I said in introducing it, this is part of a 
continuing effort to provide information on the terrorist 
threat. We've done it before on some other organizations, 
you'll recall. These are the kinds of things our Office of 
Counter-Terrorism routinely develops, and this has been 
underway for some months now. But it's ready and so we want 
you to have it. 


Q In other words, it has no connection with your 
concern about the chemical weapons factory? 


fa The background is as I have described it. 


Q Has the office prepared anything on Iraq in the 
last five-ten years, by any chance? 


A I don't know what the entire library may look 
like at this stage. 


Q Chuck, if I could get away from the Middle East 
for a few minutes, Thailand recently has been sharply 
criticized for its approach toward refugees, towards boat 
people. There was one report that several hundred may have 
died since January when they started pushing the boats off. 
Does the United States have a view on the Thai treatment of 
refugees? 


2) We have spoken to that many times before. I 
don't have it with me today, but there's a lot of material 


available in the Press Office. You can take a look at it. 


Q Do you have anything on the developments in 
Poland, particularly the suggestion that there might be greater 
pluralism there? 


A The Polish leadership's stated willingness to 
relegalize the Solidarity trade union under certain conditions 
is a step forward. Given the initial conditions set by the 
Polish authorities, the process of achieving this may be 
protracted. 


Solidarity's relegalization would be a major 
achievement on the road to Poland's reform and recovery. We 
would welcome it. The form of trade union pluralism is for the 
parties involved to work out through constructive dialogue and 
good-faith negotiations. 
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Q Chuck, has the President lifted the restrictions 
on the U.S. oil companies in Libya? 


a I don't have anything new today beyond what was 
said at the White House yesterday. 


Q Chuck, former President Marcos’ lawyer said in 
New York that he's dying and that's why he can't come to New 
York for arraignment. Does the State Department have any 
update on his condition? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Have there been any contacts between the United 
States and the Government of Angola since December 22? 


fe I just don't know, Jim. There have been contacts 
with the Government of Angola outside of the context of these 
negotiations over time. I just don't keep up on every one of 
them. 


Q And the normalization of relations is still 
contingent, from the U.S. side, on an end to the civil conflict? 


a That's right. I don't know exactly what the 
words are, but it's been addressed and national reconciliation 
and the end of the civil war are still an obstacle. 


Chuck, Soviet television, on Monday, complained 
that Soviet journalists were being denied credentials for the 
inauguration coverage. Do you know if they're having any more 
troubles than any domestic journalists are having? 


2) I don't know. I haven't been dealing with 
inauguration coverage. 


Q Do you have anything on Nicaraguan refugees in 
this country? 

6 No. 

Q Anything on Burma -- Burmese students? 


f Nothing new. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press conference concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 


WJ 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
few housekeeping announcements. There will be a final 
interagency report of the Reagan Administration on the POW/MIA 
issue in Southeast Asia that has been prepared and is being 
released to the Congress and the public later today. SO stay 
tune. 


This comes from -- The President, in an address to the 
National League of Families of American Prisoners and Missing 
in Southeast Asia on July 29, 1988, announced that he had 
directed a comprehensive study of the POW/MIA issue to be 
prepared and provided to the families of our missing men, the 
Congress, and the American people. So that is the report that 
is being released today, prepared on an interagency basis in 
response to the President's directive. 


Q Being released from the White House? 


A I think it will be available in both places. I 
hope we will have it here, too. 


Q Do you have any idea what time it would be 
released? 


a Right now, I don't. You'll just have to stay in 
touch with the Press Office. 










Another release: We're releasing today Foreign 
tate wreaty: Summit and foreian Ministers Meetings, 1955. 4s 
usual, @Ghere is a press release and a summary prepared by the 
Office of the Historian available in the Press Office. lso @ 
copy, or copies of the volume are available for reading and 
consultation. Those are in the Office of the Historian. 


Tomorrow being a Federal holiday, no briefing. Take 
the day off. 


Q Right. 
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Q Don't we wish. 
Q Are you going to be with us next week? 
A I expect I will continue to appear here until 


there is someone ready to go. 





Q Okay. So we don't need to say goodby to you. 
A No. I hate sad goodbyes. 
Q Is there anything further you can say about what 


we were talking about yesterday about the bacteriological 
warfare in the hands of some countries? 


A The short answer is no. 

Q Can you confirm today that Iraq is one of those 
countries? 

a Again, my answer would have to be the same on any 


kind of specific questions. 


Q Chuck, on another subject. Does the U.S. State 
Department have a reaction to two of the key elements of Mr. 
Shevardnadze's speech? The first is that the Soviets will 
begin withdrawing nuclear weapons; and, second, that they're 
interested in including tactical or battlefield weapons in 
reductions? 


A The two things I have seen are some comments by 
General Secretary Gorbachev to some representatives of the 
Trilateral Commission. Those had to do with reductions in 
Soviet Armed Forces, and I have a reaction to that. 


The other statement I have seen was an announcement 
the Soviets -- this is by Mr. Shevardnadze -- will withdraw 
some tactical nuclear systems and will not modernize their 
tactical nuclear weapons as part of the troop reduction. 
That's the story, as I understand it. 


a 
"e Can you do Shev first? 
a y 


“A On that latter one, this concerns withdrawing 
some tactical nuclear systems. We welcome this announcement 
and look forward to receiving more details on the Soviet plan. 
I might note, in that regard, the Soviet Union, in this case, 
is following NATO's lead. Since 1979, NATO has unilaterally 
reduced the size of its nuclear stockpile in Europe by 2,400 
warheads. 


Today, NATO's stockpile of nuclear weapons is at its 
lowest level in 20 years. To date, NATO's unilateral 
reductions have not been matched by the Soviet Union which 
maintains a larger number of modern nuclear systems in Europe 
than does NATO. We will follow with interest Soviet 
implementation of these reductions. 
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Of course, NATO will continue to retain in Europe 
those up-to-date forces and the minimum number of nuclear 
weapons needed to maintain a strategy of deterrence. 





Q Could you deal with the modernization part of it? 


A I think, basically, that's about what I could say 
based on what we know at this stage. 


Q What weapons are involved that were not already 
dealt with in INF? Are these aircraft? 


a Again, I don't have the details so I'm not able 
to put anymore specifics on this. That's why I say we will be 
interested in receiving more details on the Soviet plan. 


Q But what tactical nuclear weapons do you think 
the Soviets have, apart from those included in the INF? 


A You only need to refer to the various sources of 
documentation. Obviously, there are other tactical systems 
other than INF, not in that range category. 


Q Does the Shevardnadze announcement affect in any 
way U.S. support for the NATO decision to modernize the 
short-range nuclear weapons forces in Europe? 


2) I covered that in what I said at the end. I said 
NATO will continue to retain in Europe those up-to-date forces 
and the minimum number of nuclear weapons needed to maintain a 
strategy of deterrence. 


Q Do you expect a decision to be made soon on the 


question of modernizing -- or bringing up to date those weapons 
in West Germany, for example? 





a Nothing has changed on that score beyond what you 
know that has occurred most recently at Foreign Minister and 
Defense Minister meetings in December. 


Q And do you expect -- have you heard -- 


a This does not occasion any change in that 
particular aspect. 


Excuse me. When you speak of “up-to-date,” does 
that mean NATO will continue to update? I suppose they're 
up-to-date now, but what about the future? That NATO will not 
relent in its updating -- 


A That, essentially, is the previous question. 


Q I know, but your statement said something about 
“keeping up-to-date weapons." The reversal is -- 
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A That's right. NATO has a modernization program 
which has been in progress. A number of things have been done 
over the years, just as the Soviets have been doing that. That 
is a program which has been in train as the numbers have been 
reduced. Because, as everyone has always said, you don't want 
to send people into war without equipment that works, so that 
this is, if you will, almost a normal effort in terms of trying 
to keep a defense posture at the appropriate levels. 


Have you received any assurances from the Federal 
Republic of Germany in the wake of this Soviet announcement 
that it is prepared to say the same thing that you've just 
said, namely, that the process of modernization will continue 
on track? 


A I don't know what the Federal Republic has said. 
These were remarks that were made just today. But I think 
there is a NATO consensus as to how we have been proceeding. 


I also noted that, again, as with conventional forces, 
the Soviet numbers are already larger than those on the NATO 
side of the equation. 


Q And can you now approach the Gorbachev statement, 
as reported by TASS, of the reduction of 14.2 percent in 
defense spending and 19.5 percent in weapons production? 


A We've seen these reports regarding the statements 
by Mr. Gorbachev made January 18 to representatives of the 
Trilateral Commission. We are studying them. We welcome the 
additional detail he has provided on the unilateral reduction 
of conventional forces he announced last month at the United 
Nations, and we'll be watching to see how these reductions are 
implemented. 


Concerning the first part of your question, the 
percentage cuts in military spending, it's difficult at this 
stage to assess the actual significance of these announced 
steps without knowing more about current Soviet defense 
outlays. As the Soviets themselves acknowledged, they have not 
yet provided a complete picture of Soviet defense 
expenditures. And that's just another way of saying a 
percentage of what? We don't know what that starting point is. 


Concerning some other aspects: the reductions in 
tanks, for example, and locations of some reductions. We 
welcome the announcement that of the 10,000 tanks to be 
reduced, 5,000 will be “physically liquidated" with the 
remainder converted to civilian uses. 


Likewise, we note with interest Gorbachev's 
clarification regarding the removal of 5,300 of the most modern 
tanks in the Soviet arsenal within the overall reduction. We 
will continue to watch how and when these withdrawals will be 
taking place and the extent to which the announced 
reconfiguration of Soviet forces in Eastern Europe, between now 
and January 1, 1991, results in a defensive posture. 
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He also talked about reductions of Soviet forces in 
Mongolia. He has clarified his December 7 remarks by stating 
that the “significant reductions” in Soviet forces in Mongolia 
will amount to three-quarters of the troops stationed there. 
We welcome these reductions as a contribution to reduced 
tensions in Asia. We expect that the troops will not be 
redeployed to the Soviet Far East but will be part of the 
overall half-—million-man reduction Gorbachev announced in New 
York last month. 


Q Is the understanding that Gorbachev told these 
people, in referring to the troop reductions, that he spoke of 
the Western part of the Soviet Union and did not speak of 
Eastern Europe? 


a I really can't go into any further details at 
this stage. I'm sure more information will be coming 
available. I think the reaction I've given you is about as far 
as I could take it at this level of knowledge, as we know it 
now. 


Q Having heard what you just said, I still want to 
ask -- I either missed it or maybe there's something else 
there. In addition to talking about the types of cuts in -- 
types of withdrawals from Europe, he also talked about a cut in 
production of weapons, and he gave a percentage there also. Is 
that essentially covered by your comment on percentages 
regarding troop withdrawals, or is there something else about 
weapons production? 


A I don't have anything different. I believe it 
would be covered by the previous statement, in fact. 


Q What do we think are the civilian uses of 5,000 
tanks? I'm just wondering. 


A One could speculate. 

Q Traffic controls. 

Q Taxis. 

Q Chuck, has Secretary Shultz left Vienna now? 

a Yes, he left Vienna, in fact -- 

Q Did he have meetings with Waldheim or attend any 


functions at which Waldheim was present? 
A No, he did not. 


Q He did not. Good. Could we go to the Middle 
East. 


°) Pardon? 
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Q Can we go to the Middle East now? 
I think there are some other questions here. 
Q Oh, alraght. 


This being the last day of this Administration, I 
was wondering if any decision had been made about declaring the 
Krasnoyarsk radar a material breach of the ABM Treaty? 


A Nothing new. 


Q So this is being kicked down the road, as they 
say? 


A Nothing new today. 


Q What about the situation in Libya? There had 
been discussion that the Reagan Administration, before leaving 
office, might slightly alter policy toward what sort of 
relationship American companies could have with Libya that have 
assets there? 


a There has been a decision on that. I think, to 
understand that, let me just in very brief form review what the 


question was because it is a fairly complicated and technical 
one. 


In 1986, when the U.S. imposed broad trade sanctions 
against Libya, the President authorized the Department of 
Treasury to issue special licenses to American oil companies 
operating in Libya. 


Under the terms of the licenses, Conoco, Marathon, 
Amerada Hess, Occidental, and W.R. Grace were authorized to 
negotiate standstill agreements with the Libyan Government. 
Those agreements provided for the suspension of company 
operations in Libya to protect the companies from charges of 
default on their contractual obligations to work their 
concessions in Libya. The 1986 standstill agreements expire 
June 30, 1989. 


The President has decided to authorize the Department 
of Treasury to modify the special licenses of those companies. 
The effect of the decision will be to permit the U.S. oil 
companies, subject to the restrictions on trade and travel 
which remain in effect, to resume their operations in Libya, 
transfer operations to foreign subsidiaries, or sell their 
assets, if they so desire. 


The President's decision has been taken to protect 
U.S. interests. It will eliminate the significant financial 
windfall which Libya has been receiving by marketing the U.S. 
oil companies' equity share of oil liftings. It also protects 
the U.S. oil companies from a potential breach of contract 
claim under which the Libyan Government might otherwise attempt 
to seize the oil companies' assets in Libya and withdraw the 


companies’ concession rights there. 
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I might just add at this point that this decision does 
not represent a change in the attitude of the U.S. Government 
toward Libya. Our review remains unaltered. Libya still 
supports terrorism and subversion. It continues to act against 
the interests of the United States and the West. 


The chemical weapons factory it has built constitutes 
a regional menace, and no improvement in U.S. relations can be 
possible without concrete and durable change in Libya's 
behavior. 


And for the record, as you know, the U.S. trade 
embargo against Libya and the freeze of Libyan assets in the 
U.S., which were renewed as of January 7, 1989, for one year 
remains in effect as do the prohibitions against travel-related 
transactions and the use of U.S. passports for travel to Libya. 


As a result of those continuing restrictions, U.S. oil 
companies will not be allowed to export goods from the U.S. to 
Libya, import goods from Libya to the U.S., or have U.S. 
nationals work in Libya. 


Q How can they resume operations if they can't do 
any of those things? 


A I think what they can do would be to use third 
country nationals and third country goods in their Libyan 
operations. That is something foreign subsidiaries of U.S. 
companies already are allowed to do under our existing 
sanctions policy. 


Q Can we have copies of the two answers you read 
there? 


A We'll put all of those first remarks together in 
what you can have as one piece of paper. 


Q Chuck, isn't the timing of this a bit curious 
because the standstill agreements don't run out until June 30 
of this year, so that would give the new Administration ample 
time to study the issue and make its own decision? Why, in the 
last day of the Reagan Administration, does the President 
announce this decision? 


A This is something that's been under study for 
quite some time. As you're aware, there have been stories 
published recently, but the study goes back quite some time. 
The President has made his decision. 


Q But isn't the timing curious, given the fact that 
we have escalating tensions with Libya these days both because 
of the CW factory and the shootdown of two Libyan planes? 


a These are things that just have to be addressed 
as they come about. This particular review, for example, has 
been underway since last summer because everyone realized that 
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these standstill agreements are out there and the companies 
need to be able to deal with this. So the companies now will 
have to be in contact with Treasury as to how they can now 


proceed. 


We have said, on the other things you raised -- the 
incident with the aircraft was an incident. Nothing more than 
that. The chemical weapons factory, we have raised when the 
evidence made it necessary to raise it. The question of 
terrorism has been a long-standing one, something that we've 
talked about and issued papers on from time to time. 





So there are all of those things out there. But, as I 
say, each of these just has to be addressed as it comes along. 


Q Would you say, though, that there were domestic 


political concerns involved? That, in a way, this is a favor 
for the Bush Administration, that Mr. Bush won't have to be in 


the position of making this decision which is clearly a favor 
to U.S. oil companies? 


A I would just stick with the announcement. 


Q Was the incoming Administration consulted? 


A I'm just not in a position to go into what any 
particular member of the Administration might or might not have 
seen. Of course, the Vice President is part of this 
Administration, but I don't have a direct answer to that. 


Q Sort of along the same lines, Mr. Baker, in his 
hearings said that he had reservations about the Moscow human 
rights conference. Were those reservations expressed to the 
current Administration while they were consulting with Mr. 
Baker and with other members of the new Administration? 


A I really don't have anything to answer the 
question. I think that the President's decision was explained, 
there were statements put out, so that we have explained the 
reasons those decisions were taken. I really wouldn't have 
anything other than that. 


Q Well, number one, there was consultation because 
Mr. Shultz said so on the plane, on this issue. They were not 
surprised by this, the new folks like Mr. Baker. 


A I don't know that that question was addressed, 
frankly. 


Q The human rights conference wasn't addressed? 


i] In its context of the question and answer that 
you've just put. 


q I'm sorry. Maybe I put it badly. I'm saying, I 
thougnt it was a fact that the outgoing and incoming 
Administrations consulted on the decision to have a human 
rights conference in Moscow. 
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A I don't know what the specific answer is. I have 
tried to stay away from those kinds of questions, because I 
just believe that that's internal business, and [I really 
haven't gone into that. The people who are involved can speak 
for themselves to the extent they want to. 


Q I wonder if Baker had one story to tell Congress 
and another one to tell Mr. Shultz. That's all. 


Q Chuck, has there been any recent contact either 
-- well, let's say with Libya -- either over the chemical 


weapons issue or the planes, or perhaps the sanctions question? 


a Nothing new on all of the above with the 
exception of this latest decision, which, as we routinely do, 
we will oe communicated through our normal channels. 


Q And also, has there been any recent contact with 
the PLO through the established channel in Tunis, since the 
meeting? 


A There haven't been any meetings, if you will, of 
the kind that we described the first time that they met. We 
had another contact between Ambassador Pelletreau and the PLO 
representative on Tuesday, the 17th, but that was more in the 
nature of what I would call an informal contact, not a meeting. 


Q What was the subject of that contact? 


A I'm just not going to go into the agenda of any 
particular contact. 


Q Was that initiated by the U.S. or initiated by 


the PLO? 


A I just don't know in this case. 
Q Was it a phone call or a physical meeting? 


A I think all I would say is that as this develops, 
I don't think you should find it unusual that there may be 
contacts of one kind or another initiated by one side or 
another as this process develops. I think the kinds of things 
that you will know about will be the real meetings, the real 
dialogue, if you will, in line with the one meeting that we 
have had. 


Q Can you say whether this contact had anything to 
do with Pan Am 103, for example? 


a I just don't want to set the precedent of going 
into the agenda for any particular contact. 


Q This story will be broken by the next 
Administration in a day. But you've been rather open, and [ 
don't know why you're getting so surreptitious about the PLO. 


Was this in Tunis? 
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“ I'm not sure that there's been anything 
surreptitious about it. All I'm saying is -- 


Q Well, I mean, you're calling it a contact, and 
that's meaningless. 


. But what I'm trying to do is -- that's to help 
you, in a sense. 


Q You help us by saying there was a contact, and 
that's all you're going to say about it? That doesn't help a 
lot. There's not much you can write about a contact when you 
won't tell us what they talked about, whether they talked about 
Pan Am, where they talked, how long they talked, who initiated 
it, and who was the PLO guy there. I don't know how helpful 
that is. Did they meet in Tunis, can you say? 


a Yes. 


Q Physically? Chatted on the phone? It wasn't a 
party, because there are social contacts now. 


I'm still interested about the PLO man, in Egypt's 
words to Mr. Wisner, that the Israelis probably blew up the Pan 
Am plane, and Mr. Wisner was reported in the Paris Tribune to 
have suggested, to have said that, "I'll bring it, I'll take it 
up with Mr. Pelletreau. Pass it along." 


Was this passed along to Mr. Pelletreau? And was it 
pursued at this contact? 


2) I'm just not going to go into any specific agenda 
items for this contact or any other. 


Q About the PLO also, please, this controversy over 
what Chairman Arafat was supposed to have said and did not say 
-- I wasn't here yesterday -- can you -- from what I read, 
apparently you said that you didn't have the full text. Do you 


have it? Can you tell us any more about it? Can it be 
released as to what he exactly said with regard to this threat? 


A I read the particularly relevant part yesterday. 

Q And that's all you have? 

a And that's really -- no, that's not all we have. 
That's all that I chose to read out, because that was the 
relevant part of the question. 


Q And there is no way that we can ask for, to see a 
copy of that? 


a I don't believe we have any plans to provide the 
full text. 
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Q Chuck, why isn't there a text, a full text of 
this Arafat speech? It was made January 1; it hasn't been 
reported in FBIS. You got up yesterday and gave us one 
relevant quote, but it might be helpful for us if we had it in 
the complete context. 


“ It might be, but I don't have the entire text to 
make available. 


Q But our Embassy has it. 


Q The Embassy has the tape; the Embassy has had the 
tape for some time, because they had to listen to it to give 
you the relevant sentence. Could we get the complete text? 


A Again, the question is there. But whether or not 
that can be done, [I'm not promising. 


Q You just said that you actually have the text. I 
thought you said you have it, you have the full thing, but you 
chose to read whatever you decided to let us know about, or -- 

4 As I said, there is a tape of his remarks -- 

Q Okay. 

a So, obviously, the whole text is there. Whether 
or not that text could be provided publicly, I just don't have 
an answer. 

Q What is the problem? (Inaudible) 


a I didn't say there was a problem. I said I 
didn't have it, and I'm not in a position to provide it. 


Q But, Chuck, FBIS has reported many speeches that 
Mr. Arafat has given since January 1. Why can't we get an 
official U.S. -- 

a This came through different channels, that's all. 


Q But we've gotten other texts of remarks through 
different channels, too. 


A Well, that's -- 


Q You gave us one sentence. Can't we get the whole 
text? 


a Again, as I said, the question is there. I don't 
know whether it can be satisfied. 


Q Could you look into it? 
Q Yes, look into it. 


m I said the question is there, whether or not it 
can be satisfied, ['m not promising. 











=i 





-12- Thursday, 1//19/89 


Q In the interest of brevity, may we try two other 
topics -- 


Q No, let's -- 

Q Can we try and come back to these? 

A Well, go ahead, Barry. 

Q In this conversation in this contact yesterday -- 
and I remember Mr. Shultz said if that was a threat, it wasn't 
a nice thing to do, to threaten people who want to calm the 
situation, and you reiterated yesterday that it wouldn't be 


very nice if Arafat was threatening people. Was this 
reiterated in the contact? 


A I'm not going to go into the contact. 
Q Okay. 


Q Are you saying, Chuck, that the tape was 
discussed in this contact that we're talking about? 


a I'm just saying that I'm not going to go into 
what is discussed, what is on the agenda at any particular 
meeting. 


Q Has the tape been made available in textual form, 
or in the form that you gave to us, to other governments? 


f°) I don't know. 
Can you tell us? 


I don't know. 


oD 7r> 


You mean that the United States alone received 
this tape from somebody -- is this what you're saying? 


a It may be the case. I don't know. 


Q Well, can you find out? I mean this is pertinent 
to the whole issue. 


a I'm not sure if it is pertinent to the whole 
ae. ss were apparently a lot of people there who heard 


The pertinacity of it is that there were three 
Ambassadors killed in the Sudan some years -- what was it, 1974? 





) ‘73. 


Q '73, and the tape suddenly disappeared; nobody 
knows what happened to it. What I'd like to know is whether or 
not this tape will disappear, too. 
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a Stay tuned. 


Q I know you can't get blood from a stone, so let's 
try two other things. Are you saying anything about the 
temporary, whatever, change of governments in South Africa 
(inaudible) -- 


Aa No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Okay. Oo you have anything on the Philippines? 
There's quite a bit of unrest near the American bases, protests 


A No. 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East? Following on 
this PLO thing, today WAFA is releasing statements in the name 
of Arafat in which he's quoted as calling for more 
confrontation in the occupied territories. 


Can you give us a clearer idea in terms of what we 
regard as legitimate or not legitimate activity about PLO 
activities on the West Bank that involve questions of 
confrontation or violence? 


a I'd refer you to an interview that Assistant 
Secretary Murphy had sometime ago now, in which he addressed 
that very question -- and so I don't want to paraphrase it all, 
but it is there. Essentially, the line was -- and [ want to 
say this with a reserve to see the exact text -- that we do not 
consider the intifada terrorism; but likewise, we have spoken 
concerning those difficulties and the need for everybody to 
refrain from violence and to work for peace. That is a capsule 
summary of that. 


Q Chuck, if you're not saying that any sort of 
resistance, armed or unarmed, violence, or civil disobedience, 
that there's nothing in that spectrum that qualifies as 
terrorism if it's part of the intifada, are you? 


a No. 
Q Well, then -- 


A As I say, you have to make judgments along the 
way. Mr. Murphy also said that. You're just going to have to 
look at what happens; you might have to evaluate it; but you 
can make some general statements in response to this kind of a 
question. But clearly, individual acts would have to be 
evaluated. 


Q Where was this interview? 


a I don't know exactly where it was -- 
MacNeil/Lehrer perhaps. 
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Q I still have a question going back to the Libyan 
plant, I'm so sorry, come back to me. 


Q Chuck, on Libya, just a small detail, the 
American oil companies had been restricted by special licenses 
that were due to expire on the 30th of June, and you said, [ 
believe according to my notes, that the President has 
authorized the Treasury to modify these licenses, which 
indicates the licenses still exist. I'm wondering if there is 
a date of expiration on the modified license, or if this -- 


i Treasury might be able to help with those kinds 
of details. I don't have them. : 


Q It doesn't mean a complete restriction on the 
operations, at all? In other words, they were operating with 
special licenses, is the government just withdrawing the 
licenses? 


a No, it's being modified. 


Q Modified. So there has to be a date or 
expiration of some sort. 


a Could be the case, but I don't have that 
particular detail. 


Q Chuck, the request of Arab-American organizations 
to meet with the State Department, was this request made for a 
meeting with Secretary Baker, or how was this? 


6 I don't know if it was couched in any particular 
terms. I said yesterday that those organizations would be 


meeting with people from the Middle East Bureau next week. 
Q Anything on the Arafat visa? 
a No. 


Q Back to the oil companies -- that was my 
question: On this new license, or the modified version, you 
mentioned some language in your statement that said that the 
U.S. was acting to protect the chance that Libya would be able 
to market some of the equity shares. Can you give us more of a 
statement on what is it exactly the U.S. is trying to do and 
what is the United States concerned that Libya might do? 


a I think I enumerated a number of things there 
that would be of concern, which would provide profits to the 


Qadhafi tr profits estimated to go into the hundreds of 
millions of dollars. So I think the statement itself had a 


number of examples beyond the one you mentioned, which [ think 
are inclusive. 


Q You're concerned that the Libyans might 
expropriate all the facilities and sell the oil themselves? 
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i) Well, I don't want to duplicate what [I said [ 
mean they were words that were chosen because they were 
accurate, and [ would prefer just to stick with those words 
If this helps, the five oil companies had been operating 
directly in Libya not through foreign subsidiaries at the time 
we imposed our sanctions; and any transfer of pre-existing 
interests to foreign subsidiaries was prohibit 4d under the 
terms of our sanctions 


The announced change now will allow them to now 
transfer operations to Foreign subsidiaries or to operate their 
assets using third-country nationals 


So in effect, isn't this an important sign to 
Qadhafi that U.S. oi11 companies are now back in business 
through subsidiaries? 


a This is an important sign that our policy remains 
intact, and we are continuing to do things which will prohibit 
resources from going to the Qadhafi regime. That's what the 
effect of this measure is. 


Q Is it conceivable that these companies, though, 
can now sell this Libyan oil to third countries -- using 
third-country nationals extracting Libyan oil, selling to third 
countries? 


A I'm not sure exactly what could come out of 
this. Apparently, that depends on what the companies do. #8ut 
part of what I read earlier said that it will eliminate the 
significant Financial windfall which Libya has been receiving, 
by marketing the U.S. oil companies’ equity share of the oil 
liftings. 


Q Chuck, the situation now, as I understand it, has 
been that oil is being lifted -- Libya gets its share -- and 
the American companies, for the moment, don't get their share 
and Libya also gets their share. Right? 


a That seems to be the thrust. 


Q Okay. So the effect of this is to say that the 
American companies can, again, as far as the U.S. is concerned, 
get their shares of the oil that's being lifted, rather than 
that going to Qadhafi. Is that right? 


i) I think that's the major lesson. 


Q Chuck, are there any other decisions that you 
have to offer that will be announced on the last day of the 
Reagan Administration (laughter) in that book like the Libya 
decision ~- that might be there? 


a No, I think I've covered the waterfront. 
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Q Okay. Can I also ask you to tell us, if you can, 
any of Secretary Shultz' plans as he leaves Washington at the 
end of this Administration. And for that matter, could you 
tell us what will happen to Assistant Secretary of State 
Ridqway? I think that's the only one that I specifically need 
to know about? 


A For people like Assistant Secretary Ridgway, | 
don't think it's for me to prognosticate the Future for all 
these people. that will become clear in due time 


The Secretary himself has spoken any number of Fimes 
about what he plans to do, which is, essentially, to qu back to 
Stanford, where he's been a professor on leave. 


Q Will he be leaving tomorrow afternoon? 
a Yes. 
Q Is today his last day in the building here? 


A Yes. As [ said yesterday, this [ expect to be 
his last day in the building. 


Q Does that mean the United States will have no 
Secretary of State over the weekend? 


fa No, absolutely not. There are always procedures, 
and so that as of noon tomorrow, Under Secretary Armacost will 
become the Acting Secretary of State until such time as the new 
Secretary of State is sworn in. 


Q In connection with the Assistant Secretaries, 
though, Chuck, I mean there is sort of a, [ think, legitimate 
issue there. Some of them have announced plans to retire and 
have given the date of tomorrow on which they'll retire and so 
on, and presumably, the Acting individuals would be the person 
below them. 


Some of them have not announced those plans. Does 
that mean that if those plans have not been announced, those 
individuals will remain in their current positions until 
nominees are confirmed by the Senate? 


A I don't have any way to address the question in 
specific terms. There are always procedures to be followed. 
If people choose to leave, the new President has given the 
option to Presidential appointees to stay on. fhey have not 
been specifically replaced. 


Likewise, the new Administration will be making its 
personnel decisions and announcements, and so all of these 
things will happen. 


Q Let me ask it a different way, then I 
understand that. 
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Can we -- [ think the public has a right to know who 
its officials are in positions of government Can we request 


that the State Department issue, if necessary, as of 12 noon, 
or 12:0] p.m. tomorrow, who the Assistant Secretaries of State 
are, whether they are Acting or whatever, in each of the 
Assistant Secretary of State positions 


Some of them we know are not guing to be here. 
Therefore, we'd like to know who the deputies are 


A [hat question varies on «ny day of the week in 
this building. lhe people Acting wou. be different, depending 
on who is traveling, who is on leave, and who is out of town, 
and that will continue to be the case throught the weekend 
perhaps, with some of the people who began Acting on Friday, 
being on leave on Saturday, and therefore, the next person 
being Acting. So [ really don't see that as a particularly 
fruitful effort because it's something that can vary from hour 
Lo hour in this building and any other government agency. 


Q That's true, but it doesn't happen that they 


retire all -- [ mean, they aren't -- people don't - 
Aa But those people are making their plans known 
Q Are you having a briefing tomorrow? 
A 1 said that earlier. no. 
Q No. I didn't hear it. 
A Tomorrow's a holiday. 


Q Is the Secretary going to attend the [naugural 
ceremony? 


A I don't know what specific plans he has, but he 
will be departing Washington tomorrow, after 12 noon. He is 
still Secretary of State till 12 noon. 


Q The Secretary of State will still be the 
Secretary of State until noon. 


2) That's right. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Q Have you seen the response from the Iranians to 
the Bush inauguration? Do you think it at all hopeful the way 
that they are acting? 


A I in fact haven't seen that response; and no, I 
don't really have any particular evaluation to offer. 


Q Well, other than the public statement that they 
made, have they been communicating privately? 


A No, nothing else. 


Q Well, then, what about the letter -- the story 
published by the Iranian Times that Bush had written a personal 
letter to Rafsanjani during the transition period in which he 
expressed a hope for better relations? 


A I don't know anything about that. I'm not sure 


whether the question was addressed at the White House this 
morning. That would be a more appropriate place to run that 


one down. 


Q They said it was false. 
A They said it was false? 


Q I thought there was some communication from Iran 
through other countries after Bush gave his talk up at the U.N. 
after the Iran airplane was shot down, and at the end of that 
speech in the Security Council Bush expressed a desire for 
better relations. And there was, I'm told, a response after 
that from Iran. Oo you recall that at all? 


a I don't recall anything in specific terms. We 
have talked a number of times about the fact you should 
consider the exchange of messages through our established 
channels as something that is going to happen now and again. 
And I think we have talked about that in the past on various 
occasions. But what I'm saying is there is nothing in these 
recent days. 


Q Do you have a formal response to Nicaragua yet in 
their gesture toward the United States? 


i) I don't have a formal response. What the White 


House has said already is we are studying the statement and 
will be discussing the matter with the Nicaraguans. 
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Q But there is not any reciprocity or anything on 
our part? 


A That's the answer at this stage. 


Q Well, what about the dispatch of the replacement 
envoys? Is that going to take place? 


A As I said, the answer for the moment is that 
we're studying the statement and we'll be discussing it with 
the Nicaraguans. We've always supported reasonable, equitable 
cee rpm of visas. And of course you know the recent 
difficulties have stemmed from the unwillingness of Managua to 
operate in a reasonable fashion. We've been over all the 
background of that several times before. 


Q Chuck, for the record, “we” means the U.S. 
Government, not the Bush Administration? 


A That's right. 


Q On Eastern Europe, two questions: One, do you 
have any reaction to the week-long demonstrations in 
Czechoslovakia where hundreds of people have been arrested? 
And then on Poland, if you've got something. 


A On Czechoslovakia, we have seen these reports 
Czechoslovak police detained hundreds of peaceful demonstrators 
who sought, over the weekend, to visit the grave of Jan Palach, 
the student whose 1969 act of self-immolation inspired a series 
of protests in Prague this past week. 


The Czechoslovak Government's use of force to disrupt 
these peaceful gatherings represents a direct violation of the 
commitments undertaken by the Czechoslovak Government at the 
Vienna CSCE Conference. 


We regret the Czechoslovak Government's continued 
violation of its international obligations on human rights. We 
urge, moreover, the immediate release of all those detained or 
arrested in connection with last week's peaceful demonstrations. 





Q Chuck, on that issue, under the new human rights 
agreement reached in Vienna, isn't it possible now to take up 
issues like that on a bilateral level? And will the United 
States take it up? 


a There are some new arrangements in that 
agreement. At this stage, I'm not sure exactly how those are 
going to be implemented, so that's something we'll just have to 
keep and eye on. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything you could tell us 
about Secretary Armacost's meeting this afternoon with Soviet 
Ambassador Dubinin, such as who requested the meeting or what 
the subject is? 
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a I believe the Soviet Ambassador requested it, but 
I don't know what the subject is. 


Q I wanted to know whether you had any formal 
statement on Poland, which has now reached an agreement to 
negotiate with Solidarity? 


A The offer by the Polish Government to negotiate 
the relegalization of the trade union Solidarity is an 
encouraging and potentially historic step forward. The United 
States welcomes it. 


We likewise welcome the constructive reaction by 
Solidarity's leadership to this offer. The process of national 
reconciliation that may be beginning holds great promise; but 
the issues are complex, and arduous negotiations may be 
required. 


The relegalization of an independent Solidarity and 
the implementation of other significant social, political, and 
economic reforms would lay the basis for the national recovery 
the Polish people seek and deserve. The Polish Government and 
Solidarity will have our full support as they pursue genuine 
good-faith negotiations. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Der Spiegel report 


that a West Germany company helped to retrofit Libyan aircraft 
to serve as tankers? 


& Nothing on the specific report, only to say that 
we of course have seen those same reports, but I don't have 
anything on it. By way of a general reaction, I would just say 
that that's not something that we would favor. 


Q Chuck, also on Libya, going back to your 
announcement on Thursday about the modification of the 
sanctions, you said that the existing situation -- the 
situa that existed last week -- resulted in + ..indfall for 
the L Government, I think you said several .ndreds of 
mill dollars possibly. 









*" Ten't that another way of saying that that sanction 
did not work, in fact backfired? 


a Not at all, in the sense that there were many 
other aspects to those sanctions, which the President -- 
President Reagan -- had renewed in early January. This was one 


aspect of the sanctions which, on review, we decided it would 
be appropriate to change, so that's what was done. 


Well, in that aspect, is it not another way of 
saying that it did not work and in fact worked to the benefit 
of the Libyan Government? 
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A In that one aspect, we are not changing those 
sanctions to eliminate this particular aspect which could have 
profited in the future also. 


Q But you haven't, or the U.S. Government still 
hasn't, changed its idea about the general benefits of economic 
sanctions? 


A I think I answered that by saying the President 
had just renewed -- President Reagan has just renewed -- those 
sanctions in early January again. 


Q Chuck, on the Palestinian visit, do you have any 
more details, or is there any communication and the PLO about 
an Arafat visit or anything? 


A I have nothing more. 


Q Chuck, has the United States Government received 
a letter from General Secretary Gorbachev? And if so, can you 
} a an anything about it? Recently -- in the last couple of 
ays 


a I don't know of anything. 


Q How about the East German announcement this 
morning that they are cutting troop strength, their own East 
German troop strength? 


a I don't have any reaction at this stage. 


Q Can you tell us about U.S. aid to Peru in 
suppressing coca cultivation, drug cultivation? 


A I'll give you a brief status report. The 
Peruvian Civil Guard has increased the number and intensity of 
operations against coca cultivations and cocaine base 
production, storage and transit sites. The U.S. role includes 
the addition of four State Department Bell UH-1H helicopters, 
bringing the total number in Peru to nine; larger DEA advisory 
teams te match the expansion in Civil Guard operations; and 
increased security for U.S. Government and contractor 
personnel, specifically by moving U.S. personnel to a more 
secure location within a Peruvian Civil Guard base in the Upper 
Huallaga Valley. 


That's basically what is happening. I don't know 


whether there are any other details I could help with, but I 
think that is a global picture. - 


Q How many more people? 


a I'm not sure what it amounts to in numbers of 
people, and there I would have to refer to DEA. 
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Q Chuck, what kind of assurances can you offer that 
these narcotics agents won't be drawn into what amounts to a 
civil war in Peru? 


a First, the DEA role is to provide advisory 
assistance to the Civil Guard in the areas of intelligence- 
gathering and performance evaluation of Civil Guard 
interdiction operations in the Upper Huallaga Valley. The DEA 
accompanies the Civil Guard on interdiction operations but only 
in the role of advisors. 


What I have just said indicates, as these operations 
have intensified, the risk from both traffickers and insurgents 
has increased. As a consequence, we have taken some steps to 
protect our people in the face of what are going to be 
increased risks under the situation. 


Q Our people are presumably armed and can fire back 
if fired upon? 


A When it comes to those kinds of questions, you'll 
have to talk to DEA. They're the experts. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on reports that the 
Government of Jordan is actively seeking a chemical weapons 
capacity? 


a No. 


Q Have you seen any reports on the earthquake in 
the southern part of the Soviet Union? 


A We've seen some reports. I don't have any 
details that would go beyond what you have seen, I think, in 
your own public channels. I would simply say at this stage our 
sympathy certainly goes out, again, to the victims of this most 
recent earthquake. 


*Q Has there been any request from the Soviets for 
any asgistance? 


A Again, it's early going. I don't know of any 
request at this time, so we'll just have to see how this 
develops. 


Q Chuck, do you have any update on Afghanistan? 
There's a report that in fact Soviet troops are not being moved 
out and aseeey new ones are coming in to replace those whose 
time-of-duty is up. 


a We would simply say what we have said before. 
There is continuing evidence of a Soviet withdrawal from 
Afghanistan. There are no indications Soviet forces are being 
rotated back into Afghanistan to replace withdrawing troops. 
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Q Chuck, on the earthquake, it seems to lie 
generally along the withdrawal route from Afghanistan to 
Dushanbe in Tadzhikistan, and I'm wondering if you have any 
evidence or any sort of assessment of whether or not the 
earthquake damage will affect the withdrawal schedule? 


A I don't have any way to make that evaluation. 


Chuck, I understand that two of the highest 
priorities of the new Secretary that he wants to take some 
action on this week are the proliferation of missiles, 
ballistic missiles, and chemical weapons and the international 
environment -- they're two different issues. Do you know what 
the specific action that he plans for this week is? Is it the 
appointment of individuals to manage those two issues or those 
two crises? 


A I really can't help you with those kinds of 
questions. There is still a Senate vote to be had a little 
later, mid-week. At that point Secretary Baker presumably will 
become Secretary State, and we'll be able to help you in those 
kinds of questions. 


Q Has he moved into Secretary Shultz's office? 
a No. 


Q What about the status of which Assistant 
Secretaries -- regional -- have stayed on and which have not as 
of this morning? 


a Why are you only interested in regional Assistant 
Secretaries? Some of us feel slighted when you do that. 
(Laughter) 

Q That's just the first question. 

Q Your status is pretty obvious. 

a Yes. 

Q I'll ask about support services. (Laughter) 


A I do know that, as I understand it -- and then 
again I really haven't tried to do a definitive survey -- but I 
believe Assistant Secretaries Crocker, Ridgway and Sigur are 
still functioning. Assistant Secretaries Abrams and Murphy 
have moved on to other functions. 


Q In the government? 


i Technically out of this building, and I'm not 
sure where -- at least in the case of Ambassador Murphy where 
he stands vis-a-vis his long-term plans. 
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Q Where is Murphy? (Laughter) 
(Inaudible) -- your address. 
Who said that? 
Q Anything on new Assistant Secretaries of State? 


A No. I don't have any of those kinds of 
announcements to make. 


Q So who acts in their stead? 

A Who acts? In the case of the Latin American 
Bureau, the senior Deputy Assistant Secretary is Michael Kozak, 
so I believe he's in charge there. In the case of the Middle 
Eastern Bureau, I'm not sure who the -- 

Q Paul Hare. 

A Paul Hare is here, so he's Acting. 


Q Sir, has the Secretary of State spoken of any 
press conferences that he will have? Any dates? 


a No. I don't have anything on that score, and I 
would just again say that there is yet a Senate floor vote to 
be held. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

Wait. Wait. 
Oh, sorry. 

Q Kabul again. The Germans have announced that 

they're getting their diplomatic personnel out. What's the 


status the U.S. Embassy in Kabul and the number of people 
there lane? 






I don't comment on the numbers of people that we 
have, t we still do have a presence. We are closely 
monitoring the security situation in Kabul and its impact on 
the safety of our diplomats. 


Beyond that, there is a travel advisory in effect for 
Afghanistan. The Department of State strongly recommends 


against any travel to Afghanistan and has urged all private 
Americans still in Afghanistan to depart the country. 


Q Do you have anything on the fighting within the 
Argentine military today? 


i No. I don't have anything on that. 
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Q One more Afghan-related question. There's a 
little report in the New York Times that the State Department 
is preparing to lift technology restrictions on trade to the 
Soviet Union which were imposed at the time of the invasion of 
Afghanistan. Is that true? Can you elaborate? 


‘ No. I really don't have any update on that 
situation. Those are measures that have been in place since 
the Soviet Union invaded Afghanistan, but nothing new. 


Q Any reaction to the Red Cross’ decision to go 
back to Lebanon? 


a No. I haven't seen the details of that. 


Q Chuck, the Thai Foreign Minister went to Hanoi, 
and Hun Sen is due in Bangkok this weekend. Do you have any 
comment on these diplomatic exchanges? 


a No, I don't have any particular comment. There 
has been a lot of diplomatic effort, addressing this particular 
question of Cambodia. Our particular concerns, and I think 
those of ASEAN and other people who have been following this 
issue, have remained constant, and we're continuing to address 
these questions in that global framework. 


So there's been a lot of activity, and we welcome that 
kind of activity, but I don't have any particular evaluation to 
make on this or that particular event. 


Q Then following up on that, the recent State 
Department report on the POW/MIA issue seems to indicate that 
you've given up the idea of finding live Americans in Vietnam 
or Laos. Is that correct? 


a No. I don't think it's fair to say we've ever 
given up. That report was to bring people up to date as to how 
we have to evaluate things in light of information currently 
available. B68ut our position throughout the years has always 
been we will continue to investigate any and all reports and 
follow up as may be appropriate. 


Q But is that issue no longer an obstacle in the 
restoration of relations or improvement of relations with 
Vietnam? 


a There hasn't been any change in that aspect. I 
don't think anything has changed on that score either. There 
are still a number of issues to be addressed. We've talked 
about withdrawal from Cambodia as being a crucial element in 
all of this. And then likewise I just refer you to what we've 
said before, both concerning withdrawal and then separately the 
things we have said about the POW/MIA issue. 
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Q Chuck, there was a@ report over the weekend -- I 
think in the Middle East -- that the U.S. had requested that 
the PLO take certain steps to shut down certain terrorist 
organizations in the region. Was that the subject of last 
week's meeting with the PLO? Can you tell us anything about 
that? 


a No. I can't go into the specific kinds of things 
that are discussed. I would only say, as we did at the time of 
the very first meeting, that terrorism was high on our agenda 
and was discussed in that first meeting. Sut beyond that, no, 
I don't have anything by way of specifics. 


Q On the POW/MIA issue, the last turn of this, as I 
recall it, was the statement that that in itself was not a 
condition for normalization of relations. While it's something 
that the United States remains extremely interested in, the 
condition is the Cambodia question. 


be That's correct. 


Q Secretary-designate Baker in his confirmation 
hearings indicated that from his point of view it is a 
condition for the restoration of relations, or so he seemed to 
say. Now, I guess technically he's not Secretary of State and 
all that, but when he becomes Secretary of State, would it be 
possible to —s whether there's been a shift in position or 
was this purely a kind of a rhetorical answer to a question 
that was posed to him by the Committee? 


“A We'll start accumulating questions for Thursday, 
I suppose. 


Q To follow up on that, any comment on the recent 
talks between Vietnam and China? 


Q You're expecting a long briefing on Thursday, is 
that right? (Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 24, 1989, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. we 
should have available in the Press Office sometime this 
afternoon the 1989 report of the U.S. Advisory Commission on 
Public Diplomacy. That's an independent, bipartisan body 
created by the Congress to oversee the activities by the U.S. 
Government in the field of public diplomacy and, in particular, 
the programs of the U.S. Information Agency. The Commission 
Chairman is Edwin J. Fuelner, Jr. 


This particular report deals with a number of current 
programs, including the Voice of America, Fulbright Academic 
Exchange Program, the WORLONWET Television Service, the National 
Endowment for Democracy and the proposed television broadcast 
service to Cuba -- TV Marti. 


The report and recommendations are being submitted 
today to the President, the Congress, Secretary of 
State-designate, and to USIA. 


That's all I have. 


Do you have anything on the proposal by the 
insurgents in £1 Salvador for a postponement of the elections? 


a I don't have any particular reaction. We have 
seen it and we are studying it. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on a report yesterday 


about a West German company assisting Libya in providing new 
refueling capability for Libyan fighters? 


~hy 


that the 


a As yesterday, the question was asked. I don't 
hing in terms of the particular report. I would, 


something similar to what I said yesterday which is 
.S. Government views with concern reports of the 






acquisition of this capability by Libya. 
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Q Do you have anything new, Chuck, on the situation 
in Afghanistan? Is the withdrawal escalating, or do you have 
any sense of what's going on there? 


A I don't have anything new by way of information 
on the withdrawal. As I said again yesterday, it's 
process: We certainly expect the Soviets to be out by 
February 15. 


I might add, however, on the question of Afghanistan 
that the Soviet Union continues a practice of heavy bombardment 
of Afghanistan on a daily basis. In addition to bombing runs 
conducted from bases in Afghanistan, numerous sorties each day 
are being flown from bases inside the Soviet Union. The 
bombing sorties include areas around the cities of Khandahar, 
Jalalabad, and Kunduz where no Soviet forces are present. 


As I've said before, this is a clear violation of 
Soviet assurances to us not to engage in offensive operations 
during the withdrawal. 


This pattern of daily bombardment is unacceptable. 
The Mujahidin have been exercising restraint in permitting 
unhampered Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan. We believe that 
similar restraint would be appropriate on the part of the 
Soviet Union. 


Q (Inaudible) Scuds. 


a Pardon? 
Q Scuds. 
a I don't have any particular update on numbers. I 


know they have been used in past weeks, but I just don't have 
anything that's really up to date on numbers of firing. 


Q Chuck, has there been any change at all in the 
type of weaponry that the Soviets have been using? I thought 
ey @ report recently that they're using heavier bombers 
or . 


A I don't know of anything that indicates a change 
in the kind of aircraft involved. There have been a variety of 
aircraft, as you know. 

Q But how about bombs -- the size of the bombs? 

A Nothing new. 


Q Chuck, have the -- 
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Q Has the U.S. Embassy 


Q Yeah, I was going to ask the same. The U.S. 
Embassy apparently has advised all Americans to leave 
afghanistan. Is there any thought to some of the embassy 
people leaving as well? 


A I said the same thing yesterday here at this 
podium, in case you missed it. I said exactly the same thing 
concerning our advice to Americans in Afghanistan concerning 
the U.S. Embassy presence. Again, what I said yesterday is 
applicable. 


Q So that means that the advice for Americans not 
to go to Afghanistan does not apply to Americans who work for 
the U.S. Embassy in Afghanistan; is that correct? 


A That's right. 
Q Chuck, is this -- 


A Our people have a reason for being there. And, 
as I say, we're monitoring the situation closely so that we'll 
know what's happening. 


Q This bombardment that you're talking about, is 
this a resurgence in recent days or has this been continuing 
since -- 


A It's been pretty much continuous. There was a 


brief pause around the first of the year when there was a 
ceasefire for a few days. 


Q There's a report out of the London Times, I 
believe yesterday, to the effect that the United States has cut 
off certain supplies to the Afghan rebels, including Stingers. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


a No, I don't comment on those kinds of questions. 


-Q Chuck, do you have anything on the negotiations 
with ndPecco with regard to stationing training squadrons of 
the U.S. Air Force in Moroccan bases? 


A Nothing. 


Q On Afghanistan. The Soviets have given you 
assurances that they would not conduct offensive operations 
during the withdrawal. Have they said anything about what they 
might do after the withdrawal? 
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A I don't have anything that goes beyond what I 
have said concerning those assurances. The major point I'm 
just trying to make now is that there has been a lot of talk 
about the need for restraint, particularly on the part of the 
Soviet Union. The Mujahidin had offered restraint and, in 
fact, has been exercising restraint in not attacking 
withdrawing Soviet forces. And what we continue to see, even 
in these days, is very heavy bombardment activity around 
population centers where there are no Soviet troops at all. 


Q Are you concerned that there might be continuing 
sorties from the Soviet Union after the withdrawal? 


A I'm just dealing with the withdrawal at this 
stage. 


Q Chuck -- 
You had a question here or that? 


Q I want to change the subject, so if there's still 


Q Do you have any sense of casualties? I mean, are 
they actually hitting civilian areas or do you have a sense of 
just what they are trying to do? 


A T don't have any way to measure casualties. I 
don't know that the targets are civilian areas. Rather, I 
would assume, Mujahidin positions. 


But the fact is that this is very heavy bombardment. 
It is aimed at the Afghan people in the form of the Mujahidin, 
at least, and it just is counter to what the Soviets have 
assured us that they would do. 


Q Is it possibly in support of the Afghan army 
garrisons in those towns? 


a Presumably so. 
vee 
Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli army 
Spokesman's report that 47 Palestinians were killed in the last 
five months by plastic bullets? And do you have any concern 
about such increase in the killing of Palestinians in the West 


Bank and Gaza? 


A Nothing beyond what I have commented on 
previously on those issues. 
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Q Chuck, what about whether -- now that it's a day 
later, do you have anything in terms of any kind of response, 
either from the Iranians or through third countries, to the 
overtures of the President on the hostages? 


a Nothing new. 


Q Well, nothing -- have you checked in the last 24 
hours to see if there's been any -- 


A I always check. 
Q Southern Sudan? U.S. food relief? 


A The status concerning relief efforts in the 
south: The primary conduits for relief to the south, which are 
supported by the U.S. Government, are the ICRC program, relief 
to Aweil by train and air from the north, barge deliveries 
which have just departed from Kosti to Malakal, and airlifts to 
Juba from Entebbe and Nairobi. 


We are also facilitating efforts by U.S. private 
voluntary organizations to determine the feasibility of other 
relief efforts into those areas in the south where needs are 
not being met. 


U.S. policy is getting relief to those in need 
regardless of where they are. It is particularly urgent to 
preposition supplies in areas of need within the next three or 
four months before the onset of the rainy season. 


Q Going back to Libya for just a second, Chuck, 
your comment earlier and yesterday about che acquisition of 
refueling capability says that you're concerned about Libya's 
acquisition of that capability. It doesn't seem to express any 
concern about where that acquisition came from. 


My question is, does the cooperative West German-U.S. 
inves tion into acquisition of supplies and equipment and 
pers for the chemical weapons facility extend to 
fon on other sorts of military materiel and 

es with Libya? 


A I really don't have any further details on this 
particular report. All I could say by way of a general nature 
is something I think you're already aware of: That we are in 
frequent consultation with our NATO allies and many other 
countries about Libya's threats to its neighbors. That is 


something that has been ongone. but I really don't have any 
specific answer to this latest report. 
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Q Chuck, is the U.S. playing any role in trying to 
solve the difficulties in implementing the Taba agreement 
between Israel and Egypt? There are some difficulties arising 
in the implementation of the arbitration. Do you know what 
happened? 


A We are continuing to try to help, as we have 
right along through this process. 


Q How do you characterize the U.S. position with 
regard to the Israeli obstacles to putting the agreement to the 
implementation? 


A It's not for me to characterize our position on 
behalf of one or the other of the parties. We are trying to 
play the same kind of role we have throughout, which is to 
bring them together to an acceptable solution. 


Q Chuck, there have been reports that Egypt had 
invited Mr. Baker to Cairo for Middle East talks. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 


The East Germans announced troop and tank 
withdrawals. Do you have a comment? 


A We welcome the announcement of proposed cuts made 
by the German Democratic State Councilman Erich Honecker, 
especially if they are implemented in such a way that both GOR 
and Warsaw Pact forces begin to become defensive in their 
structure and doctrine. 


Implicit in such a unilateral move is, of course, the 
acknowledgement of the existence of Warsaw Pact conventional 
superiority in Europe. We have often highlighted the need for 
asymmetrical reductions to eliminate this Eastern superiority. 
We thus doubly welcome the GOR's announcement as confirmation 
that oach to conventional arms control in Europe is the 





look forward to beginning the new conventional arms 
talks. We also share the sentiments expressed by Deputy 
Foreign Minister Karpov in an editorial I saw today which echo 
the stated NATO goal of establishing security and stability at 
a lower level of forces in Europe. 


The Soviet and Eastern unilateral reductions, if 


implemented, could give good momentum to the new conventional 
talks. In any event, they would certainly start the Warsaw 


Pact moving in the direction of NATO's goals. 
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Q Do you think that there's a danger that these 
reductions may affect the mood in West Germany to the point 
that when you need to modernize nuclear -- tactical nuclear 
weapons there, there will not be the will to support it? I 
mean, is there any connection, do you see, in that act? 


A I don't have any way to make that particular 
analysis. I think what we all need to keep in mind -- and I 
think which is very evident to the members of NATO -- is that 
the Warsaw Pact has in fact much superior levels at almost any 
level; at almost any kind or category of armaments that you 
care to look at. 


On the conventional side, for example, we have 
recently put out in November all of the facts and figures on 
that particular score. Some of the things that have been 
talked about recently. For example, I noticed that Mr. Karpov 
also said that the total number of short-range nuclear missiles 
to be withdrawn would be on the order of 24. That's only a 
very small reduction in the size of the total Soviet 
short-range nuclear missile force. The Soviet Union would 
still deploy a very large and modern inventory of these systems 
in Europe, and there I think the order of magnitude would be -- 
in terms of short-range missile systems -- on the order of 


Po 90 on the NATO side as opposed to 1400 on the Warsaw Pact 
side. 


So that gives you an idea of the kinds of 
discrepancies we're looking at. And, secondly, those 1400 
include systems which date from the 1980's -- the SS-21's, for 
example. So there is a modernization program that has been in 
train during this decade on the part of the Warsaw Pact which 
has not existed on the U.S.-NATO side. 


Q Chuck, could you have anything to comment on 
attempts to repeal the Jackson-Vanik Amendment regarding the 
Soviet Union and efforts which are going on now? 


a There have been some press stories of various 
kinds, and concerning the accuracy of those stories, you'd have 
to talk with the relevant organizations or individuals that are 
mentioned. 


On the question of the Jackson-Vanik Amendment, just 
to repeat what it is: For non-market economy countries like 
the Soviet Union, the 1974 Jackson-—Vanik Amendment conditions 
most-favored nation tariff status and eligibility for U.S. 
Government credits and credit guarantees on freedom of 
emigration. 


A waiver of the Jackson-Vanik Amendmert in the Soviet 
case would require a strong consensus among the American 
public, the Congress, and the Executive branch that recent 
progress on emigration from the Soviet Union will be sustained. 
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Some of these stories that [I've made reference to have 
talked about the destination of Soviet emigrants. 
Jackson-Vanik has nothing to do with the destination of such 
emigrants. The U.S. Government has consistently held that all 
Jews and all others emigrating from the Soviet Union should 
have freedom of choice as to their destination. 


Q Can we have a copy of this, please? 
A No. 


Q Chuck, would the strong consensus you say would 
be required to waive the Jackson-Vanik Amendment have to be 
stronger than the consensus the Administration felt was 
required to approve the conduct, or attendance at a human 
rights conference in Moscow, or would the levels of consensus 
be about the same (inaudible) required? 


a I don't see how one can make any such comparison. 


Q Well, they both deal with human rights records in 
the Soviet Union. I mean, that's -- 


A But they are very different questions. There are 
so many things different about each of them, I just don't see 
any way to compare them at all. 


Q Could you mention a couple of the differences 
that would -- 


Q "A strong consensus” by whom, or of whom again? 
I may have missed this. 


A That's exactly what I said -- the American 
public, the Congress, and the Executive Branch. 


Q What is the measure of the American public in 
this case? 


A That's something that just has to be determined 
by your political leadership as you get into a question like 
this, if and when you do. 

Q Chuck, would a majority vote by Congress suffice? 


A I really can't put any specifics on what is a 
general, hypothetical question at this point. 


Q Could you mention a couple of the differences 
that you see between the decision-making process in attending 
the human rights conference and the decision-making process in 
waiving the Jackson-Vanik Amendment? 
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A The criteria are totally different. One is an 
aspect of law; the other one has no law attached to it -- one 
basic fundamental. One is punctual; the other is more 
long-lasting. I mean, there are so many differences that there 
is just no basis for making the kind of comparison you're 
asking me to make. 


Q Did the Administration try to explore the 
Congressional different position with regard to the amendment 
-- if it applies to this situation or not? 

A I'm not sure what you mean, “...if it applies to 
this situation.” The Jackson-Vanik Amendment is, as I 
specified -- it has always been tied to emigration. 

Q I was wondering -- 


A There is nothing to explore in that sense. It is 
there. 


Q But when you are talking about the Congressional 
opinion, you must have something in your mind about exploring 
the Congressional attitudes. 

A I'm not saying that. I'm just saying our 
appreciation of what would be required if you were to address 
that question. 

Q Has the U.S. Government position changed 
regarding the destination of emigrants from the Soviet Union, 
as they still have the freedom of choice where they want to go? 

A I just repeated that once again. 


Q Do you have anything on Chile concerning a new 
approach to the Letelier case? 


a This is a relatively long answer. 
Forget it! (Laughter) 


You want to know, or don't you? You don't care? 


oD 2> 


Yes. Let us know. 


a Want to hear it? All right. On January 12, the 
United States presented the Government of Chile with a 
diplomatic note invoking a bilateral treaty for the settlement 
of disputes signed by the two nations in 1914. This treaty 
establishes an international commission of five persons to 
investigate disputes arising between Chile and the United 
States which could not be resolved by diplomatic methods. 
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The United States has invoked the treaty to request 
that the Commission investigate and report upon the facts 
surrounding the deaths of Orlando Letelier and Ronni Moffitt in 
Washington, 0. C. on September 21, 1976, including the 
involvement of Chilean Government officials in those deaths, 
and to investigate and report upon subsequent investigations by 
the Government of Chile into the matter. 


We are taking this step because we have exhausted 
other diplomatic means in obtaining the cooperation of the 
Chilean Government in resolving the Letelier/Moffitt case, 
which unfortunately has been a point of discord in our 
bilateral relations with Chile for many years. We believe that 
this treaty process provides an excellent and neutral means for 


pursuing justice in the case and resolving the differences 
between the U.S. and Chile that relate to the case. 


The U.S. Government will, therefore, render all 


possible assistance to the Commission in carrying out its 
responsibilities, and we expect and trust that the Government 


of Chile will do the same. 


Just so you know, that Commission is a five-member 
commission: one U.S. citizen; one non-citizen appointed by the 
U.S.; a Chilean citizen; one non-citizen appointed by Chile; 
and a fifth member chosen by agreement between the two 
governments to serve as President. 


Q Has the U.S. received any response from the 
Government of Chile to this initiative? 


q This is something that just happened. The 
Commission is there; there's an established procedure. 


Q Just one point of information: This 1914 treaty, 
does it carry any name? 


A Does it have an exact name? I can look that up 
for you. I have it, but I don't see it right now. 


Q Chuck, you say it's something that just 
happened. Oo you mean Chile is bound to go along with this? 


We are invoking a treaty provision. 


What happens if they don't answer the phone? 


I don't have any indication that that's happening. 


a 
nideationet 
Qa 
. 


Do you expect Chile to go along with this? 
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A It is a treaty obligation, but I'll just leave it 
at that. 


Q So the U.S. Ambassador in Chile was recalled 
yesterday -- is here in Washington. I mean, is he here in 
relation with this case? 

a No. 


Q So what is the purpose for his visit to 
Washington? 


A Well, there are many U.S. ambassadors who come to 
Washington all the time for consultations. In this particular 


case, I just don't know exactly what his plans are, whether 
they're leave, official consultation, or otherwise. 


Q He was recalled for the State Department. 


A That's fine, but that doesn't mean that every 
time an ambassador happens to come back through Washington that 
I have all the details on exactly what he's doing. 


Q Can you look into that and post an answer on that 
one? 


a On which one. 


Q On the question of the U.S. Ambassador to Chile's 
recall to Washington. 


A No. 
Q (Inaudible) 


A No, I don't feel any obligation to comment on 
ambassadors who come through Washington. That's government 
business. And when it's relevant to a particular story, I'm 
happy te look into it; but in this case, it's a very 
commonplace occurrence. 


Q What is the thinking now on staffing the embassy 
in Managua? 


a Nothing further beyond what I said yesterday. 
Q Still under study, then? 


ca Under study. 
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Q Chuck, do you have a comment on an Egyptian daily 
newspaper report that appeared in FBIS today that the United 
States Government has a new set of conditions for the PLO in 
order to conduct an intensive dialogue which could lead to more 
cooperation between -- 


No? 
A No comment. 


Q Anything further on Nicaraguan diplomatic 
exchange (inaudible) 


a That's what he just asked. 
Q Excuse me. 


Q Any reaction to the announcement of the 
Nicaraguan Government to survey, to hold elections next year? 


a No. 


Q A very general question: There have been wide 
estimations of how high is the priority for Middle East in the 
new — agenda. Do you have anything to elaborate 
on that 


A No. I don't have anything beyond what the 
Secretary of State-designate has talked about in his 
confirmation hearings. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:41 P.M.) 
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CHILE 





Q: What is the formal name of the treaty invoked bv 
the United States to deal with the Letelier case? 


A: TPE FORMAL TITLE IS “THF TREATY FO® THE SFTTLFMFNT 
OF DISPUTES THAT MAY OCCUR BETWEEN THF UNITED STATES 


OF AMERICA AND CHILF.” IT WAS SIGNED ON JUNE 24, 


1914. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #15 
WEONESDAY, JANUARY 25, 1989, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement : 








There is another volume of the F 
available today. This one 

The normal procedures are in 
terms of press releases, reading copies, availability of 
purchase, and all of that. You can find a press release and 
the details in the Press Office. 





play in 


Q Following up on a matter of yesterday, the 
Chilean Government says it has rejected your note invoking the 
investigation committee. Have you received such notice from 
them? 


a The information I have is the Chilean Government 
stated it's studying its response. 


Q The information we had yesterday is that they are 
rejecting it. 


a There was a Chilean communique of January 24 
which stated what I stated. 


Q So as far as you're concerned, it's still open? 

a That's right. 

Q So what is the future of the American Embassy in 
afghanistan? Is its status continuing to be open and 
monitoring the situation? 

a Unchanged. 

Q All those good words? 

ne Unchanged. 


Q And what is the status of the situation in 
Kabul? Sinking deeper into chaos? 


a Again, I don't have any particular status 
report. I've seen a lot of various public reporting on what's 
happening there. I don't have any other insight to offer. 
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Q Why keep the Embassy open when quite clearly the 
situation is getting very dangerous by everyone's assessment, 
including the State Department's? 


a As I said, we're continuing to carefully monitor 
the situation. We'll make our decisions on the basis of that 
close observation. But the Embassy does have a role to 
perform, so we are in touch with the Embassy and we'll just 
continue to monitor the situation. As long as we think it's 
useful and prudent to be there, we will; and that continues to 
be the case. 


Q But you don't feel you're putting the remaining 
Embassy employees' lives in jeopardy by being in a situation 
where the government is collapsing? 


A That's exactly why you monitor the situation. 
You stay in touch with your people there, and you make those 
decisions. 


Q Chuck, do you have any thoughts on Yitzhak 
Rabin's, the Israeli Defense Minister, proposals for peace 
negotiations and elections in the West Bank? 


A No. 


Q Coming back to Kabul for just a second, do you 
have an update at all on Soviet activities in afghanistan. 
specifically on the use of missiles, for example’? 


A No, I don't have anything new. 


Q Chuck, on Central America, do you have any 
response to the Sandinistas' statement of last Friday or the 
Salvadoran rebel proposal of 2 to 3 days ago? 


A We're studying those. 


Q Chuck, on the Salvadoran rebel proposal, can you 
give us any sort of assessment of the situation in £1 Salvador 
and whether the United States still wants the elections to 
proceed as scheduled? 


A I don't have any particular comment today. As I! 
said, we're studying the proposals. Clearly they are under 
study by Salvadoran authorities as well. 


Q Does the U.S. Government think that digging a 


four-mile rae ditch along the U.S.-Mexican border in 
California will keep out vehicles filled with drug contraband’ 


A I think you might want to talk to other agencies 
about that. 


Q Does the State Department have any knowledge or 
know anything about that? 
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Aa I don't know anything about that. 
Q Somalia: Do you have anything on the CW reports? 


A My answer on that would be similar -- in fact, 
exactly what we have said before. We are aware of but cannot 
confirm those reports. The Somali Government, moreover, 
categorically denies possession of or plans to obtain or use 
chemical weapons. 


We believe the Somali Government is well aware of its 
international obligations concerning chemical weapons, and we 
have made clear to its leadership our strong opposition to the 
proliferation and use of chemical weapons anywhere in the world. 


Q Do you have anything on when the Somali Prime 
Minister intends to be here? 


a The information I have is that Mohamed Ali 
Samantar, the Prime Minister of Somalia, is coming tc 
Washington for a private working visit that will begin Monday. 
January 30. The purpose of his trip is to discuss events in 
Somalia since the insurgency flared up last May and to explain 
his government's efforts in favor of economic reform and 
national reconciliation. 


We welcome the Prime Minister and look forward to 


useful discussions between him and appropriate officials of our 
government and Congress. 


Q Will he meet with Mr. Baker? 


A I don't know particularly with whom he will meet 
at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on the Secretary's 
schedule? Does he have an arrival time? Is he planning a 
public statement or anything? 


a I don't have anything on his schedule. The next. 
step is still a vote in the Senate. 


Q Is he using the office? 





A No. 

Q Will he today? 

A He's still in the transition offices. 

Q Will he today, do you know, after he's sworn in? 
A I don't know what his plans are for moving in. 


It depends, as you say, first on a vote and then on a 
swearing-in. 
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Q Could we ask that you let us know that 
information? 
A I'll try to do that. 
Can I ask you a daily question about whether 


we've had any response from the Iranians to the Bush overtures 
on the hostages? 


aé 


A I think there comes a time when one has to say 
daily status reports just are not profitable. I don't mean to 
imply in any way that anything has changed, but I just want to 
lay that marker down. I've been answering it for a few days 
because it was current, but I think at this stage I'll just 
simply go back into saying “no comment" on a day-to-day basis 
on these kind of questions. 


You all know how we have approached the issue, and 
there's really nothing that's changed. 


Q But if they do reply, can we count on you to tell 
us without us -- 


A That would put it into a different category, and 
I'll try to keep that under consideration. 


Q Just so that we won't ask the question again, as 
of today there's been no reply; is that correct? 


A That's right. 


Q Chuck, was the hostage subject dealt with during 
the American-PLO dialogue? 


A The question is similar to others that have 
arisen over the weeks since that meeting, and I'm not in a 
position to go into any specific agenda items beyond what has 
already been described publicly. 


Can you say anything about any plans for another 
meeting witht the PLO? 


A No plans that I know of at this stage. 
Q Any updating on the dialogue itself? 


A No. 


Q Cambodia: Prince Sihanouk has expressed his 
displeasure at Hun Sen's visit in Bangkok. Do you have 
anything on that? 
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A No, I don't have any particular reaction. There 
has been, as you know, a very intensive level of diplomatic 
activity, including any number of people. We have been, as I 
said a few days ago, encouraged by that general level of 
engagement. But we also continue to strongly believe that an 
acceptable Cambodian settlement must be based on a government 


under the leadership of Prince Sihanouk, so we also look 
forward to a continuation of meetings among the Cambodian 


groups to discuss the details of a future coalition. 


Q Chuck, reports out of China give the strongest 
indication so far that China is prepared to cut back aid for 
the Khmer Rouge. Does the United States welcome that? And 
what is the status of our aid for the non-Communist resistance? 


a Nothing has changed on our aid program. 


Concerning what various parties are doing, talking 
about, will do, I will leave that to each of them to describe 
rather than commenting on second-hand reports. Our position on 
the necessary components of an acceptable settlement are those 
that you know: the verified and complete withdrawal of all 
Vietnamese forces, effective safeguards against a Khmer Rouge 
return to power, and the restoration of genuine 
self-determination to the Cambodian people. That's the 
framework that we have operated in and that we continue to 
operate in. 


As I say, there are a lot of parties involved, 
talking; and how these various specific issues will come out is 
something that we'll just see develop. 


Q Chuck, could I go back to El Salvador for a 
minute? Can you give us any sense of whether or not the United 
States is still committed to seeing elections in El Salvador as 
scheduled in March, given the fact that there is this new 
proposal on the table by the rebels? 


A I think I've answered the question about the new 
roposal. The Salvadoran Government is studying that, we're 
ooking at it, so I think I don't have any other reaction to 


that. 


On a more general plane, our commitment to democracy 
and the democratic process in £1 Salvador continues unabated, 
just as it does throughout Central America and throughout the 
world. But that is a general principle, and I don't want to 


use your question to lead to anything else. 


Q But what about the date for elections? 


A Again, I'll go back to what I said earlier: The 
Salvadoran Government is looking at this. 
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Q Can you comment on or mention the dates of the 
visit to Washington by some of the Middle East leaders, for Mr. 
Shamir and Mr. Mubarak and King Hussein and others, because 
there is sort of confusion -- 


A I don't have any dates for any of those people. 


Q No dates? 


Do you have any comment on a New York Times' 
story about U.S. consideration of trading issues vis-a-vis the 


Soviet Union in light of the anticipated Soviet withdrawal from 
Afghanistan? 


a That was a story that had to do with the 
"“no-exceptions" policy, the so-called “no-exceptions" policy 
under COCOM. I don't really have any comment. That story 
dealt with what were alleged to be internal government 
sEeewecesns . and I don't think it's appropriate to comment on 

ose. 


I would only say in a more general sense that the 
issue of the “no-exceptions" policy, as it was based on the 
fact of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, is something that 
has been discussed and will no doubt come up in due course for 
the present Administration. 


Q Has it been discussed at all with the Soviet 
Government? 


A I'm not going to go into any other details at 
this point. 


Q You won't say that Shultz left a letter behind on 
that subject? 


a I will stick there to the principle of never 
commenting on internal government decision-making. 


Anything on earthquake assistance for the Soviet 
Union? 


A As far as I know, the Soviets have indicated no 
assistance will be required from anyone outside of the Soviet 
Union. So, we ourselves do not have any request for assistance. 


Q Can you tell us anything further about the 
meetings this week that Ambassador Dubinin has had with 
officials at the State Department? 


a He's an active Ambassador. He continues his 
Moen w of -- his discussions in this building with a number of 
people. 
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Q You won't talk about what the subject matter has 
been of any of those things? 


a Not in particular. There is a continuing agenda 
we talk about all the time with the Soviet Union, with allies 
and with other people. There's just nothing particular I could 
pick out of all of that. 


Q The Soviet Foreign Minister is an active Foreign p 
Minister, and when he has discussions with U.S. officials e 
usually there's some description of the subject matter, so -- 


A Well, the appropriate analogy would be whether or 
not there's a discussion of every time Ambassador Matlock meets 
with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. There isn't, because our 
Ambassadors have contacts around our respective capitals, and 
they're doing their business. 


Q Chuck, could I follow that up? Since it's not 
Matlock-Shevardnadze but Oubinin seeing a number of the 
regional assistant secretaries, is there some thought being 
given, do you know, to renewing the higher-level 
Soviet-American regional meetings that have taken place 
regularly for a couple of years? I mean, are they talking 
about specific meetings and dates? 


A No. I don't believe they're doing that. And how 
that develops is something we'll just have to keep an eye on. 
I don't have an update on that at this point. But these 
meetings don't involve that subject. 


Q Has there been any discussion of another 
Soviet-American summit? 


a I'm not the one to ask about that. I don't have 
anything on it in any case. I think the President and 
Secretary-designate have spoken to that issue previously. 


Q Chuck, about the 35-state anti-terrorist 
conference, do you expect this conference to be confined to the 
procedures, to the technicalities of how to inspect airplanes 
and things like that, or will it have a kind of political, 
“wholesome” discussion of the terrorist problem? 


A You're talking about the ICAO Ministerial-level 
meeting? 


Q Yes. 


A I don't have any of the particular details on 
that. I think if you look at what was put out by the 
Department of Transportation here, also by the British Minister 
responsible for this particular area of endeavor, you will see 
the framework in which they have proposed this meeting. I 
think clearly, from reading that, they are thinking about the 
kinds of specific concrete measures that might be adopted in 
the area of aviation security. 














AST | 


-8- Wednesday, 1/25/89 


Q Chuck, on a related matter, I think the British, 
if I'm not mistaken, today announced that they basically had 
concluded their search on the ground of the Pan Am 103 
disaster. I wondered if you have any update on where the 
investigation stands as far as the United States Government is 
concerned on the cause of that incident or who might have been 
responsible for it? 


a No. I don't have an update, and as always I 
would leave it first to British authorities who are leading the 
investigation to comment and secondly, on our side, to the 
FBI. They are the investigative agency responsible. 


Q Chuck, on this matter, has the United States been 
in touch with the Syrians on that Pan Am incident? 


a Without going into, again, the specifics of the 
kind you ask for, I would just say what we've said previously 
-- we have tried to obtain the assistance of anyone and 
everyone who could possibly aid. 


Q So you could have possibly provided them with any 
information, because their Defense Minister is saying that the 
Americans and the British have information about the Israeli 
Mossad complicity in the case. 


A That particular report, which I've seen 
circulated a few times, I wouldn't lead anyone to take that 
very seriously, or seriously at all. 


Q Chuck, there's a report out of Cyprus that police 
authorities have warned the Embassy of a possible terrorist 
= against American interests. Do you have anything on 
that 


No. 
Okay. Thank you. 
The gentleman in the back, Jim. 


DB 2s> & °® 


Yes. About the latest developments in Argentina. 
there are reports today that among the people dead in the group 
that took this barracks, there was some Cubans and 

Nicaraguans. Does the U.S. Government have any information on 

that? 


a No. I haven't even seen that report, in fact. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 26, 1989, 12:34 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Q Today is the day you're going to unload, right? 
Is the United States Government now satisfied with the level of 
cooperation it is getting from the West Germans on the chemical 
warfare business? 


a I don't have any further evaluation to offer than 
what has been stated previously, and I think I'd just leave it 
at that. As we've said previously, we're convinced the West 
German government is taking this issue very seriously, and they 
have made a number of statements themselves in recent days 
about those activities. 


Q And is the United States actively cooperating 
with Germans in their attempt to determine the extent of the 
business? 


6 I don't know exactly what you mean when you say 
actively. 


Q Supplying information. 


6 But, if you're trying to imply, is there 
something on an hour-by-hour or day-by-day basis, that I don't 
know. I would just say, in a more general sense, as we have 
ss along, to the extent we can be helpful, we will try to do 
that. 


Q Chuck, on something else, do you have anything on 
this reference in the speech by Senator McCain that the United 
States has provided some potent bacteria to Iraq which could be 
used in biological weapons? 


a We've taken a look at that. We are not aware of 
any involvement by the United States in the alleged biological 
weapons capability of any nation. As I've said before, we will 
continue to pursue any evidence which might be available or 
become available on this kind of issue -- that is on the basis 
of our very strong concerns about these issues of the 
proliferation of chemical weapons and biological weapons. 
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Those concerns have been well known for a few 
months. Did the Senator's office talk to anybody at the State 
Department, do you know, to see -- to check his facts? 


a That I don't know. But one of the things we will 
be doing is making contact with the Senator's office to find 
out if there is any more information available from that end. 


Q Back on the Federal Republic of Germany for just 
a second, do you have any comment on a report on West German 
television last night that a goverr™<=nt commission is 
recommending that NATO reduce its st-range nuclear missile 
-- nuclear arsenal by about a third by the end of 1989? 


a No, haven't seen that. 


Q Do you -- there was a source story out of Bonn 
which said that the U.S. and the Bonn government agreed that 
the Libyans are not yet capable of producing poison gas at the 
plant. Do you concur? 


i) I won't address that question directly, but I 
think in the past we have addressed our general appreciation of 
the status of that plant -- which we have said is not capable 
of production. And, that is why we have emphasized the fact by 
acting now, by keeping expertise and technology further from 
going to that plant, we can keep it from being able to produce, 
at least in any operational or full-scale quantities. 


Q In fact, the Secretary said that on the plane on 
a trip, but that was a few weeks ago. 


I) That still remains the evaluation. 


Q So maybe we could ask now if any Western 
technology has been getting to the Libyans in the last couple 
of weeks that could increase the likelihood that they will get 
to production? 


a I don't have any update on that particular 
question. 


Q Well, is it only limited to Western technology 
that -- 


Q Well, “Western technology” I'm using as a 
shorthand. I mean outside technology. 


6 That's right. I mean advanced technology. 


Technology from anywhere, as I've said previously. This is not 
limited to any particular country. It's an appeal to everyone. 


Q Do you know anything about any meetings this week 
between the U.S.-Iranian Claims Commission in The Hague to wrap 
up some of these remaining claims packages? 
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5 I just haven't looked into the status of their 
meeting schedule. 


Q Chuck, how is Mr. Baker spending his first day? 


i) He was sworn in last night at 6:15, as you're all 
aware. He is spending today moving in, as you might expect. 


Q Any announcements on staffing? 


ra Getting settled in. Doing the kinds of normal 
things one does in the first few days in office. 


Q Can we expect any announcements today on staffing? 
i) That I just don't have any way to predict. 


Q Do the employees of the State Department expect 
to see or hear from Mr. Baker any time soon? 


“ I believe they will certainly be hearing from 
him, if they haven't already. He did dispatch a message to all 
diplomatic posts last evening, which is also being circulated 
here in the building to employees, and we will also make that 
available to you all when I can get the signed copy of that. 


Q Chuck, can you tell us what the gist of it was? 


6 It's basically -- I'll let you read the text. I 
don't want to try to just paraphrase it. 


Q And can you tell us whether we might have an 
opportunity to see the Secretary of State today? 


“ I don't think there are any plans today. He's 
really in a process now of settling in and getting 
established. That's his first priority. 


Q If he's not ready to make the announcements, can 
you say whether he has made the decisions on the key jobs? 

i No. I'm not going to touch personnel issues. 
(Laughter) 


Q While we're still on that subject, Chuck, why 
wasn't there a schedule put out today for mentioning the 
Secretary of State's schedule? Even when you have nothing to 
say, you always say, “No public appointments." 


a For the simple reason that we have a new 
Secretary today for the first day, and so we are going through 
all the kinds of things we have done in the past, reaffirming 
them where appropriate. And, I can tell you that is one of the 
things he does continue to plan to do. But, I think Monday 
will be the start-up date in order to get back into operation. 
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Q Did he have a staff meeting today? I mean, is he 
meeting with his top people? 


A Yes. He met with his top people. 

Q Is he meeting with -- 

i He meets with them several times a day, but -- 
Q Who were they? 


Q Can you tell us who it was he met with today, so 
we know who the top people are? 


a No. I'm not going to go into those kinds of 
details. 


Q Is he meeting with anybody outside the Department 
today? 


A At this point, I'm not in a position to offer any 
kind of public schedule. 


Q Is the first foreign -- 
Q Can we have his public schedule later in the day? 


a I don't know. As I say, Monday we will start -- 
with the start of a new week, start to produce -- 


Q If he's going to be meeting with Ambassadors or 
he's going to be receiving people today, is there a mechanism 
by which we can know this between now and the end of the day? 


a I'll try to keep working on that and see if we 
can do anything. 


Q Is the first foreign visitor the Japanese Prime 
Minister next week? 


a I don't know when you say “foreign visitor," 
that's a pretty broad category. 

Q I don't mean ambassadors; I mean -- 

Q Somalia. 

Q -- other than Somalia. 

i) There's one, at least. 

Has he made any interesting overseas phone calls 

to any foreign ministers -- Mr. Shevardnadze? 

fs I'm just not aware of what phone calls may have 


been made. 
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Just for the record, will you take the question 
of with whom he met? When you said he met with the leadership 


of the Department, can you take the question of with whom that 
was, please? 


A Again, I know he's been involved through the 


course of the morning with any number of people. So, I just 
don't think I want to get into the business of saying who is in 
which meeting, at this stage. 


Q No, but this is a different kind of day, 
obviously, and, you know, one would think that it should be a 
matter of public record who the Secretary of State is sort of 
dealing with upstairs, and what major contacts he has with 
people on the outside. 


“ The best I can say is I'll keep looking at it. 
But let me emphasize that this is, essentially, a day to move 
in and get settled. 


Q He will be traveling to Japan and China with the 
President, right? 


i) That's my understanding. 
Q And an unknown third stop as well? 


a Beyond that, you'll have to stay in touch with 
the White House. 


Q Indeed that's -- I was sort of going to ask you 
something: Is he making any side trips? 


“ I'm not aware of any at this stage. 
Q I mean as a part of that trip, of course. 
I understood that. 
Q Will he go with Vice President Quayle? 
I I don't believe so. 
I'm sure you saw that a PLO spokesman said that 
Arafat only wanted to come here to meet with Jim Baker and/or 
the President. What's his position on that? Is he open in 
principle to such a meeting? I know Brent Scowcroft said it 
was premature. But have you checked with him and gotten any 
guidance on this? 


i I don't have anything beyond what may have come 
up at the confirmation hearing. 


Q Chuck, there were reports out of Islamabad of the 
massacre of civilians in Afghanistan. Do you have an update on 
the situation there? 
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o The only thing I could do is repeat the reports 
as we have heard it; and so I would say that according to 
reports out of Kabul -- I assume these are the ones you're 
referring to -- on January 23, Soviet and Afghan forces 
obliterated all of the dwellings ‘n a number of villages south 
of the Salang Tunnel through heavy artillery attacks. There 
are eyewitnesses who say no dwellings remain and hundreds of 
civilians were killed. But that's all I really have are these 
reports that are around Kabul. 


Q Have U.S. Embassy people actually viewed this 
themselves, or did they talk to eyewitnesses, or are you 
quoting news reports? 


‘ Our embassy people are not up by the Salang 
Tunnel; they are in Kabul. 


Q Can you tell us anything further about the status 
of the Embassy in Kabul? Has the staff been reduced since we 
discussed this issue last? 


‘ I'll just leave my answer as a general one, 
similar to what I've said in the sense we've said before -- 
there is a difficult security situation. We're monitoring it 
very closely. We have, in recent days and weeks, been reducing 
our staff levels. in any case. But beyond that, I don't have 
anything else. 


Q Chuck, were you asked about an international 
conference? I couldn't hear all the questions up front. There 
are all these new reports about an international Middle East 
conference to be held in the U.S. in the spring. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


2) Strictly from fantasy land. 


Q Chuck, do you have any further detail on the 
meetings between the U.S. and North Korea? 


6 Let me just review for the record what has 
happened, where things stand. You're familiar, of course, that 
the starting point for all of this was our announcement on 
October 31, I believe, about some new initiatives. 


On December 6, in Beijing, the North Koreans delivered 
a letter addressed to then Secretary of State Shultz from the 
Democratic People's Republic of Korea Foreign Minister, Kim 
Yong Nam. The letter was delivered at a meeting between our 


Embassy political counselor and his counterpart from the DPRK 
Embassy. 


The meeting was held at a neutral setting. It was 
arranged through the good offices of the foreign ministry of 
the People's Republic of China. On January 24, the United 
States and North Korean diplomats held a second meeting at the 
same level, at the same place. At the January 24 meeting, the 
U.S. responded to Foreign Minister Kim's letter. 
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We believe these contacts have been useful in terms of 
content. I won't go into the exact content, other than to note 
both sides stated their positions on Korea Peninsula political 
and security issues. Those are positions that have been a 
matter of public record also. 


Q Chuck, what do you know about a plan to sell the 
"r ‘qged" U.S. Embassy in Moscow to a U.S. trade group, to 
otrset the cost of building a new one? Is there any truth to 
that report that's out this morning? 


A What I can say is we do know from Dwayne Andreas, 
the U.S. co-chairman of the US/USSR Trade and Economic Council 
that he made some ideas along that line known to us -- his 


ideas on the Embassy building -- and we will be taking them 
into consideration. Obviously, that's the kind of question the 
new Administration is going to want to look at. 


Q What's the status of the architectural plan that 
the State Department wanted to get going that you couldn't get 
the $2 million funding for? 


A I don't have any further update on that. I 
think, again, I would just say this question of the Embassy and 
what happens there is something the Administration now will be 
looking at. I just don't know how any of these particular 
elements fit into it right now. 


Q Chuck, on the Embassy thing, has that not been 
formalized by Andreas and Giffin, and is that not now in 


channels of the State Department and being discussed by Matlock 
and Dubinin. 


a It's only in channels in what we would call a 
very informal way, in the sense we have had a discussion 
through diplomatic channels of this idea with the Soviets, but 
as I say, very informally and inconclusively. 


Q Have you had any response from the Soviets in 
terms of their interest or non-interest? 


A I would just leave it at that. It's, basically, 
where it stands. 


Q Any comments on Prince Sihanouk's apparent 
dissatisfaction with developments in Cambodia, possible 
resignation once again? 


) I would just repeat -- but I won't do it, to save 
time -- what I said yesterday about the general process, which 
included some words about our view of Prince Sihanouk's role in 
that process. 
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Q Chuck, back to Korea for just a second. You 
said, I think, at the end of your comment on that, that the two 
sides expressed their positions on various matters relating to 
Korean Peninsula issues, and you said something about these 
re anes the lines of their public positions, or something 

e that. 


A I'm just saying both our positions on those 
subjects are matters of public record. 


Q Okay. So can we draw the conclusion from that, 
even though you said you wouldn't discuss the content of those 
meetings, the content was essentially an exchange of positions 
which are well known on both sides, and that there were no 
exchanges of new positions on either side? 


a I always leave it to you to draw your 
conclusions, and I'll continue to do that. I would just say 
further, I suppose, that these were in no sense negotiations in 
any way, but rather contacts. 


Q Chuck, the Vietnamese Ambassador to the United 
Nations, Mr. Trinh Xuan Lang, -- L-A-N-G -- is in Washington 
and the first visit, I think, by a Vietnamese Government 
Ambassador to Washington in a long time, if at all, since 
1975. Does his State Department approval, to let him come to 
Washington, suggest any particular position of the Bush 
Administration toward the Vietnamese or what they're doing in 
the POW area, or what? 


A Let me give you the background -- 
Q Okay. 


A -- which will also answer your question. We have 
agreed to an exception to the travel restrictions imposed on 
Vietnamese personnel assigned to the Vietnamese Mission to the 
U.N. to allow Permanent Representative Ambassador Trinh Xuan 
Lang and his wife to attend the reception in Washington January 
26. 


We will also take the opportunity of his visit here to 
raise with him the POW/MIA issue. 


The reception is being organized by Sight Savers 
International, a private voluntary organization, and will be 
hosted by Congressman Stephen Solarz, the Honorary President of 
Sight Savers International. 


Concerning the meeting on the POW/MIA issue, there, we 
will have officials from the National Security Council, State, 
and Defense, as well as the National League of Families. That 
takes place in the context of what you are aware of has been a 
greater level of activity and cooperation in this area, and we 
want to make sure that the Vietnamese continue to understand 
our concerns. 
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And, finally, in response to your opening question, in 
granting this travel exception, it in no way represents a 
departure from our policy toward normalization of relations. 


Q When is the meeting supposed to be? 


a I don't know the exact date. I think it's taking 
place in the hotel, on the margins of the reception. 


Q Who would be the ranking person there from the 
United States' side? 


4 For the State Department, it would be at the 
level of Office Director. 


Q And what are the U.S. conditions for normalizing? 


a The same as always. I think there was a question 
asked the other day, and I have talked to the Secretary about 
that. Whatever you may have been reading into his testimony, 
our position on normalization remains as stated. 


Q Which is that Cambodia is the obstacle? 


a That's right. And also that includes the fact 
you're not going to have, however, a productive, rich 
relationship because of our great concern with this 
humanitarian issue of the POW/MIAs. 


Q But in your statement here a minute ago, where 
you talk about the increasing level of cooperation, or some 
words like that, you mean un the part of the Vietnamese? 


A We have talked at some length about the various 
kinds of things that had been initiated in terms of being able 
to send search teams into various areas. That's a good example. 


Q On another subject? Has the U.S. Government 
responded to a Mexican Government protest over the conduct of 
border patrols in southern California? 


a I haven't heard about that one. 


Q Could you take that question and look into it, 
please? 


a If I find anything. 


Q I understand the protest was filed last week, and 
the issue concerns several shootings, a number of shootings of 
Mexicans by border patrol officials during crime control 
efforts along the border. I'd appreciate it if you'd look into 
that. 


a David? 
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Q Do you have any reason to believe any of the 
mponagee may be getting out? There are a lot of reports today 
out of -- 


A I have no information to add to that story. 


Q Chuck, now that Duarte has rejected the rebel 
proposal on elections, does the State Department have any 
comment on that proposal, the merits of the proposal? 


a I think I might object a bit to your 
characterization, but let me respond by saying we understand 
that President Duarte has said that the FMLN document 
introduced “a very important point. For the first time in 
history, the FMLN has accepted that there is a method other 
than violence for reaching power -- the democratic and electral 
method." Those were Duarte's words. 


President Duarte also noted the proposal was plagued 
by constitutional problems and he has circulated it to 
political parties, the National Assembly, and the Supreme Court 
for evaluation. He also stated it was not a proposal to end 
the violence. Other prominent Salvadoran leaders have made 
similar statements. 


Clearly, as I have said before, this is something for 
Salvadoran leaders to consider. I just noted that the 
President has, in fact, circulated it to a number of other 
Salvadoran leadership groups. Any proposal such as this is 
worthy of serious and substantive consideration, which it is 
receiving. 


Q Chuck, has the U.S. completed its review, which 
it said it was undergoing? 


a As I said, we continue to look at it; we continue 
to study it. But, in the first place, this is something for 
the Salvadoran leadership to look at and, in that sense, I said 
we do believe it is receiving serious and substantive attention. 


Q Is Vice President Quayle going to express these 
and other views when he meets with Duarte next week? 


a I don't know exactly what will be on the agenda. 


Q Do you know who from the State Department will 
accompany Quayle on the trip? 


is) I don't at this point. 


Q Another area? 


Q No, on Latin America still. The question of the 
replacement for Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
affairs, is a decision close to being made on whether it's 
going to be Mr. Helander or Mr. Hinton? 
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A I think there was a question earlier on personnel 
issues, and I said I'm not going to go near those. 


Q But is there a possibility of any kind of an 
announcement, say, between now and Monday? 


A That would be going near it. 


Q Chuck, the Cuban diplomat who defected, which is 
recently, Mr. Hector Aguilillia, will he be given the 
opportunity to have anymore interviews with the press? Do you 
have any information on that? 


4 I'll give you some background on him. The fact 
concerning interviews is that given his status, obviously, he 
has to be handled in a special way and so he is willing to 
consider interviews but on a case-by-case basis. So if you 
have requests for interviews, the contact point will be the 
Press Office of the Latin American Bureau at 647-4726, and they 
will take care of passing on requests to Mr. Aguilillia for his 
consideration. 


But if you want to know who he is, Hector Aguilillia 
Saladrigas was a career Cuban diplomat until his defection with 
his wife and two children in October 1988. Aguilillia was 
enroute to his post at the Cuban Embassy in Madagascar where he 
was to have served as Deputy Chief of Mission. He was a career 
Foreign Service Officer in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

His previous posts included Third and then Second Secretary in 
Damascus from '76 to ‘84. He was Deputy Chief of Mission in 
Tehran from '64 to '86. And prior to departing for Madagascar, 
he was assigned to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Havana. 
He is a graduate of the Cuban Institute for International 
Relations and a former member of the communist youth. 


Q One more question, Chuck. Do you have any 
comments today on whether Cuban elements took part in the 
assault to the La Tablada regiment in Argentina the early part 
of this week? 


a I would leave it to Argentine authorities to make 
the definitive comments on that. I haven't seen any evidence 
of that. 


Q Chuck, are you concerned, or do you have anything 
on Israeli measures taken against Palestinians in the occupied 
territories, like yesterday the sentencing of a Palestinian 
youth wi th the charge of intent to kill for throwing a rock or 
a stone? 


a No, I don't have any particular comment today. 
There are a number of things on the record that you're aware of. 


Q Thank you, Chuck. 
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Q Wait a minute. Coming back -- you made a comment 
earlier on a story that you said was from fantasyland. Could 


you be more specific about what's from fantasyland? The story 
included a lot of -- 


A Introduction, body, denouement, and finish. 
(Laughter) 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 








TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: January 26, 1 


MEXICAN BORDER INCIDENT 





Q. Is it true that the Mexican government has sent a note 
protesting the killing of Mexican citizens by the US Border 
Patrol? 

A. WE HAVE RECEIVED A DIPLOMATIC NOTE FROM THE MEXICAN 
GOVERNMENT REQUESTING THE INVESTIGATION OF A SHOOTING INCID*N 
INVOLVING MEMBERS OF THE SAN DIEGO POLICE DEPARTMENT'S BORDER 


CRIME PREVENTION UNIT AND SEVERAL MEXICAN CITIZENS WHICH 
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RESULTED IN THE WOUNDING OF ONE AriD THE DEATH OF TWO SUSPECTED 


ROBBERS AT A POINT NEAR THE SAN YSIORO BORDER CROSSING. WE 


WILL SOON BE RESPONDING TO THE MEXICAN GOVERNMENT'S NOTE. 
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 27, 1989, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with an announcement. On January 28 to 30, the 
Arab League Ministerial Committee on Lebanon will meet in Tunis 
under the Chairnsanship of Kuwaiti Foreign Minister Sheik 
Sabah-al Ahmad. Delegations from the Lebanese Christian and 
Moslem communities are also expected to attend. 


The United States applauds this action by the Arab 
League and shares its concern about the political impasse in 
Lebanon. We strongly support the Arab League in helping 
Lebanon move speedily toward the election of a consensus 
president committed to implementing constitutional reform. 


We urge the Lebanese and call on all other concerned 
governments to actively support the Arab League's effort as 
well. We believe this initiative by the Arab League represents 
a major opportunity to begin restoring the unity of Lebanon's 
central government. 


As for the United States, we remain committed to the 


restoration of Lebanon's unity, stability, territorial 
integrity, and the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Q Can we get a copy? 
“ Yes. 


Q Chuck, still on that subject. Has the U.S. been 
invited to observe or anyway participate in that conference? 


a No, I don't believe there is any U.S. 
participation of the kind you note. The committee members are 
the Foreign Ministers of Kuwait -- he is the chairman -- the 
UAE, Sudan, Jordan, Algeria, and Tunisia. 


As for the Lebanese, we understand that General Aoun, 
Christian, and Or. Huss, Moslem, will either attend or send 
delegations. The recent Speaker of the Parliament, Hussein 
Husseini, may also attend. 
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Q How about the Syrians? No Syrians? 
ra That is the attendance, as I know it 


Q Was it in conjunction with this meeting that our 
Ambassador in Syria was back in Washington last week? 


a I don't have any particular knowledge of all the 
kinds of things he may be discussing. 


Q Do you have any further information on the 
reported massacre in Afghanistan by Soviet troops? 


A No, I don't have anything beyond what I said 
yesterday. 


Q And where does the status of the U.S. Embassy 
stand? Has anything changed? 


Aa I think you heard the President's press 
conference, and I think he explained what we were doing, the 
decision that Secretary Baker had taken to go ahead and remove 
the remainder of our personnel there, a decision being taken 
solely on security grounds. With a deteriorating situation and 
growing uncertainty, that the regime can provide any sort of 
security in the coming days, the Secretary made the decision 
that we should go ahead and remove the remaining few people 
that we had in country. 


It doesn't essentially close our Embassy in the sense 
that we will have the local Afghan personnel, many of whom hav« 
worked loyally for us many, many years. We will continue to 
maintain the compound, and we would hope to have our people 
a in there as soon as the security situation would permit 
that. 


Q Chuck, do you know of any plan for the Secretary 
to have his first news conference in the building, as the 
President did last night, soon? 


a I don't know of any plans right now. 

Q Chuck, just to clarify, you mentioned the peop)+ 
who had worked for us, the Afghan employees. The Embassy 
itself does rct remain open -- right? -- under their -- the 
Emba sy itself is closed so they will not operating either; i» 
that correct? 


“ In the sense that there is an infrastructure 
That is what these people provide 


Q They're keeping house, essentially? 


a Keeping house; that's right. 


9g They won't be keeping -- 
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A No, of course not. They can't do the same kind 
of things that American officers do. 


Q We are noc breaking diplomatic relations, but how 
do you have relations if you don't have a representative in the 
country? How are we going to maintain our relations with 
afghanistan? 


o First, you're aware of the stance that we've long 
maintained on the lack of legitimacy of the Kabui regime, and 
the fact that having a Mission there has not implied legitimacy 
of any sort but, rather, provided a listening post and the fact 
that our contacts were limited to administrative and 
similar-type contacts. 


But, in any case, this is not an unprecedented 
development in diplomatic terms. For security reasons, you 
remove your people for the amount of time that may be 
required. That's all. 


Q Chuck, will these people go to another country 
and sort of set up a U.S. Embassy in exile, in effect, to have 
afghanistan ready to go back in when we resume -- when we 
reoccupy the Embassy? 


a No, there's no such thing as an embassy in 
exile. I don't care to say where they will go. But, in any 
case, the questions relating to Afghanistan would continue to 
be handled here in the Department by the people who have always 
handled them. 


The only change is that there would not be the 
American diplomatic presence on the ground in Kabul for 
whatever period of time may be required 


Q Will anybody represent U.S. interests in Kabul? 

a I don't know of any plans for that. 

Q How does this manage -- 

“ In this sense, we don't have any interest to 
represent, in the strict sense, since we don't recognize the 
legitimacy in that regime, in any case 

Q Chuck, how will you, then, going to manage 
monitoring the Soviet withdrawal if you're not going to be 
there? 


a We'll do the best we can given the means we have 


Q Besides the other things? I[ understand the 
British are remaining at the moment Any plans to use British 
aegis to do anything? 
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a I'll have to leave it to other countries to speak 
for their own plans. 8ut for our own part, I think I've 
covered it. 


Q Chuck, I understand that you may have had a 
message from the [Iranians when Khomeini sent a letter to the 
Soviets and a Soviet delegation went -- an Iranian de'*gation 
“went to Moscow, that that move was not in any way to i« 
interpreted as anti-American. 


Are you aware of that message? And, if so, how does 
that square with your repeated assertions here that we've had 
no messages from the Iranians? 


i] I'll stand by everything [I've said, but no 
comment on the story today -- as I said I would institute the 
day before yesterday. 


Q President Bush, at his news conference, seemed to 
me to be rather conciliatory toward the Iranians saying, first 
of all, Iran does not hold the hostages. And saying, secondly. 
that accounts differ, intelligence reports differ, as to how 
much control they have over the groups that do? Doesn't that 
represent a shift from the policy that the United States has 
taken in the past that holds Iran more directly accountable for 
the hostages? 


es) I think the President's remarks were absolutely 
clear. Nothing more. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on who from the State 
Department will accompany the Vice President on his trip to 
Caracas? 


a On the Caracas portion of the trip, the 
representative from the State Department will be Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for South America Michael Skol For the t) 
Salvador part of the trip, the State Oepartment person would be 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Central America Cresencio arcos 


Q What was that? 
a Chris arcos 


Q Do you have anything on who besides President 
Duarte the Vice President will meet with in £1 Salvador? 


a No On other details of the trip, I would refer 
you to the Vice President's office 


Q Chuck, regarding the President's trip to Asia. du 
you know if any other bilaterals are scheduled in Tokyo other 
than the one with King Hussein?’ 


“ Again, it's a@ Presidential trip, you'll have to 
talk to the White House 
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Q This is with the understanding that the Secretary 
of State will also be participating. 


A It is still a Presidential trip. 


Q There's a story today that the United States and 
Angola have begun talks on establishing low-level missions in 
each other's capital. Do you have anything on that? 


5 First, the fact that we are talking to the 
Angolans is hardly news, and I'd refer you to some publications 
we have put out which shows a very rich history of contacts 
with Angola, particularly in a document put out by Public 
affairs dated December 1988. But let me cover the particular 
question. 


U.S. and authorities representing the People's 
Republic of Angola have for many years had bilateral contacts 
in the context of the Southwestern African peace process. 
Those contacts will continue, especially within the framework 
of the joint commission whose first session took place in New 
York this week. 


U.S. participation in the joint commission and our 
overall interest in monitoring compliance by all parties with 
the New York Accords point to the need for improved 
communication between the U.S. and the Angolan regime. 


We have discussed with them how such an improvement in 
communication might be achieved, and we would expect these 
discussions to continue However, there's been no change in 
our policy of non-recognition and no diplomatic relations with 
the Angolan Government, and there is no plan to change that 


policy 
Q Now does this rule out interests sections? 


a It would rule out anything at the so-called 
Giplomatic level. The kind of thing that you are referring to 
is a possible idea which has been that you might have a couple 
of Americans on the ground to help monitor the implementation 
of the peace accords. But that would not be a diplomatic 
presence and would be for the purpose that I have just 
mentioned. 


Q That would be related to the joint commission and 
not to a diplomatic presence there? 


a That's right 


Q Chuck, that story also said that the United 
States was considering Lifting political objections to Angola’. 
membership in IMF/World Bank Do you have anything on that? 





ATE: 


-6- Friday, 1/27/89 


a That I don't have anything on at all. Let me 
just say we have long had essentially two conditions for 
establishing relations -- better relations with Angola: It's 
been Cuban troop withdrawal and national reconciliation. Those 
are the two key factors. 


We have made clear that the U.S. expects full 
implementation by all parties of the agreement signed in New 
York, December 22. A negotiated resolution of the civil war 
and the beginning of a genuine national reconciliation in 
Angola would remove a major political obstacle to improved 
relations between the U.S. and Angola. 


The authorities in Luanda obviously have it in their 
power to address both these issues in ways that could lead to 
positive evolution of relations with the United States. Those 
are the essential factors that would affect the future 
evolution of contacts between the U.S. and Luanda. 


Q Chuck, a couple of days ago you said that the 
U.S. had opened a review of simultaneous gestures, I guess, by 
the Salvadoran guerrillas and the Nicaraguan Government on 
lifting visa restrictions for U.S. diplomats in Nicaracua and 
the offer by the Salvadoran guerrillas to participate in 
elections. Have you completed that review, and, if so, what is 
the assessment? 


“a On the Nicaraguan visa question still nothing 
further. And on the question of the FMLN proposal, I think [ 
covered that yesterday. 


Q There is no further evaluation? 
oe No. 
Q On Nicaragua, Chuck, do you have any comment on 


the status of sneouens Nicaraguan refugees into the United 
States? How do they fit into the picture of the refugee quotas 
-- the refugee numbers, as you prefer to call them. How do 
they figure into the picture of assistance from either the U S 
Government or from private industry -- private contributors? 
Anything? 


a I don't have a particular report on that It's 
something I can keep an eye on, and we can come back to the 
first of the week if you want 


Q Is there a split with President Ouarte on the 
guerrilla proposal? 


a Absolutely not One has to smile sometimes at 
the headlines that appear in parts of the media, but, no, 
there's absolutely no split As I said yesterday, we believed 
that these proposals are getting serious and substantial 
consideration President Ouarte has sent them around to 
various other Salvadoran leaders 
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There have been a number of problems noted, as I said 
yesterday, concerning constitutional and legal issues. There 
have been some- positive points noted. So I think based on our 
soundings with President Duarte and other leaders, that's the 
state of play as we understand it. 


Q Chuck, was President Duarte misquoted when he 
said something to the effect that this was not a peace proposal 
but a war proposal? 


A I think what you need to do is look at everything 
he said, and that's always the case. People like to choose 
this statement or that statement and say that's the sum total 
of it, and it certainly isn't in the case of these particular 
statements. And I have quoted myself many other things that 
he's said. 


Q But you're not disputing that one statement. 
A The stetement is there. You can all read that. 


Q Chuck, anything on appointments by the Secretary 
of some of the key posts in the Department? 


a (Inaudible) 

Q What's that, Chuck? 

Q Stay tuned? 

Q Chuck, on a broader question, can you give us a 
little bit of guidance on how that's going to all come down? 
Is it going to be one large announcement of everybody? Is the 
Secretary planning to do anything with the press in the coming 
days and weeks? 

A Certainly. 

Q He's been invisible -- 


a Well, he's only been Secretary for less than 48 
hours, for goodness sakes. 


Q Yeah, but the President has managed to have four 
or five appearances already, and he's only been President for 


four days. 


A Well, it will all happen. 


Q How? 
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A I just don't have anything to predict at this 
point in terms of time. 


Q The White House says Mr. Baker is being sworn in 
over there today. Wasn't it done right over here? 


a What is happening at 5:00 o'clock this afternoon 
is the formal swearing in to which friends from Texas, family, 
others are all invited. That happens at 5:00 o'clock in the 
East Room. What happened Wednesday night was the -- if you 
will, the legal swearing in, of course, done by the -- 


Q White House -—- 


A -~ Deputy White House Clerk. I'm not sure that's 
his exact title, but that was the swearing in. But that was a 
private one with just the Secretary. 


Q Chuck, the Administration has revealed one of the 
decisions that Secretary Baker has taken since he became 
Secretary of State. Can you tell us about any other decisions 
he may have made between the time he was legally sworn in on 
Wednesday and this time? 


A I don't have anything else here to announce, in 
any case. 


Q Chuck, you have an environmental conference 
taking place here on Monday. Will the Secretary, as is 
regularly the case, make any introductory or opening remarks to 
it -- greetings? 


a I don't have anything to offer at this point, but 
I think the best I could do is say you'll have to check the 
schedule first thing on Monday morning. 


Q What is that like, like about 9 o'clock? 
a (Inaudible) 


Q Chuck, I saw your posted note yesterday about 
receiving the protest from Mexico on that border incident, and 
the note said that there would be a response soon. Has there 
been a response yet? 


-) I don't believe it's gone yet. We'll keep an eye 
on that. 


Q In El Salvador again, I don't know if you have 
anything on this yet, but there was a private delegation of 
American citizens that was detained this past weekend, and 
they're publicly charging that a U.S. Army major supervised 
their detention. Have you heard anything about this one? 


n I haven't heard a thing. 
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Q Okay. 


Q Czechoslovakia -- announcement similar to that 
made recently, this week, by the German Democratic Republic 
about reduction in troop strength. Any reaction to that? 


a No specific reaction on that. 


Q Anything on a meeting with the Vietnamese 
yesterday? 


a I can help you a little bit. It went as 
predicted. It was about an hour. It dealt exclusively with 
our joint efforts to move ahead on the POW/MIA issue. We 
explained the need for our investigations to be as thorough as 
possible, for which the Ambassador pledged his government's 
continuing cooperation. 


Q Did he make any requests of the U.S. side? 


Aa That was the only subject, the POW/MIA subject, 
that was discussed, and I don't know of any other outcome at 
least that came to my attention. 


Q Can you tell us if Secretary Baker has held a 
meeting with his Arms Control advisors at all to discuss some 
of the things that President Bush mentioned at the news 
conference about reviewing before proceeding on arms control 
issues’ 


a No, I don't care to go into particular meetings 
at this stage. I think Monday is full start-up day, and we'll 
be ina little different mode at that point. 

Q What do you (inaudible) -- 

Q Monday is start-up day. 


a We'll have morning schedules, daily schedules 
out, and the Secretary will really be in operation. 


Q Is there anything about meetings with ambassadors 
or foreign ministers or anything like that that you'd like to 
tell us about over the last 48 hours, since we've been in the 


black? 

a No. 

Q Have there been any? 

Q How about over the weekend -- does he plan 
anything? 

a) I don't know of anything in particular over the 


weekend, but as always, Secretaries of State seldom have a day 
off, so I'm sure he'll be working in one way or another. 
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Q I got a stab in the dark, here, Chuck: There 
were some documents released in Moscow reported today about 
sort of ancient history in United States foreign policy, and 
they seem to indicate that there was a second U.S. Government 
attempt to overthrow Castro about a year after the Bay of Pigs 
incident. Do you have any comment on the interpretation being 
placed on those? 


a That all happened before I took this job. 
(Laughter) 
a No, I don't really have -- 


Q You don't have to take responsibility for that, 
eh? 


A I don't have any comment. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on some German 
television reports about a decision by the German Cabinet to 
undertake unilateral arms reductions? 


Aa No, I don't. I haven't seen anything other than 
those sourced reports by a German television station, and there 
is a NATO position on the question of modernization and arms 
control, and all of that is on the record. 


Q Chuck, I understand that you may have some 
guidance on a statement attributed to a Sudanese official to 
the effect that the United States and the Soviet Union had held 
talks to try to settle the war in the south Sudan. 


A We have, ourselves, been encouraging both 
Khastoum and the SPLA to end the war, and we've offered our 
good offices in this effort. We're willing to play any 
appropriate role in pursuit of peace acceptable to both sides 


The Soviets also have an important potential role to 
play, in light of their position in Ethiopia. Over the past 
year, we've discussed the Horn of Africa with the Soviets on 
several occasions. We urge the Soviets to consider seriously 


their responsibilities to promote solutions to the humanitarian 
crises in the Horn. 


I think that, basically, captures it. It doesn't seem 
to me it squares exactly with what this individual said -- 


Q No. 


) -- Dut to the exte we're both interested, yes. 
that's true. 


Q What are the Ethiopians doing? 


A I really don't have anything on that score. 
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Q Chuck, does that say that the U.S. urged, during 
those talks with the Soviets, that they take their role 
seriously, or are you saying today that as a result of those 
talks -- 


a No, that's the kind of thing we've been urging. 


Q Chuck, one more question here: Mexican 
Congressmen yesterday, they criticized the American proposal to 
build this canal in California. Wouldn't that be considered an 
intrusion and meddling in our internal affairs? 


a Let me just give you what I know about this 
particular barrier ditch, as it's called I think. The INS has 
coordinated the plans for this with the State Department, for 
example. These plans are currently undergoing environmental 
impact assessment. The plans are to construct a dual-purpose 
border security enhancement project and drainage ditch. 


Q Say that again. (Laughter) 


rs) You'll have to -- Let me just caveat this by 


saying, for the origin of the terms, you'll have to speak to 
the INS. 


Q What is it, dual-purpose what? 


Qa A dual-purpose border security enhancement 
project -- and drainage ditch -- 


(Laughter) 
Q May we have a copy of that? 


A Wait a minute -- about four miles in length. 
It would extend about one mile east and three miles west of the 
Otay Mesa port of entry in California. 


One purpose of the project is to prevent unauthorized 
entry of vehicles. The border patrol has observed as many as 
369 such entries a month across the level plain near Otay 
Mesa. These have resulted in hot pursuits, accidents, one 
accidental death, and serious injuries to undocumented aliens 


The ditch would also resolve a problem that the 
Mexican Government has asked us to fix caused by drainage from 
new developments on the U.S. side. Hence, dual purpose 


We have kept the Mexican Government informed of INS’ 
current plans through the International Boundary and Water 
Commission. 


Q Chuck, Mexico did not raise any objections to 
this project when you first raised it? They have not raised 
any objections before? 


ne I will just leave it that we have kept them 
informed. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 P.M.) 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #18 


MONDAY, JANUARY 30, 1989, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Q Does the State Department see anything new or 
interesting in the various statements coming out of Iran? 


a You mean through various press stories and the 
like? 


Q And such. 


a I don't have any particular evaluation to offer 
at all, no. I think the President has spoken a number of times 
in his remarks about some issues. Beyond that, concerning our 
own position, I would repeat it, which is we have repeatedly 
stated our willingness to engage in authoritative dialogue with 
responsible representatives of the Iranian government. We have 
also said, if we had to get such a dialogue going, we would 
want to talk about an end to the Gulf war -- an issue which is 
still relevant despite the cease-fire; a cessation of Iranian 
support for terrorism; and about the hostages. The Iranians 
may have things they want to talk about as well. 


I notice there were a number of remarks about the 
Claims Tribunal -- in some cases, indicating there were some 
“undisputed” assets. I have asked our legal experts to look at 
that, and the assets in litigation at the Tribunal are all 
disputed. For example, concerning the military property [ran 
owns in the United States, the Tribunal decided the United 
States was not obligated to return it to Iran, but to pay its 
value as of March 1981. We are currently trying to determine 
this value for the thousands of items involved, and Iran and 
the United States will each be filing its position on value to 
the Tribunal in due course. It's a complicated matter, and 
it's not “undisputed.” 


Concerning Iranian funds -- which was another thing 
mentioned in these recent stories, we're not aware of any such 
funds where a so-called “undisputed” amount is owed to Iran. 


Q Is the Administration considering making a token 
payment, for example, to the victims aboard the Iran airplane? 
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A Again, the status on that would be we remain 
committed to the offer made by President Reagan to provide ex 
gratia compensation to the families of the victims. We're 
still obtaining information on the families of the passengers. 
For the non-Iranian family members, we are in contact with 
their governments on the matter. For the Iranian family 
members, we're trying through diplomatic channels to gather 
information on the Iranian families in Iran, but so far it has 
not been possible to do so. The Iranian government could be 
helpful in that regard, but so far, has not responded through 
those diplomatic channels. 


We're in the process of developing a complete 
compensation plan, and intend to consult with the Congress as 
soon as we've done that. There are, of course, a number of 
issues concerning who should receive compensation, the level of 
compensation, the most effective method of distributing 
compensation, and applicable authority and source of funding. 


One other question: Do you -- you've used the 
phrase “authoritative sp«*esman" for Iran. Would you consider 
the official who is quo <u in today's Washington Post to be 
"authoritative"? 


i I'm not going to try to define in some way here 
who that person would be. I think that's not a decision that's 
tough to make in the right circumstances; but here, we're 
talking about press reports, interviews, editorials, and things 
like that. 


Q Chuck, are we sending messages to the Iranians 
through the Swiss to get information about the families, or are 
we using other channels? 


a I won't comment on the exact method other than to 
say that is what we are trying to do. 


Q Chuck, can you say whether the sort of summary of 
the situation on all of these various issues including the 
assets and the subjects up for discussion if talks were to 
begin and so on -- can you say whether that summary, that 
similar list has been conveyed to the Iranian government 
through channels other than this podium? 


4 I won't address again the question in specific 
terms, but almost everything I said, perhaps all, had to do 
with the Claims Tribunal. That continues to function 
normally,the parties continue to file briefs, continue to 
appear at oral hearings as scheduled by the Tribunal. 


To give you some idea of what the Tribunal has done, 
it has ordered over $1 billion to U.S. nationals in over 400 
claims. The Tribunal has also issued awards in 
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government-to-government disputes and disputes relating to 
interpretation of the Algiers Accords. But again, as we have 
talked about before, the matters before the Tribunal are 
strictly legal in nature. It is not a forum for the debate of 
political matters. 


Q But you're not suggesting that the discussion of 
compensation for the Iran airplane incident or for the 
discussion of the Gulf war, or terrorism and the hostages is in 
any way connected to the Tribunal, are you? 


“ No. The latter list are the things I said we 
would want to talk about, should there be an authoritative 
dialogue with responsible representatives. And, I also spoke 
then about the question of the compensation in terms of those 
channels, neither one of which was -- 


Q Chuck, are there Middle Easter third parties 
going between the two countries, between the United States and 
Iran, like Algeria, Syria? 


a I don't comment on those kinds of questions. 


Q Chuck, what about the non-Iranian passengers on 
the Iran Airbus, has the compensation been offered or are you 
waiting for information to this effect, or what? 


o I don't know that any has been offered. but it 
would form part of this effort to develop a comprehensive 
compensation package, because that has to also be discussed 
with the Congress. 


Q Is this contingent with the information that you 
are going -- you're asking from the Iranian government through 
the diplomatic channels? 


a At this point, I'm just not in a position to say 
how this might move forward. I've given you a status report as 
of today. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, the Israeli Defense 
Minister has made a move now to try to get elections going on 
the West Bank by sending an emissary to speak to one of the 
leaders of the violent uprising. I wonder if the State 
Department had a position on whether it approved of Israel's 
efforts to originate some motion there, and whether you had a 
view, actually, on that type of an election scheme? 


I) I don't have any views on the particular aspects, 
as you describe them. The Secretary commented on the Middle 
East peace process, some of the issues before us, during his 
confirmation hearings, so I think that gives you a general 
overview of what our approach is. But, no, I don't have any 
specific reaction. 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the story by 
the Associated Press telling that the U.S. Ambassador in Beirut 
was, in some way or the other, was taken hostage by his guards? 


a I think that would be an overstatement. What was 
involved was a local work action by some members of the Embassy 
guard force. The issues are economic, and they are being dealt 
with. The work action was over within a few hours, and their 
concerns are being addressed. 

Q A follow-up, please? Do you still consider that 
the Embassy location in the east side of Beirut, is a friendly 
site? 


a I don't have any -- I don't know that I've ever 
offered a particular appreciation of sites there or anywhere 
else in the world. I don't have any new appreciation to offer. 

Q After this action? 

o But I've described the nature of that work action. 
Q Where was he during the work action? 
Oo 


I don't know where specific individuals were. 


Q Well, I mean, was he, in effect, kept in some 
location by the fact of this work action? 


us That I just don't know. 


Q Chuck, I just want to come back for a moment to 
the Claims Tribunal. As I recall, when that court decision was 
made in The Hague, last -- I think it was November, or even 


earlier than that -- saying the United States did not have to 
return the actual arms, but did have to compensate Iran, the 
U.S. position was that the value of those arms was about $200 


million. 


Do you have anything there on whether that's still the 
American position? And what is -- 


a I don't have a dollar figure to put on this And 


I think I described what we were trying to do in putting a 
value on thousands of items. 


Q But we're not disputing -- what Larijani 
apparently means when he says “undisputed,” is the fact that 
the court ordered us to compensate Iran for the value of those 
weapons plus the interest. You're not - 


A I'm not disputing anvtting that's been agreed by 
the Tribunal. 
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Q Right. You're just saying the amount is disputed? 
i I‘m saying what I said. I think it's all covered. 


Q Chuck, on Iran, while we are there, the President 
spoke on the hostage issue at his news conference, and that 
was, of course, after the last briefing. Could we double check 
with you and see what the current Counter-Terrorism Office view 
is as to who is holding the Americans? Number one, do we know 
who is holding them? And is it a pro-Iranian group? And what 
is Iran's influence on that group? 


The President began to get a little flexible on those 
issues, and I wondered if it reflects a changed view here. 


a I'll stick with what the President says. 


Q Are you saying that the ball is in Iran's court 
here -- that the United States is willing to engage in a 
dialogue, this has been the policy for the past several months, 
and that you haven't heard from the Iranians? 


a I'm saying exactly what I said. 


Q Charles, when you were responding to Barry's 
earlier question about Rabin and the election and the emissary 
to the uprising, were you talking about the release of Faisal 
Husseini? Do you have some comment on that? 


) On that very specific question, we welcome his 
release as we would the release of all those under 
administrative detention in the occupied territories 


Q Anything else about the possibility of serving as 
some sort of a catalyst for a peace action? 


a No. 


Q There was an interview in the New York Times with 
Mr. Murphy, and he's supposed to become a consultant, according 
to the Times, at the State Department Who is succeeding 
Murphy as Assistant Secretary of State? 





rs) I don't deal with personnel issues here 

Q Chuck, there was 4 press report over the weekend 
quoting Mr. Ariel Sharon, Israel's Trade & Industry Minister, 
as saying that Yasser Arafat must be killed. Any comment? 


a No. I didn't see that. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the status of the 
certification with regard to Pakistan and its foreign aid 
Situation? Does the United States feel that it really will be 
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unable to certify again next year? Or do you have anything 
beyond just the language that was in the report? 


i You have the language, of course, and the 
report. That's been filed in the Federal Register. 


But the Pressler Amendment to the Foreign Assistance 
Act requires as a condition for providing assistance to 
Pakistan that the President certify annually that Pakistan does 
not possess a nuclear explosive device and that our assistance 
program will reduce significantly the risk that Pakistan will 
possess such a device. 


President Reagan made the certification required by 
the Pressler Amendment in November of 1988. He also certified 
in each of the three proceeding fiscal years. 


We cannot prejudge the President's decision on future 
Pressler Amendment certifications. As in the past, the 
President will make his decision on certification based on a 
thorough review of all available information on Pakistan's 
nuclear activities. 


In response to this particular story that you made 
reference to, however, the Pakistani government has said it 
does not have a nuclear weapon and that the newly elected 
democratic government of Pakistan means what it says on this 
subject. We welcome this statement, and we hope that Pakistan 
will take concrete steps to demonstrate its commitment not to 
acquire nuclear explosives. 


Q To follow that up. What is it that the Pakistani 
government might have which, while not a weapon, might make it 
difficult to certify? 


“ We don't go into those kinds of details. I think 
the extent to which details are available are those that are 
contained in the President's certification. 


Q Chuck, on the same question of my colleague about 
Sharon's statement. You offered two different, although not 
contradictory, answers. First, you said “no comment," and, 
second, you said you didn't see the news. 

a I never comment on stories [ haven't seen. 


Q No, I mean to ask if -- is it still a “no 


A Still a “no comment." 


Q ~- after you see it? (Laughter) [ mean, do you 
take the question? 
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” I never know about those things. 
Q Do you take the question? 
Q Not necessarily, as always. 


Q Can you give us any update on the situation, as 
you understand it, in Afghanistan? And also the reports of the 
resistance in trying to get together one of these grand 
assemblages of people in order to form a new government over 
there? 


i That's a rather sweeping question, but let me 
just answer a few of them. The question of our own Embassy 
there, our people are still there. Bad weather has closed the 
airport, but they are going to leave there whenever weather 
conditions permit. 


Concerning what's going on in Afghanistan, I believe 
the only thing that I would offer is, once again, something 
similar to what I've said previously, the Soviets continue what 
might even be called a scorched-earth policy, as they continue 
very, very intensive air activity, both from aircraft based 
inside Afghanistan, as well as with aircraft based in the 
Soviet Union. And, as I've said many times before, we just 
don't believe this kind of a policy is what is called for at 
the time when Afghanistan ought to be looking to the future. 

So I would just reiterate in the strongest terms what I have 
said before in drawing attention to this continuing phenomenon. 


On the question of the resistance efforts, preparing 
for some sort of a political solution, again, our position has 
been constant on that. We support these various efforts by the 
Afghan resistance to formulate a political structure to replace 
the illegitimate regime in Kabul, but it is their structure to 
create. 


We have said we don't have a particular plan of our 
own. We'll be helpful, if there are ways we can be helpful. 
But, in the end, this is something for the Afghan people to 
determine. It's got to be something that reflects Afghan 
identity, that is a process of genuine self-determination for 
the Afghan people. 


Of course, the United States will remain deeply 
involved in the humanitarian efforts on behalf of the Afghan 
people. Our cross-border humanitarian assistance program for 
Afghanistan will continue, while we contribute to the United 
Nations multilateral undertaking, headed by Prince Sadruddin, 
to aid the return the aid of refugees, as well as 
reconstruction and resettlement inside the country 
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Q Chuck, do you have additional details about 
Soviet military operations that would justify your 
characterization of their activity as “scorched-earth" policy? 


A As I say again, massive bombardments and -- 
Q Where? 
Well, in many parts of the country, unfortunately. 


With what type of artillery? Are you talking 
Scud missiles or ground -- 


A I'm talking about Scud missiles, but I'm talking 
also about aerial bombardment. 


Q Is this something that's increased in the last 
few days, Chuck, or is this part of the -- just on the same 
level of what we've seen after the sort of de facto cease-fire 
broke down earlier this month? 





A It certainly hasn't been decreasing. 

Q Chuck, what is the United States prepared to do 
to aid the resistance after the Soviet withdrawal, beyond 
humanitarian aid? What sort of support? 

A I never go into those kinds of specific details. 


Q Chuck, when you were talking about -- the 


humanitarian --— you did refer to cross-border support already? 
A Humanitarian. 
Q It's humanitarian. Can you give us a description 


of the activities of the U.S.-backed rebels? While the Soviets 
are engaged in scorched-earth policies, are the U.S.'s friends 

passively sitting by, or are they kind of busy themselves doing 
a few things? 


A Clearly, they can't passively sit by. 
Q What do they do? Do any of the other -- 


A On the other hand -- there's a lot of activity 
going on, of course. But I think that what we have said 
previously still holds without any question, which is the 
Mujahideen have been exercising a very considerable degree of 
restraint when it comes to withdrawing Soviet forces. 


Q In view of the confusion, in political terms, in 
Afghanistan, it seems the likelihood that the Soviets will be 
withdrawing. Is there any consideration being given to 
appointing a special envoy to deal with these questions? I 
think conservatives on the Hill have wanted this for some time, 
and others have as well, but I believe the Administration has 
been resistant, reluctant to do it. 
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a I don't know of anything new on that score. 
There has been a lot of consultation in the past, as you make 
reference to. I don't know of anything new. 


Q How do you then -- if the Embassy itself is being 
more or less closed down for the time being, how do you 
Maintain the contact with all the resistance leaders. Is it 
just done through the U.S. Consulate in Peshawar or -- 


a There are lots of ways to do that. Clearly, our 
Embassy had not been the point of contact, for the most part, 
with the Mujahideen leaders, as you can imagine. 


Q Of course, 


Q Chuck, the Embassy was closed today and the flag 
was taken down. Now that the Americans are still there, has 
the Embassy officially closed today, or does it reopen until 
they can get out? 


A I don't know what the exact status would be. I 
think it has reached a state where it's not possible to perform 
many, if any, functions because of the preparations to leave. 
So the fact there are people there is a fact, but I don't think 
that would really imply there are many functions that are able 
to continue right now. 


Q Do those people retain diplomatic immunity until 
they get on the plane? 


a I think so; sure. 

Q Are they coming back here? 

A As I say, this doesn't represent any change. It 
only means you are evacuating your people during a period of 
time for security reasons. 

Q Are they coming back here? 

m I don't know where all of them are going. 

Q Chuck, the Kabul government has suggested the 
closing of these Western embassies is helping to spead fear and 


panic in Kabul and that they could, in fact, protect these 
embassies. Any comment? 


i) We have to make our judgment. The situation in 
Kabul has been clearly deteriorating. I don't really believe 
it took the departure of a few Americans to cause fear and 
panic to spread. 
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Q You said [there was] restraint by the U.S.-backed 
guerrillas toward the Soviets. Could you give us the going 
appraisal of how the government forces are doing because you 
folks sort of felt they would collapse as the Russians left? 
And, secondly, are the U.S.-backed guerrillas being restrained 
toward their antagonists, the government forces, or are they 
just easing up on the Russians? 


A I'm not really prepared to go into what you're 
asking for, which seems to be a full-blown evaluation of the 
battlefield situation and, no, I just don't want to do that. 


Q You know 200 of us are going to go out and file a 
story that the State Department accused the Soviets of a 
scorched--earth policy. And the logical question is, while the 
U.S. is accusing the Soviets of this, what has the U.S. got to 
say about the people they are arming? Are they -- 


A I think you asked that question. 


Q But you said “toward the Russians." I'm asking 
you whether they're scorching the earth where the Afghan 
government forces habitate? You're saying they're being easy 
on the Russians. Are they being easy on the Russian-backed 
forces there? 


A I can't give you a report that goes all around 
the country. There are just too many things in progress, but 
I'll stand by what I said. 


Q Do you have any comment on Congressman Solarz's 
call for pressuring India to give full diplomatic recognition 
to Israel? 


a No, I haven't seen that. 


Q Chuck, on Central America for a moment. First, 
just let me revisit something I asked about last week. Do you 
have any comment today on the Mexican border incident situation 
along the southern California border? 


A Nothing further on that one. 


Q Any investigations on that? Okay. And, 
secondly, on the Nicaraguan Contras, Adolfo Calero held a news 
conference today in which he accused the United States 
Government of investigating him on charges of improperly using 
American funds and threatened to sue the U.S. Government over 
that allegation. Do you have any comment on that or any 
—— as to whether such an investigation is underway or 
not 


A No. 
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Q and, finally, also on Nicaragua, Nicaraguan 
refugees, do you have any comment on the -- how the U.S. views 


Nicaraguans who come to Florida at this time? Do they view 
them as refugees? Do they have refugee status? Who funds 
their travel? How will they fall into the worldwide quota 
system, and so on? 


a Well, that's not so much a question of having 
views, there are laws and regulations, and so they're very 
simple. The U.S. Refugee Admissions Program is by law limited 
to individuals who are outside the United States and who apply 
for admission to the U.S. as refugees. 


Nicaraguans who cross the border into the U.S. are no 
longer eligible for refugee status. They may, however, apply 
for asylum. Asylum applications are made to and adjudicated by 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


The State Department does not have jurisdiction over 
individuals who arrive in the U.S. and seek either a change of 
status or asylum. So there are two categories of people. The 
Refugee Admissions Program was one initiated for Central 
American refugees in May of 1987. Nicaraguans, as well as 
other Latin Americans, are eligible for that program. In fact, 
Nicaraguans at present make up the majority of refugees 
processed under this program. 


But that is not to say that all of these people that 
you're referring to are in this category. 


Q The reason that they don't, you say, is because 
they've entered without applying under that program before they 
enter. 

a That's right. 


Q Same country: Anything new on the staffing of 
the Embassy in Managua? 


a No, nothing new. 


Q Chuck, on Somalia, do you have anything at all on 
this story that Somalia has obtained nerve gas from Libya? 


a I believe I spoke to that question last week. 
Q They are apparently -- 
A And so what I said is still accurate. 
Fine. But there's also something about 
Administration sources saying that they don't want to discuss 
it in public because of Samantar's visit, and it's therefore 


unhelpful, and that there is evidence. Do you know anything of 
any evidence to that? 
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a I have given you our reading on the question of 
evidence, and that's where it is, regardless of anybody's visit. 


Q Chuck, on Angola, do you have anything on 
discussions with the Congress to reach a compromise position on 
Angola between the Administration and the Congress? 


a No. 


Q Let's go back to Pakistan for a minute. 
Congressman Solarz this morning said that while he was there 
recently, he was told by what he refers to as “key members of 
the government" that Pakistan might be willing to allow 
full~scope safeguards and inspections of all their nuclear 
facilities if the U.S. continues to provide nuclear -- peaceful 
nuclear energy. 


Has he talke to you about that yet? Have you heard 
that proposal before rrom Pakistan? How does it strike you? 


a I just don't have anything on it at this stage. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on appointments today 
or on Mr. Baker's travel plans? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on that murder incident in 
Thailand -- the wife of the diplomat? Was she a Thai native or 


a I really don't have anything because of the 
Privacy Act. So, as a consequence, all I could say is an 
employee's wife was found murdered in their apartment Friday by 
her husband when he returned home from work. Their 
nine—month-old baby had been scalded and suffered serious 
burns. Thai police are investigating. 


Q And the American diplomat is not under suspicion 
in any way? 


a I really have nothing else on that. 


Q Can you give us an idea when the Human Rights 
Report will be coming out? 


a I don't have a projected date, but stay in 
touch. It's not too far away, I believe. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to Qadhafi's statement 
on ABC last Friday that he's willing to -- or he wants to enter 
a direct dialogue with the United States? 


a We've spoken to similar statements many times 
before. Nothing new. 


Q Chuck, anything else t> add to the Arab League 
Conference to resolve the Lebanese crisis that you applauded 
last week? 


A Nothing. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything to say on the current 
visit by Somalia's Prime Minister to Washington? 


a I spoke about it last week. 


Q Is he meeting with Secretary Baker today or 
tomorrow? 


A I don't know of any plans to meet with the 
Secretary. He will be meeting high level officials in the 
Executive Branch and with Members of Congress. His schedule is 
not yet firm. 


Assistant Secretary Crocker will host a working lunch 
for the Prime Minister on Wednesday. The Somali Embassy is 
arranging the Prime Minister's schedule for this private 
working visit. 


Q Chuck, going back to the Iranian compensation and 
their claims, you said it was a very complicated procedure to 
determine the value of these weapons as of what -- March 1981, 
you said? 


a Right. 


Q What's so complicated about that, that it has 
taken eight years to determine? 


a I think you just ought to talk to the experts who 
have to deal with thousands and thousands of items and try to 
place a value on items that are all of different ages, 
differing conditions. I have no idea what all the aspects are, 
Jim, but to me it strikes me as a fairly daunting proposal. 


Q One that -- a process that should take eight 
years? 


A I don't know that it's been underway for eight 
years. 


Q Well, how long has it been underway? 
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a I really don't know. The ruling was made very 
recently in fact. 
Q Another topic -- about Hungary -- it's about an 


old uprising. The Hungarian Communist party reassessed their 
standpoint that it was not a counter-revolution; it was the 
uprising against a dictatorship. And Hungary has been accusing 
the United States as a center of the -- or inspiring the 
anti-revolution. So how do you -- well, if you have any 
comment on their reassessment? 


a I don't have any comment on their reassessment. 
I haven't seen any of the charges even that you refer to. 


Q Yeah. The report was last weekend anyway. 
A Nothing. 


Q Chuck, the Korean press is carrying statements 
they attribute to American diplomats as saying the U.S. will 
close its cultural center in Kwangju. Do you have anything on 
that? 


a Certainly, no decision like that has been made. 
After the most recent attack on January 18, when 30 to 40 
students broke 30 windows of the building, damaged the roof and 
an official vehicle, we have been seeking assurances of 
adequate security for the Center and its staff to enable the 
Center to carry on its work, which is increasing knowledge and 
understanding between the American and Korean peoples. So 
that's the discussion we're involved in, and what options may 
flow from that, we'll just have to see. 


Q Chuck, you said earlier that Iran could be more 
helpful in regard to compensation for victims of the airliner 
shootdown. What more could Iran be doing? What more would you 
like? 


a I said that in the context of providing 
information about the Iranian families in Iran. 


Q Well, Mr. Larijani was quoted as saying that 
information is easily available. Do you know -- 


a I think he was talking about the passenger list, 
and that we have. But additional information is needed tren 
about the Iranian families. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports of an Iranian 
program to increase their chemical weapons capability involving 
some American firms and others? 
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i I don't have anything in particular. The stories 
I have seen come from, apparently, the court documents involved 
in some cases. So I don't really have anything to add to 
that. It would seem to me, at least as far as we're concerned, 
another example of trying to make sure that our own export 
controls of dealing with precursor chemicals are enforced as 
effectively as possible. And in this case, at least at a 
certain stage of this, it would seem that the Customs people 
did do exactly that. 


But, no, I don't have any particular thing to offer. 
You may recall that back in, I think, 1984 we from this podium 
announced we were establishing export controls on a certain 
number of chemicals with regard to Iran and Iraq. 


Q Charles, we have some visitors here, and I was 
wondering how you would describe this briefing. Is it normal, 
tranquil, unusually quiet, peaceful -- or what? How would you 


describe it? (Laughter) 
A Are those my only choices? (Laughter) 


Q Well, you can have as many choices as you like. 
You have no characterization? No. 


Q Do you have any information as to whether Prime 
Minister Takeshita will visit with U.S trade representatives 
or other trade officials when he's here, or is this visit 
limited largely to the President's upcoming visit? 


a I just don't have all the details of his 
schedule. Sorry. 


Q Chuck, on Somalia, there's a demonstration out 
front, and they've got some he | harsh charges -- human 
rights charges, scorched earth policy -- they use that phrase 
too. Did you have any specific comment today or charges 
against the Barre regime? 


a No. I haven't. I haven't seen those specific 
charges, but nothing in particular. 


Q Anything on human rights conduct? 


A If you want to go through some of this, I will. 
Just to sort of review where we stand on U.S.-Somali 
relations. Somali is a key country and an important region in 
the Horn of Africa. Relations between the United States and 
Somali have been strong for many years. As in all 
relationships there are differences. 


The Somalis have been disappointed by declining U.S. 
assistance and disturbed by the Congressional hold on economic 
support funds. The United States has been concerned about 
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human rights questions and the suffering that resulted on both 
sides from the fighting that began when rebels launched attacks 
last May in the northern part of the country. 


We think we can see the beginnings of progress on all 
of these issues. After the release of over a hundred political 
prisoners this fall, President Siad recently endorsed in toto a 
Commission's report that recommends specific measures to 
achieve a political solution to the problems in the north. 
These measures include economic liberalization, protection of 
civil liberties, demilitarization of the north, and the 
placement of local people in positions of authority there. We 
hope the recommendations will be rapidly implemented. 


While still concerned about human rights issues in 
Somlia, Congress is considering release of some of the blocked 
ESF in support of economic reforms being worked out with the 
World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. So I think the 
bottom line is there's work to be done. We plan to address it 
through active dialogue, and to some extent at least through 
continued U.S. assistance so that this strong relationship will 
be able to continue. 


Q Chuck, again on Somali, is there any hint that 
Somalia may be attempting at mediating between the U.S. and 
Libya for better relations? 

A I haven't seen anything to that effect. 

Q Thank you, Chuck. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement. 


The Lao Government has informed us that a cross-border 
foray took place between Thailand and southern Laos in early 
January, and that one or two Americans may have been involved. 
Detailed information is not yet available, but we believe that 
the report is true. 


I have a longer announcement on this question of 
cross-border forays which you can pick up in the Press Office, 
but I'll give you some of the key parts. 


As we've said in the past, the United States opposes 
privately organized cross-border forays into Laos, whether in 
search of possible American prisoners of war or information on 
Americans missing in action or for any other purpose. Such 
missions are counter-productive and serve neither the interests 
of our country nor those of the families of the missing in 
action. Nor do we condone the illegal involvement of American 
citizens or resident aliens in Lao resistance activities. 





Q Were the Americans involved arrested? 

4 I don't know that they were arrested. 

Q But they're not in Lao custody? 

a I don't believe so. 

Q And is this -- 

a But, as I say -- I have to go back and say all of 
the details on this particular incident are not yet known, but 
it is a phenomenon that we have remarked on before, and I 
wanted to again reiterate our policy on this particular issue. 


Q Do you know if they were part of this group 
offering a $2.4 million reward? 


a I don't know. 


Q Do you know who they are? 
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A As I say, on terms of details, I don't have any 

other information. 
Q Chuck, just to make sure I understand, to your 


understanding, there are no Americans who are in Lao custody at 
this moment as a result of this incident, and there are no 
Americans -- 


a I don't have -- 


Q -- who are injured or in any way -- 


A No. I don't have any information to that effect.. 


Q Okay. 
a 


But what I'm trying to point here is to the 
principle involved in this kind of activity. 


Q Your statement criticized this kind of thing both 
in terms of getting POW information and also insurgencies -- 
involvement in insurgencies. Were these Americans involved in 
an insurgency effort or a POW effort? 


4 All I can say, because of the lack of 
information, is that it was a cross-border foray, and so 
whether it was one or the other, I want to make sure that you 
understand our position on both issues. 


Q You don't have a hint of which was the objective, 
or what their objective was? 


a I don't have -- I do not. 


Q You said you do not have names or ID's on any of 
these people? 


A No. 


Q Chuck, a couple of questions on Lebanon. The 7 
conference that you talked about in Tunis that took place over 
the weekend, did it come to any of the results that you had 
hoped for? 


a At this point I do not have an updated status 
report on that conference, so I will just have to stay with our 
expression of support as I gave it to you several days ago. 


Q And do you have any comment on the apparent 

agreement between the Syrians and Iranians on the civil war 

there? ” 
i] No. 


Q Chuck -- 
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Q Do you know about it? 
a I've seen the reports. WNo comment. 


Q To follow up on that, what's the U.S. role right 
now in Lebanon. Are we still talking to the Syrians? Are we 
playing any active role? 


4 Our role is continuing to be what it always has ~ 


been, which in simplest form is to try to help the Lebanese to 
help themselves in any way we can. So we have been supportive 
of efforts by the Patriarch, for example. I gave you a 
statement of support for this Arab League effort that they're 
trying to get underway. And more generally we stay in contact 
with all the parties that we can inside of Lebanon in a general 
effort to be helpful. 


Q It sounds like our role at the moment is more in 
terms of indirect support through statements and just normal 
contacts rather than an intensive diplomatic effort. 


A Our role will continue to be whatever is most 
suitable and appropriate at any given point in time, but we do 
have people there. We ure talking to people. We continue to 
make contact, and we continue to be very interested. 


Q Chuck, does the presence of two governments in 
Lebanon hinder your effort to try to possibly bring about what 
you are saying, about the concern of the U.S. Government for 
its stability? 





a I think our approach to that issue has been 
handled any number of times. It was also made reference to in 
a statement I read concerning the Arab League in terms of what 
we see as a desirable outcome to search for in Lebanon, and 
that takes into consideration the kind of thing that you're 
talking about as well. 


Q Chuck, you expressed a kind of clear, positive 
attitude towards the Arab League conference in Tunis, but not 
with regard to the agreement between Syria and Iran, although 
both are related to the same -- almost to the same problem, 
which is €he situation in Lebanon. What's the difference? 


i I've given you a statement and my position on 
each one. 

Q No. I mean, you said you have a -- 

ve I don't see any reason for me to compare one to 


the other. You may ask me questions and I will respond, but. 
no, I'm not going to compare particular cases. 


Q You have just replied “no comment" on the 
agreement between Syria and [ran with regard to the fighting 
between Hezbollah and Amal and other factions. You don't have 
@ position with regard to this -- 
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a I have no comment on that. 


Q Israeli Defense Minister Rabin said yesterday 
that he is dropping the demand for an end to the Palestinian 
uprising as a precondition for talking with Palestinians. Does 
the Department have any reaction to his comment? 


é No. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the 
investigation into a Baltimore company's apparent shipment of 
chemical weapons components to Iraq, Iran and Jordan and 
perhaps other countries? 


“ Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. I believe, 
as I have read it, that the prosecutor who's dealing with that 
case has provided the details as he has developed them. This 
is a case of applying the export regulations that have been in 
effect for some time. I don't know if there are any specific 
questions I could answer, but we really haven't been in the 
middle of that. This has been something that's been handled by 
the Customs people and by the judicial side. 


Q I can't get at it in a way that you're going to 
answer it. 


Q Maybe you could do it -- 


Q Try to compare it somehow to the situation -- the 
effort the U.S. has been making with its friends and allies 
around the world to curtail chemical weapons supplies to Libya. 
and just ask whether the embarrassment that some countries have 
felt over the U.S. effort is in some way being felt by the 
United States, even though these currently reported incidents 
took place some time ago. 


i I would just answer by saying, first, we have in 
place a number of export controls. We got them in place very 
early-on, and I think they've been by and large very 
successful. We don't have very much information at all about 
American firms engaged in these kinds of activities. I think 
by and large American firms have been very responsive to our 
concerns. 


In this particular case, the Customs people have 
successfully enforced the controls that we have in place in 
turning up these particular cases that you're talking about. | 
think in this particular case I might add that because there 
was again a German involvement with one of these individuals, 
that we have been cooperating closely with the FRG authorities 
and —-", to eee information on this particular 
case. We're fully satisfied with the cooperation and efforts 
of the Federal Republic authorities in this matter. 
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On the question of Jordan -- you mentioned that -- and 


I'll just say that the Government of Jordan has consistently 
maintained a policy of not acquiring chemical weapons. We've 
no reason to believe that policy has changed. 


Q But what -- 


a But, as with all of these countries and all of 
these issues, we will always continue to be in contact with all - 
the countries involved to see what kind of assistance and 
cooperation might be possible. 


Q Does that mean it's the U.S. Government's 
interpretation that Jordan was not seeking to acquire these 
materials from this company in Baltimore, but that the company 
shipped them there without a request from the Jordanian 
Government? 


A All those kinds of details, you'll have to rely 
on the prosecutor, and what he has made public in terms of his 
investigation. But what I am doing is giving you our 
understanding of the Jordanian Government's position on this. 


Q There was a report in The Washington Times this 
morning that the Rabta factory actually already produced 


chemical weapons. 


a I think you should read my briefing rather than 
other publications if you want the word. 


Do you have any comment on the deaths of two 
pro-Solidarity priests in Poland in the last ten days? 


A We are following these cases with concern. In 
the latest one, the death of Father Stanislaw Suchowolec, we 
hope and expect Polish authorities will conduct a thorough and 
rapid investigation, especially in light of his reported 
relationship with opposition groups. The information I have, I 
think you have as well, that he was found dead in his apartment 
in Bialystock on January 30, shortly after a fire broke out. 


The other Polish priest, also with ties to opposition 
groups, Father Stefan Niedzielak, was killed ten days ago in 
Warsaw, and we also look forward to the results of a thorough 
investigation of that killing. 


Q Chuck, back on the chemical warfare, if Jordan is 
not interested in a chemical weapon capability, what would it 
be doing with the precursor chemicals? 


A I believe if you look closely at what the 
prosecutor said, he had some information about what happened tu 
those chemicals. But I'm just not in a position to go into all 
of the details which are available to other authorities. 

That particular point you asked was covered. I just am not the 
one to deal with it. 
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Q Yes, but Chuck, that raises an important 
question. I think your statement -- and I don't have the words 
here -- I *hink your statement about Jordan was that the U.S. 
understanding was that Jordan was not interested in acquiring 
that capability. But if they served as a facilitator for 
someone else to acquire that capability, doesn't that also 
violate at least the spirit, if not the letter, of the U.S. 
restrictions on shipping those sorts of things? 


R I couldn't make those kinds of judgments based on ° 
the information available at all. I think there are a lot of 
factors that enter into play, and I'm just not in a position to 

. make those kinds of judgments. 


Q Do you share the idea that the new agreement 
between Syria and Iran gives hope to putting an end to the 
dilemma of foreign hostages in Lebanon? 


A I don't have anything on that agreement. 


Q Can I just question you on the Pan Am bombing, 
103? Or. Sha'th is insistent that he has information regarding 
Mossad's involvement in the bombing of the Pan Am plane, and 
last week you said you had contacts with the Syrians and other 
governments on the issue. Is it not clear what kind of 
information is that? 


A All I can say is that no one has provided any 
such information to that effect; no one at all. 


Q Chuck, on this, can I follow -- 


a As I said last week, I don't know that anyone who 
is looking into this really sees that there is anything serious 
to that. 


Q Chuck, to follow this, there was a story this 
morning in a Kuwaiti newspaper saying that a senior advisor to 
PLO Chairman Yasser Arafat made the statement that the PLO gave 
specific information to the United States Ambassador in Tunis 
related to Israeli Mossad involvement in the destruction of Pan 
American Flight 103. 


; Do you want to comment on this or do you want to take 
the question? 


a I could say very simply, that's absolutely 

| false. The PLO has provided us with no information on who was 
responsible for Pan am 103. If the PLO has any information, it 

should provide it to the investigators immediately. Our view 
; is that unfounded and irresponsible allegations regarding J 
responsibility for this tragedy do nothing to advance the 
" effort to find the perpetrators. 
' 


‘ Q Can we get that statement? 


A I think you wrote rapidly there, as I saw it. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the Warsaw Pact's 
publication of their data on troop and arms in Europe? 


A I do, but I've read many reports where NATO 
officials have gone through it all in quite some detail, so I 
think they've pointed up the various positive points, as well 
as the things with which we would disagree concerning the 
counting rules and the way that various forces have been thrown 
in to the Warsaw Pact count, which in fact are not part of that us 
count by normal standards. ' 


But I think all that's been said, and I would only be 
saying the same thing again. 


Q Does the Secretary of State have any reaction and 
does this advance the process? You know, how does he see this 
in terms of the talks that are unfolding? 


a Our position is very much along the lines of 
those expressed by NATO. It's good to see some openness; it's 
something we've encouraged for a long time. It follows up a 
course on NATO's own effort several months ago. It recognizes 
that there are asymmetries. It reinforces our position going 
into the Vienna talks that there are asymmetries that are going 
to have to be redressed. And I think in terms of the data 
itself, again, you have seen the various analyses of that, 
which, of course, in some categories, Warsaw Pact does admit, 
in some important categories such as tanks, that they do have 
important superiority. 


Q A related question: This weekend, 
Secretary-designate Tower made some statements in Munich 
regarding the necessity of introducing the Lance follow-on, 
short-range missile. I was curious, does the new 
Administration have a formal position on this, or was Mr. Tower 
speaking -- Was this an agreed position that he was stating, 
or what? 


a There is a position on NATO modernization, and 
that's one shared by the Administration. 

Q And was his speech one that the Secretary of 
State saw before it was delivered? 


A I just don't know who sees various kinds of 
speeches. I didn't detect any discrepancies myself. 


Q The Pentagon, this morning, informed, Chuck, of a 
Cuban and Nicaraguan involvement in the training of the 
Panamanian Army in the possible U.S. invasion -- of the e 
Epoognessty of a U.S. invasion. Can you tell us anything about 
that 


A No. 
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Q Chuck, do you have anything on the Secretary's 
meeting with Vice President Quayle this afternoon? 


A No, I don't have anything particularly on that. 


Q Does it have anything to do with his trip 
upcoming to Venezuela? 


a I assume that's one of the things that would be 
touched on, but I don't have a full agenda. 


Q Do we understand that takes place at the EOB and 
not here? 


a As far as I know, but I really rely on the Vice 
President's office to handle that detail. 


Q It's been almost a year since the Congress has 
voted against the Contra aid. Has the Bush Administration come 
up with a policy to renew aid, or where do they stand on that 
right now? 


Aa Nothing on that. 


Q Does the fact that the Nicaraguans have announced 
a reduction in their army figure in the equation at all? 


a I just don't have anything new on that particular 
question. Secretary Baker spoke to the issue in a more general 
way during his confirmation hearings, so you have that on the 
record. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the announcement 
yesterday by Ortega -- in the past, when they have announced 
increases in their army, you've had a lot to say. Do you have 
anything to say now that they're announcing a reduction in the 
size of their army? 


A No particular reaction. 


Q Also on Nicaragua, Central America, and Latin 
America as a whole, what seems to be -- is there a delay 
because of some controversy or debate about the naming of a new 
Assistant Secretary of State to replace Elliott Abrams? 


A Some days you sit over here and ask that 
question, and other days you sit over here. (Laughter) It 
makes it look like there is broad interest in the issue. 
(Laughter) 


I'm not dealing with personnel issues, so you get the 
same answer over there. I'm sorry. (Laughter) 


Q Any follow-up readout on the Somalia talks 
yesterday? 


A No. 


—_—_ 
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Q Thank you. 


Q I've got one broad interest. Are you able to put 
on the record the announcement the New York Times published 
this morning about Secretary Baker's trip to NATO countries? 





A What the Secretary is looking at would be a trip 
in mid-February, probably between the trip to Canada and the 
trip to rene. in which he would try to visit with as many of 
his NATO colleagues as possible, each one in their own 
capital. So the potential is there for 14 capitals as well as 
the NATO Secretary General, Mr. Werner, in Brussels. 


we are in the early stages of seeing how that can work 
out. As you can imagine, it's a very complicated arrangement. 
But as he conceives of it, it's important that he get to know 
his NATO colleagues. Of course, one of the things that 
President Bush said early on -- I think even during the 
campaign -- was that he would ask Secretary Baker, as one of 
his first trips, to meet with his NATO colleagues. 





So the Secretary attaches a very high priority to 
that, and he would like to see each one of them individually in 
their capitals, if that's possible. It would be strictly a 
working visit. No social events of any kind. And, as you can 
imagine, not very lengthy stops in any one particular place. 
The duration would probably be less than a week of the whole 
endeavor. But we'll -- 


Q What's the date? 


a As I say right now, the best I can say is that it 
will fit between the trip to Canada, which is February 10, and 
then the trip to Tokyo. 


Q Will there be another trip in March, Chuck? 


A That's, again, something that has to be 
determined. There is the opening of the conventional force 
talks in Vienna, so that is another possible thing for the 
Secretary's agenda. 


But in terms of the trip in February, as this thing 
materializes a little bit more, we'll have some further details 
and then, of course, a sign-up list for any of those wanting to 
subject themselves to it. (Laughter) 


Q Has the Canada trip been announced? 


a 
Q 
a 
Q 


Yes. 
What is the purpose of that? 
That's a Presidential trip. 


Oh, that's a Presidential -- 
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Q Chuck, what's the situation -- 


A That, by the way -- during that trip, Secretary 
Baker would have a chance to meet with Mr. Clark, so he would 
have met with his Canadian counterpart already and leaving the 
14 other Ministers in Europe. 


Q Will the Secretary break off and go anyplace - 
else, or will he stay with the President on that trip? 


A As far as I know, he's staying with the President. 


Q What's the situation of the Embassy personnel who 
have left Kabul and gone to India? Are they going to be 
staying for any length of time in India, or coming back here, 
or what's the story on them? 


A The information I have is that the regularly 
assigned personnel will be returning to the United States. 
Some of them could be back even later this week. A couple of 
the people who were there were just on temporary duty, so they 
will be returning to their normal posts of assignment. 


Q Chuck, there are a group of Russian emigres in a 
town outside of Rome trying to get to this country. Some are 
feeling betrayed by this country because they can't get in here 
on a refugee status. Has our policy towards these people 
changed? 


A Absolutely not. Our open-door policy has not 
changed in any way. No one is being stranded. The U.S. 
continues to accept all Soviets who wish to emigrate to the 
United States. Some Soviets qualify for the U.S. refugee 
program and are admitted as refugees. Others are offered the 
opportunity for parole. Some arrive as regular immigrants. 


There are delays in processing due to the unexpectedly 
large numbers of Soviets permitted to depart the USSR. These 
large numbers have caused strains on the voluntary agencies 
which assist these persons, on the Immigration & Naturalization 
Service which adjudicates their applications, and with the 
agencies which arrange their transport. 


The Soviets who do not qualify for refugee status are 
offered the opportunity for parole. Most of the Soviets who 
have not qualified for refugee status have chosen to appeal 
that determination. This makes for further delays in their 
cases. 


Concerning the numbers, I might add that through 
December, in Rome, 4,600 applicants were offered refugee status 
and 198 individuals were offered parole status. Of these cases 
-- the parole cases -- few accepted it. The other cases are 
appealing the refugee determination decision. 
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Q Do you know how many of the 198 have come to the 
United States? 


a I don't. All I know is that only a few have 
accepted that offer of parole at this point. 


Q That matter has been brought up, I know, among 
other things, with Secretary Shultz before he left office. 
Several American Jewish organizations have protested what they 
claim is an arbitrary manner of making the determinations of 
who qualifies, and supposedly the matter was being looked into 
to see if they could get a more uniform policy on it. Has 
anything happened? 


i) The policy is teing applied as you know it. I 
don't think there's ever been any question about the policy 
which is to allow everyone to come to this country. As you can 
see, the large -- very, very large -- portion allowed to come 
as refugees and those who don't are being given parole status. 
As I said previously, that is the Attorney General's decision, 
and he has not turned down parole to anyone. 


Q Right. But there are -- but the point has been 
made, as you're aware, that there are differences in a number 
of factors about your status when you come here, if you come in 
refugee status or parole status. 


The point has been made -- this has to do with Soviet 
Jews -- how do you determine whether one Soviet Jew is entitled 
to refugee status on the grounds that he's suffered political 
persecution and that another one has not? 


A But that's the kind of -- 


As I say -- I know, supposedly, a promise was 
made that this would be looked into in our policy, as 
enunicated. 


A I think you should first take a look at what I 
said at the briefing in question immediately after the meeting 
you are apparently referring to, and maybe that would 
straighteod out the record a little bit. 


But, secondly, the INS has rules, regulations. They 
apply them. 


Q Chuck, coming back to Afghanistan for a moment. 
Are you aware of a report in which the Soviet commanding 
general on the ground in Afghanistan made a promise that there 
would be no offensive Soviet bombardments in Afghanistan 
against Mujahideen positions after February 157 And do you 
have any comment on that? 


A I just haven't seen it. 
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Q Chuck, on the refugees. There are so many 
policies under review in the new Administration. Do you think : 
there's any chance the policy of not encouraging these emigres 
to go to Israel will be reviewed? And in light of the strains 
and the backlog, does the U.S. still stand, do you think -- the 
Bush Administration will still stand by the policy that they 
can all come here? 


a I believe that since the start of the new - 
Administration that we have reiterated commitment to our policy 
of freedom of choice. 


Q And that's not going to be reviewed any further? 
That's the policy thit will stand? 


A I haven’: seen any sign of that at all. 

Q Does the Secretary share the view of Vice 
President Quayle that hatred of God is at the root of all the 
problems of the Soviet Union? 

a I can't help you on that. 

Did he see the speech before that was delivered? 


No comment. 


I asked a question. Did he? 


> © es» 


I have no idea. 


Do you have anything on Archbishop Tutu's visit 
with Baker today and the subject of conversation? 


A In fact, it's a visit by a delegation from the 
World Council of Churches. They're meeting this afternoon with 
Secretary Baker at their request. The delegation includes 
archbishop Tutu, the Secretary General of the South African 
Council of Churches, Reverend Frank Chikane, and several 
eminent church persons from other countries besides South . 
africa. This visit to Washington is part of a tour of a number , 
of industrialized countries to discuss the situation in South 
africa. — 


Q You were not in any way casting any doubt in our 
minds, were you, that Vice President Quayle's speech represents 
U.S. Government policy toward the Soviet inion, were you? 

A I said I didn't have anything to say about it. 

Q Okay. I just wanted to make sure. 


Q What time is that meeting? Will there be any 
readout afterwards? Sorry, I didn't see the schedule today. 


a I don't think so. 
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Q What time is the meeting, do you know? 
A 4:30. 
Q Chuck, do you believe that accusations by the PLO 


against the Israeli Mossad are making the dialogue more 
difficult? 


A I don't have any particular conclusions to draw. 
I made a comment regarding that particular story which I think 
was very clear. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. POPADIUK: Let me go and say morning once more 
and welcome to the BACKGROUND pre-brief on Pr Minister Takeshita's 
yep visit with the President. for Bonn inforustion only and not 





briefer can t 


nistration official ° 


Q I thought everything was going to be on the record 
in this adsinistration. 


Q Don't worry, it will be on the record tomorrow. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a few opening 
comments if I might make them. Some of you may wonder why this 
visit's taking place so early in the new administration. The answer 
is that this relationship be the U.S. and Japan is a very 
important one. Japan is a close ally, our largest overseas market, 
and a formidable economic competitor. We are Japan's largest narket, 
most lucrative investment destination and its military ally. 


Through ration, we believe we can accomplish a great 
deal in providing aid to countries that need it, in planning to 
improve the ones neat coordinating economic policies for mutual 
prosperity, through ma yf the free trade system in ways that 
maximize the benefit for 


Given the scale of our relationship, it's only natural 
that we have problems, specific complaints that must be handled. 
Therefore, it's very important for our two leaders to meet early on 
to establish a personal rapport in a broadbrush agenda. our 


respective governments can proceed to get on with the work that lies 
ahead. 


The leaders are not meeting to reach any new agreenents, 
or to achieve miracles. They are here to get to know each other 
better, to set a tone and direction of cooperation for the 
relationship. 


With those broad, general remarks, I'11 be happy to 
ansver any individual questions you sight have. 


Q What are the complaints? 


Q What would those problems and specific complaints be 
for thie particular meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know as we're 
going to have — specific complaints av such. We're going to talk 
about -- basically, ase I said, the of thie meeting is to get 
to know -- to have the President and Prime Minister get to know 
each other on a perfonal basis a little better than they do right 
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now, and to talk about manag the relationship and moving shead 
ivwth it. I mean, as know the trade area, we have a very 
substantial trade deficit, even though that has decreased some over 
the past year, moved from about -- almost $60 billion to something 
like $54 billion, so it's still very, very enormous, and so we have 
to work on that and do a lot on it. And we have specific issues with 
Japan in terms of — our markets, the problems that -- the 
economic restructu of Japan is taking place. All of these sorts 
of things we want to "talk about, and that will be discussed. 


Q Would you say that these problems and specific 
complaints that you referred to occur primarily in the trade area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh yes, that's 
specifically what we're talking about, I think, in the trade and 
economic area. I think in the -- 


Q Ie the U.S . satisfied with the recent increases in 
defense spending and foreign aid that were announced in Tokyo? Are 
you going to encourage Japanese to still do more beyond those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we feel that the 
increases are very good. The 5.9 percent which the Japanese 
government has announced for its next budget inning in April of 
this year we feel is very heartening and will allow her to basically 
carry out most of the elements in her plan -- in her silitary plan. 
And we believe that the increase in overseas development assistance 
-- I think that was something like 7.8 percent -- is = healthy and 
very good. And we think that the sanner in which J & supporting 
U.S. forces in her country -- — like $2.5 billion, and that's 

fully on the increase. So we would like to see a lot of these 
things increased, and we want to see things done particularly in the 
overseas development assistance, in close cooperation with us. But 
Japan is moving in the right direction and we're very pleased with 
that. And we want to see that that continues and goes forward. 


Q I understand that there are rte Takeshita might 
propose a new way of resolving trade disputes with the United States 
-- sort of a binational panel to bypass a lot of these as Have 
you heard he's bringing such a proposal? Are you interes in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we believe that we 
do have a great many sechanisas now which are working in the ways a 
which we negotiate and discuss and try to settle the issues that we 
have in the trade and economic area, but that doesn't mean we're not 
willing to look at any new suggest ions that the Prime Minister may 
bring with him, and we will certainly do that. 


Q Ie he bringing those suggestions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. He may 
be. We don't have them as of now. We'll see what he comes with. 


Q Do you have any indications? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have 


indications that he may have something, but I don't know what it is 
specifically. We'll see. 


Q Would thie meeting have taken place so early were it 
not for the pending Hirohito funeral, or for the problems that 
Takeshita has within his own cabinet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think thie meeting 
would have taken place in any event, whether any of those things -- 


Q Now? This early? 


Q This early? 
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Was it not scheduled on rather short notice and 
scheduled because of the closeness of the funeral? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, really, that was not 
the motivating factor here. It was very early on after the election 
of President Bush that they decided that we would try to get as early 
a meeting as possible with Prime Minister Takeshite. 


Q When was that decided, and at whose initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Japanese vere 
very anxious, I think, to have such a meeting, and we were as vell. 
So I wouldn't say it was necessarily on anybody's initiative. We 
just felt that -- and both sides felt that in view of the nature of 
the relationship and the importance of it that we should heve an 
early-on meeting. 


Q But the sequence of events is what, I guess, strikes 
us as curious, because the Emperor died, the funeral was announced, 
dg Bs eg Rey FW hg nag hay and then it was sennounced 
that Takeshita was coming here in ance. So it seems that it was 
deemed important by one side or the other that the two meet before 
the President goes to Tokyo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I say, that was 
not the key factoring here at all. It was determined that they 
ee meet very early on, shortly after the inauguration of the new 
President. 


Q What was the second part of his question? 


Q The second part of the question was -- yes, can you 
assess the problem that Mr. Takeshita has within his own government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't want to go 
into the internal affairs of Japan. I think that's up to his to talk 
about that. 


Q Too touchy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's just not for me to 
do, I don't think -- for us to assess that sort of thing. 


Q Following Charles’ question, though, I think the 
heart of the question is, if the President is going to this funeral 
anyway, why is it yey AH Takeshita to come here? They could 
do this -- they could get know each other at the funeral 
presumably. So, why have a bilateral here when Bush was going to 
Japan anyway? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's 


important that meet here -- thie occasion. After all, the Prime 
Minister is goi be, as you can imagine, terribly important with 
all sorts of of state coming to » That's not really where 


ou can conduct business -- at the funera <a e I think 
t would be wesye very difficult for the Japanese Prise Minister and 
his Foreign Minister L . in the kind of discussions that ve 
intend to have here in ington tomorrov. 


Q Touching on thas -- 


Q Do ~~ does the United States -- I know it may 
seem a bizarre quest -- have any concern about the buying up of so 
much property -- real estate and so forth, assets in the United 
States by the Japanese? Ise this a problem or is it just 
laissez-faire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's a 
~~ I mean, it's something that's discussed « great deal -- Japanese 
investment in this country. But I think we do have to put it in 
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perspective when we look at it that Japanese investzent is somewhat 
less than British investment and a bit less, as I understand it, than 
Dutch investeent. They are third in line, so to speak, and I don't 
think that -- in sy view at least -- that the American economy is 
~~ at all by such an investszent. Seens to ue we're probably helped 
by it. 


— on = subject of the funeral, sir -- have 
the Japanese ada at all any ons about the propriety of 
President Bush having bilateral “Sate while he's in Tokyo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, none at all. They 
haven't raised that question at all. 


Q Can you give us just the outline of Mr. Takeshita's 
schedule while he's going to be in this country -- just who he's 


going to be meeting with especially in Washington and confirm the 
Reagan visit? 
Q Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he will be 
meeting with the former President in California. He arrives tonight 
and he has a private evening. And then tomorrow he begins his 
meetings here. He will meet in the ae ny with the President. I 
a7 By whether we've -- I a his schedule here if I 

lance at it. secuetecy Seber wil be meeting with the 
a “nin ster before the seet here in -- with the President, 
between the President and the Pr Minister. He'll come over here 
at 11:00 a.m. There will be a meeting for about an hour and then a 
continuation at a working lunch. And then there will be the 
aera? Seas which will be made by the President and the 
Minister. 


Then in the afternoon, Prime Minister Takeshita will go 
to Capitol Hill. He'll meet with Wright and the House 
leadership. Then there will be a d hosted by the Prime Minister 
tomorrow evening. He will meet in the morning -- 


Q Who will represent us at that meeting, sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Secretary Baker. 


There will be a coffee hosted the Senate Majority 
Leader on gy and then a lunch, which will be fairly large, given 
by Secretary Baker for the Prine Minister. In the afternoon, he'll 
pon press conference and then he'll depart at 7:00 p.s. Friday 
evening. 


Q a anticipate that President Bush and Prise 
Minister Takeshita will discuss the Latin American debt problem? And 


do you anticipate that Mr. Takeshita will be bringing any proposals 
to the U.8.?7 


aes ne agg nt OFFICIAL: We don't yah he's 
ye fically br 7 ls. very well discuss the 
debt probles. voulén't be surprised at They may 


Q Sir, Senator Tower in his hearings has 
some misgivings about the one percent cap on defense spending. And 
I'm just ae = this foreshadows «a change in U.S. policy and 
that the United 


States will J to go beyond the one 
percent cap or whether we'se content with it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, our policy has 
always been and still is that we are not -- we don't bother ourselves 
too much with percenteges; what we're interested in is what Japan 
really contributes to her own defense and that thie fite within the 
broed security plan of both the United States and Japan for her 
defense and for the defense of that northeast Asia region. So I 
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think that's what is should be placed upon, rather than on 
specific percentage increases. 


MR. POPADIUK: Let's take a last question, in the back. 
Q Will the Philippines be discussed? Funding? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm sure it will be. 
Every issue of consequence -- : 


‘ Any specifics expected from the Japanese on that 
point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't -- are you 
talking about the sultilateral assistance initiative? Yes. Well, we 
are in continuing discussions with the Japanese on that and we have 
been for several sonths now. And I think the matter will be reviewed 
by the two leaders, I's sure. 


MR. POPADIUK: Thank you. 


Q You've hed an intimation of new suggestions in trade 
that he's bringing, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the question as it 
was put to me was the possibility of -- new possible -- what? -- fora 
of leadership and so forth, meeting on it -- that kind of thing. As 
I say, we have all that in place anyway. But I think he's going to 
have some suggestions on it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 9:25 A.M. EST 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


First, a reminder: There's an ON-—THE-RECORD press 
briefing in this room at 3:00 today on the Response Strategies 
Working Group of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change. The briefer will be Assistant Secretary Frederick 
Bernthal, Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental and 
Scientific Affairs. 


And second, we are putting up a sign-up sheet for 
Secretary Baker's trip to NATO capitals. The sheet will go up 
at the end of the briefing. We'd like to take it down at noon 
on Friday, so those wishing to sign up for a seat on the 
Secretary's aircraft, please get your name on the list. 





We'll have to keep you advised as to how the itinerary 
works out, but you might keep in mind that it is possible that 
the departure will actually occur from Ottawa immediately after 
the Canadian summit so that it might be a requirement that you 
be in place in Ottawa, in fact, to link up with that. 


Q When is that -- the summit? 


fs) The summit is on the 10th. We'll keep you 
advised on that, but I want to get the sign-up list up so that 
we can take note of peoples' interest. 


Q What's the ending date at this point, if any? 


A It's hard to say. The schedule is firming up. 
There is still quite a bit of negotiation going on, but I think 
you should plan on something maybe just less than a week. 


Q So from the llth to the 17th is about it? 
A A general timeframe. 
Q Still planning 14 stops? 


a As it's shaping up now, I believe that there will 


be quite a few peaes - Whether it will turn out to be the 
: maximum, which would be 14, remains to be seen. I would bet 


: it's going to be in excess of 10 and probably closer to 14, but 
: stay tuned on that. 
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Q Iceland in February. [Laughter] 


Q Chuck, has the State Department seen the 
statements by Israeli Prime Minister Shamir on his ideas for 
the peace process? 


A We've seen the various reports. 


Q And from what you have seen, is there anything 
new or interesting in it? 


A I don't want to offer any particular evaluation. 
I'm sure that this peace process and everything associated with 
it is going to be something of considerable concern, 
discussion, and people are going to be interested and engaged 
in that in coming days and weeks. But at this stage, I don't 
have anything to offer. 


Q Did this government get any advance indications 
from the Israeli Government about the ideas? 


A I don't know that there's been any discussion on 
detailed ideas, no. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything to say about the 
recent contacts with the Sudanese? I guess the SPLA person is 
in Washington? 


A First, I think you need to keep in mind that 
there were a number of aspects in the story that you're 
probably referring to which are a bit misleading. The first 
point is that we've had contacts with SPLA representatives for 
a long time, as has the Sudanese Government which is aware of 
our contacts with the SPLA. So in that sense the meetings with 
Mr. Khalid do not reflect any change in U.S. policy. 


Mr. Khalid came to Washington on his own initiative. 
He's a regular visitor to this country, but in this case he was 
not invited by the U.S. Government. He met with a number of 
Administration officials at his request. 


Concerning some other aspects of that story that I[ 
just noted, we've long told both sides that our good offices 
are available. We've been encouraging them to negotiate a 
solution to the war. I think, in sort of a summary statement, 
there's been no change in our policy towards Sudan. We're 
continually looking for more effective ways to help Sudan 
resolve the very difficult problems it faces. 


Q But you're not frustrated with their recent 
attitude toward food deliveries to the south and that sort of 
thing? 
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a Those are the kinds of things that we have talked 
about previously. I've issued a couple of statements from this 
podium concerning the difficulties that we face in the Sudan in 
this problem, the humanitarian problem. So I think it's 
something we have been working on. We've explained how we're 
trying to do that, and we'll continue to do that. 


Q Chuck, any comment on reports attributed to 
Administration officials about appointments of Messers. 
Aronson, Armacost, and Negroponte? 


a No. 


Q Is there any State Department reaction to the 
alleged sale of beryllium to India from West Germany? 


A There's not very much I can say at this point. 
We have, of course, seen these same reports. We can't confirm 
those reports. We do have frequent contact on export issues 
that would be similar to this with the German Government as 
part of our overall non-proliferation dialogue. This is the 
kind of thing that we would expect to be discussing with them 
in the course of that dialogue. 


Q Can you say anything about the plans for dealing 
with the Central American issues of this Administration? 


A I don't have any specifics. Both the President 
and the Secretary during press conferences, or during 
confirmation hearings, have spoken about their general 
approach; but I don't have anything specific. 


Q Well, yesterday Secretary Baker met with Speaker 
Wright, and the Speaker came out and gave his version of what 
Mr. Baker is planning to do. I was wondering if you could give 
us some sense of Mr. Baker's version? 


a Nothing in particular, nor did I see any details 
on that issue, really. The discussion yesterday with the 
Speaker and a number of members of the House leadership had to 
do with a general approach toward foreign policy, to work 
toward a bipartisan foreign policy, as the Secretary and the 
President have put great stock in that. 


In that context, they discussed the War Powers 
Resolution, for example, and how to get at that issue. But 
that was the nature of the discussion yesterday. I didn't see 
anything in terms of particular plans or approaches in the way 
that you're suggesting. 


Q What is a bipartisan policy in the case of the 
Nicaragua issue, for example? 


4 I said in starting that I don't have any details. 
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Q The Speaker came out and said that the 
Administration planned a diplomatic initiative to try to 
negotiate with the Sandinistas; it might lead, in fact, to the 
lifting of the U.S. embargo. And he said this right after the 
lunch with Baker. The clear implication was that Mr. Baker 
told him this. 


a My answer is as I've given it. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the statement 
made by the Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union, Shevardnadze, 
arriving in Beijing, saying that there will be a summit meeting 
between the leaders of the two countries, a Sino-Soviet -- 


a I haven't seen that, and I would just rely on 
what President Bush has said on that subject. 


Q Chuck, do you have any response to Archbishop 
Tutu's statements yesterday about a new, more practical 
approach to South Africa? 


a No. 
Q Any readouts on that meeting? 
A No. 


Q Back on the beryllium issue, is it true that the 
State Department declined to send a mission to Germany because 
it lacked travel money to talk about the question of nuclear 
non-proliferation? 


a Not at all. Travel funds never entered into the 
equation as reported in that particular story. As I say, 
there's a continuing dialogue on these kinds of issues, so that 
when reports of these most recent kinds come up, they are 
looked into; and, as I said, we would expect that to take place 
in the near future. 


Q Is State planning to have any discussions with 
the German Economics Minister, who was supposed to get here 
maybe last night or today, on this subject? 


A I don't know whether that would come up with 
him. But there is a very well established dialogue on 
non-proliferation issues conducted by people who are real 
experts in that area. I just don't know whether this 
particular minister would deal with that. 


Q Do you have anything new on the situation in 
Afghanistan? 


n Nothing in particular. Any particular questions? 
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Q Just the situation on the ground, the level of 
air sorties, whether it's true that they've leveled off because 
of weather conditions? 


A That's not true. The number of sorties continues 
to be very high. There is a continuing pattern of heavy Soviet 
bombardment, including numerous sorties from inside the Soviet 
Union. 


Q What are they bombarding now, Chuck? You were 
talking the other day about a “scorched-earth" 


= It continues to be widespread. It's in a lot of 
parts of the country. A lot of it has been directed at the 
area of the Salang tunnel. There we know that there has been 
mass destruction of villages along the Salang Highway. That's 
unprecedented. But the bombing has not been limited even in 
that case to targets along the route, but even to villages at 
some distance from the highway. But that is not the only area 
in which bombing is taking place. 





Q The exit route. That's the principal exit route 
for the Soviets, isn't it? Has there been any attempt by the 
guerrilla side to block the exit route or to harass them as 
they're leaving? 


4 What I said the other day stands totally. What 
the Soviets are doing really stands in stark contrast to the 
restraint that's been exercised by the Mujahideen in the past 
several weeks. 


Q The Soviets, as you know, say that your statement 
of the other day -- I think they characterized it as 
"ridiculous." I'm just curious if you have any -- 


A The proof is there, my friend. [Laughter] 





Would you care to respond to that? 


They said you weren't there. 


> © 


You don't need to be there to know these thing.. 


Q Do you have anything on what the casualty rates 
may be? Is it still -- earlier the bombardment didn't seem to 
be raising the casualty rate, I believe you said. 


a I don't really have any way to quantify the 
casualty rate. Certainly in these operations in the vicinity 
of the Salang tunnel, I believe it is safe to say that in those 
operations hundreds of civilians have been killed. 


Q Chuck, also on Afghanistan, in the past the US 
policy has been driven by something called symmetry -- that is, 
the United States would match the Soviet input. Is that still 
the U.S. policy? 
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a That was a policy that came into being many 
months ago now when the Soviets rejected an offer that we had 
made for what came to be known as “positive symmetry.“ But, in 
any case, I think we're seeing a situation today where -- we're 
just in a different ballgame, if you will. The salient facts 
today are massive Soviet bombardment of Afghanistan, and, 
secondly, massive stockpiling of Soviet equipment in the hands 
of the Afghan regime. 


Q And on the issue of the stockpiling, is that 
still -- does symmetry still apply there? 


a I'm not going to ever -- I never have gone into 
the exact application of what's been called “symmetry.” [ 
would just reiterate our more general commitment to the 
Mujahideen and what they stand for and what they're fighting 
for without going into any specific or quantifiable details. 


But I think what needs to be taken note of now is that 
in spite of all these words and some of the words that we have 
heard from Soviet spokespeople in recent days, the fact of the 
matter is intensive, unprecedented destruction in Afghanistan. 


Q Yes. But does positive symmetry still -- is that 
still U.S. policy? The Soviets aren't out of Afghanistan yet. 
Is this policy under review, or is it still U.S. policy? 


a There's no review of any such policies. I'm just 
trying to point out that there is a new situation in 
Afghanistan, and the salient facts are different from those of 
many months ago when our original offer was made. But that in 
no way changes our current and ongoing policies. 





Q Positive symmetry still holds as U.S. policy? 





A Is it positive or negative in your definition? 
Q Positive. 


A Current policy holds, whether you have defined it 
as negative or positive. 


Q What effect does that have on the U.S. arms 
supplies to the Mujahideen? 





a That was the previous question. I don't comment 
on that in any definitive or quantifiable terms. 

Q Have you made any representations at UNGOMAP? 

a I don't know of any particular overtures, but of 


course they're well aware of what's happening. 


Q Do you consider these a violation of the 
understandings and agreements concluded in April of last year? 
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A I've said many times that they violate the 
assurances that were given to us, for instance, by the Soviets 


Q At what level are you taking this up with the 
Soviets? 


= It's been caken up. 

Q Where? 

a Appropriately high levels. 
Q Shevardnadze level? 


Q Chuck, was your answer a moment ago about “in 
spite of all the statements From Soviet officials" -- was that 
a response to the Soviet Commander on the scene who was quoted 
a couple of days ago as saying that there would be no offensive 
bombings after the Soviet withdrawal? 


3) On that very specific question, those kinds of 
assurances are welcome, and we expect Moscow to live up to this 
public commitment. 


Q Still in that area, Soviet Foreign Ministry 
Spokesman Gerasimov said today the bombing would not have been 
necessary had all parties kept to the peace accords. Do you 
see this action as violating the peace accords, not just the 
assurances given to us? 


a I think I've spoken at length over the months as 
to how the United States feels about these activities, and ['ll 
just let that long record of public statements speak for itself. 


Q Chuck, are you expecting any change in the policy 
of the new Pakistani Government with regard to Afghanistan? 


A I'm not quite sure to what the question relates. 
I really -- you can talk to the Pakistani Government about 
their policies. 


Q You are not trying to watch what they are aiming 
at now with their relations to the Soviet Union, with their 
relations to the Afghan regime? 


fs We have a very close and friendly relationship 
with Pakistan, a very strong ally. That's the kind of 
relationship we have there. 


Do you have anything new to report about U.S. 
policy toward aiding the refugees who are in Pakistan and, for 
that matter, elsewhere as well as in the region? Now that 
you've seen the developments in recent weeks, particularly 
recent days, take place in Afghanistan, any projection as to 
when the refugees might be able to return or how aid will 
continue to them in the meantime? 
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Aa No, I can't make those kinds of projections; but 
as I said yesterday or the day before, part of our effort in 
the wake of Soviet withdrawal will be devoted toward these 
humanitarian questions of reconstruction, rebuilding, refugees 

- those kinds of questions. But exactly what form that will 
take, I really don't have anything new or specific there. 


Q Will there be any kind of a separate program to 
deal with that, or will it be dealt with in the same way it has 
in the past, basically as -- 


a There are already separate programs for dealing 
with those in place. There is already money funded, as you 
know, for those kinds of programs, so they're running. How 
that evolves, however, that's what I'm saying: [I'm not ina 
position to take any further. 


Q Do you know how many Soviet troops are left in 
Afghanistan? 
a No count. 


Q Do you have anything new on the Polish priests? 


Aa No, nothing new. In fact, I would just reiterate 
what I said yesterday, that we're following the cases with 
concern and we expect the Polish authorities will conduct a 
thorough and rapid investigation. 


Q Anything on the Somalia Prime Minister's 
activities? 


A No. 


Q Was lethal aid to Somalia cut off last July? And 
if you don't have the answer, could you take the question? 


a I believe it's a matter of public record in terms 
of the various holds that have been put on various kinds of aid 
to Somalia. 


Q Well, there was discussion of ESF -- I think you 
mentioned it last Friday. But I don't recall anything about 
lethal aid. 


a I don't promise anything. I'll take a look. 


Chuck, I just want to come back into 
Afghanistan. How would you characterize how serious an 
irritant this is in overall Soviet-American relations, the 
violation of this agreement in such an open way? How is that 
affecting, or do you have any concern it might affect, the 
overall, obviously much-improved relations with the Soviets? 
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= I don't want to try to make any judgment of that 
kind. I think [ would only answer it in ways that [ have. fhe 
relationship with the Soviet Union has been built on the 
premise that we address problems, as well as resolve problems, 
so that when we have things like this that need to be said, 
we'll say them; and we'll say them as strongly as necessary. 


I think the real impact here is on Afghanistan; it's 
on the people of Afghanistan. fhe whole process here -- the 
Geneva Accords and getting the Soviet Union out of Afghanistan 

- was to give these people a chance to exercise self- 
determination and get their country back together And to tee 
here, in the last weeks, this just massive effort aimed at 
destroying even more of Afghanistan, and without question 
killing Afghans, just doesn't seem to be what ought to be a 
policy followed by anyone at this stage of the game. 


Q Chuck, are they bombing villages where there are 
no concentrations of querrilla forces, for example? 


a Without going into the details, just let me say 
that a lot of villages have been wiped out, villages far from 
the highways. 


Q But my question concerned whether there were 
guerrilla forces there or whether there were government troops 
who may have, for example, been under siege by the guerrillas? 
Those things happen in the closing stages of an occupation as 
well, and sometimes guerrilla forces attempt to overrun 
government posts. 


A I can't answer the question specifically, but I 
think [ have answered it more than once in terms of the general 
nature, the general objectives, and the stance being taken by 
the Mujahideen in face of all of this activity. 


Q Is this high-altitude bombing? 


) A lot of it, but it's also fighter-bombers; it's 
long-range bombers, it's artillery; it's SCUDS. 


Q Chuck, what is your assessment at this point of 
the Kabul regime and its ability to maintain security in Kabul 
and maintain a continuity of government following the Soviet 
withdrawal? 


a I don't want to give any long-range prediction. 
A number of people have spoken to that in the past, but [ don't 
have anything definitive that -- 


Q For example, you spoke earlier of massive 
stockpiling. That makes it sound as though you think the 
stockpiling of the Kabul regime is something beyond what you 
anticipated, but you're not ready to make a prediction as to 
whether that massive stockpiling will help them survive any 
length of time. 
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* Well, there are a lot of factors that are going 
to enter into that equation. That's why I say I just don't 
really have an analysis to offer. 


Q Well, is the massive stockpiling something that 
the U.S. feels is threatening, either to the people of 
Afghanistan or to the United States Government? 


o I don't know quite what the sense of the question 
is. If you're stockpiling a lot of materials, then you're 
probably contributing to prolonging the war. 


Q Is the Soviet convoy still able to use the Salang 
Highway at this point? 


a I believe so. 


On another subject --— pardon my cold. Our bureau 
in Miami is asking us about the large number of Haitians who 
are being held or being detained while awaiting processing, and 
the Nicaraguans who are on their own recognizance as they are 
awaiting precessing, and wonders if the State Department has a 
particular reason for the fact that there are two different 
policies in dealing with these two different people, as they 
allege. 


a This is an INS matter, not a State Department 
matter. 


Q But the original policy comes from State as far 
as a determination, is that right? 


a No. You should talk to the INS. 


Q Doesn't the State Department make a recommenda- 
tion to the INS about the treatment of these refugees? 


a We have an advisory role on asylum cases, but 
we're talking here, he's talking about, a question of policy. 
I don't know the facts, nor do I know any of the operational 
details because it is not the State Department, in fact, that 
— for the implementation of that policy. It's the 


Q Let me clarify the question, perhaps: In each 
case you have people who were in a politically disturbed 
situation, but you have people also who have economic reasons 
for coming. And presumably the detention would be for the 
economic people, and the political refugees would be the ones 
on their own recognizance. 


a Look, you're going into areas and presumptions 
and hypotheses that [ know nothing about -- 


Q Wouldn't the State Department be behind the 
advisory -- 
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. o -- nor do [I know if they are accurate, they make 
sense, or if they are logical So you'll just have to talk to 
the INS. 
Q Is that a question you can take as far as the 


State Department's advisory role as to which ones are political? 


“ No First of all, what happens in the asylum 
business in terms of advice is confidential. We've always said 
that in terms of asylum cases; we never comment on those But 
your question really doesn't seem to get at that at all. 
Rather, it gets into another question which I'm sure INS can 
handle. 


Q Well, we're just looking for the advisory part 
here, if we could take that pert of the question. 


Q Back on Nicaragua, did you have any comment, in 
the meantime, on the announcement that they were cutting their 
army in half? 


“ No. 
Q Chuck, apparently the Koreans have stepped up 


security around U.S. installations. I[s that at the U.S. 
request? 





a I haven't seen that. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 P.M.) 
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ON THE RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
RESPONSE STRATEGIES WORKING GROUP 
OF THE 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL PANEL ON CLIMATE CHANGE 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1989, 3:00 P.M. 


MR. HARTER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen: 
This is an on-the-record briefing by Frederick Bernthal, 
Assistant Secretary for the Bureau of Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific affairs. The subject is “Response 
Strategies Working Group and the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change" meeting which just concluded. 


There will be some brief introductory remarks. I 
think you have copies of some of those remarks from the 
beginning of the meetings this week, followed by a question 
period. 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: The first meeting of the 
Response Strategies Working Group, the so-called “RSWG" Panel 
of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, was held at 
the Department of State from January 30 to February 1, Monday 
through Wednesday, this afternoon. We just finished, in fact, 
about an hour ago. 


I must say I'm sc what proud to have been present at 
the creation of a critica nternational process that was begun 
during election week, last all in Geneva; and that process is 
designed to address the potential consequences of the 
accumulation of greenhouse gases in our atmosphere. 


In his first remarks to an international forum as 
Secretary of State, James A. Baker opened the session by 
declaring that the time has come for political action. He said 
that the problem is not only a scientific one, but also a 
diplomatic one, involving when and how to take action. He 
concluded by stating that progress generally results when 
common interests are joined in common understanding and that 
this meeting would play a crucial role in generating that 
common understanding. We certainly found that to be the case. 


The Response Strategies Working Group is one of three 
working groups that was established by the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change last November. All three of those 
groups will meet in the time frame of about 
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two weeks. Working Group One, on science, met last week in 
London; Working Group Two, on impacts, will meet later this 
week in Moscow; and Working Group Three, of course, we just 
finished. 


Each of these working groups is tasked with presenting 
a work plan to the IPCC at a meeting to be held next week in 
Geneva. The IPCC, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change in turn, plans to report its findings and 
recommendations to the Second World Climate Conference in late 
1990. 


The meeting that we had here during the last 
two-and-one-half days set goals for this Working Group that 
would result in analysis in both short- and long-term policy 
options for national and international actions. 


We agreed to establish four sub-groups. One of them 
entitled Energy and Industry will be chaired by Japan and 
Canada or China -- there's some uncertainty whether Canada or 
China will be the co-chairs. Another on Agriculture and 
Forestry chaired by the Federal Republic of Germany and 
Zimbabwe jointly; a third on Coastal Zone Management, chaired 
by New Zealand and The Netherlands; and a fourth on Resource 
Use and Management, chaired by France and India, and Canada or 
China. Again, there's some ambiguity there right now. 


Q Would you say that one again, please? 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: The last one was Resource 
Use and Management to be chaired by France and India, and 
Canada or China. So, presumably, we would end up with three 
co-chairs on that last group. 


The first two of these groups, reference the question 
of limitation of emissions of greenhouse gases, and the latter 
two, reference adaptation to the emissions of those gases and 
the possible greenhouse effect that would be associated with 
those emissions. | 


The leadership and participation in these two 
sub-groups is spread very broadly among all the remper nations 
and international organizations participating in the Response 
Strategies Working Group. 


There are some goals that we also set down for the 
various sub-groups, the four sub-groups that I've mentioned, 
within this working group. They are to define policy options 
for national, regional, and international actions, including 
proposals for some short-term actions. In a word, I think the 
kind of action that the Secretary referred to very broadly as 
things that are worth doing in their own right now, 
referencing such things, for example, as the Treaty on CFCs to 
prevent the destruction of the ozone layer. 
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The second goal is to provide cost and benefit 
estimates of any policy options that are set forward. The 
third is to set priorities, and the fourth to define necessary 
implementation mechanisms, analyzing carefully the implications 
for nations in different stages of development. 


The work of the Response Strategies Working Group will 
be coordinated by a steering committee which was set up. That 
steering committee will include representatives of all 
core-—member countries, that is countries that were designated 
in the November meeting of the IPCC, as being in that special 
category, having a special interest. 


The sub-group co-chairs, which includes some countries 
not in the core list, a representative from the World 
Meteorological organization, from the United Nationsl 
Environmental Program, and the IPCC Secretariat, so it's a 
fairly sizable group -- I think it works out to be about 20 or 
something like that. 


In keeping with the mandate of the IPCC, the Response 
Strategies Working Group meeting was attended by a very broad 
range of international organizations, nongovernmental 
organizations, and other interested observers, so that's a very 
brief summary and overview of what we set out to do, what 
happened, and what we did in the past two-and-one-half days. 
And I'd be pleased to take any questions now. 


Mr. Secretary, what would you say is the chief 
end point of this? Do you envision some years down the road 
some kind of international agreement or protocol dealing with 
carbon dioxide emissions that might be modeled after the 
Montreal protocol? 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: Well, of course, you can't 
rule out that possibility. Right now, I would say that the. 
process is certainly not at the stage of maturity where we 
would begin to look toward that sort of thing. There is a 
large number of uncertainties that remain to be resolved, and 
part of our job here is to develop responses and a sense of the 
options that might be available to us before we would begin on 
setting some specific goals and objectives that might find 
agreement in the international community. 


So were any definitive conclusions met here or was 
it only decided to continue research, to continue to try to 
find out what some of these actions would entail! I don't seem 
to see any concrete results from this? 
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ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: The principal result was 
that we got organized, and that was quite a result in 
itself, I should say. That was the primary purpose of this 
meeting, and then, of course, to set forward the very 
broadly-based work plans for each of these four working 
groups. We are working very quickly here on the final report, 
and I hope that that will clarify a lot of these points when 
you get it. I don't think we've quite been able to finish that 
yet, but it should be out shortly. We may be able to give you 
some more information on that before we finish today. 


I should stress one point: The job and the task of 
this group is policy -- it's the identification of policy 
options and response strategies, as the name implies. It is 
not, in the first instance, research except as some might 
interpret, information-gathering as research. Research, as 
normally envisioned, is more likely to fall in the Science 
group, of course -- that's obvious -- and also in the Impacts 
Group that's chaired by the Soviet Union. 


Q When do you expect the final report to be 
available? 





ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: Can someone help us out 
with that? Do we know? 


STAFF: The final report of this meeting will, 
hopefully, be available by the end of the day. It's a matter 
of incorporating some last-minute corrections and revisions. 
But that is underway now, and I would hope by the end of the 
day we would have the final document. But that's just for this 
meeting. 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: Yes. 





We're very close, I must say. There were a lot of 
editorial changes and some substantive changes in the course of 
the meeting, but I'm sure you can understand that when we're 
dealing with a draft report, we can't release that until we 


have a final copy. 
Q Will that be made available? 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: Oh, sure; that will be 
publicly available when it's completed. 


Q Will it differ substantially, or contain 
substantially more information than the summary that you've 
just given? 
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ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: There is a great deal more 
detail, and in particular, there will be set forth specific 
work plans for each of the four working groups. Now, these are 
not voluminous, I must say. They tend to run one or two 
typewritten pages in each of these categories under Limitation, 
Energy and Industry, Agriculture and Forestry -- those two 
groups -- Adaption, Coastal Zone Management, and Resource Use 
and Management. But they are not terribly long, so we hope to 
have them soon. 


Q Where is this going to be available? 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: Maybe we can help out with 
that. lll working on it downstairs right now. Someone here 
can help. 


Q Off the tier, or the conference -- 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: We can make copies 
available in the Press Office, wherever it's appropriate. 


Q In terms of the short— and long-term policy 
options, can you define for us what short term means and long 
term as a time line. 


ASST. SECRETARY BERNTHAL: That's a good question, 
because there was some discussion about that, as a matter of 
fact, in the meeting. Short term --— we had a certain number of . 
tasks that we had been, in one case, asked already 7 Working 
Group One to complete or to tend to diligently , shall we say 
over the time period of a few months, and that particular task 
was to develop emission scenarios. So, again, that will be 
very much a data-gathering exercise and also using what we know 
about energy use, forecasts, and other such things to develop 
those scenarios. 


But Working Group One -- the group that does the 
science -- the atmospheric and global modelling, needs that 
information from us so they can proceed with their scientific 
undertakings. So there were a few things like that that are 
clearly short term. 


We also have another short-term timetable, and that is 
an 18-month timetable, to meet the objective of the IPCC, the 
intergovernmental panel -- the entire body to present a report 
prior to the Second World Climate Convention late in 1990. So 
I would categorize those as short-term objectives. 





The longer term objectives are really very long term, 
and I should stress that this panel, or this working group 
rather -- and certainly the panel itself -- was not set up to 
expect to finish the job, let's say, in five years and render a 
report, because we're going to be learning constantly. And the 
Science Group's work will continue to accumulate information, 
and of course, we'll continue to monitor what's happening. 


Instead, the idea here is to set up an organic entity 
-- this may confirm some people's worst fears about 
bureaucracies, but in this case I think it's necessary. It's a 
necessary bureaucracy that is intended to be set up to deal 
with these questions over a long period of time, and be able at 
any time, on a very short timetable, if necessary, to make 
mid-course corrections and to suggest policy changes and policy 
options. So, that is, very broadly speaking, the long-term 
profile of what we're about. 


(Continued on the following page.) 
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Q Could you give us a sense of how some of the core 
members such as Brazil and India are taking an approach to 
response strategies? I mean, they have very different problems 
than the industrialized world, so their approach to what must 
be done should be different. 


A I would just note that India in fact is one of 
the co-chairs of one of our subgroups -- the Resource Use 
Management Subgroup. Brazil was represented here and, as I 
look down the list here, is also represented as a participant 
in that subgroup. They're also a participant in the Forestry 
and Agriculture Subgroup. 


The point is that both of those countries are 
participating, and in fact one of them is co-chairing one of 
the subgroups, so we certainly are getting and expecting active 
participation by both of those countries. 


Q Did you set up your next meeting date for 
subcommittees, subgroups? 


A No, we didn't. We are tentatively looking toward 
May, and, of course, one of the short-term tasks is to prepare 
now for that May meeting. That date will not be firm until 
after the Bureau meeting in Geneva next week. Now I've 
introduced another term. The Bureau consists of each of the 
working group chairs, the elected officers of the overall 
panel, the chair, the rapporteur, and the vice chair of the 
overall panel, each of the working group chairs, and then the 
vice chairs of each of the working groups. The other two 
working groups have two vice chairs. We happen to have five. 
So the Bureau will meet next week, roughly a dozen or so, and 
then we will know the date of our next meeting for sure -- of 
the working group meeting. 


Q Meeting here in Washington? 
A No. The Bureau is meeting in Geneva next week. 


Q You mentioned one of your short-term tasks is 
emissions scenarios with working group one has. What are they? 


A That's exactly what the task is -- to determine 
what those scenarios are. I can tell you in a preliminary way, 
because we just got out of a long discussion about it, the sort 
of timetables that we will be gathering information on. for 
example, we will be forwarding information to the Science Group 
to deal with scenarios that would be the years 2030, 2060 and 
2090. 
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The idea here is just to bracket -- there are 
uncertainties, after all, and the idea is to start out with 
three scenarios that then would form the basis of some 
scientific and global climate modeling calculations. 


Q Predictions of what emissions will be in those 
years? 


A Yes, indeed. And, of course, for them to go 
ahead with that modeling, then we have to provide a substantial 
amount of emissions data. You don't start from scratch when 
you do that. There's an awful lot of data around the world -- 
the International Energy Agency, for example, certainly can 
supply a lot of data. A good deal of data is already available 
in our own government. But collating that and making it 
coherent and reliable and forwarding it to the Science Group 
then is one of our short-term tasks. | 


Q Why would an Emergency Response Strategy Group be 
developing such scenarios for the Science Group? It would seem 
to me that they would be developing that for you. 


A Indeed, they will be. There has to be a 
feedback, and one of the points that we stressed throughout 
this meeting is that each of these working groups will have 
communications back and forth. For example, if after we supply 
some emissions data, the Science Group carries out a 
calculation that it feels is reliable, that indicates a policy 
consideration that we need to undertake quickly, then we'll be 
prepared to do that. So there will certainly be communication 
back and forth. 


Q So you will gather this information in from each 
of the 30 participating member states? 


A Not re | there. We hope from all around the 
world. It's essential we get information from everywhere, even 
from states that aren't participants; and, if we can't get data 
of that kind, then we'll have to estimate it. 


These three dates that you mentioned. In other 
words, if I follow you correctly, these are in effect target 
times in the future around which you hope to build predictive 
models of what the problems and responses to the problems will 
be at that point. 


a Yes. The models will not be built by us. 


i built by the Science Group. We just are providing some 
ata. 
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Q In other words, you're helping them. 
Right. 


Q And you're still a long way from reaching this 
point yet. 


A Absolutely. 

Q This was to give the thing an organizational 
meeting. That was essentially Department work, bureaucratic in 
nature. I mean, in terms of -- 

a We hope a little more than that. 


Q In terms of setting it up, I mean. 


A There were some guidelines, and you'll understand 
far better when you get the report, which should be available 
tocay. 


Q Sir, by “emissions scenarios," do you mean an 
emission inventory from the different nations? 


——— —_ th. am: ’ 


A Yes. 
Q Is that what you're talking about? 


A Yes. And then also one hopes some projections of 
what we expect to happen. for example, at least in the U.S. we 
look at things like electricity growth and what that would 
imply, and many other kinds of growth. 


When you say “scenario,” you don't mean various 
policy options that would result in a difference in emissions 
within those years. 


A This is just a beginning to discuss possible 
response strategies and policy options. The emissions 
themselves, I should stress, that was a quick, short-term task 
that we received from Working Group 1, because the scientists 
need it. 


Q Inventory essentially. 


A That's right, and projections. 


Q Are you doing this emissions scenario for other 
Greenhouse gasses besides carbon dioxide? 
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A Yes, of course. We use the term very often, a~ 
carbon dioxide equivalent. The other Greenhouses gases 
included CFC's, as I think many of you may know, so the 
limitation of CFC production and use assists us in this 
problem. There are other gases such as methane, another major 
player, principal constituent of natural gas, which is a very 
important Greenhouse gas. Nitrous oxide. So there are several 
key players here. 


Q Why is the United States not a chairman or a 
co-chair of any of these working groups? 


A We chair the overall working group. This 
Response Strategies Working Group, we are chairing. 


Q Is that the reason that we are not -—- 


A The answer is yes. We also chair the steering 
group that was set up, as I referred to it, so we have plenty 
to do. 


Q Two things: You referred to a World Climate 
Conference late next year. Do you have a location and 
approximate dates for that? The other is, you also referred 
and there was an earlier question, about the developing versus 
the industrialized countries. Is that emerging as a particular 
problem? 


A I wouldn't call it a problem at this point. It's 
something that certainly was discussed, and everybody realizes 
we need to pay careful attention to this. It's too early to 
decide whether there's a problem or not, but, clearly, since 
the U.S. produces something like 25 percent of CO2 from — 
consumption, there is a difference between the developed world 
and the developing countries. 


The answer to the other question is I don't have the 
exact dates, nor do I know the location and whether it's been 
set for sure of that conference. I only know that it's planned 
for late 1990. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Will you tell us what the Steering Group does, 
what it's going to be doing? 


A Well, the Steering Group, as the name implies, is 
going to provide some top-down direction to these four working 
groups. Perhaps the easiest way to explain it is that the 
Steering Group right now, in the last two and a half days 
received a task from the science group, for emissions scenarios 
that I already referred to, and had to determine immediately 
how we were going to fulfill that request. Some of the work 
will be done by individual countries involved in the Steering 
Group. Other elements of that task will be directed downward 
toward the sub-groups. 


That was one of the very useful outcomes of this 
meeting. It was decided that this steering group would take a 
rather firm hand in dealing with priority issues of which the 


emissions scenarios was one. 


The second, incidentally, was implementation 
mechanisms and it was decided that that was another priority 
area that work ought to begin on quickly. 


Q I'd like to get some idea of how this strategy, 
or this schedule came about during the meeting. Did some 
country make a motion that we have these working groups and 
these countries be the chair of these working groups, or was 
this a combination of things? How did this come into being? 


a I would say it's fairly typical of international 
meetings. This kind of meeting largely has to proceed by 
ere And, yes, indeed, there are motions that are 
offered. 


The initial concept of four sub-groups was presented 
by the U.S. There was also the concept presented at the outset 
by the U.S., as the overall chair, of a central group that 
would integrate the work of those sub-groups. There were some 
modifications made. I'm very pleased to say, we came up with a 
consensus at the end of the day. I'm personally very pleased 
with that and the outcome. 


Q Were there any things on which you did not have a 
consensus? 


A The fact that I have to stop and think, no, I 
don't believe so. We ended this meeting with everyone tired 
but in agreement on the report. 


Surely, there must be differences of opinion out there 
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that by the end of this meeting, there were no evident 
disagreements on the report. 


Q Would you explain to us reports that the United 
States itself didn't seem to have a consensus within the U.S. 
delegation as to what should happen; that once the Secretary of 
State made his remarks and the session was closed, that 
different U.S. agencies offered contrasting views as to what 
should happen. What is that indicative of? 


That's just not accurate. I'm not sure where that 
report came from. I'm the delegation leader and we went in 
with a proposal. The proposal was put on the table. You don't 
expect a proposal to be unmodified. Modifications were made 
and the U.S. delegation agreed to them. There are alw’ 
discussions within a deiegation, but there was not 7 eat 
disagreement on how to approach the general positic cf the 
U.S. Government. And, certainly, there was agreement that the 
approach that's proposed here comports well with the general 
tenor of the meeting that was set down at the outset by 
Secretary Baker. 


Q Let me follow up on that, I think he's referring 
to, was in the New York Times. It was that the report laid on 
the table was less ambitious than Mr. Baker's remarks would 
have led to suggest. 


With that in mind, is that true? And, Number 2, has a 
more ambitious proposal been agreed upon as a result of the 
negotiation? 


A If anything, the original proposal was more 
ambitious, I would say, in the sense of wanting to make very 
broad progress across a very broad front. 


The principal changes, the conceptual changes that 
came out of this were, first of all, a rather more activist 
steering mechanism. The steering group that I referred to 
decided -- the group decided; this meeting decided -- that that 
Steering Group would have certain priority tasks. 


Almost at the outset, I had a letter from the head of 
Working Group I saying that we need these emissions data; we 
need them quickly. So it was a natural follow-on to that, I 
think, that that modification and concept, at least, was made. 
The U.S. had proposed an integration group that would pull 
together the information provided by the four sub-groups. 


I think the concept was not quite so much for a 
steering group that tasked bottom—down on certain priority 
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items but the need for that emerged because we already had some 
tasks put on our table. 


That, and I think another -- it wasn't a departure -- 
but another important concept that was developed here was that 
that I've referred to earlier, that this has to be a kind of 
organic structure that is prepared to respond over the very 
long term and has constant exchange and interchange of 
information with the other two working groups, and is able to 
make mid-course corrections and so on. 


The short answer to your question is that at the 
outset, we were perhaps a little bit too ambitious rather than 
recognizing that certain tasks had to be done quickly, even if 
it meant that certain other tasks had to be deferred. 


Q Which country or countries had the most input in 
this meeting? 


a It's difficult for me to make comparisons. I'm 
not sure I should do that. We just really had very broad 
participation. I'm looking around the horseshoe table at the 
core member countries right now, and I can assure you that 
everyone of them spoke at one time or another. Some spoke more 
than others. 


We also had many other countries present, not part of 
that core group. In fact, I think the total worked out to be 
something like 40. You may have that number already. That, 
incidentally, was a larger number than at the original IPCC 
meeting in Geneva, the organizational meeting. That indicates, 
of course, the difficulty of these issues that this working 
group has to deal with. 


The Science Working Group is one thing. The Impacts 
Working Group is still another, but this one has to deal with 
response strategies and policy options. Therefore, obviously, 
there's great political and policy interest in the work of this 
group. 


We did have very, very broad participation. 


I have just one last question, sir. How does 
this IPCC development fit into President Bush's pledge to call 
an international and environmental summit at some point, 
perhaps in the first year? How do these dovetail together? 


a Well, that's still to be determined by the 
Administration. I don't want to speak for the President or the 
White House on exactly how his designs and intent will mesh 
with the work of this particular working group. 
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What I will say is that we have stressed over the last 
six months or so -- and, in fact, spent a great deal of effort 
stressing -- that this be the Central Policy Focus Group of the 
IPcc, this overall panel that was set up be a policy panel 
ultimately and not just a science panel. Not just a science 
study group. It's taken some time for the international 
community to realize that and to recognize that there should be 
very broad policy participation here as well as scientific 
participation, but I think we're on the right track now. 


Q Was IPCC instituted with a goal of leading to a 
global treaty on climate change? 


a That has not been explicitly stated as a goal at 
this time. 


Q When it was instituted? 


a It has not, to my knowledge, been instituted. 
But, obviously, at some point, if the facts warrant it and as 
we learn more, I suspect that would come under consideration 
but I don't recall that being a central focus, certainly, at 
the time the IPCC was set up. 


Q I'm just wondering, ultimately, if you see this 
group evaluating some of the lending policies of the world bank 
and other multinational lending organizations as far as they 
fit the international environment? 


& Somewhere, you can find it in the report when 
it's available. There are some words that address exactly that 


issue, and so that is one of the elements of policy 
consideration that we'll be addressing. 


Thank you very much. 


(Briefing concluded at 3:35 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


First, an announcement: On February 2, a U.S. 
military aircraft flew to Moscow to evacuate for medical 
treatment five Soviet Armenian children who were seriously 
injured in the December 7 earthquake. I'm told that that 
aircraft has now departed Moscow. 


These critically ill children, who will be brought to 
U.S. military hospitals in Germany, have suffered the loss of 
limbs and can benefit by specialized care in the United States 
arranged by Project Hope officials. Project Hope, a private, 
non-profit international health education and training 
organization, will place the children in medical centers 
throughout the United States after their condition has 
stabilized. 


Early next week, this first group of children will be 
joined by approximately 30 more children, who will be flown out 
of Yerevan by U.S. military aircraft. The Department of State 
is providing assistance wherever possible, and has requested 
visa waivers from the INS for all on board these flights. 
German officials have also cooperated by providing visas for 
all Soviet citizens involved. 


We are pleased to participate in this cooperative 
event and to work with the Soviets to enable these young 
victims to survive with hope for the future. 


Q Chuck, a@ question: Where does the money come 
from for the airplanes? 


A I don't know the exact technical answer to that 
Q But the U.S. Government, presumably. 


oe As far as I understand, the airlift is being 
covered by the United States Government. 


Q You don't know how many are in this first group? 


a Five I said. 


Q Oh, sorry. 
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Q Obviously, there was negotiation involved in this ~ 
process, but was there a request from the Soviet government for 
this kind of assistance, from Project Hope, or from the United 
States Government for an airlift to remove them? 


a This is all being done with the cooperation of 
the Soviet government. Exactly how it evolved, I just don't 
have those kinds of details. 


Q Do you know the age group, age range of these : 
children? : 


a No, I don't have those details. 


Do you know whether this is the first such use of 
U.S. military aircraft for medevac from the Soviet Union since 
-- pick a number -- 1947? 


A I think we would be safe in saying this is the 
first thing of this kind since World War [I. 


Is my memory correct that U.S. military aircraft 
did deliver emergency supplies to Armenia after the earthquake? 


A Yes. 


Is using the military aircraft explained only in 
the light of the fact that the U.S. Government is paying for 
the transportation? What's the reason for using military 
aircraft? 


A These are people who need to be medically 
evacuated, so I assume the reason is that it takes a particular 
kind of aircraft, and our military happen to have them. 


Q Did I understand you correctly to say that they 
would be brought to Germany first and stabilized there, and 
then brought out to -- 


A -- on to the United States, yes. 


Q So one could anticipate a stay of some days in 
Germany, then, before they -- 


A I believe that's correct. I would also encourage 
those of you who are interested, to make contact with Project 
Hope, of course, because they will have, I'm sure, many more 
details on what happens in the longer term. 


Q Is Wiesbaden the destination in Germany? 


A The information I have right now is Frankfurt. 
Of course, Wiesbaden Hospital is nearby. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, there was a television 
report last night that intelligence -- and presumably that 
means U.S. intelligence -- now knows who was responsible for 
the Pan Am 103 disaster. Is that true? 
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a No. There is an ongoing investigation, as you're 
aware, and I will follow my standard practice of not commenting 
in any detail on that investigation, but I can say that the 
investigators have not reached any conclusions about who was 
responsible for the tragedy of Pan Am Flight 103. 


We are confident that we will eventually find out who 
is responsible, but we should not expect a quick solution. 


Q Are the groups mentioned in that report among the 
suspected terrorists? 


A Beyond that, I have to, as a matter of principle, 
stand on the fact that there is an ongoing criminal 
investigation; and as I have done through previous briefings, I 
just am not in a position to go into any kind of specific 
questions. 


Q Another subject, Chuck? There is a newspaper 
report today suggesting that the foreign policy machinery is 
going to be restructured in a way that would impinge on the 
State Department because, according to this report, the 
Secretary of State has agreed to play a secondary role ina 
structure that would put General Scowcroft and his people at 
the NSC in charge of major policy elements. 


I don't expect you to comment on White House 
operations, but has Mr. Baker given way and agreed to something 
that gives him a diminished role in foreign affairs, or does he 
remain the “vicar?" 


(Laughter) 


A Let me answer in a simple way -- the White House, 
I understand, is also prepared to answer some questions, if you 
will. But I would just say that Secretary Baker was an active 
participant with the President and with General Scowcroft in 
setting up this organization, and I don't think there has ever 
been any question in his mind, or in anyone else's -- and I 
don't think that's even raised by the documents that are cited 
or by the events that are cited in this particular story 


Q Well, the story -- 


a But, the White House, as I say, will be able to 
do a much more thorough job on that. 


Q Let me pursue it a little bit, because nothing 
you've said conflicts with the report. The report says he 
participated in it, and he's depending on his friendship and 
open door to the White House as, basically, his access, that 
the machinery is being arranged, in some significant ways, that 
he is slotted secondarily to the NSC Director. 
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a I don't believe that that's an appreciation 
shared by anyone at the NSC, the Presidency, or here. [hat's 
why I'm trying to say, I just don't think there is any fire to 
the smoke that you're citing. 


Q Chuck, an Israeli interview is reporting that the 
United States is planning to ask Arafat to present it with a 
written commitment concerning the three principles he accepted 
December 14 in Geneva. Do you have anything to confirm or deny? 


A No, nothing at all. 
Q Is there such a thing? 
Nothing at all. 


Q Chuck, can you tell us about this “wish list" of 
arms sales that has been sent to Capitol Hill? 


A The old-time Washington hands will be familiar 
with what this is all about, of course. It is something quite 
contrary to the one story I saw today. 


On January 19, the Administration submitted to 
Congress its annually required report on possible arms sales, 
known as the Javits Report. The report is not, as has often 
been characterized, a “sales plan.” It is simply the Executive 
Branch's best estimate at the time the report is prepared on 
which sales might be considered for notification to Congress 
this year. 


It's a classified document, so I can't discuss in any 
detail individual potential sales that are listed in it. But [ 
just have to note that the article that appeared this morning 
contains a number of incorrect assertions and to demonstrate 


that, I'll pick one -- the alleged fact that we are planning to 
sell new aircraft to Saudi Arabia this year. 


We do not have plans, nor do we anticipate notifying 
Congress of any such sale this year. 


Q Is this report the so-called Javits Report? 


A That's what I said, yes. 

Q Chuck, what date did you give? 

q January 19. 

Q That sort of gives it -- it takes the onous off 
the Bush Administration and makes it a Reagan Administration 
move. Is that what you're trying to say? 


A Not really, because, as I say -- 


Q Because it went up last Thursday is the reason 
why I'm asking you. 
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A Yes, but as [ say, this is not a sales plan. It 
is a mandated requirement to say what might potentially come 
up. Now, each item that is eventually submitted has to be 
reviewed by the Administration, this Administration, as to 
whether or not to submit it. And, of course, obviously it 
couldn't go forward without the approval of the Administration. 


Then there is a consultative mechanism, including 
informal notifications and formal notifications and all that 
kind of thing that gets done in the normal arms sale procedures. 


Q But you're not suggesting that this wish list, 
which is everything you said it is, is not a wish list that 
wasn't approved by the Bush Administration by dating it January 
19, when it went to the Hill last Thursday? 


a It was sent out by the previous Administration. 
But even the word “wish list," I would submit is really not 
accurate because what the Executive Branch is required to do is 
to say, to the best of our information, here are the things 
that might come up this year. 


Lots of these things -- in trying to do that job, lots 
of these things, there are no formal requests of any kind. But 


in trying to alert the Congress, if you will, to the potential, 
that's the function this report serves. 


Q Was there an official request in the case of the 
Saudis, for example, the Bahraines, or other Gulf States? Was 
there an official request from these governments to purchase 
some weapons? 


a I'm not going to go into any other specific 
cases. [t's a big report. But, no, it's a classified report 
and I won't go into any other details. 


Q Can I ask you a factual question, though, that 
may not interfere with your prohibition there? Is there a 
prohibition now on arms sales to Jordan? Is that still in 


effect? 


You remember, Congress at one point said that until 
they're convinced that Jordan is trying to negotiate with 
Israel, they either ruled out -- 

A I'm just not familiar with that one. 

Q I'm just asking if it carries over to this year? 

a I just don't know what the status is. 

Q Speaking of reports to Congress, was there not an 


arms control compliance report due on January 31? [ think 
there was. 


a There was one submitted late last year. 
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Q Which was due, I think, in April, or something 
like that. 


A I don't think so, Jim. 
Q Well, it was long overdue. 
A I don't think so, Jim. 


Q Could you look into it? My calendar tells me 
that there was an arms compliance report -- 


a We'll let you know if there is such a thing. 


Q Chuck, you mentioned that this is the 
Administration's kind of trying to project what may happen 
Based on what? How does the Administration know that it is 
probable, possible that the Saudis, or some other governments, 
may actually request to purchase American weapons? 


A How do we know? 


Q You said this is what the Administration -- what 
other governments might request. I'm questioning, how does the 
Administration know that some foreign governments might or may 
actually request to purchase weapons? 


A You accumulate the best information you can 
Q So it is not -- 


A In some cases, there may be formal requests in 
the system and in other cases we may know of pending 
interests. There may be other categories. 


Q And you're not ready to say now, or willing to 
say now if you know that the Saudis may be willing to or 
probably would ask to buy these weapons? 


4 Aircraft? 
Q Right. 


a That one I answered definitively. I wanted to 
pick out one assertion that was in this particular story just 
to show you how far off base it is. It's not the only one in 
this story. 


Q Chuck, is that just aircraft in the case of Saudi 
Arabia, or are tanks in there? Did you say arms sale or 
aircraft? 


ms No, no. I spoke -- the example I picked was new 
aircraft. 


Q The tanks, for example -- what about the tank.” 
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a But I'm not going to go into all the other cases 

Q Has the Administration sent up to Congress -- 
either this Administration or in the final day, or whatever, of 
the last Administration -- sent up to Congress any formal 


requests for proposed arms sales? 


A I don't know what the status is, but there is a 
procedure that is followed. These kinds of things are 
classified. At certain stages in the process, they become 
public, at other stages -- I just don't have a status report of 
that kind. ; 


Q Your denial about sales of aircraft to Saudi 
Arabia was specifically referring to this calendar year, 
right? You said there was no plan to sell this year? 


A That's right. That's what the report is for. 


Q There were reports that the Saudis were asking, 
or they're planning to have -- to ask the United States for $5 
billion worth of arms, including everything, from tanks to 
planes and other things. Is this report, as it stands, correct? 


A I'm not going to comment on any specific 
requests. What you have to understand is, there is a report 
which is what I described it as, and then you get into the 
normal arms sale process. As particular requests are 
formalized, as the Administration decides whether or not to go 
forward with them, as procedures are carried out, then you get 
into all of these specific questions. But this report has 
nothing to do with that. 


Q As a follow-up to the question about the NSC and 


State Department roles, do you have anything on the speculation 
around with regard to Mr. Kissinger's -- Or. Kissinger's part. 
with the new Administration? 


i Does that fall in the personnel category? 
(Laughter) No, I don't. 


Is there any plan for him to go to the Middle 


East? 
A I don't have anything. 
Q Anything today on Shamir's proposals of yesterday?’ 
a No. 
Q Any readout from the meetings yesterday with the 
Somalis? 


“ First, this is the Prime Minister of Somalia, 
Mohamed Ali Samantar, who is here on a private working visit 
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Yesterday, Assistant Secretary Crocker hosted a 
working lunch for the Prime Minister. The Prime Minister 
reported developments on economic reform and civil liberties in 
Somalia. He noted decisions taken to achieve national 
reconciliation and Somalia's need for international assistance 
to rebuild the war-ravaged north. 


Mr. Crocker welcomed Somalia's new policies and 
expressed the hope that they be implemented fully and quickly 
We would characterize discussion at the two-hour lunch as 
friendly, frank, and very useful. 


The Prime Minister also met yesterday with the Acting 
Administrator of AID. Today, he will be seeing members of 
Congress and the Acting jecretary of Defense. Tomorrow, he 
will see Secretary Baker and other appointments are still being 
arranged. 


The Somali Embassy may have more information on a full 
list of meetings, as well as their own readout on the visit. [I 
also understand he's going to address the National Press Club 
on Friday. 


Q Any criticism of Somalia for its human rights 
behavior? 


4 I think I've addressed our views on that question 
a couple of days ago, so I've already done that. 


Q ‘Nothing new on aid? 
A No. 


Q Chuck, in Panama the party associated with 
General Noriega has announced that Noriega will not be the 
candidate -- their candidate for president. Is that a good 
thing, and, if that party's candidate wins an election, would 
the United States recognize his government? 


a I'm not going to comment on any hypothetical 
situations that are someplace down the road. 


Just let me give you a couple of observations on the 
election process. At present, the Noriega regime has a virtual 
monopoly on Panama's media. Many opposition leaders are in 
exile. In addition, Noriega controls the election tribunal, 
and he continues to engage in heavy-handed repression and 
intimidation of the political opposition. It's hard to imagine 
free and fair elections in such an atmosphere. 


Nevertheless, the elections are still more than three 
months away. There appears to be strong momentum behind a 
unified slate of opposition candidates. By participating, the 
opposition has determined to try to force Noriega's hand ~- he 
ry either allow truly free elections or demonstrably engag- 
n fraud. 
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The important consideration that should be kept in 
mind is how the Panamanians will view the results of the 
election. At this point the playing field is far from level 


Q Back to Pan Am 103: Was there any information 
given by Israel connecting Jabril to this Pan Am bombing? 


a I just don't go into the details of the 
investigatory process. 


Q Can we go back to Central America a little bit? 
The question is if the State Department or the Administration 
has finished its review of the Nicaraguan visa offer and alsu 
the Salvadoran elections plan, some of the guerrillas -- 


7 Nothing new on the question of the Nicaraguan 


visa issue, and on the Salvadoran peace plan [I think it still 
is where I left it -- that it's under consideration by 
Salvadoran leaders. 


Q On Nicaragua, do you have anything at all to say 


about any of the gestures that President Ortega has made -- it 
seems almost daily -- since the inauguration here? 

i No. 

Q On Marcos, does the State Department have any 


assessment as to how ill he really is, and are you trying to 
work out any sort of last-minute arrangements to get any 
further information from him, like where all the money is? 
(Laughter) 


Aa The last kind of question would have to be 
referred to Justice in any case. But, no, I don't have any 
status report on his health. 


Q Are State Department officials making an attempt 
to talk with him? 


a I don't know of any attempt. 


Q On £1 Salvador, do you have anything on the 
announcement that the guerrillas will refrain from attacking 
U.S. targets? 


rs) We welcome that decision. There is never any 
justification to attack diplomatic and military personnel who 
are present in £1 Salvador in full conformity with 
a law and at the invitation of the Government of §t1 
Salvador. 


We would urge the FMLN to stop its violence once and 
for all, including its campaign of murder against unarmed 
civilian officials in the countryside and indiscriminate acts 
of urban terrorism in the capital. 


Q Chuck, there was a -- 
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Q [s that it? You weren't cut off in mid-sentence 
there, were you? 


A No. 


Q There was a story in the Times today about a U N 
resolution and a decision that Secretary Baker had taken on 
it. Is that accurate, and is it a sign to the PLO? 


a That story falls in the category of internal 
deliberations, so that I don't care to go into it. 


Q Chuck, any updating on the U.S. position with 
regard to the Taba dispute between Israel and Egypt? It's 
becoming more and more irritating to the Egyptian government. 
I understand you're following the situation. 


4 We're certainly following it, and, as you know, 
Judge Sofaer has been attempting to play a useful role in that 
throughout. But [I don't have a particular status report today. 


Q Chuck, back to Nicaragua, do you have any status 
report on Administration plans to request assistance for the 
Nicaraguan Contras? 


A No. 


Q Juan Ponce Enrile said that he wants to file a 
resolution for the abrogation of the mutual defense treaty 
Have you seen that? 


a Haven't seen it. 


Q Could you comment on an article in yesterday's 
hin P by Evans & Novak, for trying to implicate the 
Soviet Union in the death of President Zia al Huq? 


is) There were other aspects of that story which I 
did comment on in no uncertain terms. But on the question of 
the results of the investigation of the crash, there [ would 
refer to the public document that became available as a result 
of the investigation by Pakistani authorities, and [ think that 
represents all that can be said. 


Q Is that case, basically -- the inquiry into thal 
case -- basically closed as far as the State Department is 
concerned, or is the State Department still trying to ascertain 
additional information about the crash? 


a I don't know whether this issue of technically 
open or closed is one that I can address. Clearly, in this 
kind of thing if there were more information, or if there are 
ways to get more information, you would pursue it. I don't 
know of anything particularly active in that sense, but I do 
know there was a large report It's been circulated around 
Washington. So [I'm sure that if there are things to be done. 
people are doing them. That's about all I could say 
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Q Chuck, before we came in here there were repu 
from Venezuela that Vice President Quayle has said there wiil 
be no request for Contra aid forthcoming, and yet you don't 
have anything to say about that. 


a I don't have anything beyond what the President 
and the Secretary have said at various times in past weeks 


Q What he has said now seems to be a little bit 
different or seems to update what they have said 


o I only said I had nothing new 


Q Any readout on the U.S. and Japus roreign 
Minister talks this morning? 


- No, I don't have any readout. I think that wil! 
come later on after meetings with the Presidents and all are 
concluded. 


Q I just wonder whether there -- you know, there is 
criticism or at least a disappointment about Defense 
Secretary-designate Tower's testimony on Japanese defense 
budget and constitution. Was it raised in this meeting, or you 
don't know that. 

a I don't know. 


Q Any plans for a press conference with the 
Secretary or meeting with him? 


a I don't know of any plans at this point 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12 i7 p.m.) 
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The Briefing Roce 
1:55 P.M. EST 


MR. POPADIUK: All right, good afternoon. I think I've 
just stated the ground rules for everyone, so we're clear on that. 
Welcome to the readout on Prize Minister Taekeshita's visit with the 
PresiGent. Today's briefer is Assistant Secretary of State for East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs Gaston Sigur. Just to restate, this is an 


and then it up to questions -- to say that the President send 
Prime Minister 


tor in the Bush administration symbolizes the 
-Japean relations and of that relationship in global 
terms and the President emphasized this. 


are 
The leaders reconfirmed that the Mutual Security Treaty 

onship. And the President stressed 
the need for our allies to assume greater ibilities. Creative 
responsibility ~ mm | as Secretery Baker called it in his hearings. 
The the steady improvement in Japan's defense 
capabilities. The President and the Prime Minister discussed the 
need for development assistance and the President appleuded Japan's 
increases in its Overseas Development Assistance a. The 

n the 


leaders agreed on the ee of support 
Philippines and pledged make effort launch 
Multi 1 aecistance Initiative thie year. 


The leaders touched on economic issues and reviewed the 
our nations have achieved in bringing our economies into 
potter balance and in opening our markets. They ized, of 
eames the need for strenuous efforts to continue for concrete 
results. 


The Prime Minister reaffirmed his determination to 
emphasize domestic ae and estructural adjusteent. The 
President on his « seid that he was determined to reduce the 
budget deficit. The lesders to consult closely on issues of 
importance, using established mechanisms, especially econoric 
summit. also on the of a successful yy 4 
round. And Pres emphasi the need for cooperation in t 
egriculturel area. 


Relations with the Soviet Union were discussed and both 
countries will maintain close cooperation as these relations with the 

















Soviet Union develop. The United States pledged its continuing 
to the Japanese position on the northern territories. The 
were very positive, upbeut and established « firm basis for 
cooperation during the Bush edsministration with Japan. 


That's all I have to say as opening remarks. Any 
questions? 


Q Did they get into a discussion of Third World debt 
and the potential for a new strategy on that? 


DR. SIGUR: That was not specifically gone into in any 
Getail. It was just mentioned, that was all. 


Q Dr. Sigur, you mentioned that the need to continue 
to consult and the use of the summits was discussed. Does that sean 
not 


for @ resolution of disputes -- economic disputes between the two 
countries or that it simply went nowhere or what? 


DR. SIGUR: Well, certainly thet was part of the 
discussion of the trade deficit and the need to do something about 
thet. Actually, of course you know last year it went down a little 
bit -- in 19868. 

Q Well, it's gone up recently. 

DR. SIGUR: I know, it has in the last month or two. 


Q What was the tone of the President's remarks on 
trade? 


DR. SIGUR: Well 2. So forcefully 
about the need to continue to work Sessasiy en this. And that 
and as long as you have such « trade deficit as we have it's 
going to continue to be. And that we've got to work to do something 


ebout it. And we've to continue. Wot that we're not working at 
it, but I mean, new efforts and -- have to be made. So he -- it was 


Q Did he say thet? Did he remind Mr. Takeshita of the 
protectionisa forces? 

DR. SIGUR: Oh, yes. Oh, yes, yes. 

Q And 4id he mention the congressional forces for that 


DR. SIGUR: Well, that's part of it, yes, sure. He did. 
Yes, indeed. ‘ , 


Q Did he mention anything epecific that he thought -- 
DOR. SIGUR: Wot anything specific, no, he did not. 
Q What response did he get? 

MORE 
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Q ~~ whether there was any mention or was it brought 
up eat all -- the current scandals surrounding the Takeshita cabinet 
DR. SIGUR: That was not discussed. 


Q Dr. Sigur, outside the President said, we need each 
other or we need one another or some like that. Was there 


States? 

DR. SIGUR: On the first part, I think that expression of 
the U.S.-Japan relat ~~ of characterizing it as one where ve 
need each other, I think t's been one of 1 standing. And it's 
pert of what the President said and the Prize said about the 
eee ee oe licy -- that we do need each other. And 
it becomes sore more ev ell the time. And that as we nove 
to settle some of the serious bilateral ions that we have 
between us, particularly in the trade economic area, that we've 


Lit 
: 


g 
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Q I know the meeting was not intended to deal with 
——— issues, but you've used some code words -- the President 
did, for specific issues -- structural adjustment of Japan's econony 
and Japan taking over more world responsibilities. 


DR. SIGUR: Right. 


Q What did the President say to the Prime Minister to 
elicit that response? What did he focus on to elicit that response? 


DR. SIGUR: Well, I don't know as I can say such sore 
than whet I've already eaid. I mean, they did not get into very 
specific issues. This was not the point. I mean, specifically what 


~~ we talked about the Overseas Devel Assistance that Japan is 
expanding, talked about the 7.8 increase in this ‘s-- 
next year's budget, which is very helpful, and in which Japan 


will use thet to assist in -- throughout the world. Not simply in 
Asia, but also in other parte of the world -- in Africa, in Central, 
Latin America and so forth. 60 — _— in those teras, but there 
wasn't any specific thing about wha 14 be done type thing. 
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Q For the Prime Minister to use the term “promoting 
structural edjusteent* which -- 


DR. SIGUR: Well, but that's part of the Maekawa Report, 
which was made in J some -- couple years beck. And the 
structural -- structural readjustsent of Japan, which has 
been taking plece now for two years and is continuing on. And the 
A gh Ap ot A gy 4 I think. 


Q Well, was there any mention of a new ambassador, 
sir? Any mention of the United States ambassador to Tokyo? 


DR. SIGUR: Yes, there was talk about that. And that was 
~~ well, it should be announced I think shortly. I don't know how we 
sit on that. Do you know? 


Q Do you want to announce it? 

DR. SIGUR: I'm not going to announce it. (Laughter.) 

Q You just did. 

DR. SIGUR: But I'm simply saying -- you know the story 
~~ I can't tell you any sore than t you know, all right? 
(Laughter. ) 


DR. SIGUR: The official announcement has not yet been 
made, but we'll be seeing it. 


Q Did they name names, sir? 
Q Doctor, could you get back here, please? 


DR. SIGUR: You've read it. I think -- read the 
nevepapers. What? 


Q When you talk about the Soviet relationship and the 
changes therein -- 


Q ye Ak ot Sat Se o> S eee 
soee ae Se Sete ee they have in Europe, to sort of 
separate the U.S. from tiona lies? Are there -- what 
concerns are there about the Soviets? 


DR. SIGUR: Well, that was not ifically discussed 
that is, what the Soviet tectics are and so forth and strategy. But 
the need -- but whet was discussed was the need for the closest 

tion and exchenge of views and so forth about our 
relationships with the Soviet Union as they develop both in this 
to work closely together and 


; 
i 
z 
g 
; 
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Q Yes, but what does thet mean? I mean, that's a very 
a Sm I mean, what does that mean in terms of specific 
concerns 


OR. SIGUR: Well, I think = about = know, what 
is Soviet tactics, what is Soviet stra military area and 
OK Byes gh ry Fey 8 AY 7 GY 
ey A ee Ah ag AR DY A ALA 
sort of thing. I mean, are all things that we're talking with 
them about. 


Q Does that include « Sino-Soviet summit? Are the 
epanese concerned about that? 


_ 
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MR. PCPADIUK: Let's take the last question. 


DR. ¢i@UR: Not particularly, no. I don't think any of 
us are particulariy concerned about that. 


Q Dector, as recently as this morning, the 
administration «s« continuing to take heat from the Hill on the 
fighter and technology transfer issues. How is this be addressed 
specifically ‘n this visit? And how does the Ba Bae on see this 
relating to vw st the President said about allies needing to assume 
greater resp sibility? 


DOR. SIGUR: You mean specifically the FSx issue? 
Q Yes. 
DR. SIGUR: Is that what you mean? Well, as I -- 


Q Does each government think there's a tie to that 
point? Is one conditional on the other? 


DR. SIGUR: Well, I don't know. That wasn't really gone 
into in that way -- 


Q What way? 


DR. SIGUR: wen + | Bae, Sepaecens SS ae 5 Bem 
the way you've it. about -- as I said, it was 
not talked about ohn A phy ~ Bg AA Bh 


talked about earlier by the Secretary of State and the Foreign 
Minister. 


Q What I'm asking is, what the views of each country 
on this as -- 


DR. SIGUR: Well, we didn't really go into those views at 
this meeting. I mean, those views have been expressed in other fora 
a os oo a oe or Some Okay, thanks 
very ° 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:07 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #22 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1989, 12:03 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Who wants to lead? George has just walked in. - 
Q Why don't you tell us -- oh. Go ahead, George. 
Q Do you have anything interesting on Paraguay? 
2) Is that your question? 
Q Yes. 


a Okay. In terms of the facts, I'll give you a 
brief sketch of what we know. I believe I have seen most of 
this through your own reporting as well. 


General Andres Rodriguez has led a military uprising 
and has taken control of Asuncion. The fighting stopped at 
about 4:30 a.m. local time -- that's 2:30 Eastern. There are 
reports that the Presidential Escort Regiment and President 
Stroessner surrendered at that time to General Andres 
Rodriguez. Stroessner is apparently being held under house 
arrest. We have eyewitness reports that many soldiers and a 
few civilians were killed in the fighting, but we don't have an 
accurate estimate. 


According to a bulletin broadcast on Asuncion radio 
stations, General Rodriguez will be sworn in as Provisional 
President of Paraguay at 6:00 p.m. -- that's 4:00 p.m. Eastern 


Concerning American Embassy personnel and American 
citizens, all of the official American citizens are accounted 
for and unharmed. Our Embassy in Asuncion has been in contac! 
by phone with many of the approximately 1,800 U.S. citizens 
living in Asuncion, and there are no reports of any injuries 


Concerning any reaction to the events, I would only 
say that we have noted that General Rodriguez in his initial 
broadcasts stated that he led this uprising “for the initiation 
of democratization in Paraguay and for the respect of human 
rights." We would welcome any genuine movement toward a more 
democratic form of government of that country. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on reports that 
General Rodriguez has been linked to drug trafficking over the 
years? 
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a I have nothing on that. 


Q Chuck, we would welcome any movement towards 
democratization in their country. Do we welcome this coup? 


a As I said before, that's all I can say at this 


point. 

Q Do we view that as transition from one military 
government to another? Or do we view it as a transition? 

“ I don't have any comment on any of those kinds of ~ 
questions. 


Q Let me get this straight. The United States is 
basically not going to condemn a coup? We're not going to 
condemn it; we're not going to condone it. We're just going to 
remain neutral? 


a You have my reaction. 

Q Well, are we neutral toward what has happened? 
Would we have preferred General Stroessner to continue? 

be I don't have any other reaction, other than what 
I've said. We would prefer democratization in Paraguay as 
elsewhere. 

Q Has the Ambassador requested a meeting with the 


new General? 


is At this point I don't have anything on those 
kinds of contacts. It's still very early going. 


Q There's no issue of recognition involved? 
i) No. That kind of question doesn't arise. 


Q Chuck, you said when the fighting ended, there 
were heavy casualties. When did it begin? 


a I don't have that exact timeframe. I saw it 
widely reported. I just don't have the time in front of me. . 


Q We're informed that General Stroessner is at this 
time on his way to Santiago. Do you have any confirmation of 
that? 

a I don't have any confirmation. 

Q Any background on General Rodriguez? 


4 Nothing. 


Q Is he known to our Embassy there, and we're 
familiar with him? Or is he an unknown quantity? 





BC 
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A I just don't know how to address that. He's 
certainly not an unknown quantity in the sense that he occupied 
an important military position apparently. But beyond that I 
don't have any way to characterize his status. 


Q Chuck, in some countries in Latin America, such 
as Panama, the United States does offer a view on which 
government is the legitimate government. Can you explain why 
in this case the United States is not offering any view on 
which government the U.S. considers to be the legitimute 
Government of Paraguay? 


a It follows our standard practice in dealing with 
this issue on the diplomatic front. 


Q Which is? 


a The issue that arises is one of what kind of 
relationship you're going to have with whatever government 
around the world. So there are all kinds of models and all 
kinds of decisions that may or may not arise in various 
circumstances. 


Chuck, the United States in the past has been 
critical of the human rights record of the Stroessner regime. 
Given that, would you expect now a period of normalization of 
human rights in the country? Do we have any reason to expect 
that as a result of this coup? 


os I have no way of knowing at this point. You're 
correct in the views we have had on a number of issues such as 
human rights and democracy in Paraguay, and those have been 
expressed consistently over time. But all I could point to at 
this time is what I did -- the initial remark that we note was 
made by General Rodriguez, and see what happens. 


Q Are U.S. programs in Paraguay continuing as usual? 


3) There really aren't any U.S. programs to speak of 
in Paraguay because of the nature of our relationship. 


Q Chuck, do we know why there are so many 
Americans? That seems like a high number of Americans in . 
Asuncion. What brings them there, private Americans? 

Q Smuggling. 

Q The waters. 


a You got various answers here. [Laughter] 


I don't know. 


Q You said that you know the basic nature of our 
relationship with Paraguay. What is the basic nature of our 
relationship with Paraguay? Strained? Difficult? 
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s We can look up some documentation of some sort -- 
speeches, testimony -- that have talked about that. 


Q We have been unhappy with certain aspects of the 
conduct of this government over the years? 


7 Many times I've spoken here about various human 
rights concerns, certainly. 


Q So it is human rights primarily? 


a That's one issue. But let me refer you to some ~ 
definitive policy documents. 


Q Last year there had been repeated reports of 
massive cocaine trafficking by top generals in Paraguay. Are 
we concerned at all about cocaine trafficking by the military 
in Paraguay? 


“ I said I didn't have any particular information 
at this point. The fact is that narcotics trafficking anywhere 
in the world by anyone is always something of concern, so we 
would always work on those kind of issues. But at this point, 
I just don't have anything on this particular new development 
here. 


Q Another subject? 


Q Staying in Latin America, an Embassy Security 
Officer in Peru, I believe, was wounded while inspecting the 
upper Huallaga Valley. 


ns That incident involved Tim Dixon, who is the 
Regional Security Officer at the Embassy in Lima. He was 
superficially wounded in the leg by a shotgun pellet the 
morning of January 25 while flying in a helicopter in Peru's 
upper Huallaga Valley. 


We have no information as yet on who did the shooting 
or why the shots were fired. He was not seriously injured, and 
he returned to his duties at the Embassy the following day. In 
addition, there was a Peruvian Guardia Civil officer wounded - - 
again, not seriously. - 


Q Were these just a couple of random shots at the 
helicopter or were they involved in something a little heavier 
than that? 


‘ I don't have any information as to the exact 
nature other than what [I've given you. 


Q I mean, they weren't in some fire fight? 


i) No, I don't believe so. 


Q Was any fire returned in the incident? 
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n No. 
Q Chuck, I was late. Were there any personnel 
announcements? 


- Nc, there weren't. [Laughter] 


Q New subject? Can you tell us anything about the 
Secretary's meeting yesterday with the West German Economics 
Minister? 


5 No, I don't have anything on that. ~ 


Q If I ask you a specific question about a subject, 
would you be able to answer? 


A No. 


Q Staying in Latin America, does the Department 
have any interest or concern one way or the other, does it 
think it helpful or unhelpful, that former President Carter met 
with Ortega in Caracas? 


4 I don't have any comment. 

Q What? 

“ I have no comment on it. 

Q Any comment on the story that emanated from that 


about a Nicaraguan proposal for repatriation of the supporters 
of the Nicaraguan Resistance in exchange for further 
democratization? 


A I'm not sure that was yesterday's story or the 
day before yesterday's story. 


Q Well, no. It emanated yesterday again from the 
Carter-Ortega meeting. 


a Whatever this proposal is, we haven't gotten a 
text of it, so we don't have any particular comment to offer. 


In all of this, I think as a general statement I could 
only say that we would hope that the Sandinistas in deeds as 
well as in words manifest a willingness to live up to their 
commitments made at Esquipulas and Sapoa for democratization 
and national reconciliation so that there could be an 
opportunity for peace in the region. 


Q Chuck, the Prime Minister of Somalia is meeting 
with the Secretary this afternoon after making a round of 
meetings here in Washington. Is the Administration willing to 
ask Congress to release some of the aid that was frozen because 
of concern over human rights abuses? 
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a I don't have anything new on that. I've spoken 
to that question before. We have been in close consultation 
with the Congress over a period of time now »n these kinds of 
issues, reviewing the kinds of things thet re happening in 
Somalia. So obviously this visit fits in that context, but 
it's a continuing process. 


Q Has the United States completed its review of how 
it is going to respond to the Nicaraguan Embassy initiative? 


Go Nothing new. 


Q Do you have any comment on Iran's reported plan 
to go into the credit markets again and borrow to refurbish the 
infrastructure of the country? 


A No. 


Q How about the review over Arafat's visa request 
since it's still -- 


a I didn't know there was such a review 
Q Consideration of? 


I don't know that there's a visa request. There 
isn't, as far as I know. 


Q There is still no request to the best of your 
knowledge? 


a No. 


Q Didn't the PLO say in Tunis that he was not going 
to ask? 


aq That's what they said. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department have a view, or 
does it deal with the Government of China on the question of 
imports of Chinese automatic weapons into the United States as 
opposed to transfer of Chinese weaponry elsewhere in the world’ 


” I haven't seen anything on that at all. 


Q One last try in Paraguay and the fact that we 
have routinely condemned coups in Latin America -- warned 
against them and acted against them as recently as about a 
month ago in Peru where we went and warned against them -- and 
now all of a sudden this coup, and we do not condemn it. Is 
Me wk peeenen indicative of a change? Is this a good coup or 

at 


a I've spoken about our support for democracy 
throughout the world and throughout the hemisphere -- 
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Q But democracy aside -- coup. 
A -- and that is the guiding principle that the 


Vice President has been talking about in his most recent trip 
to the region, and that other Administration officials have 
stressed. And I think that says it all 


Q Chuck, the Soviets are very busy these days 
running around trying to put together a coalition government of 
some sort in Afghanistan. Does the United States still hew to 
the same line, that it's up to the Afghanis to decide who's 
going to rule them? - 


“ Absolutely. 
Q There's nothing new in that? 


6 No, nothing new. We've supported a political 
settlement. We've supported various proposals that Resistance 
groups have been working on and putting forward. But, again, 
the bottom line is it's got to be their solution and they're 
the ones whose country is involved. So essentially it's up to 
them. 


Q Has this Administration decided when it wants to 
next meet with the PLO through the official channel, or will 
that channel continuc? 


a I really don't have anything on further meetings. 


Q Chuck, in West Berlin about a week ago there was 
an election in which a minor party candidate of the 
Republikaner Party scored an extraordinarily high vote for such 
@party. He's a man named Schonhuber, who is a former member 
of Hitler's SS and currently espouses to support fascist 
ideology. 


The question is that his party has to be certified by 
the U.S. Occupational Authority in West Berlin. Why did the 


United States essentially sanction this party and this 
candidate to participate in the West Berlin election? 


a I don't have those kinds of details. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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DPC #23 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1989, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
couple of announcements: 


Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
affairs Richard Schifter will conduct a briefing at 10:00 a.'. 
on Wednesday, February 8, on the Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices for 1988. Copies of the report will be 
available in the Press Office on Tuesday, Feburary 7, embargoed 
for release at 10:00 a.m. on February 8. 





Following the briefing here, Ambassador Schifter will 
be testifying at 1:30 p.m. before the Subcommittee on Human 
Rights and International Organizations of the House Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. The briefing here will be ON-THE-RECORD. 
Any questions on that? 


Q What time, Chuck? 
a The briefing is 10:00 on February 8. 
Q And when are you releasing the report itself? 


a The day before -- the day before it's available 
to you but embargoed until that briefing on February 8. 


Q Well, when do we get it -- at the briefing time? 


a Stay in touch with the Press Office during the 
day on the 7th. 


Q The House briefing will follow immediately after 
his briefing here? Is that the idea? 


a No. I said at 1:30. 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. I didn't hear you. 


a We welcome the opening today in Warsaw of 
roundtable negotiations between the Polish Government, 
Solidarity, and other groups. We support this potentially 
important process and wish it success. 


The issues to be resolved are complex, and differences 
are deeply rooted. Progress may not be easy or swift. 
Nevertheless, good-faith negotiations, a creative search for 
solutions and a sense of the possible can set the stage for the 
economic and social recovery the Polish people deserve. 
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Q Have you been following the events in Paraguay? 
Does it strike you as an improvement? 


a Again, I don't have a whole lot of information to 
offer. We've had some informal contacts with some officials of 
the new government. Most of the working-level contacts of the 
Embassy in Asuncion are still occupying the jobs they held 
before the events of last week. 


In somewhat the same vein as what I said at the end of 
the week, the nature of our bilateral relationship will depend 
on the actions of the new government, specifically the steps it 
takes to hold honest elections, to respect human rights, and to 
suppress narcotics trafficking and cultivation. 


I might note one other statement that we have seen. 
We are very pleased with reports that both President Rodriguez 
and Foreign Minister Aargana have announced that elections for 
President and Congress will be held soon. We will be watching 
closely the extent to which the Provisional Government allows 
opposition parties to campaign and the media to broadcast the 
positions of the candidates and their parties. 


Q Some people have suggested that the fact that the 
elections will be held soon skews the process against any 
opposition since they won't have had time to organize. Do you 
see that as a valid criticism? 


a I can't make those kinds of determinations. 


Q And does the new President's alleged connections 
with smuggling and/or narcotics trouble you? 


a I don't have any particular commentary about 
those allegations. I would just go back to what I said 
earlier, that what's important at this point are the policies 
that the new regime adopts to bring about genuine democracy and 
respect for human rights. And of course, as I said Friday, the 
United States gives a very high priority to international 
narcotics control efforts and hopes for cooperation from 
Paraguay, among other countries, in this effort. 


Q Chuck, on Paraguay, also, there's a report 
floating around somewhere today that Stroessner has applied for 
permission to come to the United States. Has the U.S. received 
such a request? 


a I never comment on asylum requests. All I would 
note are other reports I've seen that say he is in Brazil. 


Q Would you be able to comment on whether he would 
be welcomed here? 


a I wouldn't comment. It's a hypothetical question 
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Q Well, a hypothetical question. You haven't got a 
request? oe 


4 I'm not dealing with asylum requests. 


Q Chuck, General Rodriguez has said that he would 
be pleased to be the Colorado Party candidate. That's the 
vehicle that General Stroessner used for years. Is the deck 
stacked already? 


4 I've given you our appreciation of the kind of 
things we'll be looking at, but it's not for me to interpret 
every move that is going to happen. We'll be watching, the 
Paraguayan people are also going to be watching, and there is a 
process underway. We'll see what happens. 


Q Are you saying that if Stroessner comes up here, 
is given asylum, etc., there will be no public announcement by 
the Administration? 


i) Asylum requests are treated in a standard way, as 
you know. And so any requests for, questions or answers about 
asylum cases, I'll take the same stance. 


Q Well, some of them, though, are treated more 
publicly than others. President Marcos, for example, was 
invited here as a guest of the United States Government, and he 
has also been given certain privileges and certain immunities 
but also certain responsibilities in his status. Can we assume 
that that sort of arrangement is not being established in the 
case of Stroessner? 


a I've said all I have to say on anything dealing 
with any kind of asylum-related questions. In this case or in 
any other case, I won't talk about it. 


Q Okay. But the fact is none of us has asked a 
question about asylum. 


i) The first question was specifically about asylum. 


Q The first question was whether he had requested 
permission to come to the United States. That's all. Some 
people request permission to come here without asking for 
asylum, such as to make speeches, and so on. 


u He hasn't requested to come here and make any 
speeches. 


Q Or anything else? 


Q On something else then, probably even more 
hypothetical: There's a Mideast report over the weekend that 
somehow Morocco has managed to set up a U.S.-Libyan dialogue. 
This is the only [one] of a fistful of weird statements from 
the Middle East I'm left with. Do you have anything about the 
U.S. talking to Libya through Morocco's intercession? 
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“ Nothing at all. 


Q Chuck, on the Middle East, the Israeli Foreign 
Minister -- 


Q Nothing to it at all -- excuse me -- or you have 
nothing on it? Do you know of any -- is there any credibility? 


“ I don't know of anything at all to that effect. 


Q The Israeli Foreign Minister, Arens, has called 
for an end to the U.S.-PLO dialogue in light of a Palestinian 
guerrilla raid over the weekend. I wondered if there's been 
any official Israeli demarche on this and if you have any 
guidance? 


“ I haven't seen anything official. In response to 
your last question, the kind of thing that you refer to, the 
incident involved, is the kind of thing that we would look 
into, and we'll do that. But nothing beyond that. 


Q You know the background -- that it's the Habash 
group -- and as far as I know they're still part of that 
umbrella organization. 


4 I wouldn't have anything at this stage other than 
to say we're looking into it. 


Q Anything on Israeli practices against Lebanese 
villagers in south Lebanon -- deporting them from their own 
homeland and their own houses? 


“ I haven't seen whatever reports you seem to be 
referring to. 


Q Ali Khamenei says that it's up to the U.S. to 
make an overture toward Iran. Do you have any reaction? 


a Nothing in particular. We've set forward our 
position any number of times. It's there; it's known. 


Q Any developments on the investigation of 1037? 
There's a headline this morning about Iran being behind it, or 
something in that order. 


a I would just repeat what I said last week, which 
is still the case. Oo you want me to repeat it? 


Q Yes, please. 


a The investigation is still underway. 
Investigators have not reached any conclusions about who was 
responsible for the bombing, despite some recent press reports 
to the contrary. As one of the investigators is quoted as 
saying, it would be disturbing if these seriously erroneous 
statements had the effect of diverting the resources of the 
investigation. 
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Q What exactly is erroneous about those statements? 


A A lot of stuff, but the basic thrust would be 
that the evidence gathered so far does not point to any 
particular group or individual. 


Q How about a country? 
S Same thing. 


Q If you could -- on the U.S.-PLO dialogue now -- 
first there's a report that there will be a meeting February 
13. Apparently that isn't a fact. But there have been too 
many meetings since the breakthrough meeting. Could you give 
us the date of the one that wasn't announced? Do you remember 
a couple of weeks ago you told us about a second meeting? You 
called it a contact pretty much. 


A Right. 


Q And you said, you know, from now on you won't be 
going into great detail. 6ut there has been a second meeting, 
and I just don't even know the date of that. A second contact, 
I should say. 


A We talked about it the day after the event, or 
thereabouts. 


Q That was the -- there are three in all. 


A That's right. And after the third of the three 
that you're referring to, it did come up here; and I don't know 
that we specified the exact date, but I could look that up for 
you. But that was the last contact. 


Q And am I correct, there's no full dress-meeting 
planed for the 13th of February that you're aware? 


A I'm not aware of any such thing. 
Q Chuck, on that Washington Times report, what 


about the report that the PLFP man in Germany has been making 
confessions. Does the U.S. give any credence to that? 


A I'm not in a position to go into any detailed 
questions on an ongoing investigation. 


Q Chuck, still on Pan Am 103, a group of relatives 
of Pan Am 103 victims held a news conference in New York this 
morning. Among other things, they complained that the United 
States Government isn't doing enough in their view to 
investigate the cause of Pan Am 103. They also complained that 
the United States Government had not sent written condolences 
to the families of .the victims on that plane, and they raised 
some other questions which I'll raise with you if you like. 
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Do you have any comment either on the condolence issue 
or on the charge that the United States Government has not been 
doing enough to investigate? 


a I haven't seen any of those reports, other than 
what you have just said, so no, I don't have any comment. 


Q On the Palestinians in Germany, are you aware of 
any confessions made by the individual, without going into 
specifics? 


Aa I'm not going to go into any aspect of the 
ongoing investigation. 


Q Chuck, when you quoted this official as saying it 
would be disturbing if these erroneous stories had the effect 
of diverting resources away from something, what are you 
talking about? How are press reports going to have that sort 
of an effect? 


A I'm just quoting an official. We think that has 
some bearing on the situation. 


Q New subject. Everybody through with the Middle 
East? 


Q No. 


a Not necessarily. We can come back to it. Go 
ahead. 


Q Chuck, the question of MFN for the Soviets has 
been getting more and more attention lately, including an 
article in the Times yesterday. Can you go beyond what you've 
said in the past on the question of a Jackson-Vanik waiver and 
this Administration's position on that? 


A No reason to. I think exactly what I[ said 
applies. 


Q All right. Well, let me ask you -- what you said 
in the past, as close as I can remember, is that this is 
something that before this Administration makes a change, you 
need a consensus from this Congress and the Administration and 
various parties. Would you tell us how the Administration 
views the possibility of a consensus on a waiver? In other 
words, is this something this Administration would like to see? 


a I see no reason to make that kind of a predictive 
statement. I've just said exactly what I had to say -- I think 
what you quoted relatively accurately -- that this is the kind 
of a thing that, were it to happen, would require a very strong 
consensus among the Administration, the Congress, the American 
people. But I'm not in a position to say exactly how that 
process might play out or if it would play out. 
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Q Since the American Jewish Congress and various 
other groups over the last couple of weeks have taken positions 
which seem to indicate that they are seeking a consensus on 
changing -- on a waiver -- does the Administration welcome this? 


7 Again, I don't see any reason for me to comment 
on that. I think what you're talking about is something that 
would be part of the process as far as the American people and 
public are concerned. You're citing facts of things that are 
happening, but our position is exactly what I've said and I'll 
just leave it right there. 


Q Is the Executive Branch part of the process? 


a I just don't know of anything else I could help 
you with. 


Q Do you have something tucked away there on the 
Soviet-Chinese summit? Does the U.S. have -- 


Q Chuck, on this question of -- if you'll excuse 
me, Barry. The State Department is well aware that the 
American—Jewish Congress is only one of 46 national 
organizations in the Conference of Presidents. I'm just trying 
to point out the fact that the American Jewish Congress has 
asked something doesn't mean that the American Jewish community 
as a whole is asking for something. 


a Thank you. {[({Laughter] 


Q On the summit, do you have something tucked in 
your folder there? The summit broke over the weekend, the fact 
that Deng Xiaoping would be meeting with Gorbachev. Is the 
State Department glad to see the two communist giants get 
together? [Laughter] 


Q Can you do it in about an 8-second T.V. bite? 
A I don't have any comment. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on reported 
negotiations to reopen U.S. air bases in Morocco? 


i) I don't have anything specific. I believe the 
Pentagon has said that they are looking for training 
opportunities outside of Europe, but I don't believe that they 
are going into any kind of specifics. 


Q The Armenian Catholicas, Vasken I, will be in 
Washington this week, and he's seeing Bush, I believe, on 
Thursday. Does he have any appointments at the State 
ee Is he scheduled to meet with Baker or somebody 
else? 


a Who is this? 


Q The Armenian Catholicas, Vasken I. He's the 
spiritual leader of Armenian Christians. 
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- oa I don't have anything on his schedule right now. 
Q And one on Poland still? There have been reports 


from Warsaw that the Government has already relegalized the 
social fund of Solidarity. Do you have anything on that? 


i) No, I don't. 


Q Anything on Afghanistan? Have the Soviets 
actually pulled all troops out of Kabul or not, or do you have 
any way of knowing? 


A I don't have what I would call a very definitive 
reading, but what we understand is that there is still a small 
contingent of Soviet troops remaining at Kabul airport. 


Q Is there any problem with that, since they still 
have nine days? It's just a fact, right? 


A It's just a fact. 


Q Any comments on the various changes inside the 
South African Government, or is that domestic? 


a I have no comment. 
Q Thank you. 


Q That contingent at the Kabul Airport, is that in 
the nature of just a protective contingent to insure safety of 
airplanes coming and going? 


A I don't have any way to handle those kinds of 
details. 


Q Is there any indication that they're going to 
. leave advisers behind, as earlier was reported -- a large 
contingent, let's say? - 


A I have no idea on that, either. They've 
committed themselves to being out by February 15. They keep 
reiterating that, and everything seems to indicate that that 
will be the case. 


Q What about the Soviet diplomatic presence in 
Kabul. Do you have any idea about that? 


A No. 

Q What about the Soviet -- 

Q -- maneuvering, still on the came subject. 
I You get a chance. Sorry. 
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Q No, I'm still on Afghanistan. I don't see a U.S. 
input in these post-Soviet withdrawal stories -- Soviets 
maneuvering with Pakistan, Shevardnadze running around trying 
to talk to this leader and that leader and see if he can set up 
a government that is somewhat short of a civil war situation. 
What is the U.S. doing -- just calling for self-determination 
or is the U.S. part of the behind-the-scenes negotiating and 
maneuvering? 


a You're supposing that these other things you 
refer to are part of that process anyway. 


Q Well, it seems the Soviets are making an 
extraordinary attempt with Pakistan to work out some post-Kabul 
government that would have a less volatile situation than the 
one that seems to be looming. And I wondered what the State 
Department -- 


a I would just note, as you're aware, that's 
certainly not their first effort to try to do the same thing; 
and I really don't have any comment on what that effort might 
be about. But the United States has long been actively engaged 
in this issue. We have people in Pakistan who have worked on 
it, but our position has been that what happens in Afghanistan 
in the future is for the Afghan people to decide. And that 
remains our basic position. That doesn't mean that you don't 
talk to people and that you don't try to be helpful. But that 
remains our stance. 


Q My question relates to that, Chuck. Does the 
United States have information that Shevardnadze, while he's in 
Pakistan, is meeting with Afghan guerrilla leaders? Can you 
confirm that? 


a I'm not going to try to confirm or deny it. I've 
seen various statements by the principals involved, and I'll 
leave it to them. 


Q Chuck, there was a report that there have been 
low-level U.S.-Iranian contacts to discuss the compensation 
issue for the Iran air flight. Can you comment on that and 
give us any new status on where the compensation issue lies? 


A The answer to both questions would be exactly 
what I said last week, the last time we brought that issue up. 


Q Back to 103 for a second, the published report 
this morning said that the bombing of 103 may have been one of 
seven terrorist operations conducted by the Iranians. Any 
comment on that? 


A My answer is the same for published or 
unpublished reports. 
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q Chuck, have the U.S. and the Soviet Union reached ‘ 
any agreement yet on when Secretary Baker and Soviet Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze might get together for the first time? 

“ Don't have anything to report. 


Q Do you have anything further that you can say 
about the Secretary's trip to Europe? 


a Nothing. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:23 ?.M.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me cover two things in the announcement category. First, 
as I mentioned last week concerning the Soviet Armenian 
children who are being flown out of the Soviet Union, on 
February 7, a U.S. military aircraft flew to Yerevan to bring 
32 Soviet Armenian children who were seriously injured in the 
December 7 earthquake to the U.S. for medical treatment. Ihese 
critically ill children, who will join the five Soviet Armenian 
children flown from Moscow last week, will first be taken to 
U.S. military hospitals in Germany. 


All 37 children will receive specialized care in the 
United States arranged by Project Hope. Project Hope will 
place the children in medical centers throughout the United 
States after their arrival here at Andrews Air Force Base on 
Thursday, February 9, at approximately 2 p.m. 


Q Can I ask a question? Is there any sense of 
where in the United States they are going to be? Do you have a 
list of cities available after -- 


A We had that list available when I made the first 
announcement, and that's available in the Press Office. 


Q Are all these children n the same category as 
the ones from last week, namely, 1 think you said that they had 
all lost limbs? 


A That's right. 
Q They're all that type of injury? 


ms They're that kind of injury, as I understand it. 
Again, they are all going to be accompanied by guardians. 
There are four Project Hope physicians, a Soviet physician, and 
a Department of Defense medical team on this flight that is 
arriving in Frankfurt today. 


Q Has the U.S. done the same thing as the West 
Germans did last week, which was waive entry requirement 
formalities for the Soviet doctor? 
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‘ All of the same things have been done. I didn't 
go through that because I covered it last week, but the same 
things have been done. 


Concerning Secretary Baker's travel to NATO countries, 
the Secretary will travel from February 10 to February 17 to 
meet with his counterparts in the capitals of each of our 15 
NATO Allies. This is a working visit, the purpose of which is 
to exchange views on a broad range of alliance issues. The 
Secretary will meet with Foreign Ministers and, in some cases, 
the Prime Ministers as well. 


Starting with meetings in Ottawa on February 10, the 
Secretary will continue to Reykjavik on Saturday, February 11, 
arriving that evening in London. In London, on Sunday, 
February 12, he will meet with British leaders, and ther 
continue on for evening meetings in Bonn. 


On Monday, February 13, he will travel to Copenhagen 
and Oslo, returning to remain overnight in Bonn. He will then 
travel to Ankara on Tuesday, February 14, and continue on that 
day to Athens and Rome. Departing Rome the next morning, he 
meets on Wednesday, February 15, with his counterparts in 
Madrid and Lisbon. That evening, he will travel to Brussels. 


On Thursday, February 16, he will meet with Belgian 
leaders and then with NATO Secretary-General Werner and the 
Permanent Representatives of allied countries at NATO. That 
afternoon, he will travei to Luxembourg and The Hague, 
returning to Brussels for the night. 


Q Where do we have lunch that day? 

i) On Friday, February 17, after a meeting in 
Brussels with the President of the European communities, he 
will travel to Paris before returning to Washington that 
evening. 


Q Just a technical thing, Chuck: Are you going 
with him? 


a No. 


Q Is he going to do a little Middle East run in 
there, too, perhaps squeeze it in there somewhere. 


A That's to say nothing of the shuttle on Tuesday 
afternoon. 


(Laughter) 


Q Why does the Secretary feel such an ambitious 
schedule is necessary? Why does he have to touch down in every 
country? 
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i I covered that the first day I talked about the 
trip. He feels it's important to establish contacts with his 
NATO colleagues, to see them, in this case, on their home 
territories. So, he believes this is an investment of time 
that's well worth doing. 


Q Can you be any more specific about the broad 
array of Alliance issues that you referred to? For example, 
will conventional force reductions be among those? will 
prospects fir another Soviet-American summit be among them? 


“ I wouldn't want to try to give a definitive 
reading on that. Clearly, the broad array of Allied issues 
includes, as always, East/West relations, various kinds of arms 
control negotiations, including conventional; but I don't want 
to try to be all-inclusive. 


Q Presumably, he is also going to be attending the 
spring North Atlantic Council meeting, right? 


i There is a spring meeting, normally. 


. 2) 


Yes. And presumably, he will attend that? 
a If there's one, he'd be there. 

Q Do you know when that is? 
Q Spring. 

a No, I don't know the date. 
y Is that it? 

A That's it. 


Have you any reading from Warsaw on the round 
table discussions there? 


‘ No, I don't have any readout on that, Jim. 


Q On the PLO situation, a couple of questions -- 
one at a time, I guess: A PLO spokesman has been quoted as 
saying that the clash Saturday was legitimate. He's referring 
to Israel being in southern Lebanon. 


I wondered if the State Department shares that view 
and whether you've come to any, even tentative, decision on the 
U.S. dialogue with the PLO? 


i Let me review the information I favs, some of 
which I've already seen in print. You're aware, i »c'ieve from 
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reports I've seen, we did have a visit from someone from the 
Israeli Embassy yesterday to raise this issue here at the State 
Department. 


As we told the Israeli Government, we take incidents 
of this nature very seriously. They can have a negative impact 
on the U.S.-PLO dialogue and on the atmosphere necessary for a 
positive Palestinian/Israeli dialogue. 


Beyond that, we are asking our Ambassador in Tunis to 
discuss this issue with the PLO. I don't know if that will 
happen or has happened today, but he will raise this issue with 
them. 


Q The PLO seems to be making a -- or at least the 
spokesman -- distinction between attacks from outside Israel 
proper. Does the State Department understand Arafat's 
renunciation of terrorism to apply globally, that attacks on 
Israelis, Americans, whatever, any place -- if it's terrorism, 
it's terrorism, wherever it occurs. I know not all attacks are 
terrorism. But does geography have anything to do with their 
renunciation of terrorism, in your view? 


a Concerning the most general parameters of your 
question, those were addressed at the time the decision was 
made to go forward with this dialogue. So I would just refer 
back to the statements that were made at this time -- at that 
time. In terms of other things that happened, we said in the 
immediate aftermath of that decision, those would be looked at 
on a case-by-case basis. So I think that's what you see 
happening here. 


We are saying, as I have just said, we do take these 
kinds of things very seriously. They can have an impact, a 
negative impact on the dialogue, and so they are the kinds of 
things that we are addressing. 


Q One last quick one: Israeli Radio, I believe, is 
reporting that the State Department has either tentatively 
decided or, I suppose, told Oded Eran of the Israeli Embassy, 
that they would hate to break the dialogue, that it helps 
Arafat -- this is this old notion that Arafat is more moderate 
than other factions of the PLO, and the U.S. doesn't want to 
embarrass him. 


Is there any basis to that type of analysis, that the 
U.S. fears breaking with Arafat because he's the “good guy?" 


a I haven't seen that particular report. 1 would 
just refer back again to the reasons that were set forth for 
establishing substantive contact with the PLO, for the decision 
to do that. That was clearly stated at the time, and those 
were the reasons for which that decision was made. 
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Q Chuck, I'm not sure I understand what the U.S. is 
raising with the PLO in Tunis. I thought that the guidelines 
that were established after the dialu, was begun was 
essentially to the effect that the United States would 
undertake its own assessment of the PLO's adherence to its 
pledges, and make its own decision on what to do about the 
dialogue. 


Is the U.S. asking the PLO for clarification of some 
sort of either its pledges or of the incident? What is being 
raised? Or is the U.S. telling the PLO of a decision made by 
the United States as a result of this incident? 


“ I'm not going to go into the specifics of the 
conversations beyond what I have given you already -- and I 
think I've given you a pretty good outline. 


We want them to understand the kinds of things that 


I've just said here, publicly; but beyond that, I really can't 
go into the substance of the contact. 


Q Is there some doubt in your mind that the 
clarifications that were made at the time of the opening of the 
dialogue were not understood by the PLO? 


i) I said earlier in response to a question that all 
of these things that are going to arise -- and there are going 
to be many situations that arise -- have to be addressed on a 
case-by-case oasis. That's what we're doing. 


Q Chuck, even taking this case-by-case basis thing 
into account, former Secretary of State Shultz, at a luncheon 
at ihe _Wasnington Fost -- I think you were present -- said that 
when we said an end of terrorism, it means an end of 
terrorism. Period. Not terrorism outside of Israel, but an 
end of terrorism. Period. 


Is that still an operative position on the part of the 
United States? 


a That's the general proposition, yes. That's what 
was expressed, as I said, in response to a previous question as 
to what renunciation of terrorism means. 


Q Right. But the PLO has persistently said -- and 
this has not really ever, I understand, been addressed in terms 
of whether or not we accept this in terms of continuing the 
dialogue. The PLO has persistently, by various of its 
spokesmen, said that they do not regard operations inside 
Israel as terrorism, but rather they regard them as military 
operations. Do we accept that? 
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” That takes me, then, into a separate category of 
trying to throw out general parameters in the context of a 
specific case, and I just don't want to do that. 


Q Well, let me ask you this. Can they send -- is 
it alright with us, in terms of continuing the dialogue, if the 
PLO sends somebody inside of Israel to set off a bomb or take a 
shot at somebody whether -- 


ia I'm just not going to deal with any particular 
scenarios you might construct outside of the fact. In this 
particular case, I've given you our reaction at this stage 
We're looking into it. We take it seriously. It can have a 
negative impact. That's my assessment as of today. 


Q So as of today you're saying, basically, that 
this situation is not grave enough yet for us to cut off the 
dialogue? 


i I'm not drawing any other conclusions other than 
the ones [I've tried to set forward here. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department hold Arafat 
responsible for everything -- anything that the PLO does? In 
other words, does it make a distinction if George Habash pulls 
oid some operation that Mr. Arafat may not take responsibility 

or? 


“ Again, this was a position put forward at the 
time the decision was made on the substantive dialogue, which 
was we would hold the PLO responsible for the activities of its 
constituent elements. And, in this case, the organization 
mentioned in this one is the PLFP which is a full member of the 
PLO Executive Committee, so that would fit. 


Q How do you review things on a case-by-case basis 
without having general parameters that you can talk about? 


a It's not to say there are not a number of 
parameters that have to be addressed. 


Q (Inaudible) 


a No, but I won't in the abstract because the 
parameters may vary, depending on the particular case in 
question. 


Q Well, doesn't an attack inside of Israel fall 
within the parameters or not? I mean, that's not an abstract 


Q That's right. Why don't we just talk about this 
specific case. 
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A But that goes back to your earlier point about, 
is terrorism terrorism wherever it exists -- 


Q Well, give us the parameters. 
A -— and there, I said yes. 
Q Chuck, since it's already appeared in print, are 


you prepared to comment on the Department's finding that the 
Israelis have committed substantial human rights violations in 
the Occupied Territories? 

A Is that from an embargoed report? 


It's from the Wall Street Journal. (Laughter) 





. 

Q A published report. 
Q A published report today, Chuck. 
A 


No comment. 


Q Could I ask, on the same subject? Will there 
still be a briefing tomorrow morning as planned? 


q Maybe we should punish you for breaking the 
embargo. (Laughter) Yes, yes, there is still a briefing. 


Q Why don't you hold it on an embargoed basis today? 


Q Are you saying here that the clash that occurs 
between irregulars, Lebanese and Palestinians irregulars, with 
Israeli troops over Lebanese occupied territories is an act of 
terrorism? 


A You're constructing other scenarios. I have said 
what I have to say, and [I'll leave it right there. 


Q Another subject? 


Q Can I ask one more on that subject, perhaps 
fruitlessly? Not an abstract question but a question about the 
specific concrete example which has been raised. Are you 
prepared to qualify that particular incident as an act of 
terrorism? 


A That particular incident, I have told you what we 
are doing about it, and that is exactly what I've been talking 
about and that is all I have to say on that particular incident 


Q Another subject. 


Q You have not called it an act of terrorism or 
anything, but you said it is serious enough and that it may 
have negative repercussions or -- 
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= Impact. 


-- impact, you used the words. Before actually 
qualifying -- and you are not now -- then why do you say the 
U.S. considers it very serious and that it may have a negative 
impact, if you haven't decided if it's an act of terrorism or 
whatever it is? 


i I'm giving you our appreciation of it as I stand 
here today. That is our appreciation of the incident. 


Q So you haven't decided yet if it is an act of 
terrorism or anything, but you did decide that it is very 
serious and it may have a negative impact? 


A You construct your own formulas, but I will stay 
with the words that I have chosen to use and that's essentially 
what I have today and I'm not prepared to offer comments on 
other versions of those words or other formulas. 


Q They're your words. I'm using “impact" -- 
“negative impact" is your words, and the U.S. considers it a 
very serious impact -- 


Aa You may feel free to use my words, but those are 
my words and only my words. That's it. 


Q Chuck, when the Israeli folks came over here 
yesterday, did they formally request that the United States 
break off its dialogue with the PLO? 


fs That's what they had said publicly, and that's 
what they said they think we should reconsider -- the dialogue. 


Q Another subject? 


Q Chuck, just one minute. Do you have anything on 
the actual target of this particular raid? 


A No. 


Because if the target surely was military, and 
your definition of “terrorism” is a politically motivated 
attack against non-combatant targets, then it's not terrorism? 


A Again, it falls into the category of many other 
previous questions, and I'll just leave my comments for today 
where I've left them. 


Q There is a report from Islamabad that the United 
States is pressuring the United Nations not to send a relief 
shipment into Afghanistan. I wondered, number one, if you know 


of such an incident, and what could possibly be the U.S. 
rationale? 
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i I don't know of that incident. Let me give you a 
review of where I understand things to stand. 


First, there are tremendous humanitarian needs in 
Afghanistan resulting from many years of devastating war. The 
United States has been in the lead in providing humanitarian 
assistance to the Afghans and in encouraging the United Nations 
to do the same. 


We understand the U.N. Coordinator for Afghan Relief, 
Sadruddin Aga Khan, has been meeting with all parties concerned 
to reach an understanding on the launching of a nationwide food 
relief effort under the U.N. umbrella. We also understand a 
large percentage of this food would be delivered to Resistance 
controlled areas. Supplies would also go to Kabul and other 
cities. 


To be effective, this program will require the 
cooperation of all parties, particularly the Resistance which 
controls most of the country and its transportation routes. 


What that says -- 


Q That's the nub of it, isn't it? That perhaps the 
Resistance, even if you don't know of this incident, you want 
the Resistance, since they control a lot of the country, to be 
aware of relief efforts? 


a What that says is that for this kind of thing to 
go forward and to be effective, all of the concerned parties -- 
Afghan parties, including the Resistance -- are going to have 
to be on board. 


Q Well, just to pursue it a second. The report 
suggests that the U.S. blocks the shipment out of some concern 
that it would legitimize or give some credit to Najibullah. Is 
that any part of the U.S. approach to this problem? 


A I think what I have said here captures our 
approach to this, as I understand it. 


Q Chuck, is the U.S. holding up, or asking the U.N. 
to hold up relief shipments until this understanding is reached? 


i) Those kind of particular details, I just don't 
have in terms of what discussions are on-going. But I think, 
again, I would refer to our policy position here, which is the 
one we are putting forward publicly and privately. 


Q There are reports that a U.N. shipment, which was 
due to go into today, has been held up, however. Are you aware 
of the reasons for that? 
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A I just haven't seen that. Don't know anything 
about it. 
Q Chuck, when you spoke of the division of relief 
being -- a large percentage of it being delivered to Resistance 


areas, and so on, is there an agreement now among the U.S. and 
the U.N. and other parties who may be involved as to division 
of those supplies? 


a I just don't know. The U.N. Relief Coordinator 
would be the person to answer those kinds of questions. This 
is something he is doing in conjunction with Afghan parties, 
for the most part. 


Let me just phrase it the other way just to see 
if it makes any difference. Is the U.S. opposing any proposed 
division being proposed by the U.N. Coordinator? 


fa I can't do any better. I think what ['ve given 
you captures our policy. 





Q What is the latest on the -- you know, the troops. 
There's still -- there's a handful at the airport, or what? 
What's your -- 

A I don't have any authoritative update on those 


kinds of questions. 
Q Salvador -- 


Q Secretary Baker met Ambassador Bandar of Saudi 
Arabia this morning. Do you have any readout? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Was it a courtesy call, for example, or what was 
it? 


a I don't have the exact details. I believe 1 saw 
somewhere the Ambassador was on his way back to Saudi Arabia, 
perhaps, and so it was a chance for him to talk to the 
Secretary before he goes back. 


Q El Salvador, Chuck? There's a Salvadoran 
judicial commission report today that -- a government 
commission reported today that it had concluded that the 
killing of the Archbishop in 1980 was traceable to Mr. 
D'A@ubisson. Do you have any comment either on that report or 
on its implications for the coming election? 


a I don't have any way to tie it to the elections 
What I could say is this announcement may reflect the 
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Salvadoran Government's deep frustration with the failure of 
the judicial system to prosecute this notorious and 
longstanding case. 


In light of the Salvadoran Supreme Court's action in 
withdrawing the extradition warrant for ex-Captain Savaria in 
December -- he was a potential witness in the case -- the 
Government of £1 Salvador through its Minister of Justice has 
evidently decided to make the facts known to the public. 


Our own position on the Supreme Court's action is one 
you know. We believe the Supreme Court made a serious error in 
withdrawing the extradition warrant for Savaria. If that 
extradition warrant had been allowed to proceed, the Government 
of El Salvador could have obtained critical information by 
which to prosecute this case. 


We would hope that all leads would be investigated in 
this case in order to finally bring to justice those accused of 
committing this crime. 


Q Is it your view then that the investigation is 
still going on, and that prosecution may, at some point, be 
carried out? 


4 I'm just not in a position to take it any further 
at this stage, based on what we know. 


Q Chuck, the -- 


a Our own feelings, of course, are clear, as I just 
made the statement again. 


Also on El Salvador, is it still the Department's 
view that the offer made by the rebels there is worth serious 
consideration 


A There's been no -- 
Q -- or has there been a change of heart on that. 
a There's been no change in our position. 


Q Chuck, the Kuwaiti News Agency said yesterday 
that the French Foreign Minister heard encouraging things 
during a visit to Tehran about the possibility of the release 
of some hostages in Lebanon. Have you heard anything? 


a Nothing. 


Q Chuck, could I just go back briefly to Central 
America for a second? Is it still the Secretary's intention to 
nominate Mr. Aronson to the post of Assistant Secretary of 
State despite the criticism on the Hill? 
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a Why do you say “still”? 
Q Did he? I mean, having been out -- 


a I have not been dealing with those kinds of 
questions. That's why I questioned the use of the word 
"still." I'm not involved today and don't expect to be 
tomorrow. 


Q Can you shed any light further on Secretary 
Baker's attitude toward the “no exceptions" policy that had 
been adopted over the past ten years in COCOM at U.S. 
insistence? 


A I'll give you a brief state of play. Following 
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, it was decided all requests 
for exceptions to the COCOM strategic embargo should be denied, 
irrespective of the strategic significance of the export in 
question. 


Our COCOM allies believed this so-called "no 
exceptions" policy, instituted in 1980 as a foreign policy 
response to the invasion, should now be lifted. 


With the Soviet withdrawal in its final stage, the 
Administration has begun a review of this policy. The 
Administration, however, continues to oppose the exports of 
goods or technology in COCOM that would pose a strategic risk. 
I say that in the sense of whatever might come out of this 
review and whatever might be decided in COCOM, that lifting the 
"no exceptions” policy would in no way weaken the COCOM regime 
or facilitate the flow of sensitive technology to the Soviet 
Union. 


Even with the lifting of the policy -- should that 
occur -- all exports of dual-use technologies would still be 
subject to COCOM review, and we would still block the sale of 
any militarily sensitive technologies to the East. 


Now, Secretary Baker was quoted by Time magazine 
as having said that it would not be good to lift the “no 
exceptions" ban without some further move on the part of the 
Soviet Union, in effect a further quid pro quo. Does that 
represent the view of the State Department, or does it even 
= his considered view, or is it an offhand comment, or 
what 


i) I don't know that I could go into any great 
detail on that. I think it was described as a consideration, 
in fact, in the article that you make reference to. I think I 
would just point to the fact that there is a review that is 
underway, and that -- 
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Q Where is this review? It's interagency or here 
in the State Department? 


2 No. It will be an interagency review. 
Q Has it already started? 


a It is beginning, has started, imminent. 
(Laughter) It's real time. 


Q Do you have any comment on the results of the 
Arab League meetings that were held in Tunis last week 
regarding Lebanon? 


5 I don't have any further reaction beyond what I 
offered -- 

Q On the results of the talks. 

é -- several days ago. 

Q Did you make any comments on the results of the 
meeting? 

4 I did make one brief reference. 

Q Chuck, any comment today on the Pan Am bombing 


report on some of the criticism of the State Department? 


“ No. Nothing in particular. I think various of 
these things have been covered over time. 


Q Chuck, (inaudible) yesterday's complaints by the 
relatives, relatives to victims, that you said you hadn't seen 
yesterday? Had a chance to see those at all today, and can you 
respond to any of those complaints? 


te As I looked over them, I think there are things 
that have been covered in this briefing or elsewhere at one 
time or another. By way of general reaction, I would just say, 
as we have said before, we continue to try to do everything we 
can do for the families. That has been the approach since this 
tragedy occurred. 


We're in touch with them. We're trying to respond to 
their requests. We know how much they're suffering. All of 
our work on the Lockerbie crash has been and continues to be 
directed towards sparing the families unnecessary delays and 
frustrations. 


In terms of some of the specific things that were 
raised, I think there is information in the public domain as to 
why those situations exist, and I wouldn't repeat those. 
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Q Such as the return of personal effects, and 
things like that? More of those categories? 


5 That's right. There we have had people working 
in Lockerbie since the crash. On that particular question, the 
British authorities in charge of the ongoing criminal 
investigation are processing property recovered from the 
crash. It is being treated by the British as evidence. 


Q How is the investigation going? Is it nearing 
any conclusions? 


4 Nothing new beyond what I've said the last few 
days. 


Q Chuck, various State Department individuals have 
provided different definitions of what terrorism is. Is there 
really a definition that the State Department goes by as to 
what is an act of terrorism, and, if you don't have, do you 
accept what was proposed earlier here by one of our colleagues 
as terrorism -- as an act of terrorism? 


o I always hesitate to accept things proposed from 
the floor. 


Q Okay. Would you provide us one of your own? 


4 There are certainly definitions of terrorism, but 
nonetheless I think the operative answer is still to look at 
things on a case-by-case basis. 


Q But how would you really decide, again if there 
is no one clear definition of what is an act of terrorism? How 
would you call a particular act -- 


iy That's the nature of the beast. That's why you 
have to do it on a case-by-case basis. You're sort of ina 
tautology the way you present it. 


Q There is -- what you're saying, there is no 
working definition of terrorism, or you -- 


a There is a working definition. But that is not 
to say that you don't need a case-by-case examination, because 
there are many factors. 


Q Okay. Can that definition be -- 


A It's not a physical science we're dealing with 
here. 


Q All right. But can that definition be somehow 
floated down to this office or down there, so that we can -- 
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i I think it has appeared in various speeches and 
testimony over time. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:41 p.m.) 
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The Briefing Room 


MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Welcome to the briefing 
on the President's upcoming trip to Canada. Today's briefer is 
National Security Advisor Brent Scowcroft. Regular briefing rules 
are in effect; that is, the briefing is ON THE RECORD, but not for 
sound or camera. The General has a few opening remarks. I remind 
you to keep your questions to the subject matter at hand. Thank you. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Thanks. 

“ Or else. 

Q No chance. 

MR. POPADIUK: I'm taking names. (Laughter.) 
Q Are you pulling passes, too? (Laughter.) 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Good afternoon. As you all know, 
this trip to Canada on Friday will be the President's first trip 
abroad in office, and he chose to go to Canada early in his 
aduinistration in order to reaffirm the importance we attach to a 
close and productive relationship with our neighbor to the north. 


Both the President and the Prime Minister have agreed 
that thie first meeting is one to set the tone and the agenda for 
subsequent mectings, and that's how both sides are approaching it. 
There are a number of issues which the two will be addressing over 
the years, like the lementation of the Free Trade Agreement, 
issues such as acid rain, maritime boundary problems, the military 
relationship, trade issues relating to the y round and joint 
approaches to them. And besides the kind of bilateral agenda, there 
is the broader world agenda -- NATO, which, of course, both are a 
part, arms control issues relating to that; East-West issues, and the 
whole range of international questions around the world. U.N. issues 
~~ Canada is now -- has just become a member of the Security Council 
and Canada, of course, is a very active participant in peacekeeping 
operations in various trouble spots. 


The President and Mre. Bush are very such looking forward 
to the trip as the first of ~~ such visits between the two 
countries and the President is looking forward to this as a first 


step in establishing a very close and harmonious relationship with 
Canada. 


Now I'd be happy to take your questions. 


Q General Scowcroft, does the President have any new 
initiatives or new direction to give to the discussion of acid rain, 
ee oo eee for some 
t 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think the President, as he 
said during the campaign -- it's time to move off studying and to get 

















things going -- I think feels that the first step has to be the 
Gomestic of the acid rain agenda before he's prepsred to be all 
that specific with the Canadians. But they will certainly be 
discussing the acid rain issue. Absolutely. 


Q The domestic part of that agenda is a $2.5 billion 
study that I presume the President is going to continue money for, 
but he is not go to respond to the Canadian demands for some kind 
of specific goals terms of controlling emissions, for example? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think the President feels we have 
to get our domestic act in order and establish where we're going 
domestically before we discuss that in specific detail with the 
Canadians. But there certainly will be discussion of acid rain. 


Q General, are you saying thet Mr. Bush is not going 
to be prepared to commit himself to negotiating an acid rain accord 
with Cananda -- some sort of a bilateral treaty on -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What I'm saying is, that this is an 
initial meeting. It's very -- kind of a private, relaxed meeting to 
eet the tone of the relationship and to determine the kinds of things 
that the two will want to be talking about down the line. It is not 
@ negotiating session as euch, to get down into the nitty-gritty of 
iesues to determine specific milestones and so on. This is a general 
review of U.S.-Canadian relations and of the way the two of them look 
at the larger world. 


Q General, will there be a subsequent meeting that 
will be comparable to the past summits between the two heads of 
state? And I have a follow-up. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, without remembering precisely 
what the previous heads of states meeting are, I would say comparable 
in the -- yes, in a general sense. 


Q So that there will be something more substantive 
later on -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Oh, surely. 


Q —— F The second question is, last Mr. 
Mulroney wanted President Reagan to agree to a specific timetable and 
targeted numbers for acid rain emission reductions. Without putti 
any numbers on the table and to conform with your description of this 
as being a tone-setter, sight the President be in a position in 
Ottawa to say when he leaves that he is agreeable to whatever numbers 
- a —_ timetable and certain targeted numbers for emission 
reductions? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't think I'm prepared to 
farther than what I've said on acid rain. I think the two wil 
ne be discussing it. And will see, you know, where the 
two of are and what the agenda is as each one sees it and 
undoubtedly we'll agree on next steps. All I'm saying is that I 
think the President feels that there's some domestic work to be done 
on acid rain before we pursue our bilateral discussions such further. 


Q What is the public opinion situation in Canada over 
= Trade Agreement? Is there still a problem? Where does it 
s 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I I would 
expert on public opinion in Canada, but it seems to me that the 
election has pretty well resolved that issue and that the 

= out as far as I know of that issue and that we're moving forward 
on it. 


Q General Scowcroft, as a matter of fact, it turned 
out that the election last November was a referendum on the Free 
Trade Agreement. And although the conservatives won, 58 percent of 
the total population voted against them in that election. Doesn't 
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that indicate that there's still -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I didn't say all the problem is over. 
I think the steam has gone out of the issue and that the Canadiens 
do, in fact, recognize that we heve « Free Trade Agreement and that 
we're now going to move toward izplementation of it. 


Q One of the corollaries of the whole free trade 
debate in Canada was a certain amount of anti-Ascricaniss spreading 
over to cultural issues, as well. A lot of Americans have difficulty 
understanding why & trade agreesent vould impact on that. Do you 

concerned about this enti-Americaniss, 


go 
tory tone domestically in this country 
any 


I 
g 
§ 
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to 
—_ Americans view the 
relationship, which is one that we think a te be close, wars, and 
harmonious, while recognizing the distinctness of our two societies. 


General Scowcroft, are there any unresolved issues 
2 the onset of cruise missiles or other nuclear modernization 
ssues? 


GFRERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo. The Canadians have agreed that 
we can go forward with the testing of cruise missiles under 
development on Canadian soil. So that is going forward at the 
present time. 


Q General, on defense issues, is there a need for the 
Canadians to continue to review and to consider the need to construct 
nuclear-powered submarines, being that there have been in recent 
years, of course, improved relations with the Soviets? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think that that is really an issue 
for the Canadians to determine. and we're prepared to 
whatever they decide to do on that issue. And I expect t the 
Prime Minister may have something to say to the President on it. 


Just a follow-up to that. Is the administration at 
— satisfied with the commitment that Canada is making to 
NATO 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, of course, the United States 
would urge Canada and all the allies to improve or do to their utmost 
toward their contribution to the Atlantic Alliance. 


Q General, does the Bush adsinistration plan to sove 
any farther or to move at all toward recognition of Canadian clains 
to sovereignty over Arctic waters? 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Over Arctic waters? I don't 
anticipate that will be a subject for discussion at thie time. There 
will be some -~- there may be some discussion of various maritine 
boundary issues, but the general subject of the maritine sovereignty 
over waters, I don't anticipate it will come up. 


Q Why not? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think that the two have exchanged 
views on it before, at least as I understand it, and that the 
Canadians want to go ahead, especially as this relates in part to the 
submarine issue that we're prepared to support that. 


MR. POPADIUK: One last question -~ in the back. 








I think he needs to consult with the 
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Congress; we need to determine specifically where we are, what the 
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That's what I meant. 


it. 


POPAIUK: Thank you. 


ek 
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some pronouncements during the campaign on ac 
move forward with setting the domestic agenda 


disarray, only that the new administration -- 


POPADIUK: Thank you. 


Thank you very such. 


Thank you. 





3:13 P.M. 











ON THE RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
COUNTRY REPORTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS PRACTICES FOR 1988 
BY 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HUMAN RIGHTS AND 
HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS RICHARD SCHIFTER 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1989, 10:03 A.M. 


MR. REOMAN: Good morning. As promised, this is an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the annual Human Rights Reports, and 
the briefer is the Assistant Secretary for Humanitarian and 
Human Rights Affairs. Richard Schifter. 


Dick. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SCHIFTER: I just have a few 
initial remarks. As we release our annual Country Reports on 
Human Rights Practices, we try our very best to be fair to all 
interested members of the media, and to abide by our obligation 
to the Congress to coordinate the release of the reports with 
the overview hearing before the House Foreign Affairs 
Subcommittee on Human Rights. I deeply regret that the system 
which we had developed, and which has worked well in 
recent times, sprang a leak this year. So much for process. 


Now, as to substance, it is not my job to determine 
which of our country reports is most newsworthy. Sut it is my 
job to form a judgment as to the rank order of the problems we 
face in the field of human rights worldwide. Our compilation 
contains 171 reports. Without having undertaken an exact 
count, I would say that we mention human rights violations in a 
substantial majority of the countries involved. Within that 
group, the Introduction to the Reports identifies those which 
in 1988 were, by far, the most egregious. 





There have also been during 1988 a number of 
significant positive developments in the human rights field. 
They demonstrate that measured, thought-out efforts to improve 
human rights conditions do pay off, even if it takes time. 











In light of yesterday's and today's publicity on the 
subject, let me try to place our report on the Occupied 
Territories in context. The situation in the Israeli-occupied 
territories is sui generis. It is not the typical setting for 
gross human rights violations, as would be mass killings or 
total repression. It is a situation in which an occupying army 
responds to serious civil disorder by using what, in our 
judgment, is excessive force or by imposing excessive 
punishment. That is the human rights problem with which we are 
dealing in the Occupied Territories. As distinct from the 
cases involving domestic strife, this problem can best be 
solved by a peace settlement, a settlement which we, and so 
many others, devoutly wish would come to pass. 


Let me also say that I saw a TV show this morning on 
which Congressman Owens appeared. The host of the show ended 
with a quote that alleged to come from our report, and it's not 
in our report. I just wanted to say that somebody misspoke or 
got something wrong. In case you have seen that show and if 
you have seen our report, you may wonder -- I wonder, too. 

It's not in our report. 


I also want to say that our view of the matter is very 
much in tune with what The Washington Post had to say 
editorially today on the subject. 





Q Mr. Schifter, in the case of Israel, what are the 
consequences of what you perceive to be a deterioration in the 
treatment of human rights in the Occupied Territories? 


A Let me just say something about what we can do 
here and what we can't do. We all are aware of the fact that 
we have a transition; and what I can speak to at this 
particular point are the facts as to what happened in 1988. As 
far as policy and projections into the future are concerned, 
I'm in no position to offer any comments on that. 


Q This year's report appears to be more blunt than 
usual. Also, each of the reports you are quoting, the Amnesty 
International and various news service -- I want to ask you 


what standards do you observe when you reproduce this? Is it a 
standard of possibility, plausibility, probability, or 
certainty? Do you recheck all these reports before you put 
them in the paper to make sure they are more or less 
approximating the truth? 


A That's a good question. Let me just say that we 
try our very best to verify reports that we get by checking 


with our embassies. As a matter of fact, our embassies really 
Play a very important role in all that in terms of checking and 
ecking the allegations that have been reported to us. 
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Q The Israelis appear to suggest that the report is 
basically one-sided, was taken out of context, didn't take into 
account, for instance, the fact that there is no capital 


punishment in Israel, and so on. 
What would you say to that? 


A Look, the report speaks for itself. What we have 
pointed out is what the problems are. We noted, as indicated 
in my initial statement, that there is civil unrest, and there 
is a matter of responding to civil unrest. As we indicated, we 
believe the force used was excessive. 


Q In past years, I believe you have indicated that 
you thought that Cuba and North Korea were the worst violators 
of human rights. Would you care to make such a ranking this 
year? 


A Same. 
Q Same two? 


A Oh, yes. Perhaps you may find others that rank 
quite high. 


Let me just tell you by what standard I measure this. 
What we are talking about here is total repression. The point 
I've made in the past is that if you think of the nightmare 
state George Orwell envisioned in his novel, "1984," if you 
take a look at what it is that goes on in North Korea, you come 
closest to it, and this is year after year the same situation. 
That is a country in which the government tries really to turn 
people into automatons. 


As far as Cuba is concerned, there is an effort there 
to try to achieve the same thing in terms of total penetration 
of the country by the secret police and truly spying on every 
citizen. 


Q So, you're saying that Cuba's human rights record 
is worse than Iran's, for example? 


A It's a different kind of situation. Let me just 
point this out. You know, when you begin to rank countries, 
you do run, obviously, into some problems. If you measure it 
by the standard of total repression -- that is, just having a 
spy system that goes into neighborhoods, yes, on that basis, 
Cuba is worse. If you're thinking of it in terms of the 
> ae oe of persons killed during, let's say, the last year, no, 
it is not. 
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The situation in Cuba is one where the numbers of 
persons killed for political reasons -- as a matter of fact, I 
think for 1988, we don't know of any. There may have been some. 


Q Wouldn't that be the fundamental, the first 
standard, is the right to life? 


a Let me simply say that you can draw your own 
conclusions on the basis of whatever standards you want to 
apply. If you want to look at it in terms of total repression 
and the operation of a spy system, deprivation of the 
individual of human dignity, of his individuality, then you 
apply one yardstick. If you look at it in terms of the number 
of persons who died as a result, somehow, of governmental 
action, then it's another. 


If you take a look at where, in 1988, the single 
largest number of deaths occurred as a result of, in that case, 
neglect or failure to do certain things, it is in the Sudan. 
And there it is not only the Sudanese Government , but the 
opposition army as well. As you know, the two contending 
forces have denied access to food to a rather significant area 
in the south, and the result of that has been large-scale 
starvation. 


Q How do you rank Syria and Iraq on your list? 
Syria and Iraq. 


a As far as Syria is concerned, there you have also 
a very significant secret police operation that is very, very 
repressive. Iran is -- 


(Continued on the following page. ) 
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Q Iraq? 


A Oh, Iraq. In my introduction I have indicated 
what the problems in Iraq were. First of all, we have the two 
chemical warfare attacks on Kurdish-populated towns with a 
great many civilians dying as a result of these chemical 
warfare attacks. The estimates range in the area of 8,000 
killed in that fashion. 


We have, as far as the Kurdish population is 
concerned, the fact that tens of thousands have fled to Turkey 
and that thousands have fled to Iran as well. And we have the 
large-scale destruction of Kurdish villages and the forcible 
removal of perhaps half a million people over a period of time 
from the Kurdish areas of northern and eastern Iraq to other 
parts of the country. 


In addition to that, our report describes an 
extraordinarily repressive regime. Also, they have a very, 
very effective secret police force and credible reports of 
torture and killings. 


Q Going back to one of your previous answers, in 
the case of North Korea and Iran, how do you verify these 
reports when we have no Embassy there, in either place? 


a We use other sources. We have a good many. 
First of all, there are people who come out of these areas that 
we can check with. We have other ways of checking these. 


Q Mr. Schifter, in your report you say that one of 
your responses to human rights violations is quiet diplomacy. 
In the case of South Korea, for example, the police and army 
have refined techniques of dealing with mass demonstrations. 
Did the United States Government ever advise the Government of 
Israel to seek advice from a friendly government on how to use 
less lethal means, and, if so, what was the response? 


A The answer is yes, and the basic answer has been 
that in South Korea you have a trained police force. In the 
case of Israel and the West Bank, it is the army which is 
simply neither trained nor equipped to handle this. One ought 
to take a look from their point of view at the different 
situation in Jerusalem, where there is a trained police force. 


Q The uprising has now gone on, what, 12, 15 
months. During that period was there time for the Israeli 
Government to train the police or retrain the army, and did the 
United States give such an advice? 
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A That is something that you can take up with 
them. That you have to take up with them. 


Q No, no. Did the United States Government, which 
is concerned about these violations -- 


a There is a question as to whether an army can 
easily be trained for that, or whether they can really have a 
substantial enough police force to cover that. 


Q So the United States Government didn't raise this 
suggestion with the Government of Israel? 


A No -- we have. I've indicated to you we have, 
and I've told you -- you've asked me whether we raised it -- 
the answer is yes -- and you've asked me what the response was, 


I've given you the response. 


Q In the rest of the Middle East, are there other 
countries which have shown marked improvement this year? 
You've talked about Israel, you've talked about Syria and 
Iraq. Are there countries in the Middle East that have shown 
improvement? 
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A Egypt has moved toward a more open society, and 
increasingly over recent years toward greater democracy. 


Q Any others? 


a Tunisia. Of course, very significant change 
there. 


Q I wasn't clear on what you said the Israeli 
response was to American overtures on human rights. 


A This was on the question of --— the question that 
was posed was whether we have raised the issue of whether they 
could follow the example of South Korea in how to deal with 
unrest, and the answer that we got, as I indicated, was that in 
the case of South Korea we're dealing with a police force, and 
they pointed out that the Jerusalem police can handle the 
situation in Jerusalem similarly, but that on the West Bank and 
in Gaza, we are dealing with the army, and they're neither 
trained nor equipped to do this. 


Q Sir, could you give an overview, please, of the 
situation in South Africa and the Black African countries? 


a Let me put it this way: Our reports indicate 
rather clearly what the situation is in each of the countries 
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in question. I wouldn't want to generalize, but, if you take a 
look at individual situations, you have human rights violations 
in a good many parts of Africa, in addition to South Africa. 
There's no doubt about that. 


Q Would you say it's getting worse? 
A Our reports make that very clear. 


Q Would you say it's getting worse -- this 
situation is getting worse in general? 


r) In Africa? 
Q Yes. 


A Let me put it this way: If you take a look at 
what happened in 1988, the killings in Burundi, which are 
described fully in our report, they certainly constitute a very 
serious problem. 


Q Mr. Secretary, was this final report approved by 
Secretary Shultz as the last word or by Secretary Baker? 


A The report was filed on January 19. 


Q May I ask one more thing: The chapters or 
sections on the Middle East, were they prepared in the Middle 
East Bureau while Assistant Secretary Murphy was in charge? 


a What happens in the preparation of the reports, 
all of the reports are initially drafted in the Embassies -- 
worked on in the Embassies and then sent to Washington, and we 
work on these. I should say Embassies and other posts. In the 
case of the Occupied Territories, it's, of course, the 
Consulate General in Jerusalem as well. And these reports come 
to Washington and are worked on by the regional bureaus and our 
bureau as well. 


Q Could I ask one more question: The copy of the 
report that I have says on the front cover, “For Embargo, 10:00 
a.m., Wednesday." I take it that's -- today is Wednesday, and 
10:00 a.m. passed about 15 minutes ago. 


a My introduction -- 
Q Yet The Washington Post this morning carried a 


full-dress story on this. Is there any criticism of -- 


Aa My introductory statement -- 
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Q -— The Washington Post breaking the ethics of 
journalism? 

A Let me be very specific. As far as I can see, 


the first story appeared in The Wall Street Journal yesterday, 
and my initial paragraph referred to the fact that there was a 
leak. This was a leak that seems to have occurred on Monday. 
We regret this, and I suppose under the rules of the 


peernersen. once a leak has developed, everybody feels entitled 
to leak. 





Q Last year Algeria experienced riots over economic 
conditions, and the government promises political reforms. Do 
you see any hope or change of breaking of the one-party rule in 
Algeria --— some openness there? 


4 There's always hope. One can hope that that 
would occur. 


Q Do you see any positive signs? Anything that 
gives you cause -- 


a There was certainly a clear commitment on the 
part of the Algerian Government to that. We'll see whether 
there's a follow-through on that. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Mr. Schifter, are your standards for judging 
human rights performance the same as those basically of the 
U.N. Declaration on Human Rights? It seems to me you emphasize 
freedom more than they do in the U.N. Declaration, which seems 
to equate or draw no distinction between individual liberty and 
economic rights. You know, the right to a job and a right to sf 
medical attention and the right to education, and so forth. 


A The U.N. Declaration of Human Rights consists of 
25 or 26 operative articles. If I remember correctly, 21 deal 
with political and civil rights and 4 have some of these 
economic rights. 


Let me simply say the distinction that we have made is 
the following. We believe that the general American public and 
the Congress, in the legislation that has dealt with this, has 
focused on the rights of the person, the rights that limit the 
authority of government and also on the right of the individual 
citizen to vote. 


As far as the rights to employment, to medical care, 
to housing, et cetera, are concerned, these really involved 
governmental policy. In years past, the argument that was 
often advanced in international fora was that the Leninist 
countries -- that professed to be socialist -- are more 
concerned about these economic rights than we are. 


What has happened in recent years is -- it has been 
more and more recognized -- that if you just talk about rights 
and don't deliver them, in this economic area, you haven't 
accomplished a great deal. What is so interesting is that the 
Soviet Union now fully recognizes this as well. If you just 
take a look at what the Soviets say about themselves these 
days, the first thing that they will tell you is that they have 
failed to Jeliver on the promise. 


So, in this situation, it's not so much a matter of 
talking about theory and what it is that's put into 
constitutions but what the practice is. 


We don't believe that the Congress, in asking us to 
report on these matters, wanted us to do anything other than 
report on these individual rights and also on worker rights. 
There was special legislation passed on that, and we have dealt 
with what we think the Congress wants us to deal with. 


Q Mr. Schifter, your section on the Soviet Union, 


you cite progress in certain areas. I'm thinking specifically 
of emigration, and you also make some more general comments. 
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I wonder if you can tell us if it's your impression 
that the Soviets have put machinery into place, or structure 
into place, that will make the reforms, specifically on 
emigration, lead you to believe that this trend will continue? 


a First of all, the only step that they have taken 
so far to institutionalize change -- the only concrete step -- 
is to amend their constitution so as to set up a system of 
electing the Supreme Soviet which is different, let's put it 
this way, from anything that they have done in the previous 70 
years. 


How significantly different it will turn out to be, 
time will tell. They have said that once the new Supreme 
Soviet meets, it will take up the various proposed changes in 
the law that will change the criminal code and the code dealing 
with the control of religion so as to approach the standards of 
the Helsinki Final Act. 


Q Does that include emigration? 


A Emigration, too; yes. By the way, I want to tell 
you, in view of the fact that you have emphasized emigration, 
emigration is one of the issues, as you know, to be raised. 
It's not the only issue and it's not the only issue in which we 
have noted progress in the report. 


Q I understand that. The reason I ask that is, 
suppose you had a hypothetical case where you are a government 
and you want to make a decision based on Soviet emigration 
standards. 


If you looked at this report, I guess what I'm asking 
you would be, given the data in the report how willing would 
you be to base that sort of decision on the data that you have 
in the report? 


A I understand what your question is. Let me put 
it to you this way. While the Trade Act of 1974 has language 
in it that we are all aware of, the fact of the matter is that 
concern regarding human rights has grown since 1974 to 
encompass a great many other considerations. So I'm quite sure 
that when decisions along these lines are made, both in the 
Executive Branch and in the Congress, other factors, not only 
emigration, will be considered. 


Q Mr. Schifter, my question -- 


fs) And I want to say, if you take a look at the 
history with regard to MFN for Romania, that's precisely what 
happened. 
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Q Well, okay. Then, looking at those other 
factors, vis-a-vis the Soviet Union -- 


5 I'm not going to make any predictions. 


Q My question is on Cuba, sir. The government of 
Cuba released in March a figure of 455 political prisoners. 
Are those figures part of your estimate? If they are part of 
your estimate, how were those figures verified? 


A A good many of these people are people who then 
come to the United States, and these are names that are then 
turned over to us -- either to us directly or by the Catholic 
Bishops Conference. 


Q The Central American sections of the report were 


criticized by the Human Rights Watch organization. I wonder if 
you could respond to specific instances. | 


In El Salvador, they said that government abuses were 
minimized in the report. In Guatemala, they said the report 
greatly exaggerates limited improvements in huran rights while 
dismissing or failing to report evidence of a continued 
practice of intimidation and murder by the military there. In 
Nicaragua, they said there were sweeping generalizations that 
seemed to be designed to portray Nicaragua in the most negative 
light possible. Could you respond to those three? 


A Yes. As you can imagine, we disagree with that 
assessment. The reports really stand for themselves. 


MR. REOMAN: Let me take maybe three more questions 
from people who haven't asked. Carol, back here, and then this 
gentleman. 


Q Mr. Schifter, this year as last year you indicate 
in the report that there is decreasing evidence of coerced 
abortions in China. Could you just sort of say something about 
how you view this situation? Do we still consider it a problem? 


A Well, one important aspect of it, this is rather 
interesting as to how there's a relationship, a close 
interrelationship between economic change and social change of 
this kind. The fact that the system, particularly in rural 
areas has changed so significantly with farmers becoming 
increasingly independent economically has also meant that the 
kind of pressures that may have been imposed in the past become 
less and less effective. 
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Q But is the government still trying to apply that 
pressure? 


A The government has, over the years, said to us 
time and time again that they don't have any policy of forcing 
abortions. At the same time, the Chinese would concede that 
lower ranking cadre may put pressure on people in certain areas. 


The point I'm making is that with the increasing 
independence of individuals as the situation in China evolves, 
they have more courage to resist this kind of pressure. 


Q Mr. Schifter, how are you planning to work with 
Israel to accept the tone of the report knowing that they 
already rejected it out of hand and you have that close 
relationship with Israel at all times? 


a I would say that one would assume that these 
matters are going to be attended to. 


MR. REDMAN: Last question, please. 

Q Mr. Schifter, do you consult with various 
governments before you print this report or do you rely just 
only on the embassies and consulates? 

a The latter. We talk to anyone who wants to come 
in to talk to us afterwards about the report. We are glad to 
talk to them. 


MR. REDMAN: Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 10:28 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
I'll begin by reading a statement on peace and relief in Sudan 
on behalf of the Secretary of State. You will be able to get 
copies of that statement, as well as a longer fact sheet which 
goes along with it, entitled “The U.S. and Sucan: Peace and 
Relief." All of that material will be available in the Press 
Office. 


The United States Government remains profoundly 
concerned about massive human suffering in Sudan. The cause is 
the civil war, now in its sixth year. Most of the war's 
victims are civilians who are displaced and impoverished or who 
starve to death for lack of delivery of available food. The 
death toll from starvation in 1988 alone is estimated to range 
in the hundreds of thousands. 


Many Sudanese and expatriates are laboring tirelessly 
to ensure food deliveries, and the cooperation with these 
efforts by both the Sudanese Government and the Sudanese 
Peoples’ Liberation Army, the SPLA, has improved in recent 
months. But much more needs to be done. We call on 
authorities at all levels on both sides to remove remaining 
obstacles and do everything possible to provide emergency 
relief to victims caught in garrison towns and other areas of 
the war zone. Failure to do so will mean that thousands more 
will die in the coming rainy season. The United States will do 
all it can to support this «*fort. We call on other donors 
also to undertake or expand relief efforts. 


The sad reality, however, is that starvation will 
almost certainly not end until the fighting ends. As friends 
of Sudan, we urge the Sudanese Government and the SPLA to put 
peace first and to agree to an early cease-fire which would 
promote that goal and allow relief to reach those in need. 


That is a statement by the Secretary of State. 
Q One quick question, Chuck. Do you have figures 


on what you're going to make available afterwards of the amount 
of U.S. aid to the Sudan? 
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“ We can make more figures available, I'm sure. 
The overall number I have is that during the past six months 
the United States Government has dedicated more than $30 
million to relief for the displaced population. 


Q On that, Chuck, has the U.S. Government suggested 
to those outside forces which support the guerrillas to 
withdraw that support? 


a I'm not sure exactly what you're getting at. I 
believe what I have said about our position toward a cease-fire 
is fairly clear. You'll find a more detailed explanation of 
our views of both the famine and relief issue, as well as the 
subject of the war and its resolution, in this fact sheet which 
is available. 


Q Chuck, does the United States believe that the 
starvation is caused by just negligence or inefficiency, or as 
a deliberate policy weapon by either the government or the 
rebels? 


“ Again, let me refer you to this fact sheet which 
goes into this at some length. We have made any number of 
statements in the past. I can think of at least two times last 
fall where we spoke about this issue and have addressed the 
kind of concern that you raise. 


Jim? 


Q On southern Africa and Mozambique in particular, 


is the United States contemplating any sort of mediation effort 
there? 


“ This is in response to some remarks by the South 
African Foreign Minister yesterday. We welcome South Africa's 
expression of interest in ending the tragic conflict in 
Mozambique that has brought endless suffering and death to 
hundreds of thousands of Mozambican citizens. 


It is clear South Africa's long-standing relations 
with RENAMO give it the ability to play a constructive role in 
ending the conflict, if it is prepared to do so. 


For our part, as evidenced by our role in brokering 
the Nkomati accords and mediating an Angola and Namibia accord, 
we retain a strong interest in ending hostilities in the 
region, including in Mozambique. 


We encourage the Government and people of Mozambique 
to achieve a durable peace in their country. If that 
Government were to ask us to play a role in this regard, we 
would be prepared to give thoughtful consideration to exactly 
how we could be of assistance, either as mediator or otherwise. 
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Q And would the United States look with favor on 
such an arrangement that would include the Soviet Union as a 
mediation party? 


A It's far too early for me to be able to go into 
those kinds of specifics. As I say, the first step would be an 
expression of interest on the part of the Mozambican 
Government, but beyond that, exactly how such a role -- what 
role we would be able to play -- might evolve, I just couldn't 
say at this point. That's why I said we would be prepared to 
Qive thoughtful consideration to how we could be of assistance, 
either as mediator or otherwise. 


Q Do you have any idea which parties might 
participate in such -- 


A That's the same question. I really couldn't take 
it any further. 


Q What's the South African relationship with RENAMO? 


A I don't have anything in specific terms, but I 
think there's a lot of documentation on that. 


Q Chuck, would the U.S. play a -- make a similar 
offer about Sudan, and play a mediator's role there on the 
civil war? 


A I spoke to that issue last week, I believe. 
Q I'm not sure you spoke to it. 
A I did exactly. There were some reports 


concerning that, and I clarified them at some length, including 
a long-standing willingness on our part to be of help again, if 
we could. 


Q Chuck, do you have a readout on yesterday's 
meeting between Pelletreau and the PLO workers that live in 
Tunis? 


A I'm not going to be able to give a readout on 
those kinds of meetings. I will just confirm Ambassador 
Pelletreau met with the PLO's representative in Tunis, Hakam 
Balaaoui, and raised our serious concern over the Sunday 
incident in South Lebanon. The focus of our presentation was 
the same as I presented here yesterday. 


Q Will you spell the name of the PLO person? 


A B-a-—l-a-a-o-u-i -- first name, H-a-k-—a-m. 
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Q Chuck, a follow-up: The U.S., clearly, has not 
cut off the dialogue. I mean, it will continue, correct? 


A I'm just keeping you up-to-date as to contacts, 
and essentially, that's all I have to say about it. 


Q There is no reason to assume that contacts in the 
future might not continue, right? 

a I'm just stating facts as they are today. 

Q Was there a warning in any way to the PLO 


representative that should such incidents continue in the 
future, that they might have an impact on the talks? 


A I addressed that issue partially yesterday. 
Q Partially. 


A And I think that's about the best I could do in 
terms of going into any specifics of the conversation. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department have a text yet 
of Yassir Arafat's remarks in Riyadh on January lst, that it 
was supposed to get a tape of a number of weeks ago? And is 
that text going to be made available? 


A I'll have to take a look. 
Q Excuse me? 
I'll take a look. 


Can you give us any indication why Ambassador 
Arad is seeing the Secretary of State this afternoon? Does it 
arise out of the report on human rights? 


A That's certainly not -- that meeting with 
Ambassador Arad had been scheduled for some time now. The 
Secretary has been seeing, to the extent his time permits, a 
number of the Ambassadors in Washington, a lot of whom he 
knows, but who have not met him officially in his new capacity 
as Secretary of State. The ones who come to mind -- I know the 
German Ambassador has been in, the Saudi Ambassador, the 
Chinese Ambassador, today the Egyptian Ambassador, as well as 
the Israeli Ambassador. So, this particular meeting was 
arranged strictly in that context. 


Q Chuck, on the same subject, you said that there 
would be an investigation into Saturday's incident. Has the 
State Department concluded whether the foray by the 
Palestinians met the U.S. definition of terrorism? 
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A I don't have any further analysis. 
Q Chuck, do you know if the subject will come up at 


today's meeting? Will the United States raise the subject of 
the Human Rights Report? 


A I just don't know what subjects may come up. 


Q Chuck, a U.S.-owned, chartered aircraft has gone 
down in the Azores. To your knowledge, has there been any 
recent serious warning of possible terrorist incidents? 


a I can't answer that question. I think you'd have 
to talk to the FAA. They're the appropriate people to address 
that question. 


Q Any of which embassies have posted, for example? 
A I just don't know. 


Q Chuck, on the south Lebanon incident, does the 
U.S. hold the PLO responsible for the actions of the splinter 
groups under the control of Syria? 


A I can't answer the question any better than I 
did; yesterday, talking about this incident, there was a 
similar, though not identical, question. 


Q Chuck, speaking of meetings the Secretary has 
had, do you have any readout on the meeting with the German 
Minister this morning? 


A Only a very brief one -- this is Chancellery 
Minister Schaeuble, who is visiting Washington February 8-10. 
As you said, he met with Secretary Baker this morning. He will 
also be seeing officials at the White House, and I understand 
he also has appointments on the Hill. 


This is part of a regular program of close 
consultations with the Federal Republic. A major subject of 
these discussions was the issue of enhancing export controls on 
chemical, biological, nuclear, and other strategic goods. I 
would say, as a general reaction on that specific range of 
issues, that Secretary Baker was encouraged by what he heard 
today. 


Q Chuck, about a week ago you expressed the 
Department's position that Iran had not been as helpful as it 
could have been in resolving the compensation issue. Since 
that time, have they been more helpful? Have you gotten 
anything that makes you more encouraged about getting more 
information from Iran? 
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a I'm not aware of anything new. 
Q Any sense now when the various regional Assistant 


Secretaries will be appointed? 
A I don't do personnel. 
Q Chuck, do you have anything at all on the crash -- 


a I would like to. I'd get a lot more press 
attention, I'm sure, if I were doing those sort of stories but 
I'm not. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the crash in the 
Azores? 


A No, I really don't. We have, of course, heard 
the reports. Let me just see if I have anything in specific 
terms. I know I'm safe in saying that we, at this point, do 
not have any other additional details, but we're looking into 


it. 

Q Do you have anything on an NBC report of plans to 
send in 200 American commandos into South America -- anti-drug 
operations? 


A I really don't have anything. As far as I could 
tell, there were a lot of bewildered people around Washington 
when they heard that report. Not the first time. 


Q A follow up on that question. 
A It's the best I could say. 


Q A follow-up on that question: Could we, at some 
point, get sort of a head count of, say, U.S. armed drug 
enforcement types in Bolivia, Peru and Colombia? Because there 
are people running around in the jungle with -- 


A If the Orug Enforcement Agency is willing to 
provide those kinds of figures, but I can't do it. 


Q Chuck, the answer that “there are many bewildered 
people," is really not much of an answer, because I think there 
were many bewildered people as the first revelations of 
Iran-Contra came out. (Laughter) And, it was no less true. 
So, could you say whether or not you believe this report to 
have any substance? 


a I can't find any substance at all to it. 


Q Afghanistan: Has the U.S. received any 
assurances from the Soviet Government that it will cease 
bombing after the troop withdrawal? 
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A I would only refer again to remarks that General 
Gromov made not that long ago, that the bombings would stop 
after February 15. As I said at that time, we expect that to 
happen and the bombings should halt immediately. 


Q On Afghanistan, do you have any other readout on 
the situation in Afghanistan -- Soviet bombings currently? 


fe No, nothing new. 


Q Does the U.S. have any sort of a position on 
whether or not the aid flights should go into Afghanistan from 
Pakistan? 


A Nothing beyond what I described yesterday in 
describing how this was being coordinated by the U.N. 


Q But since yesterday the U.N. now has said the 
flight did not go in because of security problems. Is there 
anything the United States can do to help facilitate flights 
like this? 


a I don't know that there's any role for us to play 
on that score. 


Q Do you have anything on the prison riots in the 
West Bank concerning Palestinian deaths? 


A No. 


Q A follow up: Concerning -- have you brought up 
the use of plastic bullets and such weaponry with the Israeli 
government, because apparently they are still using plastic 
bullets? 


A I don't have anything new on that, but it is an 
issue we have addressed previously. 


Q Chuck, do you have any kind of a readout at all 
on Secretary Baker's meeting this morning with 
Secretary-—designate Tower? 


a This was a breakfast meeting. This is going to 
be a routine, as I understand it, where the Secretary of 
Defense -- in this case, still designate -- Secretary of State 
and the National Security Advisor meet for breakfast once a 
week. It's a version of the coordinating mechanism that you 
know existed in the previous Administration. 


Q Aside from the type of meal that was eaten or 
anything, can you tell us anything about the discussion that 
took place at that meeting? 
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ra No. There's some people who want to know about 
the type of meal. (Laughter) 
Q Forgive me, I don't mean to cut off the flow of 
information. 


é No, you should address yourself to the White 
House for that kind of information. 


Q While we're on the subject, if you happen to know 
because it's a matter of some curiosity, the Secretary's 
dealing with General Scowcroft. Do you know what kind of 
pattern he's going to follow? Are they going to speak on the 
phone several times a week or have weekly, maybe lunch 
meetings? Do you know anything about the arrangement? 


A Not in the kind of specifics you are asking for 
beyond what I just said; I believe this breakfast meeting will 
be a weekly occurrence. 


Q With Tower? 
és With Scowcroft, Tower, and Secretary Baker. 


Q I'm sorry. Maybe I'm lost here, but I was 
talking about if Baker will be having breakfast maybe with 
Scowcroft once a week, of the NSC. If I misspoke, I'm sorry. 


A Maybe we should talk about this afterwards. 
(Laughter) You've lost me. But I don't have any other details 
other than what I just said. 


Q Well, apparently, he has a working arrangement 
now with whoever heads the Pentagon, whether it's Tower or 
someone else, and they're going to have weekly meetings. Isn't 
that what you're saying? 


a No. I said it was a 3-way meeting. 

Q I got you. My mistake. I didn't hear you right. 

Q Chuck, on 103, reports are continuing that Iran 
and the PFLP-GC are tied to it. Don't the families of the 
victims deserve a concrete statement from the Government at 
this point? 


A The best I can do is what I've been trying to do, 
and those are the facts as they can be stated publicly. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. We 
are posting in the Press Office a release on a new immigrant 
visa program which makes available 10,000 visas for Fiscal Year 
1990 and 10,000 visas for Fiscal Year 1991. Under this 
program, persons born in 162 countries qualify to compete for 
an immigrant visa. 





Details on how to apply are given in the Press 
Release. The application period is March 1, 1989 through March 
31, 1989. 


Q Is this a lottery, Chuck? 


f°) All of the details are described in this handout, 
so I'll refer you to that. 


Q Is it similar to the program that you had last 
year? [ think it was last year or two years ago. Didn't you 
open up a bunch of -- does it do essentially the same thing? 


Aa I'm told it is similar but not exactly the same. 
You have to be an expert in these things to know this. 


Q Go through chapter and verse, if you would, 
please. 


Q Have you been following the events in southern 
Lebanon with the expulsion of some Lebanese villagers from the 
security zone? 

ts I haven't seen anything new myself. 


Q Well, has the Department? 


a I don't know. I just don't have any comment, in 
any case. 
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Q Could you look into it, please? 
A We'll keep it under review. 


[ understand that Gerasimov has announced that 
Mr. Baker and Mr. Shervadnadze will meet March 7th lL guess 


it's a couple of days before the opening of the CAFE falks. 
Can you do something similar? 


a No. I[ haven't seen that particular 
announcement. It certainly is possible, because the two 
Ministers are likely to be in Vienna at that time, that could 
be the occasion of a first meeting, but I don't have an 
announcement. 


Q Chuck, on Afghanistan. Gulbadin Hekmatyar has 
said that the airlift -- the idea of airlifting food and other 
humanitarian aid into Kabul is an extremely bad idea. Does the 
United States think that this is an extremely bad idea or do we 
support the efforts of Sadruddin Aga Khan to get food and other 
supplies in through airlifts? 


S Our position on the question is the one I 
expressed a couple of days ago which talked about the efforts 
undertaken by the U.N. and, in that conjunction, the need for 
those efforts to be coordinated with all the parties involved, 
including the Mujahideen. 


Q But Gulbadin Hekmatyar gets some 25 percent of 
the U.S. aid that we give to the rebels. Do we support his 
position on this particular aspect of aid, or do we support 
Sadruddin Aga Khan, or do we not have a position? 


Ms I don't have any particular commentary to offer 
on that kind of specific report. First, I haven't seen the 
specifics of it. But, secondly, I would answer it in any case 
by simply repeating what I gave you two days ago on our general 
approach to the issue. 


Q But, Chuck, coordination doesn't necessarily mean 
the U.S. approves getting in as much relief as you can now. 
You know, some of us have pursued this here but also with other 
officials outside the podium, and it seems -- the argument -- 
the State Department's position seems to be they should talk to 
the rebels to make sure the food gets there. That's one 
explanation. 


The more skeptical person might think the rebels want 
to starve out -- you know, want to bring down the regime as 
quickly as they can and don't mind blocking food for a few days 
to get Najibullah out and to make sure at least that he gets no 
credit for relief going through. So I don't think you've said 
that the State Department supports the influx of as much Food 
as possible, no matter who's in charge in Kabul. 
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= But, again, I think what I have said previously 
covers the kind of thing you've mentioned in the sense what [ 
have said in terms of our approach recognizes the fact there 
are a number of parties involved. They have roles to play; 
they have interests; there are circumstances. As a 
consequence, all of those are factors in this equation of how 
and when these kinds of things get done. That's all] I'm trying 
to point to. 


Q But some of those parties have blocked aid Some 
of those parties have prevented —-- have intercepted Soviet 
convoys into Kabul. All right. I mean, I don't have to beat 
it to death, but I don't think you can say that the U.S. 
supports as much aid as possible, and I don't think you can say 
that the rebels will support the influx of aid, that some 
rebels aren't trying to block the aid. I don't know that you 
can say that. 


o I'm not sure why you want me to say that. 

Q Well, because I'm -- the main situation -- 

4 You'd like to have an answer, but I'm trying to 
tell you -- 

Q No, no. 

A -- there is a situation in which there are a 


number of parties, there are a number of interests at play -- 
you cited a lot of them. 


Q Yeah. 


a A number of the parties involved at one time or 
another have provided food themselves under various 
circumstances, out those are all factors in an equation. 


Q I just think it's an issue of human -- it's a 
humane issue, and I just thought it might transcend political 
considerations. 


A Recall what I said day before yesterday also on 
the humanitarian issue. That's recognized too. But there are 
a lot of issues out there that these various parties are coping 
with, and the U.N. is the party responsible for seeing what can 
be done between all of them. 


Q But that's why we're asking whether or not the 
United States Government supports the position taken by the 
U.N. and Sadruddin Aga Khan that these shipments should go in 
as quickly and as effectively and efficiently as possible. 
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o I'm sorry, but [ think [ have addressed that in 
the context of our previous statements on his efforts, and how 
we view them. 


Q Just one follow-up: The rebels have said they 
plan to close the airports which would preclude any Further 
shipments of food and humanitarian aid. Does the State 
Department agree that that is something that would help 
stabilize the situation in Afghanistan? 


A [t's part and parcel of the same issue we've been 
talking about. There are various parties in Afghanistan. They 
have interests. And what the U.N. coordinator is trying to do 
is work out those interests to see if there is an agreed 
arrangement, because he's not going to be able to do anything 
unless he has the cooperation of a number of parties, depending 
on what part of Afghanistan you're operating in. 


Q No. But just one last question on this: I 
thought Barry was asking about the State Department's position 
on the possible outcome, and I believe your reply had to do 
with the process. Do you recognize that distinction? 


4 I might. I'm not sure what distinction you're 
drawing, however. 


fal Well, the distinction is this: Does the State 
Department favor or not the supply of food, and your answer is 
there are a number of parties that have to be coordinated, 
whose accord is necessary for the next step, which doesn't 
answer the question of whether or not you favor -- 


fa The question of humanitarian need is one [ 
addressed in my opening remarks two days ago. What I'm just 
trying to point out in response to these questions is this is a 
complex situation in which a lot of people have interests, and 
this cannot be done without the cooperation of all those 
parties. So it is not just as simple as saying it is this or 
that. That's all I'm trying to point out. 


Q Chuck, anything on the Azores plane crash? Any 
theories from here? 


a No. We don't have any information at this stage 
on the cause of the crash. There is an American team that is 
going to the Azores to help the Portuguese Government 
investigate the cause of the crash. That will be a team, as [ 
understand it, led by the FAA, so they would be the agency 
responsible for answering any of those kinds of questions. 


Q Had there been any terrorist threats involved in 
that situation? 
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oa Again, [ don't have anything. 
Q Okay. 


Q Chuck, back on Afghanistan, is the U.S 
Government involved in a high-level review of United States 
policy towards Afghanistan? 


a I never comment on internal decision-making 
processes -- that's a standard principle. So that [ would 
simply divorce myself from your question, and say that we're at 
the beginning of a new Administration. [t's perfectly normal 
that a lot of things are going to be looked at. Things are 
going to be looked at on their own merits in the light of 
changing circumstances in various parts of the world 


Q Chuck, where is John Kelly, Ambassador John Kelly? 
Ambassador John Kelly. 


“ You want to know where he is? 

Q Yes, I mean does he take the place of Murphy or -- 
No, that's personnel; that's a personnel question 
Q Is he on post? 

a He left Lebanon a long time ago. 


Q Yes. So what's his post now. 
a 


He's here in the Department. I don't know 
exactly what he's doing these days. 


Q What about armitage? 





a Most recently been in Policy Planning, but -- 


Q Do you have an update on the talks in Poland 
between the government and opposition leaders? 


fs) No, I don't have any particular update You'll 
have to stay in touch with the parties involved for that kind 
of question. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information on what has 
been happening in Iraq? Was there a coup, an attempted coup in 


the past few days, or do you have anything that will illuminate 
that situation? 


‘ No, I have nothing. 
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Q Anything on some of the statements De Klerk has 
said in his speech yesterday in South Africa -- various 
statements about apartheid? 

o No 

Q Do you have anything on an amnesty in lLran? 

a No. 

Q Having heard from the Israelis and having had 


your meeting with the PLO on the subject of last weekend's 
ncident, have you concluded the review of where U.S. dialogue 
with the PLO should stand? 

o Nothing further. 


Q Has the U.S. figured out if it was terrorism, or 
not, yet? 


a Nothing further again. 
Q They had the meeting? 
Nothing. 


Q Do you have a readout on the meeting with 
Ambassador Arad? 


rs) No, but I wouldn't go into that in any case, 
because these are private conversations. 


Q Anything else we should ask you? 

A (Inaudible) 

Q What about the Central American Foreign Ministers 
coming here this afternoon? Is there a particular topic to 
that? 


a I don't know exactly what they may have on their 
agenda. 


Q What do we have on our agenda. 


a They were already in New York to meet with the 
United Nations Secretary General so they took this opportunity 
to meet with Secretary Baker before returning to Central 
America. This will be an introductory meeting, permitting them 
to talk with the Secretary personally. These are, of course, 
two democracies ina key region of the world 
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I'm not sure I could specify the agenda at this time 
{'m sure they'll be informing the Secretary about their recent 
talks in New York, and certainly the conversation is likely to 
touch upon the issues you know are before us all in Central 
America 


Q May I rephrase my question on Poland? At the 
start we welcomed them. [They're now in the fifth day -- do we 
have any comment, reaction? 


= No, But I don't see why I have to comment every 
day along the process. We have talked about the process, as 
you make re*‘erence to, so that we are clearly on record, but in 
terms of how they're going on a day-to-day basis, [ just can't 
do that 


Any comment on The Post's piece on the situation 
of American officials in Panama? 





a Nothing in particular. Our policy toward Panama 
is well-established. The President said on December 22, “our 
policy will be that Noriega must go, there should be no 
misunderstanding about our policy." Secretary Baker reiterated 
that. 


Q Chuck, was there any consideration of the 
structural reorganization to keep a closer watch on missile 
proliferation, as one of the morning newspapers suggested, 


giving the job, they said, to Bartholomew? 


i) That almost falls under the category of personnel 
or internal decision-making. So, no, [I couldn't comment on 
those kind of issues. But, you are aware of statements 
Secretary Baker has made about the importance he attaches to 
these questions of chemical and biological weapons' 
proliferation and ballistic missile proliferation. So that 
certainly is a priority issue. 


Q The hunger strike in South Africa, the prisoners? 


rs) No thanks. 


Q Have anything you want to offer us? 
A No, [I don't. 
Q Any news of anything you want to offer us? 


Please. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 10, 1989, 12:34 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Following up on a question I was asked yesterday about 
potential meetings between Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze, there will be a preliminary “get-acquainted" 
meeting in Vienna on March 7. That will be followed later on 
by an in-depth meeting. 
Q At the same time or later? 


is) Later on, outside of Vienna, at another time to 
be determined. 


Q Where? 

a Also to be determined. 

Q When? 

A Sounds like time. [Laughter] 
Q Not a few days later? 
a 


No, no. Not in the immediate time frame at all. 


Q Have you got an agenda for that meeting? 
A An agenda? 
Q For the introductory meeting? 


A No. I would just call it a preliminary, 
"“get-acquainted" meeting. 


Also available in the Press Office are copies of a new 


Fact Sheet on the Abu Nidal organization, which is part of a 
series of publications on terrorism and terrorist groups, of 


which we have had a number in recent months. 


Questions? 


Q Do you have anything to say about the stories in 
the Post and the L.A. Times about the Secretary's financial 
holdings and the possibility that he may have to sell them off? 
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A Let me review just a little bit about how 
Secretary Baker has handled these kinds of issues so that 
you'll have a context. This covers the time since he has 
returned to government in 1981 and the steps he has taken to 
avoid conflicts of interest and the appearance of any conflict. 


His basic procedure throughout, which continues here 
in the State Department, has been to seek and follow the advice 
of career government ethics attorneys and the Office of 
Government Ethics, known as the OGE. In 1981, when he became 
the White House Chief of Staff, he established a qualified 
blind trust and entered a recusal statement. That arrangement 
was certified by OGE, and each year thereafter OGE certified 
his annual financial disclosure report. 


In 1985, in connection with his confirmation as 
Secretary of the Treasury, he continued the blind trust and 
entered a new recusal statement. The issue of participating in 
policy-level issues affecting those industries in which he has 
an interest was specifically considered, and the blind trust 
and recusal were deemed appropriate means of avoiding both 
conflicts and appearance of conflicts. And again, his report 
was certified each year by OGE, the most recent ones being in 
May of ‘87, May of ‘88, and finally September of ‘88 when he 
left the Treasury. 


Now, coming to the State Department period, in 1989, 
in connection with his confirmation as Secretary of State, he 
forwarded a new financial disclosure report listing all of his 
holdings to the Department's Career Ethics attorneys. That 
report was certified to the Office of Government Ethics, and 
OGE certified it to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, in 
each case noting the Secretary would take steps necessary to 
avoid conflicts or the appearance of conflicts. 


And in that connection, then, his first act after 
confirmation and appointment was to sign a recusal statement 
prepared by the Department's ethics attorneys. He was advised 
that so doing would permit him to continue to participate in 
policy-level issues, subject to the recusal's requirements. 


He has also been informed that the Department would 
soon be offering further advice in light of changing 
interpretations of ethics laws. What that refers to are some 
recent interpretations by the OGE, based on a 1987 Justice 
Department opinion, which have made it necessary for government 
officials, in implementing their recusals, to be more 
conservative in participating in broad policy discussions than 
previously believed necessary by government ethics attorneys. 


To ensure that the Secretary's recusal does not 
require him to remove himself from broad policy matters that 
all agree he should participate in as Secretary of State, 
Department attorneys are engaged in discussions with the Office 
of Government Ethics and the White House counsel concerning 
whether additional steps, such as a waiver under the statute or 
sale of assets, might be advisable. 
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As always, the Secretary will take the appropriate 
action, as he has in the past, once he has received the advice 
of these professional career ethics people. 





Q Is it correct that Boyden Gray has asked the 
Secretary to divest himself of those stocks? 


a) The appropriate characterization would be the one 
I have just given, that Department attorneys are engaged in 
discussions -— that's what these are, discussions -- with OGE 


and the White House counsel concerning whether additional 
steps, a couple of which I've specified, might be advisable. 
And when the Secretary gets that advice, then he will take the 
appropriate action, as he always has. 


Q You are saying “discussions are under way," but 
has he been urged by Gray to take action yet? That's what the 
Post report is. Are you denying that? 


A Well, I would certainly deny the headline that 
there was some sort of resistance to all of this because, as I 
have described, there is a process which the Secretary has been 
aware of. He has been relying, as always, on the professional 
people to look into it; that's what they are doing. And so, at 
this stage, he's waiting for their advice. 


Q And also, can you confirm that these are assets 
held for his child, Mary Bonner? It's listed under the 
disclosure form as “assets held for a dependent child." 


A I don't have that detail. 


Q Does this qualified blind trust still exist? And 
could you explain the difference between a qualified blind 
trust and a blind trust? 


i) We'll post something on that particular 
distinction. 


Q Chuck, how does the Secretary of Treasury or 
Secretary of State recuse himself from dealing with policy 
matters such as third world debt? I would think that would be 
impossible to do. It's not just dealing with one bank. It's 
dealing with the whole issue that affects the bank's stocks. 


A If you would just refer to what I said both in 
regard to his time in Treasury and the approach he is following 
here, what is set up is a procedure whereby he can participate 
in broad policy discussions. I described how that was 
organized during his time at the Treasury Department on broad 
policy issues and likewise the objective being at State that he 
does not want to remove himself again from broad policy 
matters, but that now also has to be examined in light of these 
recent interpretations. 
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Q So he was at Treasury. We all know the Baker 
Plan approach to Third World debt. He was obviously dealing 
with these issues on a broad basis. And don't you think that 
would affect the price of American money-center banks that have 
large Third World exposure? 


a You're asking me to speculate on hypothetical 
ones. All I can say is that there were arrangements that were 
agreed on, that were reviewed, that were set up, that were 
consistent with all of the advice from ethics people which, in 
conjunction with recusals and the various kinds of limitations 
on broad policy issues, allowed the Secretary to do the job he 
did. 


Q Chuck, can you give us more information or detail 
about the recusal letter? Does that spell out exactly on what 
matters he will recuse himself from? And, if so, later can you 
get specific examples of an issue where the Secretary did 
recuse himself? For example, at Treasury did Secretary Baker 
actually recuse himself from any one issue or one vote, or 20, 
during his time there? Is there any way of our knowing? 


fi I'll take a look and see if that's possible. 


Q And in the explanation of the blind trust, could 
you also take a question as to how it is that he was informed 


annually, evidently, about the assets in the trust and what 
happened with them Is that part of what a qualified blind 
trust is? 


A I'll see. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Any idea of how long this will take before he 
makes a decision on how to deal with these assets? 


A I really couldn't put a timetable on it. I do 
know that the people are engaged in these discussions, so I 


would expect it won't be that far down the road. 


Q One more question. Do you have any idea of the 
value other than more than $250,000.00? 


A I don't have anything beyond what's in the 
statements. 


Q Anything on the Jamaican election? Are you sorry 
to see Seaga go? 


A We congratulate Mr. Manley on his party's victory 
in Jamaica's general election and look forward to friendly and 
cooperative relations with his government. Jamaica has a 
tradition of freedom and democracy, and these recent elections 
were affirmation of that tradition. 
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Q Any concern about his stated intention of 
resuming relations with Fidel Castro? 


a The starting point, of course, is that Jamaica is 
a sovereign, independent nation. Mr. Manley has stated 
publicly his intention to renew relations with Cuba, and he 
contends that this will not lead to a large Cuban presence or 
the type of Cuban influence which strained U.S.-Jamaican 
relations dur*-g his previous administration. 


In our view, Cuba is more than ever an anachronism in 
a hemisphere marked by a dramatic return to democracy in the 
1980s. We have talked about these things before, but Cuban 
repressive practices at home and support for subversion and 
instability abroad argue, in our view, against reintegration in 
the hemispheric community. 


Q How about his professed conversion from socialism 
to capitalism? Do you have an assessment of how legitimate, 
for instance, here that is? 


A No, I really couldn't assess that. About the 
most I could offer, in addition to what we've already said, is 
that during the campaign Mr. Manley pledged to pursue policies 
to promote Jamaica's continued economic development and an 
atmosphere conducive to private-sector activities and foreign 
investment. Importantly, he has been clear and firm in stating 
his determination to work vigorously to combat the narcotics 
problem. He has clearly stated that he wants good relations 
with the United States. We share that objective. 


Q Chuck, a United Nations' plane managed to get 
into Kabul today. The Resistance group have argued that this 
may not be a good thing. What does the United States feel 
about that? Do you welcome the arrival of this plane? 


A Of course, as I have said before, the U.N. is 
coordinating all of this. There are humanitarian needs. This 
is one way that they are being addressed. The fact that a 
plane has got in suggests that the U.N. has been successful in 
coordinating among all the parties that are involved inside of 
Afghanistan. 


I understand that the U.N. effort in fact is wider 
than that. It's a nationwide relief effort. A lot of the food 
is going to be going into Resistance-controlled areas. But in 
the end, as I have pointed out a number of times now, as a 
practical matter the arrangements for delivery of U.N. food 
throughout the country are going to have to be worked out with 
the Resistance which controls many of the transportation routes 
into Afghanistan. 


I might also note, as I did, I think, yesterday, that 
the Resistance itself has recently undertaken a number of 
efforts to bring food and supplies to the people of various 
parts of Afghanistan. Jalalabad. for example, comes to mind. 
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Q Then this flight, this specific flight, does the 
United States welcome that? Does it regard it as a good thing? 


a The fact that people are being fed is always a 
good thing. 
Q Chuck, do we have any position or do you all have 


any Feelings about the difficulties of the shura has 
immediately run into in Islamabad or Rawalpindi or whatever? 
Do you have any comment on the meeting there? 


A No, I don't. 


Q There's a report that the President of Pakistan 
wants a confederation with Afghanistan. What's the feeling? 
Under the agreement, isn't Afghanistan to be an independent, 
non-aligned country, without a confederation with Pakistan? 


4 I haven't seen the report you make reference to, 
so I don't know whether it's an accurate characterization. We 
have consistently said what you know to be our policy, which is 
that the future of Afghanistan is for the Afghan people to 
decide. It should be a genuine act of self-determination. 


Q Under the policy of positive symmetry, is it 
sufficient for the Soviets simply to have stopped providing 
weapons for the United States also to stop, or will there be 
some assessment made as to which side has the greater stockpile 
before we make a decision to stop supplying weapons? 


A I'm not really prepared to address that kind of 
question. You have accurately stated our position of positive 


symmetry, but beyond that I'm not prepared to advance that into 
further scenarios to try to say exactly how that might work out. 


. Q Where do things stand now on the interagency 
review of the deal with Japan on the FSX fighter? 


a I don't have anything at all on that. 


Q On Paraguay, the U.S. recognized the Government 
of Rodriquez. What exactly has Rodriquez said or issued in 
terms of statements that has had us recognize him? 


A First, your characterization is inaccurate. I 
said the first day that in this kind of situation, the question 
is not one of recognition or not recognition, but what kind of 
relations we're going to have with a particular government. 

And I've spoken to that before. Thus far, we are encouraged by 
the statements the new government has made. In the period 
ahead we will be looking eye ne at the concrete steps the 
governmert needs to take to implement its expressed commitment 


to move ‘orward on the key issues of democratization, respect 
for hum:; ‘ahts and effective narcotics control. We'll be 
looking “« results, not just promises. 
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Ambassador Towell, who had a meeting yesterday with 
the Foreign Minister, expressed to the Foreign Minister the 
importance that the United States attaches to those issues that 
I just outlined, and in the days ahead we look forward to 
continuing and deepening our dialogue with the government. But 
that's the best I can do in terms of telling you what our 
interests are. 


Q There's been a report that the Burmese have said 
that they're going to schedule elections. Do you have any 
information on that? 


4 No, I don't have any further information. 
Q Could you find out if there's anything on that? 
a We'll keep an eye on it. 


Another question is that it was reported here 
that there was some credible evidence that they had been 
killing students who had returned from the jungles. Could you 
tell me, is there any evidence that the arrests and deaths of 
students in custody have ceased? 


6 I don't have anything new. 


Do you have anything on a new humanitarian aid 
program for Vietnam with a title of either “Operation" or 
"Project Smile"? 


A No. 


Q Chuck, the Angolans are saying that the South 
Africans are participating in renewed armed conflict in 
Angola. Do you have anything on that? 


a We have no evidence of any South African military 
incursion in southern Angola. Our information indicates that 
there has been fighting between MPLA forces and UNITA in the 
area of Caiundo. 


Q That's it? 

a You want some more details? 

Q Yes. 

A UNITA has claimed responsibility for the clashes 


+ @round Caiundo. South Africa has denied any involvement in the 
fighting. We will closely monitor the situation as it develops. 


The next meeting of the Joint Commission, in which the 
United States and the Soviet Union participate as observers, 
should provide a forum for the parties to air any concerns they 
have with the implementation of the New York agreements to this 
point. That meeting is scheduled to take place at the end of 
February in Luanda. 
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Q Chuck, you don't have anything to add to what you 
said the other day about “no exceptions," do you? 


= No. 

Q Chuck, do you have anything on the resumption of 
talks between [ran and I[raq? 

= No. 

Q Are Prime Minister Shamir and President Mubarak 


coming here in March? 


A I don't have any announcements. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. HALL: May I have your attention, please. We'll now 
begin the readout briefing on the meeting between Prime Minister 
Mulroney and President Bush. Secretary Baker will have a few opening 
remarks and then take your questions. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'll keep these opening remarks brief and spend most of the time 
responding to your questions. 


As the President said just prior to departure, his view 
was that this was a very good and successful visit. He felt, as he 
put it, characterized it, upbeat about it and very pleased that this 
was his first visit outside the United States as President of the 
United States. 


This was primarily an agenda-setting meeting. There was 
concentration in the following major areas: implementation of the 
Free Trade Agreement, the full range of East-West issues, the 
question of acid rain, questions regarding Central America, matters 
respecting the NATO trip that I am just about to embark upon 
tomorrow, and several other items that were touched on to a lesser 


degree. 


So with that opening remark, I'll respond to your 
questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how did Central America come up, and 
what part would the Canadians play in Central American policy? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the Canadians, as you know, have 
been interested in Central American policy and they're interested, as 
are others in this hemisphere, in knowing what the policy approach of 
the United States will be. The President made it clear that it was 
important from the standpoint of the United States that we -- our 
feeling that it was oo that we have a unified policy in the 
United States -- that is one that the legislative and executive 
branches of government are agreed upon. Only in that way, the 
President said, can policy really be effective. 


Further, he said that -- he pointed out that it was his 
hope that the nations of this hemisphere, the Central American 
democracies, some countries in South America, Canada, and the United 
States could all adopt or pretty much subscribe to a policy that 
represented a diplomatic approach to the issue and that had as at 
least some of the goals to be achieved -- those goals that are stated 
in the Esquipulas Accords. 


Q Mr. Secretary, was there any discussion about 
Canadian concerns about moving toward oi) drilling in the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was no discussion of that. 





ft. dyn 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you explain the failure of the 
President to give Mr. Mulroney even vegue targets for acid rain 
reductions or a date by which those reductions might be achieved? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The President told the Prime Minister 
that -- called his attention to the statements that the President had 
made - the _ where he said he wanted to reduce emissions 
by -- millions of tons -- that it would be premature 
for the President to establish targets before he had had an 
opportunity to consult with the Congress with respect to an issue 
that will have high political content in the United States. 


The President did sey however, that he intends to offer 
a comprehensive proposal for dealing with this issue to our Congress, 
calling for specific emission reductions and a specific timetable. 

He said that the time for study is over and the time for action is 
now, and he said, as I think you heard during the departure, that 
subsequently I hope we can begin discussions bilaterally toward an 
acid rain accord with Canada. 


Right back there. 


Q Secretary Baker, what do you think is going to be 
the impact -- and was it discussed at all today -- with our NATO ally 
Canada of a zero-growth defense budget in the United States? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It was discussed today, and the 
President told the Prime Minister in effect why he decided to depart 
from the two percent real growth figure in the Reagan budget and 
propose a zero real-growth budget for Fiscal 1990. There were 
discussions as well of the importance of Canada's contribution to 
NATO's defense. 


Q Secretary Baker, I have two questions. One, I 
wonder if there was any discussion made about any changes to 
Glass-Steagal in the United States in light of the fact that American 

ress is getting a Schedule B bank in Canada? And just as a 
follow-up on the defense question, whether there were any discussions 
on Canada's plan to purchase nuclear submarines? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was -- the nuclear submarine 
issue did not come up, and neither did the Glass-Steagal issue, 
although that may have come up in Ambassador Hills’ discussions. I 
think she was here having separate discussions with Minister Crosby 
about implementation of the FTA. But it did not come up in 
discussions with the Prime Minister. 


Q Mr. Secretary, going back for a moment to Central 
America, several Central American oe ew approached the Secretary 
General recently about the possibility of a United Nations 
peacekeeping force being set up. Was there any discussion given to 
Canada's past participation in a number of such peacekeeping forces 
with the meg eee that Canada might play a role in the 


peacekeeping forces 


SECRETARY BAKER: I had a discussion to that effect with 
Joe Clark on the way in from the airport and he and I are going to 
have a greater in-depth meeting this evening. I think we're going to 
spend le of hours together. I made the point to the Minister 
that it would be the hope of the United States that we would not 
depart even the requirements of Esquipulas II and the Sapoa Accords. 
In other words, that we should not substitute for those goals which 
we think are worthwhile goals, some lesser standard for the Central 
American countries. 


i 


Mr. Secretary, did you discuss today in your 
discussion of East-West the question of relaxing technology and other 
trade restrictions against trade with the Soviet Union? And, whether 
or not you discussed it today, what is the administration's position 
now on the timetable of the change that takes place when the Soviets 
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move out of Afghanistan? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You're talking about the “sole 
ions" rule? That's an issue that I expect to have discussions 
about with each of the NATO foreign ministers that I'll be visiting 
with. The issue did not come up today. It probably will come up in 
our discussions this evening with Minister Clark. 


Q Do you have a position on that, though? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the position is that we ought to 
certainly find out what the other NATO countries -- how they feel 
about it, whether or not it's something that they feel extremely 
strongly about, whether it's something that we ought to move on now 
or give some consideration to —s on at a later date. Let me say 
this, I know some of you think my mind is made up on that issue. It 
is not. I want you to know that. I think that the reference you -- 
you might have reference to the Time Magazine article where I said 
that we ought to consider getting something for that. It also said 
that was an embryonic thought -- and it was. 


Generally speaking, I do think it's a good idea in the 
relationship to -- if you're ing to give something, to ask for 
something in return. But I'll have to tell you this. Our allies 
feel pe more strongly about this than do the Soviets. So we'll 
be discussing it with therm in the context of how we nove. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you carrying ~ message from 
the President on this trip through the ¥ world, or is it largely of 
goodwill and consultations with counterparts? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it's a listening trip and a 
consulting trip, but I am carrying a message. And the message is, 
look, we are not -- we want to make it clear that we think the way to 
approach the East-West relationship is with prudence and with 
realism: we want you to understand we are not dragging our feet, 
seeking delay for the sake of mrpry f but that .2 want to hear your 
views with respect to our negotiating -- matters such as our 
an atte tame posture in START, matters such au short-range nuclear 
modernization, and the like. 


Q May I follow up with a straight question, please? 
With reference -- not to drag it out, but the Carlucci-Shultz 
exchange of letters before you came on -- is it State's position -- 
when you say your mind is not made up, should I line you up with Mr. 
Shultz in the sense that you can see a point to getting off this “no 
exception" rule? Because as we understood it, the Pentagon tried to 
freeze ne sanctions even after the Soviets leave; State didn't think 
that's wise. 


SECRETARY BAKER: That was the debate that took place up 
to and through noon January 20th. 


Q Right, I'm trying to -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There are a number of policy issues 
that we are taking a look at, and this is a matter of quite some 
importance to our allies, and it will certainly be the focus of some 
of our discussions on this trip. I'd like to hear from then 
specifically how important they think it is. We recognize, as the 
State Department did in that letter that you make reference to, that 
this doesn't mean that we're — the doors to technology 
transfer, because COCOM is still going to apply. It does remain a 
fact, Barry, that President Carter put this "no exceptions" policy 
into place when the Russians Aye into Afghanistan. They are 


leaving: indeed they are. edly med was put into place, however, at 
a time when they were not funnelling $1 billion a year into Central 
America. 


Q Mr. Secretary, just to change the subject a little 
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bit, could tell us how you think that your stock holdings that ve 
read about the paper this morning fit into Bush's policy that 
people should not do anything that looks like it could be perceived 
as a conflict of interest, whether it was in actuality? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Sure. Let me say this with respect to 
that. For the eight years that I have been in government, I have 
sought and relied upon the advice and counsel of career attorneys at 
the Treasury Department, at the State Department, and at the Office 
of Government Ethics. I have been guided by their advice and 
counsel, and I will continue to be guided by their advice and 
counsel. 


In the course of being thereby guided, I have created a 
blind trust in early 1981 when we first came into office. That trust 
has been in force and in existence ever since. I have executed 
recusal statements at each of the government posts that I have 
served, and I have been very careful about recusing myself from 
specific issues that might constitute a conflict, or an appearance of 
conflict. I was advised by career attorneys at these departments and 
at the Office of Government Ethics that participation in general 
policy issues, general policy determinations, was appropriate. 


I was specifically so edvised at the Treasury Department 
in the summer, I think, of 1987 following the adoption -- not the 
adoption, but the promulgation of the Justice Department ruling that 
said that there can be some cases in which participation in general 
policy issues can constitute an appearance of conflict. I sought and 
received at the time a specific determination from the Office of 
Government Ethics. So I hope that that's a complete answer for you, 
but I'd be glad to respond to other questions if you have then. 


Q If I could follow on that, do you think it is 
necessary at this time for the Bush administration to take stricter 
lines than existed in the past administration? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that the President has made it 
very clear that ethics are a very important issue for him. He did so 
in the campaign, he's done so in speeches since then. And I think 
that it would be appropriate and in keeping with his campaign pledges 
and his statenents. 


Let me say that discussions continue with attorneys from 
the State rtment, the Office of Government Ethics, and the White 
House Counsel's Office r rding mechanisms or actions that could be 
taken in my case that would serve to insulate me from charges or 
suggestions of conflict of interest. Those discussions are ongoing; 
they have not been concluded. As I indicated earlier in my 
statement, I would tend to be guided by the results of those 
discussions. 


But let me say one other thing if I might, Charles. My 
papers could not have gone for confirmation as Secretary of State, 
could not have gone to the Senate foreign Relations Committee had not 
there been approval the Office of Government Ethics and the 
predecessor to the White House Counsel's Office, which is the 
Transition Office. They could not have gone up there had they not 
approved the mechanism *hat we suggested be used to avoid conflicts 
or the appearance of conflicts. There are a number of mechanisms 
that -- additional mechanisms that could be considered, ranging from 
recusals to creation of a different kind of trust. I have a 
qualified blind trust. I could consider creating a diversified blind 
vt I could consider a waiver. The discussions now revolve around 
waiver. 


Q ref sir, is Mr. Gray seeking a change from the 
status that you had in the past if that was acceptable then? Why are 
the laws -- why are the regulations, rather, getting tougher? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Why are the regulations getting 
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tougher? Well, you'll have to ask the attorneys in the Justice 
Department who wrote that opinion in early 1987. 


Q Well, but for what reason is he citing to you for a 
change? He's telling you to divest, right? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's really not exactly right. I've 
never had a conversation with Mr. Gray at all on this subject -- not 
one. He did have a conversation with the attorneys that were 
representing me in the confirmation process. He never said, as I 
understand it, to Bob Kimmett, the Secretary should sell his bank 
stock. He raised that as an option in his discussions with Mr. 
Kimmett, but he did not say that it was required. 


As I understand the situation, Charles, the decision 
really is with me in terms of whether or not I seek a waiver. I have 
concluded that I should seek a waiver because that gives me 
additional protection and helps avoid the appearance of any sort of a 
conflict of interest. So I have concluded to seek a waiver. The 
White House could say, no, we won't grant you that waiver, and I 
could do a number of things. I could say, fine, I'll go toa 
diversified blind trust; I could say, I'll take myself out of Third 
World debt issues and not have -- even on a broad general policy . 
basis, or I could sell stock. 


So once those discussions are over and a determination 
has been made, that's when I will then be faced with an obligation to 
take some action one way or the other. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you tell me how the President's 
insistence that the acid rain issue be considered domestically right 
now before we look for bilateral agreements differs from President 
Reagan's insistence on studying the matter for the past eight years? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it differs significantly because 
the President has said the time for study is over, the time for 
action is now. He has said, I'm going to present a proposal to the 
Congress that will talk about -- that will have as a part of it the 
reduction of emissions. 


Q Is not the effect the same, however, sir? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, it really isn't the same because 
if we go forward before we have tilled the ground -- after all, we've 
been in office now, let's see, 21 days, I think -- if we go forwara 
before we have tilled the ground, we would have I think a very -- 
we're going to have a difficult enough political situation in the 
United States getting this done as it is. So we ought to do it 
right. But he gave the Prime Minister, I think, firm assurances that 
the attitude of the United States on this issue has changed. I think 
the Prime Minister believes that. And the President has said ii is 
going to move forward with discussions with the Congress, and then 
we'll look forward to a a bilateral accord. He also said 
out there as he was leaving it would be before the end of the year. 


Q If I could ask you one more question, sir, tell me 
what you mean by "till the ground"? Logistically, what things have 
to be decided on a domestic level? 


SECRETARY BAKER: What has to be decided primarily is 
how much -- what is the target for reduction and who's going to pay 
the price? And that latter question is a very, very important 
question that has regional -- that effects different regions of the 
United States in different ways, or could affect different regions in 
different ways, depending on what method you use to take care of the 
cost. 


MR. HALL: One last question, here. 
Q Mr. Secretary, the reports today of the new draft 
MORE 
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Executive Order -- that it would further restrict the disclosure of 
classified information and would deny security clearances to people 
and wouldn't tell them why they had been denied. Have you seen this 
and do you have any recommendations? 


SECRETARY BAKER: What was the latter part of it? 


Q It would deny people the reason that they had been 
refused security clearance. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I have not seen that, no. 
Q And do you have a recommendation for -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: And it would not be available to them 
on a Freedom of Information basis? 


Q Apparently not. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think we ought to at least 
look at it. I have not seen that. I am aware of proposals to 
reissue an executive order -- maybe it's already been done -- similar 
to the order the Reagan administration issued with respect to timely 
notification of covert action to the Congress. Is this embraced 
within the context of that executive order? 


Q Two related questions here -- comment about the 
zero defense budget. Was there anything discussed today which might 
allow Mr. Mulroney to take a similar kind of action? He's under 
spending pressure here. Defense expenditures are -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was no discussion, although 
there was -- the meeting took note of the respective percentages of 
GNP that are devoted to defense. 


Q Related final question on that. Could this 
advanced missile testing have brought the current -- the government 
here under pressure as a destabilizing and possibly an offensive 
system as differentiated from a defensive system. Did that come up? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The President expressed his 
appreciation for what's taken place in that regard. Of course, it's 
the view of the United States that it is defensive and that that 
testing is extraordinarily important in terms of NATO's -- of the 
NATO deterrence and in terms of our national security interest. 


Q The other allies are going to ask you what affect 
the zero growth defense budget is going to have on U.S. troop 
strength in Europe and so forth. What are you going to tell them? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We're going to tell them we hope it 
doesn't have any adverse affect at all on force structure, and that's 
generally what we have -- that's was we believe as a result of our 
consultations with the chiefs and with officials at the Department of 
Defense. 


Q Chancellor Kohl said in an interview today that he 
didn't think that Germany had to make a decision on lands 
modernization until 1991 or so, 1992. Did you discuss this with 
Prime Minister Mulroney and how is this going to affect U.S. -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, what time did he make that 
statement? 


Q It was an interview in today's Financial Times. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, that did not come up in the 
discussion. 


Q How is this going to affect U.S. policy as you -- 
MORE 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, one of the purposes of ny trip 
is to discuss issues just such as that. So I can't tell you how it's 
going to affect U.S. policy until I complete the trip. 

Thank you very much. 

THE PRESS: Thank you very such. 


END 4:44 P.M. EST 
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SECESSARY PRE -OLOuISiTE. Taree PRrmicimLE we ant 
OLTERMINES TO Play & CONSTRUCTIVE SRE im PRORCT ing 
PESCEF UL SETTLEMEGTS OF BIGiOwa, COMPA ICTS. FouRts as 
1 SMDICATES tm HY TESTinOEr GEFORE Tet Sieate, wt 
RECOGHITE THE WPORTANCE OF COLLECTIWE action Gn Tetse 
TRaNS-Gali Gua, ISSUES Teal a8f OLCOmIEG BORE and NOE 
impGatant -- SSetS Sute aS tel CevitGeis! OfuEs, and 
TEROGRISA amp Tal Fima, PRINCIPLE Teal we aat 
BESICATEO TC PRESERVING 15 On OPER IETERRATI ONAL Thad: ac 
SYSTEM OmS & GLOOM Gnd OYRAMIC INTERRATiCnm f iment) a, 
Svstta 


Sov, 1° GOImG TO Sav weal | SAI8 1m BY SimaTe TEST INOeT 
1m TERMS GF RECOGHIZING Teal Tet WORLD 1S GOrmG TeBOUGe 
& PERIGS OUD & PORCISS OF CuanGe ~~ amp i Gon'T SEED TO 
SELATE Teal TO TOU BERL SECAUSE 11'S Cepeact® witare Tat 
TERT GF MY GPERING STATEMEST OEFORE Tet Shmate FORT ice 
REL ATIGeS COMMITTEL. Gut | ERPECT TO BrscuSS TeOst 
PRIGCIPLES WITH THEM OubiNG Tet COURSE @ Taig wisiT. + 
CaPCCT 10 Chania wits Tetn weal Tecs Ceances wii mae 
FOR THE VERLO OF Tet 1998'S, amp TO Mast Tet POET Tear, 
OS FAR AS THE MITER STETES 15 CONCEREES, Gut Teiee 15 
VERT CL CAs Gp Teal 1 THAT Tee BATS ML eRe 1S BLY and 
FUMBArE atm TO ACORESSING THOSE Cuanets. sow SHOOT: 

© May | TRY YOU Ge POImT ¢ ~~ COLLECTIVE action om 
TERRStISH’ «| EROW YOU Mam THAT AS 6 PRINCIPLE, But Te 
SE SLM LITERAL asouT 17, SOLS Teal Mae Teat Tee 8.5. 
STULL QESERVES Tet fiGeT Te -- tee Qiget teat me. Suse, 
Wate OE Was THE TU8RORI SHR CO-ORDINATOR GO wearivts af 
WAS WHEE GE was HICE-PELSIOCNT -- Te Tent imDiviOUm 
GUULATERM ACTION’ Gn0 WE RE aT IT, YOU'VE wap a 
Wits Sow 16 THime AbOuT THE PLO ACTION im SeuTaten 
iteanen. was teal TERneR1 Sn" 
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GUC AS SECTION G2 GF GS Lemben 63117 
S/5-0 PLEASE PASS TO SECRETARY'S PaRTY 
Fan Pa ame PasPatss 


Sie FOR PF asseciatt Sretcres 
€.0. 19906: ava 


Tass: Ovi? Gente tii, ss 
SUBJECT: SECRETARY'S PRESS GRIEF ing TRamscRiPT - 


& @ WUD CECoubasE CHLICTIVE action wtel @ Come 
Otasemas! CAPCCT TO SEE Teat, Gul «| Geet Terme Teal 
Maes Teal ME VOUS MLCESSa01.) FORECL OSE Tat Griics @ 
Wn athe action. wou, 1 Teiee 11° PaRTICManY 
tepetton! ia Tet af ~~ GOT Jus! TERRORISA ~~ GUT is 
Te GR1GS G SAUCES GUD Tet (evitOentNT af WELL as 
TERRERISA. OS FOR OS TOE action Teal Vou SEFTRRES 10, 
Wi GAvl TeReuGe Gul arBassapoe is Tunis mast Citas te 
THE PLO THAT TEESE ARE ACTIGHS Teal POESERT US wits 
GAtal OFF ICTY. WE ORE STL 18 TeE eee @& GLTTine 
tapennaties Wile GESPECT Te Teal ane WM GRE BOT PatPants 
OT Tors Tim TO Sav Peat THis CoNSTITUTES actien OY Tar 
PLO Wits WOKS CavSE US TO Ghia GF tet Simeeet. 


6. GOV WCE HORE & Teal 15 11 GOING TO TamE? 810 YOU 
GIVE THER any SENSE Teal You ween’! PUT oP wits muce 
meat’ 


& @ GA Te POINT THAT ACTiGe Sete aS THIS, SIRECTEO 
AGAIEST CIVIL 1am GR MILITARY TaRGETS 1ESIOE GR GuTSiet 
@ t0Rell, WS Sore teres teat Gal OS Tee. 


& © TERME & Tet Oia Geet Wits Tee Cast, wetet wens 
Vou CHPECT Tet MOST PRERISINS PLact Te Stee? Wee Of’ 

SPECT ICMAT, WAT SORT GF meeeTIATIOCNS GRE Vou Goins Te 
(Ges af F1eST wits Tee Gast? 


& Wu, Ul @ -- O98 CePeveeey ciate Tel GetsTion’ 
7 Wad: ) WaT SET GF GEGeTIATIONS a@t Yeu GoIme TO Lom 
OT FIRST Wits GESPECT TO 6 SimeeeE Wile Tee fast’ | 
Gan’? Guewit teat Yepay. Gal PuRPORE @& THis Tei? 15 Te 
SISCESS Teal Wits GUS Gate PORTERS. Gel Citamiy Tere 
WAL Of 6 CLM CGE AS CARLY a6 TE Grete @& mance vite 
SUSPECT 10 Tet COE TREES te Vides. eats Ge ter 
aetmes. it's Gores TO Sarria aoe | & COURSE wii tT 
WITe PERT IGE MINISTER Sut vanenasti aeouNs Tet Feiects oF 
Teal Widens MEETING. teat Wii PRIMARILY OF & GET- 
SCGVAINT(D ETTIGG. WE WOME (TCT TO Gael 6 Meet ie- 
SePte MC Ties aT & SuBSTouTST part. 


© VESTERDAT, THE GLOman CHARCTLLG®, SOM, PERL SeTS 
me 1eTCRVitW te Tee Fimentim TIES te ce OE Gare 
Teal OE CCL ICVES TOE Lame Meetenialien Guttiies 
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SELAYES GETHL 1991-1992. WOULD TOU SAE aay ier Oi ate 
Stactien Te teat’ 


&  Tethe - 0855 A WOULS Bev TO SEE ERACTLY wat was 
sant OF Tet Statinte!. 1: Terme Teal Pieeers rou Come 
PUT SIFFLRLeT eTeeret aliens Ge iT amp | Son T want To 
SEact Te 17 GUTH, I'VE Gas Tee Cuamce TO S1T Sow wits 

Tee COAMCELLGR, Wice | Wilt OO Ge ters Ter =; 

Wu Oat want TO CuaeACTERITE (7 wet, i OE Gad 6 Crenct 
TS SISCUSS IT SPECIFICALLY WITS Bin, 


© THERE 1S A OIFFERERCE GETMEEE Gut Petites ane #15. 
RiGeT? 1991 AS & Sart’ 


A. 17°S BOT MECESSORILY & OIFFERERCE, SEPEEDiNG Ox weet 
Sf Meant OY Tet Then “MOOTANITATIGN.~ amp Teal 13 
WETSCR OC Last OCVCLOPRERT GF BOT GF 2 OECISION Te 
ROVE FORvARS Ge THiS. $8 | SEMLY CONT weet TO GE SEte 
AS QEacTinG 19 Taal ~- TO & MtWSPAPER aaTICLE ~~ TmaT | 
Bavte’T CvCe bad an GPPCRTURITY Te etas. i'm GOING TO 


Of ECTING WITS CUARCELL OR EOML tm JUST 4 COUPLE GF Bars. 


©. VESTERDAT, me. SECRETARY, YOu SECOND Te OF { HeniRs 
THE LIFTING OF aL GO CRCEPTION wits on (me OF SOwrET 
O00 TO SrCeRecus aff YOU RANING TeaT (im and Can YOU 
COMMENT Gs Teal Fo8 ws PLAST? 


& 1+ O90 BOT INTEND, Om0 OO UOT IeTERD, 10 Rant teat 
Lom. weal | terme | S008 WAS Teal ME Gael of OPie Hee 
Oe THis. (7 18 6 MATTER OF Som iepentanct te ove 
LIES amd MA want TO OISCUSS 11 SPECIFICALLY wile Tete 
OCFORE tant 6 fetna, ane fina Pesi Tian wits ersrEcT 
TO 17. Mt ¢ tmBNCATES Was Teal Teeet ae Cuancte 
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WECL AS SECTION 6) & OF \OmpON 83112 
S/S-O PLEASE POSS TO SECRETARY'S Panty 
Fon Pa ame PAsPRLSS 


SPARTAE ST PASS BSCS FOR GREET SCOMCROTT ane Witt woust 
FOR MR. FITIwATte ome me. PoPadius 


Utia FOR FP ASSOCIATE S:etctes 
{.6. 12336: ava 


Tass; OVIF Garte iti, Jas w 
SWEACT: SICHLTARY’S PRESS GRIEF eG ThamscRLPT - 


CORCURSTARCES SINCE 1979, BOTH FOR Tat BETTER and foe 
Tet wenst. 


© Ou O10 SLIM TO Mant SOrmiwmaT & 4 Limnect BECautt 
Vou SA00, GEMTRMLY SPLaniNG, YOU FEEL Teal YOU GucaT Te 
Of ABLE TO GET SOM Terms 18 AE TURE FOR GivinG Som TerEs, 
ame TELE YOu MSO SA1P, WELL. 18 1879, SOn'T FORGET Tat 
SOVIETS WERE PUTTICS s CiLL1GRS OF OGL ats Te CoeTem 
amnica 
TeCet’S any SGusT 18 YOUR HID, LCT a Citas iT 
i ORE GOT MARINE GRY (ieneet. THIS Whi 
A GURL, MAJOR TOPICS Teal Wi Of 
Ter? ~~ Ge ters Terr. Tears tee 
, 0 tT WOMLO OE PRtRaTURE Te foen 
aS a6 GPPentunity Te ConsuT wits 


© TO FRLOY & GME ROOT TIME Ge teat, wWiTeouT naming 
1 Tet SOVIETS OCOUCES 

Teti® O98 18 COUTRM ameeica, OfGan Te OL meet 

COOPERATIVE Ge Test, WOULS Teal Mant VOU FELL any GETTER 


& ¢ GEMLY DeR'T Want TO SPECML ATE GH IT, GicausE iF : 
MOMERTS Teal “VES” GE “ee,” | WOME, tm EFFECT, Of 
L1GRIRS 17. «TEE PURPOSE GF ters Thr 1S Te Filme GUT 


Wal Gee GATe PaRTRERS ~~ weal Tet CATCRT ame STetecte 
@ TeLie FECL INGE AOE Ge felt, amd 6 WOE BOT & eTetE 
1S00ES. | UHL TEES OETuRe ame acrent teat Te Tet 
PRESIGERT WHO WILL UTINATELY Meet Tet BECISIGR wits 
CEOPECT TO TEE GO-ERCEPTICNS PEL ICY. ane Teal OtCi ties 
aT G2 Ger GOT OL Meet iG Tee CONTEC? @ SITFERIM THEM 
witere Tad apmie: seat ian. 

& GGRrvary Gente, | Tein Gat Teles @& leTeeEsT te 
Tel GOTO ML ITS 16 Gov OE Gerke Te TeLaT Casties 
CweerE ame Tet Cuamers ie Castiee tepert. 60 Yeu saul 
oa) & 6 POEL imimaRT Vit Gores feTe Tet Tamas? 


. OB | CED CHPICT Te Oi scess Wits Teen Ter fui 


Camel GF CAST~WEST SSUES, JUST aS Tee PetsieteT 
WITS POiMg miBISTE® MA tomty. 
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S GE ABOTEER SUBAICT, COMS YOU WATE US Ge Tar State 
OF PLay Ge POLICY TOWRERS af GeaniStc@ as Me GE! CLosre 
TO FERRUART 15 Gme SPECIF ICHAT Weel VE rETEED TO 09 
a0GuT CONTINUING SUPPLY OF amns’ 


& Wil, | WLS Of BLL attest TO Cosmet oe teat Siect 
TeaT WOULS OE SEGALL COMEETIOS Ge tet SESMTS OF ter 
SSC MELTING YESTERDaT. 

© FO Lim TO ace TOU abOUT THE ShOaRTe PO IC r-necins 
Teal YOU OE UERERTARIGG GBS BOW THIS TRIP FITS taTO 

it, (2 6 WaT IT FLOWS FOR Cute’ S CamPerce Slalinta!t & 
SOVERSLE 1. GIFGRE BE was ELECTED, SE Sard Teal ais 
SECRETARY WOULS GS OVER, SEL Mi THE MLL IES, ane fete 
ECT wits Tel SOVIETS. O19 TOU Sav any tuPeT tate 
THIS, OC TOU RAVE any 1004 Weal PAR ICM ae Terme of ean 
1s F18D We OE Meet Tet STATEREST 16 BOVEROES’ ac) 
wie YoU COM Gace FeGn Tet TRIP amt OEPORT TO Bin, wat 
1S YOUR CP(CTATeDe abGul Tet PROCEIS Teal Tet 

Sonim STRaT ioe Wtlt Tete Of GO1mG TeOGuGE Te Com Te 
SOE ORL GEUTOAL COMCL LIONS GOGUT weat iT Telents wits 
SEGARD 16 PRLICY Teweees Tel SOVIET Wares, Tet eens 
TASS, ame teat Stee @ Te1mG? 

& Wu, ars 6 LOT © GUESTICNS In Om. OOF tl a 
St Wf i Can Oetee iT. & COURSE, | WAS Wits Ter vir 
PRESIOLET Tete) wate Tet STATEREST Was MARE SutiNG Ter 
Coueet @ Tet CarPaige -- Teal Tes Ter? vous 
CURTeT ats. 80 Gul GuEsTiGe was, 818 TON aEOW aeouT IT 


a) Tet ThE? Ome Ted aesuee 16 “VES,* | Getw about iT at 
Tet Tia. 
6. Wal WAS BIS Terenies OF YOUR TeianieG aT Teal Tie 


aeouT oo1ms iT? 
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Tees: Gulp Gaste iit, Jems wo 
SUOACT: MCHLTART'S PRESS GRIEF ime hemscerFT - 


A TOE THIMRIEG WES BASICALLY TOE Sard a5 Ter terenies 
1S GOV, GmD Teal 15 Teal THE ML IMME 15 Cateeged ee 1 
Pent ant 16 tel WRITES STATES ams 10 Gul Of. aT Onset, 
Cast-aiS!, Gul acGuEe Tet WERLE OS Li. «(feet wes tet 
Tereeres. amp Teal iT 1S tePORTaRT teal WE Raretare, af 
1 Sa0D #0 WF FIRST SEWTERCE THiS MORNING, 4 SThORG oF. 
1 POSSICLE, STRONGES OTL aT Onser? wits Gut nate 
MLS. Mad 00 TeeT 1S teL weet PuRPOn ane feces & 
Tet TheP; 10 Seew THER Teal ME oaet SE81Gus about 
COUSML T1G6, Teal WE want Tete te Of 18 Ge Tet tent-orr 
SO Teal Tet) Cae OL te Ge Tet Lambies Wile BESPECT Te 


SPamaTtLY Caters Team a5 6 GROW. wal SaPPies wie 
GT Gace? | WILL REPORT TO Tet PRESIOLET wits etsrict 


SUF ICHEETLY COPLETER ame Teal Tel U.S. CONS GO Bate 
VO THE GOMES Tuas, STRATEGIC eam Tm as’ 


‘an af f) Ue. | om sf oe oe 
Ons, Tet PURPOSE OF REVIEWING GU BEGET IATING Pes: tion 
ie START, Tet PURPOSE GF AEvitwIES a mureEE oF Test 

(S008 Teat savt 16 G0 wie Cast-asT eLatieRs, 15 Te 
OuLd Ge Tet PROGRESS TeaT we'wE Meee Te SATE. of Ter 
PRESIOCET THE Tee PRiME MemUSTER vERTERDAT, 11's Te 

Oud Oe PROCTESS, 17 15 om OO WET TO OtLay, Mt want Te 
nant Suet eet RE vm SRC WiTe OUR mL HES, Me went To 
nant Suet Teet Tet POLNCY we apOrT ie Tris aete ie 
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Taal, © WE Getaere 6 TREATY, WE Beet & Slasoeemt Crenctt 
@ Gitime ao TOLaty Satie eee. amp A Terme 6 Otasoute 
amp POURTRT aPPeoece (iat Tears «5 Tel apPegace Te teat 


© mM. SECHETaRT, 86 Tew CRPECT TO UERERTenE 6 mw 
SISK CAST PEACE serTiatiet,-ame 0 $6. wate 66 row 
twtct te oe Tear’ 


& | Caml POLseeel teat. Tere 1S as afte Teal 15 & 
CoueeE VERT tepettast. iT 1S as O8te test Wh oF 
OVE VES WITS Ged LOGRIGG GT WITH BESPECT TO Sots 

CPPERTURITICS GUD COMLERGES. Gul 1 Caml Givt You 4 


6 THAT LEAVES OLE THE FOSSIL ITY Tea? Yow WOMLS aor 
CTE eat 2 OEY RIOT CAST PEACE tei tiativt? 


A | OemrT TIME Test Mf SHOULD SIT ERE TepAT and next 
A SOGMENT WITH RESPECT TO WeC TREE ME wnt OF Me WiKi 
Set, MUCH VILE SEPERD UPON Times, mucE Wiki OPTED 
WPOn CIRCUNSTANCES, MUCH WILt BEPEND wren TeL ATT) TuOCs 
© O1MCe GLY PLaTERS 10 Tet QUESTION @& PLOCE i= Tet 
moe Cast. 

€.. OU WERE ASRED YESTERDAY ABOUT TRE BIFFICM TIES teat 
A FROICE OCFENSE SUDGLT maT PUT TeE U.S. 18 as Me GO 
1079 Tet SCAT GUND GF GEGOTIATIONS amp ViTe Tet mate 
MLNS. GUDCRSTamDiNG Teat 17 1S GIFFICMT FoR YoU To 
ACABOM EDGE, OT LEAST PUBLICLY, Tet PROREN teat 
COLATES, Cam You SITET 10 OE 4 LITTLE noRt Fu Son 
aceuT 17? | Mam THE BATS MLL IES ORT mL GOING Te Of 


POINTING G7 YOU Wate YOU Wala 18 Tee SOeR. fvteT 
SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRE LAST CiGeT EARS nas Sale Mt 
HAvE 816 STRONG DEFENSE GUDEETS, YoU'WE Get Te 80 11 
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SEPARTAEET PASS BSCS FOR GRLE! SCOMCROFT amd WHITE HOUSE 
FOR mR. FITIWATER and mR. POPadi UE 
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Tash: Ovi? Gaate itt, Jams w 
SUSAICT: SECRETARY'S PRESS BRIEF eG TRamSCRIPT - 


108, Om) Bow FOR Tet FIRST TIME YOU COME WALKING im amp 
Mi Gal 6 FROTLN CLF iest SuectT. . 


& ¢ Terme TOL aesues, JsOmn, 15 Teal Wert ME Wome 
OME A FOOTES OLFL RSE SUDGTT, Teal WOM OF 4 Gatatce 
LEV, @ OLFERSE SPENDING Teen MA Sant OLEe aE Te 
OCEICVE FROM THE CONGRESS OVER Tet COURSE @& Tet Patt 
SVERm VieRs. $6, 17 Wik OL am INCREAS; (vie 
1? 18 1680 GLa, GeovTs, 17 & COURSE Will Of Som 

SeniGm GROWTH, Ome iT WIL OE Oe IUCREASE OVER wat 
Ee ALE TO achiteE tm Past VeaRs. 


& mm. Sicettaty, Can | ace vou Sent @& Tw, | 8) 
GSS, SOUSEREEP ING QUESTIONS ABOUT Tet war Yeu’ et 
SETTING GF GUD GPTRaTINg Tel STATE GEPaRTET? Tet 
CURT. ATES, Out Gal GF THER 1S 4 GuIcE ,_ tru 
aoe Teal Gut FIRST. YESTERDAY, VOU Gave 4 Satere 
LERCTEY BESCRIPTION GF YOUR THI mRING QOGUT THE Susierss 
@ vous PURSORm FImORCES. Tel BEM SAtiC QUESTION Teal 
Wate’! ASEED, OmD THEREFORE GOVIGUTLY wate’! apsuere, 
1S: WATS WRORe WiTe Tet 1000 OF SHPLY Sr etSTiCG Ter 
STOCKS, JUST Ranies THAT BECISIGR TO OO Teast’ wat is 
vous TE/GRING abGuT wT YoU Son'T Want TO 80 That, ano 
WT PLOPLE SHOU Oe T HIEW TOUR PARTICIPATION te Of8T- 
RELATED (SSUES OS CLINE ae arrantet Comriict @ 
sereees?, Cte of iT eet 6 etm one? 


A FORST OF mc, OeLPE, LET A, OF tment, Conerct 
Wat | THimR 1S A MOSINTERPAE TATION wate YoU Sav teat, 
Wie YoU CHARACTERITE, Tel Sttnins @ 4 vervee af 
SCEIES on CECEPTION GO CatePtion. 1 REMIT Sent Terme 
Tent 18 ae APPROPRIATE CuamacteRitatign. tet waives 
PROCESS (/NAUDIGLE GUESTIORS) -- BO, BO, | EEBY ~~ BUT 
18 TeRUNS aOvARTAGE @& THis GPPeRTERiTY Te Connect teat 
M0CORS...1 JUST want Tee AEceRe Te OF CLLan oe THis. 
Tel GCGTST FOR & wareEe 18 SomE TEINS That Ter stature 
ITSELF CMLS FOR Gee CONTEMPL ATES. 80 11'S GOT Tat 


OTHE MECRADISAS THAT, OS | IEDICATED 16 Tet Beitr ins 
VICTERDAT, THAT ORE AUATLARLE. BIVESTREST 16 Oat 
MEMRAM. 17 18 GOT TRE Gey. TRERE ant oreee 
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Lompee «SUI? GO OH 121S18T 
ML TERMATIVES, Ge OF WHICH 15 4 WerWEe. and iT may WEL 
Of THAT Tet GPTIGE TOU SUGGEST '< THE Gut Teal 1 writ 
FRLCY. SmOTeCe A TERwaTiVE, Flamer, 15 TO GML Y BOT 
PaRTICIPATE OT it, EVER Ge & BECKS Gietem Po ICY 
SASiS, t@ THIRD WORLD GEST 150s. Teal 15 oo 
Abi Tie GFTiGe Teal WOME OL AVAILABLE. $6. | BOPE 
Teal aeeVies Tout GUEST ioe. 


© © 1 Cam COME GOCE TO MT OCTETS SOUSTELEP eG Te1nc 
YOU'VE Bad SINCE BOVERBLE 18, | Terme, wate PRLSi Ore 
SUSe-CLECl, PRESIDERT-ELECT SUSe SmwOUECT® Teal roy 
WOU OE SECHLTARY GF STATE, 16 OE TelmnieG afoul wo 
Tet PEOPLE ORE Teal GuGeT TO OL FORMMaATING foRtice 
POLICY 18 THE GUSe ADMINISTRATION. iL aSa, weer SoeT 
@ RUT, VOUS TOU BAM FOR US HOW THE PLO*LE wee row 
WOULS LIE 10 SEE Tame THE ASSISTAAT SECALT aay Positrons 
im Tet SEG1Onm SURLAUS, AND if YOU'RE BOT GoiEG To 0° 
Teal, CPL OIG WT YOu ARE wmAkit TO OG Teal SC Lom 
MTCR YOu VERT CeOsia 10 OE SECA TARY OF STATE" 


& © THE FURST PLACE, THE PROCESS OF STAFF ine O10 HOT 
OIG1e UETIL | MOVED OVER FROM Tel ThamsiTIOn wice was 
BOT TOO LONG OF TER Tee ELECTION. | Terme iT was TO 
MES, WEE HEAURIRLE METCORUPTIOW.... OICENEIA 6 So 
THE SOVEMOLE 16 BATE OLMLY 15 BOT, | DON'T Terme, Ter 
APPROPRIATE BATE, SUT THE FIRST OF OLCEMBLR, OLCENOTe 6. 
WOULD OL. SLTMLe BOVERBTE 18 ed OICIROIA 6. Mt Gert 
17 QUITE 4 O11 GF THOUGHT GuT Tete WAL, Teter act, 
OTHER PLOPLE Teal 11 VOLS BE apPeeraiate Te Comsu.! 
WiTe 08 MARINE THESE OECISIONS Ame | SAVE CONSUL TIO a5 
Vl COME MONG. OOVIGUSLY, THESE ef PELSIOTaTI CN 
PPOINTHERTS; COVIGUTLT IT'S aPPROPRIATE 16 Comsut vite 
SEPRESCRTATIVES WHO WILL BE FORMULATING BaTiOnm 
SECURITY POLICY OVER AT OEFCRSE And Wits Tet waTiona 
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ee ee oe en) 2 el) Ps oe YOU GIVE US SOME POEL (Meany THImKING TOU MUGHT ecvE. 
8-61 SSCE-O8 ESAL-O8 S50-08 na-89) 861-8) 183-08 Taal YOU'RE GOrmG TO TEL: Tet CUROPEAN MierStERS’ «xD 
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cocce wreeeeeeoewoeeiGSiG8 PDISI0L /45 
© 1205062 FES O98 Teal COMGRESS was SET’ 
FR ARE MBASSY | Ondoe 
TO SECSTATE WaSeDe PEOIATE 4911 a ¢ Cam’? TELL YOU BOW. 17 WOULD OE marPRoraiate fon 
ME 16 GET INTO WHAT SPECIFIC QESERVATIONS HIGHT Oc. Gur 
1 O98 Sav CARL ICe TeaT ME Teles T'S, Tet POLS Ota 
THIMES, 17'S VERY APPROPRIATE 16 Gave & REVIEW & oF 
$/8-0 PLESSE PASS TO SECRETARY'S Panty —_ MEGOTIATIOG POSITION im Tet CONTEAT GF BECIS1ONS Tear 

SAVE TO OL MADE SLGARDING STRATEGIC MOOERNILATION te Tet 
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USia FOR P ASSOCIATE BiMECTOR 
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CONTERT GF Te GUESTIOn @ OLimG SuRE Teal, «Ff YOu GET 
ae OCREC MEST, 11'S Gut Teal Yow Cam GET Gativics. se, 
THERE’ S GOOD BLasou FOR AEVIEV, SOY, WiTeoUT BL ine 
Vunarry WITS any PARTICULAR BEGOTIATIOG POS!TI OE. 
Teat’S BOT 16 Sav Teal Tet GLviEY VOUS BOT PRODUCT 
POLICY OETCRMImaTiGn FOR CERTALe Cancels. 


Tet SECRETARY Ome THE PRESS: Teame YoU VERY muCce 


Goat acne 
TaGs; OIF Gente iii, sats w : 
SUBJECT: SECRETARY'S PRESS GRITS ING TRamSCRIPT - 


SECURITY COUNCH Stare. SOME OF YOU EuOW THAT THERE ant 
PERMAPS 3S PRESIOLRTICN APPOINTAENTS ELouininG Stuart 
COmriRmaTion, O(CISIGHS Teal at NADL Teal WE'RE BOT te 
& POSITION 10 AUNOUNCE BICAUSE Tel PaPLR Veen wat HOT 
SELR COMPLETED FOR Gul OLASOn OF anoTEte OF SaceceounD 
MUVESTIGATIONT, EVER 24 BOUR BaCachouED Carcas, 
SOMETIMES Tact 6 GR) Bays. WE HAVE MADE BECI SIONS wits 
BESPECT TO MLL ASSISTANT SECRETARIES Save Gut. | THime 
FRAMELY THAT HOST OF THER BOVE Oia AEPORTED. Teter’ s 
OLEe SOME PRETTY GOOD SLCuTHING GUT OF wee THOSE PLOPLE 
OO. .80 | REMLT THiek TOU EeOW WHO Tey O8f wits Tet 
SIMA E CRCTPTION GF Gut. im abDITION TO Siarfime Tat 
WPtR GL ACHLS OF Tet OLPARTALET, wice 16 BasrcmiLT 
COMPLETE, | WOULD ARGUE, ME ALSO HOVE TO MARE Suet Teal 
TARE CORE OF THOSE PEOPLE im THE SERIOR LEVELS OF Tet 
FORL IGE SERVICE WHO HAVE DONE & GOOD 108 Amd wee ant 
CHTITLES TO MOVE TO OIFFERLET POSTS G2 OL PROMOTED. and 
mece OF Teal WOte 16 GOlmG FORWARD AS MLL. 2 10T OF 
OECISIGRS HAVE OLEH MADE THAT Have BOT AS TET LLeetD Out 
18 POAT ORLA, $6 | REMLY Terme MRE 4 LOT FunTece 
Mens teat THE PUBLIC RECORD WOULD ImBICATE, Gare. 


ISN LIME EN TINNAEACH EN CEE OM On 
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MOOI TGS, THERE Gave SITH Sore OLCISIGRS MARE vite 
RESPECT TO SOME FUNCTIONAL SURTAUS. BOT ML, BUT SOMt. 
OD SO WM GAVE HARE OLC1S1CRS O60 AUROUECTD On8 FevE in 
THE COMP IRMATION PROCESS Tet Wily Ter LEVEL, Tet StruTY 
SECRETORY, Mii Tel UEDER SECRTT ARIES, ML & Tet ‘ 
REGIGRM ASSISTANT SECRETARIES Sal GE, ame Som & Tet Fs 
PURCTICNM. WeMSO BANE 18 PROCESS 4 WG BOT OF 
° MBASCASER a APPOIETAL ETS, GOTH Bu ATeem ane 
MATILATIOM, RORY OF TRE Rasch OMS. 86, MVE AT CL 
WAT | WEALD CHARACTERITE OS VERT WERT GOed PROceTtS 
Wits GESPECT TO Start ime Tet OLPARTHET ame Wits eC SPECT 
TO PERSemaE, OCC ISOs OvERa,. 


& Cal | ASE TOU & QUESTION ABOUT THE PROCESS & Mtvity 
OF AAME CONTORL! | ASSURE Teal TOU'vE GOT 4 BLaton To . 
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FM USDEL SECRETARY IX GERMANY 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 4257 
UNCLAS SECTION 21 OF 93 SFCTO 20219 
SECTO 
FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 
DFPAPTMFNT PASS NSCS FOR BREYT SCOWCROFT AND 
WEITE FOUSE FOR MESSRS. FITZWATER AND POPADIUZ 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOP 
F.0. 12356: N/A 
44 OvVIP tot III, JAMES A.) 
S 'T: SECRETARY “’S PRESS TRANS : ie 
VEJECT . ET ay P g CRIPT: 2 TE 


RECORD PRIEFING PY SICRETARY BacER FUROT 
ONDON TO pom 24e/ra— 
EXT. 


1. FPEGIN 


BAKER: CX, WEY TON ’T WE JUST START TEIS BY MY 
TATING QUESTIONS, SO SINCF WE ARE 2ONNING LATE 
ANT I°VE STILL GOT SOME PAPERWOP™ JP FRONT. 

Q. OW DO THE BRITISH FEEL ABCUT TEF “ANCE AND 
THF GERMAN POSITION? 

BAKER: WELL, LET ME SAY THIS, I°M ZAPPY TO DO 
TEESE TFINGS. ONE TING I WILL NOT DO IS 
UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 

PAGE 22 SECTO 39019 91 CF OS 1201212 
CHARACTFRIZE POSITIONS THAT HFADS CF STATE THAT 
I MEET WITH ARE TA®ING. 

2: ARE YOU MAKING ANY TEADWAY IN TRYING TO <EEP 
THF ALLIES UNITED ON MODFRNIZATION DESPITY TIF 
GERMAN RESERVATION? 

BAKER: WELL, AS* “ME THAT QUESTION AFTED WE RAVE 
BEIN TO THE NEXT STO?. WE HAVE FPEFN AT TWO 
STOPS AND SO FAR, IT SEEMS TO ME THAT WE°VE GOT 
AGREEMENT REALLY ON A BRCAD RANGE OF ISSUES 
RANGING FROM PROAD FAST-WEST TREYFS TO RESIONAT 
ISSUES. I SPENT SOMEWRAT OVER TWO FOURS WITH 
SIR GEOFFREY HOWF AND BIS TRAM. WE HAD OUR 
GROUP TEERE AND I SPENT PEREAPS AN FOUR AND A 
EALF IN DISCUSSIONS AND OVER LUNCH WITH THE 


PRIME MINISTER. WE COVERED A FULL RANCE CF 
ISSUFS IN POTF CASES. I THINE IT°S FAIR TO SAY 
TEAT WE AND THE BRITISH PEMAIN, AS WE PAVE BEEN 
IN THE PAST, VERY VERY CLOSE TOGFT7FR ON 
PRACTICALLY ALL TYFSE ISSUFS. 
C: MR. SECRETARY, YOU WERE QUOTED ®Y BRITISH 
TNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 1 
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INCLASSIFIED 
BRIFFERS APTEF TEE MEETING WITH SOWF AS SAYING 
TEAT A CCOD AND CUICY STRATFCIC AR“S ACP YEMENT 
IS WECESSARY TO GET SENATE TO ASSURE, I TEIN 
WAS THE WORD, SFNATF RATIFICATION. IS THAT WHAT 
YOU BAD TO SAY, AND COULD YCU EXPLAIN... 


BAYER: # GOOD AND QUICT? 

Cs YES. 

UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIFD 

PAGE 23 SFCTC 32019 21 OF @3 131212 
BAYER: NO. TRAT’S NOT WIAT I SAID. WAT I 
SAID WAS THAT, THE 2PASON WF ARF CONDUCTING TPIS 
PEVIEW OF OUR NFGOTIATING POSITICY IS YECAUST WE 
TFINZ IT IS PRUDENT IN TER CONTEXT OF “AXING 
SURE THAT IF WE GET AN AGREEMENT THAT IT IS ONE 
WE CAN GET RATIFIFE. 1 HAVE SAID PEFORE THAT ¥E 
FAD SOME RESERVATIONS ABOUT WIPTPER OR NOT, IF 
WF CONCLUDFD THF PRESENT AGREEYENT STRICTLY IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH ITS PRESENT DIRECTION, WE COULD 
GFT IT PATIFIFD. $0, I TRINY IT IS IMPORTAKT 
TREAT WE DEMONSTRATE WE ARE TATING CUR TIME AWT 
CONDUCTING A SFRIONS REVIEW OF OUR NEGCTIATING 
POSITION SO TEAT WEFN WE PRESENT IT TO TEF 
SENATE. IF WE GFT AN AGRTEMENT, WF CAN GET IT 
RATIFIED. 

Q: DID TEE PRIME MINISTPR GFT INTO BFP CONCTRVS 
ABCUT CONVENTIONAL AND CREMICAL WEAPON PCLLOW-UT 
NEGOTIATIONS, AND IF $0, COULD YOU TELL S W2AT 
TEE STATUS CF TEAT PISCUSSION WAS? 

BATER: 1°” HAPPY T0 DO THESE TFINGS, 2T 

CANNOT COME BACY HERP AND TELL YOU WHAT FFADS oF 


ig Rye ME IN PRIVATE MEETINGS. I JUST CANT 
RAT. 

Cs: MR. SECRETAPY, PRESUMABLY, YOU COULD TALX A 
LITTLE PIT ABOUT SOMF OF YOUR FEELINGS. DID YOU 
DISCUSS WITH TEF FORFIGN MINISTFR TYE TAC® YO" 
ARE GOING TO TARE WITE TPF GERMANS ON TEE 
QUESTION OF MODERNIZATION - GIVEN TEE “ORL 
UNCLASSIFIFD 
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Fre USDEL SFCRFTARY IN GERMANY 
TC SECSTATE WASFIC IMMEDIATE 22722 
UNCLAS SECTION @2 OF 97 SECTO 23921° 
SFCTO 
FOR PA AND PA/PPESS 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSCS FOR SRENT SCOWCRO=T AND 
WHITE BOUSE FOR MESSRS. YFITZWATF® AND POPADINZ 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE CIRECTOP 
E.0. 12756: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (EATFR III, JAMES A.) 
SUBJECT: SECRETARY“S PRESS TRANSCRIPT: ON TEE 
RECORD PRIFFING BY SECRETARY BAYER ENROUTE 
LONDON TC BONN 2/12/09 
INTERVIFW TEE OTFER DAY, AND SO PORTH? 


BAFER: TO BE VERY FONEST WITH YOU, WEAT ! 
DISCUSSED WITE THEM WAS WRAT I MENTIONED TO YO" 
YESTERDAY, AND TEAT IS TEAT TRIS IS AN 
AGENDA-SETTING TRIP AND I AM PRIMARILY IN A 
LISTENING MODE. WE HAVE SAD A POSITION TUAT WE 
FELT WAS THE RIGHT POSITION. TREY HAVE BAD A 
POSITION, BUT WRAT IS IMPORTANT IS TEAT WE FAVE 
AN OPPORTUNITY TO STT DOWN FACE-70-FACE WITR ALL 
OF TFEM AND MAKE SURE EXACTLY WFESE TEEY ARE ON 
UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 

PAGE @2 SECTO S@@19 82 OF 23 1321352 
TEESE QUESTIONS TEAT WE WILL CONFRONT JOINTLY 
LATER ON THIS YEAR, FITHER AT A NAS MINISTFRAL 
OR AT A NATO SUMMIT. 

Q: PRECISELY BECATSE TEE TPATCHER GOVERNMENT 
SUPPORTS YOUR POSITION ON TEIS ISSUF, WOULDN’T 
YOU THIN" THAT TFEY WOULD WANT TC *NOW FOW YOU 
ARF GOINS TO PPPROACH IT WITE TEF GERMANS? 
PATER: I TEINX TEAT IT IS IMPORTAYT TAT WE 
CONTINUE TO WORK VERY VERY CLOSELY TOGETIER, AND 
WF TALKED ABOUT THE IMPORTANCE OF THAT AND WF 
WILL DO THAT. WE WILL CONTINUE TO WORY CLOSILY 


TOGETHEP 
TO COOPDINATE OUP POSITIONS. 
Q: DID YOU DISCUSS FOR INSTANCF, XO#L‘S 
POLITICAL VULNEPRAPILITY, ANT TPF FACT TPAT IT 
MIGHT PE NECESSARY TO GO ZASY ON HIM, PECAUSE OF 
THAT? 
BAKER: WELL, I DON’T WANT TO SAY THAT WF 
UNCLASSIFIED y PAGF 2 
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NNCLASSIFIFD 
DISCUSSED IT IN TEAT CONTFXT. YF DISC"SSFD & 
FULL RAKXCGE OF POLITICAL/COVERNMERTAL 
CONSIDERATIONS. OBVIOUSLY, THE OJESTION OF TOF 
BERLIN FLECTIONS CAME UP. TIF QUFSTIOY OF TSI 
INTESVIFW IN TEF FIYANCIAL TIMES CAME UP AND 
WEAT’S IMPORTANT, I THINZ, IS WRAT WE SEE AND 
EFAR FACY-TO-FACF AT THF VEXT STCP. 
C: ARE YOU WORRIED ABOUT TEAT PCINT OF VIF¥ 
TRAT’S FXYPRESSED IN POTE THF BERLIN ELFCTIONS 
AND I9 TEE FT (FINANCIAL TIMES) INTERVIEW? 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIFD 
PACE @2 SFCTC 323719 22 OF @3 123212752 
PATER: I WONLDN’T CHARACTERIZE IT AS WORFY. I 
TEIN" WEAT WE NTFD TO DO IS FIND OUT FEYACTLY 
WEAT THF POSITION IS -- WHAT TRE GFRMA" 
GOVERNMEKT’S POSITION IS SOINS TC PF. 
C: MR. SECRETARY, DO YOU AGPEF, AND TIE PRITISE 
STILL AGREE TFAT THERE STOTLD BF “OC NECCTIATIONS 
WITE THF SOVIET’S ON SNF? OR DO YO? NOW TYINe 
TFAT TEERF MIGHT PE SOME ROOM FOR MANFUVER 
BECAUSE OF *ORL’S SITUATION? 
BATFR: WFLL, WE HAVE NOT CEANGED OUR VIFW WITS 
RESPECT TO TEE INADVISABILITY OF NECOTIATING SNP. 
Q: MR. SECRETARY, DID MRS. TWATCHER “AYE ANY 
KIND OF FORMAL RFQUFST OR CAN YOU CHARACTERI72F 
YOUR DISCUSSICNS AROUT TFF CUESTION OF LIFTING 
SANCTIONS ON THF NO FICEPTIONS IN LIGFT OF THE 
SOVIET WITEDRAWAL FROM AFGHANISTAN? 
BATER: THE NO EXCEPTIONS RULE DID NOT COME "P 
AT ALL IN MY DISCUSSIONS WITH THF PRIMF 


MINISTER. IT CAME "'P VERY BRIEFLY IN “Y 
DISCUSSIONS WITE THF FORFIGN SFCRETARY. 

Q: DID THEY MATE A FORMAL RIQUEST OR IS IT JUST 
ASTING YOU ABOUT YOUR OWN THINX ING? 

BAFER: TFEY SIMPLY RESTATFD WEAT I TTINK PAS 
BEEN THEIR POSITION IN TRE PAST, TAT THFY WOULD 
PRFFER TO SEE THF NO EXCEPTIONS ROLF LIFTFD, 8UT 
WE SPENT VERY VERY LITTLE TIME ON THAT. 


UNCLASSIFIFD 
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Fr USDEL SECRETARY IN GERMANY 

TO SECSTATE WGASTDC IMMEDIATE 32222 

UNCLAS SECTION 83 OF 393 SFCTD 323213 

SECTO 

FOR PA AND PA/PRFSS 

DFPAPTMENT PASS NSCS FOR PRFYT SCIECPOTT AND 

WEITF HCUSE FOR “ESSRS. FITZWATER AND PCPALIUT 

USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

F.0. 12756: “N/A 

TACS: OVIP (PATER III, JAMES A.) 

SUBJECT: SECRETARY'S PRESS TRAKSCRIPT: ON TEE 

RECCRD FRIEFING BY SFCRETA°Y RAR ENRCUTE 

LONDON TO BONN 2/12/89 

Q: MR. SFCRETARY, CAN YO! GIVE JS AN IDFA OF 

WFAT TACK YOU ARE GOING TC TAKE WITH TEE GERMANS 

ON CPEYICAL WARFARE FXPORTS - CHEMICAL WEAPON 

EXPORTS? 

PATER: WELL, PFREAPS YOU “NOW TAT SCRAUPLE 

(FRG CEANCELLFRY MINISTER W7O VISITED U.S. LAST 

WFEK) WHO CAMF IN TO SEE JS SEVFRAL DAYS A%O. 

LAID OUT FOR 'S CERTAIN STFPS--SPECIFIC 

STFPS--TEAT TEE SERMAN GOVERNMENT IS TATING TO 

TIGHTEN UP ITS FXPOPT CONTROL Léws AND £6 

UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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FORTF. “CW, I ASSUME WE WILL FRep morr abcut 

TFAT WREN WE GET TO THE FEDEQAL REPTRLIC, BUT 

WHAT BHF LAID OUT FOR US WAS QUIT? PROMISING IN 

CUP VIEW. IMPLEYENTATION IS ALWAYS ety TO 

ANYTPFING, BUT I TEIN® THAT T7EY FAVE CONCL'DFD 

TEAT THFY ARE SOING TO TIGHTFN UP, NOT JST THR? 

LAWS RETATIVNG TC THE FXKPORT OF ITEYS LIVE TEAT, 

PUT ALSO TREIR LAWS REGARDING PROSPCUTION ANT 

PUNISH“FNT OF PFOPLF FOUND VIOLATING T=OSF Laws. 

BAYER: WE WILL CONTINUP AT A LATE® DAT®. 

BAF FR 
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FR USDEL SECRETARY 16 GOmm FRG 
TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE SOa8 
MFO MATC COLLECTIVE IMMEDIATE 


UNCLAS SECTO 30824 
SECTO 
FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 


DEPARTMENT PASS NSCS FOR BRENT SCOWCPOTT and 
WHITE HOUSE FOR MESSRS. FITIWATER aed POPaDiuE 


USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 


£.0. 12396: u/a 
TAGS: OVIP GAKER 111, JAMES a.) 


SUBJECT. GRIEF ING BY SENIOR U.S. 
OFFICIAL Om 2/12/88 © 


1. SEGim TEXT. 

THE MEETING THIS EVENING BETWEEN SECRETARY OF 
STATE JAMES GAMER AND GERMAN FOREIGN MINISTER 
WANS DIETRICH GENSCHER AT VEMUSBERG BEGAN ViTH a 
LARGE MEETING 16 WHICH THE TWO MEN REEST AR SHED 
AM ACQUAINTANCE THAT THEY HAVE HAD SINCE Cancun 
WHER THEY WERE GOTH DEALING WITH OTHER KINDS OF 
QUESTIONS AND iN THEIR OPENING RENARKS GOTH 
UNDERLINED THE VITALITY OF GERMAN-AMER I Can 
RELATIONS AMD THE IPPORTANCE OF THOSE REL ATi ONS 
WOT OMY FOR GUR TWO COUNTRIES BUT ALSO FOR THE 
ALLIANCE. THE SECRETARY USED THAT OCCASION TO 
DISCUSS WITH MINISTER GEMSCHER THE REASONS HE 
WAS TAKING THIS TRIP AS MANY OF YOU HAVE HEARD 
WIM DESCRIBE PREVIOUSLY FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
IMAUGURATING MEANINGFUL CONSULTATIONS AS THE 
POLICY PROCESS 1S UNFOLDING -- NOT GRIEF InGsS 
AFTER DECISIONS WAVE BEER REACHED. Ame 10 Have 
AM OPPORTUNITY SINCE WE ARE AT PRESENT im THE 
STAGE OF POLICY FORPULATIONS TO HEAR FROM THE 
FOREIGN MINISTER TRE VIEWS OF TRE FEDERM 
REPUBLIC Om THE HUMBER OF TOPICS. 


TWE FEDERAL FOREIGH MINISTER ALSO, AFTER WIS 
WELCOME OF SECRETARY GAMER, USED THE OCCASION TO 
TALK OF THE WORK THAT 1S BEING DOME WITH RESPECT 
TO CHEMICAL WEAPONS AMD THE CONCLUSION OF THE 
REPORT AMD THE KINDS OF STEPS THAT ARE OL iNG 
LOOMED AT. | THIMK FOR THOSE OF YOU wo WERE 
FOLLOWING THE STORY 18 WASHINGTON, THIS IS VERY 
MUCH & RECONFIRMATION OF WAT was SAI0 in 
WASHINGTON LAST WEEK GY FR. SCHAEUBLE #80 GY 
COUNT LAMSOORF. THE MINISTER Am® SECRETARY 
GARER THER WENT TO CIMMER im A SMALLER GeOUP and 
i WELL TELL YOU THAT | WAS BOT PRESENT GUT 
WAVE BEEN GIVEN & FEW WORDS TO SHARE WiTH YOu OF 
THIS DIMMER DISCUSSION. (7 COVERED A WIDE Ramat 
GO TOPICS: ECONOMICS, TRADE, EC-92, COOPERATION 
GM INTERNATIONAL TERRORISH, THE MIDDLE EAST, 


ALERT COPY 


sis-0 
INCOMING 7X77 
fick 
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CENTRAL AMERICA, THE ERVIROMENT, CASTERS 
EUROPE. SECRETARY GARE® ALSO USED THE OCCASION 
TO EXPRESS APPRECIATION AND TO ACKNOM EDGE 
INDEED THE GERMAN CONTRIGUTION TO ““E ALi ance 
IMCLUDING FOR EXAMPLE, THE ACRRlMLCOGING THE 
RECENT STEPS TeaT WAVE BEEN TAKER BY THE FEDERM 
GOVERNFERT Om CONSCRIPT! On. 

THERE WAS & GOOD DISCUSSION On THE 
(PLEMENTATION GF THE COMPREWERS/VE CONCEPT. 
AGAIN, iF | COULD JUST GIVE YOU SOME WORDS Gn 
ATMOSPHERE, (7 WAS DESCRIGED TO ME AS an 
EXTREMELY WARM QMD CORDIAL MEETING AnD 
DISCUSSiOn SETMEEM THE TuO MINISTERS, FRIEMDLY, 
A FREE EXCHANGE GF VIEWS. amp THAT'S ML | HaAvE. 


@: O10 THE SUCLEAR MODERNI LATION ISSUE Com uP 
AMD WHAT WAS SOME GF THE ATROSPHERICS 
SURROUNDING THAT, iF IT 0107 


A: JR WOT 18 & POSITION TO GO SEYOND wat | 
JUST READ YOU Ge THE PRIVATE MEETING. aS | Sav, 
| WAS WOT THERE AMD | HAVE SAID THERE 1S & GOOD 
DISCUSSION CH IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
COMPRENENS! VE CONCEPT GuT i'm SIMPLY... 


@: StvOup teat... 
A: | CAMNOT GO. 


@ THE CHIEF GOVERNMENT SPORESRAN FOR THE 
FEDERAL GOVERMENT ISSUED A STATERERT On FRIDAY 
SAVING THAT CHAMCELLOP KOML'S INTERVIEW WITH THE 
FIMAMCIAL TIMES WAS & RESTATEMENT OF an Ana iCan 
POSITION MADE i THE HIGH LEVEL GROUP in 


DECEMBER OF 1988 AND THAT THE AMERiCan 
REPRESENTATIVE 16 THE HIGH LEVEL GROUP Salo in 
DECEMBER OF 88 THAT amy DECISIONS Gn 
PROCUREMENT OF DEPLOYHERT OF SmF WOULD HOT HAVE 
TO GE MADE UNTIL 1991. (5 TeaT & CORRECT 
DESCRIPTION BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT OF THE 
U.S. VIEW AS EXPRESSED TO THE wiGe LEVEL GROUr 
im OfCEneEe’ 


A: «1A AT A OISADWANTAGE HERE THIS Evening. | 
Want TO GE HELPFUL Om THE MEETIOG Teal TOGR 
PLACE THIS EVENING. | OON'T WaT TO GET 1aTO 
WaT H1GH LEVEL GROUP PEOPLE Said im OECERBER 
1988. | OOn' T HAVE THE TEXT im FRONT OF ME ame 
| JUST WanT TO GE ABLE TO SHARE WITH YOU aS muce 
AS | Cam O& THIS CvEmING'S EVENTS inva vies 
SECRETARY BAKER AMO FORT IGm MINISTER GEUSCHER 
Am® THAT'S AS FAR AS 1° GOING TO G0. 

@ B10 YOU WOT ASH THE SECRFTARY WHETHER THE 
SUBJECT Came UP OF Ser? CERTAIMY, YOU ane 
CVERVOODY ELSE MEM ITES THAT THIS 1S THE COMTOm 
TOPIC RIGHT BOW, AT LEAST FOR Us. 


a «WL, | THIME AS YOU KuOW, THE ComPeteteti ve 
CONCEPT 1S Mi RELATED TO ~~ was COMPISSIONED (8 
REVAJAVIN AGAINST ALL OF THE TOPICS OF THE 

MAL IANCL GRRE CONTROL PRIGRITICOS amp | Terme 
vOu'O Of Sart 1O SAY THAT Twat 1¢ weaT iS 
IWCLUDED 18 THIS PHRASE “a GOOD DISCUSSION On 
THE (APLEMENTATION OF THE COMPRENTES) ¥E 
CONCEPT.“ THaT’S Mit | Cam WELP YOU Wits. 


@: OV EXACTLY DOES THIS FIT imTO THE 
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COPPRERERS | VE ComcerT’ Giinany SEER TO GE GIFTING APART Ge THESE 
'SSuas? 

& ¢ JOST Capt acLP YoU Ge feat. Guay, Teams 

veny mcs. <= 2, | Cont. Teas SOT Fare TO OTeERS wee 
Save TRIED TO GET ME GF THE TOPIC @& Tes 

@& | Cam TRY Guct meet. tvesrms. «| suST.. | Caml 06 Teal. 

= i? wert aie. & Sat THERE & COmCEON TO YOU Teal Tat 
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PRESS SRIEFING 3Y 
THE MONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
BONN, GERMANY 
FEBRUARY 13, i989 


SECRETARY BAKER: [ thought [ would give you a readout on our 
meeting. This will be on the record. I apologize for not 
staying too long, because we've got the Defense Minister 
waiting. We ran abewt fifteen or twenty minutes over. 


First of all, £ want to say that our session was conducted in a 
very, very friendly atmosphere. because this was a meeting 
between old friends — and when [ say that, ['m using the 
Chancellor's language and not mine, but I subscribe to it. 
Fundamentally, in my view, the bottom line on this meeting is 
that the German-American partnership is strong. We are strong 
partners, and we trust one another. 


We discussed the question of the Libyan chemical weapons plant 
and the actions that the Federal Republic has taken with 
respect to changes in their export control laws relating to the 
punishment of offenders, and with respect to a statement that 
they are going to isswe in a day or so, laying out the full 
facts as they understand them surrounding this incident. [| 
expressed the fact that we were very pleased with the actions 
that they've taken as they have outlined them to us. We spent 
some time on that. we spent a good bit of our time on 
discussions regarding East-West security 


On that score, I would say to you that we had productive 
discussions on East-#est security matters, including the SNF 
issue. We took note of, of course, and reaffirmed the 
Brussels-NATO Communique of 1988, including the importance of 
maintaining the forward defense and flexible response 

strategy. We agreed on the need to complete a comprehensive 
concept for Alliance security and arms control at the next NATO 
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summit, and we agreed that our discussions on these matters 
will be continuing. The Chancellor told us in no uncertain 
terms that what he had said in the Financial Times interview 
was exactly in line with what was said in the NATO Communiague 
of May 1988. and several times he said to us, “I nave not 
changed my position.” He authorized us to say that to you. 





Now, I would be glad to take a few questions before we run off 
to join the Defense Minister. 


QUESTION: Does that mean that the SNF debate is simply behind 
you — that it will be dealt with in the NATO summit and it 
will no longer be directed to -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: It means that there is commitment to resolve 
this through further discussions and negotiations 


QUESTION: And there won't be any interim discussions -- it 
will then be dealt with in NATO, I mean -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: It will be dealt with whenever the next NATO 
summit is, in terms of being formally dealt with, and we would 
expect, of course, to have continuing discussions in the 


interia. 


ST : Do you think you can get Congress to support 
financially the development of modernization of the Lance 
missile, if we don't get a decision or commitment to deploy it 
until say 1991 or 1992? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let's wait and see what happens at the next 
NATO summit, because that is the decision meeting. As [ have 
said before, this trip was not intended to be a decision-taking 
trip. These are agenda-setting meetings; they're consultative 
meetings. I'm here to listen. So, we can't answer that 
question until we actually have the summit -- whenever that's 
going to be. 


QUESTION: I wanted to follow up on some of the remarks you 

made on the plane yesterday about the START treaty -- your own 
feelings about it, and the ability to get it through Congress. 
I wonder if you could clarify those remarks, because there is 


some confusion. 


SECRETARY BAKER: If there is any confusion, let me set it 


straight. All [ intended to say, and [ have said this before 
-- maybe not in the confirmation hearing, although I said 
something very close to it in the confirmation hearing -- is we 
want to re-examine the negotiating positions, take a look at 
what's on the table, review the bidding, so that when we move 
forward, assuming we do, when we bring back a treaty, we will 
bring back one that we can get ratified. That's all [ was 
intending to say. 
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T : You suggested in that conversation yesterday that 
there were flaws in the existing outline, which might not allow 
it to make it through Congress if it were there in its present 
form. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think if you read the exact language -- and 
I went back and had it read to me -- it is clear that I 
expressed reservations about the potential ratifiability of the 
agreement. That we want to make certain -- 


QUESTION: -- in its present form? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We do have, and we've said this many times, 
we have to make a strategic modernization decision in the 
United States. We have to confront that, and we, therefore, 
will have to take a look at -- and I'm not saying that this is 
a flaw in our present negotiating positions or anything -- but 
we have taken a position against mobile missiles. One of the 
things that we will have to examine in our strategic 
modernization review is the question of mobile missiles. But 
what I was really speaking to was, really, the general 
principle that we want to make certain that whatever we bring 
back, we can get ratified, and that we don't bring back a SALT 
agreement and have that kind of problem with any START 
agreement that we negotiate. 


T : Back on SNF, the Germans are pushing for commitments 
n the comprehensive concept -- commitments to negotiate on SNF 
-— are you willing to support that? 


TARY BAKER: You see, again, this was not a decision 
meeting. This meeting was to simply set the agenda. I have 
told you what we discussed and where we left it. And I want to 
leave it there. There will be further discussion, and I'm sure 
questions such as that will be dealt with in those further 
discussions as we move toward a NATO summit. 


QUESTION: Chancellor Kohl said that he wasn't saying anything 
new. But you are saying that there will be further 
discussions. That implies that there is still disagreement 
about what he said, that we want to find out exactly what he 
meant -- it sounds like you haven't yet. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I have found out that he was not backing off 
erior positions, as many people had suggested. He said that, 
and authorized me to say that to you. So, it seems to me that 
we have. 





QUESTION: Can you tell us what you understand him to be saying 
when he says that he is in line with the ‘88 May Communique? 
What does that mean to you? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: What it means to me, specifically, with 
reference to paragraph 5 of that Communique -- just to pick one 
paragraph -- is, “Our aim will be to continue to prevent any 
kind of war or intimidation. 8y maintaining credible 
deterrence, the Alliance has secured peace in Europe for nearly 
forty years. Conventional defenses alone cannot insure this. 
Therefore, for the foreseeable future there is no alternative 
to the Alliance strategy for the prevention of war. This is a 
strategy of deterrence based upon an appropriate mix of 
adequate and effective nuclear and conventional forces which 
will continue to be kept up-to-date where necessary." 


QUESTION: When was the decision on modernizing the Lance to be 
made’? Was it to be made this year, or was it to be made next 
year? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That decision will be the subject of 
discussion, as will others, leading up to this next summit. [t 
would be, in our view, preferable if the decision could be made 
at the next summit. We will be working to see if that can be 
achieved, taking into consideration the interests of all of our 
NATO partners. 


ques TON You went into this meeting with a rather fuzzy 
situation with regard to the deployment decision which you just 
mentioned. But clear differences [exist] between the two 
governments with regard to negotiations on the question. Do 
you feel that there has been any narrowing of meaning toward 
the meeting-of-minds between you and Chancellor Kohl and the 
German government about the issues of negotiating on these 
short range missiles? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that there will be continuing 
discussions with respect to both of those, Don, although I have 
to say this was not a decision-taking meeting. That was not 
really what we were here for. It did, I hope, clear up some 
confusion that had crept into the public record out there. 





Ralph, and then I've got to go. 


QUESTION Having talked now with Chancellor Kohl and, 
obviously, with some of the other Allies as well, and having 
discussed the political problems in Germany, which we did 
discuss in Britain, for example, do you have a better 
understanding now of the process that NATO ought to take to try 
to avoid putting the kind of pressure on the Chancellor that 
could give him trouble next year in the elections? 


RY BAKER: I think it's fair to say that after spending 
this much time here, and in these countries, I will have a 
better understanding -- hopefully I will -- that's the purpose 
of the trip. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One very brief announcement: 


Today's Washington Post editorial created the . 
impression that the OP-1 Immigrant Visa Program -- the Berman 
Diversity Program -- was created at the initiative of the 
Department of State. This is inaccurate. The OP-1 Program was 
mandated by the Congress in the Immigration Amendments of 1988. 

Public Law 100-658. And, of course, as you know, there has 
been full information available in the Press Office since 
Wednesday of last week. 


Duly noted? 
Q Is that the lottery program? 
Aa That's right. 


Q Do you want equal time there, John [(Goshko]}? 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have any other comments on any other 
editorials that appeared in the world? (Laughter) 


Q What do you have to say about what happened in 
Pakistan? 


a Most of what happened has appeared in the press. 
so I won't go into any great detail. At 2:30 p.m. yesterday a 
crowd of several thousand gathered in front of the U.S. 
Information Service compound in Islamabad. Their stated 
purpose was to conduct a peaceful demonstration against the 


publication of the novel The Satanic Verses in the United 
States. 


The Director of the USIS Center had agreed to receive 
a letter of protest from the leaders of the demonstration. 
However, a number of demonstrators slipped past the police line 
and attacked the compound, throwing stones. Several of them 
managed to breach the outside wall They damaged the building 
and one vehicle in the compound lot, but they did not penetrat+ 
the building. No USIS employees, American or Pakistani, were 
injured during the attack. The police promptly subdued and 
dispersed the demonstrators 
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Demonstrations have continued today in the cities of 
Rawalpindi, Peshawar, Lahore and Karachi. The Embassy and USIS 
offices were closed today pending a restoration of calm. We 
understand that demonstrators also attacked the building 
housing the American Express office in [Islamabad yesterday. 
There were no reports of injuries. 


We express our deep regret for the loss of life which 
resulted from this incident. It had been our hope that the 


demonstration would be peaceful. The Government and the people 
of the United States have full respect for the religious 
beliefs of the Pakistani people. Because of this respect, as [ 
mentioned, we had agreed to receive a petition of protest from 
the demonstrators. This respect is based on the same 
constitutionally-protected rights to freedom of worship and to 
freedom of speech which also Poromes the expression or 
publication of a wide range cf works, not all of which will be 
acceptable in every society. 


We have full confidence in and satisfaction with the 
actions taken by Pakistani authorities during this incident. 


Q Chuck, insofar as this book is considered 
offensive to the Islamic religion in general, is there any 
indication that there may be demonstrations planned in other 
countries against U.S. installations? 


. I don't have any information to that effect. 


Q Could I just clear up two things: One, was this 
book, ipe Satanic verses actually in the library that you 
could check out at the USIA Center? 


a I don't believe so 


Q And the other thing is, I noticed in some of the 
reporting over the weekend that Ambassador Oakley had hinted 
that there was outside money and suggested that maybe Libya or 
Iran might be involved Has there been any evidence 
subsequently to say if that's true or not? 


a I don't have anything 


Q This book is supposed io be so difficult to read 
do you think the demonstrators read the book? 


a I have no way of knowing 


Q Chuck, to what extent is there concern about 
anti-American feeling anyway in Pakistan? Purely and simply 
because this book is written by a Brit. it's published in 
Britain -- okay, granted it was also published here -- but the 
whole tenor, the thrust. of that anti-Salman Rushdie should be 
against the British rather than against you. So if this is 
just obviously being used as an excuse, to what extent is the 
United States concerned about relations with Pakistan? 
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a I'm not tempted to even try to draw any larger 
lessons from this. I think the reasons have been explained I 
think the nature of our relationship with Pakistan is an 
enduring and longstanding one. 


Q Mr. Redman, Izvestia, Soviet Union, one 
question: Have you seen the article of Mr. Zalmay Khalilizad. 
former Counsel of State Department, in Sunday's edition of 

h n Post? 


- I saw it. ° 


He predicts that after Soviet troops will leave 
{sic] Afghanistan, it will have a massacre, he wrote -- even 
civil war between not only [the] Government of Kabul and 
rebels, but between rebels themselves. Can you explain [to] me 
in this case would the United States live up to their 
obligation to secure [the] situation, to prevent such [a] 
massacre in afghanistan? 


A I'm not sure what obligations you are referring 
to in that context. I would only say that Mr. Khalilizad is 
now in the private sector; he is writing as a private 
individual; so, no, I don't have any particular comment on 
things that he might write. 


Beyond that, in terms of the future of what happens :° 
Afghanistan, I have spoken consistently here from this podium 
concerning our view that this is something that is for the 
Afghan people to decide. But beyond that I don't really have 
any comment on what may evolve in the future. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on allegations that 
Pakistani military forces are infiltrating into Afghanistan or 
are on the border preparing to go in? 


a I believe I saw Pakistani authorities responding 
to those stories directly. They are the ones who could do that 
best. 


Q Chuck, getting back to the Rushdie book, Prime 
Minister Benazir Bhutto is in Beijing. Has there been any 
apology from her or any comments made from her regarding this 
particular incident? 


6 I don't know of any Il just don't have any way 
to know that right now. 


Q Any response to the reports that the Soviets are 
leaving about $70 million worth of military equipment behind in 
Kabul for the Afghan regime to use? 


A Again, [ would only refer you to what I have said 
here previously about relatively massive Soviet stockpiling 
thet's been going on for some time now. I don't have any 
confirmation of the particular figures that you cite. 
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~ Chuck, any reaction to the ongoing efforts by the 
Arab League to solve the situation and the problems of 
Lebanon? Are you in contact with the League members? are you 
doing anything in that regard? 


a We are encouraged by the meeting of the Arab 
League Committee on Lebanon, which concluded February 1 in 
Tunis. As we talked about at the time, three of Lebanon's 
major political leaders did attend. We believe the meeting is 
a good basis for follow-up action to reach a compromise formula 
on a presidential election and constitutional reform. : 


We intend to continue supporting the Arab League's 
effort. The United States also remains committed to the 
restoration of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty, and territorial 
integrity, including the withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


Q Are you encouraging the Lebanese leaders to go to 
Kuwait to consult with the members of the Committee? I mean, 
are you doing anything on the ground there? 


A In terms of specifics, I don't have any 
particular information to offer. I would just say what I have 
said concerning this particular effort, which we intend to 
continue supporting; and secondly, our own efforts to do what 
we can to be helpful will certainly continue. 


Q Is there any money in the pipeline that is stil! 
being held by the United States to go to Lebanon in any shape 
or form? Do you have any idea about what the status of the 
foreign assistance or the economic assistance that Lebanon ha, 
been receiving is? 


‘ I don't have an updated report on that, but I'm 
sure that the perhaps the Near Eastern Bureau could help you 


Q Do you have any comments on reports that the 
German chemical industry has agreed to tighter export contro's’ 


i] I don't have anything. I think you should loo 
to the German Government to make those kinds of announcements 
and provide details 


Q Chuck, the Secretary over the weekend gave an 
indication that the dialogue with the PLO will not be cut of? 
in the near future, and he cited “unless there are breaches 
Are there plans to formalize a bit more the meetings, to holu a 
second formal session in Tunis to promote a dialogue? 


a The Secretary's remarks you can read. There's a 
transcript available in the Press Office for those who haven t 
seen them. At this point, [ don't know of any plans for a 
second formal meeting 


You asked whether there has been a date established. 
I don't believe there has been at this stage. 
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Q There were separate reports over the weekend 
suggesting, on the one hand, Nicaragua, and on the other hand. 
Cuba may both be interested in cooperating with the United 
States in combating drug trafficking through the Caribbean Do 
you have anything on either, neither, both? 


a I don't really have anything on either one of 
them. In any case, to be able to comment on those kinds of 
proposals, we would need something much more specific in hand 
than the kind of public pronouncements we've heard. 


Q The one concerning Cuba, I believe, suggested 
preliminary contacts have already been made between the two 
countries. 


4 I didn't see that. 


Q The Washington Post yesterday reported that Henry 
Kissinger met with President Bush and Secretary of State Baker 
on January 26 and that Baker is proposing a “serious study of 
the proposal" that Kissinger made involving a new plan for 
Central Europe. Can you confirm that this meeting took place 
and whether or not such a study has been ordered by Baker? 


Aa Whether or not there was such a meeting you could 
refer to the White House, since it was a meeting with the 
President. And beyond that, on internal discussions, I'm not 
prepared to go into them. 


Q Do you know, is there any response to the 
Kissinger plan officially? 


a I don't have one. 


Q The meeting in £1] Salvador is expected, at leas’ 
by the Nicaraguans, to lead to a sealing of the border with 
Honduras. What is the state of discussions between the U S$ 
and Honduras about that and about the sanctuary the Honduran. 
would continue or not continue to give the Contras, if there 
were an agreement coming out of this meeting? 


a You're in the range of the hypothetical, so I 
really don't have any way to get at those questions. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment over the 
statements of Senator Leahy and Congressman Obey over the 
weekend that continuous oppressive measures against the 
Palestinians in the Occupied Territories with the “intifada” 
will possibly lead to [a]) cutoff in the amount of assistance 
military and economic assistance -- to Israel? 


) No, I don't 


Q Chuck, I'd like to go back to Afghanistan for a 
sec. The U.S. policy of symmetrical response still holds, | 
would imagine. Now that the Afghan Resistance groups have oct 





47 


~ a Monday, 2/13/89 


been able to come to an accord yet, which of those groups would 
be receiving supplies from the United States, specifically 


Stingers? 


4 I've never been prepared to go into operational 
questions of that kind, and [I'm not going to start now. 


Q Do you have anything on Hungary? 
5 No. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Burma? Is there 
any new information on Burma, about elections in Burma? 


a Actually, I looked into this. I think you may 
have asked something last week. 


We are encouraged by indications the Burmese military 
authorities me be looking at late this year or early next year 
to schedule multi-party elections. We would very much welcome 
the setting of a firm date. We believe the Burmese people 
would see it as a token of good faith by the military 
authorities to honor their pledge to hold elections and turn 
over power to an elected government. 


Q Has the United States decided to continue 
supplying military equipment to the afghan Resistance? 


a Our continuing support to the Resistance is a 
matter of long standing. 8ut, again, operational details I 
can't deal with. 


Q Is there any thought to reducing the number of 
U.S. personnel in Pakistan in light of the demonstrations? 


“ I don't know of any such steps. 


Q As I understand it, the aid to the rebels in 
Pakistan was linked to Soviet aid for the Kabul regime. The 
oF which appeared Sunday suggested that the U.S. aid to the 
rebels will continue as long as the Kabul regime remains in 
power, irrespective of what the Soviets do. 


a I'm not going to accept your formulations. I 
think you should simply look at the record to see what our 
policy has been. But beyond that, I really don't have anythin. 
new to offer on the story 


Q The policy has been positive symmetry? 


a The policy has been one of support for the 
Resistance, and you can look at what was said in the aftermatr 
of the signing of the Geneva Accords, for example. and [ thinr« 
there you have a very explicit statement of our policy 
concerning support for the Resistance And that has been 
reiterated by President Bush 


Q And there's been no change? 
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. Mr. Redman, today, the Washington Post published 
a short story concerning that book, Moscow Station, by Ronald 
Kessler. It said. and I quote, “The State Department officials 
familiar with the security investigation said they know of 
‘absolutely no evidence’ that the bugging the book alleges took 
place and said that they do not believe the NSA and CIA would 
withhold such evidence * 





Do you have any comment on that quotation, “absolutely : 
no evidence?" 


a The first point I have to make is I'm not 
prepared to deal with every allegation that may appear in that 
book, because I'm sure there are many others. 


On this specific one that had to do with what are 
described as “lapses” in the Marine Security Guard program and 
the communication center in the Embassy -- on tnat specific 
one, we don't have any evidence that bugging took place. and 
we have been assured by the CIA and the NSA no such evidence 
has been withheld from us. 


Furthermore, State Department technical personnel were 
present and worked alongside the CIA and the NSA in the 
investigation of a possible security breach, and they would 
have known if there had been such evidence. 


Q Another question, if you please. A very 
influential Soviet weekly, iteraternaga alee published an 
open letter to President Bush. re you fam ar with that 
letter? 

“ It's an open letter to the President? 


Q Yeah, to President Bush? 


“ I don't have a reaction, but you would have to 
check with the White House in any case 


Q But you're familiar with that letter? 

“ I don't know that [I've seen it 

Q It's covering the question of the kidnapped 
Soviet scientist which [sic] was kidnapped in Madrid in April 
19865. 

“ No. 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 17:23 p.m.) 
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SUBJECT ORIEF ING BY SENIOR US 
OFFICi aL Om 2/ 0/ BORN 

1. O€Gin TEXT. 

SUBJECT BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR US 


OFFICIAL OM 2/13/89 EMROUTE OS.0/80NN 


WE'RE OM BACKGROUND LET ME START awD ii. JUST 
DO WHAT WE'VE WORMALLY DOWE OW THESE MEETINGS 
AND GO THROUGH MY WOTES AND SHARE AS MUCH OF ai) 
OF THIS WiTw YOU OF BOTH BiL ATERALS TODAY THaT | 
CAN. THE FIRST OWE WITH DENMARK AND THE FORE) GN 
MIMISTER UFE ELLEMANN-JEWSEN WITH THE FULL TEAM 
OF PEOPLE, ABOUT EIGHT OW EACH SIDE AND THE 
DANISH FOREIGN MINISTER AFTER HIS WELCOME TURNED 
THE TABLE, THE CONVERSATION OVER TO THE 
SECRETARY WHO WENT THROUGH THE POINTS YOU vE 
WEARD OW THE QUESTION “WHAT 1S THE TRIP ai. 
ABOUT’” AMD THE PRESIDENT S VIEWS OW EAST-WEST 
RELATIONSHIPS AND THE (MPORTANCE OF THE @1. | ANCE 
AND WANTING THROUGH THE TRIP, WOT Omy TO 
ESTABLISH THE PERSONAL RELATIONSHIP, BUT POINT 
TO THE U.S. COMM) TRENT TO am ALLIANCE Twat 1S aS 
STRONG TODAY iF WOT EVEN STRONGER Than (T'S BEEN 
16 THE PAST. (| LL COME BACK TO That in 
QUESTIONS IF YOU'RE INTERESTED, QUT | THIme 

YOU VE WEARD THE POINTS ON THAT amd THEY 
TALKED ALSO ABOUT, THE SECRETARY SPOKE ALSO 
ABOUT CHANGE iN EUROPE GENERALLY AND CHANGE i* 
THE SOVIET UNION. CONCERNING CHANGE IW THE 
SOVIET UNION, HE SPOKE ABOUT THE FaCT OF 
REMARKABLE CHANGES THERE IW WHICH 


@ mm. BAKER 


A: WR. GAKER, 1° TALKING THE SECRETARY wow 
PARTICULARLY WHEN WE SEE THE CANDID ADMISSION OF 
TWE FAILURE OF THE SYSTEM AN THEN ATTEMPTING TO 
WAKE CHANGES BASED ON THAT ADMISSION. AND THE 
FACT TWAT THE JURY 1S OUT ON WHETHER WE WILL OE 
SUCCESSFUL. THESE POINTS ARE VERY MUCH THOSE 
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THAT HE MADE (8 HIS CONFIRMATION HEAPIGG amp THE A 

DOESN'T REALLY DEPERD On E) THER THE UmITED 2/17 

STATES OR THE WEST. (7 MEMLLY 1S GOIMG TO 

DEPEND ON WHAT HE DOES im THE SOWIET Ue)On amp 

THERE WAS & CONCLUSION THAT WE tm THE MEST Have 

SUCCEEDED WITH OUR AGEWDA auD THAT THE aGEMDa 

Tea’ (S im PLOY im THE EAST-WEST RELATIONSHIP ic 

OF "HE CONTINUING COMMITMENT TO & POLICY OF 

DEFENSE AND DIALOGUE. HE BROUGHT THE FORE (Ge 

MINISTER UF TO DATE Om ARMS CONTROL TALHED 

REVIEWING THE BIDDING ON WHERE WE ARE Om amrS 

CONTROL, OF MO DELAY FOR THE S@RE OF DELay 

INTEMD TO BUILD OM PROGRESS BUT THERE iS @ 

TRIP AS WE LOOMS AT THE AL. (ANCE AMD OF COURSE 

AS #E ALSO SETTLES (WTO OFFICE (5S OF am aL) lance 

Tea’ S STRONG AND 1% GOOD SHAPE BUT OME DOES 

AL. (ANCE MAINTAIMS THE imiTiaTiWE) «(THE @EaCT On 

OF ELLEMANN-JEWSEN TO THIS AMD IF | Cam Give rou 

JUST & BIT OF & SIDE STORY -- ELL EMAMN-JENSEN 

PROCESS WITHIN THE ALLIANCE OWER THE LAST Six 

AND A HALE YEARS AND SAID THAT HE THOUGHT THAT a 

GREAT SEWSE OF PARTHERSHIP AND CONFIDENCE Had 

ALL / GCE GEWERALLY AND PLEASED TO HAVE iT 

CONTINUED AND WE SAID WE COULOM'T HELP GUT 

WOTICE THAT THE SECRETARY WAS UNDERL (NING HIS 


INCOMING ; 
U.S CONCLUSION THAT THE SUCCESS OF GORBacety 
On EVENTS im THE SOWIET Um) Om = 
THE AGENDA OF THE WEST AD THE SECRETARY SPOKE 
ABOUT THE PROCESS WOW GOING ON 1H WASHINGTON OF 
REVIEW GOING OM HIS CONCLUSION SO Fam im THE 
WAVE TO STAY ALERT TO MAKE SURE Twat THE 
SPOKE OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONSULTATIVE 
SEEN BUILT UP AMONG THE MINISTERS im THE 
COMMITMENT TO THIS VIGOROUS PROGRAM OF 
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SUBJECT: SACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SEmIOR U.S 
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CONSULTATION BY PUTTING HIS Owm PHYSICAL 

VELL BEING Om THE L'ME AND UNDERTAKING THIS 
TRIP, THE MIMISTER SHARED HIS ASSESSMENT OF HOV 
ATO 1S VIEWED (@ DEMNARE AND REPORTED THal 
TWERE WAS SOL 1/0 POPULAR SUPPORT im DEmMARE FOF 
THE MLL (ANCE. THERE WAS & DISCUSSION OF 
GREEML AMD AND THE ROLE OF GREEML AND 18 
EFFECTIVELY weet 1S ALLIANCE STRATEGY and OF 
COURSE THE (MPORTANCE OF THE FERRO |S. ands 
THIS COMES UP LATER BECAUSE HATO BURDEM Swearing 
WAS ALSO DISCUSSED AS iT HAS SEEM AT EVERY STOP 
AnD THE QUESTION ALWAYS COMES UP WHEN WE Of 
TRAVELING GND AT HOME, DO THE FIGURES OF THE 
PERCENTAGE OF THE GROSS HATIOMAL PRODUCT DEVOTED 
TO OEFEMSE TELL ML. OF THE STORY? am WHEN YOU 
GET TO THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC, THEY Ai wars POlnT 
TO CONSCRIPTION AMD im DEMMARE THEY WOULD (IKE 
THE DISCUSSION TO INCLUDE THEIR MOLE ie 

GREEML AND AND THE FERRO iS. ANDS AND THE 
\MVESTRENTS THEY MAME (6 THOSE TWO AREAS TO BF 
TAKER INTO ACCOUNT | ADDING UP WHERE WE ARE On 
WATO BURDEN SHaRinG. 


THE MINISTER ALSO THOUGHT THAT AS WE LOOKED a7 
THE QUESTION OF WHAT 1S HAPPENING Im EASTERN 
EUROPE, THAT WE WEED ALSO TO IMCLUDE WHAT iS 
HAPPENING IW THE BALTIC STATES WHERE OF COURSE 
THERE |S CHANGE ALSO OCCURRING AND AS VE HAVE 
WEARD ELSEWHERE, WOT JUST ON THIS TRIP, BUT in 
DISCUSSIONS WITHIN THE ALLIANCE, THERE COMES UF 
THE QUESTION OF SOMEWOW INCREASING OFFICIAL TIES 
AMD EXCHANGES AND THINGS OF THAT SORT WITH THE 
BALTIC STATES. 


AS WAS THE CASE AT THE WATO MINISTERIAL im 
DECEMBER, MINISTER ELLEMANN-JENSEN ALSO PUT On 
THE TABLE IW THIS DISCUSSION TODAY HIS SENSE 
THAT PERHAPS YOU WEED TO GET TOGETHER & GROUP OF 
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Past #1 ee ee Se ee) ee 928 
PEOPLE. WISE MEu OF WHATEWER YOU wanT TO Cay 
Tein, TO Tame OF THE QUESTION OF HOw OO YoU 
PRESERT THE MLL (ONCE (@ 1 TS MOST CONWIECING war 
TOMATO PUBLICS OmD WE JUST LEFT IT THERE as 
ae OGteDA (TER «6THERE WAS BOT & LONG DO: SCUSS. Om 
OF iT, (7 waS JUST THERE QS am (DER 6— MSO 
RAISED THE QUESTION OF HOW WE MIGHT CONSULT MORE 
DEEPLY Om THE “WESTION OF EAST-WEST EComonIC 
PEL ATIONS (aD ef 18G THAT DEMMARE DIDNT TH lee 
THERE waS OevTw#ieG TO BE GalmED OY ALL OwlmG & 
COMPETITION TO GREan OUT FOR CREDITS t= ECOmORIC 
PELATIONS WITH THE EAST GB¥IQUDLY, SORRA 
TRADE - THIS (5 THE OamISH wiEw - SORMAL TRADE 
(3S SOMETHING THAT SHOULD BE EMCOURAGED. GuT THE 
QUESTION |S RAISED, Cam WE FImD SOME war TO mane 
SURE Teal TH:S H1mD OF COMPETIT\ On OOESE T Setar 
Ou’ amD OUP PESPONSE TO Twal 1S (' wont 
SURPRISE "OU. WE RE CERTAIMLY QUITE WiLL IMG TO 
wave Tea’ FIED OF O1SCUSS! On 


SSO767S 


BO'* SIDES MOTED OF COURSE "HE wORR TwaT 15 

AL RERDY SENG DOME 1m THE OECD amD ELSEWHERE Oe 
Te:> Gul '7 AS DISCUSSED OS was THE QUESTION 
OF CONTINUING "HE WORF Om AEEP ING THE COCOM 
RULES UP-TO-DATE. THE QUESTION OF BO EXCEPT) OmS 
WAS WOT RAISED) «6THIS WAS THE MORE GENER 
OMGOImG TOPIC OF mOw 'O BEEP THE COCOM LIST 
UP-TO-DATE AMD WOT M1. Ow CLO TECHMOLOGIES TO 
COMTimUE "OC .1MGER Om THE (1ST 


Oo «Rt STILL (@ OfM@MARE Om THaT? 


& STILL 1 OEMMARE, GUT CERTAINLY OUR RESPONSE 
Om BOTH WOT ALLOWING & COMPET!/ Om TO BREAK OUT 
wit RESPECT TO CREDITS WE MAWE SAID WE AGREE. 
WE SHOULDNT LET THAT HAPPEN) «=6WHERE Con 
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@ | O1Om'T UNDERSTAND THAT YOU AGREED wear, 
ME SHOULD LET CREDITS -- '7 waS UMC. Ear” 


& WE SHOULD WOT LET & COMPET! TION GRian Our 
APONG THE COUNTRIES OF THE WEST &S THEY TRY TO - 
AnD COPPERCI AL EMTITIES (@ THE WEST - aS THEY 
TRY TO GAIN SOME KIND OF ADWANTAGE and SO 
SHOULD KEEP Gm EVE Om iT THAT TOPIC waS RaiSED 
FIRST OY THE OAMISH SIDE BUT CERTAINLY FOUND « 
RESPOMS'VENESS Om THE US. SIDE THE QUESTION 
OF LOORING AT THE COCOM RULES AND KEEPING THEM 
UP-TO-DATE WAS A150 RAISED BY THE DANISH SIDE 
AMD AGAIN, WE ALSO WERE RESPONSIVE, BOTTING THaT 
YOU HAVE & BETTER COOPERATION (F EVERYBODY (5 
COMFORTABLE WiTH THE FACT Teal THE RULES ane 
ADDRESSED 1O (PORTANT TECHNOLOGIES AnD BOT OUT 
OF DATE TECHNOLOGIES 


WHEREVER WE'RE STOPPING THE QUESTION OF A waTO 
SUMMIT 1S COMING UP AND PEOPLE ARE SORT OF 
FOCUSSING OF iT. WE'RE WOT TRYING TO REACH 
AGRECMENT On THIS, STILL & LATE SPRING, LATE May 
IMD OF THING AND | WOULD SAY THE Danes SEERED 
COMFORTABLE WiTH THAT AS WELL. 


@: WHAT ABOUT LOCATION” 


A: GENERALLY, IT'S COMING OUT AROUND BRUSSELS. 
| WOULD ADD IT'S COMING OUT AS THE CONSENSUS 15 
SHAPING END OF MAY, ALTHOUGH WE HAVEN'T TALKED 
WITH EVERYBODY 1% BRUSSELS AND PROBABLY WiTh THE 
WATO MINISTERIAL (18 LONDON TO BE FOREGONE. JUST 
IWCLUDE ALL OF IT. 

@: 18 17 THE SECRETARY WHO 1S BROACHING THAT OF 
ARE THEY BROACHING THAT INDIVIDUALLY? 


A; «17'S COMING UP ON BOTH SIDES. 


ALERT COPY 


| THIMK 


PAGE 81 Some «64788 83 OF 18 1412571 1921 
YESTERDAY, S'1® GEOFFREY MIGHT HAVE RAISED 17 
FIRST AMD WERE TODAY, WE 01D. GUT EVERYBODY 
amOWS (T'S Am AGENDA ITEM OND SO IF GME SIDE 

(Sm 7 COVERING IT, THE OTWER SIDE 1S Picnimg iT 
w. iT $ SOT am ISSUE, IT'S JUS! SORTING GUT 
THE (DEAS BEFORE EVERYBODY STARTS SETTL imc On 
DATES AMD THINGS. THERE WAS & DISCUSSION OF THE 
OOPS CONTROL AGENDA THE SECRETARY im SOME 
RESPECTS (MITIATED (7 BY, aS | TOLD YOU aT THE 
OUTSET, SY REPORTING THAT THE REVIEW 1S GOING On 
AMD WERE WOT SEEKING DELAY. WE'RE JUST TRvinG 
TO HAVE A REVIEW THE MIMISTER RETURNED TO THaT 
THER Q5D SORT GF WENT DOW THE LIST QmD Said 
THINGS THAT YOU WOULD EXPECT: ‘THAT THEY Favor a 
START AGREEMENT, THAT THEY FAVOR A GLOBAL and 
VERIFIABLE Gam Om CHEMICAL WEAPONS AND THER 
D'D OISCUSS SMF amD GID iT ALL im TEQMS OF THE 
COMPREWENS!/ VE CONCEPT AND THAT S THE FRAME WORE 
wiTHIm WHICH THE QUESTION WOULD GE ADDRESSED and 
Twat S MEALLY ALL THE way iT CAME UP 


SS07676 


o Cam WE ASH TOU OME THING WHICH WE WE SEEE 
Ail DISCUSSING -~- weal 1S THE COMPRENENS( ¥E 
CONCEPT aS WE UNDERSTAND iT” 


A LET ME TARE YOU BACK AND 1 Li TRY TO DO THIS 
FROM MEMORY GUT SOME OF YOU MAY HAVE THE 
DOCUMENTS. LET ME TAME YOU Gace TO THE 
REYRAJAVIN ATO FOREIGN MINISTERS MEETING in 
1987 AT WHICH THE FOREIGH MINISTERS AGREED On 
THE WATO ARMS CONTROL PRIGRITIES. THAT waS THE 
MIMISTERI AL AT WHICH THE DOUBLE ZERO (mF was 
ACCEPTED. | THimm THAT'S PARAGRAPH SEVER OF 
THAT PARTICULAR COMMUNIQUE. AND THEN THE 
MiMISTERS WENT Ow TO Sav THAT THEY WERE AGREED 
THE ARS CONTROL PRIORITIES WERE START, 
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CONVENTIONAL AND CHEMICAL WEAPONS AnD THAT in 
CONJUNCTION WITH THE ACHIEVEMENT OF - amD THIS 
1S PARAPHRASING ~- THAT (6 CONJUNCTION wiTw THE 
ACHIEVEMENT OF CONVENTIONAL STABILITY aT (OwER 
LEVELS O60 A GLOBAL VERIFIABLE Gan On CHEMICAL 
WEaPOuS, THE ACHIEVEMENT OF EQUAL LEVELS, EQua 
LOWER LEVELS Om TACTICAL MUCL EAR WEAPONS § = THE 
WEXT PARAGRAPH THEN SAYS THAT THE ATO ORGANS 
THE WORTH ATLANTIC COUNC!, AND MLL OF THE 
OFFICIALS OF WATO, WITH RESPECT TO THIS SET OF 
ARMS CONTROL PRIORITIES, WiLi DEVELOP a 
COMPREWENS! VE CONCEPT WHICH BRINGS TOGETHER FOR 
WATO BOTH SECURITY OF THE ALL ANCE AND RRS 
CONTROL -- HOW DO THEY WORK TOGETHER. and uf 
WAVE GEER DEVELOP IMG THAT COMPREWENS( VE CONCEPT 
WHICH ADDRESSES THE WHOLE OF THE HATO AGENDA OF 
DEFENSE AND ARFS CONTROL OF SECURITY AnD Anns 
CONTROL EVER SINCE. AMD THE HOPE WAS BEEN THAT 
i WIGHT GE ABLE TO wear iT UP Soon) BUT IT's 
1m THAT CONTEXT THEM THAT THE QUESTIONS OF WHERE 
DO SHORT RANGE SYSTEMS AND THEIR BEING KEPT 
UP-TO-DATE ~- WHICH 1S THE waY IT was O1SCUSSED 
AT THE WATO SUPIIT ~- WHERE DOES ALi OF THaT FIT 
TOGETWER’ SO WHEN WE SAY COMPRENENS! VE CONCEPT, 
11'S am EFFORT TO COME UP WITH & TOTAL Witw OF 
THIS SET OF ISSUES OF SECURITY AND Anns 
CONTROL. AND SO THAT'S WOW IT WAS RAISED TODAY 
AMD iT WAS JUST SAID VES, THERE'S THE Sur 
QUESTION 1S THERE AND THAT'S WOW WE'LL HavE TO 
LOOK AT (7 AND CONTINUE TO WORK iT WiTHin THAT 
REYRJAVIA AGREEMENT. 


@: WAS THE ISSUE OF MODERNIZING THE SWF weaPons 
ALWAYS GEER DEALT WITH SINCE 1979. was IT 
ALWAYS GEEN DEALT WITH AS PART OF A 
COMPREWENS/VE CONCEPT STUDY’ MY | MPRESSION was 
THAT THE MODERNIZATION QUESTION WAS SORT OF & 
SEPARATE THING BUT WOW | WEAR YOU SAYING THAT 
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Pact #1 | ee et ee 
THE © S. O6D THE ALLIES SRE AGREEING THaT THE 
MODERE TATION 1 SSUE GuUGHT TO BE DEALT wits 
WiTHIm THE COMPREWERS | VE CONCEPT 


A WELL, THE FEELING AS DEVELOPED Simce 47 
YOU'RE BiGeT. | MEAN THE MODERNIZATION ‘SSuE. 
QUEST!/OM, PROCEDURES iF YOU WILL, #aVE BEES 
DEALT WITH Om & WHOLE SEPARATE PATH BORMAL\Y 
OVER ALL OF THE YEARS OF THE ALLIANCE 8 6| Man 
THERE S & DEFEMSE PLAMmING COMMITTEE, THE 
WUCLEAR PLANEING GROUP THE HIGH LEVEL GROUP 
THEY ALWAYS CONSIDER, YOU KNOW, WHAT DOES THE 
ALLIANCE MEED TO STAY UP-TO-DATE im & DEFENSE 
SYSTEM” (TS Gay wiTwim THE LAST. iT S Om 
SIMCE BEYRJAVIE THAT THE QUESTION OF THE 
MODERN TATION OF MATO'S FORCES OR THE KEEPING uF 
TO DATE OF MATOS FORCES waS SEEM SEEN as 
SOMETHING THAT COULD BE ADDRESSED im THE 
COMPREWENS! WE CONCEPT 


@ GUT UPGRADING "HE (ANCES HEED WOT BE Paleto 
TO ANYTHING (NVOLVING DISARMAMENT THAT S a 
FREE wamD THAT 5 CORRECT, BIGHT? 

A WEED WOT. Teal S ®iGaT 

@ 6D WOW ABOUT & MOVE BY & MAJOR ALLY TO 
DELAY UPGRADING COULD THAT BE CONSIDERED apart 
FROM AMY COMPREMENS(VE CONCEPT? iF YOU Can 
UPGRADE WITHOUT BEING COMPREWENSi VE wey Can'T 
YOU WOT UPGRADE wi THOUT BEING COMPREWENS! VE’ 


A (OOR, | M REALLY TRYING TO BE HELPFUL amp 
EvERYBOOY 


QO wE @E TRYING 'O FIT THE GERMAN ISSUE (NTO & 
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PRILGSOPHY. AND YOU VE EXPLAINED THE PHILOSOPHY 
DOES WOT EXCLUDE UPGRADING (ANCES. (°F ASKING 
TOU, DOES THE PHILOSOPHY EXCLUDE DELAYING \ ANCE 
UPGRAD | §G’ 


A: WEAR, GUT YOU RE GOING TO GO OFF LET US 
TRY TO GET TO THIS PART OF THImGS LATER THIS 
EVENING AFTER THE SECRETARY HAS SEEN KOM. CI 
REALLY WOULD LIME TO GO THROUGH THESE WOTES | 
Cam OMLY MISLEAD. | WOULD wavE TO DANCE and 
OSFUSCATE AND All KINDS OF THINGS AND | Can't BF 
MELPFUL. AD AT THE SAME TIME, | DOM’) want TO 
GIVE YOU THE WRONG STORY 30 THAT waAS |) AND aS 
vOU Cam SEE, WE'RE STARTING Om TIME TODay | 
MEAN, EVERYOODY S BEING VERY HELPFUL =| SAD 
DID BURDEN SHARING WE'VE DONE GREE ML AND, 
CENTRAL AMERICA CAME UP. THE SECRETARY RA/SE0 
CENTRAL AMERICA AS OME OF THE TOPICS THAT WE was 
DISCUSSING. DEWNARK 1S & COUNTRY WHICH DOES 
GIVE ASSISTANCE TO BICARAGUA § = iTS A POPULAR 
ISSUE AND SO ME MERE ... THE SECRETARY was 
SHARING WITH ELLEMAMH-JENSEM HIS Own Eamy 
ASSESSMENT OF WAT THE UNITED STATES WEES in 
1TS OWN POLICY WHICH 1S & MORE UNIFIED aPPRoace 
AND THAT'S WHAT WE'RE WORKING Om amd iT WAS 10 
SHARE WITH ELLEMANN-JENSEN "WE DIRECTION OF THE 
WORK THAT'S GOING OF 1M WASHINGTON WOW iT was 
WOT TO SEER COMMITMENTS. GUT IF THE wEW COURSE 
OF ACTIOW 1S TO GIVE DIPLOMACY & CHANCE in 
CENTRAL AMERICA, THEN WE WOULD HOPE THAT OL MMARE 
WHiCh WAS BEEN ACTIVE 1% MICARAGUA WOULD HELP US 
GIVE DIPLOMACY A CHANCE. £EC~92" 


@: THE IMPLICATION THAT YOU GiWE DIPLOMACY a 
CHANCE, BY HAVING OEWHARK CUT AID TO wiCanagua’ 


A: 0, BUT IT'S BY AT LEAST WAVING THAT AID 
ADORESSED TO THOSE UNDERTARINGS AT ESQUIPULAS 
AND SAPOA TO TALK ABOUT DEMOCRATIZATION And 


& | Teme WOT) | wl Say a0) 6th WE COME 
THROUGH MY WOTES AND SO Fan mY RECOLLECTION 15 
wor. =f | FimD THE MIDDLE EAST, | 4c CORRECT 
MYSELF 


& FD WE EXPL aim JUST WaT HE MEANS OY 
DIPLOMACY | MEAN, GivE DIPLOMACY & CHANCE 
wat 


& | Time #E TALKED TO YOU ABOUT THAT THE Day 
WE WAS THE DAY HE DID THE OB THE RECORD UF FROnT 
WERE AND THAT S JUST SORT OF THE EARLY | amGuAGE 
oF iT 


& 5 WAS THIS, BECAUSE 11 S THIS Eamy 
THIMRING EC-S) CAME UP AND THE CONCERN THaT 
“a. 

@ CAN YOU TALK ABOUT THAT ALITTLE BIT? weal 
waPPENED? 


A «=«©WE JUST EXPRESSED OUR CONCERY OF 
CONVICTION THAT IF AS | RECALL THE AmGUAGE 
WERE, THAT IF IT 1S QUTWARD (LOOKING. I 7'S & GOOD 
THING AND WE VE ALWAYS SUPPORTED EUROPEAN 
INTEGRATION AND AN OUTWARD LOOKING INTEGRATION 
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OFF ICI aL Om 2/13/89 EMROUTE 05. 0/80mn 


1S A POSITIVE TeimG. GUT we CONTI RUE TO OF 
CONCERNED, Twat 17 S DIFFICULT FOR US TO GET OUP 
VIEWS HOWE AT am EARLY DATE and GET OuF 
CONCERNS KNOWN SO ThaT WE Cam IDENTIFY POTENT: a 
PROBLEMS AND WORK THEM OUT BEFORE THEY BECOME 
POTENTIAL ~ BEFORE THEY BECOME REAL PROBLEMS 


TWE QUESTION OF HORMONES CAME UP AnD THE Dani SH 
S'DE RECOMMENDED "HAT THE “tal eOPRONES Oe 
TwE SEWSE Tea’ WE OUGHT TO LE’ GaTT waMDLE THIS 
aed | THImR GOTH SIDES ARE TRYiNG TO FimD & war 
TO KEEP THIS FROM ASSUMING & ( ARGE® DIMERS) ON 
Team |? MA OEADY Has 1§ + COULD Give 17 TO YOU 
® LITTLE MORE Om weal OUP vitw IS Teal POTENTI a 
PROBLEMS COULD BE AVOIDED \f SOMENOW ME CouL® 
ESTARL (SH & CLEAR COMSUL TATI VE PATTERN with Te. 
EC OFFICIAL OOF AMD imST! TUT! ONS 


@ FACTUAL QUESTION ~~ 1S THERE ANY OME AGENCY 
OF PART OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT Tha’ MON) TORS 
THIS EC DEVEL OPRERT? 


A §O, THERE (Se 7. AMD FOR GOOD REASON & 
HUMBER OF PEOPLE waVE SAID WHO'S im CHARGE’ Bu. 
1F YOU (OOK aT EC-O2, YOU GET FOR EXAMPLE. aty 
BAMEING LAWS AND REGULATIONS CONCERN) RG 
FIMANCIAL SYSTEMS TeaT’S THE TeEasuRY 
DEPARTMENT. THERE S WOBODY ELSE im THE US 
GOVERNMENT WHO Cam DOO THE TREASURY OC PARTHERT 
YOU HAVE A LOT OF AMERICAN (MDUSTRIES WiTHin THE 
UNITED STATES Sa''RG, | MEED MORE /HFORMATI ON On 
WaT POSSIGLE REGULATIONS ARE GOING TO AFFECT MY 
EXPORT iMDUSTRY. THAT'S THE COMMERCE DEPARTHENT 
THROUGH (TS REGIOWAL OFFICES im THE STATES and 
THEY'RE THE ORLY GOMES WHO Cam PEALLY OE THE 
EFFECTIVE Lime FOR PROVIDING THAT KinD OF 
(FORMATION. THER YOU HAVE SPECIFIC TRADE |TERMS 
AnD USTO’'S Om THE LEAD im THAT. THEN YOU MIGHT 


ALERT COPY 


Pact #1 et ee) ee 
GET BROMD ECONOMIC POLICIES Teal aFFECT FoR 
EXAMPLE, SOME OF THE OTHER APEGS YOU BE GOlmG TO 
WAVE REGULATIONS THAT ARE EFFECT WEL 
ERVIROMMERTAL YOU HAVE REGULATIONS COMlaG UF 
Teal HAVE TO DOO WITH TRANSPORTATION amd SO 
THERE GRE WORKING GROUPS OND TaSe FORCES 
THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES GOWEREREST Teat 
CHANGE THEIR CHAIRMANSHIP DEPERDIEG UPOR THE 
SPECIFIC (SSUE amd THE STATE OEPaRTHERT 
PRRTICIPATES (© MLL OF THOSE, #aS THE LEQD On 
SOME SROAD ECOWOMIC POLICY THINGS AUD "Em wete 
TOU GO SEYOMD EC-$2 aS (7 S BEIWG PLAYED, aS a 
TRADE TH/NG, Q6D (O08 AT wat 17 S REALLY aBOuT. 
wich 1S MSO POLITICAL GMD SECURITY, THEN 
yOu RE Gace AT STATE. PEOPLE ASH THE QUEST! On 
and | Cam T REPORT Teal THE aDMim/STRATION was 
Sa/0 DEF mI TIVELY #OW 17 wamTS TO 00 17. Sur 
wee | HOVE BEER ASKED MY Ove PERSOMML VIEWS. 

| WE SEEN SAYING THIS WORKS PRETTY well am oe 
SEER GATING TO THE (MDUSTOY PEOPLE weO wave SEES 
COmimG TO ME THAT 1m FACT THIS SERVES YOUR 
\NTERESTS AMD YOU Cam SHOP THE Owe \OOni mG FoR 
TwE PERSON WHO HROWS YOUR (SSUE BEST OF my 

O00 50 45 LOWG AS THE (NTERMAL COORD) maT eG 
PROCESS |S WORKING OND THE AGEMCIES atte ' 
FiGHTi MG OVER WhO 1S 1m CHARGE BUT 1H FACT ane 
S'TT)@G DOWN AeD Cache TanieG THE aPreora are 
(fad. | THIN WELL BE ALRIGHT) «6 6BuT THERE may 
SE SOME WHO WOULD STILL Sav, WO ME MEED & 
PERSON AND SO FAR THERE (5 BO "A PERSON” eo 
DOES ML. OF THOSE THINGS, UMLESS, "OU BmOW OU 
want TO Sav iT S THE PRESIOEWT LET 

tint 


@ SO Fan, wave "OU BEEN PEASSURED OY any OF 
TwE @ESPONSES ABOUT EC~-92° 
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& «6| THINK WHATS BEASSURING ABOUT 17 1S THAT 
WEN WE WAVE GEER WORKING (SSUES SUCCESSFULLY 

i HAD ~ WE ORE HAVING WAY OFF 1m CORNERS THaT 
PEOPLE OOM T FOLLOW, 5000 WORK DOME On SOME OF 
THE REGULATIONS. WE'VE HAD GOOD WORK DOME FOR 
CAAPPLE, OM REGULATIONS AFFECTIOG INTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY ON COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND THE whONG 
(PRESSION GOES ABOUT BECAUSE wat MARES THE 
FRONT PAGES ARE THE TOUGH QUESTIONS | TH! mn 
TWE MOST EMCOURAGING THImG THAT WE HaWE HEARD 15 
THAT EVERYOODY 1S ALERT TO THE CONCERNS OF THE 
UNITED STATES EVERYONE UNDERSTANDS TeaT THis 
15 & SET OF PROBLEMS Twat Cam GE EASILY AVOIDED 
1} WE Stay im TOUCH AND if WE waTCH THaT 
CVERYSODY ELSE THOUGH UNDERSTANDS THERE ant 
GOING TO BE TRADE (SSUES BETWEEN THE UnITED 
STATES AND EUROPE, BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES and 
WOME VER ON A DAILY BASIS im THIS WORLD. BUT 
THE ATTITUDE (1S CERTAINLY BOT GWE OF “OM WELL. 
Don’ T WORRY ABOUT iT, EVERYTHING 15 
WUNRY-DORY." THE ATTITUDE 1S, “WE BmOW THIS 15 
A SERIOUS (SSUE, WE KNOW ME HAVE TO PROCEED with 
CAUTION, AMD WE INTEND TO WORK WITH YOU On iT. 
Ov, THAT DOESNT MARE |! PROBLER-FREE, BUT iT 
SEEPS 17 OPER. 


THAT'S THE EMD OF THE WOTES SO THAT MUST BF 
WHERE SOMEBODY SAID TIME AND WE GOT UP amd LEFT! 


LET ME OO OSLO THEN, WHERE THE MEETING O£Gan 
WITH THE FOREIGH MINISTER, WE WERE SUBSEQUENTLY 
JOINED BY THE FOREIGH MINISTER, amd OFFENSE 
MINISTER GUT 17 BEGAN WITH FOREIGH MimiSTER 
STOLTEMBERG PRESIDING FOR WORWAY AND ASaimG iF 
THE SECRETARY MIGHT BE WILLING TO DISCUSS SucH 
THINGS AS DESTS, AND LATIN AMERICA, SOUTHERN 
AFRICA AMD THE MIDDLE EAST, LEAVING UNTIL THE 
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SEGAL OF THE PRIME MINISTER QmD THE DEF ERSE 
PIMISTER THE QUESTIONS GF EAST-WEST AMD THE (ia 


ss0)eee 


SO OGA:h, Ge CENTRAL QRERICA THE SECRETARY 
SPORE OF THE BEED FOR & URIFIED POLICY THaT 
SPINGS TOGETHER THE EXECUTIVE Amd THE 
LEGISLATIVE GRANTH AMD THE SAME PHRASE. “Giving 
DIPLOMACY & CHANCE” AMD SPEAKING AGA/H TO THE 
WOPMEGI ANS WHO GAVE SOMETHING LIME S/KTEES 

PILL IGM DOLLARS TO wICARAGUA (AST TEAR WERT 
ACTIVE S/CARAGUAR PROGRAM 4 VERY POPULAR 
PROGRAM |. “ORWAT, ASHING AGAIN (fF |T WOULD HOT 
BE POSSIGLL © ADDRESS THAT ASSISTANCE TO THE 
QUESTION OF PERFORMANCE AGAINST THE PRINCIPLES 
O ESQUIPULAS. THAT QUESTION WAS JUST SIMPLY 
TARE® Om THE QUESTION OF DEBT STRATEGY, 1 41 
GO (NTO THIS A BIT tm DETAIL, 1F amYeODY 1s 
PEMLLY INTERESTED, GUT THE SECRETARY BEPORTED 
Teal THE QUESTION OF DEBT STRATEGY (5 amOTHER OF 
THE TOPICS Teal 1S UNDER REVIEW tm THE . 
ADAINISTRATION | * LOQRING AT THINGS THAT wii. 
AFFECT GOTH THE DEST POSITION OF MIDDLE i mCOME 
COUNTRIES QmD THE DEST POSITION OF THE POOREST 
OF "WE POOR am & SEMSE THAT YOU HAVE TO Ofm 
wiT® DIFFERERT GROUPS im DIFFERERT WAYS amD THAT 
wiThin Teal, "OU ALSO MUST DEAL Ow A 
CASE-BY-CASE GAS'S. BUT THIS WAS EXPRESSED a5 
TwE SECRETARY'S PERSONAL VIEW BECAUSE THERE iS A 
REvitw GOING On AMD HE WiLL BE PARTICIPATING \# 
1T SUT WE JUST SPORE OF Tea’. On SOUTHERE 
AFRICA, THE SECRETARY DESCRIBED WOW THE | SSUE 
PRESENTS ITSELF 16 THE UNITED STATES Om THE 
DOMESTIC POLITICAL SCENE AND HOW THE SANCTIONS 
QUESTIOMS ALWAYS BAISE THE QUESTION. “HOW 00 YOU 
EFFECT CHANGE iF YOU RE HOT A PLAYER?" BUT HE 
JUST LEFT 17 THERE, Saving 17'S am 1SSUE amp 
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AGAim, YOU WEED & REWiEW OF Twat BuT ir is @ 
SUBJECT ABOUT WHICH THERE APE VERY STRONG ¥iEwS 
1m THE URITED STATES PaRTiCULamLY im TeaT 
DOMESTIC POLI TICa CONTEAT 


THEY SPORE ALSO ABOUT THE MIDDLE EAST AND aGaie 
THE GOTTOM LimE waS TeaT Om THE US SIDE, 
WAVE TO CAREFULLY THI MR OUT WHERE (7 1S Teal 
Wan’ TO GO. STO. TEMBERG REPORTED - 4aD JUST 
RETURNED FROF & SWING AROUND THE MIDDLE Eas! and 
1m FACT 1S GOING WEKT WEER M50. MEX’ MONTH TO 
Sy#\a amp (SPAT) =6fE MAD HAD & MEETING wil® 
ARAFAT OND JUST LIMPLY REPORTED "HAT THE Male 
MESSAGE WAS OF Om INTEREST i THE CONTI MUING OF 
THE Da. OGUE THAT HAS WOW BEEW ESTAR, (SHED wi Te 
TE PLO) 80 Twat (S. GRarar S IWTEREST im THE 
CONTINUING OF THE 01m OGUE 


@ OD AR. BAREe SAY AmYTHI eG ABOUT WHETHER HE 
WANTED TO CONTINUE THE 3) a. OGUE’ 


& «THE QUESTION WAS WHETHER THE SECRETARY Said 
ANYTHING ABOUT CONTINUING THE DIMLOGUE | 
DiOw 7 USE THOSE WORDS DON, SO | Caw Tt ansute 
THAT SPECIFICALLY. WE JUST SIMPLY WOTED THaT 
THERE ARE OPPORTUNITIES im THE CURRENT SCENE 
AGAIm, THIS 1S THE CONFIRMATION TESTIMONY MalOR 
OUTLINES OPPORTUNITIES WHATEVER WE 00, Mant 
Suet Tea’ EO IT aT THE Bice Time ML 
want TO OE ACTIVE, GUT WE WAVE TO CAREFULLY 
THImE OUT WHERE WE ARE GOING, SO Teal THE woRD 
YOU WERE \OOKING FOR was BOT USED. 


THER, (7 WAS ABOUT THIS TIME Thal THE PRIME 
MIMISTER AMD THE MINISTER OF DEFENSE ARRIVED and 
WE WENT TO THE SOVIET UMIOm AMD THE SECRETARY 
SPORE ALONG THAT SAME ASSESSMENT THAT AE ¥E 
GIVEN AT EVERY STOP. AGAIN, & DISCUSSION On 
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Pat 8) en ee ee 
WETHER OF HOT THERE OGHT BE & LATE SPRi eG 
Summit SEETING tm THE SEMSE TeaT 17 BrGeT wey 
Sf aPPeoPei ate Just LEFT Teal wey) 6aGele @OT 
Terie TO COUNT VOTES 4S EE GO A. OnG 


@ 'S Teal & geo Summit MEET I eG” 


& ES, SATO SUPT SEETIOG amD Tete Te 
QUEST Oe OF SF Came UF GED MODERHI TATION aap 
THE SERSE--) Li. JUST LEawE 17 WHERE | fave wap 
TO L\CawE 17, WHICH TS TeeT ML OF THIS MAS STILL 
GOT TO GE DEALT WITH wiTere THE COMPREREESi 
CONCEPT, amD Tea’ |S. THAT WAS ALSO PRIME 
PONISTER GRUNDTL AED S WitW Oe THAT SoBsECT 


& 8Oe MUCH OF WHAT YOU HAVE DESCRIBED DID THE 
Se Tene UF” 6«wmeaT PROPORT! ON” 


& Ser? o6T was THE LAST MOMUTES. PROBABLY HOT 
PORE THAN WHER TOU ORE TALHING COMPRERE NS) uf 
CONCEPT amp THE aeOTHEe THEME Teal PEOPLE ant 
TALAIRG ABOUT WHICH 15 HOW DOES HATO PRESERT 
(TOELE (1m PUBLIC SO Teal 17 CONT! MUES TO wave 
PUBL'C SUPPORT Ow Mii THAT TOGETHER, Tear 
GETS MIAED TOGETHER AS PEOPLE ARE TL aleG & 
FORWARD~( OOF 1HG AGENDA & SUMMIT GmD wal & 
SUnFiT MIGHT DO, OND MAKING SURE PEOPLE 
UNDERSTAND THE POLE OF THE AL. /AmCE AnD THE 
COMPREWENS WE CONCEPT~-'T GETS ML. MIAED UP amp 
'T WAS PROBABLY & QUARTER OF an HOUR. 

@ WAS THERE OY DISCUSSION OF THE OTHER Hind 
OF SUMMIT i= amy OF THESE MEETINGS’ 


& THE OME THA’ WE HOWE COME TO KNOW AND | OVE 
SO lL, 80, THERE was WOT 
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att ttactttttttaacataatacatthaar Te et 25 YOU GO AROUND THe’ PEOPLE Cam SEE 
acti oe Pe-@) Twa’ THERE (5 JUST O& ATTRACT OR.  leTR Gules 
Goa TY 'O GORRACHEW WICH ADDS TO # DISCUSS ioe 
i. ee ee ee ee Cia-e8 OODL-eF --Teal "OU weNE TO aebet® SOMieoe 6 6fUT 
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SECSTATE WASHOE HAT PED ATE Pee? 
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ameahe PASS TO WEBEL SEC OFPaRTRENT Past eos tS Ont 
FOR GRLET SCOMCROFT amD wei TE HOUSE FOR mESoRS 
Fi TIWATER amD POP AD) ue @ HIS HAS TO OO WITH YOUR EXPERIENCE nD wat 
YOu RE SELING HOW AS YOU COMPARE wiTe PREVIOUS 
vSia FOR PF ASSOCIATE DYRECTOR MELT ONGS, AD THIS LERRBONG EXPERIENCE CONCERT 
*t S Had ABOUT FINE ~~ BEEN TO Five COumTRNES 
£0 120% ae SOv «ABOUT WHAT PERCENT OF THE TOME DOES THE 
Tash, OvlP Gente ii), cares; U.S. SUE LISTEN AMD THE OTHER SIDE SPEAR? is 
SUBJECT, GACRGROUND GRIEF ONG OY SERIOR us THERE Gey ALG, CHANGE (8 THE BALANCE? Gnd THE 
OFF ICim Om 2/13/88 CMROUTE OL O/RONn TOME THAT ONE S)DE AMD THE OTHER SIDE Hawt, oF 


‘3 17 a@0ul Tet wer 17 #a5 Award Ofte” 
@ DD SECRETARY Bante Say a) any OF THESE 


ETT OSS, OF HAS ME TOLD YOU. weaT iT 15 TeaT ® (fT SE Oe SeCeGPOUND FROr HY Ow 
SOOTHER, HIM ABOUT THE POSSIBLE POLIT Cm BacecroueD) = THIS 1S 8 VERY COMFORTABLE SET OF 
accerragic ity OF Tee Stee? Tetaty as if 15 COmvE eta’ | Ons \= "amy (eTeeCES, amp | Can 


MOVING DOWN THE L1ME OW" 


& © aD | Ff MOT 1m THE GROUP Tea’ 15 \OORi mG 
AT iT. GUT "OU MLL HAVE FOLLOWED THE (SSuE amp 
| Terme THE OME TermG Teal | Cam Sav Teal | FEEL 
COMP OENT ABOUT (5S THE VERY PEa, SEMEL Teal 
WeATEVEE (5 ACHIEVED MUS’ BE SOMETHIaG Tra’ Can 
Of SaTiFit>) «6am SO. fT 1S ORPORTaNT TO attr 
CHECei@G 'O MARE SURE Tea? weal 15 OE eG woRetD 
Ow iS PATIFi ARLE) BECMUSE THE SEMSE 1S Tear 
THERE WOULD BE SOTHING WORSE "Ham TO GO Cul amp 
DO Mi OF THESE TH)e55 GBD THEN COME HOME and 
wave & OCPET IT On OF Smt fy 


& #5 PEOPLE TALE ABOUT THE MECESSITY FOR mato 
TO PRESENT (TSELE 1% PUBLIC ~ ARE YOU TaLares 
CHPLICITLY ABOUT THE PERCEPTION Teal GORBaCeTY 
was THE imrTiaTive, af LEAST te PORLiC 
PERCEPT\ON? weet S THE DI AGHOSIS Teal YOU ant 
Tevieg 'O CURE’ 


& «WL, ORE OF THE CHMLLEMGES 1S TO Mane Suet 
Twat i POINT CUR EFFORT aT CuacT. Y THE @)GeT 
THING, O6D, WAT WE WAVE HEARD CONSISTENT Y, 
AnD i HAVENT MADE AL. OF THE STOPS, BUT war 
WE HAVE HEARD COMSISTERTLY (5 & SEWSE Teal THE 
AGEMDA THAT 15 BEING WORREL im LAST -WEST 1S THE 
WESTERE AGENDA «THAT GORBACHEY S~-ORE OF THE 
MOST STRIKING THINGS ABOUT GORBACHEW 16 #15 
ADPISS/OR OF FAILURE. amd YET. OME THImG THaT 
1S UUDERI ABLE (5 THAT WHEW IT COMES TO @ 
CAPTURING PUBLIC ATTENTION, THE WESTERN actupa 
OAS 8 HARD TIME COMPETING wits GORBACHEV'S Ow 
ABIL iTY TO ATTRACT ATTERTION. (7 (Set a 
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SUBJECT BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR Vv. S 
OFFICIAL ON 2-°13/89 ENROUTE OS. 0-/ BONN 


GIVE YOu CATALOG THE SECRETARY KNOWS THESE 
PEOPLE FROM OTHER INCARNATIONS I?’ S aBOvuT EVEN 
4S yOu wOULOD EXPECT AMONG LEADERS wrHO KNOW E4CH 
OTHER wrHO FNOW THE AGENDA AND BOTH SIDES 4RE 
LISTENING IT IS CERTAINLY TRUE THE OTHER 
PEOPLE wE ARE CALLING VPON WANT TO HEAR FROM THE 
SECRETARY THESE EARLY VIEWS OF THE GUIDING 
PRINCIPLES OF THE AOMINISTRATION S FOREIGN 
POLICY 

HE KAS BEEN VERY WILLING TO EXPAND ON SUCH 
TOPICS 4S CENTRAL AMERICA OR EAST-WEST IN THIS 
EVAL VATION OF GORBACHEV OF COURSE. THEY ARE 
INTRBESTEO IN THAT ANDO. THEY IN TURN HAVE. EVER 
SINCE THIS TRIP WAS ANNOUNCED BEEN PREPARING 
THEMSELVES TO BE READY IN THE SHORT AMOUNT OF 
TIME TO GET ACROSS THEIR POINTS sO If S$ COMING 
Ov? aBOuT EVEN. BUT NOT wITH THE SENSE OF A 
C.Ocr TICKING. IT'S wiTs A SENSE OF PEOPLE 
ENGAGING I?’ S BEEN waRmw IT S BEEN BOTH 
PERSONAL AND PROFESSIONAL YOu ARE AL wavS vert 
wiTe THE FEELING OF DON T YOU WISH YOU HAD MORE 
TIME SUT IT HAS ALSO BEEN SO WELL ORGANIZED ON 
BOTH SIDES THAT YOU ALSO KNOW YOU HAVE VSEO YOUR 
TIME TO BEST ADVANTAGE AND. I' VE BEEN AROUND 
THE CIRCUIT A LONG TIME. BUT IT IS JsUST GOING 
VERY VERY WELL. ANDO I CAN T SPEAK FOR THE 
SECRETARY. I HAVEN’ T HEARO HIM DESCRIBE IT. BUT 
I muST SAY YOu CAN TELL FROM THE ATMOSPHERE JUST 
HOw WELL IT S GOING FOR BOTH SIDES 

ENO CATHERMAN 

BuRT 
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OH 2/14/89 CMROUTE amnana/ ATHENS 


1. @EGIN TEXT) THIS 1S AN ON-BACEGROUND BRIEFING OF 
THE MECTINGS SETMEEN THE SECRETARY amd FORE i GH 
MINISTER YILMAL AND THE SECRETARY amd PRIME MinISTER 
CLM. BOTH MEETINGS WERE CHARACTERITED BY & CORDIAL 
OD FRIEMDLY ATMOSPHERE OND TOGETHER THEY CONSTI TUTE 
Mh ACEMDA-SETIING REVIEW OF THE RELATIONSHIP. THE 
TOPICS WERE SOMEWHAT DIVIDED BETWEEN THE Two 

MEETINGS. THE FOREIGN MINISTER ADDRESSED HIMSELF TO 
HATO AND THE CAST-WEST PELATIONSHIP, TOUCHING AS WELL, 
@ COURSE, ON THE QUESTIONS OF HUMAN RIGHTS In THE 
CAST AND, 16 PARTICULAR, THE TURKISH MimORITY ie 
PULGARIA. THE BILATERAL QUESTIONS Teal WERE TOUCHED 
Won BY THE FOREIGH MINISTER WERE THE SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE SETVEEH OUR TWO COUNTRIES. THE atntuian 
RESOLUTION, AMD ECONOMIC COOPERAT/ On. 

~ WITH THE PRIME MIMISTER THERE WAS an CxPansion OF 
THE DISCUSSION OF THE ECONOMIC TOPICS: THE TRADE, 
CYPRUS, THE GRECR-TURKISH DIALOGUE, amd im PARTICULAR 
WAT’S CALLED THE DAVOS PROCESS. THE SHARED VitW wits 
RESPECT TO WATO AND THE CAST-WEST RELATIONSHIP wes OF 
Ah MLIAMCE THAT HAS MAINTAINED ITS WiTa@ity, ITs 
CONESION AMD ITS PRINCIPLES. AND | THIMK aGain IT 
VOUS BE A SHARED VitW THAT OUR 10EAS and OF 
IMITIATIVES ARE WINNING, AND THAT, AS THE SECRETARY 
MOTED, GM THE OCCASION OF A MEW PRESIDENT Taxing 
GFICE WE BAVE & CHANCE TO TAKE HEAD On THE Tade OF 
COPPUNICATING GUE CONCLUSION THAT THE SUBSTANCE 156 
MOVING 1% GUR DIRECTION, 1S MOWING Im THE DIRECTION 
THE MALI ANCE HAS WANTED AND WE'RE SOLICITING 10EaS On 
WOW TO BETTER COMMUNICATE THIS SUCCESS THE mL ance 
WAS HAD WITH RESPECT TO ITS AGENDA. CONCERNING 
SECURITY@ ASSISTANCE, OF COURSE, WHERE VE HaVE & WERY 
LARGE RELATIONSHIP, VE REPORTED ON WHERE WE ARE i8 
THAT RELATIONSHIP WITH, FOR EXAMPLE, OUR FY 89 PROGRAM 
1S LARGER THAN OUR FY 88 PROGRAM BY SOME SEVEN PERCERT 
AMD THE FY 98 PROGRAM 1S EVEN HIGHER. FIGURES ARE SO8 
MILLION FOR FY 89 AND G18 MILLION FOR FY $8. SO THaT 
WAS A VERY GOOD AND MELCOME PICTURE. 


~ THE TURKISH SIDE ALSO EXPRESSED 11S SUPPORT FoR 
THE ARMS CONTROL PRIORITIES OF THE ALLIANCE ~~ ML 
START AND CHEMICAL WEAPONS AND ON THE CONVENT I ONT. 
SIDE. GME OF THE INTERESTING THINGS MENTIONED BY THE 
PRIPE MINISTER WAS AM INCREASE IM TOURISM REVENUES If 


INCOMING 
TELEGRAM 


OE «FI CEO Bt 151 eST 
FOR CRAPPLE FROM CASTERR EVROPE. On THE Dever 
PROCESS, THERE 1S JUST & CONFIRMATION Tear IT 
CONTIGUES, AND OF CYPRUS, THE TURSISH S)DE SeaRED wits 
US A REVIEW OF THE HISTORY OF THE (Souk (8 Crees 
amD THAT'S PRETTY MUCH THE OGERDA | MIGHT, On Tee 
TRADE QUESTION, BECAUSE BOTH THE FORE (GH MIMISTER an 
THE PRIME MINISTER GMDERL (MED weet TORREY OS AL ers 
SAID THAT TURKEY SEERS TRADE~-OOT 21D--18 THE 
SELATIONSHIP, OUD ME WERE ABLE TO MOTE Teal FoR 
CAAPPLE (8 2 FOUR-YEAR PERIOD, THAT TUREICH ERPORTS TO 
THE URITED STATES HOVE GROWN Si) GHIF ICANTLY FROr atouND 
758 FULL IGN TO 897 MILLION, AND OUR Cum ExPORTS TO 
TURKEY HAVE DOUBLED. SO THAT THEY APE wOw ABOUT 1.5 
SILLIGR. SO AS & GCEMERAL REVIEW OF THE PEL AT  OMSeIP 
17 WAS) WERY PRECISE OUD, AS | SAID, THE PRIME 
MINISTER SPEGT QUITE A BIT OF TIME DESCRICING THE 
CURRENT ECONOMIC PICTURE im TURKEY, WHICH 1S POSITIVE. 


GC. 00 YOU ANOW WHETHER THIS E98 MILLION FIGURE 15 
PRIOR TO THE PURCHASE OF BUGS AT THE AIRPORT TODAY OF 
wetter it? 


A. PRIOR TO THE PURCHASE OF wat? 


6. SEVER FIND. YOU CON ANSWER THAT OF HOT. YOU 
WANTED A BILLION AT SOME POINT. ARE THEY COGING OFF 
Tear? 


A. VE WAVE & OCST-EFFORTS COMMITRENT TO TURKEY, 
WAVE FADE OUR BEST EFFORTS. TURKEY CERTAINLY HeOwSs 
THE SITUATION WITH RESPECT TO RESOURCES Teal are 


AVAILABLE FOR THESE PROGRAMS AND IN THE SETTING OF 
CONSTRAINTS ON RESOURCES, BOTH SIDES ant veERY 
SATISFIED WITH THE MATURE OF THIS PROGRAM aT 618 
PULL ION. 


© THE TURKS SEEM TO OE AWARE OF HAVING & BETTER PR 
18 THE UNITED STATES. O10 THIS COME UF im any war? 
THE GREER (MAGE DESCENDS, WHICH TURKEY 15 HOT PEMLLY 
CABARASSED ADOUT, TURKEY SEEMS TO BE DOING BETTER im 
CONGRESS AND ALL. 1° WOT SUGGESTING ANYTHING, I'm 
ASKING YOU: DID THE CONVERSATION GET (mTO weal SEEMS 
TO Of AM IMPROVED TURKISH IMAGE 1% CONGRESS AnD 1m THE 
WeITED STATES? 


A. 80 IT DIDN'T, IT OLOM'T GET HmTO THaT. 


& O10 THEY RAPPER TO TALE AT MLL AS SOME OF THE 
OTHER CUROPEANS WERE YESTERDAY Teal YOU MENTIONED 
ABOU! FR. GORBACHEV'S (MAGE AND HOW THE WEST HAS TO 
COUNTER THaT? 


A. {7 O1ON'T COME UF Im Teal CONTEXT. | was BLaDING, 
18 FACT DIRECTLY FROM THE TURKISH SIDE, & TURKISH 
JUDGEMENT OF ON ALLIANCE THAT HAS MAINTAINED ITS 
VITALITY, 17S COWESION, AND ITS PRINCIPLES. amd THEW 
WE IPEDIATELY WERT (NTO & SHAPED CONCLUSION TeaT 
HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY HOW 18 FRONT OF US TO GO OUT amp 
“PUT THAT CASE FORWARD. $0 17 CAME UF Im THAT SENSE. 

| SHOULD MENTION, GY THE WAY, AS YOU HWOV, ME ALSO 
DISCUSSED SRIETLY & WATO SUMMIT, WHAT WERE TURKISH 
vitws Oe THaT, . 


@ WAT ORE THE VIEWS Oe A HATO SURMUT? 
A. ONE CONTINUES TO LOOK AT THE PERIOD AROUND THE CKD 


OF MAY, THAT IT WOULD BE A GOOD THING AND an 
OPPORTUNITY TO PUT FORWARD THE PICTURE OF THIS WiTaL 


“TURKEY AND THE HUMBER OF VISITORS THAT ane MACH UOT ASS IF et Tar 1S THE — 1m WHICH IT CAME UF. 
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& SO Sevees THE SDWRETACE G60 SUBSTORCE 15 STL 
THESE ~~ Teal YOU MESTIONED YESTERDAY -- "ea? Come oF 
ecare TObeT. Bel THERE wel OD PEeT Oe 47 ML atoeT 
Tel GOPRaCety PO CarPerce 6#f DONT COME Ww al me 
=i vidum’ 


a © Teel 15 BOT Fare TO Sey. SECHUSE, TES OE Care 
@ £6 me eI NIDON GOT OE COE ww oie TER Oo MRE IS 
A AE WOO IS ADMITTING THE FarLORE OF & OYSTER oop 
SCRE VE ORE WITH Oe AGENDA THAT HAS WORRED, Teal was 
SEEe SUCCESOFUL, THAT REPRESENTS & UESTERS imitating 
THAT (5 GEING WORKED O8D UE BANE OPPORTUNITIES HOw TO 
PUT GUE IDEAS FORWARD. © | OF HOT QUOTING anroet 


& 5 THERE & SEWSE THAT TURES FEEL aS THE esr 
GERMANS DO THAT THEY ARE LESS THREATEOMED OY THEIe 
SEVGERORS TO THE HORTH? 615 THE SAE SORT OF THIEME 
SAPPL RING (e TURELY (8 Oey Wey AT AL Teal A Sew 8 
ST Gl emanr’ 


A IT'S DIFFICULT TO CHARACTERIZE (7 BECAUSE Me DON'T 
SPERD CROUCH TIME OF THE GROUND A8D WE'RE MOVING 
QUICKLY THOUGH an AGENDA = 6| CTHime IT 1S SURE ah 
GAVE SEER THROUGHOUT ALL OF OUR STOPS, THAT Mt musT 
COMCERN CURSEL VES WITH PUBLIC PERCEPTIOmS Teal anise 
AS THE SITUATION CHANGES, AMD THAT THERE (5 Ceamce i@ 
THE SOVIET WEIGH OND THAT 15 ACENOMEDCED 16 TuReEY 
AS 17 6S CVLRYWRERE ELSE, THAT THERE 15 & DIFF LRLeT 
SOVIET LEADER, THAT CERTAIMLY 15 ACEMOMEDGED Bur : 
Cam’) TELL YOU THAT OME GETS & SEWSE OF DIFFLRLUCE OF 


THE ELQUIREMERT 10 SAY HOW OO ME PRESEET OUR CASE EST. 


GO THIS 18 WOT MAMIFESTING ITOELE CITHER om tet 
POLITICAL BODY OF 1H HOW THE POLITICML BODY aCTi wares 
THE HOLITARY REQUIREMENTS AND THINKING. THUS Fan, iT 
1S MOT REFLECTED. 


A THIS ISN'T A QUOTE, 1°" PaRAPeRAsiNG, QUT Ter 


FORE IGE MINISTER Sa10 THAT Tet TURKISH COMM TetET To 
THE ALLIANCE AND THE PUBLIC CONSENSUS afOUND THE 
MLIARCE 1S AS FIRM TODAY AS EVER. SOW 1m OT TRY imG 
TO COMPART THAT WITH ANYTHING, SUT THAT'S #Ow af 
OESCHIGED Tee Situation im TuRAEY. 


& MPPORTNTLY, A THE PHOTO OF THE FOREN GH mimiSrER 
RABE & COMPERT ABOUT HOT MORTGAGING TO THE lerTERESTS 
@ amy THIRD PARTY. THERE WAS SOME QUESTION abou 
WAT THAT STATEMENT REFERRED TO. 


A. SOMESOOT 15 GOING TO HAVE TO HELP AE ALITTLE Orr 
orrrER-- 


& THAT WAS AT THE OEPARTURE: THE TURKISH FoRtiGe 
MIMISTER WAS STANDING BEXT TO SECRETARY Bante and Salo 
OE WAS GLAD 10 HOTE THAT TURKISH INTERESTS WOULD OT 
GE MORTGAGES, 41S WORD WAS MORTEAGED, TO THOSE OF any 
THIRD PARTY. WE TOOK Teal AS & REFEREMCE TO GRELCE, 
AMD TUL SEVER/TER ORD CYPRUS G00 APPERIA, O80 ALL OF 
THAT, CAR YOU OFFER & WiTW Om THIS? HOW DOES THE 
v8. SEE 819 COnmeT? . 


A. IT'S PUT SO BROADLY TeaT MY SENSE WOULD OF Tear 
THE COMTERT 1S TURKISH CONCERN That THE BEL ATI ONSHIF 
URITED STATES-GRELCE AnD UNITED STATES-TURKEY OF A 
BALANCED RELATIONSHIP AND VE HAE AL wes acsuerto 

TORREY OF GUE INTEREST (8 GAL anCE ju THE eEGioe. 
SUSPECT THAT 17 COULD WELL MAVE OELR ~~ AE BID HIT 
SECURITY ASSISTANCE ~~ | BEAR FROM THE TURKISH S10 


~ 
< 
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OE S110 OO M&M 1S1eST sees 
Tee *® COMCERS QPOUT THE SEVER/TEN ATI Sed wf aiounED 
THER SGA0G THAT WE WENTED EVERYONE TREATED Farmiy emp 
WITS GAME. SD TOU VE PROBABLY GUESSED S)GeT Oe TE 
Comreat 


& Wal (5 EW OF CYPRUS’ aft ME acereG THER TO DO 
SETTeIe, TO MOVE THIEGS A. ONG? 


& Tet CYPRUS DISCUSSION WES & VERY GOOD e1 STORY 
LESSOR OF GOW THE COMPNITIES Haut EVOL WED. Ser, @ 
TE LAST TereTY YEARS. OeD OUP Witw On Twat 15 8 LL 
eee VIC «6 SUPPORT THE EFFORT OF WHI TED mations 
SECRETARY GCOMEOM, VE GELICVE THAT THE SOLUTIONS Whi 
Of FOUND 16 THE (NTERCOER, WORE OF THE 1S. ee oD 
a M.UOTS COPOESS CUR SUPPORT FOR teat Um SECRET aR 
CeEOm ORE. CERTAIMLY Weal THE TURES #ap TO Sar 
TODAY WAS A DESCRIPTION OF THE PROBLEM TO ~~ | Terme 
iTS Fark TO Say ~~ TO SELF OS UNDERSTAND wow THEY Sav 
iT. 


©. ME THE TURES SENDING PEOPLE O25 WELL OS TROOPS OF ° 
TO CvPGus’ SOLS THE U.S. TARE & POSITION Om TuReEY’S 

SEFUSML TO PULL ITS TROOPS FROR Tee (SL amd ae fe fact 
SENDING 18 TURES TO INCREASE THE TORKI GH POPUL aT) ON 


& WE CELICVE THAT MLL OF THESE (SSUES write 
SEPRESERT THE FACTS OF THE SITUATION ~~ THE PRESEMCE 
OF TURKISH TROOPS, THE QUESTIONS THAT HavE OFEN Pur 
FORWARD OF BOTH SIDES ~~ APE THE HIND OF QUESTIONS 
TeaT THE ©. SECRETORY GEMTOAL Hah TO GET THE THO 
SISES TO Si) DOWN AT THE TABLE QeD ADDRESS. 50 OuF 
VIEW 1S ERCOWPASSED (6 CUR SUPPORT FOR Tet ua. 
SECRETARY Ghetem 


& 90 TOU GET Gey SENSE OF THE SEACTION TO THE 
SECHL TARY S PRESERTATION ABOUT THE Bude 
ADPiei STRAT Oe S MEW PRINCIPLES O8 FORE Ge POL cr’ 


&. THE OISCUSSIO TODAY WAS OF THE MLL ANCE and Tet 
CAST “EST PEL ATIONSEIP. aed | HONE Sard Tear iT was 
CLEAR THAT THERE WAS & SHAPED WiC THERE OF & STRONG 
ML IMRCE, & SHORTED VIEW OF Cranct i THE SOwleT 
Weide. BOTH SIDES MSO TODAY TALEED ABOUT THE sure 
RIGHTS PICTURE (8 THE SOWIET UNION aeD THE SEED TO 
BEEP PRESSING OW THAT, THE BELO TO HELP THAT FROR HOT 
DISAPPEARING AS WE TALEED ABOUT CeANGE, aBOuT THE 
PRESENTATION WE HAD HAD Om CARL IER OCCAS/ONS On OTeEe 


TOPICS, PRGRCIPLES AED AREAS O10 HOT ARISE TODAY 


6 590 THE 1SSUE OF THE GASES COM UF’ 6am Can YOU 
GIVE US SOME OLTAl ABOUT WHERE ME OPE im THE CYCLE & 
MEGOTIATING OVER THE BASE RIGHTS | S5UE’ 


A THE QUESTION OF THE U.S. -"URKIGH DEFENSE amp 
ECONOMIC COOPERATION AGREEMENT 010 HOT COME UF = THERE 
1S BO QUESTION WE HAVE Om AGRITMERNT, and iT's 
FUNCTIONING. AND I'D LIKE TO GO Back TO THE Camice 
GUESTIGN FROM RaLPS. TUREEY HAS AiweYS TamEe Ter 
POSITION THAT ANY U.S. -GREETR OLFENSE and ECONORIC 
COOPERATION AGREL ERT SHOULD HOT HaRn TURK) SH 
(NTERESTS. WLE WE CERTAINLY AcOEt Wile Teal, were 
THEY BAISED THE QUESTION TODAY TO STATE THEIR CONcERE, 
i SAID, AS VE ALWAYS HaWE, THAT QUR POLICY was a 

SA ANCED POLICY 18 THE REGION AND ME WIL. BOT OF 
BARRING ANYONE'S (NTCREST. amd Teal 15 THE OMLY war 
Tt Cant Ww. 


& OND THE TURKS CAPRESS any OPINION AT MLL On Tet 
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A. THE TURRISE FORENGE MIBISTER Sard, WITH BESPECT TO 
SF THAT TURELY SUPPORTS MODERN TATION be PRECIPLE. 
SD WITS FOR THE DL VELOPPERT & THE PeOueart tap 
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TAGS: OVIP (AKER I11, JAMES A.) 

SUBJECT: ANNOUNCEMENT AND BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY U.S. 
OFFICIALS OW 2/14/33 EWROUTE ATHENS/ROME 


1. WEGIN TEXT) OFFICIAL: | HAVE TWO ANNOUNCEMENTS 
TO MAKE: OWE, THE MEETING WITH FOREIGN MINISTER 
ANDREOTT! WAS BEEN CANCELLED TONIGHT BE4USE ANDREOTT! 
1S SICK. ORIGINALLY HE HAD CALLED US ih GREECE AND 
SAID COULD WE JUST CANCEL THE DINNER AND MEET FOR 
THIRTY MINUTES. WE'S JUST CALLED OR HAD HIS STAFF 
CALL THE AIRPLANE AND SAID HE'S TOO SICK TO EVEN MEET 
TONIGHT. SO BAKER'S JUST GOING TO THE AMBASSADOR’S 
RESIDENCE, HAVING DINNER THERE AND GOING TO BED. 


- 10 LIKE TO READ YOU THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT BY 
SECRETARY BARKER, AND THEN WE'LL GIVE YOU COPIES OF 
IT. 1 WILL ANSWER QUESTIONS ABOUT {1 ON BACKGROUND: 
“| HAVE DECIDED TO DIRECT THE TRUSTEE OF MY BLIND 


TRUST TO DISFOSE OF NOT ONLY ALL OF THE CHEMICAL BANK J a 


STOCK IN THE TRUST, GUT ALL OF THE OTHER PUBLICLY 
TRADED STOCKS AS WELL. 16 ADDITION, | WILL DIRECT 
DISPOSITION OF ALL THE PUBLICLY TRADED STOCK HOLOINGS 

OF MY MINOR DAUGHTER. MY WIFE WILL ALSO DISPOSE OF 

ALB PUBLICLY TRADED STOCKS SWE OWNS. WHILE | BELIEVE 
THIS DECISION GOES WELL BEYOND WHAT 15 REQUIRED OR HAS , 
BEEN RECOMMENDED, | THINK IT 1S THE CORRECT DECISION = | 
FOR SOMEONE COMMITTED TO MEETING THE HIGHEST ETHICAL 
STANDARDS. * 


——— 


——_— 


@. DID WE DO THAT BEFORE THE REVIEW THAT WE TALKED 
ABOUT ON SATURDAY HAD BEEN FINISHED? 1S WE DOING THIS 
PRIOR TO -- OR DIO WE GET THE RESULTS OF THAT REVIEW 
AND DECIDED FO DO THIS? 


A. YOU SHOULD KNOW THAT WO FORMAL REQUEST was 
SUBMITTED TO WHITE HOUSE COUNSEL FOR A WAIVER. THIS 
MORNING, ON THIS AIRPLANE EN ROUTE TO TURKEY, HE GOT A 
LIST OF RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE STATE DEPARTNENT 
LAWYERS. THIS GOES FURTHER THAN ANY RECOMMENDATION 
THAT THEY SENT OUT WERE. THIS 1S SOMETHIVG THAT HE 
SAYS THAT WE BASICALLY DECIDED A COUPLE OF DAYS aGO, 
BUT YOU SHOULD AL<O ANOV, IN ORDER TO DIVEST, AND | 
WILL READ FROM THE LEGAL MEMORANDUM: “OGE HAS 
CAUTIONED THAT THERE ARE RESTRICT‘ONS ON THE TYPE OF 
DISPOSITION INSTRUCTIONS THAT YOU MAY GivE DIRECTLY TO 
YOUR TRUSTEE AND THE DETAILS REMAIN TO BE WORKED 

OUT." SO, IM OTHER WORDS, IT'S EVEN COMPLICATED TO 
DIVEST. 


$628 
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QO. @ikT WERE THE RECOMMENDATION: Ta" 
'N THAT COMMUNITATICN Too 


weet PECEI.ED 
Ar YOU MEST: ONES a MCXENT aco? 


A. 1 DON'T HAVE THE RECOMMENDATIONS. 
WUMBER OF THER. 


THERE ARE A 


@. DO YOU HAVE ANY IDEA HOW MUCH MONEY WE MIGHT STAND 
TO LOSE? 


A. 1° VE WEVER ASKED AND I° VE NEVER HEARD HIM MENTION 
IT. | DON'T THINK HE KWOWS, TO TELL YOU THE TRUTH. 
THAT HASN'T BEEN PART OF IT. 


@. THE IMPORT OF THIS IS, WES GETTING RID OF ALL THE 
PUBLICLY OWNED STOCKS THAT HE OWNS. IS THAT CORRECT? 
A. IM HIS TRUST, IN HIS MINOR DAUGHTER'S, AND SUSAN 
BAKER 1S SELLING ALL OF WER STOCK. May | SAY 
SOMETHING ABOUT THIS? WE IS VERY SENSITIVE ON 
SECURITY MATTERS ABOUT TALKING ABOUT HIS DAUGHTER, SO 
THAT'S WHY WE REFER TO IT AS HIS MINOR DAUGHTER. 


@. THIS 1S A FAMILY-OWNED STOCK ORIGINALLY, THE BANK 
SHARES. iS IT FOR HIM EMOTIONAL, THAT HE WAS TO SELL 
THIS, | MEAN, 1S THE SELLING PART OF A FAMILY TRUST OR 
ASSET? WOW DOES HE FEEL EMOTIONALLY OR PERSONALLY 
ABOUT IT? 


A. 1 WOULD SAY THAT WE FEELS VERY STRONGLY THAT HE IS 
GOING BEYOND WHAT ANYONE WOULD REQUIRE HIN 70 00, AND 
THAT WE 1S, AS WE SAYS IN HIS STATEMENT, THAT WE'S 
MEETING THE HIGHEST ETHICAL STANDARDS. 
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@. WHEN YOU SAY THAT HE 1S SELLING EVERYTHING IN HIS 
TRUST, DOES THAT... 


A. I'VE SAID WE IS SELLING PUBLICLY TRADED STOCKS. 
WIS BLIND TRUST WILL STILL EXIST. 


@. BO YOU HAVE A DOLLAR VALUE FOR ANY OF THIS? 


A. | WAVE MEVER ASKED HIM, | HAVE WEVER HEARD HIM 
DISCUSS THAT, AND THAT HAS WOT BEEN WHAT IS AT ISSUE 
WERE. 


@. ARE THE CHEMICAL GAWK STOCKS PUBLICLY TRADED 
STOCKS? 


A. 1 DON'T KNOW. 


@. SO THIS COULD LEAVE OPEN THE POSSIBILITY THAT HIS 
TRUST COULD CONTAIN PRIVATELY-TRADED OR 
PRIVATELY-OWNED STOCKS IN COMPANIES WHICH ARE NOT ON 
ANY OF THE PUBLIC EXCHANGES, IN OTHER WORDS? 


A. | DO MOT PERSONALLY KWOW WHAT IS IM HIS TRUST. | 
WAVE WOT ASKED HIM AND | DO NOT BELIEVE, AS WE HAS 
BEEN SAYING OVER AND OVER, THAT WE KNOWS EVERYTHING 
THAT 1S IM HIS TRUST. 

@. CAN YOU TELL US WHETHER WE OWNS ANY STOCKS wich 
ARE WOT PUBLICLY TRADED? 


A. | OMT KNOW. 


Q. SOME PEOPLE MAKE A DISTINCTION BETWEEN STOCKS AND 


A. GH, YOU WANT TO ASK ABOUT BONDS: I'LL HAVE TO GO 
ASK. 


@. GUT WHAT HE SAYS -- WHEN YOU USE THE LANGUAGE, 
"PUBLICLY TRADED STOCKS,’ YOU ARE EXCLUDING BONDS OR A 
WUMBER OF OTHER FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS -- 


@. WE MAY BE USING THE WORD GEWERICALLY. You'o 
SETTER ASK. {iT MAY BE A GENERIC WORD. {iT MAY MEAN 
orn. 
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GO. OPEGME AL=ED w GJELTION EEFCHE Thal ccRT OF LEFT 
THE IMPRESSION THAT WE WAS ACTUALLY LOSING MONEY In 
THIS TRANSACTION. CAN YOU SAY THAT WE 1S LOSING MONEY 
OR 1S THIS SOMETHING WE DON'T KNOW? 


A. | CAN'T SAY BECAUSE | DON'T KNOW. HE DOESN'T 
EITHER. 


@. OVER AND ABOVE THE ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS, DOES HE 
WAVE A SENSE THAT IF WE KEPT THESE THINGS, THE 
PORTFOLIOS COULD JUST BE PICKED OVER AND PICKED TO 
DEATH AND VE'D HAVE OWE PROBLEM AFTER ““OTHER COMING 
uP? 


A. WE REALLY HAVEN'T DISCUSSED THAT. 


@. WAS HE AWARE OF THE ARTICLE IM THE WASHINGTON POST 
TODAY AND THE EDITORIAL IM THE WEW YORK TIMES #7 THE 
TIME WE MADE THIS DECISION? 


A. WE GET ALL CLIPS OUT HERE OM THE ROAD, BUT I'LL 
REFER YOU BACK 'O WHAT | SAID: HE MADE THIS DECISION 
A COUPLE OF DAYS AGO. TO BE PERFECTLY LITERAL, HE 
MADE THE DECISION IN LONDON THAT EVENING. 

@. WAS THIS BEEN RELEASED IN WASHINGTON? 


A. YOU'RE THE FIRST TO KNOW. 


@. WAS HE TALKED TO PRESIDENT BUSH ABOUT THIS, AND 
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WAS WE TAKEN ADVICE ON THIS ISSUE FROM ANYONE ELSE In 
WASHINGTON, FROM PRESIDENT BUSH OR ANYONE ESE? 


A. OTHER THAN THE STATE DEPARTMENT LAWYERS, WiG SENT 
OUT THIS LIST OF OPTIONS. YOU SHOULD KNOW THAT HE -- 
WE WOULD WEVER APPEAL TO THE PRESIDENT, EVEN IF A 
REQUESTED WAIVER HAD SEEN TURNED DOWN. 


@. WAS HE COMPMUMICATED THIS DECISION TO THE PRESIDENT? 


A. THERE'S WO ONE THAT KNOWS ABOUT THIS DECISION, 
EXCEPT WE'S TALKED TO THE LAWYERS ON THIS PLANE ON 
THIS FLIGHT, AND ALL OF US. 


@. WE WAS WEVER ASKED FOR A WAIVER, THOUGH, YOU'VE 
SAID THAT. 


A. WEVER FORMALLY SUBMITTED TO WHITE HOUSE COUNSEL A 
REQUEST FOR A WAIVER. 


@. THE POST ACCOUNT SAYS THAT -- AS | UNDERSTAND -- 
1S THAT WE 1S FURIOUS WITH THIS BOYDEN GRayY. IS THAT 
A PROPER DESCRIPTION OF HIS FEELINGS? 


A. 1°R ROT GOING TO COMMENT ON THAT. 
@. WHEN DID WE COMMUNICATE THIS TO KIS LAWYERS? 


A. OM HIS FINAL DECISION? 1m THE LAST WoUR. 
©. ON SATURDAY, OR WHATEVER, YOU SUGGESTED THAT HE 
WIGHT TAKE A REAL FINANCIAL BEATING, POSSIBLY... 


A. 1 MSO WAS VERY CAREFUL TO SAY | O10 WOT KNOW. | 
DON'T KNOW. MO. I'VE ANSWERED THAT THREE TIMES. 1 
WAVER’ T ASKED HIM -- |'M SORRY. IT HAS WOT BEEN PaRT 
OF ANY CONVERSATION THAT | VE BEEN AROUND. | REALLY 
Don’ T KwOV. 

@. GUT YOU PUT IT IM FUTURE TENSE -- YOU AMOV, HE 
WILL OO MLL THIS ~~ 1S THIS BECAUSE OF THE DETAILS YOU 
WERE TALKING ABOUT? 


A. THE LAWYERS, BECAUSE APPARENTLY THERE ARE -~ | 


MEAN, THERE ARE RESTRICTIONS ON THE TYPE OF 
DISPOSITION INSTRUCTIONS THAT YOU MAY GIVE DIRECTLY TO 


| UNCLASS IF LED 


UNCLASSIFIED 


INCOMING 
TELEGRAM 


ROME 63333 63 OF BG 1515527 


State 


@ THIS «3 BOTH AN ETHICA, ISTUE Aad 4 POLIT Cow 
ISSvE, OF /.0UlL:. WHEN WE TALRED ~EGUT 11 19 OT Tawa, 
ME TALKED ABOUT SEVERAL OPTIONS, AND | DON'T THINK HE 
SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED FULL DIVESTMENT AS OnE OF THE 
OPTIONS. WAS THERE SOME POLITICAL THINKING THAT VENT 
INTO THIS, DID KE GET ANY ADVICE FROM MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS, OR ANYBODY ELSE, ANY OTHER MEMBERS OF THE 
CABINET IN WASHINGTON WHO SAID, “LOOK, YOU KNOW, THIS 
1S -- IT MAY BE PERFECTLY ETHICAL TO HANG ON TO THESE 
THINGS AND GO TO A DIVERSIFIED TRUST AS HE TALKED 
ABOUT, BUT -- BUT THIS IS THE BEST WAY TO HANDLE iT 
POLITICALLY’? 


A. YOU'VE BEEN OUT HERE LIVING THE SCHEOULE WiTH US 
ALL, SO... THE OWLY PEOPLE THAT | KWOW HE'S TALKED TO 
ARE WIS WIFE, SUSAN BAKER, WHO IS TRAVELLING WITH US, 
AND HE WAS, AS | HAVE SAID, BEEN TALKING TO HIS 
LAWYERS. 


@. ARE THE LAWYERS GOING TO ADVISE THE TRUSTEE, OR 
WAS WE ADVISED THE TRUSTEE? 


A 1 
@. YOU SAID THAT HE COMMUNICATED WIS DECISION WITHIN 
THE LAST HOUR. IS THAT -- TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT 
LAWYERS? 


A. THIS 1S THE OFFICE OF GOWERWMENT ETHICS THAT HAS 
BEEN ALL ALONG DEALING WITH THEM. THEY WILL COME BACK 
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AMD GIVE US LEGAL INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW YOU DIVEST 
YOURSELF OF THESE THINGS. 


@. (MAUDIBLE) YOU SEEM TO BE RELIEVED, IW A Way, 
THAT THIS ISSUE 15 BEHIND YOU, HAS THIS BEEN & 
DISTRACTION ON THE TRIP? 

A. M0. IT REALLY HASW'T. WE'VE BEEN ABSORBED IN THE 
TRIP. | PROMISE. 


@. IF WE MADE THE DECISION OM SATURDAY, wiY IS IT 
COMING OUT HOW, JUST WITN THERE 1S THE PINCUS PIECE 
AMD THE WEW YORK TIMES EDITORIAL? IT LOOKS VERY 
COMMCIOENTAL. 


A. WE DIDN'T ANNOUNCE THIS BECAUSE THE LAWYERS AT THE 
STATE DEPARTMENT WERE LOOKING INTO THE POSSIBILITY OF 
A DIVERSIFIED BLIND TRUST, AND WHETHER OR WOT HE COULD 
DISPOSE OF THIS FAMILY STOCK BY GIVING IT TO HIS GROWN 
CHILDREN... AND THE ANSWER CAME BACK IN A NUMBER OF 
OPTIONS. WLTIMATELY, HE DECIDED TO GO WiTh THIS 
OPTION, WHICH 1S MORE THAN ANY OPTION THAT Was TYPED 
18 THE LEGAL MEMO. 


@. A TECHMICALITY: ABE SOFAER, | THINK, IS IM THE 
HAGUE, OM OTHER BUSINESS. WAS THIS CONSULTATION WITH 
SOFAER OR WITH SOMEBODY IN WASHINGTON? 


GC. OF WITH BOS KiMMITT, FOR EXAMPLE? 


@. WE JUST DON'T WANT TO SAY THAT HE COMMUNICATED 
WITH WASHINGTON IF IT WAS REALLY WITH SOFAER. 


A. SINCE ABE SOFAER WAS GONE TO THE HAGUE, HE HAS 
BEEN DEALING ON THE PHONE WITH BOB KinmITT, WHO 1S 
DEALING WITH THE STATE DEPARTMENT LAWYERS, AnD HAS 
GLEN OLALING WITH ABE SOF AER. 


©. DOES SECRETARY BAKER FEEL THAT HE DID anvTHing 
LESS THAN HE SHOULD HAVE, iN CONNECTION WiTH THE 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT HEARINGS AND ALL THE BUSINESS 
COVERED 1M WALTER'S ARTICLE THIS MORNING? DOES HE 
FEEL THERE WAS AMY LACK OF FORCEFULWESS ON HIS PART 18 
DEALING WITH WHATEVER QUESTIONS WERE BROUGHT UP aT 
TRAT DATE? 


A. ABSOLUTELY, POSITIVELY WOT. AND EVERY YEAR WHEN 
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WE VEPE WITH THE TREASURY DEPORTMENT OND HE Was 
CECRE (hae OF TRE “REAL MY WE ~ TOLD «Ou TeE GF ice oF 
GOVEFHPENT ETHICS FEWIESED Gl CF WIS -- WeaAT I2 Gt 
CALLED -- FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE STATEMENTS, REWIEWED 
WIS RECUSAL STATEMENTS... | MEAN, WO, HE DOES NOT, 
POSITIVELY, ABSOLUTELY wOT. 


@ WHY IS HE DOING THIS HOW 


A. BECAUSE THE INTERPRETATION OF THE Law HAS CHANGED 
~~ BY THE JUSTICE DEPARTNENT. 


@. WHAT HAPPENS NOW? 
A. 1 TOLD YOU: THE OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS WiLL 
DEAL WITH SOFAER’S OFFICE, THE LEGAL OFFICE, OW THE 
TYPE OF DISPOSITION INSTRUCTIONS THAT YOU MAY GIVE 
DIRECTLY TO YOUR TRUSTEE. 

©. 15 IT THE INTERPRETATION OF THE LAW BY THE JUSTICE 
DEPARTMENT WHICH JUST CHANGED, OR BY BOYDEN GRAY AND 
TWE OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS? 

A. BY THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

@. WHEN DID THAT CHANGE? 

A. 1987. 


@. BO YOU WANT TO FINISH ON THIS SUBJECT FIRST? OK. 
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A. THE CHEMICAL BANK STOCK IS PRIVATELY OWNED 
STOCK... (INAUDIBLE) OFF THE RECORD, SECRETARY BAKER 
DOESN'T KNOW IF HE OWNS ANY BONDS. 


@. OM ANOTHER SUBJECT, CAN YOU TELL US WHETHER THE 
RASHID ~~ TELL US ALITTLE BIT SOMETHING ON HOW THE 
RASHID MATTER CAME UP IN THE...? 


A. (THE OTHER OFFICIAL) 1S GOING TO DO THAT FOR YOU. 
THARK YOU. 


(1HAUD IBLE) 
(OFFICIAL) | DON'T HAVE ANY STOCK. 


@. RASHID --? 
A. THE ISSUE CAME UP AND PAPANDREOU MADE & COMMI TRENT 
TO TRY 10 OO -- TO BE COOPERATIVE ON THIS ISSUE. 


@. YOU ARE MAKING A GEWERAL STATEMENT. WAS HIS 
STATEMENT GENERAL OR WAS IT SPECIFIC? 


A. WIS STATEMENT WAS GEWERAL. WE SAID OBVIOUSLY THEY 
WAVE TO VORK THROUGH THEIR OWN JUDICIARY SYSTEM, BUT 
THAT THEY EXPECTED DECISIONS SOON, AND THEY WERE 
WOPEFUL THAT 17 WOULD WORK OUT THE RIGHT war. 


G. BID HE GIVE ANY INDICATION OF HOW SOON THAT 
DECISION MIGHT BE MADE? 


A. WE DIDH'T KNOW HOW SOOM IT WOULD BE MADE BUT HE 
SAID 1T WOULD BE RELATIVELY SOON. 


@. WHAT 1S THE ‘RIGHT Way’ Im THE GREEK VIEW SimCE 
THEY USED THAT SORT OF PHRASE, WHAT WOULD BE THE IGHT 
War: EXTRADITION? 


A. WE DIDN'T GET INTO THAT. WE KWOWS WHAT OUR VIEWS 
ARE, AND WE MADE IT CLEAR THAT WE WANTED TO BE 
COOPERATIVE WITH US. 


@. WAT IS THE U.S. WIEW OF IT? WhaT DOES THE U.S. 
Want HIM TO 007 


A. WE WANT TO SEE EXTRADITION. 
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@. 10 WHERE MaSh'T BEEN CLEAR. FOR A Rik, HERE OR 
iW ita 


A. (INAUDIBLE) 


@. WE'RE CONFUSED. FOR OUR OWN BACKGROUND. ONE 
PASSENGER WAS KILLED, BUT IT WAS A HIJACKING OF A 
PARAM PLANS. 


A. 1D HAVE TO DOUBLE-CHECK TO BE SuRE Teal we'RE 
ASKING FOR EXTRADITION TO THE UNITED STATES aS OPPOSED 
TO ITALY -- | THINK IT'S THE UNITED STATES, BUT LET ME 
DOUBLE-CHECK ON THAT. » 

@. DIO HE SAY HOW HE COULD BE COOPERATIVE, wat 
POWERS HE MIGHT HAVE OVER THE COURT? 


A. THEY HAVE AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY. SO -- 

@. WOW COULD HE BE COOPERATIVE, THEN? 

A. VELL, OBVIOUSLY, HE HOPES 10 BE ABLE 70 SEE THIS 
THING WORKED OUT IN A WAY THAT IT'S RESPONSIVE TO wHaT 
WE'VE SEEN TALKING ABOUT WITH REGARD TO EXTRADITION, 
BUT HE DIDN'T GO INTO THE SPECIFICS. 

@. WHAT WAS THE TEWOR OF THE DISCUSSION On THAT? was 
1T CORDIAL AND FRIENDLY, OR WAS THAT PART OF THE FRANK 
DISCUSS! ON? 


A. VERY CORDIAL AND FRIEWDLY. ACTUALLY THE WHOLE 
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ATMOSPHERE THROUGHOUT WAS ONE CHARACTERIZED BY HIS 
EMPHASIZING THE SPIRIT OF COOPERATION, THE IMPORTANCE 
OF BUILOING AND STRENGTHENING VU. S. -GREEK TIES AND 
EMPHASIZING HIS OWN PERSONAL COMMITMENT TO PARTNERSHIP 
AND COOPERATION. 


Q. (INAUDIBLE) 

A. SAME WAY. THAT THIS IS SOMETHING THAT HE HOPES 
WILL BE RESOLVED, AND HE BELIEVES IT WILL BE RESOLVED 
IN A COOPERATIVE SPIRITS. 


Q WHE DIO MENTION THE WORD 'FRANK’, WHEN HE WAS... 


A. TwIce. . . 
oO. ... BAKER HIMSELF CALLED THEM FRANK. 
A. TWICE -- I THINK WHAT HE MAY HAVE MEANT BY THAT IS 


THAT THE FULL RANGE OF ISSUES THAT HAVE BEEN ON THE 
VU. S. -GREEK SLATE WERE DOISCUSSEOD, BUT THEY WERE 
OISCUSSED IN A COOPERATIVE SPIRIT. (ND TEXT). 
BAKER 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #29 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1989, 12:02 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement concerning some background briefings. There 
will be a Background Briefing on President Bush's trip to 
Japan, China, and Korea at 10:00 a.m., Friday, February 17 here 
in the Press Briefing Room. 


There will also be a Background Briefing on the 


cultural aspects of the funeral of Emperor Showa at the White 
House at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, February 16. 


This is going to be at the White House? 


A The one on Thursday, at 2:00 is at the White 
House; the one on Friday at 10:00 is here. 


George? Chris? Chris? 


Q Do you have anything on U.S. relations with 
Sweden? 


a Any reason for that question? I don't do 
personnel. I can see why you think I might have something on 
the story. But, no, I have to stick with my rule of not doing 
anything on personnel. 

Q I hear it's 51-49 in your favor in the Senate. 

Q Anything on Afghanistan? 


a No. Tomorrow is February 15. We expect the 
Soviets will be out. 


Q Some final statement wrapping it up? 


slewide A ues might wait until the 15th and we'll see 
at's possible. 


Q Do you have anything at all to say about the 
Secretary and his stock holdings, including whether he's made a 
decision on selling those stocks in question? 


YY 


-2- Tuesday, 2/14/89 


A I don't have anything to add to that story right 
now. You know what the state of play is from the Secretary's 
own description, most recently in Ottawa and during the trip. 
But, no, I don't have anything further on his decision. 


Q Chuck, on Afghanistan, the Soviets have already 
gone almost. It sort of creates a new situation in 
afghanistan. The Soviet Union proposed several times that you 
stop supplying arms to the Mujahideen and the Soviets will stop 
supplying arms to Kabul. What's your position on this proposal? 


a I don't have anything to add beyond what I've 
said in response to similar questions over the past several 
days. Really, nothing new. 


Q North African Maghreb Unity Conference today or 
tomorrow and another alliance -- Iraq, Egypt and Yemen and 
Jordan -- what's the American view of these new alliances in 
the Arab world. Do you have anything on that, on the creation 
of these unities? 


A No. I don't have anything in particular on your 
questions. As always, if there are things that concern us in 
the aftermath of these various conferences, I'll always take a 
look -o see if we have any reaction. But right now I don't 
have anything. You, I'm sure, can check the record for what we 
have said previously about these kinds of issues. 


Q Is the presence of Qadhafi, in your opinion, a 
positive step in joining the Maghreb Unity or a negative step? 
How do you see it affecting -- 





a I don't know that I've offered any particular 
appreciation in that context, but we've certainly said any 
number of times -- given Qadhafi's pattern of behavior -- we 
believe the policy of isolation that has been followed has been 
the appropriate one. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Indochina? " 
There's a group of American plastic surgeons going to Vietnam 
to operate on children who have apparently -- or were 
disfigured during the war or later. It's called Operation 
Smile. Is this part of the Vessey initiative? 


A It does come out of those arrangements. 
Operation Smile is a private voluntary organization dedicated 
to performing reconstructive surgery and other treatment 
programs for the medically indigent. A 30-member Operation 
Smile team will visit Hanoi February 15-24 to perform 
operations with Vietnamese medical personnel on about 100 . 
children with cleft lip and palette deformities and others in 
need of care for burn and scar reconstruction. 
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Your reference to General Vessey plays as follows: 
During the August 1987 visit to Hanoi by this special 
Presidential emissary for POW/MIA affairs, General Vessey, the 
United States and Vietnam agreed to work together to address 
certain urgent humanitarian concerns. 


In this spirit, the United States has attempted to 
facilitate the efforts of U.S. private voluntary organizations 
responding to humanitarian needs in Vietnam. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the upcoming 
visit of Soviet Foreign Minister to four Arab countries, and is 
there any plan for Secretary Baker to visit the area in the 
near future? 


a I don't have any comments on a trip by the Soviet 
Foreign Minister, and at this point concerning Secretary 
Baker's plans, I don't know of any plans at this point. He, 
himself, has spoken to the question of the Middle East in our 
approach, but in terms of specifics concerning trips, I don't 
have anything. 


Do you have anything on Haiti and the status on 


aid? 
a There's been no change there. 
Q Have you been asked about Baker? 
a Yes, I have. 


Q Is there anything on the disagreements about the 
modernization of the missiles in Germany? 


a No. I don't have anything. Those questions are 
all being addressed by Secretary Baker and his party as they go 
along. 


Q Do you have anything on the status of the 
interagency discussion on the FS-X deal with Japan? No? 


a No, I don't. 

Q Was it held last week? 

a I don't go into interagency discussions. 
It's been fun. 

Q Thank you. 

(The briefing concluded at 12:07 p.m.) 
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1. FOLLOWING 1S CLEARED TRaMSCRIFT OF & 
SACHGROUND GRIEF ING BY SENIOR U.S. GOVERNMENT OFF ICimS, 
CMPOUTE .1SCON/ BRUSSELS, 82/15/89 

@tGie Text) 


i HOVE ONE ADDITION TO THE SCHEDULE TOMORROW. 
SECRETARY GARER 1S GOING TO MELT WITH HiMG BauDOUIe =’ 
1S TWENTY MIMUTES, OME On OME THE POOL Wiki MEET i® 
Tee (O88 a7 10:05 Om, WICH IS OF OBC, TOR aeD 
Tre 1.8. TOMES. THEM FOR TONIGHT, ME HaWE TO US 
SERIE OFFICIALS WHO WILL GIVE YOU READOUTS OF 
BACKGROUND OF SECRETARY Gente 5 MEETINGS 1H i Tay, GPale 
aud PORTUGAL. ‘May | PLEASE STRESS THAT Tears 15 OF 

Bac eR Ouel 


o weal Trt wat Tet SOuDOUIm FETT IMG’ 


a Tee TeleTy, Tee TereTy. GUT THE POOL was GOT TO GO 
OVER TO THE PALACE AMD OE PREPOL/TIONED. SO. THEY \tavt 
T1868. 

aed THEY JUST CALLED GUT HERE ORD PEQUESTED SO Sante 
Sard YES, * WOULD OO iT. 


6. THE SAME POOL THAT 1S GOING TO TARE THE MEXT MEETING” 
& Tears #1687. 


U.S. GFICiM: MBIGHT, | oF GOING TO GIVE YOU @ 
GOMER GRIEF Gh WaT WERT GH iG (TAY ORD Share. and 
THERE 16 4 LOT OF SUOMI DARITY HERE, amD THERE 15 4 LOT 
@ CORA ITY. LET ME JUST Mee 4 COUPLE OF Gretem 
Poets. 


FURST 16, THAT 18 GOTH PLACES A HEARD an aurul LOT OF 
CRPOLSSIONS ~ BOT OLY OF GODDWIL, BUT OF & STRONG 
COMM TRENT TO MEW PARTRERSHIF, GRLATER COOPERAT\ On. 
GREATER SOLIDARITY, GREATER Wait’ SET MEER THE uni ito 
STATES AMD LACH OF THESE COUNTRITS - BILATERALLY BuT 
M50 FROM Tet STAMDPOIET OF \mPROVING Bi. ATER Am 
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i TO STREMGTHES SATO OVERMLL. TeeT was 
THE GEMERAL PRISCIPLE THAT WE HEARD (8 BOTH PLECES Tear 
Cart THROUGH (OUD AED CLEAR ANOTHED OREe WHERE THERE 
WAS 2 LOT OF Semel iaRITY Wes fm THE DISCUSSION Oe Tee 
SOVIETS. (8 CeCe CASE ME FOUND Tee’ "HERE was 4 LOT OF 
\STEREST (8 TALEIMG, ALADST PHILOSOPHICAL Y, ABOUT 
EAST-WEST ELATIOES Ow THERE WAS 4 Kim OF COnnDE 
PREMISE THAT THERE was RERAREARLE COMNGE GOING fe THE 
SOVIET GEIGER, BUT Teal BOONE QUITE HetW weet THE OUTCOME 
OF TH'S CHANGE WAS GOING TO BE. ‘THAT THE PROSPECTS FoR 
SUCCESS WERE VERY UNCLEAR, WERE VERY UNCERTAIE, amD TeaT 
Wet CeCRYOORY FELT Teal (7 WAS (PORTANT FOR GoPBacety 
TO SUCCEED, MOONE FELT CERTAIN THAT im FeCl HE WOULD. 
THERE WAS ALSO, | THOME, 2 ROD OF COME WitW Tear 
WILE (7 URS UMPORTART FOR GORBACHEY TO SUCCEED, (7 was 
SOT (8 OUR POMER ~ /MDIVIDUMLLY OF AS Om ALL ANCE ~- TO 
GUARORTEE THAT SUCCESS. THAT SUCCEEDS wes GOrmG TO 
OEPERD UPON weet WENT Oe WITHIN THE SOVIET GION om 
GOPBECHLY 5 MBILITY 10 OVERCOME THE PESISTANCE. amd THE 
PESISTARCE, AS VE WEORD 18 OCH PLACE, WITH SOMEwnaT 
DIFFERENT CoPrasis, (5 AS MUCH BUREAUCRATIC am 
POLITICAL GND SOCICLOG/CAL AS ANYTHING ELSE. ww 
THime OME OF THE THIWGS THAT WAL STRVKIME 1S THAT THERE 
1S, | Teme SO 8 OEMSE OF (RONY 6A SEWSE OF PONY ie 
TwE SENSE THAT Oe THE GUE HAND 17 15 WOT CLEAR HOW 
GORBACHEY 15 ~~ WHETHER OF BOT HE (5 GOING TO SUCCEED. 
1T 1) OOT CLEAR WHETHER OF WOT HE IS GOlMG TO BE ALE TO 
COPE WITH THE FAILURES OF Tea? SYSTER. amp aT THE Sant 
TOME, OS WE WOVE SEEM CHANGE AND AS VE Have SEEH THER 
PESPOND, WE HAVE ALSO SEEN THE SOVIETS (mCRE AS OGY 
ADOPT GUR AGENDA. | Mae IMF CAME AS 2 CEST OF an 
PER CaOn PROPOGAL TO OGURLE TERO. HUMAN RIGHTS 1S On 
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SUBJECT. CLEMRED TRANSCRIPT OF & BaCeGROUND BEFITS 1 a6 
OY SERIO U.S. GOVERNAENT OFFICIALS EumouTE 
L1SROR/SPUSSELS, #2/15/89 


Tet aGfuDe SECAUSE ME PUT i) Om THE AGENDA an0 SO. OF 
Tet GUE HAND WeiLt THERE (6 & SEWSE OF ~~ OME SEE. 
GORBACHEY ACHMOUL EDGING FAILURE wiTHrm THE SOVIET SYLTER 
~ Wf DOES BOT wave Any CLEAR FORMULA FOR HOW TO Of a 
WiTh THE CHANGE THAT 1S GOING OW fm EASTERN EUROPE, nas 
RESPONDED TO CUR AGENDA 47 THE Same TIME, THERE 15 
THIS HOM OF BROAD, PUBLIC, PERCEPTION THAT GORBaCHTY 
OAS THE PRITIATIVE QmD THAT CUROPE AM PUBLICS OPE FEEL mG 
Twa. 


oO Cam TOU GIVE US SOME SPECIFIC EXAMPLES On Teal 
POINT, Teal THESE PEOPLE BROUGHT UF im TERNS OF Tatle 
Owe COUNTRIES’ 


A WELL, THEY OOM T SPEAR Om SPECIFIC TERMS. 0m Cate 
CASE, THEY JUST SAND THERE 1S ~~ TeaT GORBACHEV Has 
CAPTURED THE (MAG/NAT/ON AS MUCH BECAUSE HE 1S @ 
DIFFERENT STYLE OF LEADER AS AMYTHONG ELSE. anD, Tet 
(RORY AGAIN ~~ | COME BACH TO THE (ROMY ~~ TeaT at 5 
PRESIDING OVER & SYSTER (© WHICH HE WAS aCeROMCDErD 
FAULURE. HE 1S HAVING TO OAL WIT CASTERE CuROPE wrest 
ot HAS BO CLEAR FORMULA FOR WOW TO RESPOND Out TO Txt 
CHANGES THAT ARE TAKING PLACE THERE WHICH fue Tet GanwT 
FROM HUNGARY WHICH SEEMS TO OE ALMOST CONsiOERING « 
MALTI-PARTY SYSTER TO, YOU KNOW, BULGARIA AnD Omani a 
TeaT ORE OESISTING 17 MLL THE WAY Gm THE OTHER Sror. 
amd That THE AGEMDA WICH SO OFTEN HE Has CeanactensieD 
AS HAVING DEFINED OND HAVING SHAPED 15 1m Fac’ LametLY & 
STORE AGEmDA. BUT, THE SENSE 15 OECAUSE Mt 15 
DIFFERENT Team mY SOVIET LEADER YOU want CvER Stte 
FORE 1H STYLE, THAT 1m ITSELF ALLOWS HOR TO Com OFF 
LOOKING GETTER amd Hf HAS CAPTURED imagination. ano 
WEN OE COMES GUT WITH (NIT)ATIVES LiKE UeiaToRm curs 
(8 CONVERT/GHAL ARMS, ThaT ADDS TO Tet MYSTIGUE amp SO 
A MAE FACED Wits & SiTURTION TeaT 15 nim” oF 
DICHOTONOUS GF PARADOXICAL, (7 DOES PUT & PREMIUM OF oUF 
OCVELOPING OUR OM im: TIATIVES. om PaRT, TO fm wits 
TE POLITICA MEM ITY Tat (7 BAS & WMLUE, GUT 1m Peet 
M50 ~ AD | THOME TeaT THOS 15 SOMETHONG TeaT eeare was 
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ASSURED ASSESSMENT - Teel (EavIME ASIDE THE PERCEPTOM 
CONCERNS OF PEM ITIES, Teal (7 1S SNPORTANT TO OF 
CORLL ENGIRG GORBACHEW (1% & POSITIVE wer wiTe Cur Om 
erTiaTiweS. Teal fF THE Stw THOMEOEG 1S REM TT WOM 
SE GOOD TO SEE 41M CONTINUE TO SESPOMD amd, im Fact. 
aGaie, THAT GETS Bate TO THE POINT ABOUT THT actus 
BERG LARGELY OURS. WHEN of HOVE CHRLLEWGED HIF 18 SOME 
wars, WE Haut SEEN SOME PESPONS/WEMESS. SO | THImE THAT 
11e> OF COVERS & KIMD OF BROAD, PHILOSOPHICH -- 


S wel WAS BenEh S PESPONSE TO ML THAT” 


& Wl, | ee THe wed 8 PD OF DML OGUE abouT 
e's OD ©f wes MeRIeG OS MeeY OF THESE POINTS amp 
THEY VERE LOPGELY AGREE IEG wiTe #°F. 


& IS 1S SORT OF THE SaME QUESTION YOU OEGan BY 
AL ee TH1S 2 COMNDE WiEw | «6©Ow UD SHARES THIS COmmme 
vtiw 


s W- 
S ‘WREE COunTeres’ 


& | Mae THE SOTTOM Lime OF MLL OF THIS wet ~ Bante 
USED THE WORDS - WE TMLEED ABOUT WhaT HE Sard im HIS 
TESTIMONY WHERE HE TALEED ABOUT THE (FPORTANCE OF OUP 
SENG PERL ISTIC AD PRUDENT. Amd, WHILE WE SHOULD OF 
PLACH/NG GUT AmD TRYING TO PROSE AmD CHALLENGE WHERE 
OPPORTUNITIES SEEM AVAILABLE WE ALSO HavE TO PEMAIe 
STROMG 


SG ESE THREE COUNTRIES GeamE THiS witw THE 
SECRETARY OF STATE GELIEWES THAT THE (mF AGREEMENT, Ter 
(WF (MITIATIVE, AMD AL. THE HUMAN RIGHTS CHANGES (a THE 
SOVIET UN)ON WERE CAUSED BY & UNITED STATES (miTiatine 
THAT GORBACHELY ACCEPTED Oud SINCE THEN E HAS SORT OF 
SEEe VERY Fancy WITH & GOOD PR POS TiOm. 15 TeaT IT 
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Tae: OvlP Gantt, sermts 4) 

SUBJECT. 1. FOLLOWING 1S CLEARED TRamScEIFT OF a 
Sasicmcr’ 


& weet | oF Gavime (8 & SERGE 1S THAT SO MUCH OF war 
OAS SAPPERED O85 BILE THE PESMLT ~~ 


& G'E US CxaPPLES -- 


A (6, SUMAE FIGHTS. THE BOWES Of WOT Ta nies 
SOOT HUMAE FIGHTS BECAUSE THEY want TO 00 17 Oe Tete 
7 


©. LOE AT THE THE CHANGES THEY MARE YOU ARE Savime THE 
0.5. Causes - 


& 8¢| oF OT Saves THE OS «CAUSED. | am SevimG TeaT 
TE aGEeDA wich 1S Searle THE CeamacTeR OF Ove 
O:SOUSS IONS WAS LARGELY OF OREO ICON aGtuDa OECautE iT 


WAS OPS CONTEDL, BILATERAL BEL ATIONS, OCG) ORM 
CONFLICT, AMD HUMAN RIGHTS. 


G& 0 WERE 00 TOU GO PROF wERE’ «| ae TeeT 1S Ter 
OVIGUS GUETTION. Ff YOU Mi SEE THIS PROBLEM OF TRYime 
TO COUNTER GORBACHEY'S (HI TIATIVE ~~ 


& weet t Sa08 was, 17 1S TO SOME CerteT ~~ | Sane 
THERE 1S Ge (RORY THERE ORD GO THERE 15 8 OME fe 
OCVEL OPIS INITIATIVES GUT THERE 15 MSO as GPrORTUR TY 
COCAUEE G& THE eTIATIVES BECAUSE 1 GORBACEEY 15 TOMY 
OPFeRteT ~~ Ff Tet Gy THOmRIES 1S COINS TO OF FiLLED 
wits SOE CONTENT ~~ THES 17 MARES SENSE FOR US TO Of 
Terenas ie TERRE OF imi Tiatives. 
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SuSE G2128 OFS is wiisil 1826 
mom THEY SO0D WELL, THERE (Se 7 EWODEMCE Tea? THATS 
a COEPICA, EePORS PL aeT. 


& tS Tee? STHLa Teee® BEacTioe TO Tear’ 
A «| OOVEN T HEARD OF amTTeIeS OIFFEREOT 


GS 17 SOUNDS L/RE YOU GUTS APE LauECeIeS SOME BiG 7.8 
(wr TOATIVE TO COUNTER THER FR cmrTiatiet. 


& SAT/ORR, BPRS BEDUCTION (5 SOT FR Bm ISTIC 
PISSULE PROLIFERATION (5 SOT Fe CHERICR waroe 
PROLIFERATION (5 GOT FL. THESE ARE Ola PRORLERS. 
Tee’ TOREATER 7O Meet THE WOCLE COVIRONTERT & Wee LOT 
"ORE DANGEROUS wow If THE SOVIETS BEMLY HONE etw 
Te; eG, OD a Terme TeEY May, THESE OE GOOD antes 
FOR UL TO GE BOTH PROSIEG BaD CHa. feces. 


SO YOU SevENT FINISHED YOUR LOGICAL STATEMENT. YOU 

Say Teal WE ORE THREATEMED OY, THAT THIS THOME 1S GOES 
wal WOULD OE THE CONSEQUENCE IF SeTO DID WOT BISE 
TO Tet CoML f@Gt amp MEET IT 


& iL, | Tee ONE OUGHT TO LOE AT THIS OT SO muce 
(© THE SEGATIVE GUT THE POSITIVE. Teal THERE aft 
POTENTIAL GPPORTURITIES GUT THERE FOR US TO Lauece 
PWITOATIVES. GBWIOUSLY, 1f YOU HAVE PUBLICS HERE THAT 
FECL THAT GORBACHEV HAS SORT GF CAPTURED THEI® Fancy oF 
Tee eG ieaTION, IT 1S 18 OUR PETEREST TO SORT OF OEM 
wits Teal @fam ity. 


o wer it @ oor’ 


A 1 OORT OEM WITH THAT PEM ITY, wat 1S Tet 
COMSIQUENCE OF THAT? | THIN THE CONSEQUENCE 15 TeaT 
WiLL FIND THAT OVER TIME GORBACHEV'S AGENDA WIL, BECOME 
Ont THAT (5 MUCH FORE PROMINENT AND WE Wil, HaNE TO 
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£o. 123%: ove 

Tees: OVP Ganee Jars a) 

SHEACT. |. FOLLOWING 1S CLEARED TRamGCEIPT OF « 
PESPOND 10 GORBACHEY S$ AGENDA FATHER Tham HAVES #1F 
SESPORT 'O Ours. 


S 18 Pere, THE SECRETARY Gard HE SPORE wit Tet 

FORE IGE MINISTER ABOUT CENTRM AMERICA BET MELE 
WRRUDIELE) OED WE eeOw Teal FELIPE GONTMLET 15 vERY 
/WTERESTED (= THE WHOLE CENTER, GPERICA PaPT COULD YOU 
TELA US ABOUT weet was fe TeeT’ 


& (8 (TR, AR BORER WAS BORED ABOUT OUP CEETER 
APERICAR POLICY GMD HE BASICALLY BESPONDED. f@ Pale, 
THERE WAS HORE OF 4 K)mD OF EXCHANGE SOW weet af 
SASICMLY SAID WAS THE FOLLOWING: THAT SUNDER Ont #f 
WOETS TO ESTABLISH & WRIT IED APPROACH TO CENTRM, anERi ce 
SO THe) A Cam GuaRANTEL Teal A weet & POLICY, Ff 
OVE & FUNDAMENTAL DiWIS/O8 BETMEEN THE TWO BRemcets OF 
COVERHTERT OF 1m & PARTI See wer, THER WE whl) BOT HeNE & 
POLICY, VE WILL MONE PARAL YS/S. Of FEELS CONFIDENT Tear 
i Cam ESTAR. Se Om APPROACH THAT DOES HaWE BP ART) Sen 
SUPPORT AnD iT 15 GRIF IED amD THE MERE ABILITY TO BO 
TeeT WhLL (TSELE Beet SOME EFFECT UPOn weet Cam narrte 
1* CENTOM, AAERICA. amp, (8 PARTICULAR, Of Sard, of 
SEES THE COQUIPULAS ACCORD AnD THE SAPO ACCORDS a5 
PROVIDING THE GROAD PRINCIPLES OF GOMLS THAT ME SHOULD 
SHOOT FOR. THEY ORE THE H/GHT H/NDS OF GOMES. THEY aff 
TOE S1GHT RONDE GF PRINCIPLES. (8 EFFECT, THEY Cotare « 
PLOTFORR (8 THE GEGIGR AND WaT 15 SEEDED 15 THE 
TECHARIER THAT ALLOWS TOU TO TRANSLATE THESE PRECIPLES 
POOR PRINCIPLES (NTO GEM ITY, AmB OE TMLEED fe Ghetem 
TERMS AGOUT THE SEED TO ESTAR Ge TIMEL MES FoF 


© 18 THERE 4 SPECI BOLE FOR Srare TO Play? wnat 
POLE OO YOU SEE SPAIH PLATIOS te TRYIEG TO Gime Pract 
TO COMTRm ameeica 
A LL, | THOME THAT GONTALEL TMLEED ABOUT WanTinG To 
Of SELPF, GED OE TALEED AOOUT WeRTING TO, BOT Oy wore 
TO SO0t THE EC PLAY OGLE, GUT MSO TO WORE WiTe us. 

| TOO THE GOMERm PoleT 


3 
s 
2 
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eessE «F118 MS ie Neos 
Tet CxTERT TO weece POU Cam - IT wed THOSE THES, Tete iT 
met VELL OE ABLE 10 PLaY & SUPPORTIVE OF COMP. ErErTarr 
eo ORE. 


$soe8)) 


& WERE THERE SPECIFIC QUESTIONS a7 EiTHES OF THESE 
SESS/ORS ABOUT THE FWERTS 0 Gem SAL WADOP OvEP THE Lac’ 
Tue Dears’ amy SPECOF OC COMMENTS ADE OY aereoDY abou’ 
Tear’ 


& ORE woe T=) Teme GORTALEL &7 OE POreT FELT 
TeaT THIS WAS A POSITIVE DEVELOPREST GUT DD GOT GO 
SLYOMD THAT OOD PR. BARER Sard THIS WES SOME TH VEG Teer 
i 20S) O08 T eee CebUGe er ORNATION Oe aed #f FELT 
Tor SEED 7O SORT OF SEE weal Had GONE OF TO GET THE 
Facts GEFORE HE COMMENTED. 


& OD THE SECRETARY ace, OS @f OVD (© EOPwRY oD 
OturARE FOF THOSE COUNTRIES TO CONDITION TeEI® 210 TO 
Tel Seman STaS Ge PROGRESS TOWARDS DEMOCRACY amp iF 
50, weal wet Tet etgPoESr’ 


A LL, #15 APPROACH HAS BEEE TO TALE 18 GERTRA ABOUT 
Tot S°NDS OF PRINCIPLES eat GuGeT TO GurDE US. af 15 
WOT FOCUSES ONG On THE QUESTION OF ASSISTANCE AS Sucre Mf 
1S TALFORS ABOUT (6 GENERAL TERMS THESE PROMCIPLES aD 
THE (PPORTARCE OF CSTARL (SHINE SOME INCENTIVES amp 
DISINCENTIVES. SO, TO GET THE SampamISTAS TO GO MOM. 
amd TO THY, &5 | SAND, TO CREATE & MECHARISH WHERE THERE 
1S SOME LEVERAGE TO Gale COMP /ANCE WITH PROMISES THAT 
wavE ALOLADY GEEe MADE. 


G DPD HE AGH THEIR COOPERATION (@ THIS CRDEAVOR AnD 
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TAGS: OVIP GAMER, JAMES A.) 

SUBJECT: 1. FOLLOWING IS CLEARED TRAMSCRIPT OF a 
WIAT WAS THEIR RESPONSE? 


A. WE ASMED FOR THEIR COOPERATION. WE TALKED in 
GENERAL TERMS ABOUT THE VALUE OF NOT OMLY A UNIFIED 
APPROACH IN TERNS OF THE U.S. BUT ABOUT THE VALUE OF OUR 
WORKING CLOSELY WITH THE CANADIANS, WITH SOME OF THE 
CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTRIES, AND WITH THE EC, AND WITH 
THE SPANISH, 18 PARTICULAR, AND FELT THAT IF THERE was 
SUCH & UNIFIED APPROACH, THAT THAT Im ITSELF WOULD 
CREATE MUCH MORE LEVERAGE 1m THE Si TUATION. 

@. (iMAUDIGLE) THAT WE WANTED TO (i1mauDIGLE) 

A. THAT THEY WANT TO WORK WITH US. QUT IT WAS KEPT aT 
THAT LEVEL. THIS WAS WOT A WEGOTIATING SESSION. THIS 
WAS OM INTELLECTUAL SESSION WERE YOU ESTABLISH CERTAIN 
BROAD PRINCIPLES. 


@. MR. GAMES STARTED THIS TRIP BY SAVING THAT WE WANTED 
TO ESTABLISH SOME GOOD OME ON OME RELATIONSHIPS WiTH HIS 
COUNTERPARTS. WOT JUST TODAY, BUT ALL ALONG, WAVE YOU 
SEEN AMY PARTICULARLY VIVID EXAMPLES OF WHERE THERE Was 
SEEN SOME CHEMISTRY STRUCK OR CONNECTION MADE. 


A. MAMOST EVERY SINGLE MEETING THAT WE HAVE GEER in 
THROUGHOUT THIS WHOLE TRIP WAS STARTED BY AN EXPRESSION 
OF APPRECIATION FOR WIS DOING THIS. THEY HAVE aii 
ACAMOML EDGED THAT THIS KIND GF A TRIP 1$ BACKOREARI NG 
AO THE FACT THAT WE WOULD GO THE EXTRA MILE AND 00 ALi 
THIS WAS TESTIMONY TO, NOT GULY WIS COMMITMENT ano THE 
PRESIDENT’ S COMMITRENT, TO SHAPING A KIND OF BROAD 
RELATIONSHIP = IMPROVED RELATIONSHIP - FOR THE ALLIANCE, 
OUT THE MERE FACT THAT WE WANTED TO SEE EACH OF THER 
INDI VIGUALLY WAS WIS COMMITMENT TO ESTABLISHING A KiMD 
OF MEV PARTHERSHIP AND HIS COMMITMENT TO ESTAS. i SHing 
CLOSER PERSONAL TIES. AND IN ALMOST EVERY Case, wien 
TREY WOULO SAY TRESE THINGS, OR THEY WOULD RESPOND TO 
WIS SAYING SOMETHING GF THAT SORT, WHAT YOU GOT was a 
HIMD GF VERY SINCERE, GERUINE, APPRECIATION FoR HIS 
OOImG THIS. THEY KNOW IT 1S WEUSUAL. THEY KmOV iT is 
WARD. AMD IN ML CASES WHAT YOU SEE 1S, | THIMK, A KinD 
OF A REM RESPONSIVENESS AT A HUMAN LEVEL. | Man THEY 
MAL START GFF BY SAYING YOU MUST BE DEAD TIRED. 
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@. CAM YOU GIVE US OWE SPECIFIC EXAMPLE? JUST CHOOSE 
OME THAT WAS PARTICL.aLY STRIKING TO YOU, IF YOU COULD’ 


A. YOU KNOW SINCE EVERYOME WAS SAID IT, IT 1S HARD FOR 
ME TO SINGLE OWE OUT. | MEAN | CAN'T EVALUATE THE 
EMOTIOWAL CONTENT OF THAT. ALL | CAM TELL YOU IS THAT | 
WAVE BEEN STRUCK IN EACH CASE BY THE KIND OF GENUINE 
EXPRESSION OF APPRECIATION THAT PERMEATES THE WHOLE 
DISCUSSION. OME OF THE REASONS | THIWK WE FOUND IN ALL 
THESE DISCUSSIONS THAT THE TONE HAS BEEN REMARKABLY 
UPBEAT, |S THAT WE WAS ESTABLISHED THE TOME BY GOING AND 
SEEING EACH OF THEM INDIVIDUALLY AND 1T WAS PRODUCED A 
KIND OF RESPONSIVENESS AT LEAST im TERMS OF THE TONE. 


@. YOU SAID WE IS IN A LISTENING MODE. YOU KNOW, WOULD 
THAT BE PART OF HIS TRIP, HIS AGENDA, SAYING “WHAT HAVE 
YOU LEARNED?" “WHAT SURPRISED YOU?" 


A. YOU KNOW YOU ARE ASKING FOR A GEWERAL ASSESSMENT On 
THE TRIP AT A TIME WHEN | CAME BACK TO BRIEF On -- 


Q. TODAY, YESTERDAY? WHEN THE THREE MEETINGS YOU ARE 
BRIEFING ON - WHAT SURPRISED YOU? WHAT WAVE YOU LEARNED’ 


A. | CAM’T TELL YOU THAT -- 
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TAGS: OVIP GARER, JAMES A.) 

SUBJECT: 1. FOLLOWING IS CLEARED TRANSCRIPT OF a 
@. WHAT WAVE YOU LEARNED Anyway’ 


A. 1 WAS GOING TO SAY | DON'T THIWK THAT THERE waS BEER 
A LOT THAT SURPRISED ME PER SE GUT IT ALWAYS HELPS TO 
SEE THESE THINGS AND EXPERIENCE THER FIRSTHAND. AnD | 
WOULD SAY THE GEWERAL POINT 1S: NUMBER OME, THE KIND OF 
GENUINE - AND MAYBE THIS IS AN OUTGROWTH OF THE PREVIOUS 
QUESTION - THE GEMUINE APPRECIATION FOR HIS DOING THIS. 
VE AL THOUGHT, AND iT WAS WIS IDEA, WE ALL THOUGHT IT 
WAS 4 GOOD IDEA AND | WAVE BEEN STRUCK BY THE 
RESPONSIVENESS AND | OO BELIEVE, AS | SAID, THAT THE 
TOME THAT HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED IM EVERY MEETING - WHERE 
1m EACH CASE THERE 1S AN EXPRESSION OF GOODWILL, THERE 
1S A COMMITMENT TO WANTING TO SEE THE PARTHERSHIP 
GCETWEEN US BILATERALLY AND ON A PULTILATERAL Basis 
OEVELOP; THAT THERE 1S A COMMITRENT TO ENSURE THaT THE 
U.S. SHOULD WOT HAVE ANY CONCERNS ABOUT SOMETHING 1 IKE 
EC 92; THAT THERE 1S & COMMITHENT TO STRENGTHEN THE 
ALLIANCE AND A RECOGNITION THAT THE UNITY AND SOLIDARITY 
ALLIANCE 1S SOMETHING THAT 1S IMPORTANT BOTH FoR 
SECURITY BUT ALSO FOR PEACE. THE EXTENT OF THE 
CONVICTION WITH WHICH THIS 1S EXPRESSED WAS, | THImK, 
GEEN STAINING. WOW, THE ONE OTHER POINT | WOULD MARE, 
JUST & GEMERAL OBSERVATION, 1S THAT EVERYBODY 15 avant 
THAT VE ARE 18 A PERIOD OF SOME CHANGE AND THEY APE ai) 
ACUTELY INTERESTED 18 THE GORBACHEV TRANSITION. THEY 
AA ML STRUCK GY WaT WE 1S DOING AND THEY ant 
CONVINCED THAT THIS 1S SIGHIFICANT, GUT WE HavEN'T HEARD 
ANYOGRY $0 FAR SAY THEY ARE CONVINCED Tha’ WE Witt 


| WANT TO FOLLOW Gm THAT VERY PARTICULAR PORT 

17 SEEMS TO ME MY IMPRESSION Was THAT ER 
GH THIS TRIP GR GEFORE WE STARTED 11 That 
CONCERN 16 TRE WRITER STATES TeaT THERE was a 
CRBRACE GORSY OVER in CUROPE. NOV, IF | an 
VOU CORRECTLY, YOU ARE SAYING THESE LEADERS YOU 
TO ACCEPT THE FACT THAT YOU ARE SETTING THE 
WY QUESTION 1S - | an CONFUSED ~- AY 

10m, THEREFORE, 1S - ARE YOU LESS CONCERNED HOw 


pneany: 
7 ks 
st g2 


A. WELL, AGAR, | WOULD SAY THAT WEN YOU Tent « STEP 
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BACK FROM WHAT IS FREQUENTLY THE GROAD IMAGES THAT ARE 
CREATED AND YOU OFFER A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF WHERE 
YOU THINK YOU ARE, THEN YOU END UP WITH ASSESSMENTS THaT 
PERHAPS SEEM A LITTLE BIT MORE SOBER THAN WHAT VE 
SOMETIMES WEAR AT A MORE GEWERAL LEVEL. MY BaSiC 
CONVICTION OR AT LEAST MY BASIC SENSE AFTER WEARING ALi 
THESE PEOPLE 1S THAT THEY ARE AWARE OF THE PUBLIC EFFECT 
THAT WE 1S WAVING IM EUROPE BUT THEY ALSO -- THAT 1S WHY 
| SAY TWERE 1S A SENSE OF IRONY IN THIS -- THEY THIMK WE 
ARE DOING QUITE WELL SUBSTANTIVELY AND THAT THERE ARE 
THINGS THAT WE MIGHT DO TO OO BETTER BOTH POLITICALLY 
BUT ALSO SUBSTANTIVELY. 


$S$00838 


@. (MAUDIGLE) THE GERMAN FACTOR WERE. THAT HOWL HAS 
CLARIFIED FOR YOU THAT HE WANTS TO PUT OFF THE DECISION 
ON MODERNIZATION. DO YOU COME BACK ~- IF THIS TRIP WERE 
TO END RIGHT WOW, DO YOU CONCLUDE THAT TCINGS ARE BETTER 
1M EUROPE AS FAR AS THE UNITED STATES’ AGENDA GOES OR IS 
TWERE ROOM FOR MORE CONCERN THAN BEFORE YOU STARTED? 


A. | THINK THAT THE OVERALL RELATIONSHIP IS VERY GOOD 
AMD THAT BECAUSE VE ARE IN A PERIOD OF SOME TRANSITION 
WE WAVE TO THINK ABOUT HOW WE ARE GOING TO BaT in 
CERTAIN KINDS OF ISSUES AND WOW WE ARE GOING TO DEVELOP 
AND FORMULATE CERTAIN KINDS OF (MITIATIVES. 


@. DID THE SECRETARY BRING UP EITHER THE SITUATION Im 
PANAMA AND OFFER ANY DESCRIPTION OF WOW THE U.S. Saw 
THAT RESOLVING OR THE SITUATION WITH THE CONTRAS AND 
OFFER ANY DESCRIPTION OF WOW THAT WOULD JE RESOLVED? 
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‘MFO TRIP-81 SSEX-O2 PA-) /004 a4 POR PERSPECTIVE On THE ALLIANCE. THEY STRESSED THREE 
coceee POINTS. OME 1S THEY MOTED WOW, GIVEN THEIR LOCATION amp 
ACTION PA-8? HISTORY, THEY HAD A PARTICULARLY ATLANTIS PERSPECTIVE On 
THE ALLIANCE AMD THEY WOTED WOW THAT TENDED TO GRing 
INFO LOG-O8 ADS-88 IWR-8) EUR-O88 SS-88 CIAE-O8 DODE-88 THEM MORE CLOSELY - IF YOU LOOK AT THE NUMBER OF 
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TO SECSTATE WASHDC (MEDIATE 9872 OUR CAPITAL, TO OUR MARMETS. WE HAVE WHAT THE EAST 
WATO COLLECTIVE WEEDS AMD IN RETURE THEY SHOULD BE OFFERING aRnS 
REDUCTION. AND THE THIRD POINT THEY STRESSED, which was 
UNCLAS SECTION 67 OF 18 BRUSSELS 82139 RELATED TO GOTH THESE, 1S THAT HATO WEEDS TO CONTINUE TO 
DEVELOP A GLOBAL VIEW INCLUDING THE POLITICAL ECONOMIC 
DEPARTHENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS PERSPECTIVE AS WELL AS THE SECUR‘TY ONE AND THEY 
: MENTIONED IN PARTICULAR THEY WANTED TO MAKE SURE THAT 
DEPARTMENT PASS WSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE HOUSE THE ALLIANCE DID WOT OVERDO THE CREDITS. THEY DID NOT 
FOR WR. FITIWATER AND AR. POPADI UA DISTINGUISH BETWEEN SUBSIDIZED AND NON-SUBSIDITZED. 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR THE SECRETARY EXPRESSED HIS SUPPORT FOR THEIR 
STEADFASTWESS. THERE WAS SORT OF A GEWERAL GOOD FEELING 
£.6. 12386: a/a WERE. ON ANOTHER ISSUE, GIVEN THEIR HISTORY Im AFRICA, 
TAGS: OVIP GAKER, JAMES A.) THEY MOTED THEIR PLEASURE IM TERS OF THE DEVEL OPRENTS 


SUBJECT: 1. FOLLOWING 1S CLEARED TRANSCRIPT OF « 
A. WE 01D WOT AND NOBODY RAISED IT. 


DO YOU ALL WAVE QUESTIONS FOR (THE OCTWER OFFICIAL) On 
THE MEETINGS IN LISBON 


OFFICI@L: LET ME RUM THROUGH SOME POINTS WERE AT 
DEADEND AND TAKE A FEW QUESTIONS. 


"WE FIRST GWE 1S THAT THIS MEETING WAS AN EXCEPTIONALLY 
3000 GME. THEY HAVE ALi BEEN GOOD BUT THE PARALLEL 
VIEWS THAT TREY HAD WERE JUST REALLY EXCEPTIONAL. THEIR 
VIEWS Gh EAST-WEST ISSUES ARE VERY, VERY CLOSE. Ont 
PIECE THAT STRUCK ME 1m PARTICULAR im TERS OF THE FORK 
OF SOME OF THE COMMENTARY WAS, | THIWK, BECAUSE OF THE 
FaCT THAT YOU HAD TWO FORMER FINANCE MINISTERS. im THIS 
CASE BEING THE PRIME MINISTER AND SECRETARY GanEh. THEY 
TENDED TO FOCUS A LOT ~~ | MADE THAT DISTINCTION aS 
OPPOSED TO THE FOREIGN MINISTER WO 1S WOT a FORMER 
FIMANCE MINISTER. THEY BOTH TEND TO FOCUS ON SOME OF 
THE ECONOMIC FAILURES 18 THE USSR. AND IN TALKING ABOUT 
EAST-WEST ISSUES, AS IM OTHER STOPS, THERE was A 
RECOGNITION OF FAILURES Im THE SOVIET SYSTER. 


THE PORTUGESE, 16 PARTICULAR, BROUGHT UP A POINT | 
THOUGHT WAS KIND OF INTERESTING ABOUT THE ECONOMIC 
FACTOR GF DEMOCRACY. THE IDEA BEING THAT IMMOVATION AND 
SOME OF THE DEVELGPRENTS im an ECONDHIC SYSTER nov 
REALLY CEPERDS Gh SOME OF THE DECENTRALIZATION YOU 
ASSOCIATE WiTh DEMOCRACY. THERE 1S MSO A VIEW THAT 
THEY STRESSED THROUGH SOME MEETINGS THEY HAVE HAD Wi TH 
EASTERN EUROPEAN OFFICIALS ABOUT HOW SOME COUNTRIES in 
EASTERN EUROPE ARE REVOLVING RAPIDLY. 17 19 WOT TOTALLY 
CLEAR THAT THE SOVIETS KNOW WHERE GUT FROM THE WEST'S 
PERSPECTIVE 17 1S A VERY POSITIVE OME BECAUSE, again, iT 
1S MOVING 18 THE DIRT“ TION GF A PLURALISH AND A HORE 
OECENTRAL ITED SYSTER. 


THE PRIME MIRISTER, 18 PARTICULAR, STRESSED WIS STRONG 
SELIEF 18 THE GATURE AND THE IMPORTANCE GF A STRONG 
MAL IANCE AMD HE WERT BEYOND MILITARY PRINCIPLES. HE 
QGAIN WAS STRESSING THE SHARED VALUES WHICH Cant in 
STRONG AND AS A PART OF THE ECONOMIC COMPONENT THROUGH 
THEIR WHGLE DISCUSSION. THE PORTUGUESE GAVE wiaT | 
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SUBJECT: 1. FOLLOWING 1S CLEARED TRANSCRIPT OF « 

OF ANGOLA AND PERHAPS OTHER COUNTRIES Im SOUTH aFRica. 
THEY @RE EAGER TO SEE THE ACCORDS IMPLEMENTED. THEY KwOW 
THEY WAVE SOME POSSIGLE MATURAL WITCHES OVER TIME, BUT 
THEY GRE WOPEFUL THAT THAT PROCESS WILL PROCEED. AND aS 
A SECOND POINT, THEY ARE EAGER TO OFFER THEIR 
PERSPECTIVE - WAVING BEEN IN AFRICA FOR ABOUT FOUR/F i VE 
HUNDRED YEARS - ABOUT KNOW-HOW AND INSIGHTS AND want TO 
GE HELPFUL (Ff THERE 1S ABILITY TO PROCEED im ANGOLA AnD 
SEYOND ANGOLA AS WELL. TOUCHED On CENTRAL AMERCIA BUT 
1T 1S A GRIEF PIECE. Om THE BILATERAL PIECE THERE WERE 
TWREE POINTS PEALLY. OME 1S THAT THEY WERE VERY PLEASED 
THAT THEY HAD COMPLETED & CONSULTATION On SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE (SSUES On JANUARY 19TH AND THE SECRETARY Said 
THAT THE PRESIDENT THAMRED THER OND THAT THEY MADE A 
SPECIAL EFFORT TO CONCLUDE THAT BEFORE THE WEXT 
ADMINISTRATION. GET IT GUT OF THE WAY, GET & GOOD 
START, GET & PUSH WITH THE CONGRESS. FROM THE PRIME 
MINISTER'S PERSPECTIVE, WE FELT 17 WAS IPORTANT aGain 
SO THEY COULD MODERMITE THEIR MILITARY FORCES AND "Lay 
Am ADOITIOmAL ROLE IN THE ALLIANCE. THE SECOND POINT 
THEY MADE was THAT AS THEY EVOLVED AND ACCEOED TO THE EC 
FULLY 16 1992, A DIFFERENT 92 THAN WE ALOE ADY FOCUSSED 
Om BECAUSE YOU KMOW THEY ARE MOVING INTO THE EC. THEY 
WERE LOOKING TO EVOLVE THEIR TYPES OF COOPERATION, THE 
GOMES GASED On ECONOMIC, INDUSTRY, CULTURAL TIES, Again 
FURTHERING THE ATLANTIC COMMECTION. AMD THEN THERE was 
A GRIEF REFERENCE THE CAST TIMOR AS WELL WHERE THEY 
SIMPLY ASKED US TO LOOK AT THE MEED FOR A Dim OGut. 

THEY SAID, WE Km A DON'T WANT TO TARE SIDES With 
L/OGMESi A OR PORTUGAL, BUT IF YOU WOULD LOOK AT THE HEED 
FOR DIMLOGUE AND THE SECRETARY SAID HE WOULD 00 $0. 
TeaT’s iT. 


ht PROBABLY THE WRONG PERSON TO ASK THiS 
SECAUSE YOU ARE JUST OOI1NG PORTUGAL, GUT JUST REFLECTING 
ORE ON WAT (THE OTHER OFFICIAL) SAID, ALi WEEK LONG, 
YOU HAVE WO GLEN I ELEVEN COUNTRIES, was THERE BEEN 
AMY RESTIVENESS DEMONSTRATED ON THE PACE -THIS 
ADMINISTRATION 1S TAKING ON FIRST OF MLL OELavING “ue 
RESURPTION OF S.T.A.8.1. MEGOTIATIONS, THE 
RECONSIDERATION GF VARIOUS POSITIONS, TRE ERERGING 
CHPHASIS ON MOBILE MISSILES WHICH ORE EVEN nanoER To 
VERIFY? 1S EVERYRODY JUST PEACHY PLEASED Wits THE way 
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YOU HAVE BEEN GOING OF HAS THERE SEEM & SLIGHT OF any, 
ANY, ANY, DISSENSION, ANY BOTICE, AMY SHEPTICISH abouT 
THE WAY YOU ARE DOING iT’ 


A. | TAME THAT QUESTION MORE IN TERMS OF THE GENERAL 
PROCESS (§ ALL THESE AREAS. TO SE WOMEST, 1° Sav mucH 
LESS THAN | WOULD ENCOUNTER Im THE UNITED STATES. iT IS 
HARD TO PUT 1m TERMS THAT DON'T SOUND RO/¥ BUT AT THE 
START OF EaCe OF THESE MEETINGS YOU Cam SORT OF TELL HOW 
PEOPLE REACT, TWERE 1S AM WOMEST FEEL IMG THAT THEY KNOW 
iT 1S VERY EARLY, THEY AWOW THAT THE AMERICAN PROCESS in 
TERMS OF GOING THROUGH CONFIRMATION, SETTING IS VERY 
EARLY, AND | THINK GIVEN THE HISTORY OF THE 
RELATIONSHIPS, THIS IS THE POINT AT WHICH THE EUROPEANS 
HAVE ALWAYS BEEN SENSITIVE 1 WOW WE CONDUCT BUSINESS 
AND THERE 1S & STRONG FEELING THAT WE ARE HONESTLY HERE 
TO LISTEN. OND IT FLOWS INTO SOME OF THE QUESTIONS YoU 
ARE ASKING, THAT BY AMD LARGE THE MATURE OF THE 
DISCUSSIONS ARE SORT OF (INAUDIBLE). YOU KNOW THE ViEW 
OF THE EAST-WEST RELATIONSHIP AND THEN THEY BASICALLY 
COME TO A VERY COMMONALITY OF VIEW Im TERPS OF THE FacT 
THAT BASICALLY THE WEST HAS BEEN EXTRAORDI MARI Y 
SUCCESSFUL SUT YOU Cam’T REST ON THOSE LAURELS. AnD 
THEY FEEL THAT THAT SUCCESS PROVIDES & GREAT STRUCTURE 
OUT THERE 1S & COMMON VIEW IM TERMS OF LOOKING TO SEE 
WHERE ELSE WE CAM GO AND (THE OTHER GFFICIAL) MENTIONED 
SOME OF THOSE TOPICS, DEPENDING UPON WHERE YOU ARE, 
PEOPLE WAVE DIFFERENT INTERESTS. 


OBVIOUSLY, IM A PORTUGUESE CONTEXT, THEY TEND TO FOCUS 
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SUBJECT: 1. FULOWING 1S CLEAREQ TRamSCRIPT OF a 


GH ANGGLA AMD \8 SOME OTHERS THEY FOCUS GH THE MIDDLE 
Cast. Out THERE 1S & SENSE THAT THEY ARE OLinG aE TO 
CFFECT THE PROCESS ame, GF COURSE, THEY MECOGHITE THis 
TOE GUY TIME GUT IT 1S am GPPORTURITY TO Mant 
YOUR CARLY VIEWS KNOW One THERE Wilk Of FaLOwP 
SESSIONS SO, IT'S (MAUBIGLE) «6am, Tete, THERE 15 
ML. WAYS ~~ OEPEMDING UPON THE REGION ~~ THERE iS A LITTLE 
SET OF GL ATERM SSUES TeaT may (imaueIaLE) 
DIFFERENTLY. i1°S GEEM INTERESTING TO GET THE 
PERSPECTIVES AND ACTUALLY SEE WHILE THEY GBVIOUSLY vary 
(aS YOu GnOW FROM DIFFERENT COUNTRIES) That THE Cone 
ASPECT GF THE SENSE GF TRE ML IARCE AMD WaT’S naPPtninG 
1m THE CAST THOS TO wave & STRONG SimianiTY OF view 
ame THER, YOU Know THE FROSTING Gn Tet Cant DIFFERS On 
mpi vium issues. 


G WY OND THE MELTING WiTh THE PORTUGUESE Cad agouT 
TWENTY MIMUTES TO A HALF Am HOUR BEFORE 11 was SUPPOSED 
To” 


A. 1¢ O90 SOT KNOW TeaT 17 010, GUT | THrmn im THE 

FORE IGM MINISTER'S MELTING, THERE 1S MiwayS & SENSE wate 
VOU HAVE GOTH THE FOREIGN MINISTER amp Tet PRIME 
MIGISTER ~ WOW MUCH ARE YOU GOING TO REPEAT in any 

(mI VIGUM, MELTING SO YOU START TO GISCUSS A SET OF 
TOPICS AMS THER THE SECRETARY Wilt SAY LL 00 YOU want 
TO COVER THESE TOPICS 18 THE PRIME MINISTER'S MEETI AG OF 
WHATEVER. $0, THERE WASR'T & SENSE OF INCOWPLETERESS Of 
Outs. TREY COVERED THE agtuea. 


Oricim: SOME 1MPGRRATION Teal | 010 SOT neo 
ageeT it. : 

A. Tee FORTIGN MINISTER THOUGHT THAT ME WERE funminG 
LATE tm THE FIRST MEETING SO HE HURRIED THE FiesT 
PECTIOG MORE THIGRING THAT OE was RummiNG (aTE FOR THE 
SECOND MEETING. SO THE SECOND MELTING STARTED Cam ce 
Team iT was CHPECTES. 


A. 1 O10 BOT GAVE & SENSE OF RUSH im THE MEETING . HE 
THERE WERE A LOT OF THINGS PEOPLE wanTED TO Fit 1 


G. OF0 THE PORTUGUESE TODAY AND ALSO THE SPaini te “ant 
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amy POSITIOn Gm SHORT RANGE MODERN: LaTi on? 


A. THE TOPIC JUST CAME UP im PASSING AnD aS You 
PROGASLY KmOw THAT THE PORTUGUESE TEND TO Have & SaTere 
STRONG WiEW Om THE (MPORTAMCE OVERALL OF mODERNI ZATION. 
| WOULD Lime iT TO TarS THAT THEY ALSO FEEL teat it’s 
(PORTANT Teal VE PROCEED Om THE OTHER ASPECTS OF THE 
OOPS CONTRR (/WAUDIGLE) THE CONVENTIONAL OmES QuT : 
WOULD SAY Om A CONTINUUM, THIS IS BOT AN ISSUE THAT 
TROUBLES THER EXCEPT FOR THE FACT THAT THEY woud 
SaSiCMLLY LIME TO SEE 17 SOME. 


@ Te Shanice’ 


A ¢ OF0 WOT SIT 1m Om THE MEETIOG WITH THE SPamice ano 
| OO T REMERSER im THE FOREIGN MINISTER WHETHER 17 Cant 
vw. iF 17 O10, IT WAS WOT OF GREAT \nPORTaRCE. 


GC. Gm THE AFRICA QUESTION, BESIDES ANGGLA, O10 THEY 
WAnT TO EXTEWD THIS PROCESS TO MOLAMBIGUE’ SOUTH AFRICA 
SUGGESTED GETTING US (NVOLVED I THE ROLAND GUE 

31 TuaT) Om. 


A. THEY O/Om'T MENTION MOLAMBIGUE SPECIFicaiy. | 
THimm THEY WERE BASICALLY SORT OF REFLECTING Gn THE Fact 
TeaT THiS 1S am OER 16 WICe TREY SAVE SOME CXPERIERCE, 
TeaT (7 WAS MORE Team THE TRABITICNM BIPLOMACY. TERE 
WAS & STRONG TOME HERE GF & COUNTRY We was SORT GF COME 
TO OEMOCRACY and COME TO SOME ECOMONIC Cuanets, 1% VERY 
PROUD GF THOSE ACHIEVEMENTS ame FEELS THAT THEY ARE VERY 
(PORTANT FOR THE WEST'S MESSAGE Ame SO Tet 100A GF wnat 
THEY COULD OO WAS BOT SIMPLY Im TERNS GF OIPLOMATIC 
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SUBJECT: i. FOLLOWING IS CLEARED TRANSCRIPT OF A 
AGREEMENTS BUT IN TERMS OF OVERALL SORT OF OPEN MARKET 
SYSTEMS. 

Go. CAN I AS* ONE LITTLE QUESTION. OIO TrEY SAY 
ANYTHING ABOUT URGING THE UNITEO STATES TO ESTABLISH 
DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH ANGOLA? 

A. NO. 

THANK YOU 


ENO TEXT) 
GL ITMAN 
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WEONESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 1989, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Over to you. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the Soviet 
withdrawal from Afghanistan today? 


A All I would say is that this is a long-awaited 
day for the Afghan people, and they can now go on to determine 
their own future. 


Q Does the United States plan any kind of aid for 
reconstruction or anything like that? 


a I don't have any particularly new details today. 
We've spoken for many weeks now about the importance of those 
kinds of efforts and the kinds of things that we have been 
doing and will continue to do. So we have been on record on 
that issue. I don't have anything new today, no. 


Q Any figures’ 
a You can check. We've had those figures before. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the agreement reached 
at the summit yesterday in El Salvador? 


A About all I could say at this stage, since what 
we have seen is the communique, is that we will be interested 
in consulting with the Latin American/Central American 
democracies about it, but that's about all I could say right 
now. 


Q One more on Afghanistan, please. What will be 
the goals of the American Administration in this new situation 
which is now in Afghanistan? 


a Our goals really haven't changed. Our goal has 
been to support Afghan self-determination, and that will 
continue to be our goal. 


Q So if opposition forces frustrate the efforts to 
create anes coalition government, what will be your 
attitude 
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A Again, our position is that Afghan efforts to 
determine their own future are tings that we have supported. 
We have supported the various ideas that have been put forward 
as the afghan people have tried to address this issue of their 
future, and we will continue to do that. But, as always, we 
ourselves will not be proposing a blueprint. 


This whole struggle has been about self-determination. 
It has entered another stage now, and so we will continue to be 
supportive of the Afghan people as they pursue that. 


Q A follow-on question, please: the United States 
attitude towards proposals that the Soviet Union and the United 
States both stop sending weapons to the area? 


A I don't have ne poe particularly new. I would 
just say what I have said previously, that our support for the 


Resistance continues. 


Q Maybe one more comment, Mr. Redman. There are 
news reports that the opposition forces in Afghanistan 
threatened to shoot down aircraft that bring United Nations 
humanitarian aid. 


A I haven't seen those particular reports. On the 
question of the aid, it is something that the United Nations is 
working on. They have been working on that in conjunction with 
the Resistance. It is obvious as they go about this that the 
goal is to feed people where they need to be fed. At the same 
time, that has to be done in a coordinated manner. So that's 
what the United Nations is trying to do. 


I don't know this particular detail; but in any case I 
think our objective has been to try to support these efforts in 
the context of what is going to have to be a nationwide effort, 
obviously. And clearly it's going to have to be an effort that 
is supported by the Resistance because they control most of the 
transportation routes. 


So that's the kind of thing that the United Nations 
and the Resistance have been working on. 


I meant reports published in the United States 
press about threats to shoot down aircraft that are bringing 
humanitarian aid to Kabul. 


A I haven't seen those threats myself. 
Q Another area? 


Q No. Could I just follow up George's question? 
When you say that you are interested in consulting with the 
Central American governments, I don't understand if this means 
you're consulting so these guys all get green cards and come to 
Miami, you're interested in consulting because you have the 
feeling that the United States is not part of this regional 
settlement, you're consulting to see if verification may -- 


eee 





Q You've seen the communique and all. All you're 
going to say is “we're looking"? When are you going to talk 
about more specific things? 


i) I think that's perfectly reasonable. We weren't 
at the meeting. There were people there who were, and so we'd 
like to find out more about it. That's all I'm saying. 


We've backed this army since its inception, and 
we have absolutely no reaction to the fact that all of these 
Central American leaders have gotten together and said they 
should be disbanded? You don't consider that -- I don't know 
-- a sellout? You don't consider they should get green cards 
to come here? 


a All I'm saying is, I think, the obvious: that 
there is a communique; that we'll be interested in consulting 
with the Central American democracies about it. All of that, 
of course, will take place in the context of the framework of 
the approach to the region which we have long followed, which 
has included the Esquipulas and Sapoa Agreements, of course, 
and which has included support for the democratic Resistance, 
support which has been enunciated by both the President and the 
Secretary of State. So there's certainly that framework. But 
what I'm saying, in terms of this specific communique, is that 
we simply need to know more about it. 


Q Does the U.S. think Nicaragua is likely to live 
up to the promises it has made again in the agreement yesterday? 


A Again, on the specific agreement, I have to go 
back to my previous answer. We've had other experiences with 
Nicaragua and various agreements, so that one never knows. 


In general, does the United States believe it's a 
prudent idea to disarm and relocate the Contras before 
elections are held in Nicaragua? 


a That goes to previous questions, so I'll just 
leave my answer as I gave it. 


Q Just as a general point, though, does that make 
sense to the State Department? 


a It is not a general point in the sense that the 
kinds of things you are drawing on are included, in one way or 
another, in this communique. 


Q Chuck, does this caution that you're responding 
with to this have anything to do with the fact that the 
Assistant Secretary of State for Latin America is not in place, 
all the senior ers of that team are not yet in place? 
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i Not at all, really. I'd say it simply reflects a 
seriousness that these kinds of issues deserve. That's all. 


Q You say you're going to consult with the Central 
American democracies. I take it no consultations are planned 
with the Nicaraguan Government and that the policy on that 
issue vis-a-vis consultations with Nicaragua remains unchanged 
thus far, at least in terms of the new Administration? 


J That's my understanding. 


Q To go back to Afghanistan real quick. Concerning 
the withdrawal of the Soviet Union, is this some sort of 
vindication that the U.S. sees in terms of the rollback in 
communism? And will this strengthen the U.S.-Soviet relations? 


a I don't think I really have anything new to offer 
on those kinds of questions that hasn't already been said many 
times over. This particular issue of Afghanistan is one that 
has been with us now for a long, long time and on which we have 
worked very hard. But I think your other questions are ones 
that have really been addressed before, and I couldn't add 
anything to our position. 


Q Do you have any information on the developments 
in the eastern section of Beirut of today and yesterday? 


A The information I have is that early this morning 
Beirut time, fighting between the Lebanese Armed Forces, the 
LAF, and the Lebanese Forces, the LF, became intensive 
throughout much of East Beirut and adjacent areas. It is 
particularly heavy in the area of our Embassy which is located 
in a crossfire. While not a target, the Embassy compound and 
two Embassy residences have been hit by shells. All American 
personnel have taken safety. No one has been hurt. 


We're deeply concerned about the loss of innocent 
life. All sides must exercise restraint and avoid further 
tragedy. Ambassador McCarthy has been in touch with both sides 
to convey this message and express our serious concern over 
actions that endanger the security of the Embassy. 


Q Chuck, are you planning to have any kind of 
backgrounder or anything when Baker gets back? 


a I don't know of any plans for that right now. 


Q I expect you are monitoring this trial of Israeli 
officers in the Gaza Strip. Last Sunday the Washington Post 
reported that some of these officers said that they had 
specific orders, and I quote: “These orders were to beat every 
suspect, to break his arms and legs, in order to put him out of 
action for a month or two." Was there any immediate reaction 
from the State Deoartment to thie? 
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A No, I haven't seen that. I don't have anything 
on that. 


Q Chuck, can we go back to your statement or your 
response, whatever it is? If you call on both parties to 
exercise restraint, why should he do so when the army is 
recognized as being the national army, the protector of the 
land? 


a I'll just stand by what I said. 


Q In other words, you don't support the action 
taken by the army? 


a I think I said very clearly what our position is 
on this. 


Q What is your position? 

a Shall I read it again? 

Q Yes. 

A All side must exercise restraint and avoid. 


further tragedy. 
Q So you're recognizing the militias, right? 


A It's a recognition that there's fighting going on 
and ought to stop. 


Q Yes, but a control claim is being exerted by the 
army to take control of certain areas. [Sic] Do you support it 
or do you not? 


a I've told you what I've got to say. 


Q Afghanistan, Chuck? Do you have any reports that 
would indicate that the Soviet bombing from bases inside the 
Soviet Union has stopped? 


a I can't say that at this point. I do know that 
as of yesterday bombing from those bases did continue and was 
fairly heavy, but I don't have a report on it today. 


Q Chuck, do you have any on the Moscow 
Embassy? What is the situation with the option that U.S. 
businessmen might purchase the Chancery that has been riddled 
a ~ ad What is the State Department's reaction to that 
option 


a The status right now is that the Department is 
actively reviewing the options -- all of the options -- in 
light of all relevant factors, including relative costs and 
operational effectiveness. When the Secretary has been briefed 
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and when the current in-depth review of the options is 
complete, then the results will be presented to the Secretary 
for a recommendation to the President. 


Q But is that one of the options still under 
consideration? 


s We're studying all the options, and it includes 
the so-called “businessmen's" option. 


Q Can I go back and ask it a different way? Does 
the U.S. support the regular army in regaining the control over 
its land -- Lebanese land? 


i] You've got all that I'm going to give you today. 


Q Chuck, on the Embassy in Moscow, is there any 
deadline for this study? 


a I don't know of any deadline. All I would say is 
it's under active review, but I don't know of any deadline. 


Q Another question? On Baker's finances, has he 
indicated when he will sell his stocks, or when that -- 


a My information is the same information that was 
provided to the reporters traveling with him, that this 
requires again advice as to how to do this in the proper 
manner, so that is advice that he will be getting. I don't 
know exactly when that will happen. 


Q Have you been in touch with the Contras? You say 
you have not been in touch with the Central American 
democracies. Have you been in touch with any members of the 
Contra leadership regarding this decision? 


a I just can't answer those kinds of details at 
this point. 


Q Okay. Iran. Any comment on the release over the 
weekend of some several hundred political prisoners in Iran? 


Q In El Salvador, apparently -- I believe it was 
three -- enlisted men were arrested in connection with that 
September massacre which Vice President Quayle raised during 
his visit. I'm wondering if the State Department is pleased 
with this development, or does this go far enough? 


a I don't have a specific analysis in response to 
your question. I would just reaffirm that Vice President 
Quayle indicated our strong support for Salvadoran democracy, 
human rights and our commitment to neutrality in the upcoming 
Presidential election. 
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The Vice President also emphasized the need for the 
Government and armed forces of £1 Salvador to follow up on all 
human rights cases, including the September killings in San 
Vincente Department. In that particular case, there has been 
no satisfactory explanation of the military's involvement. The 
Salvadorans have assured us that the Salvadoran special 
investigative unit is actively investigating. 


Q So the Salvadoran army report was therefore 
unsatisfactory? 


Aa As I say, I didn't see that particular report, so 
I don't have a specific answer to that. But what I have given 
you about an active investigation is accurate. I don't know 
how it squares with that particular item. 


Q Apparently there was a preliminary report on the 
incident itself by the Salvadoran army which exonerated the 
army, but apparently you feel that's inadequate or 
unsatisfactory. 


i) I'm telling you I don't have any comment on that 


story. If you want to put words in my mouth -- your words. 
All I'm telling you is that what I've given you is the state of 
play today. 


Q Chuck, failing to respond actually to -- or to 
acknowledge U.S. support to the Lebanese Army, wouldn't that in 
fact deepen the so-called partition of the country or do you 
think that will help? 


A Nothing further. 


Q Chuck, on Indochina, isn't U.S. policy still that 
we don't look favorably upon private efforts to try to find 
POWs and MIAs? There was an ex-Congressman going around 
floating balloons with messages to people in Indochina to try 
to find POWs/MIAs. What do we think about that? 


& To reiterate what I have said previously, the 
United States Government believes that government-to-government 
cooperation is the best way to resolve the POW/MIA issue. Our 
view is that private initiatives could jeopardize ongoing 
cooperation with Laos and Vietnam. We are also concerned that 
reward offers reinforce a perception widely held in Indochina, 
particularly among refugees, that information and remains are 
items of barter. Rewards have been offered before, but they've 
produced no positive results. 


Q Chuck, just one final question: Have there been 
any new precautions taken at American embassies in the Moslem 
world once Viking actually begins the tour here? 


a I don't normally go into security precautions for 
the obvious reasons. My only answer is a generic one. When it 
comes to security, wherever we are in the world appropriate, 
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measures are taken. It's something that's always under review 
on the security front. But in response to your specific 


question, nothing. 


Q Did the Department try to discourage a trip by 
the author to the United States in any way? 


A I have nothing at all on that. 


Q Back on Central America for a second, do you have 
anything good to say about the agreement reached yesterday, 
perhaps on the initiative to combat narcotics trafficking? 


A No, nothing further by way of details. 


Q Chuck, could you please comment on what seems to 
be an illogical contradiction? On one hand the Administration 
said many times that it would not return back to arms talks 
negotiations until the strategic review is completed. On the 
other hand, you seem to be pretty much set on the question of 
modernization for NATO nuclear weapons. So, in other words, 
modernizing weapons is okay and arms control is not. 


A I think you need to do a lot more reading. The 
fact of the matter is that NATO has had a process underway for 
a year and a half now concerning a comprehensive arms control 
concept in which all of these issues -- conventional and 
chemical, modernization -- are all involved. So that has been 
on the agenda for a long time. Secretary Baker has been 
talking quite a bit about that as he has gone around the 
Alliance during his current visit. 


The other issue you refer to is what the President has 
said he would do and what he will do concerning an overall 
review, which he has explained and which he has said needs to 
be thorough, but nonetheless will be pursued expeditiously. So 
that is where that fits in. Whatever contradiction you seem to 
be making seems to me to be totally artificial. 


Q Another on Afghanistan: Speaking philoso- 
phically, now that the Soviet presence in Afghanistan is 
finished, what do you expect it to become? Just anything but 
Communist? For example, how about another fundamentalist state? 


A I have said in response to a previous question 
that this is something for the Afghan people to decide. This 
whole struggle has been for self-—determination. You know we 
have supported efforts to create a broadly based government, to 
find a political solution, but it is going to have to be a 
solution found by the Afghan people. 


Q Chuck, have there been any further repercussions 
about the Salman Rushdie book in Pakistan that have affected 
Americans or the Embassy or anything like that? And what 
advice do you have fcr Americans in Pakistan at this time? 
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‘ A I don't have any other information in response to 
your first question, and on the second, I don't know that 
anything further has been done. I'm sure people have been 
aware of those difficulties, but I don't have anything specific. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Ayatollah 
Khomeini's call for the death of the author? 


a It's something that's just not worthy of comment. 
Q Thank you. 


{The briefing was concluded at 12:47 p.m.] 
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SENIOR GOVERWRENT OFFICIAL, EN ROUTE THE 
ORUSSELS, 16, 1989. 
@tGin TExT) 


WFiCia: GMAT, LET ME JUST SORT OF GIVE YOU « QUuice 
DWERVIEW OF. WAT WERT Om AT ai, THREE OF THE MEETINGS 
TODAY. GME GEWERAL OBLERVATION WHICH, aGaim - | Trimm 
MEFLECTS & REY (PRESSION FROM THE THREE MEETINGS and 
TATOE 17 1S BOT SURPRILING WHEN YOU WAVE © MEETING With 
Tet waTO REPS Teal Gut OF THE THINGS Twa’ COMES TeOOUGH 
1S @ REM SENSE OF An AGREEMENT ON FUNDAMENTALS Hat 
THE ALLIANCE - EVER 1f THERE GRE AREAS OR ISSUES Treat 
TAT CROP UP im TERNS OF IRRITANTS ~ OME REALLY GETS & 
SENSE, | THIMK, WOT OMY THROUGHOUT THIS WHOLE TRIP, BUT 
THEM CRYSTMLLI ZED TODAY 1m THE DISCUSSIONS WITH HATO and 
THEM 1% LUREMBOURG AND A150 im THE WETHER ANDS - THaT 
IVER IF THERE MAY GE PROBLEMS OF PROBLEM AREAS, THERE 1% 
SUCH & COMMITHERT TO THE FUNDAMENTALS OF THE M1) ANCE 
TeaT THERE 1S ALSO & COMMITMENT TO WORKING TO RES VE 
MATEVER PROBLEMS CRERGE. SPECIFICALLY, OME OF THE 
ISSUES THAT WAS PROMINENT TODAY Im OISCUSSIONS was THAT 
 & SUMMIT - A ATO HEADS GF STATE MEETING. THE TimimG 
AS RAISED AND WAS DISCUSSED 1 GEMERAL TERMS aGain. 

THE GEMERM TIMING 1S PROBABLY GOING TO BE THE Lact 
SOUPL~ GF WEERS GF MAY GUT THE CxACT DATE 1S VET TO Of 
SMETECRMIMED. GESIOES Tee TIMING, THERE was 0150 SOM 
INTEREST 18 WHAT THE SUBJECTS AT THE SUMMIT OUGHT TO 

Sf. O60 OME AREA GF INTEREST Was TRYING TO RESOLVE WHat 
THE COMPRERERSIVE CONCEPT WOULD Of BY THE SunmIT. | 
Tein THERE 1S & COMMITRERT TO SORT GF WORKING On THAT 
anO GY THAT | Ean SORT OF LOOKING AT IT FROM THE 
STANDPOINT OF GOTH SECURITY AND aRMS CONTROL BOTH 
MTERRENTS 1 DIM OGUE AND TRYING TO FIL’ OUT THaT 
SORCE?T AND WORE GH IT im ADVANCE OF THE SUMMIT $0, In 
& SENSE, 11 COULD OE GLESSED OF AT LEAST RESOLVED AT a 
sum. 


| THIMR GME OTHER AREa wich 1S JUST CRBRYONIC In ITS 


ALERT COPY 


| UNCLASSIFIED 
Department of State 


57/G 
A 
we 


file 


$301173 


$/S=0 
|NCOMI NG 


PAGE 61 GRUSSE 82178 G8 OF G3 1789432 867219 
CAPRESSION WAS THE NOTION OF TRYING TO INTRODUCE Some 
POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC CONTENT INTO THE SUMMIT as weLy 
FROM THE STANDPOINT THAT THE GREAS OF THE GREATEST 
STRENGTH 1m THE ALLIANCE ARE 1m FACT IN THE POLI TICm 
AND ECOWOMIC AREAS. AND THAT SORT OF GETS TO THE POINT 
WE WERE DISCUSSING LAST WIGHT ABOUT (MONIES. THaT wERE 
IT 1S GORBACHEY WHO iS im & PERIOD OF GREAT Weanness 
ECONOMICALLY AND 16 SOME WAYS ALSO POLITICALLY - aT 
LEAST Im TERMS OF UNCERTAINTY ABOUT BEING ABLE TO 
IMPLEMENT HIS Own REFORM PROGRAM AND UNCERTAINTIES agouT 
EASTERN EUROPE AND OLVELOPING A FORMULA THERE, an YET 
WE 1S SOMEONME wrO CAN STILL CAPTURE THE IMAGINATION. | 
DOn' T ANOW EXACTLY WOW THIS WILL BE DEVELOPED OVER Tine, 
GUT AT LEAST, | THIWK THERE 15 SOME INTEREST Im THI mR ING 
ABOUT THE DIRECTION OF THE ALLIANCE AND A SUMMIT FROR 
THE STANDPOINT OF POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC INITIATIVES 
THAT MIGHT ALSO FIND THEIR WAY 18TO A SUMMIT. 


& SPECIFIC QREA THAT WAS MAISED, AT LEAST TONIGHT, BY 
Tet OUTCH was A VERY GRIEF REPORT Om THE EC 12'S 
IMITIATIVE Om THE MIDDLE EAST, THE TROIMA, THE GREEKS, 
THE SPamicn, AND THE FRENCH WAVE CONDUCTED A SURVEY in 
THE MIDDLE EaST waving BEEN TO ISRAEL AND HAVING BEER TO 
EGrPT, JORDAN, SYRIA, TALHED TO THE PLO, AND THEY 
CFPRESSED am INTEREST 1m TALRING TO THE SECRETARY aT 
OME POINT 1% GREATER OETAIL ABOUT WHAT THEIR FINDINGS 
ARE. THEY, TOO, ORE im & PRELIMIMARY STAGE GUT THEY 
WOULD LIME TO GE TALKING WITH HIM AT SOME POINT. IT May ; 
VELL GE OW THE MARGINS OF THE VitwmA CFE TaLaS. aS 
GASIC RESPONSE TO THER WAS TO BE A LITTLE Cautious; TO 
WOTE That THIS I$ AM AREA THAT If YOU DON'T PREPARE an 
IMITIATIVE Im TRE RIGHT Way, If YOU SORT OF PUSH TOO 
HARD AT THE WRONG LEVEL AND Om THE WRONG ISSUES, THE 

SISILITIES Teal QE THERE MIGHT GE PREERPTED. $0, 
THEY DIOM' T REALLY HAVE & DISCUSSION Om THIS PER SE BUT 
HE CAPHASITED THAT WHILE, OBVIOUSLY WE ARE PREPARED TO 
WEAR wnat THEIR (DEAS ARE, WE ALSO WANTED TO CauTiOn 
THEM TO GE CAREFUL A8OUT HOW THEY PROCEEDED. 


Q. wOw O10 THEY REACT TO THAT? 


a TERE wel & GENERAL AGREEMENT Thal THEY MADE THE 
Point -- 


WOICE: YOU OMLY SPORE TO THE BUTCH.) 


&. SPEAKING OF THE THREE OTHERS, | AM ALITTLE CONFUSED 


WOICE: TE SPANICH BROUGHT 17 UP AS WELL.) 

a. THE SPANISH OID BRING IT UP aS WELL AMD | WAS GOIMG 
TO MENTION THAT YESTERDAY GUT WE MEVER GOT TO 11. THE 
DUTCH FOREIGN MINISTER, Im THiS CASE, was SIMPLY 
REPORTING THAT THIS HAD GOME OW AND THAT THEY FELT ~~ 

WE RAISED 17 16 THE CONTEXT OF THE MIDDLE EAST BEING an 
ARTA WHERE OBVIOUSLY THERE 1S & GOOD Om OF acTiViTY 
AND THERE SCEME 10 GE MOVERENT AND HE WAS INTERESTED 18 
SORT OF PRESENTING THAT BUT ALSO WEARING THE SECRETARY'S 
views. 


G. 6810 IRAN COME UP TODAY AND THE PROBLEMS THAT THE 
DUTCH ARE WOW HAVING WITH THE BUSINESS WITH THE auTHOR - 
~ THEY DIOM'T TALA ABOUT CANCELLING THE TRIP and THE 
ORITiSm imrTiATiVE? 


A. THAT OID WOT COME UP. 
@. O10 BAKER GIVE ANY INDICATION Om THE MIDDLE East TO 


THESE PEOPLE WHER HE THIMES HE WOULD OE ABLE TO 
CONCENTRATE EROUGH TO CVEN THImK ABOUT GETTING INTO THE 
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A. WE 010 BOT GCUTLIME Amv SPECIFIC TIMEL IME On THaT. 

wE TOLD THEN TeaT OUR Cum TRIGRING (S$ BEING DEVELOPED 
WOW AND THAT WE O10 LOOK FORWARD TO & TIME WHERE ne 
COULD SHARE WITH THER 18 & MUCH FORE DEFINITIVE way weaT 
OUR THINKING AND APPROACH AND STRATEGY WOULD BE. 

Go wal is 'T 81GaT WOW’ HOW WOULD YOU SUMMARIZE TO BE 
TWE SECRETARY'S? iT 1S (\APORTANT (F WE WRITE aBOUT IT 
TONIGHT JUST 1m TERAS OF HOW I< BARER THimnING ABOUT 17 
a1GHT mow’ 


A. WELL, | DOM T THIWR THERE 15 A LOT MORE That | Cam 
a0 TOC weal | SAID ALREADY. THAT OME HAS, AS HE PUTS 
iT, TOLL THE GROUND CAREFULLY.” OME WAS TO PROCEED 
CAUTIOUSLY AND UNDERSTAND THAT If YOU SEER TO PUSH THE 
LEVEL OF DISCUSSIONS TOO HIGH, TOO SOON, CREATE 100 mucH 
iNTERwATIONA, ATTENTION aT THE WOME LEVEL, YOU Mar WELL 
PREEMPT THE POSSIGILITY FOR PEAL MOVEMENT. anD Thal - 
vOU NOW THE - THERE 1S & WEED FOR US, OB¥IOUAY, TO SIT 
DOWN An WORK TePOUGH WITH THE (5RAEL 1S, EGYPTIANS, amd 
OTHERS 16 THE BREA, aD M50 1m THE CONTEXT OF THE 

Dim. OGUE WiTH THE PLO, OUR Owl (OLAS aNd SORT OF SEE 
Wal THE TRAFFIC WILL GEak AND THER MARE JUDGRENTS 
aCCORD INGLY. 


o imauolme 
@ mY wits Txt OUTCH’ 
a. THE OUTCH. 


G. Cam TOU EXPAND On THE THRUST OF THEIR INTEREST aT 
mi? 


a WAT | Sard 1S EXACTLY THE way 17 WAS PRESENTED BY 
THER. SIMPLY TO REPORT Ow THE Fact Thal THERE 1S « EC 
2 INTEREST, THERE 15 A TROIKA THAT WAS BEEN TRAVEL. 1G 
aROund THAT WAVE DOME A SURVEY, THAT THAT SURVEY OF THE 
VARIOUS PARTIES HAS PRODUCED im THEIP EVES SOM 
UNDERSTANDING OF BOTH THE POTENTIAL POSSIBILITIES ac 
WELi AL THE OBSTACLES; AnD That THEY WOPE Thal Teer Can 
GE TaLrinG TO US ABOUT 11. THEY Said VERY Citamiy TeaT 
CVERTOME 16 THE EC UNDERSTOOD Twat Tet umiTED STATES 
PEaLL) #aS TO TARE THE (£00 OW THIS QUESTION and THEY 
ARE WOT 1m ANYWAY TAKING STEPS AS THEY SEE AS SLING 
INCONSISTENT WITH Thal AnD THEY HOPE TO Have & CramCE 10 
Tae WITH OR. 


@. OND THEY ENCOURAGE HIM TO TARE THE (£07 
A. TREY 010. 


@. WHAT 1S THE U.S. GOVERNMENT POSITION On THE OEMAND 
OF MEOVEST OF OFFER - WHATEVER YOU wanT TO Ca IT - OF 
A OLATH THREAT AGAINST ThE AUTROR OF TRE Satanic VERSES 
Ame THE OFFER OF MONEY 1m RESPONSE FoR Twat? 


A. WILL, | THIMR YOU HEARD. THE SECRETARY MADE & 
STATEMENT TODAY, AMD THERE REMLY iSe'T -- . 
WMTERECTION: § MEGRETTAGLE 1S THE REY woRD’) 

| WOULD SAY, WHAT WE Said, | THIMH CaPTURES THE Basic 
ATTITUDE. THE GULY POINT THAT MIGHT BE ADDED WOULD BE 
THAT 1F (RAM TRULY WANTS TO JO1M THE CIVILIZED Communi TY 
OF BATIONS QnD OE A PARTY TO CERTAIN (mTERNAT/ ORM 
STANDARDS, OBVIOUSLY 17 Cam T EWGAGE im TERRORISH, IT 
Cam T IMCITE TERRORISH, AWD IT Cam T PROMOTE IT. 
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@. 00 YOU CONSIDER Twat TwiS OFFER Const: TuTES 
(MCITEMENT AND THE OTHER TwO VERBS YOU USED Just a 
MOMENT aG0 


A. WELL, IT 1S BARD TO INTERPRET 11 OTHERWISE. 


@. OME MORE On THE MIDDLE EAST. (8 THE LAST MONTH OF 
SO, LOOKING AT THE PARTIES, LOOKING AT ISRAEL, LOOniNG 
AT THE PLO, WE WAVE CBVIOUSLY ADDED AN ONGOING 0: a1 OGUE 
wiTH BOTH OF THOSE. 00 YOU SEE THE CONDITIONS RiPENING 
AT GL. OR GRE THE PARTIES BASICALLY RUNNING Im PLACE aT 
THIS MOMENT? 


A | THIMK THAT WE ARE WOT AT A POINT WHERE WE Cam Sar 
THAT YOU HavE CONDITIONS THaT WOULD ALLOW YOU TO GO TO 
WEGOTIATIONS. 30, YOU ARE GOING TO HAVE TO. | Timm, 
PREPARE THE GROUND PRETTY CAREFULLY BEFORE YOU Cam GET 
TwERE. 


C. «Chim, On THE (RANIAN THING, WHY ARE VOU ecdcTiNG 
(© SUCH & LOW REVED FASHIOm. REGRETTABLE SEEMS TO BE a 
VERY MILD REACTION. ORE YOU CONCERNED agOuT 
ECamClRQATiING THE SITUATION OR SOMETHING LIME THaT? 


& WELL Weal YOU MavE GOT 1S A BASIC REFLECTION OF 
YOu. | OOm T THimm IT 1S & LOW REY RESPONSE. iT 15 @ 
PESPONSE THAT SORT OF CAPTURES THE FACT THAT YOU KNOW 
THAT THIS 1S MOT THE KIND OF BENAVIOR THAT 1S GOIMG TO 
(WSPIRE AMYGODY TO BELIEVE THAT (Ram 1S REALLY CHANGED. 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1989, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I[ 
have one change in the briefing program for tomorrow. I 
announced yesterday a BACKGROUND briefing on the President's 
trip to Asia. The time for that briefing has now been changed 
to 11:00 a.m. here in the Press Briefing Room. 


Q Chuck, is the briefer going to be ON-THE-RECORD 
or OFF-THE-RECORD. He's ON-THE-RECORD today over at the 
Foreign Press Center. 


a This is ON BACKGROUND. 
Q Here? 

a Pardon. 

Q (Inaudible) 


A The White House also announced this morning an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing early next week at the White House on 
the same subject. 


Q The Soviets are pressing their case for an 
immediate cease-fire in Afghanistan and an end to all outside 
arms shipments to Afghanistan. They say that with the 
completion of the Soviet withdrawal, the time has come for a 
political solution, the alternative being a lot of senseless 
bloodshed. Do you have any observations on those points? 


A The first point is I don't have any specific 
reaction. I think the only kinds of observations that come to 
mind -- first of all, the fact that there has been massive 
stockpiling by the Soviets, particularly in recent months, have 
now pot ne massive stockpiles for use by the Kabul regime. 
Supplies include numerous fighter aircraft and helicopters, 
dozens of medium tanks, infantry-fighting vehicles and armored 
personnel carriers, more than 200 Howitzers, as well as scores 
of other artillery pieces and hundreds of transport vehicles. 
And then, in the final days of the withdrawal, they left behind 
even more military equipment including tanks, APCs, and 
multiple-rocket launchers. So I think that gives you an 
indication of the situation they have left in Afghanistan, and 
I would just leave my comment at that. 
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Q Would this be considered a part of the positive 
symmetry formula? In other words, would stockpiles justify 
continued American aid to the Resistance? 


4 I'm not going to look for any particular 
justification; ['m just stating the facts as they are, and tne 
fact that our support for Afghan self-determination continues. 


Q Chuck, what's ever happened to former Secretary 
of State Shultz's offer on negative symmetry? If they stopped, 
we'd stop. 


A That was made a long time ago, in the context 


that you're well aware of. The Soviets did not pick it up at 
that time, and of course things have considerably changed since 


that. And one of the things that [I have just made reference to 
is this massive stockpiling. 


Q So it's no longer under consideration, negative 
symmetry? 


ey) I'll just leave my answer as given. 


Q Does this support for the Resistance definitely 
include continued military support? 


) I'll, again, leave it with what I['ve said. 


Q The number two diplomat at the Soviet Embassy was 
summoned to the State Department this morning. Do you know 
anything about that? Do you know with whom he met? 


f°) No, I don't. 


Q Has the bombing continued in abeyance from Sovirt. 
bases? 


A The information I have is that we have received 
no reports of Soviet cross-border bombing of Afghanistan since 
Tuesday. 


4 Today, the Washington Times writes, predicts that - 
Afghanistan could be transferred (sic) into the second Beirut 
If the situation is getting worse, wouldn't it be reasonable tu 
accept the proposal of Mr. Gorbachev about an international 
conference? 


a Only two observations, the first being that the 
future of Afghanistan is for the Afghan people to determine. 
This is a process of self-—determination. Now that the Soviets 
have finally departed, and a much overdue withdrawal, the 
Afghan people can try to pick up the pieces and get their 
country back together. 
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The second observation would be only a repetition of 
the one I made earlier that the Soviets in leaving have left 
absolutely massive stockpiles of equipment for an illegitimate 
regime that has existed only because of Soviet support, and now 
continues to exist because of that stockpiled equipment. Su 
that is the situation that now exists in Afghanistan, and that 


is what the Afghan people are going to have to cope with. 


Q Chuck, do we favor a political settlement, or are 
we, in fact, backing a Mujahideen military victory over the 
Kabul government? 


a We have always expressed our support for a 
political settlement, if that can be worked out. But again, [ 
have to go back to what I said a minute ago -- several times 
now -— that it is up to the Afghan people to determine how this 
comes out. 


Q Chuck, so far, the Mujahideen have jostled among 
themselves, but they haven't really fought with each other. 
What's the potential for civil war among the Mujahideen 


factions? 


A I don't really have any way to speculate on those 
kinds of questions. 


Q Does the United States Government consider the 
Soviets have a responsibility for helping the reconstruction of 
Afghanistan in the post-war period, and if so -- 


A Absolutely. 


Q Chuck, who is taking charge of maintaining 
security for the American Embassy in Beirut, East Beirut? 


o I'm not sure what you're referring to. We have 
our security apparatus that is there, continues to be there. 


Q In other words, there is no more Lebanese Army 
protecting the Embassy compound. 


i) I don't have those kinds of details. I'm not 
sure what you're referring to. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation today, any 
change from yesterday? 


A The cease-fire which took effect late yesterday 
fell apart today around noon, Beirut time, with fighting 
resuming in residential areas in the vicinity of the Embassy 
and elsewhere. All American personnel remain safe, none has 
been hurt. ° 








F 22, 


-4- rhoreday, Saves 


We remain deeply disturbed over the continuing loss of 
innocent life. We continue to urge all parties to exercise 
maximum restraint and avoid further tragedy. 


Q Saturday's (inaudible) said that the State 
Department sent a note to the Chile Government suggescing that 
the Letelier case would be considered dy an internatiunai 
commission, a panel of lawyers. Any news on this round? And 
what exactly is this international commission? 


a Your last question I explained in some detail at 
the time, and if you want more details on the composition of 
that commission and how the members are selected, that's 
available in the Press Office -- 


Q Okay. 
a -- because that gore exists under treaty 
arrangements, so it's very well defined. 


I don't have anything by way of an update, so I don't 
know exactly where things stand. 


Q At what stage is this case? You are expecting an 
answer, or what? 


a I believe that would still be the situation. 


Q Chuck, sorry I came late, but I don't know if you 
were asked that question about the report in the Washington 
Times about Secretary Baker distancing himself from the idea of 
a meeting with Mr. Arens. 


a No, I didn't really address that. There is 
really no good way to get at those kinds of questions. Lots of 
things have to be scheduled, and I'm not in a position to 
announce meetings at this particular time. But there is really 
nothing out of the ordinary going on. 


Q Is there any possibility Secretary Baker will go 
to the Middle East before coming back to Washington? 


a On this current trip? 

Q This current trip or the other trip to Tokyo. 

a No. At this point, I know of no plans. 

Q Are you aware of plans by Mr. Eagleburger to 
recuse himself from developments involving the companies that 
he dealt with while -- 


A Did you say accuse or recuse? 








523 


-5- Thursday, Sura 


Q Recuse. (Laughter) 


a No, I'm not in a position to go into those kinds 
of things. They'll be dealt with in the process of his 
confirmation hearings. 


Q The reason -- can I ask, is that policy for a 
nominee of his -- is he following a formula set by the State 
Department in this matter? Is there a request made? 


a I can only give a generic answer, which is that 
anyone going into this kind of a position has the advice of the 
State Department and Government counsel. So they have that 


advice available to them in making the necessary decisions. 


Q But is the advice to follow the procedure that he 
is doing to recuse himself from those types of dealings with 
those companies? 


4 I'm not going to go into those kinds of -- 
Q Must a nominee do that? 


a -- what are, for the moment, private details. 
Those kinds of things will become public at the appropriate 
point. As I say, there is a process. Everybody works on those 
kinds of things. But it's just premature for me to tell you 
now what he will choose to do. 


Q Well, not specifically Mr. Eagleburger. What I'm 
saying is, is it the policy of State Department attorneys to 
advise nominees to do such a thing? You see what I mean? 


a This all has to be done on a case-by-case basis. 
There are, obviously, general guidelines that are followed, but 
each individual has to be looked at in the context of his job 
and his own situation. 


Q Mr. Redman, can you comment on the statement of 
Mr. Baker about calling upon the Soviet Union to assist in the 
reconstruction of Afghanistan? 


A That was a previous question over here. We have 
called on the international community. We, ourselves, are 
participating and willing to participate, and we certainly 
believe, as I have said previously, that given Soviet 
responsibility for the suffering in Afghanistan, that they 
certainly should have a large role to play in this. 


Q Does the (inaudible) expressed on the situation 
in East Beirut represent rethinking in the State Department of 
closing down the American Embassy in Beirut? 


a Constitute a what? 
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Q Does it represent reconsidering the notion of 
closing down the American Embassy? 


a I wouldn't comment on those kinds of stories 
other than to say, as I always do, that when it comes to 
security concerns anywhere in the world, you take them 
seriously, you keep them under review, but that is a process 
followed everywhere. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Central American 
Presidents recent agreements? ° 


a I don't really have anything further. There was 
a long exchange at the White House briefing an hour or so ago, 
which I listened to, so that there is plenty of material 
available. 


It basically consisted of some of the things that I 
said yesterday, that we are in the process now of consulting 
with the Central American democracies to find out more about 
the kinds of things that are in this agreement; that this 
discussion takes place in the context that I described 
yesterday, saying that the goals and objectives of the 
Esquipulas and Sapoa agreements are important ones. As far as 
we can see, this communique and this agreement are still in 
that context. It also takes place in the context of a 
fundamental, continuing commitment to the Democratic 
Resistance. But beyond that, it's too early to go into the 
details further. 


We have had some contacts already in Central America, 
but that process will continue through diplomatic channels to 
explore exactly what is foreseen in some of the details of this 


agreement. 


Q What about more Contra aid? The aid runs out the 
end of next month. If you're going to have aid in place, 
you'll have to get going with that soon. What -- 


a That was addressed at the White House. 

Q Well, but is there -~- ° 

a To paraphrase Marlin Fitzwater, he emphasized the 
President's strong commitment to the Democratic Resistance and 


said that on specifics, such as you just mentioned, that those 
are decisions that will be made. 


Q Is it still the position of the United States 


that there should be direct negotiations between the Resistance 
and the Sandinista government in Nicaragua? 
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a Again, without going into the details, which 
we're still analyzing, I would just have to leave it as a 
general approach, which is embodies in the Sapoa Agreement, for 
example, that the Resistance has a role to play, but I'm just 
not in a position at this stage to go into any particular 
details. 


Q The United States has repeatedly said that there 
should be such direct negotiations. [s that still the posiciun? 

a I've answered the question as best I'm going to. 

Q Do you have anything on the reasons behind the 


fighting in East Beirut, or if it is connected to the Arab 
League initiative as a result of that? 


4 I don't have those kinds of details. 


Q You have no assessment on why the Fighting was 
happening? 

“ No. 

Q Two topics. Do you have any comments today on 


that South African hunger strike? [t's apparently ended. Have 
any statements to make? 


a No, our view and the general question has been 
previously expressed, but nothing new at this stage. 


Q There are some reports that international 
pressure caused the South African Government to back down. Was 
the U.S. involved in that? 


Q You'll have to talk to the governments concerned 
as to their motivation. I can't do that. 


Q Okay. Also, anything on the threats against 
Rushdie and the increased threats now against British airplanes? 


a Let me just speak tc the one specific incident 
that's gotten a ‘ot of attention, which is the death threat. 
We are appalled by the death threats issued against Salman 
Rushdie by the Ayatollah Khomeini, as well as a subsequent 
offer of a reward for his murder. We take these threats very 
seriously. Such threats are completely irresponsible, and are 
incompatible with basic standards of international conduct. 


Q What does this do to any improvement of 
American—Iranian relations? 


a Not that anything particularly was happening, but 
I can't see anyway that could improve the prospects. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Shopal settlement? 


a No, I don't, but you might check with the Press 
office. 


Q A follow up on the same question about ice aAnue. 
by Salman Rushdie. Do you share the idea tinat coe who. 
episode is just a cover to anti-Americanism prevailing ia the 
Moslem world? 


a I don't have any way to make that kind of 
analysis, and I wouldn't try to do it. 


Q Chuck, if I can take you back to Central America 
+, minute. Did the speed of the agreement throw you guys 
° 


I Not particularly. There have been a lot of 
consultations with the Central American democracies for a long 
period of time. Those continued last week, so that we had a 
good idea of the kinds of things that were in play. 


To the extent that specific agreements came out of 
this particular summit, there was no way of knowing in advance 
what those specific agreements were, if that's what your 
question is. S8ut [ think the diplomatic contacts have been 
continuing and intensive, and that will continue to be the 
case. As I said, in some countries, we have already been in 
touch with the leadership and that process will continue in 
terms of analyzing and forming an analysis of this most recent 
agreement. 


Q Adolfo Calero, the leader of the Resistance, or 
one of the leaders, said in Miami today that the U.S. -- 
yesterday that the U.S. should take the 8,000-plus Contras in 
Honduras and grant them asylum, the same conditions that were 
given to Vietnamese refugees after the fall of Saigon. 


a I don't have any specific reaction to that. fhe 
goal that we have worked for -- the ideal goal throughout this 
process has been to get the Contras -- the Democratic 
Resistance -— back into Nicaragua under the proper ' 
circumstances. That's what the Sapoa Agreement called for -- 
negotiations to bring that about. 


So I believe that everyone still considers that to be 
the — solution, and that's what people continue to 
work for. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to the story in The 
mpprirgior Tames about possible meeting between [sraeli 
officials a e United States Secretary of State. The gist 
of the story in The Washington Times is that the Israelis have . 
made many overtures to try to get a meeting in the next few 
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days, and there has -- is your answer that it was not -- you 
know, there is not adequate time or, if I can ask you to -- why 
is not a meeting planned with these meetings that are taking 
place in Europe and Asia between the Secretary and other people? 
Is there room in the agenda for the Secretary -- 


4 I'm just saying there's nothing special to this 
other than the scheduling process that's going on all the time, 
and these things will happen. There's just nothing special 
about it right now. 


Q They're under study for a possible meeting 
between Mr. Netanyahu and Mr. Baker according to this story? 


a I don't know right now what may be on the books. 


Q Chuck, the Younis terrorist trial, although 
postponed is going to take place, what implications -- 


4 Which trial? 
Q The Younis terrorist trial. 
A Yes... 


Now, what implications does this have in terms of 
U.S. public diplomacy -- you know, against anti-terrorism? Do 
you have any comments on the fact that a trial is going to take 
place? 


a I dun't have any new comments. We have commented 
previously on the importance of the rule of law and their 
bringing terrorists to justice, and this is part of that 
process. 


Q Chuck, British investigators said today that they 
have determined that the bomb that downed the Pan Am plane was 
contained in a radio tape recorder device, and that it was in a 
baggage igloo that probably was loaded in Frankfurt, but 
they're not certain of that. Do you have any comments on this, 
and any other update on how the investigation is going? 


a I don't have any other update. I've always 
preferred to refer to the investigators themselves. This is a 
statement made by the investigators. They touch on a number of 
points. We would certainly agree with their analysis that 
there has been very good international cooperation on this 
subject. That's something we have encouraged, and we believe 
is working very well. 


Q Chuck, a question related to this story -- Pan 
American -- that PLO is preparing an investigation on this, 
according to today's story, a congressman who met with Arafat 
in Tunis over the weekend or at the end of the week? 


a 
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A On the visit by Congressman Owens, we have been 
in touch with him concerning his visit to Tunisia, but I don't 
have any reaction to any specific comments that may have come 
forward concerning that visit. On the question, however, of 
information, the PLO has not provided us with any information, 
and, if they do have such information, then as I have said 
previously, it should be provided to the investigators 
immediately. 


Q Investigators in London, England, or here? 
A Wherever they choose to make it available. 


Q Chuck, the conference in Jakarta is going to take 
place shortly -- the Cambodian factions. Do you have some 
comment on this? 


a My comment would be similar to what you've heard 
us say before. We are encouraged by the quickening pace of 
diplomatic efforts to resolved the Cambodian conflict. The 
ASEAN-hosted second Jakarta Informal Meeting set for February 
19-21, is another opportunity for the parties directly involved 
to define the mechanisms necessary to achieve an acceptable and 
comprehensive agreement to ensure a durable solution in 
Cambodia. 


The root cause of the conflict hasn't changed. It is 
still Vietnam's illegal occupation of Cambodia, and while we 
have welcomed the partial withdrawal of Vietnamese forces from 
Cambodia which took place during 1988, we continue to urge 
Hanoi to issue a precise timetable for the verifiable 
withdrawal of all its remaining troops during 1989. 


Q What about the possibility of the role of the 
Khmer Rouge in a settlement? 


A Again, there's been no change in our policy. Our 
position --— the necessary components of a settlement, as we see 
it, are the verified and complete withdrawal of all Vietnamese 
forces, effective safeguards against a Khmer Rouge return to 
power, and the restoration of genuine self-—determination to the 
ao people. That remains a constant in addressing this 
problem. 


Q Could you just explain what safeguards you mean? 


A That's been addressed any number of times in the 
context of trips to the region, ASEAN meetings, and the like, 
and again it hasn't changed. [I believe everybody understands 
what that means. 


Q Do you have a figure on the number of Vietnamese 
troops still in Cambodia? 
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A I've had that figure a number of times. I don't 
have one updated today specifically, but that can be provided. 


Q Chuck, again on the question of Israeli request 
for a meeting with Secretary Baker, you said lots of things had 
to be scheduled. Ooes this mean that a meeting with the 
Israeli f »reign Minister, or any other Israeli high orficiai, 
is not a priority among these lots of things to be scheduiea? 


A Not at all. 


Q Do you have any response to the latest attack on 
the U.S. Cultural Center in Kwangju? 


A Let me provide some few details. Before the 
opening of business February 16, some 200 to 300 Korean youths 
attacked the Cultural Center. About 20 got past the police 
into the courtyard of the building. No staff members of the 
Center were hurt, but five policemen were reported injured. 
There were some fire bombs that broke several windowpanes and a 
door. One demonstrator was arrested. 


We continue to seek assurances of adequate security 
for the center and its staff to enable it to carry on its work 
of increasing knowledge and understanding between the American 
and Korean peoples. But no decision has been made at this 
point either to close the center temporarily or permanently. 


Q Change of subject. Central America again. Do 


you have anything on possible meetings between American 
officials and representatives of the FMLN in Salvador? 


A No. 

Q Chuck, at committee hearings in Congress last 
week, Representative Solarz expressed concern about the 
violations of the human rights of the Vietnamese and Cambodian 
refugees in Thailand. 

In particular he mentioned that there may have been 
attacks by people wearing Thai military uniforms against the 
Vietnamese boat people, and he questioned whether or not he 
would ask for a cutoff of military aid to Thailand because of 
these violations. Do you have anything on this? 

A No. 

Q Any reaction to the U.N. Namibia vote? 

A No, I don't have any reaction. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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MR. HARLOW: Good afternoon. One administrative note 
first. This morning we mentioned that there would be a background 
briefing on the overall trip tomorrow at the State Department. The 
timing of that briefing has been changed to 11:00 a.m. rather than 
10:00 a.m. -- 11 a.m. tomorrow at the State Department, a background 
briefing on the overall aspects of the trip. 


This is a BACKGROUND BRIEFING on the ceremonial aspects 
of the President's trip to Japan and the funeral of the late Emperor. 


i: ian information but not for PENNNNN aNeuns briefer is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think many of you are 
pone —_ iar with this. We brought a site map for the actual 
site. 


As I understand it, the i will be rather small so many 
of you may be watching it on television. 


But let me go through with you, if I can, what is going 
to happen in Tokyo on the 24th. 





By . putting it in a frame of reference, the last 
Imperial funeral Japan was in 1926. At that time, the Emperor was 
considered by many to be a deity. He was formerly the head of state 
and chief of government -- no, that is chief of state. That has 
changed; he is now described as the symbol of the Japanese nation. 
And there is a separation of church and state and that's required 
some modification in the funeral schedule. 


There will be two ceremonies at Shinjuku Gardens -- 
Shinjuku Gyoen, the Imperial Gardens in Shinjuku. The first one will 
be Sojoden-no-gi, or the Imperial household funeral ceremony. 


Q Can you say that again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's 
Sojoden-no-gi. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay? That's the 
ee household funeral ceremony. The second one will be the 
Taiso-no-rei, and that will be the official memorial service. 


On the morning of the funeral the new Emperor will 
accompany the casket of the late Emperor Showa from the Imperial 
Palace in the center of Tokyo in procession through the city to the 
Shinjuku Gardens. 


The government has constructed a funeral hall -- if you 
look at the saps s. got there. There is a funeral hall that's 
been constructed in the garden and the ceremonies will take place at 
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that site. There will be tents set up. These are very substantial 
tents. Each tent will hold approximately 5,000 guests. So there 
will be 10,000 people in all. As you can see, they're oblong with 
the short side of the oblong facing the funeral hall. People in the 
back may have a little trouble seeing. 


All the guests are expected to be in the tents by 10:00 
a.m. on the 24th. President and Mrs. Bush will be seated with the 
other heads of state. Secretary and Mrs. Baker will be seated with 
the other dignitaries official described as the mourners. Tents will 
be opened to the elements, although there will be heating and lap 
rugs for people. 


The ave temperature in Tokyo this time of year is 
about 45 degrees, so it'll be a little nippy. 


Dress for the funeral will be mourning clothes for the 
gentlemen, black afternoon dresses for the women -~ or dark colored. 


The ion will be of about 50 vehicles -- will begin 
arriving at Shinjuku at about 10:00 a.m. The casket containing the 
of Emperor Showa will be held near the entrance of the garden 
while those in the funeral procession take their place. It will then 
be hand-carried about 500 meters to the funeral hall area. The new 
Emperor will lead the procession and it should take about 20 minutes. 


The participants in the procession will be wearing 
traditional court dress and the palace guards will be in black 
mourning uniforms. They will carry Imperial banners and will play 
traditional court music. For those of you who heard it, that's 


The funeral ceremony of the Imperial household will begin 
about 10:50 a.m. The new ror and the other members of the royal 
nye | and Shinto priests will participate in the ceremony. This 
religious ceremony will be conducted according to ancient Japanese 
court ritual dating back to about the 7th century A.D. 


The veneration of ancestors plays a central role in the 
Shinto religion. And the late ror will be honored as the 
immediate ancestor of the Imperial family and also symbolically of 
the Japanese people. 


Shinto priests will be wearing white vestments with long 
trains, long hanging sleeves and what are described as black 
lacquered hats. If you've seen them, they're a woven hat but they're 
done in a black lacquer. 


The ceremony will include most likely the chanting of 
honoring the late Emperor and a presentation of offerings to 
him. Gagaku traditional music will be played. This music is 
traditionally only played at the court now and there is a school of 
court music inside the temple grounds. This religious ceremony will 
last about one hour. 


The official memorial service will begin, therefore, 
about 11:50 a.m. with a speech by Prime Minister Takeshita. This 
will be followed by speeches from the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court, and then by the Speakers of the House of Representatives and 
the House of Councillors -- the two parts of the Japanese Diet. 


At 12:30 p.a., yen heads of state or goverment will 
individually walk up to the funeral hall area and pay their respects 
to Emperor Showa. This will take about an hour. About 1:45 p.m. the 
ceremony will conclude. 


Visiting dignitaries will leave in the staggered manner. 
(Laughter.) They won't all try to leave in a lump, they will be -- 


Q Staggering. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they will be staged 
so that they will not -- their motorcades won't get tangled up. Only 
the Emperor and the members of the Imperial family will accompany the 
casket to the imperial mausoleum in Tama, some 30 miles from Tokyo. 


The ceremonies at Tama will be conducted with the new 
Emperor in attendance. 


The a age pe morning on the 25th, the new ror and 
pone will receive visiting heads of state at the Imperial Palace 
Tokyo. 


Now, what questions do you have that I might be able to 
ansver? 


Q Why is the funeral happening so late after the 
Emperor's death? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They always do, I guess, 
is the answer. There are a number of household ceremonies that have 
to be completed. I'm not sure it needs to be 45 days. I have a 
feeling that timing was set as it was in many other royal funerals -- 
by the time it took all the royal heads to gather from around the 
world by ship. It doesn't take that long anymore. But there are 
certain household ceremonies that do have to be performed and they do 
take some time. So it's a combination of two th ° 


Q What special advice have you given to Bush on 
protocol? Is there anything that he could inadvertently do that 
would be offensive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've -- no, there have 
been fairly clear scenarios done for the President on what will be 
occuring at the funeral site itself. The dress will be Western. It 
will be a going in -- the paying of Ss. I don't think that 
there's anything that is liable to be difficult. 


Q Would take the program back to the Palace when 
they start off. Where is the coffin at that point? And also you 
mentioned a procession through Tokyo of 50 cars. Who will be in 
those 50 cars? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't answer the 
question in complete detail, but the coffin containing the remains of 
the late Emperor Showa is currently at rest in the Grand Hall of the 
Imperial Palace, which is in the center of Tokyo. If you know it, 
it's Marunouchi. They will leave there and go to the Shinjuku 
Gardens, which will take them about 20 minutes, maybe more depending 
-~- they'll have the streets blocked off. The new Emperor and Empress 
-- the members of the Imperial family and senior members of the 
government I would expect to be in the procession. But that is an 
assumption on my part, I don't know exactly. 


Q What about the pall bearers on that short walk from 
the edge of the garden to the funeral hall, are they senior members 
of the Imperial household? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is my eee 

but it is just that, an assumption. On this you're working with the 

Imperial household and while they know, they don't necessarily 

make it all that clear all the time. So we don't know exactly who 

alg going to be. It should be available by the time people get 
re. 


Q Finally when you mentioned that the foreign 
dignitaries, I gather, when the second ceremony is over, will walk 
into the funeral hall to pay their respects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure of that. I 
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respects. 
fact they will actually enter the funeral hall, I don't 
have the full scenario on that yet. 


Q Pee cree SEenD FOGr eageete -~ Jest etenting 
there for a few seconds of silence 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's right. 
in, it will be determined by the people doing it. The Japanese, 
. of course, will bow very ly. But I would assume that others 
would just go up and pay their respects with a moment of silence. 


Q Do you expect the President, for instance, to just 
stand there for a few seconds and then leave? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to leave that 
to the President. It's going tc be his call on what exactly he does 
when he goes up to pay respects. I can't answer that right now, I 
don't know how he's going to do it. 


Q Will the casket be opened or closed? Is there a 
casket? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a casket. It 
will be closed, it's been quite a while. 


Q Do you pay the respects to the bereaved or to stand 
in front of the casket? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, both good 
questions and I don't have an answer for then. 


Q Where is he going to be buried? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q Where is the cenetary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cemetary is at Tuma, 
which is abut 30 miles away. It's the Imperial mausoleun. 


, Q So is it a real burial into the ground like we have 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Is there any protocol -- particular protocol 
involved in dealing with the new Enperor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, all sorts. The new 
Emperor -- 


Q Give us some examples. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q Can you give us an example? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, sure. The new 
Emperor is -~ things are going to -- some of the things are goi 
change. But you've got an Imperial household agency that has a ion 
unbroken that goes back for 2,600 years if you go back to the 
N = But, anyway, they have developed a protocol 
over . 


He is the first ror to have gone to school. He sent 
his children to school. He raised his children himself rather than 
having them farmed out to senles members of the aristocracy. I think 
he's going to make some changes, but he is also going to be caught up 
in the court protocol that exists now. So there will be a distance 
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between the Emperor and the people, but I expect it to be somewhat 

less than it has been in the past. But how he will change it, I 
But the protocol -- I'm not sure exactly what you mean. 
Q I mean, is how Bush addresses hiz -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By “Your Majesty" 
usually. 


Q Are there restrictions on what the President can do 
during his entire stay that wouldn't offend the Japanese given the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the word you 

used was right. There are no restrictions on what he can do but his 
main in going is to attend the funeral of the Emperor, so he 

wouldn't do things that would not be in keep with that. But 
certainly we expect him to meet with other of state that are 
there -- things of that nature. 

Q He's meeting with a lot of then. 

Q -- in keeping with that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 


Q What would not be in keeping with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ldn't have a 
mats You do things quietly; you don't do things @ manner that 
't detract from the solemnity of the sudasien. 


Q oe number of diplomatic meetings would be 
completely appropriate 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As long as they're done 
quietly -- 


Q The Japanese -- do the Japanese agree that -- with 
that? Fp RRR Pe Beg Ap 
number of meetings and the fact that there was going to be so such 
other activity. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I'm aware of. 
I mean, those of you that have been following funerals around the 
world -- they have become a place where lots of le get together. 
I mean, and you have heads of state that are attend them. They 
take the occasion to meet and discuss things of mutual interest. 
Do 


Q ee > Sey cay Seance of cists 
actually will be at funeral? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, because it's a 
changing thing, but it's somewhere in the neighborhood of 40 or 50. 


Q Do you have any ‘dea where President Bush will be 
seated in the tents -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAT:.©O. «. ICIAL: No, other than the fact 
that he will be seated with other chiefs of state, I can't give you 
the exact location. He will be in the tent that the heads of state 
are sitting in, but which seat he has, no, I don't know. 


Q What security precautions are being taken to protect 
these heads of state? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can count on 
the ror having a rather large security meee in Tokyo at the 
time and they will normally put a security perimeter around the 


hotels being used by them. I expect them to motorcade the people 
f you wanted to move around Tokyo on the 24th, it 
to use the subway. I think the roads are going to be 


Do you know which nations are sending their heads of 
state as opposed to some lower official? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I have the list 
with me, and I don't know them all. We get it as it's developing, 


Q No. Does the State Department have a list that it 
could make available? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, if you call the 
Japan Desk they could probably help you with it. 


Did the Imperial protocol and the White House 
os S aaa eames problems or were there points where adjustments 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was no 
difficulty with those protocols. I mean, we are in fact going to 
their funeral. Their protocol will take precedence. 


on Q There is nothing that an American President couldn't 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Another security —- In '86 of course had 
these homemade rockets that were fired at the economic summit and 
missed. But here, by own timetable, you're going to have 100, 
150 world leaders sitt there for two to three hours in the same 
place, which I would think might make an inviting target for 
somebody. I'm told that these homemade rockets have a range of three 
to four miles. Are — security people taking -- I mean, how do 
you guard against that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, they will 
be looking at the whole area out from the -- well, the center of 
is ie if you want to do it that way. And how you guard against it 
is just by starting surveillance now -- and they started it about a 
month ago -- and keeping an eye on it. 


Q But will blanket the circle with a radius of 
three to four miles from that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you can count on 
them having taken fairly good precautions throughout Tokyo and 
certainly around the area. Yes, our security people are satisfied 
with what is going on. 


MR. HARLOW: Let's take two more questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If there are two more. 
Actually you should have said thank you for the last question. 
(Laughter.) One more. 


Q There have been some protests recently, including, I 
think, one today in New York, over the fact that people are honoring 
a man who is viewed in some quarters as a war criminal. What is the 
con oor e on the justification for his visit and whether there is 
~ os of the view that he at least in the past was a war 
cr 1 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think the 
President addressed that at an earlier press conference when he spoke 
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of the fact that the Emperor had played a significant role in the 
reconciliation after the war -- that the attendance at the funeral 
was looking to the future and was a mark of respect to the Japanese 
nation and the Japanese people, and moving forward. So I don't think 
we're necessarily ieeliten @ on that other point. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:17 P.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
PRESIDENT BUSH'S TRIP TO 
JAPAN, CHINA, KOREA 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1989, 11:04 A.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good morning. Let 
me start with just an overview, and then we can go onto 
questions. It won't take very long. 


On February 22, President and Mrs. Bush will travel to 
Japan to participate in the funeral ceremonies for the late 
Emperor Showa. They will convey the condolences of the 
American people to the new Emperor and Empress and to the 
people of Japan, and to assure them of America's respect and 
continued friendship. 


While in Tokyo, President Bush will meet with Prime 
Minister Takeshita. He will also be meeting with other world 
leaders who will be gathered there, and that's still working. 


From Japan, he will travel to China on the 25th. As 
you're all aware, President and Mrs. Bush have personal links 
to China since he served there -- since they both served there 
-~ when he was chief of the liaison office in 1974-75. Beyond 
the personal link, of course, our friendly relations with China 
are very important to us, and we want to work to continue 
developing them for our mutual benefits. 


Over the past ten years in our relations with China, 
they have grown and matured in may ways. We consult and work 
together on issues such as Afghanistan, Cambodia, and the 
reduction of tensions on the Korean Peninsula. 


We are now China's third largest trading partner. Our 
two-way trade in 1988 was $14 billion, up from $10 billion in 
1987, and if you'd like a little history on that, it was only 
$1 billion in 1979. 


Our educational and cultural exchange continues to 
expand. There are about 30,000 Chinese students now studying 
in U.S. universities and some 7,000 Americans are teaching and 
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studying in China. We have about 300,000 American tourists 
going to China each year. We have cooperative programs in 
science and technology and it's the largest bilateral program 
for both sides. 


We cooperate to a degree in military matters and have 
assisted China in improving its defensive capabilities without 
assistance which would pose a threat to our friends and allies. 


In Beijing, President Bush will meet with a number of 
leaders of the People's Republic of China. We expect him to 
meet with Deng Xiaoping, President Yang Shangkun, Zhao Ziyang, 
and Li Peng. We also expect that he will make some new friends 
while he's there and meet with some of the new leaders as well. 


On the 27th, the President and Mrs. Bush, and the 
party will travel to Seoul. As you all are aware, the Republic 
of Korea is a major ally and the United States remains 
committed to its security and freedom. Multiparty democracies 
has established itself in Korea, and great gains have been made 
with respect to human rights, including freedom of the press. 
And if you go with the President, you will find a wide —— 
of new newspapers with new points of view in Seoul. 


Democracy is not tidy and it's not quiet, but we 
believe it provides the best basis for a long-term relationship 
between two countries. 


We support President Roh Tae Woo's initiatives to 
reduce tension between the North and South and to improve 
relations with the Soviet Union, China, and Eastern Europe. 
However, the North still maintains a very large standing force, 
very well equipped, and forward deployed. We consider it still 
represents a threat to the Republic of Korea. 


Along with major strides in the political field, the 
Republic of Korea, of course, continues to grow economically 
and its growth has been in double digits for the last three 
years. They have benefitted greatly from the open markets in 
the U.S., and we expect to work on fair access to the Korean 
market not only in our own interests but in the interest of a 
stable world trading pattern. 


While in Seoul, the President will meet with President 
Roh Tae Woo and other leaders, and with some Americans that are 
serving in Korea. 


That's all I have by way of an opening statement. 
I'll take some questions. 


Q You mentioned talks that you've discussing with 
China -- the Afghanistan question. What, specifically, and 
what's going to come of the stop? 
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a There's no specific problem right now. But you 
can expect a review of the situation in Afghanistan post the 
Soviet withdrawal; what activities are still being taken and 
what needs to be done to move the situation forward, but there 
is no specific Afghan problem to be addressed. We will review 


the issue. 


Q You said the President will meet with some 
Americans serving in Korea. Do you mean American armed forces? 


ra I'm not limiting it to just American armed 
forces. The President likes to meet with people serving in our 
embassies. He certainly likes to meet with armed forces. I 
would hope to have a mix. 


Q Did you say that Vietnam would be on the agenda 
with China? 


a I would be surprised if we didn't discuss Vietnam. 
Q And Cambodia? 


a And Cambodia. Vietnam in Cambodia; Vietnam by 
itself, and Cambodia by itself. 


Q What about U.S. export licenses and changes for 
China? Is that going to come up on this trip? 


a It will probably be discussed. As you know, it 
has been an issue we have been working on for quite a while 
now. I wouldn't expect it to be a major issue since they know 
we're working it, but it may get touched on; sure. 


Q Are negotiations on relocating the American base 
in Seoul far enough along so there might be a decision 
announced while President Bush is there? 


a I wouldn't expect any decision. We are talking 
with the Koreans about that. There's a lot of relocation 
discussion going on in Seoul right now. I don't look for any 
great announcement although it's possible we could announce 
some agreement in principle, but not really. 


Q But things are pretty advanced on that, though? 


i) We've been talking to them for quite a while 
about it; yes. 


Q Could you fill us in a little bit more on the 
details of the discussions, how they have been going and when? 


a On the, you mean on the -- 
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Q On the relocation of the bases. 


a Well, the discussions have, basically, gone on 
between the Ministry of Defense in Korea and our U.S. Forces 
command under General Menetrey. And it has to do with 
modalities and where and how you do things. It's a rather 
large undertaking -- will take quite a while; and it will be 
relatively expensive, and the Koreans have to decide how 
they're going to fund the replacements on some of this. 


Q There are a lot of target dates thrown around 
about when you might want to move out of the base. Do we have 
a target date in mind? 


4 No. You don't really do it that way. You do a 
target date for completion of facilities that are similar for 
making sure you're not degrading the security aspects of our 
presence there while we're doing it. So you look at how you 
move ahead. But to set a fixed date on it right now -- we may 
set a target, but you want to get the facilities in place, and 
do it that way. 


Q. But if an agreement in principle is announced, 
what would that be? 


a | It's an agreement in principle to relocate. 
Q That's what I say -- 


6 I'm not looking for a great detailed thing coming 
out of it. And as I say, it is done, basically, between our 
command and the Ministry of National Defense, and they're 
making some moves of their own. 


Q Are you looking for any agreement on -- 
I'm sorry. 


a Give me the one in the back, there. 


Q Could you discuss the issue of Chinese missile 
sales to the Middle East? 


i) Well, as you know, we have talked with the 
Chinese about that. We believe at this point we have a good 
understanding with them. Arms sales, missile sales are 
something that are of concern. I would expect them perhaps to 
come up again, but I don't see that as a major issue for 
discussion right now. We've had those discussions with them 
already. 


Q Well, have they stopped? 


) Have they stopped? 


“ 
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Q Yes. Or are they selling them to them? 


4 Huh? Wo, we are -- As you know, there is a whole 
set of discussions, not just what the Chinese, but with other 
countries of the world as well, to try and prevent the 
proliferation of missiles, and we're trying to bring the 
Chinese into that as well. We don't think that they've 
increased any of their sales of missiles to any other countries 
in the Middle East. 


Q Do you have any figures on U.S. military sales of 
hardware to China? 


4 I don't. We can probably get you some, but I 
don't have them with me right now. 


Q Are you expecting anything on the Kwangju 
question? I mean, is there any decision on whether to close or 
leave open? 


A No, not in connection with the trip. The Kwangju 
question has to be looked at, however. People keep getting 
hurt around the Kwangju center, so we're taking a hard look at 
it. 


Q Well, is Bush going to press this? I mean 
there's been need to come to some sort of agreement or --? 


A Well, we'll have to see where we are at that 
point. 


Q On China, is it a safe assumption that we're 
going to be discussing the warming of relations with the Soviet 
Union and Gorbachev? 


a Oh, yes. We will discuss our relations with the 
Soviet Union, and I'm sure they will discuss theirs. There's a 
lot of movement going on in Asia right now. It's a real 
challenge, challenge in a positive sense. We'll discuss our 
relations with China as well, and they are on a very firm 
footing, so we can comfortably discuss how we're each doing 
with the Soviet Union. 


Q Is there anything special on trade that's going 
to be discussed in Japan? 


a No, other than the general undertaking that we 
need to continue to work to redress the trade balance and an 
increased access to the Japanese market. But the main focus of 
the trip to Japan, of course, is the funeral, and the President 
will meet with Prime Minister Takeshita. But they covered the 
trade issue fairly well when Takeshita was here on the sixth. 
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Q What about the FSX -- 


ee 


Q Did the FSX decision and the delay to March 1o 
have anything to do with the trip? 


@ Wo. It has to do with -- 


Q -- absolutely nothing? 


A Absolutely nothing. If indeed you were doing 
that, you would say you'd like it all neat and tidied up by the 
trip. But the review will still be going on while the 
President is in Tokyo, and that will be explained to the 
Japanese. But, no, it's to give it a good review and a good 
shakedown, and make sure we're on firm ground. 


Q Back to the Soviet warming of relations with 
China, are there any specific questions that President Bush 
will be asking of the Chinese, any specific concerns he might 
be raising on how far the rapprochement will go or -- 7? 


a No, I don't think so. The concerns of the 
fifties and the monolithic block, I think, are no longer there, 
and there is no concern that that is going to happen. We'll 
review what areas they see as possible for progress and where 
they think they're going with it. ) 





As you know, the three obstacles seem to be 
diminishing, so there are some possibilities there that there 
will be some improvements. But the Soviets are taking a 
different posture in a number of way in Asia; and it's not 
surprising that they are modifying their position toward China 
as well. Let's see what it is. 


Q CORR wnat the American attitude toward 
improved relations tween the Soviet Union and China? 

a As I say, there's no concern about this. Our 
relationship with the Chinese is solid. We're working well 
with the Soviets. The new Administration is taking a hard look 
at our relationship. There is no concern that because the 


Chinese end Soviets talk that it's going to have a negative 
effect on us. It can be positive. 


Q Do we welcome the improvement in relations? 
] Oh, sure, yes. 


Q Would they be talking in China regarding the two 
Chinas -- Taiwan and Mainland China? 


A No. Our position on China/Taiwan will stay the 
same. I don't see any change in that coming down the road 
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right now. The Chinese know where we are. There are the three 
communiques. There is also the Taiwan Relations Act, and we've 
developed a posture that fits in with that, and we'll maintain 


that. 


Q Is the President likely to try and meet with some 
of the Southeast Asian leaders who are meeting this weekend in 
Djakarta to discuss the Cambodian issue? 


A Yes, I would expect him to meet with people from 
all parts of the world while he is in Tokyo. There is going to 
be a number of world leaders there. I'd like to give you more 
details, but trying to put those schedules together is a real 
bear. And it's not done yet, so I can't. I don't want to 
mislead you either. 


Q Just to follow up on that, Vietnam's Foreign 
Minister has been saying some things about if this Jakarta 
meeting doesn't come through, they might renege on their 
September pull-out plan. Is that going to come up? I mean, 
are you going to ask the Chinese to apply more pressure again? 


A Want to see how the JIM II goes first. We'll 
have to see how it goes. I think we're both hopeful that the 
Vietnamese will honor their pledge and get out. If it looks 
like they're slipping, sure, that would be something to talk 
about. 


Q How do you look at the anti-Americanism in Korea? 
A In a number of ways. We have been a presence 
there for a long time -- a very visible one -- so it's not 


surprising that we've become a target in some ways. Kwangju, 
where a lot of the difficulties have been, is a particular 
case, because of the democratic movement in 1980, and we're 
working on a response. 


We haven't officially gotten questioned yet, but, as 
we have said, we will cooperate with the National Assembly by 
tet co a them with some written clarifications for their 

earings. 


There is nationalism, and that plays into it as well 
-~ a desire to be seen as independent. The North keeps 
twitting the South about being puppets, and they're not. If 
you've had to deal with them from where I sit, they have very 
definite views of their own, and there is also a degree of 
agitation from the North that plays into this as well. 


So it's a mix of things. It's a phase we're working 
through. It doesn't surprise me very much. I think we'll get 
through it. 
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Q Is the President going to bring any new ideas to 
China about the future of Cambodia -- our support for the 
anti-Communist opposition? Are we going to ask the Chinese to 
do anything regarding the Khmer Rouge? 


A I think we're going to keep working on them. You 
know our position on Cambodia and what should evolve -- a 
government that is supported by the Cambodian people, but not 
one that will bring us back the Khmer Rouge in power. It's a 
difficult equation to work, and we'll continue to talk with the 
Chinese about it. We have some differences but by and large 
we're working on the same track. 


Q Will the President meet with the opposition in 
Korea, and what will his message to them be? 


a I think it's very likely he will meet with the 
opposition in Korea, and the message is what it's been for 
quite a while now -- that it's a very different Korea than it 
was when he was there in 1982. You've got democracy. You've 
got an opposition-dominated National Assembly. It's going to 
be necessary for opposition and government to work together to 
move forward, and we stand ready to talk to everybody. 


You mentioned you haven't got a full list yet of 
bilaterals in Tokyo with the President, but there are going to 
be meetings with Middle Eastern leaders and also one or two 
—— leaders, although they've already emerged, haven't 
they 


A They are coming out. What I don't want to do is 
if I start running through a list, then if I leave somebody 
off, that will cause concern. If I put somebody in that we 
can't fit in the schedule, then I'm in trouble there too. So 
until it's locked up, I'd rather not. There will be, I 
understand, an ON-THE—RECORD White House briefing, and I think 
that would be the place to do it. 


Q I was thinking the Middle East has been mentioned 


A Yes. That's what I said. I expect the President 
will be meeting with people from the various geographic regions 


of the world, so that would include Southeast Asia and the 
Middle East, Europe. There's going to be quite a crowd for the 


funeral. 
Q How many are you expecting for bilaterals? 
A I can't answer it. 
Q You can't answer. 
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A I'd love to, but I can't. 


Q Two questions: Was there ever any disagreement 
within the Department or within the Administration as to 
whether the President should visit China or simply make it a 
funeral trip -- number one. 


Number two, why was the trip -- the China portion -- 
extended by one more day, because when it was first announced, 
it was for two days, and now it looks as if it's going to be 
three days. 


A It's really not. Of course, there was debate as 
to whether it would be proper to extend the trip, given the 
fact that the main purpose is going to the funeral of the 
Emperor Showa. I think in talking it through and then also in 
talking with our Japanese colleagues, it was decided that this 
would be understood since he was in the region, it made very 
good sense to use the time that he took to get out there to 
stop for working visits -- very short visits -- in both China 
and the Republic of Korea. 


In terms of extending in Beijing, it's really a 
question of where you sleep, and he extended for another 
night. He leaves very early the next day, so he really hasn't 
extended the time he's going to be there by that much. He's 
just sleeping there and then flying to Korea the next day, 
rather than flying to Korea and sleeping there and then 
leaving. So [f wouldn't put too much on the extension. It's 
just where do you spend the night. 


Q A number of Washington analysts have said that in 
the 1990's and beyond the U.S. is going to have to accept a 
different power-sharing relationship with the Japanese and 
Asians. The Japanese are going to have to accept a different 
burden-sharing relationship. Is this something the President's 
going to be discussing on the trip, or -- 


aR Not in those specific terms. But this is an 
evolving thing. If you look at the Japanese ODA budget right 
now -- Overseas Development Assistance -- it is very large and 
getting larger. They will probably surpass us next year in 
terms of amount of funding, and that changes some things. They 
are by far the largest economic aid donors in Asia and have 
been for a long time -- for a while. 


It changes the relationships, and it also increases 
responsibilities, so we'll be looking at it from the point of 
view of where Japan is now, and what influence it has; what 
responsibilities that influence brings, and where the United 
States has been talking in those terms. But I think that's 
about the way it will work. It won't be, “Gee, we've got to 
look and readdress this." We do that all the time. 
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MR. HARTER: Two more questions. 


Q MAI to the Philippines. Is it in the agenda of 
the President's meeting with Takeshita. 


a We've discussed it with the Japanese before. I 
don't think there's anything new on that. We're both pretty 
much in agreement on that. I'm not saying it couldn't come up, 
and it may well, but there is no issue between us. We're 
tis eee in agreement that something like that is quite 
valuable. 


Q One last question on Sino-Soviet relations. At 
what point in this rapprochement might the United States get 
worried? I mean, for example, if there is military cooperation 
between the two, or if they take a similar position against 
SDI? Is there a point at which you would get worried? 


A That's a hypothetical that's really hard to do. 
I mean, you can't just say there is one specific thing that we 
would get worried about. Again, as I say, the relationship, 
the economic development, the ties that we've developed with 
China, I don't expect that to happen, so I can't find a 
specific issue that I would pin it to, and I just don't expect 
to see it. So it's a little too hypothetical for me. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 11:25 a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #32 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1989, 12:04 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
First, by way of housekeeping, there won't be any briefing on 
Monday, that being a Federal holiday. And, secondly, there 
won't be any briefing on Tuesday, that for the reason the 
Secretary is appearing before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. The subject is the “State Operations and Foreign 
Assistance Budget." That will occur at 10:00 a.m. on Tuesday, 
February 21. 


Any questions on those two things? 
Q You say the budget will be the subject? 


A That's the FY-90 budget, essentially. The 
Department is releasing today Memoranda of the Secretary of 
State, 1949-51, and Visits and Meetings of Foreign Dignitaries, 
1949-52, a microfiche supplement to the F f 
the United States series. This supplement, which reproduces 
two collections of the file originally maintained by the 
Executive Secretariat, presents memoranda of Secretary Dean 


Acheson and records of Acheson's and President Truman's 
meetings in the United States with foreign leaders. 


There's a much longer press release giving you the 
highlights of what is contained in this microfiche supplement, 
and you can also find information on ordering copies and other 
things in the Press office. 


Turning to Czechoslovakia: We understand that next 
Tuesday, February 21, renown Czechoslovak playwright Vaclav 
Havel and eight other dissidents will go on trial in Prague. 
They are charged with alleged crimes stemming from their 
attempts last month to commemorate the 20th Anniversary of the 
death of Jan Palach, a student who committed suicide in protest 
against the Warsaw Pact invasion of Czechoslovakia. 


The peaceful effort to honor Palach's memory met with 
a brutal response from the Czechoslovak officials which, in 


turn, provoked a week-long series of demonstrations. 
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We strongly urge the Czechoslovak Government to drop 
the groundless charges against Havel and his colleagues. Their 
political trial cela clearly violate Czechoslovakia's 
international commitments to human rights. It would also offer 
a stark contrast between the climate of oppression in Prague 
and the positive political trends evident in some other Eastern 
European countries. 


We call upon the Czechoslovak Government to abandon 
the confrontational practices of old and join the movement 
toward dialogue and reconciliation. Only then can the nation 
come to terms with its troubled past and live up to the promise 
inherent in the Helsinki process. 


Chris? George? 


Q Yes. Anything on the evacuation of diplomatic 
people from Beirut? 


a As you know, we have been carefully monitoring 
the situation. And as a result of that, after carefully 
considering the current security situation in Beirut, we have 
withdrawn today some members of our Embassy staff. The Embassy 
continues to function with a minimal staff and we will continue 
to monitor the situation. 


More generally, on the situation in Lebanon, the 
recent fighting and the deteriorating security situation in 
east Beirut underscore the urgent need for all Lebanese to work 
together to restore the legitimate national institutions of 


Lebanon. 


The United States remains committed to the restoration 
of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty, and territorial integrity. 


Q So, in other words, you do recognize the fact 
that Auon should be supported in his drive to reclaim -- the 
government's sovereignty over parts of -- contested parts of 
east Beirut? 


A I don't have any specific comment. I'm only 
saying what I've had to say today, and [I'll just leave it at 
that. 


Q What's the U.S. policy on the elimination of 
various militias in Lebanon to strengthen whatever is left of 
the legitimate government of Lebanon? 


a I've just reiterated for you again our 
long-standing position on support for the legitimate national 
institutions and unity, sovereignty, and territorial integrity 
of the country. That has been our position and continues to be. 


Q Chuck, do you have any numbers on what the number 
of personnel -- U.S. diplomatic personnel -- is currently, and 
how many are going to be removed? 
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a Those that I would refer to have already been 
withdrawn. You used the future tense. 

Q I'm sorry. 

. But, no, I'm not prepared to go into specific 
numbers. 

Q And can you give us an explanation, an 
articulation of policy reasons why they were removed? 

4 Those are the reasons I described. We have been 
carefully monitoring the security situation. It has to do with 


that. 


Q Is there any consideration on moving the embassy 
from its present location to another site? 


a I don't know of any such thing. 


Q Chuck, you don't want to talk about the numbers 
for obvious security reasons. But is it fair to say that the 
embassy was not functioning at the lowest level that it had 
ever gotten to a few years ago? That it was a little bit 
bigger than that? In other words -- 


i) That's probably true, but I'm not going to go 
into specific numbers. 


Q It has not been down at absolutely bare-bones 
level lately? I mean, just a few years ago, really -- 


6 The different between “absolute bare-bone" and 
what I've termed to call “minimal staff," I'm not sure how one 
makes that differentiation. 


Q What is the minimal staff now? 


a I would characterize what we have now as “minimal 
staff." 


Q Chuck, it's the first anniversary, I believe, of 
the kidnapping of Colonel Higgins. Does the U.S. have any 
clues as to his whereabouts, or anything to say on the subject? 


a I don't have any new information to offer, and on 
the anniversary as on any other day, I would simply say, as we 
have many times before, that those holding hostages -- Colonel 
Higgins and all others -- ought to release them immediately. 
It's a humanitarian issue, and they just simply ought to face 
up to that fact and release these people. 


Chuck, you didn't say anything about the criteria 
on the basis of which you have withdrawn some of the diplomatic 
staff from Beirut and those who remain. What kind of criteria 
is that? 
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a That's not the kind of thing that [ think I[ need 
to go into. We make those determinations, but I've given you 
what I can concerning the withdrawal and the fact that we have 
a minimal staff remaining. How long the people will remain 
withdrawn will depend, of course, on what develops in Beirut 
and our continuing assessment of the situation. 


Q Another subject? Japan has just recognized the 
new government in Burma. Is the United States planning to 
follow suit? 


. Again, it’s not the kind of issue that arises. 
The issue is one of what kind of relations we would have with a 
particular government, and so I think those who have followed 
the situation in Burma will recognize that our relationship has 


been of a certain kind with this government as compared with 
others. 


But let me offer just one bit of commentary on 
something that has happened there because we have seen an 
announcement -- the announcement of an election timetable by 


the Burmese Government. 


The United States views the Burmese Government's 
announcement of a timetable for elections as an encouraging 
development. We hope it presages a relaxation of existing 
restrictions of peaceful political activity, holding of free 
and fair elections, and the satisfaction of the democratic 
aspirations of the Burmese people. 


Q But in that announcement of an election 
timetable, they did not name a date for elections. Is that a 
source of concern? 


ry Those are the kinds of things that I really 
couldn't take on right now. I said two days ago that we would 
very much welcome the setting of a firm date, and I referred to 
the fact that the Burmese people would see that as a token of 
good faith by the military authorities. 


Q Chuck, back to the Middle East, do you have 
anything on the exact dates of the two visits of President 
Hosni Mubarak and Mr. Shamir to this country? Do you confirm 
that both will take place in March? 


7 My standard practice on impending visits of any 
kind is to not comment or speculate until those things are 
announced. 


Q Chuck, can you be more specific on what you 
termed as restoring the legitimate national institutions? What 
are these institutions that you're talking about? Is the army 
considered one of them? 


a I don't believe I need to give people any help in 
knowing what the legitimate national institutions are. 
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~ Is the army recognized as one of those 
institutions? 
a I'm not going to go into various specifics. 
Q Chuck, the Secretary is quoted in Europe as 
saying that -- discouraging Europeans from Middle East ventures 


because of ongoing, I mean ongoing processes or ongoing trends 
in the Middle East, or U.S. initiatives in the Middle East. 


What can you tell us about that? What was he 
referring to when he told Europeans that their involvement may 
preempt -- he used the word “preempt” according to the press 
here --— what did he mean? 


“ I would invite you to take a look at the total 
context of the remarks because I'm not sure that your 
paraphrase exactly captures what was said. It doesn't even 
capture the reports that I saw written on the subject. So I 
don't think that, really, you've given it a fair explanation 
the way you've described it here. 


I believe the texts of those BACKGROUND briefings are 
available for you to read over, and I think you will see more 
generally the kind of situation that was being described. 


Q Can I also, please, ask on one other thing? I 
wasn't here yesterday -- I don't know if you were asked about a 
report in a Washington paper that there were Israeli attempts 
to contact or to meet with Baker and with other high American 
officials, and that -- 


a We did talk about it. 
Q You did talk about that. Okay. 


Q Chuck, on Afghanistan, Alexander Besmertnykh at a 
press conference today said that Gorbachev sent a number of 
messages to world leaders and a separate message to President 
Bush. Can you confirm that there was this message to Bush and 
give us any indication of the content to the -- of the message ‘ 
and whether there's a response? . 


4 I can't. I'd have to refer you to the White 
House for those details. 


Q Can you even confirm that a message was sent? 
) As of now, I couldn't. 
Chuck, on unity in the Middle East efforts, do 


v 
you happen to have any kind of update on the U.S. position 
vis-a-vis the European policy in the Middle East? 
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a I don't have anything I would care to offer. I . 
think this question has been brought up because of the reasons 

earlier referred to. So I think again the source is to take a 

look at the sort of description of the process. 


Q I mean, do you consider that West Europe has a 
role to play in the peace process in the Middle East at this 
stage after the U.S.-PLO dialogue?’ 


i I don't have any particular reaction to any of 
these stories going on today. They come from some remarks made 
on background during the travels of the Secretary, so [I'd just 
refer you to those. 


‘y 


Q I don't know if you can comment on this. Can you 
comment on what might be the -- what is the U.N. role now in 
Afghanistan, and if the United States is cooperating with the 
U.N. in any way in trying to facilitate some sort of settlement 
among the Mujahideen and Kabul Government? 


a I don't know exactly what the U.N. is doing in 
that particular field. You could talk to them. Our approach 
to the Afghanistan situation across the board was laid out in a 
statement released at the White House yesterday afternoon, 
which I'm sure you've seen. That in addition to the commentary 
provided by the President himself. 


Q Any comment on Mr. Shevardnadze trip to the 
Middle East? 


A No. 


Q Any reaction to the remarks made by General Aoun 
to combat drug traffickers and drugs and thugs -- clear the 
streets of them? 


a I haven't seen that. 


Chuck, there was a story the other day about new 
aid -- not aid but weapons to Portugal. Is that something in 
addition to the aid, or where is that coming from? It's on the 
front page of the Post. 


a Those kinds of details are available. I had 
looked into them yesterday. I don't happen to have them all in 
mind today, but that's part of our ongoing process of reviewing 
with the Portuguese our relationship, so those kinds of details 
are available. 


Q But is this something extra, or is this part of 
the overall aid package? 


“ No. This is part of the normal aid package. As : 
you may recall, in addition to substantial amounts for Israel ; 
and Egypt, probably the next largest overall category of aid 
goes to Greece, Turkey, Portugal and the Philippines -- allies 
both in NATO context and the Pacific. 
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Q Chuck, what's the purpose of Mr. Walker's visit 
to Beirut, and whether he's still there? 


o I don't have anything on that. 
Q Chuck, a few weeks back -- you may have addressed 
this since then -- Congressman Solarz, having returned from 


Pakistan, suggested that the government there might be 

interested in a deal by which they would open all their nuclear 
facilities to international inspection in exchange for a 
continued U.S. cooperation on peaceful nuclear energy. Is that 
something that's being explored actively between the U.S. and 
Pakistan? 


a If you had asked at the time, I might have had it 
more freshly in mind. 86ut, no, I don't recall now exactly how 
I would have responded to that, so I'm sorry I can't help you. 


Q Do you have a number of the Vietnamese troops in 
Cambodia today? Was it posted? 


a No. I got the information this morning, so I'll 
give it to you all. It will save us reproduction costs. 


Our most recent estimates are that 60,000-70,000 
Vietnamese troops remain in Cambodia. We continue to estimate 
that approximately 35,000 Vietnamese troops were withdrawn 
during 1988. Those are our current best estimates, and that is 
something which we regularly review. 


As I said yesterday, we would welcome future 
verifiable troop withdrawals and urge Hanoi to issue a precise 
timetable for the withdrawal of all its remaining troops during 
1989. 


Q What is the status of the nomination of 
Ambassador Negroponte as U.S. Ambassador to Mexico? 


a Those personnel questions keep popping up. I 
don't deal with those. 


Well, have you made an announcement -- an 
official announcement that he will be the next Ambassador? 


a I never make those kinds of announcements. 
Ambassadorial appointments are Presidential appointments, and, 
therefore, always come from the White House. The perfect 
defense! (Laughter) 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:18 p.m.) ' 


THE WHITE HOUSE 
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. MR. POPADIUK: Good morning. eh yy ey 
the President's forthcoming trip to J 9 ina, and South Korea. 
Today's briefer is the —— Ks. & National y 8 - Advisor, Bren 
Scowcroft. Regular briefing rules are in effect. That is, the 
briefing is on the record, but it's not for sound and camera, except 
five minutes silent film footage up front. 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Good morning. Let me just make just 

a few opening comments before we go to your questions. The 
President's trip to Asia, which, as you all know, is his first 
ED ee ee ona is an important mission for 
—_ yg ap ay AH it was by the funeral of the : -¥~ Hirohito, 

trip is an ity to underscore not + A importance of 
cee three countries that the President will be visiting to American 
interests, but also the growing importance of the U.S. relationship 
to Asia as a whole, and to point out again that the United States is 


In Japan, the funeral, of course, is the central 
activity, and the President's attendance at that is a reaffirmation 
of the of the United yn a pn relationship. But 
there will alsc, as well as the ceremonial «a , it will be an 
opportunity for a significant meeting with Pr Minister Takeshita 
to continue the deliberations which began during the Prime Minister's 
visit here earlier this month. And in addition, the President will 
take of the presence of over 60 heads of t or 
state to hold discussions with as many as time permits, and to meet a 
number of others at a reception that the Japanese will hold. 

So it'll be a very, very busy time in Japan and a very useful tine 
for the President. 


He will go from there to China, where he will have tine 
for serious discussions with the Chinese leadership. This stop again 
will demonstrate the friendly, mature, and stable relationship 
between the two countries, and of course, it will be in a sense a 
homecoming for the President while he's been there, I believe, five 
times since he wae there as head of the Liaison Office. It will be a 
chance to renew relations with Chinese leaders and exchange strategic 
views of a changing world scene. 


Ana finally, the President will travel to Korea to 
demonstrate the partnership of our two countries, the solid security 
relationship, and our lation for the flowering of democracy by 
our old ally. The President in Korea will address the National 
Assembly to celebrate the saturing of the Korean political systen. 
And, of course, he will aleo discuss with President Roh Tae Woo « 
range of bilateral and regional issues. 
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So in sum, this trip is siiniy en opportunity to have 
serious discussions at the outset of itis administration with such 
Asian friends and allies, and to reaffirm that the United 
States plans to play a strong and an affirmative role as an Asian 
power. 


Now I'll take your questions. 


Q General, when you calk about the bilaterals in 
Japan, will there be any substance, or is this a meet-and-greet type 
of bilateral -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROF?: Ho. Well, we're going to try to see 
as ay possible, so the substance will not be extensive. But 
yes, 


are designed at least especially for the people whom he 
knows to have substance, and there will be time for that to discuss 
one or two of the wajor issues between whatever the country's -- 


Q in the Middle East, I mean, is he going to see King 
Hussein or -- as well as President Mubarak? Will he have a special 
message for them to talk ebout Middle East peace? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, it certainly will be -- there 
certainly will be discussions of Middle East peace with thes. I 
don't want to get too much in detail as to who he is or isn't going 
to meet, because it's kind of a ing relationship. And I can 
tell you some of them that are set right now, but -- 


Q Why not? We don't know. We have no idea. 
Q Tell us. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I will tell you that he is 
going to see President Sarney of Brazil. Now, mind you, these are 


the way it's set up right now, and it could change depending on 
availability and so on. 


Q This is the order as of now? Is that what you're 
saying? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, this is not an order. This is a 
random \ President Mubarak, President Mitterrand, King 
Baudouin. 


Q King? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, King of the Belgians; President 
von Weizeacker of Germany; the Middle East, President Mubarak, King 
Hussein, and President Herzog of Israel; from Africa, President 
Babangida of Nigeria; South Asia, Prime Minister Bhutto; Southeast 
ee | Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew; and Prime Minister Chatchai of 
Thailand. 


Q Could you go back -- before that? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Prime Miniser Lee Kuan Yew of 
Singapore. And Europe again, Prime Minister Ozal of Turkey -- 


Q These are all bilaterals? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: These are all bilaterals, that's 


right. 

Q Ten minutes -- 

Q Like a square dance. 

Q Three -- Mr. Mubarak and King Hussein and President 
Bush -- plan? 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I didn't understand you. 
Q Talk together. 

Q Three-way meeting. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No, no. No three-ways. 
Q No three-way? 


GENERAL yen ag AE og My about a dozen, and that fills 
ap eigets cnety ste Sia t President has. That perhaps is 
not the final list, 


and perhaps some of these will change. But that 
gives you a flavor of what it is. 


Can you give us some sense of how this list was 
assenbled? 


Q Ten minutes, twenty minutes -- how long these 
meetings are likely to last? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It's about 20 to 30 -- it depends. 
Anywhere from 15 to 30 minutes, depending on how it works out. 


Q Are the U.S. Naval escorts in the Persian Gulf -- 
when we were in Venice, the Reagan administration said it wasn't 
yar ogpnes and it did not want or need Japanese financial support 
for expenses of escorting tankers to and fro, up and down the 
Gulf. Is there a different viewpoint now on whether Japan should 
share in the cost of at least the Naval defenses of the Far East and 
the Indian Ocean? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think -- I wouldn't want to narrow 
it down quite that much, but I think the President will be talking 
about the whole issue of burden-sharing and how the com can help 
in that, whether it's through their own defense expenditures, whether 


it's through helping sutual aliies with security, other kinds of 
assistance. 


Q General, President Sarney of Brazil has requested a 
meeting with President Bush and has left Brazil saying that he is 
going to try to straighten th out with the Americans and the 
Japanese in terms of the economic problems Brazil is facing right 
now. You have indicated that the meeting is going to be more or less 
superficial, it's not going to go into -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: You indicated that, I didn't. 


Q I'm sorry. But as I understood, you know, the 
meetings are not go to into a lot of details. In the case of 
President Sa , is it go to be a detailed meeting about Brazil's 
economies and t about -- is it a proper moment to discuss serious 
matters of money during somebody else's funeral? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, of course it is. This has all 
been -- the Japanese are very comfortable with the meeting 
arrangements. There is no problem with that. This, of course, will 
not be a St meeting with President Sarney or others. It 
will be an opportuni or President Sarney to explain to the 
President his own lems and to hear the President's point of view 
on it, and President Sarney, of course, will be talking to the 
Japanese as well. 


What I'd like to underscore is the importance here -- not 
with how sone the meet necessarily are and how such substance, 
but = ficance of face-to-face opportunity to get at least out 
on the table a few issues for discussion. It's very, very important, 
and it eases the sense of communication between countries after that 
thie kind of personal cortect. 
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Q General Scowcroft, how was this list assembled? 
What did you all do -- what were you all thinking when you chose 
leaders as opposed to others? What's behind it? 


these 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, it was a matter of who was 
going to attend, the attendance of what level, how much time we had, 
who did or did not request to meet with the President, and so on. So 
ety of factors. I wouldn't want to get into any more 
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Q Did you mean to omit the name of President Aquino 
from the list of prospective bilaterals? And that's just a 
clarification. Is she on the list? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo. All I mentioned are the ones for 
= at least at the present time there are definitive arrangenents, 


Q Is the U.S. going to J -- President Bush -- vith 
the concern that in the last Treasury bill auction here, the Japanese 
pee ge in the 30-year bond issue was half of what it normally 

-- the lowest level in over two years? So is he going to have to 


do a sell job to the Japanese over there to get them to do sore 
investment the U.8s.? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I wouldn't expect so. 


Q You mentioned a couple of times in your opening 
remarks that the President wants to make 4 point that the U.S. plans 
ek nh Ge ARR OF There's some concern in the 
region that oy — A economic reasons the U.S. -- the 
influence might be declining. Is there anything the President can 
try to do on a relatively short trip like this to make the point that 
a the case, that U.S. influence isn't declining in the 
region 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It think the trip itself, as I've 
tried to say, is a means of demonstrating that. This is a very busy 
trip. The President is doing as much as he possibly can in a 
relatively short period of time, just a month after his inauguration. 
I think all of those speak to the importance of the region and to the 
United States' determination to play an active and a positive role in 
the area. And we will follow with other things, but I think we're 
focusing on the trip now, and I think the trip itself is a 
demonstration of the President's resolve. 





Q What, in specific terms -- 


Q Will there be any discussion of the FSX fighter with 
the Japanese? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The Japanese are aware that we have 
underway an intense review of the FSX fighter issue, and that that 
review will not be finished before the meeting. 


Q -~ between the Prime Miniser Takeshita or -- 
ministers meeting between Uno and Baker? Will this issue come up? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I believe there will be. I believe 
there will be. 


Q You mean, the seet between Prime Minister 
Takeshita and President Bush this -- issue will come up? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The FSX? I don't know whether it 


will come up. As I say, the Japanese are avere of the review that we 
have underway. 


Q General, in the context of your characterization of 
the bilaterale earlier, witet are the one or two issues that you want 


ee 


to get out on the table between the U.S. and Japan? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I believe that what we're going 
to do is to continue the discussions that we have had before, and I 
that a lot of the discussions will deal with regional issues 
-- with Asian regional issues -- because we did not have a great deal 
of discursion on that. 


Q Could you be a little more specific? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No. (Laughter.) 


General, each of these three countries we're going 
to are going through «great deal of econoaic change, as well as 
politica 1 change, and there are sone in the area who believe 
the face of all of this, what with a rather slowness in 
the foreign policy teas ther, that the United States 

in a passive mode while all of these other countries are 

mode. Aside from reaching out, which the President has 

done an awful lot of lately, what other ible demonstration is 

there that the United States has some policies in that of the 

poe a intends to pursue them, and is being innovative looking at 
t part of the world? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: You know, I find it very interesting 
that one month after he's come into office we're already worrying 
that he doesn't -- 


5 
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Q Three months after he was elected. (Laughter.) 


GENERAL nl One month after he has come into 
office we're al a pellcy. that he's not charging off in all 
directions with fin shed I believe the President is not 
os to make quick headlines. What he is saying to put into place 
is a foreign and national security policy which will look forward, 
which will point not at where we've come, not a continuation straight 
line of the past, but look forward toward the end of the century and 

to set in place near-term actions which will aid us in where we 
think we'd like to be at the end of the century. 


I would be more worried if I thought we could do that in 
a month than that we're taking too much time, and I am very relaxed 
about the time. I think it is in a way unfortunate that the 
President doesn't have his national security team in place as yet, 
and that -- of course, that is a problem in making new policy. But 
we're moving ahead, and I'm comfortable with that. 


Q To follow on that slightly, can you say, is the 
President bringing any new initiatives, any new ideas in any of his 
meetings with these foreign leaders, even to float new proposals, new 
solutions to problems, even though time doesn't ——_ any major 
resolution or decisions? Does anything that he is bringing with hia 
fall in the category of new? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, I think so, but I don't think I 
want to talk about thes. 


Q General, I want to ask about, maybe along those 
lines, South Korea. Is there any potential for at least some maybe 
broad general dealing with the military base in downtown 


Seoul or someth along those lines? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think, you know, that will probably 
be discussed, and I think we are sympathetic to what the Koreans may 
propose on Rh. AS like that. 


Q So we might look forward to something issuing forth 
in terms of -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't want to be too 
MORE 
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specific, but yes, we understand what some of the problems are there. 


Q We've already said that we are -- in principle, that 
we agree with the Koreans about the movement of it, have we not? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: About what? 


Q That we agree with the Koreans about movement of the 
base. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, I think we have. I think 
Secretary Carlucci got that last fall. 


Q Is it still the U.S. policy to discourage the 
Japanese from even thinking about changing their Constitution as 
self defense? And are we satisfied with the -- increase in 
defense spending by the Japanese? Do we want to see more? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think there are a variety of 
ways that the Japanese can share the burden of the free world in 
security issues, only one of which relates specifically to the 
Japanese defense budget. And there are other ways where the United 
States has difficulty aiding -- that is, economic and security 
assistance, for example, is much more difficult for the United States 
than is our own defense budget, in a way. And therefore, you know, 
the Japanese contribution is -- can be fungible in the sense of 
aiding what we're all after without focusing as narrowly, perhaps, as 
has sometimes been the case on defense expenditures. 


Q But doesn't that give them some kind of political 
leverage around the world -- if we turn over foreign aid to them? I 
mean -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It depends how you do it. 


Q How do you -- well, explain that. Through us, you 
mean? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, no, not exactly. And it is a 
complicated eres there's no question about it. But I think 
multilateral institutions and in other ways, it can be done 
to the benefit of everyone. 


MR. POPADIUF: We have time for one more question. 


Q Are you -~- well, I'd like to make it rt. 
First, are you going to brief on this trip so we'll know t these 
ae are about? And second, did the President misspeak on the 
Middle East? He — only of the Israelis and King Hussein. He's 
behind the curve, isn't he, on this? Are more peor @ involved in 
this situation now, including the PLO and so forth 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I don't think he misspoke. He 
was talking about a particular aspect of the question. No, I don't 
think we're behind power curve on the Middle East at all, as the 
President indicated to you. . 

Q Well, he reduced it to Jordan and Israel. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: But I don't think he reduced it to 
that. I think that was in the context of what he was discussing. 
No, no, certainly not. 

Q That's what he said. 

Q Okay. And are you going to brief during the trip? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, you know, we're still getting 
our act in order. This is our first trip, too. It's -- you know, 
frankly it's a tough trip for the first one for a new crew, and I 
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hope we can adequately take care of you, Helen. 
Q General, let me ask you about -- 
Q De you think you overdid it? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What? 


Q Do you think you overdid it in terms of piling on so 
much stuff? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It remains to be seen. But I think 
= ee Sa what happens is, this is an unusual opportunity to do a 


of substantive things, and the President wanted to take 
advantage of it. 

Q Let me just ask you one question about the 
President's plans to meet with Fang Lizhi, the human rights activist 
in Beijing. Can you tell us how the meeting vas set up and the 
purpose of it? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't know that there is one: 

Q You don't know that there is one? | 

Q He was invited to the banquet, wasn't he? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, yes, I believe he has been 
invited to the banquet. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:55 A.M. EST 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Q Do you have any observations on the meetings in 
Cairo between Mr. Shevardnadze and various Middle Eastern 
figures? 

a No, I really don't. I've seen various press 


excerpts of Mr. Shevardnadze and others talking after their 
meeting, so I think they've explained what they did. 


Q And has the United States been kept informed by 
any of the parties about what's going on? 


a I don't know the exact status of that kind of 
consultation, but I'm sure that that will take place with most, 
if not all, the parties. 


Q Do you think these are just exploratory, or do 
you think anything is really cooking? 


a I don't really have any way to make that analysis 
other than to rely on the words that Mr. Shevardnadze himself 
has used and others of his interlocutors have used. He's 
explained, in general terms, the reasons for his trip. The 
President, likewise, addressed this issue yesterday during his 
appearance. 


Q But it doesn't arouse any concern on the part of 
the State Department? 


a I couldn't say it any better than the President 
said it yesterday. 


Q Chuck, you still have basic differences or 
concrete differences between you and the Soviet Union about the 
international peace conference, which the Palestinians and the 
Egyptians and the Soviet Union, and, to a certain extent, the 
United States want to hold? What are the basic differences 
that you have? 


—, 
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a That's a long-standing issue. You know that one 
very well. I don't know of anything really new to add to that 
particular issue. 


Q The President had mentionec yesterday contacts 
between Israel and Jordan. Do you know cf any contact between 
the two countries, and where is it? 


i I think you're asking the wrong person. You 
ought to be asking the people involved. 


Q No, no. The American President mentioned that 
there were talks between, or contacts between the Israelis and 
the Jordanians. 


o In any case, I don't have anything. 


Q Shevardnadze said there can be no peace process 
without Soviet involvement. Do we share that view? 


u I would only repeat what the President and 
Secretary Baker and previous Administrations have said about 
what might be appropriate in terms of a Soviet role. The 
President addressed that yesterday. 


Q Do you have anything on the Kuwait meeting 
between the various Lebanese religious leaders? 


a The Arab League Committee on Lebanon -- I assume 
that's the meeting you're talking to -- 

Q Yes. 

oe -~ chaired by Kuwait is important evidence of the 


Arab world's collective commitment to helping Lebanon. We 
strongly support the Arab League's initiative, and we stand 
ready to assist the committee in its effort. 


We are encouraged that Lebanese leaders are responding 
to the Arab League. The current meeting of Lebanese religious 
leaders in Kuwait is an important and necessary step for 
developing a consensus in Lebanon on ways to resolve the 
country's problems. 


Q Anything on the Czech trial --~ Czechoslovakia? 


a This concerns the trial of Mr. Havel that I 
referred to last week. 


Mr. Havel's trial yesterday and his nine-month 
sentence are bitter testimony to the lack of respect for 
fundamental human rights in Czechoslovakia. We deeply regret 
Havel's conviction for alleged crimes stemming from last 
month's commemoration in Prague of the death of Jan Palach. 
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We had strongly urged the Czechoslovak government last week to 
drop the groundless charges against Havel and his colleagues, 
and to enter into a dialogue with dissident groups in 
Czechoslovakia. 


We note in particular that much of the government's 
case on the incitement charge against Havel apparently involved 
his interviews with Western media, including Radio Free 
Europe. Ironically, these interviews were intended by Havel to 
head off a reported plan by a group to repeat Jan Palach's act 
of self-immolation. Havel had been thwarted in his efforts to 
use Czechoslovak media to appeal to this group not to commit 
such an act and had turned in frustration to Western media, 
which routinely provide information of broad interest to 
Czechoslovak public opinion which official media do not carry. 


We're also troubled by reports that even more 
individuals may face charges arising from last month's peaceful 
demonstrations in Prague. We again urge the Czechoslovak 
government to abandon the confrontational practices of the past 
and join in the movement toward dialogue and reconciliation. 


Q Is there an anticipated future meeting between 
the PLO and the United States? Do you have any plans? 


a Nothing new at all. 


Q Chuck, is there a high-level COCOM meeting 
scheduled for March? 


i I'm sorry, I just don't follow those kinds of 
meetings in that detail. 


Q Would you take the question? 

a If possible, but I'm not promising anything. 

Q Do you have any comment about the fact that more 
-- supposedly more moderate [Iranian leaders -- Rafansanjani and 
Khameini -- are now backing the Ayatollah's observations? Does 
that color the circumstance in any way? 

a I don't see that it changes anything. . 


Q Do you have any comment on news accounts that 
suggest that most of the funding for the campaign against 
Rushdie has been provided by Saudi Arabia? 


i No. 
Q Are you aware of -- there have been a number of 


protests that occurred before the Ayatollah and Iran got 
involved. Who is behind them, do you think? 
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. I'm really not in a position to answer any of 
those of kinds cof questions. I can only speak for the United 
States Government the way that the President and the Secretary 
have spoken in recent days, the fact that we condemn the 
statements and, as the President said yesterday, we hold the 
government of Iran fully accountable for any violence directed 
against American interests that may result from these 
statements. 


Q Chuck, the rebels in £1 Salvador seemed to have 
expanded their peace proposal somewhat. Do you have a reaction 
to that? 


“ I'm not going to react to any specifics for the 
reason that I stated earlier on when we first discussed these 
kinds of proposals, that reason being that these are issues 
that are being discussed by Salvadoran political parties and 
these are issues for the Salvadoran people to decide through 
their elected officials. 


Concerning the meeting itself, we believe that it does 
represent a responsible effort on the part of the political 


parties in El Salvador to better determine the FMLN's position. 


Q Chuck, on the evacuated American diplomats from 
Beirut, are they still in Cyprus, or are they on their way back 
to their post? 


a I don't go into those kinds of details. 


Q The [Iranian President, Ali Khameini, in 
Yugoslavia, is quoted as saying that threatened violence will 
spread if the Satanic Verses is not removed from book stores. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


i Again, I believe our previous statements have 
spoken to these points. The statements that we have previously 
referred to, which constituted an incitement to commit an act 
of terrorism, an offer of money for Rushdie's murder, which 
make it all the more repugnant and, finally, the fact that all 
of this is a direct assault on freedom of expression, which is 
a fundamental human right -- it seems to me that this stili 
fits squarely in that category. 


Q Any reaction to the demonstrations that are 
taking place in this country? In New York, I understand, 
they're actually reading from the Satanic Verses. Is that 
something that the State Department considers a good idea, or 
does that fan the flames a little bit? 


a I think at this point, given the President's 
statements of yesterday, that I[ essentially have covered our 
view of this issue. The Secretary, likewise, spoke a number of 
times yesterday during his testimony. 
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Q One more question, however. The Secretary 
yesterday said that the booksellers may have legitimate 
concerns for safety. Is the State Department aware of any 
specific threats or death squads that have been sent to attack 
bookstores? 


a Again, I don't think those are the kinds of 
questions that I can go into in this kind of a forum. I would 
just have to resort to the generic answer in a case like this, 
which is that appropriate measures are taken by the appropriate 
agencies. 


Q Yesterday, the Secretary was questioned several 
times on the -- asked about the consultations or the lack of 
consultations between the United States and Western allies on 
Salman Rushdie. Since then, has there been any contacts with 
Western allies about what they're doing? 


a There have been since the threats were made -- 
consultations with the British, in particular. They are the 
party most directly involved, so we've been staying in touch 
with them. 


Q But in relation to what Congressman Torricelli 
and others asked yesterday, there hasn't been any consultation 
between Secretary of State Baker and the other Western allies 
vis-a-vis removing their Ambassadors, etc., etc.? 


a As I say, through the British, with the party 
most directly involved, we had been aware of these kinds of 
things, so that the consultation takes place in a very 
efficient way. 


Q So it's now -- and you have upgraded your 
opinions of the threats to now being state-sponsored terrorism’ 


a I'm not sure what that means. In the very -- 
Q Well, that's what the Secretary -- 


a ~~ first reaction that Secretary Baker offered, 
when he was in Europe, he used that word. 


Q I hate to bring this up again, but you remember a 
dialogue that we had shortly after Baker's confirmation 
hearings in which he said before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee that a solution to the MIA issue was a necessary 
condition to the establishment of relations with the 
Vietnamese. And then in response to a question, you came back 
and said that, no, it wasn't a condition; we were back with the 
policy as stated before. 


Well, yesterday, he did it again. And he said, as I 
recall it, that “We've told the Vietnamese that we have to 
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clear out this MIA problem before we move to establishment of 
any relationship.“ Could you once again find out if that's 
what he meant, or is he going back to the previous policy, or 
changing it or what? 


“ I'll take a look. 


Q Secretary Baker said yesterday that it might be a 
good idea to send a couple of representatives to Luanda, as you 
said on January 27. Have the Angolans responded? Have they 
agreed to host those representatives? 


“ I just don't know what the state of play is in 
terms of getting that in place operationally, so I don't know 
the answer to your question. 


Q Chuck, also yesterday Secretary Baker made some 
reference to the new government in Jamaica. Do you know -- has 
there been any formal contact between the two, and is there any 


plan for any direct contact with the new Prime Minister? 


6 Direct contact? Do you mean visits to the United 
States? 


Q Yes. 


a On that score, I don't know of any plans, but 
certainly our Embassy has had contacts with the new government. 


Q And has there been any change in the AID program 
for Jamaica? 


a You'd have to check with them. I don't have that 
detail. 


Q May I go back to the Middle East: The President 
said yesterday that, yes, there is a foreign policy towards the 
Middle East and it is aimed at discussions between King Hussein 
and Israel. So he had not mentioned any international 
conference. Is that a departure from the previous 
Administration's stand on an international conference on the 
Middle East? 


6 I'm not sure, again, exactly what the question is 
meant to entail. I[ don't believe that there's been eny 
fundamental change in our view of an international conference 
and the role that it might or might not play. I don't think 
there's been any particular change. But this, again, is one of 
the areas -- which in a broader sense, the whole question of 
the Middle East peace process -- is one that the Secretary has 
indicated is under review. 


Q So there is -- the principal of an international 
conference that was accepted by the previous Administration is 
upheld by this Administration? 
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o I think I've answered the question. 


Q Well, except neither the President nor the 
Secretary of State have said the words “international 
conference” since the inauguration. So there is some reason to 
wonder whether or not that is still part of the American deck 
of cards on this issue? 


“ But there's no reason for me to go into those 
kinds of specifics in this abstract way. I think I've answered 
it, in response to the previous question, by talking about the 
entire thing as one of the many areas that's being looked at. 


Q Chuck, on that, can you give a reaction to the 
proposal by Mr. Shevardnadze as to the (inaudible) by the five 
permanent members of the Security Council? Is the concept 
acceptable to this Administration? 


a No reaction. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the newly 
appointed Secretary of State for African Affairs? 


a Sounds like a personnel question. (Laughter) 


Q The Washington Post reported from Beijing 
yesterday that the Chinese leaders are hoping that President 
Bush can deliver more than President Reagan, because his closer 


relationship to the Chinese leaders there, particularly on the 
issue of Taiwan. Do you have any comment on the report, and du 
you see any possibility of changes of U.S. position on the 
issue of Taiwan? 


“ I don't have any reaction to those kinds of 
reports. The President is off today to Asia. He'll be 
visiting Japan, Korea, China, so that he will have ample time 
to discuss with the leaders of all those countries whatever 
issues they may wish to discuss. And so I'd just leave it to 
that trip before responding to any kinds of questions. 


Q Two questions: The areas that are under policy 
review -- have you ever put out a complete list of all of 
them? (Laughter) Is it possible to get them? I'm serious 


a No, I haven't. 


Q Can we get some idea of the areas, and also what 
the review entails? I've been told by people involved in the 
reviews that it's just a farce; that there's just not the time 
to do anything. (Laughter) Seriously. That doesn't come out 
on radio. 


a No, I really can't help you on that. 
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Q All right, let me try one more: I want to also 
ask about South Africa on the hunger strikers -- 50 have been 


released, but about 200 more detained. Any comments on that? 


a) The release of approximately 100 detainees since 
last week, with promises of more to be released soon, is a 
positive step in the direction of rectifying one of the most 
serious human rights problems in South Africa, extended 
detention without trial. 


We welcome the government's decision to begin 
releasing detainees, and believe that it is significant that 
this -has occurred as a result of direct discussions between the 
government and opposition figures. Such discussions could set 
a positive example to be followed in addressing other human 
rights problems in the future. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to the Mid’i- East? Is it 
really because you don't have the personnel in wlace -- 
Assistant Secretary for the Near East and others -- that you 
are not showing any significant enthusiasm about dealing with 
the issue at the present time? Are you waiting for these 
appointments that -- 


A Those are all your interpretations and 
hypotheses. And, again, the President responded in a more 
general way yesterday, and I'd just leave it at that. 


You see, there is a gloomy, gloomy feeling among 
the Arab world leadership that before the inauguration they 
were all enthused about a new initiative and, you know, the 
Administration is going to take the bull by the horns and lead 
the whole area by going -- 


A You heard what the President said yesterday. 
Q I did. 


a) Okay. I don't think you detected any lack of 
enthusiasm. It was, rather, a description of an approach. 


Q Chuck, Senator Dodd, who is the Chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Latin America in the Senate, said --— he was at 
the conference last week in El Salvador -- the summit 
conference -- and he said yesterday he thinks the 
Administration has treated the results, which he called 
historic, in a backhanded fashion. 


And I'm wondering whether you've heard any more from 
your envoys in the area that have led to some kind of 
conclusion about whether it was an historic advance in Central 
American diplomacy, or just what conclusions you do draw? 
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4 Secretary Baker was asked a number of questions 
on that meeting yesterday, so that there's quite a bit of 
material on the record from the Secretary himself. I can't do 
any better than that. 


Q Well, Dodd was speaking after the Secretary, and 
he -- and [I think taking into account his remarks -- said that 
this was a backhanded treatment of -- 


A I'll just stand by the Secretary's remarks. 


Q Chuck, who is telling the truth, or what's going 
on? Baker was assuring Members of Congress that they maintain 
the same policies, and especially toward the Middle East, while 
President Bush at the White House was speaking of, or hinting 
at some kind of a separate peace deal between Jordan and 
Israel. What's going on? Is there still the same 
comprehensive peace settlement, or a separate peace settlement 
now is being sought by the United State Government? 


) I don't quite really know what you're talking 
about, so I really can't help you with that. 


Q Encouraging discussion between King Hussein and 
the Israelis -- would that refresh your memory? 


A But taking that fact alone, I don't see that 
that's any real departure. We spent an awful lot of time in 
the Middle East a year or so ago trying to do exactly that, 
among other things, in the context of a comprehensive peace. 
So I don't really see what you're getting at. 


Q On the part played by the Soviet Union in the 
Middle East, President Bush yesterday was quite clear that he 
wants the Soviet role to be limited, and this comes, [ think, 
against the grain in the Middle East, now with Israel itself is 
convinced that the Soviet Union has a part to play. Maybe you 
can be more elaborate on that? 


A Again, I don't see any contradiction. 


Q Chuck, in Mr. Baker's absence, who is the Acting 
Secretary of State? 


A It would be Mr. Armacost. 
Q He is still here in town? 
A Yes. 
In the questioning yesterday, when Congressman 
Lagomarsino asked the Secretary about going to Australia, and 


he also said, "I understand you're going to New Zealand." Now 
I know it's highly unlikely, but could you just address it? [s 
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there any possibility that when he goes to Australia, he would 
also go to New Zealand? 


A I don't have anything beyond what the Secretary 
said. 


Q Could you check into that officially, so that we 
know officially? I know what the policy has been in the past 
few years, but if you could look into it? 


A I don't see much prospect for that. 


Q Back on Central America, the Secretary spoke 
yesterday in very general terms about carrots, sticks, and 
deadlines vis-a-vis Nicaragua. Are you able to flesh that out 
at all? 


A I'll just stick with what the Secretary said. 
Q Yes, but what did he mean? (Laughter) 


Q Back on Lebanon: The talks or the contacts 
between Aoun and Geagea, as far as beyond the cease-fire 
between the Lebanese army and the Lebanese forces, have you any 
assessment of what the situation is and how much of a threat 
does it cause the Embassy still, and whether there is a 
possibility, from your point of view, for a political agreement 
instead of just a cease-fire? 


A No, I don't have any particularly new assessment 
to offer. 


Can you comment on the end of the meeting of 
Cambodian factions in Jakarta? 


A While we remain encouraged by the ongoing, 
sustained level of diplomatic efforts to resolve the Cambodian 
conflict, we regret that more progress was not made at the 
second Jakarta Informal Meeting toward achieving an acceptable 
comprehensive settlement. 


The Cambodian groups narrowed somewhat their existing 
differences at this meeting. The results made clear, however, 
that what is most needed is for Vietnam and the authorities in 
Phnom Penh to make a major effort to address seriously the 
remaining issues, particularly the formation of an interim 
government preceding elections in Cambodia and the 
participation of an international presence sufficiently strong 
to carry out its duties in support of a settlement. 


We believe that there must be a comprehensive 
agreement to ensure a lasting solution in Cambodia and that in 
such a solution Prince Sihanouk's role is crucial, as leader of 
an interim government preceding elections and as the focus for 
national unity. 
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To repeat again what I've said a number of times in 
recent weeks, our position on the necessary components of an 
acceptable settlement would include the verified and complete 
withdrawal of all Vietnamese forces, effective safeguards 
against a Khmer Rouge return to power, and the restoration of 
genuine self—determination to the Cambodian people. 


Concerning our own efforts, we are continuing our 
close, active and regular consultations regarding a Cambodian 
settlement with the non-communist Cambodian groups, ASEAN 
governments, China, the Soviet Union, and others directly 
involved. We are prepared to support those practical and 
reasonable measures which will help achieve the goal of a free, 
independent and peaceful Cambodia. 


As I said earlier, we expect that the question of 
Cambodia will be discussed during President Bush's Asian trip. 
If I didn't say it earlier, I've said it now. 


Q Will he encourage the Chinese to suspend aid to 
the Khmer Rouge? 


A Again, to go into the details of what may come up 
in discussions, I'm not prepared to do that. 


Q On those practical steps that you mentioned, the 
Asians or ASEAN countries are urging the United States to 
start, shall we say, overt military aid to the non-—communist 
resistance. Has there been any new decision on that score? 


a Just to review the bidding: in support of the 
non-communist resistance forces, the U.S. provides non-lethal 
material assistance to the forces of both Prince Sihanouk and 
and Son Sann under two Congressional appropriations: the Solarz 
and McCollum programs. 


Under the Solarz program for assistance to the 
Cambodian non—communist forces, $5 million has been budgeted 
for non-lethal assistance in FY 89. For FY 90, an increase to 
$7 million has been requested. 


We continually evaluate and assess the needs of the 
non-communist resistance. At this time, we believe that the 
programs that are in place have been appropriate and 
effective. In consultation with Congressional leaders, we will 
continue to review our level of support. 


Chuck, is the Administration also aiming at 
limiting the role of West Europe in the Middle East the sai 
with the Soviet Union? 


a) Again, I think the question has been addresseu in 
one way or another in various fora. The premise of your 
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question and the way it's stated makes it really almost 
impossible to deal with. 


Q You mentioned two programs for aid to the 
non-communist resistance. You didn't give figures for the 
second one. ; 


A I'm not sure you can put figures on chat kind of 


a program. I'll take a look and see if there are any figures 
that are available. 


Q What kind of program is it? 

A We'll dig out the details for you. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Just one follow-up on Cambodia, would the U.S. be 
opposed, then, to a settlement being worked out as a result of 
the summit meeting between China and the Soviet Union this year? 

A I'm not going to go into those kinds of 
specifics. I've given you our approach, the kind of elements 
that are involved, and the kinds of people that we are dealing 
with. I think that's about all I can say at this stage. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 P.M.) 


Posted: February 22, 1989 


@ 
GCuestion Taken at the February 22 Daily Press Briefing 


CAMBODIA: MCCOLLUM AMENDMENT ASSISTANCE 





Q: What does the McCollum amendment provide for the Cambodian 
non-Communist resistance? 


A: -- THE MCCOLLUM PROGRAM FOR ASSISTANCE TO THE CAMBODIAN 
NON-COMMUNIST FORCES PROVIDES FORK TRANSPORTATION OF 
NON-LETHAL ASSISTANCE. IN FY89, US $500,000 HAS BEEN 


BUDGETED. FOR FY90, THE SAME AMOUNT “4S BEEN REQUESTED 
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MR. FITZWATER: The President's very pleased by the 
course of the day so far. We're all still awake and everything has 
gone extraordinarily smoothly. And the Japanese have, obviously, 
done an excellent job of moving things around in the city and things 
have gone very well. 


Let me just summarize the two meetings we've had so far 
and then we go into some five or six bilaterals a half an hour from 
now. 


The briefing schedule is that I will be back. Probab:, 
Secretary Baker will be here to brieif as well after the last 
bilateral this evening, which I expect to be around 9:30 p.m., give 
or take -- I would say you ought to plan to be here at least by 9:00 
p.m. 


The President had lunch with President Mitterrand from 
-- until about 3:30 p.m. this afternoon. It was a very warm and 
animated conversation on a variety of subjects. The discussions 
culminated in talk about two visits; one of the President to France 
for the Paris economic summit, in which President Bush responded to 
President Mitterrand's invitation to participate in their 
bicentennial celebration also on the 14th of July. So the details of 
that are yet to be worked out, but the President did agree to 
participate. 


At the same time, President Mitterrand indicated he would 
be in the United States later in the spring. Dates were uncertain, 
but probably in May sometime. And President Bush invited him to meet 
with him on that occasion. 650 there will be another meeting, 
probably in Washington, perhaps at another location. President 
Mitterrand, I think, is going to be in Boston, so something might 
work out around that location or time frame. 


Q Filing break. (Laughiter.) 


HR. FITZWATER: Pasquale is interested in this, are you? 
Yes. 


The discussion in the beginning focused around East-West 
relations. They talked extensively about their experiences with 
Chairman Gorbachev -- President Gorbachev, about the progress of 

restroika and about their impressions over the last several months 
n dealings in that area. 


President Bush, of course, has met with President 
Gorbachev several times. He talked about his first meeting in Moscow 
and his last meeting, of course, on Ellis Island. And they both 
agreed thet perestroika offered new opportunities and new challenges 
to the West, but that the Alliance was strong, that NATO is in a very 
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sound and strong position, and that the West is ready to deal with 
Soviet change in a wery positive fashion. 


President Bush praised President Mitterrand for his 
speeches on behalf, and his support for, the INF Treaty; called him a 
very persuasive spokesman for the West; and hoped to enlist his 
support as we go through some of the opportunities shead with regard 
to changes in East-West relations. 


The discussion then turned to Central America. President 
Bush said that he felt this was a time for some hope in Central 
America in the sense that Nicaragua had agreed to a plan that called 
for meeting the commitments they had made in the Esquipulas and Sapoa 
agreements. There was some reason for hope that -- of getting 
democratic change in that country. He indicated we would working 
very vigorously over the next 60 to 90 days with the countries in the 
reyion on bringing diplomatic pressure to bear on Nicaragua to get 
them to live up to the commitments they have made. 


He also expresse” jg. skepticism that you have heard the 
United States give in the p. out President Ortega's living up to 
these commitments, but nevertheless, did sound a note of hope in the 
sense of where things stand at the moment. 


President Bush asked about President Mitterrand's view on 
the Third World debt crisis. President Mitterrand discussed his 
proposal of some months ago for issuing special drawing rights as a 
measure of helping relieve the debt burden. There was discussion 
about whether or not those would have to be tied to specific reforms 
orc st for reforms in the countries that received them. And 
President Mitterrand said these were all issues that would have to be 
worked out, but he felt that reforms of one kind or another would be 
necessary. 


Secretary Daker emphasized the reform aspects of any 
proposal to deal with Third World debt, reiterated our policy that we 
need to deal with the debt on a case-by-case basis, a 
country-by-country basis, because no two countries have the same 
situation and there's no magic bullet that can apply to all 
countries. We are reviewing, as most of you know, net debt strategy, 
but nevertheless, that case-by-case approach remains the underlying 
foundation of our policy. 


They discussed several individual countries in that 
current situation and then moved on to global environmental issues. 
The discussion was general, but they both agreed that there were 
global environmental problems that require the attention of the world 
community, particularly the scarcity of water in many areas of the 
world; deforestation problems, particularly in Brazil and around the 
Amazon, and the — warming trends. And then the luncheon closed 
with the discussion of their travel plans and the mutual trips. 


President Bush did discuss Armenia and the situation 
there. He talked about his son Jeb's recent trip to Armenia and out 
-~- the United States help in support of the earthquake. 


There was also some discussion of the peace process in 
the Middle East. I think both President Mitterrand and President 
Bush are interested in moving the peace process forward and exploring 
whatever opportunities might be out there. President Bush said -- as 
he said in the press conference in Washington just before leaving, 
that he sees a limited role for the Soviet Union in the Middle fast. 
We are assessing the situation. We think there are some 
opportunities to move the process forward. We want to be methodical 
and deliberate in our approach, and President Bush indicated he 
looked forward to his meetings with President Mubarak and President 
Herzog and King Hussein on the Middle East problems, here in Tokyo. 


Then at 4:00 p.m., President Bush met with Prime Ninister 
Takeshita at Akasaka Palace. They had a meeting for approximately 40 
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minutes. President Bush began by expressing the condolences of the 
American people upon the death of Emperor Hirohito. He said that 
Americans express their respect and sorrow for the Emperor and that 
he was here to carry that message. 





The discussion that followed centered primarily on 
East-West relations. They did talk about global environmental 
problems again and indicated that this was a matter -- these were 
issues that needed to be discussed in various forums coming up and 
that the two leaders would stay in touch as various rtunities 
presented themselves to address the environmental problems. They 
talked about acid rain, the warming trends, and deforestation again. 


Prime Minister Takeshita said he welcomed President 
Bush's visit to China and Korea. *:esident Bush again outlined our 
position on Cambodia, particularly ‘vat we would like to see the 
withdrawal of Vietnamese troops. That withdrawal is occurring, 
albeit at a slower pace than we would like to see, and President Dush 
also emphasized that we would like to see a government in Cambodia 
that would involve Prince Sihanouk and would not see a return to 
power of the Khmer Rouge. I guess that pretty much sums up that 
second meeting. 


So with that, I*1ll take any questions you have and try to 
get on tc ve next biltecals before 6:00 p.a. 


Q Where do you stand with a bilateral with Corazon 
Aquino? 


MR. FITZWATER: We're still working with her staff trying 
to schedule something. It's still possible, but I don't have 
anything yet. We may have two or three additions to the bilaterais, 
probably none tonight. The list that was in the 1 report I think 
or hold for this evening, but we may have additions tomorrow or 
Saturday. 


Q Aquino -- visit -- a proving to be so 
difficult? I mean, you all have been working on this for more than a 
week. It couldn't be that hard, can it? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, the problem as I understand it, is, 
first of all, that there are so many heads of state here and so many 
meetings scheduled, just like we have all these bilaterals, so do all 
of they, and I think this probably will be worked out. it's just it 
hasn't been yet, and I'm assured that it is a scheduling problem. 


Q It looks like a real snub to her. You're meeting 
Zaire and Nigeria. The President announces we are a Pacific power 
here, the bastion in the Pacific, which is the Philippines, and he's 
not meeting her. 


MR. FITZWATER: He is; I just told you. 


Q No, you've been telling us for three days you're 
trying to work something out. 


MR. FITZWATER: And I'm very confident that it will be. 
And the President does want to meet with her. He has the highest 
regard for President Aquino. We have supported her throughout her 
time in office. We have supported her government in the Philippines, 
and there should be nv ae our support for her or her 
government, and I am very confident that we'll be able to work 
something out. It might not, but I'm pretty sure it will. 


Q Maclin, in the luncheon with President Mitterrand, 
did Iran come up? 


Q Question? 
MR. FITZWATER: Wo, not a question of Iran or -- hé asked 
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if Iran came up. There was no discussion of Iran or the book, 
"Satanic Verses," or any of that. 


Q Merlin, what is the President's reaction to 
Ayatollah Khomeini's latest speech in which he repeats the death 
threat and says thet it shows -- all of this business over the book 
shows that there's no point in having moderate behavior? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I don't know. I assume this is a 
new speech that's been made today which I am not familiar with, but I 
know the President's position would be the same as it was yesterday, 
that this behavior is offensive to the United States as it is to the 
world community, and this is a -- we are a nation of laws and we are 
a world of nations that have to abide by laws, and this sort of thing 
cannot be condoned. 


Q Did President Bush say anything about the short-range 
missile modernization issue to President Mitterrand? Did he respond 
at all on this subject? 


MR. FITZWATER: Only in a general fashion -- that 
President Mitterrand and President Bush recognized that modernization 
was an issue in Western Europe, one that they needed to address. Dut 
it wasn't a very detailed discussion. They're both aware of the 
situation there. WATO, of course, has agreed to modernize. The 
schedule calls for modernization of the Lance missile by ‘92 or ‘95 
-- I'm not sure which date it is. But I think there was a general 
recognition that we needed to present the case in Western Europe so 
that it is clearly understood. But that's about it. 


Q But, Marlin, in the Takeshita bilateral, was there any 
discussion of either the FSX or the U.S. budget deficit? 


HR. FITZWATER: Weither subject came up. Our position on 
the FSX is that it's under review. We hope to have a decision 
relatively soon, but not at this time. But it was not discussed. 


Q Aside from taking offense at what the Ayatollah has 
been saying, do know of any plans for the United States to take 
any kind of tangible action? Is there any leverage that we have that 
we could use that we might be considering? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we never comment on future actions 
of any kind or another. On the other hand, we never rule anything 
out. So we just simply can't comment on future actions, Saul. 


Q Has the President been making any calls to Senators 
about the Tower nomination? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, he hasn*t made any phone calls. I've 
seen press reports, a lot of them maneuvering and so forth back in 
Washington. But we still believe Senator Tower should be confirmed 
and that he will be confircmed. 


Q Does he plan to make calls? 

MR. FITZWATER: There are no plans to my knowledge. 

Q Did President Mitterrand say anything about the pace 
of arms control negotiations and particularly whether he's interested 
in seeing them resume more quickly than the review might allow? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe there was any discussion 
of arms control, Jerry. Wo. 


Q Another topic. Was th Libya chemical weapons plant 


discussed with either of the -- particularly President Mitterrand or 
in the Japanese meeting? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, it didn't come up. I think a lot of 
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these issues are ones that might have and would have and both sides 
mey have planned to bring up, but there just wasn't time. We know 
that certainly is an issue. 


We are very aepprecistive for President Mitterrand's 
holding the conference on chemical weapons in Paris. We felt it was 
very productive and we know he shares our concern for the Libya 
chemical weapons plant. But it just was not discussed. 


Q What discussion was there, if any, of Japan's future 
role in the defense requirements of the Far East and the Pacific 
Ocean area? 


MR. FITZWATER: In the defense environment, you say? 
There ceally wasn't any definitive -- really wasn't a discussion of 
Gefense posture at all. As I said, it dwelled mostly on these other 
issues. But there just wasn't any. It wasn't an issue. 


Q Maclin, the President himself said at the press 
conference -- I guess it's now two days ago -- that he expected the 
issue of sanctions against the Ayatollah to come up in the meeting 
with Hitterrand. Why -- I sean you said there wasn't time, but why 
wouldn't such an important issue come up? Why wouldn't he hinself 
have caised it? Was there a deliberate decision that it was better 
not to do it now? 


Q Question? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, it's -- the question was why 
wouldn't discussion of the Iran situation come up with President 
tiittercand? And I don't know how to anewer that. These discussions 
start out, they are spontaneous and informal, they take any number of 
courses, and I just don't know how to anewer that. I mean, I'm sure 
it’s an issue that they're both willing to discuss and probably plan 
to, but you just start talking about things and one thing leads to 
another, and it just didn't come up. 


Q Harlin, covld it be that the President's a little 
jet-lagged and so he couldn't focus his agenda as well as he might 
have wanted to? (Laughter.) 


MR. FITZWATER: The President's in great shape. Wo 
problems. 


Q Did President Mitterrand call on Mr. Bush to stop 
aiding the Contras? 


MR. FITZWATER: Stop aiding who? 
Q The Contras. 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. They did have a good discussion of 
the situation there in terms of possible diplomatic efforts of 
change, but he did not make that request. 


Q Marlin, back on Tower, how do you explain the 
Democrats different reading of the same FBI report from the one that 
the White House advertised as showing that he has not had an 
excessive drinking problem in a decade? I mean, they're reading the 
same material. Why is it that they continue to have these concerns 
about the alcoholism issue? Is there -- do you have any explanation 
for their suggestion that the White House mislead the public about 
the contents of this report? 


MR. FITZWATER: I really can't explain it. I saw parts 
of the report myself, I know the President read parts of the report, 
I know all of it was read by our Counsel's office. This FBI report 
has, as these things always are, amounts to basically summaries of 
interviews with a lot of people. And, basically, we had 140 pages of 
interviews. Aad a lot of it was gossip and innuendo and people's 
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views of things, but in terms of their ability to validate charges or 
to fine factual evidence for drinking.or other behavior, it wasn't 
there. And I suppose you can always say good men disagree and I 
suppose this is a case where we disagree, but there is just no 
qiestion in our minds that -- what that report concludes. 


Q Was there no discussion at either meeting about 
trade issues -- trade surplus, trade deficits, barriers? 


MR. FITZWATER: Only a passing reference. President Bush 
indicated to President -- I guess it was in the Takeshita meeting and 
not the other one -- that we have trade problems. Takeshita 
recognized that, said they are beinc dealt with in other forums, so 
they didn't dwell on much beyond that. 


Q Are they going to meet again? 


MR. FITZWATER: Let's see. I don't believe so. tHe meets 
with Emperor Akihito on Saturday, but I don't believe there is 
another Takeshita meeting, no. 


Q Marlin, you say the President sees some 
opportunities in the Middle East. Could you be more specific where 
he sees those opportunities and does he think thit these meetings 
he's holding today are a place to get into some kind specifics? 


MR. FITZWATER: I can't be specific, simply because we 
don't want to talk about any opportunities that might be there. 
Things move slowly in the Middle East, as you well know. Nuances of 
the day sometimes bear fruit and sometimes they don't. But we have a 
changed situation in the Middle East with the -~- our discussions with 
the PLO and with various statements by Yasir Arafat. And everyone is 
reexamining the situation, reexamining rtunities, and we think 
this is an important point to take a look at what can be done, talk 
about what might be done, but not be precipitious in taking any 
action that would tend to cut off opportunities -- and, again, to 
look on the long-term. As President Bush said in his press 
conference the other day, that nothing is going to be guick in the 
Hiddle East. It hasn't been in 2,000 years and it won't be now. And 
the trick is not to commit ourselves to a course until we know what 
the opportunities are. 


Q Well, without being precipitious and being prudent, 
as the President suggests, what kind of a time frame does he feel he 


has to operate within? When does he think he may have to take some 
initiative? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we don't apply any time frame to 
the situation. This is a process that you follow as logically as you 
can, that it takes its course. As you know, Secretary Shultz worked 
guite diligently for several years. And we look at this process much 
in the same light, so you just can't put a timetable on it. 


Q In that respect, you also said the Soviets had a 
limited role, or that both Presidents agreed on that. What is that 
role? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, at this point I would say that that 
is a matter to be defined by the Soviets -- I mean, in terms of 
what's happened so far. What President Bush is saying is that as we 
view progress in the Middle East and as we consider various 
opportunities, we believe a limited role for the Soviet Union is an 
appropriate one; that we have been major forces for the peace process 
there for some time; that things are changing; and we don't see that 


it would be particularly helpful to have a more dominant role by the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Could you tell me whether it was Mitterrand who 
brought up Gorbachev, the Middle East, Central America to see what 
kind of response he would get from Bush? Is that the way the 
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discussion generally went? 


MR. FITZWATER: I woule say -- let's see, if I recall 
right -- the problem is I'm not sure. As you know, from just 
conversation it's sometimes difficv't to - . who brought up a subject 
because there's never a very well  -fined link. I would say 
President Mitterand brought up the Middle East, President Bush 
brought up East-West relations and Gorbachev. But it was fairly 
mutual. They both wanted to talk on those subjects. 


Well, I'd like to skip out of here. Let's take a couple 
more. 


Q What was the gist of the conversation on East-West 
relations? Were either Takeshita or Mitterand concerned that Bush 
has fallen behind the curve here? Or was it his feeling, as in the 
modernization of nuclear weapons in Europe, that we should sit back 
and give perestroika a chance? Can you characterize at all? 


MR. FITZWATER: I wouldn't adopt either of those 
approaches. I would say that their feeling was that there are 
opportunities here. We have a new administration in the United 
States -- a reassessment of the foreign policy of our country, which 
includes, of course, the START talks and other arms control 
negotiations. We have an active debate in Europe underway on the 
modernization of nuclear weapons and that this is a good time to keep 
the offensive, to be developing new proposals and positions, and for 
a strong alliance to show leadership in that ares. And I think 
_—s the perspective from which both of these leaders come to the 

ssue. 


Q And at the start of that photo opportunity, the 
President said, “There's some change there; there's some hopeful 
signs there." To what was he referring? 


MR. ZITZWATER: What was the question? Was there a 
question cr something? 


Q No, there was no question. There was -- he was 
talking to Mitterrand as we walked in and he said, “There's some 
change there; there's some hopeful signs there.* 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I must have missed it in 
the confusion. I just don't remember. 


Q Marlin, back on the Middle East. In the past, the 
U.S. has not wanted any Soviet role in the Middle East. Should the 
emphasis be on the word “limited” or on the word “role” for the 
Soviets? And might a role mean some sort of international 
conference? 

MR. FITZWATER: I'd say limited. 

All right, thank you -- be back about 9:30 p.m. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:55 P.M. (L) 
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MR. FITZWATER: We'll have a briefing this evening by 
Secretary of State James A. Baker. The Secretary will have a few 
comments, take some questions, and I'll stick around for any of you 
who want to follow up. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me just say that I know a lot of 
you are tired because I am. It's 7:30 a.m. in the morning where we 
left recently. I want to just simply start by saying that the 
President has completed eight separate bilaterals. Two of those, as 
I understand it, have already been briefed to you by Marlin, his 
we tee po with President Mitterrand of France and Prime Minister 
Takeshita. 


In addition to that, he has completed bilaterals with 
Portuguese Prime Minister Soares, Egyptian President Mubarak, Thai 
Prime Minister Chatichi, Jordanian King Hussein, Israeli President 
Herzog, and the President of India, Mr. Benkhataran. 


Now, I'd be glad to answer questions about each of these 
bileterals, but I won't brief them to you, and I'll just open it up 
to questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, King Hussein, after his meeting, said 
that in recent years he's been concerned about the U.S., but that he 
thinks that President Bush is someone he can have great faith in. 
What did you say -- what did the President say to change the King's 
mind about U.S. intentions? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, President Bush and King Hussein 
go back a long ways, Charles. They've known each other for a long 
time, they've been friends, they've worked together. I think it's 
fair to say that there was a recognition on the part of both that 
there are perhaps some opportunities out there with respect to the 
Middle East peace process that haven't existed before. There's a 
somewhat of a dynamic in the whole process that is relatively new -- 
when you consider the fact that the United States has a dialogue with 
the PLO, when you consider the fact of the recent human rights 
report, when you consider the fact that the conflict there has 
dragged on for as long as it has. And I think that there was a 
genuine appreciation on the part of both of those leaders that 
perhaps there were some opportunities out there that should be 
carefully looked st, carefully thought through, and if possible, 
capitalized on. 


Q But if I could follow, he seemed to express that 
there was a difference in the attitude of the U.S. Is there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I didn't -- I'm not aware of any 
difference. I mean, I think the United States has always been 
committed to doing whatever it can to further the peace process in 
the Middle East. | 
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Q Are we talking about a new Middle East peace plan 
here? 


Q Well, we're obviously talking about some kind of new 
initiative. Could you fill us in on what's going on? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what -- it depends on who you're 
talking to when you ask what's going on. A number of people have 
some different ideas that they're floating. Of course, there's the 
idea of an international conference under the sponsorship of the five 
permanent mesbers of the Security Council of the United Nations. 
There are other ideas, as there have been from time to time 
throughout the long torturous course of this problem in the Middle 
East. Let me, if I might, tell you what the view and attitude of the 
Bush administration is. We, too, think that there are perhaps some 
opportunities perhaps. We think that they ought to be explored very 
carefully, that there ought to be an extensive amount of practical 
groundwork accomplished before we rush off to have a big, high 
visibility conference under the television lights. We think that it 
is important that we do what we can to build the environment for 
direct negotiations, because it's only direct negotiations between 
the parties that are going to lead to permanent peace in the Middle 
East. 


We are concerned that if we act too precipitously we 
might preempt promising possibilities that could surface if we 
adopted a more reasoned and measured approach. 


Q Did you make any kind of specific proposal to King 
Hussein or Mr. Mubarak about any kind of meeting, any new American 


proposal? 


SECRETARY BAKER: to, we did not. We said basically 
what I*ve just said to you. In addition, we said we recognize the 
important role that the United States plays in the peace process in 
the Middle East. We made the point that the United States would 
expect to be active in the Middle East peace process. 


Q Mc. Secretary, did you see any common ground among 
Hussein, Mubarak and Herzog? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. I think all three of those 
leaders recognize the fact that I mentioned a moment ago -- that 
there is a certain dynamic now in the region. There is a 
reexamination on the part of a number of the major pleyers. I think 
that there's a genuine sharing of views that it is, in fact, direct 
negotiations that will ultimately lead to peace and that somehow we 
must find a way to get to those direct negotiations. 


Q Direct negotiations between whonr? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Direct negotiations between the 
Palestinians and the Isreelis. 


Q Wot the PLO? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Palestinians. 


Q What role, if any, has Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadzse's visit to the Middle East played in creating this new 
éynamic that you see in the prospects for peace in the region? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don’t think that has played a sajor 
role, quite frankly, in creating the new dynamics. I think the 
dynamics were there. I think that they are affected in lar part by 
the Intifada and the results that that has had on lic opinion 
around the world and on public opinion, frankly, within the countries 

















in the Middle East. I think it's healthy, quite frankly, that the 
Soviet Union would be interested in contributing to the cause of 
peace in the Middle East. I suppose we would want to know that there 
were concrete contributions that they had in mind, rather than simply 
rhetorical exercises. It's my understanding that when I meet with 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in Vienna in March that we will have 
further discussions along these lines. 


I might say one final thing, that I think one thing that 
-- it's obvious, of course, that the Soviet Union can have influence 
with Syria. One thing that I think might contribute -- might 
contribute in a concrete way toward peace in the Middle East would be 
if the Soviet Union could find its way clear to establishing full 
diplomatic relations with Israel. Another thing that might 
contribute as far as action by the Soviet Union is concerned is if 
the Soviet Union were to cease its support of radical countries in 
the Middle East region such as Lybia. 


Q Presumably, all the Middle East leaders wanted to know 
what the Bush administration's position on an international peace 
conference is going to be. What did the President say on that 
particular point? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what we said -- the question was 
what did the President say the United States’ position on an 
international peace conference would be. The President made the 
points that I*ve just made to you, that we think it's very important 
to carefully till the ground here and take advantage of whatever 
opportunity is out there. Don't lose or preempt a promising 
possibility by acting too precipitously. That's number one. 


Number two, the United States is on record as being willing 
to participate in an international conference which is properly 
structured -- the key words are “properly structured.” An 
international conference, to be helpful, must lead to direct 
negotiations between the parties. I think most everyone agrees that 
you will not get to peace in the Middle East until you get to those 
direct negotiations. 


Q Mr. Secretary, before we left Washington, General 
Scowcroft was making a point that the President would be coming here 
with new ideas, new proposals for the bilateral talks. Can you 
elaborate on those now? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm sorry -- new ideas and new proposals 
-- during the course of these bileterals? 


Q Yes. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the President outlined during the 
course of these bilaterals his views with rerpect to the 
U.S.-U.S.5.R. relationship, with respect to che overall East-West 
relationship -- and there was quite a bit of discussion on that, as a 
matter of fact, during the course of the hour and a half with 
President Mitterrand. There was in-depth discussions of the approach 
that the administration will be taking with respect to the problems 
of Central America. Again, that came up at the Mitterrand bilateral 
and Marlin's already briefed you on that. There were, as I've just 
indicated to you, a full exposition of our views with respect to how 
we think we should approach the question of Middle East peace. 


Q Mc. Secretary, after Emperor Hirohito died, in 
Britain, Canada and Australia, veterans groups and others said they 
were firmly opposed to any high-level delegations coming to the 
funeral. That didn't happen in the United States. The VFW and the 
American Legion raised no objections to George Bush's coming here. 
Were you surprised by that, and what does it indicate? A maturity of 
the United States, or what? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, maybe it indicated maturity. 
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Maybe it indicated that the wounds have healed as far as the United 
States is concerned. As the President said when he announced this 
trip, he pointed out the very important relationship that exists 
today between the United States and Japan -- the security 
relationship as well as the economic relationship -- and that maybe 
the difference in approach and difference in view is what you suggest 
it is, John. I don’t know. 


Q Aside from the meeting with President Herzog, has 
the President discussed these new approaches with other Israeli 
leaders, and can you tell us what they've said? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, we have not had those discussions 
as yet. I've simply laid out to you what our view is in terms of the 
way the thing ought tc be approached. 


Q The PLO again today with a new -- made a new appeal 
for direct negotiations -- offered the negotiations with the 
Isreelis. Are those the kind of direct negotiations you'd like to 
see? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I can't speak for and will not 
presume to speak for the Israelis, particularly since the President 
has not as yet met with Prime Minister Shamir; he will be meeting 
with him. I have not as yet met with Foreign Minister Arens; I will 
be meeting with him. So I can't answer that questions. 


Q Will these be the first times that the Israelis will 
be hearing the new approaches, do you think, with -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I have spoken of this approach in my 
trip around NATO capitals last week, and I"m sure word has filtered 
back to Israel, and we've had a very private and low, low-level 
discussion of this. But there has been no discussion at anything 
like the ministerial level. 


Q ttc. Secretary, since your trip last week, have you 
spoken to the President about how to respond to Gorbachev and this 
feeling in Europe about a need to respond to Gorbachev? And in the 
Mitterrand meeting, did President Bush tell Mitterrand how the West 
= respond to particularly Gorbachev's initiatives at the United 
Nations? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was a general review of the 
whole issue the ~ I ceviewed it, if I may say so, with foreign 
ministers on my trip, and the salient points being that the NATO 
Alliance is very, very strong, substantively we're in very good 
shape. We're winning the battle on a substantive basis, politically 
and economically. There is this public perception and public 
diplomacy aspect of it that we probably are not winning on, that we 
need to deal with that, but not just from a PR standpoint; we need to 
deal with it in concrete, substantive ways. We have not discussed -- 
we did not discuss today the specifics of those. I have suggested 
before that such things as emphasizing at our summit meetings -- 
various summit meetings -- NATO summit meetings and that sort of 
thing -- the political, social and economic content of the 
relationship as opposed to just the security relationship might be 
one way to go. 


Mr. Secretary, you said a little while ago that the 
U.S. believes there must be direct talks between Israel and the 
Palestinians. The President the other day said ovr policy was to 
encourage direct talks between the Israelis and the Jordanians. Did 
somebody misspeak, and might you clarify what Palestinians we're 
talking about? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think the Jordanians would be 
an appropriete se in these discussions, and I think you might weli 
expect to see t nvolved in such discussions at an appropriate 
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time, particularly if those discussions were -- took place in the 
context of an international conference. 


Q Which Palestinians are you talking about when you 
say there should be talks between Israel and the Palestinians? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The Palestinian people. 


Q Did King Hussein indicate his willingness to be a 
party to those discussions under the right conditions? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think the position of King 
Hussein is well-known in terms of being interested in doing whatever 
he can to forward the peace process in the Middle East and to arrive 
at peace in the Middle East. 

Q Would you say that you think -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: The key would be under the right 
circumstances and under the right conditions. 


You're saying that you think he'd be an appropriate 
party. Did he indicate that to the President today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We didn't get into -- the President 
didn*t get into that kind of -- those kinds of ifics, quite 
frankly. That question never came up. I think his position of being 
ene tos Rn assist the peace process in any way he can is rather 
we = . 


Q How about the hostages? Have you heard anything -- 
any new threats against them by Khomeini? 


Q Will there be a meeting with Aquino? 
SECRETARY BAKER: I don't believe so. 

Q Why not? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Scheduling problems. 

Q You're snubbing her. 

SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, scheduling. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


CND 9:34 P.M. (L) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Jim? 


Q Do you have any thoughts today on the meetings in 
Cairo? 


A I don't have anything to offer. There is a 
transcript available already of the briefings that have been 
done in Tokyo after some of the meetings the President has 
had. Secretary Baker was asked those questions, commented on 
them, so that material is on the record and you're certainly 
free to take a look at it. 


Q Okay. On another subject, though, does the State 
Department have any response to charges made by a former U.S. 
attorney in Florida to the effect that the State Department has 
actively impeded some drug investigations in Latin America for 
political/diplomatic purposes? 


A Sure. 
Q Glad you asked. (Laughter) 


A Coordination among Washington agencies and with 
our Embassies abroad is a critical element in the fight against 
foreign drug trafficking. The Department insists, as do other 
Washington agencies, on well-coordinated foreign drug 
investigations. 


There are a number of successful cases which have 
resulted in the conviction of major drug traffickers. All were 
the result of good coordination. Many foreign governments 
cooperate with the United States, in some cases at great cost 
to themselves, and their continued cooperation is vital to 
y wa - seemed They expect well-coordinated efforts on the 
U.S. side. 


Full and effective coordination ensures that we 
advance our anti-narcotics objectives while avoiding 
unnecessary risk to U.S. agents and personnel overseas. There 
is no room for independent operators. 


Q That sounds like the charges are correct. Is 
that -- 


a As a flat answer, depending on how you phrased 
your question, Jim, is “absolutely not." 
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Q Well, his charge is not that there was 
cooperation or coordination among the various agencies. but 
that in some cases reasons of diplomacy overwhelmed reasons of 
fighting the drug war and was casting some doubt on the 
sincerity of the Administration in combatting drugs. 





o I think I've tried to do that as clearly as I can 
but in the correct way really. This Department has never 
interfered with well coordinated efforts. That is the same 
kind of position taken by other agencies here in Washington. 

We have taken that approach for the kinds of reasons that I 
tried to outline for you. That's why I think it's important to 
approach it in that respect. 


And in that context you will find, if you look deeply, 
that there has been a very effective and strong effort on the 
part of the government, the State Department included, to work 
at this problem of drug trafficking. But to be effective, it's 
got to be done in a certain way; and that's what we have 
insisted upon. 


Q This coordination activity, I gather, reached a 
new level of cooperation within the government after the 
Noriega episode. Is that right? 


A I don't know what you're talking about. 


Q In other words, the Justice Department went ahead 
with the indictments in the Noriega case, apparently without 
consulting the State Department. Is that correct? 


A I'm not going into specific cases. I've tried to 
address the way that this issue is approached; and I think, as 
I read the report that you're referring to, that it answers the 
questions. 


Q Could we return to Cairo? 
a We were in Cairo? 


Q Yes. We were in Cairo. The wires are carrying a 
story of the Cairo news conference by Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze who said -- and I take the risk of paraphrasing 
him -- that if something is not done in a timely manner to 
organize peace in the Middle East, a new war could break out 
and could quickly degenerate into a nuclear war. 


A I haven't seen those comments. In any case, I 
could only refer you to what was said in Tokyo, not all that 
long ago. 


Q Do you think they commented on that? 





a It was quite a long discussion. Not on that 
particular statement -- I don't believe they had seen that 
oo But there was quite a long discussion on the Middle 

ast. 
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Q It seems to me that would attract somebody's 
attention during this ponderous review that's under way. 


a I'm not saying it may not attract people's 
attention. I'm saying I haven't seen it. 


Q Chuck, Yassir Arafat in Cairo during meeting with 
Israeli journalists said again that he is ready to meet with 
Mr. Shamir and Israeli officials for the purpose of direct 
negotiations. What is the State Department position about such 
idea, and what will you do to advance such idea? 


“ Again, nothing new. You know our approach to the 
problems of the Middle East, the problems of getting direct 
negotiations underway, the difficulties associated with that. 
It's a very complicated problem. But please take a look at the 
transcript which is available in the Press Office, sent to us 
by the White House on the press conference today in Tokyo. 


Q Do you happen to have a statement for us on the 
rebel plan in El Salvador? The Embassy there said there would 
be an appraisal in Washington. They didn't say State; they 
didn't say when. But the Spokesman there said there would be 
something from Washington on the plan. 


a No. I would stay where I was yesterday, saying 
that this is something that's under consideration within 
Salvadoran circles, so I don't have any comment to offer. 


Q When you say “you know our approach" on dealing 
with the Middle East, which approach are you talking about? 
The old Administration or the new Administration? 


a Current Administration. You need only to look at 
what Secretary Baker has said during confirmation hearings, 
during testimony yesterday, and in particular -- I'll say it 
for the fourth time --— take a look at the transcript. The 
entire questioning focused on the Middle East because the 
President had seen some Middle Eastern leaders. So these 
statements addressed the questions of an international 
conference, of direct negotiations, and a number of other 
things. 


Q Do we conclude from that that the review of the 
policy is over now? 


a That is all in a different context, if you will. 
Policies are being looked at in a broad sense. That doesn't 
mean that there aren't answers to be had to questions of the 
day. 


Q Chuck, did they address the remarks of Abu lyad 
given to that conference in Jerusalem? 


a I don't know that that came up. I don't have any 
comment to offer. 














——_—_— - 





-4- Thursday, 2/23/89 
Q Are you aware of the seemingly unprecedented 
nature of that message? 
a I've seen the reports, but I don't have any 


comment to offer. 


Q Chuck, Arens said yesterday that the Soviet Union 
can play a role in the peacemaking in the Middle East without 
even diplomatic relations with Israel. He was reversing their 
stand on the issue. What's your own stand? Do you differ with 
the Israelis on this position, or do you see -- 


a Again, I have the advantage of having read this 
press conference. Apparently your agencies aren't too quick on 
this one. But Secretary Baker did speak at some length about 
this very question, about a Soviet role, what it might be, and 
what kinds of things the Soviets could do to show that they are 
interested in playing a constructive role in the Middle East. 


Q Without relations with Israel. 


a That was one of the things he talked about in 
much the same terms that you've heard it talked about before 
from our perspective. That's one of the things they could do 
-- establish full diplomatic relations. 


Q Chuck, it has been said time and the other [sic] 
that in-depth studies are ordered by President Bush with regard 
to the Middle East. Who is studying? What's the kind of 
emphasis in such a study? 


a I don't have any particular details to offer. 
It's a general policy review, as the Secretary has described it 
a number of times now. It's done by the people who are expert 
in these areas, and then to be engaged by policymakers at the 
appropriate time. 


Q Chuck, has the former leader of Paraguay 
requested a visa to the United States? 


a Aas far as we're aware, we have no application for 
avisa. We don't expect one. 


Q Do you have anything -- 


Q Wait, wait. You don't expect one? 

a That's right. 

Q You've been in contact with Stroessner's people? 
& No. I'm saying we don't expect one because he 


has been granted asylum in Brazil. He has his own house 
there. He has good medical care. 
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Chuck, Alfred ODregger, who is the head of 
Chancellor Kohl's Christian Democratic Union Parliamertry 
faction in West German had an interview in Die Welt yesterday 
in which he said that his party is not interested in the 
denuclearization of Western Europe, coming out of their desire 
to delay modernization of the Lance missile. but that he 
favors, and his party favors, the deployment of a 500-kilometer 
range stand-off missile that would be airborne or carried on 
aircraft that could strike into Soviet territory. 


Does the U.S. have a position with regard to that kind 
of missile? 


“ I'm not going to react to particular reports of 
that kind. As you know, particularly from Secretary Baker's 
trip last week, there is a lot of discussion within the 
Alliance on issues involving these kinds of questions as well 
as others. The Secretary has addressed the issue a number of 
times. He addressed it the 2lst in his testimony on the Hill. 
I'd leave it at that. 


Q Chuck, on that issve, after the meeting with 
Margaret Thatcher, I think it was Chancellor Kohl who said 
there will have to be a lot more meetings with our American 
friends before this matter is resolved if it's going to be 
resolved before the summit. Are there any specific plans 
you're aware of to talk to the West Germans? 


a I'm not in a position right now to tell you what 
all of the plans may be. I know that there are scads of 
contacts developing in the coming weeks and months with many of 
the Allied leaders who are going to be in Washington for one 
reason or another, so there will certainly be ample 
{epportunity) for discussions at that level, the ministerial 
level, in addition to continuing our normal contacts through 
diplomatic channels, through our embassies, at NATO 
headquarters, and elsewhere. 


Q What do you know about West German officials -- 


A That's one that I just don't particularly have a 
fix on in my mind as to which West German officials may be here. 


Q Chuck, to be more precise in my question about 
the in-depth study on the Middle East, does it come under the 
jurisdiction of the National Security Council or the State 
Department or is it a kind of coordination between the two? 


4 I think it's fair to say that all of those people 
are going to be involved. 


Q Do you have anything on a Safire report that the 
Chinese are sending missiles through Korea to the Middle East? 
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a Let me say. first of all, that these issues of 
missiles, be they Silkworm or intermediate-range missiles, 
those are issues that we have repeatedly raised with Chinese 
authorities for some time now. Many of you have travelled with 
members of the previous Administration when they have raised 
the issues. There have been other Administration officials who 
have raised those issues as well. 


First of all, we have no information to confirm any 
new Chinese Silkworm deliveries to Iran. In the past, Chinese 
officials have announced that China has taken what they called 
“strict measures” to ensure the Chinese anti-ship missiles do 
not reach Iran through the international arms market. We 
believe that these steps have been effective. We continue to 
monitor the situation. 


On the question of ballistic missiles, which was also 
raised in this article, there, as I say, we have aiso talked 
about that. The U.S. has expressed its concern to senior PRC 
leaders over the dangers posed by ballistic missile 
proliferation. Chinese leaders have responded that they will 
take a prudent and responsible attitude regarding weapons 
sales, including the sale of missiles. 


We believe the PRC understands the concerns we have 
expressed, and ovr constructive dialogue with them thus far 
provides a basis for optimism with regard to the proliferation 
of ballistic missiles and their component technology. There is 
no evidence that intermediate-range ballistic missiles built in 
China have been sent to any country besides Saudi Arabia either 
directly or indirectly. 


Do you know why American diplomats are being 
forbidden to visit those areas? Is that correct, isn't it? 


a Again, I believe that's not really accurate 
either. There are travel restrictions in this particular part 
of China, in Shenyang Consular District; but that restriction 
applies to travel throughout northeastern China, not merely to 
the North Korean border. 


I might say we of course have reciprocal travel 
restrictions on Chinese diplomats. 


When China says thet it will take a “prudent 
attitude," can you interpret what that means for us? Does that 
mean they're not going to sell anymore, or does that mean 
they're going to think about it and do what they want, or what? 


a Those are their words. That's why we've chosen 
to use them. B6ut I think our appreciation of that is captured 
in what I said immediately following. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, on the statement or 
response? 
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A No. I don't want to make you lazy. (Laughter) 


Q Chuck, the Islamic Jihad for the Liberation of 
Palestine issued a statement today threatening revenge against 
Rushdie, his book publishers and other supporters; but what was 
sort of ominous about it is that they also at the same time 
released photographs of three American hostages -- Steen, 
Polhill and Turner. Any comment about that? 


A My reaction would be the same as always. As 
we've said before, we hold the kidnappers fully responsible for 
the safety and welfare of all the hostages. The hostages are 
innocent victims. They should be freed immediately and 
unconditionally. 


Q Do you see a connection here, Chuck, between the 
Rushdie affair and the release of these hostages? Do you see 
an indirect threat here against the hostages? 


A I have no way of commenting on or analyzing the 
nature of the threat or the connection or whatever, but what I 
have said represents our strongly held view on the question of 
these hostages. And I believe it is the appropriate answer to 
this question as well. 


Q What is the interpretation of the State 
Department about their releasing these photographs of the three 
hostages at the same time they are making this threat against 
Rushdie and others connected with his book? 


A I think I just said I don't have any particular 
way to analyze that. 


Q On that score, the Administration has come under 
a great deal of criticism for not taking a stronger stand 
against the Ayatollah Khomeini for being able to level a death 
threat, as he has done, in an attempt to suppress freedom of 
speech as we understand it in the United States, Great Britain, 
and other countries. What is your reaction to this criticism? 


A First, I would submit that that's your 
interpretation. I don't know that the facts would bear that 
out. And secondly, I think that the answer is an obvious one. 
Just refer to the record. 


Q Chuck, we have been trying to establish Iranian 
links to our hostages. Does this threat from the Islamic Jihad 
and tying it to -- in effect, reinforcing -- Khomeini's threat 
give us any stronger connection of Iranian involvement with our 
hostages? 


A Again, I said previously I don't have any 
particular analysis to offer of this latest release of photos 
and statements that you make reference to. But what we have 
said about hostages, about the fact that any one who has 
influence -- and we certainly believe that Iran has influence 
-- should be using it, all of that remains as true as it ever 
has been. 














54.7.°' 


—-8- Thursday, 2/23/89 


Yesterday, the Iranian president -- 
Thank you. 
I'm not finished yet, Barry. Sit down. 


That's okay. (Laughter) 


oD © © 


Yesterday the Iranian president, Ali Khamenei, 
who was in Yugoslavia, let go with some verbiage which 
indicated that the long black arrow of retaliation has already 
been slung, and it's on its way to a target of some sort. Does 
that mean anything to the U.S. Government? Are you seeing 
evidence of further activity by Iran such as we have seen 
historically when they get irritated about something and start 
doing nefarious things around the globe? 


A As you know, those are not usually the kinds of 
questions that I'm able to help on, for the obvious reasons. 
So in this case, I really can't comment. I could only do what 
I did yesterday, which was to rely on a generic answer, that 
threats are taken seriously; people do the appropriate things. 
But beyond that, I'm not prepared to go into the exact kind of 
questions that you're asking. 


Q Have we sent out any sort of generalized warning 
to our embassies in the wake of the last nine days' worth of 
activity on this particular issue? 


A The generic answer applies. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on Ayatollah 
Khomeini's long speech yesterday in which he seemed to be 
linking the Satanic Verses with Iran's relationship with the 
West, and I guess that includes the United States. This 
Administration has, I think, tried to hold out the prospect of 
some better relations with Iran. He seems to have rejected it 
Aa reason -- for the reason of the publication of the 

ok. 


a No, I don't really. Again, the whole question of 
the book has been spoken to forcefully by the President just a 
few days ago, so that stands. The Department has spoken to it; 
the Secretary has spoken to it a number of times now. 


Q Let me ask on the same subject: Before the 
Rushdie story broke out, you always said that you are ready for 
an authoritative dialogue with Iran. Is this still your 
position, in spite of the affair, what happened? Are you still 
interested in an authoritative dialogue with Iran and public 
relations with them? 


A I don't have anything particularly new to offer 
on that particular score; but clearly, as we said earlier, 
these kinds of statements just don't do anything to enhance the 
prospects or the possibility of Iran moving back into the 
civilized world 
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Q Chuck, the Administration had been addressing the 
Khomeini statements and threats and all the Iranian Government 
positions with regard to Salman Rushdie's novel, but the 
Administration did rot address the fury taken as a very clear 
attitude by the masses in the Moslem world with regard to this 
novel. What do you say about that? 


A I think you're incorrect in your statement. 
Please refer to the State Department briefing; please refer to 
the testimony of the Secretary of State, to name only two 
instances. 


Q What is your reaction to the hypothesis generated 
in the nas Street Journal editorial yesterday that this was a 
politically motivated operation, that this book has been out 
for months, but that at the point at which Ms. Bhutto began to 
incline towards more openness towards the United States, these 


demonstrations began to occur in Pakistan in particular, as an 
attempt to break off any improved relations? 


A I don't have any particular analysis. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 


yy 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Jim? 


Q A technical question. Is the State Department 
involved at all in the investigation of the explosion aboard 
the United Airlines plane? 


a I don't believe that there's any State Department 
involvement at this stage, in any case. Clearly, should there 
be any reason for us to be involved, we're there, willing. but 
right now I don't know of any State Department involvement. 


Q The reason it comes up is that the FAA said it is 
sending a team, and it suggests that one member of the team ' 
would be from the State Department because there are some 


foreign nationals. 
a Aas far as I can determine, that's not accurate. 


9 Is it established that in fact there was an 
explosion 


A I have no details at all. You'll have to stay in 
touch with FAA, (which) I believe has the lead on this. 


Q How about the visit of Mr. Shevardnadze to the 
Middle East? Do you have any observations today? 


a No. Again, my answer is the same as yesterday. 
Secretary Seker commented on that particular question. 


Q I had a question about Abu Iyad yesterday and the 
statement that was given to this conference in Jerusalem. It 
was quite a remarkable statement, from what I know. Are you 
familiar with it, and do you think it advances hopes or 
prospects for talks? 


a I don't have any reaction based on that 
statement. Again, the Secretary was on the record yesterday, 
talking about the peace process and his observations. 


Q But he wasn't asked about that. 
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A No, but I will stay with his answer as a 
characterization of the peace process and how we look at it -- 
that, taking into account any and all questions related to 
details. 


Q Some people are getting the impression that the 
peace process is moving on and the United States doesn't seem 
to be even commenting on it. 


4 To the contrary. The Secretary of State 
commented on it extensively yesterday. 


Q The OFLP claim responsibility for another attack 
on the northern border of Israel. Do you have any reaction? 


a We have seen these reports that the South Lebanon 
army killed three members of the DFLP in south Lebanon close to 


the Israeli border. We're seeking more information. 
Q You're seeking more information from whom? 


a From those who would be in a position to have 
more information. 


Q In Japan. (Laughter) 

Q Are then you confirming the account that in fact 
an SLA did kill three members of the Democratic Front, or are 
you repeating what was in the accounts? 


A What I'm saying is we've seen the reports and 
we're seeking more information. 


Q You're not confirming what's in the reports? 


A That's right. 


Q The Mexico City Police Chief, the same fellow who 
was under indictment in the U.S., resigned yesterday. You had 
a brief comment about him last month, and I wonder if you have 
anything to say about his resignation? 


a No, nothing further. 


, i The Swiss convicted the hijacker of the Air 
Afrique plane. Do you have any comment on that? 


a We welcome the sentencing of the Lebanese 
terrorist, Hussein Hariri, to life imprisonment. Terrorists 
who commit criminal acts must face the rule of law. 


In that context, Hariri's sentencing is one of a 
series of recent convictions of terrorists. Three weeks ago a 
U.S. Federal Court in New Jersey sentenced Japanese Red Army 
terrorist Yu Kukumura to 30 years imprisonment. Last November 
Malta sentenced a skyjacker to 30 years imprisonment, and in 
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October a Sudanese court passed the death sentence on five 
Palestinian terrorists -- all of that an indication of this 
growing imposition of the rule of law on terrorists. 


Q To follow up, has there been any more between the 
United States and Greece on tne Rashid case? Have you heard 
anything new on that since the Secretary's visit last week? 


A No. I haven't heard anything more. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information on reports out 
of Sudan that Libyan military personnel have been invited in by 
the government to bolster its position against the army? 


Q Chuck, do we now regard the Mujahideen as having 
a government? And, if so, what are the prospects for the U.S. 
recognizing it, sending an Ambassador, having any relations 
with it? Where do we stand? 


A Concerning the developments of yesterday, we 
regard this as an encouraging development in the process of 
bringing about self-determination for Afghanistan which is aa 
objective that the United States has long supported. . 


Concerning the question of diplomatic relations with 
any government, there are a certain number of criteria that are 
always applied. I've gone through those from this podium some 
time back. We have explained that to the Resistance. 


Q Since they established their government? 


a I don't believe since then. We've talked about 
it previously. 


Q Which would mean what regarding recognition of 
the government they've set up? 


a As I say, the kind of criteria that are involved 
when you talk about us opening diplomatic relations include 
control over territory, a functioning civil administration, 
broad popular support, and an ability to honor international 
obligations. Those are the kinds of things that we look at. 


Q Have you determined that they satisfy these 
conditions or they don't satisfy these conditions? 


A I say it's something that we've explained to them. 


Q Based on those conditions? Why do you maintain 
an embassy in Lebanon, then? 


A Pardon? (Laughter) 


Q Are there any plans to recognize the government 
they've set up? 
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| A That kind of question of diplomatic relations 
would not arise until these kinds of things were addressed. So 
it clearly doesn't arise today. 


Q They have not met those conditions? 


a Clearly. But as I say, and the point to 
emphasize here, is that this is an encouraging development in 
the process of bringing about self-determination. 


Q Chuck, can I take you back to the United flight? 
It is rather premature, but with the Pam Am flight there were 
some threats received. Was there any such thing in relation to 
this flight out of Honolulu? 


A You'll have to go to FAA. 


Q Do you have anything else on Central America? 
More than a week after the summit, any revised assessment of 
what was accomplished and what the United States will do next? 


A You should check the Secretary of State's 
comments on February 21. , 

Q The Commander of the Southern Command -- or, no. 
An Army newspaper in the Southern Command says that there have 
been more harassments and acts of violence against American 
personnel in the last few weeks than in the previous eight 
months. Is this, in fact, the case? And what is your attitude 
about it? 


A I don't have that particular statistic, so I'm 
not in a position to confirm that. 


Q Well, has there been a upsurge? 


a I just don't have any particular statistics. We 
have had this problem of harassment in the past. We've talked 
about it occasionally. Those particular statistics I just 
haven't seen. They are the kinds of things that we have been 
trying to deal with as they occur. 


How do you deal with it? 


It depends on the circumstances. 


mo 2» 


Well, if somebody gets beat up, who do you go to? 


a I think you should essentially talk to the 
military because I believe they are the ones who have been 
experiencing most of these problems. 


Q Iranian Parliament Speaker Rafsanjani has today 
said that if someone acts against Saiman Rushdie, Iran cannot 
be held responsible for that. Is that the way you would view 
it? 
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a I think we've made our views plain. 
Q But they've issued a threat obviously, and now 


they're saying if somebody carries it out that they aren't 
responsible. Does that make sense? 


a I don't know that that squares in any way with 
the international view of this kind of thing. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:17 p.m.) 
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' MR. FITZWATER: Let me read a rather lengthy statement 
here as I've tried to wrap up these meetings, and then we'll take 
questions. And we'll try to turn out a transcript as soon as 
possible, if you want to use any of this. 


The President and Mrs. Bush are quite pleased with the 
peace and substance of the trip and with the extraordinarily ware 
reception they have received from the Chinese people and their 
leaders. President Bush at one point this morning commented that 
"little courtesies are long remembered." He then described a 
luncheon that Deng Xiaoping gave the President as he was leaving his 
post as U.S. esentative in China. It was a special courtesy that 
President Bush indicated has evolved into a special relationship 
between the two leaders and the two countries. 


That friendship was evident in a gift of bicycles from Li 
Peng last night, the Premier. The President, I might note, keeps 
threatening to ride his, but thus far he has not done so. 


Following the church service this morning, the President 


met for nearly two hours with Premier Li ° By all accounts, it 
was a cemarkable and ecedented dialogue in which the two leaders 
moved from topic to topic, ex ing very frank and direct views on 


any number of subjects. The President thanked the Premier for the 
previous evening's banquet and the ware reception of the Chinese 
government. “This relationship is as important as we have anywhere 
in the world,” the President said. “Our foreign policy with regard 
to Chine is clear. We know the strength of our relations. It will 
not be affected by rapid changes in other relationships." 


The President said the three communiques of 1972, 1979, 
and 1982 remain the basis of ovr policy. We are committed to a 


one-China policy. The future of Taiwan must be worked out by the two 
countries. 


We welcome recent progress in Sino-Soviet relations and 
hope it improves prospects for global and regional stability. 


The President and the Premier discussed the situation in 
Cambodia. The President said that we want a comprehensive 
settlement, — withdrawal of North Vietnamese troops, a coalition 
government he by Prince Sihanouk, an international presence to 
help keep the peace, and safeguards against the Kheer Rouge returning 
to dominance. 


The two men expressed views on the Philippines, the 
Korean Peninsule, the Middle East, terrorism, Chinese reforms, trede, 
and East-West relations. The President raised our concerns about 
missile proliferation. The Premier recalled Deng Xi ing's 
statement to former Defense Secretary Carlucci that. China would not 
sell missiles to countries other than Saudi Arabia. The Premier 
reaffirmed that commitment. 
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The wseeting with Chairman Deng Xiaoping lasted about an 
hour end centered slsost entirely on Sino-Soviet relations. The 
Chaicman spoke at length on the history of their Soviet relationship, 
both before and after the cutoff in 1963. Ge said there sre many 
besic differences and concerns that will sake normalization 
4ifficult, bet he said we must await the outcome of his main meeting 
with President Gorbachev before we can seasure the extent of 
progress. President Bush assured the Chairman that the United States 
would take no decisions on ares control or other issues that would be 
Getcivental to China's interests or the Sino-U.S. relationship. 


At 2:30 p.s#., the President met with Prince Sihanovk 
concerning the Cambodian situation. The Prince described the 
political climate in his country. He said that Cambodia wants to be 
an independent people who follow democratic principles. President 
Bush assured the Prince of United States’ support, saying, "we wish 
you well and we respect the resistance you represent. 


This afternoon, the President seets with Party General 
Secretary Zhao ftiyang. He has an interview on China National 
Television, which will be piped in here for you to listen to. And 
then tonight is the reciprocal dinner given by the President and Mrs. 


A couple of ay ag announcements before we go on. 
As I said, the remarks from the interview will be piped in. You can 
see it on Chinese National Television, but it will be translated into 


Chinese. Dinner toasts edvance texts will also be available tonight. 
The dinner toast is sround 7:15 p.a. 


Q That's piped in also? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


On Korea, one —— ~~ the only schedule change is that 
the American Community event will be at a hangar at K-16 instead of 
at the Ambassador's Residence. The advance text of the Wational 


Assembly speech will be made available on the plane on arrival at 
K-16. 


One note concerning the charter. The Pan Am charter does 
not need to refuel between Seoul and Andrews and unless there is 
strong opposition, the charter will — direct, without stopping in 
Anchor - (Applause...) All right. is would also provide you «4 
longer filing time in Seoul and still put us into Andrews ahead of 
Aic Force One. One warning, however, that if you heave bought many 
large gifts -- (laughter) -- of plan to edd many le to the 
charter that we were previously unaware of, that could change the 

tion, requiring a refueling stop. Go if either of those two 


situations are the case, please let our travel office know 
immediately. 


Q What tise do you expect to arrive, Marlin? 


MR. FITEWATER: I don’t think I have an arcival time 
right here. Alixe, do you? 


MS. GLEW: At 5:00 p.#. 

MR. FITEWATER: At 5:00 p.a. 

Q Is there a welcome ceremony et Andrews? 
MR. FITEWATER: Wo. 

Q That's the press charter at 5:00 p.a.? 
MR. FITZWATER: Pardon? 
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Q Press charter at 5:00 p.s.7? 


MR. FITZWATER: Press charter, 5:09 p.s., yes. Upon 
arrival at Andrews, what could we say about the nature of -- the 
President will have an arrival statement, right? 


Q That's going to be such later, though, isn’t it, 
Marlin? 


MS. GLEN: At 6:30 p.n. 


MR. FITZWATER: At 6:30 p.m.? The last I heard was 
sometime between 6:45 p.m. and 7:15 p.m. And there is a good chance 
we'll have an arrival statement, although maybe -- I wouldn't expect 
@ large ceremony, or celebration, or anything like that at Andrews. 


Q Will he take questions? 


MR. FITZWATER: I would expect to have an arrival 
ceremony . 


Q When are you going to have the Korean speech? On 
the way to Seoul? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, on the airplane. 
Q Is there any way you can -- 


MR. FITZWATER: One final thing and then we'll take all 
these questions, and that is baggage call tonight is 10:00 p.=. to 


a p-m., of 4:00 a.m. to 4:30 a.m. tomorrow morning, whichever you 
prefer. 


Q On the housekeeping, should the President decide to 
talk on Airc Force One on the way between Seoul and Elmendorf, how do 
you propose to get the pool report on what he says from Elmendorf to 
-~- from Anchor to Andrews so that we can do something with that 
while we are waiting for Airc Force One to arrive? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I haven't t t about that so I 
don't know. We'll have to work that out. I don't have any idea. 
Maybe we'll have to check. I don't -- I mean I'm not sure that he 
will talk to the pool, although I think it's @ good bet somebody will 


talk to the pool, even if it's only me. So I'll have to work on that 
and see what we can do. 


Q With regard to the part of one-China policy, if I's 
not wrong, I thought you said the future of Taiwan must be worked out 
by two countries. Can you elaborate those part of the words, 
Clarifying what the meaning is? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I don't have any elaboration to give 
you. 


Q Marlin, om the missiles, this rceaffirmation excludes 
Saudi Acabia? Are we willing to see the Chinese sell 
nt aay ay missiles to Saudi Arabia? And do we have any 
evidence -- why did the President raise this? Do we have any 
at ne that would contradict the previous reaffirmation given 
Carlucci? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. But it cimply is a matter of general 
concern. We have talked about proliferation of chesical weapons and 
missiles and others. Everyone knows thet we have reiset thie matter 
with the Chinese previously. It was raised again and the seeurances 
were made today, the same as they were made in the past. So there's 
nothing new there, but I did want to let you know that that -- the 
iseve hed been raised and the assurances given. 


Q Just a follow up -- 
MORE $19-02/26 














MR. FITENATER: David, I"m sorry. 


Q What about -- there has been a contention recently 
that the Chinese are transshipping these sissiles through North 


Korea. Was that specific method of dodging the process raised by the 
President? 


MR. FITSWATER: There were no specifics discussed in 
regard to that issue, and particularly not that one. 


Q Maclin, can I follow up please? 


Q What phone calls or communications has the President 
or any of his top sides made today, yesterday, or are they going to 
make tomorrow, to Democratic sembers of the Senate in aid of the 
confirmation of Senator Tower? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, let's see. I think -- as I recall, 
I told you yesterday the President made some calls in the morning to 
members of the Senate, both Republican and Democrat, asking thes to 
keep an open mind and listen to the case and evaluate it objectively. 
There have been no calls made today by the President. I don't 
believe there have been any calls sade by Governor Sununu. i don't 
think -- as fac as I know, one staff level call by Governor Sununu to 
Fred McClure is the only call that's been made on the issue and that 
was more or less to get an update on staff work. 


Q Marlin, just another follow-up on the missile story 
for just a second. You said that the reassurances included the 
exception for Saudi Arabia. Does the U.S. beliewe the Chinese are 
continuing to sell to Saudi Arabie or is that exception relative to 
the first sale, the initial sale? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'd have to get some specifics on 
that. The matter did not come “ in terms of the conversations that 
were held. The Saudi exception is one that was well-known and 
discussed in the United States and so forth based on lor 
commiteents that were made. But there was no discussion of 
distinguishing between one and another. 








Q Did the Soviets -- excuse me -~- the Chinese make any 
specific requests about technology transfer or trade? 


MR. FITZWATER: Let me just look. I don't believe so. 
The trade issue was one of those issues discussed very briefly in 
teres of the United States ae to resist protectionisa and 
wanting to increase trade in a fair and equitable manner. But 1 


al believe there were any specific cases raised. Let me just see 
re. 


The President pointed out that we would try to resist 
protectionism but that the pressures are very str in the United 
States Congress at this time. te said that we would continue to work 

inst those pressures. He raised several areas that we have 
discussed in the past such as intellectual property rights and »« 
possible investeent arrangement that would make it easier for 
American business to invest in China. But that's the extent of the 
specifics, Jerry. 





Q Did President Bush wseke any suggestions as to what 
the Chinese might be able to do to help reduce tensions on the Korean 


Peninsula? did the Chinese make any suggestions as to what the 
United States might do in that regard and t, if any, were the 
responses? 


MR. FITEWATER: President Bush said that the United 
States was encoureged by devel ts on the Korean Peninsula, that 
we hope China would use ite influence with Worth Korea to engage in a 
meaningful dislogue with South Korea. We know that China has been 
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helpful in the past and I think both sides agreed that they would 
like to see improvement in that situation. 


Q What were the specifics of the President's comments 
on the human rights issue? 


MR. FITZWATER: Human rights was not discussed. 


Q Has the subject of technology transfer been 
discussed or will be discussed with Zhao Ziyang later? 


MR. FITZWATER: I can't say whether they'll come up with 
Zhao Ziyang. They did not come up earlier in the day. 


Q Were any specifics of interest sought or received on 
the subject of arming the Khmer Rouge? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wot on the arming issue. The United 
States, of course, strongly feels that the Khmer Rouge should not 
have a dominant role or should not be the head of a coalition 
government there. We made that point quite forcefully. But I don't 
recall any discussion of the question of arming. 


Q Could you elaborate a little bit on what was . 
remarkable and unprecedented and extraordinary about the conversation 
between Li Peng and the President? 


MR. FITZWATER: I think the diplomats and others involved 
in the meeting felt, first of all, the range of subjects covered, as 
I said, from the Middle East to terrorism to Korea to the Philippines 
to China to trade and et cetera; secondly, the business-like fashion 
in which all of these issues were raised and both sides gave very 
frank descriptions of the policies of their country; and secondly, 
that the nature of the questioning back and forth of the two leaders, 
the Premier and the President, over exactly what their positions were 
led those there to the conclusion that we had not seen that kind of 
discussion in many years. 


Q. In his meeting with Deng Xiaoping, did the President 
say anything about the upcoming visit to China by Mikhail Gorbachev? 


MR. FITZWATER: The President and Chairman Deng Xiaoping 
met for almost an hour and I would say the entire meeting was based 
on the assessment of East-West relations or Sino-Soviet relations and 
all of that was essentially an offshoot of the discussion of the 
impact or significance of President Gorbachev's visit. Chairman Deng 
Xiaoping, without going into very many details, was expansive on the 
history of their relationship with the Soviets, the difficulties that 
he faces in having this meetiog with the Chairman and considering a 
normalization process. But I would leave it to the Chinese to be 
more specific about what that discussion centered around. But 
essentially the whole hour was on that topic. 


Q What did the President say to Deng about -- did he 
repeat the assurances that -- or the statements he's made in recent 
days about we think this is a good idea? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. The President said that -- let's 
see if there's any exact words to give you here. In any case, he 
opened the discussion by saying that we welcomed the meeting between 
the President of the Soviet Union and Chairman Deng ees yy that we 
saw it as an important and ueefnl step in providing stability to the 
ag as weil as the world, that we had -- we wanted to ossure -- 
well, he wanted to assure the Chairman that United States policy with 
regard to China would not be affected by the outcome of those 
discussions, that the Sino-United States relationship is strong and 
is an evolving one, and that he wished the Chairman well in those 
discussions. He gave the commitment that I read in my opening 
statement that the United States would take no actions to the 
detriment of China. But, in effect, he was encouraging about the 
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process and the meeting. 


Q At the risk of trying to fine-tune more than you 
can, your answer to Saul‘s question on the remarkability of these 
discussions, were they more frank and candid than is usual in such 
meetings? If so, to what would you attribute this? Is it the nature 
of the relationship between the two men, their past relationship, the 
chemistry between them, or is it more the nature of the relationship 
between the two countries now? 


MR. FITZWATER: i would say that it's a combination of 
both in the sense that clearly President Bush and Premier Li Peng 
have a personal friendship that allows them to speak frankly with 
each other and also to understand some of the nuances of how they 
approach a subject and what they're hay what the words mean that 
they're using with each other. And that is a familiarity that isn't 
always there in international discussions just because two people 
don't always have that understanding. 


Secondly, I think there is a -- as President Bush said 
directly, that there is a certainty about ovr relationship with 
China. President Bush e of the review that he is undertaking at 
the current time of foreign policy, particularly as it relates to the 
Soviet Union, but also as it relates to other countries. And he 
pointed out that China is an exception to that review, that we know 
where we stand with China, we know where we've been, how this 
relationship has evolved and that it stands apart really as a country 


that has a very firm foundation in terms of how President Bush 
relates to it. 


Q Who made this assessment -- the remarkability? Was 
it some people who had been with Reagan? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. I would just -- 
Q Compared to what? 


on MR. FITZWATER: Compared to nothing; just in and of 
tself. 


Q But how can you say it‘s so remarkable then? How do 
you know it didn't happen before? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I suppose maybe it did. But it 
still seemed remarkable. (Laughter .) 


All right. If think I’m going to make a comparison, 
you're out of your tree, Helen. (Laughter.) 


Q I don't think you're going to make it, but I wonder 
what you base such remarks on. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, it was based on diplomats and 


others who have sat through a lot of meetings between heads of state 
in a lot of different settings. 


Q Back to Tower for a second. One of the pools 
suggested that Bush has scheduled several meetings on Tuesday with 
Democratic senators, including one at 7:15 a.m. in the morning. Can 


— us how many senators, and who, are scheduled to meet with 
= 








MR. FITZWATER: I don't know about the 7:15 a.m. one, 
although it certainly seems likely, given the President's work 
habits. It was my understanding that he is scheduled to meet with 10 
or 12 senators on Tuesday. I thought they would be mostly separate. 
Now, that may change, but I thought they were going to be one-on-one. 
I'll have to try to get you a more definitive schedule, probably not 
until -- maybe tomorrow. But I don't have anything more today. But 
all I know about it at this time is 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon on 
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Tuesday, meeting with the Cabinet, phone calls to follow, et cetera. 
Is that for me, Mick? 


Marlin, the Chief of Staff said that -- first of 
all, that all the Republicans were holding, and second that a number 
Of Democrats -- a lot of Democrats, he said, were leaning very 
nicely. What kind of numbers is he talking about, and can you give 
us any names? First of all, on the Republicans. Are they, in fact, 
holding? Do you know that to be true? 


MR. FITZWATER: I read the pool report and talked to the 
Governor briefly right after he spoke to the pool. It was not my 
impression that he was quite that specific in terms of -- at least 
with me he was not naming names or being that specific. 


I really don't have any elaboration for you. He said the 
Republicans are holding, but I don't really know what -- it was based 
on his : call to Fred McClure, but I can't give you an analysis 
of who it is. 


Q What did he say? 


MR. FITZWATER: He just said that he had just talked to 
the pool. He said he had had a phone conversation with Fred McClure, 
that we felt about Republicans holding, and that we were very 
hopeful of being able to pick up some Democrats. He said there were 
some indications of Democrats who are very concerned about the 
process and wanted to carefully consider how they would go. But I 
don’t think he had specific names -- at least he didn't with me. 


Q To put it another way, do you have the votes yet? 
MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I don't know. 


Q On Senator Kassenbaum, are there any other 


Republican senators that are considering jumping ranks from the 
Republican stance right now? 








MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I don't have any new 
information today. 


Q Did human rights issues come up at all in the 
conversations, and if so, what does the President say? 


MR. FITZWATER: They have not come up. Wow, the Zhao 
Ziyang meeting I'm missing here, but they have not come up thus far. 


Q Marlin, could I follow up on that? Before the 
President left, several -- many members of Congress sent him a letter 
urging him to raise some of these human rights issues, particularly 
Tibet. And I wonder if you can explain why he decided not to raise 
human rights, particularly after that in his toast last night 
remarking on the importance of individual —e Did he just feel 


that these complaints are not worthy of raising with China's highest 
leaders? 





MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I can't say that. He still has a 
meeting with Zhao Ziyang. He has a dinner tonight in which he could 
raise the issue, so it's possible that it may still be raised. As 
you note, there was a line in the speech, but I don't know of any 
reason why not. If he said he was going to, I assume he will. 


Is he going to meet with some of the dissidents that. 
he invited to the dinner tonight, or are they just going to be there 
on their own? , 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, with “hat many people at the dinner 
tonight and the nature of it, I couldn’: giv any guarantees. There 
are no specific plans for meetings. I mig happen, it might not. 
My guess is, probably not, based on th wa: *hese dinners work -- 
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last night's dinner, and tonight's is going to be even bigger. I 
think it’s unlikely. 


Q Doesn't it look like you're going to have a kind of 
a window-dressing approach to the whole issue of human rights -- when 
you get here, you just invite people to dinner and then not meet with 
them and you don't raise it in the direct meetings? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, Mr. Fang was invited as an 
astrophysicist, an outstanding person in his field, and also because 
of his human rights stand. But, no, I think we would address the 
issue appropriate to how the President feels they should be raised. 
I'll try and ask him a little later this evening if I get a chance on 
-- to how he's going to raise it. He may choose to do it privately. 


Q What did they talk about with regard to the 
Philippines? 


MR. FITZWATER: The President raised it by saying that he 
hed met with Mrs. Aquino in Tokyo. He just said that we have a 
strong relationship with the Philippines. We're working with Japan 
on some economic issues related to the Philippines, that we look 
forward to working with her and supporting her government. And I 
guess that was the extent of the conversation. 


Q Marlin, you said a couple of times that President 
Bush said the U.S. would not make any arms agreements that were 
detrimental to China. Can you elaborate on that, or is the 


President's saying that China has to approve any arms deal we might 
make? ° 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. I think this is in the context of 
improving Sino-Soviet relations, and President Bush simply wanted to 
give assurances that United States policy was firm with regard to the 
Soviets as well as with China, and that we would -- while we are 
reviewing -- our arms control positions and reviewing the strategic 
balances of forces with regard to arms control, that that was not a 
reason for anyone to be concerned. 


You will recall President Bush has made those kinds of 
assurances on two or three occasions because some people have worried 
that the review of our situation amounted to a delay, or 
foot-dragging, or change of policy, or whatever. And so I took this 
to be a general assurance that the policy review was not one that 
should offer anything to be afraid of. 


Q About human rights, I think Professor Fang Lizhi, 
along with some other human rights activities, has publicly alleged 
that they were told President Bush will help them to get amnesty this 
year from PRC's government through President Bush's visit here. And 
they sent letters to President Bush to the U.S. Embassy. Has 
President Bush received that letter, and also, will the President 
support their appeal for amnesty? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know whether he's received those 
or not. I'm not aware of them. I'11 check with the Embassy and see 
what the status is. 








Q On the missile issue, I don't think that Deng's 
comments to Carlucci last ro were made public. Can you be a little 
more ific about what Li Peng said today? And does this mean that 
China is now licly on the record that it will not make missiles 


sales of any kind to any country except for the Saudi Arabian 
exception? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I've read it in any number of prean 
reports preparing for this — of that commitment to Secretary 
Carlucci, so it's been quite widely pr lic'zed in the United States. 

Q In the Sihanouk meeti. -. re there any new requests 





oid 


or commitments made by either side? 
MR. FITZWATER: I don't think new commitments, no. 
Q The Premier raised those -- both sides -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, I don't believe it would be anything 
that would be considered new by either party. 


Q Did the Chinese ur the U.S. to take a more active 


role in helping to reunify Taiwan with -- and if so, what did the 
President reply? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. There was a general statement of 
policy, but no prodding. 


All cight, before I leave here, let's see. Korean texts 


MR. COOPER: May be available. 


MR. FITZWATER: May be available tonight. Air Force One 
pool report can be faxed to Andrews awaiting your arrival. Airc Force 


one should arrive early, approximately 6:30 p.m. and be there for 
brief arrival statement. 


Q Will he take questions? 
MR. FITZWATER: What? 


Q Will the President take questions at Andrews? 


MR. FITSWATER: Let me just read these words in case 
there's any misunderstanding about Taiwan. We support a continuing 
evolutionary process toward a peaceful resolution of the Taiwan 
issue. It has been the consistent ition of the U.S. government 
not to intervene in this process which is for the Chinese on either 
side of the Taiwan Strait to decide free of outside pressure. That's 
what I said, but just make sure there's no confusion. 


Q What time -- 
Q What about the boots? 
Q Did the President say anything about -- 


MR. FITZWATER: 1°11 say it a number of different ways so 
no matter how you read it, it'll all make sense. 


Q Marlin, firet of all, did the Chinese, in any of 


these meetings, raise that issue and what was the President's 


response when asked about U.S. su ct for Taiwan as distinct from 
what you juet talked ebout, which is intervention? 


MR. FITZWATER: He craid our relationship was based on the 
three communiques, and that has not vhangod. 


Q Marlin, how long was the meeting with Sihanouk, and 
was that at the Diaoyutai? 


MR. FITZWATER: The meeting with Sihanouk was at the 
Diaoyutai. It was approximately 20 minutes at about 2:30 p.m. 


All right, see you later. 


END 4:50 P.M. (L) 


$19-02/26 
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MONDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1989, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


With deep regret I must announce the death of U.S. 
Army Colonel Gerald Clark, whom many of you knew while he 
served here in the Department as an adviser on U.S. policy in 
Central America and Panama. Jerry died yesterday in a traffic 
accident in Panama. 


A man of great personal and professional courage, and 
most importantly of honor, Jerry was equally expert as a 
soldier and a diplomat. He served our country splendidly in 
both capacities. Jerry's friends in the Department extend 
their condolences to his family. He will be greatly missed. 


Q Is there any thought that there may have been 
foul play involved? 


a No. It seems to have been a traffic accident. 


Secretary Baker will travel to Vienna, Austria, From 
Saturday, March 4, to Tuesday, March 7, 1989. At the 
invitation of the Austrian Government, he will attend a meeting 
of the Foreign Ministers of the 35 states of the Conference on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe, the CSCE. This meeting 
precedes the opening on March 9 in Vienna of two negotiations 
relating to security in Europe: the follow-on to the Stockholm 
Conference on Confidence and Security-building Measures -- the 
CSBMs -- and a separate negotiation on conventional armed 
forces in Europe -- the CFE. 


While in Vienna we expect that Secretary Baker will 
have an opportunity to meet with counterparts from NATO and 
other countries. He will also have a get-acquainted meeting 
with Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. That's on March 7, 
as I previously announced. 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those wishing to apply for a seat on the Secretary's 
Plane. The sheet will be taken down and applications closed at 
12:00 noon on Wednesday, March 1. 


Jim? 


Q Does the State Department have any view on the 
coalition government that was apparently formed by the Afghan 
resistance groups in Pakistan? 
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a I gave my reaction to that on Friday. [I have} 
nothing beyond that. 


Q Does the State Department have any reaction to 
the agreement on Taba? 


A Yes. We offer our warmest congratulations to the 
Governments of Egypt and Israel on the signing of the February 
26 Taba Accords. The agreements signed yesterday end many 
months of often difficult negotiations. Their successful 
outcome is a tribute to the serious and statesmanlike approach 
adopted by the two parties. The success also proves again that 
negotiations work and that when parties of good will get 
together -- in the Mideast as elsewhere -- solutions to the 
most difficult problems can be found. 


Q One more on that one, please. Apart from the 
mediation role that had already been played, does the United 
States play any sort of guarantor role in the agreements? 


a I don't know what the fine print might involve, 
Jim. We'll have to have somebody look into that for you. 


Q Chuck, also on the Middle East, some of us went 
to a Brookings event this morning where there was a report by 
Bill Quandt and Hal Saunders, etc., on meetings with PLO 
people. Can you tell us, on two points, just a factual 
question: how many meetings have there actually been? I know 
there was a point where you said you weren't going to get into 
these things, but at least a number count. 


And second, one of the speakers -- I think it was 8ill 
Quandt --— said that the PLO had been, I think, disappointed. 
They had been led to believe that this would be more of a 
substantive discussion, and it hasn't really turned out to be 
quite as substantive as they had expected. 


Can you address those two things, like numbers and 
have the discussions been somewhat less than substantive? 


a I think you're aware of the answers to both 
questions. The numbers are meetings and contacts that we have 
talked about here, each and every one, thus far. 


Q But, I mean, there may have been more since we 
last met. 

a No. 

Q There were four at some point. 

a I believe we've had the one meeting, and then 


there have been two subsequent contacts.* 


Q All right. But what about the substance? Are 
they less meaty than the PLO had expected? 





* There have been three subsequent contacts. 
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A I really couldn't speak to someone else's 
expectations. We described the reasons for our willingness to 
undertake this substantive dialogue at the time that that 
decision was made. That decision, of course, was made at the 
end of the previous Administration; and we're now in the early 
stages of a new Administration. But beyond that [ don't really 
have ary way to interpret somebody else's expectations. We 
have described our own rationale and our own approach to those 
talks. 


Q Chuck, on the same area, vis-a-vis the incursion 
in south Lebanon on Thursday and your message to the PLO that 
this was not the way to go, has that message yet been delivered 
or is there a scheduled meeting? 


‘4 


a There is going to be a meeting on that subject, 
but as for timing I really don't have anything yet. I[t hasn't 
taken place. On the issue generally, as you're aware from our 
previous conversations here, we have made it clear to the PLO 
that these kinds of operations have a negative impact on the 
U.S.-PLO dialogue and on the atmosphere necessary for a 
positive Palestinian-Israeli dialogue. We do not condone this 
type of activity, and we will be emphasizing again to the PLO 
that it is contrary to the peaceful objectives of our dialogue. 


Q Do you consider that this is sponsored by the PLO? 
a Pardon? 

Q Do you consider this to be sponsored by the PLO? 

a Again, to say what we have said previously, the 


PLO cannot escape responsibility for the actions of its 
constituent elements. 


Q Chuck, it seems that many -- well, are you going 
to have another contact with the PLO to convey this directly? 

4a I expect there will be a contact, and we would 
use the occasion of that contact to convey this message. 

Q It seems that many of the contacts, then, . 
increasingly are in the nature of negative responses to actions . 


taken by a PLO component rather than any effort to carry on the 
dialogue and enlarge it and give it more substance. Could you 
address just, you know, where and how you hope this dialogue to 
continue? 


a The answer is the same I gave earlier. We have 
set forward our approach to the dialogue -- that it is a 
dialogue which we see not as an end in itself but as a way to 
contribute to the Middle East peace process -- and that would 
be our expectation for this dialogue as it develops. That does - 
not mean that we will not raise some more precise points, if 
you will, of the kind that I have just made note of. 
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Q But how does this contribute to the Middle East 


peace process -- [I mean, in any constructive way? I don't see 
it -- 


A I just gave you about three different reasons in 
my opening remarks -- very specific ones which would have to do 
with the peace process. 


I mean, for example, last week Abu Iyad made this 
statement in which I believe for the first time he raised the 
possibility of discussing the Covenant of the PLO with Israel 
in terms of changing it. So far as I know, you haven't even 
commented on that publicly, which puzzles me because the 
Convenant is something you've talked about from the podium 
often enough. Will that be raised -- Abu Iyad's statement -- 
or do you have anything to say about it today? 


4 I don't have anything to say. 


Q Chuck, but this particular group is controlled 
and supported by Syria. Why put the blame or the burden on the 
PLO instead of touching base with the Syrians on this matter? 


a I gave my answer in response to a previous 
question. 


Q On the Middle East, do you have anything on the 
outcome of the talks sponsored by the Arab League Committee in 
Kuwait? 


4 No. I don't have anything on that outcome. 


Q Do you have anything on Ouarte's new willingness 
to postpone elections for awhile? And has the U.S. Government 
weighed in at all one way or the other on telling the 
Salvadoran Government, prodding it one way or the other, to 
postpone elections, to give the guerrillas a chance or not to, 
either way? 


A On the latter question first, since it's the 
easiest one to deal with, as with all matters of concern to our 
two governments, our Embassy has been in close contact with the 
Salvadoran Government as it has sought means to achieve peace 
with democracy. However, as we've made clear all along and as 
I have reiterated on a number of occasions during the past 
week, this is a matter for Salvadorans to decide. So that is 
the bottom line concerning the latter part of your question. 


We commend President Duarte's efforts to achieve a 
peaceful resolution of the conflict. In our judgment, this is 


potentially the most ye ote opportunity ever for peace in 
El Salvador, particularly the commitment of the Government of 


El Salvador to undertake a cessation of hostilities if the FMLN 
agrees within 48 hours. 
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The FMLN now has a clear choice. If it is serious in 
seeking a peaceful, democratic outcome to the conflict, it will 
follow the government's example and immediately stop the 
killing so that the political process can go forward The time 
has come for the FMLN to choose between terrorist violence and 
democratic balloting. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 
a With a little work. 


Q Chuck, is it clear that the election will then be = 
postponed if that ceasefire is achieved? [I'm just not clear 
how -- 


4a In terms of how this will evolve or might evolve, 
I have to leave that in the hands of the Salvadoran leaders and 
to the talks, if they occur. I'm not the one who can go into 
those kinds of details for you. 


Q It was a little difficult to sort out exactly 
what Ouarte was saying. But is it correct to assume he is 
agreeing to a postponement of the election but only for six 
weeks i the rebels have asked for a postponement of six 
months 


6 You have seen the text of his speech. He lays 
out at least six major points, as I understand it. But, again, 
I don't want to be the one who tries to go into those and 
explain them for you. I believe the Salvadoran leaders are 
willing to do that. I just don't put myself in that position. 


Q Chuck, was the U.S. informed in advance that 
Duarte was going to make this announcement? 


I) 7 answer would fall under what I said earlier, 
that we have a lot of continuing consultations with the 
Government of £1 Salvador. 


Q What is the momentous opportunity, as you're 
describing it? Is it that Ouarte has responded or is it that 
the guerrillas have made their offers in the first place? 


a I think I've given you my reaction a bit earlier. 
Q I think he asks about a valid question. You said 


it's the most significant opportunity ever for peace. Is that 
the rebel proposal or is that Ouarte's response? 


a In particular, Ouarte's response. We've already 
spoken to the earlier proposal here. In this case, I point 
particularly to that aspect of Ouarte's message last night 
which says clearly to the FMLN “stop the killing if you're 
really serious about this." 





G2] 


-6- Monday. 2/27/89 


Q These 48 hours -- do you have any view on that? 
Is there any flexibility? 


i) The Salvadorans will address those kinds of 
issues. 

Q It's a momentous opportunity, but it seems to me 
you might be setting things up -- or maybe he is -- for a 
rejection. 


a I can't help you any further. 


‘a 


Q On the raids in south Lebanon, have you been in 
touch or have you urged the Syrians to restrain the activities 
of its allies against Israel? 


a I don't have anything specific on that. 


Q But have you been in touch with the Syrians on 
that issue at all? 


‘ Nothing specific. 


Q Chuck, on the Ayatollah, any comment or report 
that he eliminated thousands of political prisoners today? 
There was a Reuters report that moved a little while ago. 


a No. I have seen those wire reports, but [I don't 
have any reaction. 


Q Anything in the State Department's view on the 
Soviet-Iranian moves? They sort of seem to be heading into 
each other's embrace. 


i) Nothing in particular. We've seen the press 
reports. That's about the size of it for now. 


Q Is that something that might interest Mr. Baker 
in his talks with Shevardnadze? 


“ I don't know that I could predict the agenda, but 
I'm sure that's the kind of thing that might well come up. I 
know they certainly did plan to talk about the Middle East. 


Q Specifically, have you seen the reports that the 
Iranians say that they're talking about an arms deal? 


a We've seen that but only the press reports, so 
that's the only information that I have that would bear on it. 
For our part, we still maintain an embargo on the transfer of 
military equipment to Iran, and we continue to urge other 
nations to do the same. 


Q Including the Soviet Union? 


a Including the Soviets. 
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~ Would the United States welcome a better 
relationship between Iran and the Soviet Union? 
“ I don't believe that's for me to comment on 


Q Any comment on China's refusal to allow Fang 
Lizhi from attending dinner with the President? 


a I don't have anything to add to what Marlin 
Fitzwater and others along on the trip have said. They know 
the details much better than I do 

Q Will Baker be meeting with Waldheia. 

A No 


Q Thank you very much. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1989, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Q The right-wing members of the Salvadoran 
Parliament appear not to accept the negotiations on a peace 
proposal. Do you think that puts an end to it? 


A I don't know that I could really characterize the 
state of play. I wouldn't want to try to do that. As I said 
yesterday, that's something for the Salvadoran political 
leaders to deal with. I think in a democracy it's normal, of 
course, that we're going to have differing views on the part of 
political parties. 


Concerning the overall approach, I've just seen some 
very late things running that says there has been an FMLN 
response of some kind. So, as a consequence, I'm not really in 
a position to analyze what the state of play is at this very 
moment. From a quick reading, it would appear there have been 
some new conditions put forward in response to President 
Duarte's proposal of last night, a new set of conditions. If 
that, in fact, is the case, I would just say at this point it's 
regrettable a chance to end the violence in El Salvador would 
have been missed. 


Q Do you know what those new conditions amount to? 


A I really don't want to try to go into those. 
I've just seen preliminary reports. 


Q Another subject? 
Q No, wait a minute. 


Q Okay, sorry. 


Before you move on, are you ready to comment on 
the FMLN's response which I guess has just come up on the 
wire. But can you not give some indication of whether, even 
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within the government, this is a valid proposal if the Assembly 
rejects it or they -- which is controlled by the opposition 
party. Is this really a proposal? It seems like the 


government is divided. 


4 I say, again, that's the kind of debate one 
expects in a democracy. And given what I have seen, I'm not 
sure I could speak to one party or another to say if a party 
has rejected it, if particular individuals have rejected it. I 
just don't have those kinds of details, and I would leave it to 
the Salvadorans to straighten that out. 


Q One of the main questions seems to be whether 
it's a constitutional proposal, and I'm sure that you have to 
go over that and you assume that the Salvadorans will. But, in 
away, by embracing it yesterday, didn't you get involved in an 
internal constitutional dispute within El Salvador? 


A Absolutely not, and I think I addressed that very 
clearly. 


Q Chuck, before we go. When you say that it would 
be regrettable that this chance to end the violence in El 
Salvador has been missed, that somehow presupposes that these 
conditions that the FMLN are, on the face of it, unacceptable 
to the Duarte government. You've sort of taken this as a 
rejection, and I just want to make sure that -- 


A No, what I'm saying is, if there are new 
conditions -- and I say I'm not in a position to analyze those 
-—- it would be regrettable if this chance were to be missed. 
Because with a will to end the war, it could end at midnight 
tonight. That is the proposal that President Duarte has put on 
the table. It was up to the FMLN to choose, as I said 
yesterday, to accept that or not. That's all I'm saying. But, 
as I say, I can't provide any analysis and I certainly don't 
know what the reaction of the Salvadoran leadership will be. 


Q Isn't there also a problem that Ouarte's offer 
was rather vague? We asked you to outline it yesterday and you 
weren't able to. I have yet to see anywhere an exact account 
of what he's offering. What is the incentive? 


A I have to disagree with you when you say “I'm not 
able to." 


Q Well, could you then? 

A I don't believe it's my role to do that, and I 
have referred you to the Salvadoran leadership and I'm sure 
that they're happy to do that. 


Q Well, if you embrace something, could you say 
what you're embracing? 


A But it's not for me to flesh out their programs. 


. 
J 
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Q It's a problem to even ask questions about 
something if we don't have the exact idea of what's in it, and 
we didn't yesterday. 


A But it is not our proposal and so I'd refer you 
to the authors. 


Q Can I assume -- 


Q No, one more. One of the conditions, as you 
describe it, appears to be that the FMLN wants negotiations to 
take place “in full view" in El Salvador as an interested 
party. Would the United States have any objection to such an 
arrangement? 


A I'm not going to comment on specifics. 
Q Yesterday -- another subject? 


Q Do you see any anything positive in the response 
by the FMLN? 


A You've got all the reaction I can give you at 
this point. 


Q In a general sense, though, regardless of what 
you just said about the possibility of these new conditions, 
does the United States not feel that it's positive, at least, 
the two sides are doing some form of negotiations, there's some 
sort of back-and-forth at this point, that that's a positive 
process in and of itself, that there's some attempt to talk? 


A We have reacted to various things that have 
happened. That's the best I can do. I can't speak to 
motivations, for example, which some people might question in 
some of these cases. 


I'm just trying to get you to say that “we think 
it's good that they're talking." 


Q Is the U.S. in another session with the PLO by 
now -- the one at which you said the U.S. would convey its 
feelings about the latest incident? 


A Yes. Ambassador Pelletreau met today with the 
PLO representative in Tunis, Hakam Ballaoui. 


Q Could you spell his name, by chance? 


4 First name, H-A-K-A-M; then B-A-L-L-A-O-U-I. 
This meeting was originally requested by Mr. Ballaoui. But in 
view of last week's action in south Lebanon, we felt it 
important to get our views across on that particular incident 
to the PLO so Ambassador Pelletreau discussed our views on that 
recent DFLP action in south Lebanon along the lines I 
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described to you yesterday. 


Q Did the conversation go beyond this incident to 
the situation generally, the Middle East situation? Any other 
points covered? 


A I don't have readout on the meeting beyond that. 


Q And can I ask something that I meant to ask 
yesterday, or I realized afterward I should have. There have 
been two such incidents and unless I'm mistaken the State 
Department hasn't come down with a decision yet whether they 
were acts of terrorism or not. Is that correct? 


A We have made our views very clear. Secretary 
Baker has spoken to it directly, so that there is no 
ambivalence about how we feel about it. As I said yesterday, 
we don't condone those types of operations, and we have views 
on what is proper and not proper and those have been expressed 
by Secretary Baker himself. 


Q I have no trouble understanding what your views 
are. But you people have been very legalistic about what the 
PLO had to do to have a dialogue with them, and what they had 
to do was to renounce terrorism. And after they did and you 
began talking to them, Mr. Murphy and others said if they 
resorted to terrorism, these talks would be suspended. 


So apart from the fact that you don't like what has 
been going on, don't you have to make a judgment whether it's 
terrorism or not? 


A No. 


Q Or is it just hotheadedness on their part or 
something? ;' 


a We said from the very start that there were going 
to be things that would have to be addressed on a case-by-case 
basis. That's what we're doing. And as we see the various 
cases that arise, we are making our views known directly to the 
PLO and that's what happened in this case. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Israeli raids on 
PLO bases south of Beirut? 


a This latest sequence of actions and reaction in 
south Lebanon underscores once again the need for agreed-on 
security arrangements that could ensure stability in the region 
and security for the peoples of south Lebanon and northern 
Israel. As I've said previously, we deplore the loss of life 
and needless suffering of innocent people on both sides -- 
Lebanese and Israeli alike. 


Q Was there loss of life in this incident, do you 


know? 
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A I don't have any particular details. 


Q Well, then, the point is the report from the 
attack side was that eight school children had been hurt. 
They're not claiming any loss of life, and usually those claims 
are exaggerated, in the first place. I wondered if the U.S. 
has any independent judgment as to whether anybody was hurt, or 
whether it was just a military strike against PLO, not PLO -- 
it's a Syrian-backed faction. 


A I don't have any independent confirmation. 


Q Chuck, do you have now a code of conduct for the 
PLO, how they should react? Or they are not allowed to react 
to any Israeli aggression, or what? 


A I don't have anything that could be any more 
explicit than what we have said throughout, from the time of 
engaging this particular dialogue -- what the Secretary said a 
few weeks ago very explicitly: Attacks against Israeli 
civilian or military targets, inside or outside of Israel, are 
contrary to the peaceful objectives of the dialogue. We don't 
condone that type of activity. 


Q So even if Israel attacked their bases in south 
Lebanon, they have no right to hit back? 


f°) I've already spoken to actions and reactions. 


Q Two other quick things growing out of the same -- 
before going on to another subject? 


Q Yes. 
Q Okay. 


Q What is the position of the United States 
Government with regard to a comprehensive peace solution in the 
Middle East? 


A We're for it. 


Q I've got a narrower question: Can you give us 
any idea of what the PLO may have said in response to the U.S. 
complaint? And secondly, even if you can't go into other 
subjects, you know, there's been this lingering thing about 
what kind of a discussion is being held. I mean, does it get 
into issues? 


Can you tell us if this meeting, which you no longer 
call a contact, I guess -- whatever it's called -- did it get 
beyond this one incident? Did it get into substance? 


A I don't have any further readout on this meeting 
today. I could only say our Ambassador did raise this one 


issue. 
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Q Could you give us a notion of what the PLO said 
in response? 


a But let's let me go back and say this was at the 
request of the PLO, so we took the occasion of that request to 
raise this issue. 


Q A follow-up to my question: Would you support 
the idea of convening an international peace conference for the 
Middle East with the participation of all concerned parties, 
including PLO and five permanent members of the Security 
Council? 


A Our position on an international peace conference 
hasn't changed. It was most recently reiterated by Secretary 
Baker during a press conference in Tokyo. We continue to 
believe direct negotiations are the objective in the Middle 
East. We have said for quite some time now, if there is a 
constructive role for an international conference on the road 
to direct negotiations, we're willing to take a look at that. 
But that has been a position of some longstanding duration now. 


Q With no changes? 
A No change. 


Q Chuck, back to El Salvador just for a minute -- I 
wonder if you have anything on this report by the Human Rights 
Office of the Catholic Church on a reported attack by the 
military in which they killed a Mexican doctor, four 
paramedics, and several wounded rebels in a rebel field 
hospital? 


A We've seen the reports. We don't have any 
independent information. But we take all of those reports very 
seriously. As you know, human rights is a serious concern, so 
we will be following up and looking at that. 


Q Chuck, the ultimatum drawn up by the military to 
the government in Sudan expired last night. Do you have 
anything on Sudan? 


A I don't really have anything that permits me to 
really comment there. From what we can see, Khartoum remains 
calm. The military is on alert. You have given the state of 
play as you see it. People are watching. 


The military's deadline for action expired February 
27, but was apparently extended for a short time, and it's 
still unclear what is going to happen if Prime Minister Sadiq 
fails to satisfy the military's demands for action on a 
political solution to the war. 


Q Just for the record, would you repeat what's your 
position regarding what's going on in Sudan? 
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A There was a very long statement issued on behalf 
of the Secretary, as well as a fact sheet on Sudan, about two 
weeks ago, so that gives you a very comprehensive update on 
that subject. 


Q But, Chuck, do you condemn the military 
intervention in the democratic life of Sudan? Do you condemn 
it or not? 


A Again, I've given you the reading as best we can 
take it at this point on what's happening in the Sudan. We 
have a worldwide policy which opposes military overthrow of 
democratic governments. That's a longstanding position. 


Q On Africa, may I ask a question, shifting to 
southern Africa? This is in regard to a Washington Times 
article. Is the U.S. Embassy in South Africa making any 
greater efforts to head off further American sanctions against 
South Africa? Is there anything new in that report today? 


A What report are you talking about? 


Q There was a report in the Washington Times 
claiming the U.S. Embassy is taking greater steps to head off 
sanctions. 


:) You should -- 


Q I know. Don't say anything about the Washington 
Times. 


a You should be very wary about -- 


The U.S. Embassy has not submitted any of the analyses 
or policy recommendations attributed to it in that article. 


Q Is that all? Do you have any more that you can 
read on it? 


a The basic thrust of the article that there is a 
degree of fluidity in South African politics at the present 
time is one with which we agree. It does not follow, however, 
that the U.S. should put its South Africa policy “on hold," I 
think were the words used, while hoping that the South 
african Government begins a process of meaningful reform. 


Q Do you have any information on a skirmish between 
“merican soldiers and South Korean dissidents near the DMZ? 


A No, I don't have any details. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the 
Guatemalan president? 


A No. 
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Q Today, Gerasimov said the Soviet Union might be 
in a position to be helpful, or play a helpful role, in the 
Rushdie affair. And he wouldn't be specific except to refer to 
the meeting next week between Shevardnadze and Baker. 


Is the U.S. and the Soviet Union in contact on this? 
And can you shed any light on that? 


a Not that I am aware of in this most recent 
fashion. We, along with the British, did ask the Foreign 
Minister to raise this issue while he was in Tehran. The press 
os poh make no mention of whether or not the subject was 
raised. 


Our position is that we have spoken to these death 
threats. The European Community and many other nations have 
also stood up against unacceptable comments by the leaders of 
Iran. Every civilized nation has an international 
responsibility to state its abhorrence of death threats. No 
responsible member of the community of nations should let them 
go unanswered. 


That is the position we have been putting forward. 
But we don't have any feedback at all. 


Q Any assessment on the severance of relations with 
Britain today, you know what effect that will have on the 
hostages? 


A No. 


Q Anything at all on the situation in Venezuela 
where apparently there's substantial civil unrest following a 
rise in gasoline prices? 


A I don't have any commentary other than to say, as 
always, we have taken a look at whether there's any danger to 
American citizens. We have received no reports of harm or 
injury to American citizens. I could only say Americans 
Planning to travel should be aware public services may be 
seriously affected by the civil unrest. 


Q Do you have any comment on the effect of this on 
the debt situation? 


A No. 


Q Going to Panama, do you have anything on the New 
York Times report -- I guess it was last Friday -- of the 
statements by General Woerner in which he reportedly said that 
the U.S. is ill prepared to deal with Panama right now because 
of a vacuum in Washington? 
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a Nothing specifically, other than to note there is 
a firm, well-established policy toward Panama. The President 
has spoken to it publicly. The Secretary of State has spoken 
to it publicly. Both have said our policy is still premised on 
the fact Noriega has to go; we favor the return of a democratic 
civilian-led government to that country. The sanctions policy 
is in place. So there is in effect a firm, consistent policy 
toward Panama. 


Q So are you in a position to confirm whether these 
remarks are accurate as reported in the New York Times? 


Aa No. I'm not in a position to confirm or deny. 


Q Just a quick follow on that. Has there been any 
discussion between officials close to Noriega and officials in 
the Administration? 


A I don't go into those kinds of questions. 


Q I thought the question that General Woerner was 
raising concerned the attitude of the Administration toward the 
elections in May, and do you have an attitude that you can 
convey to us? 


A I spoke to that explicitly maybe two weeks ago, 
where I outlined how we saw those elections, and what our 
approach to them would be. It's on the record. I'd be happy 
to refer you to the Press Office. 


Q Could you recount, just for the sake of this 
discussion, what that was? 


A Well, I'd normally be happy to, but since 
everybody else here was probably here and heard it, you could 
take a look at the transcript. 


Q Everybody else -- 
Q Level playing field. 
A See? There's a man who remembers the bottom line. 
Q Do you have anything on the meeting between 
Ambassador Lord and the Chinese Foreign Minister on the issue 
of human rights in China as well as Mr. Fang Lizhi's incident? 


A I don't have anything here. I understand at the 
White House briefing there was some discussion of the issue. 


Q Any reaction on the Chinese Foreign Ministry's 
allegation that the U.S. failed to consult with them before 
inviting Mr. Fang Lizhi to the banquet? 


) Again, my answer is that this particular question 
was discussed at the White House. 
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Q Any reaction to the changes in the Vietnamese 
constitution? 
a No. 
Q Any comment on the incident in South Korea today 


in which during the last few hours -- 24 hours in which three 
U.S. soldiers were wrestled to the ground by dissidents? 


a The question was asked. 


Q On Czechoslovakia -- on the sentencing of the 
playwright Vaclav Havel, before the trial the U.S. issued a 
protest. Has there been anything since? Has the United States 
taken the matter up directly with the Czechoslovak Government? 


A I've spoken to that a number of times, and, yes, 
we've raised the issue. 


Q When was the last time you -- 
a I don't know the exact date. 


Q Chuck, on the Rushdie affair, you're saying that 
every responsible nation has an obligation to condemn death 
threats. Does this suggest that nations which have not 
condemned death threats are not acting responsibly. 


A That statement speaks for itself. 


Q Well, I'm just wondering, because a number of 
U.S. allies in the region have not condemned the death threats 
at all and other countries the United States deals with have 
not, and you remarks suggest that in fact it would be 
irresponsible not to -- 


A The statement speaks for itself. 


Do you want to let that implication just sit out 
there? 


A It was in response to a question. I'll leave it 
there. 


Q On the PLO, a PLO representative in Cairo 
asserted that you were well aware that renouncing terrorism 
didn't mean renouncing armed struggle. 


i) Not true. Renouncing armed struggle? I'm not 
sure that's the quote I saw. But in any case, our position on 
what this means is what I restated today, and that has been 
clear from the start of our dialogue. 
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Q Do you have anything on the U.N. report on the 
human rights situation in Cuba -- this was in Geneva -- in 
which it said it couldn't find evidence to support U.S. 
assertions in terms of numbers of political prisoners in Cuba 
and also in terms of the prison conditions themselves? 


a That's not all it said, you would agree. 


Q I was just asking for your comment, at least on 
those points. 


fa My reaction would be to refer you to the White 
House. There was a Presidential statement of some length put 
out yesterday afternoon. 


Q Chuck, I got a longstanding question. Secretary 
Baker said many times that, you know, much more is needed to 


ease restrictions on trade with Russia; that quid pro quo ~~ I 
mean, it requires quid pro guo. So I'm just wondering, what 
specifically he has in mind? Do you know? I mean -- 


a The Secretary did not say that, and in fact he 
specifically, when asked, said there was no linkage, and he 
further explained his view on that subject. You could see the 
— of that in the Press Office if you want to take a 

ook. 


Q Chuck, where does the situation stand on that, by 
the way? 


a I don't know of any new developments since the 
Secretary's return. 


Q So the old policy is still in effect, even though 
the Soviets have left Afghanistan? 


a As far as I'm aware, that's right. 

Q Yes. Because I understood he was surprised by 
how little interest he found in Europe in changing the policy 
except Britain and maybe one or two others. 

a I don't have -- 

Q So there's been no -- 

4 I don't have anything at all. 


Q Is it under review? 


i) I believe I said earlier the Secretary had asked 
for that to be looked at. 


Q Chuck, on that is there a target date, any 
particular meeting, or anything, where the Secretary feels that 
some sort of decision has to be made? 
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a I don't know the target date. 
Q Okay. Thanks. 


Q There's a report that Secretary Baker has 
downgraded the role of the regional Secretaries. They have to 
go through the Deputy or Under Secretary instead of going 
directly to him. Is that correct? 


a I don't try to go into personnel or 
organizational problems, but I believe the Secretary has made 
it clear Assistant Secretaries will have full and adequate 
access to him. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 





i 63é 


‘ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
4 DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
‘? INDEX 
n rch 8 


BRIEFER: Charles Redman 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENT 

Briefing on Int'l Narcotics Control Strategy 

DT cone 0 élaeecetscccececscoeneeeecoeceecoes 

EL SALVADOR 

Army/GoES Unilateral Ceasefire ............665.5. 1 

Continued Rebel Military Activity .............. 1-2 
PLO 

Israeli Prime Minister's Remarks re US-PLO 

Dh Sia itis an) nhs Lie cle d'coobeneegeoeececees 2, 3 

Complaint re Lack of Substance in US Discussions 2, 3, 5 

Latest US-PLO Meeting ... 66 ccc eee nues 3, 4 

Timing of another US-PLO Meeting ............... 4-5 
LEBANON 

Israeli Air Raid against OFLP Installations .... 3 
CSCE 

Briefing for Secretary's Upcoming Trip ......... 4 
SOUTH AFRICA 

New Multi-Racial Neighborhood Laws ............. 5 

Pace of Release of Political Prisoners ......... 5 
GUATEMALA 

US Visit of President ©... 66 eens 5-6 
VENEZUELA 

US Travel Advisory during Price Riots .......... 6 
SUDAN 

Military List of Demands ... 0... cues 6 
ussr 

Offer to Media with Iran on Rushdie affair ..... 6-7, 8 
IRAQ 

Reported Abuse of Children ... 0... cen 7 
EXPORTS 


Department Help to US Tobacco Companies ........ 8 








G37 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #38 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 1, 1989, 12.25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Assistant Secretary of State for International 
Narcotics Matters Ann Wrobleski will conduct a briefing here at 
2:00 p.m. She will discuss the Presidential certification of 
drug-producing and drug-trafficking countries and will provide 
a worldwide assessment of the international narcotics situation 
based on today's release of the International Narcotics Control 
Strategy Report. 2:00 o'clock. 


Jim? 


Q What does the Embassy in San Salvador report 
about a ceasefire or lack of a ceasefire in El Salvador? 


“ Well, I'm really not prepared to tell you what 
the Embassy reports. That stays within confidential channels. 
But let me give you a U.S. Government reaction. 


The decision of the Government and the Armed Forces of 
El Salvador to declare a unilateral ceasefire for three months 
beginning today is extremely positive. This decision by 
President Ouarte and by the Salvadoran armed Forces addresses 
the most critical issue -- as I have pointed out on several 
days now -- that of bringing peace to El Salvador so that a 
democratic and electoral process can move forward. 


President Duarte recognizes the crucial fact that 
violence and democracy don't mix. We're now waiting for the 
guerrillas to demonstrate that they are willing to do the same 
by ceasing their ongoing campaign of terrorism and 
assassination. 


There's at least one report that there was a 
major guerrilla attack on a provincial city. Have you heard 
anything about that? 


a I've seen the same reports. I don't have any 
reason to deny it, but I don't have anything independent on 
that particular report. Throughout this period in which the 
FMLN has been talking peace, their terrorist activities have 
continued to go on in the countryside. and that's why I say 
that the Salvadoran Government has shown its resolve to do 
everything it can to further the cause of peace and democracy, 
in the first instance by showing that violence and democracy 
don't mix. Now let's see what the response is going to be. 








L3k.- 


-2- Wednesday, 3/1/89 


Q Could it be that the guerrilla armed forces are 
not a perfectly disciplined organization, that in fact although 
the leadership seems to have accepted the idea of a ceasefire, 
this may not be convincing to the people in the field? 


aq I don't know that there's any evidence for that 
at all. In fact, I think there is evidence to the contrary 
that shows the FMLN as having said that its program of violence 
will continue. 


Q Does that description, that violence and 
democracy do not mix, apply to other regions of the world or 
just to Central America? 


a I'm talking about Central America. 
Q So it does not apply to other regions. 


A I talk about other countries of the world as the 
situation comes up, but -- 


Chuck, on another country in the world, Shamir in 
an interview with the Washington Times today had some 
statements, including the notion that the U.S. dialogue with 
the PLO is useless. Does the State Department have any 
reflections on what he said -- the Israeli Prime Minister in 


the Washington Times this morning? 
A No. Nothing particular. 


Q Do you believe the language used by Mr. Shamir is 
useful or helpful to the U.S. peace effort to the area? 


A I don't have any reaction. 


Chuck, a PLO official today criticized and blamed 
the U.S. for the recent attacks against Israel by members of 
the DFLP due to the reluctance of the United States to enter 
into a substantive dialogue with the PLO. What do you have to 
say to that? 


a My response would be to repeat what I've said in 
various ways over the past several weeks and what we have said 
from the very start when the decision was made to engage in a 
substantive dialogue with the PLO. The basic approach and 
objective remains the same: that this dialogue is not an end 
in and of itself, as we have said; that to be of use it will 
hopefully produce concrete steps that contribute to peace in 
the Middle East. That remains the fundamental objective as far 
as we're concerned in approaching this dialogue. 


And beyond that, in commenting on some of these 
incidents that we have seen in the past month, we will also use 
these contacts to raise those kinds of issues as they arise on 
a case-by-case basis. So that is how we see the dialogue, and 
that is how we plan to approach it. 
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Q Did the PLO accept your protest against its 
activities in south Lebanon? 


a I don't go into the details of the conversations. 


Q Apparently there are reports that they rejected 
totally what you have asked them. You can't confirm that? 


A No. I don't go into the details of the 
conversations. 


Q Are there limits to the dialogue from the point 
of view of the United States? 


A I think I've described it pretty clearly. I 
don't know what more I could do. We have described what our 
objective is. I've just said it again, so that's what we hope 
that it will produce. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
bombing of southern Lebanon which involved the bombing of a 
school? 

A I answered that question yesterday. 


Q At that point you didn't know that there was a 
school involved, did you? 


A But my answer would be the same. 


Q On the same thing, please. Yesterday you 
characterized the Palestinian attacks against Israel as 
contrary to the peaceful objectives of the United States -- 
that's paraphrasing what you said. Do you see the Israeli 
attacks as consistent with the objectives of the United States 
in that region? 


A I've addressed each of those issues. You have 
the reaction, and they are there. 


Q Can you refresh my memory? 
A You can read the transcript from yesterday. 


Q Chuck, back to Shamir and your description of the 
U.S. intentions in this conversation with the PLO -- you know, 
that hopefully it will produce steps toward peace. Shamir says 
that it has the opposite effect, that it boosts Arafat's 
prestige and prevents other Palestinians from participating. 
Do you have any reflections on whether the mechanism operates 
that way? 


A I have described our objective as we see it. 
Q Chuck, any dialogue is supposed to be a two-way 


street. What's the other side in this dialogue raising as 
subjects with the United States? 
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A We'll see what it produces -- the dialogue. 


Q By the way, a housekeeping question: Are there 
any plans for some sort of a briefing before the Secretary's 
trip? 


a As of now I don't have any plans, but I do have 
it under review. 


Q Chuck, a follow-up on the -- you are not talking 
about the details of what's going on between the PLO and the 
United States, but is it now still on terrorism, nothing beyond 
serrergent Is it going beyond this one point you are raising 
always? 


4 The reason those points have been raised is 
because the incidents have occurred; and, as I said, we will 
raise those kinds of incidents when they occur. But the 
objective of the dialogue is a larger one, as I said earlier. 
And I defined it again, as it has been defined since the 
dialogue decision was made. So, there are at least those two 
elements to the answer. 


Q But since then we haven't seen any reports except 
you are raising terrorism; nothing else. Did you raise any 
other issue -- that's my question -- without going into details? 


A I'll leave my characterizations as they are. 


Q Chuck, when will we see -- I'm not asking a 
specific date -- but when will we see what these talks 
produce? Is it open-ended, or is there some idea of some kind 
of time element in mind? 


a I'm not trying to put a time element on it. I'm 
trying to say our hope is this dialogue will produce concrete 
steps which are able to contribute to peace. So I'm not able 
to put a particular date on that. 


Q What are you doing then to contribute to 
achieving goals in the region? after eight years, I don't know 
what you're doing. Just see if you can help me put something 
together. 


a Well, maybe we can talk afterwards. If you 


haven't absorbed it in eight years, I'm not sure I could do it 
here in two sentences. 


Q On South Africa? 


Q Same subject, please? Just a brief one. 
Yesterday you described the meeting that Pelletreau had 
yesterday as one that the PLO had asked for, and you gave us 
the impression the U.S. used the opportunity to make its 
point. Will there be a follow-up meeting of the sort that the 
PLO wanted, which I take is not to hear a U.S. complaint about 
their activities but they must have something else to say. Is 
there another meeting in the works? 
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A Again, I don't have any specifics to offer in 
terms of timing. But I have described the objectives of the 
dialogue, and I think that is about the best one can do in the 
abstract to answer your question. 


Q It's a continuing process. And it sounds like 
from your description, which you have given us several times 
today, that they're talking about substance, which is what some 
of us have been trying to elicit from the State Department for 
a few weeks now. 


You remember the complaint that the PLO had been led 
to believe this would be a substantive discussion, and of 
course you're unable to give us very much about what goes on at 
those meetings. But if you're looking for these meetings to 
produce concrete steps, it strikes me that you're talking to 
the PLO about the substance of the Arab-Israeli conflict and 
not just about raids, etc. 


a I'm talking to you about the objectives of the 
dialogue. You know why the decision was made, and then we 
described what we saw this dialogue as contributing to, not as 
an end in itself. That remains the same. I think you just 
need to keep in mind that this is still early going in this 
whole process. 


Q Is there any significance behind the change of 
persons representing the PLO with Ambassador Pelletreau? 


a I can't answer that. 

Q Do you know if any differences among the 
representatives of the PLO vis-a-vis the U.S. position in the 
dialogue? 

Aa I can't help you with that. 

Q May I share my question now? On South Africa, 
new laws have gone into effect today about multi-racial 
neighborhoods. Any comment? Any reaction? 


A No, nothing. 





Q Anything on political prisoners? They're 
planning to release some more. Are they moving fast enough, in 
your opinion? 


a Nothing beyond what I've said previously on the 
issue. 


Q Anything today on the visit of the Guatemalan 
President? 


A No. 
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Q Chuck, Burma apparently is leading the world in 
opium production once again. Any comment? And also there was 
some -- 


a There is a briefing at 2:00 o'clock. 


Q Anything on Venezuela? There has been a curfew 
there and suspension of liberties. 


A We have issued a travel advisory for Venezuela 
which states: “The Department of State advises that, due to a 
situation of unrest, including street riots, loss of life, 
looting and destruction of property, U.S. citizens should defer 
travel to Venezuela. American citizens who must travel to 
Venezuela are advised to register with the U.S. Embassy in 
Caracas." 


That's the travel advisory. Beyond that, we have 
received no reports of harm of injury to American citizens. 


Q Does the U.S. have any problem with the debt 
repayment situation? Is it your assessment that that's resaty 
the cause of these riots? 


a I don't have an assessment. 


Q Chuck, back to your statement about “democracy 
and peace [sic] don't mix," do you have anything on Sudan today? 


A I don't have anything particularly remarkable, 
but let me go through what I know. 


Khartoum remains calm, but the military is on full 
alert. Senior military officers met in Khartoum last night and 
issued a statement they stand by their initial list of demands, 
they support the Sudanese constitution, and they cannot 
abrogate their responsibility for safeguarding national 
security which is assigned to them under the Sudanese 
constitution. 


We hope the civilian government and the military can 
resolve this crisis quickly so the country can move forward 
with the critical issues of peace and relief. 


Q Do you know of any foreign intervention anywhere 
in Sudan? 


A I don't have anything in particular. 


Q Are you mediating between the two parties there 
through your embassy or anything? Or are you only bystanders? 


a We are watching. 


Q Any reaction to the story yesterday that 
Shevardnadze diu raise the issue of the Rushdie thing with 
Khomeini, in fact, and Soviet offers to mediate in this? 
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a We have seen the same reports you have. We don't 
have any other details about this Soviet offer as it was 
presented in these various reports. 


As I said, we did ask Mr. Shevardnadze prior to his 
trip to Tehran to raise concerns with the Iranians. We of 
course would study any details that might come forward. But 
from our perspective, the solution to the Rushdie case is very 
simple: [Iranian death threats are unacceptable. We have 
encouraged other countries around the world to speak up on 
this. The United States has spoken up, and we believe it's 
high time the Soviets speak up. 


Q Is an offer of mediation speaking up? 
a As far as one can see, there is nothing here that 


involves mediation. What's required is a condemnation of a 
death threat. It's clearly unacceptable and shouldn't exist. 


Q Are you pleased with some Arab countries saying 
Khomeini does not represent Islam on this issue? 

A I'll let those countries speak for themselves.. 

Q Chuck, a related question -- and if you were 


asked this yesterday, excuse me -- but does the State 
Department have any reaction to Amnesty International's report 
os ~ ro children have been the victims of human rights 
abuses 


a That particular report we haven't seen, and we 
will want to study it carefully. Our most recent report to 
Congress on human rights practices in Iraq points out that 
torture of prisoners appears to be widespread. It cites 
previous Amnesty International reports and makes reference to 
the arrest and disappearance in 1985 of as many as 300 children 
and young people. 


Q Chuck, you said the Soviet Union hasn't still 
spoken out on the Rushdie affair; but yesterday I believe there 
had been demonstrations by a group of writers, I believe. Do 
you think that this is sort of a healthy development? 


a That this is what? 


Q This is a healthy development in the Soviet Union 
in terms of a demonstration against a death threat to a writer? 


a That particular event I really don't have enough 
details on to comment, but I'm talking here about the attitude 
of the Soviet Government. 


Q As the United States did ask Mr. Shevardnadze to 
address this issue with Khomeini and he says he did, do we have 
any idea what was said? 
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a As I say, we have nothing other than what we have 
seen in these reports. This is an issue we'll be raising in 
Vienna when Secretary Baker meets with Mr. Shevardnadze. 


Q Are there any other allies or friends you'd like 
to cite who should speak out in addition to the Soviet Union? 


a Just a general statement. 
Q Does the State Department provide any help to 


U.S. tobacco companies seeking to increase their exports 
overseas? And what's the Department's position on tobacco 


exports? 
A I don't know where that comes from. 
Q Left field. [Laughter] 
é From left field? I agree. 
Q George did a story on it today. 
bis ) I see. No, I don't have anything in particular, 


Perhaps you'd take the question? 
Q Read the wires. [Laughter] 


-- but I'm always happy to walk into things like 
this. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL STRATEGY REPORT 
ANO 
CERTIFICATIONS 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ANN 8. WROBLESKI 
BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS MATTERS 
WEONESDAY, MARCH 1, 1989, 2:02 P. M. 


MR. DENNIS HARTER: Good afternoon, ladies and 
gentlemen. This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing by Ann Wrobleski, 
Director of International Narcotics Matters, concerning the 
International Narcotics Controls Strategy Report and the 
President's determination. For those of you who do not have 
copies of those documents as they were presented today, copies 
are available in the Press Office. Ms. Wrobleski will start 
with a brief opening statement and then will take questions. 


ASST SECRETARY WROBLESKI: Good afternoon. Today the 
President has released his decisions on certification on 
narcotics control cooperation with the United States. 
Twenty-four nations, considered major drug-producing or 
trafficking countries, must be certified on March 1. If they 
are not, they lose 50 percent of their U.S. foreign assistance, 
the U.S. will oppose new or extended loans by the Multilateral 
Development Banks, and a number of discretionary trade 
sanctions can be imposed by the President. 


The President has decided to decertify Burma, Laos, 
Panama, Syria, Afghanistan and Iran. In his judgment, none of 
those countries has cooperated with the United States in drug 
control or taken adequate steps on its own to curb drug 
production. 


A national interest waiver was given to Lebanon. As 
in past years, drug production and trafficking take place 
primarily in Lebanese areas which are controlled by Syria. 
President bush has chosen this year to certify the remaining 
countries on the majors list. However, six of these certified 
countries -- Mexico, Colombia, Boliva, Peru, the Bahamas and 
Paraguay -- were “certified with explanation." 


These are six countries which can and must do more as 
we work together to reduce drug production, trafficking and 
abuse. This year we are also saying that the United States 
doesn't get off scott free: We have a lot to do, and we 
intend, as the President said, to end the scourge of drugs. 
With a new national Director of Orug Control Policy at the 
helm, we will be forging new strategies to reduce drug demand 
in the United States. That will go a long way to increasing 
international cooperation. 
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Secretary Baker, in transmitting the President's 
certification decisions to Congress, says that he and the 
President “are deeply troubled by the state of affairs upon 
which the President based his certification decisions. Despite 
the hard work and dedication of many public servants and 
private citizens, both here and abroad, the international war 
on narcotics is clearly not being won." In putting forth his 
“certifications with explanations," the President has offered 
concrete examples of what works in these six countries and also 
outlined what remains to be done. 


You have copies of those explanations. Let me briefly 
highlight them. ; 


Peru: While commending Peru on eradicating over 5,000 
hectares of coca manually in 1988, the President states that 
"there is need for an even stronger crop control effort in 
1989, including completion of aerial testing of herbicides." 


Paraguay The President commended the progress that 
was made since Paraguay received a national interest 
certification this time last year, including increases in 
seizures and the opening of a DEA office in Asuncion. He 
states, however, that progress still needs to be made in the 
areas of cocaine trafficking and money laundering. We will 
also be closely watching the narcotics control actions of 
Paraguay's new government. 


Mexico: President Bush states that "I share the 
desire of President Salinas for a period of calm, cooperative 
actions against narcotics that builds upon the dialogue that 
was begun in their earlier meeting. I am encouraged by the new 
President's strong public stance against drugs. Mexico is a 
narcotics source country in which cooperative efforts must 
succeed." The certification document points out that progress 
must be made in rooting out corruption, reducing marijuana and 
opium production and pursuing major traffickers. 


: The Colombia Government is praised for its 
remarkable record of seizures in 1988 and its continuing 
marijuana eradication successes in traditional growing areas. 
However, more has to be done to strengthen Colombia's judiciary 
get control of their expanding marijuana and coca crops. 
Traffickers have planted marijuana in non-traditional areas, 
making Colombia once again the primary source of foreign 
marijuana consumed in the United States. 


: While praising Bolivia for their progress in 
eradication this year and the arrest of Roberto Suarez, the 


President noted that coca cultivation has expanded and urged 
the Bolivian Government to do more to reduce that cultivation. 


{he bahamas President Bush commended the Bahamian 
Government for cooperation in OPBAT, but stated that corruption 
continues to be a major concern of ours and urged Prime 


Minister Pindling and his ministers to forcefully address this 
issue and to strengthen unilateral efforts. 
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In addition to the Presidential certifications 
announced today, the Department of State has also released our 
annual International Narcotics Control Strategy Report which 
gives a worldwide assessment of the drug problem. There were 
several striking developments this year. 


For the first time, coca eradication in Peru has 
offset any expansion of the crop which we've estimated has 
expanded by ten percent a year. Peru eradicated 5130 hectares 
of coca by manual means just since September. The Government 
is still committed to conducting an aerial test using 
herbicides. 


Marijuana production in Jamai~~ and Belize remains 
lower than in past years. Both goverr «ts have built on 
eradication progress they have made during the last couple of 
years and have kept marijuana production down. We expect the 
new Manley Government to continue cooperating with the United 
States on both eradication and interdiction. 


Thailand's opium crop was further reduced and 
Pakistan's opium crop did not increase appreciably. We are 
also encouraged by Prime Minister Bhutto's publicly stated 
commitment to reducing opium production and heroin trafficking. 


These individual countries’ progress was complemented 
by international action, most notably the signing of the United 
Nations Convention Against Illicit Trafficking which will be 
useful in helping governments to deal with the transnational 
problems of money laundering, stopping chemical shipments and 
cargo inspection. 


Last year was not without disappointments, however. 

Coca production in Bolivia expanded by over 20 percent, despite 
a good showing on eradication and a major U.S. development 
initiative. Marijuana production in Colombia, significantly 
reduced in the traditional growing areas, increased in other 
parts of the country. With the suspension of U.S. assistance 
to Burma, we now find that 90 percent of the world's opium crop 
is cultivated in areas where the U.S. has little chance of 
influencing production. And while Mexico has increased both 
opium and marijuana eradication, cultivation levels remain high. 


Worldwide drug abuse levels continue to increase. As 
we work toward reducing the U.S. demand for drugs, other 
nations will need to watch their drug abuse trends closely as 
the drug cartels seek new markets. 


During the next year, we will need to assess our 
successes and failures in controlling international narcotics 
production and trafficking. Working closely with the new 
Director of National Orug Control Policy, we will forge a 
strategy that builds on what we've learned. I think this 
year's report will provide a number of guideposts as we assess 
where to go next. 
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I'd be happy to take any questions you might have. 


g Is this lineup of certification and partial 
certification the same as last year? There are no changes? 


a Oh, no, there are changes. Last year, Burma and 
Laos both received national interest certifications as did 


Paraguay. 


The certified countries, with the exception of 
Paraguay, remain the same; and the decertifications with the 
exception of the two that I noted remain the same.. 


Q I'm struck by the passage you quoted from the 
Secretary's letter about -- both Secretary Baker and the 
President -- as “deeply troubled by the state of affairs. The 
fact that the war on narcotics is clearly not being won; that 
they're slipping backwards." 


It seems like fairly strong language for these 
reports. I'm wondering if you could just expound a bit more on 
the background to those statements? 


A I'd be happy to. I think that what the Secretary 
is saying is that as you look at the numbers, if you will, 
particularly on production, what you see is an increase in 
marijuana production, opium production, and coca production. 
What we see correspondingly around the world is an increase in 
drug abuse, and that's been well documented, not just by the 
United States but by the United Nations. 


Those twin increases fuel, of course, an increase in 
the power of the drug trafficking cartels and that, of course, 
worries for destablization questions in this hemisphere and 
elsewhere. Those issues combined to bring the Secretary to his 
conclusion, which I must say based on my experience in talking 
with my colleagues around the world, is an assessment that they 
would share. 


I can't think of anyone from any government who is 
pleased with the way that the international war on drugs is 
being waged. 


Q Can you talk about these decertifications? There 
are some people who say that they're fairly meaningless because 
of the lack of relations or the state of relations with these 
countries you've decertified. 


a I must say we are in a position with the 
countries that we have decertified, where there will be no aid 


at stake this time around. We had, as you know, suspended aid 
in Burma recently, in September. And the others either had no 


aid or in the case of Panama, have had it suspended. 


But I must say that I think that, in my mind, it's two 
separate processes. It's a process where you look at the list 
and you make your decisions, and then it's a process by which 
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the sanctions come into play. In some cases, they apply and in 
some cases they do not. 


Q But what effect do they have if there's no aid 
involved? 


a I think there is a strong statement to be made 
that the United States is publicly criticizing governments for 
not cooperating with the United States and not taking actions 
on their own to curb drug trafficking. 


I must also say from my perspective that the 
President's fairly strong review of six close friends and 
allies is unprecedented. I think that also speaks to the 
— © concern as well as the Secretary's concern on this 

ssue. 


Q On Paraguay, the State Department has an internal 
report which says that based on the Paraguayan police, that 
they themselves consider the President -- the new President -- 
Rodriguez to be the number-one trafficker in the country. Why 
wouldn't that in itself signify non-cooperation? 


A I'm not familiar with the report that you 
mention. I have not seen that. The assessment that is in the 
INCSR is an interagency assessment. State chairs the process. 
But it is an assessment that draws in the intelligence 
community as well as the law enforcement community. That 
assessment speaks to, I think, rampant rumors which the new 
President has denied, and that is what went into the 
certification with explanation whereby the President is saying, 
we want to adopt a wait-and-see attitude and see what kinds of 
actions the President takes and if he follows up. It's rather 
tough rhetoric that we've heard from him over the past month. 


Q You said earlier that the United States didn't 
get off scott free on this one. What does that mean? Are we 
decertifying ourselves? 


a No. I think what we're saying, in particular 
with the appointment on the so-called Orug Czar, the Congress 
is saying what the previous Administration had long held and 
what I think the Bush Administration also holds, which is that 
we need to do more in this country to reduce the consumption of 
drugs; that we play a part in this unfortunate worldwide 
network and that we need to do our share. I think that's 
evident as you tick through the report and also evident in 
statements made by the President. 


Q On Mexico, there are those on the Hill who say 
that to certify Mexico proves that this Administration does not 
make drugs er one in its priorities but makes diplomacy 
number one. How do you respond? 


) Obviously, I don't think that's true. I think 
that our justification for certifying Mexico with an 
explanation -- and that's one of the explanations that we've 
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handed out to you -- recognizes the improvements that the 
Mexicans made in the last calendar year. The numbers are up 
for cocaine seizures, the numbers are up for eradication, the 
numbers are up for arrests. I think you have to take that into 


account when you're looking at any country. 


It also takes into account the tough rhetoric we've 
heard from the new President and some of the actions that he's 
taken as well as the new agreement that we have signed between 
the two governments which was a condition for certification. 
My sense is that that rhetoric should be, and hopefully will 
be, matched over the coming year. 


Q On that subject, do you have any reaction to the 
statements that the attitude, whatever the reason has 
demoralized the DEA personnel in Mexico who feel that they're 
being undercut, this accordingly to a staff report of the House 
Foreign affairs Committee? 


A I haven't seen the staff study. I saw in draft 
but I haven't seen the final. I'd refer you to DEA for any 
comment on that. 


Q You point out that 90 percent of opium production 
now happens in countries where the United States has little or 
no influence. Doesn't that argue for greater contributions to 
the United Nations drug eradication efforts on the part of the 
United States than what we are currently doing? 


As { understand it, our current contribution has 
remained constant and perhaps is even smaller than it used to 


be as a proportion of your budget. 


a I would like to -- and I think that everyone who 
works on this problem -- would like to see the U.N. drug 
control efforts become more effective and become more 
efficient. Of course, we have remained stable over the years 
with our contributions. We are still the second largest 
contributor to the U.N. effort. 


It would argue, I think, for increased contributions 
from around the world for the U.N. efforts, but we are still in 
good stead as contributors to the U.N.'s efforts. 


Q But not increase our contribution if, as you 
point out, the problem is now greater than it used to be? 


A I would say that we would be happy to increase 
our contribution if we had enough money in our budget which 
operates overseas also where we could give an increased 
contribution to the U.N. We haven't reached that point yet. 


Q You say, as I understand it, that things got 
worse in this past year overall in terms of production of 
drugs. Do you expect them to get worse still next year? And, 
specifically, what will the effect be of the Soviet withdrawal 
from Afghanistan? 


A Le ea A Ale 





a Well, in terms of opium production, particularly 
when you look at Iran, afghanistan, Burma, Laos -—-— the 90 
percent that we were talking about earlier -- prospects are not 
‘good for the coming year. 


Afghanistan, I think, worries everyone who is 
interested in this issue because, as we see refugees moving 
back into a war-torn country where there is no strong central 
government, we see them returning to a fairly easy, quick, 
profitable, means of supporting themselves. And therefore the 
prediction is that output of opium will increase out of 
afghanistan which then leads to chain reaction of increased 
heroin moving through Pakistan. 


I would say that we see no indication of a lessening 
of production in Iran or, for the foreseeable future, in Laos 
or in Burma. 


Q On cocaine, worldwide, does it look like it will 
get worse next year? 


a Cocaine is a little bit more difficult because if 
the government of Peru is successful in finding an herbicide 
that proves to be safe and effective, that can be sprayed 
aerially and if that tool is given to the narcotics control 
agencies, we will be able to make a dent in the coca production 
in the Andes, but that remains to be seen. 


Q I thought you completed some of the experiments 
with SPIKE last spring, and you were supposed to have moved on 
to the aerial spraying much sooner. What's holding that up? 


a The Government of Peru, I think in reaction to 
the controversy here in the United States last spring or early 
summer, has moved very cautiously in the area of completing 
these final aerial tests. ees, have appointed an environmental 
commission. They have moved slowly to look at all the 
herbicides that are available. They have not backed off of 
their commitment to test herbicides, but they have not yet done 
so. 


Q They are dragging their feet? 


a Well, I think they want to be pretty sure and 
certain of what they're doing, given the amount of controversy 
that we saw in this country. 


Q How soon would you expect to go ahead with the 
aerial? 


a I don't have a date. Wish I did. 


Q You said that the treaty that was signed between 
Mexico and the United States -- I believe that's the one that 
was signed last week? 
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a Yes. 


_ QQ -— yes, that was a condition for certification. 
Were there other conditions that you presented to the Mexican 


Governme st? 


A No, no, no. There is one condition that has been 
laid down by Congress in the so-called Chiles Amendment, that 
was passed in 1987 but became effective in 1988, and that was 
that every government, to be certified, had to have a bilateral 
agree -nt with the United States, that spoke to specific drug 
goals and objectives, if you were -- eradication, interdiction, 
enforcement, both mutual legal assistance, those kinds of 
issues -- and in most cases, the program agreements that we had 
with governments where we had programs covered that agreement, 
that was not true in Mexico. And therefore, there was the need 
to negotiate a bilateral agreement with Mexico to satisfy the 
conditions of the Chiles Amendment. But that is the only 
pre-condition for certification levied by Congress, and it 
applies to all countries equally. 


Q It often seems that the majority of the world 
does not view the international drug scene with the same alarm 
that the United States does. Do you get the same feeling from 
your perspective? 


4 No, as a matter of fact. And increasingly, what 
I see, particularly in Europe, is concern about the drug 
Situation. There has always been concern from the law 
enforcement community, I[ think around the world, perhaps 
because they see it first. But what I'm seeing more and more 
is concern on the part of foreign ministries. 


I think if you look at the recent actions of the 
United Nations in negotiating 104 countries, negotiating this 
new international treaty on drug trafficking, if you look at 
the fact that the last three economic summits, the topic of 
drug trafficking, drug production, and drug abuse has been on 
agenda for the ministers, as well as the heads of governments, 
to discuss. 


What you're seeing increasingly is attention to 
narcotics as a foreign policy issue around the world. That's 
true, of course, in Latin America, where they are bearing the 
brunt of the trafficking, but also true in Asia, and 
increasingly in Africa, particularly as these governments see 
more and more cocaine coming through their countries and more 
and more cocaine use, and more and more cocaine addiction. 
That is fueling deep concerns on the parts of central 
governments. 


Q Here at home, do you have any figures on how much 
drug consumption relies upon imported drugs, or whether there 
is drug production inside the United States? 
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A You need to remember that the only drug that is 
produced in the United States is marijuana. All of the cocaine 
in the world comes from the Andes. A third of the heroin that 
comes into the United States comes from Mexico. The rest comes 
from Asia. So in terms of what is the impact of imported drugs 
on domestic usage, it's very high. It's probably got to be 
between 90 and 95 percent. 


Q The reason I think of this, I believe there was a 
piece on CBS last evening about a drug called CRANK. 


A CRANK. There's a piece in the Post, yes. 
Q So this is a drug produced in the United States. 
A I think the law -- 


Q In your statement of saying, “There's not only 
increased usage, but also importation," do you see a lessening 


of that? 


A I don't think -- I must say, I don't know that 
the researchers have enough information to see a lessening of 
an imported drug in favor of a domestic drug. I think what 
they're seeing is an increase usage across-the-boards. But let 
me say that the law enforcement community is always quick to 
point out that even if you solve this problem overseas -- say 
that you could do that -- you will still have a drug abuse 
problem in the United States because of crack, because of 
ecstasy, you know, the so-called chemical drugs that can be 
made in a kitchen or in a laboratory. 


Q Well, is the United States a drug exporter at all? 


a We are a transit state, if you will, for some 
marijuana that moves up into Canada, and we're seeing some 
cocaine into the United States, and then bouncing over to 
Europe. But we are, I think, most noteworthy -- if that's the 
right word -- for our consumption. 


MR. HARTER: We'll take two more, one here and one 
back there. 


Q Do you foresee any problems in the Senate or in 
Congress with certifying Mexico this time? 


a Only what I read in the paper. 


I should have said this earlier, Congress has 45 days, 
45 legislative days in which they can overturn by a majority 
vote of both houses the President's decisions. Last year, the 
Senate voted to censure, or sanction, Mexico. The House failed 
to take action on the floor. 


I must say that I don't have a sense as to how the 
Mexican issue is going to resolve itself this year. I must say 
that I think that the President's certifying Mexico with an 
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explanation should be viewed as a strong statement of his 
desire for there to be a better cooperative effort in the 
bilateral program with Mexico. 


Q I have a question about Pakistan: In the 
mid-year report last year, it says that, "President Zia had 
been a strong supporter of anti-narcotics efforts in Pakistan." 
In the report released today, it says on page 23, that “Law 
enforcement agencies ..... have not pursued major traffickers. 
One major dealer is awaiting trial..." 


I'm wondering whether President Zia was, in fact, 
actively pursuing it if there are supposedly many traffickers 


who had never been arrested there? 


a I think that it's fair to say that President Zia 
was a strong supporter of both crop eradication efforts in 
Pakistan as well as enforcement efforts in Pakistan; but the 
issue of major traffickers in Pakistan is one that has eluded 
several leaders in Pakistan, and we are in fact greatly 
encouraged by Mrs. Bhutto's urge, or wanting, to get a hold of 
some of the major traffickers. In fact, I guess we have two in 
jail, one of whom we've asked for extradition for. So she 
seems determined to get at that issue. 


It's difficult -- and this is one of the difficulties 
that Congress has with this issue: we are charged to look at 
eradication; we are charged to look at enforcement, and we are 
charged to look at actions on money-laundering. But there are 
lots and lots of pieces that go into those three broad 
categories; and it is possible to be very successful on 90 
percent of some things, and not successful on 10 percent. 


Q But there are a lot of observers who feel that 
very senior people in the military government were in collusion 
with traffickers because these people were never arrested -- 
they were never put in jail; and so they really did not accept 
this idea that Zia, that the Pakistani Government was serious 
about drugs. 


Aa I think the assessment in the mid-year report was 
an accurate one, in my view. 


Q Have you had any reaction from these countries 
that have been added to the list? Have you had any reaction 
from Burma and Laos? 

a No, not in the last two hours. 


(Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 2:32 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Jim? 


Q It appears that the cease-fire in El Salvador is 
not working. Is that your analysis, as well? 


a First, a reaction to the fact the FMLN has 
rejected this offer to end the violence. That's extremely 
unfortunate. As I said yesterday and as President Ouarte has 
recognized, violence and democracy just don't mix. 


I think the central question throughout this process 
has not been one involving dates or modalities like that, but 
rather the central question concerns whether or not the FMLN is 
willing to participate in a democratic process and to end the 
violence. In view of this latest offer by the government and 
the army of El Salvador, one has to say it is particularly 
suspect -- now that the FMLN has chosen not to accept it and 
not to renounce violence --— whether their initial offers were 
serious or not. 


Concerning the actual situation, the Salvadoran armed 
forces have stated, under the unilateral cease-fire, they are 
not conducting offensive operations; they have pledged not to 
confront the guerrillas. However, the army has indicated it 
will continue to fulfill its responsibility to protect the 
civilian population and private property, and obviously, the 
army also reserves the right to defend itself, if attacked. 


Q and is there any thought, or is there any actual 
attempt to try to salvage the situation by opening talks, 
directly or indirectly with the FMLN? 


a The United States does not have talks or 
negotiations with the FMLN. As with all of the political 
parties, of course we do have contacts in El Salvador, and 
there is an FOR candidate, Mr. Ungo, whom we do have contact 
with. That's another fact here, the FMLN has recognized this 
organization as their political arm. These people have been 
participating in the electoral campaign for weeks now -- 
probably months. 
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Sut in any case, Mr. Ungo is in Washington this week. 
He has met with Department officials and Members of Congress; 
but again, these are neither secret contacts nor negotiations, 
if that's what your question was. 


Q Who did he meet with in the Department. 
a Aas far as I know, people from the Bureau. 


Q Are you responding to the story in El Pais that 
says that State Department officials have held secret talks 
with the FMLN in El Salvador and are planning to continue them 
in Washington this week? 


a As far as we can see, that must be the only thing 
they were making reference to, because those talks are not 
secret, and we have long had contacts with the political 
parties of El Salvador, as we do around the world. 


Q Chuck, what do these talks involve? What have 
you been saying to Ungo? 


a I'm not going to go into the nature of the 
conversations, but it involves the situation in El Salvador, as 
with any political leader. 


Q Well, has he, at least, convinced you he is 
serious about pursuing some sort of democratic electoral 


process? 


a I don't have a particular analysis to offer. 


Q Chuck, the Soviet Ambassador, Dubinin, gave a 
briefing this morning in which he hinted, suggested -- I don't 
know what the exact word is -- that the Soviets were and would 
continue to play a mediating role in the Rushdie affair. I 
wondered how you, how the State Department would characterize 
Soviet actions regarding this affair up to now, and whether it 
would invite any kind of Soviet mediation. 





a I spoke to all those questions yesterday. 
Q I'm sorry, I wasn't here. 
a Okay. 

Q Does the U.S. Administration have well-defined 


= to move to substance in the PLO-USA dialogue in 
unis 


a The same answer applies: we spoke about that at 
length yesterday, and I won't repeat it, but it's all there in 
the transcript. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the complaints made by 
Mr. Hurani who is one of the representatives of the PLO in the 
dialogue with the U.S.? 


a I spoke to the issue yesterday at some length. 


Q Chuck, is it the official assessment of the 
Administration that Libya is going to try to turn the Rabta 
plant back into a pharmaceutical facility? 


a The first point to make, of course, is this Rabta 
facility has been built as a chemical weapons facility -- no 
question about that. I can't go into specific intelligence 
reports, as you know. 


More generally, I would point out what we have said 
previously, which is that a CW plant can be easily modified to 
appear as a legitimate industrial chemical plant, such as a 
pharmaceutical or fertilizer facility. All the traces of Cw 
production could be erased from a plant on extremely short 
notice. That's the reason why any one-time inspection of the 
Rabta facility would do nothing to alleviate concerns about the 
true nature of the plant. 


Q But is it your sense that they are getting out of 
the chemical weapons business? 


a No, not at all. 


Q Is Mr. Baker going to the Hill this afternoon to 
discuss contra aid? 


a He will be consulting with Hill leadership. I, 
however, would not characterize your words as the true nature 


of what he is doing. Let me go over that. 


As you know, of course, Central American policy has 
been under review. The Administration has been consulting with 
the Congress to build a bipartisan basis for a policy which 
would be based on a strategy of giving diplomacy a chance. 
we are now at a stage where we are engaging in talks in even 
greater detail on that particular policy. The focus of the 
policy will be democratization. It will be how to achieve the 
_—_ and objectives that were set forward at Esquipulas and 

poa. 


This is going to be an integrated approach. There 
will be a lot of elements in it. It will focus, as I said, on 
democratization and the goals of Esquipulas and Sapoa. It will 
also address the issue that the Secretary has raised of how to 
create incentives and disincentives regarding Sandinista 
compliance, in view of the many commitments they have 
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made and broken in the past. There will be the need to talk 
about timetables involved in the approach. There will be the 
need to talk about plans for consultations with the Central 
American democracies -- with our allies. Those are the kinds 
of things, then, that are being addressed. 


and, as well, there would be this question of future 
humanitarian aid for the democratic resistance. The President 
and the Secretary have both stated their intention to seek 
continued humanitarian assistance for the Nicaraguan 
resistance, but no decision has been made on that. So, that 
would be an element; but I think you should try to see it in 
the context of this integrated approach I have just described 


I have another question, but on a different 
subject -- the Soviet Ambassador mentioned this morning that 
the United States and the Soviet Union had reached some sort of 
agreement, I believe was his word, that there would be, that 
maybe, starting in August, in a two-step process, there would 
be restoration of embassy staffs at one another's facilities. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


a In what country are we talking now? 


I'm sorry. I mean the Soviet Union -- both 
countries, that there would be restoration of one another's 
staffs, in a two-step process starting in August? 


a I'll have to take a look at that. 


Q Chuck, yesterday in testimony on the Hill, Ed 
Walker alluded to information that you have received from the 
PLO. Can you, first of all, confirm that you have received 
certain information from them at the meeting in Tunis? 


a What I can confirm is that the PLO representative 
did pass some information to Ambassador Pelletreau. That was 
why Mr. Ballaoui requested the meeting. I can't go into the 
information in specific terms or characterize it in any way. I 
can say it did not concern Pan Am 103. 


Q Can you say whether or not it involved security 
and terrorism in any way? 


a Beyond that I'm just not going to characterize it. 


Q Is the U.S. Administration in the process of new 
talks with King Hussein? 


a We always have talks with King Hussein. 


Q Yes. This is taken for granted. 
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a The President saw him in Tokyo last week. 


Q Just after the revival of talk about the 
Jordanian role, it seems that there is something under current 
or -- there is nothing at all? It's just the usual contacts, 
or there is a new effort to push King Hussein for a more 
definitive part to play. 


a I don't know that I can answer the question. 
You're aware of the process of review that's going on which 
includes the Middle East. That's moving fast as well. Sut in 
the context of that, there are a whole range of important 
parties involved. Jordan and King Hussein have been important 
ones, and they will continue to be, [I'msure. Sut that's about 
the best I could do in terms of putting that in context. 


Q The OFLP has claimed responsibility for another 
clash with the Israeli forces in southern Lebanon. Do you have 
a reaction? 


a At this point I could only say we've seen the 
report. 


Q Anything on southern Africa on the race laws or 
the integration of some of the neighborhoods or the political 
prisoners? 


a The only comment I would offer would be on the 
fact the South African Government has commuted the death 
sentences of 16 prisoners. We've seen the reports, but we have 
few other details. If this decision means the Government is 
attempting to ease internal tensions and to improve the overall 
political atmosphere in South Africa, then, obviously, it is a 
move we would welcome. 


Q The Chinese press has been reporting this week 
that during the President's trip to China, he told Premier Li 
Peng he was opposed to an independence movement on Taiwan. Can 
you tell us whether the President did say that, or something to 
that effect? 


a Let me refer you to the Press Office. I think 
someone had a very specific answer to that. 


Chuck, can I ask you: I noticed that the 
Venezuelan President in an interview this morning blamed the 
United States and the other industrialized countries for the 
riots in t country and sayi that democracy's going to 
collapse if they don't restructure the debt payments. Is there 
any comment on that? 


a I didn't see that. I don't have any comment. 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


Q Chuck, there are reports that you've received 
terror threats or warnings of a couple of impending attacks 
against American targets somewhere in Europe which are to be 
carried out by the PFLP-GC. Do you have anything on that? 


r) I don't comment on those kinds of questions. 


Q You said you wouldn't characterize the kind of 
information that was passed to Pelletreau, but can you to the 
extent of saying does it deal with the future relationship, or 
does it deal with specific events that have been transpiring 
over the last -- 


a I just can't pin it down any further. 


Q Chuck, just a quick clarification: When you said 
the Secretary was going to consult with Members of Congress, 
did you mean to suggest he's going to the Hill, or he's not 
going to the Hill this afternoon? 


a I believe he will be on the Hill this afternoon. 
Q But not to discuss Nicaragua, or to -- 


a To discuss this whole process of Central American 
policy as I described it. 


Q Plus other issues, or is it supposedly restricted 
to that one? 


a That's the primary purpose. 
Q Anything updated on Soviet emigration? 


Let me go tg quickly the figures. Thirteen 
thousand Soviets arrived in Vienna from the October 1 beginning 
of the fiscal year to January 31. Three thousand two hundred 
arrived in January. That's included in the 13,000. The vast 
— requested resettlement in the United States. 


Many of these individuals have already proceeded to 
they make formal refugee ———. Some have 
already been approved for 





Rome 
already been interviewed. Some have 
refugee status and travel to the United States. Almost 1,000 
individuals have been offered entrance to the United States 
under public interest parole. 


The fact remains, as I have previously stated, that no 
one is being denied entrance to the United States. As of 
January 31, some 3,400 individuals were awaiting their refugee 
interviews in Rome. An additional 1,850 were approved and 
pending departure to the United States. That means 
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overall the interview pipeline, as at the end of January. was 
about 7,000 -- was less than 7,000, I should say -- 
throughout. There was an article yesterday that did some 
double-counting and came up to a figure of 24,000 which is 
vastly in error. 


Let me also then say on the more general issue that we 
are reviewing our refugee policy and examining several options 
to address the increase in Soviet emigration as well as other 
refugee issues. Included among the options are emergency 
consultations with the Congress, as provided for in the Refugee 
Act of 1980, to raise the FY-89 refugee ceiling for Soviet and 
Eastern European immigrants; and seeking additional funds for 
these numbers as indicated by the Secretary in recert 
Congressional testimony. 


We will consult with the Congress when we have 
specific actions to propose. 


Q Chuck, can you be more specific with regard to 
what you called the “vast majority,” asking to come to the 
United States? Do you have exact numbers? 


a I don't have an exact number for that. 

Q Chuck, on your last answer, I gather by that 
you're not going to change the policy and encourage some of 
them to go to Israel? 


a On that particular question, our policy has 
remained consistent. 


Q That won't change. That's not under review? 

a No change. 

Q Chuck, one clarification. Any increase that you 
would seek from the Congress would be apart from that change in 


the OOP program, the lottery that you had announced 
previously? That would be apart from that, right? 


a What I'm talking about here has to do neither 
with the lottery, as you call it, or with the ODP program. 
Those were numbers we transferred earlier. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Soviet call for a 
special United Nations envoy in the Middle East? 


Q Chuck, is there going to be any sort of briefing 
prior to the Secretary's trip to Vienna? 


a Nothing scheduled for right now 
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Q Could you tell us what the basic objectives are 
in his meeting with Shevardnadze? What subjects you expect him 
to cover? 


. I think the basic answer is that the Secretary 
himself will probably be speaking to reporters as you head off 
to Europe on Saturday morning. But beyond that, I would only 
say this is a get-aquainted meeting, as the Secretary has 
termed it. A number of things we know are going to be raised 
we've talked about them here, including the Middle East, 


Central America. S8ut I'm sure the conversation won't be 
limited to just those two subjects. 


Q Well, it's more than get acquainted. It sounds 
pretty substantive. 


a I think you can get acquainted and have a certain 
amount of substance. The first time we met here, George, I 
answered your questions. 


Q Going back on those Soviet emigre figures, what 
did you say that the pipeline is people -- the figure you gave 
on the pipeline is people only who have requested interviews 
for entry to the United States? 


a I think I understand you correctly. I'm talking 
about those that are in Vienna, those that are in Rome, those 
that are in the pipeline. 

What happened in the particular article I referred to 
is the people counted, Vienna and Rome as separate numbers. In 


fact, those in Rome are the same ones as those in Vienna. They 
have just moved onto Rome. 


Q The figure of 24,000 was provided by the Bureau 
of Refugee Affairs in this building. 


a I have no idea what the source was. 

Q The Bureau of Refugee Affairs. Did you ask them 

a I'll take responsibility for numbers I give. I 
can't do more than that. 

Q Could you get a clarification on that? 

“ These numbers came from them. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(8riefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) - 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me read you the first paragraph of a longer press statement 
which you can pick up in the Press Office. 


U.S. Coordinator for Refugee Affairs, Jonathan Moore, 
will head the U.S. delegation to a preparatory conference on 
Indochinese refugees which will begin in Kuala Lumpur on March 
7. We expect the meeting to lead to the convening by the U.N. 
Secretary General of an international conference on Indochinese 
refugees in the summer. 


The preparatory conference will be attended by 
representatives of the Southeast Asian nations offering 
temporary asylum, the resettlement and donor nations, Vietnam 
and Laos. There are some other details on that meeting. 


Q That's it? A spokesman for the Israeli Foreign 
Ministry said that it has asked the United States to reconsider 
the dialogue with the PLO in light of another apparent 
guerrilla attempt to infiltrate Israel yesterday and the 
earlier four such incidents. Was such a request received, and 
is it being given any consideration? 





a I believe that there was such a meeting to 
address that issue. I don't have any details. 


Let me give you our reaction to this latest DFLP 
attack. You can have copies of this. 


The U.S. views with concern the increasing number of , 
Palestinian attacks in south Lebanon, most recently by the DFLP. 


When the PLO renounced terrorism last December, we 
assumed Mr. Arafat spoke in the name of the PLO's Executive 
Committee and its constituent groups, and that the PLO could 
exercise control over these constituent groups. 
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We recognized from the beginning that some groups and 
factions, particularly those based in Damascus, were opposed to 
the positive evolution in PLO attitudes toward [srael and would 
be trying to undermine the U.S.-PLO dialogue and biock movement 
in the peace process. 


Nonetheless, if the PLO leadership cannot or will not 
exercise such control, it raises questions regarding the 
commitments undertaken in the name of the PLO. Indeed, 
questions about the PLO's ability to carry out their - 
commitments. That's a point we will stress to the PLO. 


Q A follow-up on that. Are we not, in fact, 
recognizing, in fact, that the security strip in south Lebanon 
is being recognized as part of Israel? They do not attack 
Israel proper, as such. 


a I can't help you. 


Q Chuck, you «iy it raises questions. Are those 
questions so basic as to cail into doubt the continuation of 
the U.S.-PLO dialogue? 


2) I'll just stand by what I said in closing: 
That's a point we'll stress to the PLO. 


Q Again, can you tell us when? 


fa No, I can't. There will be future meetings, but 
I don't have any details. 


Q If the attacks were confined to the Lebanese 
territories, how can it be interpreted as an attack against 
Israel? 

a I think I've spoken to the various incidents as 


they have occurred, and I then invite you to take a look at 
today's statement. 


Q Have you seen by any chance the Arafat interview 
that's on the wires now? It has several parts to it. One is ° 
that he doesn't like the criticism the State Department has 
leveled at the PLO; that the PLO will continue, as he puts it, 
to retaliate to Israeli provocation -- I forgot what the third 
point was. But do you have any reaction to that interview, as 
you know it? Do you know of any? 


2) No, I don't have any specific reaction. [I think 
what has been said previously and what has been said today 
would cover it. - 


Q Chuck, can I ask one more thing? What's 
interesting -- one of the things that's interesting about your 
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statement is you seem to operate, again, as if there were two 
PLOs -- there's Arafat, who you think produced some positive 
developments, and sort of others, mostly Syria-oriented 


Are you shaken in your belief that Yasser Arafat is 
willing to accept [Israel's existence, and that Yasser Arafat 
renounces terrorism, and that Yasser Arafat accepts those two 
U.N. resolutions? Have you changed your mind about that? 


ra I really don't have anything that addresses those 
particular questions. [ think I would just, again, invite you 
to take a look at what we've said today. 


Q Chuck, do we recognize any distinction between 
what the PLO calls its armed struggle against Israel and what 


the U.S. calls terrorism? 


A I, again, don't have anything new on those 
particular kinds of questions. 


Q Chuck, do you support -- 

Q Hold it. Let me follow it up. You said that 
when it made its statement, you raised questions about whether 
it was holding to its commitment of last December when it 
renounced terrorism. Now, are you saying they aren't -- 


A We have made clear in our contacts what all that 
means. We've talked about it here as well 


Q Well, are you saying that they are violating 
their commitment of last December by carrying out these attacks? 


A I'm saying exactly what [ said. 
Q Well, what did you say? 

You can have a copy of it. 

Chuck, do you support a pre-emptive strike 
against PLO fighters, or whatever, in south Lebanon or not? 
That's the question. 

a I'm not sure what you're even talking about. 
Q I mean, Israel penetrated into Lebanon and hit 


these people who tried to penetrate inside its territory. Do 
you support a pre-emptive strike of Israel? 


A The whole question of Lebanon is one we have 
often discussed and where we have a position that has been on 
the record for many, many years. 
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Q What I'm saying, do you support this reaction -- 
action and reaction? I thought you condemn it in the past. Do 
you support it now or not? 


4 I've spoken about each of these incidents and 
each of them you have commentary on. 


Q You didn't speak about this last incident, 
because I[srael attacked them and killed them. Do you support 
that -- this pre-emptive strike? 

A My reaction to the last incident is the one ['ve 


just given you. 


Q Chuck, just to tie it up into a neat package: 
Mr. Baker, on the plane, talked about inside/outside and 
civilian and military -- that's the shorthand -- seeing no 
distinction in all four examples of attacks against Israel. I[s 
that the policy, as you understand it today? 


a We've talked about a lot of incidents, and I['ve 
given you a new statement today. Just take a look at it. 


Q Well, he apparently sees no distinction against 
attacking Israelis within Israel proper or outside Israel 
proper. It's the same thing. It's an attack. Doesn't that 
cover Lebanon? 


A I invite you to take a look at the statement 
today. 

Q Chuck, as I understand -- reading between the 
lines of what you read to us -- as I understand the United 


States decided to reassess it on the basis of the Thursday 
incident and not in response to the request from the [sraeli 
Foreign Minister. Is that right? 


fr) That would be correct, yes. 
Q And therefore in these five incidents, do you see 


a continuing pattern that calls into doubt the whole basis for 
the December decision by the United States to set up the 


dialogue? 


A Just look at the statement today 

Q Do you have any specific reaction to the press 
conference yesterday in Damascus by Nayef Hawatneh in which he 
said that this was going to continue under his aegis? 


A Same thing applies. 


Q Chuck, can we have some clarification on the U.S. 
position vis-a-vis south Lebanon? 
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aA I think [I had @ previous question, and my answer 
would be the same. You can ask the question. I pretty well 
can guarantee what the answer is going to be, but please 


Q Well, is the southern part Lebanese territory, or 
is it considered now a part of I[srael, because if the 
Palestinians’ activities were limited to the Lebanese land, 
what right does the Israelis have to attack them inside Lebanon 
and claim it is an attack against Israel? 


a Our pesition on Lebanon is long-standing and has ° 
not changed 


Q Can I go to another subject? 
Q No. 
Q Okay 


Given the statements by some of the radical PLO 
factions that they want to disrupt the process, wouldn't a 
reconsideration of the PLO dialogue be doing exactly what they 
are hoping to achieve? 


A Nothing beyond today's statement 


Q Chuck, does the Administration have plans for a 
broader dialogue with the PLO? Have decisions been made along 
that line? [I mean, the channel is open, but as yet the United 
States has not engaged the PLO in a broader kind of dialogue 
through that channel. 


A We talked about that two days ago where I 
described what our, if you will, broader objective was and 
continues to be; and it hasn't changed 


Q But there are no specific plans to sit down on a 
regular basis with them and to engage in that 


a I don't know what importance you attach to 
"regular basis." I'm not sure what you're saying about that 
But we have spoken a number of times from the beginning about 
how we see this dialogue, and what it ought to do. That hasn't 
changed. 


Q Chuck, can you clarify one point? Do you think 
that renouncing terrorism by PLO means to America that all PLO 
factions should throw away their arms and just surrender, or 
what? I mean, what do you want, I[ mean? 


a I want you to take a lo k a* the statement. ‘ 


Q No, but ['m not underst» cing because you are 
very vague. 
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a Mine doesn't have anything written between the 
lines. Some of you seem to think that, though 


Q No, no. But do you mean that the PLO have no 
right to carry arms? That's it? I mean, what is it? 

. You can have a copy. 

Q Could I try something else, maybe? Let me try to 
fumble through a question on Venezuela. [ guess the best way . 
is to ask you if you have any reaction to the Venezuelan 7 


situation and the Venezuelan president's declaration that he 
will not pay any more of his foreign debt 


a I don't, but [ believe that the White House was 
talking about Venezuela today, so there should be something 
there. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have a statement today on the agreement 
between the United States and the Soviet Union on their 
respective embassies? 


a Let me give you the full history. 
Q Thank you. 


A In October 1986, in the wake of the Daniloff 
affair, the United States imposed equal staffing ceilings of 
225 for each side's embassy, and 26 for each side's consulate 
The new ceilings represented a reduction in the Soviet 
diplomatic personnel in the United States by approximately 80 
positions. 


The Soviet response was an abrupt withdrawal of the 
approximately 200 Soviet citizens employed by our embassy and 
consulate in the Soviet Union These employees have been 
replaced by approximately 90 cleared American personnel . 


Given the progress made in every area of US -Soviet 
relations during 1987 and 1968, the work load at our missions - 
in the USSR increased enormously across-the-board, particularly 
in the consular section, which is now one of the busiest in the 
world. Exchanges activity is also at an all-time high, and the 
verification provisions of the INF Treaty have also increased 
the embassy's work load. 


A recommendation last summer by the U.S. Embassy in 
Moscow to raise the ceiling was studied and refined by an 
inter-agency committee chaired by the Department of State. It - 
was agreed to by all concerned agencies. 
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Agreement on a simultaneous and reciprocal raising of 
the staffing ceilings was reached last month in an exchange of 
diplomatic notes between the U.S. Embassy and the Soviet 
Ministry of Foreign affairs in Moscow 


The first ghase of the increase, raising the ceiling 
to 243 for embassies and to 28 for consulates, went into effect 
on February 1, 1989. The second phase of the increase, raising 
the ceiling to 256 for embassies and 30 for consulates, is 
scheduled to go into effect on August 1. This modest and 
controlled increase in the size of the two embassy staffs -- a - 
total of 35 positions -- should enable both sides to deal with 
the greatly-increased work load they both are facing. 


Q As far as the Americans and Russians, there's no 
change in that business, about who was employed at the two 
embassies and consulates? 


A That's correct. These will continue to be all 
cleared Americans. 


Q Can I ask you this -- if you happen to know -- 
there is talk of new cultural centers. Do you, by any chance, 
since you're on the subject -- there was some reference to it 


in an event last night -- do you know if these will be staffed 
also by nationals in the opposite country, if you know what I 
mean? 


n At this stage, I just don't know what the state 
of play is to answer that specific question. 


Q Chuck, Britain has apparently tried to placate 
the Islamic world and distance itself from the Rushdie novel, 
calling it offensive. Does the US. concur with the British 
view that the book is offensive? 


) I think the British government has said a lot of 
things, not just what you chose to repeat. But we're on the 
record, and I'll just stay with that 


Q But don't you think a book that apparently refers 
to -- compares Britain with Nazi Germany, doesn't the US ° 
consider that offensive since Britain is a key ally of the u S ? 


a I spoke about our views of the book from the very 
first day that I spoke about the issue. So [I'm on the record 
on the subject as we see it, and I'll stick with the United 
States. You can talk to the U.K. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department oeree that the 
U.S. Embassy in Beijing was at fault in the hand 
invitation to the Chinese dissident? 


ing of the - 
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a I don't have any details on that particular 
incident You'd have to talk to the people intimately involved 

Q Well, do yc. feel a little bruised by what -- the 
operation the White House 1s conducting against the State 
Department? 

Aa That one I can answer No 

Q Chuck, the Secretary is meeting with the Union of 7 


Councils of Soviet Jews this morning and another Jewish group 
this afternoon. Do you have anything for us on that meeting? 


a I don't have anything in specific terms This 1s 
part of his preparations for going to Vienna. 


Q Can you tell us what he's talking to them about? 

a I don't have a specific agenda, but the normal 
agenda includes various human rights/humanitarian questions, 
immigration questions and the like. 


Q Do you intend to include a possible waiver of the 
Jackson-Vanik provision? 


Qa I have no idea We've spoken adout that before, 
and so we're on the record. 


Q Has this Administration come out with a position 
on a possible waiver -- on the question of a waiver’ 
a It's been spoken to a number of times I have 


The Secretary has. 


Q Chuck, can I ask you on that subject? There's no 
briefing on the trip. This is his first talk with the Soviet 
Foreign Minister. Is there any change in the four-part agenda 
with what Mr. Shultz used to call “human rights getting pride 
of place,” first subject out of the box? 


a Let me, at this point, reiterate what you just 
said This is the initial meeting, of course. It is expected . 
to cover the entire five-part agenda. As you know, there is a 
fifth part that the Secretary has talked about publicly. So 
that we do expect them to touch on all parts of the agenda, and 
I'm sure that human rights figures prominently. 


Q The fifth part is what? International action on 


“ I'm not sure of the exact terminology, but global - 
international issues, such as the environment. 
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Specifically on that, does the State Department 
take any position on the environmental decision reached in 
Europe on the ozone layer? 


+ No, we don't take any position per se at the 
present time the Administration is in the process of 
considering its position with respect to phasing out 
ozone-depleting substances 


Q And so when he arrives in Vienna, if some of his 
colleagues or counterparts should ask him, he would say 
essentially that the United States has not taken a@ position on 


that issue? 


a The first point to make would be that he is not 
the lead official on this issue, although the State Department 
participates. So that our people are actively working on it 


Q Chuck, also on the Vienna trip, could you tell us 
who else he'll be meeting with besides Mr. Shevardnadze and 
tell us anything about the theme of the speech he is to give on 


Monday? 


-) I don't have the+> details, but I'm sure they'll 
become available tomorrow mo: ..ing when you get on the aircraft 


Q Afternoon or morning? 
A Afternoon Sorry 
Q There was a report yesterday that there were four 


Libyan aircraft which took some arms to Sudan. Do you have 
reaction to that? 


A No. 
Q Any update on the situation in Khartoum? 


4 No, I don't have much by way of update. 
Essentially no change since yesterday Khartoum remains calm, 
but the military is on alert, and there is still the March 5§ 
deadline for action on governmental change imposed by the 
military. 


Q I know you talked many times on the Jackson-Vanik 
Amendment, but what ['d like to know, is the State Department 
actually considering some recommendation onv way or the other 
at present in view of on-going discussion on the matter? 


i) I don't believe so. 


Q You don't believe so. 
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4 But we are on the record in terms of our view of 
the issue. 
Q There's a new report that Stroessner has been 


allowed to come to the US. for a medical checkup or treatment 
4 Not true 


Q Chuck, are you aware of an Israeli planning for a 
larger military scale operation against south Lebanon? 


5 I haven't heard any such thing. 
. Not From the PLO yesterday -- 


“ I saw they said that. We haven't heard anything 
from them. 


Q Do you have any readout, Chuck, on the 
Secretary's consultations on the Hill yesterday the nature 
of the Central American proposal that might be ceveloping. Are 
incentives part of it? 


i) No readout. but I did give you a fairly lengthy 
explanation of the kinds of things he would be talking about 
He did see a number of people on the Hill He will be there 
again today talking to more people 


Q Is there any special reason the German Ambassador 
has come back for the second time this week -- has come back 
the second time this week to see Mr Aarmacost? 


a I'm not aware of it 


Q Are the Libyans changing their plant into a 
pharmaceutical plant? Do you know? 


“ I answered the question yesterday 
Q Yesterday?’ ; 
“ Yes. - 


Q Okay Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 pm ) 
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Q. (T ins, midwa first question)...of having told 
these bres or Five Tif you includee the British and Dutch), 
that he'd report back after he took some soundings. Did he 
make that report? And What did he tell them? 


A. The context of the meeting was that it was agreed during 
his trie to NATO that he would meet with them because they 
wanted <o report to him on their discussions in the area. 

Their impressions from their discussions were, number one; that 
there were new possibilities; that there was a need for 
movement; that they felt the United States had to be active, 
but that they wanted very much to coordinate with the United 
States; and they understood the United States would need to 
continue to take the lead on this but they hoped the mechanism 
for coordination could be worked out. He listened; he welcomed 
their interest in coordination; he emphasized the value of 
coordination--that there is a value in striking out in 
different ways. And he went through the reasoning for the need 
to prepare to have quiet, (inaudible)lower-level discussions, 
not to put too much high level attention from the standpoint of 
a major international conference on this issue... (inaudible). 


Q. (Gap in tape) 


A. They discussed in general preparations for the NATO Summit 
including timing and, in general terms, the elements of the 
comprehensive concept. 


Q. Could I ask about chemical weapons? These weapons that the 
Secretary mentioned being taken out of Gernmany, when are they 
scheduled to be take out and are there plans already in force 
to replace them with binary weapons? 


A. I think they are scheduled for 1992. We are developing 
binary weaapons, it's true, but there is no plan to put 
those..that is, we are not going to pull these...and place them 
in Europe. 


Q. On that same subject, an official in West Germany was 
reported today as saying that the United States had definitely 
commited itself to this accelerated withdrawal of these 
chemical weapons, wherees the Secretary was saying they are 
consideraing a plan to do so. In the face of this confusion, 
could you offer any clarification? 
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A. The speech really speaks for itself on that, which is that 
the President has directed an expiration of an acceleration of 
these weapons. 


Q. But in fact...(inaudible...because the Germans spoke with 
two voices today. They revealed that Chancellor Kohl, in one 
version, told them that the U.S. is going to accelerate, and 
the other is, of course, the version in the speech--we are 
going to explore ways to accelerate. 


A. That wasn't part of the conversation. I guess if it is a 
question of clarifying what the Germans said, you'd probably 
have to ask the Germans. On this, the Baker speech speaks for 
itself. 


Q. What about the phone call? In the phone call, did he... 


A. It was done from his home on Saturday. He talked to him 
from his home before he left on Saturday. 


Q: Did he say anything different than he said in the speech? 
Because the Chairman, certainly in one case, seemed to have 
that impression. 


A. I don't know why he would have. The reason he was calling 
was to talk about the proposal. 


Q. There have been other indications that the Secretary, when 
he made this proposal, was feeling a little more bold than he 
was. Is one reaspon why he didn't say we are unilaterally 
going to do this because we don't want NATO allies doind things 
unilaterally? Is that consideration that we don't want to get 
into waht Hal (?) called the competitive striptease and we 
don't want to...? 


A. No, I think in the speech itself it refers to the fact that 
there are some technical aspects in terms of the legal process 
and how (inaudible)...careful and cautionary steps have to be 
taken...There are questions in terms of storage and there are 
questions in terms of destruction. Those are the factors that 
affect the timing. 


Q. (...inaudible) speeding up? 


A. I think you should deal with these technical 
constraints...determine...(inaudible). There are two aspects 
to that. One is, for the United STates to speed up, the other 
is to use that as the focus for opportunity for the Soviets who 
have quite large stocks threatening Europe to also accelerate 
theic total removal--which he said in the speech. 
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Q. Could you give us some figures? Would this remove all 
chemical weapons and from where in Europe, Germany? Poland? 

Is the U.S. offering to consider speeding up the removal of all 
chemical weapons in West Germany? 


A. In Europe. And they are now in West Germany. 
Q. You don't know how amny we're talking about? 
A. I don't know precisely how many. 


Q. Will this leave us with no chemical weapons in Europe once 
they are all pulled out as you say you don't plan to replace 
them with binary? 


A. There are other countries who have chemical weapons in 
Europe. The French have chemical weapons, but we are comitting 
ourselves to try to accelerate the withdrawal of chemical 
weapons out of Germany.. 


Q. Will the result of this be that NATO will have no chemical 
weapons or that the United States will have no chemical weapons 
in Western Europe when this is done? 


A. I'm not sure of the precise answer on that. I'll have to 
get back and check it. 


Q. Did Secretary Baker give in his discussions today, any 
further response to the Shevardnadze or Eastern proposal as 
Outlines by Mr. Shevardnadze with regard to the conventional 
arms issue, other than saying that he is encouraged by it? Has 
he said any more? or can you give us any further reaction to 
it? 


A. One of the problems is that he was in meetings all day and 
still is in meetings. He hasn't had a chance, obviously, to do 
anything but hear the speech; he hasn't had a chance to closely 
analyze it. I had a chance to talk with him briefly and he had 
some first impressions of the speech. I think they sort of 
fall into categories. He had positive impressions, one of 
which was that Shevardnadze had suggested that the gap between 
the NATO proposal and CFE and Soviet proposal was brideable. 

So that was a positive point. 


Q. Does he agree with that? 


A. FPirst of all, you have to wait and see what the actual 
Soviet porposal is. He has to see the details of what he is 
reacting to. What I am saying is that the impression of the 
Shevardnadze speech is that this was a positive point. I think 








there was another area where he felt--this wasn't entirely new 
but it’s important in terms of the possibility of exploring our 
ability to close gaps--and that was Shevardnadze's discussion 
of the need to come up with a basis on which to resolve the 
data question. Then I think he thought there were a couple of 
negative points in the speech and that related to bringing in 
aircraft, Naval forces, into these negotations. 


Q: Do I understand that according to the NATO proposal of 
40,000 battle tanks refers strictly to the tanks? It doesn't 
refer to the armored...other things? Is that correct? 


A. That's part of it, yes. 


Q. According to the CPE booklets that were put out, that means 
that if our side has 20,000 and their side has 20,000, they 
have something like 34,000 or 43,000, that is definitely quite 
a sloce for them. However the figures show that we only have 
16,453 which would suggest that we could build up. Is that 
correct? 


A. All of NATO, or the U.S? 
Q. It is NATO forces. 


(Another correspondent: could I answer the question? 
There is a footnote under that which tells about tanks in 
storage. If you just add that to what is listed, it brings 
it up to about 21,500.) 


Q. Then the question is, what is the net NATO reduction? Is 
it just a matter of a coupel of thousand? 


A. 95% of current NATO levels. 


Q. This is nothing new. This has been around since the 
December session. 


A. What you are looking at here is the start of the conference 
in which NATO by variation with the Alliance has a particular 
position on the point. Yes, that's the NATO position that has 
been around. 


Q. Sic Geoffrey talked about the proposal. I don't really see 
what's bold about it. 


A. Let's define. If the context is bold versus the last time 
that you heard it, the information is really the same. If the 
context is that you are going to be taking size of reductions 
that you pointed out and that Sir Geoffrey mentioned in his 
speech with very larg asymmetrical reductions that would strike 


me as a bold difference. 
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Q. On the part of the Soviets you are talking about? 


A. Let's put it in perspective. The point here is not the 
numbers. The oint here is the concept of stability. What you 
are doind is you are changing force structure. And you are 
changing force structure in a ways that you are reducing the 
prospect of surprise and you are reducing the prospect of an 
overall invasion capability. 


For forty-five years you've had a tremendous asymmetry in the 
conventional weapons. If that result were likely to be 
achieved, I think it would be a significant one, significant in 
my terminology, and pretty close to boldness. 


Q. A point of clarification. There were some suggestions that 
the U.S., the NATO, proposal is now a little more than 53%, 
between 5 & 10... 


A. It depends on the categories. In tanks, it might be 9%. 
But it is a rough order of magnitude. 5-10% might be right 
across the board. 


Q. If he says 10-15%--Shevardnadze--10-15% above NATO levels, 
is he talking about the cuts that would be deeper, that would 

take you down to a lower number of armored (inaudible)? and so 
forth than is envisioned in the NATO proposal? 


A. I think the answer to that is yes, but again, we'll have to 
see what the full nature of the proposal is when it gets 
spelled out in detail. 


Q. Can you address in a general way if reducing 95% of the 
current NATO numbers is bold and good, why isn't reducint to 
say 85% in Shevardnadze's phase 1 at a lower percentage bolder 
and even better? - 


A. Let me give you a general response. A general response is, 
it depends upon whether or not 85% or the other numbers they 
are talking about are real numbers. This gets back to the 
question of data and how we define weapons categories. It's 
quite possible that what they are proposing represents numbers 
that they would characterize as 85% or lower, but we would 

not. It is reminiscent, just to put it into perspective, of 
when the Soviets originally came in with their proposal in 
START in 1985, with the warhead reductions, they (inaudible...) 
6,000. When you actually cut through how they defined the 
numbers at that point, according to our definition, they would 
have 7500, we would have 3500. Obviously, they defined it ina 
different way. And that gets you to a point where, when we 
talk about these kinds of differences in terms of numbers, 
you've got to see what is being defined, and what they mean by 


it. We don't know that yet. 
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There is also a more general point that both the Secretary and 
I believe Sir Geoffrey made. That is the overall objective is 
to have an effective deterrent in peace and stability at lower 
levels. In evaluating these you also have to look at how the 
cuts in numbers affect those as being the overall objectives. 
For example, from a military perspective--and I don't claim to 
be an expert on this--if you are trying to defend a certain 
front, you may have to calculate that you need certain types of 
defenses that you could have all across your front, 
particularly if you are tyring to defend it on the border if 
the other side could mask weapons for an offensive capability. 
That relates to the questions of what strictures there are that 
would prevent that sort of mobilization and concentration. So, 
the important general point there is that in evaluating 
proposals you are not only looking at numbers. The end 
objectives should be deterrents in peace and stability--at 
lower numbers if possible. 


Q. The Soviet's proposal focuses on the number of men--Western 
proprosals almost ignores or finesses it. Do you see a problem 
that the Soviet proposal is tangible and the West's is vague? 


A. No. Again, this gets back to the whose question of the 
data problem. MBFR during its 14 or so years was stalemated 
precisely on this gestion of how you count and verify troops. 
They gave us numbers that bore no relationship to the numbers 
that we had. 


Also, I think there is an inaccuracy, at least as I understand 
it, in your statement in terms of the NATO Alliance ignoring 
that topic. They believe there would be an association with 
it. But in terms of the primary features of offensive 
capabilities that are verifiable, there is a focus on the 
artillery--the tanks and armored personnel carriers. 


Q. Isn't there any mention of specific reduction of Western 
troops...? 


A. My understanding is, but this is something we would really 
need to check on, but my understanding...Do you know, Phil? 
(Response Inaudible...) 


Q. Will Soviet proposals on eliminating nuclear battlefield 
weaspons cause divisions in the Alliance? (Approximate 
transcription) 
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A. I think the purpose of presenting that proposal is to see 
whether or not possible fissures within the Alliance could be 
developled. I think that is the motivation behind that. From 
my Own personal standpoint, I wouldn't characterize that as 
being one of the more positive elements in there. I think that 
overall we are committed, as the Secretary said when he 
concluded the NATO trip, to working out a comprehensive concept. 


Q. Do you sense Shevardnadze was trying to accommodate the 
Western position? He talked about weapons that the West 
considers de-stabilizing and delays to the second phase...the 
question of troop reductions. Is that accommodation? 
(Approximate translation of question) 


A. When you have enormous advantages in these particular 
categories, and the WEst has made it very clear that there is 
no possibility of making real headway and creating a 
fundamental stability unless you go after issues like tanks, 
artillery and so forth, it seems to me the fact that they are 
willing to put that in is symptomatic of their own sesugastion 
that if they don't do that there is no possibility. 


It's part of the negotiating mandate. It goes back to your 
question too. That was the topic that was not part of the 
negotiating mandate. These other topics are part of the 
negotiating mandate. So all these people are here, and that is 
what they are planning to discss. It was certainly positive 
that he made his comment about the fact that he felt the 
differences were bridgeable--that he focused on those 
categories. 





For 16 years in MBFR the Soviets argued that we always talked 
about equipment and not manpower. Now that we are talking 
about equipment and not manpower what they are going to ask 
for...(inaudible). But they always say in MBFR that that was a 
big flaw in the negotiations...(inaudible). 


Let me make another general point on this. Particularly given 

the history of the other negotiations, the task at hand for the 
negotiations is going to probably be challenging enough. While 
there certainly may be some rhetorical points in some of these 

areas--it seems that the prime focus of the discussions as set 

out in the mandate are those categories of equipment. 


Q. Do you have any idea of how many would be saved from these 
cuts? 


A. No. 


Q. Whay did Sir Geoffrey make the NATO proposal instead of 
Secretary Baker? 














A. Sir Geoffrey spoke first, and as part of his speech he 
clearly laid out the proposal. The Secretary’ second part of 
his speech also laid out some of the details. The Secretary 
also felt it was important for the United States as the leader 
of the Alliance to emphasize some of the topics that form the 
overall differences in terms of the economic and political 
values, and also to talk about some of the points we have 
actually made here about seizing the opportunity to put some 
substance into the new thinking. We could go into it in more 
details, but obviously those categories were in terms of the 
Brehznev doctrine; what we have talked out in Eastern Europe; 
the chemical weapons; and also the environment which is a 
category that we are tyring to add to our overall--the fifth 
pact of our four-part agenda being the transnational issues. 
Rather than being a conscious decision, it was the fact that 
Sir Geoffrey was first to speak. 


END OF BACKGROUND BRIEFING. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: ‘Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


George? 

Q I have no questions. No curiosities. 

a Who's going to warm up the audience? 

Q Any reaction to the reaction of the PLO on your 
position? | 

a No. 


Q Well, what about activating? Are you planning to 
activate the dialogue between the PLO and the United States? 


A The answer would be the same as that I gave last 
week. We discussed it several days running. I described our 
objectives, and how we're approaching it. That all remains 
true today. 


Q Chuck, as long as you're on the PLO subject, as I 
recall in the guidances you've given over the last week or two, 
you have said, I think, two or three times that we hold Arafat 
responsible for the actions of all of the groups that are 
represented within the PLO. Is that correct? 


A You can check the exact words in the transcript. 


Q Yes, but -- I mean, the thrust of it. Is that 
correct? , 


a I would just refer you to the transcript for the 
exact words. 


Q Okay. As I recall, that's a correct statement. 
Similarly, there are reports quoting a senior official in 
Secretary Baker's party this weekend in Vienna who told 
reporters there at a background briefing that we intend to 
continue the dialogue, and that we realize that some of the 
groups have been charged with alleged terrorist activities or 
attacks by groups that Arafat does not control. 
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Isn't there a certain amount of not particularly 
constructive ambiguity or if not outright contradiction between 
those two. points? 


+ It sounds to me pretty familiar. Very much like 
what I said on Friday. 


Q Well, do we -- let me ask you -- let me try it 
again. Do we hold Arafat responsible for the actions of all of 
the groups that are members under the PLO umbrella? 


a We've made a number of statements, John. They're 
on the record. 


Q Right. 


A We made a detailed statement or Friday which 
brought you up to date on the state of play. 


Q Chuck, on the same -- are you going to raise the 
issue of the Palestinian groups that are based in Syria, in 
Damascus, with the Syrian Government for their activities in 
south Lebanon -- the Palestinian groups? 


A We have long been raising those kinds of issues. 

Q But what about recently, because -- 

a It's a continuing part of the dialogue. 

Q Are you demanding the Syrians to seize the 
operation of these groups from Lebanon or from Syria, or what? 
What are you asking the Syrians about? 


6 To exercise control over the groups on their 
territory. 


Q What is their reaction? Did they accept this 
view? 


a I don't go into those kinds of details as to the 
give and take, but this is something we've been discussing for 
a long time. It's not a new subject at all. 


Q But was their reaction positive? 

a I refer you in that context to various briefings 
that I know I have done myself after meetings over the last 
couple of years at the United Nations, for example. 


Q Anything regarding Jabril and Salman Rushdie and 
threats thereto? 














-3- Monday. 3/6/89 


A This is in reference to the threat by Ahmed 
Jabril -- 


Q Yes. 


a 4 -- to execute Salman Rushdie. We condemn this 
threat. Jabril's statement highlights the menace posed by the 
PFLP-GC and by the group's association with Iran 
state-sponsored terrorism. 


This terrorist group is based in Damascus and, 
therefore, the Government of Syria has an cbligation to ~ 
exercise control over the group's actions. We call on Syria to 
take appropriate action to ensure that the PFLP-GC does not 
follow through on this threat. 


Q How do you see the Syrians will apply this -- I 
mean, are you asking them to expel them from there or put them 
in prison or what? 

a I'm not going to go into the operational 
details. I've just stated, however, what we think ought to be 
done. 


Q Chuck, can you give us any sort of sense as to- 
how we made our views known to the Syrians? 


a The common way, through our Ambassador. 


So the Ambassador went in -- Ojerejian went i: to 
the Foreign Ministry and made a formal demarche? 


A I don't know the exact state of play and whether 
I'm talking current tense, present tense or past tense. But, 
if not done, that's what we'll be doing. 

Q In reaction to the threat? 
This message will get to the Syrian authorities. 
No. But it's in connection with the threat? 


That's the question we've been talking about. 


Sa 2s» & °F? 


Yes, indeed. 


Right. But not in -- is it also in connection 
with the Damascus-based groups that may or may not have 
launched incursions into Israeli held parts of Lebanon and 
Israel? 


a That issue was addressed in the statement that I 
made on Friday. ; 
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This is a separate demarche to the Syrians? 


Q 
a I'm talking about this particular issue right 
now. That's all. 


Q Right. And would -- 


a The other issues are the kinds of things that 
also get raised across a wide spectrum. 


Q Was the Charge’ here called in to the State 
Department? 


a I just don't know. 

Q Chuck, what about the PLO? Have we made a 
similar statement or representation to the PLO on this, about 
the Jabril threat? 

a This is the GC. 

Q Chuck, let me begin -- 


Q Some PLO people are asking to come to the United 
States. Have they been offered visas to come? 


a Those are under review -- those visa applications. 


All of them, or some were rejected, some were 
accepted? 


A They're all under review. 
Chuck, you're calling on Syria to exercise 
control over the Palestinian groups based in Damascus. As far 


as the threat against Salman Rushdie or for its -- for their 
operation in south Lebanon? 


A I'm talking about the question that was asked -- 
Q So are you (inaudible) 


a That's what I'm talking about. So I haven't been 
asked to address the other questions, and -- 


Q Did you ask the Syrians to enforce their control 
over the Palestinian groups based on their land, to stop using 
south Lebanon against Israel? 


A I don't have anything particularly new toda I 
believe this question has come in one way or another in t e 


past. 
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Q Chuck, I missed a question a second ago that you 
said visa applications were all under review. Is this 
regarding._the people who are trying to attend the conference at 
Columbia this week? 


— 


a That's right. 


Q The organizers of the conference are saying that 
unless they get their visas in the next 24 to 48 hours, they're 
not going to have enough time to attend. Can you give us any 
sense of what is taking the review so long and when there might 
be some sort of a response? 


a I don't have any particular deadline to offer. 
They're under review. 


Q Can you give us a sense of what is being reviewed? 


a Same thing as always. There are simply laws and 
regulations that have to be applied. That's what we're doing. 


Q Still in the region. Any reaction to the report 
of Arafat's offer to revive the 1981 ceasefire in south Lebanon? 


a No. 


Q There is a report today that the FSX agreement 
may be amended to tighten restrictions on technology transfer 
to Japan. Do you have anything on that? Is that so? 


a No decision has been reached on that. The White 
House was asked the same question and said the same thing. 
It's still under interagency review. 


Q and are you still looking toward March 10 as the 
date by which a decision will be reached? 


a That was the date set out. 


Q Congresswoman Pat Schroeder, who serves on the 
armed Services Committee, expressed a concern last week that 
the Administration may not be ready for these Vienna talks 
because there's no Defense Secretary in place or other 
high-level people in place in the Defense Department. What's 
your response to that? 


a Take a look at what's happening in Vienna. 


Q There are people there; we understand that. The 
question -- 


a There are negotiators there -- 
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7 But you don't have policy-makers there. that they 
really aren't going there prepared to do any serious advancing 
of U.S. defense and foreign policy interests. 





~ There are negotiators there. They have 
instructions. There's a NATO position. It's ready to go on 
the table. Ready to go. 


Q Any comment on the events, recent events in Tibet? 


A We deplore the violence and particularly the use - 
of weapons that has apparently resulted in numerous deaths and 
injuries. We believe the interests of all parties would be 
best served by the restoration of calm and resumption of 
efforts to address the legitimate concerns of the inhabitants 
of Tibet. 


Q Has the State Department made any representation 
to the Chinese about the Tibet issue? 


A As a result of these latest incidents, I don't 
believe there has been any contact. You're aware that we have 
made clear to the Chinese both publicly and privately in the 
past our concern over human rights in Tibet, particularly over 
reports of mistreatment of prisoners. We have also previously 
deplored the use of firearms against unarmed demonstrators. 


In addition, Secretary Baker raised U.S. concern over 
human rights in Tibet in his talks with Foreign Minister Qian. 


Q Do you have a casualty figure? 


a I don't have anything beyond what we have seen in 
press reports. I don't have anything independent. 


Q Is the State Department contemplating making some 
sort of demarche? 


a I would assume that this kind of thing will come 
up. I've made our views known, in any case, publicly here. 


Q On Venezuela, is there any disagreement with the . 
Venezuelan Government and U.S. Government on this bridge loan 
negotiation, or are we simply waiting for details to be worked 
for an announcement later this week? 


a I don't have any specific details on that, and it 
was addressed at the White House. 


Q You indicated our negotiators are in Vienna, 
they're ready to give their positions. These essentially 
represent positions of the Reagan Administration or are there 
some changes with the new Bush people in positions? 
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a These are NATO positions. 
- Chuck, can I go back to the visas just for a 
second and ask you -- they're not all PLO people. Faisal 


Husseint ts not a member of the PLO, or anything like that. 
What's the status of his visa? 


ry I don't have any breakdown of the particular 
requests. 


Q He's not -- I mean, even though he's invited to 
speak on the same platform, though, and probably represents the 
same views, he is not a member of the PLO and therefore doesn't 
fall under the same umbrella as Nabil Sha'‘ath and the other 
people who have been invited. 


a But I just don't know the status of that visa 
request or the others beyond the fact that they're under review. 


Q Can we find out? 

a I'm sure you'll find out. 

Q Chuck, can you check for us by the end of the day? 

A We'll let you know if and when decisions are 
made. I'm not putting any deadlines on it -- end of today or 
end of tomorrow, or whenever. 

Q Are there any restrictions on the PLO coming to 
the States? Are there any restrictions on the PLO to come to 
the United States? 

A Yes. 

Q All of them? 


a Yes. That's why these visas are addressed on a 
case-by-case basis. 


9 What are the restrictions? 


a You can check on that. We went through that in 
great detail. There are laws, regulations. 


Q Who can we quote? 
Q On South Africa, there -- 


a It is congressionally-mandated -- the reason that 
we look at members of the PLO. 


Q But once they're here, can they not travel 
outside or where they're going and -- 
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Aa That depends on their visa. 


2 In South Africa, there is a report about more 
than 4,000 South Africans who died in politically-inspired 
violence .~ Did you have anything on that? 


4a Didn't see that. 


Would you care to look into that so that you can 
comment? 


a No. 
Q Do you have anything on Sudan? 


a On the Sudan, we hope the formation of the new 
coalition will lead to the end of Sudan's political crisis and 
a commitment by the government to engage the SPLA in peace 
negotiation along the lines of the DUP/SPLA Accord at the 
earliest possible opportunity. 


Q Are you also meeting with the SPLA in the south? 
Are you facilitating these contacts, or what? What's your role? 


a Were not mediating. 

Q You are not involved in any way with them? 

a Nothing beyond what I just said. 

Q Chuck, there are a growing number of people on 
Capitol Hill even within the Administration who say that there 
is some sort of paralysis of foreign policy, in part because of 


the length of time the appointments are taking, but also 
because Secretary Baker is conducting a one-man show. 


Do you have any response to that? 
a Serious questions I can deal with. 


Q You don't think that's serious? 
a Mo. 

Q Okay. 

Q 


Along the same line, have you got any kind of a 
breakdown for us of where the various selections he and the 
President have made -- where they stand? How many people have 
been chosen for posts? How many of them are still being 
checked out by the FBI? How many of them are held up so far in 
the Senate? 
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A I don't have the exact details, but I think there 
are something like 60 nominations that have been determined 
that are gt the White House, but how many of them have moved to 
the Senaté, I just don't have that statistic. 


Q Are they being held up at the White House? Is 
there some problem there? 


i I don't know of any problem. I think it's just 
the normal processing that has to go forward. It's still very 
early-going for an administration. 


Q Are you saying that you're ahead of previous 
administrations in this regard? 


a I think that could well be the case when you come 
to the State Department. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Washington Post 
story that there is poor morale in the State Department? 


a I'm smiling here every day. 
Q (Laughter) You're a short-timer. ; 


Q Aa U.S. team was supposed to go to Laos on 
Saturday to search for MIAs. Oid they go in or were they 


prevented? 
A In what country are we? 
Q Laos. 
a There were some excavations that were postponed. 


We regret that the Lao Government has temporarily postponed 
plans for a joint crash site excavation which had been 
scheduled to start March 4. The U.S. and Laos have been 
working together closely to accelerate cooperation to resolve 
the issue of Americans still missing or otherwise unaccounted 


for in Laos. 


There were joint excavations previously conducted in 
Fe of ‘85, February of ‘86, May ‘88, and December ‘88 in 
Laos. hope that the delay of this fifth excavation will be 
brief, and are prepared to send our team of technical experts 
to Laos immediately, once the Lao reschedule this important 
humanitarian effort. 






We also look forward to expanding our dialogue in 
cooperation on narcotics matters. 


Q Did they explain why it was delayed? 
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A The only thing I heard is that it was tied to our 
drug report last week, or whenever that was. 


al 


-_ @Q So you mean the Laotians have delayed the most 
recent. “excavation because Laos was decertified last week? 


A I don't have the exact text of what they said, 
but I think that's the sense. 


Q Is it public? Was their statement made public or 
was it on the wires over the weekend? 


Aa Don't know. 


Q Has this had an impact on the tentative steps 
which were being taken toward improving relations with Laos? 


A I think I've just reacted to it, and I would 
stand by that. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two very brief announcements. As of today, the State 
Department's travel advisory on Venezuela, issued March l, is 
cancelled. 


And secondly, in the Press Office there are copies of 
the Western position paper on the Conventional Forces in Europe 
Talks. This paper gives all of the details concerning the 
rationale for the approach and the way that the NATO approach 
is structured. 


George? 

Q Do you have anything about the article in the 
P on the Freedom of Information and how -~- on the Freedom of 
Information Act -- and how unresponsive the State Department is 


on Freedom of Information Act requests? 


A I think there are some things we could usefully 
clear up. First, the report itself was delivered to the 
Department last night so we don't have enough detail on it at 
this point to be able to comment totally on the substance. 


But I would note something that Representative Wise 
has already stated which is that the Department has shown 
improvement since the GAO study. We have implemented a number 
of management initiatives as a result of the GAO review to 
speed the processing of requests and to decrease the size of 
the backlog. In fact, in the four years since the start of the 
GAO test period, we have been able to reduce our backlog of 
direct FOIA requests to approximately 1,700 requests as of the 
end of last week in comparison with a backlog of 3,700 in the 
beginning of 1988. 


But I think we also should take a closer look at it 
because it is easy to oversimplify the sensitivities and the 
activities that are involved with the State Department FOIA 


program. That oversimplification is demonstrated in some of 
the conclusions that were drawn in today's article that you 


referred to. 
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As you're aware, requests for information concerning 
foreign policy issues must be handled differently from requests 
submitted to other agencies. Among other things, the 
corfidencg-of other nations and their relations with us must be 
considered in most cases. Requests to the State Department 
tend to be voluminous and complex, and the process involved in 
processing these requests is extremely labor-intensive. Of the 
requests completed last year, over 320,000 pages of material 
were retrieved at an average of 241 pages per case. 


For example, the Department received 26 requests from 
a single requester on a single topic. In response, we 
retrieved and processed over 30,000 pages of information. 


Q Chuck, these sensitivities have always been 
there. I think the point made in the GAO report is that the 
backlog has increased in the past few years. 


a I think I gave you statistics which shows the 
backlog has decreased. 


Q Well, there may have been some recent improvement 
but, in fact, the last eight years taken as a whole shows that 
there was an increase in the backlog. 


a I think I've given you the statistics as we have 
them. But, secondly, I think you really have to look seriously 
at the nature of the problem here in the State Department 
compared to almost anywhere else where this is an issue at 
all. What we are trying to do is to balance confidentiality 
that's required in diplomatic conversations and diplomatic 
contacts, which arises in almost all of the documents that we 
deal with, with the legitimate rights of the American people to 
know about the activities of its government. 


I could just give you one other statistic. As part of 
the effort to be responsive, the Department has released over 
one-half million pages of records in the past two years while 
denying in full fewer than 100,000 pages. 


Q Without reference to the GAO report, in my 
particular case one specific cable which has -- which I've 
requested has been pending -- my request has been pending for 
over a year, even though I've specifically identified the cable 
and the date and the addressee and the sender, without any kind 
of response. How would you justify that delay? 


a I urge you not to take individual cases and try 
to make a rule out of them. The report talks about the general 
issue. I have spoken about the general issue, and, yes, there 
is a backlog, and that's what is being worked on. But what 
I've also tried to say in terms of the kinds of conclusions 
that this particular article this morning drew, going beyond 
the backlog and then comparing it elsewhere, I think there are 
other things that you really do need to consider. 
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Q Do you have any information on a U.N. vote in 
Geneva recently, and it was about a separate Palestinian 
state? I think the vote was taken last night or yesterday. 


No. I don't have any information, but I'm sure 
there was an explanation given at the time. 


Q Any decision on the visas for the two PLO people? 


A No. No decision on the PLO people. aA visa has 
been authorized for Mr. Husseini, but he is not a PLO member 
and, therefore, does not require a waiver. 


Q Do you have any idea when a decision on the other 
two will be made? 


A It's being worked on, but I don't want to set a 
deadline. 


Q Do you have anything on the call of the Syrian 
Government yesterday as far as the Jabril group? 


A Nothing beyond what I said yesterday, and this is 
something that our Ambassador will be taking up in Damascus. 


Q But have they responded? 
a I don't know that there's been a meeting yet. 


Q Chuck, on these visas, you say you're not setting 
any deadline, but in fact the people who applied for these 
visas for this meeting, which I think starts this weekend in 
New York -- 


Aa The decision will be responsive to that kind of 


time constraint. What I'm saying is I'm not setting -- I can't 
tell you that a decision will be made at 2:00 o'clock or 4:00 


o'clock or 5:30 or tomorrow morning -- that's all. 


Q But what they're saying is in order to buy an 
airline ticket, they have to have a visa in hand -- I think 
they said by today, which is a deadline -- whether you said it 
or not. Are you going to meet that de facto deadline? 


a I don't know how that, as you say, so-called 
deadline figures into it, but it is being worked. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the situation in 
Tibet? 


a Nothing beyond yesterday. 
Q Well, particularly the Chinese report -- have 


declared martial law. Is that what you had in mind yesterday 
when you called for a restoration of calm? 
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A I'm not really commenting on specific actions. I 
spoke yesterday about some longstanding concerns that we have 
expressed before concerning Tibet, and likewise you reference 
the statement I made yesterday in light of the current 
situation. 


Q Well, as a general principle, does martial law in 
a chaotic, violent situation seem to the State Department to be 
a good idea? 


A I don't have any comment on that particular 
aspect. 


Q Yesterday you said that you were expressing 
concerns, but you did not tell us whether or not they'd been 
communicated directly to the Chinese. Have they now been? 


A I don't know what will happen on that score, if 
anything. But in any case our concerns have been expressed. 
You know what they are. They've been stated publicly here on 
the record. 


Q Could you just go into a little bit of the U.S. 
thinking on sort of treating the Chinese so gingerly when we 
are -- we seem to be much more free-wheeling about criticizing 
other governments for similar kinds of things? 


a I think we've talked about Tibet. I'll stand on 
the record. It's a clear exposition of how we feel about 
that. But beyond that, I believe the President may have spoken 
to the issue during his press conference today in fact. 


Q He didn't. 
a He didn't at all? 


Q It's just that there are -- there was a briefing 
for some Senators, I believe, yesterday or the oer before, and 
some of them emerged unhappy, saying that they felt that human 
rights abuses in Tibet, among other places, were not raised in 
a strong enough way during the visit to China. I wonder how 
does the Administration respond to their criticisms? 


Aa I don't have those criticisms in any other form 
than what you say, and as a consequence I really don't have any 
response. The le question has been addressed both at a 
number of White House briefings in the last couple of weeks, 
and, secondly, I've talked about Tibet a number of times. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Let me simply say that we had a very good 
initial meeting. We had a very broad discussion, and I think 
it was quite substantive. We had one hour of one-on-one, and 
then we had another hour at a plenary session. This meeting 
generally, I think, set the stage for our next meeting which 
I'm sure the Minister has told you will be in Moscow sometime 
during the first two weeks in May. 


I think it is fair to say that these talks were conducted in a 
very positive atmosphere, and this reflected the determination 
of all of us to work together and to cooperate. As we were 
walking out, the Minister characterized our meeting as a good 
beginning, and I would certainly agree with that. I told him, 
as I had told our NATO Allies during the course of my trip 
around Europe a couple of weeks ago, that we believe 


perestroite is good for the Soviet Union, we think it is good 
or the rest of the world, and we hope that the Soviets 
succeed. I also noted our belief that the success of 
perestroika is really dependent upon what the Soviets do and 
not what we in the West do. 





I talked about our desire to expand the agenda of our dialogue 
to include therein those global issues or transnational issues 
which cut across national boundaries, and he agreed that we 
could do that. I laid out our desire to expand some of the 
existing parts of our agenda, such as arms control, so that we 
can deal with problems like missile and chemical weapons 
proliferation. He agreed that we should try to do this. I 
think this is an example of our shared interests in really what 
is basically a North/South problem. 


For further information contact: 
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We raised other parts of our existing agenda beginning with 
human rights, as we always do; made clear that we wanted to see 
continued progress on human rights -- that we'd seen good 
progress up until about December, and then seen very little 
progress over the course of the past couple of months, but that 
we were quite confident once we had the dialogue resumed that 
that progress would continue. 


I stressed our continuing disappointment with some of the 
actions in Berlin. I mentioned these in my speech yesterday -- 
those incidents where GDR guards recently killed a would-be 
escapee and caught another one against the western embankment 
of the Spree River in the British sector of Berlin. 


We talked about bilateral ties, about the importance of 
improving and expanding on those, on the intellectual and 
cultural exchanges. I told him that our START review -- our 
review of the Strategic Arms Talks -- was moving along; that we 
would expect that to be completed toward the end of April; that 
the United States had, in addition to our review of our 
negotiating position on START, to complete a strategic 
modernization review as well. 


With respect to the CFE talks, I pointed out that we are 
determined to see agreenents that change force structures, that 
emphasize defensive force structures, minimize those forces 
such as tanks and artillery that make offensive operations 
thinkable. I pointed out again, as I did in my speech 
yesterday, that we believe the Soviets are moving in this 
direction and that that is encouraging. 


Yes, there are differences between us with respect to how we 
will deal with aircraft, how we will deal with naval forces; 
and there are differences between us with respect to 
short-range nuclear weapons. I would point out to you that 
naval forces and short-range nuclear weapons were expressly 
excluded from the negotiating mandate for these talks. 


We talked about regional conflicts. We talked about the fact 
that this is a part of our agenda that requires special 
attention, although I think it is fair to say that we have made 
some pretty good progress working together on some regional 
conflicts, speaking specifically of what's penne on in Angola 
and Namibia and what has just happened in Afghanistan. 


We talked of the Soviet “new thinking" and the application to 
some of these regional areas. We discussed the Mideast. We 
discussed Central America. We discussed cooperation in the 
Horn of Africa. We made the point that with respect to the new 
thinking we were anxious to see action and not just rhetoric. 
We made the point that we really weren't seeing much sign of 
the new thinking insofar as current Soviet posturing with [ran 
is concerned. We said we wer’, looking for signs of the new 
thinking in Central America as well. 
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We welcomed the Soviet interest in the Middle East. We 
genuinely believe that we can perhaps move toward peace in the 
Middle East by working together, but that it is important that 
we begin a process that has some real chance of success. We 
pointed out our reservations about beginning with a big 
international conference under the glare of the television 
lights, and we said that pushing prematurely for such a 
conference in our view could preempt more promising 
possibilities that might occur down the line. 


Finally, the question of a summit did come up. The United 
States is not ready as yet to set a date for the next summit, 


and I am sure that this is a matter that we will be discussing 
at our next ministerial. 


Now I'd be delighted to respond to your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you spoke of the review on START, but 
do you have any inkling yet on when those talks might resume, 
those negotiations? 


EGRET BEY BAKER I think I said to you, and I said to the 
nister, that that review will be completed by the end of 
April, and upon the completion of that review we will then 
begin to assess when we think those talks should resume. 


Clearly they can't resume until we complete the review, but the 
review will be completed by the end of April. 





: Does the U.S. agree on the Soviet plan of holding an 
international conference on the Middle East? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. I've just spoken to that in quite some 
detail. We think that an international conference could well, 
in fact, be counterproductive. We believe that work at lower 
levels, on the ground, to bring about a climate that can help 
lead to direct negotiations between the parties is what is 
needed. Peace in the Middle East will come from direct 


negotiations between Israelis and Palestinians. 





: What did you mean when you said that you complained 
° e viets about their posturing on Iran? Is that in 
connection with the Rushdie case or other matters? Can you 
expand on that? 


: Wo, I'd rather leave it right there, but it 
does include the matters you mentioned. 


QUESTION: On the question of Central America, did you raise 
the amount of Soviet aid to Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. 
QUESTION: Did you ask them to cut it back? 


ir 
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SECRETARY BAKER: That is a request that has been made before, 
but the answer is yes, we did. We pointed out the fact that 
the United States is not furnishing any military assistance to 
the Resistance in Nicaragua, that the Armed Forces of Nicaragua 
are way out of proportion to anything else that exists in 
Central America, and, in fact, represent a rather significant 
threat to their neighbors. 


T : Just to follow, sir, did you suggest that there 
might be willingness to move on high technology trade on our 
part? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I didn't link it to anything. 
QUESTION: Was there a Soviet response to that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The response was that some consideration 
could be given to cutting back on military assistance to 
Nicaragua if the United States would see fit to eliminate any 
security assistance to other states in Central America, which, 
of course, is not acceptable to the United States by virtue of 
the imbalance that exists as far as Nicaragua and its neighbors 
are concerned. 


QUESTION On the human rights issue, did you mention specific 
cases 





TARY : Yes, we did mention specific cases, as we 
ave in our prior discussions. 


QUESTION: Did you give names? 


DECRETARY BARER I would not want to give you the names 
ecause that's something on which we can expect progress if we 
don't put the names out here in the public arena. 





: Would you care to comment on the EC Troika proposal 
regarding the Middle East? 


SECRETARY BAKER I have the same comments on that as I 
expressed to the EC Troika Ministers yesterday, that I've just 
Given you here. We should be very careful that we do not 
preempt what might be more promising opportunities down the 


line by rushing to a high visibility international conference 
on the Middle East. 


The situation cries out for some hard work on the ground to 
bring about an atmosphere that will be conducive ultimately to 
direct negotiations between the parties. We have a new 
situation in the Middle East. We have a dialogue between the 
United States and the PLO, something that has not existed 
before. We have a certain dynamic, I think, that may provide 
some opportunities, if we are careful about how we go about 
approaching those opportunities. 





———— 








ce 70 
‘ -5- 

QUESTION Mr. Secretary, did you agree on a set of working 

eve 


talks between now and -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: We agreed that we would continue the method 
of handling our dialogue as we have in the past, that when we 


have full-blown ministerials -- and of course this was not one 
of those because it was our initial meeting around the edges of 
the conference here in Vienna -- but we agreed that we would 


have experts accompany us when we have our ministerial meetings 
in the future. 


Thank you very much. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 


Jim? 

Q Do you have any decision yet on the visas for the 
Palestinians? . 

ry Yes, I do. Based on the Department's 


recommendation, the Attorney General has approved a waiver of 
ineligibility for three PLO members coming to the United States 
to attend a conference on the Middle East peace process. 

And when were they notified? 

That is in the process of being done now. 

Who are they? 


Q 

a 

. 

i The names I have are Nabil Sha'th, afif Safiyah, 
and Noha Nicholas Tadros. 

Q 

a 

Q 


What is the conference? 


What is the conference? 





Yes. 


A I don't have all the details on it. It's at 
Columbia University. 


Q Is there any rationale given for the waiver? 


bs As you know, there is a law since 1974 which 
makes membership in the PLO grounds for ineligibility to 
receive a visa. So, as we always do, we apply it ona 
case-by-case basis. That's what was done in this case. 


None of these three has any record of personal 
involvement in terrorist activity. I might also note that all 
three have previously been granted waivers for visas to the 
United States, including one for a conference at Harvard in 
1984. Another one of them, I note here, actually taught and 
did research at Harvard beginning in 1985. 
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Q But Chuck, how could you still honor such a law, 
when in effect you're talking to the PLO, are you saying, then, 
the United States is conducting talks with a terrorist 


organization? 


2 We've explained the nature of our dialogue with 
the PLO. It's a matter of record, and you know that quite 
well. We still have laws and we apply them. 


Q But doesn't the dialogue in itself nullify such a 
law? 


a No. 


Q Will anybody in the State Department meet with 
them when they are here in the United States? 


4 No. 


Q Chuck, wouldn't Yasser Arafat be entitled to a 
visa since you've concluded that he's not engaged in terrorism? 


iy I don't make any judgments in advance. This is 
all dealt with on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Well, then if I asked you if he would be excluded 
as he was last year, your answer would be -- 


i It would be addressed on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Well, does the fact that the PLO has formally 
renounced terrorism enter into the recommendation that was made 


to the Attorney General? 


a I can't go into all the specifics in each 
particular case. As I've said, in this particular case, none 
has any record of personal involvement in terrorist activities. 


Q I mean, it sounds like that whole determination, 
then, of a few months ago is not a factor. 


a As I say, what goes in the decision-making 
process is not something I can go into in total detail; but I 
think in this case -- in any case, we're addressing this on a 
case-by-case basis -- that the reason is clear enough. 


Q Now, wait a minute. The reason is not clear 
enough. Does the change in U.S. thinking about the PLO and the 


decision to open up a dialogue have any influence on the State 
Department's recommendation in these three cases? 


a The short answer is no. 


Q No? 
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A There is a law; it is applied. It has been on 
the books since 1974. These people themselves have gotten 
waivers going back quite some number of years now. They are 
not the only ones. We've given waivers of ineligibility for 
PLO members who travel to the U.S. for private or humanitarian 
reasons, for U.N. business, and on occasion for academic 
reasons, or to attend conferences. 


Q Is there a statistical thing that you can tell us 
about? How often, how frequently do we grant waivers to PLO 
members? 


A I don't have any statistics. I think it is, 
however, notable in this case that all three of these 
particular individuals have been here before. 


Q Will anybody from the State Department or other 
part of the government talk to these fellows while they are in 
New York? 


A I don't know of any plans for that. 


Q When you say they're not personally involved in 
terrorism, do you know if they are members of the various parts 
of the PLO umbrella? By "personal involvement" I guess you 
mean they never shot anybody. But are they part of factions of 
the PLO that indeed have been involved in some activities? 


Aa I don't have that detail. 


Q Chuck, as a matter of bureaucratic 
record-keeping, the State Departmert recommended that the 
waiver be granted, and then the Attorney General acted on the 
State Department recommendation? 


A That's right. 


Q And were any other agencies involved? 


A Not that I'm aware of other than -- the general 
information flow that's needed to make these kinds of decisions 
obviously involves, or can involve other agencies, but the 
statutory process involves the Secretary of State and the 
Attorney General. 


Q Chuck, I thought that yesterday and the day 
before we had been talking about just two PLO members. Where 
did the third one come in? 


a You had been talking about two. (Laughter) I 
had always been talking about three. (Laughter) 


Q Well, you didn't make that clear. 
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“ No one ever asked. 
Q Oh, okay. 


a We like to keep those little ambiguities out 
there just to see if you are on your toes. 


Q Okay. So the three applications were all in at 
the same time? 


A That's right. And the fourth one was Mr. - 
Husseini whom I talked about yesterday. 


Q Is the visa limited only to visiting the New York 
area or will they be able to travel outside? 


A I don't have the exact details. I assume it's 
the way you addressed it, but I don't have the precise details. 


Q Which way, limited or -- 

" -- for the purposes of this conference. 

Q Chuck, can you clarify, did you refuse Abu 
Sharif's visa to this country? I mean Sha'th was in the 
Central Committee, while Abu Sharif was not. So, why did you 
refuse Abu Sharif while you gave Sha'th a visa? 


ms Each one is addressed on a case-by-case basis, 
and I'm not sure that there has been the denial that you're 
talking about. 

Q Did he apply for a visa? 

a Who? 

Q Abu Sharif. 

a I'm not aware of that, but you know there are 
lots of visa requests that come in all around the world, and so 
~ «ow 

Q He did not apply. 


m4 I have trouble tracking them all, but I'm not 
aware of that one. 


Q I mean, did he apply or not? Can you tell me? 
i) Not to my knowledge. 
Q No, no, he did not. ° 


a Your colleague seems well informed, so -- 
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Q The Washington Times, not me. 





Q (inaudible) a dialogue or lack of dialogue, as it 
appears to be, not unfolding? 


a What I have said previously would apply. There 
hasn't been any change in that. 


Q I mean there were complaints from the Palestinian 
side that there is no dialogue of any substance going on. 


A That is exactly the question I addressed last 
week on a couple of occasions. 


Q If it's subject to such a scrutiny, do you mind 
telling us whom the United States is talking to, to a terrorist 
organization or a peaceful organization under the name of the 
PLO? Whom are you talking to? 


A We set out very clearly the reasons why we 
decided to initiate a substantive dialogue when the PLO had 
fulfilled some very long-standing conditions. 


Q So what does that make it, a peaceful 
organization or still a terrorist organization? And if it is 
not, why do you still have to scrutinize verifications and 
still apply the same law you're talking about? 


i Our views on terrorism and violence and the PLO's 
relationship thereto are clearly set out at the time the 
dialogue was initiated, and in the context of some subsequent 
incidents that we've also talked about here. 


Q Chuck, also on the PLO, is it correct that the 
State Department has concluded that the attempted infiltration 


raids from south Lebanon do not constitute terrorism? 


A On that particular issue, take a look at the 
statement we put out on Friday. We have made clear in that 
statement, and in previous statements from the podium, we take 
those incidents very seriously, and we have stressed and 
indicated the importance and the potential impact of those 
kinds of incidents. 


Q Well, in your statement last Friday, my 
recollection is, you said that the actions raised questions, 
but you never specifically said that they constituted terrorism. 


a And the answer is whether or not they raise 
questions, and they are important events, and that's why we've 
talked about them. 


Q Do they constitute acts of terrorism? 
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4 I've addressed that issue previously, and I don't 
have anything new on that. 


Q Do you have the spellings of those three? 


fs Do you want them here or can you check afterwards? 

Q Not all of us work for quarterly magazines. 

Q Let's have a show of hands: how many people here 
work for quarterly magazines? 

(Laughter) 

A All right. Mr. Sha'th. You want -- first name 


Nabil, N-a-b-i-1. I'll spell it and Semann can pronounce it. 
(Laughter) Sha'th. S-h-a-'-t-h. Second one, Noha, N-o-h-a, 
Nicholas -- just like it sounds -- T-a-d-r-o-s. 


Q One “s?" 


A One “s." When there are two s's, I'll say "s, 
$s." 


(Laughter) 
Q Boy, you're feisty, here. (Laughter) 


What can I do when I've got this straight man out 
here? Afif - A-f-i-f Safiyah, S-a-f-i-y-a-h. Moving right 
along -- 


Q Which factions of the PLO do you say, -- these 


are members of the PLO, but they weren't personally engaged in 
terrorism. If you know the members of the PLO, perhaps you 
know which factions they're members of that wasn't engaged in 
oe I can't follow you; I can't follow the line too 
well. 


A But that doesn't bear on the question of granting 
a waiver. 


Q Well, do you think -- maybe we should ask you, is 
their membership in the PLO sort of something that a lot of 
Palestinians are by -- you know, almost by nature -- like we 
join -- like some of you join Rotarians -- (laughter) -- and 
that membership doesn't imply any interest in terrorism at all; 
that they may be totally armchair scholars or something. 


a The only thing you should assume is that since 
1974, there has been a law saying that PLO members are 
ineligible for visas unless they receive a waiver. Therefore, 
these applications, like previous applications, have been 
addressed. The Department has made a recommendation, and in 
this case the Attorney General has acted to grant the waiver of 
ineligibility. 
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Q Well, when you closed down the PLO Information 
Office --— I think that was last year -- do you know if any of 
those people had been engaged in terrorism? 


A I don't know. 
Q Chuck, what's the law on the visas for the waiver? 


A But I think you should refer to the record for 
the very specific reasons that were given in that case. 


Q The basis for the waiver is stated as what in the 
law -- national interest? -- or what's the phrase, do you know? 


A I don't know exactly how that's stated. 


Q Was the Secretary personally involved in this 
recommendation? 


Q Yes. 
Q Chuck, is there a -- 


A But, as you know previously, it is the Secretary 
of State's responsibility to make the recommendation. We went 
through that in a previous case that got some attention. 


Q The Department has evidently decided that the 
incidents on the border -- southern Lebanon -- were not serious 
enough, or were not of a sort that required the dialogue to be 
ended with the PLO. Is there something that you'd care to say 
would be going too far? for example, if there were a 
successful attack inside Israel, would that be going too far? 
Would the dialogue be ended? 


is) I'm not prepared to make those kinds of 
judgments. We have said previously that these kinds of 


incidents will be taken up on a case-by-case basis. In the 

cases that you make reference to, we have had some concerns 

which have been very explicit, which we have talked about here, 

and which we have addressed directly with the PLO. ° 


So there is absolutely no uncertainty concerning the 
seriousness with which we take those issues. That is the 
nature of the beast, and those kinds of things will be 
addressed. We have also talked about the objectives of the 
dialogue as they were set out when the decision was made to 
implement it, and that remains equally valid. 


Q Let's see if the -- I don't know what you call it 
-- the admonition, I suppose, of the previous Administration is 
still standing. Mr. Murphy and several top officials on -- who . 
appeared on television right after the talks with the PLO were 
opened, all said in almost identical terms as if it really had 
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been thought out in advance that if terrorism recurred, the 
U.S. would suspend the dialogue. Now the notion is it's hard 


to define terrorism. 


But does it still stand that if the PLO engages in 
terrorism again, the dialogue will be suspended, or is that in 
limbo, too? 


4 I think our statements made very clear the impact 
that terrorism and violence -- the kinds of incidents that we i 
have been talking about -- can have on the dialogue. So that's 


been said, and I really don't see that I can make it any more 
explicit than that. 


Q Well, you could, because what you're saying is 
you don't like terrorism. You also say, you know, if you 
engage in terrorism, it makes it hard to talk to you, and it 
makes it hard to set up peace talks, and it makes it hard for 
Israelis and Palestinians to get together. But I can't seem to 
hear you say again that if the State Department concludes the 
PLO has reneged on Arafat's statement and has engaged in 
terrorism again, we are not talking to you guys any more. 


A All I can do is point you back to the initiation 
of this dialogue, and we made it very clear at that point why 
we were doing it -- on the basis of assurances, commitments, 
undertaken by the PLO. So we're very clearly on the record on 
the importance of that issue and its relationship to the 
dialogue. 


Q Then why not reiterate it? 
te But I've reiterated it many times since. 


Q But you're not using the specific language which, 
of course, as you know is very important from that podium. 


a Please, take the original language and reiterate 
it. I'd be happy to, but I don't have it with me today. But, 
the approach to the dialogue has not changed. That is the 
bottom line. That's all I can tell you. : 


Q Did you receive an official reg.v from Arafat 
himself about your Friday statement or not? 


a To me personally? 


Q The State Department. You are representing the 
State Department in this. 


a No. But I thought you meant did it arrive in my 
mail box or something. No, I haven't seen anything. . 


Q Is there any delay in the cash flow given to 
Egypt for any reason except IMF agreements? 
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ra It's not because of the IMF agreement. 


Q Not because of it. 


a The first point is that the Administration 
continues to work with the Government of Egypt on putting into 
place an economic reform framework that would facilitate the 
release of U.S. cash transfer assistance. We regard the 
relationship with Egypt as extremely important, both to us as 
well as to the interests of broader stability in the region. 


The cash transfer assistance is held up for the 
reasons that you're probably aware of, which are specified in 
the Appropriations legislation for Fiscal Years ‘88 and ‘89. 
In each of those years, up to $115 million of Egypt's $815 
million in annual economic assistance may be provided in the 
form of cash transfer -- 115 in each of the years. 


The legislation provides for the release of cash 
transfer assistance “with the understanding that Egypt will 
undertake significant economic reforms which are additional to 
those which were undertaken in previous fiscal years." 

Release of the cash funds is not formally tied to an agreement 
between Egypt and the IMF. At the same time, we believe these 
resources would be most productively applied in support of an 
economic reform program which could command broad international 
support, including the support of the IMF, the World Bank and 
other major donors. 


Q Could we have a copy, please? 
a You stopped taking notes. 
Q You went too fast. 


Chuck, don't you think your forcing Egypt to have 
these economic reforms is internal affair of Egypt? You are, 
you know, interfering too much with the internal affair of 
Egypt. Don't you consider that risky for the stability of the 
region? 


i I don't agree with your assessment at all, and I 
think you should just take note of what I have said in 
introducing the subject, in particular the case that we 
continue to work closely with the Government of Egypt on these 
economic reforms. 


Q So, if a government asks another government to 
have economic reforms, this is not interference in its internal 
affairs? 


a It happens all around the world. We're talking 
about international monies. 
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Q Is there any time frame on this hold? Any 
deadline? 


a I don't know of any particular time frame. We 
just need to work through this issue. 


Q When was this decision taken? 


A The decision -- the legislation has been in 
effect for Fiscal Year ‘88 and ‘89. 


Q A group called the Revolutionary Justice 
Organization released a statement today along with pictures of 
two American hostages -- Tracy and Cicippio -- and the 
statement talked about their intention to carry out the threat 
against Salman Rushdie and the British police guarding him. 
Any reaction to that? 


a Only that we condemn death threats from whatever 
source. 

Q Do you see any danger to those two American 
hostages from -- to the association with this statement? 


i) I don't have any other implications at all. 


Q Another follow-up question: Britain has 
announced plans to expel a number of Iranians for security 
reasons, and on Capitol Hill today Oliver Ravello of the FBI 
testified that there are 30,000 Iranians in this country, 
several hundred of whom are believed zealously loyal to the 
Ayatollah, and they are very concerned about them, and have -- 
admit to difficulty monitoring their activities. Are there any 
thoughts on the State Department's part of expelling some 
numbers of Iranians for security reasons? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction today to the Chinese 
declaration of martial law in Tibet? 


A Following up on our conversations here of the 
past several days, we have approached both the Foreign Ministry 
and the State Nationalities affairs Commission. We stressed 
the concern in the U.S. over human rights in Tibet, deplored 
the violence which has led to many deaths and injuries, and 
asked for an assessment of developments in Tibet and the likely 
duration of martial law. While we recognize the right of a 

overnment to maintain order, we object to unwarranted use of 
ethal force. 


Q And could it -- you're not saying that martial 
law is unjustified? 
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A I'm telling you what we have asked for at this 
point. 


Q Well, do you have any criticism of the 
declaration of martial law? 


a I've given you our reaction the day before 
yesterday, as well as today. That's what I have. 


Q There is a report that China is helping Iran to 
build a missile plant capable of manufacturing 
surface-—to-surface missiles with a 500-mile range. Do you have 
anything on it? 


a No. 


Q How about Japan helping -- once again, the story 
of Japan helping build a chemical weapons -- continuing to help 
Libya build chemical weapons? 


‘ We have absolutely no evidence to that effect. 
And as far as I could tell, the story I saw, which I'm sure is 
the same one you're referring to, seems to be a replay of 
something that surfaced last summer which we responded to at 
the time, and what we said then continues to be accurate. We 
talked to the Japanese, as you know, at that time. The 
Japanese Government informed us that it has received assurances 
that there's no intention of further Japanese involvement in 
that project. 








Q So you know of no continuing Japanese involvement 
in the complex, be it in the canister production facility or in 
the chemical weapons facility itself? 


Correct. 


a 
Q You're referring to the Mitsubishi -- 
fa That was the wire I saw. 


Q Do you have any follow up to the Secretary's 
announcement in Vienna about exploring the possibility of 
speeding up the removal of chemical weapons from West Germany? 


a Follow up? 


Q Yeah, it was kind of a vague statement. I'm 
wondering whether you're exploring it and how? 


“ In that sense, no, I don't. As the Secretary 
said, it is a proposal to accelerate removal of chemical weapon 
stocks from the Federal Republic of Germany. We hope to do it : 
sooner than the end of the 1992 schedule that had originally 
been put forward, but I don't have any further details. 
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Q How is the exploration being conducted? Is it in 
talks with the West Cermans? Is it in talks with NATO? [Is it 
within this building? 


Q Talks with the bus driver? Talks with who? 


Q Well, until you started, he was pretty good. 
(Laughter) Most of those would be ways to do that; sure. 


Do you have any timetable when you expect to have 
a decision on this? 


4 No, I don't have a timetable. 


Q Is it safe to assume you are broadly consulting 
with both the technical people in this country and with the 
folks in West Germany? That's your short, basic MO on this? 


a Yes. 


Q Chuck, do you think that the visit by the Prime 
Minister of Sudan to Libya will be helpful in regaining peace 
to Sudan? 


We haven't seen any official announcements of the 
purpose of that trip. But the press reports he was seeking 
equipment for the Sudanese military and political support to 
resolve the current crisis in Khartoum in his favor. From our 
perspective we would like to see Sudan devote its full energies 


to peace and a political solution to the civil war. 

There are urgent issues to be resolved in Khartoum 
since the weekend -- the formation of a new government and a 
definition of its peace agenda. Libya has little to offer 
besides arms. That's not what Sudan needs. 


Q So you are opposing the visit, then, in another 
way? You don't think it's helpful? 


a I've given a reaction. 
Q Do you know of anything on the situation in Sudan? 


i I have a relatively long status report on the 
situation, but [I've seen most of it in the press. 


Q Did you protest to the Sudanese Government for 
this visit of the Prime Minister to Libya? 


a I don't know that there have been any contacts. 


Q President Bush recently announced his intention 
-- his desire to vigorously prosecute those responsible for the 
bookstore bombings in California and New York, but he didn't -- 
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if it turns out that whoever is responsible was simoly carrying 
out the wishes of Ayatollah Khomeini, how would thz* impact? 
Would you stick with prosecution of those involved or might 
this have some implications in terms of our dealings with Iran 
itself? 


a It's a very hypothetical question. I don't have 
anything beyond what the President said. 


Q It seems that the State Department has refused 
visas to the mayor of Managua and the mayor of La Havana. Is 
that a fact, and what is the reason for it? 


A The three mayors were those of Havana, Managua, 
and Panama City to attend a conference on narcotics in New 
York. In all three cases, again, the entry of officials from 
those countries as non-immigrants has been suspended under 
separate Presidential proclamations. 


In this case, we question the seriousness of these 
governments to undertake anti-narcotics cooperation with the 
U.S. In each of these cases, the mayors are in office with the 
sanction of the highest authorities in his or her government. 


Q But do you know anything about them personally? 
Because it seems personal involvement in activities is a 
criteria for whether somebody could come here, apart from the 
organization of the country they belong to. You're barring 
them because of their government's policies? Is that the point? 


i) Again, there are laws. In the case of -- 
Q Well, how about a waiver then? 


a -— these particular people, there are 
Presidential proclamations that were issued pursuant to, among 
other things, Section 212(f) of the Immigration & Nationality 
Act. The Cuban one has been in effect since ‘85, the Noriega 
regime since June of ‘88, and the Nicaraguan entry since 
October of ‘86. So what happens is, you go through the 
process, in this case, under these Presidential proclamations, 
the decision was not to waive the restrictions. 


Q Chuck, you said that you didn't want to let them 
in because they represent their governments. But isn't it 
precisely with their governments that you're going to want to 
cooperate, if you want to deal with narcotics problems? Isn't 
that a reason for admitting them, in fact? 


a No. 


Q Well, could you explain the logic with a little 
bit more lucidity, then? 
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i There are lots of ways to deal with the issue, 
but the governments need to do something before these kinds of 
rewards are going to be handled out. 


Q How does coming to New York to take part in a 
narcotics conference mitigate against the governments doing 
something? It would seem like a commitment, in fact, to do 
something. Just on the face of it, maybe there's something 
else that I'm missing. 


iy There must be. 


Q Well, maybe you could say -- since you're the 
Spokesman, perhaps you could say what I'm missing? 


Aa In each of these cases you -- the Noriega case, 
of course, he and another associate in the Panamanian Defense 
Forces are under indictment on drug charges. The country and 
the Noriega regime have been certified by the President -- they 
have not been certified as fully cooperating in the war on 
drugs. 


The Cuban case: there's evidence of Cuban government 
complicity in the drug trade through either direct involvement 
or granting traffickers permission to use Cuban air space 
and/or territory. U.S. Federal indictments on narcotic charges 
against members of the Government of Cuba remain outstanding. 


There have also been several allegations of Nicaraguan 
government involvement in narcotics trafficking. These are the 
kinds of things that figure in the equation. 


Q But wouldn't it make sense to have them here and 


then to present that to them while they're here and, in fact, 
make an issue of precisely what you want to make an issue of -- 


“a No. 
Q -- rather than exclude them? 
fe These are the mayors of some cities that are ° 


coming. We take the drug war very seriously. There are 
restrictions on the entry of people from these countries. And 
until the countries get serious and we can see some progress, 
then you shouldn't expect to see these kinds of waivers 
granted. That's the lesson to draw out of this. 


Q Why not judge the mayors on whether they have 
ever been involved in the drug trade personally? Apply the 
same personal standard of judgment to them as to the 
Palestinian Liberation Organization? 


a But, again, you always lose yourself when you try 
to go from case to case, country to country, person to person. 
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There are different laws, there are different regulations, 
there are different interests involved in all cases. That's 


just a@ common-sense approach. 
Q Who's sponsoring the conference? 
a I believe it's sponsored by the City of New York. 


Q You mentioned the complicity of the governments 
of Panama and Cuba in drug trafficking. Do you have anything 
there on Nicaragua? 


ra I said there have been several allegations of 
Nicaraguan government involvement in narcotics trafficking. 


Q But D'Escoto and others have offered to cooperate 
with the United States in preventing drug traffic going, 
certainly, through Nicaragua. And, in fact, they've offered 
something -- I think at the last summit conference in £1 
Salvador, I believe there was an agreement on all the Central 
American countries cooperating with the United States. Is 
omg d = away, a kind of rebuff of that offer, or how is it to 

e rea 


iy This is a decision on three people. It's been 
taken on the grounds specified, and I think explained. 


Q By the way, some time ago, I think just after the 
inauguration, the Nicaraguans agreed to give visas to all the 
American officials who had not received them up until then. I 
don't recall -- have you ever responded to that, or is that 
still under study? 


ve Under study. 
But you were chastising them last fall for 
denying alesse to these officials, and now they say you can send 


your replacement envoys. It's been six weeks now and you've 
done nothing about it? 


“ I think we have the right to take a look at it 
after all the months when they did nothing. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DPC #44 


THURSDAY, MARCH 9, 1989, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements: Israel's Foreign Minister Moshe frens will 
be visiting Washington March 12 through 15. On March 13, he 
will have a meeting with Secretary Baker at 11:30 followed by a 
working lunch. The visit reflects the continuing close, 
strong, and cooperative relationship we have with Israel. 


Discussions will focus on the peace process, regional, and 
bilateral issues. Any questions on that? 


Q How soon will the Prime Minister visit? 


A I don't have any further announcements on other 
visits. 


Q Chuck, do you expect that the PLO-U.S. dialogue 
to be on the agenda of talks? 


A The agenda is what I gave you: the peace 
process, regional, and bilateral issues. 


Q Chuck, what was the date, again, of the meeting? 


A Here in the Department, March 13. 


I have the pleasure of announcing that Secretary 
Baker has appointed Richard A. Boucher, a career Foreign 
Service Office, as Deputy Spokesman of the Department. 


Mr. Boucher is current Deputy Director for Political 
Affairs of the Office of European Security and Political 
Affairs. He entered the Foreign Service in 1977. He has also 
served in Canton and Shanghai. In Washington, he has served in 
the Economic Bureau's Office of East-West Trade; on the China 
Desk; and as a Senior Watch Officer in the Operations Center. 


There is a short press statement available in the 
Press Office with some more biographical details. 
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Q How do you spell Boucher -- B-A-U-C -- 


A No. 8-O-U-C-H-E-R. 


Q When does he come on board? He. has be confirmed 
for the Deputy position? 

A No, he does not need to be confirmed. He will be 
taking up his duties shortly. I expect that to be a matter of 
weeks -- as opposed to days or months. 


Q Okay, that's it? 
A Yes. 


Q A couple of things. Do you have any comment on 
the Soviet Union's decision to submit to allow human rights 
cases to be adjudicated by the World Court? 


A The Department welcomes any step in the 
submission of disputes of this kind to binding decision by a 
neutral body such as the International Court of Justice. 
Indeed, we have proposed to the Soviet Union that the five 
Permanent Members of the U.N. Security Council accept the 
jurisdiction of the court under a large number of treaties and 
international agreements. We hope they will agree to this more 
comprehensive and institutionally-important proposal. 


Q What is the stand with the United States? Does a 
reservation for Central America still hold, as far as the 
United States is concerned, in the World Court? 


| A I haven't looked at that. I assume so. But, in 
any case, the basic U.S. position is we have agreed to ICJ 
jurisdiction over a whole lot of treaties, a lot more than are 
specified in this most recent Soviet position. But it's, as I 
said, on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Aren't you just -- didn't you just call on the 
Soviets to accept a more comprehensive number -- 


A That's right. And we have, ourselves accepted a 
much more comprehensive list. 


Q You would have no objection, I take it, then if 
the Soviets also did that on a case-by-case basis? You just 
said the U.S. does it on a case-by-case basis. Or are you 
asking -- 





a Each country is going to approach this in its own 
way. We have some we don't accept. We have a lot we do. The 
Soviets have taken this step now of specifying a few, and we 
would like to see that move further, and then I referred to our 
proposal of the five Permanent Members of the U.N. Security 
Council. 
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Q Does the United States accept the jurisdiction of 
the court in human rights cases? 


Aa I'm not sure what that is in reference to. 


Q Allegations that the United States might be 
violating human rights -- of the American Indians, for example? 


A You would have to specify which treaty or 
agreement it is you're talking about and then we could check 
with the Legal Office to find out what our position is on that ° 
particular one. 


Q Well, for example, the Soviets have raised, in 
the past, allegations that the United States Government is 
violating the rights of native Americans -- Indians? 


A As I say, on specific treaties or conventions, 
we'd have to check with the Legal Office to see what our stand 
is. 


Q Could you find out on this specific list? 


A Do you have the convention that you're talking 
about in mind? Maybe the Legal people can find it. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on remarks made by 
Mr. Shamir yesterday to the effect that one day the Arab 
territories, West Bank and Gaza Strip, will be a part of Israel? 


A No. 

Q No comment? 

a No. 

Q Chuck, does that agree with U.S. policy, that -- 
is I'm just saying I have “no comment" on those 


remarks. You know what the U.S. position is. 
Q It's somewhat different than those remarks? 


You can check that out. That's a matter of 
record. 


Q On the Middle East, do you have any comment on 
the report by the -- I believe it's the Jaffe Center for 
Strategic Studies in Israel which urged Israel to hold talks 
with the PLO? 


A No. 
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Q Is the U.S. doing anything to help the Prime 
Minister of Lebanon, General Aoun, to impose legal authority 
across the country? He accused Syria in an interview of 
hampering his efforts by supporting its local militias in 
Lebanon. 


a I don't have anything different to offer than 
what we have previously said about our support for the whole 
Situation in Lebanon. 


Q Can you take the question and fird out if there 
is anything going on between the United States and Syria to ° 
convince it to cooperate or get out, or something, because he's 
vowing to continue his confrontation, which I find inconsistent 
with American policy against foreign occupation of Lebanon? 


A No, I don't have any specific comment on these 
kinds of individual issues. 


Q Any comment on the electrocution of a Palestinian 
on the West Bank, and apparently he -- 


i) I haven't seen that. 


-—- was made to climb up an electrical pole and he 
was electrocuted? 


A I haven't seen that report. 


Q Is a meeting scheduled between Ambassador 
Pelletreau and a PLO representative on March 15? 


A Nothing has been scheduled yet. We have asked 
Ambassador Pelletreau to be in the process of arranging a 
meeting. I don't know when that will happen. I don't believe 
that will be the date, but we don't know yet. This would be, 
if you will, the second formal meeting with the PLO. 


Q The PLO has announced -- 


A This would be the continuation of the dialogue 
that we have been talking about all along. 


Q Could you outline what kinds of issues might be 
discussed in that dialogue at the second meeting? 


Aa Not in specific terms. But you know that the 
purpose of the dialogue is aimed at making some constructive 
progress toward peace in the Middle East. That is the general 
objective, so that gives you an idea of the nature of the 
discussion. 


Q The PLO has said that the meeting will take place . 
March 15. 
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a I saw that, but I'm not in a position to confirm 
that. We'll let you know if that, in fact, turns out to be the 


date. 


Q Chuck, if the meetings in between the first 
meeting and the next one to be held in mid-March are not formal 
meetings, does this mean that the statements made by the 
American side were not as formal as one should take them? 


a No. 
Q They were formal -- 


A You're using “formal” in a different sense. 
Official contacts are official contacts. 


Q Chuck, is this meeting, formal and informal, 
that's the sixth now, or what? It was more than six meetings, 
or what? Do you have a count for them? 


A I believe we're up -- this would be the fifth, I 
believe, total, if you take the informal contacts and the two 
meetings .* 


Q How do you characterize the distinction between 
the two kinds of meetings that have been held? 


A In the sense that the formal meetings have a 
broader agenda. The contacts have been for specific points 
that needed to be addressed. 


Q Is there anything different about who will attend 
on the U.S. side or on the PLO side of a formal meeting versus 
an informal contact? 


a I can't make that particular distinction for 
you. In this case, certainly for these formal meetings, it's 
Ambassador Pelletreau who will be doing it. 


Q And the same people on the PLO side, or do you 
expect them to change -- 


A I don't know. On their side, you'll have to ask 
them. 


Q You have no reservation against Yasser Abdu Rabbo. 


A I believe that the sides have arranged this in a 
mutually acceptable way. 


Q Will it take place in Tunis? 


A Yes. 





* The correct total number of meetings is six. 
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Q Chuck, has the United States denied a visa to the 


Director General of Palestinian radio stations? And, if so, 
why? He's suppose to attend a conference that starts on Sunday 


dealing with radio broadcasting. 
a I haven't seen anything about that. 


Q Speaking of visas, do you have anything further 
to say about the status of visas for representatives of the PLO 
coming to the United States? And has Yasser Arafat requested a 
visa? 


A I don't know of any request. All the information 
I had you have as of yesterday. 


Q Chuck, you are talking about a broader agenda, 
does this allude somehow to a kind of going to the substance in 
the subjects being discussed in the dialogue? 


A It means working at ways of finding constructive 
contributions to Middle East peace. 


Q Beyond terrorism, right? Now, you are ort 
beyond terrorism Because, always, you talk you are still on 


the first point. 


A That's a point on the agenda, too. But the 
broader point and the reason this whole dialogue was undertaken 
was the one that I have just talked about. 


Q In El Salvador, do you have any comment on the 
arrest of the three officers in the San Francisco massacre? 


A We're aware of the developments, of course, which 
are part of the investigation being conducted by the military 
into this important case. 


I won't go further into the investigations, per se, 
because that is something that is in the Salvadoran process. 
But on the larger issue, as you know, we have continually 
stressed the fundamental importance of human rights. 


The Vice President's recent trip was a vivid 
illustration of the high level of attention we give to that 
subject. This question of human rights is a fundamental 
element of our policy toward £1 Salvador. 


President Duarte shares this concern and has worked to 


promote respect for human rights, to reduce abuses by the armed 
forces, to strengthen the judicial system, and to punish 
offenders. 


As I said previously, President Duarte recognizes 
democracy and violence don't mix and that this applies to both 
sides in El Salvador. 
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Concerning the situation in El Salvador, I think given 
the question, it's worth looking at the facts. The general 
situation has improved dramatically. Politically-motivated 
killings have declined from a monthly average of 750 in 1980 to 
23 in 1987. The 1988 monthly average through October was 18. 
The long term trend in human rights abuses has been downward. 
That's progress. But as far as we're concerned, and I believe 
as far as President Luarte is concerned, that's still not good 
enough. 


This is a fundamental issue and it's one that we just 
can't give up on until we've got it licked. 


Q And on this specific arrest, would you say that 
the State Department is encouraged by the fact that these 
officers were arrested? Is that seen as a sign of progress in 
this area? 


a I think that clearly fits into everything I have 
said; these are the kinds of things that need to be addressed 
and are being addressed. 


Q duman rights groups are saying that in the first 
couple of months of ‘89 that trend seems to be showing signs of 
going up again. Is there a concern about that? 


a I think I've expressed our overall concern and 
our approach to the issue. Month-by-month statistics is 
something we always look at. But, nonetheless, I think by 
Giving you a few statistics, you can see there have been some 
rather dramatic changes that have taken place over the recent 
years. 


Q Was there a diplomatic incident with the French 
in Miami today, and do you have anything to say about that? 


A The incident that you refer to I believe occurred 
the evening of March 7. The State Department was informed that 
evening by Customs in Washington that some French consular 
pouches in transit from Santo Domingo were being held by 
Customs officials in Miami. According to the Customs 
officials, drug-sniffing dogs had “alerted” -- is the word they 
used -- on one bag which had been x-rayed and shown to contain 
some blocks of material. Customs officials in Miami contacted 
local French consular personnel who came to the airport and 
identified the pouches. 


According to Article 35, paragraph 3 of the Vienna 
Consular Convention, if the U.S. has serious reason to believe 
there is illegal use of consular pouches, we may request that 
the sending state open the containers in our presence. If the 
sending state declines to do so, as the French consular 
officials did in this case, we have no authority to detain the 
pouches, and the pouches must be returned to their original 
place of origin -- in this case, Paris. 
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That is the information concerning the Vienna 
convention that the State Department passed on to the Customs 
duty officer in Washington, and then through the Department of 
Justice to the U.S. Attorney's office in Miami. The pouches 
were eventually put on an Air France flight to Paris, as 
requested by the French consular officials. 





The most recent development is that we've received a 
formal note from the French Embassy this morning concerning the 
incident. The French note concerns the actions of Customs 
officials in Miami in relation to the Vienna Consular 
Convention. 


We're still considering the note, and after reviewing 
the facts of the incident, will respond to the French in normal 
diplomatic channels. The French Embassy has told us informally 
the bags were opened and the contents examined in Paris, and no 
drugs or illegal materials were found. 


Q So what's the objection from the French, that the 
dogs mis-read what was in the pouches? 


a I don't know what their specific concern is, but 
it has to do with the Vienna Convention. 


Q I either missed you saying it or something -- 
was there ever a point at which the Customs officers 
specifically asked -- that they asked to have the pouches 
opened? They first asked to have the pouches opened or did -- 


A That's right. 


Q I guess what I'm asking is, did they ask to have 
the French officials open tine pouches, or did they try to take 
the pouches into custody somehow, or -- 


A Customs, I'm sure, has more details as to what 
actually happened on that score. But as I understand it, the 
Customs people, based on this dog alert, would have liked to 
have looked in the pouches. That's -- because they were 
diplomatic pouches, they checked through Washington, found out 
what the Vienna Convention said, the French consular officials 
did not allow them to be opened, and as a consequence, they 
were forwarded on to Paris. 


Q Chuck, I have another question with regard to the 
dialogue with the PLO. 


Q Could I just finish up this? This French note, 
is it a protest? 


A I'll just call it a diplomatic note. It raises " 
concerns. 
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Q Chuck, back on Lebanon for a second, is it 
possible for the United States to achieve the goals of its 
policy, short of Syrian withdrawal from that country? 


A Our position on Lebanon is one af long standing. 
I've often talked about -- you know what the elements are -- 
and I'll just leave it at that. 


Q I'm not asking about the elements. I'm saying if 
it's possible to be achieved without Syrian withdrawal. 


i) I'll just leave it with our standard position on 
Lebanon. 


Q Chuck, does the timing of the second formal 
meeting with the PLO have anything to do with the timing of the 
visit of Mr. Arens to Washington? 


a No. As I say, these things are progressing. We 
are in the process of talking to a lot of people about che 
situation in the Middle East. We had said right along there 
would come a time when we would be able to move forward to a 
second formal meeting with the PLO. That time has come. 


Q Any further comment today on the situation in 
Tibet where Tibettans are being rounded up from their homes and 
foreigners are being asked to leave Lhasa. 


A The information I have is essentially what you 
have. Foreigners have been directed by Chinese authorities in 
Tibet to leave Lhassa by noon March 9, unless they have special 
permission to remain from local authorities. The order 
presumably applies as well to the small number of foreign 
correspondents in Lhasa. 


Beyond that, air travel by foreigners to Tibet has 
been halted, and it is likely that foreigners attempting to 
enter Tibet overland will be turned back. Local travel 
agencies in Chengdu, the jumping off point for most travel to 
Lhasa, have reportedly received instructions not to sell 
tickets to Tibet to foreign individuals or group tourists until 
after March 20. 


Q You have no judgments to make on any of that? 


f°) I spoke yesterday as to how we felt about the 
situation in Tibet. 


Q No, I mean, you have no objection to their 
preventing outsiders from going into Tibet? 


i) I said yesterday that we recognized the right of 
the government to maintain order. We object to the unwarranted 
use of lethal force. 
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Q Does that mean that martial law will be lifted by 
March 207 


a That I don't know. The Chinese have not 
indicated how long martial law will last. 


Q Well, do you object to the -- do you recognize 
the right of the Chinese Government to bar foreigners from 
Tibet? 


“ I think I've addressed that as directly as I 
can. We recognize the right of the government to maintain 
order. We would always hope that areas like Lhasa could be 
open to foreign visitors, or course. 


Q Do you have any comment on events in Afghanistan, 
either the taking of Jalalabad, whether or not that's 
happened? And on Saudi Arabia's decision to recognize the 
rebels as a legitimate government. Where does the U.S. stand 
on that? 


2 On the latter question, I have talked about our 
position previously. That hasn't changed; that's still our 
approach. And on the former, I really don't have any 
particular details to offer. I've seen a lot of the same 
reports that you have. 


Q Do you have any formal comment on the Spanish 
wire service story that alleges that [Iranian hit squads have 
passed through Spain and gone to various European countries? 


i Nothing other than that I've seen it. 


Q Back to China, Chuck, do you have any -- have you 
received any protests from the Chinese on the restriction by 
the U.S. of Chinese employees of the United Nations, New York? 


i) The question about what you call “protest,” I'm 
not sure I have an answer to. What I can tell you is just what 
the facts are, what the reference is there. Recently imposed 


controls on PRC nationals employed by the U.N. Secretariat 
require prior notification of intended travel beyond 25 miles 


from central Manhattan for private, unofficial travel. 


This travel notification requirement applies only to 
recreational or other private travel and not to official travel 
related to performance of U.N. functions. 


Q Have the Chinese -- have they called on people 
here at the State Department to complain about these 
restrictions? 


a I don't know that that's been done. The fact 
that we have these kinds of controls on members of the U.N. 
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Secretariat is something of considerable record now, and we do 
have the right under international law to take these kinds of 
actions. 


Q Does this apply -- do these restrictions also 
apply to members of other East Bloc countries or Communist 
nations’ employees? 


A Yes. 


Q Aren't they reciprocal? I mean, there's no 
restrictions on U.S. travel in Poland, for example. 


a Not with regard to the United Nations. You're 
talking about -- reciprocal applies to bilateral relations 
around the world. In the case of the United Nations, there the 
United States has certain international obligations under the 
Headquarters Agreement, and so we have certain things that we 
do and we don't do. 


Q For instance, (inaudible) wanted to go to 
Milwaukee, that -- 


A No. It is still our call as to what the 
restrictions will be. But I'm saying they're not reciprocal 
with the particular country of origin of the member of the 
International Secretariat. 


Q As a practical matter, though, what are the 
restrictions on U.S. personnel in the PRC? Are they reciprocal? 


a With the PRC, yes. The U.N. Secretariat people 
have nothing to do with this -- with reciprocal measures. But 
in terms of the United States and China, we talked about this 
in the case of the Shenyang Consulate recently, and there we do 
apeiy the same measure of reciprocity as we do all around the 
world. 


Q Are American diplomats in China prevented from 
travelling for recreational purposes beyond 25 miles from their 


a It has no bearing on the situation. The measure 
is what are Chinese diplomats in Washington allowed to do. 
That's what the question you should be asking. Because any 
restrictions that we apply to Chinese diplomats in Washington 
on a bilateral basis -- 


Q Right. 


a -— are reciprocal to those which are applied to 
our diplomats by that country. In the case of the U.N. 
Secretariat, the United States there acts in accordance with 
its international obligations and in a different manner 
completely. 
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Q All right. So are there 25-mile limits on 
Chinese personnel -- diplomats in Washington? 


ra I don't know what the limits are in Washington. 


Q These requirements -- when were they imposed on 
the Chinese U.N. personnel? 


a I don't have the exact date. It's recent. 


Q Has there been any -- are you aware of whether = 
there has been any change in restrictions applied to American 
diplomats in China recently? 


cy The issue doesn't arise in conjunction with this 
at all. 


Q Well, irrespective -- 
And I have spoken -- 
Q Irrespective of this situation -- 


i) Well, I know, but the way -- your question leads 
me to believe you may not have totally accepted that. But the 
fact is that question, for example, I addressed at the briefing 
maybe two weeks ago in the case of some controls in Shenyang 
District. 


Q My question doesn't imply anything about whether 
I accept it or not. My question is designed to determine 
whether the Chinese Government accepts the separation that you 
claim -- 


i) Yes. 
Q -~— between the two. 
a Yes. 


So by your saying “yes,” that would mean that 
restrictions have not changed on U.S. personnel recently -- 


a Not as a result of this. 

-- in coordination with timing on thi” 

Right. 

Could we shift the discussion to U.S. relations -. 


(Inaudible) 


> 5 6&5} Fe & 


Well, that's what I answered earlier. 
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Q Could we shift the discussion to U.S.-Chinese 
relations? 


4 Sure. 


Q Could you then under this rubric define what the 
restrictions are for American diplomats in Peking and Chinese 
diplomats here? 


a Somebody can look into that on what they are. 
Q Okay. 


a I mean, there's a whole elaborate process there, 
depending on reciprocity. 


Q Chuck, there's been a lot of talk and reporting 
lately about a new U.S. plan for Third World debt. Has the 
Secretary --— to what extent has the Secretary been involved in 
that, and is he -- I mean, the story line is that there's some 
pulling back from the Baker Plan. 


a The only thing I could say is the President has 
said there is a review of this issue. And, as you might 
expect, in such a review Secretary Baker plays a part. That's 
all I could say. 


Q Do you have anything on Prime Minister 
Papandreou's TV appearance last night? 


a No. 


Q Could you tell us something about the purpose of 
the Secretary's meeting today with Anatoly Shcharansky? 


a Mr. Shcharansky had ef pg requested to see 
the Secretary back during the transition period, but that was a 
period when the Secretary couldn't make it, and it was 
rescheduled when the Secretary came back to Washington after 
this trip. He's meeting with the Secretary because he's a 
figure of international standing and someone whom the Secretary 
has admired. And I would assume their discussion is going to 
focus on current developments in the human rights situation in 
the Soviet Union. 


Q Is this an indication that he will be appointed 
Ambassador to the United Nations for Israel? 


a That has nothing to do with us. That's not our 
business. 


Q Just one more on the debt question. I may have 
lost track of this along the way. Has there been any 
announcement made here in Washington to finally resolve the 





-14- Thursday, 3/9/89 


question of Secretary Baker's finances, now that we know that 
he is in fact playing a part in issues of Latin American debt? 
Has that business been conducted, because that's the 
(inaudible) that he announced a few weeks ago. 


ro I'd have to get a status report. 


Q Okay. And one more -- just quick one on 
Afghanistan. What's the status of the Embassy -- the U.S. 


Embassy there? 
“ No change. 


Any comment on the opening day of the Vienna 
talks? How they've gone and any readouts on that? 


4 No. I don't have any readout on the opening 
day. A number of people have spoken to it. If there are any 
specific questions, I might try, but nothing by way of general 
opening comments. Secretary Baker did that a few days ago. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 


734 











Posted: March 10, 1°3° 


Question Taken at the March 9 Daily Press Rriefina 
¢ 


CHINA: Travel Restrictions on Official Personnel 





Q. What are the travel restrictions on U.S. Personnel 
in the PRC? Are they reciorocal? 


A:-- Personnel of bilatera! aissioans of the People’s Republic of 
China are subject to procedural requirements in connection with 
travel. Bilateral missions include the Embassy and its five 
consulates. (The Chinese consulate in Chicago is governed by a 
special set of regulations which is treated separately below.) 
The requirements are as follows: 


1. Geographic restriction. Travel within a 25-mile radius of the 
embassy/consulate is unrestricted. é 


2. Open Areas. Chinese personnel may travel by commercial 
transportation without notification to any of 446 designated open 
cities in the U.S. Travel to open cities via consular or 
privately owned vehicle requires notification in writing to the 
Department. 


3. MNon-open Areas. All areas in the U.S. not designated as 
“open” or “closed* are non-open. Travel to these areas by any 
means requires notification to the Department, but not explicit 
authorization. 


4. Closed Areas. Four small areas in Southern California are 
closed to official Chinese personnel. Travel to these areas is 
contingent upon authorization of the Department of State at least 
48 hours prior to travel. Likewise, visits to military 
installations require permission from the appropriate authorities. 


5. Notification. There is no official notification required for 
travel to open sreas by commercial means. Notification, when 
required, must be submitted to the Department of State 48 hours in 
advance of travel. 


6. Chicago. On the basis of reciprocity, Chinese consular 
personnel based in Chicago may not travel in consular or privately 
owned vehicles outside of Cook County, IL. Travel outside this 
area by commercial means is subject to the same restrictions as 
other official Chinese travel. 
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TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS ON U.S. PERSONNEL IN CHINA 


1. Open Areas. The People's Republic of China has now opened a 
total of 571 cities to which foreigners in China can travel by 
commercial means, i.e. plane, train, or other public conveyance 
without providing any formal notification. Individuals wishing to 
travel make their own reservations and purchase their own tickets, 
but they must present their diplomatic identification cards when 


purchasing tickets. 


2. Won-open Areas. There is no distinction in China between 
non-open and closed areas as there is in the United States. 
Therefore beyond the open areas, the remainder of China is 
effectively closed to travel unless special permission is 
obtained. Such permission is contingent upon sponsorship by 
either a national or local government ministry. Tickets for 
travel to non-open areas can only be purchased after receipt of 
written permission from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 


3. WMNotification. There is no official notification required for 
travel to the open areas by commercial means. For non-open areas, 
authorization is required per (2) above. 


4. Shenyang. The American consulate staff in Shenyang has been 
restricted in its use of official vehicles to the immediate 
environs of Shenyang. When the Chinese side declined to grant 
relief from this restriction, reciprocal travel restrictons were 
imposed on the Chinese consulate in Chicago in October of 1988. 
The Chinese side in turn followed by imposing further procedural 
controls on the consulates in Shenyang and Shanghai as follows: 


Requests. Any travel beyond 25 miles of Shanghai and 
Shenyang, whether to open or non-open areas, could only occur 
after prior request and approval. 


Forms. Requests must be filed on forms with requested 
information. 


5. Other considerations. American diplomats in China are 
authorized to use only a few roads outside municipalities open to 
foreigners, and therefore most travel must be done by commercial 
means, plane or train. 
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TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS ON CHINESE PERSONNEL AT THE U.N. 


Chinese Mission Personnel. 


Personnel of the Chinese Mission to the U.N. are subject to travel 
requifements identical to ‘hose imposed on Chinese bilateral 
missions in the U.S. 


Chinese Secretariat Personnel. 


1. Geographic restrictions. Except when traveling on official 
U.N. business, Chinese employees of the U.N. Secretariat must 
notify the Host Country Affairs Office of all proposed travel 
beyond a twenty-five mile radius of New York. The open 
area/non-open area system and the closed area restriction are not 
applicable to Chinese Secretariat personnel. 


2. Notification. The information required on Chinese Secretariat 
notifications and the time requirements for submitting these 
notifications are the same as for their counterparts in bilateral 


missions. 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 10, 1989, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
George? 


Q The Soviets are saying that Mr. Pakhtusov was 
taking out the garbage and was not spying. Do you have any 
reaction to what the Soviets said this morning? 


i] A very simple reaction to a whole lot of words 
that I saw on the wires. The reason for our action was very 
simple. He was caught red-handed with the goods, and no amount 
of verbiage can change that. 7 


Q Is taking out the garbage considered to be 
incompatible with his status as a diplomat? (Laughter) I 
couldn't resist. I'm sorry. Never mind. 


Q Chuck, how is this going to affect U.S.-Soviet 
relations? Are you expecting -- or have the Soviets notified 
you of some sort of a retaliatory move? 


3) The Soviets have protested the expulsion but have 
advised us that Pakhtusov will be leaving as requested. fhere 
is no reason to believe it should affect our relationship. The 
Soviets know, as they always have, we will protect our national 
security whenever it's threatened. 


Q Chuck, the (inaudible) said that he had nothing 
on him, only slippers, light trousers, T-shirt. You say he's 
having goods. What goods do you mean? 


A I think I answered in very concise terms a whole 
lot of words, and I think those words capture the situation 
clearly. 


Q Chuck, Mr. Gerasimov said in Moscow today 
apparently that this man was arrested after the U.S. offered 
him some money to defect. Is that accurate? 
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. I don't have any kinds of details. It all fits 
in the category of many, many words. 


Q Can you shed any light, Chuck, on what company 
was involved, or any more of the details of -- 


a No. The FBI will have to decide what kind of 
material of that nature could be released. 


Q How long has he been given to leave? 


Q I don't know the exact time period, but it will 
be soon. 


Q Have any U.S. diplomats in Moscow been asked to 
leave? 


4 I don't know of anything along those lines. 
Q Another topic? 
Sure. 


Q Anything from the Syrians on the two American 
diplomats arrested or detained by the PFLP-GC under the 
Syrians' command? 


a Nothing other than to say our Ambassador raised 
this with the Syrian Foreign Minister yesterday. 


Q That's all? What about the protest lodged by the 
United States? Did the Syrians like it? 


) Well, I'm not going to go into the nature of the 
exchange. 


Q Well, what about the two diplomats? Are they 
still there? Are they back here? Are they being debriefed? 
Or what's going on? 


A They're still there. 
Q Do you have any comment on The New York Times 


report, asserting that Egypt has recently purchased components 
for a potential chemical weapons facility? 





A Let me start by saying again, as the President 
and the Secretary have said on a number of occasions, that for 
us proliferation is a global issue. We are opposed to the 
proliferation of all weapons of mass destruction, especially 
chemical, biological and nuclear weapons. Proliferation in 
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areas of instability such as the Middle East is of particular 

concern. We have consistently urged all states in the region 

to forego the development and acquisition of such weapons. In 
the case of Egypt, we consult frequently and closely on these 

kinds of subjects. 


The Krebs-Egyptian project, to which you made 
reference, again illustrates the difficulties of controlling 
production technologies that have dual uses, both legitimate 
civilian uses and potential CW uses. We have been in touch on 
this particular issue with the Swiss Government for some time 
The attitude of the Swiss Government has been serious and 
responsible. 


To illustrate the kind of problems that we continue to 
run into, Swiss law does not currently provide for direct 
controls on chemical production machinery. Such things as CW 
chemicals themselves and precursor chemicals are controlled. 
The Swiss Government has informed us it is examining possible 
changes in Swiss law to put production machinery under export 
controls. 


The point to be made, I believe most importantly, is 
this is a situation which poses a global problem. fhe 
situation is getting worse. The existing laws are not 
sufficient. We need to be able somehow to control this 
dual-use production technology. In that sense, that is exactly 
why Secretary Baker announced this week when he was in Vienna 
the proposal for a follow-up to the Paris CW conference which 
was government-to-government. The follow-up to that with an 
initiative in conjunction with Australia for a convening of an 
international government and industry conference on this issue 
of chemical weapons proliferation. 


We think that by -- perhaps only by bringing it 
together, representatives of the international chemical 
industry, together with governments, to establish better means 
of communication about the trade of chemical weapons precursors 
and to prevent either industries or governments from 
inadvertently being involved in the spread of chemical weapons, 
can we start to get a handle on this. 


Q Do you believe -- I'm sorry, please continue. 
a No. I think that -- 


Q Do you believe that this case was a case of 
inadvertent transfer? 


A I really can't go into an explanation of all the 
details. These are the kinds of things that we have to deal 
with, unfortunately, as I said earlier, in too many areas of 
the world. In this particular case, we had been working with 
ny but, as I said, there were limitations to what could 

e done. 
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Q I'm trying to pin down just a little bit mure 
precisely a lot of words. You never really, I think, answered 
the question about this specific case as to -- you've been 
working with the Swiss, you said, on the control of technology 
fs) In this particular case. 
Q In this particular case because the United States 


suspected that this equipment might be able to be used. Was 
there ever a question of Egypt's intent, I quess is what I'm 


getting at? 


“4 I think you captured it relatively accurately in 
your proposition that we had concerns about the possible uses 
of this kind of equipment. Concerning Egyptian intentions for 
the equipment, that I could not confirm. But, nonetheless, we 
have concerns about the potential for this kind of equipment in 
this case as in others that we have talked about previously. 
And that is why we believe that the international community 
just has to keep working on it. 


And this case demonstrates the 
government-to-government aspect alone is useful but not 
sufficient and we need to get industry involved as well. That, 
if you will, was what Secretary Baker was getting at this week 
when he announced the initiative for this further conference. 


Q Have you received assurances in this specific 


case from the Swiss Government that the equipment will not be 
transferred? 


a I don't know what the status of the equipment is 
at this stage. You'd have to ask the Swiss exactly where they 
stand. 


Q Have we asked to see this plant, and have we been 
able to see the plant itself? 


a I just don't know the answer to that. 


Have the concerns pogereiae Egypt's intentions 
been laid to rest or are they still alive? 


ts I would say what I said earlier, this is 
something we continue to discuss. 


It's still a current issue, then? You haven't 
had satisfaction. 
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Aa It is something we continue to discuss. 


Q Did you raise it with Egypt? 


It has been raised with Egypt. 


Q It has been raised officially? 
m Yes. 


Q When you talk about your concern about the 


potential use of this kind of equipment, are you suggesting 
that perhaps this facility might be inherited by an unfriendly 


government should one emerge in Egypt some day? 


A No, I'm not trying to go into that kind of 
specific future-tense answer. I'm just making a generic 
statement about our concern over this kind of equipment and 
capacity. 


Q Chuck, have the Egyptians given any explanation 
about why they might want to have this potential for this 
manufacture? For example, if the Libyans are building a plant, 
perhaps they want it for deterrent purposes. That's been used 
by the United States in defending binary production. 


a No, I don't have anything that goes to that. 
Q But have they given any explanation? 


a I think in terms of the Egyptians, ['ve given you 
about what I could say at this point in terms of how we 
understand it. 


In terms of the oy of it, can you say whether 
this issue was raised by Secretary Baker or by President Bush 
when the Egyptians and the Americans met in Tokyo recently, or 
has this been dealt with at some other level or at some other 


time frame? 
) I believe it's been dealt with at other levels. 


Q What is the nominal use the Egyptians say this 
plant is for? 


i) Again, the Swiss would be a better source on 
that. I believe it's a pharmaceutical plant. 


Q Chuck, new subject? 


Q Next to an M-1 factory. 
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Q President Mubarak, in Brussels today, he denied 
completely the knowledge of anything like this happening in 


Egypt. 


6 I haven't seen that. I can only give you what I 
know as the state of play as of now. 


Chuck, India continues to cozy up to the 
Najibullah regime, and only last week announced that it's going 
to give them humanitarian and economic assistance. 
Is the U.S. irritated over this action by India? 


6 I don't reall: awe any specific reaction. Our 
views of the Najibullah reg... are well and widely known. 


But do you think this is a kind of way to prop up 
the Najibullah regime by providing them with economic 
assistance? 


i I don't know what kind of impact it might have. 


Q Just one more: The U.S. has, over several 
months, predicted the fall of the Najibullah regime in a couple 
of days -- at most, weeks. It seems like waiting for Godot. 


(Laughter) Do you have any new predictions? 


i) I wouldn't agree with your characterization at 
all, because I've been asked that question many times here, and 
I've never answered it the way that you characterized our 
position. You know that. 


Q Do you have a prediction as to any time? 


a No, no predictions. But, nonetheless, our 
overall appreciation of the fact that the regime can't last, 
without setting a deadline, certainly remains our analysis of 
the situation, undoubtedly. 


Q Chuck, the Saudis have, I believe, recognized the 
regime of the Mujahaddin. I'm not sure if you commented on 
this already, but -- 


ry It was asked yesterday. I said our position 
remained the same. 


Q Chuck, without going into the specifics of the 
American/Syrian discussions on the latest incident -- and the 
message yesterday, it said, “We stress the need not to recur 
again,” or you wanted the guarantee that such an issue would 
not happen again. 
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Did you get such assurances from the Syrians that it 
would not happen again? 


a I won't go into the details of the exchange The 
two points we wanted to raise -- the two essential points -- 
were Syrian responsibility for the safety of our diplomats and 
the necessity for Syria to prevent armed terrorists From 
undertaking such actions in Syrian territory. 


Q But, Chuck, I thought there were certain areas in 
which these armed terrorists operate that they are allowed to 
be armed by the Syrians -- the Syrians allow them to be armed 
in areas near their camps, which would suggest that your two 
men were somewhere near their camps, which is an area where the 
Syrians may have jurisdiction, but may not have jurisdiction. 


What were your guys doing out there? 


7 My point is, the Syrians are responsible for 
actions that take place on Syrian territory; secondly, the 
incident took place on a public road. 


Q In proximity of Damascus. 


Q Chuck, going back to the chemical weapons 
conference for a second, is it the U.S. view that a 
government/industry conference could help solve the 
verification problems which have hampered completion of a 
chemical weapons treaty? Is there something that industry 
could contribute to getting a treaty going, getting a treaty 
signed? 


“ I don't have enough technical expertise to make 


the leap that you're suageetsn. Clearly, we continue to work 
hard at Geneva for a treaty. hat is -- the ultimate objective 


in all of this is to find a verifiable, global, effective way 
to ban chemical weapons, and we're working on that. 


The more immediate problem -- and the one that was 
addressed at Paris, and the one that is being addressed in this 
Australian Conference, is that of proliferation, and that is 
something we should be able to get a handle on even sooner. 

And so it was in that context [ was talking. 


Now, it may well be some of the ideas that are 
developed in the context of these conferences could have 
application for the disarmament talks. 


Q Is there a date for the conference at all yet? 
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4 No. That will be up to the Australians. We 
expect it to be later this year, but I don't have a date 


Q Chuck, there is an allegation surfacing that in 
recent years UNITA chief, Jonas Savimbi, had ordered the 
assassination of twelve senior UNITA officials. Do you have 
any information on that? 

os No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded 12:58 p.m.) 


‘ 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements: 


Secretary Baker will be appearing in open session 
before the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations of the House 
Appropriations Committee tomorrow morning at 9:30. The subject 
is an overview of the Fiscal 1990 appropriations. 


Secondly, on Wednesday morning at 9:30 he will appear 
in open session before the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations 
of the Senate Appropriations Committee to present an overview 
of U.S. foreign assistance. 


Because of these two open hearings. we will not have 
daily press briefings on Tuesday and Wednesday. Take the day 
off. 


Q I understand that Foreign Minister Arens is in 
the building now. But as a prelude to that meeting, can you 
tell us whether the State Department was planning to ask the 
Israelis to ease some of their measures in the Occupied 
Territories? 


a You made an important point in opening, which is 
that the Secretary and the Foreign Minister are now meeting. 
The peace process, of course, is one of the issues that they're 
going to be discussing. It's an issue, as you know, that the 
President and the Secretary have both said we are much 
interested in; we've been reviewing our positions; and as a 
consequence these discussions today will certainly be part of 
that process. I don't have anything specific, however; and I 
would point to the fact that the Secretary is expected to 
escort Mr. Arens to the C Street lobby at about 1:30. 


Q Well, as a general statement of policy, do you 
think an easing of the Israeli measures in the Occupied 
Territories would make the peace process easier? 


is At this stage I prefer not to go into any 
specifics. The two Ministers are meeting. They will appear 
afterwards, and you can ask your questions at that point. 


Q Do you have anything on whether the Palestinians 
might be well advised to suspend some of the violence in the 
West Bank? 
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A I don't have anything new by way of specifics 
today. We have spoken a number of times on the need for 
everyone involved to defuse tensions, to restore calm -- those 
kinds of general observations -- but nothing particular. 


Q Chuck, you announced the PLO meeting last week 
Do you have a date yet for that meeting? 


a) I still don't have a date to offer. I do expect 
it to take place in the next couple of weeks. 


Any reaction to the new cross-border raids by 2 
people out of south Lebanon into Israel --— or attempted raids? 


A No specific reaction. Our view of those kinds of 
incidents is well known. We've talked about them several times 


in the past. 


Q What about the Israeli view that this 
demonstrates the PLO is not sincere about wanting to stop 
terrorism? 


A I've just spoken for us. It's the only view I'm 
authorized to speak about. 


Q Chuck, that incident last week in Syria where the 
two American envoys were held, there were reports out of 
Damascus afterwards that they were photographing camps and that 
they were on the open road but that they were out there doing 
some sort of surveillance. Is there anything to that? 


A I'll just stick with what we said last week 
concerning the incident. 


Q Do you have any comment on these stories about 
Jonas Savimbi being responsible for the liquidation of some of 
his top lieutenants? 


& We don't have any information to confirm those 
reports. We're always concerned when allegations of this kind 
are made. We have raised the allegations with UNITA, which has 
emphatically denied them. 


Q The Hondurans are meeting with the Nicaraguan 
Contras today. Were you aware of that meeting, and is there 
any comment on that? 


a We're certainly aware of it. We have quite close 
contacts with the Honduran Government, as well as with the 
other Central American democracies. There is no United States' 
participation in this meeting today; but, as I have said 
before, we are engaged in a very intensive process now of 
putting together the approach to Central America. I spoke 
about that perhaps a week or ten days ago, noting that the . 
Secretary at that point was involved in intensive consultations 
with the Congress. 
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He continued that process last week -- quite detailed 
discussions concerning the overall strategy whose focus is 
basically diplomacy, a diplomatic approach to give diplomacy a 
chance to do its job with the focus on democratization. That 
is what he has been talking about, including the ideas of 
incentives and disincentives that might go along with that. 


In the same context, Ambassador Busby was in the 
region last week. He visited all the Central American 
democracies, met with all of the leaders in the region. We've 
had some of the regional leaders up here in Washington for 
talks -- President Cerezo, for example, not too long ago. So 
Secretary Baker and the President have been involved in those 
talks as well. 


Finally, in keeping with this very intensive 
consultative process that we're engaged in, Under Secretary 
Kimmitt is in Honduras this morning meeting with President 
Azcona. 


Beyond that, in terms of what actually happens today 
at this meeting here, we have seen the Hondurans this morning. 
We'll be seeing the Democratic Resistance tomorrow here at the 
State Department. I understand that the two sides are having 
some sort of press event at the end of the day to tell you what 
happened. As I understand it, it focuses on the implementation 
of the Tesoro Beach Accord which has two aspects: that of 
democracy in Nicaragua and the other one being re-integration 
of the Democratic Resistance into the normal life of the 
country. 


Q What sort of press event are you talking about? 


i] I don't know exactly what they have in mind, but 
I had just heard that they are planning to do something at the 
end of the day. You'll have to stay in touch with the Honduran 
Embassy or the Democratic Resistance headquarters to find out 
what their exact plans are. 


Q To complete that picture, do you have any 
indication for us on what the level of assistance the 
Administration is proposing to Congress to continue to the 
Contras? . 


rs) I don't really. That's something that, of 

course, figures in the discussions. As I mentioned to you the 
last time we talked about this, there is an integrated approach 
that focuses on democratization, that focuses on a diplomatic 
approach, that involves a lot of consultations, incentives and 
disincentives, and of course will have as an element integrated 
into it support for the Democratic Resistance, which both the 
President and the Secretary of State have spoken to. 
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Q Would you characterize the published reports of 
the level of assistance -- I think they were between $29 and 
$54 million -- as being accurate or inaccurate? 


a I don't have any details of that kind. 

Q Did you say when it's going up? 

s When what is going up? 

Q The request. 

a I don't know that there is a timetable set. As I 
say -- and I just can't emphasize this too strongly -- the 
approach that the Secretary has been pursuing intensely is 

building bipartisan support for U.S. foreign policy in Central 
America. And, as a consequence, the discussions have been much 
more broadly gauged than these kinds of detailed questions 
you're asking. It is a part, but it is a part that will be 
integrated into a total approach to the region. 


Q When you said Busby has met with all the leaders 
in Central America, does that include Daniel Ortega? 


2) I said the leaders of the democracies. 
) 
Q Oh, the democracies. 


Q Is Kimmitt visiting any place else other than 


Honduras? 
A No. He just went down for a quick visit to meet 
with President Azcona this morning. 
Q Is he touring any of the bases in Honduras? 
A No. 


Q Why did Kimmitt go if Busby was just there last 
week? Is something wrong? 


a Absolutely not. It's a very intensive and 
fast-paced process that's going on as discussions continue, for 
example, about implementation of Tesoro Beach. We have a very 
strong, longstanding relationship with Honduras, and they are a 
very important aspect of the situation. So this is just part 
and parcel of that effort to stay totally engaged. 
) 


Q Were you informed about this meeting that's 
taking place today in Washington, or were you consulted and 
asked for your suggestions and contributions? 


a I'm not sure what I could say beyond what I 
already said, which is that we have been in touch not only with : 
those two parties specifically, but with the rest of the 
Central American democracies. 
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Q Could you also explain a little what you mean by 
a “diplomatic” approach or a “total” approach? What is that 
supposed to be? 


a I think you understand the process that is being 
pursued -- working on the basis of trying to implement the 
objectives of Esquipulas and Sapoa and Tesoro Beach more 
recently, how that applies to democratization inside of 
Nicaragua, which is a primary objective, as well as some of the 
other factors. And I've mentioned a few other things as we've 
gone along here. I don't want to try to resummarize it every 
time. . 


Q Well, to be more precise, I'm trying to figure 
out: What is the American role in this process as you see it 
unfolding? What is an American role in a diplomatic approach? 
Does that mean American diplomacy? Does that mean an American 
going around, as has happened in previous Administrations, to 
all of the countries, some of the countries? 


a I still think I've answered all of those 
questions, if those are your only questions. 


I don't understand what a “diplomatic approach" 
is, as you describe it. 


a You're the man who wrote a book on Central 
American diplomacy, as I recall. [Laughter] 


Q Thank you very much for the advertisement. 


a You noticed I didn't give the title nor the 
publisher. [Laughter] 


Q Available at local bookstores! 


Q The title is Banana Diplomac 


4 I think it's obvious. The United States is 
obviously very interested, always has been, on what goes on in 
the region, and we have a very strong pattern of 
consultations. It's what we're doing. I mean, everyone agrees 
that if this whole process is going to work and be successful, 
we need everyone engaged. We're engaged. 


Q Everyone, including Nicaragua? 

Aa What we're doing for our part is talking to the 
democracies. The Nicaraquans are engaged in another process, 
so they're there. 


Q There are no plans for U.S. consultations or 
discussions directly with the Managua Government, are there? 


A No. 
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Q President Cerezo, when he was here last week, 
spoke about his desire to have all five Presidents come to 
Washington when they've completed their Contra relocation plans 
at the end of 90 days. Would this be acceptable to this 
Administration? 


- I haven't heard that put forward, really. Our 
view of the appropriate time to talk with the Sandinistas is 
something the Secretary has spoken to before. I don't know of 
any changes to that. 


Q Well, Cerezo brought it up when he was here with 
U.S. officials. 


A I haven't heard anything. 


Q Mr. Redman, how do you assess so far the 
negotiations between Greece and the United States for the 
American bases in Greece since both countries have started 
today a new round of talks here in Washington? Do you expect 
an agreement prior to the general elections in Greece? 


A I don't have a deadline to put on the 
negotiations. We've been involved now in a number of rounds 
with the Greek Government. I think both sides continue to 
approach the negotiations seriously, constructively. I know 
for our part we're prepared to keep working at it in that same 
spirit, so I assume that the round that starts today will be 
conducted in the same way. But there are some difficult issues 
that we're working through, and we just have to continue to 
work at them. 


Can you mention one of those difficulties, if 
possible? 


i No. I don't go into the details of negotiations. 


Q Before we leave Central America, is it accurate 
that the Administration has found an extra $4 million in the 
budget which had been double bookkeeping -- had been listed 
twice and is now available as extra funds? 


i I don't have anything on that. : 


Q Administrative costs of $4 million were in effect 
double entered in the bookkeeping? 


a I haven't seen anything. 
Q And is it the Administration's position that the 


money which had been appropriated but not spent by the end of 
March can still be spent before the end of April? 


A Again, I don't have that specific detail. Just 
let me say that the whole approach to this is being closely 
coordinated with the Congress, so the answers to those kinds of 
questions would be jointly determined. 
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Q Well, the bottom line is, does the Administration 
believe or not believe that the money runs out as of March 31? 


A I just don't have that specific answer, Jim. 
Q Could you look that up for us? 
ts All right. 


Q Can we stay on the subject of Central America? 
The meeting with the Spanish Foreign Minister -- will this 
subject come up in that meeting this afternoon? 


a I don't know what issues might come up. He is 
visiting in his capacity as -- representing the Presidency of 
the EC. It's still possible, of course, that Central America 
could be a subject for discussion, but I just don't know 
exactly what might be on the agenda. 


Q But you're saying that the Spanish are not 
involved intimately in the fast-paced consultations that you 
discussed a few moments ago on this subject? 


A As you're aware, Secretary Baker did discuss 
Central America with many of the Allies as he went around 
Europe, so certainly there is involvement by lots of our 
Allies, including Spain. I'm only saying that this particular 
visit to Washington has a particular focus. But I don't want 
in any way to eliminate discussion of Central America. 


Q By the way, how fast-paced is “fast-—paced?" 
Should we expect you to be able to enunciate the details of the 
U.S. diplomatic and financial initiative any time soon? 


a I don't have a particular deadline to set forth. 
I'm just trying to indicate, as I said a week ago, that we 
really are into the details of all this now but that in the end 
what's important is that it have the characteristics that I 
described a little earlier, perhaps foremost among those being 


that it have solid bipartisan support. 
Q Back to the Middle East, if I may. 
Q No, no! Wait, wait, wait. 


i Central America. Then we'll skip to the Middle 
East. 


Q All right. 
Q Is it the Administration's view that the Contras 


should remain as a unified force until after the Nicaraguan 
election in 1990? 


‘ Again, I don't have a specific to offer beyond 
what you're aware has already been said by the President and 
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the Secretary concerning their commitment to and support for 
the Democratic Resistance. We have. of course, always said 
that the ideal solution should be one which brings democracy to 
Nicaragua and allows for the reintegration of the Resistance 
into Nicaraguan society. When and how that will be done, I 
don't think I can say right now. 





Q Chuck, what sort of consultation is going on with 

the Contras, in fact, in this process? 
a I can't give you the whole track record, but we 

will be seeing them here in the Department tomorrow. - 
Q But have there been consultations since the 

Secretary began his intensive effort in the last couple of 


weeks? 


a I believe there have, but I can't keep track of 
every one of them. 


Q Also, on the general question of timing of when 
you go to the Hill, Congress goes out, I think, in a week. Do 
you expect that a bill will be ready to send up before they go 
out, or is it more likely to come in April? 


a I just don't have a deadline. 
Q Will Baker see the Contras tomorrow? 
“ I don't believe it's planned for him to see them. 


Q Chuck, Calero was here today. I saw him come 
in. Do you know the purpose of that visit? 


fa I assume the same kind of consultations we were 
just talking about. As I say, I know we saw the Honduran 
Ambassador this morning. It wouldn't surprise me if we saw the 


Resistance, as well. 


Q Can I ask a couple on South Africa? First of 
all, on that UNITA one, will you be looking into the UNITA 
charges, because they're quite serious -- quite a sensational 
story. ; 


i I think I have said we were doing that already. 


Q Okay. I'm sorry. I missed that part. Also, 
there have been a couple of groups condemning apartheid this 
weekend, including the church groups. Are you saying anything 
about that? 


a Our position on apartheid is one of long 

standing. We condemn it also. I'm not sure what you're asking 

me to comment on. : 
Q I just wondered if you had a statement on it, 


because the church made a very strong statement in South Africa. 
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No, nothing new. 
finything on the Botha situation? 


No. 


oD r7> © PP 


Okay. Thank you. 


On £1 Salvador, how would the U.S. feel about an 
ARENA victory on Sunday? And how would the U.S. feel about a 
major role for Mr. d'Aubuisson in a future government? 


i Our view on the elections is one of some date 
now. We support the democratic process. That's what this is 
all about -- further establishment of the democratic process in 
El Salvador. A lot of progress has been made. These elections 
are yet another milestone on that. So the United States' 
support doesn't go to any particular party, but rather to the 
democratic process. 


Beyond that, the kinds of issues that are before us in 
El Salvador are those that will have to continue to be 
addressed, whoever wins the election. One of the most 
fundamental is the one we've talked about several times in 
recent weeks, which is continuing progress on the human rights 
front. So that will certainly be on the agenda regardless of 
who emerges victorious. That is, as the Vice President said 
when he went down to £1 Salvador, of fundamental concern for us. 


You might have noted that there was yet another step 
in this San Sebastian case, since you've gotten close to it at 
this point. The Minister of Defense announced on March 12 that 
the military honor board that was investigating the case 
concluded that there was sufficient evidence to accuse two 
officers, three non-commissioned officers, and four enlisted 
men of the killings. They are being dismissed from the army 
and will be turned over to the civilian court of the first 
instance in San Sebastian. 


This is a case which the Vice President raised very 
strongly when he was down in £1 Salvador as an example of the 
kind of thing that needed to be addressed in continuing to make 
progress on the human rights front. This announcement by the 
Minster of Defense is a major step forward in military 
accountability. We note, at the same time, that the 
investigations by the special investigative unit and by the 
court continue, and the case is far from over. 


Q The U.S. approach to the Middle East peace 
conference seems to be Camp David revisited. Do you agree with 
that? And if you don't, what are the distinctions? 


i That's a very short-hand version of saying a 
lot. I'm not sure what exactly you're trying to say by all of 
that. Our position on an international conference ~~ 
is that what you're talking about? 
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Q I'm talking about the gradualist approach, the 
confidence-building approach. All that talk is really Camp 
David revisited. Once you roll back the intifada, that's where 
you are. 


o Well, if you have an analysis to offer, maybe 
you'd like to hold a seminar someplace for your colleagues -- 


Q You asked me a question, and I'm just answering 
Se. 


S ~~ but I think the Administration's approach has 
been set forward. 


Q Chuck, could we turn to the Soviet Union for a 
few seconds? A team of American psychiatrists has just come 
back, including Deputy Assistant Secretary Bob Farrand, and 
apparently they found that abuses were still continuing. Do 
you have a comment? 


‘ First, I would disagree with your last comment. 
No conclusions have been reached as a result of this visit. 
The understanding that was reached by the two sides called for 
the American delegation to evaluate all the material they have 
assembled, prepare a scientific analysis of the data, and then 
reach conclusions based on this analysis. We anticipate that 
that will take a few weeks. 


In the meantime, any other conclusions that you may 
hear simply could not be called conclusions. There will be 
none un*il the final report has been prepared. 


Overall -- I don't want to repeat too much because 
these people did have a press conference in Moscow. I've seen 
it pretty widely reported, so I know I'm probably not getting a 
lot of ink out of this story. 


But, nonetheless, the general overview of the visit 
was that it was highly successful in meeting the primary 
mission which was to gather facts on changes in Soviet 
policies, law, and treatment practices in the field of forensi: 
psychiatry. 


The Soviet authorities offered the U.S. psychiatrists 
an unprecedented opportunity to gain insight into the practice 
of psychiatry in the Soviet Union. They enjoyed a degree of 
openness, which was noteworthy in terms of their access to 
Soviet psychiatric hospitals as well as examining a number of 
current and former mental patients. There were some 
organizational problems encountered along the way, which the 
delegation spoke about in Moscow. 


Q Second question, on the announcement Friday about 
6,000 slots being made available for Soviet refugees. It's a 
little unclear under what legislation this was done? And could 
you amplify a bit on that? 
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s Check with the press office. We may have some 
other details. I don't have that specific. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on a Romanian 
diplomat who, in January when trying to reach the American 
Embassy to attend a reception, was picked up and has 
disappeared and has not been heard of since? Does the U.S. 


know anything about this guy? 


S I don't have anything recent. I know at the time 
that people at the Embassy had looked into it. I'm not sure of 
any further developments. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on a newspaper 
report over the weekend raising new questions about whether Mr. 
Baker's involvement in Third-World debt issues as Secretary of 


the Treasury was consistent with the conflict-—of-interest 
policy? 


‘ I saw the article, and it was widely filled with 
remarks on the record by people here in the Department which 
explained exactly how the Secretary approached those issues in 
that time period. I think that fully explained it. 

Q Anything on Tibet, the situation in Tibet? 

“ Nothing new today. 

There was apparently a briefing on Friday about 
President Bush's ideas on the peace between the Arabs and the 
Israelis. Of course this has happened before, but would you 


say that the reports in the newspapers provide a fair and 
accurate summary of the President's views? 


‘a We went through all of that before you walked in, 
so I won't do it again. 


Q Sorry. 

Q We didn't go very far through it. [Laughter] 
a 1:30 in the lobby -- that was the bottom line. 
1:30 in the lobby. 


. 
Q What time should we be down there? You're 
talking 1:30. What time do we -- 


a The Press Office can give you the details on when 
you actually need to be there. 


Q Will there be a readout later? 
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Q Does the U.S. have any answer to charges by the 
Laotians that Washington is reneging on humanitarian 
obligations to their country in view of our classifying them as 
not cooperating with -- as decertifying them for not 
cooperating with the U.S. on drugs? 


i On that specific question, I really don't have 
anything to offer. I just would say something similar to what 
I said previously, which is that we've got the Lao Government's 
decision to cancel a joint crash-site excavation which was 
scheduled to take place. That was as a result of our decision 
not to certify Laos in the drug report. s 


We hope that the Lao will quickly resume cooperation, 
as these joint activities are central to resolving the fate of 
the 547 Americans still missing and unaccounted for in Laos. 


We hope that the fifth excavation will take place 
soon, and we are prepared to send our team of technical experts 
to Laos once the Lao reschedule this important humanitarian 
effort. And at the same time, as I said previously, we look 
forward to expanding our dialogue and cooperation on narcotics 


matters. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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EXPIRATION OF CURRENT CONTRA AID 





Q. When does the current package of aid to the Nicaraguan Resistance 
expire? 


A. THE CURRENT HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE FOR THE NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE, 
TOTALLING $27.1 MILLION FOR FOOD, CLOTHING, SHELTER, AND MEDICAL CARE AND 
SERVICES, IS AVAILABLE FOR OBLIGATION THROUGH MARCH 31, 1989. 

-- IN ACCORDANCE WITH PRIOR CONSULTATION WITH CONGRESS, A.I.D. WILL 


SUPPLY SUFFICIENT HUMANITARIAN GOODS UNDER THE CURRENT PACKAGE ~*~" SUSTAIN 


THE RESISTANCE THROUGH APRIL. 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 16, 1989, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


The Secretary made some remarks as he came out of the 
building a little earlier concerning his meeting with the 
Chilean Foreign Minister. There is also @ joint statement 
available on that meeting between Secretary Baker and the 
Chilean Foreign Minister, which you can have a copy of in the 
Press Office. 


Q Is it too long for you to read? 

a You want some of the highlights? 

Q Yes, please. 

‘ I'll do the first and the last paragraph. 


Secretary Baker met this morning with the Chilean 
Foreign Minister and with the Agricultural Minister to discuss 
the difficult situation currently affecting Chilean fruit 
exports to the United States and elsewhere. Recognizing the 
danger to the Chilean economy and the need to protect the 
safety of consumers, Secretary Baker and his Chilean quests 
moe that the two countries would continue to work together 
closely on an urgent basis to resolve this problem. 


Then there is some other background information. 


The two sides reviewed the cooperative efforts being 
taken by FOA, the Chilean authorities, and others with an 
active role in food exports and imports. The goal of these 
interdependent efforts is to swiftly return the situation to 
normal in a manner which serves the important interests of both 
the producers and consumers in reestablishing the safety and 
reliability of food trade. Secretary Baker and the two Chilean 
Ministers expressed satisfaction that a team of experts from 
FDA would travel to Santiago immediately to offer their 
services to their Chilean counterparts. 


Q Is there anything in the statement about the 
timing of any decisions to be made about the current U.S. ban 
on importation of Chilean fruit? 


a No, it is addressed in the way I have addressed 


it. 


~ 
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Q "Swiftly." 
a That's right -- “work together closely on an 
urgent basis." 
Q Is there any numerical amount of fruit that the 


FDA people are going to inspect and then decide that on the 
whole the fruit is safe? I know that they've checked 11,000 
cases of fruit at this point. 


a) Those are questions you'll have to address to FDA. 
Q Is that it? 


m I have a couple of other announcements. 


The Lao Government has rescheduled our fifth POW/MIA 
joint excavation. A team of U.S. technical experts is now 
scheduled to arrive in Laos on March 18. We're very pleased 
that the Lao Government has decided to continue with our joint 
efforts to resclyve this pressing humanitarian issue. This was 
the activity ta! swés originally scheduled for March 4. 


In addition to joint cooperation on the POW/MIA 
question, we look forward to expanding our dialogue and 
cooperation on narcotics matters with the Lao Government. 


And finally, on Lebanon: 


The United States Government is deeply concerned over 
the heavy exchange of shelling and consequent loss of life 
March 14 in Beirut. The fighting illustrates yet again 
Lebanon's urgent need to escape the downward cycle of violence 
and political disintegration. 


We urge all sides to exercise restraint and to avoid 
civilian casualties at all costs. We call on General Awn and 


Dr. Huss to cooperate and coordinate directly with one another, 
to work together to restore and invigorate Lebanon's legitimate 
national institutions. We call on all Lebanese to support 
these national institutions. The goal which we strongly 
support and which all parties must work for is well-known and 
has not changed: the restoration of Lebanon's unity, 
sovereignty, and territorial integrity, with the withdrawal of 
all foreign forces and the disbandment of the militias. 


The fighting also threatens to destroy the Arab 
League's peace initiative on Lebanon. The United States 
actively supports this initiative and encourages the Arab 
League to continue its effort. We call on the Lebanese and all 
other concerned parties to join in this support. The suffering 
of innocent Lebanese civilians has continued far too long, and 
Lebanon's peace and stability must be restored. 
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Q Do you feel that the Syrians bear any special 
responsibility for this new outbreak in the fighting? 


ra I would leave our response to questions 
concerning most recent events with the statement that ['ve just 
read, in the context of which I have reiterated a number of 
standing positions on Lebanon. 


Q Well, since the Syrians have taken on a special 
security role in Lebanon, does it not follow, then, that they 
have a special responsibility in this outbreak of fighting? 


i I'll leave my response with the one I[ have 
Given. We have spoken to similar questions in the past. 
Nothing has changed in terms of our view. 


Have you made any approaches to the Syrians on 
this issue? 


‘ I don't know the specific diplomatic state of 
play. This is the kind of issue in which there are a lot of 
people involved -- always have been. We continue to do what we 
can to be of assistance to the Lebanese. 


Q Chuck, I notice the absence of political 
reconciliation from this statement. Would you care to -- 


A I'm not really sure what you're talking about. 
The position I've reiterated is a classic one on Lebanon. It 
has not changed. 


Q We've been hearing for a long time that you're 
doing so much to help the Lebanese get together, as if the 
Lebanese are really free to choose what they want for free 
expression, or whatever. What have you been doing for the past 
15 years? You keep saying you're doing something, they're 
doing something. That's a (inaudible) question. The Syrians 
are reenforcing their position -- 


a Once again, my standard policy is serious 
questions I can entertain. 

Q That is a serious question. Excuse me. 

Aa I'm sorry. 

Q The Syrians are reenforcing their positions -- 

A We have to disagree on the characterization of 


efforts which simply don't square at all with the facts. 


Q Today is the fourth anniversary of Terry 
Anderson's captivity. What is your message to the kidnappers 
today? And can you tell me what the Bush Administration is 
doing to secure his release, and those of the othe: hostages? 
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A As you say, today marks the fourth year in 
captivity for Terry Anderson. It reminds us of the continuing 
plight of all the hostages, particularly the eight other 
Americans who are still held in Lebanon. 


Theiv continued detention is a criminal act which 
serves no cause. We continue to hold the kidnappers 
responsible for the safety and well-being of the hostages. In 
accordance with universal humanitarian obligations, the hostage 
holders should release their captives immediately and 
unconditionally, and we call on all countries with influence 
over the hostage-takers, such as Iran, to use that influence to 
obtain freedom for all the hostages. 


These anniversaries are especially painful for the 
families of those held. They, too, are innocent victims of 
terrorism. We have not forgotten the hostages, and we will 
continue our efforts on their behalf. 


Concerning those efforts, we are working with other 
governments and the United Nations to obtain the release of the 
hostages. As I have said many times before, we stand ready to 
talk with any authoritative parties about the release of the 
hostages. We are not prepared to make deals. But so far, our 
willingness to talk has not borne fruit. 


Q May we have copies of both statements, two 
statements? 

a On Lebanon, yes. 

Q Chuck, can I ask you --~ can we go back to the 


political situation in Lebanon? Larry fFagleburger yesterday 
said that if the Syrians withdraw from .ebanon, the situation 
in the country would be worse rather than better. Would you 
care to comment on that? Is that the official view of the 
Department? 


i) Only to say first what I said earlier that our 
position on Lebanon has not changed. [ reiterated it. As I 
understand it, what Mr. Eagleburger was doing was giving an 
assessment of the existing situation, but in terms of our 
policy and our objectives, those have not changed. 


Q In other words, I mean, I know that he is not 
confirmed yet, but was he reflecting the policy of the 
Department on that issue, that particular issue? 


fa Without going into any specific comments, I have 
just reaffirmed and read to you our policy. 


Q But that is contradiction. Mr. Eagleburger 
believes that the Syrians should stay, and he gave a 
pessimistic view on the future of Lebanon. And you are saying 
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that you support the withdrawal of foreign forces, and you are 
avoiding to have any comments on the Syrian role in Lebanon. 
This gives the perception that you are giving a tacit approval 
on their presence. 


4 The policy which I have just reiterated is one of 
long standing, as you are aware. 


Q Yes, but you have no -- 


ms As I'm saying, the remarks yesterday were in the 
context of a response assessing the existing situation. 


Q So for the existing situation, you approve the 
presence of the foreign forces in Lebanon? 


4 Our overall policy approach is what I[ have given 
you today. 


Q But (inaudible) in that overall policy of yours 
vis-a-vis Lebanon? Is it in the American interest to have the 
Syrians continue their presence in Lebanon? 


3) I've given you a general reaction, an approach to 
the whole issue of Lebanon. It subsumes your question and 
others. 


Q Chuck, I think Shevardnadze, during his recent 
visit to the area, suggested there ought to be a summit 
involving the Soviet Union, Egypt, Syria, the PLO and other 
parties. Do you have any comment on that as maybe an approach 
to dealing with the problems in Lebanon? 


A I haven't seen anything particularly on that 
particular idea. As I just reiterated, we have been strongly 
supportive of this most recent Arab League effort, and we 


continue to urge people to support that. 


Q Chuck, what's the situation of the Embassy in 
Beirut? Are you scaling it down personnel-wise? 


A Again, my answer would be that [ don't go into 
details on those kinds of issues. We always keep those things 
under review. 


Q But there are reports that you have pulled some 
of your essential personnel from the Embassy. 

a You're speaking of a month or so ago? 

Q No, no, no. No, last week. 


& I have nothing on that. 
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Q On other Middle East issues, do you have a 
version of the Baker-Arens phone call yesterday that you'd care 
to share with us? 


= No. 


Q It's being reported by the Israeli press that the 


Secretary called Arens in the middle of a briefing that Arens 
was giting to Israeli journalists, and that Arens informed the 


Secretary yesterday morning that his remarks about the PLO had 


-— I've forgotten the exact terms -- but the effect of it was, 
“undermined the peace process." 


a No, I don't have anything beyond the Secretary's 
public comments. 


Q Chuck, your stance on Syria, does it reflect an 
agreement, an implicit agreement between the United States and 
the Syrians on Lebanon, or what did it reflect? 


A What I've given you is a long and strongly-held 
view on Lebanon. 


Q But nothing has been done. 


A That's what is there; that hasn't changed. And 
that continues to be our objective. 


Q Could you say, then, what you are doing to 
achieve the goals you just cited a little while ago? 


a Continuing the efforts that we have long worked 
at. 


Q Could I try another subject? 
Q Could we stay with the Middle East a moment? 


I wonder if you could just go over one more time the 
position of the Administration on the infiltration attempts by 
Palestinian groups in Lebanon. If I understand correctly, the 
Administration does not hold Arafat and the PLO responsible for 
these actions by splinter groups, is that correct? 


A You should take a look at our statement of about 
two weeks ago. 


Q Well, the reason I'm asking is that this morning 
Nabil Sha'th, who is a PLO official, said to a group of 
journalists that the PLO does take responsibility for these 
actions because there was no action. They were ambushed before 
they even got into Israel. If they had gone after civilian 
targets, it would have been one thing, but as far as they got 
-- even if they weren't directed by Arafat specifically -- 
this was perfectly acceptable. 
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I was just wondering, does this add anything to the 
mix of information coming out of there, that PLO officials are 
willing to take responsibility for this? 


ra I really haven't seen those remarks -- first 
point. And second point, when incidents have occurred, we've 
spoken to those. So the Secretary is on the record. We've 
released some statements. That's how we view it. 


I mean yesterday the Secretary said that he 
wouldn't break off the dialogue so long as Arafat himself was 
not directing terrorist actions, but this comes rather close, 
you know, in accepting responsibility for groups that are 
attempting to infiltrate. 


a The best I could say is, we have spoken to those 
incidents. We've actually had talks with the PLO on those 
incidents. 


Q When is the next session scheduled, early next 
week? 


4 On the 22nd. 


Q Do you have any comment on the two Palestinian 
teenagers who attacked the army base on Gaza Strip under the 
orders of Arafat? 


i No. Don't have any details. 


Q Chuck -- 


“ I'm sorry. John had a question way over here. 


Q Can we leave the Middle East and the situation 
there for a second? According to a London newspaper, the 
Mirror, British officials notified Heathrow Airport officials 
and airlines operating out of Heathrow on November 22 that a 
bomb had been found in a raid on Abu Nidal's Frankfurt 
headquarters. 


That morning was followed up a month later on December 
19 with a detailed color photograph, showing the insides of a 
Toshiba cassette radio player in which it was concealed, giving 
specific instructions on how to recognize such a bomb. 


When did the United States first become aware that 
such a bomb had been found in Frankfurt? Did any agency of the 
government receive -- U.S. Government receive a similar 
photograph of the device, and did the U.S. Government take any 
actions to warn American airlines as a result of that? 


A Yes. More details: In late October of 1988, 
West German authorities arrested 14 suspected members of the 


Fo 
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Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine - General Command 
-- the PFLP-GC. In November we learned that among the evidence 
seized during those arrests was a bomb hidden in a Toshiba 
radio and which included a barometric pressure triggering 
device. 


As a result of the unusual number of suspected PFLP-GC 
members arrested and the discovery of such a bomb, the FAA 
issued on 18 November an Aviation Security Bulletin, Number 
88-19, to U.S. carriers to warn them about the presence of 
PFLP-GC members in Europe, the existence of this bomb, its 
characteristics, and to advise that increased security measures 
should be introduced to counter this threat. This bulletin 
remains in effect today. 


Q Was there a photograph included with -- of that 
bomb? 


ra You might check with the FAA to see if they had a 
photograph. 


Q The FAA says there is no such memo, just FYI. 
i) Well, you might check Bulletin No. 88-19. 


Q Is that what it's called --— bulletin? -- or is it 
a NOTAM or -- 


Aa It's called an Aviation Security Eulletin. 


I saw on one of the wires that Pan Am is saying 
they didn't get that memo until January. 


A They are talking about a memo apparently 
circulated in London. I don't have any information on those 
particular procedures. 


Q Different from the FAA -- 

A I believe so. 

Q How would the -- could you say how that FAA 
Aviation Security Bulletin was distributed? I mean, what were 
the usual channels? Do you know? 

a I'm not the expert on that. FAA can handle that. 


Q Were there subsequent FAA bulletins on the same 
subject? 


4 I don't really know. This one that I refer to 
remains in effect today. 
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Q So, in other words, the airlines were fully 
apprised of what had been found in this raid, roughly a month 
prior to the bombing of Pan Am 103? Is that correct? 


S You have the information I have concerning the 
notifications. 
Q Can I go back to the fruit situation for a 


second? Could you be any more specific about the substance of 
the conversation between the Secretary and the Chileans this 
morning in terms of did the Chileans make any specific request 
of us? And also you said that the Secretary made some comments 
leaving the building. Are those also available -- a transcript 
of those, or could you share -- 


a Yes. 


Q Oh, they are. Okay. Could you give us any more 
details about the exchanges between them? 


4 I don't have any other details other than what is 
included in this rather lengthy joint statement, so I just have 
to refer you to that. 


Q Chuck, on that same subject, is there anything in 
the joint statement -- I didn't hear it in the part you read, 
but I may have missed it ~~ about dealing with the future as 


opposed to dealing wi'” chis crisis? Have they agreed to work 
on, for example, loans or any kind of effort to rebuild the 
Chilean industry following this episode? 


i) I don't see any particular direct reference to 
that kind of issue. 


Q Chuck, can we go back to Pan Am one more -- 

Q Can I ask one more question on the Chilean 
fruit? The FOA experts that are supposed to go -- is there any 
-- do you know when they're leaving or who they are? 


A I don't have that detail. 


Q Does the State Department have, as we have asked 
many times before, any status report on the investigation 
itself -- whether there have been any further concrete leads, 


even if you can't be specific about where that investigation 
stands? 


A The answer would be the same. I reconfirmed 


again today. The investigation continues. It has not reached 
any conclusions as to responsibility. 


Q Mr. Redman, a question for the Cyprus issue. As 
you know, yesterday a meeting took place between the Foreign 
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Minister of the Republic of Cyprus, Mr. Iacovou, and the 
Secretary of State, Mr. Baker. Any comment on that? 


o No, I don't have any readout on that. 


Q A question: Last Monday I asked you immediately 
after the end of your briefing if you had anything to say about 
Mr. Tom Maillis' testimony before the special investigation 
committee of the Greek Parliament for Koskotas affair. Mr. 
Maillis described himself as a former CIA agent. He testified 
that Mr. and Mrs. Koskotas as well were CIA agents. Since 
there is a lot of criticism over in Greece for this particular 
matter, do you have any comment on that? 


a The Embassy in Athens has put out statements on 
that particular affair, but the bottom Line -- I think the most 
important fact -- was a categorical denial of the allegations 
made by Mr. Maillis concerning actions of the United States 
Government or the associations of Mr. Koskotas and his family 
with the CIA. 


Q On the same subject, Mr. Redman, today a Greek 
daily newspaper in Athens released an off* ‘al record of an 
American federal court, according to whici Mr. Koskotas*® was 
actually CIA agent. Could you please comment on that? 


i That again is a matter of record, and the Embassy 
has released that fact of a past relationship, which is a 
matter of record, in the early 1980's. 


Q Including today's report? 


Pardon? 

Q Including today's report? 

a I'm not sure what you're referring to, but this 
statement that I'm referring to was released before today's 
newspaper, so it certainly takes that into account. But that 
-- and again, what I want to draw your attention to, however, 
is the flat denial -— whoever this Maillis is -- of the 
allegations that he has made. 

Q Chuck, is there any follow-up to the expulsion by 
the Soviets of the U.S. Attache, or is the United States still 
considering various options? 

A The latter. 

Q Is Mr. Van Gundy going to be leaving as requested? 

a Yes. 


Q What are the options you're considering? 





*Court documents released referred to Maillis and not Koskotas. 





172 


-ll- Thursday, 3/16/89 


rs I‘m not prepared to go into those. 


Q Well, do they include the expulsion of yet 
another Soviet? 


ra I'm just not prepared to go into it. 


Q Earlier, though, you were saying that you didn't 
think that the expulsion of the Soviet official from Washington 
should in any way affect Soviet-American relations. Are you 
prepared to make that statement with respect to the Soviet 
expulsion of an American official? 


i I think the answer still holds. These are the 
kinds of problems we have to work through. They're problems. 


We address them. 


Q Chuck, have you figured out -- I mean, are you 
persuaded that the Soviets did this purely in retaliation on 
that -- 

a You'll have to ask the Soviets as to their 
motivation. 

Q Can we go to El Salvador for a minute? Several 


Senators are reviving the proposal of last year to cut U.S. aid 
by about half, pending a report from the Administration on 
negotiations and efforts to cure what they call the root causes 
of the war. I wonder if you could comment on the substance and 
the timing of this move? 


a I haven't seen that initiative, so I'm not sure -- 


Q It's the same -- 


a -- really sure what's involved, and I -- 

Q -- as the one done last year -- 

i -- don't think that -- 

Q -- that failed by one vote on the Appropriations 
Committee. 


A No. No comment. 


Q With the election three days away, do you have 
anything to say at all about the process? 


a At this point I would reiterate what we've said 
~- that the democratic electoral process is the only way to 
achieve real peace in £1 Salvador. The upcoming elections are 
the next step in the arduous but essential process to maintain 
democracy in El Salvador. 
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The United States fully supports this process and 
applauds the courage of the Salvadoran people in braving 
guerrilla violence and intimidation to cast their ballots ina 
genuine democratic exercise. 


The key issue right now in £1 Salvador is FMLN 
sincerity in seeking to resolve the conflict by peaceful 
means. Yesterday the guerrillas fired mortars at the 
Presidential Palace and attacked a provincial city. They will 
stage a transportation ban designed to disrupt the elections 
They've bombed a voter registration office and have threatened 
to kill electoral officials. The FMLN continues to employ 
violence, terrorism, assassination in an effort to deny the 
Salvadoran people democracy. 


Q Can you confirm that Prime Minister Shamir will 
be here on April 67? 

4 I don't have any dates to offer. 

Q Are you in a position to be able to make 


available to us a copy of that FAA document which you made 
reference to in a State Department briefing? 


i I don't know whether we have it, but we can take 
a look. 

Q Would you look into that? 

A But [I think primarily the FAA should be the 
source. 


Q Just on the off chance that the FAA isn't able to 
comment on the issue, I make that request here since you were 
able to do so. 


A Well, let's find out whether that's the case or 
not. 


Q The FAA has said repeatedly that no such memo 
exists, and they have been unable to furnish it to us today. 


a Can't help you on that one. 


Q Follow-up on —1l Salvador. Will you be sending 
any observers to the elections on Sunday? 


A Yes, we will. I don't have the list to make 
public at this point, but -- 


Q When will you have it? 


i) I don't know. The Government of El Salvador, as 
in previous elections, has invited observers from several 
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countries, including the United States, and from international 
organizations. Our Presidential delegation will be composed of 
members of Congress, local government officials, and private 
citizens. The White House would be the place to look for 
further details. 


Q Chuck, President Azcona said in an interview 
that's on FBIS right now that he was willing to accept further 
U.S. non-lethal aid going to the Contras, but he also assumed 
that the Central American leaders would go ahead with the plans 
for demobilization of the Contras. Is it your understanding 
that demobilization is, in fact, the aim of the Central 
Americans, and that the Baker approach, whatever it's going to 
be, will support demobilization? 


a The Secretary has been asked a number of 
questions about the approach to Central America in the last 
couple of days. That's the best I could do at this stage. I 
don't want to go into the particular kinds of details you're 
asking about. 


Q Do you have anything more on the timing of the 
approach? 


6 No. 


Q I thought the Secretary was opposed to 
demobilization of the Contras. 


“ The Secretary has -- I'm not saying one way or 
the other. I'm just saying the Secretary has expressed his 
approach to Central America in some length, and so I think you 
have a lot of material to draw on there. 


Q The Secretary indicated yesterday in talking 
about Cambodia that this government would be prepared to accept 
the Khmer Rouge as part of the four-part transitional 
government. How do you ensure that the Khmer Rouge doesn't 
take over again, and what's being done to improve the mobility 
of refugees among the various camps along the Thai border? 


‘ On the last one, I don't really have anything. 
The approach to Cambodia is one that we've talked about for a 
long time. There's been no change in that. I've described it 
many times here. Deputy Assistant Secretary David Lambertson 
was on the Hill on March ist. He described how we approach 
this question of the Khmer Rouge. 


Our policy has always been very clearly -- and it's 
been a policy shared by the ASEANs and others involved -- that 
among the elements that one looks at in a solution are no one 
wants to see the Khmer Rouge returned to power. We believe 
that Sihanouk has a role to play as the head -- central role to 
play as the head of an interim government; that in the context 
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of setting up that interim government, it's something the 
Cambodian people and factions will have to deal with. 


There's certainly no room for the most notorious 
leaders of the Khmer Rouge to reappear. Whether or not the 
Khmer Rouge as a faction has a role to play will be something 
that the Cambodian people will have to decide as well. 


Those have been elements among many. I don't want to 
try to say that that's our whole policy. I'd refer you to the 
record on that. But [I think what the Secretary said was 
squarely in that context. 


Q But the Secretary also said in January that it is 
U.S. policy to seek a Cambodia, after the Vietnamese 
withdrawal, which would be free of Vietnamese and free of the 
Khmer Rouge. 


A And exactly, Jim, to interpret it, however, in 
the way that some have tried to interpret it is simply a leap 
beyond the facts. The fact is that our position, as the 
Secretary repeated, is that we would oppose a return of the 
Khmer Rouge to power. 


We then have the position that I've just described 
about what happens, however, and what possible role there could 
be for the Khmer Rouge short of leaders such as Pol Pot and 
others. And that has been a consistent approach and is exactly 
the one the Secretary has put forward. 


Q The Secretary used the words, “Sihanouk being 
preferred” as head of an interim government. Does that mean 


there is a lessening of the strong support you've expressed for 
Sihanouk? 


A No, no lessening. 


Q Chuck, any comment on the ongoing Greek-U.S. 
negotiations for the American bases in Greece? 


A You ask at the start of the week -- 

Q (Laughter) 

a That's the best I can do. 

Q Chuck, one more shot at Lebanon. Are you 
prepared to support some Lebanese like you did in Afghanistan 


against the Syrian occupational forces to liberate the land? 


aa I've given you quite a bit on Lebanon. ['ll just 
stick with that. 
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No, my question is, are you prepared to support 
them to liberate their country against occupation like you did 
for the Afghanis against the Soviets? 


A Just take a look at our statement on Lebanon. 


Q One more question on the fruit: Does Secretary 
Baker plan to meet again with the Chileans, or are we going to 
leave this up to the FDA now, or -- 


a I don't know of any future plans right now. 
We'll just have to see how things develop. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement on the El Salvador elections. 


The people of El Salvador will go to the polis on 
Sunday, March 19, to choose their President. That country has 
struggled valiantly to establish a durable democratic system 
while battling a violent Communist insurgency. The FMLN has 
threatened to kill anyone who votes on Sunday. The guerrillas 
have also disrupted E1 Salvador's transportation, power and 
water systems in an effort to derail free elections. 





We condemn FMLN violence and applaud the efforts. of 
ordinary Salvadorans to establish firmly democratic rule in 
their troubled country. The elections on Sunday will be the 
next step to achieving that goal. 


I also have available in the Press Office some of the 
election guides that were put together primarily for our 
observer delegation that is going down to El Salvador, but you 
might be interested in taking a look. 


Q Has that delegation been identified yet? 


A I have to leave that to the White House. If it 
hasn't been done, I understand it's their intention to do it 


very soon. 
Q Monday. (Laughter) 
Q First thing Monday. 


Q Also on Central America, can you tell us about 
the meetings that the Secretary has been having with Senator 
Mitchell about the Contra aid package? 


A He has been meeting -- continuing to meet, I 
should say more accurately -- with a wide range of leadership 
on the Hill. This is part of the process that I have described 
previously of working intensively with the Congress, with its 
leadership, to develop a bipartisan approach to Central 
America. The outlines of that policy I have described 
previously. It's basically one of giving diplomacy a chance in 
pursuit of democracy. Again, I won't go into all that; I have 
before. But these meetings that he's having on the Hill are in 
that context. 
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Q And has that consensus developed? 
A I would just leave my remarks as I opened, by 


saying this is a continuing process. He is engaged in that 
this week; but I don't, if you're asking for a deadline, have 
one to offer. 


Q Isn't he going up there this afternoon? And is 
there a possibility that there will be an announcement? 


A I believe he does have plans to go again this 
afternoon. He was there yesterday. He's been there a number 
of times. But, again, all I can say is that it's a process, 
and I just don't have any way to predict when it will end. 


Q With whom is he meeting this afternoon? 
A I don't have the exact roundup this afternoon. 
Q Well, can you describe where we are? Is ita 


matter of just fine-tuning, or does he still have to find a 
spectrum of support? 


A Again, I don't think I want to address that in 
other terms than those I've already used. I said a while back 
that this particular effort to develop a bipartisan approach on 
Central America had been moving rapidly; that the Secretary had 
had a number of consultations on the Hill. He continues to 
have those. The objective is to have a bipartisan approach. 

So when that's in hand, it will be in hand. 


Q Has the Secretary seen the President since last 
night? 

A Since last night? 

Q Yeah. 

Q Like today. 

A I don't know whether he's seen him today. 

Q When he goes to the Hill today, will he be seeing 
more than one side -- I mean, House or Senate or more than one 
party? 

aq I don't know the exact content of today's 


meeting, but his contacts have been on both sides in both 
houses. 


Q But is there any plan for a combined meeting with 
both houses, say? 


a I just don't know how today's meeting shapes up. 
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Q I asked the other day whether you had any comment 
on the Honduran President's interpretation of future 
humanitarian aid -- namely, that it would support the 
demobilization of the Contras. Do you have an interpretation? 
Is the aim of it demobilization? 


A I don't have any further interpretation. 

Q Are you aware of the Honduran President's 
comments? 

A I'm not sure that I have seen them personally, 


but I'm sure that we have people who are intimately involved in 
all these kinds of things. We've had any number of discussions 
with the Hondurans and the other Central American democracies. 


It just appears that the Hondurans are moving in 
a different direction from the Administration; and since you 
say you're consulting also with the Central Americans, I'm 
trying to figure out what's going on. i 


A Your interpretations are your own. 


Q Well, but the facts are also what are stated. If 
the man says that he's working for demobilization and that 
Contras are on their territory, then either you're agreeing 
with him or disagreeing with him. 


3) Any other questions? 


Q Do you have a comment on Nicaragua's announced 
intention to let 1,900 prisoners go today? 


A We welcome the release of the former Guardsmen, 
if it takes place. We call on the Sandinista Government to 
meet its public commitment to allow all the released prisoners 
to participate fully and without fear of harassment in 
Nicaraguan society. 


We hope that the Nicaraguan Government will comply in 
full with its Esquipulas commitments to democratization and 
national reconciliation, recently restated in the Tesoro Beach 
agreement, so that the prisoners released today -- if that 
occurs -- and all Nicaraguan citizens can participate ina 
truly pluralistic society. , 


Do you have any statistics on how many additional 
political prisoners must be released for the United States to 
be satisfied that the jails are fairly clean? 


A I don't have a specific number. I would say that 
there are thousands of political prisoners still remaining in 
Nicaraguan jails under harsh conditions. They have been 


imprisoned on political grounds without any benefit of due 
process. 
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We call upon the Sandinista regime to meet its 
Esquipulas commitments to immediately release all of these 
political prisoners as well. We would also call upon the 
Nicaraguan Government to demonstrate the sincerity of its 
commitments to the principles of Esquipulas by restoring full 
civil and political rights to all political prisoners. 


Q And what about the United Nations intention to go 
down and supervise the elections? Is that satisfactory to the 
United States if the U.N. does go down and monitor? 


a) I don't have particular details. I'm not sure 
that all of that has been finally agreed in any case, but those 
are the kinds of things that are being discussed. I don't have 
any particular reaction right now. 


Q Do you have anything on the visas that Tinoco and 
D'Escoto had? I heard at one point earlier this week, Tinoco 
had been denied permission to leave the U.N., where he was, and 
then all of a sudden that was reversed. Do you have anything 
on that? 


A I haven't seen that. 


Q The Nicaraguans are saying that they have 
appointed somebody to be Ambassador to Washington. Have they 


asked for agrement for anybody? 


A I don't know where that might stand. There has 
been no change, however, in terms of our position concerning 
the situation with our respective Embassies. It's still under 


consideration. 


Q So, in other words, you wouldn't accept their 
nominee until the way were clear for the United States to have 
its Ambassador back? 


A It would be part of that process. 


Q Alfredo Cesar was quoted in the Post today as 
saying he was told by the Administration that there is a 
linkage between Soviet arms deliveries in Nicaragua and U.S. 
relations with the Soviet Union. I wonder if you could just 
elaborate on what the Contra leaders were told, so that we get 
it directly? 


A Let me just refer to what Mr. Eagleburger said 
yesterday in response to a question during his hearing. He 
explained that Soviet behavior in one area inevitably affected 
our overall attitude toward the Soviet Union. In that sense, 
our policies toward the Soviet Union will depend on their 
behavior, including their behavior in Nicaragua. 


He made clear he was not talking about a formal 
linkage between Soviet actions in one area or our position in 
other areas. That is the same kind of approach that Secretary 
Baker has described a little further in the past. 
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Q But in fact Secretary Baker first raised 
Nicaragua in the context of a question about Most-Favored— 
Nation [treatment] for the Soviet Union, and then I think 
President Bush made the same point last week or the week 
before. So it seems that there's no fixed and formal linkage, 
but one gets the impression of an informal linkage. 


A You shouldn't try to make your own impressions. 
You should listen to what people say. They mean what they say, 
and on this particular question I think the words I have given 
you are a clear explanation. 


Q Chuck, a follow-up to the same question. Is this 
a general rule that applies to all other countries -- I mean, 
with the U.S. Government managing its foreign relations? 


A In what sense? 


Q The linkage. You said that the behavior of the 
Soviet Union with regard to Nicaragua affects other areas of 
relations with the United States? Is it a general rule? 


a It is a fact of political life in the world today 
that there are inevitably relationships between things that 
happen in one place and things that happen in another. That is 
the point that Mr. Eagleburger was making, for example, 
yesterday. 


Q Another part: Anything on the scheduled talks 
between the United States and the PLO and what's going to be 
the topics? 


A I don't have a specific agenda. For our part, 
the purpose of this dialogue, as set forth from the beginning, 
is to try to make a concrete, constructive contribution to 
peace in the Middle East. So that will be the general 
objective that we take into these exchanges. 


Q So this is the beginning of the promised 
substantial dialogue between the two? 


Q This is the second meeting of that kind. 

Q Do you have any comment on reports that Israel is 
angry over Baker's testimony that Israel might have to 
negotiate with the PLO one day? 

A No, no reaction. 

Q About Central America, what about this business 


concerning shipments of arms from Nicaragua to Salvadoran 
rebels? 


q The most I could say is that there is evidence 
that in the last few months the FMLN has received large 
deliveries of Soviet bloc weapons, such as AK-47 rifles, and 
ammunition manufactured in Cuba. That's what we know. 
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Q Do you know whether they came through Nicaragua? 
i) The exact origin and transport routes are 


something that I can't be specific about. As far as Nicaragua 
is concerned more generally, however, there has been much 
evidence in the past of Sandinista support for the FMLN, both 
political and material. 


Q But no specific evidence this time? 


A On these particular arrivals, all I can say is 
that the place of origin is Cuba. 


Q Chuck, back on the PLO for a second. It's been 
reported that it's going to be urged to exercise some restraint 
or control over the people on the West Bank and the Gaza. Is 
there truth to that? Are there any American proposals to be 
presented to them? 


A I don't have any specifics to go into of that 
kind. Concerning our general approach to the Middle East, that 
is something that Secretary Baker has spoken to a number of 
times quite recently. 


Q On these arms going into El Salvador, is that a 
new development? 

A These kinds of arms? 

Q Yes. 

A I believe that, yes, there are some new 


developments there. They are additional arms; and in terms of 
the kinds of arms, I believe there are also different kinds. 


Q AK-475? 


a Again, I don't have all the details on that, so I 
would leave it with what I've said. There have been large 
deliveries. 


The importance of this of course is again, at a time 
when the FMLN had said that they were seeking peace, they were 
Willing to negotiate, looking at the electoral process, not 
only do we see all of this violence that they have been 
perpetrating in recent days, but we also see evidence now of 
large deliveries of arms. 





Q Chuck, do you have any comments on the reports 
coming from London that the investigation of the tragedy of the 
Pan Am 103 flight ended in knowing exactly who committed the 
act and the whereabouts of the killer? 


A No, no evidence of that. 
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Q Jesse Helms yesterday introduced a resolution to 
decertify Mexico as a country collaborating with the U.S. Do 
you have any reaction to that? 


A No, 


Q Have you seen the resolution? Are you aware of 
that? 


A I didn't see it. 


He also said that in January he sent a letter to 
Baker with the names of 14 officials in the Mexican Government 
that he believes are deeply involved in drugs. Did Secretary 
Baker receive that letter? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Speaking of arms deliveries, (1) have you seen 
the interview by Mr. Vorontsov saying that the United States 
and Pakistan have increased their arms deliveries to 
Mujahideen? And (2) do you have any evidence that the Soviets 
are increasing their new arms deliveries to the Kabul regime? 


4 The first point to make about Mr. Vorontsou's 
remarks is the obvious one. He can't re-write history. There 
is no doubt in anyone's minds about the origin of the current 
conflict and the difficulties in Afghanistan today. The kind 
of charges that he has put forward are not going to cause the 
world community to forget that the Soviets occupied and invaded 
Afghanistan or the continuing Soviet effort to prop up the 
discredited regime in Kabul. That support includes recent 
deliveries of arms; that also includes the SCUD missiles, the 
use of which only terrorizes the Afghan people. 


If the intention of Vorontsov's remarks is to 
intimidate the Pakistanis, the Soviets should know that 
Pakistan has our full support in this situation. 


Q And are you saying that SCUD missiles have been 
delivered within the last month? 


A Yes. 
Q And is this a violation of the Geneva Accords? 


A No, but the point is that once again, as the 
Soviets did when they were stockpiling all of the weapons just 
prior to their departure from Afghanistan, it is the kind of 
activity that once again increases the potential for violence 
-~- in the case of the SCUDS, indiscriminate violence because of 
the nature of these weapons, which are essentially weapons of 
terror. 


Q Can you quantify the amount coming in? 


Q No. 
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Q And can you respond to his charge that the other 
side, as he put it, has increased its arms deliveries to the 
Mujahideen? 


ff) No, no specific reaction, We have dealt with 
this situation for many years now. The question of supplies is 
one that has been addressed most recently at the meeting with 
Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. So I think 
you know how that has been addressed, and I don't know of any 
new information. 


Q Chuck, do you have any update on the situation in 
Lebanon? 


a) No, I have no update. 


The Soviets seem to want to have some high-level 
talks on the subject of Afghanistan -- I guess the idea being 
that both sides would cut deliveries. Is there any comment on 
this side, any reaction? 


4 The Secretary has spoken to that particular issue 
as recently as a week ago when he was in Vienna. 


Q Any comments on the resolution by the conference 
of Islamic states with regard to Afghanistan, recognizing the 
Mujahideen as the legitimate government? 

A No, no comment. 

Q Or the resolution about Rushdie's book? 

A No. 

Do you have any comment or any details about 


cooperation between the United States and Mexico to restrain, 
reduce illegal immigration? 


A No, nothing in particular. 


Q Egypt has denied producing any chemical weapons, 
and in fact is not producing and is not going to produce 
chemical weapons. Are you satisfied with this explanation? 
Have you been in touch with them later, after you had made 
these allegations? 


A I don't have any further information beyond what 
I offered at the end of last week. 


Q It was denied by Egypt. 
A I don't have any additional information. 


Q Is President Mubarak still scheduled to come to 
this city before the end of April? 
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A [I don't have any particular dates. [ do know 
that in the course of the next months we will be seeing Mr. 
Shamir, Mr Mubarak, and King Hussein. 


Q It's not clear to me on your answers about 
Afghanistan whether or not you are indicating, or simply not 
commenting on, whether or not there has been an increase in 
weapon shipments from the West to the Mujahideen. Has there 
been an increase? 


A I've never answered those kinds of questions, and 
I don't plan to start doing it now in terms of going into the 
operational details. Our position has always been that our 
support for the Resistance, the Mujahideen, was firm and that 
74 yeuee do what was necessary. And I would just leave it at 
at. 


Q You also said that it is reciprocal in every 
aspect, so one could assume that if the Soviets increased their 
shipments that the other side would increase them as well. 


A We have not said it is reciprocal in every 
aspect, as you say. We have said that we would do what is 
necessary to support the Mujahideen. 


Q But you have carried out a policy of symmetry in 
the past. Does that still apply? 


a You know the whole history of that. I just won't 
go over it again because nothing has changed. 


Q What I'm asking is, is the policy of symmetry 
still in effect? 


A I've described that in recent weeks; Secretary 
Baker has described it. We've talked about the massive 
supplies that were left by the Soviets as they withdrew from 
Kabul and that as a consequence it is that kind of material 
supply that supports and props up the Kabul regime. Without 
it, they couldn't exist. 


Q And? 


B And therefore the conclusions flow logically from 
that. Our support for the other side continues. 


Q Could the Mujahideen exist without aid from the 
West? 


A I'm not sure what the relevance of the question 
is. The fact is that the Soviets invaded and occupied 
Afghanistan. Let's not lose sight of that. Time passes; we 
tend to want to re-write history, as “Mr. Vorontsov is trying to 
do. Can't do it. This war started for some very clear 
reasons. The Afghans have put up a tremendously courageous 
resistance. We and others have supported them, and that. 
continues to be our policy. 
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Q Chuck, is there any link between the withholding 
of the cash portion of the U.S. aid to Egypt and this 
accusation of chemical weapons being produced? 

A No. 

Q Nothing whatsoever? 


a . : I described the reasons for cash withholding. 
It's in the law. 


Q One more on the Pan Am bombing. Is there any new 
evidence linking the PFLP - General Command to this incident? 


A No new developments. 

Q Any new developments on the Chilean situation? 

A I don't have anything, but I think you should 
really stay in touch with FOA. That's the most likely place to 
get new developments. 


Q What happened to Abu Nidal? We don't hear about 
him any more. 


A I thought you were going to tell me. 


No, I mean because you are keeping monitor on his 
activities and how much -- 


A I don't have anything new. 


Q Any news about the U.S. restoring economic aid to 
Haiti again? 


9 The U.S. doing what? Restoring aid to Haiti? 

Q Yes. 

a No, nothing new. You're aware of the kind of 
concerns we've had. We continue to have consultations on those 


kinds of issues, but nothing new. 


Q Nothing of Hungary either -- your assessment of 
the situation -- 


2) Speaking of Haiti, how about Hungary? (Laughter) 
Q Anything new on Tibet? 

2 Nothing. 

(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Secretary Baker will be appearing in open session 
before the Subcommittee on International Operations of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee tomorrow at 1:30 p.m.* The 
subject is an overview of State Department appropriations. 
Because of the Secretary's appearance, we will not have a 
briefing tomorrow. (*Time subsequently changed to 9:30 a.m.) 

That's all. 


Q Perhaps we can make the Senate happy and see if 
you have something about the Chinese criticism of a Senate 
resolution on the Tibet situation. 


A No, I don't have anything on that particular 
aspect of it. I have spoken in the past, but nothing else. 


Q Could you give us your assessment of the 
elections in El Salvador? Does the U.S. Government put its 
stamp of approval on the outcome that you can see thus far? 


A Yesterday's elections, the sixth nation-wide vote 
since 1982, was the most recent manifestation of the Salvadoran 
people's desire to create a durable democratic system. The 
Ff has supported, and continues to supported fully, that 
effort. 


The head of the U.S. Observer Delegation, Senator 
McConnell, characterized the election as free and fair and 
successful. 


Despite FMLN intimidation, we understand some 55 to 60 
percent of registered voters turned out. The guerrillas tried 
harder to disrupt this election than any other since the 1982 
Constituent Assembly election. Nonetheless, the Salvadoran 
people braved violence and terror by the FMLN to participate in 
the democratic process. 


Concerning the outcome of the election, we simply at 
this stage don't know what that is. We'll have to wait for the 
official Salvadoran results of that. Our position, as I've 
expressed it all along, is we support the democratic process 
[and] we are prepared to support the person who emerges from 
that democratic process. 
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As I have said before, our relationship with the new 
government will depend on its adherence to democracy and 
respect for human rights. Those have been the twin pillars of 
our approach toward £1 Salvador. The Duarte Administration and 
previous Salvadoran Governments were committed to achieving 
progress toward democratization and to improving human rights 
observance, and we supported them. We will look to the new 
Salvadoran Government to uphold the same standards and to press 
for further improvements. 





Q So it sounds as though you're putting your stamp 
of approval, at least on the fair and free part of the 
elections. You saw no corruption, and the fact that there was 
intimidation doesn't seem to affect the outcome? 


A The best answer to that question would be to take 
the words of our delegation that went down there, the 
observers, who were out and about, who saw a considerable 
amount of activity, and who at the end of the day gave their 
assessment. I cited a few words from Senator McConnell, who 
was the leader of that effort; but [I believe the thrust of his 
remarks also captures the impressions of the observers as a 
whole. 


Q One of the other observers called it -- he 
described it as “a fiesta atmosphere," and yet people were 
being gunned down and it didn't sound like much of a fiesta, 
which leads me to believe that some of the observers maybe 
didn't get very deep into the countryside to observe what was 
going on. 


a As I interpreted those remarks and heard it 
explained by various people, it seemed to me what they were 
saying was there was areal, if you will, desire on the part of 
the Salvadoran people to participate. The exercise in 
democracy was something of interest which brought them out in 
good numbers. It seemed to me it was in that context those 
remarks were being made. 


But again, I have seen any number of the observers 
themselves on television and giving interviews, so I'm sure 
more detailed observations will be available as they come back 
to the United States. 


Q What are your concerns about the army attacks 
against journalists? 


A We have seen the same details you've seen. The 
circumstances are not clear; we don't have any additional 
details. I've seen the army has expressed regret -- at least 
in some cases -- so for our part we will be following up with 
the Government of E1 Salvador in its own investigating process. 


Q But no words about the importance of the freedom 
of press or trying to intimidate reporters? I mean, when you 


kill three reporters, it does tend to send a message. 
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A I always feel it's a little strange for me to 
stand up here and talk about the importance of the freedom of 
the press since you know how strongly the United States 
Government stands behind that everywhere in the world. There 
has been absolutely no question as to our commitment to that 
stand. What I'm saying is that, in these current 
circumstances, I've told you what [I can tell you at this 
point. I just don't know anything more than that, and we'! 
have to see what the Salvadoran Government turns up. 


Q But do you know enough to condemn that kind of 
violence? 


A Violence is to be condemned, but beyond that 
you're asking me to comment on some very specific 
circumstances, and I just don't have the facts to do that. 


Q Isn't it at least regrettable that they died? 
a Of course. 


Q Do you regret the violence then, the rise of it, 
in the Occupied Territories of last weekend? 


A We've always regretted violence there, too. 


Q Have you made your concerns known to the Israelis 
about the killing of more than seven and the wounding of more 
than 45 just the past few days? 


A That's an issue that's been on the agenda for a 
long time. We've talked about it any number of times. I don't 
have anything particularly new to offer here today, but it's 
not a new item on the agenda. 


Q So would you say Israel has been heeding [sic] to 
your concerns or to your warnings, or whatever you might say? 


A I've spoken to what we've tried to do. 


Q Chuck, there is renewed fighting in Beirut. Two 
days ago President Bush had said that he is very concerned 
about the situation and he would like to help. Is there 
anything being done? Can we understand from the President's 
remarks that there will be renewed diplomatic efforts to 
alleviate the crisis in Beirut? 


A Our efforts are ongoing and sustained. Our 
people there are trying to do whatever it is we can do to be 
helpful. There are reports of renewed fighting today in Beirut 
and elsewhere, I understand. Again, I would refer you to the 
kind of concerns that we have been expressing routinely here. 


We're deeply concerned about it. We urge all sides to 
exercise restraint, and I have spoken to this a number or 
times, most recently last Thursday. 
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Q What about the Israeli raid on positions in the 
Bokaa? There were reports that at least 15 people were 
killed? Are you talking to the Israelis? 


A Again, I don't have any details on that 
particular event. 


Q Chuck, is there a plan -- 


Q A PLO official charged last night that Israel is 
on the verge of launching another war, starting from southern 
Lebanon. He cited the fact that Israel has redeployed two 
armored brigades in the so-called security belt in southern 
Lebanon. Do we have anything on that? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, are there plans this week for a meeting 
between the United States' representative in Tunis and the PLO 
representatives? 


-) You weren't here last week. 
Q No. 
a I'm already on the record on that. 


Q When is it? 
A The 22nd. 

Any plans to meet at the State Department with 
these representatives who participated in the conference in New 
York for a Palestinian-Israelis dialogue? 

a With the PLO representatives, no. 


Q But you will be meeting with the other delegates 
who came from the Occupied Territories? 


A I'm not sure which ones we might be seeing; but 


with Palestinian notables, of course, we have contacts with 
them frequently, and I think that could happen. 


I mention one name only: Feisal Husseini will be 
meeting with State Department officials here? 


a I believe he has seen some people perhaps already. 


Q Chuck, on the meeting tomorrow -- is that 
tomorrow or the 22nd? 


a The 22nd. 
Q Is that meeting going to be the meeting of 


substance that the PLO wanted, or is it more like a contact? 
Can you tell us anything about the meeting? 
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A I've described it at least two times previously. 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. Okay. 
Q Is there a possibility that Ambassador Pelletreau 
could meet with Yasser Arafat in Tunis? Have any restrictions 
been put on meetings at this level? 


A The arrangements for these meetings are worked 
out on a mutually acceptable basis by the two sides. This 
meeting has been worked out in the same way. I think that's 
all I would say. 


Q So there are no restrictions that Ambassador 
Pelletreau can meet with Yasser Arafat? 


A You choose you words; I'll choose mine. This 
meeting has been worked out as always between the two parties. 
Don't know of any problems. 


Q Chuck, you've referred to the meeting as, I 
think, the second formal session between us and the PLO. Does 
that mean there will be a review of the peace process as such, 
as opposed to simply some of the discussions that have been 
held in some of the other ad hoc meetings that have taken place? 


A In response to a previous question, I said I had 
gone over that ground a couple of times, describing what our 
objectives were in instituting a dialogue with the PLO in the 
first place. So I don't want to repeat my words every day. It 
sound a little repetitive. But it's in the briefing on Friday 
and probably on Thursday and maybe Wednesday. 


Q It hasn't changed since then? 
a It hasn't changed. 


Q Is it still to have a full-fledged review of the 
peace process? Is that correct? 


a To repeat myself then for the tenth time, the 
objective of the dialogue is to try to make some concrete, 
constructive progress in the peace process. 


Q What is the Administration's views on the 
Israelis continued raids against Lebanon? Is it on the verge 
of condemnation or -- 


a There's been no change in our approach. 
Q Chuck, on Central America, the Secretary was up 


on the Hill on Friday and no statement was made. Can you bring 
us up to date on his efforts to get non-lethal aid restored? 


4 No. I have nothing beyond what I said on 
Friday. I said it's a continuing process. It is that. 
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Q Do you expect something this week? 

A I'm not going to set deadlines. 

Q Is the review still going on regarding the 
exchange of envoys with Nicaragua? 

A Yes. 

Q Chuck, on Afghanistan, is the Administration 
considering a formal break in relations with the Najibullah 
Government? 


A I have nothing particular on that. 


Q What about the appointment of some representative 
to the "Muj"? 


A On that question, the Secretary said in his 
confirmation hearings he would be looking into it. He has done 
that. It is something that has been under and is under active 
consideration, but beyond that no new developments to report 


today. 

Q Do you have anything on Chet Crocker's meetings 
in Havana? 

a He is there for the Joint Commission meeting -- 


the Angola-Namibia Joint Commission Meeting. The U.S. 
delegation is attending as an observer. This was established 
by South Africa, Angola, and Cuba to facilitate the resolution 
of any disputes regarding the implementation or interpretation 
of the Tripartite Agreement. It also examines and discusses 
issues related to the continued implementation of the accords. 
The Soviet Union is also represented by an observer delegation. 


These Joint Commission meetings are scheduled to be 
held every month on a rotating basis in the capitals of the 
parties to the agreements. We had one in Luanda last month, I 
believe. This one is in Havana, and so on. 


Q Will we have any bilateral business? 


a No. The U.S. delegation is not empowered to 
enter into discussions on bilateral relations or other 
questions unrelated to Namibian independence and Cuban troop 
withdrawal. 


Q Chuck, can we get a readout afterwards, or will 
they have news conferences there? 


A I don't know what the plans are for a news 
conference down there. 


Q Is there anything restricting Mr. Crocker's 
encounters with Cuban officials -- for example, Fidel Castro? 
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A I think I've described clearly why he is there, 
what he is supposed to do and what he's not empowered to do. 
Beyond that, how things might develop during the two days I 
just couldn't say. 


Q But it's not in doubt that if Castro invited the 
group in he go and be received? 


A You just have to address those as they came up. 


Q Back to El Salvador. I know you think it's too 
early to react to a winner, but what are your concerns about 
the ARENA party's association with death-squad activities? 


a I believe I covered that in an answer to the 
first question when I described what our approach would be 
regardless of who is the winner. 


Q Chuck, in case they don't have a briefing in 
Cuba, could we request something when Crocker gets back here? 


a No. I think these meetings have been handled in 
a very structured way at the behest of the parties, so they 
will handle it in keeping with that. 


Q Can you say when it ends? I don't remember. 


a I'm not sure how long. It is today. But whether 
it ends today or goes into tomorrow, I don't know. 


Q Chuck, some protesters outside "C" Street were 
shouting and attacking the U.S. as supporting death squads, and 
they had to be removed from the "C" Street entrance. Did that 
demonstration in any way inconvenience or affect State 
Department activities today? Do you have comments on what 
happened? 


a No, I don't have any comments. 


Q Did the State ask for their arrests? People were 
taken about ‘'60s-style -- you know, dragged away from the 
doorways. Was that at State's request, or did the police do 
that on their own? 


A I don't know how that happened. 


Q Earlier, you spoke of the need to restore 
legitimate Lebanese national institutions, and one of them I 
suspect is the army. It has been reported now that the Syrians 
have shelled army positions and other areas. Have you made 
your concern known to the Syrians about such behavior? 


Aa Take a look at the statements we've been making. 


Q I have. 


4 Nothing new today. 
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Q Is there a request to resume aid to Haiti? Could 
you tell me what the progress of that is? 


A I don't have any new status report. It's 
something that's been under review for some time now. We 
continue to consult with Congress and observe what's going on, 
but I don't have any updated status report. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the visit of the 
Foreign Secretary of Mexico? 


A At this stage, I really don't have much, as you 
can understand. He met with the Secretary, and then they're 
having a working lunch together. He's here for a three—day 
visit. They'll be reviewing the entire bilateral agenda. 


During the three-day stay, Secretary Solana will also 
meet with Attorney General Thornburgh, with Brent Scowcroft, 
with several members of Congress. He will also see both the 
President and the Vice President. 


Q Thank you. 
A Wait. John has a question. 


Q One last thing on El Salvador. You said earlier 
that you hoped that the new leadership would make the same kind 
of commitment to human rights as the previous leadership in £1 
Salvador. Does that mean that the United States has said 
explicitly that the continued extension of aid -- or aid would 
not be continued if there is a resumption of death squad 


activity? 


A It means just what it says. 
Q Well, does it mean that? 


A My actual statement covered the factors that 
affect our relationship. But beyond that, I'm not going to 
take it into specific details. 


Q Well, do you have a position on the suggestion 
that had been made by some members of Congress that if the 
ARENA candidate wins there should be a return to the 
certification process? 


A No. My reaction to the election, however, and to 
whoever may win is that which I gave earlier. 


Q But you dow't object to a return of the 
certification process? 


A I said I didn't have any comment on that. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement: 


ad 


The United States is concerned over the prospect of 
repressive measures against distinguished Romanians who have 
exercised their right of free speech in an open letter to the 
regime in Bucharest. The European Community and its member 
states have expressed like concerns. 


There have been reports of possible action against six 
former high Romanian officials or their families because they 
signed an appeal to President Ceausescu for changes in regime 
policy. Infringements of free speech would constitute a 
violation of Romania's human rights commitments, including 
those of the Helsinki Final Act and the Vienna Concluding 
Document which Romania has accepted. Romania's failure to 
uphold such commitments would be an affront to the 
international community and would have direct consequences for 
U.S.-Romanian relations. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Q What kind of consequences? 


A At this point ['m not prepared to say what 
further steps might be taken. The first point to make is that 


we have raised this issue with the Romanians. Our Embassy in 
Bucharest has been instructed to make clear to the Romanian 
Government we would regard any threat to the human rights of 
the people concerned as a violation of Romania's international 
commitments and it would have serious consequences for U.S. 
relations with Romania. 


I can only assure you we're watching the situation 
closely and we will act accordingly. 


Q Chuck, Secretary Baker said yesterday the U.S. 
would ask the PLO to not stund in the way of Palestinians who 
might want to talk to Israel I wondered if Ambassador 
Pelletreau followed through c.oday with that request and if you 
could give us some idea of what the PLO response might have e 
been? 
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A I don't have any readout at all on today's 
meeting. I would prefer to wait and see what the parties may 


say after that meeting has concluded. 
Q It's still going on? 


A I don't know whether it has concluded or not. [I 
didn't have a report it had concluded, but we'll just have to 


wait and see. 


Q On Romania, what is the state of U.S. trade 
relations with Romania? I mean, do they still have 
Most-Favored-Nation [status]? 


A I don't believe so, no. 


Q So what kind of leverage does the United States 
have with Romania? 


A I said in response to a previous question I 
wasn't prepared to go into specific steps but rather to simply 
state how we view this particular issue, and that's where I'd 
leave it. 


Q Do you have anything about who participated in 
the dialogue session, from any side? 


A No. I don't have any details at all. 


Q Nothing? 


Q In spite of what you said, the French have 


recalled their Ambassador from Romania. Is that one of the 
possibilities under consideration in the U.S.? 


A Again, let me just say ['m not going to comment 
on what further steps we might take. 


Q Could we stay on human rights for a minute? 
Could you tell me whether there's any comment on the latest 
developments in Czechoslovakia where the Czechoslovak courts 
have knocked off one month of Vaclav Havel's sentence but he 
remains in prison, and they've also stiffened penalities for 
public demonstrations? 


a Concerning the reduction in the sentence of Mr. 
Havel, the reduction in the prison sentence of Vaclav Havel 
does not alter the fact his imprisonment represents a clear 
violation of Czechoslovakia's international obligations on 
human rights. We urge the immediate release of Havel and his 
colleagues who are in prison for their acts of peaceful dissent. 


We again call upon the Government of Czechoslovakia to 
respect fundamental human rights and to enter into a dialogue 
with dissident groups in Czechoslovakia. 
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Q Another region? Do you have anything on Lhe 
re-enforcements brought to Beirut to the Syrians and the threat. 
of an all-out war? And what's the U.S. doing abouk that? 


4 My reaction would be to reiterate the statements 
of concern [ have previously given you. The gituation is 
volatile and tense. You've seen a lot of the information in 
the press concerning what's going on, so that our message and 
our aim remains the same -. to urge restraint and to again 
continue to pursue what we have consistently tried to be ~ 
helpful in doing in Lebanon, which is to restore Lebanon's 
unity, sovereignty, and territorial integrity. That includes 
are Seenerauss of all foreign forces and the disbandment of 
m tias. 


Q What do you make out of the re-enforcement of the 
Syrians? You call on the foreign forces to withdraw, and the 
Syrians seem to be going in the opposite direction, coming in 
more forcefully. 


A We've got a problem of long standing in Lebanon. 
We continue to work at it, and that's what we'll do. 


Q There was a time when the U.S. was, to some 
extent, coordinating or cooperating with the Syrians with 
regard to Lebanon, with regard to Presidential elections and 
all that. You remember the joint candidate for President of 
Lebanon. How do you characterize the relations now after these 
few months lapsed? 


A More generally, let me say, first, that we stay 
in contact with all the parties concerning Lebanon to try to do 
what we can. Concerning the Syrians, we have been in contact 
with them to discuss the situation in Lebanon, to urge 
restraint by all parties involved in the fighting. So that 
continues to be part of the process. We have also recently 
been active in trying to support the Arab League effort on 
behalf of Lebanon. So those are the kinds of things we're 
engaged in now. 


You call for the disbandment of militias and the “. 
withdrawal of all foreign forces. What do you envision will 
take their place? 


4 The legitimate central institutions of the 
country. 


Q Well, there's some question about the legitimate 
central institutions of the country, which is why these forces 
have come in there. 


A That's the whole issue in Lebanon: how to 
achieve these objectives. 
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Q But [I mean you're stating something that sounds 
very good On paper, or sounds very good, but I don't quite see 
what chance there is of achieving this in any near term 


a) That's a different question I'm not trying to 
put any odds on it. I'm not trying to give a deadline rim 
simply +e those are the objectives We think they're the 
right objectives, and we'll continue to work fur those 
objectives. 


Q General Aoun is trying to establish the 
legitimacy and the control of the government, and yet the 
Syrians are calling for his overthrow today. How does that 
square with your goals and your policy? And today the Syrians 
are saying that the Syrian forces in Lebanon, they are not 
foreign forces. 





a) Who says this? 
Q The Foreign Minister of Syria in Paris. 


a I think the question of what constitutes “foreign 
forces" is fairly clear. 


Q Can you say it, please? 


a That would be all those non-Lebanese armed 
elements and organizations currently on Lebanese soil, with the 
exception of UNIFIL whose mandate -- in the case of UNIFIL -- 
to remain in Lebanon is renewed every six months at the 
specific request of Lebanon. 


O Talking about Lebanon -- 
Q Does that include the I[sraelis? 


a That's a blanket answer -- all non-Lebanese, 
armed elements and organizations, with the exception of UNIFIL 


Q I see that Mr. Hamdun of Iraq is on a schedule to 
see Mr. Kimmitt. Can you bring us up to date on STARK 
reparations and plans for a U.S. delegation to go to Baghdad? 


3) The most recent development is the trip of Legal 
Adviser Sofaer, who is traveling to Iraq for discussions this 


week on the wrongful death claims arising from the USS STARK 
incident. 


Q He's left already, has he? 


a Yes. I'm not sure he's in [Iraq yet. : 


The Iraqis asked for a presentation to be made in 
Baghdad. Judge Sofaer will explain the method and basis for 
calculating the claims. His party includes lawyers from the 
Defense and State Departments. 
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Q But the premise is not being challenged by [ragq, 
is it? I mean. his mission is to explain how certain figures 
are arrived at. but there is no question that [raq «= oF iy 
there a question that Iraq intends to pay reparations? 


4 No. The [Iraqis have made a commitment to pay 
compensation for the loss of life, personal injuries, and 
material damages; and we accept that commitment What we're 
trying to do now is to reach agreement on the claims quickly 
We have been concerned that these claims are not yet resolved . 
But we are hopeful that we can now reach agreement on those 
claims quickly. 


Q Do you know why Hamdun is here to see Kimmitt if 
Sofaer's plan is so clear? Is it other issues? 


-) I assume there are other issues as well, although 
I'm sure that the STARK is likely to come up in these 
discussions. But his visit is for other reasons. 


Q So there has been some irritation on the part of 
the U.S. Government about the speed with which this has been 
handled by the [raqis? 


8 I just spoke about our concerns. 


Q Chuck, on the PLO, two questions: There is some 


report that the PLO is willing to accept American troops in the 
territories. Is there any viable proposal to that? Do you 


have any statement to make on that? 


A I haven't seen anything other than those reports 

Q Has the U.S. ever considered that as an option, 
putting American troops in the territories? 

A I've never seen anything other than those reports 

Q One other question. If you do get any readout on 


the meeting while the briefing is still going on, could you 
share it with us? 


a Unlikely. I'd like to be able to absorb it and 
have some idea of about what I'm talking before [ -- 


Q Mr. Redman, a question on behalf of the Greek 
press regarding the American bases in Greece: The othe’ day I[ 
asked your assessment so far about Greek and U.S. base 
negotiations. Your answer was, to my best memory, despite some 
difficulties we are continuing our negotiations. 


Today, however, an impressive report appeared in the 
Greek media in Athens that a kind of secret agreement was 
reached between the two governments. The story is based 
particularly on the American publication, The Washington 
Quarterly, Spring 1989 issue, which inter alia reports -- [ 
will quote for you: “Nonetheless, despite the -- 
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4A Let me give you a short answer -- false. There 
has been no agreement reached with the Greek Government, and 


negotiations are continuing. 


Q Would you tell me what is the status of those 
deliberations to send an ambassador to the opposition in 
Afghanistan? 


A I gave a status report the day before yesterday -- 
Q I'm sorry. I missed it. 
A -- and that states the case. Secretary Baker 


said at his confirmation hearings he would be looking into that 
question. He has done that, he has followed up, and it is 
something that continues to be under active consideration. 


Mr. Redman, a follow-up question: Did you ever 
have before, in the history, embassies on both sides of 
civilian war? Don't you create an historic and diplomatic 


precedent with this? 
a What was the question? 


Q Did you have, in American history, that the 
United States embassy is in both sides of a civilian conflict? 


Q Civil war. 


A I'm not sure what you're even referring to 
because the fact of the matter is we have had a small 
diplomatic representation in Kabul over these years, but making 
clear we don't consider that in any way recognition of the 
legitimacy of the regime in Kabul. And, our diplomats are 
there for specific functions and their contacts are limited to 
administrative and consular matters. That is the only 
representation, limited as it is, of any kind in Afghanistan as 
of today. 


Q Chuck, to go back for a second to Lebanon, you 
spoke lately about the need for disbanding the various 
militias, and yet I was told Ambassador McCarthy conveyed a 
message to General Aoun asking him to lift the naval siege on 
the various illegal ports that are used by the various 
militias, that they want to be broken apart. What do you have 
to say on that? 


i Nothing. 


Q On a different subject, the U.S. Attorney in 
Miami this morning was scheduled to hold a press conference in 
which he was going to announce the indictments of several South 
American drug lords, including the Ochoa family and the 
Escobars, but also the indictment of Everett Bannister, a close 
friend of Mr. Pindling of the Bahamas. Do you have any 
comments on these indictments? 
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A No. Yours was all in the Future tense, and [I'm 
sure if there is such a press conference they'll provide the 
details. The best I could do is refer you to our recent annual 
report on the drug issue. 


Q Okay. Well, people in this building are aware 
that this has happened. 


a Of course, I'm sure they are. 
Q All right. 


A question on Thailand. Colonel Manoon -- [ 
think his name is pronounced koobkajorn -- was involved in a 
coup attempt in Thailand in 1985 in which several journalists 
were killed. At the time the State Department promised that he 
would never be allowed into this country. 


He, however, has entered this country on a visa, and I 
am wondering how the policy changed, and what his status is -- 


the status of his visa, if he's still here. 


a There was no change in policy. The visa was 
issued due to an administrative error. It had to do with 
transliteration of names. It was issued without having 
adequately studied the background in this case. He did come in 
early March; he returned to Thailand. The visa has been 
revoked. 


Q Do you know what he did while he was here? 


) He was a member of an official Thai delegation 
accompanying the Thai Minister of Agriculture. 


Q So that means the Thai Government doesn't find 
him as disreputable as the U.S. Government does? 


A The request for the visa came in a diplomatic 
note from the Thai Foreign Minister. 


Q So, like, maybe [ should ask you what kind of an 
error it was. Was the error -- there was intent, on the Thai 
Government's part, to get this guy into the country. They knew 
they were trying to get him admitted here. The error was the 
U.S. not recognizing the name as being a guy you wouldn't let 
in normally? 


4 There is a process that has to be followed when 
we get names, materials to be reviewed. And in this case, 
because of that problem, the background material did not 
surface in the proper manner, and authorization was given to 
issue the visa. 


Q Well, considering the background that Betsy has 
just explained, don't you think the Thai Government tried to 
slip one past the State Department? 


‘4 
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A It came in a diplomatic note from the Thai 
Foreign Ministry. It is our responsibility to do what we need 
to do for our own immigration purposes, so ['ve explained to 
you what happened. 


Q What does that mean, “diplomatic note?" Can you 
clear up what that means? 


i) A diplomatic note? 
Q Yes. Is that something special? 
a No. That's the way governments do business. 


Q Will he be given -- is there any chance of his 
getting a visa again, Chuck? 


a That always has to be addressed on a case-by-case 
basis. He is ineligible under 212(A)28(F) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act, so any time a visa application is received 
it has to be scrutinized, and that obviously comes -- 


Q So this was not a review of policy as such? It 
was that there was a clerical error, was the problem? 


A That's right. 


Q And he had a multi-entry visa that's been 
revoked, even though he made his trip that he was coming on? 


a Whatever kind of visa he had, it's revoked. 
Q Was this (inaudible) -- 
) No, this was after he returned. 


This may be small stuff at this point, but I 
understood that he was here before he asked for the visa. 


a No. 

Q No? I was misinformed. He didn't come in -- did 
he -- I guess the question is, isn't it so that he came in 
without a visa, and while he was here a visa was issued for him? 

A We can check the dates. The information I[ have 
is that we authorized the Embassy in Bangkok to issue the visa 
on March 2, that he travelled to the U.S. in early March. 


Q Oh, all right. I got you. 


Q On Lebanon again, if I may: You made a clear and 
well-defined statement with regard to foreign forces in 
Lebanon. How about the foreign countries supplying arms to 
different factions inside Lebanon, without having forces 
themselves inside? 
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A I addressed the whole issue as best [ could 
earlier on when I said we talked to those who have influence, 
roles, whatever, about the need to exercise restraint. That 
applies to the full range of questions, including the one 
you're posing. 





Q You don't mean foreign forces meaning foreign 
armed forces, like the Syrians, the Israelis, then? 


A I do mean that. There are several issues you're 
raising. You're talking about people who may not have forces 
physically in the country, as you said, but who may have a role 
or influence. Well, we're concerned about that, too. We 
likewise urge them to exercise restraint. 


“ 


Q Returning just a second to the Thai military 
case, how long was this guy actually allowed to stay in the 
country? How long was he here -- a week, two weeks? 


A I don't have the duration of that visit. I think 
it was -- it couldn't have been very long. I do have something 
here that says he came here March 6, so it was after the -- 


Q He stayed in the official party the whole time, 
as far as you know? 


A That's right. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the Indonesian 
Foreign Minister's talk with the Secretary this morning? 


a I don't have any read-out, no. 


On Panama, we didn't learn very much from the 
stakeout downstairs. Do you have any added guidance there 
about the occasion for the meeting between the Secretary and 
President Delvalle? Any thoughts on the decision of Mr. 
Delvalle to move from Panama to Miami? 


a The best I could say is the talks dealt with a 
general review of the situation in Panama. Since [I don't have 
any specific readout on the meeting, the best I could do would 
be more in the abstract of reiterating what our policy is 
toward Panama. It remains unchanged. If you want me to do 
that, I will. 


Q Yes. 


a Basically the major elements, which the Secretary 
has reiterated recently, [are]: We support the Panamanian 
people in their efforts to restore basic civil rights and to 
choose a civilian government by fair and honest elections. 

Like the large majority of Panamanians, we support the 
restoration of a true democratic system of government to 
Panama. We believe the elections offer an opportunity for a 
solution to the present crisis only if a fair and honest 
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election occurs and the result is respected. A fraudulent 
electoral result by which Noriega retains power will only 


perpetuate the current crisis. 


We continue to see Noriega's departure as essential 
for the restoration of democracy to Panama. There can be no 
normal relations between the United States and Panama as long 
as Noriega remains in power. There will be no accommodation 
with a Noriega-dominated regime. 


The U.S. Government is firmly and unequivocally 
committed to the spirit and the letter of the Panama Canal 
Treaties. 


Q What if he turns his power over to one of his 
colleagues? 
a There's no way I can go into specific 


hypothetical situations. I can only give you a statement of 
the policy, and then individual acts will have to be judged as 


they occur. 


Q What if the people of Panama elect Noriega or his 
surrogate in a free and fair election? That's another one of 
the hypotheticals which would pose a rather major problem for 
the U.S. 


4a They're all hypothetical questions. It's so easy 
when you put it like that. (Laughter) 


Q What is the Administration doing to moderate 
Syria's use of the radical PLO groups that are operating from 
Syria? 


Q Can we stay with Panama? Whom does the United 
States regard now as the President of Panama? 


a President Delvalle. No change in that position. 


9 Where is his government located then, as you 
understand it? 


a Those are the kinds of questions that you will 


af 


have to deal with President Delvalle and his representatives on. 


Q Well, is it a government in exile then, or can 
you give us some term of art just to describe what kind of 
government it is? It had been a government in hiding, I quess. 


a I don't need any term of art, as you put it. We 
recognize Delvalle as the President of Panama. 


Q But if he's not in Panama, and he doesn't make 
any pretense to being in Panama, what is the basis of his claim 
to being President of Panama at this point? 
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A I think we've gone over that all before when 
these decisions were first made, and that remains the basis. 

Q But at the time you made the decisions, he was in 
Panama; he was in hiding. He's not in Panama any more Isn't 
that a change? 

a I can't be any clearer in our stance, so -- 

Q But isn't it a change of situation? 

4 You can gnaw away, but -- 


Q Well, I'm trying. 


Q What is the Administration doing to try to 
moderate Syria's use of radical PLO elements that are operating 


No, no. 
I can handle this one in a hurry. (Laughter) 
Would you like me to repeat it? 


> © PF? 


Sure. 


Q What is the United States Administration doing to 
moderate Syria's use of radical PLO elements that are operating 
out of Syria? 


a I'm not sure exactly what specific elements 
you're talking about, so I could only say that -- 


Q Well, Jabril, Habash -- 


a The whole question of the Jabril group, if you 
want to bring that one up, is one that we hav? had numerous 
discussions with the Syrian Government abou!, so it has been on 
the agenda, and it continues to be somethin we talk about. 


Q Are there regular meetings taking place out of 
the Embassy over there? 


° We have, as in most of our embassies, meetings 
quite frequently with host-government officials. [t's not to 
say that every agenda item is brought up every time, so I 
really can't answer it beyond that. 


Q Chuck, in your statement you said the United 
States Government supports the people of Panama on their quest 
for democracy, fair and honest elections. How? How does the 
United States Government do that, or will it do it? 


‘a 
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A In whatever way we can. (Laughter) 
Q Well, you've made a declaration, but what other 


ways are available? 


rs) Well, those are the kinds of things that will 
just have to be addressed. We will do what we can. I'm not 
prepared to go into specific details. We have sanctions in 
place, for example, which have put considerable pressure on the 
Noriega regime. 


Q Is it your impression that Noriega is laying the 
groundwork for a fraudulent election on May 7? 


a I said previously, in view of what we have seen 
thus far in terms of controls over the election tribunal and 
the kind of repression and intimidation of the opposition, 
repression of some of the constitutionally guaranteed freedoms, 
that it's hard to imagine free and fair elections in such an 
atmosphere. So that's the kind of thing we have to continue to 
watch. 


But it is clear, at the same time, that the opposition 
seems to have a certain momentum, and we have seen some very 
impressive manifestations of that in recent weeks. 


Q On UNITA, anything new on ce allegations of 
atrocities? 


4 No. Nothing new. 


Q The Chinese Ambassador came to the State 


Department yesterday to protest against a Senate resolution 
passed last Thursday. What is your reaction to the protest, 
and can you tell us what Mr. Clarke told him? 


a What Mr. Clarke did was to describe the U.S. 
commitment to human rights around the world, including Tibet. 
He recalled Secretary Baker's discussion of these concerns with 
Chinese leaders, and he said the Administration supports 
efforts to address human rights concerns and promote a dialogue 
to resolve the situation. 


Q Chuck, did the U.S. Administration take any steps 
with regard to arms sales requests from Saudi Arabia? 


a Don't have anything at all. 
Q Take the question? 
No. Those things are handled around the world in 


particular ways, and I just don't have anything in this special 
case. 


Q I'm asking about the legal steps to be taken with 
the Congress and all that. 


ri 
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A There's a whole series of informal consultations, 
notifications and all that. 
Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to Bolivia's 


apparent change in their drug policy? 


2 My only reaction, in shortest form, would be to 
say we don't foresee any major shifts in Bolivia's narcotics 
program which focuses on coca eradication, interdiction and 
crop substitution. 


Q Chuck, this may have been asked on the PLO while 
we were down talking to the President. The dialogue with the 
PLO, did anybody ask or have you said, and, if they haven't, 
will you say whether this is just a one-day thing -- this 
second round -- or whether this is going to last several days? 
And, secondly, will Arafat take part, as far as you know? 


a Yes. No. No. I lost all of your questions. 
(Laughter) 


But if the question is, does it last longer than 
today, I don't know of any plans for that. I believe it is 
just a meeting today. 


Q So if Arafat didn't take part today, he won't 
take part in this round? 


I) I have no information at all on his participation 


Q How would you describe a substantive dialogue 
without the participation of the leader of that organization or 
somebody higher up in the American Administration? 


f°) It's not hard to do. 


Do you have any comment on Peru's beginning the 
aerial eradication tests for coca plants? 


i) It's essentially just a statement of fact. On 
March 17 the Government of Peru conducted an aerial herbicide 
test against coca in the Upper Huallaga Valley, using two 
herbicides. One of those was "Spike." At the request of the 
Peruvian Government, the U.S. supplied technical assistance in 
the form of two agricultural spray aircraft. We're pleased 
that the Government of Peru completed these tests which 
demonstrate Peruvian commitment to eliminating coca. 


Q Chuck, on Central America, can you bring us up to 
date on the Secretary's efforts to work with Congress and come 
up with a statement? 


a I don't have any new developments. 


Q Is he still traveling to the Hill? 
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a I don't know what specific consultations have 
been scheduled for this week. 


Q Can you clarify also, in general, is the aim of 
the Baker approach demobilization of the Contras or keeping 
them intact until the Nicaraguan elections? 


A The Secretary has spoken a number of times in 
recent days and weeks about those questions and others, and I'd 
just leave it with his comments on the Hill. 


Q And can you clarify -- he said last week that 
three of the four Central American democratically elected 
countries support keeping the Contras in place through the 


elections. Do you have anything more on that than he said? 
a No. No details. 


Q Because they haven't really come out publicly, 
and I'm not sure what he's referring to. 


a I'm not sure that some haven't, but in any case, 
no, I don't have anything. 


Q There is a lot of concern over in Greece about a 
recent remark of a change in the seven-to-ten ratio of American 
military aid to Greece and Turkey on the part of your 
government. Do you have any comment on that? 

a No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 23, 1989, 12:16 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with one announcement concerning one of the 
follow-up experts meetings in the CSCE process. 


Secretary of State Baker has designated Leonard Marks 
to head the U.S. delegation to the London [Information Forum. 
The April 18-May 12 forum is one of a series of experts 
meetings mandated by the Conference on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe follow-up meeting which concluded in Vienna in 
January. 


The London forum will focus on a number of issues, 
including the free flow of information, cooperation in the 
field of information, and the improvement of working conditions 
for journalists. [t will also emphasize an important human 
rights aspect -- that all persons have a fundamental right to 
freedom of expression. 


Most delegations to the forum will include both senior 
government officials and experts on information matters. 
Leonard Marks has considerable experience in the information 
field. He is currently legal counsel to the World Press 
Freedom Committee, is a past director of the U.S. Information 
Agency, and has headed U.S. delegations to UNESCO and to 
International Telegraphic Union Conferences on high frequency 
broadcasting. 


The British Government, as host to the forum, has 
provided us with press materials, including application forms 
for accreditation. All of that is available in the Press 
Office. 


Q In yesterday's meeting with the Palestine - 
Liberation Organization, did the State Department find the PLO 
response adequate on the question of suppressing the uprising’ 


A As previously, ['m not going to go into the 
specifics of the meeting. Ambassador Pelletreau made a 
statement following the meeting. I'm sure most of you have 
seen that. If you haven't, you can read the transcript in the 
Press Office. 
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I would only have a few remarks about how we see this 
dialogue. As we've said before, the dialogue is not an end in 
itself. To have value, it must contribute to practical 
progress toward peace. We are not interested in symbolism or a 
process for its own sake. We are trying to aclvance a workable 
and realistic peace process. We will use the dialogue to 
determine if the PLO is prepared to commit itself to such a 
process. 


Q Well, do you think in the aftermath of it, that. 
yesterday's meeting served those goals that you were talking 
about just now? 


A Again, Ambassador Pelletreau has given you some 
more detailed impressions of the meeting. All that I would say 
is that it was a businesslike meeting. 


Q And will there be further meetings ~- substantial 
meetings? 


A We expect that there will be. We don't have any 
date set at this point. 


Q Chuck, just to follow that, Arafat at a news 
conference, I guess today, seemed rather pleased with the way 
things had transpired, and the implication at least was that 
the PLO was going to improve West Bank Palestinians playing a 
role in the peace process, perhaps in initial negotiations with 
the Israelis. 


Is that something the United States would like to see 
happen? 


A I prefer not to go into any kinds of specifics or 
details of that kind. We haven't done that in the past. I 
think these are the kinds of things that are best addressed 
through the dialogue. 


Q Chuck, you mentioned symbolism. Can you 
elaborate a bit more on that? Are you suggesting that the 
Palestinians were not realistic in their approach with the 
dialogue with the U.S. delegation? 


6 I am describing to you in as clear terms as 
possible our approach and our objectives in the dialogue. 
That's what I'm doing. 


Q The new peace plan by the Labor Party in Israel 
has just been leaked to the press there, according to which 
they would accept a Palestinian state. Perhaps not in so many 
words, but in practical terms. 


Does it mean, you think, that the United States will 
again have to deal with two Israeli governments at the same 
time? 


4d 














-j- Thursday, 3/23/89 
4 I haven't seen that, and [ don't have any comment 
Q Another area: Anything on the indiscriminate 
killing by the Syrians in residential areas in various paris of 


Beirut, namely, East Beirut? 


i) Nothing specific today. Again, I would refer you 
to the various expressions of concern about the situation in 
Lebanon that I have stated over previous days 


Q What about on the request by General Aoun made to 
the U.S. Government, asking for Syrian withdrawal from the 


entire land of Lebanon? 


A I would just stand on the various statements on 
Lebanon in previous days. 


Q Would you take this question? 
A No. 


Q The White House says there is a meeting here this 
afternoon -- Secretary Baker, Secretary Mosbacher and others -- 
on the FSX deal. Can you tell us anything about it? 


a The information [ have is that Secretary Baker 
will be meeting with Vice Minister Nishihiro from the Japanese 
Defense Agency. That is scheduled for 4:00 o'clock today, 
according to the most recent information. And I understand 
that one of the issues or the primary issue will be the FSX 


Q And that other U.S. Government officials from 
outside State will be taking part? 


A I'd have to verify that. 

Q And what's the purpose of this meeting? 

e Without going into a great deal of detail, as I 
understand it, if you followed what the White House has said 
about what the President is doing in approaching this issue, we 
would expect to be receiving from the Japanese their reaction 
to some information that we have recently given them. 


Q Do you have any statement about the meeting 
between Secretary Baker and Perez de Cuellar? 


a No. I[ don't have any readout on that. 


Q They met today? 


Qa He did meet with him. Yes. 
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~ @ Follow-up to a previous question just for a 
second. It's being characterized by some as a negotiating 
session. 


A I don't want to try to change the words here 


The White House has explained, as they see it, exactly what Lhe 
process is, and I would just prefer to rest with those words 


Q Chuck, there's a report in a Baltimore paper that 

the U.S. has expelled another Soviet official. Is this the 

case? Could you elaborate? . 
A The Secretary used the occasion of a meeting 


yesterday with Ambassador Dubinin to express our concern over 
the unwarranted explusion of a U.S. Army Attache, Lieutenant 
Colonel Van Gundy, on March 14. The Secretary informed 
Ambassador Dubinin that in response, Mr. Sergey Malinin -- 
M-A-L-I-N-I-N -- an employee of the Soviet Trade Organization 
AMTORG in New York, and his family must depart the United 
States by the end of the month. 


We expect that Mr. Malinin's departure will put an end 
to this matter. 


Q Is Mr. AMTORG -- is Mr. Malinin suspected of any 
espionage or any other activity detrimental to U.S. security? 


a As I say, this move was taken in response to the 
unwarranted expulsion of our U.S. Army Attache. We expect this 
to put an end to it. Mr. Malinin is not being declared persona 
non grata, but he and his family are being asked to depart 


within the time we have set. 


Q Is that a “no" then to my question of whether he 
was suspected of any untoward activities? 


a It 18 a@ positive answer as to the reason the 
action was taken. 


Q That still leaves open -- is this just 
tit-for-tat, then, the implication of your remarks? 


a Essentially. I think I've explained it to you. : 
We've gone through our views of the previous aspects of this. 
So if you take it all in that context, I believe it all fits 
together. 


Q Chuck, if this is not the end of the expulsions, 
is the U.S. prepared to carry this further? 


A First, to reiterate, we expect that this will put 
an end to it. Any further unjustified Soviet expulsions of 
U.S. personnel will require us to take additional measures. 
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Q I think in his first speech, the new Defense 
Secretary, Dick Cheney, warned against heeding those who want 
to declare the Cold War ended. I think it's the second member 
of the Administration who says that the Cold War is still on. 
What's the opinion of the State Department? Is it on or it's 
ended? 


a I don't have any particular reaction to that. 
The issue has been addressed, as you note, by a number of 
people and I think all one need do is to take a look at the 
remarks that they have made. I[ can't try to summarize all that. w 


Q One technical question: Mr. Malinin can be 
replaced immediately by the Soviets should they choose? 


A I don't have the exact answer to that. We have 
to look into that. 


Q Chuck, can I just come back for a minute to the 
Perez de Cuellar meeting? Did you have anything there on what 
the subjects were that were discussed or why -- 


a I don't have anything -- as I understand it, this 
was one of the routine consultations that we often have with 
the Secretary General. 


Q But it's not routine for him to come down here 
and see the Secretary. That's not happened very often. L['m 
just curious what -- you know, the Secretary has seen him when 
he's up in New York, but he really has not been here -- he was 
received at the White House, I know, a montt or so ago. 


A He has been in Washington. 
Q What's on the agenda in terms of U.S./U.N.? 


A I don't have any specific agenda; full review of 
the issues. 


Q Did the Secretary like the verification plan that 
the U.N. has drafted for Central America, for example? And 
does he feel this is a good way to proceed? . 


A The Secretary has addressed that issue in some of 
his testimony on the Hill. So he is on the record concerning 
that particular issue. That's a matter of public record. 


Q That was certainly discussed this morning, wasn't 
it? 
a I just don't know what was discussed. 
Q Do you know if the Middle East was discussed, if ' 


this was -- 
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A When I say I don't know -- 


Q I'm not sure whether you addressed this issue 
yesterday. However, there was a report about a cable From the 
American Embassy in Addis Ababa predicting the collapse of the 
Ethiopia regime. That was published yesterday in the New York 
Times. Do you have anything on that? 





A I don't have anything very specific. Clearly, 
there have been some military defeats for the regime in the ~ 
north. It is probably under as great a pressure as it has been : 


under since 1977. Our view has always been that there is no 
military solution to this conflict and that the regime ought to 
be seeking a political one. 


Q You can't confirm or deny that alleged report by 
the American Embassy? That is, indeed, the estimate of the 
American Embassy in Addis? 


a No, I never go into talking about alleged 
cables. But what [I'm doing is giving you our own appreciation, 
which is that the government has suffered a number of reverses 
in the north in recent months. 


Q Chuck, on the Syrian presence in Lebanon, do you 
have an assessment or a view on whether their presence is 
advancing the human rights that your government seems to 
champion in many parts of the world and neglects Lebanon? 


a You should take a close look at what we have said 
about Lebanon on a number of occasions recently. 


Q I'm talking about human rights? 
f°) On all issues. 


Q Chuck, has the State Department issued a warning 
to its personnel overseas about a possible hijacking over the 
Easter weekend? 


a No, absolutely not. . 


Q Has the FAA issued to State Department employees 
overseas such a warning? 


A No. You confuse things when you look at it that. 
way. I think if you review what was said previously in 
December when we went over this previous incident, you would 
understand what's at work here. We have a process, a 
well-established process which has to do with the collection of 
information, the dissemination of information, in ways that 
most effectively lead to action to prevent acts of terrorism 
against airlines. 
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In that sense, the United States Government makes a 
continuous effort to provide U.S. airlines with any information 
it receives concerning the possibility of threats to the safety 
of the traveling American public. In this instance that you're 
referring to today, the U.S. Government received information 
about a possible attempt to hijack an American aircraft 
somewhere in Europe. The information was not specific as to 
timing, airline. or flight. 


The FAA quickly issued an Aviation Security Bulletin 
to advise U.S. air carriers of this information, and the need 
to take countermeasures to deal with the threat. The U.S. 
carriers, consistent with the Aviation Security Bulletin, are 
now applying enhanced security measures to counter this threat. 


As we have explained previously, these bulletins are 
also sent to security and aviation officials at relevant U.S. 
embassies so that these officials can assist U.S. airlines in 
obtaining host government assistance and upgrading security 
measures to counter the threat. These security bulletins are 
not threat advisories to U.S. Government personnel overseas. I 
have seen news reports alleging that official U.S. Government 
personnel, civilian or military, were advised against using 
U.S. airlines. Those are not true. 


I might close by once again saying that we have a 
process which has been developed over a number of years in the 
international community. It results in information being 
collected -- essentially intelligence information. As a 
consequence, it is not the kind of information that one can 
talk about openly. But it does need to be disseminated through 
the appropriate security channels so that actions can be 
taken. So what we have here is a case, among many, which you 
see as to how this system operates in order to try to get this 
information into the security apparatus so that it can react in 
countering the threat. 


Q But you sent no warning to Embassy personnel that 
there was this possibility. It was sent through the FAA to 
aviation people involved in -- 


A Yes. The aviation people are located in the 
Embassy, in some cases. They have a liaison responsibility 
with host government security officials. But that warning dow. 
not go to U.S. Government personnel in Embassies or anywhere 
else. It is not sent as a warning, nor is it disseminated as 
such. 


Q Well, is it being posted in any Embassies, as the 
Moscow Embassy, for example, posted that warning? 


i] Absolutely not. As you know, in the aftermath of 
that, that was not the way that that information should have 
been used or was meant to be used. Embassies are well aware of 
the appropriate handling for this kind of information. 
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Q There is another question about whether -- you 
know, how widely disseminated within the public this 
information could be so that people who might be Flying these 
planes could make some decisions as to whether they want to 
travel during that time. 


a Let me say again that there is a process to get 
this information out to security officials. They're the ones 
who can deal with it effectively. In many ways this particular 
bulletin we're talking about today is typical. [t is not 
specific in terms of timing, in terms of airline, in terms of ~ 
flight. : 


Q But it lists three particular people, I mean it's 
specific. 





A And that kind of specific information -- I'm not 
phen, to confirm that kind of information because we have 
intelligence sources that cannot be jeopardized. But when we 


have specific detailed information, that is exactly what we try 
to get into the hands of security officials. They can take 
appropriate countermeasures. 


As you know, almost all of these reports, in the end, 
turned out to be unsubstantiated or can never be confirmed. 
But we have set in process then a system whereby any kind of 
specific information that could be credible is nonetheless 
disseminated so that security officials can deal with it. 


Q But you're also dealing here with the problem 
where there was one major problem over the Christmas holiday of 
a plane that went down after one of these warnings going out, 
and so doesn't the question become, how much information should 
become public and how much -- 


a But, again, let me refer you to all of the 
information that was provided at that time. The major piece of 
information all agreed was a hoax -- the telephone call in 
Finland, for example, that was much publicized. [In other ways, 
the information was less than totally specific. It, again, is 
evidence of the way the system works and, as a consequence -- 
well, I think I've tried to explain it as best I can. . 


Q That won't satisfy -- 


Q Who makes the decision? Who makes the decision 
on whether the public should be warned? 


a Basically, there is @ process. Various people 
have various responsibilities. The FAA disseminates 
information through this particular network that you're aware 
of; Embassies help in getting to host governments abroad to 
police, to intelligence agencies that might have the need to 
know this kind of information. 
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Basically, the position -- it has to be on a 
case-by-case basis, of course -- but were we to receive a 
threat that was specific, credible, and could not be countered, 
then we would move to take appropriate and specific measures to 
further protect U.S. citizens and other travelers. 


Q Yes, but that's the reason that you have bills 
such as the one that D'Amato is introducing, which would 
require making these warnings public when they lack the 
specificity which you are talking about. 


A Various experts have gone through the many 
reasons why that is not a particularly effective way to 
proceed. First, you've got intelligence sources. If you want 
to continue to collect this information to the extent, in many 
cases, that it becomes public, it can jeopardize your sources, 
and that's to no one's interest -- not to the interest of 
security officials or the traveling public that those officials 
are trying to protect. That's one very obvious point. 


The second point is that, to the extent that there 
exists -- and it does -- an effective international system for 
exchanging this information and getting it into the hands of 
acl be officials, then it is to the benefit of all, and most 
especially, of course, the traveling public. 


This whole system is designed to protect the traveling 
public. I think we shouldn't lose sight of that, and I think 
that that is exactly the kind of approach that U.S. Government 
agencies and the international community follow. Why should 
anyone want to try to do other than that? 


Some people propose, for instance, that when 
there is specific information, you do not want to tell the 
public, just released the FAA specific warning with its names 
and so on, because that might jeopardize sources; but that 
there should be, as what has effectively happened over the last 
few weeks when these FAA bulletins have been so in the news, 
that the press eventually gets ahold of the gist of them 
anyway, and it is disseminated in that way, not in an official 
way. But the general sort of warning gets out in the public 
without sources and methods being compromised. 


What's wrong with that sort of a system? That's 
effectively what's happening, obviously. 


a First, just to take this one case you're talking 
about today, it is not specific in terms of timing -- a very 
important factor. 


Q Neither was the threat on Christmas -- 


a But nevertheless, that information will go into 
the system. It will stay there. It is there now, and it will 
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be there for the future. And security officials will continue 
to have access to that and work on that long after this 
particular bulletin, which is one of many, will have subsided 
from public view, or from your attention, for example. 


There are people out there in the security field that 
are working at this day-in and day-out. They are processing 
this information, they are putting it into the kind of modern 
intelligence capabilities that exist around the world today 
that airlines employ. And you do what you can. 


It is a big issue; it is a complicated one. We have a e 
more and more elaborate system for dealing with this kind of 
information and getting it out there. That ought to be the 
objective in all this, to be effective and to be effective in 
protecting the traveling public. 





Q May I ask a more limited, practical question on 
this? Do you know anything about a State Department 
recommendation about a month ago which I understand now has 
gone into effect with some airlines, that would create a system 
in which tickets and luggage would be bar-coded to prevent 


luggage from being boarded on a plane without a passenger? 
) No, I don't have those kinds of specific details. 
Q Do you know anything about the proposal? 
a No. 


Q Will the State Department be releasing a travel 
advisory as a result of this threat? 


a No, there is no travel advisory as a result of 
this threat. 


Q Are you planning to? 

A No. As I say -- as [I've said many times -- there 
are bulletins all the time, whenever we pick up information. 
And that is an ongoing effort and will continue to be. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on Paul Nitze, whom I 
understand has resigned? 


a First of all, I believe he's still a State 
Department employee for another month or more. But I do know 
that Mr. Nitze has been asked to, and plans to, be active in 
some other capacity -- whether it's a consultant I'm not sure, 
but in some other capacity in working on the Administration's 
arms control review and its arms control positions. 
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Q There are reports of dissension in the ranks 
between Mr. Nitze and some of his superiors. 


a Those reports are unfortunate, because they are 
inaccurate. And I think both sides, as characterized in one of 
the recent news weekly reports, were very surprised to see the 
particular personal characterization that was put on that. 
Having talked to both sides, I feel confident in assuring you 
that there was just not that kind of atmosphere involved in 
this particular case. 


Q Was he offered this position of Ambassador 
emeritus? 


A In terms of specifics, I think those are things 
best left to Ambassador Nitze, but I know that he was concerned 
when he saw this kind of characterization, and I know that was 
the —_ in this building because it just doesn't square with 
the facts. 


Q Chuck, just to pin this down, didn't he, like all 
officials in the previous administration, give an automatic 
letter of resignation January 20? 


a I'm sure he did. 


Q So, what is this? Has there been a new letter of 
resignation? 


i) Not that I'm aware of. But like other people, he 
has made his decisions in terms of what he will do in the 
future. 


Q But wasn't his January 20th resignation accepted’ 


A So was mine. 
Q Right. 
i That doesn't say anything about -- I'm not 


talking about the facts of the matter. He will clearly be 
doing other things, but so will lots of other people. What I'm 
saying is that the way this has been characterized, 

particularly in a news weekly article, just really does a 
disservice to both parties. 


Q On El Salvador, on Monday you said, regarding the 
killing of the three journalists, that circumstances weren't 
yet clear and so you really couldn't comment. I was wondering 
if you have more information at this puint. 


“ I don't have anything more detailed. I have 
seen, of course, as you have that the Salvadoran military has 
launched an investigation; I believe may have detained some 
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soldiers. But in any case, we are staying in touch with them 
and will be following the investigation. 


Q Chuck, also on Central American, can you bring us 
up to date on the effort to forge a bipartisan approach on 
Nicaragua? 

4 Your daily temperature check? 

(Laughter) 

Q Well, the Senate goes out today, so it seems like 7 
it's now or next month. 

“ I don't have anything new to report. 

Q Was the Secretary on the Hill yesterday about 
this? 

a I don't believe so, but I couldn't answer that 
for sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the accounts this morning 
in creams that there are human rights violation problems 
with the Contras torturing prisoners, that sort of thing? 





A That is something that we've been keeping a very 
close eye on. There is a formal tribunal composed of seven 
Resistance commanders now completing its investigation of the 
allegations. We expect those results within a few days. When 
we got the first reports in mid-December of ‘88, we took them 
immediately to the Resistance. At that point, we learned that 
the Nicaraguan Resistance military prosecutor was already 
actively investigating the charges and that the primary suspect. 
had already been arrested. He was later expelled from the 
Resistance after having been found guilty. 


We also immediately notified the Nicaraguan 
Association for Human Rights and encouraged them to get 
involved in this investigation, which they did. We're 
continuing to monitor the progress of the tribunal and the 
human rights investigation, and a State Department team which . 
included two lawyers visited Honduras two weeks ago to check , 
the progress on this matter. 


So, again, to close where I began, there is this 
formal tribunal, and we expect its results in the very near 
future. 


Q What exactly were the reports that you were 
getting? 
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A Well, they were reports of human rights abuses. 
I'm not sure I have the exact details. There were two 
incidents that had been reported. Both the Resistance and the 
human rights group are investigating both of those 


Q Were they both torture of prisoners? 


a As I say, I'm not sure exactly what the detailed 
nature of the charges were, but [ think what we try to draw out 
of this, first, is the fact that we take these kinds of charges 
very seriously. We closely monitor these kinds of questions. 2 
We insure that U.S. law is fully complied with, that the 
allegations are fully investigated. In this case, from what we 
can see, the Resistance having already expelled one violator is 
also demonstrating its commitment to human rights by continuing 
to move forward in their investigation. 


From what we know, we expect that four more Resistance 
members may be expelled. 


Expelled from what? 
From the Resistance. 


Are these officers? 


> 5& PT 


I don't know the exact ranks, titles, positions 


Q And the Times story said that Ambassador Briggs 
-- I forget who had quoted him -- was not being very helpful to 
the various investigators looking into this. Do you have any 
reaction to that? 


a The story also had reaction from the Embassy 
itself. I could only add that the Ambassador and his staff are 
actively involved in ensuring complete compliance with U.S. law 
and human rights policy. 


Q Why didn't she say that instead of saying, "It's 
a irascible inquiry; it deserves no answer." 


a I didn't see the full text of what may have been . 
said. We see some quotes, but I'm giving you my reaction. . 
That's all I can deal with. 


Q Do you have anything on the Syrian blockade and 
shelling of East Beirut? More than 2,000 shells -- it was 
confirmed the Syrians shelled East Beirut. Can you say 
anything on that? 


i) I have spoken to the situation a number of times 
in recent days. 


Q But not when they have 2,000 shells on a 
populated area. 
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A I've spoken to it a number of times now. 
Q Can we go back to the expulsion for a minute? 


You said he was an employee of a Soviet trade organization. 
Does he have diplomatic status? 


A We can take a look at that. 


Q At the risk of boring everybody, let's return to 
Pan am 103. What would happen, do you think, if whenever one 
of these FAA threats -- bulletins went out, it was scrubbed for 
intelligence sources methods, and then put out? In other 
words, every time a threat came in, it just went out to the 
general public after being scrubbed of intelligence. What 
would happen then? 


2) A number of people have spoken to various aspects 
of that. I have tried to focus on the point that what one 
needs to do is to be effective. To be effective, the people 
who deal with these kinds of issues professionally have 
judgments to make. It is their judgment that there are valid 
reasons for handling this the way they do handle them, in the 
interest of providing the best security possible for the 
traveling public. 


If it were otherwise, they would act otherwise. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: 3/23/89 





Questions Taken at 3/23/89 Daily Press Briefing 


Soviet Asked to Leave The U.S. 





Q: Did Mr. Sergey MALININ have diplomatic immunity? 


A: oo No. 


Q: May the Soviets fill the position vacated by Mr. 
MALININ? 


A: -- Yes. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, I think if you 
examine American foreign policy throughout the post-war era, one 
truth certainly shines through. From President Truman's support for 
NATO to President Reagan's INF Agreement, every important achievement 
has enjoyed sustained bipartisan support. A bipartisan foreign 
policy is based on honest and honorable discussion and debate. It's 
not based on supressing legitimate differences. In the end, it is 
also, I think, based on a recognition that we are, after all, one 

le, we are one nation, and we must have one consistent foreign 
policy. 


Today we've taken the first important steps toward 
building a successful bipartisan policy in Central America. If asked 
to summarize that policy in one word, I would say democracy. 

Together we want the people of Nicaragua, as well as all others in 
Central America, to be able to participate freely and fully in 
democracy. And now, together, the Executive Branch and the Congress 
will work to ensure that the promises of democracy in Nicaragua 
become democracy in fact. 


I want to salute the Speaker, the other leaders here, and 
many, many others in the Senate and the House whose dedication and 
hard work and perseverance made this agreement possible. They have 
performed as leaders in the very best sense of that tern. 


Speaker. 


SPEAKER WRIGHT: Secretary, thank you very much. I want 
to express my personal appreciation to Secretary Baker and to each of 
my colleagues here, as well as many other colleagues, Democratic and 
Republican alike, and the work that they have contributed toward the 
production of this unified approach. 


We began talking a very long while ago it seems. It was 
two days after the election that I had a conversation with President 
Bush -- then President-elect Bush -- and we discussed tho ~ °. ity 
of a bipartisan policy in Central America. Secretary Bak " had 
dinner together in December and discussed that subject the.. 
Subsequently, Secretary Baker has devoted many, many productive and 
useful hours through consultation with Democratic and Republican 
members of the Congress, of the House and the Senate. And I want to 
salute him for the diligence, the perseverance, the skill and the 
intelligence that he has brought to this task. He's done splendid 
work and deserves to be recognized for it. 


Bipartisan foreign policy is something that's essential 
to a nation of our type. It begins with consultation and a necessary 
ingredient is mutual trust. I think we're restoring that necessary 
ingredient. This is an agreement of historic proportions in which, 
in a bipartisan way, the Congress and the administration give our 
unequivocal support to the elected leaders in Central America in 

















their search for ce and democracy, and we seek to help them. And 
to that end I pl + help, and I know that my colleagues here on 
the platform and for whom we speak will be united, 


There was an old saying, I think attributed to the late 
Senator Vandenberg, that if - want ue with you on the landing, Mr. 
President, bring ue along with you on the takeoff. The 
administration has done this, and for that, I expressed to them ny 
appreciation and pledged to them my help and sy support. 


MAJORITY LEADER MITCHELL: Thies ie an rtant rr 
with res both to the general formulation of , = " policy 
this administration and the specifics of American pol +p | in - a 
America. I commend the President and the Secreta tate for 
their willingness to engage in meaningful consulta sen with the 
Congress. 


I congratulate the many members of Congress, Democrate 
and Republicans, senators and representatives, who responded in a way 
that bri unity to a policy that was, for most of this decade, the 
subject of bitter division. . 


In addition to those present here, I believe Senator Dodd 
and Representative Bonior deserve special mention for their 
constructive roles in this effort. 


The words of this agreement place the United States 
n wy tee ef the peace and democratization process 
ee A, Central American identse. I trust the President 
a the at A of State to give life and content to those words in 
the implementation of this agreement. 


The a provides for the continuation of nonlethal 
humanitarian aid the Nicaraguan resistance at current levels 
through February 1990, the date for new elections in Wi 
Those funds may be used for voluntary reintegration or regional 
relocation of members of the resistance in a manner _— of the 

ce process undertaken the Central American presidents. We 
lieve this to be the policy best calculated to achieve our common 
objective in the region. 


If we have learned anything from the divisions of this 
decade over Central America it should be that in our democracy, no 
public policy can be sustained over time unless it is clearly stated 
and broadly supported. This agreement is the essential first step in 
establishing such a policy in Central American. The administration 
deserves credit for ‘— -y- thie need and for teking the 
initiative to meet it. The Congress deserves credit for responding 
to that initiative in a constructive way. 


The people of Central America want what people want 
throughout the world -- peace, justice, opportunity, the right to 
determine their own future. It is in our national interest to help 
them achieve the goals. This agreement moves us in thet direction. 


REPRESENTATIVE MICHEL: Well, let me simply sey that I 
think it's more important that you hear from our Democratic 
coll es in the Congress. @ is controlled by the opposition 
party n both Houses. But this is a rr important decision on their 
part and we're most apprciative of their conciliatory and cooperative 
attitude in dealing with the administration in crafting a new policy 
for Central America. 


It's been a very contentious item for us to have dealt 
with over the last several years -- one in which -- rather traumatic 
on occasions. And to have the new President in the concert with the 
new Secretary of State to set forth now a — broader 
approach here that we might all join hands together in supporting, I 
want to applaud my Democratic ee for their attitude and, yes, 
obviously, for the administration and what they've now given us -- 











some real sense of direction. And I'm sure eventually we'll be able 
to put it all together when the time comes. Thank you. 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I want to commend the President, the 
Secretary of State, and all the others who have been working on this. 
It does make us a player in the area again, which I think is very 
important. 


I must add that not every Republican senator is 
enthusiastic about this proposal and, of course, there will have to 
be language drafted now and we'll have to get a bill through the 
Congress. But it seems to me that it's in our interest to support 
this agreement, and I commend my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle, as I do the Secretary of State and the President, for taking 
the initiative. 


Some of our colleagues have concerns about relocation, 
about the length of the agreement, whether it's seven sonths or 10 
months, and whether or not we're setting up another phase here where 
you could eliminate or take care of the Contras by relocation rather 
than support for the Contraa directly or through democracy in 
Nicaragua. 


But in ay view, we've got a good agreezent. And it's 
important, it's very timely. Ae I understand -- the Secretary would 
know better -- there may be meetings going on next week. This will 
certainly be recognized as a positive step by our government and, to 


me, that's very important. 


CONGRESSMAN FOLEY: Weil, it's, of course, for me to 
merely echo many of the things that have already been said, and 
congratulate the President. and the Secretary of State. I think this 
is perhaps even an historic agreement. We have had, as the Secretary 
mentioned, a broad bipartisan consensus in all the important 
achievements of foreign policy since the end of World War II. There 
have been some noticable and regrettable exceptions. And one of then 
deals with special lems in Central America -- in trying te bring 
together a core policy which will not, of courge, receive the support 
of every member of Congress, Democrat or Republican, but will 
receive, we , this core support and signal to the hemisphere and 
to the world t the United States has developed an approach to 
Central America which is truly bipartisan. I think we are on the 
verge of some extremely important movement that may have its 
influence in other foreign policy ereas, as well. 


The emphasis on support of the peace process and 
achieving the goals of the Central American presidents is very 
prominent in this agreement. The emphasis on ye to achieve 
goals of democratization in Central America, in furthering peace and 
reconciliation, in moving toward diplomatic efforts and away from 
oe conflict, and in providing for the possibility for voluntary 
relocation under conditions which we hope and trust will be a 
Nicaregua marked by democracy and opportunity for all is an important 
aspect of this agreement, as well. 


Bo we're very happy and I think we're confident that we 
can move forward from here to other actions between the Congress and 
the Executive in foreign policy which will reflect that high spirit 
of bipartiean achievenent. 


Q Secretary Baker, how much is in this package? And 
you were a part of a policy, an administrative policy that conducted 
thie wer, created this war in a sense of creating the Contras. Is 
thie the end of the war? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Without trying to assign blame with 
respect to the past policy, Helen, I think we all have to admit that 
the policy basically failed to some extent because we were not 
united. We had an Executive Branch going on one direction and « 
Legislative Branch going in another. This document -- thie agreement 
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really calls for implementation of the promises of Esquipulas, which 
are democratization in Nicaragua and voluntary reintegration of the 
resistance under saf» and democratic conditions and in light of 
progress toward deme cratization in Nicaragua. 


So does it mean and end to the war? Let's hope so. 
Q You still didn't say how such. 


SECRETARY BAKER: How much money -- I think we're talking 
about roughly $4.5 million per month. Ten months, so the $4.5 
million is not exactly to-the-penny accurate. 


Q On the morning after his election at the nevs 
conference where, in fact, he announced that you would be nominated 
as Secretary of State, the President said in answer to the question 
that military aid to the Contras would have a very high priority in 
this administration. I just wonder how you can square this agreement 
with that statement. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there are some obligations here 
that have been undertaken that were not extant at the t that that 
statement was made. I might also point out, as perhaps Senator Dole 
touched on in his remarks, that there are no plans to request 
military assistance for the resistance. But there is no bar or 
prohibition to that in this agreement in the event that conditions 
should deteriorate substantially. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what evidence do you have that the 
Soviets intend to diminish their influence in Central America? The 
State Department has repeatedly said that the amount of Soviet 
military equipment going into Nicaragua has not changed. Have there 
been any agreements or trade-offs negotiated with the Soviets -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There have been discussions with the 
Soviets and you'll see references in this agreement to the importance 
of eliminating Soviet and Cuban influence and assistance to the 
extent that it's now being provided to Nicaragua. 


Let me simply say this -- and I'm sure that the 
leadership here would totally agree -- having a policy which 
represents the policy of the United States unified and bipartisan is 
one of the best things we'll have going for us in our now oe 
dialogue with the Soviets about giving meaning to the new thinking as 
far as aid to Nicaragua is concerned. 


Q Are you saying -- do you mean by that that you have 
already tiated with the Soviets that we would come up with a plan 
like this if they -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo. What I mean by that is, I have 
already raised the issue of their assistance to Nicaragua with the 
Soviets, as I think those who are familiar with my meeting with 
Shevardnadze in Vienna know. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if the Sandinistas carry th with 
this agreement, are you prepared to lift the trade embargo against 
them? Would you say that today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: This policy calls for the application 
of incentives and disincentives. The Congress, in effect, is giving 
the administration a certain amount of flexibility in the 
implementation of foreign policy with respect to Central America that 
did not exist over the course of the past number of years that the 
Speaker referred to. 


One of the incentives that we could look at, providing 
there is substantial movement toward democratization in Nicaragua, is 
ways in which we could relax some of our economic sanctions. But 
we're going to want to see actions, not just words. 














Q Mr. Secretary, there are stories out of the Contra 
camps in Honduras about the reeducation of the Contras -- teaching 
them job skills. And when you talk about voluntary reintegration in 
this agreement, isn't this agreement, in fact, sustering-out pay? 
See SHS GRRE ie CHSEs ees, if you will, of the Contras as a 
force 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, it is not mustering-out pay. As I 
indicated, Jim, in my first answer, this agreement really calls for 
implementing the promises of ipulas. The two major promises 
there were democratization in Nicaragua and reintegration of the 
resistance into safe and democratic conditions. That's the purpose 
here. Reintegration, one, must be voluntary and, two, there sust be 
qoagpese toward democratization in Nicaragua before you get to that 

ssue. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could I ask one last question? The 
Speaker spoke of a -- referred to a takeoff and a landing. And 
you've had the takeoff, but I wonder if you did seek, or feel 
compelled at some point to seek renewed military aid, wouldn't that 
wreck this accord and give you a crash landing? There's no prospect 
that - Democrats would go along with military aid, is 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's ve tical, Gerry, but 
the point I want to make is there's noth n here, if they should 
continue to refuse to obey the -- to perform the promises of 
Esquipulas, there's nothing that would prohibit our requesting that. 
We don't have now any intention to request that. 


Q Do you have support -- 


Q Does this require the Contras to foreswear military 
action during this period? And what do envision happening to 
this Contra force as this humanitarian aid goes forward between now 
and the scheduled elections in Nicaragua? 


SPEAKER WRIGHT: The agreement does foreswear the use of 
military action for en See purpose, whatever, and this is 
agreed between the istration and the Congress. What do I see as 
the future of the Contra force? I think we -- having recruited thes 
and having brought them into the situation which they now occupy, 
have a responsibility to them and to their fanilies. 


Ultimately, as the Secretary said, ve and trust that 
the ipulas Accords and their successor accords will be carried 
out faithfully and well by all parties. I take some encouragement 


from the act of the government in Nica in releasing the 
wee as it promised that it would do. We look to deeds of that 
ind, as the Secretary said, not just words, and when that is done I 


think it has been the goal all along of most of the leaders, the 
civilian leaders most certainly, of the Contra movement to be 
repatriated and to become a part of the civil life of their community 
in a free electoral system. And that's the goal we seek and it is 
toward that end that we're working together. 


The establishment of a policy, of course, is a jointly 
shared responsibility between the administration and the Congress, 
but the carrying out of that policy must be handled by the 
administration, and this is an expression of our trust and our 
confidence in the administration faithfully to carry it out. 


Q If I may follow up, pas -- if they engage in 
military action, is the aid immediately cut off, from your point of 


SPEAKER WRIGHT: It's my understanding that this might be 
the case. I don't want to anticipate negatives. I never entered 
into any enterprise in my life in which I anticipated its failure. 

We believe it's going tc succeed. 











Do you 
would not vote a dime for the Contras if they're life depended on it. 
SPEAKER WRIGHT: Well, I understand that is probably 


true. I don't think it will be unanimous. I don't think we could 
get a unanimous vote on the Democratic side and I don't suppose there 
would be a unanimous vote on the xepublican side either. But I do 
have the belief that this kind of an approsch, a constructive 

-- it puts the emphasis on peace and on negotiaticn and on 
be of assistance to the Central American ieaders in founding their 


Q 
side of the aisle in the Senate? 


same will be true in the Senate -- that it will not be unanimous on 
either side of the aisle. I expect that there will be some Democrats 
and some Republicans who oppose it. But I believe that this 
leadership represents a consensus among the majority on both sides of 
the aisle that will result in swift enactment of the legislation to 
implement this agreement. 


Q Do congressional committees have a veto power over 
this aid in seven months? You haven't addressed yourself to that. 


SENATOR MITCHELL: We're going to pursue this in a manner 
that is positive and constructive. Prudence requires, of course, 
that we for every cont , but as the Speaker said, ve 
anticipa t this process will result in a successful conclusion. 
That's the effort -- peace and democratisation in Central America. 
And rather than spend our time responding to hypotheticals, all of 
which contemplate negative results, we ought to be concentrating our 
energy and effort on positively seeking to make this process work. 
Thank you very such. 


END 10:51 A.M. EST 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 24, 1989, 12:02 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Before [ begin the official briefing, let 
me say that there will be a BACKGROUND briefing in this room at 
2:00 p.m. this afternoon on the President's Bipartisan Accord 
on Central America. 


Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. Let me begin 
with a few remarks on the situation in Lebanon. 


We continue to have deep concern over the 
confrontation and violence in Lebanon. The problem over the 
ports is simply the latest in a series of issues which 
threatens to further fragment the state. The complex political 
problems in Lebanon cannot be resolved through force or 
blockade. The parties must seek to resolve their disputes 
through direct contact and cooperation, and a realistic, 
practical approach to those issues which divide the country. 
Restraint must be exercised by all if a political process and 
full sovereignty are to be restored, and the deep differences 
in the country are to be addressed. 


We urge the parties to seek the assistance of the Arab 
League Committee on Lebanon to resolve peacefully these 
immediate problems in order to improve the atmosphere for 
longer term solutions. 


Q Copy, Chuck? 


i Yes. 


Q Would the United States propose to encourage such 
contacts between the various parties? 


a We will continue to urge that. We continue to be 
in contact with all the parties. That is the message that we 
continue to pass and to urge on them, to initiate what I have 
said here, direct contact themselves in a spirit of cooperation 
to try to come to grips with these problems; and finally, as I 
said, to seek the assistance of the Arab League Committee. 


Q Would the United States be prepared to play some 
sort of mediator role? 
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a I don't know that that's called for under the 
current situation. Our role has been to do whatever we can to 
be helpful. What I have just given you represents what we 
think is the best approach, as we see it as of now. 


Q And do you see direct contacts between the 
parties concerned possible under Syrian guns and shelling? 


4 I'm not sure what is possible. What I can tell 
you is what looks to us as a promising approach, so that's why 
I reiterated once again today that view. 


Q Apparently, you are calling on, directly, General 
Aoun to lift the naval blockade. Would you be so forthcoming 
on calling on the Syrians to withdraw from the country, to pave 


the way for direct contacts between the parties? 


a I have given you a statement as to how we see the 
situation in Lebanon, our views on it. Our view all along has 
been that everyone with influence ought to act in a responsible 
manner and exercise restraint. That has been part of a 
continuing policy, and that certainly continues to be the case. 


Q Yes, but your support and your concerns have 
been, most of the time, verbal and very much lacking on deeds 
and doing something on the ground to show and prove your 
concern. 


a I think it's the Lebanese on the ground who are 
going to have to, in the first instance, work hard to get at 
this, and we continue to be helpful if we can. 


Q Chuck, can you confirm reports that some American 
personnel affiliated with the Defense Ministry of Lebanon were 
withdrawn? 


a That, in fact, is an old story. I'm not sure 
exactly why it surfaced today. 


Q It was reported yesterday in the Beirut press. 
A It's still old, even if it's yesterday or today. 
Q Can you clarify the situation? 

A We did reduce, as a result of the increased level 


of violence in late February, the staffing level of our 
mission. That included several military officers attached to 


the technical assistance field team. That's what these reports 
yesterday apparently refer to. 


Q Can you say now that there are no military 
personnel involved in the training of Lebanese officers? 
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a I don't go into the status of the composition of 
our Mission. 


Q Chuck, in the light of helping the Lebanese to 
resolve their problems, do you have an answer to General Aoun's 
letter sent to President Bush on urging help to liberate the 
country of the foreign occupiers? 


‘ No, I don't have an answer. As you say, General 
foun did send a letter to the President about the conflict in 
Lebanon, but I'm not prepared to go into it here. 


Q Were there any meetings between Secretary Baker 
and Saadoun Hammadi of Iraq today? 


4 I'm not aware of any. Is Hamdun your question? 
Q Hamdun. 

ow, Okay, you'll have to check it. Is it on the 
Q Yes. 


i We post a schedule everyday. 


Q Is the question of Iraqi prisoners in [ran and 
Iranian prisoners in Iraq going to be raised or discussed 
between the State Department and the Iraqi delegation? 


4 I always hesitate to try to predict what is going 
to be on the agenda when you have high level meetings of this 
kind. There are any number of issues that are worthy of 
discussion. The question of the prisoner exchange is something 
that we have supported the U.N. efforts to make that come 
about. But I have to say that without any knowledge of exactly 
what these two gentlemen may end up discussing this afternoon. 


Q Chuck, was there -- 


a Before I forget, I did announce the appointment 
of Richard Boucher sometime ago and then it slipped my mind 
that once he actually started sitting in the room that I ought 
to say “there he is." So, for those of you who didn't make the 
connection, this is Mr. Boucher who has been appointed by the 
Secretary of State as the Deputy Spokesman. 


Q Chuck, has there been an FSX meeting with the 
Japanese today? 


a I don't know of any further meetings today. I 
don't believe there are any planned. 
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Q I think the Secretary said at the White House 
that they were meeting today sometime? 


= Stay tuned. 
Q Can you tell us about yesterday's meeting? 
a No readout. 


Q Chet Crocker's back from Havana. Do you have 
anything on the meetings he had there? 


Aa I don't have anything on the meetings. There was 
the normal statement put out by the three parties that are most 
directly engaged, so that represents the agreed readout of what 
happened in Havana. This will continue to be a monthly event. 
I believe the April meeting will be held in Cape Town. 


Q Have you received a diplomatic response yet to 
the expulsion of the other Soviet several days ago? 


fe I haven't seen anything. 

Q Chuck, back on Lebanon for a second. Is it in 
the American view that the over-involvement of the Syrians in 
the Lebanese affairs and the daily shelling, conducive to 
having direct talks between various Lebanese leaders? 

a You have my views on Lebanon. 


Q Have you received any response from Angola on 
your proposal to station some U.S. observers in Luanda? 


os Nothing new. 

Q Do you have any further comment on FAA warnings 
and that whole issue which was raised to some extent 
yesterday? Is there more in your little file on that subject? 

A I thought we covered it rather fully. 


Q Do you have any response to reports that South 
Koreans are prepared to arm their police? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, in February, when the Soviets completed 
their pullout from Afghanistan, there was a lot of feeling in 
this building that the days of the Najib regime would be 
numbered. Is there a reassessment now of the capability of the 
regime in facing the Mujahideen, as reported by a leading 
national newspaper this morning? 
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a Not really. Our assessment of the weaknesses of 
the Kabul regime has not changed I've never tried to predict 
a date for the collapse of the regime. But as [ have said 
previously, it's only a matter of time. 


Q is the State Department as optimistic as the 
Palestinians are optimistic on their talks in Tunis yesterday? 


An I was asked a number of questions yesterday and 
I'd just leave it with my reactions as expressed then. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:10 p.m.) 
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SENIOR STATE DEPR. MENT OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 


Q What happens when or if the Sandinistas don't 


carry through on their pledge to have elections, free 
elections, by our definition? 


A I guess I'd start by pointing to the statements 
that Senator Mitchell as well as the Speaker made, which are 
that we don't come into this in terms of negative expectations 
that it won't work. We look at their own agreement to have 
such elections under Esquipulas and then, again, most recently, 
under Tesoro Geach. 


What we have worked out in this process with the 
Congress is an agreement to follow through on a series of 
incentives and disincentives as they take steps along the 
process. So we would like to see how those work out. We 
envision some possible actions that we might take in the event 
that they do not comply with the points they've already said 
they would do in terms of reforming the election laws and 
allowing the political parties to register. But I don't think 
at this point we should envision that they won't fulfill 
agreements that they said they would fulfill. 





Q Two quick follow-ups: First of all, can you give 
us any examples of what those incentives or disincentives might 
be? And, second, who is to judge? Will it be the committee, 
the hee committee, will it be the State Department, 
or who 


A On the first one, I would say that they would 
generally be in the category of diplomatic representational but 
also economic. I might stress that these would also include 
incentives as well as disincentives. As you know, we currently 
have applied IEEPA and have a trade embargo with Nicaragua. 


It would be the best of all circumstances that, as the 
country moves toward a pluralistic and democratic system, it 
can also overcome some of its economic troubles so that we have 
both a political and economic reconstruction in the country. 

So the nature, basically, is diplomatic -- for example, 
representational. We don't currently have an Ambassador there; 
they don't have an Ambassador here. Elements of visa 
agreements, for example. 
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I'm sorry, your second question was? 


Q And who will judge? Who will define whether 
this, in fact, is genuine progress? 


A As you'll note, in the agreement itself, it notes 
about the United States Government retaining ultimate 
responsibility, defining national interests and making its own 
assessment. That will be the case. I expect that that will be 
done through a process with the Executive Branch and Congress. 
At least it's the intention to try and carry forward the 
bipartisan spirit and the Executive/Legislative Branch spirit 
in developing that. . 


However, there are also.some opportunities to involve 
some of those in the multilateral community. The Secretary 
just had a meeting with the Secretary General of the U.N. 

We're looking at their role in terms of verification schemes -- 
again, trying to stress the linkage that Esquipulas draws 
between the changes of the democratization objectives with also 
the eventual voluntary reintegration. There may also be some 
possibility for other forces. 


From our point of view, the more groups that are 
scrutinizing what is happening in Nicaragua, the better, 
whether that be the OAS, U.N., United States Government, the 
press. I would draw a rough analogy to what happens in €1 
Salvador. 


Q What's the actual mechanism, though, for the 
Executive and Congress to monitor events down there? Has a 
committee been set up? Or will it be the same principals who 
negotiated this agreement? How does that work? 


A There is no specific mechanism agreed upon. 
However, in the paper that we first distributed and discussed 
with the leadership and a number of the Members, we identified 
as one possibility that there would be a joint 
Executive/Congressional mechanism. 


The practical world of this is that both the Executive 
and the Legislative Branches need to continue and work closely 
in the implementation of this policy. There are a variety of 
mechanisms and ways that can work. Again, to use the El 
Salvador example, I think it has been very important that 
you've had a series of Congressional delegations go down and 
that leadership on both parties can come out and say what 
they've seen. So nothing specific, but clearly envisioned. 


Q The Administration and everybody keeps referring 
to this as a series of diplomatic initiatives. I know the 
Secretary said today that Congress has agreed to give it 
certain flexibility. It's kind of hard, really, to get a grasp 
on just what -- you know, there's been a lot of talk about 
incentives and disincentives -- but un just what these 
initiatives really are. The idea that they may be allowed to 
have an Ambassador come back here or something is not really, 
to most of us who know Nicaragua, a tremendously powerful 
consideration. 
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What are you talking about doing? You say the ! 
possibility of economic aid and things like that. What do you 


! 
mean? g 
! 
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A Let me break it into two pieces. One is the 
objectives, and the objectives are clearly stated in 
Esquipulas. I believe that has actually be distributed. When 
one actually goes through it, you find on the objective level 
points like freedom of the press, ability to form political 
parties, freedom of assembly, ability to meet and travel freely 
-- all the basic elements that you need to be able to 
participate in a democratic system. So that's one category of 
objectives. 


Also the agreement is focused on the need, I might say 
separately, to meet the promises in Esquipulas not to engage in 
further destablization of the neighbors. Those are objectives. 


In terms of enforcement mechanism, we discussed an 
illustrative list in quite some detail with the leadership and 
other members. In terms of the effectiveness of them, I guess 
I'll make this major point: You have an economy down there 
that's roughly got 20 to 30 thousand percent inflation. It's 
basically moved to a barter system. 


One of the key strengths of trying to get a unified 
approach by the United States Government is not only may we be 
able to use our economic incentives and disincentives but we 


also have engaged in discussions with others -- in the Central 
American context, in the Latin American context, some of our EC 
allies -- to possibly join us, either explicitly or implicitly 


in terms of their treatment of aid and assistance. 


I also wouldn't ignore the effect of the efforts and 
advocacy of regional neighbors. You have Carlos Andres Peres, 
Arias, and others who frankly have stated publicly their own 
disappointment in terms of the Sandinistas fulfilling their 
obligations. 


We've talked about our overtures to the Soviets and 
the nature of their support which runs about $515 million a 
year in terms of economic aid and about $500 million in terms 
of military aid. If you look at these individually, they may 
not look like they are sufficient in and of themselves. When 
you see them as a set -- and that is to me is what a combined 
diplomatic initiative is all about -- they give us some 
opportunities for leverage. 


Q You talk about a diplomatic approach. Where is 
the diplomacy in this? At what point do you start talking to 
the other side, to the adversary? 


A I would suggest that the nature of diplomacy is 
not necessarily always bilateral. A big piece of the 
diplomacy, which this document stresses and which we have made 
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serious efforts over the pees couple of months to engage in, is 
to work with other Central Americans and other Latin Americans 
and other Europeans and, again, Soviets. All of that is part 
of a diplomatic process. 


Part of the carrots-—and-sticks aspects of this -- the 
incentives and disincentives -- could envisage that you would 
enhance the representation between the Nicaraguan Government 
and the United States if they proceed to meet some of the 
obligations they've set. However, I want to stress that our 
overall focus is to try and work within the Central American 
framework. We think that there would be serious risks in terms 
of rendering that framework, or rendering that fabric -- excuse 
me, mixing a metaphor ~-- if we entered into actions bilaterally 
with the Nicaraguans. So I think that there is a lot of 
diplomacy involved in this, and the question is "diplomacy" 
does not simply mean bilateral. 


Q You state here, also frequently, that you want to 
support the Central American peace process. The Central 
American leaders have themselves proposed -- such as the 


Hondurans -- that the United States talk to the Nicaraguans, so 
I don't quite see how you can carry on with multilateral 
diplomacy. From the other side's point of view, it may look 
like you're trying simply to put pressure on them by other: 
means rather than to actually negotiate with them and resolve 
the aifficulties. 


A Diplomacy involves stages. I wouldn't at this 
point suggest at what stage we would take what steps with the 
Nicaraguans other than to state that we envision some sort of 
incentives and disincentives. I would, just from my own 
knowledge -- and you may have information to the contrary -- 
state that it's my impression that the other Central American 
Presidents want the United States to work closely with them. 


Q Can you walk through a couple of things? One of 
them is the side letter which has not been handed out, the 
details. What's in that? And, secondly, what happens when the 
90-day clock runs out of the agreement the different Presidents 
signed in February, I guess it was? Do they come up with an 
altered plan now? Have they all signed on somehow to what you 
all are doing? 


o Two separate questions. Let me take the first 
one. 


As for the nature of the letter, what we have here is 
an agreement to promptly act on an authorization and 
appropriations measure for humanitarian assistance through the 
end of February of 1990 with the explicit recognition that that 
is a linkage to the elections in Nicaragua -- and, again, 
trying to link back in our efforts to the process of 
democratization in Nicaragua -- and all parties and concur and 
recognize that. 
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There is an agreement that while, of course, we're 
going to consult throughout the process with the Congress, 
there will be specific consultations as we approach November in 
that in the event that certain members -- the authorizing and 
appropriations committees -- say they do not want us to 
continue to obligate money after November 30, then the 
Executive Branch will not do so. 


I would stress that Chairmen Fascell and Obey have 
said, and I believe intend to make a release to this effect as 
part of this exchange, that it's their full intention that the 
money will be obligated throughout the February 1990 period. 


Q Do you need written consent from those four 
committees in order for you to proceed? We're trying to figure 
out what this legislative veto -- what it is and what it isn't. 


A t'd be very careful of the legislative veto 
language, as someone who worked in the courts when legislative 
vetoes were alive. Legislative vetoes are part of a statutory 
aspect. There's nothing in the statute. The statute will say 
“the appropriation until February 20, 1990." There is a 
separate letter agreement that commits on the part of the 
Executive not to obligate funds beyond November 30 unless we 
receive these letters. 


Q Written? 
a That's right. 


So what else is in the side letter? [I'm sorry, I 
didn't hear you. 


A That's basically it, plus the fact -- let me give 
you an exact sense here. 


Q Incentives and disincentives are not in the side 
letter? 


a No. Chairman Fascell and Chairman Obey say "It's 
certainly our assumption that, absent some unexpected change in 
circumstances or intentions, the funds would be available 
through February 1990." The other language basically talks 
about the effort for a sustainable bipartisan compromise -- 


Q Can you release that letter? 


eR That is a press release that I have that has said 
that Fascell and Obey would release as of Friday, March 24, 
1989. I have to honestly say that I'd have to check with them 
if they released it. 


Q The second question would be the 90-day clock for 
the agreement to tick away. 
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A What you're pererrens to there is, as you 
probably know, Tesoro Beach. The first point on that is that 


the language of Tesoro Beach itself stresses that its base 
urderstanding is that the commitments assumed under Esquipulas 
II are harmonious and indivisible wholes with this agreement 
which, again, in our view sustains the notion of what we're 
trying to do here. We're trying to stress that the 
democratization objectives of Esquipulas II must be linked to 
any eventual voluntary reintegration. 


In terms of what the Central American Presidents -- at 
least my understanding of what the Central American Presidents 
-- have agreed to do is that during this 90-day period they are 
to develop a plan for the reintegration of the Resistance back 
into Nicaragua. And by their same statement, they also make 
the points about the democratization objectives that are 
supposed to be achieved. It is obviously the nature of our 
diplomacy -- and we believe their intention -- to make sure 
that those are linked. Indeed, that's why I stress the words 
that they put in terms of indivisible and harmonious. 


You asked the question about what they will do and how 
they will do it -- that sort of goes to them. It's my 
understanding that the Foreign Ministers of the four Central 
American republics are meeting again next week to sort of 
further move this along. 


I would also make this point: One of the reasons that 
we felt that this accord was important was that, given the past 
division between the Executive and Legislative 8ranches in 
trying to implement this policy, it obviously strengthens the 
position of the United States Government in terms of dealing 
with the Central American republics, as well as dealing with 
the U.N. and other players, in terms of trying to work with 
them in the implementation of the Tesoro Beach Agreement as a 
successor agreement to Esquipulas II. 


Q A number of people have now said that this is an 
historic agreement for bipartisanship. But aren't there a 
number of contentious issues between the Executive Branch and 
the Hill that still have to be resolved, for example, what 
incentives and disincentives will be used, or in what 
sequence? Also, how much democratization on the Nicaraguans' 
part is enough, and verification? 


I mean, do we still face some tough battles? 


A Well, there are a few questions better than 
(inaudible) It's interesting. I think history should be the 
judge of what is historic. But I do think what a lot of people 
have said here -- as a lover of history, this caveat. But I 
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think that, as a relative newcomer to this field, I'll say this 
-- and having dealt with a number of different Congressional 
committees on a number of different issues: the amount of 
division and rancor that has existed for the past eight or 
perhaps nine years on this issue within the United States and 
the United States government surprised me, even though I was a 
close observer of these events. In that sense, to bring the 
Executive and Legislative Branches together, not just ona 
majority vote, but to bring the leadership together in an 
effort to try and get as many people on board, I think, is a 
signal of that. I'll let history be a judge of what effect. 


Now, to your follow-up questions, in terms of aren't 
there still opportunities for division and difference? I mean, 
certainly, there are different views, and those views are going 
to have to be worked out over time. I think, as a starting 
point, you talk about objectives. This agreement does focus on 
the objectives of Esquipulas, and I listed some of those, and 
one of the reasons we brought it out here is that it's a hell 
of a good document, in terms of a starting point, for getting 
people to agree and for some conditions that we would like to 
achieve. So, in objectives, I think there is at least basic 
core agreement. 


Aas for the implementation of it, I really think I 
would probably direct you back to the Speaker's words on this, 
which is, he mentioned about the importance of policy 
formulation with the Congress and the Executive, and that 
basically, it should be the Executive Branch's role to 
implement that policy. 


Now, given the history -- as opposed to historic in 
this area -- it is clearly going to be necessary to continue to 
try and build on these first steps, to work with members of 
Congress on the implementation in a way that tries to achieve 
these objectives. Whether that will be successful, I hope so, 
but it's clearly a very difficult area, and requires a lot of 
work to do. 


Q What do you say to those critics who charge that 
this whole agreement on contra aid is an attempt to preempt the 
Central Americans' work on this demobilization plan, since this 
is coming out before they really get down to the nitty-gritty? 


a I'd say that it's often useful to let the Central 
Americans speak for themselves, as opposed to the people who 
say they're speaking for the Central Americans. And I know 
that President Arias has come out in support of what we've been 
trying to do here, and indeed he stressed the importance of the 
one-year aid, so as to be linked into the eventual 
reintegration as you achieve safe democratic conditions. 


I have an A.P. wire story about the Honduran 
Presidential spokesman -- this is March 14 -- talking about how 
the Bush Administration's projected request for more aid to 
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Nicaraquan rebels does not contradict the Central American 
President's agreement to dismantle.. "And indeed," he says, 


“It's in Honduras' interest that these armed insurgent groups 
do no& remain orphans without humanitarian aid." 


I have a similar statement by the Guatemalan 
Government. We've been in contact with President Cerezo; we've 
been in contact with the Costa Rican Government. Obviously, 
President Ouarte is, unfortunately, in very difficult health 
circumstances, but he has supported. So I think we should let 
them speak for themselves, and I think what the record shows is 
that they, of course, want to play a significant role -- it's 
their region. We want to work with them in doing that. We are 
pulling the United States Government behind an agreement that 
they developed and signed in Esquipulas II. 


Q So, you're fully confident that the plan that 
they come up with will dove-tail with the U.S. plan? 


a I'm never Fully confident of anything in life; 
but I think that there is a good probability that we can work 
very closely with them in trying to achieve common objectives. 





Q what are the first concrete steps you take 
to follow up here? Oo you send somebody to the region to brief 
people before that Foreign Ministers' meeting? DOoes the 
Secretary go down? When are the consultations with the 
Secretary General at the U.N.? What happens -- 


) I'm sorry. What about the Secretary -- 


Q What consultations are going to occur now with 
the U.N.? In other words, what should we expect to see in the 
next couple of weeks? 


a Well, on the U.N., at least it was the intention, 
and certainly the U.N. Secretary General's strong interest that 
we work with them in terms of trying to develop an effective 
verification scheme. He certainly expressed no interest in 
having something that legitimized a situation without taking 
care of it. And we talked about rather technical-level 
discussions, which, questions of verification, sort of 
monitoring, and intelligence information, people you're able to 
get involved. 


He spoke about their own efforts to send people down 
with very -- a set of detailed assistance in terms of the 
reform of the laws for the elections in Nicaragua, so that 
— is moving forward, and I expect would move ahead next 
week. 


The process we're working with the Central Americans, 
I don't know if one considers talk about sort of beginning and 
end points. It's ongoing, and I would expect it to continue to 
be ongoing, in part through our missions down there and in part 
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through people that we send to discuss with them in the 
region. But I don't have any specific sort of trips to 
discuss. I just expect there to be an ongoing effort. i 


Q Is it the Administration's intent that the 
Contras still be in their camp at the end of February, so that 
if the Sandinistas don't comply, there is an opportunity to 
rearm them? Or is it the intent during the course of the next 
eleven months to have them start breaking down their camps and 
start finding new homes? 


a The overall objectives of Esquipulas are to try 
and bring democracy and pluralism to Nicaragua, and in the 
course of that, to have a voluntary reintegration under safe 
democratic conditions. That can. only happen in a step-by-step 
process. If there is movement on the part of the Sandinistas, 
and there is the ability for the opposition to move in in a 
gradual fashion and participate as a legal and safe opposition, 
we think that that would be an important step. However, in the 
event that the Sandinistas do not make those. changes and there 
is not an interest in terms of the Resistance of moving ’ 
voluntarily back into Nicaragua, then the United States 
Government retains its full options, including the ones that 
you mentioned, and that is stated in the agreement. 


Q Just quickly to follow up -- 


SS Al. ell ll Aili. sy 


4 Sure. 
Q You mentioned, “And if the contras want to go 
back." If the situation is such that it's something of a 


judgment call, the Sandinistas are implementing some changes 
that some Americans and Latin Americans are calling 
"significant," but the contras say, "No, we're not going back. 
We're not satisfied; we're staying," is it the U.S. role to 
prod them to leave, or will the U.S. continue sending them 
money, saying, “That's fine. You stay as long as you think is 
correct"? 


a I'm wary of hypotheticals, but I'll engage in it 
to this degree. It is my understanding that some of the 
political leadership of the Resistance is already interested in 
moving back into Nicaragua to test the commitments. 


As for your second situation, the agreement stresses 
-- it must be four or five places -- the word “voluntary,” and 
sO any movement has to be voluntary on the part of the 
Resistance. 


The last point I guess I would make on that is this, 
that at least from the reports that I've had, a large number of 
the Resistance do want to go home, and a large number of the 
fighting force are poor compasinos who have been chased off 
their land. They simply want the ability to farm small plots 
in freedom, as opposed to an elective system; and that if the 
Sandinista government makes those changes, that they will be 
willing, or at least look to the possibilities of moving back. 
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Beyond that, I don't think it really is wise to 
speculate. 


lle Mlle, Atte 4 


Let me go back over here. 
Q I haven't asked my question. 
a I'm sorry. 


Q A month after this agreement was reached, 
Secretary Shultz asked the Congress for $270 million in 
military aid. Obviously, he didn't think very much of this 
agreement -- this is Esquipulas I'm talking about. He asked 
for this in September 1987. 


Are you repudiating what the Reagan Administration 
did, or is there reason to believe that the Sandinistas are 
more moderate, more flexible, more willing to democratize now 
than they were then? 


A I'd say that when you develop foreign policy, you | 
have to examine the circumstances that you're confronted with. 
That includes the overall domestic support; it includes 
evaluation of others in terms of their ability to participate 
in the policy. 





As Secretary Baker said today, without trying to place 
blame on anyone, the other policy didn't work and we are trying 
to set ourselves on a path that does have some ability to 
achieve democratization in the region, to try and make sure 
that Nicaragua does not undermine its neighbors, and to send a 
strong signal to the Soviet Union and Cuba to respect the 
United States’ security interests in the area. 


Q Do you have an agreement yet on who pays for the 
verification? This is a rather key element in the whole 
thing. Is the United States going to pay for it or -- 


a I talked broadly about alternative verification 
mechanisms. I did not hear the U.N. talk about the expense 
allocation. Frankly, I think that they're aways away from 
reaching that point. I do know that they have spoken to 
Canada, Germany, and Spain about participation in the 
verification mechanism. I have not heard about expenses. 


Since part of our verification, obviously, would 
involve the U.S. Government, then the U.S. Government would, 
obviously, have to pay for whatever verification process that 
it was engaged in. 


Q How do you get the Soviets to cut off aid to 
Nicaragua? 


i) I guess the best way to state the process would 
be this is that I was in the Secretary's meeting with Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze, and he made quite clear that in our 
evaluation of the Soviets' view of the new thinking, that there 
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were some areas of extraordinary high importance to us, and we 
went through the five-part agenda which leads off with human 
rights. Sut in the regional area, he stressed that the overall 
United States relationship, without drawing any direct 
connections, will depend very much on their willingness to stop 
undermining the security of this region. 


afi te 


And again, I underscore the fact that they are in 
violation of Esquipulas, even though they also said that they 
would adhere to it. 


Q Would you explain that violation, because that's 
the first -- 


A The fact that they're in violation of Esquipulas? 
Q Yes. 


A There is a statement in Esquipulas that says -- 
this is near the back of the document: "Cessation of aid to 
irregular forces and insurgent movements, the governments of 
the five Central American states shall request governments in 
the region or those outside it that are providing, either 
overtly or covertly, military, logistic, financial, or 
propagandistic aid or assistance in the form of troops, 
weapons, munitions and equipment to regular forces or insurgent 
movements to cease such aid as an essential requirement for 
achieving a stable and lasting peace in the region." 


Q So what are you referring to, then, | 
specifically? What is the Soviet Union doing in violation of 
Esquipulas? 


A I mentioned the volumes of aid to Nicaragua. 


Q That's regular. Is that irregular. 


A But then the next part is that I believe both 
intelligence committees, even at the time of the Boland 
Amendment, agreed that there was a transit and use of 
Soviet-bloc aid, which, in our view, has continued -- and we 
have evidence to the effect that it has continued -- to the 
FMLN in El Salvador. 


Q But that was seven years ago. I mean is there 
evidence -- 

7 More recent? Yes, there is recent evidence. 

Q Since Esquipulas? 

A Yes. 

] Can you lay that out a little bit because -- 


a I'm not going to go into it, but in term of -- 
there is evidence to that effect. 
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oS Q I understand you said you were reluctant to 
discuss specific stages of when which various things might 
happen. Based on what you've said so far, there still seems to 
be a tremendous gap between what it is you say we want and 
what's in it for Nicaragua and the Sandinistas. 


They've said they want three things: They want direct 
talks with the United States; they want a regional security 
agreement; and they want economic aid, which you touched on 
briefly but not very specifically. Can you give us any idea at 
all about what we are prepared to do about these three things 
and when? 


A I think you have drawn a narrower list than they 
they have . They have signed the Esquipulas agreements. They 
have said that they are also committed, and they committed 
again the same thing at Tesoro -- 


Q At Tesoro; they'll say it through the next ten 
months, but -- 


A Well, in terms of the economic piece in 
particular, I mentioned the fact that we have a trade embargo 
in place. I mentioned the fact that we have also spoken with 
others who provide aid to the region; and obviously if the 
situation improves substantially there is the ability to not 
only remove economic restraints, but I guess the agreement 
itself reports -- let me just point it out here -- makes a ; 
reference to -- 


—-- 


—_ 


There is a reference in here which I can't find right 
now about the possibility, in terms of economic development. 
If you give me a moment I'll find it. The third paragraph 
says, “Incentives and disincentives." 


So that is also there in the possibility. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:35 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #53 


MONDAY, MARCH 27, 1989, 12:08 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good afternoon. For some of you all, 
I'm finally here! I have one brief announcement to make, and 


it's my own: 


We're pretty far along in our transition, but mine 
here today at this podium begins. This is going to be a change 
for you and for me. But together, with a whole lot of patience 
on your part and a lot of hard work on mine, we will get 


through this transition. 


As you all know, I am not and do not claim to be an 
expert in foreign policy, but I do claim to have a fair amount 
of experience in working with the press and I do know this 
President and this Secretary of State very well. [I have no 
intention of ever standing up here and "winging it" or guessing 
or misleading. When I don't know something, [ will tell you I 
don't. When I can be helpful, I will be; when I cannot, I hope 
that you will understand. 


As we go through this transition of ours, I sincerely 
ask for your patience and understanding. It is an under- 
statement for me to say that State's portfolio is large; from 
where I stand, it's absolutely gigantic. There are a great 
group of professionals that are here to help us: Kim Hoggard, 
Richard Boucher, Dennis Harter, and the entire Press Office 
staff. I am very appreciative and grateful for their help, and 
we all know only too well that I need it, and a whole lot of it. 


Believe it or not, I am sincerely looking forward to 
this challenge, and I'm looking forward to getting to know each 
of you that I don't currently know and to working both with you 
and for you. 


Thank you, and I'll be happy to take any of your 
questions. 


Q I'd just like to say “Welcome aboard," and, 
speaking for myself, I think you will find that this press 
corps will also show some of the patience that you may not have 
found in your previous lives. 


A I hope so. 
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Q And you will find us, I think, a kinder and 
gentler press corps -- at least today. (Laughter) 


A At least today, please! 


Q With that aside, does the State Department have 
any observations about the Soviet election process? 


A Yes. It's a move in the right direction. It's 
another sign they are serious about perestroika. It goes 
without saying yesterday's elections were neither free nor 


democratic by Western standards, but they do represent an 
advance over the practices of the past in the Soviet Union. 





Q What does it lack in order not to be, as you say, 
"free and democratic by our standards?" What was missing? 

A That they weren't free and democratic by our 
standards. 

Q Yes, well, there appears to have been quite an 


energetic campaign, at least in Moscow in some of the 
precincts. What was missing? What would you like to see in 
future elections? 


A The same type of elections, I quess, that we have. 


Q In other words, are you saying that it can't be 
free with a single party? 


a I don't want to get -- You're going to get me in 
trouble. (Laughter) Please, don't get me to do this. Let me 
just leave it where I had it today, please. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on a possible 
trade of this banker that the U.S. holds for Mr. Rashid in 
Greece? 


2 No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is the United States reconsidering its export 
control policy on poison gas, chemicals. 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q Could you find that out, in response to the New 
York Times story yesterday? 





a I'll be glad to look into it. 


Do you have anything on the meeting between Judge 


Q 
Sofaer and the Iraqis in Baghdad 
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A Yes. It appears that in their meeting they are 
reaching the final stages of achieving a substantial settlement 
on the claims that the U.S. made on behalf of the families of 
the 37 crewmen who died as a result of the attack. The actual 
agreement, however, has not yet been concluded, and I am, 
therefore, not able to give you further details at this 
moment. As soon as the settlement of these claims is final, I 
will be able to give you those results. 


Q Will the delegation stay there until they reach 
an agreement? 


A My understanding is Judge Sofaer is going to be 
meeting until this afternoon, and, I believe I'm correct, then 
he's returning back to the United States. 


Q Do you have a readout on the status of the FSX 
negotiations between the U.S. and Japan? Where do things stand 
right now? 

A There isn't a readout. As you know, Secretary 
Baker met on, I believe it was -- am I right, Kim, Friday? -- 
Friday. There wasn't a readout after that meeting, and I don't 
have anything new for you this morning on it. 

Q Do you expect that you will? 

a Do I what? 

Q Expect that you will? 


e He's not scheduled to have any meetings on that 
subject today. 


Q Do you have a readout on the meeting between the 
Under Secretary of [raq with Mr. Baker last Friday? 


A I don't have a readout on it other than they did 
have a bilateral last week. But there's no readout. 


Q Did they discuss Iraq's use of chemical weapons, 
or its -- 


a) I don't know. I didn't attend that, and so I 
really don't know. 


Q Do you have anything on what's going on in 
Lebanon? 


a Any “something new" that happened today? 
Q Well, I mean, people have been -- 


u Just the normal thing. (laughter) I just have 
to be literal. 


Q Have you considered, then, Syria as part of the 
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mosaic in Lebanon now? 
A Do I what? 
Q Have you considered Syria, then, as part of the 


Lebanese society or population? 
A I don't have an answer for you on that. 


Q Do you have an explanation, then, why the 
callousness and the lack of interest in finding a way to stop 


the Syrian shelling and bombardment of Christian areas in East 
Beirut? 


A The only thing I have for you is that we continue 
to have deep concern over the confrontation and violence in 
Lebanon. 

Q I've heard that before. 


I know you have. 


Q For the past 15 weeks. 

A You just heard it from me. (Laughter) 
Q I want something new. 

a I don't have anything new for you. 


Q Can you confirm that General foun had sent a 
letter to the President or Mr. Baker? Did he send any letter, 
urgent letter? 


a If he did, I don't know about it. 
Q Can you look at it? 


A I'll be glad to ask upstairs, but I haven't heard 
about such a letter. 


Q It was acknowledged by Chuck. 
a By whom? 
Q By Chuck Redman. 


a Then you must have your answer. I just don't 
know. 


Q Back to the Soviet Union for a minute. Has there 
been any Soviet response to the expulsion of their trade 
mission representative? 


A No, there has not. 
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Q Has he left the country yet? 


A No, he has not. In the criginal conversation 
that Secretary faker had with the Ambassador, he said by the 
end of March. 


Q On the Middle East, can you elaborate further on 
Secretary Baker's statements yesterday? Do you know of any 
other Israeli leaders or government members who are willing to 
talk with the PLO? Do you know something that hasn't come out 
in public? 


A No. 


Q Is there any further elaboration to the 
statements yesterday? 


a) Of his yesterday? 


Q Yes. 


No. I think I'll just let his stay where they 
are. 


Q Would it be fair to ask of you to take the 


question, since you know the Secretary and the President so 
well, what did they have in store, in mind, for Lebanon? 


(Laughter ) 

4 They'll probably come back with that we continue 
to be concerned over the confrontation and violence in 
Lebanon. (Laughter) 

Q Margaret, a travel advisory was issued by the 
State Department which cautioned Americans travelling to 
India. Do you have anything on that? 

4 No. I haven't heard of such a thing. 

Q On March 20. 


a I don't know about that. I'll look into it for 
you, but I haven't heard of that. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in 
Yugoslavia? 
a) No. 


Back on the FSX, you say there's nothing 
scheduled today, but -- 


) Or any time that's scheduled. 
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Q Right. But presumably that means that the 
negotiations are not yet complete, 


A That's correct 

Q What is going to be the next step? Do you know? 
4 Continuing discussions. 

Q Mhere? here? 


y There's nothing scheduled at all into the 
future. You are correct to characterize it that they are still 
discussing this -- meaning the Secretary of State and the 
Japanese Ambassador and I believe the gentleman is the Japanese 
Defense Minister or Deputy Defense Minister. 


Q Vice Defense Minister. 


a They do not have another scheduled meeting. I 
don't know when this is going to come to closure. 


Q Because the Japanese have been saying that 
there's a built-in deadline, that their fiscal year ends on -- 
or the new fiscal year begins on April 1. If you don't know 
now, maybe you can take it. Is there anv intention of 
completing these negotiations before that deadline? 


i. Sure, an intention to try. 
Q By April 1? 


A If that's the correct deadline. I've heard March 
31. I don't know. 


Q Are you saying that Mr. Nishihiro did not go 
home? He was scheduled to have gone home on Sunday. Is he 
still in Washington? 


a My understanding is he's still in Washington, and 
he did not meet with anyone from the State Department this 
weekend. 


Q Margaret, have any decisions been made about how 
to deal with applications for exceptions to the limitations on 
high-technology transfer that were put in after the invasion of 
Afghanistan? I mean, I gather that some European companies 
have asked to be allowed to sell high-technology equipment to 
the Soviet Union. Have any decisions been made on that? 


a That's something that is a Presidential decision 
and something Secretary Baker has been dealing with the 
President on. If they've made a decision, it's not for me to 


announce. 
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Q But do you know if they have or not? 
a I don't know. He's still working on it, is my 
understanding. 
Q Are they still working on the “no exceptions” 


policy as an overall policy issue? Are you referring to just 
these exceptions -- 


4 I think you're asking me about “no exceptions,” 
right? 


Q Yeah. He's asking about “no exceptions." I'm 
not clear whether your statement applies to -- 


s I was talking about “no exceptions.” 


i understand that. I'm not clear whether you are 
referring tc just the matter of applications that have been 
filed by Europeans or the “no exceptions" policy as an entity 
within itself? 


ms That's what I was referring to. 
Q The “no exceptions” policy is still under review? 
n Correct. 


Q Thank you. 
A For a Presidential decision. 


Q Can you give us any idea how long it's going to 
be under review? 


A No. 

Q That broadcast report over the weekend was 
premature, suggesting that there was a decision made? 

Ke I don't know which report you're referring to. 

Q A Central American question: The Secretary said 


yesterday, and he said a number of times, that the result of 
Friday's agreement is to put the United States back in the gaine 


A Correct. 


Q -- the diplomatic game. Exactly how does he 
intend to take advantage of that opportunity. Is anybody going 
to brief the presidents? Are you inviting people to come 
here? What happens next? 
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i There are no plans for that particular thing 

right now, and I'd rather [not] -- because I'm just not that 
clear on it -- get into what specifically he's planning on 


doing. What is his next step, in other words. He's been out 

of town, as you know, since Friday. I just don't know. And [ 
think that our senior official addressed pretty much at length 
Friday afternoon for many of you for about 35 minutes many of 

these questions. That still holds. 


Q Well, are you going to wait until the legislation 
on new Contra aid is drafted first? 


a I don't know, John. 


Q But isn't there a problem then? I mean, the 
Central Americans have had summits, and the United States has 
not always known exactly what's gone in them and it's caused 
problems for policymaking here. Here the United States seems 
to be, having made the decision. Don't you want to brief the 
Central Americans in some way so that you can coordinate? 


4 Again, I will refer you back -- and I believe you 
were here -- to the 35-minute briefing by a very senior State 
Department official, in depth, at length, on these subjects. 
I'll go back and reed his transcript to make sure if he didn't 
answer those, then I'll try to have you an answer for 
tomorrow. I just don't know, and [I'm not going to get up here 
and wing it. 


Q He didn't answer that. 


A Okay. Then if you'll give me those exact 
question, okay? Or somebody here is taking it down. (To staff) 


Q Under the previous Administration, the position 
was that the United States would consider direct diplomatic 
dealings with -- negotiations with Nicaragua in the context of 
a regional meeting. Now when President Cerezo was here a 
couple of weeks ago, he said he hoped -- and he probably 
conveyed this hope to the President -- that when the five 
presidents of Central America completed their plan for the 
proposed disbanding of the Contras, they would all like to come 
here to Washington -- all, including President Ortega. What's 
the Administration's view about such a meeting? 


A I haven't heard about such a meeting, so [I don't 
have an answer for you; but I'll be glad to try to get you 
one. I just hadn't heard anybody discuss that. 


Q Okay. Fair enough But in essence I think what 
some of us are wondering is what the Administration's position 
is for any future negotiations with Nicaragua since the 
diplomatic approach to the problem would seem to imply some 
sort of negotiation with Ortega and his regime. 
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A I don't know a lot about this, but I do know 
that's something I'm not going to get out there and venture a 
Quess on -- and I'm just not. But I will ask the question. I 
will get you an answer. Secretary Baker gets back here in 
about an hour, and I'll get you an answer. But I'm not going 
to stand up here and try that one. Sorry. 


Q On the PLO-U.S. dialogue, many Palestinian 
leaders would like to meet directly with Secretary Baker. Is 
there any consideration in this building for such a dialoque -- 
in other words, unrestricted, free dialogue between the PLO and 
United States' officials? 


4 I haven't heard of any such request that's in 
this building. 

Q Could you look into it, please? 

A Yes. 

Q Margaret, anything new on the status of play in 
Afghanistan? 


2) In the what? 


Q Afghanistan situation? Anything new on the 
status of play there? 


A I don't have anything new on that today. 


Q Margaret, there were a couple of reports in the 
British press over the weekend to the effect that the United 
States had determined who the culprits were in the Pan Am 103 
bombing. Is that correct? Or do you have anything on the 
status of that investigation? 


a) The investigation into the Pan Am bombing 
continues and has not reached any conclusions as to 
responsibility. I am not going to comment on new speculation 
each time it appears in the press. 


Q And a technical question: When you take these 
questions for later answering, will you be posting them in 
writing, or how will you be handling that? 


A If I can have an answer for them, [ will be glad 
to do it. That seems to be the fair thing to do. What I don't 
know -- and I'm learning; [I'm trying to be cooperative here and 


have a nice spirit to say I'll go find out -- I can be told by 
people who are the experts in this area, “Margaret, we can't 
put anything out on that." So any time that I can, I'll be 
glad to, and you're just going to have to understand when they 
tell me, "We can't do anything about this. It was very nice of 
you to offer, but we can't say anything." I will learn, as we 
go on into here, what I can and cannot say I will try to help 


you on. 
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Q Margaret, anything on Angola? 
A Who asked that? Oh, hi. 
Q How are you doing? 
a Fine. How are you? (Laughter) 
Q Good. 
A Anything on Angola? 
Q Yes. 
a Which part do you want to know? (Laughter) 
Q What do you have? 
A What? 


Q What do you have? 


What I can tell you is that an end to the civil 
war in Angola is in the interest of all Angolans, neighboring 
countries in Africa, and of the international community more 
generally. These proposals -- the ones ['m referring to are 
the ones by Jonas Savimbi -- by UNITA are a significant step in 
that direction and are deserving of broad support. We urge 
Luanda to respond positively to UNITA's gestures and offer of 
peace. 


Does that help you? 


Q Thank you. 


Q A follow-up on that. Do you have anything now on 
the reports last week about UNITA, allegations about UNITA's 
torture of some of their leading followers? 


Ai No, I don't know anything about that. 


Q Do you have anything about South Africa and 
Mozambique? 


Q Can we stay with Angola for a minute. I'm 
unfamiliar with the proposals that Savimbi made. 


A With the propo a!l:? I'll help you. On March 13, 
Jonas Savimbi announced that |'):TA would continue unilaterally 
to restrain offensive actions until July 15 in order to create 
the proper climate for peace negotiations between the MPLA and 
UNITA. 


qs 
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In addition, he offered to permit the reopening of the 
Benguela Railway for non-military traffic and announced UNITA 
would release 100 captured soldiers and seven pilots as a 
gesture of goodwill. Or. Savimbi again called for direct 
dialogue between the two sides of the Angolan civil war but 
said he would be willing to exclude himself from the 
negotiations and from a subsequent transitional governinent as 
it prepared for elections. Those are the proposals as I 
understand it. 


Q Could I just --— was this a new position that's 


just been prepared or is it just something that the question 
didn't come up before? 


a I don't know. It's new to me. I don't know. 


Do you have anything in there about Mozambique, 
about South African efforts towards Mozambique or U.S.-British 
efforts? 


A Can you ask me again your question? I want to 
make sure I'm answering it right. 


Q There are various stories about South Africa 
taking some supposedly positive moves towards solving the 
crises in Mozambique, and also there are reports that the U.S. 
and the British might work together on the Mozambican situation. 


A We consult frequently with Britain on southern 
African issues, including Mozambique, and share similar views 
and objectives. We welcome Mrs. Thatcher's visit to southern 
Africa. There are, however, no current plans for a formal 
U.S.-U.K. initiative. 


Specifically on your Mozambique question, we have 
expressed to the governments of the region our willingness to 
assist them in resolving the root causes of the Mozambique 
conflict, if they see a role for us to play. Discussions 
remain in the exploratory stage. Does that answer you? 


Q Anything on South Africa and Mozambique? Sorry. 


That's what I though I just did. 


Q I'm sorry. 

A Sorry if I didn't. That's all I have. 

Q Okay, thank you. 

Q Just a follow-up on that. The discussions 


between the United States and Mozambique are in an exploratory 
stage? 


2 It's my understanding of what this says. yes. 
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Q There was a question of whether RENAMO would be 
included in these talks. 


A Our view of RENAMO is well known . I would refer 
you back to the record when Mr. Redman was here. We do not 
have contact with that organization. We do not support the 
efforts of private American organizations and individuals to 
assist it. 


Q Back on Angola, the Assistant Secretary of State 
for African Affairs was in Havana last week, I think. 


A Correct. 


Q I don't recall whether from this podium anybody 
has summed up the talks in Havana and whether everything is 
going smoothly or what the state of play is. 


a I don't have anything specifically on that except 
to tell you that Chet Crocker came back, reported to the 
Secretary and said they were very fruitful, very worthwhile 
talks. But I don't have something here for you. 


Q Did he discuss with the Soviets there any other 
subjects where cooperation might be expanded to? 


A No. My understanding, when he was meeting with 
Secretary Baker, which I attended, was that they stuck to the 
bilateral or the issues -- maybe it's multilateral; I[ don't 
want to make a mistake -- concerning the group that was meeting 
there in Havana. They did not get into other issues. 


Q So the Horn of Africa subjects did not come up, 
then? 


A If that was not part of the reason -- there were 
three countries that were, weren't there? 


Q (Inaudible) 


a Okay, that helps me. There's a lot I'm learning 
here at once. 


Q Do you have any idea when Mr. Cohn or any of the 
other Under Secretaries will go up for confirmation hearings --- 
Assistant Secretaries, I'm sorry --— go up for confirmation? 


a No, but I saw a list this morning that someone 
showed me. It's about six or seven people whose papers have 
finished the White House and should be forwarded on to the 
Hill. I can't remember who is on the list, but I could get it 
for you. 


Q And also if you have any tentative dates -- 
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A I don't remember if his name was or not. 


Q If you have any tentative dates when they might 
go up for hearings, that would be really helpful. 


A Sure. I'll be glad to. 

Q Thank you so much. 

A If ever you can't get to me, Janet Mullins office 
-- Janet, or Peter Madigan, or someone named Margaret Liu -- 
would really be helpful. 

Q You can post it on the board, too. 

A Okay. If you ever want to go direct, they can 
tell you because they're ones who are babysitting this process 
for the Secretary. 

Q Thank you so much. 

Four people just had heart attacks. (Laughter) 


y 

Q Thank you. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 
A 


Thanks. 
Q Wait. One more. 
a One more question here. The Polish Government's 


Spokesman, Jerzy Urban, is in town this week. Do you have a 
scheduled meeting with him or anyone else at the State 
Department? 


a I don't know about the State Department, and I 
can't remember if he's on Secretary Baker's schedule or not, 
but I'll find out for you. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: Is the USG reconsidering export controi policy on poison gas? 
A: -- YES. AS PART OF THE ADMINISTRATION POLICY REVIEWS WE ARE 
EXAMINING THE LAWS, REGULATIONS, AND IMPLEMENTATION OF EXPORT 


CONTROLS ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS-RELATED ITEMS IN ORDER TO DETERMINE 


WHETHER THEY CAN BE IMPROVED. 
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POSTED: MARCH 27, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
F LETT TH R 


Q: DID PRESIDENT BUSH RECEIVE A LETTER FROM GENERAL AOUN? 
A: --YES. THE PRESIDENT RECEIVED A LETTER LAST WEEK FROM 
‘“GENERAL AOUN ABOUT THE CONFLICT IN LEBANON. 


Q: HAS THE LETTER BEEN RESPONDED TO? 
--SECRETARY BAKER HAS RESPONDED ON BEHALF OF THE PRESIDENT 
TO GENERAL AOUN'S LETTER. I AM NOT GOING TO GET INTO THE 


DETAILS OF THE RESPONSE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at Daily Press Briefing 3/27/89 
Q: A travel advisory was issued by the State Department 


cautioning Americans traveling to [ndia. Do you have anything 
on that? 


A: YES, THE DEPARTMENT'S BUREAU OF CONSULAR AFFAIRS ISSUED A 
TRAVEL ADVISORY ON MARCH 20, 1989. THE ADVISORY CAUTIONS 
AMERICAN CITIZENS TRAVELING TO SPECIFIC REGIONS IN INDIA FOR A 
VARIETY OF REASONS. FOR FURTHER DETAILS, PLEASE CONSULT THE 


ADVISORY WHICH IS POSTED IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT'S MAIN PRESS 


OFFICE. 





POSTED: 3/27/89 


Question Taken from Daily Briefing of 3/27/89 
POLAND: JERZY URBAN APPOINTMENTS 





v 


Q. What official appointments does Polish Government 

spokesman Jerzy Urban (YEAH ZHY UR BON) have in 

Washington? Is he seeing Secretary of State Baker? 

A. -=- MR. URBAN IS IN WASHINGTON AT THE INVITATION OF THE 
POLISH EMBASSY, WHICH HAS REQUESTED A NUMBER OF 


US GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS FOR HIM. 


-- WE UNDERSTAND HE IS SEEING MARVIN STONE, ACTING 
DIRECTOR OF THE U.S.INFORMATION AGENCY. IN THE 
DEPARTMENT, APPOINTMENTS ARRANGED SO FAR ARE AT THE 
DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY LEVEL. HE WILL NOT BE 


MEETING WITH SECRETARY OF STATE BAKER. 


Q. Does Urban have any White House appointments? 


-- WE REFER YOU TO THE WHITE HOUSE. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #54 


TUESDAY, MARCH 28, 1989, 12:34 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good afternoon. I have two 
announcements to make. Secretary Baker has named Ambassador J. 
Stapleton Roy to be Executive Secretary of the Department 
succeeding Melvyn Levitsky. Since October 1986, Ambassador Roy 
has served as Deputy Assistant Secretary for East Asian & 
Pacific Affairs. He was Ambassador to Singapore from 1984 to 
1986, and has also served in China, Thailand, and the Soviet 
Union. Mr. Roy will assume the duties of the Executive 
Secretariat beginning Wednesday, April 5. 


Secretary Baker sincerely appreciates all that 
Ambassador Levitsky has done to help us in our transition and 
for the two months he's been Secretary of State, and is also 
looking forward to working with Ambassador Roy. 


My second announcement: On March 27, 1989, the United 
States and [Iraq reached agreement regarding compensation for 
the 37 crewmen who lost their lives in the May 17, 1987 attack 
on the USS Stark in the Persian Gulf. 


The Government of Iraq has agreed to pay over $27 
million as full compensation for their deaths. The agreement 
was reached in Baghdad following discussions between the 
Foreign Ministry of Iraq and the United States delegation 
headed by State Department Legal Advisor Abe Sofaer, which 
included Captain John Geer, Chief of the U.S. Navy Claims 
Division. 


Q Are there still claims outstanding for the 
wounded and for the damage to the ship itself? You mentioned 
only the 37 killed. 


a That's correct. And also, what I've been asked 
to do is to please refer all of your specific questions 
concerning this agreement to the Department of Defense. The 
specific question you just asked me, I don't have an answer for. 
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Q Well, to make it less specific and more general, 
does this close the case? 
A It will close the case concerning these 37 


crewmen because this agreement has been reached. 


Q And my question is that -- my understanding is 
that there were also claims for the wounded, as well as the 
damage to the ship? 


A I don't have anything on the damage to the ship. 
I'm sorry, Jim. 


Q On the Stark, please: Do you have any more 
details on how it breaks down for individuals, how this $27 
million is to be divided up? 


a) No, I do not, but I believe that DOD does. 


Q The Soviet Union, which is beginning to be a 
little more open in its embassy operations with the press here, 
just had about a dozen reporters over this morning. They were 
severely critical of Pakistan for continuing to arm the rebels 
and a little critical of the United States, too. I think 
they've done something in Moscow on this. 


They're asking, without formally asking, that the 
United Nations take up the issue and maybe station monitors at 
key positions. Do you know if the State Department has a 
position on whether the U.N. should look into the situation in 
Afghanistan? 


a No, Barry, I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Well, specifically, has the Administration taken 
a position on whether there should be a meeting of the Security 
Council on the current situation in Afghanistan? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q The Soviets also raised the question of a 
possibility of a mutual U.S.-Soviet agreement to stop the 
inflow of all arms. Has the State Department taken any 
position on that? 


A Not that I know, Jim. 
Q Can you tell us what progress, if any, was made 


by Deputy Secretary Eagleburger and the Japanese Ambassador, 
presumably on the FSX issue? 


qa You're correct, Don, that they discussed the FSX 
issue this morning. It was discussed, however, briefly. This 
was a previously arranged courtesy call that the Deputy 
Secretary had with the Ambassador. 
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Q Is there any other plan for Secretary Baker or 
others in the State Department now to see the Ambassador again 
in the near future? 


A Secretary Baker doesn't have any plans to see the 
Ambassador or any other scheduled meetings with the Japanese in 
the future, and I believe that the President this morning 
addressed himself to the issue of FSX. 


Q Any further reaction on the Soviet elections 
after a day to reflect on it? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Did you say -- I'm sorry, did you say there were 
no further scheduled meetings with the Japanese on the FSX? 


A With Secretary Baker, I believe I said. 
Q With Secretary Baker. Okay. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports from Israel 
that Mr. Shamir is willing to allow elections in the West Bank 
and Gaza? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the news of the 
withdrawal of Mr. Montazeri in Iran as successor to Khomeini? 


A No, I do not. 


Do you have anything further about the internal 
situation in Iran? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do ro have anything on the withdrawal of DEA 
agents from Guadalajara, Mexico, over the weekend? Is it 
temporary, or is it part of a review on DEA agents' role in 


Mexico? 
A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Margaret, the Chinese Foreign Minister said 
yesterday that he wanted a new pattern in U.S.-Chinese 
relations. He apparently meant that we should refrain from 
criticizing China over what we perceive human rights 
violations. Do you have an answer to the Chinese Foreign 
Minister? 


A The only comment that I have is that the United 
States has a worldwide policy on human rights that is not aimed 
at nor excludes any one country. U.S. policy is to encourage 
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all countries, including China, to observe internationally 
recognized human rights standards. 


Q One of the other items that he apparently was 
referring to is the U.S. criticism of the Chinese population 
program? 


a I don't have anything for you on that 
specifically. 


Q Can we try something else? 
A Sure. 


Q Is the Bush Administration and the Soviet Union 
inching to some sort of arrangement on Eastern European as 
described in one newspaper this morning? If you have it, could 
you give us U.S. policy on Eastern Europe in that respect? 


A On our policy, Barry, our principal objective in 
Eastern Europe is to promote democratic self-determination and 
individual freedoms. As the Secretary noted, there have been 
welcome signs of movement in these directions in some East 
European countries that should be allowed to run their own 
course. 


As far as the Secretary's remarks, Barry, I'm not 
going to elaborate any further on what Secretary Baker said. 
His comments were on the record, as you know, and speak for 
themselves. He said the proposal deserves consideration which 
it is receiving, as he mentioned in our overall policy reviews, 
and he said that part of it, on its merits, deserves taking a 
look at, which is being done. 


Q Do you have anything on the shootings in -- 

Q Could we stay with this for just a second, please? 

a Sure. 

Q Are any policy papers being written on the 
Kissinger proposal which this was/is? Has this gotten to the 
point where the Secretary has asked for some sort of guidance 


or policy proposal on it that might later become policy of the 
State Department? 


A In the policy review that he has asked to be 
done, I believe he expressed himself yesterday on the record, 
saying that part of this, on the merits, deserve to be taken a 
look at. Which parts, I am not going to get into, but whoever 
he's instructed to do this, is going to be looking at it in the 
overall policy review concerning this area of the world. 
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Q Same subject: your earlier statement about the 
government, the Administration, favoring letting 
self-determination run its course in Eastern Europe, would this 
include the reunification of Germany, if the East German people 
wanted it? 


A I don't have an answer for you on that. 


Q There are expectations in the Egyptian press that 
the problem of withholding the cash money of assistance to 
Egypt will be solved before the visit of President Mubarak. Do 
you have anything on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Is it true, as reported in one publication that 
the U.S. -- that Secretary Baker told Moshe Arens that the 
United States will no longer veto U.N. votes against new 
settlements in the occupied territories? Has the U.S. said it 
will no longer back Israel in the U.N. on the question of 
occupied territories? 


a One, I don't know the specifics of that, and two, 
I do not know whether Secretary Baker discussed this when the 
Foreign Minister was here. 


Do you have anything on progress or lack of it, 
or what's going on between the United States and Iran, in 
regard to the Vincennes incident -- you know, the shooting down 
of the Iranian -- 


a No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the status of 
President Duarte? 


a No. 


Q In Panama, can you talk a bit about this problem 
of harassment of Canal employees? There seemed to have been 
something like 1,000 incidents. Is the United States concerned 
that this could lead to a serious disruption of the Canal 
operation? 


A There is clearly a deliberate effort of the 
Noriega regime to harass U.S. and Panamanian citizen employees 
of the United States Government. As you know, under the 1977 
Panama Canal Treaty, the United States has primary 
responsibility for the Canal's operations and defense until 
December 31, 1999. 


We respect our treaty commitments and intend to meet 
our obligations to ensure the Canal's safe, efficient, 
uninterrupted operation. We will continue to meet our treaty 
responsibilities. 
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Q Are we trying in any way to bring about a 
reduction or an end to this harassment, which seems to have 
reached a rather high level? Are we talking to the Panamanians 
or someone who would talk to the Panamanians? 


A I don't know. I don't know the answer to your 
question. 


Q Margaret, the Secretary, in testimony before 
Congress, I believe the week before last, discussed the 


possibility of removing some of the children or dependents. 
Has that gone any further, do you know? 


A I'm aware of what he said, but I don't have an 
update on it. But I'll be glad to look into it for you. 


Q Thank you. 
a Sure. 


Q One more on Panama, please. If this harassment 
continues, and the United States intends to continue to meet 
its treaty obligations, would the United States then be willing 
to increase the security around its employees there to enable 
them to continue to run the Canal? 


a Unfortunately, Jim, that would be a hypothetical 
for me. I do know that we will continue to meet our treaty 
responsibilities. 


Q If you cannot comment on reports from Israel 
about Mr. Shamir's plan or intention to have elections in the 
West Bank and Gaza, can you tell me what's the position of the 
United States regarding elections in the West Bank and Gaza? 

A I don't have anything for you on that today. 

Q Can you take the question, please? 

A I'll be glad to ask. 


Q There was some discussion yesterday about the 
Administration position -- 


A I've just been informed that the Secretary will 
see Ambassador Matsunaga this afternoon at the Ambassador's 
request. 

Q What time? 


i] They didn't tell me. I don't know. It says this 
afternoon. 


Q And that's here? 
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_ It doesn't say where it is. I would have asked, 
but this was just handed to me. Sorry. 


Q Now, could I finish my question? 
4 Yes, sorry. 


It's quite all right. Yesterday there was some 
discussion about what the Administration position was on 
eventual face-to-face negotiations with the Nicaraguan 
government -- whether in a regional setting or in a bilateral 
setting -- and you said you might have something today on that. 


A What I do have for you is I believe -- I think 
you were the person who asked me about our next steps. I did 
come with what our next steps might be. As far as the meeting 
with the Nicaraguans -- wait one second. I did come with it. 
Sorry it took me time to find it. 


We have repeatedly stated our policy of support for 
the goals and objectives of Esquipulas, Sapoa and the €1 
Salvadoran agreement, and our proposed package of humanitarian 
assistance for the Nicaraguan Resistance supports those goals. 


I'm sorry. I really se ot I'm reading you the 
wrong answer. I'm sorry. Bear with me. 


We have long stated our position that we would talk 
with the Government of Nicaragua at the right time and in a 
regional context, together with the leaders of the other four 
Central American countries. While we do not rule out contacts 
at an appropriate time, nothing is planned at present. 


Q Okay. 
a Thanks for bearing with me. 


No, thank you very much for your answer. The 
other part of the question yesterday ~- which I didn't repeat 
today but I will now -- is that President Cerezo, when he was 
here, spoke of his wish to have all five Central American 

overnments come to Washington when they completed their plans 
or the demobilization of the Contras in Honduras. And he 
stressed the wish -- I believe to President Bush at the time -- 
that he would like President Noriega to be in the group which 
would provide, one supposes, a regional setting. 


a I understand. 
Noriega or Ortega? 


Q 
Q And I'm wondering -- 
Q 


You mean Ortega. 
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Q With Ortega, yes. Excuse me. 


a Good, we all make mistakes. (Laughter) That 


helps. 

Q Ortega. Even though Noriega would even be more 
interesting. 

a What I believe you're asking me -- correct me, if 


I'm incorrect -- is our meeting with five Central American 
leaders. Correct? 


Q Yes. 


A Okay. I've just explained a meeting with -- a 
possible meeting with Ortega in Nicaragua. Your answer to the 
five Central American leaders would be that we are in close 
touch with the leaders of Central American democracies. We are 
working closely with them to seek a diplomatic solution to the 
problems of the region. For the process to move forward, 
however, it is generally recognized that the Sandinistas must 
take positive steps to meet the commitments they have made to 
democratize their political system and end their efforts of 
subversion of their neighbors. 


One element of our approach of incentives and 
disincentives will be to consider contacts and diplomatic 
representation questions vis-a-vis Nicaragua. Changes might 


occur based on the progress we see towards democracy and how 
contacts might support the plan's goals. 


Q Do you have any comments on the killing of a 
four-year-old child in the occupied territories by a policeman 
yesterday? 

a I don't know anything about what you're asking me. 

Q Can you look into this? 

A If I can. 


Q Do you have something for us about the next steps 
in Central America, other than what you've told us already? If 
you do, just tell us. (Laughter) 

a Yes, I do. 


Q Funny you should ask. 


a I know. One, we are continuing to work closely 
with the Central American democracies. As you all know, I 
believe, Secretary Baker had a bilateral yesterday with the 
Honduran Ambassador. State Department officials have recently 
met with other Honduran Government officials and the Costa 
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Rican Foreign Minister to discuss U.S. policy, and how it can 
be supportive of regional objectives. 


Our Ambassadors in Central and Latin America have 
fully briefed Latin governments on the bipartisan accord that 
was reached last week and the humanitarian assistance package. 


Secondly, we are also consulting closely with the 
Europeans, which I believe you're aware Secretary Baker has 
mentioned to you before. The Secretary, as you know, met with 
several European leaders during his recent trip to Vienna. You 
also know this subject was brought up with many of his 
counterparts that he saw on his NATO trip. He outlined the 
Administration's desire to achieve a bipartisan consensus in 
Central America and urged the Europeans to lend their support 
for a democratic outcome in Nicaragua. Our Embassies in Europe 
are now going over the recent accord in detail with their host 
nations. 


Thirdly, we are continuing our dialogue with the 
Soviets on Central America at various levels to urge them to 
end the uncalled for level of assistance provided to Nicaragua, 
as well as Soviet bloc support for the Salvacoran guerrillas. 
We have asked the Soviets to join us in supporting the goals of 
the Esquipulas process. 


Q Has there been anything with the Soviets beyond 
the demarches that we're aware? Has there been something in 
recent days that has not been publicly announced, up to now? 


A This is all I have for you on the Soviet Union. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


A Thanks, Barry. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING 





USG PERSONNEL IN PANAMA 





Q. What is the U.S. doing about the harassment of USG 
employees and dependents? Are we talking to the 
Panamanians or to someone who is talking to the 
Panamanians? 


A. -- WE DEAL WITH SPECIFIC SITUATIONS AS THEY ARISE. FOR 
EXAMPLE, THE PANAMA CANAL COMMISSION AND THF U.S. EMBASSY 
ARE PROVIDING FINANCIAL AND TRANSPORTATION ASSISTANCE TO 
AFFECTED EMPLOYEES. I DIRECT YOU TO DOD FOR INFORMATION 
ON US SOUTHCOM ACTIONS. 


-- THESE HARASSMENTS OF USG PERSONNEL UNDERLINE THE NEED FOR 
THE U.S. TO CONTINUE SUPPORTING AN AUTHENTIC DEMOCRATIC 
TRANSITION IN PANAMA, AND TO CONTINUE FINANCIAL AND 
POLITICAL MEASURES AGAINST THE NORIEGA REGIME - SUCH AS 
THE IEEPA SANCTIONS - TO ACHIEVE THAT OBJECTIVE. 


Q. Where do you stand on the drawdown of U.S. personnel in 
Panama that the Secretary mentioned in his Congressional 
testimony last week? 

A. == WE CONTINUE TO ADJUST THE SIZE OF THE U.S. PRESENCE 


IN PANAMA ACCORDING TO CHANGING NEEDS AND CHANGING 


CIRCUMSTANCES. THE QUESTION REMAINS UNDER REVIEW. 
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WEONESDAY, MARCH 29, 1989, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Hello. Good morning. Hi, Barry. 
Q You got the picture right today. 


a I got it right. That's correct. Shows we all 
can make mistakes. 


I have two statements to make today, and I'd like to 
make two clarifications. 


My first statement is that tomorrow Secretary Baker 
will go to Atlanta to take part in a conference -- the 
Consultation on a New Hemispheric Agenda. It is co-sponsored 
by former Presidents Carter and Ford. The conference will 
assess the state of the Inter-American relations and explore 
ways to address collectively the pressing issues facing the 
hemisphere. 


Secretary Baker will deliver a speech on hemispheric 


cooperation at the conference and will participate in a 
round-table discussion with conference participants, including 


a number of political leaders and senior foreign policy 


advisers from several countries in Latin America and the United 
States. Secretary Baker will be speaking at 10:15 a.m. 


Should you ask, he has no scheduled bilateral meetings 
right now, but there could be some that get put on some time 
this afternoon. 

Q Are you going to pipe it in here? 

i) am I going to what? 

Q Are you going to be able to pipe it in here? 

if Pipe what in here? 


MS. HOGGARD: No. We will not be able to pipe it in. 


Q The speech. 
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a Oh, I don't -- Kim said -- 


Q I have this additicnal question. Do you think a 
text might be available beforehand? 


a Sure. We should do that. About ten 

Q About ten. Okay. 

“ Yes. 

y Thank you. y, ~ 
Q If VOR gets it, will you put it in here? 


MS. HOGGARD: VOA at the moment is not getting it. If 
they do, we will pipe it in. We'll post something. 


Q Thank you. 


a Okay. My second announcement concerns Lebanon. 
The United States welcomes the Arab League's call for a 
cease-fire in Lebanon. We strongly support that call, and we 
share the Arab League's concern about the grave situation in 
Lebanon. The shelling must stop, and the land and sea 
blockades must end. All parties to the fighting must negotiate 
their differences with one another. 





Further, civilian casualties and suffering must be 
avoided at all costs, including all attacks on residential 
areas and on sources of civilian food, water, fuel and 
electricity. 


The United States applauds the Arab League's 
continuing efforts to help resolve the political impasse in 
Lebanon. We encourage the Arab League Committee on Lebanon 
under the leadership of the Kuwaiti Foreign Minister to 
continue its peace initiative. We stand ready to assist the 
initiative however we can. 


The United States remains committed to the restoration 


of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty and territorial integrity, with 
the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the disbandment of the ° 


militias. 


Q Do you happen to have something on the shelling 
of the Ambassador's residence? Specifically, what information 
you might have and -- 


a Yes, I do. 


Q ~~ whether it was a Syrian shell, etc. 


a I don't know that, Barry. But, as you know, 
Ambassador McCarthy's residence in Beirut was hit on March 28 














weY 


afte Wednesday, 3/29/89 


by a single artillery round. There was some damage to the 
residence but no injuries. The Ambassador was at his residence 
at the time. 


Margaret. do you happen to have for me, for the 
question of yesterday, what you re-stated at the end .- the 
known policy goals towards Lebanon? 


i I think that I just addressed myself to our 
policy towards Lebanon 


Q And how do you go about achieving those goals? 


a I've just addressed the policy of the United 
States towards Lebanon. 


Q Well, we know the policy for the past 14 years, 
but we haven't seen anything come about. 


a The policy didn't change today. I just restated 
it. 


Q Well, your comment to resolve the differences. 
Are you considering the Syrians as part of the Lebanese 
political problem, or how is it being viewed over here? 


a May I ask you a personal question? I don't know 
your name. Since we're going to carry on this dialogue every 
day, what is your name? (Laughter) 


Q Semaan. 

a What? 

Q Semaan. 

a Semaan. And where are you from? Who do you work 


for? 
Q BBC. 
“ 36C. It's nice to meet you. 
Q It's nice to meet you. 


a I believe the other day I answered your question 
concerning the Syrians, and I believe I just did it again touduy 
by ss the United States remains committed to the 
restoration of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty and territorie) 
integrity with the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the 
disbandment of the militias. 


Q That's the same. 
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Q The statement fails to mention anything about the 
heavy shelling, that the Syrians have been bombarding the 
populated areas in East Beirut. Since March 14 there was more 
than 20,000 bombs being shelled on East Beirut. You are 
failing to recognize that? 


o I think that I just said exactly what I just 
answered in response to his question: that the United States is 
asking for the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the 
disbandment of the militias and for the violence to stop. 


Q Margaret, you are not mentioning anything about 
the -- 


Q What prompted you to issue this statement? Is it 
because of the Arab League, or did the Lebanese Government 
approach you, or General foun approach the Americans to issue 
such a statement? 


a What prompted me to make this statement was 
because the Department felt that it was important to make this 
statement today, and we wanted to be on the record welcoming 
the Arab League's call for a cease-fire in Lebanon. 


Q Any thinking of moving the residence of the 
Ambassador in East Beirut? 


No. There's not. 


“ 
Q Anything to say on the Syrian shelling of -- 
Q You had some clarifications. 

a 


Correct. I have two clarifications, please. 


The United States -— this one is concerning the United 
States policy on German reunification. The United States 
consistently has supported self-determination of the German 
people and their reunification in freedom by peaceful means. 


My second one concerns the United States’ meeting with 
Nicaragua. The Secretary has said repeatedly that the key 
element is the performance of the Sandinistas towards meeting 
the goals of the Esquipulas Accord. We will make our decisions 
based on -progress towards democratization in Nicaragua. 


As I said yesterday, we have long stated our position 
that we would talk with the Government of Nicaragua at the 
right time and in a regional context, together with the leaders 
of the other four Central American countries. While we do not 
rule out contacts at the appropriate time, nothing is planned 
at present. 
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Q On the subject of Nicaragua and the Contras, is 
it accurate that the government has cut out those civilian 
subsidies for the Contras? 


A While we have a great deal of -- I'm sorry. The 
U.S. funding of Resistance activities and its operations in 
Miami has been reduced in the last year as the focus of 
political activity has turned toward Nicaragua. The reduction 
of funding is not a product of the bipartisan accords. 


Q And what are the numbers involved? It's being 
reduced from what to what? 


A I don't know the numbers, Jim. 


Q And still on that, is there any move by the 
Administration to persuade or convince the Contra civilian 
leadership to take part in the elections whenever they take 
place in Nicaragua -- to return to Nicaraguan soil and to take 
part in the election process? 


A I'm not positive of the answer to that, Jim. I 
think that the eventual goal under the voluntary re-integration 
back into Nicaragua would certainly be to participate in 
elections. 


And, really, my question more sharply focused 
would be, is the Administration taking any steps to further 
that aim -- persuading them, convincing them? 


A In talking to the Contras? 


Q In talking to the Contras, trying to convince 
them to go back, even at some risk to themselves, for example? 


a I don't know. 


Q There's a story in The New York Times today, 
quoting an Administration official as saying that it is a goal 
of U.S. policy to get the Contras to go back and take part in 
the political process. I have no idea who the Administration 
official was, but -- 





a I don't either. 


The Administration supports the willingness of 
individual Resistance leaders or the leadership as a whole to 
voluntarily return to Nicaragua to participate in the political 
process promised in the Esquipulas and £1 Salvador agreements. 


We believe that it is important to test the Nicaraguan 
Government's intention to allow all opponents of the Sandinista 
regime to participate openly and fairly in the 1990 elections. 
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It is important that the international community lend 
its full support and protection to those who return by 
monitoring closely their treatment inside Nicaragua. 


The Sandinista Government should meet the commitments 
it made at the Esquipulas and £1 Salvador summit and work with 
all elements of the opposition to negotiate changes in the 
electoral, media and other laws to provide the conditions for 
free, fair and honest elections. 





I think that answers your question, doesn't it, Jim? 
Q Yes. 


Q Was this message given to the Contras in their 
meeting at the State Department about two weeks ago? 


A I know that State Department officials have met 
with Resistance leaders. I don't know specifically if this 
message was passed to them. 


Q And, secondly, on Cesar's comments about the 
funding being cut, just to make sure, the story today quoting 
Cesar in The New York Times -- Alfredo -- says that it merely 
puts it in the context of the Baker Central American 
initiative, but you're saying this has been done over the last 
year. Can you give any elaboration of just how the money 
started getting cut and when, and so on? 





A Roy, while we have a great deal of respect for 
Alfredo Cesar, the source of the comments on the U.S. funding, 
he does not speak for our government. 


Q Could we pursue the question of timing, though? 
Do you have anything on -- 


i Timing? 


Q Yeah, in terms of the cut-off of the money. You 
say it's been going on over the past year. 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Beyond that? 


Q Could you take the question? It's of some 
interest. 


a) On the cut-off of -- 


Q You said it's been going on over the past year. 
The story in the Times seems to indicate that it is abrupt and 
recent. 
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a No. I definitely understand this. I asked 
Secretary Baker this this morning and Kozak. Kozak told us 
they're two separate things, two separate tracks. That it was 
not something that was tied up with the accord. The other was 
going on separately. If you want a clearer answer, yes, I'll 
get Kozak to get me one. 


Q Can I try the Soviet chess player? Can you 
confirm that he is -- 


Q Central America, please. According to FBIS, 
Radio Catolica, the -- 


A I'm sorry, I don't know who FBIS is. 


Q FBIS, the Foreign Broadcast Information Service, 
which has a wire with the latest news out of the rest of the 
world. The radio station runned by the Roman Catholic Church 
in Nicaragua, Radio Catolica it's called, was reopened 
yesterday. This had been closed, I think, since about July of 
last year. The Sandinistas, in other words, have allowed the 
church to continue broadcasting. This would seem to be, on the 
face of it, a liberalization along the lines of what the 
Secretary has been calling for, so I wonder what, if any, 
reaction you have to it or if you could get a reaction? 


A I don't have a reaction for you, but I'll be more 
than glad to get you one. 


Q Can I try another subject? 
Q Can we stay in the region? 
) Sure. 


Do you have any comment on a memo that Secretary 
Baker has sent out to various embassies in regard to U.S.-Cuban 
relations? . 
A I'm not aware that Secretary Baker has sent out a 
memo. I will not comment on the substance of a purportedly 
classified leaked document. 


Q Then you must know the memo. 


A I don't know the memo. I know what you're 
talking about but I haven't seen any such memo. 


Q Also on the region? On the drug laundering story 
in Panama, can you tell us whether General Noriega was aware 
that arrests were going to be made in this case? And how is 
the U.S. managing to cooperate with the Panamanian defense 
forces on drug cases without Noriega knowing? 


A I don't have anything for you on either one of 
those questions. 
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Q Have you done anything to improve security for 
Americans in Panama since I suppose there may be some anger 
about these arrests and this move against some banks that he 
has holdings in? 


A I don't have an answer for you on that. The only 
thing I have on Panama is what I addressed yesterday. 





Q President Perez has announced in Venezuela that 
he's asked for an interview with President Bush. Perez is in 
the country now and is going up to New York. What can you tell © 


us about the possibility of a meeting within the next few days? 


A I'd just refer you over to Marlin at the White 
House. He does the press schedule. 


Q Can I come back to Cuba for a second? Leaving 
the memo aside, do you have anything on the status of 
U.S.-Cuban relations? What is our -- 


A Our policy? 
Q Yes. 


A Yes, I do. The United States policy toward Cuba 
has not changed. As Secretary Baker noted in his confirmation 
hearings, Castro's continuing support for subversion and 
instability in Central America, Chile, Colombia, and other 
places, the internal repression and violation of human rights 
in Cuba together with the Soviet-Cuban military relationship 
make it extremely difficult for us to talk about normalizing 
relations. 


Secretary Baker also noticed their unwillingness to 
accept perestroika in Cuba. That doesn't seem to indicate ary 
serious Cuban intention to change. 

@ Was that the gist of the memo? 

A I don't know about the memo; I really don't. 

Margaret, now that Montazeri is out of -- 
I'm sorry, what? 


Q 
A 
Q Montazeri of Iran -- 
Q 


Still in Central America. Can you talk about 
plans for Mr. Arias to visit? Will he see Secretary Baker? 


a The White House has not announced whether 
President Arias will be here, and so I cannot. 


Q He did announce he's going to be here next week 
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a I thought they had not. I checked this morning 
and they had not. Sorry. I checked with Marlin and they 
haven't, so there's some confusion. I'll find out for you. 


Q Margaret, your statement on Cuba I think left out 
any mention of the new cooperation in international affairs 
with them. 





a No, it didn't. 


Q Doesn't that have any affect on the overall ~ 
relationship? Because in the last Administration -- 


A I have an answer for you. I think I know what 
you're asking me, right? About Africa, correct? 


It's always been a condition for the improvement 
of relations that the Cubans agree to get their troops out of 
Angola. This condition now seems to be on the way to being 
fulfilled so I don't see quite why you take such a hard line 
when the situation has changed. 


A I just stated our policy toward Cuba. 
Specifically -- when you mentioned Africa --— when Cuban 
withdrawal from Angola is completed, it will be a positive 
development. However, Cuban military adventurism abroad 
continues as does its support for violent radical groups 
abroad. Barring a cessation of these kinds of activities and 
an improvement in the internal human rights situation in Cuba, 
we will not consider an improvement in our relationship. 


Does that help you? 


Q Could you then spell out -- because I think that 


answer almost requires the question -- exactly what do you do 
want them to do in their international activities. What other 
-- it sounds like you're raising the ante, in a way, having 
achieved one thing that you wanted in Angola and now you're 
asking for other things. But what are the other things you 
want them to do? 


A I'm not the best person to answer that for you. ° 
I have stated, as clearly as I can, what the United States 


position in Cuba is. I believe I fairly answered your question 
concerning our cooperation in Africa, and I just don't have 


anything else for you. 


Q Does the U.S. now have a 14-year old chess 
player? Has he been granted asylum -- whatever? 
a The Kamsky father and son are in the New York 


area. As you know, we do not comment on whether or not asylum 
requests have been made. We have not received a request from 
the Soviets to meet with the Kamskys. And, as you know, Barry, 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service decides all requests 
for asylum with the State Department serving an advisory role. 
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Q When you say they are in the New York area. are 
they in U.S. hands? Are they under the protection of * U.S. 
in some way? 


a This is all I have. 


Q Ma-garet, as you know, asylum is predicated on a 
well-founded fear of persecution. Can you explain to me how a 
Soviet chess champion who travels abroad and enjoys a 
privileged life in the Soviet Union can meet the conditions of 
well-founded fear of persecution? 


a This is all I know about this case, and this is 
all I have to say about it. 


Q I have another question on Cuba. Is the United 
States now — the attitude towards Perestroika as one 
criterion for relations, for bilateral relations between the 
U.S. and other countries? 


a No, it is not. It's just something that I 
brought back to your attention, something that Secretary Baker 
had mentioned. 


Q But it's taken particularly with Cuba, not with, 
say, Syria, Nicaragua, or other countries? 


A I just answered your question on Cuba. 


Q About Iran, now, it was established that 
Montazeri is out. Do you have any comment on the change in -- 


A No, I don't. That would be an internal matter. 


Q Margaret, Afghan leader Najibullah has offered 
autonomy to the Mujahideen if they cease their attacks and end 
their war. Has the U.S. got a reaction to this? 


a Yes, I do. This isn't the first time that 
Najibullah has tried to divide the Afghan Resistance by 
offering private deals. It hasn't succeeded before. We have 
seen press reports that you mentioned that a number of 
Mujahideen commanders based in Afghanistan have already 
rejected Najibullah's offer. 


Q Does the U.S. still continue to consider it an 
illegitimate regime, and waiting for its collapse? 


A The United States' policy concerning Afghanistan 
is that the future of Afghanistan is for the Afghans themselves 
to determine. We continue to support their struggle for 
self-—determination and for the establishment of a broad-based 
— government to replace the illegitimate Kabul 
regime. 


24) 











VIZ 


alte Wednesday, 

3/29/89 

Q On the Sudan, do you have any comment on the 
rebel rejection of offer for peace? 

A I'm sorry. Of whose rejection? 

Q The Sudanese Government offered peace to the 
rebels, and they rejected it. Do you have any comment on that? 

Q In Sudan -- to the rebels in Sudan? 

A No. 

Q The Sudanese Government offered peace to the 
Sudanese rebels in the south, and they rejected it. Do you 
have any comment on that -- since they are your allies almost? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, on another subject, I gather the FSX 
talks have gone into an extended pause. Can you give us the 
current state of play? 


a I asked Secretary Baker about this this morning. 
As you know, he did meet late yesterday afternoon again with 
the Japanese Ambassador and with the Vice Defense Minister, and 
he said that he does not have anything to characterize the 
meetings with other than their discussions are ongoing. 


Q But I gather the Japanese official has, in fact, 
left for Tokyo. 


a I don't know that for a fact. I heard that this 
morning at a meeting, but I don't know. Someone at a meeting 
mentioned it, but I don't know if it's true or not. 


Q Afterwards, the Japanese press reported that 
Japan is going to go ahead and let the contract to Mitsubishi 
-- the main contract for the FSX -- on the assumption that the 
United States is eventually going to go ahead with the deal. 
Do you have any comment on that? Is that a wise thing for the 
Japanese to do? 


a No, I don't have a comment on that, and I did 
characterize, because I talked to Secretary Baker about it this 
morning, what he had to say about his meeting yesterday, that 
these discussions are ongoing. 


Q Well, did he give any indication of a timing of 
when they might be continued? 


a No, he did not. And there is not presently 
another scheduled meeting -- unless I get another note today 
that says that they've just scheduled one. 
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Q The Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister met with 
Deputy Secretary Eagleburger this morning. Was that over the 
FSX matter, or if not, can you give us some readout on the 
meeting? 


a That's correct. I asked Larry about his meeting, 
and he said that it had previously been arranged, and that it 
was a courtesy call meeting. 


Q Back to Lebanon, if I may: Do you have any 
comment on reports that the United States has withdrawn the few 
number of military instructors working with the Lebanese 


Defense Minister? 

A I don't have anything on that, no. 

Q Margaret, can we get a chance over here? 

A Okay. 

Q Prime Minister Shamir is saying that the U.S. is 
going to close, restrict now the number of Soviet Jews coming 
to the U.S. Is there any change in American policy regarding 
Soviet Jews going to Israel? 

a Not that I have for you, no. 


Q Could you look inté that please? 
ue Sure. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Panamanian 
announcement that they will have international observers for 
their elections next month, but they'll pick the observers? 


A No, sir, I do not. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement 
attributed to Israeli Defense Minister Rabin this morning that 
the Fatah Palestinian groups in the occupied territories did 
not attack the Israelis in the last five months? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Can we go back to Afghanistan for a second, 
please? Could you comment on the press conference at the 
Soviet Embassy yesterday at which it was said that the U.S. 
military aid is contradictory to the Geneva Accords? I mean 

U.S. military aid to the Afghan rebels. 


a Are you asking me about the Soviet proposal for 
greater -- the U.N. role? 
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Q Yes. 


“ We believe that the United Nations' good offices 
mission in Afghanistan and Pakistan is fulfilling its mission 
in accordance with the Geneva Accords. We do not see any need 
for the U.N. to expand its activities. There are currently 
adequate procedures to deal with alleged violations of the 
accords. 


There is no need at this time for the Security Council 
to review the situation in Afghanistan now that Soviet troops 
have withdrawn. We believe that the Afghans should be allowed 
to determine their country's future themselves. 


Q Margaret, the Greek authorities have imprisoned 
Mohammed Rashid for eight or nine months. Does the State 
Department see this as a way to avoid having to extradite him 
to the United States? 


a Unfortunately, I'm not going to comment or to 
speculate on how this may affect our extradition request for 
Rashid. The Government of Greece knows that we consider its 
action in the Rashid case to be a key indicator of its 
willingness to cooperate in countering terrorism. 


Q Do you have anything on reports about efforts 
made by the Soviet Union to establish diplomatic relations with 
the Saudi? 


a No, I do not. 
Q Back here? 
“a Yes. 

I'm going to ask about New Zealand even if my 
colleagues laugh. Do you want to make any comment about the 
return of the America's Cup to New Zealand, and how that will 
affect American-New Zealand relations? 

Try it. Goon. Give us something? (Laughter) 
a I don't have anything for you on that. Sorry 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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MS. TUTWILER: I have a Few announcements to make: 

I mentioned yesterday that Secretary Baker might be 
having some bilaterals while in Atlanta. He has had, by now, 
one. It was with the Prime Minister of Barbados. He also 
extended an invitation to the President of Venezuela, Mr. 
Perez, to fly back with him, which the President is doing. 

Number three is: [They have arranged here -- the Press 
Office has arranged for you -- for Secretary Baker's speech to 
be replayed here at 2:00 p.m. 

And, fourth, if you all can help me out a little bit 
today, I have a plane to go home to a family wedding. If we 


can get me out of here at 1:00, please, I'd really appreciate 
it. 


Q That's it? 
i) That's it. 
Q Thank you (Laughter) 


A [I'll be in a lot of trouble if I don't get to 
Birmingham. 


Q You're not going on Eastern, are you? 


a I don't know what I'm going on. My sister made 
the plane reservations, thank goodness. 


Q What specifically would you like to see the 
Soviets, or Mr. Gorbachev, say in Cuba next week when he comes? 


a I don't have anything specific. 


Q Well, generally, then, what would you like to see 
come out of that visit? 


A I think it would be inappropriate for me to 
characterize his visit. I can tell you that Central America is 
a priority issue for the United States, as was underscored most 
recently in the Administration's bipartisan accord with 
Congress. 








¢77 


-2- Thursday, 3/30/89 


As the accord makes clear, the Soviet Union and Cuba, 
through their continued aid and support of violence and 
subversion in the region, have been undermining the prospects 
for peaceful resolution to the conflict through diplomacy. As 
you know, Secretary Baker made [tinis] clear to Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze while they were in Vienna. He made these views 
clear to him, and he urged the Soviets to apply their new 
thinking in Central America. 


Q And specifically, does that mean stopping this 
flow of arms? 


i Sure; yes. 


Q Is there anything the United States would be 
willing to do also to lessen the tensions? fhe Soviets are 
willing to stop arms if the United States would stop arming its 
buddies. Do you think any kind of a quis pro que arrangement 
could be worked out, because they're ta ng about Honduras and 
neighboring countries? 


a I think the United States has made, as Speaker 
Wright described, an historic effort here in our bipartisan 
accord that was announced -~ was it last Friday, Barry? I'm 
pretty sure it was. 


Q Yes. 


A So I think the United States has had new policy, 
new thinking, concerning this region. 


Q When introducing that accord last week, President 
Bush said that the Soviet Union, in fact, had no strategic 
interests in the region of Central America. Does this new 
letter the President apparently has sent to Mr. Gorbachev 
suggest that he now accepts the Soviets do have some interests 
there? 


) The letter that who sent? 


Q There's a report on the wires now that President 
Bush has sent a personal letter to Mr. Gorbachev. 


a I believe that Marlin answered that question this 
morning by saying he was not going to comment on any letters 
the President might or might not have sent. 


Given that the President said last week that the 
Soviet Union had no interest in the region, is there now some 
indication -- you're asking for Soviet assistance in supporting 
the new peace agreement there. Is it now an understanding the 
Soviets do have some legitimate role to play? 


A As I said, Secretary Baker discussed this issue 
of the Soviets' presence in Central America with Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze while he was in Vienna. I don't have 
anything further to add for you. 
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Q You mentioned that the Secretary will be flying 
tack to Washinatcn with President Perez 


A Yes. 


Q In the speech in Atlanta, he mentions 
restructuring and economic reforms as one of the conditions for 
U.S. help in the debt problem. Is that the sort of thing 
they'll be talking about? 


A I'm sure they will be discussing debt, as one of 
the issues they'll be discussing. 


Q Margaret, when will this meeting -- they will 
have a meeting back here at State this afternoon? [s that what 


A No. They're on the plane for a hour and forty 
minutes. 


Q And then what happens to the President of 
Venezuela? 


A President Perez, it's my understanding, meets his 
delegation -- I believe he's going to New York. Please check 


with the Venezuelan Embassy. And, as you know, Marlin 
announced yesterday that he will be meeting with President Bush 
back here in Washington on Saturday morning. Secretary Baker 
will also be attending that meeting. 


Q Margaret, in his speech, the Secretary said, 
“from Punta del Este to California an old order is dying and a 
new world is struggling to be born." What's happening in 
California? (Laughter) 


a It's not for me to interpret the Secretary's 
words. (Laughter) 


Q My readers would be very interested. (Laughter) 

f°) You interpret it for them. 

Q Margaret, the White Houte announced this morning 
that King Hussein will be visiting Washington April 19 instead 
of May 2. Do you have any comment or reasoning for this early 
visit instead of May 2? 


a No. I just refer you to the White House. 


Q The Los Angeles Times had a story today quoting 
diplomatic sources to the effect that the United States is 
urging Israel to pull its troops in the West Bank back From 
cities into barracks in an effort to promote stability and 
lessen violence. Do you have anything to say about that? 
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a I haven't seen that particular report, and I 
don't have anything for you on that, no. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the report 
saying General foun of Lebanon requests U.S. military 
intervention? 


a That he requested what? 

Q Yes. 

a That he requested what? 

Q Press reports. 

Q What did he request? 

a That General foun requested what? I couldn't 


hear you. 
Q U.S. military intervention. 


A I don't know of any specific request like that at 
all. You know what our policy in Lebanon is. I stated it, I 
think, very clearly yesterday, and it remains our policy today. 


Q Margaret, back to Central America. I'd like [it] 
if you could specify a little more precisely the kind of aid 
that the Soviets are alleged to be providing to the FMLN. 


A I'm not going to speculate on that with you. 
Q Well, not speculite, but specify. 

is) I'm not going to get into that with you, then. 
Q Okay. 


Has it changed any since the various white papers 
you have issued on aid by the Soviet Union and its allies to 
the FMLN? 


a I don't know, John. 


Q How about to Nicaragua itself? It was $515 
million the Department estimated in calendar ‘88. Has the 
level stayed about the same, or has it dropped or risen this 
year? 


A My understanding, as Secretary Baker has said in 
testimony a number of times, is the aid is roughly $1 billion 
to Nicaragua from the Soviet Union. Approximately $500 million 
of that, he has said, is military assistance. 
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Q Would the United States favor holding an 
Israeli-PLO dialogue in Egypt as President Mubarak suggested to 
Mr. Shamir in a message carried by Mr. Weisman over the weekend? 


A 1 don't know anything about what you're asking me. 
Q Can you look into this? 


A 1 can go find out about the report that you're 
asking me. I haven't heard this. 


Q In today's FBIS. 
A I'm sorry. I haven't read it. 


Q This is a little bit related to FSX. There is an 
article in the Washington Post this morning contributed by 
Senator Heinz saying that Mitsubishi Heavy Industries helped 
Libya to build its chemical weapon factory. And my 
understanding is that one Japanese firm was involved in that 
development or construction of, not a chemical factory itself, 
but a metallurgical factory nearby. Does the State Department 
have any information to this effect? 





a) Yes. Both the Japanese Government and Mitsubishi 
Heavy Industries have categorically denied that Mitsubishi 
Heavy Industries ever exported machinery or equipment or sent 
personnel to the Rabta complex. We have no information that 
Mitsubishi Heavy Industries or any other Japanese firm helped 
build Libya's chemical weapons plant. 


Q On a relatea issue, now that the Japanese 
Government has let a contract for the FSX plane, what is the 
next step as far as the United States is concerned? Is 
something now going to take place in the next couple of days, 
or does this ease the deadline pressure that had been thought 
to exist because of March 31 in the Japanese budget? 


A The deadline, as you state, was a Japanese 
deadline. It was their budget deadline. Our discussions are 
continuing. This issue, as you know, has been under review in 
the United States Government and has been the subject of 
discussions, as you know, between the Japanese Government and 
our government. Beyond that, other than to continue saying 
that there are ongoing discussions, I just don't have anything 
further to add to it. 


Q Does Secretary Baker have any plans to see the 
Japanese Ambassador or somebody else From Japan again, say, by 
the end of this week? 


fe There are no such plans, and there are no 
requests to the Secretary for such a meeting. 
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Q Margaret, can you tell me why the hearing was not 
held for the confirmation of the Near East Bureau Chief, 
Ambassador Kelly, yet? And when will it be held, to have him 
confirmed? 


A I'm not familiar if his papers have gone forward 
to the Hill. If they have, the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee schedules those hearings and I would ask you to check 


with them. 
Q Thank you. 


A Thank y'all. Y'all have a nice weekend. 


(fhe briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Before I start, I wanted to express my hope that the mantle of 
the kinder and gentler press corps that Jim promised the other 
= he Margaret would extend to me as well when I'm up here to 
fill in. 


Q Not a chance. 
A Okay. 
Q (Inaudible) 


A I know. That's right -- nobody keeping 
everything under control. 


Two announcements: One relates to a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the Mubarak visit to be held today at the White 
House at 2:00 p.m. 


The second is a statement by Secretary Baker on the 
subject of Namibia. 


Tomorrow marks the beginning of the transition process 
towards Namibian independence, which has been long awaited by 
the people of Africa's last colony. For the United States, 
this day represents the culmination of many years of effort, 
under both Democratic and Republican Administrations, with the 
broad support of the American people, to achieve the 
independence of Namibia through a peaceful, negotiated process 
that recognizes the fundamental human rights of the people of 
Namibia to choose their own form of government democratically. 


April 1 offers the hope of new beginnings in Angola, 
as well. The process of total Cuban troop withdrawal formally 
begins on that day: as foreign forces will withdraw from that 
country, there are new and challenging opportunities for the 
MPLA and UNITA to end the tragic civil war that has ravaged 


Angola since its independence. 


We are proud of the American contribution to this 
process, and we remain committed to its successful completion. 
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There is a longer statement that will be available 
afterwards. 


And with that, we're ready. 


Q Do you have anything on reports about Iraq 
developing nuclear warheads? 


a First of all, I would caution against making any 
assumptions concerning the specifics of the story. We cannot 
comment on specific allegations such as these. We do follow 
closely nuclear developments in the Middle East because of the 
dangers of proliferation in a region where conflict is all too 
possible. We continue to watch the situation in Iraq very 
carefully. 


Q And are you watching it in Israel also? 


A We continue to watch developments throughout the 
region. 


Q Well, is there any heightened concern, as there 
seems to be in Israel? Is there any heightened concerns on 
this side of the Atlantic? 


A I said I'd caution against drawing any 
conclusions at this point based on allegations made in this 
story -- 


Q You seem to be, then, casting some doubt on the 
allegations? 
A -- so I wouldn't describe -- 


Q Is it your intention to suggest that perhaps 
these allegations are wrong? 


a No, it's not my intention to do that. I'm just 
warning against drawing any conclusion on information which may 
or may not be accurate at this point. 


Q The United States is not in a position to confirm 
the allegations, or simply will not confirm the allegations? 


A I guess I would have to say both. Some of the 
allegations we may not be in a position to confirm. Others we 
will not confirm because of the nature of the allegations; it 
leads directly to questions about intelligence information. We 
don't comment on that. 


Q Well, more specifically, does the United States 
believe that Iraq continues with a nuclear weapons program? 
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a Again, we don't have any specific conclusions to 
announce. I've cautioned you against drawing any conclusions 
about the information and drawing any conclusions From the 
information. 


Q Well, you've read that before. 
A Yes. 


But my question is, are they developing a new -- 
does the U.S. believe, without drawing conclusions about it or 
its state, that Iraq is continuing to develop a nuclear weapon? 


A That's just not a question we're prepared to 
answer. 


Q Dees the United States believe that Iraq is 
developing, in partnership with others, a missile capable of 
delivering a large warhead, surface-to-surface? 


A We have spoken -- you're referring to what is 
called the Condor II missile. We have spoken on the Condor II 
program in the past. We don't have anything new. for your 
information, it was addressed at the September 19, 19868 press 
briefing. 


Our concerns about missile proliferation are global. 
We've made them known to all nations engaged in missile 
proliferation activities. 


Q What was said on September 19, 19887 


A I'd have to look at the record to get it 
exactly. That was the clearest statement that we could find, 


and I wanted you -- 
Q Do you have the .. st of it? 
A I don't right now, no. 


Q The Saudis are reportedly funding this existent 
or rcacaes Iraqi program. Have you broached this with the 
Saudis 


A What the Saudis have said in the reports that I 
saw is that they're willing to fund a reactor. Just a second, 
I think I have something more accurate on that. The Saudis 
have said that they are willing to help finance reconstruction 
of the Osirak reactor, and that reactor is subjected to IAEA 
safeguards. Saudi Arabia is also an adherent to the NPT and is 
committed not to assist any other country in developing nuclear 
weapons. 
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Q But that doesn't answer the question of whether 
you have broached the question of their possible help for this 
non-peaceful reactor? I mean, non-peaceful uses of atomic 
energy. 


A We have discussed the NPT, the importance of 
guarding against nuclear proliferation with all the countries 
in the region --— discussed it, I'm sure, with Saudi Arabia and 
with Iraq. Our views are well known to those governments. 


Q Are you going to discuss this with the Israelis 
to encourage them to sign the treaty themselves? 


A We have discussed the Non-Proliferation Treaty 
with the Israelis, and we have encouraged them to sign it. 


Q Are you going to encourage them again now when 
there is a danger in the area? 


a We have encouraged them. We continue to 
encourage them in regular discussions of this. I caution again 
against drawing any conclusions based on information that -- we 
can't draw a conclusion that there is some event or some 
decision or some conclusion that has occurred that would 
require new discussions. 


Our views on non-proliferation in the region, which 
I've tried to say to you, are well known, and we've told them 
to many governments in the region. 


Q One thing that's clearly occurred is that someone 
in the Israeli intelligence community has put this story out. 
If the story isn't true, then it's obviously disinformation 
designed for something. Do you have any conclusions about the 
Israelis' objectives in putting this out? 


A I think you'd have to ask the Israelis if you 
want to know about their objectives. 


Q Do you have any evidence that the Saudis are, in 
fact, financing the nuclear reactor? Is there evidence of -- 


A Those are very recent statements by the Saudis. 
I don't think -- they said publicly during a visit, I think a 
week or two ago, that they were willing to finance the 
reconstruction of this reactor. 


Q The Soviets were anxious about this 
proliferation. Did you raise it with the Soviet Union recently 
or -- this topic of proliferation of nuclear and missiles, and 
so on? 
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a We have discussed this with the Soviets in the 
past as to whether -- again, we have discussed the subject of 
proliferation of nuclear weapons and missiles with the Soviets 
in the past. As to if those particular topics were addressed 
at the last meeting in Vienna, I'd have to check. 


Q Are you planning a regime for the area? I mean, 
a nuclear free zone, or are you having any thought on -- what 
are you looking for? 


A There have been votes on nuclear free zones for 
the Middle East in the United Nations General Assembly, and 
we've supported that. But in general our policy has been to 
press parties to adhere to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 


Q During the campaign George Bush suggested that he 
would launch some kind of initiative in the area to reduce 
missile proliferation, perhaps an arms control effort of some 
kind. What is the status of that initiative? Has it gotten 
any further study? Is it about to be announced? 


A I think you'd have to check with the White House 
on that. 


Q Is the ballistic control regime working? 


A The missile technology control regime is in 
place. It is operating. I'm not sure -- I'm just not ina 
position right now to draw any conclusions on effectiveness. 


Q Is there any concern that the Israelis, in 
leaking this story, may be indicating an intention to take some 
action, pre-emptive or otherwise, to ensure that Iraq never is 
able to actually use these warheads that they're supposed to 
have? 


a I have no indications that the Israelis are 
planning anything or doing anything like that. 


Q But certainly a leak like this is a suggestion 
that there's great concern in the Israeli Government. Have you 
discussed this with the Israeli Government? 


A Again, your question presupposes that some 
conclusion, decision or event has taken place. All that's 
taken place is a news article has appeared which has a lot of 
information and assumptions in it. 

Q But -- 

“ This subject -- 

Q -- this news article -- 


A This subject of non-proliferation in the region 
has been discussed. 
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Q There's a --— in fact, there's a news item out 
today that the Israelis intended to send the intelligence chief 
here to brief President Bush on -- or the Administration on 
what's going on in the occupied territories, and that the 
Administration turned down the offer. 


Is there some kind of problem in communications now 
with Israeli intelligence? 


a I'm not aware of that specific report. I just 
don't know. 


Q Would you believe that these items could be 
discussed in the upcoming summits where President Mubarak would 
be here, Prime Minister Shamir and King Hussein? 


A A great deal of things will be discussed during 
the visit. As to whether this particular issue would come up, 
I would suggest you ask that at the background briefing and the 
briefings on the visit. 


Q Reversing an earlier question, has the Soviet 
Union expressed concern to the United States in any recent 
contacts, including Vienna, about the development of a nuclear 
capacity in Iraq or in that region? 


a I'm not aware of any specific discussion between 
the United States and the Soviet Union on Iraq and its nuclear 
program. 


Q Shortly before he met Secretary Baker, 
Shevardnadze in Cairo made a speech in which he pointed to the 
possible development of a nuclear catastrophe, in his words, in 
the Middle East. He had just been in Iraq, he was in Cairo, 
and many people drew that conclusion that he was speaking of an 
Iraqi program. Does the United States also draw that 
conclusion? 


A As to what Shevardnadze was speaking about? 


Q Yes. 


a I just -- I don't think so. I'm not -- I'll 
check on that one. 


w Did it come up in Vienna in the meeting -- 


a What is our analysis of Shevardnadze's speech, 
and did it come up in Vienna at the meeting -- the Iraqi 
program come up in Vienna at the meeting are two questions I'll 
check on for you. 


Q Have you been in touch with the IAEA about this 
which, as I understand it, has been inspecting the nuclear fuel 
in question regularly over the last few years? 
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a We have been in regular contact with the IAEA. 
Iraq does have some high-enriched research reactor fuel which 
was supplied by France for the Osirak reactor. The fuel is 
subject to IAEA safeguards, and it has been inspected by IAEA 
inspectors. 


The IAEA is, of course, the people who apply the 
safeguards under the Non-Proliferation Treaty and we maintain 
close contact with them. 


, Q And have they seen any anomalies regarding this 
fuel? 


a You'd have to ask them. I don't have any reports 
from the IAEA that indicate anything special. 


Q Have you been in touch with the IAEA since this 
story broke? 


A You mean since this morning? 
Q Right. 
A No. 


Q Can we assume, since the CIA Director and the 
Director of Naval Intelligence are on the record as saying that 
Iraq is one of several countries in the Middle East actively 
seeking nuclear capability, combining that with your statement 
that there has been no event here, that this story doesn't come 
as a surprise to you; that you all know what's in the story. 
It's not necessarily that it's not correct. 


a Not everything in this story is incorrect. I 
mean, if that's your assumption -- (laughter) -- you're going 
sort of round and round something. You want me to confirm 
everything in the story. 


Q You keep talking about no event has taken place -- 
A Okay. 


Q -~ which says to me, since you already have two 
people on the record saying Iraq is acquiring nuclear 
capability, which you don't seem to be able to say from this 
podium, so it seems to me what you're saying to us is that the 
fact that Iraq is acquiring nuclear capability does not come as 
a surprise to the State Department. 


a The fact that Iraq may seek to acquire nuclear 
capability, or the prospect that Iraq may seek to acquire the 
nuclear capability, is something that would be of grave concern 
to us and something we've been watching very carefully. 
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Q And something that is not new to you. 


a Something that we have been watching very 
carefully. That's right. 


Q Have you been in touch with any West German or 
other authorities or companies regarding possible help from the 
oe for Iraq, just as you had been on the chemical weapons 

ssue 


a I'm not aware of recent contacts. I'd have to 
check. 


Q Did you raise this topic when Ambassador Hamdun 
was here the other week? 


A Again, that's something I'd have to look back 
on. I think we put out something on the meeting with Hamdun. 


Q Mr. Boucher, do you have any official reaction to 
yesterday's suggestion by Shamir -- I mean, about votes by 
Palestinians on condition of stopping [the] uprising? 


A I just have something very brief and let me make 
sure I get it right. The question of what Shamir may or may 
not raise in his meetings with us has been in the press. We 
+ te know what Shamir may or may not raise with us until he 
arrives -- 


Q He said (inaudible) -- 


a -- and we'll have to comment on it after he 
arrives. 


Q -- at a press conference -- 


a Well, we'll have to comment on things after he 
arrives and we have had the chance to discuss the ideas with 


him -- 

Q So there is no reaction. 

A -- with him personally. 

Q Can I put the question in a different way? Does 
the United States welcome the return back to the Camp David 
formula where Egypt, America, and Israel would study and 
negotiate a settlement for the Palestinian problem? 


a We have said that we encourage direct contacts 
between the parties. 


Q Does the United States still support the Camp 
David Accords? 
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a Yes. 
Q Is a vote of the Palestinians envisioned in the 
Camp David Accords? 
A I'm not aware of that. 
Q Recently, three Arab leaders confirmed a 


conference on the Middle East as essential for a peaceful 
solution. What is your approach to the conference? 


a Well, we don't have anything new on the 
conference on the Middle East. We've stated that it would be 
appropriate -~ a conference could be held at an appropriate 
time, and it would have to be an effective way of leading to 
direct negotiations between the parties. 


Q What parties? 


a Between the parties in the region, parties in the 
conflict. 


Q Including the PLO? 


a Including representatives of the Palestinian 
people. 


Q Yesterday, the Secretary saw President Perez, I 
believe, on the flight back. Can you give us a readout of what 
their discussions were? 


a Yes. They had a very good meeting. It was 
long. It was, I think, an hour and forty minute flight. They 
exchanged views on a number of issues of concern to the United 
States and Venezuela, including ways to enhance hemispheric 
cooperation on debt, to continue the trend towards democracy in 
the hemisphere, and to support the efforts of the Central 
American democracies to bring peace to their region. 


Q What is the reason for the meeting tomorrow at 
the White House that the Secretary is attending -- with the 
President and Secretary Baker? What do you envision to come 
from that? 


A I would expect similar subjects to come up: the 
bipartisan approach to Central American peace that we've been 
putting forward, the debt, and other issues of concern. 


Q Are there any specific steps that the United 
States is taking to help Venezuela beyond the bridge loan? 


a Nothing particular that I'm aware of right now. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the meeting in San 
Jose where supposedly they agreed yesterday on the U.N. 
monitoring force -- this is the Foreign Ministers of the 
Central American countries? 


a That's the EXCOM taking place down in San Jose. 
I'm not aware that it's finished yet, so I don't have any 
comment at this point. 


Q You're saying that representatives of the 
Palestinian people. Does it mean that it shouldn't be 
necessarily representatives of the PLO? 


A The Secretary -- 
Q ~~ Did they accept the point of Shamir, or what? 


Aa The Secretary has spoken in a fair amount of 
detail on the Hill about a week ago on this, exactly what we 
thought of representatives of the Palestinian people. I'd just 
have to let his remarks stand. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Canadian decision 
yesterday to open talks with the PLO at a ministerial level and 
to acknowledge the legitimate rights of the Palestinians which 
is often the code word for a Palestinian state? 


a No particular reaction. We're having contacts as 
well, and we have acknowledged that any solution has to involve 
recognition of the legitimate political rights of the 
Palestinian people. 


Q The Israelis are saying the Canadian action will 
encourage violence in the territories. I take it you don't 
agree with that? 


a I don't have any particular comment on that. 


Q And is there any other contact now with the 
Isralis regarding the U.S. meetings with the PLO? There's a 
news account on Reuters, I think, that says the Israelis have 
ordered their missions in various places not to discuss the 
latest U.S. contact with the PLO. They don't want to be in any 
indirect dialogue with the PLO. 


a You'd have to ask the Israelis about that. 


Q Well, are you trying to brief them on this? 
Isn't that a routine thing, that you would debrief them on your 
talks? 


a I'm not aware of any specific debriefings that 
have been set up for the Israelis on our meetings with the 
PLO. We've issued announcements that are available to everyone 
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after those meetings, and as we discuss the question of peace 
in the region. We discuss what we know of the views of various 


parties. 


Q Going back to the first subject. If it is, in 
fact, the information on Iraq and its plans is not particularly 
new and it's been known by all parties for some time, then the 
only things that's new here is the -- as you said yourself -- 
the publication of a news article, cbviously from Jerusalem and 
from Israeli sources, so identified in fact. Does that cause 
any concern here that Israel might be laying the ground for 
some sort of pre-emptive activity of the sort it took in 1981? 


a That question was asked before over here, and I 
said you would have to question Israeli sources on what their 
motives were for -- 


Q Would that be a matter of concern for the United 
States if Israel were to once again take pre-emptive action? 


a We have said before what I have now -- let me get 
the exact words -- the question of Israeli action is a 
hypothetical question. Now, without dealing specifically with 
that, the United States, in general, opposes any escalation of 
tensions in the region or resort to military force. 


Q Including building nuclear reactors, or anything 
like that? 


A That's a hypothetical situation that I can't 
comment on. I can just say -- 


Q Well, you dealt with a hypothetical question when 
you said that the fact or prospect that Iraq might acquire a 
nuclear capability is something that would of great concern to 
the United States. I'm asking you if that is equally true 
about any Israeli action? 


a I just have to stick with what I've said, and 
that's that the United States, in general, opposes any 
escalation of tensions in the region. 


Q You seem to be willing to deal with a 
hypothetical, vis-a-vis Iraq and not Israel. Why? 


a There's hypotheticals and there's hypotheticals. 
(Laughter) 


Q So I see. 


ms) If it walks like a hypothetical and quacks like a 
hypothetical, I won't comment on it. 
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Q Would you like to comment on the timing of the 
publishing of this story or the leakage of the information to 
the American press? 


A Again, that's a question about the motives of 
somebody who provided information to the press. I'm not going 
to try to speculate or comment on that. 


Q The Lebanese Ambassador has written a letter to 
President Bush, I believe yesterday, asking for the United 
States to take a very firm position on Syrian withdrawal from 
Lebanon. Do you have any response to that? 


A I don't have any specific response or any 
information about that letter, in general. We are not ignoring 
the role of any party in the artillery exchanges or in the 
fighting in Beirut. We're calling on all parties involved to 
observe strictly the ceasefire and to negotiate their 
differences. 


Q Today is the day that was once considered the 
deadline for the FSX deal to be negotiated. Anything to report 
on that? 


A No. I think what we said, we would intend to try 
to wrap up our discussions by the end of the Japanese fiscal 
year. It's not yet midnight but the discussions are on-going. 
They continue. So obviously we didn't make it, but it wasn't a 
hard-and-fast deadline. 


I know that, might it be announced today. Might 
something happen today? 


A I'm not aware of any specific plans or particular 
meetings that might lead to an announcement, so I can't say. 


Q Do you expect anything by the end of the U.S. 
fiscal year? (Laughter) 


A Which one. 
Q Thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(Presse briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. POPADIUK: Well, good afternoon. Welcome to the 


re-brief on the ing visit of President Mubarak of This 
sa hela ef > ir infec 










SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. I'11 start, 
if I might, with a very brief review of the schedule. I'd like to 
say eat the outset that this is not going to be a pre-brief on Prine 
Minister Shanir's visit, which is also going to happen next week. 
There will be a pre-brief arranged, I believe, on Monday or Tuesday. 


But with respect to President Mubserak's schedule, vhile 
he is here, this will be President Mubarak's first visit to 
Washington since his state visit in January, 1968, although I would 
note he and President Bush did meet briefly in Tokyo in February 
while they were attending the Hirohito funeral. 


President Mubarak will arrive tomorrow, April 1. Sunday, 
April 2 is a private day. On Monday, 41 3, President Mubarak will 
meet with President and then travel to Baltimore with the 
President for the Orioles-Red Sox season opener. He will also be 
meeting with other eduinistration officials on Monday, including the 
Vice President and Secretary of Defense Cheney. 


That evening, the Vice President will be hosting a 
reception in honor of President Mubarak, and the American Chamber of 
Commerce of Egypt will host a dinner in his honor. 


On Tuesday, April 4, President Mubarak will continue vith 
his meetings with administration officials, including Secretary 
Baker, who will be hosting a working lunch for the President at the 
State Departnent. 


President Mubarak will travel to Capitol Hill in the 
afternoon to meet with leaders of both chambers. And then, the 
President and Mrs. Bush are hosting a dinner that evening in honor of 
President and Mrs. Mubarak. 


On Wednesday, President Mubarak will travel to New York, 
where he will be the guest speaker at a luncheon cosponsored by the 
Foreign Policy Association and the New York-C*'rn Sister Cities 
Committee. He will also hold a number of other meetings, and will 
conduct a TV interview; I'm not sure with whor. 


He leaves the U.S. Wednesday evening. 


Turning to themes and substance, I would note at the 
outset that the relations between the United States and t are in 
good shape and reflect the close coordination and cooperation we 
enjoy on political, economic and security issues. As you know, 
President Mubarak has been a oe regular visitor to Washington. 

He has close association with President Bush going back over a nurher 
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of years. His visits are always welcome events, providing as they do 
an opportunity to talk seriously with this senior and highly 

world leader, and review with him a number of issues of 
regional and global significance. 


A lot has happened since we last had a chance to sit down 
with President Mubarak for this kind of session. The Soviets have 
withdrawn from Afghanistan and a cease-fire has taken hold in the 
Gulf. We will certainly want to share our thoughts with him on these 
and other regional developments. 


At the top of the list of discussion items will be the 
Middle East peace process. President Mubarak's visit will provide an 
ideal opportunity to share our thinking on next steps. Overall, we 
and the Egyptians have seen eye to on the main principles of the 
peace » We both believe in need for a comprehensive peace 
oonth anash iations, based on Security Council Resolution 242, of 
which the principles are: Territory for peace; security for all 
states in the ion; and the legitimate political rights of the 
Palestinian people. 


We are also joined in opposition to violence and 
terrorism, and as the successful conclusion of the Taba issue has 
just demonstrated once again, both governments believe that 
—— iations provide the best avenue to resolve differences among 
nations. 


Moreover, Egypt has been active in recent monthe in 
helping to shape an international climate conducive to a peaceful 
settlement of these difficult issues. Within the past few days, he 
has met with King Hussein and Yasesir Arafat together. He has 
received King Fahd of Saudi Arabia in — So we are anxious to 
hear how these sessions have helped develop his thinking about the 


peace process. 


For our part, we have also been examining these issues 
and will want to share with the Egyptians our thinking and our views 
on the subject. 


The second major issue which we wiil want to review with 
President Mubarak will be our active economic cooperation 
relationship. Egypt faces serious economic chall + We are, and 
will continue to work closely with the government of Egypt tc address 
those challenges. For his part, President Mubarak has made clear 
that he is committed to economic reform. He recognizes the need to 
strengthen the ss sector, and we will want to work with him on 
that. He also has a very clear concept of the relationship between 
economic reform and stability, and we believe we can contribute to 
that correlation as well. 


So we come to our bottom line, which is that the United 
States and Egypt are partners, our partnership extends back for a 
number of years, and has proved enormously fruitful in areas of 
importance to both countries. That partnership is also strong and 
healthy, and we are confident that President Mubarak's visit to 
Washington will add to its strength. 


And with those introductory remarks, I'11 be happy to 
take your questions. 


Q What do you expect President Mubarak to bring you in 
light of the discrepa n his position and the PLO position, or the 
Israeli position according to the peace process -~- or regarding the 


peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What ideas do we expect 
President Mubarak will bring? Well, as I said in my statenent, we 
have had a long discussion with President Mubarak and the government 
of Egypt over a number of years on peace process issues. So it's not 
as though we're starting totally afresh, although this will be with 




















the new administration in Washington. And I also referred to some of 
the basic principles that Egypt — Se Un 


respect to the peace process and t needs be done. I think 
there is a basic determination on both of our parts to try to move 
things forward, to get things moving, because of a realization that 


the status quo is not a tenable proposition. 


But with respect to specific ideas and thoughts that he 
an bring, I really wouldn't want to prejudge exactly what he's 
going to tell us when he comes to Washington. As I indicated, we 
will, of course, be trying to explain to him our thinking as it has 
developed to this point. 


Q To the extent that the President can help represent 
U.8. goals to the PIO, and to the extent that he's helped you do that 
before, can you be a little bit more ific about what the message 
is to him now, with respect to where United States would like to 
go with the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're correct in saying 
that President Mubarak and the government of Egypt did seek to 
moderate PLO itions. I believe that they -- a very powerful 
influence on PLO in the periods leading up to the PNC meeting in 
Algiers, and finally through Geneva in mid-December, when Arafat gave 
his press conference. And we recognize the role that he played. 
Obviously, since that time, we have also in our own dialogue 
with the PLO, and as know, we just recently had our first . 
substantive meeting with the PLO in Tunis under the leadership on our 
side of Bob Pelletreau, our ambassador in Tunis. 


I think we'll be talking about the issue. I'm sure that 
President Mubarak will raise the issue in terms of how he thinks 
things should proceed ahead on that particular front, and I will be 
explaining our views. 


Q Will the President and Secretary of State try to 
enlist President Mubarak in the effort to get the PLO to sign on to 
these gradual steps that the Secretary's talked about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will be explaining 
our views on what we think nesds to be done in order to turn the 
climate around, so to speak, and improve the environment for 
negotiations. And I'm quite sure that those views will be explained 
by both the President and the Secretary of State. 


Q Sir, you talked about the partnership between the 
United States and + What about the cash transfer? Have you 
changed your atti toward it, or what? Because before the visit 
was to ee there were some conditions that they should be 
released before they come, so the Egyptians now withdraw their 
condition, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're speaking about -- 
Q Cash transfer. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: . -~- one particular aspect 
of our economic relationship -- I believe the cash transfer portion 
of it. I would expect that the whole gamut of economic issues will 
be reviewed with President. Mubarak and his team when they are here, 
including issues such as the cash transfer iesue. But again, I'm not 
going to prejudge it thie time -- how those discussions are going to 
come out. 


Q But dropped their condition that you should 
release it before beginning negotiations, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
condition on the Egyptian part. 
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Q Are you satisfied with Saudi Arabia supply ing 9 Eovet 
with $2 billion or something like that -- with economic assistance 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a lot of money. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q But that's what the report says. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't heard that 
report. 


Q Headlines. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All we've noted is the 
fact that King Fahd has been in Cairo, and that certainly is a very 
important development, and one which we fully support and welcome. - 


Q Without prejudging the outcome of issues, when you 
talked about economic cooperation, what sort of agenda items are you 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we're 
looking at various issues which were just alluded to in teras of the 
ongoing economic program. We have -- we'll want to see where the 
Egyptians want to go in terms of their economic reform efforts. I's 
sure the status of their discussions with the IMF will also be 
reviewed while President Mubarak is here. 


Q Could you tell us what's the extent of U.S. 
assistance to Egypt -- financial assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's broken down 
into two components. One is under military assistance. This is all 
grant -- that's $1.3 billion in military assistance. On the economic 
side, there's $815 million. 


Q Eight-one-five? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Eight-one-five million. 
Plus there is about $200 million, give a little bit less, in ae 
And in addition to that, while it n't figure neatly into 
description of our economic assistance profile, we also, through ccc 
credits and so on, provide an enormous amount of wheat and wheat 
flour to Egypt. Our ambassador, Frank Wisner, was telling me in the 
car over that it was in the range of $500 million. 


Q Mubarak is just one of three Middle East leaders 
coming here in the next couple of weeks. What is the goal of the 
Bush administration by the end of this round of Middle East 


diplomacy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think by the end of 
the visit season -- as you know, King Hussein will be coning on April 
19 and 20; I believe that was announced here yesterda I think 
what you will see is a very good give-and-take with all “oe. the 
visitors about how they look at the peace process and how we look at 
the peace process, and in order to perhaps help define the evolution 
of our thinking a little bit further about what needs to be done 
next. So I see this very such in a give-and-take context. 


Q But there are no specific proposale or ideas that 
the administration has, or goal to move it forward a certain amount 
or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the outlines or 
= sketch of our approach -- and I would emphasize that it is an 

ch -- has been variously described by Secretary of State Baker 

ont others in terms of what we believe needs to be done in order to 
start a process which would lead -- I would emphasize “which would 
lead" -- to addressing final status issues and a final settlement. 
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Q will be discussing the Middle East arms race as 
of your talks with President Mubarak? I believe Egypt is 
lived in a codevelopment of a missile project. And secondly, can 
you shed any light on a report this morning that Iraq may be 
developing a nuclear weapon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 think about 
addressing the second one. But in any event, on the question of the 
proliferation of missiles, this ie a global concern for the United 
States. Also, it's intensely a regional concern in the Middle 
Eastern context. It's a concern which this administration has 
indicated it tends to address firmly. And it's also an issue in 
which the Egyptian rnment shares our concern. We have discussed 
these issues of proliferation with the Egyptians and I would 
— expect it will be discussed when President Mubarak is here 
as ° 


With respect to the Iragi s -- I've read the story. 
It was eddressed -- to some extent at least -- over at the State 
Department press briefing this afternoon or earlier today. I really 
don't have anything else to say at this point about it. 


Q Will it be -- will it come up as a topic during 
Mubarak's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘The question of missile 
proliferation? 


Q In Irag specifically. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- in the sense that 
these are issues of broad regional concern, which can shake and 
destroy Re it has many different facets popping here and 
there. wi t specific, all of those issues I th are 
certainly going be discussed, yes. 


Q But only a follow up -- are asking the Egyptians 
to back away from the dealing between, I think, tine and Iraq 
and Egypt -- you know, for Condor II? Are you them to drop 
their support of this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Condor is an old story. 
We've talked about it before and I'm not aware of any new 
developments. 


Q But you are not asking the Egyptians to withdraw 
from this program -- are you or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Egyptians 
are aware of our position. 


Q Why don't you tell us about -- 


Q You talked about Mubarak's efforts to seek to 
moderate the PLO position and his influence over the PLO. Is there 
anything specific now that the U.S. is = to ask Mubarak to do to 
suggest to the PLO in terms of the ongoing negotiations right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When oy = something 
specific, I think what we will be trying to do is explain the 
approach that we are taking in terme of the ce process and how to 
try to get the thing started. And that's going to involve all of the 
actors and parties that are involved. And certainly , because 
of its ror position, can play a particularly powerful role. But 
in terms of a specific idea, I wouldn't want to prejudge that. 








Q What will the administration be asking Mubarak to do 
in order to get the PLO to ease tensions on the ground, which is 
well-known to be part of the U.S. strategy? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION hy ae Phang . Y- of 
reciprocal steps, which could improve c . could improve 
the environment. But it's the approach, I think, that counts. I 
don't want to get into specifics because I don't think the specifics 
are the important thing. One can conjure up all sorts of different 
constructions on this particular point. The key is the approach and 


in order to get things started. 


MR. POPADIUK: We're going to have one last question. 
Nick, you've had your hand up for a long time. 


Q Is the U.S. going to respond to the appeal by the 
Christian leaders in Beirut to get the Syrians to stop the shelling 
going on there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have talked to ell of 
the parties about the need to stop the shelling to get a cease-fire. 


Q Gi it I< may. 
MR. POPADIUK: Last question, sorry. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm at his mercy, sorry. 


Q You can respond to this question. One of the 
fundamentals that's involved here is whether or not Mubarak considers 
the Camp David Accords dead or not and how we will respond to that, 
and whether or not he has done anything to ask Saudi Arabia, Jordan, 
and others to advance some ways to recognize the existence of Israel. 
And in the third place, when will Egypt turn the cold peace into 
something more normal with Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've given me three 
questions it would take half and hour to answer. 


Q@ All right, take 10 minutes. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:30 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. Let me begin 
first with some of the mechanics. There was a private meeting — 
between President Bush and President Mubarak, which I estimate lasted 
about 35 to 40 minutes. That was followed ae by a meeting 
ry Ay FRE gy yy fF -- 


The President's statesent, which just heard, I 
believe was very ive and covered all of the issues that 
were touched upon. , therefore, have very little to add to what he 


said. There were several issues or themes that I would point to. 
One was President Bush's very strong affirmation of the wars 
relationship between Egypt and the United States, which President 
Bush descr as “tremendously important.* 


Secondly, the President reaffirmed our objective with 
respect to «a esupeenensive peace based on Security Council gee 
242 and the principles of territory for peace, Israeli security, 
Palestinian political rights. He also said that there may vel 6 a 
an Bo for A. ry y structured international conference, 

ised key factor of direct negotiations in any peace 


Thirdly, President Mubarak, in the larger meeting, 
explained at some ength his position on fan economic reforss, 
stressing that he was committed to those reforms. He described the 
number -- numerous measures that the ian government has taken 
over the of ~ 2 BY aR as the actions that his 


. ee in vexieus | areas of pricing, for 
example. But he also it clear that the pace of economic refors 
must be sensitive to the political actions -- or political 


implications of those reform measures. 


This iseve, the whole issue of the economic relationship 
will be further pursued in meetings with President Mubarak 
and his team tomorrow with Secretary of State Baker, ac well as 


Seauebeny of feencury Gzety. 


Finally, I would note that President Mubarak also very 
emphatically made clear that his government was not -- repeat, not -- 
involved in the production of CW weapons. 


I think those are the main points. I'd be happy to take 
your questions. . 


Q In the statenent, there was mentioning of obstacle 
te peace. What was the obstacle which was discussed which is 


hampering the peace process? 
SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: The obstacles to peace? 


Q Yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was in President 
Muberak's statement. Unfortunately, I don't have it here at the 
+ I would expect that obstacles for peace -- at least I can 
speak from our vantage point -- would relate to the questions, issues 
of violence and the need to try to get that situation under control. 
We have traditionally as well taken the position that you know about 
with respect to settlement activities -- that settlements, indeed, 
are an obstacle to peace. 


Q President Mubarak talked about ideas he had for 
reactivating the peace process. Can you tell us what those sight be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that most of 
that was covered in his private meeting with President Bush. But he 
did talk about the need to move ahead terms of trying to construct 
some sort of international conference in order to get the peace 
process started. 


Q Do you expect the administration will make a 
decision on the econosic a concerning Egypt? for example, the 
debts or the release of blocked currency. 


Q What's the question, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
or not the United States was going to take action with respect to 
specific economic issues, such as debt and the blocked funds. I 
believe that was the question. I would say that we certainly will be 
discussing very intensively with the an team over the next 
couple of days these issues, including issues of the cash 
transfer to which you referred. 


On the issue of debt, as you know, debt really can only 
be rescheduled in the context of the Paris Club, and that requires 


and IMF agreement. 


Q Ie there any possibility, either here or in the 
Middle East, of an Egyptian-Ieraeli high-level meeting before this 
international conference or before any other larger setting? Was 
that discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware, Jim, if 
that was specifically discussed. I think President Mubarak's general 
proposition is that believes such meetings should have substance 
and importance, and should be focused on something that would move 
things forward, rather than just being ceremonial. 


Q Who raised the question of chemical weapons? Which 


side? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can speak -- no, 


; believe President Mubarak, according to my notes, raised that 
ssue. 


Q And what did the President say? 
Q Were the Camp David Accords discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specifically, to my 
knowledge. 


Q Not mentioned at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot -~ I can't say in 
terms of the totality. 


Q What did the President say when Mubarak said we're 
not making chemical weapons? Did he confront him with any evidence, 
with any follow-up question, or did he just let the matter go at 
that? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have noted 
and welcomed President Mubarak's statement. But he really did not go 


into any follow-up questioning on that point. 


Q Did the role of the PLO come up at all by any of the 
parties, and a role for the PLO in either international or direct 
negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in that sense. Not 
in that sense, no. Wo specifics on that. Again, at least not in the 
larger meeting. I can't say what might have been discussed in the 
private meeting. 


Q Not in that sense. Was it at all in any sense 
mentioned, can you tell us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 


Q You said not in that sense. Was it mentioned in any 
other sense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I mean, the PLO, 
the role of the PLO and the fact that we have initiated dialogue with 
the PLO was referred to, certainly. 


Q How would you describe the atmosphere o,. the 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it was 
pe i. I mean, it was very warm. It was certainly a meeting of 
r ° 


Q Is there t or disagreement on the timing of 
an international conference 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot from our side. I 
think you know what our ition is with respect to an international 
conference. I believe t without -- I don't want to do injustice 
or prejudice to the ian position, but I think they would like to 
see movement on an rnational conference in a finite period -- at 
the end of ee Tete beginning of next year -- something of that 
sort. But I dn't want to be too precise in giving a timing from 
their perspective. 


_ Q What about the U.S. position on that very sane 
po 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what we have said 
is that we believe that there's a lot of ground that has to be 
covered before there could be a possible useful role for an 
international conference. 


Q Did President Mubarak agree to use Egypt's influence 
to moderate PlLO-related violence in the territories? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did speak to that, 
yes, he did. 


Q What did he say? 
Q He did agree? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is -- as you know, he 
has an ongoing relationship with the PLO and with Arafat, and it's 
not so much a question, I think, from his perspective, in terns of 
the violence, which he deplores -- I mean, Mubarak would deplore -- 
but also, there's a question as to what extent Arafat is able to be 
responsible for, or to control all of the acts of violence which we 
have seen, such as in the cross-border operations. 


Q What violence does he deplore? The Palestinian 
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Q Did he, in effect, apologize for Arafat -- or did he 
say Arafat -- did he try to explain Arafat's situation to the 
President? 


-~ 4 - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He explained Arafat's 
information. Certainly, President Bush, in talking about the 
question of the violence that we've seen, the disturbances that we've 
seen in the territories, also made it clear that we were equally 
concerned with respect to the attempted incursions that we've seen 
take place since -- well, since the middle of December, sore 


precisely. 


Q Can you clarify one Bn You said, “He deplored 
the violence." What violence -- of the Palestinian or the 
Israeli? What violence did he deplore? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was -- I'll retract 
the word "deplore," because I think that's a little bit misleadi 
He spoke to the problems that Arafat had with respect to controlling 
all of these acts that are taking sitiontly i I mean, he was speaking, I 
think, in that context, specifical with respect to the incursions. 


Q Did he deplore the Israeli oppression? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And he was talking about 
anes for a general cals, but I wouldn't take it any further than 


Q Is he going to ask Arafat to roll back the Intifada? 
That was my question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 
Q Will he ask the PLO to scale back the Intifada? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I mean, I think he 
made it very clear that Arafat cannot stop the Intifada, even if 
Arafat wanted to stop the Intifada. 


Q Mubarak made that clear? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What are the main differences in view -- between the 
two Presidents in any pert that they discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't point to any 
major disagreesents. I believe that there is a basic common approach 
that both parties share. There might be some -- might have sone 
further discussions about the timing of this and that, but I's 
talking about basic common approach. I think it's very similar. 


Q How has the peace process been advanced by this 
meeting? 


Q Mubarak spoke about public opinion in Isreel. 
Mubarak seemed to think that public —- oa F in Israel is shifting in 
@ more ceful manner there. President agree with that? 
I'm eay this based on his a. - out here in the Rose Garden. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


ry the public hy polle we've seen 
recertly indicate that Israeli @ are not egainst any direct 
talke now with the PIO. They think “YX might be possible down the 
line, according to most recent polis. idea of what Mubarak is 
a And do we also see some shifting in Israeli public 
opinion 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I saw the same polis 
that you just referred to. Having lived myself personally in Iereel 
for four years, I've always found it to be a remarkably active and 
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volatile soci in terms of viewpoints onynotent and positions 
taken. I certa think that there is a lot going on in Israel. 
Sut I woul@n’t went to try to quantity it. 

to deepen the talks, to transfer it to 
offices of the PLO? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not to my knowledge. 

Q Did Mubarak comment on Shamir's election proposal 
call for the West Bank that Shazir articulated last week? Did he 
comment on it either positively or negatively in any way? 

SEKIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He felt that elections 
certainly would not be acceptable to the Palestinians under the 
supervision of the Israelis. 

Q What was Mr. Bush's comment to that comment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't want to go 
through it blow by blow for every bit of this discussion. 


Q Start from the beginning. 
Q It's a central point. 
Q That's the key issue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. It does raise 
the question of what other forms of supervision -- possibly be 


acceptable. 
Q Bush -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION ae Bush -- well, what about 
other, you know, forms of supervision. I wouldn't take it any 
further than that. 


Q What about Shaenir's requirement that the Intifada be 
toned down before the elections could take place? Did he say 


anything about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was nothing on 
that point. 


Q What did ys would do specifically to 
advance the peace process as a result of this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘“::' tiret of all, I 
think there are go to be further meeting” . s, with both -- 
well, ‘ll be at ball game this afte, “ nd secondly, 
there will be a further meeting with Secretar, 8: $< tomorrow, where 
, eee iesues are going to be further explored. But 
I wouldn't, at this point, want to say there was an agenda of itens 


that he was going to specifically pursue. 
MR. POPADIUK: Last question. Bob. 


Q Besides expressing concerns about Lebanon, in how 
much detail was it discussed? 


Q That's not Bob. 

MR. POPADIUK: Wame's changed, yes. 

Q Would you give some examples of the ground that 
needs to be covered before an international conference could be 
addressed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS: Some of what? 
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Q Ground. 
Q Ground that needs to be covered. 


Q The ground that -- you said it yourself, a lot of 
ground needs to be covered before there is an international 
conference. Can you give some examples of the ground -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before there could be an 
international conference? 


Q Yes. As the President said, “properly structured." 
What is a ly structured international conference? That was the 
term the Pres used. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICI..L: I would -- I'm not -- I 
think that you know what the historical context has been about, and 
that is how intrusive an international conference is going to be. I . 
would presume that the same themes would prevail. 

MR. POPADIUK: Okay, thank you. 


END 12:59 P.M. EDT 
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MONDAY, APRIL 3, 1989, 12:52 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two statements to make. The 
first one concerns Lebanon. 


The United States condemns the continued artillery 
exchanges by all sides in Beirut with their reckless disregard 
to civilian lives and welfare. All participants in the 
fighting, both foreign and domestic, should immediately cease 
fire and lift the siege and blockade. 


We continue to strongly support the efforts of the 
Arab League Committee on Lebanon and urge all parties to 
cooperate immediately and fully with the League's call for a 
ceasefire. We also urge the relevant parties to receive the 
Arab League representatives and to end any further delay in the 
League's peace initiative on Lebanon. 


The United States Government remains committed to the 
restoration of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty, and territorial 
integrity with the restoration of a central government, the 
tne of all foreign forces and the disbandment of 
m tias. 


My second statement is on Namibia. 


The beginning of a long-awaited process of transition 
to independence of Namibia has been marred by a major outbreak 
of violence along the country's northern border. The United 
Nations Special Representative's report is not available yet, 
and some of the facts remain to be established. All informa- 
tion available to us indicates a major infiltration of northern 
Namibia by military forces of the Southwest African People's 
Organization -- SWAPO -- is occurring. This is in direct 
violation of U.N. Security Council Resolution 435 and the 
related Angolan-Namibia Accords of December 22, 1988. 


This serious incident must not be allowed to derail 
the process of decolonization which so many have labored so 
long and hard to achieve. The United Nations Secretary General 
and his Special Representative have the responsibility for 
maintaining the ceasefire in Namibia and for preventing 
infiltration across Namibia's borders. 
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We have been in close touch with the Secretary General 
on this issue and will support any steps he may take to 
accelerate deployment of U.N. forces to the troubled area. All 
members of the Security Council should give the Secretary 
General their full support. 


We urge all parties to exercise their influence to 
ensure that SWAPO is brought into prompt compliance with 
Resolution 435 and that South Africa continues to exercise 
restraint. 


Q On Lebanon, have you been in touch with the 
Syrians directly -- I mean, other than from this podium -- with 
what you're saying? What kind of contacts have you had with 
the Syrians since this outbreak of fighting? 


A My understanding of it is our Ambassador and our 
personnel on the ground are talking to all parties involved, 
requesting, as I said, all parties and participants in the 
aaa both foreign and domestic, should immediately cease 

re. 


| Q Which Ambassador? The Ambassador in Syria or the 
Ambassador in Lebanon? 


A My understanding is both, John. 


Q Why doesn't the statement mention Syria by name, 
especially when it calls on all parties to meet with the Arab 
League mediators which the Syrians apparently have been 
delaying? 


A I said all participants in the fighting, both 
foreign and domestic. 


Q Okay. But it appears to be the Syrians who have 
delayed, in particular, a meeting with the Arab League 
mediators. 


i) I don't know about that. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the situation 
in Haiti at the moment, as a result of the failed coup attempt 
there? 


A My understand right now, John, is that the 
situation is calm. It is also our understanding that the 
American citizens there are not in danger. That's what I have 
right now on the situation, to literally answer your question. 


Q Do you have anything further about what 
involvement there was with drug traffickers or what part that 
played in the coup? 


A The motives of the coup plotters are unclear at 
this time. The attempted coup occurred only several days after 
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President Avril forced the resignation of several senior Army 
officers who were suspected of narcotics trafficking and other 
corrupt practices. 


Q Margaret, to follow up on that, it's been 
reported that it was under U.S. pressure that Avril was taking 
these steps. Has it forced the United States to reconsider the 
way it's going to deal with Haiti or how it will encourage 
Haiti to take steps towards combatting drugs? 


A No. Our policy is still the same, which is that 
we are pleased President Avril's authority has been quickly 
restored. The United States policy objectives for Haiti remain 
the promotion of democratic reform, respect for human rights, 
credible economic development programs, and cooperation on 
narcotics issues. President Avril has made significant 


progress on this agenda in the last six months and the United 
States Government will continue to support his efforts on 
reform as the process moves forward. 


Also, we believe it is still appropriate to move ahead 
with the incremental assistance to Haiti that was under 
consideration and being planned. 


Q When you say “move ahead,“ what are you talking 
about? Does that mean that we're going to start paying out 
cash? Have we started paying cash? Where do we stand? 


8 I don't know if we've started. My understanding 
is that this comes under PL-480 and that is for food to the 
government of Haiti. 


Q Has Congress agreed to lift its freeze on those 
funds? Is that what you're saying? 


A I don't know. I didn't know Congress had a 
Freeze on them. 


Q Yes. 
i) All I know is that we felt that it was still 


appropriate to move ahead with the incremental assistance to 
Haiti. 


Q Could you look into that, because there was a 
question of -- the Administration had asked Congress, but there 
was a question of timing as to when. 

A Sure. I'll be glad to. That's fair. 

Are you done with Haiti? 
If you all are. 


Let's go back to Namibia. 


> © Pre 


Go back where? 


4 30 
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Q Namibia. 
6 Okay. 


Are we making any representations directly to 
SWAPO, other than what you have said? And is Mr. Crocker or 


anybody else contemplating going to the area? 


a In answer to the second part of your question, 
not that I'm aware of. No one's talked to me this morning, and 
I spent quite amount of time on this, John. 


In response to the first part of your question, yes, 
we are in touch with SWAPO through the &ngolans, Cubans and 
Soviets. Also, in addition, this weekend we had State 
Department personnel who were in touch with the South African 
Embassy in Washington, the Foreign Ministry in Capetown, and 
the South African Administrator General's office in Windhoek. 


We've also been in frequent contact with the United 
Nations authorities in both New York and Windhoek, and these 
consultations are continuing as we look for ways to bring the 
situation under control. 


Q Aren't we urging South Africa to exercise 
restraint in terms of popping its forces back into that part of 
the world? 


a Are we? 
Q Yes. 
a Yes. 


Q Just one procedural question on it. In terms of 
line authority responsibility in the Department, this remains 
Mr. Crocker at this time, does it not? 


I) I didn't specifically ask that question, but that 
would be my assumption. 


Q Well, he's still acting as Assistant Secretary, 
is he not? 


a As far as I know. Yes. 

Q Okay. I just wanted to make sure. 

Q How many forces are involved? When you say a 
large SWAPO force is apparently involved in this, do you know 
what we're talking about here? 


a No one gave me a number this morning. No, I 
don't. 


Q Would we support an increase in the planned 
number of U.N. troops or soldiers that are scheduled to go in 
there as a result of this? 
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2) No, we would not. The problem at the moment is 
the UNTAG forces were not yet fully deployed while South 
African forces were confined to their base. SWAPO appears to 
have tried to take advantage of that, and we are confident in 
the capacity of UNTAG to handle this situation. 


Q New subject. The relatives of the victims of Pan 


Am 103 were at the White House this morning. They were 
accusing the State Department of insensitivity, ineffective- 


ness. Do you have any response to their complaints? 


a I certainly hope that that's not true. It would 
be a crime if it were. 


I don't know about it. That did not happen when I was 
here. I know they did meet with the President this morning. I 
believe the President has issued a statement through Marlin 
concerning their meeting with the President. They have not to 
my knowledge requested a meeting with Secretary Baker, and I 
can't speak to if they're meeting with any other officials at 
the State Department. But, I certainly hope the State 
Department, as a Department, has been very sympathetic and been 
very helpful to these people. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on a problem 
between the United States and Somalia? Our bureau there 
apparently had a communication with the Embassy in which the 


Embassy suggested there was some dispute over a shipment of 
diplomatic pouches at the airport. 


A I haven't heard about that. 
Could you look into that? 


Yes. 


oD r> 


Margaret, do you have anything on Hungary's 


announcement that it plans to lift all restrictions on the 
media and allow anybody to publish or start a new radio and 


television station, including foreigners? 


A I believe you're asking about Hungary's lifting 
of media restrictions? 


Q Yes. 


A These developments are encouraging, and we will 
review with great interest legislation when it is introduced in 
Hungary. We understand the government will introduce 
legislation on media reforms later this year, allowing any 
party or individual to establish newspapers, radio and 
television stations. 


Q The former U.S. Attorney -- I think it was a U.S. 
Attorney -- in Miami is once again making charges about State 
Department interfering with the planned arrest of the Ochoa 
brothers. Do you have any comment on this? 
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4 I don't. 

Q Can you give us any sort of a readout on the 
Bush-Mubarak meeting which Secretary Baker attended this 
morning at the White House? 

A I haven't seen Secretary Baker since he left the 
building at 9:45. He went straight from that meeting to the 
baseball game, so I don't have anything on it for you. 

Q Tough life, huh? (Laughter) 


A Sorry. He won't be back, I think, until 5:00 


this afternoon. But I believe -- someone told me when I walked 
in here -- there were departure statements by the President and 
Mubarak. 

Q Margaret, just some housekeeping vis-a-vis 


tomorrow and Mubarak. He's coming here around 11:15, I 
—— Is he having a working lunch with the Secretary as 
we 


8 He's having a bilateral with Secretary Baker and 
then followed immediately by a working lunch. 


Q Would you expect he would come wandering down to 
the lobby with the Secretary? I mean, the two of them together 
to perhaps speak? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 


That's my understanding. 
Ma'am, is that tomorrow? I could not hear. 
Yes, ma‘am. That's tomorrow. 


Thank you. 


435 :- 
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Posted: April 3, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING: 4/3/39 


HAITI: U.S. AID TO HAITI 





Q. What are the Administration's plans with respect toa 
resumption of aid to the Government of Haiti? Has the 


Congress lifted restrictions on aid to the Haitian Government? 


A. THE USG ALREADY PROVIDES APPROXIMATELY $40 MILLION IN 
HUMANITARIAN AND DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE TO HAITI THROUGH 
PRIVATE VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS. IN TESTIMONY MARCH 14 BEFORE 
THE HFAC SUBCOMMITTEE ON WESTERN HEMISPHERE APFAIRS, DEPOTY 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE RICHARD MELTON PREVIEWED THE 
ADMINISTRATION'S PROPOSAL TO PROCEED WITH MODEST AMOUNTS OP 
FURTHER DIRECT FPOOD ASSISTANCE TO THE HAITIAN GOVERNMENT. THIS 
REFLECTS THE ADMINISTRATION'S DETERMINATION THAT THE GOVERNMENT 
OF HAITI IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH CURRENT CONGRESSIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS ON ASSISTANCE AND AND IS SUBJECT TO CONTINUING 


PULL CONSULTATIONS WITH INTERESTED MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AND 


THEIR STAFFS. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING: APRIL 3, 1989 





SOMALIA 








Q. Has there been an incident involving our diplomatic pouch in 
Somalia? 


A. A DEPARTMENT-OF-STATE CHARTERED FLIGHT ARRIVED AT MOGADISHU 
AIRPORT ON MARCH 29 AND DEPARTED LATER THAT SAME DAY. A 
DIPLOMATIC SHIPMENT OF EQUIPMENT INTENDED FOR THE NEW AMERICAN 
EMBASSY IN MOGADISHU WAS OFFLOADED. AS OF APRIL 3, THE 
GOVERNMENT OF SOMALIA HAS REFUSED TO ALLOW THE EMBASSY TO 
REMOVE THESE DIPLOMATIC CRATES FROM THE AIRPORT TARMAC, WHERE 
THEY ARE NOW BEING WATCHED BY AMERICAN EMBASSY OFFICIALS. THE 
REFUSAL IS APPARENTLY BASED ON THE IDEA THAT DIPLOMATIC POUCHES 


SHOULD CONTAIN PAPERS ONLY. 


THIS IS A DIPLOMATIC SHIPMENT, AND WE WISH TO SEE IT 





HANDLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE VIENNA CONVENTION ON DIPLOMATIC 
RELATIONS, WHICH PROTECTS POUCHES CONTAINING ARTICLES INTENDED 
FOR OFFICIAL USE. THE SOMALI GOVERNMENT HAS ALLOWFD PREVIOUS 
SHIPMENTS OF THIS KIND TO CLEAR THE AIRPORT WITHOUT DELAY OR 

INSPECTION. EMBASSY OFFICIALS HAVE BEEN IN CONTINUOUS CONTACT 


WITH SOMALI OFFICIALS IN AN EFFORT TO SECURE THE RELEASE OF THE 


SHIPMENT. 
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DPC # 59 


TUESDAY, APRIL 4, 1989, 12:11 P. M. 
(ON * ~ RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good morning. I have two announcements 
to make. 


One, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the Shamir 
visit today at 3:00 p.m. at the White House. 


Q Has it changed from 2:00 p.m.? 


A This is what [ was told. Is this correct, you 
all? (To staff) I don't know. We'll check for you. 


With regard to General Secretary Gorbachev's visit to 
Havana, Secretary Baker has taken particular note of the 
comment of the Soviet Foreign Ministry Spokesperson that, "We 
are against export of revolution.” 


These words certainly represent new thinking. Now the 
U.S. and the democracies of this hemisphere will look for deeds 
to mutch these words. Specifically, we expect the Soviet Uniun 
to urge Cuba and Nicaragua to halt the policies of violent 
subversion of neighbors and, instead, to embrace openness, 
human rights and democracy in this hemisphere. 


Q What specifically would you look for in terms of 
the Soviet actions to follow those words? 


6 I think, Jim, that ['ll just let the statement 
stand for itself. 


Q Wasn't Gerasimov talking about exporting Soviet 
revolution to Cuba? 


a I'm not sure I know specifically what he was 
talking about, but I'm commenting on the quote that he did mak 


Q I think [inaudible] that export -- that 
revolution is homegrown, and, therefore, it simply -- you know. 
it's not feasible to export it, but that if it is homegrown, 
it's genuine. 


a This is the statement I have to make in response 
to what the Soviet Foreign Ministry Spokesman said as we 
understand it 


‘a 
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Q Secause you could then say that if there's a 
revolutionary situation in El Salvador or in Nicaragua or 
somewhere else -- that if it's indigenous, that it's -- you 
know, if it gets outside support or in the United States for 
that matter, you know, there’s nothing wrong with support ing 
it, but that it can't be exported in the first instance I 
thought that's what Gerasimov was saying. 


o I don't know. I just know I don't have anything 
to add to this statement. 


Q Margaret, do you have any new information on 
Namibia? Oo you still believe, as you said yesterday, that 
there's a major incursion by SWAPO? 


i Yes, we do, Jim. The fighting is continuing, as 
is apparently the SWAPO infiltration. Casualties are rising. 
SWAPO's intention apparently was to establish bases in Namibia 
in clear violation of UNSCR 435 and the Geneva Protocol of 
August 1988. 


We support U.N. efforts to achieve an end to the 
violations of UNSCR 435 and to return the Namibian independence 
process to its intended course. 


Q Do you know that Mr. Nujoma yesterday in Zimbabwe 
denied in fact that there had been any SWAPO incursion? Do you 
think he's -- basically you're saying he's wrong. 


a That would be a fair interpretation. Yes. 


Q Do you think the accords are in danger of 
unraveling at this point? 


a No. I do not believe that we do think that at 
this point. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on Lebanon? 


Q Wait. Just @ minute. Let's stay with Namibia 
Can you talk to us a little bit about some of the diplomacy 
that's been going on? There have been reports From the region 
that the United States is getting a lot of pressure, so we can 
in turn pressure South Africa to restrain its forces, so on and 
so forth. Can you talk to us about what direction the 
diplomacy is going, what type of pressure the U.S. is receiving 
and exerting? 


a I mentioned yesterday a number of different 
governments and officials that our officials were dealing 
with. That still is true today I can also tell you that the 
United States’ position is that SWAPO must withdraw the forces 
it has sent into Namibia to north of the 16th parallel in 
Angola, as called for in the Geneva Protocol and envisaged by 
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the New York Accords, cease crossing the Angola-Namibia border 
in violation of Resolution 435, and observe the cease-fire 
agreed to between SWAPO and South Africa in an exchange of 
letters with the Secretary General. 


Q Are we exerting any pressure on South Africa Lu 
restrain their forces? 


Yes We believe that this is SWAPO coming in 
over the border. 


Q I know. But are we also urging restraint of 
other parties that can be involved in the conflict? 


a Sure. 


Q I heard today on the radio on, I think, NPR that 
-- quoting the U.N. Secretary General -- that the SWAPO forces 
were crossing over in order to hand in their weapons. Now, 
this sounds like quite a different version from what you're 
stating here. 


Aa That's not my understanding of it. 


Q I trust you're in touch with the U.N., though? I[ 
mean -- 


a Our people definitely are. 


Q Is there some disagreement there in interpreting 
what's going on? 


I haven't seen the interpretation you're 
referring to, but I know what our information is and what we 
believe to be going on there in that country. 


Margaret, how do we view the U.N. opera:ion to 
date? Apparently, a very small number of the UNTAG furces were 
in place. I know you said yesterday that the United States 
supported a speeding up of this process, but do you feel that 
the U.N. has been lax in any way or -- well, ['ll leave it at 
that. 


a No, we don't As I mentioned yesterday, the U N 
forces had just gotten there. [his began -- [ believe it was 
on Saturday. I did mention yesterday to you that it was 
important that the U.N. forces ge* up into the northern part o! 
this country. I believe that that is what they are indeed 
doing now. So, no, ['d stand by what [ said yesterday about 
the U.N. 


Q But shouldn't the UN. have anticipated that 
there might be some last-minute problem like this and gotten 
its forces into play sooner? 
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a Hindsight's always great, but [ don't think 
anybody anticipated this. Certainly, if you read your own 
press reports today, no one anticipated this, so in fairness to 
the U.N., I think that would be an unfair criticism of them 


Q Is the U.S. Administration reconsidering its 
position which calls for the reduction of United Nations furces 
in the area in the light of what's happened in Namibia? 


a Reduction of the forces? 
Q Yes. The United Nations forces, [ mean. . 
a No. 


Q There is a proposal in the United Nations to 
reduce the forces and reduce the budget, and [ think the United 
States is supporting this proposal. 


a I'm unaware of -- I don't know. I don't know 
Q Another area. 


i) Can I clarify -- the White House BACKGROUND 
briefing is at 3:00 p.m. Sorry. 


Q Is the U.S. pulling out personnel from Beirut tu 
Cyprus? 
ve No, we are not. 
Q What have you got today on Beirut? 
Excuse me. 
What have you got today on Beirut -- the 
situation? 


“ Our policy is as I stated quite clearly, I 
believe, yesterday and a copy of that statement is in the Pre 
Of fice. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on arrests 
overnight of Cuban dissidents’ 


“ We understand from our Interests Section that 
Cuban human rights activists Martinez Lara and seven or eigh' 
others have been arrested for intent to involve themselves in 
an illegal activity. We understand the activity in question 
was to be a peaceful demonstration in front of the Soviet 
Embassy in Havana. 


We condemn this act by the Cuban Government which : 
underlines the need for ongoing monitoring of the human righ! 
situation in Cuba 
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Q In that area, but in a different country, the 
soldier or the people who tried to overthrow the Government of 
Haiti are now reported to be in the Dominican Republic. Have 
they asted for asylum in the United States? 


“ Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Have US. officials there been in touch with them? 
a I don't have anything for you on this, Jim 


Q Do you know what the situation is on the ground 
inside Haiti? 


a I know what you're asking me, and when I have 
something for you on this, I will be able to provide it to you 


Q There are press reports that these people are in 
the Dominican Republic, or about to be, these three people whu 
were involved in the coup attempt -- 


a Uh-huh. 


y -~ and that they are going to take off from the 
Dominican Republic to an unspecified U.S. city. 


Aa I know exactly what you're asking me, and at this 
time I cannot give you anything on it. When I have somethiy 
for you on this, I'll be glad to provide it. 


Q So you're aware of it? 
a I know exactly what you're asking me. 


Q Margaret, both the President and the Secretary »! 
State addressed recently up till yesterday the political right 
of the Palestinian people. Does the State Department have ary 
definition of what does the political right means, or can you 
look into this, and possibly give us a readout or the though! 
of the State Department and the U.S. Government about politi:a! 
rights of the Palestinians? 


a You know what our policy 1s; our policy has not 
changed. And I'm not going to stand here and interpret the 
President's words The policy stays the same 


Q No, no This is not asking you te interpret ae 
need to know what do they mean in the State Department or U % 
Government of the two words “political rights" of the 
Palestinian people? 


“ My understanding of what you're asking me is an ° 
interpretation. 
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Q May I follow up on that, Margaret? 


a Yes. 


Q Is there any change - when the President talked 
about “end to the occupation,” does he mean the occupation of 
all the territories? Is there any further definition of that? 


aq There's not a change in our policy. 

Q What is the policy on Israel's presence in the 
territories? 

Aa I would prefer to get you a literal readout on 
that. I'll be glad to get that for you, and [I'll be glad to 
post it. 

Q Margaret, can I go back to Haiti a minute? Did 


the U.S. submit a list of officers it wanted cashiered from the 
Haitian Army to the Haitian Government? 


A That wanted what? 


Q Officers that it wanted thrown out of the Haitian 
Army because of their involvement in drug trafficking. Did we 
Give a list to the Haitian Government of such officers? 


A No, we did not. We did not give -- when an 
Ambassador was down there, our Ambassador Melton, we did not 
deliver any list of names, nor did we give any kind of 
ultimatum. During his meetings with President Avril, 
Ambassador Melton discussed a broad range of U.S. interests in 
Haiti, which would inciude narcotics cooperation, along with 
democratic reforms, respect for human rights, and credible 
development programs. 


Q Margaret, is the United States using -- I mean 
the State Department in particular -- using political rights of 
the Palestinians as a synonym to national rights? 

A I'm not going to get into this with you. 

Q Do you have a readout on the Oscar Arias visit? 


Yes, I do. Do you mean with Secretary Baker? 





Q Yes. 


4 -~- because I believe President Arias has already 
spoken at the White House after his meeting with the President 


Concerning Secretary Baker's meeting, the Secretary 
and President Arias discussed the bipartisan accord and the 
Central American peace and democratization process. They 
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reiterated their strong commitment to full implementation of 
the Esquipulas Agreement. They believe the focus must be on 
democratization within Nicaragua, the end of Nicaraguan 
subversion against £1 Salvador, and the creation of safe 
democratic conditions within Nicaragua which will permit 
voluntary reintegration of the Nicaraguan Resistance. 


Both stressed the crucial importance of monitoring and 
verifying Sandinista compliance, including the rules for 
registration, campaigning, and elections. Both agreed that a 
number of groups and organizations, ‘ncluding the U.N., the OAS 
and Latin democracies, and others, have a constructive role to 
play verifying the Esquipulas Agreement. 


John, they only had a bilateral -- since they had to 
get to the White House -- for about 35 minutes, so the bulk of 


their :eeting was on these subjects. 


Did they discuss the timing of the reintegration, 
as you called it, of the Contras into Nicaragua? 


A No, they did not, but they did discuss it in 
terms that it had to be as safe as is stated in the accord -- 
reintegration. 


Q Could it take place before elections? Is that 
the idea? Or is it after elections that the reintegration will 
take place? 


a I'm not positive on that exact point. 

Q Because there's a question whether they are 
supposed to go back and stay in enclaves or actually to 
integrate into the population. 

a I'm not -- 

Q That's the debate, as I understand it. 

a That was not brought up in the meeting. 


Q Margaret, on another subject? 
A 


That particular part of it, Roy, was not brough! 
up. 


Q Could you also, on this, you just mentioned an 
end to Nicaraguan subversion against £1 Salvador. I'm not 
clear that £1 Salvador has charged Nicaragua with subversion 
I'm wondering if you could please elaborate what you're 
referring to? 


A Would I what? 


Q To what are you referring when you call for an 
end to Nicaraguan subversion against £1 Salvador? 


‘4 
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A I don't know how better to interpret it for you 
than for what I just said. 
Q Well, there must be some specific thing you have 
in mind if there's -- because [ don't think the U.S. Governmens'! 


has formally laid out any charges against Nicaragua with regard 
to subversion against £1 Salvador. What's going on there? 





A What do you mean, “what's going on?" 
Q Can you take the question, please? '; 
a Sure. 


Q Did the Secretary and President Arias discuss the 
Secretary's interest in having the Soviets reduce their 
military aid to Managua? Did Arias express an interest, 
similar interests? 


a They didn't so much discuss aid as they 
discussed, as you all know, the Soviet presence in this area 
and it was discussed in those terms and, in addition, Secretary 
Baker discussed with President Arias the notice that I read to 
you this morning of the statement that had been made from Cuba 


Q Does the Secretary anticipate that General 
Secretary Gorbachev will reinforce or somehow explain or 
clarify the comment that you -- the quote that you seized upon 
from Mr. Gerasimov when he concludes his visit to Havana? Is 
that part of the expectation of the United States, that there 
would be some sort of formal word from the General Secretary on 
that subject? 


A Not that I'm aware of, Ralph They just wanted 
to make sure we took note of the quote. 


Q On that subject, Margaret, you said, in your 
opening statement, that represents new thinking. Are we to 
understand, then, that this is something that had never been 
said by either Mr. Shevardnadze or Mr. Gorbachev in their 
meetings with Administration officials? 


A I don't think it would be appropriate to 


characterize Secretary Baker's meeting, especially his 
one-on-one meeting, with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in 
Vienna. I don't have a direct literal answer for you on that 


Q Margaret, on Lebanon, do you receive the 
Ambassador of Lebanon here, do you consider him representing 
the legitimate government, or what?’ 


a I don't know the answer to that 


Q Have you received him ever in this building after 
the Constitutional deadlock? 
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a I don't know. I've only been here since December 
5. 
Q Can you look at this? 
i) I'll find out if the gentleman has ever been 


received here. I don't know 


Q On Lebanon again. Is the U.S. Government 
concerned about the safety of the American hostages in the 
southern district of Beirut in the latest circumstances? 


af 


a Our country is always concerned about our 
hostages. 


Q But there is a very particular dangerous 
situation there because of General foun's hammering against the 
southern part. 


a We're equally concerned about the innocent 
civilians that are getting hurt in the violence and destruction 
going on in the country of Lebanon. Those people are suffering 
also; and [I've stated our policy on Lebanon I think now about 
five times since I've been briefing. 


Q Does the State Department have any comment on a 
network report last night that the U.S anticipates terrorists 
attacks on the third anniversary of the bombing of Libya? 


a We always are more vigilant on the occasion of 
anniversaries such as April 15, when the U.S. retaliated 
against Libya for its support of terrorism and particularly 
its role in the bombing of the LaBelle Disco in West Berlin 


In 1986 and 1987, anti-US. terrorist attacks occurre! 
on or around April 15. Our security personnel are notified tu 
take appropr. ate precautions The State Department knows of .. 
specific threats. 


Q Margaret, since you mentioned the LaBelle 

incident -- 7 
” Since I mentioned what? 
Q The LaBelle discotheque. Many reports have the: 


been published in Europe about the Syrian responsibility abou' 
that, not the Libyan responsibility. Can you look at that?’ 
you have any -- 


iy I believe probably that this department has 
spoken extensively On the Record about that, and [ would ref: 
you back to probably Mr. Redman who was bricfing at that time 
to what he had to say about it 
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Q He did not comment on these reports. 

A Unfortunately, I have to go to a lunch with 
Secretary Baker and President Mubarak. [f anybody has any 
questions, I'll be glad to answer them I've got three minutes 
to get upstairs. 

Q Thank you 


a Thank you all. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN FROM NOON BRIEFING: 4/4/89 





Posted: TUESDAY, APRIL 4,, 1989 


LEBANON: ACCREDITATION OF AMBASSADOR 





« 


Q: HAS THE AMBASSADOR OF LEBANON BEEN RECEIVED AT THE STATE 
DEPARTMENT SINCE THE CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS BEGAN? 


A: --DR. ABDALLAH BOUHABIB HAS BEEN ACCREDITED AS THE 
AMBASSADOR OF LEBANON TO WASHINGTON SINCE 1983. HE ENJOYS 
REGULAR ACCESS TO ALL LEVELS OF THE DEPARTMENT AS 


APPROPRIATE. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


April 4, 1969 


MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon, welcome to the 
visit of Prime Minister Shesir. As 













a or believe the briefer has «a fev 
opening remarks, after which he'll take your questions. Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. At the rate 
things are going, If I cease to be the Act Assistant 
Secretary. But it's always « pleasure to be with you. 


Q You're doing all right, GRRE xeep it up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let we start with a few 
notes on Prise Minister Shamir's schedule. He arrived in New York 
» @arlier thie morning, end will travel to Washington tomorrow, 
ages S, for an official working visit. This will be the Prine 
‘s firet visit to Washington during the new adsinistration. 
He was last here in March, 1968. 


Secretary Baker will meet with the Prime Minister 
tomorrow at the State Department. The meeting will be followed by «a 
working lunch. That afternoon, Defense Secretary Cheney, Commerce 
Secretary Mosebecher end HUD Secretary Kemp will call on the Prise 
Minister at Blair House. 


The Prime Minister will seet with the President on 
Thureday, April 6 at 11:00 a.m. Afterward, Vice President Quayle and 
Mre. Quayle will host « lunch for the Prime Minister and Mrs. Shasir 
et hie residence. The Vice President will alec meet separately with 
the Prime Minister. 


The President will host «a dinner for the Prise Minister 
and Mre. Shamir eat the White House the evening of April éth. 


While here, Prime Minister Shamir will have other 
meetings, including with members of Congress, deliver « speech et the 
American Enterprise Institute the afternoon of April 6, and make 
several media appesrances. 


The official part of his vieit will conclude on a 
afternoon, April 7. Prime Minister Shamir leaves Washington April ¢% 
for Chicago. 


In the way of beckground and themes, I would note thet 
Prime .....coter Shamir comes to Washington et « tise when the 
U.S.-Iereeli bileterel relationship is strong and vitel. The U.S. 
commitment to Isreel's security and well-being is unwavering. There 
should be no question about that. 


As is the case in all of our meetings with Prine Minister 
Shemir end hie collesques, I know that the diecussions will be sarked 


by the of candid give-and-take that comes with long and close 
friendship and partnership. Soth sides are always open to prectical 
weye to st the relationship further and make it sore 


meaningful, whether we are talking about security, economic or other 
MORE 
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bilateral issues. And I's sure that these subjects will be an 
important part of our discussions with the Prime Minister. 


We will also be having wide-ranging discussions on 
regional issues, with the sain focus of the President's and 
. being on the Middle East peace process. We want 
to work closel yo Ay A y * Se our 
objective rena ive peace through 
negotiations, based on = ee Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Such a settlesent should incorporate the principles of 
territory for peace, Isreeli security end Palestinian political 
rights. We also need to foster en environment spore conducive to 
Gialogue and negotiations, and we'll be especially interested in the 
Prime Minister's thoughts on these matters. 


In conclusion, Israel is a close friend, reliable 
pertner, and steunch ally. We look forward to telking with Prine 
Minister Shamir and his party on how we can best proceed together to 
advance the prospects for peace in the region. 


With those few preliminary remarks, I'll be happy to take 
peas questions. 


The edministration has said that it hopes thet Prine 


Minister aaite Ramis is couing vith propossl thet ls, end 
y Mr. Shamir is be limited 
vehat elections be he s this enough or does the Bush 


ration want to see sore? 


a OFFICIAL: I've reed some of the 
same press stories thet As I seid in remarks, 
we're going to want to 1 yy 44 -y r has to 
eee ee ee eee eee See, SS 22 an 
See OTe ea & 


Q Are you giving any credance to the interview he gave 
The New York Tines on Prissy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've seen the 
reports, but we, of course, naturally enough the President wants to 
hear directly from the Prise Minister about his specific thoughte and 


suggest 


Q Dur President Muberek's visit there's been sone 
talk by his, and a little by you yesterday, about the viclence on the 


Weet Bank and today efter he sew Mr. Saker he said could stop 
the violence, such as he'd like to see it stopped. I'd oo 
in the U.S. view of rebellion, or whatever you want to call it, and 
whether you think it's ,» PlO-maneged, inspired, 


controlled, and whether ndeed it could be stopped. And whether you 
want to see it stopped. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position, eas you 
know, has been that the environment hee to be leproved, it has to be 
changed, that the situation thet prevaile ie not « tenable 
one. And al we have been talking about looking «at ways in 
which rec y  esute be taken in order to leprove the clis«te 

re bor a logue and eventually negotiations. 


Q Well, I understand -- thet hee long been the 
SS of course you want a better environment. Sut mechanically 
— + was thie « eponteneous uprising, wae it PLO-maneged and 
eontrel ed? Could the PLO bring down the tensions? You say you'd 
like to see a better situation. Presumably there ere other ways to 
a better situation than, you know, for Iereel and the 
lestinians to do things. Are there external forces that could be 


brought into pley? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not ing to 4g 
into the examination of the causes of the Intifeda who ie in 





Q Well, you guys are talking to the PLO. You began 
Going that in December, and you've had about « half a dozen meetings 
And there is some thinking in some that the PLO maybe has, 
you know, « slight, if not a significant role to pley. Have you ever 
asked the PLO to maybe bring down the tensions? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We -- you did mention 
that we've hed five or six meetings with the PLO. As you know, it 
wes reall y Rah Ee nyt ge AAD - AL, - 


very clearly to try to get to dialogue and to negotiations, and at 
the end of the day to arrive at the ive settlement which 


will allow all of the states in the region to exist in peace and 
security. 


Q But what role do you envisage for Egypt? I mean is 
it playing any role in doing this -- 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we believe as we 
stated that -- I think a number of times in the course of President 
Mubarak’'s vieit -- that Egypt is in a unique position to contribute 
to forward movement in the peace process. It enjoys « relationship 
with Iereel ae well as with the Arab world. 


Q You said in response to an earlier question that you 
ee ee ee See ee See ee 
it confines himself to 


~\ settlement -- or hie idea for what the final settlenent 
to be 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know what you're 
trying to do to me, but I think I's going to stay firely on sy 
present wicket, which is that we want to hear what Pr Minister 
Shesir hese to say and, but I's not going to try to prejudge that or 
comment in edvance. 


Q Are you going to -~ will the U.&8. government raise 
the issue of settlements and what is our position -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Without getting to 
fine-tuning these discussions, but I would expect that the full gasut 
of iseves relating to the peace process would be eddressed at one 
point or the other, but -- 


Q Would that include the Camp David Accords -- the 
full process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTATION OFFICIAL: I's ors the whole 
, without -- I sean I can be eeked endlessly if thie, that, and 
other thing ise going to be diecussed, but I expect « full 
diecussion. 


Q Well, does the United States -- does this 
administration consider that the David Accords are valid as they 
were 10 years ago and they are today 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We certainly continue to 
support the principles of the Camp David Accords. 


Q What -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- 


Q Thenk you. As a matter of principle, does the 
United States take the position that the viclence on the West Bank 
and Gase has to stop before anything else happens? Or vice versa -- 
that something elee happening might stop the violence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we believe 
that there is an urgent immediate need to try to turn the situation 
around in the territories, which will permit dialogue and discussions 


Q That's a matter of principle. This has come up 
before when the United States was involved elsewhere, and violence 
has to before something elee takes place or that something take 
plece and perhaps the violence ? As @ matter of principle, 
Go we feel that the viclence must stop before anything elee takes 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think whet I would say 
if -- I think I know what you're driving at and I don't want to get 
ebeoclutely fine tuned because then you can be talking about all 
Gifferent levels and gradations, but I think that we certeini 
believe that the present unreut and violence that exists in 
territories needs to be improved upon in order for dialogue to begin. 


Q What is the U.S. position now on the question of the 
elections on the West Bank? you in favor, and if so, are you in 
favor of it being held under the occupation, under U.N. auspices, 
since this is considered one of the confidence-building measures that 
should precede direct negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to go beck to 
what I said before, frustrating as it say be for you, but we want to 
hear directly from Prime Minister Shamir what his ideas are. 


Q No, I'm asking what is the U.S. position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm going to stay right 
where I left it. Thank you. 


Q What do you expect to be accomplished in this 
meeting that could not be accomplished in a telephone call? 


(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A telephone call is a 
very difficult way to conduct diplomacy. I mean, sometines 
tel come in useful -- very useful. No, but for the sort of 
detailed and extensive discussion of iseves and beyond just the peace 
on eee ieeves, as well as to establish the direct personal relations 
leaders, are very important facets of -- 


Q If I could press you on this -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- of the conduct of 
relations. 

Q If I can press you on this, you're now talking about 


a Giecuesion of leeves wheress « sinute ego we were only talking 
about the President hearing from Prime Minister Shenir. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I said we wanted 
to hear wheat Prime Minister Shamir's ideas were. That doesn't 
preclude ourselves from saying something in the course of the 
diecussion, I wouldn't think. 
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Q So could I ask you segein, in concrete terms, what 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to 
prejudge the outcome in concrete terms. I'm very sorry. 
Yes, you just said that the unrest and violence in 


Q 
the territories needs to be improved upon. understanding was that 
the U.S. government does not consider the Intifeda as something that 


to leave t impression or do you want add someth -- 
do want to change that impression? Do ~~ does the 
tion think that the Intifada be stopped “as 


a 
? Or does the edsinistration stick by 
ore of violence that should be 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, firet of ell, the 
Intifada takes different forms. I'd make that point. And it has its 
more violent aspects. Sut I think in terms of your specific 
question, we've never said -- told anybody, to sy knowl , thet, 
you know, we expect the Intifada to come to «a complete halt before 


nm your ing remarks, you talked about the 
territorial compromises be one of the things you think should be « 
pert of the peace -- Y the President used the ters “end of 
a Could you qualify the difference between those two 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going to 
improve upon the President's language. I would simply -- 


Q You didn't use it though 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q You didn't choose to use it today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I mean, it's right 
there. I can repeat it for you if would wieh. Sut I would point 
out that -- I sean, first of all, t the President said yesterday 
in hie statement -~- I think you have to read it in full. It does not 
represent « change of policy. And secondly, when one speaks of the 
iseve of ending the occupation in the territories, it's said in the 
context, if you read the statement, of a negotiated settlement. 

Q 

ng 


In the whole spectrum of the Middle East, what is 
about the shelling of Beirut and the Syrian-Lebanese 


Q Question, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the question was 
about Lebanon and what are we doing with reepect to the -- 


Q Ie there any concern? Anything being done privately 
or diplomatically? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't normally like to 
speak about subjects outside of the pre-brief. Sut I will say on 
Lebanon that we are deeply concerned. We're in very active contect 
with all of the parties. That includes Desescus, Seirut ae well ae 
the Arab League. I believe there ie an Arab League siesion that has 
arrived in Demsescus today. We fully support the Arab League efforts 
te try to — about « cease-fire, stopping the shelling and the 
carnege which is being inflicted on Beirut and to move on to the 
necessary politicel etepe thet heave to be tekken, such ee the selection 
of « president and then getting on with reforms. 


Q Well, ia thie delegation -~ ie it an American 
delegation? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, this is an Arab 
League delegation. 


Q Ie the Soviet Union involved in these consultations? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On Lebanon? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘: <alking about our 
bilateral discussions. I don't know -- I can't eay -~- 


Q You wentioned Damascus, Beirut. Moscow too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terme of discussions 
with the Soviets, I think we might have had some discussions with the 
a up at Mew York and in the Security Council, but don't hold se 
to it. 


THE PRESS: Than you. 
END 3:28 P.M. EDT 
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WEONESDAY, APRIL 5S, 1989, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: I have one announcement today. 


The Administration is transmitting to Congress today a 
proposed amendment to the Immigration and Nationality Act. It 
would provide for immigrant visas for persons whose dmission 
would be in our foreign policy interests. The iegislation 
would provide 30,000 immigrant visas per year over a period of 
five years. 


The primary beneficiaries of the new legislation are 
likely to be Soviet citizens. The Soviet citizens now being 
permitted to emigrate include people who are neither refugees 
nor beneficiaries of current immigrant visa petitions. Because 
of our desire to maintain an open door for Soviet citizens, we 
have been offering parole to such individuals. Parole is an 
unsatisfactory solution for these cases, however, because it 
does not confer regular immigration status. However, the 
proposed legislation would permit those who qualify for the 
special immigrant visas to be granted legal, permanent resident 
status in the United States 


While the primary need for the new legislation stems 
from increased emigration from the Soviet Union, such 
legislation might also be used in other situations where 
providing additional avenues of admission outside normal 
immigration and refugee channels may be an important part of a 
broader foreign policy objection. The legislation is not 
intended to be used in the absence of such foreign policy 
concerns or as @ means to increase immigration from individual 
countries 


Why don't we see if there are any questions about that 
statement first. 


Q You had a financial problem There were two 
reasons for not being able to satisfy the demands and that 
addresses one of them, but the other was financial Are you 
asking for additional funds, or how are you going to finance 
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this when you weren't processing visas because you ran out of 
money? 


A Well, there was a separate request, I think, for 
money for some -- more refugees. [t's been -- 


Q Anticipating this change or will it cover this 
change? 


A No, these people would be admitted on the same 
conditions as other immigrants. They would have to demonstrate . 
they would not become public charges. They would have to 
obtain affidavits of support or job offers. We're hopeful 
friends and relatives in the United States would be able to 
erovide such assistance. Voluntary agencies, which now provide 
ascistance on refugee resettlement, might also be able to 
provide some assistance in overcoming the public charge 
requirement. 


Q The revving up in Moscow, or Vienna, or Rome, has 
processing picked up now in anticipation of this change? 


i) We'd have to get the legislation passed, first of 
all. It will not in itself solve the entire problem. It's a 
piece of a more comprehensive strategy. The strategy involves, 
in the short term, the request for refugee numbers that I spoke 
of, and for more funding, and probably other measures over the 


long term. 


Q Will it change any ceilings, any existing numbers 
that you can describe for us? How does this alter that? 


A Well, it doesn't alter the existing numbers. 
What it does is provide 30,000 other numbers -- additional. 


Q What's the difference between this description 
that you just gave a minute ago, essentially requi:ing these 
people to come without any draw on the public debt here and 
"parole" situation which you previously described? 


A The main difference is that parole is not a 
normal immigration status, and it makes it more difficult -- it 
makes it impossible while you're in parole status to get on the 
track that would lead you to U.S. citizenship. So becoming an 
immigrant, the people at least have the prospect of getting 
regular permanent status in the United States. 


Q Okay. To follow that, though, in terms of 
getting from wherever they are to here -- from the Soviet Union 
via Rome or Vienna or wherever they go to here -- it doesn't 
ease that situation, does it, since a lot of that problem was a 


financial problem? : 


a That financial problem, no. There's no money in 
this program that's attached to it. As I said, we're hoping 
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friends and relatives and voluntary agencies can all pitch in 
to help. 


Q Specifically, do you have any comment on the 
reports that the figures for March for Soviet Jews leaving the 
Soviet Union was the highest in nearly ten years? 1 think 
4,200 is the unofficial estimate. 


4 We don't have precise figures yet. But the 
figures at the National Conference for Soviet Jewry released 
are essentially correct. The high rate of departure is a 
continuation of a trend we have been seeing for the last 
several months. Indications are that it will continue. 


We also note that the number of Armenians, Germans, 
and Evangelical Christians receiving exit permission has also 
continued to rise. 


Q The figures, incidentally, for the Armenians and 
these Volga Germans? 


a I don't have those here. As I said, on the March 
figures, even for Jews, we don't have the precise figures yet. 
We can look up the figures on Armenians, Germans, and 
Evangelical Christians for the past year or so. 


Q If this legislation is approved, will you be able 
to restore the quotas for Southeast Asia, which I believe were 
cut to accommodate the increased Soviet immigration? 


a We've commented be‘ ore on this issue of whether 
they were cut or not, so I'm not going to back into that 
again. It is possible, determined by the needs, in terms of 
the number of people applying and with consultations with the 
Congress, of course, we could apply this liegislation for other 
areas, and one of the possible areas is Southeast Asia. So, 
yes, they could benefit from it, but it would have to be after 
it's passed and after we consult. 


Q New topic? 


Q One question on this There are also thousands 
of East Europeans waiting in the camps in Western Eurvope. 
Would they be eligible under this new category? 


a I don't have anything specific here on Eastern 
Europeans. Generally, it would apply where there's a specific 
foreign policy concern. 


Q Richard, do you have any commitments from 
Congress, or do you have any idea about the time track thet 
this would be put on on the Hill? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 
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Q You have no money at all in this, because you 
said something about a supplemental? 


is) Well, that was a separate thing. That's what the 
Secretary's already spoken about on the Hill. It's part of the 
comprehensive strategy. I[ described it. There are a number of 
ways to take care of people. We're trying to make sure we take 
care of everybody from the Soviet Union who wants to come i. 


Q Has a supplemental been requested yet, formally? 
A I don't really know. We can check on that. 


Q Do you have any paperwork on this you could put 
out that would make it easier for us? 


a We can have copies of the statement. I'll see if 
we can get you mounds of paperwork, if that's what people want. 


Q On the subject of the Soviet Union, do you have 
any comment on the remarks made in Havana yesterday by Mr. 
Gorbachev about U.S. foreign policy? 


A Yes, we do. We've seen Secretary General 
Gorbachev's statements of support for the Esquipulas peace 
process. However, we rote the Soviet Union and its allies, 
particularly Nicaragua and Cuba, are not in compliance with the 
accords. 


The United States and the democracies in the region 
are in compliance with Esquipulas. We do rot provide military 
aid to the Nicaraguan Resistance. 


As President frias and oi.her leaders of the 
democracies have said, it's time for the Soviet Union and its 
allies to stop military and logistical support to the FMLN in 
El Salvador and to other irregular forces in Central America 


Q Can I follow up. You said they are not in 
compliance. Could you spell that out? 


a The Esquipulas accord calls for an end to support 
for insurgent forces. We've said previously, and I believe 
President frias mentioned it yesterday, the Nicarguans, along 
with the help of the Cubans and the Soviet Union, are providing 
assistance to the insurgent forces of the FMLN. 


Q But could you spell out what kind of support 
you're talking about? 


a It's been previously discussed here. It's 
logistical support, it's financial, it's weapons, it's 
transportation, and all that sort of stuff -- training. 
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Q Are there weapons flowing from Nicaragua into £1 
Salvador, for example? 

a I don't have any specific information on that for 


you today. 


Q Would this kind of support constitute export of 
revolution? And if net, could you elaborate a little bit on 
the curious statement that was read here yesterday? 


A The what statement? 
Q The statement that was read here yesterday. 


f°) I think the statement basically speaks for 
itself. This statement is a continuation along those lines. 


Q But did the Secretary hear anything in General 
Secretary Gorbachev's remarks yesterday in Havana that 
amplified in a positive or negative way on the remark of Mr. 
Gerasimov that the Secretary seized upon in his statement? 


rs) Well, ['d say the speech itself, the main point 
we noted, that we focused on, was his statement of support for 
the Esquipulas peace process. Real support, true support for 
the Esquipulas peace process would constitute not exporting 
revolution. So to that extent, the remarks, at least, are 
harmonious. What we need to focus on, though, is actual 
compliance with the Esquipulas peace process, and that's the 
point we're making today 


Q President Arias this morning said he was in 
accord with the United States on this -- on the Contra aid 
compromise. And at the same time he said it was his 
understanding -- that was his word, his “understanding” -- that 
the Contra aid -- that the United States could provide the aid 
to Contras either in Honduras to stay or, if they moved to a 
third country or were repatriated to Nicaragua, they would also 
continue to receive U.S. aid, and that would be an incentive 
for them to do so. Is that your -- is that the U.S. 
Government's understanding as well, or has Arias misunderstood 
it? 


Aa That's approximately -- I mean, I'd have to look 
up the exact wou. But if you look at the President's 
statement -- wh ch [| have here, but I don't have the piece of 
paper -- we tal about our aid -- humanitarian aid for the 


Contras and our support for repatriation or relocation of the 
Contras in the region. 


Q But the Contras, once they were repatriated, 
could continue to receive U.S. support. Is that correct? 


A I guess that's a possible eventuality. It's not 
something that we've dictated or decided yet. The key is 
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getting -- creating the conditions so that they can return to 
Nicaragua and hopefully live prosperous, democratic lives 


Q Richard, is -- on the Shamir thing today, is 
there going to be any kind of a readout or a briefing 
afterwards on Shamir? 


Q I have a Central American question. Arias also -- 
Q That's a “yes" or “no." P 
a Let me say “yes” or “no."“ The Secretary will be 


-- I don't think there's going to be a specific readout. The 
Secretary will be coming downstairs with Shamir. I think the 
lobby freezes at 1:00 o'clock, and he may be able to answer 
some questions then. I'm not sure. 


Q Arias was asked -- or rather volunteered that his 
understanding of relocation within the region was that region 
-- he said region to him means the continent, the entire 
continent. I wonder, is this your understanding, or does he 
have a misunderstanding? 


a I don't think we're -- that's so far down the 
pike, you know. I don't think it's something we really need to 
address right now. The key is the ability of the Contras to 
return voluntarily to Nicaragua and participate in elections 
and enjoy life there If and when some decide not to return or 
the conditions are not created so they can return, then other 
options, obviously arise But it's not something we need to 
address right now. 


Q If they want to come to the United States, for 
example, can they still qualify for relocation aid? 


a The answer is that the goal -- I mean, that's an 
additional question. There's no plan to bring these people to 
the United States. 


Q Do you have a comment on the Soviet Union's 
apparent sale of medium-range bombers to the Libyans? 


a Aas I've said before here, I'm not in a position 
to confirm apparent sales, reported saies, purported sales or 
alleged sales. But I do have a comment on the issue, on the 
general question of sales. 


We have long been concerned with Qadhafi's erratic and 
dangerous behavior. Libya continues to act in an unacceptable 
fashion, particularly in its support for terrorism and 
international subversion. The sale of any kind of 
sophisticated weaponry to Libya would be a dangerous thing, : 
given Qadhafi's past behavior. 


Q Do you consider the SU-24 to be a sophisticated 
weapons system? 
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a Yes. 


Q What about the Soviets’ behavior? Do you have 
any concern about the Soviets’ assisting Libya? 


a We've had discussions with the Soviets about 
things in the region. We'll be talking to them further about 
that. Yes, we would have concerns. 


Q I'm sorry? 


a Yes, we would be concerned, as I say, with a sale 
of this kind. 


Q Do you have some notion who might be threatened, 
because it would seem Egypt would be at a disadvantage and 
maybe even Israel. Do you have anything to say about any 
security threats to Egypt or to Israel by Libya getting 
stronger? 


4 I haven't read any details of the capabilities of 
aircraft like these, but I think generally sales of 
sophisticated weaponry to Libya, particularly things like 
bombers and aircraft, would threaten all its neighbors. So 
that's a lot of people. 


Q What behavior you are talking about -- Qadhafi 
behavior? I thought he'd been quiet for a long time. Do you 
have any new information about his -- what he's called 
dangerous behavior? 


a I don't have anything particular to report on 
today, but there's an established, long-standing pattern [ 
don't think there's any indication of any change in that 
pattern. 


Q Are you having any dialogue with him to convince 
him to amend his behavior? 


a Not that I'm aware of He knows what we want him 
to do -- 

Q Do you have any information -- 

a -- or not to do 

-- thet he's selling -- that he's being sold 

refueling aircraft? 

a I don't have any information on alleged, 
purported or other sales. [I can't go into any specifics. 


Generally speaking, would that be a good thing or 


~ 
a bad thing? 
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a I've said generally speaking what we would think 
about sales. 
Q Any reason to amend the statement made a few days 
ago about the possibility of some -- of taking some precautiuns 


against the possibility of a terrorist attack on the 
anniversary of the Tripoli bombing? In other words, there was 
no specific threat at that point. Do you want to change or 
sharpen the statement, or is it basically what it was? 


a No, I think the situation stands where it was 


Q You've said SU-24s are sophisticated weapons 
Can you say the same about aerial refueling capabilities? 


ro I know even less about aerial refueling 
capabilities, so I won't. 


Q Can you tell us whether this subject came up 
during Secretary Baker's talks with Soviet Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze last month? 


a The Secretary gave a fairly extensive readout, I 
think, last month after the meeting. You'd have to look at how 
it was discussed, I'm sure 


Q Has this subject been raised through channels 
with the Soviet Union? 


4 Again, you're trying to get me to say there is a 
subject here -- that there's a particular saie. I[ mean, the 
idea of -- 

Q You said you discussed it 

a -~— Qadhafi's activities and our feelings about 
activities in support of terrorism, that has been discussed 
with the Soviets -- yes -- at various different times, 


different places. 
Q How recently? 


a Well, again I ~-- the most recent would probably 
be at the Secretary's meeting with Shevardnadze. We'd have tu 
look back at the readout that he gave there. 


Q Did the Egyptians raise any concern about this 
during the talks with Mubarak here? 


A I'm not aware of anything in particular. Again, 
you're pretending that there is something specific here, and 
I'm just not going to confirm that there was something specific 
discussed or not. 
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Q Did they raise any concern generally about 
weapons proliferation? Is it a subject on the President's -- 


a Well, I guess what I can say on that is that 
there were, of course, discussions of developments in the 
region with President Mubarak. 


Q Did this include Iraq -- 
a Also, there were -- 
Q -—- with the sales in there? 


Well, there were fairly extensive statements made 
by mubarak and the President and others yesterday I'll stick 


with those as to what was discussed. 


On Libya, there was some optimism from Libya that 
there will be a new direction and a new relationship with the 
Bush Administration. But it seems that you are adopting the 
Reagan Administration policy towards Qadhafi, so you are not 
changing the policy. There is no policy change toward Qadhafi? 


i] No, there's no policy change towards Qadhafi. 
It's up to Qadhafi to change his policies 


Q Has the Soviet Union sold any sophisticated 
weapons at all to Libya that we know of in recent months’ 


i I don't have any comment on that 


Q You're speaking about the hypothetical, but in 
fact the news account today said that at least six have already 


been delivered 


a That's what the news account said I'm not 
confirming it; I'm not denying it. 


Q The combination of a new military danger along 
with unacceptable behavior would seem to prompt some sort of a 
response from the United States. Is that a correct reading? 


a I'm sure it's not. No, I mean, first of all, 
there is a respons from the United States. Part of it is to 
express our deep concern about the possibility about anything 
like this taking place 


The second of all is to talk with people in the area, 
to talk to the Soviets and others, about Libya We continue tuo 
do that. We've done that before 


Q [If I can take you back to -- 


a But if you're talking about specific responses in 
terms of Libya-Soviet Union demarches, military strikes, or 
whatever, that's just not something we're commmenting on. 
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Q I wonder if I can take you back a Minute to 
Gorbachev's remarks yesterday. He made an offer to end all 
military supplies, to reach an agreement to end all military 
supplies to the region. Any response to thet? 


o It's not a new proposal It's something we've 
heard before. The United States provides support, including 
military assistance, to the democratic governments of Central 
America. These governments are not involved in subversion of 
their neighbors, and they have a right to defend themselves 


As the President hae said, the Soviet Union ha: no 
legitimate security interes . in Central America The United 
States has many. 


Q Is Nicaragua participating in subversion of its 
neighbors, still? 


“ I think I addressed that before I've said the 
Soviet Union and its allies, including Cuba and Nicaragua, are 
supporting the FMLN and other irregular forces in Central 
America. 


Q Richard, does the report of the sale to Libya 
cast -- create any confusion amona U.S. officials about the 
Soviet Union's public statements avout resolving regional 
tensions, resolving regional problems, conflicts, and so on? 


“ I think the Secretary has noted before that the 
Soviets have been helpful in certain regions, in helping 
resolve certain regional conflicts, and in other areas, their 
actions don't appear to have demonstrated any new thinking 


Q Could you give us the areas in which they do not 
appear to be demonstriuting any new thinking? 


a I don't have problems saying yes, except for the 
fact that I don't want my answer to say “yes,” meaning that ['m 
confirming that they have done something 


Q No, I just asked about the reported sale, so -- 

” That's right. 

Q In the time that we have left, what is the State 
Department's reading of what is going on in Namibia? Have you 


any apprehension that the South Africans are going to scrap the 
agreement? 


a Well, first to the situation on the ground, our 
latest reports indicate that fighting has abated somewhat in 
northern Namibia and the level of infiltration may be tapering 
off. Nevertheless, small groups of SWAPO elements are still 
crossing the border, and clashes continue. 
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Q And the statement yesterday by Pik Botha? 

o We don't have any evidence -- the statement, you 
mean, that Cuban troops or SWAPO troops are massing for an 
invasion of some kind 

Q And the implicit threat to pull out of the 
accords. 

s Well, first, on the invasion, or whatever it was, 


we don't really have any evidence to confirm or deny that at 
this point. 


As to the question of pulling out of the accords, 
we've emphasized that the important thing is to carry out the 
accords; is to get back to a situation where it is possible to 
carry out the accords. And [I think South Africa is prepared to 
do that 


Q Do you have any comment on Vietnam's announced 
plans to remove its troops from Cambodia by the end of 
September’? 

fs) Moving quickly here -- Although we have not yet 


seen complete details of the Vietnamese statement, we do 
believe that if the withdrawal is carried out, it would be a 
positive development The United States has long called for an 
expeditious withdrawal of all Vietnamese troops as a key 
component of a Cambodian settlement Clearly, a total and 
verified withdrawal of Vietnamese troops from Cambodia would 
contribute to the process of returning peace and stability to 
that war-torn nation 


Q Sir, how do you assess the Cyprus problem since 
Mr. Wilkinson (inaudible) to Cyprus, and the summit conference 
tomorrow at the UN in New York between the President of the 
Republic of Cyprus, Mr. George Vassiliou, and the 
Turkish-Cypriot leader, Mr. Raouf Denktash, under the auspices 
of the U.N. Secretary-General, Perez de Cuellar? 


a I'm sorry, I don't have anything particularly new 
for you on Cyprus. We continue to support the efforts of the 
U.N. Secretary General 


Q Richard, on the Haiti coup, another reported coup 
last night, do you have any information on what's going on 
there? 

Something ««S just handed to me We have seen 


press reports, and we héeve contacted our Embassy. Our Embassy 
says that the situation appears to be calm 


Q How about the reports of a coup? 
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o The reports were that there was 4 radio broadcast 
by some members of the Dessaline Battalion There is 
contradictory information We continue to follow the situation 
closely. 


Q Contradictory information about the radio, about 
whether or not there was 4a radio broadcast? 


“ No, contradictory information as to what exactly 
the Battalion is doing, [ think, about things they said in 
their broadcast 


Q Some of the reports also said that three tanks 
were pulled upon Avril's front lawn. Do you have anything on 
that, any details? 


a I don't have any specifics There's a lot of 
information that doesn't quite seem to fit, and we're watching 
the situation 


Q How about the officers who were in the Dominican 
Republic? Any news on their visas, or whatever? 


a We've seen various reports Three of the 
principals involved in the April 2 coup attempt are now in the 
Dominican Republic The Haitian Ministry of Information 
announced that these individuals are enroute to the U.S. but 
don't have anything specific for you on that 


Q Are they being admitted’ Are they being given 
asylum? 


” Well, Dominican officials have informed our 
Embassy in Santo Domingo that they all have valid US. visas 
We have not yet confirmed that, but at this point, I really 
don't have any information on that question 


Q Well, whether they do have valid visas or not. du 
you want to admit them? 


“ That's a question we're looking into We have (t. 
look into their visa status, into any potential 
ineligibilities, and questions of how to act in accordance with 
our law. We just haven't settled all those questions yet 


Q Would you take that question and post an answer 
if there is one available, by the end of the day? 


a I'll look into it l'm not sure we will have an 
answer by the end of the day That's the problem 


Q Do you have any more on Namibia, because you kind 
of got cut off? 


a Anything specific you'd like to know about 


Namibia? 
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Q Yes. there are a lot of different versions as to 
why this is all happening It's possible there's just a lack 
of communication on SWAPO's part 


a Il think we spoke to that yesterday, as to what 
was going on 


(Some journalists depart for Shamir stake-out) 
Q Can he finish this, please? 


“ Give me just a second on this I guess people 
need to leave. Okay. Why don't | speak to you afterwards? 


Q No, no Do it on the microphone; I'm recording 


2) People want to get up and leave. The press needs 
to move to the stake-out area, if they want to cover Shamir's 
departure. That's my announcement. Anybody who wants, can 


Q Just, you know, the origins of it And also you 
said something about South Africa -- it's willing to go along 
with it. How do you know? 


a Well, the South African actions that were taken 
in Namibia were coordinated with the U.N. people on the 
ground That's the basic point, that they are continuing, as 
far as we can see, to work with the United Nations 


Q Not on the origins of why SWAPO is doing it? 


“a Well, we said something about that yesterday, | 
believe, although it's always hard to speculate on any 
particular motives of what's going on ['m trying to think J 
really don't have anything specific on SWAPO motives or why 
they think they are doing this 


Q Do you have any comment on what's happening in 
Poland, where the government and Solidarity today signed 
agreements that will lead to the relegalization of the trade 
union and political pluralism? 


a Is this the last question?’ 
Q Well, l've been waiting a long time 
i) Okay. The roundtable agreements, which we 


understand were signed today, are a significant step forward 
for the Polish people We understand that Solidarity leader 
Lech Walesa said today, “Before Poland and all the world, [ am 
saying we have achieved what we promised to do." That's what 
we have for the moment. 


Q All we're saying is that it is a significant step 
forward? 
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“ That's all I'm saying for the moment we'll 
study the agreements when we get a chance to look at them and 


try to work out their implications 
Q Thank you 


“ Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12°54 pm.) 
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April 6, 1989 


Q: “What are the trends in emigration of Jews, Germans, 
Pentecostals and Armenians from the Soviet Union over the last 


A: FOLLOWING ARE EMIGRATION FIGURES SINCE SEPTEMBER 1988. 


4,941 


3,243 


7,133 


6,023 


5,680 


N/A 


I64 


DO NOT YET HAVE COMPLETE STATISTICS FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH. 
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’ YEARLY TOTALS 


JEWS PENTECOSTALS ARMENIANS GERMANS 


1987 8,155 N/A 3,296 14,488 
1988 19,292 1,900 10,981 47,572 
1989 9,036 1,061 110 11,703 


-- THE PENTECOSTAL FIGURES FOR 1988 ARE ESTIMATES. WE 
WILL PROVIDE MORE ACCURATE FIGURES AS THEY BECOME AVAILABLE. 


-- THE DECLINE IN ARMENIAN EMIGRATION REFLECTS THE 
SHORTAGE OF REFUGEE NUMBERS AVAILABLE IN MOSCOW AND THE 


TWO-MONTH LAG BETWEEN APPROVAL AND CLEARANCE TO TRAVEL. 
THIS TIME IS USED TO OBTAIN THE REQUIRED CLEARANCE AND 
SPONSORSHIP ASSURANCES REFUGEES MUST RECEIVE PRIOR TO 
DEPARTING FOR THE US. 
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-- IT ALSO REFLECTS THE UNFORTUNATE FACT THAT MANY 
ARMENIANS WHO HAVE BEEN OFFERED PAROLE HAVE NOT YET BEEN 
ABLE TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE OFFER, PRESUMABLY BECAUSE 
THEY CANNOT MEET THE REQUIREMENT THAT THEY NOT BECOME 
PUBLIC CHARGES. 


-- APPLICATION RATES AT THE U.S. EMBASSY IN MOSCOW HAVE 
RANGED FROM 3,000 TO 5,000 SINCE SEPTEMBER. 60-70% OF THE 
APPLICANTS ARE ARMENIAN, INDICATING THAT LARGE NUMBERS OF 
ARMENIANS ARE EITHER OBTAINING EXIT PERMISSION OR FEEL 
CONFIDENT THAT THEY WILL BE ABLE TO DO SO ONCE THEY OBTAIN 
APPROVAL FOR ADMISSION INTO THE US. 


-- THERE IS A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OUR FIGURES FOR SOVIET 
JEWS AND THOSE RELEASED BY THE NCSJ. THE NCSJ FIGURES 
PROBABLY INCLUDE PENTECOSTALS LEAVING THE SOVIET UNION ON 
ISRAELI VISAS. ADDITIONALLY, OUR FIGURES, WHICH AS WE 
NOTED ABOVE ARE INCOMPLETE, DO NOT YET REFLECT SOVIET JEWS 
WHO DEPARTED FOR ISRAEL VIA BUCHAREST. 
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Question Taken at the April 5 Daily Press Briefing 


MIGRATION AND REFUGEE ASSISTANCE suPPLEMENTAL 





How much funding is requested in the Migracion and Refugee 


Assistance FY 1989 supplemental? How much is for Soviets? 


A: 


Q: 
A: 


THE DEPARTMENT IS REQUESTING A TOTAL OF $100 MILLION 
ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR FY89. OF THIS TOTAL, $83 MILLION 
ARE FOR REFUGEE ADMISSIONS PROGRAMS, AND $15 MILLION ARE TO 
FUND CRITICAL ASSISTANCE NEEDS IN EAST ASIA AND APRICA. 


THE $85 MILLION FOR ADMISSIONS WILL PROVIDE FOR THE 
ADMISGION OF 28,500 REFUGEES IN ADDITION TO THE 84,000 
CURRENTLY FUNDED. WE ARE PLANNING OW AN ADDITIOMAL 24,500 
SOVIET REFUGEES, FOR A TOTAL OF 43,500 SOVIET REFUGEE 
ADMISSIONS THIS YEAR. 


Wheat is the status of the supplemental request? 

TMB ADMINISTRATION SUBMITTED THE REQUEST TO CONGRESS 

MARCH 24. THB CONGRESS HAS ALREADY BEGUN CONSIDERATION OF 
THR REQUEST. THE FOREIGN OPERATIONG SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
HOUGE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE IS MARKING UP THE REQUEST 
TODAY (APRIL 6). WE MOPE THAT THE CONGRESG WILL BE ABLE TO 
PAGS THE SUPPLEMENTAL PROMPTLY, SINCE WE ARE RAPIDLY 
RXMAUSTING THB FUNDS AVAILABLE TO ADMIT SOVIETS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #61 
THURSDAY, APRIL 6, 1989, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have any statements to make. 
I'd be happy to take any of your questions. 





Q Can you give us some reaction to the developments 
in Poland that have taken place in the last several days? 


A I think that Marlin expressed those yesterday 
from the White House. 


. Q Well, that was kind of a first cut at it, but do 
we have any more that you can say? 


A I don't have anything new to add to it today. 


Q Do you anticipate that the U.S. Government is 
likely to have a more fuller reaction in the next several days, 
or not? 


A I know that the United States Government, as 
Marlin mentioned yesterday, is looking at various -- or 
studying various ways in which we could be helpful. 


Q And would you anticipate that the study would be 
completed in the next day or two, or do you think this -- 


A I don't know the time frame on the study, Don, 
but I know it's under review. 


Q Anything further on the Vietnamese announcement 
of troop withdrawals? 


A Specifically on their withdrawal? 


Q Anything you've got on the general subject will 
be all right. 


a I can restate the United States policy on 
Cambodia for you. The United States has three fundamental 
objectives for a Cambodian settlement: One, an end to the 
Vietnamese occupation; two, effective measures against a Khmer 
Rouge return to dominance; and three, restoration of genuine 
self-determination to the Cambodian people. 
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Among the elements required to support a Cambodian 
settlement, we are convinced that an international presence 
must be established in Cambodia sufficiently strong to be abie 
to monitor effectively the Vietnamese withdrawal, a cease-fire, 
a free and fair election process, and other provisions. [In our 
view, by whatever title, this should include an armed 
peacekeeping force and probably be under U.N. auspices. 





We believe, moreover, that such a presence should be 
an integral part of a comprehensive settlement. Therefore, we 
continue to urge all involved parties to continue their serious 
efforts to reach a comprehensive solution. We believe that any 
agreement which fails to address Cambodia's future in a 
comprehensive manner would not be sustainable. 


Q Does the U.S. support a four-party, interim 
government there including the Khmer Rouge, or whatever they 
call them, in their political arm? 


A What I'd prefer to do is get back to you on that. 
Q Okay. 


A I know what you're asking me. I'm just uncertain 
of how I should answer it. 


One other thing on the Vietnamese. A Vietnamese 
diplomat, I believe at the United Nations, was quoted by the 
AP, the Associated Press, as saying that the Vietnamese 
withdrawal means that now the United States should move forward 
to dealings with Vietnam. Does the U.S. have any stance it 
would like to state about the conditions under which it would 
now move toward some closer relationship with Vietnam? 


A I don't have anything on that, Don. 
Q Okay. 


Q Margaret, there are reports out of Haiti today 
that Prosper Avril is President at the palace only at this 
point, and that U.S. intervention is being sought by some 
people there. Do you have anything on any of that? 


A Yes, I do. As I understand it, Bill, the 
situation remains unsettled. Avril continues as President and 
has called for military and civilian unity. We hope that the 
current situation is quickly resolved in order to permit 
President Avril and those who support democracy in Haiti to 


continue the democratization process as expeditiously as 
possible. 


What was the second part of your question? 
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There are reports that someone, or some persons, 
have requested U.S. intervention. Do you have anything on that? 


A That is absolutely false, and our Embassy denied 
that report shortly after it was aired. 


Q Thank you. 


Q So, your statement means the U.S. is supporting 
Avril continuing in office? Is that correct? 


A Correct. 


Q Can I ask about this morning's meeting between 
Secretary Baker and Prime Minister Shamir? What was the 
purpose of that meeting and what business was conducted there? 


A Yesterday, in his statements from the lobby here 
at the State Department, I refer you back to what Secretary 
Baker said, “We would continue to have on-going discussions." 
This morning's meeting at 8:30 was a continuation of the 
discussions they started yesterday. 


I have not talked to the Secretary, because he went 
straight from that meeting to the White House to, I believe, a 
GOP leadership meeting. And so, I don't know. I haven't 
talked to him yet. 


Q Did the working groups that were established 
yesterday afternoon -- can you tell us about how long they 
worked, or did they work into the evening last night, for 
example, or perhaps again this morning? 


A They definitely worked last night, and this 
morning Dennis Ross accompanied Secretary Baker to his 
meeting. The same four participants were in the 8:30 meeting 
that were in the meeting yesterday here with Secretary Baker. 
How long it lasted today, I don't know. It was scheduled to 
last 45 minutes. 


Q Are there any further discussions scheduled after 
the meeting at the White House that you're aware of? 


A Not that I'm aware of, but I haven't talked to 
Secretary Baker yet or Dennis, so I just don't know. 


Q Could we go back to Eastern Europe for a minute’ 
Last month the State Department raised human rights concerns 
with the Romanian Government. Do you have any update on what 
happened? Was there a response? 


A I don't have a update on their response. I have 
an answer to the question of whether our Ambassador is going to 
be recalled, and the answer is that he is not. Ambassador Kirk 
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is coming to Washington next week for previously 
long-scheduled, routine consultations here at the State 
Department and will definitely be returning to Romania. 





Q Did the United States receive a visa request for 
former President Alfredo Stroessner of Paraguay to come to the 
United States for medical treatment? 


A Not that I know of. 


Do you know anything about the status of the 
three Haitian -- the original three who were sent out of the 
country and are apparently in this country? 


A My understanding is that they are in New York 
being detained by the INS, and all further questions about 
them, I would refer you over to INS. 


Margaret, on the Panamanian sanctions, which I 
believe expire in a few days -- 


A April 8. 


Q Okay. Are they -- has the Administration decided 
what to do about those? Will they be renewed? Will they be 
strengthened, relaxed, or any changes made in them? 


A I cannot answer your question directly, but I can 
answer it by referring you back to what Secretary Baker has 
said on a number of occasions, that there can be no 
normalization of our relations with Panama as long as Noriega 
stays in power. 


Q Okay. So the answer is, you have nothing to say 
about the sanctions, or a decision hasn't been made yet on 
whether to continue the sanctions? 


A It's a Presidential decision. The deadline is 
April 6, and the President and the White House will be 
announcing their decision. I've just couched it in what 
Secretary Baker has said in the past concerning this. 


Q But there's a range of options beyond 
normalization versus sanctions. 


A I know. 


Q Margaret, can you fill us in a bit about the 
reported appointment of an Ambassador to the Afghan 
Resistance? And is that Ambassador-to-be the current OCM in 
Beijing? 


a I can confirm for you that the President and the 
Secretary of State have made a decision concerning this. I 
cannot confirm for you who the individual is. That is a 
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Presidential announcement, plus the individual has to go 
through the clearance procedures that we all have to go through. 


The decision has been made and the title for the 
person, whomever it will, will be Special Envoy to the Afghan 
Resistance with the personal rank of Ambassador. 


Q Does this effectively undercut the U.S. 
Ambassador to Pakistan as the man who deals with the Mujahideen? 


q I don't know why it would. 


Q Shouldn't there be two Ambassadors stationed in 
the territory of Pakistan then? One -- 


A My understanding is that the new gentleman, when 
he is announced, will be -- I believe I'm correct; wait just 
one second. I'm right. 


Q Excuse me? 


A I just wanted to make sure I was correct on my 
facts. This new envoy will be residing in Washington and is 
expected to spend a considerable amount of time in the region 
in contact with the leaders of the Afghan Resistance and others. 





Q Can you discuss the reasoning for the 
appointment? Why is such a Special Envoy needed? 


Aa Because the President decided to appoint one. 
Q Why now? 
A Because he decided to appoint one. 


Well, there are reports out of Moscow that the 
Soviet Union is upset about this reported announcement in that 
this is, in effect, a recognition of a government out of place 
and in exile. 


A I know what you're asking me. 
Q So is that the reasoning for this appointment? 


A In answer to your question, I'd like to say that 
by appointing a Special Envoy to the Afghan Resistance, we are 
not formally recognizing the Afghan interim government or 
establishing diplomatic relations with it. Our criteria for 
diplomatic relations remain as we have stated earlier -- 
control of territory, broad popular support, effective 
government structure, ability to undertake international 
obligations. 
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Does that mean then that the United States, which 
still has --— still recognized the -- had representation with 
the government in Kabul; that the U.S. believes the government 
in Kabul is still the officially recognized government of 
Afghanistan? 


A We do not -- I know what you're asking me. We do 
not recognize the Kabul regime as the legitimate government. 
We do, as you've stated, have contact with the regime on 
> pagal and administrative matters only through the Protocol 
ce. 


Q What's the status of the Embassy in Afghanistan? 


What do you mean, “What's the status"? 


Q When will it be open, or -—- 
A I don't have an answer for you on that. 
Q Who is there? 


A My understanding is that there are people there 
-- and I'm not exactly correct on how to refer to them -- that 


we announced when we -- 
(To staff) Do you know the names of the people? 
MR. BOUCHER: We don't have any Americans there. 


MS. TUTWILER: They're not Americans, I know, but 
there's a name. I can't remember. 


MR. BOUCHER: Foreign Service Nationals. 


MS. TUTWILER: Foreign Service Nationals. Thank you. 


Q They are essentially maintaining the Embassy, but 
not conducting any diplomatic contacts. Is that correct? 


A I've just said what our contact is, and, yes, 
there are those individuals there. And, as I remember, from a 
oesees briefing I've had, it's a small number. (To staff) 
Correct 


MR. HARTER: Yes. 


Q Margaret, to follow up on that, you just said 
that we do not recognize the Kabul regime as the legitimate 
Government of Afghanistan. Yet, I believe, that the Kabul 
regime is represented here in the United States. There is an 
— Embassy in this country, and there are Afghan staffers 

ere. 











“*@, 


40 


-7- Thursday, 4/6/89 


A That's my understanding, too. 


Q Isn't there -- that's sort of a contradiction. 
If we don't recognize them as a legitimate government, how -- 
why are they allowed to maintain an Embassy here. 


A I don't know, but I'll get you an answer on that. 


There's a report that the Afghan Prime Minister, 
Abdul Wakil, is currently in Moscow. He's stuck there, waiting 
for a visa to the U.S. to address the U.N. Do you have 
anything on this? 


A I don't know anything about that. 


Margaret, Senator Gordon Humphrey has said that 
the United States Government has under review the idea of 
ordering these Afghan diplomats out of the country and severing 
that tie with them. Is that correct? 


A I don't know that. I do know that Secretary 
Baker has had a number of conversations with Senator Humphrey, 
as has Deputy Secretary Eagleburger, and I just don't have an 
answer for you on that part. 


Q Could I go back to Shamir for a second? 
a Sure. 


Q There's a kind of curious factoid in a Safire 
column today that President Mubarak at some reception Safire 
attended seemed to be passing a message that if the United 
States would back and Shamir would accept elections on the West 


Bank and in Gaza under international supervision, Mubarak would 
not only not stand in the way but would help hold the elections 


What is the U.S. position regarding elections held on 
the West Bank and in Gaza under international supervision as 


against under Israeli supervision? 


A John, I don't want to answer your question today 
prior to -- and I don't know what the President and the Prime 
Minister have said. I think they have been making their 
departure statements while we're here, and I believe it's been 
announced -- or either I forgot to -- 


(To staff) Is it at 3:00 o'clock? 
MS. HOGGARD: The departure -- 


MS. TUTWILER: No. The White House BACKGROUND 
briefing. 
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MS. HOGGARD: 12:30. 


MS. TUTWILER: Oh, I'm sorry. There's a White House 
briefing at 12:30 concerning this visit, and so I just really, 
if you don't mind, don't want to answer that today. 


Q Margaret, could I come back to Paraguay, a 
question that Chris asked earlier. You said the U.S. has not 
received any visa requests for -- to allow General Stroessner 
into the country, but -- 

A I said that I knew about. 

Q But do you know if the United States has denied 


any informal overtures on the part of the Paraguayan Government 
or others to allow him to come into this country? 


A I don't know of any requests, formal or informal, 
of him wanting to come to this country. 


Q Thank you, Margaret. 
4 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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Question Taken at the April 6 Noon Press Briefing 


¢ CAMBODIA: FOUR-PARTY COALITION 





Q: Does the U.S. support a four-party interim government in 

Cambodia including the Khmer Rouge? 

A: -- THE UNITED STATES IS TOTALLY OPPOSED TO A RETURN TO 
DOMINANCE IN CAMBODIA BY THE KHMER ROUGE. WE BELIEVE THAT THE 
BEST MEANS TO ACHIEVE THIS GOAL WOULD BE ACCEPTANCE BY ALL 
PARTIES OF A COMPREHENSIVE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, UNDER WHICH THE 
CAMBODIAN PEOPLE ARE ABLE TO DETERMINE THEIR OWN FUTURE THROUGH 


A PROCESS OF FREE CHOICE. 


-- WE BELIEVE AN INTERIM COALITION GOVERNMENT SHOULD BE FORMED 
TO ORGANIZE ELECTIONS, AND THAT PRINCE SIHANOUK IS THE LOGICAL 


LEADER OF SUCH AN ARRANGEMENT. 


-- WHETHER THE KHMER ROUGE -- MI ’S POL POT AND THE OTHER 
DISCREDITED KHMER ROUGE LEADERS, WHO CLEARLY MUST BE EXCLUDED -- 
ARE PERMITTED TO PARTICIPATE IN SUCH AN INTERIM ARRANGEMENT IS 


SOMETHING THE CAMBODIAN FACTIONS THEMSELVES WILL HAVE TO DECIDE. 


-- WHAT IS IMPERATIVE IS TO HAVE A SETTLEMENT THAT INCLUDES 
EFFECTIVE SAFEGUARDS TO KEEP THE KHMER ROUGE FROM DOMINATING 


CAMBODIA ONCE MORE. WE ARE CONVINCED THAT, IN FREE AND PAIR 


ELECTIONS, THE CAMBODIAN PEOPLE WOULD REJECT THE KHMER ROUGE. 
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TA AT THE NOON P FING: 4/6/89 
FGH AN: STAT F_ REGIME EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON 
Q: IF WE DON'T RECOGNIZE THE KABUL REGIME AS THE LEGITIMATE 
GOVERNMENT OF AFGHANISTAN, WHY ARE THEY ALLOWED TO MAINTAIN AN 
EMBASSY HERE? ISN'T THAT A CONTRADICTION? 
A: --THE UNITED STATES DOES NOT HAVE NORMAL DIPLOMATIC 
RELATIONS WITH THE KABUL REGIME. THEIR MISSION HERE DOES 


NOT CARRY ON DIPLOMATIC ACTIVITY WITH THE U.S. GOVERNMENT, 


Q: WHEN YOU WITHDREW AMERICAN PERSONNEL FROM KABUL, WHY DIDN'T 
YOU ORDER THE AFGHAN EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON BE CLOSED? 


A: --WHEN WE WITHDREW AMERICAN PERSONNEL FROM KABUL, WE DID SO 
STRICTLY FOR SECURITY REASONS. THE STATUS OF THE AFGHAN 
MISSION HERE DID NOT NEED TO BE ADDRESSED AT THAT TIME. 


Q: ARE YOU CONSIDERING FORMALLY BREAKING RELATIONS WITH KABUL? 
A: --NOTHING IN PARTICULAR FOR YOU AT THIS TIME. 
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Question Taken at the April 6 Noon Press Briefing 





VIETNAM: NORMALIZATION OF RELATIONS 





Q: Under what conditions would the U.S. move toward 

normalization of relations with Vietnam? 

A: -- WE ARE PREPARED TO NORMALIZE RELATIONS WITH VIETNAM ONLY 
IN THE CONTEXT OF AN ACCEPTABLE SETTLEMENT IN CAMBODIA WHICH 
INCLUDES THE COMPLETE WITHDRAWAL OF VIETNAMESE FORCES FROM 
THAT COUNTRY. IN ADDITION, THE VIETNAMESE UNDERSTAND THAT, AS 
A PRACTICAL MATTER, THE PACE AND SCOPE OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF 


OUR RELATIONS WOULD DEPEND ON SATISFACTORY PROGRESS ON THE 


POW/MIA ISSUE. 
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Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


April 6, 1989 
The Briefing Room 
12:46 P.M. EDT 
MR. POPADIUK: Welcome to the BACKGROUND BRIEFING on 


Prime Minister Shamir's visit with 
informati , 







can y as a Senior Adszinistration 
briefer has a few opening remarks, after which he will take your 
questions. Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very such. 
It's good to be back again with you this afternoon. Let me just say 
with respect to the meeting itself that: the President and the Prize 
siauheb, Gnd Ghat wen Qhen fellove by e lnoper group necting in th 
was ° a larger group meet n the 
Cabinet Room for 20 minutes. 


The President and Prime Minister will meet again at 2:00 
p-m. Marlin will have further information about the details of that, 
but for security reasons all I can say is that they will be meeting 
in at 2:00 p.m. today and they will be, of course -- the President 
= ze Seeeens a dinner this evening in honor of Prime Minister and 
o Fr. 


Q Why are they meeting again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was something that 
was eopenaete and the President wanted to have a further rtunity 
to meet with the Prime Minister. I think all of you have rd the 
President's statement which he made a few minutes ago. In terns of 
the actual discussions, I would emphasize that both the President as 
well as the Prime Minister emphasized that the relationships between 
the United States and Israel are strong and are in very good shape. 


Overall, I would characterize this as a good visit. I 
would ise also that we're engaged in a step-by-step process. 
Thies is beginning of a process. The Prime Minister came with 
some new ideas which he referred to in his statement to the press. 
With respect to those ideas and proposals, I would make the point 
that they are in fact principles for moving forward. Everybody 

izes that more needs to be done in order to develop those 
principles and put more meat on the bones. And as we indicated -- or 
as the President indicated in his statement -- we are prepared to 
discuss these issues further with Israel and other parties in the 
region in the weeks and months ahead. 


And I think that's basically where I would leave it in 
terms of my opening remarks. I'11 be happy to take your questions. 


Q If this wasn't the final meeting, why did they do 
their departure statements? Is this 2:00 p.m. a substantive meeting 
or more ceremonial? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't get into -- I 
won't characterize it. It will be -- but they'll have a chance to 
talk together further -- 




















Q On substance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- but also it will have 
another dimension to it. 


Q Do you characterize the meeting -- there was more 
differences -- there was more differences than agreement or what -- 
in the meetings? a 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there is a 
shared conviction on the part of the President and the Prime 
Minister. It came through very clearly in the discussions that there 
is a need to move ahead on the peace process, that the present 
situation is a painful one, and that the Prime Minister was bringing 
some of his ideas about how to move things ahead. And we find that 
encouraging, we want to pursue it further. As we've said -- as the 
President said in his statement, with respect to the question of 
elections, that we believe that elections in the territories can be 
designed to contribute to a political process of dialogue and 
negotiation. 


Q Was there any discussion about the terms of those 
elections, whether they'd be supervised, and if so, by whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that -- 
well, I believe in the Prime Minister's statement he said a lot more 
needs to be discussed in terms of the modalities for conducting the 
elections and -- but certainly in the course of the conversations 
which we've had with the Prime Minister and his team here, the whole 

tion of the elections and how would be conducted have been 
iscussed, but this is in a very prel ry sense. 


Q Ie that a yes or a no? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's that? 


Q I'm talking about today's sessions. Is that a yes 
or a no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't go into that. 
Q Ie it no comment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't go -- I 
wouldn't give any precision in terms of their one-on-one meeting. 


Q There are reports that the U.S. wants Israel to give 
up the Jericho II missile. Was that discussed at all? 


Q What? 
Q The Jericho II missile. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't confirm it. 


Q Was there any discussion about continued U.S. 
support for funding the SDI research in Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, with respect to 
our strategic cooperation with Israel, that was discussed. I would 
say that both sides expressed satisfaction that the nature of the 
re cooperation relationships are going very well, but there 
was really any detailed discussion about that. But I can't say 
if Secretary a ge example, talked about these issues more 
specifically with . 


Q In these discussions you had on these elections, 
what kind of flexibility, if any, did the Prime Minister transmit 
regarding links to the PLO that might be permissible for those who 
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are participating? Just how free does he intend these elections to 
be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he certainly has 
indicated in his statement -- he indicated that he was looking for 
free elections -- 


Q Would he permit a member of the PLO to run? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that for those 
sets of issues which I prefer for you to talk to the Israeli side. 


Q Well, President Mubarak has already rejected the 
idea of elections. Is there any reason you have or that the Israeli 
side may have cited that they believe that the idea of elections 
would be accepted by the Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware that 
President Mubarak has rejected the idea of elections. On the 
contrary, in his departing statements at least at the State 
Department, he indicated otherwise that he was prepared to look at 
any proposals which could advance the peace process. That's the way 
I read his position. 





Q Are you able to elaborate in any way on the 
President's statement that the United States would be willing to 
assist presumably in these elections? Is that just a general 
statement of support, or is there some mechanical way that the U.S. 
would participate or oversee or guide -- whatever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. At this point, 
I think all of -- it's -- 


Q Way down the road. 


Q Was the U.S. involvement with the PLO and their 
discussions with them discussed at all during to these meetings? The 
U.S. opening a dialogue with the PLO -- was that discussed at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our dialogue with the 
PLO? I think you can say that our dialogue with the PLO certainly 
came up at various points in the discussions. 


Q What was the discussion about that? Could you 
respond to that? What was discussed, and what was the outcome of 
those discussions? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there's 
any secret that the Israelis are concerned about our dialogue with 
the PLO, but I wouldn't characterize their position any further. 


Q Did the Prime Minister talk at all about the timing 
of the elections and the relationship between holding the elections 
and the continuance of the Intifada? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The timing? 


Q In other words, how soon will he anticipate them 
taking place, and is an end to the Intifada a precondition for 
holding them at all? si 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that with | 
respect to timing and so on, again, we're talking here -- and I think 
the Prime Minister himself made it very clear that he was talking 
about concepts or principles which needed to be worked on. So 
therefore, I don't want to get into those sort of specifics, because 
we're really not at that stage. 





With respect to actually having elections, hopefully if 
they can take place, I think both sides recognize that they'd have to 


dd. 




















be carried out in an atmosphere of caln. 


Q Will the United States have its own proposals for 
the way the elections could be structured -- who would supervise and 
who would be allowed to run? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about an 
Israeli proposal. | 


Q Are you satisfied that Mr. Shamir has bought the 
kinds of new ideas that the Secretary had asked for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think as we've 
indicated -- Secretary Baker indicated yesterday as well -- that we 
find encouragement here, that this could provide a basis for moviig 
forward. 


Q Was there discussion of other gestures? Baker has 
focused upon the need for Israel to do certain things to create an 
atmosphere of goodwill as he has with the PLO. Were gestures on the 
part of Israel discussed, and was any commitment made on the part -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're talking about 
lowering the tensions and what steps could be taken to lower the 
tension? I think there was a general review of our position, at 
least, that this would be desirable in order to provide an 
environment which was more conducive to dialogue and eventually to 
negotiations. I believe also that with respect to the Israeli side, 
I think you should really ask them on their views. But certainly, I 
would again point out that the Prime Minister does want to do 
something in order to move things ahead. I think that's a very 
important point. 


Q When Baker says that he is encouraged, does that 
mean that he is encouraged by the substance of the election part of 
the proposal, or is he encouraged by some other aspect of the message 
that was brought by Shamir? What part of it is he encouraged by? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't be too 
specific on that. (Laughter.) You're talking about a totality here, 
Clearly, I mean, a totality of commitment -- 


Q Atmospheric? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- a commitment to try 
to do something. I think that's what's important. 


Q Following the meeting with President Mubarak, 
President Bush said that both countries agreed for some things and 
for an end to the occupation. Following his meeting with Prime 
Minister Shamir today, does the President believe that his 
conversation would bring an end to occupation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about what 
all of us believe should happen, which is a comprehensive settlement 
And our positions on that certainly have not changed, and there is no 
= from what the President said upon Mubarak's departure on that 
point. 


Q What was the President's response to the Prime 
Minister's refusal to accept any international supervision of 
elections in the territory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not even aware -- 
why are you so categoric? In any event, I can't -- 


Q Can he brief? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You've been very well 
briefed. No, I can't -- I'm not even aware of that, so I wouldn't -- 
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Q Well, were you encouraged by the degree of linkage 
that the Prime Minister seemed to express between the interin 
arrangement and the final status? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the -- if you look at 
the President's statement, he said he also -- he found encouragement 
by the Prime Minister's assurance that all options are open for 
negotiation. I think also the fact that it's clear that what we're 
talking about is an interim or a second stage or a first stage, then 
leading on to a final stage is also —— that fits -- has fitted 
in with our approach for a long time and it is to be welcomed, yes. 


Q Since Shamir talked about chemical weapons -- 


Q Is it your understanding that the elections would be. 
to elect representatives to negotiate on an interim solution, or that 
these people who would be elected would also assume some of the jobs 
of autonomy? There's been talk about an intermim solution being an 
autonomous government. In other words, would the elections be — 
twofold? Would they actually perform some sort of local functions -- 
municipal functions, or would they strictly be representatives to 
engage in negotiations for an interim settlement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I think you're 
talking about me oe ra in modalities. And at this point, we're 


dealing with principles. And I can't intelligently answer that 
question. 


Elections for what? 
I guess that's what I'm saying. 
Would you say that -- 


2 8D DB BO 


Elections for what? That really is my question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say, in a 
general sense, elections, as I understand it, is elections however 
they are structured -- (laughter) -- but elections which would permit 
Palestinian interlocutors to emerge who could ca out discussions 
and negotiations about interim arrangements. I think that's 
basically -- if I have to frame it -- that's basically the way I 
understand it. 


Q Did you hear —— new from Shamir today with 
regard to Israeli contact with Palestinians? I mean, his language 
seemed a little bit different outside, but I'm wondering whether you 
saw anything different. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Different about -- 


Q Willingness to talk to anybody, anytime, anywhere, 
and then he added a couple of conditions. He said, no preconditions, 
then he added a precondition. What is your understanding of Ierael's 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding as I 
heard the Prime Minister is that he really wants to move. But I 
can't really comment on that particular part of his statement. 


Q Well, on that int, why did we say that all the 
options are open if the Prime Minister has said he won't talk to the 
PLO and he doesn't want a Palestinian state? He's made that 
pep es | clear in the last two days. What do you mean, all options 


are open 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm just saying what the 
-- basically our understanding of what the Prime Minister's position 
is -- that all options can be examined in the negotiations. 


"IORE 
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Q Well, what about talking to the PLO and a PLO state? 
He just said, no PLO state out there. 


Q So did the President. 
Q I know, but -- so all options are not cpen. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our view has been that 
we do not support an independent Palestinian state either. 


Q But all options are not open. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That doesn't -- I think 
what it -— -- it doesn't preclude parties from bringing their ideas 
to the table. 


MR. POPADIUK: We'll take a last tion -- all the way 
in the back -- the gentleman in the back s ing over there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIA’:: Yes, okay. 


Q In his statement today, the President said not only 
that the United States was against continued occupation, he said he 
-- eventually, the United States was against Israeli ay ety me | over 
the West and a Palestinian state. Does this mean tie President 
is saying that, at the end of the road, Israel -- as far as the 
United States view is -- Israel should not be sovereign -- that's one 
ultimate outcome that the United States does not favor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That Israel should not 


Q That's a good question. 


Q -- sovereign over the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, 
is what-he said. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What the President said 
specifically was that we do net support an pes een Palestinian 
occupa 


state nor Israeli sovereignty over, or permanen tion of, the 
West Bank and Gaza. 


Q Wait a minute. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what he said. 
MR. POPADIUK: Thank you. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:04 P.M. EDT 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 7, 1989, 12:33 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon. I have two 
announcements. 


The first one concerns Lebanon. We welcome the 
commitment that General Aoun made in his April 6 statement to 
the goals of power sharing, reform and equal participation in 
the political system by all Lebanese, Muslims and Christians. 
We applaud his recognition that all Lebanese have the right to 
security, liberty and dignity. 


We particularly support his call for an open, honest 
and free inter-Lebanese roundtable dialogue. The goals he 
affirmed must be achieved by dialogue, not military means, in 
order to reunify a sovereign Lebanon free of foreign military 
forces and illegal militias. 


We continue to urge all parties, foreign and domestic, 
to respect the Arab League's call for an immediate ceasefire 
and the cessation of all land, sea and air blockades. 


Further, we urge all parties to cooperate fully with 
the Arab League to restore security and stability to Lebanon. 


Q Who are these foreign powers that you would like 
to observe -- you'd like to see observe the call? 


a All foreign forces. 


No, no. I mean, I see the word "tilt" in big 
lights behind you. You know, you jumped on what seems a 
conciliatory statement by the Christian community or the 
Christian leadership. Don't you have anything specific to say 
about the Syrian involvement in Lebanon except to speak in 
general terms about foreign forces which sound like they come 
from Mars? 


A We've made clear our position on foreign forces. 
We've spoken to it many times. It's the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces and the disbandment of militias. What we're 
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talking about here today is the political commitment, a 
commitment to the means of resolving the crisis, to resolving 
some of the fundamental issues there, and that's a commitment 
to goals of power sharing, reform and equal participation by 
all. 


Q When you say “power sharing," could you be a 
little more explicit? What -- how is power shared now that you 
would rather -— that you would prefer seeing a change? What 


change are you looking for? 


A I think this statement just has to stand for 
itself. I really can't provide any explanation to that right 
now. 


Q Richard, after all these years, what is the U.S. 
interest in Lebanon? Why do we care what they do? 


A We care because, first of all, it's a great human 
tragedy. There's extensive violence there. We care because 
it's a region of great importance to us. It's a region where 
there has been much conflict in the past. And, finally, it's a 
region where we have had very traditional, histecrical ties. 


Does this mark -- I recall Amin Gemayel having 
objected to a similar kind of power sharing that the Syrians 
were pushing very hard for a year or two ago. Does this 
represent a step in the same direction, and is that why you're 
welcoming it? 


A The issue of power sharing in Lebanese politics 
has been a very complicated one. It goes back to previous 
constitutions and administrations, and things like that. We 
don't have any precise formula that we're trying to impose 
now. What we're trying to say is that it's an issue. General 
Aoun has recognized it, along with reform and equal 
participation. We applaud this recognition, and we support the 
idea of an inter-Lebanese roundtable dialogue to work out the 
details of these sorts of things. 


This was one of the key obstacles that prevented 
elections from taking place a few months ago. Are you more 
optimistic now that in the wake of this, if this roundtable 
succeeds, elections can be scheduled in Lebanon? 


A Well, I think that's another step down the road. 
I can't say that we can be optimistic about the situation. I 
think this shows a path to resolving some of the fundamental 
problems that are there, and that's why we're supporting it. 


Q (Inaudible) -- towards elections, towards the 
possibility of -- 
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A That's something to be worked out at the 
roundtable dialogue, if one can occur. 


Q Apparently, you know, one part of his statement 
about alliance with them to expell the Syrians, who will dare 


to sit with him on the Muslim side? It's been the Syrians. 
A I'm sorry. I don't understand the question. 


Q How do you welcome one part of his statement, and 
you don't welcome the other part of his statement about calling 


for the Muslims to unite with him, to expell the Syrians? 


A We don't have to endorse everything that somebody 
says in every speech. [I mean, the point is that this, we 
think, is a major statement, it's a very important statement, 
and it's something that offers prospects for solving the 
problems. 


Q Do you think it has any credibility, since the 
Syrian occupation stays there? 


A Well, it remains to be seen if everything can be 
worked out. I mean, there's many steps to working this out. 
There are ceasefires, there are inter-—communal dialogues, and 
that sort of thing, and we're supporting it. 


Q Are you in contact with the Syrians to convince 
them to stop shelling, withdraw some of its troops around 
Beirut, or what? 


“A We've been in contact with Syria as well as all 
the other parties in the region about the situation. I don't 
have any details on that for you. 


Q Do you think the statement is the result of 
military pressure? Do you think it's a statement of -- do you 
think it's the result -- is it a forced statement? Is it a 
coerced statement? And, if it is, is that the sort of thing 
the State Department likes to see happen -- have people make 
statements under threats of their capital being destroyed? 


a I have to assume it's not a coerced statement. 
The man made this statement. I think you should ask him 
whether he felt he was coerced or not. 

Q What's your second announcement? 


7 Can we go on to the other announcement? 


Q Sure. 
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Q Moscow trip. 
A Would you like to make it? 


Q Making the announcement simultaneous with Moscow 
-- it makes our role sort of secondary. 


a) Well, there is a time problem. 
Q You can post it. 


a The second announcement concerns the Secretary's 
trip to the Moscow Ministerial. Secretary Baker and Soviet 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze will meet in Moscow May 10 and 
11. The Secretary's discussions will cover the full range of 
issues in areas of human rights, arms control, regional 
affairs, bilateral matters and transnational issues. 


For your information, a sign-up sheet has been posted 
in the main Press Office for those of you wishing to apply for 


a seat on the Secretary's airplane. This sheet will be taken 
down and applications closed at noon Monday, April 17. 


Q Are there stops along the way? Can you give us 
the extent of the trip he's making, or is that it? Just go to 
Moscow and -— 


a Will the sign-up sheet have that? We'll get that 
for you afterwards. 


Q I mean, well, then how about just a basic 
question about a stop to talk to the NATO folks, or can that 
wait until the end of the month at the NATO summit? 


2) I understand it's being discussed. I don't know 
for sure that it's been laid on, but I understand that has been 
discussed -—- a stop in Brussels on the way out. 

Q On the way back. 

is) Yes. 


Q Can you respond at all to General Secretary 
Gorbachev's announcement about curtailing the production of 
certain nuclear materials in the Soviet Union? 


a Uh-huh. The measures announced by General 
Secretary Gorbachev will still leave the Soviets with a 
substantial production capability for nuclear materials. 
Indeed, it will not constrain their nuclear weapons program. 
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This should not divert attention from the real issue: 
That of working through negotiations to reduce the level of 


nuclear weapons on each side. 


Q Did you find anything positive in it? I mean, 
clearly, they're not going to disarm, but does the United 
States have anything -- see anything positive about the gradual 


diminution of Soviet forces? They've taken several steps now 
to bring their arsenal down, and is your response simply 
they've got other things left, or do you like the pace -- do 
you like the momentum? 


A I think you're drawing a wrong conclusion. 
Q Okay. 


a What this statement says is that the 
announcements made by General Secretary Gorbachev do not 
constrain the Soviet nuclear weapons program. So this 
assumption that there's some gradual diminution in Soviet 
nuclear forces as a result of this announcement doesn't seem to 
be correct. 


Q Is it a step in the right direction or a step in 
the wrong direction? If they built two additional plants, we 
would probably criticize them for laying on more capability. 
Now, they're going to lay two plants off. Isn't that a step in 
the right direction? 


A It's not really a step because it's not really a 
change in Soviet nuclear production capabilities. 


Q To take that a step further, why is it not really 
a step -- 


A My understanding is that he is taking out two 
plants whose purpose was particularly to produce material for 
nuclear weapons programs. The Soviet Union still has a number 
of reactors, military and civilian ones, which produce 
materials that are capable of being used in that fashion. 


Q These are old reactors? Can you give us any 
qualitative -- 
A I don't have any numbers, but tne Soviets have an 


extensive nuclear program, both civilian and mlitary. Some of 
the reactors are old and some are new. 


Q Richard, they have other reactors which produce 
materials which are capable of being used for military purposes 
or which are being used for military purposes. Do they have 
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other dedicated military reactors, and this is just a fraction 
of it? Or is your assessment that if these reactors are taken 
out, there are others that could be transformed for that 
purpose? 


A I don't know the precise answer to that question, 
and [I'm not really sure it's relevant. Presumably, if they had 
others that were capable of being used and they felt a need to 
use them, they would. [t's not relevant. 


It is relevant, because the way the story is 
being played, it quotes Gorbachev saying, "These are the last 
two reactors capable of or actually involved in producing this 
material." You're saying now that these are not the last two 


A Well, I said I couldn't tell him specifically 
whether these were the last two actually involved at this 
moment. I'm saying that's not really the issue here. The 
issue is not to make declarations. The issue is to get serious 
about doing the work which is arms control, which is limiting 
nuclear weapons on both sides. 


Q Richard, let me ask you -- 


Q Is the United States prepared to restart the 
negotiations to do that at this point? At this point, I gather 
it's the USSR that has proposed restarting the talks, and the 
U.S. has said, "Not yet." 


a We are prepared to restart the negotiations. We 
haven't set a time frame on that. The President just spoke to 
the question of how our policy review was proceeding and why it 
was justified. 


Q Richard, let me ask you this: Your point is that 
this is not a major step toward an important arms control step 
because you don't believe they're really cutting off their 
capability to produce fissionable material. 


Is it a good idea for the two sides -- would it be a 
good idea for the two sides to move in that direction and to 
seek to constrain or to cut off their production capability for 
such materials, or do you object to that very idea? 


A I just don't have any comment on that idea 
because that's not the real matter at hand for us. That idea 
is not really relevant to the problems of nuclear weapons in 
the world, and those are the problems that we're trying to deal 
with in a very serious manner. 


Q Do you have any comment on other aspects of 
General Secretary Gorbachev's speech? 
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a Anything in particular? 


Q He didn't specify it so much in his speech, 
although he alluded to it, specified it more, according to 
British officials, in his talks with the Prime Minister -- he 


suggested that he was anxious to get on with the matters you 
just talked about, moving towards nuclear arms reduction. 


fe) Uh-huh. 
Q Do you have anything further to say about that? 


A No, because the President just did address the 
issue of our policy review and what it was all about. 


Q The Soviet spokesman, Foreign Ministry Spokesman 
Gerasimov, last night confirmed that, in fact, the Soviets had 
delivered, I believe he said, six Sukoy-24 bombers to Libya, 
but denied that these had mid-air refueling capabilities. 


In view of the State Department's non-confirmation of 
this non-story a few days ago, do you have anything to say now 
about the story? 


A Well, Gerasimov has confirmed it. I don't have 
anything specific for you on the sale, nor can I get into what 
we believe the sale may or may not involve. I mean he said 
“ the Soviet view is, confirmed what the Soviets say they're 

oing. 


Q Well, the Soviet criticism came in London. Does 
the State Department have any sense of how the European Allies 
feel about the pace of the U.S. review? Do they appear to 
ere the Soviet's expressed concern that the momentum might be 

ost? 


A I haven't heard any such criticism. You'd have 
to ask them, but I am not aware of anything. 


Q I think they'd tell you if they think you ought 
to speed it up a little. 


A I think they probably would. 


Q When do you expect the nuclear talks to begin, 
weapons talks? Also, you mentioned limiting the weapons. What 
is the U.S. attitude toward the Rajiv plan of abolishing them 
altogether? 


A The President just spoke on the issue of our 
preparations, our review for nuclear arms talks to begin. I 
don't have any comment for you right now on the Rajiv plan. 
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Q Isn't this going to be discussed when the 
Secretary goes to Moscow? 


a The Secretary will discuss arms control among the 
other subjects I mentioned, yes. 


Q And the resumption of the START talks -- 


A Yes. 
Q So therefore, (inaudible) 


A He said it in Vienna that this was one of the 
issues that he would discuss. He didn't specifically promise 


that they would set a date or anything. 


Q Richard, it's sort of odd -- the Soviets close 
two nuclear plants, and we say that they are “blowing smoke," 
and they confirm that they've sent long-range bombers to Libya, 
and we say, “No comment." 


I don't quite see the logical -- 


A I'm not saying “No comment" on the Libya thing, 
first of all. I'm saying that we discussed that very 
extensively last Wednesday. The remarks that I made at that 
time still apply. Any augmentation of Libya's military 
capabilities is a destabilizing factor in the region and a 
cause for concern, given Qadhafi's track record of dangerous 


and erratic behavior and Libya's efforts to achieve a chemical 
weapons production capability. 

That's more or less what I said on Wednesday. That 
still applies. Our general concern applies in this particular 
case. 

Q Can I come back to this Ministerial again? 

a Yes. 


Do you expect that they will set a date for the 
restart of START in Moscow? 


A I'm not making any predictions about the 
discussions. 


Do you have any further comments on the visit of 
Prime Minister Shamir, any clarifying remarks that might 
perhaps clear up some of the confusion over what it was that 
the United States liked or was encouraged by? 
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A Not really. The President and the Secretary both 
spoke extensively about this. They said they found their 
meetings this week to be encouraging and productive. We're 
engaged in a step-by-step process which we intend to build on. 


As the President has said, “Small steps in the Middle 
East should be seen as encouraging.” There are many details 
that need to be worked out. I'm just not prepared to speculate 
on those details. We continue our discussions and 
consultations with all the parties in the region. 


Q Do you see any role for the -- they didn't 
address this -- do you see any role for the PLO in the process, 
even as little as you've seen -- you know, as is known yet 
about how it would -- how the elections would be held? 


A You're talking about the -- there's certainly 
contacts with the PLO about the overall peace process. 


Q I meant the elections. 


A As for the details of the elections, those are 
modalities and details that just have to be worked out. I'm 
not in a position to -- 


Q Who will they be worked out by? There seems to 
be a unilateral Israeli gesture. Will the modalities be worked 
out by parties only in Israel, or are they planning to talk to 
other people? And, if so, whom? 


fa Well, the specific matter of elections on the 
West Bank is largely a question to be worked out by Israelis 
and Palestinians. It's part of the whole peace process. We 
talk with a whole lot of people about the peace process, and 
we'll be talking about the whole aspect of this issue that 
involves the region. 


Q With the U.S. playing now a key intermediary 
role, is there a plan to brief the PLO in Tunis in coming days 
about what transpired here this week? 


A I'm not aware of any specific plans. As I said, 
we'll be consulting and keeping in touch with all the parties. 


Q Is the United States now convinced that the 
Palestinians are going to take part in these supposed elections? 


A That remains part of the modalities and details 
that have to be worked out. Who will take part and who will 
go, I'm sure that depends on how -- the Palestinians' decisions 
probably depend on how the details are worked out. 
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Q Are you sending any envoy to the Middle East, or 
anything like that? 


Aq I'm not aware of any plans right now. 
Q Shamir, yesterday, on the -- 


Q Can you tell us whether or not the Palestinians 
take part in the elections is one of the details that remains 
to be worked out? That's just a minor detail? 


A No, it's part of the whole aspect of this thing. 
There's numerous details -- who participates on what basis. 
There's plenty of questions, and they all have to be worked out. 


Q I was going -- 


a I'm not trying to reduce one particular thing to 
a detail. 


Q Well, exactly. I don't understand this being a 
modality. Shamir said yesterday two things, and I wonder if 
the U.S. agreed with him. He thought a majority of the 
Palestinians on the West Bank and Gaza are interested in peace; 
and, secondly, that he thought they would take part in the 
process. Does the U.S. have any hunch on whether the 
Palestinians will participate in this process? You're in 
touch; you have an office in Jerusalem. Do you have a sense 
that this will -- the Palestinians will be drawn into this 
process? 


A I can't make any predictions on that right now, 
because the concept of elections we see as something that's 
encouraging. But the decisions that the Palestinians will make 
about their participation, I'm sure, are going to be based on 
how the concept evolves. And while the concept is still 
evolving, we're not in a position to make predictions. 


Q On Haiti, do you have any updates? And, also, 
are you considering doing anything to help General Avril? He 
seems to be in trouble. 


A Well, let's start with updates. The situation 
seems to have eased somewhat with a reported reconciliation of 
the dissident Dessalines troops. We hope that this positive 
development reduces tensions within the military. 


Yesterday afternoon, five members of the electoral 
council were sworn in at the Supreme Court in Port-au-Prince. 
This highlights the Haitian Government's determination to 
pursue democratization efforts. 
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There's a curfew in effect. I[t went in effect last 
night -- an overnight curfew. Port-au-Prince is generally 
quiet this morning. There's little traffic. A few shops are 
open. The airport is open. 


Q Is the U.S. doing anything as far as lifting the 
freeze on aid, or any such? 


A I'm not aware of any specific plans right now. 
We have gone to Congress about a measured resumption of our 
aid. We support President Avril's steps toward democracy and 
intend to support him as he re-establishes that process. As I 
noted, the electoral reform commission council has been named. 


Q On Secretary Crocker's trip to Windhoek for this 
weekend's meeting, do you have some gloss to put on it, except 
the fact that he's going and there's a problem there? 


A After discussions early this week among members 
of the joint commission, it was decided to hold a special 
meeting of the commission in reaction to the situation created 
by the fighting in Namibia. 


The mandate of the joint commission is to discuss any 
matter concerning implementation of the tripartite agreement of 
December 22, 1988, and the events of this past week fall within 
that purview. This meeting will begin tomorrow in Namibia. 


For those of you who may not know, the joint 
commission is a tripartite commission between South Africa, 
Angola, and Cuba. The United States and the Soviet Union 
attend as observers. Chet Crocker is on his way -- or I guess 
has gone already -- to attend this meeting. 


Q The U.N. has accepted a U.S. offer to airlift 
Finnish soldiers to Namibia. Can you give us details on the 
operation? 


A I don't have any details on that. We have 
offered airlift support in order to bring the U.N. contingent 
up to the northern areas where we think they have to be to try 
to put in place a ceasefire and implement the «=ccords. That's 
all I have. 


Q Do you have anything on the Florida fishing boat 
that's being detained in Cuba? 


A We've seen the reports. We're asking our 
Interests Section in Havana to follow up and find out what's 
going on. That's all I have for the moment. 


What will the U.S.'s message to Cristiani be 
while he's here? 
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a It will be our support for the process of 
democracy in El Salvador. It will be our support for the 
process of encouraging greater respect for human rights in Fl 
Salvador, and we'll want to discuss with him the situation 
there and our condemnation of the violence that's perpetrated 
by the FMLN there. 


Q Does the U.S. think that he will really be in 
charge when he becomes President? 


A It's not a question that I can try to comment on 
in any way. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the 
rock-throwing and gunfire outside the al-Aqsa Mosque this 
morning, by any chance? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Thanks a lot. 


A Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements for you today, so we can go right to 
questions if there are any. 

Q A question left over from last weekend? 

a Okay, let's start with last week. 

Q I understand that the visa application by a Cuban 
Vice Foreign Minister was turned down by the United States -- 
Alarcon, Richard Alarcon? 

a I don't have anything on that. 

Q Could you check into that, because it was 
reported in the Miami Herald last week, and I was curious what 
the reasoning is for turning down such a senior official. 

Okay, we'll look into that. 
Speaking of leftovers, do you have -- I'm sorry. 
Let's go back and see if we have -- 


Go back to protocol; okay. 


> 5&©S 7s> & ® 


Back to protocol. 


Q Glad to see that manners still prevail. Has the 
State Department seen the dispatch from Tehran in which the 
Government of Iran speaks of the possibility of closer 
relations with the United States? 


a I have not seen it, and I don't have anything for 
you on that. 


Q Could you look into it to see if your people see 
anything new in that? 


a If we see something new, we may have something to 


say. 
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(a) Anything on the unrest in Georgia? 


a We have seen reports in TASS that 16 people have 
lost their lives in Georgia. We are saddened by the loss of 
life. We call on the Soviet authorities to use restraint in 
dealing with peaceful protests by those wishing to exercise 
their right to peaceful political expression. 


Q Have you been in touch with the Soviet Union on 
that score? Have the Soviets, for example, contacted you to 
explain anything about how they're handling the situation? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you have any indication that the loss of life 
is greater than the 16 persons mentioned in TASS press reports? 


A No, I don't have any indications of that. 


Does the State Department have any opinion about 
the event itself? Does it feel the people in Georgia have 
legitimate political rights? 


a Well, we certainly do think that they have a 
legitimate right to a peaceful political expression. 


Q Well, do they have a legitimate right to autonomy 
or statehood or some of the other rights that usually go with 
political rights that you trumpet for other people? 


I) They have a full panoply of legitimate rights. 
What is at issue here, we understand, is the question of 
peaceful political expression. We certainly support them in 
that. 


Q But they're trying for something more than -- 
they're not A a to just make speeches. They're looking for 
a greater national identity. Does the U.S. Government support 
Georgians having a greater national identity? 


a I don't have anything specific for you on 
Georgians. We certainly have supported the Helsinki Accords, 
the Vienna documents and U.N. documents and other places which 
deal with essential human rights. We've made it a key item on 
our agenda with the Scviet Union. I don't have any specific 
dictates of rights that Georgians get or don't get. 


Q Do you have anything now, or have you issued 
anything since over the weekend, on the apparent conclusions of 
the Administration's study of Soviet relations? 


A No. 


Q Can you tell us -- what's the status of that, 
officially? 
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A The status is that both the Secretary and Brent 
Scowcroft talked about it over the weekend, and I don't really 
have anything to add. The review is continuing. 

Q Can you tell us when it will be completed? 

I believe we said before April -- 
This is April. 


This is about as definitive as we can be. 


oD o0 HO DPD 


End of April? 


A Yeah. The Secretary said after his meeting with 
Shevardnadze, I believe. 


Do you have any update on the status of 
U.S.-North Korean relations? My understanding is that some 
North Korean academics were recently allowed to come to this 
country. 


A [TO STAFF]: Did we speak about that? You don't 
remember? 


Let me not relay on my memory. We'll try to get you 
something on that. I know there was an invitation, and exactly 
how we disposed of the cases I'm not sure. 


Q The French Foreign Minister is in this building 


today. One of the subjects on the agenda is supposed to be 
Lebanon. Would you be kind enough to tell us if you have 


anything on -- 


A I don't have anything new on Lebanon today; and, 
yes, we will want to discuss it with the French Foreign 
Minister. 


Q Are you going to have a stakeout, or is he going 
to stop and say something, or you don't know? 


A I don't have anything to tell you about that. We 
don't have anything arranged as far as I know. 


Q Is he still here? 


A It's a meeting and then a working lunch, so he's 
still here. 
Q While we're on the question of visits, can you 


tell us anything about the Woerner visit with Secretary Baker 
and also with President Bush later this week? 


A There has been an announcement of that. 


Q I know it's been announced, but what are they 
scheduled to talk about? 
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A [They'll] talk about the Alliance, NATO's plans, ' 
issues before NATO. 


Q No kidding! [Laughter] 
a No kidding. That's the straight scoop. 


Q There were reports over the weekend that the U.S. 
and Japan are closer to agreement on the FSX. Do you have 
anything to report? 


Aa I don't have anything new on the FSX. 


Q Is the U.S. considering loans and credits to 
Poland as reported over the weekend? 


A The White House has said that we're considering 
steps we can use to support the process going on in Poland and 
has said that economic steps are among those. I don't have any 
specifics for you today. 


Q Two were mentioned over the weekend: the 
Export-Import Bank, a possibility of reopening loans from that 


institution; and supporting new loans in the World Bank. Are 
those among the possibilities being considered? 


a I can't get into specific options. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the prosecution 
of the Kurds in Iran? 


i No, I don't. 


Q Today's New York Times editorial spoke about it. 
Can you look at it? 


Aa I don't think we have anything new on that. I 
don't think there's much to say. 


Q Do you have anything current out of Haiti on the 
uprising there? 


a I do have. Our Embassy reports that there is a 
gradual return to normalcy in Port-au-Prince this morning, with 
businesses reopening after the weekend's events. 


We did issue a travel advisory on April 8 to caution 
American citizens to postpone non-essential travel to Haiti. 
We are informed the airport may reopen to commercial traffic 
today. 


Q Richard, a follow-up on that, if I may: The 
United States dispatched, I think, $25,000 in humanitarian aid 
to the Haitian Government over the weekend. Does it plan any 
follow-up disbursement of funds to the Haitians? 
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A Our Ambassador to Haiti, using his discretionary 
authority, has made available $25,000 in emergency assistance 
to the Haitian Red Cross. This is for use in treating 
casualties from the recent fighting. 


For Fiscal Year 1989, the U.S. Government has budgeted 
$38.6 million in cevelopment funds and food aid. At present 
these funds are being channeled through private voluntary and 
non-governmental agencies. 


We have also spoken before that in consultation with 
Congress we felt that the time had come for an additional] 
increment of assistance to Haiti, and we've been talking to 
Congress about that as well. 


Q Richard, has there been a request from Haiti for 
military assistance of any type within the past, say, week to 
ten days? 


a Not that I'm aware of, no. 


Q Have you said anything about the involvement in 
narcotics activities by the people involved in the rebellion in 
Haiti or other people -- or people in the government? 


A We don't have anything specific on the 
involvement of the various elements that started the coup. We 
have spoken before, in the context of our overall policy with 
Haiti, that anti-narcotics cooperation was an important element 
along with democratization and economic development. 





Q President Bush was speaking about the end of 
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza. By the end of the 
occupation, is the question of sovereignty open to the Israeli 
sovereignty or the Palestinian sovereignty? 


a I don't have anything new for you on that. That 
was addressed over the last week many times. 


Q Secretary Baker spoke about it yesterday. 
A That's right. 
Q So is it open for negotiations? 


a I just don't have anything specific to add to 
whet Secretary Baker has said on this issue. 


Q Any follow-up on the Secretary's comments that 
they're considering closing the Afghan Embassy here? 


a That's not what he said. I think he answered 
with two words -- with one word: No. He answered the question 
yesterday on the TV show. 


Q They said they considering it, but no decision 
had been made. 
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Q You don't want to subtract from it. ' 
A I don't want to subtract anything. He said very 


clearly -—- 


Q Richard, there have been reports that the State 
Department has written to Judge Gesell questioning some of the 
facts in the stipulation in the Oliver North trial. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on the trial. I'm sorry. 


Q Richard, has there been any response from the 
Soviet Union to the protest filed with the Soviets on Friday 


regarding the Consulate in Leningrad? 
A No, nothing that I'm aware of. 


Richard, are we satisfied with the Soviet 
handling of the accident involving the sub? Are we convinced 
that there is no threat to the environment, as they say? 


A We've been in touch with Norwegian authorities on 
the matter. The Norwegian authorities who have tested water 
samples from the accident site have told us that radiation 
levels there are insignificant. They have also said that there 
is very little danger of radioactive leakage from the wreck of 
the submarine. They continue to monitor the situation, and 
we're in close touch with them. 


Q Do you agree with that assessment? 
A Excuse me. 

Q Do you agree with that assessment? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the weekend bombing of a 
U.S. communications facility in the Philippines? 


A I'm afraid I don't. Sorry. 


Q Maybe I missed this, but has a decision been made 
on the cash transfer to Egypt that was a subject of discussion 
when Mr. Mubarak was here’ 


A I don't think a decision has been made. I can 
look into it. 


Q Richard, about the elections that Prime Minister 


Shamir proposed, would the Palestinians who live on the outside 
of the West Bank and Gaza have the right to participate in 


these elections? 


a We addressed these sorts of questions before, and 
the answer to questions like that is that there are a lot of 
details and modalities that have to be worked out. At this 
stage, there's no definitive statement on that. 
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Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Pelletreau's 
latest meeting with the PLO representatives? 
A On Ambassador Pelletreau's -- 
Q There's an item on the wire that he met -- 


I'm not sure what meeting you're talking about. 
-- for 15 minutes. 

No, I don't have anything on that. 

What about the next one? 


I don't have anything on another one either. 


oa >» O&O PD 


Was there a meeting? 


A That's something I'll have to look into. I'm not 
aware of one. 


When you look into it, could you look into Mr. 
Peres' suggestion that in those meetings the United States can 
-- and I think he thinks, well, of course, they should be, he 
thinks -— helpful in promoting this elections idea to get the 
PLO involved? 


A It's not something I'm prepared to comment on. 


Q Well, I'm not sure why, but maybe you would feel 
more comfortable if I ask if there's anything the U.S. is going 
to do with the PLO regarding the election proposal, because 
you've made a lot of statements about what you'd like to see 
happen, including a calmer atmosphere and all. 


The Israelis are not talking to the PLO, God knows -- 
or we think they're not -- so the U.S. has that chore. So I 
wondered if you could just maybe tell us at some point what the 
U.S. is asking the PLO to do about the election, if anything. 


A Well, I would reject the idea that the U.S. "has 
that chore." We don't have a chore to do. We talk to all 
parties in the region. We talk to them about the peace 
process; we talk to them about practical ways to advance the 
peace process. That's the context for our discussions with the 
PLO. 


Q Mr. Bush found the election a practical way, at 
least in principle, to the extent that the mechanism is clear 
now. I mean, he endorsed the idea. If that's a practical way, 
then the question is, are you talking to the PLO about 
collaborating with this practical way? 


a I just don't have anything specific for you on 
another meeting or on what we intend to raise at the meeting 
when we do have one. 
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Q Richard, on that specific subject, Shimon Peres 
in Israel has described the U.S. role as mediator/interlocutor 
between the United States [sic] and Israel. Is that how the 
United States Government sees its role? 


A I don't have anything for you on Mr. Peres' 
remarks. I have tried to characterize for you how we view our 
own dialogue with the PLO, and that is to explore practical 
ways to advance the peace process. 


Q Has the United States passed messages from Israel 
to the PLO, or vice versa? 

A None that I'm aware of. 

Q Can you give us an update on the Namibia 


situation? Do you have further words after this weekend's 
flurry of negotiations? 


A The parties to the Joint Commission who met over 
the weekend in Namibia agreed that all SWAPO armed forces in 
Namibia should withdraw to locations north of the 16th parallel 
in Angola. The leader of SWAPO, Sam Nujomo, has issued a 
statement calling on all his armed forces currently in Namibia 
to collect at designated points for the transfer north. 


Once this process is complete, it will bring SWAPO 
into compliance with U.N. Security Council Resolution 435 and 
with the tripartite agreement signed last December. 


Q Do you. know where the U.N. troop status now 
stands -— how many troops have been dispatched to the border, 
what the U.S. role has been in getting their bodies up there? 


A On exactly how many troops are where, I think 
you'd just have to check with authorities on the ground. I 
don't have any specific information. 


The U.S. has provided airlift support for elements of 
a Finnish battalion. Our flight, I believe, arrived this 
morning; and we will continue to provide airlift support 
throughout the week. 

Q Basically, that sounds like one aircraft. 


A The first one arrived this morning. There will 
be more continuing throughout the week. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING: April 10, 1989 


Posted: Monday, April 10, 1989 


CUBA: VISA DENIAL 70 NEPUTY VICE FOREIGN MINISTER 





Why was Cuban Deputy Vice Foreian Minister Ricardo Alarcon 
denied a visa to come to the '.S? 


-- UNDER A 1985 PRESIDENTIAL PROCLAMATION ISSUED PURSUANT 
TO, AMONG OTHER THINGS, SECTION 212(F) OF THE [IMMIGRATION 


AND NATIONALITY ACT, CUBAN OFFICIALS ARE BARRED FROM ENTRY 





INTO THE UNITED STATES. 





-- ON MARCH 29, WE DENIED A VISA TO CUBAN DEPUTY VICE 





FOREIGN MINISTER RICARDO ALARCON. 
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Posted: Avoril 10, 1989 
Question Taken at the April 10 Noon Press Briefing 
KOREA: NORTH KOREAN SCHOLARS IN U.S. 


Q: -< She Korean scholars recently permitted to visit the 
A: -- TO FURTHER U.S. POLICY OBJECTIVES AND IN SUPPORT OF THE 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA'S INITIATIVES TO REDUCE TENSION ON THE . ; -_ 
KOREAN PENINSULA, THE UNITED STATES ANNOUNCED ON OCTOBER 31, 
1988 SEVERAL MEASURES REGARDING NORTH KOREA, INCLUDING 
ENCOURAGING NON-OFFICIAL, NON-GOVERNMENTAL EXCHANGES IN 
ACADEMICS, ATHLETICS, AND OTHER FIELDS. AS PART OF THESE 
EXCHANGES, THREE NORTH KOREAN SCHOLARS ARRIVED FOR A VISIT AT 
THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII APRIL 4. THIS IS THE THIRD GROUP TO 


WHICH VISAS HAVE BEEN ISSUED SINCE OCTOBER 31. WE EXPECT SUCH 


EXCHANGES TO CONTINUE. 











“ 
Posted: Avril 10, 1989/0 


MONDAY, APRIL 10, 1989 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
EGYPT: ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 
Q: ANYTHING NEW ON THE STATUS OF THE CASH TRANSFER TO EGYPT? 
A: --NOTHING NEW FOR YO!'. 


--I WOULD REFER YOU TO PRESIDENT BUSH'S REMARKS FOLLOWING 
HIS MEETING WITH PRESIDENT MUBARAK, IN WHICH HE SAID THAT 
“PRESIDENT MUBARAK ENJOYS OUR FULL SUPPORT AS HE IMPLEMENTS 
COURAGEOUS REFORM MEASURES TO STRENGTHEN EGYPT'S ECONOMY 
FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS.” 


--OUR CASH TRANSFER ASSISTANCE WILL BE PART OF THAT SUPPORT. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #64 


TUESDAY, APRIL 11, 1989, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two brief announcements to 
make. Secretary Baker will be appearing in open session before 
the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee tomorrow morning at 10:00 a.m. The 
subject is the Central American peace plan. 


Additionally, on Thursday, at 10:00 a.m., he will 
appear in open session before the Subcommittee on Commerce, 
Justice, State, of the Senate Appropriations Committee on the 
subject of FY-90 Appropriations. Because of these open 
hearings, we will not have daily press briefings on either 
Wednesday or Thursday. And you know I'm just sick about it. 
(Laughter) 


Q What time on Thursday? 

A Ten. Both days are at ten. 

Q Do you have a place or a room number? 

A Oh, I'm sorry. The first one, tomorrow, is in 
Room 1750 of the Rayburn Building; the second one on Thursday 
at 10:00 is in Room 138 of the Dirksen Building. 


Q Margaret, I may be wrong about this, but I 
thought -- 


Q You said Senate for the first one and Rayburn is 
House. 


a I'm sorry. They reversed it. The Senate 
Appropriations Committee is 1750 -- this is wrong. They've 
typed this wrong. This is misinformation. Sorry. It's not 
right.* 


Available in the Press Office today are copies of the 
Department's annual report, Patterns of Global Terrorism: 1988. 








*Later corrected to Senate Dirksen 138. 
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Anything you would like to say about that? 


> © 


Anything you'd like to ask me about it? 
Q Well, gosh. 

Q We don't have :opies. 

Q 


We don't have copies, but do you discern any 
new -- 


A I just saw my copy this morning at 10:00, but 
there are lots in there. 


Q But do you discern any new trends in terrorism? 


A I don't have an answer to that question, John. I 
asked, because I wanted to know why we've released these 
reports, so I have those type of answers for you. I have the 
background of this report. 


My understanding is this is something that is done 
annually here. I believe it's because of legislation that it 
is. I know that it comes out of the Office for Combatting 
Terrorism -- but an analysis of the report, I don't have. I 
just have to, for today, refer you to the report. 


Q Do you happen to know if the list of terrorist 
countries has changed any? I don't know if this is the time to 
make additions or subtractions. 


A I don't know, Barry. I didn't know to ask that 
question, and I don't have it. 


Q I don't know that this is the time of year to do 
it, so I really don't know myself. 


Q We have a series -- 
A We're in the same boat. I don't either. 


The United States has a series of countries that 
it puts on the list that it designates as countries that 
sponsor terrorism. 


Q Yeah, I don't know if this is the time -- 


A Do you know if that's in this report. 
(Addressing Staff) 


STAFF: It's a part of this report. 
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Q Can you say anything generally about nations such 
as [ran, Syria, Libya, Iraq, which have in the past been 
characterized by the U.S. as state sponsors of terrorism? Are 
there any indications in this report of any change in that 
theme that has been a theme of the U.S. in the past? 


aq I don't know, Ralph. 


You want to go to other fields? 


© 


A Sure. 


Q Well, there's still trouble in Soviet Georgia and 
pocthorers the State Department hoped the Soviets would go easy 
on peaceful demonstrations. Do you have anything to add on -- 
you know, any observations on Soviet behavior? Your death toll 
might be different from theirs -- whatever. 


A As we did note yesterday, this is a troubling 


development. Obviously, the Soviet leadership is deeply 
engaged in trying to address the situation. We hope, that in 
doing so, they will abide by the human rights commitments they 
have made and avoid violence. 


In addition, Barry, we will continue to watch the 
situation. 


Q Do you think that the Soviets are handling this 
appropriately, that perestroika translates into greater 
expression? Do you see any new trends in the way they are 
dealing with this violence in terms of the way the Soviet 
leadership is operating right now? 


A The Soviet leadership, as I said, is deeply 


engaged. I'm referring to Minister Shevardnadze's trip to 
Georgia that you know about. The only thing I have to add to 
this is we will continue to watch the situation. 


Q Is there anything the Soviets have done so far 
that the U.S. feels have not been in compliance with the human 
rights pledges the Soviet Union has made? I'm referring to the 

first day's violence. 
A Not that I specifically know, Ralph. 
Q Another subject? On Haiti. 


i) Yes. 


Q First of all, do you have kind of a -- maybe a 
situation update or situation report on whether things are 
quiet there today? And also, is there any policy statement the 
U.S. cares to make to Haitian citizens, whether they be those 
who choose to hijack planes, or others who are attempting to 
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come to the United States by other means, about whether the 
U.S. welcomes those citizens to come to the U.S. at this time? 


a The second part of your question, I don't have an 
answer for you on concerning our policy on that. On the first 
part, my understanding is that the activity in Port-au-Prince 
today is returning to normal. A reduced curfew remains in 
effect. Press restrictions announced during the crises have 
been lifted. The Port-au-Prince airport is open to commercial 
traffic and some carriers have resumed service. 


Q Any decision been made on -- what is the status 
of the plane that was intercepted by the United States on the 
arrest? 


& My understanding is that there are two 
hijackers. They're in Miami under the custody of the FBI. 


Q Have they asked for permission to remain in the 
United States? 


a I don't know, but I'd refer you to the FBI. 


Q The U.S. has a long-standing policy on hijacking 
and basically it has been in the past to return hijackers, not 
to give them any consolence. Oo you have anything to say about 
hijacking in this particular case? 


a No, other than the two people are under the F8I 
in Miami; no one was injured in this hijacking and they're in 
Miami with the FB8I. 


Q Have you lifted the travel advisory to Haiti? 
There had been a travel advisory by the State Department? 


A Have we? (Addressing Staff) No. 
Q Still in effect. 
Q On the PLO, did anybody from the PLO like the 


Foreign Minister of the PLO, Farouk Kaddoumi, ask for any visa 
to come to the United States next month? 


& No, he did not. 


Q Are you expecting -- will you receive the Foreign 
Minister of the PLO if he would like to travel to the United 
States to meet some officials here? 


a That's a hypothetical, and we deal with visas, as 
you know, on a case-by-case basis. 


Q Yesterday, the Arab League representative said 
that a delegation -- Arab delegation -- coming, including the 


y 
é ; 
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PLO Foreign Minister, in the middle of May, to the United 
States to meet with Mr. Baker, so can you confirm that or not? 


A I just answered the question concerning the 
gentleman you asked me about. As far as an Arab League 
invitation for Secretary Baker, there is one in the Department 
and it is being considered. 


Q Do you have anything on a scheduled meeting 
within the framework of the PLO-U.S. dialogue? 


A I'm sorry, can you repeat your question? 


A Is there any scheduled meeting between Ambassador 
Pelletreau and the PLO representative? 


A No, there is not. 


Q Can you give us a readout on the 15-minute 
epesens that we didn't have a readout for yesterday? What was 
that all about? 


Q At the airport in Tunis? 


A Oh, that wasn't a meeting. My understanding is 
that our Ambassador and Mr. Ballaoui on Monday, April 10, were 
both in the diplomatic corps that was assembled for the 
swearing in of President Ben Ali of Tunisia. There was no 
meeting. 


Q Do you have anything on the Tunisian election, 
any evaluation? Always you issue an evaluation on elections 
around the world. What do you think of the Tunisian election? 


A I don't have anything on the Tunisian election. 


Q Do you have anything on a sort of readout on the 
Secretary's meeting with the French Foreign Minister yesterday 
and, specifically, on the question of Lebanon? 


A Yes, I do. Secretary Baker and the Foreign 
Minister, as you know, had a bilateral that lasted 
approximately 30 minutes. They then continued with a working 
lunch. They discussed a wide range of subjects, mainly 
regional issues. They did, as you suggested, discuss the 
situation in Lebanon. They discussed it in the context of the 
deteriorating situation, the need for a ceasefire that would 
hold, and the importance of creating a longer-term solution. 


In addition, they discussed the upcoming visit of 
President Mitterrand to see President Bush in Kennebunkport. 
The Foreign Minister asked Secretary Baker for a readout of our 
visits here last week of President Mubarak and Prime Minister 
Shamir. Secretary Baker asked the Foreign Minister to give him 
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a readout of his recent visit with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze. 


Q On the Mitterrand visit to the States, did the 


French indicate if the French president is — to meet Mr. 
Arafat before coming here, or you have nothing on this? 


. - I'd refer you to the French Embassy to confirm 
that. 


Q What are the dates on that Mitterrand visit, 
please, Margaret? 


a It's up in Kennebunkport, and it's May 20-21. 


Q Did the Foreign Minister ask the support of the 
United States for France, asking the U.N. Security Council to 
interfere in Lebanon -- to have a role in Lebanon? 


a I've tried to fairly characterize for you their 
discussions on Lebanon. 


Q Margaret, if you have a chance could you -- 
there's a little more to that than meets the eye, I think. 
Could you try to see if the U.S. supports France's initiative, 
because the Arab League does not want to go to the U.N. now, 
and there are reports from at least one Gulf source this 
morning that the U.S. is holding back support fearful that it 
might interfere with efforts to release the hostages. 


So I guess what I'm asking -- 


a I'll look into this -- 

Q -- and I don't expect you to get into hostages -- 
a Okay. 

Q I wonder if you could say, does the U.S. support 


the French initiative, or the slower -- 


a Can I look into it, and see if I can °*. °°" 
answer for you? 


Q Please, yes. 
Q Margaret, let's go back to the PLO for a second? 


ve Yes. 


Q The PLO has officially rejected Mr. Shamir's 
election proposals. Do you have any comments on that? 
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A I don't have an answer for you specifically on 
the PLO, but in general, on various comments that were made 
this morning concerning this process, it is not unusual ina 
process for different parties to stake out more extreme 
positions, especially at the beginning of a process. 


As you know, we have said, this is a step-by-step 
process. You have to crawl before you walk. Prime Minister 
Shamir came with an idea which we believe has potential. There 
are a lot of questions to explore, and we plan to do so in the 
days and weeks ahead. We are asking all those who are 
committed to peace to give us a chance to explore and develop 


these ideas. 


It used to be said in Secretary Shultz's period 
that the U.S. wouldn't take “no” for an answer. 


a "No" for an answer on what? 


Q "No" for an answer, that everybody would say, 
"No," and we would keep trying. Does that mean the PLO and the 
Arab League, both cf whom have rejected the plan outright, do 
you feel it's still wight to be worked with and may come around? 


They seem to be saying "No" to the plan, which seems 
to be the end of it. You don't think it's the end of it, from 
their viewpoint? 


Aa No. 


Q Margaret, in the same sentence, you are 
characterizing the PLO position as sticking to the extreme, and 
that Shamir's position is, somehow, positive. 


A I didn't say the PLO; I said different parties. 
Q Okay. 
a I didn't single out one group. 


Q All right. But at the same time, you are 
characterizing Shamir's proposal as including positive 
elements. Isn't he also sticking to his extreme position? 


a I'll stick with what I said, which is it's not 
unusual in a process, the beginning of a process, for different 
parties to stake out more extreme positions, especially at the 
beginning of a process. 


Q Just -— earlier somebody asked about the PLO 
application for a visa, and your answer was that there was an 
Arab League request to visit. I wasn't quite clear on what the 
connection was, and who was in the Arab League delegation. 
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A My understanding is that there is an invitation 
in this Department for Secretary Baker to meet with some 
representatives of the Arab League. My answer is that it is 
being looked at, for the Secretary to meet with them. 


Q Now, — 


A I believe, unless I'm confused, that he asked me 
about a specific individual and a visa, and I said, no, that he 
has not applied for a visa; and I believe I said it would be a 
hypothetical, and we deal with these on a case-by-case [basis]. 
I think he asked me in the context of this gentleman coming 
with the Arab League. 


Q They are asking to meet with Baker, is that it? 
) The Arab League, correct. 


Asking to meet with Baker. They're not being 
invited -- 


A There's an invitation in this building. 


Q All right. Who is inviting whom? That's what I 
don't understand. 


A I'm sorry. The Arab League, yes, is requesting 
to see Secretary Baker. 


Q The Arab League announced yesterday at a news 
conference that they would like send a delegation to meet, as 
you said, with Mr. Baker -- would be a Saudi, an Algerian, and 
the PLO fellow. 


A Okay. 


Q Now, can I ask you about Egypt aid, because the 
ambiguous answer that was posted last night doesn't really 
respond. Has -—- is it the judgment of the State Department -- 


Congress apart -- that Egypt has made the necessary reforms to 
qualify for unblocking the aid that's been held back? 


A Barry, I don't have a better answer for you, but 
I'll work on trying to get you one this afternoon. 


Do you support the IMF conditions, which have 


been published in an opposition paper in Cairo, that there are 
ten positions, or ten points -- do you support these ten points? 


4 I don't have a specific answer for you on that. 


Q Can you look into it? 


o In the context of Barry's question, I'll try to 
get a more complete answer to the question. 
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Q Margaret, on the arrest in Mexico of the drug 
leader, can I ask, first of all, generally, whether the U.S. 
has any reaction to that, from an official government-to- 
government point of view? 


And then, also, can I ask whether you have any 
comments to make about how the Salinas government, in general, 
is handling cooperation with the United States on drug traffic 
prevention, drug control? 


A The April 8 arrest of narcotics kingpin Felix 
Gallardo in Guadalajara, Mexico, is in our view an extremely 
important development in the fight against drugs. Felix 
Gallardo, perhaps the most notorious drug trafficker in Mexico, 
was reportedly responsible for the shipment of cocaine and 
marijuana to the United States. He may also have ordered the 
February 1985 murder of Drug Enforcement Administration Special 
Agent Enrique Camarena and Mexican pilot Alfredo Zavala. 


This is the latest, and perhaps most important, of 
several arrests in Mexico of major narcotics traffickers during 
the past year. These arrests demonstrate once again President 
Salinas' determination to act resolutely against narcotics 
traffickers. 


Q Are we trying to extradite him to the United 
States? 


fr This is a pending law enforcement matter. 
Therefore, it would be inappropriate for me to say anything 
further at this time. 


| Q I've lost track of the certification process on 
Mexico. Has that been completed now, or is there something 
pending still -- decision by the President to certify that 
Mexico is making appropriate efforts on drug traffic? 


a I don't know where we are in the process either, 
but I'll get you an answer. 


Q Did the U.S. and Mexico cooperate in this arrest, 
in any way? 


6 I don't know, Ralph. 


Q Same area, Margaret, apparently some of the 
people who spoke to U.S. television anchors during their recent 
visit to Cuba have been picked up by the Cuban police. These 
include human rights activists. Do you have any knowledge of 
this? And do you have any comment on it? 


a No, I don't have any comment on it. 











/0216 


-10- Tuesday, 4/11/89 


Q Also on Cuba, did you come up with any answer on 
the question, whether Mr. Alarcon was denied a visa, the Cuban 
Vice Minister of Foreign Affairs? 


A Is that something you asked me? 

A (STAFF)It's been posted. 

Q Sorry. 

Margaret, have you made contact with the Soviet 

Union with regard to the latest developments of talks with 
Mubarak and then with Shamir about the Israeli proposal? 

A If people in this Department have, I don't know 
about it. But I'm sure that Secretary Baker will be discussing 
these things with Minister Shevardnadze in Moscow. 


Q Have you heard from the Soviet Union about their 
position vis-a-vis the Israeli proposal? 


A If we have, I don't know anything about it. 


Q Margaret, can I ask you -- the Secretary met with 
Canada's External Affairs Minister this morning for just over 
an hour. Can you characterize what they discussed? 


A I would love to be able to characterize it for 
you, but I was preparing for this briefing, so I wasn't in the 
meeting. But I'll be glad to try to put something out for you 
this afternoon. 

Q Do you have any details on the upcoming visit of 
the Prime Minister of Pakistan to the United States? 
Apparently, that was announced at the White House this morning, 
but no details were given. 

A It's been announced? 


Q Yes. 
A I don't have any details of it. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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Posted:April 12, 1989 


TUESDAY, APRIL 11, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: DOES THE UNITED STATES SUPPORT THE FRENCH INITIATIVE 
CALLING FOR, AMONG OTHER THINGS, A UN SECURITY COUNCIL ROLE? 


A: --WE WILL CONTINUE TO SUPPORT ACTIVELY THE ARAB LEAGUE CALL 
FOR AN IMMEDIATE CEASEFIRE AND AN END TO ALL AIR, LAND AND 
SEA BLOCKADES. WE ARE STRONGLY ENCOURAGING THE ARAB LEAGUE 
COMMITTEE TO CONTINUE ITS EFFORT ON BEHALF OF NATIONAL 
RECONCILIATION IN LEBANON, WHICH WILL TAKE TIME. WE WOULD 
HOPE THAT ANY INTERNATIONAL DIPLOMATIC EFFORTS WOULD BUILD 
ON THE ARAB LEAGUE APPROACH. 


-—-WE SHARE FRANCE'S CONCERN ABOUT THE SITUATION IN LEBANON 
AND CONTINUE TO CONSULT CLOSELY WITH THEM, MOST RECENTLY 
DURING THE VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER DUMAS. 


~-THE UNITED STATES REMAINS COMMITTED TO THE RESTORATION OF 
LEBANON'S UNITY, SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY, 
WITH THE DISBANDMENT OF MILITIAS AND THE WITHDRAWAL OF ALL 
FOREIGN FORCES. : 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 11, 1989 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
EGYPT: ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 


Q: IS IT YOUR JUDGEMENT THAT EGYPT HAS MADE THE NECESSARY 
REFORMS TO QUALIFY FOR RELEASE OF THE AID THAT'S BEEN HELD BACK? 


A: --I WOULD REFER YOU TO PRESIDENT BUSH'S REMARKS FOLLOWING 
HIS MEETING WITH PRESIDENT MUBARAK, IN WHICH HE SAID THAT 
“PRESIDENT MUBARAK ENJOYS OUR FULL SUPPORT AS HE IMPLEMENTS 
COURAGEOUS REFORM MEASURES TO STRENGTHEN EGYPT'S ECONOMY 
FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS.” 


--OUR CASH TRANSFER ASSISTANCE WILL BE PART OF THAT SUPPORT. 


WE WILL BE CONSULTING WITH CONGRESS AND 
WORKING OUT THE DETAILS OF THE RELEASE OF THE MONEY IN 
COOPERATION WITH THE EGYPTIAN GOVERNMENT. 
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QUESTION TAKEN FROM NOON BRIFFING OF APRIL 11, 1989 
April 11 Meetinau Between the Secretary and 
ad Canadian Minister of External Affairs Clark 
QO: How would you characterize today's meetinc between 
Secretary Baker and Canadian Minister of Fxternal Affairs 
Clark? 
A: -- DURING THEIR 80 MINUTE MEETING, THE SECRETARY AND 
FOREIGN MINISTER CLARK CONTINUED THE DIALOGUE BEGUN 
DURING THE SECRETARY'S FEBRUARY 10 VISIT TO OTTAWA. 
THE MEETING FOCUSSED ON EAST-WEST AND ALLIANCE ISSUES 
AS. WELL AS REGIONAL ISSUES OF COMMON CONCERN, 


INCLUDING THE MIDDLE EAST AND CENTRAL AMERICA. 


-- ON CENTRAL AMERICA, THEY DISCUSSED THE U.S. BIPARTISAN 
APPROACH TO PEACE IN THE REGION AND THE IMPORTANCE OF 


DEMOCRACY TO THIS PROCESS. 





co THE SECRETARY AND THE FOREIGN MINISTER ALSO DISCUSSED 
BILATERAL MATTERS, INCLUDING ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES SUCH 


AS ACID RAIN. 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 14, 1989, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two statements to make, one of 
which is that British Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe will 
make an official visit to Washington on Monday, April 17. 

While the Foreign Secretary is here, he will meet with the 
President, the Vice-President, Secretary of State, the National 
Security Adviser, and Members of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. 





My second statement concerns Central America. In the 
passage of the Resistance aid package, we welcome the passage 
of the legislation providing for the continued humanitarian 
assistance to the Democratic Resistance. Approval of this 
assistance is a tangible manifestation of bipartisanship. It 
provides an effective foundation for our efforts to help the 
Nicaraguan people secure the democratic liberties to which they 
are entitled. 


The Sandinistas must take the necessary steps to 
comply with their commitments under the Esquipulas Accords -- 
and renewed at the El Salvador summit -- to create the 
conditions which will allow for the voluntary reintegration of 
the Resistance into a safe, democratic Nicaragua and national 
reconciliation. 


We are deeply concerned by the refusal thus far by the 
Sandinistas to negotiate with the internal opposition on the 
reform of electoral laws, a vital first step if free and fair 
elections are to be held. Only eleven days remain before the 
deadline established at the El Salvador summit for 
accomplishing these reforms. We hope the Government of 
Nicaragua will engage in a genuine dialogue to achieve a 
national consensus on necessary reforms. 


It is increasingly clear that the Sandinistas' conduct 
must be closely scrutinized by all who care about the future of 
democracy in Nicaragua. An important opportunity to help bring 
peace to the region must not be missed. 
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Q On the question of Nicaragua, could you clarify 
the Secretary's statements this morning where he seemed to 
think that we do not have diplomatic relations with Nicaragua. 
Did he misspeak, or is this something in the works that we're 
about to cut off our diplomatic relations with Nicaragua? 


A I'm not sure I know what you're asking me. 


Q Well, today he was asked a question about why 
neither Castro nor Ortega could get visas to come to talk to 
the ASNE, and in his reply, he said, “We do not have diplomatic 
relations with either of these countries." 


As far as I know, we have diplomatic relations with 
Nicaragua. I'm curious whether he misspoke or -- 


A I think what he was referring to was Castro and 
Cuba. And on Cuba, what he did not have that I have for you 
now is that there is a Presidential Proclamation in effect 
pursuant to Section 212-F of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Act, which prohibits the issuance of visas to officers of the 
Cuban Government or Communist Party of Cuba. 


The longstanding policy of the U.S. Government has 
been to deny visas to senior officials of Cuba, given ongoing 
Cuban support for external subversion and internal repression, 
except for attendance at international organizations or as 
otherwise required for the conduct of diplomacy. 


Q Well, the Nicaraguan question is still out there. 
a Uh-huh. 


Q I heard him differently from David. I heard him 


saying that the U.S. doesn't have normal relations with these 
two countries, which is true. 


Q No. Here it is. 


Q Well, whatever. But anyhow -- I'm not trying to 
-- I want to pursue still because he neither answered Jim 
Squires' of the Chicago Tribune, nor does your guidance explain 
why Daniel Ortega can't address a Society of Newspaper Editors' 
meeting. 


You have explained your rationale for not permitting 
Castro to accept an invitation. But the U.S. does have 
relations with Nicaragua, so this business wouldn't apply to 
Ortega. Why couldn't Ortega talk to the editors, do you know? 
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A I don't know if Ortega was asked by the editors. 
The man did not say they specifically had asked both of them, 
$0 I don't know the answer to that. And I will find out for 
you exactly what the Secretary meant in his response to Mr. 
Squires' question. 


Q India has cut off the access of Nepal to its 
outside source over a dispute. Do you have any guidance on 
this, on the situation, the U.S. position? 


A Yes, I do. We are urging both countries to begin 
meaningful talks and to recognize that a quick and amicable 
resolution is in their own interest and that of regional 
harmony and stability. We have no comments on the relative 
merits of this bilateral issue. What is important is that 
Nepal and India decide what kind of relationship these two 
sovereign and independent countries want with one another, and 
to make arrangements to facilitate talks in a way which is 
least disruptive to those concerned. 


Q Margaret, before we leave Central America, does 
the State Department have any comment on a report that was 
issued yesterday by a Senate subcommittee on drug trafficking 
in Central America, or in Latin America, to the effect that the 
State Department turned a blind eye to some violations for 
foreign policy reasons? 


A I checked this morning, Jim, and to our knowledge 
a copy of the report has not reached the Department, so we 
don't have a report here and we have not read the report. 


Once we receive and review the report, if there 
appears to be any serious evidence, we would ensure that it is 
promptly and thoroughly investigated. 


Q Margaret, something else -- while we're talking 
about people coming and going places, Afghanistan's Foreign 
Minister, I believe, in New York, complained, saying that he 
has been prevented from seeing Armand Hammer in California. I 
wonder if it's true that the State Department is restricting 
the Afghan to New York. 


6 I haven't heard about this, Barry. I haven't 
heard anything about it. 


Q It's out of the U.N. this morning. The complaint 
is, but you don't have the U.S. answer on it. 


a No 
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Q I have two questions on Syria and Lebanon. 
First, Lebanese Prime Minister Michel foun has an interview in 
the London Times today where he says that the policy of the 
U.S. Administration is harming him in his efforts in Lebanon, 
and says that pressure is being put on him to permit the 
Syrians to traffic drugs and weapons through ports that his 
covees have attempted to close. Do you have any reaction to 
that? 





A I haven't seen that report, and I don't have a 
reaction to specifically what hr iias said. Our policy 
concerning Lebanon has not chan °c. 


In response to the overall situation in Lebanon today, 
I do have a statement that I can read to you. 


We condemn the savage shelling in Beirut on Thursday. 
It was a reprehensible reminder that 14 years of armed conflict 
have failed to solve Lebanon's problems. We reprove all 
participants in yesterday's fighting, both Lebanese and 
non-Lebanese. We call on all combatants, including the 
Lebanese Armed Forces, the different militias and the Syrian 
army to cease fire and cooperate fully with the Arab League 
Committee on Lebanon. 


We urge General Aoun to pursue his recent public 
commitment to power-sharing, reform, and equal participation in 
the political system by all Lebanese, Muslim, and Christian 
alike. That's an important step in the right direction. 


We also urge Dr. Al—Huss and all other Lebanese to 
accept the suggestion of an open, honest, and free 
inter-Lebanese roundtable dialogue. No one should try to block 
such a dialogue. Force will not unite the Lebanese. Neither 
will it cause foreign troops to withdraw. 


The election of a consensus President and a 
constitutional reform are the essential first steps for 
restoring Lebanon's unity, sovereignty, and territorial 
integrity. Toward the achievement of those goals, the United 
States supports fully the efforts of the Arab Committee to stop 
the current fighting to resolve the issue of the air, land, and 
sea blockades and to help the Lebanese in their political 
impasse. 


Q Then you're arguing, by that statement, that all 
sides are to blame which is contrary to what French Minister 
Dumas, when he met with President Bush and Secretary of State 
Baker, claimed -- in which he asserted that basically the 
effort was to stop the Syrians from being able to export drugs 
through two ports, in particular, in Lebanon, and that the 
shelling began from Syria as a result of the efforts to close 
these ports. 
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i I'm not sure what your question is to me. 


Q I'm simply confirming that you're stating that 
all parties are equally to blame in this situation, and you're 
not putting the blame on Syria for the shelling in Beirut? 


A My understanding is the United States has called 
for all foreign forces, as I've said many times from this 
podium, to cease the fighting. 


On the negotiations, the State Department 
position still is that it opposes taking the issue to the 
Security Council now; is that right? 


a That's correct. 
Q And can you say why? 


ra Because -- and I don't have it, but I don't know 
if it was posted the other day, Jim -- there was specific 
language on this concerning that we believe that the Arab 
League's ceasefire is the way we should go right now. 


Q New subject? 


Q Still on the Middle East. Do you have any 
comment on the burst of violence -- 


oe Can I do one thing? I'm sorry to interrupt you. 
Q Yes. 


a May I get you the specific language because it 
was here the other day. 


Q Yes, please. Do you have any comment on 
yesterday's burst of violence in the occupied territories? 


“4 Yes. The loss of life and injuries which 
occurred in Nahhalin yesterday is tragic. We urge all sides to 
refrain from engaging in confrontations that lead to the 
unnecessary loss of life. We want to see the violence stopped 
and see steps taken that can begin to diffuse the tension on 
the ground. 


Q The International Committee of the Red Cross has 
sent a protest saying that undue force was used by the Israeli 
forces. Does the State Department concur? 


a I don't know about a Red Cross statement. I 
haven't seen anything like that. 
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Q May I follow up and ask you about settlements 
policy? UPI had a story the other day that the United States 
has a toughened policy now on settlements, and that story is 
getting some attention. Do you happen to have the latest U.S. 
view of Jewish settlements on the West Bank? 


o Yes, I do. There is no change in our policy. 
Our policy remains what it has been. We continue to believe 
thal new settlements do not contribute to a climate that can 
promote the peace process. 


Q But does that -- well, thank you for that. But 
does that also tell you what the U.S. might do on settlements 
issues in the United Nations? 


“ We're not going to speculate at this time on 
hypothetical U.N. resolutions and what we might or might not do. 


Q It seems from the papers this morning that Mr. 
Ceausescu is interested in MFN again. Is the State Department 
aware of that? 


o You're speaking about -- in Romania? 

Q Yes. 

a My understanding is that since July the 
government of Romania has repeatedly stated that Romania does 
not want MFN so long as it is contingent upon its human rights 


performance as reflected in the requirements of Jackson-Vanik. 
Unconditional MFN for Romania is not possible under U.S. law. 


Q Could you take the question, because apparently 
there may be some change? Could you take the question -- 


is There might be some what? ‘here might be some 
change in what I said? 


Q There might be some change in their position, 
aoparently. Could you -- 


a With Romania's position? 


Yes. Has the State Department heard any: hing 
differest from the Romanians? 


bs Not from what I just told you, that I'm aware of, 
but I'll lowk into it. 


Q Thank you. 
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Q Do you have anything on the withdrawal of the 
agents from Peru? How many -- 


A No, I do not. 


Q You don't have anything. Can you confirm that 
story? 

4 I don't know anything about it. I can look into 
it for you. 

Q Margaret, the Soviet news agency Tass says today 


that Ambassador Matlock delivered a note from Secretary Baker 
to Shevardnadze. Can you tell us anything about that? 


A I can't tell you about the note, but I can 
confirm that it's true. 


Q Can you tell us anything of -- at least the broad 
subject with which it dealt? 


A The broad subject with which it dealt was the 
Middle East of which Baker will continue to discuss with the 
Foreign Minister in more depth when he is in Moscow in 
approximately three weeks. 


Q Margaret, Soviet officials are quoted in the New 
York Times today as saying that the Soviet Union will send to 
the Afghan Government any military hardware they want, 
including some of their most sophisticated weapons. Do you 
have any comment on that? 





A I didn't understand it as "new hardware." I 
understood it was “hardware."“ This comes as nothing new to our 
government. The Soviets have never ceased to airlifting 
supplies, including weaponry into Kabul. 


Q They call again for a joint cutoff of aid on both 
sides. Can you -- 


A You know our opposition on that. Secretary Baker 
has stated it a number of times. 


Q Do you have any response to the comments made by 
President Mubarak, that he feels that Prime Minister Shamir's 
peace plan could be acceptable to the PLO if it was slightly 
modified? 


a I haven't seen those comments. 
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Q Margaret, a group of Senators led by Cranston 
have called for setting up a Pacific Basin Forum where heads of 
government would meet annually and discuss issues over there. 
Have you had a chance to look at this, or have any -- 


A I haven't heard about that. That's not what I 
thought you were going to ask me concerning Senator Cranston. 


Q Kasten is the key to the other one. 


A Oh, you said Kasten. I'm sorry. 

Q He said Cranston. I'll ask you about Kasten. 

A On Cranston, I have -- 

Q You have nothing on -- 

Q Kasten on the Middle East. Sorry to interrupt. 

A I don't have anything on Kasten. 

Okay, Kasten and the Middle East; right. 

Thirty-eight Senators want Mr. Baker to oppose -- right? -- 

A Right. 


Q -— membership status for the PLO. The State 
Department Press Office says the U.S. is opposed. Just trying 
to clear up a small point. Can we assume the Press Office is 
wildly off on its own and that Mr. Baker will -- 


A Didn't we post this yesterday? 


Q -- and Mr. Baker will say something similar to 
the Senators? Has he written them back with that position? 


A Can you speak up? 


MR. BOUCHER: We resent the implication of the 
remarks, that the answers were not wildly off. 





Q In a statement he made recently in Madrid -- 
a I'm sorry -- what? 
Q In a statement made in Madrid recently, a U.S. 


expert on NATO matters said that concerning the towns of Sebta 
and Melilia, it's safer for the United States to support the 
legitimate claims of Spain in North Africa. Do you have 
anything on that? 
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A I believe you're speaking to -- let me find the 
gentleman's name. 


Q Robert Wood, 


A Correct. He's speaking in @ private capacity. 
He's not speaking on behalf of our government. 


Q Do you have any comment on the arrest of a 


dissident clergyman in South Korea after his visit to North 
corea? 


r No, I don't. 
Q Okay, thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #66 


MONDAY, APRIL 17, 1989, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have three brief announcements today. 


The first concerns a background briefing on the 
President's speech on Poland. It will take place at 2:00 p.m. 
today in the Press Briefing Room here. 


The second announcement concerns a briefing on King 
Hussein's visit. That is a background briefing that will be 
held tomorrow. It concerns, as I said, the official working 
visit of King Hussein of Jordan to Washington. The briefing 
will be held at 3:00 p.m. at the White House Press Room. 


Third announcement: Secretary Baker will appear in 
open session before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
tomorrow, April 18, at 10:00 a.m. The subject is an "Overview 
of U.S. Foreign Assistance and State Authorization." Because 
of the Secretary's appearance, we will not have a briefing 
tomorrow in this room. 


The room, as I understand it -— let me just put it 
that way -- for the testimony tomorrow is Room 419 of the 
Senate Dirksen Building. 

That's all I have. 


Q Can you give us a readout of the talks today with 
Son Sann? 


a I don't have a readout at this point. We can try 
to post something later. 


Q (Inaudible) 


ua What do [I have. I have nothing specific on those 


meetings. 
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Q The situation in Lebanon is deteriorating more 
and more. Do you have an assessment of it? And what other do 
you have? 


A We are appalled by the continued exchanges of 
indiscriminate shelling in Beirut by all sides and the 
resulting deaths such as those of the Spanish Ambassador, 
members of his family and staff, as well as Parliamentarian 
Louis Abu Sharaf. 


We condemn these actions which are in total disregard 
for human values and innocent civilian lives. All parties, 
including Syria which is a direct participant in the artillery 
exchanges which caused so much death and devastation, must stop 
the fighting and abide by the Arab League's call for a 
ceasefire forthwith. 


Q Do you have any assessment to make of whether the 
killing of the Spanish Ambassador was part of this shelling, or 
what was the result -- what was it that caused his death? Was 
it just part of this indiscriminate shelling, I guess is what 
I'm asking. 


a That's, I think, our basic understanding of the 
situation, that the shelling is widespread. As we said, it's 
done in total disregard for human values and innocent civilians. 


Q Have you been in touch with Syria and the 
fighting sections on the ground to halt these fightings, or are 
you issuing a statement? 


A We've been in touch with a lot of parties -- all 
the parties -- in the region. 


Q Any result? 


a I don't have anything particular to report at 
this time, no. 


Q Richard, the United States keeps saying that it 
backs the Arab League's call for a ceasefire and the Arab 
League effort, and yet the shelling continues and there are 
more deaths and more destruction. I mean, is there a point at 
which the United States says, "Okay, the Arab League effort 
obviously hasn't achieved anything," and strikes out on some 
other strategy? 


a Is there a point? Yes. I'd assume there is some 
point that that might happen, but for the moment the Arab 
League's strategy appears to offer the best prospects and 
that's why we're backing it. 


Q Still, even though the shelling continues? 


A We've still got to try. This seems to be the 
best try around. 
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Q Richard, last week you named Syrian forces as 
well as the Lebanese Army and the various militias for the 
first time. Today you named Syria only, as well as the other 
Lebanese but in general. Is this a hint that the Syrians are 
not heeding your calls? Is this by way of public pressure on 
the Syrians? Are you accusing the Syrians of being the party 
most responsible for the military deterioration? Can you 
explain that? 


A I think our statement has to speak for itself. 
We said that Syria is a direct participant in the artillery 
exchanges, but we've called on all parties to stop the fighting 
and to support the Arab League's call for a ceasefire. 


Q Are you still calling for the lifting of the 
blockades which precipitated this? 


A Yes. Our policy hasn't changed on that. This is 
just a -- 


Q May we have a copy of this? 
A Yes. I think we can work something up. 


Q Richard, I think over the weekend, if I'm not 
mistaken, or maybe Friday, General foun made a statement 
calling for Lebanese to attack Syrian positions or Syrian 
interests around the world. Do you have any comment on that? 


a I don't, no. I don't have anything. 


Q What is the status of the United States Embassy, 
and is there any consideration to closing it? Or is it closed 
already? 


H The status of the Embassy has not changed. We're 
always looking at its status in light of the security 
Situation, but I don't have anything new particularly on it one 
way or the other. 


Q Richard, in talks with the Syrian officials, what 
has been the response to the U.S. call for a ceasefire? 


a I don't have any readout on that. 
Q Have there been any talks with Syrian officials? 
A There have been contacts with the Syrians as well 


as, as I said, all parties in the region. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Sir Geoffrey 
Howe's meeting with the Secretary this morning? 


4 We'll try to get you a readout at the end of 
that, too. [t's a broad-ranging meeting, a lot of issues 
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Q To another area, Richard. Did the United States 
promise the Secretary General of the OAS, who was here to see 
Secretary Baker last Friday, that we would resume funding his 
organization, resume contributing what we owe to that 
organization? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. I'm sorry. 


Q Any readout at all on a meeting with the OAS 
Secretary General? 


4 Not now. We can try to get you something. 


Q Have State Department officials been in touch 
with Kurt Frederick Muse, the American who was arrested in 
Panama and charged with running a clandestine radio station 
there? 


A I don't have anything specific on that. I know 
that we were trying to gain access to him -- people down at 
SOUTHCOM because he's under the Status of Forces or whatever. 
We should have an opportunity to have access to him, and the 
latest stuff I saw late last week indicated that we had not yet 
had contacts or been able to get -- 


Q Are you acknowledging or denying any kind of tie 
to this radio station? He says he was bankrolled by the State 
Department. 


“4 I don't have anything for you on that at all. 


Q Do you have any update today on the situation in 
Namibia? 


A In Namibia, the withdrawal continues apace. Many 
SWAPO troops are crossing the border directly into Angola 
without reporting to assembly points. The South Africans have 
agreed to an extension of the deadline for the withdrawal to 
April 21 to allow for the difficulties in exfiltrating from the 
expanses of northern Namibia. 


It is possible that a working-level meeting sometime 
this week between Angola, Cuba, South Africa, with the U.S. and 
USSR present as observers, could take place to iron out the 
final details of withdrawal. 


Q Did you have more that you -— you look like you 
were about to read some more. 


A No. 


Excuse me, I missed last week, so I missed quite 
abit. But is that a violation when they're returning without 
checking in at the checking points? 


A No. The accords call for the SWAPO people to be 
north of the sixteenth parallel, and I'm not sure they specify 
how they should get there. 
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Q Where is the meeting likely to be held? 


A I would think it's likely to be in Windhoek, but 
as I said, it's somewhat tentative right now. 


Q Is Mr. Crocker still there? 

Aq I don't believe so. No. 

Q Do you have information that the Soviets have 
resolved a divided spouse case with the U.S., the case of 
photographer Sergei Petrov? 

2) I don't have anything on Petrov, no. 


Q Richard, has an agreement been worked out with 
Egypt on releasing the economic money? 


4 Nothing new on that. We spoke to it last week. 

Q Do you have anything on this bomb that blew up in 
a German police station after it was picked up in a sweep of a 
Palestinian group? Do you know about that? 

6 No, I don't. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have a reaction on the announcement by 
India that it is going to field a new intermediary missile? 


i) Sorry, no. 

Q Do you have a comment on the radar system that 
the United States has donated to the Government of Colombia to 
monitor the drug trafficking in Nicaragua? 


iS) I don't have anything here now. [I think we can 
get you something this afternoon on that. 


Q Okay. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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é Posted: April 17, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the April 17 Daily Press Briefing 

Q: Can you give a read-out of Son Sann'‘s meeting with 

Undersecretary Kimmitt? 

A: -~ THE MEETING NATURALLY FOCUSED ON CAMBODIA, AND WE WERE 
PARTICULARLY INTERESTED TO HEAR SON SANN'S VIEWS ON THE 
SITUATION THERE AND THE MOST RECENT DIPLOMATIC 
DEVELOPMENTS IN EFFORTS TO REACH A COMPREHENSIVE 
SETTLEMENT. THE U.S. EXPRESSED ITS CONTINUED SUPPORT FOR 
THE TWO NON-COMMUNIST RESISTANCE GROUPS, INCLUDING SON 


SANN'S KHMER PEOPLE'S NATIONAL LIBERATION FRONT. 


-- THE U.S. PROVIDES NON-LETHAL ASSISTANCE TO THE KPNLF AND 
PRINCE SIHANOUK'S GROUP AND HAS ASKED CONGRESS TO 
INCREASE THE LEVEL OF U.S. AID FROM $5.5 MILLION TO $7.5 


MILLION FOR FY 1990. 
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TAKEN QUESTION FROM THE NOON BRIEFING OF 4/17/89 





Visit of UK Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe 
April 17, 1989 


¢ 


UK Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe made his first visit 
to Washington since the Bush inauguration to meet with foreign 
policy officials of the new administration, These included 
Secretary Baker who met with Howe for a 30 minute morning 
meeting followed by a working lunch, Secretary of Defense 
Cheney (who hosted him for a working breakfast), Treasury 
Secretary Brady, and National Security Advisor Scowcroft. In 
addition Howe called on members of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee and the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 


Sir Geoffrey's discussion with Secretary Baker covered the 
full range of bilaterial, East-West, security, and regional 
issues that are of importance to both nat.ons' foreign 
policies. In light of the upcoming NATO Summit and the 
President's visit to several Alliance capitals, the two sides 
reviewed the issues that are to be discussed in Brussels. 
Foreign Secretary Howe provided a report on Prime Minister 
Thatcher's recent trip to Southern Africa. Also on the Agenda 
were President Bush's bipartisan initiative on Central America, 
the Middle East Peace Process and key economic matters. 
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Posted: April 17, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION FROM NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


April 17, 1989 





LATIN AMERICA: BAKER MEETING WITH OAS SECRETARY GENERAL 





Can you give a read-out on Secretary Baker's Friday meeting 
with OAS Secretary General Joao Baena Soares? 


ON FRIDAY, APRIL 14, AT 4:00 PM, THE SECRETARY MET WITH 
JOAO BAENA SOARES, SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE ORGANIZATION 
OF AMERICAN STATES. THE MEETING WAS CORDIAL AND 

POSITIVE. THE SECRETARY RE-ITERATED USG SUPPORT FOR THE 
OAS AND DESIRE TO WORK CONSTRUCTIVELY WITH IT. THE 
SECRETARY ALSO EXPRESSED THE VIEW THAT THE OAS CAN PLAY AN 


IMPORTANT ROLE IN CENTRAL AMERICA AND ELSEWHERE. 
What is the USG position on funding for the OAS? 


THE ADMINISTRATION HAS MADE ADVANCE PAYMENT ON THE US 


QUOTA FOR FY 89 AND HAS REQUESTED FULL FUNDING FOR THE 


QUOTA FOR FY 1990, INCLUDING PARTIAL PAYMENT OF ARREARAGES. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S. POLICY TOWARD EASTERN EUROPE - POLAND 
MONDAY, APRIL 17, 1989, 2:00 P.M. 


MR. BOUCHER: This is a Background Briefing on the 
subject of U.S. Policy toward Poland. 


STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: On the assumption that not 
everybody gets into this stuff in the detail that I do, I have 
some prepared remarks. 


On April 5, in Warsaw, the Roundtable negotiations 
between the Polish Government and Solidarity concluded 


agreements which constitute a potential landmark in the 
post-war history of East-West relations. 


Today, in Hamtramck, President Bush announced a 
program of responsive steps which constitute a potential 


landmark in this country's approach to ending the division of 
Europe. 


The division of Europe has been caused by the 
imposition and perpetration of an alien system of dictatorial 
and over-centralized rule on proud, free peoples. 


It has produced over 40 years of instability, 
repression, stagnation and confrontation. It is at the heart 
of U.S. and Western security concerns. 


The Roundtable agreements in Poland are a vigorous 
attempt to break the cycle of repression and stagnation which 
has marked the history of every country of the area. 


These are Polish agreements which reflect and are 
tailored to Polish circumstances. The negotiations were 
adversarial, and implementation will continue to be adversarial. e 


But the government and the opposition have shown great 
courage and creativity, and they have put in place and in 
motion a political process which holds great promise for 
further movement in the direction of democratic 
self-determination and more market-oriented economic 
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arrangements. 


The Roundtable accords are a striking constitutional 
act. at the same time, we must recognize that the main 
achievement is political. The main work of economic 
stablization in Poland, which will be required to underpin the 
new political process, lies ahead. The economic achievements 
of the Roundtable were vague and piecemeal, and the econ vy is 
in terrible shape. 


Moreover, the record of economic reform in Poland and 
other East European countries is not encouraging. 


In the 1970's, massive untied Western credits serve to 


underwrite the unreformed status _que to avoid reform rather 
than to promote reform. So the road to recovery will be long 
and difricult. 


The President has decided, and announced today, that 
if Poland pursues that path of economic reform and the 
political reform required to underpin it, the U.S. and other 
countries of the West should be alongside. 


The United States has never accepted the division of 
Evrope. We have supported and encouraged the efforts of the 
nations of Eastern and Central Europe to become freer, to 
become more independent, to become more prosperous. We have 
believed, and we believe now, that movement in this direction 
will create a more stable and secure Europe that is in 
everyone's interest, including those of the USSR. 


We have pursued that goal by seeking to improve 
relations with each country on a mutually beneficial basis for 
many years. In recent years, the onset of change in Eastern 
Evrope has opened up new opportunities for us to help and to 
participate. 


This hase been the case particularly with Poland and 
Hungery, the two countries working hardest to open up their 
political systems in order to create a broader and deeper basis 
for economic reform. 


As Vice President, President Bush has been closely 
involved with the development of this policy app°oach. He 
visited both Poland and Hungary as Vice Presiden.; he knows the 
issues and he knows the leaders; he understands the 
implications and the stakes 


In Poland, in September 19867, he told both Chairman 
Jaruzelski and Lech Walesa that the U.S. was serious about 


lt te 
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democracy: that we would not respond to anything less than 
real steps toward democracy, but if those steps were taken, we 


would respond. 


It is up to each country of the area to decide which 
steps are most appropriate for it, but the American message is 
that such political steps are the necessary precondition for 
economic reform and economic recovery. 


Poland has now put in place a process which, if 
implemented in good faith, Fulfills that precondition. Yet, 
fulfilling that political precondition, while necessary, is not 
sufficient. What is now required is to put in place and in 
motion a comparable process of economic reform which will gain 
the confidence of the international community that Poland is 
determined to set its economy right and on the road to recovery. 


No one underestimates the difficulties nor the time 
that will be required. No outsider can save Poland. But 
outsiders can help Poles establish a process in which they can 
save themselves and serve as a model to others. That is the 
kind of help we wish to offer. fhat is the essence of the 
program that the President announced today in Hamtramck. 


It sets forth specific steps to support Polish 
political and economic reforms as they take place over time. 
Each economic step described in the program contains its own 
conditionality. There is no untied aid or unconditional 
credits. 


Each step is designed to encourage further reform. 
There is a special focus on Poland's emerging private and 
independent sector -- with its great dynamism and importance -- 
and on Western private-sector involvement, in the Polish 
economy . 


We believe that further decentralization, both in the 
political and the economic fields, is a key to recovery and 
further progress, and we believe that they are related. 


It is mot a question for us of taking government 
goodies off the shelf in order to reward the Poles. We wish to 
work with them, with our private sector, with their emerging 
private sector to identify the obstacles to the kind of 
engagement and involvement that will truly move the economy 
forward in Poland 


We believe also that the more you institutionalize the 
changes which are underway, the less liable they are to be 
reversed, and that the growth of the private and independent 
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sector serves as the kind of economic underpinning for the 

emergence of a civil society which has already taken place and 


which we believe should continue. 


In developing this program, we have consulted closely 


with the Congress, with the Polish-American community -- the 
President spoke today before a distinguished Polish-American 
audience -- and with our Allies and friends, Poland's other 
partners. 


Our Allies and Poland's other Western partners are 
considering some of the same or similar steps, depending on 
their circumstances, all with whom we have consulted and 
recognize the need for effective responses to a maior step 
forward. Tire Congress and the Polish-American community have, 
in general, also expressed sympathy, understanding, and support. 


With that introduction, let me describe briefly the 
elements of the President's program. 


First: As I mentioned, there is a special focus on 
support for the emerging private independent sector in Poland. 
The U.S. will explore new exchange, training, and educational 
programs to support the private sector. The Roundtable 
agreements provide for establishment of independent, political, 
economic and professional: associations, and they are already 
springing up in the country. Creative programs on our part 
would be modest in cost but could have considerable impact. 


Here, the United States Information Agency will have a 
major role to play. 


Second: The U.S. Government will encourage and 
facilitate voluntary private sector swaps of Polish debt for 
equity in Polish enterprises, or for environmental, 
educational, or other humanitarian projects. 


Debt-nature swaps or debt-charity swaps involve three 
parties. First, a private group would purchase Polish debt 
from a commercial bank, probably at a discount. And with the 
cooperation of the Polish Government and appropriate 
non-governmental Polish agencies, the group would direct the 
funds to an in-country project. [fhat's the concept of debt 
equity or debt charity or debt environment swap. 


Q Private Western groups? 


x Yes. Some environmental groups and commercial 
banks have been exploring such swaps with Poland already. What 
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we are doing today is expressing U.S. Government support for 
that concept and for sound transactions, if they can be 


developed. 

Q Excuse me, When you say "U.S. support," do you 
mean guarantees, or - 

A No, no. It's declaratory support. 


Q Could these things have been done yesterday or 
the day before? / 


H No. I don't think any of them have been 
concluded yet. I think they're being -- 


Q Could they have been theoretically? In other 
words, if the speech had not been made today, could these have 
been done yesterday? 


A They covld have been. Our sense is that there 
was probably some hesitation and that the announcement of this 
program will add a certain buoyancy to the kinds of discussions 
that are going on. 


Third: With regard to a private business agreement, 
we intend to offer to the government of Poland a 
government- to~governmant agreement concerning private 
business. Poland's private business sector is relatively 
small. At this point it is six percent of non-agricultural 
gross national product but it is growing rapidly, and some 
leading entrepreneurs have ties to Solidarity. 


An agreement of this kind could serve as a vehicle for 
direct links -- or a framework for direct links -~ between 
Polish and U.S. businesses. We do not anticipate a private 
business agreement providing direct government funding. 


The Commerce Department, the Small Business 
Administration, and U.S. small business and entrepreneurial 
associations will have roles to play as this initiative moves . 
forward. 


Q That's not the same as trade programs? 


) No. It's a sinall business agreement. A small 
business agreement concerning -- 


Q What do they do? 


& You create a legal framework, an international 
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government-to-government }) gal framework which permits these 
things to go forward and encourages them, but it's not a trade 
agreement. Poland has Most Favored Nation trade money already 
under trade, 


Q Does that legal framework cover things such as 
copyright and protection of patents, and things like that? [s 
that the sort of legal framework you're talking about. What - 
protection is investment .- protection of investment. 


) We're fortunate to have here some -- no, 
protection of investment comes later. ['m not sure what it 
does cover. 


Do you know? (Addressing colleague) 


SECOND OFFICIAL: fhe main thing it would do is 
provide a chapeau for direct contacts between the private 
manufacturing organizations in Poland that are springing up and 
their American counterparts, but it's a chapeau and protection. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's mainly important on the 
Polish side because Polish law has traditionally favored 
socialist enterprises. 


Q So this gives a small private Polish manufacturer 
is a method to contact -- a legal okay? 


A And a government blessing. That's right, a legal 
okay and sort of a political cache which was lacking before. 
Poland has only recently equalized the legal treatment for 
socialist, cooperative, and private forms of property. So this 
would sort of encourage that -- ratify that. 


Q I don't mean to beat a dead horse. I'm not 
exactly sure what a chapeau is in this case. But if the Polish 
Government is interested in providing some sort of 
authorization to Polish businesses, then they can do that. 

They don't need a U.S. Government blessing to do that; right? 
I just don't see what this agreement does. 


A What it does is in countries where traditionally 
the socialist sector and socialist property were favored, which 
are tremendous bureaucratic organisms, the signal that an 
agreement like this will send will encourage small private 
enterprises to step forward for direct contacts with the 
Americans and will serve as the signal to the bureaucracy 
needed to let and to encourage them to happen. 


Fourth: Now that Solidarity is legally registered, 
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today is the day after more than six and a half long years in 
the wilderness, the Administration will work with Congress to 
accord the generalized system of preferences benefits to Poland 


Generalized system of preferences, or GSP -- for short 
-- provides duty-free entry for a number of goods from 
beneficiary countries, fhe criterion to be a beneficiary, or 
legal criterion, happens to be a per capita standard of living, 
or per capita gross national product. Poland falls well within 
our legal criterion, 


GSP would facilitate Poland's ability to service and 
repay its debt by increasing its capacity to export to hard 
currency markets. GSP would require a Presidential finding 
that Poland was making progress on worker rights -- that is 
part of our legislation -- and it is not dominated by 
“international communism." We will work closely with 
Solidarity as we proceed with this legislation. 


Q What are the types of things we are talking about 
that come through duty-free -- just everything or -- 


is) It's a broad range of -- I think it is mainly raw 
materials and semi-manufactures of the kind that developing 
economies tend to produce as they become more industrialized. 
I know, for instance, that in the Yugoslav case, one of the 
major items has been wooden lawn chairs. [ mean, to give you 
an example. 


Q What would be a major item in Poland? What kinds 
of things would we -- would they be like Polish hams, coal? 
What are we talking about? 

A (To staff) Do you have -- 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Electric filaments is one. It's one 
item that normally gets GSP that Poland now exports a 


reasonable amount of. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Light bulbs. I know that's a 
Hungarian export, but - 


Q How about textiles? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Textiles are covered under different 
agreements. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. I think textiles are under the 
general, more restrictive agreement. 





[056 


Q Can you give us an idea of how much trade «= how 
much Polish exports would be covered by GSP? 


a I don't have that figure for you, 


Fifth, now that Solidarity is legally registered, the 
U.S. will also seek legislation to authorize the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation, or OPIC, to operate in Poland. 


OPIC provides political risk insurance for U.S. 
overseas direct investment It also has limited lending 
authority of its own. 


OPIC programs would encourage commercially viable 
arrangements that would take advantage of Poland's new, 
liberalized foreign investment law, and it could support 
cooperation with Poland's private sector. 


Once authorized by U.S. legislation, OPIC and the 
Polish Government ~-- in other words, the corporation and the 
Polish Government -- would negotiate an investment incentives 
agreement, detailing OPIC's rights and the Government of 
Poland's responsibilities for OPIC-assisted investment. 


In the absence of GSP, OPIC would make an independent 
determination that Poland is taking steps to adopt and 
implement workers' rights. In other words, you need a 
determination or a certification concerning workers' rights for 
both of these pieces of legislation. But if you have it for 
one, GSP, that would fill the bill for OPIC legislation. 
Without GSP, you have to do it separately. 


Sixth, the U.S. will consider on their merits viable 
private sector loans by the International Finance Corporation, 
which is a World Bank affiliate -- an affiliate of the 
International Bank of Reconstruction and Development. The IFC 
is another potential source of support for Poland's private 
sector. We approved one [FC loan last fall for about $14 
million to an agricultural private cooperative. 


Q So if you approved one last fall, in what way is 
the U.S. changing its consideration of viable private sector 
loans by the IFC under this -- 


2 Once again, it makes it easier to have a 
Presidential policy determination. It makes it less 
controversial. 


Seventh, with regard to the incernational Monetary 
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Fund, with the implementation of the Roundtable Accords, we 
hope that Poland will be able to work with the IMF on a program 
to support sound market-oriented economic policies. Poland has 
been a member of the Fund since 1986, and since that time, 
Poland has had regular consultations with the Fund staff 


But a standby agroement, if it could be successfully 
negotiated, would provide discipline, direction and conditional 


resources -= conditional upon implementation of the agreed 
program -~ to Polish economic reform and adjustment efforts. 
Q "Standby agreement" means that they would 


negotiate with the IMF, come up with an agreement, and then if 
the reforms are implemented, certain things would happen 
semi-automatically. 


A That's correct, 


Q Is that balance of payments? 
FOURTH OFFICIAL: Yes. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes. Oh, thank God you're here. 
We're fortunate to have with us here today the world's greatest 
living expert. 


Q Is that $300 million as was reported last week in 
the press? 


, A I don't have a plausible figure. (To staff) Do 
you 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: It depends on the -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Excuse me. This is also a name not 
to be used but another Senior Department Official. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: It would depend on what kind of 
program would be worked out. That's all very speculative. But 
the Polish quota is somewhere around $600 million, I think, and " 
the normal standby -- a good standby might draw 50 percent of 
quota. So that's where 300 comes from. But it's very early to 
speculate on what size the program would be until you see what 
kind of a program comes out of these negotiations, if any. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Finally, concerning the Paris Club, 
which is the group of creditors for official debt, as the 
Roundtable Accords are implemented, we will work with our 
Friends and allies in the Paris Club to develop a substantial 
rescheduling of Poland's official debt. This process will 
assist Poland in regularizing its external Finances. 
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The mechanism, the Paris Club, is an informal group of 
creditor nations, Most of Poland's $39 billion debt is to 
official creditors. [n the U.S. case, the official debt Poland 
owes us is $2.4 billion, mainly to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation and to the Export-[mport Bank. 


The terms and timing of a Paris Club rescheduling will 
depend on several factors, including Poland's progress in 
working with the IMF and i” introducing sound economic 
reforms. Poland has had several reschedulings but is currently 
not meeting its payments in the Paris Club. We would want an 
agreement on a repayment schedule that Poland would meet. 


That's the end of my remarks. I'd be happy to answer 
questions. 


wh back to the very beginning, what you have 
described” seems a long way from ending the division between 
Eastern and Western Europe. There's, for example, the matter 
of several hundred thousand Soviet troops and such. How do you 
envisage making that leap? 


A I don't envisage making a leap. I envisage a 
series of small steps, if we are wise and lucky, over time. We 
have under way a broad range of arms control negotiations which 
address the question of the Soviet military presence, the 
levels of forces in Europe, the levels of strategic forces 
alse, in the case of forces in Europe with the participation of 
the European countries, cast and West. 


As that process goes on, I think we have new 
opportunities and new challenges to deal with the systemic 
differences which provoked and have perpetuated the military 
confrontation. As it used to be said, “Arms do not create 
mistrust; they express mistrust." And the reason that you have 
mistrust is that you have profound systemic differences between 
the countries in East and West Europe. 


It is only through dealing with those basics that you P 
are going over time to end the division of Europe. We think 
that the steps Poland has taken are a step in that direction. 
More steps are required. Other countries have not taken 
similar steps, but it is our policy purpose to encourage that. 
We think they are steps in the right direction which over time 
could alleviate the consequences of the division of Europe, and 
we hope eventually eliminate it. That's the theory. 


Q Let me ask two questions here: By my count, out 
of seven steps, two require legislation. Is that right? It's 
the GSP and OPIC. 
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A [I had eieit,. Let me go through them again, 
Support for the private independent sector - 


Q Right, right. Eight, 
A Okay. Two require legislation. 


Q Okay. Now, the first question is when is that 
legislation going to the Hill? 


A I don't have the timetable for you. We plan to 
do it promptly. 


Now, I haven't made a count, but some of the 
other ones, [I believe, require some sort of regulation or 
change or Federal Register notice, that sort of thing. Any 
timing on that? 


3) I don't believe that's true. 
Q No? 


4 No. I think the private business agreement 
requires a formulation of an offer to the Government of Poland, 
and we will be proceeding promptly with that as well. 
Otherwise, [ don't think that there are changes of regulations. 


Q Okay. Proclamations, or anything. I'm just 
wondering if there's any more official -- 


A Timetable. 
Q Yes. 


a No. I think it's going to be hard to look at the 
big signals. I mean, you'll see the submission of 
legislation. You will see the cffer of a small business or a 
private business agreement to the Government of Poland. And on 
the multilateral side, you will see the Internutional Monetary 
Fund, if that is their decision, begin to engage conversations 
with the Government of Poland, and you'll see work in the Paris 
Club on rescheduling of official debt. And you may also see 
loans from the International Finance Corporation. 


Q Can you compare these steps with which ones, if 
any, exist already with respect to Hungary, for example, just 
to give us a bench mark? In other words, can you compare what 
the status of Poland will be vis-a-vis the U.S. on the economic 
Front with the status of Hungary? 
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a) I would like my colleague to correct me on these 
things, especially when it gets to the multilateral side. If 
this legislation passes, the OP[C and the GSP legislation, 
Poland will in terms of our dealings, our relations with her in 


these areas, be ahead of Hungary. 


There was an attempt made last year to get legislation 
which would permit OPIC treatment of Hungary, and it lost in 
the House of Representatives. So the question that naturally 
arises is as to whether Hungarian activities justify 
contemplating and then proceeding with a similar step. 

Hungary, [ don't believe, is eligible under our legal criteria 
for GSP -- the generalized system of preferences. I'm not 
sure, but [I think it may be that the per capita national income 
-~ the Hungarian economy is in better shape than the Polish 
economy -- may be above the cutoff. 


In terms of Hungarian debt, maybe I could ask my 
colleague to comment on that. I[ think they're current. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: ‘*** Hungarians don't have a debt 
problem, or at least a very sarge one, so they -- and on the 
IMF side they've had several IMF programs. They've been a 
member for longer than Poland and have successfully negotiated 
several agreements -- standby agreements. 


Q What about the statement -- the workers in 
Hungary are not in any sense like the Solidarity workers, are 
they? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think that's true, and that was one 
of the objections last year when OPIC -- when the attempt was 
made to get OPIC legislation. On the other hand, there are 
changes taking place in Hungary, too, and I think it will just 
simply have to be a collective judgment as to how far those 
changes have gone and whether they warrant different treatment 
of Hungary. 


Q In terms of communist countries undergoing 
reform, where does Poland stack up? You have Hungary, the 
Soviet Union, China. Are they way out ahead of the others, or 
only in certain areas, or what? 


a Well, I hate to compare with the Soviet Union or 
China, and [I really don't know that much about China. But as 
far as the East European countries, the active East European 
members of the Warsaw Pact, which excludes Yugoslavia and 
Albania, the situation, in gross terms, is that four of those 
countries accept the Soviet formal approach, official approach 
-- the Gorbachev line -- which is that in order to make 
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economic reform work, you need substantial political reform. 
Those four countries are Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and 
Bulgaria. 


Generally speaking, Poland and Hungary are engaged in 
the serious, difficult, painful process of opening up their 
political system in accordance with that policy approach. In 
our view, Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria, while accepting the 
approach in formal terms, have not yet taken the kinds of steps 
in the political field which would convince us that they take 


this task seriously. 


Hungary, of course, on the economic side, has a 
.radition of reform which continues, going back to the late 
1960s -- I mean, the Hungarian reform was introduced in 1968, 
slowed down in the mid-70s, and has picked up again in the 
80s. Hungary is more advanced at this point in terms of 
decentralization of economic decision-making th 1: Poland is. 
And they are working on a somewhat different individual format 
in terms of political reform, toward a multi-party system. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: Can I end my statement on Hungary -- 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Sure. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: -- just to say that Hungarian debt 
is mostly to the commercial banks. Polish debt is mostly to 
governments. If Hungary has a debt problem, it's mainly a 
commercial debt problem; it hasn't been very serious. But 
there are very great daifferences reflecting, I think, Hungary's 
more advanced state and ability to borrow from commercial 
lenders. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: On the other hand, it's also true 
that Hungary a couple of years down the road is going to face 
very substantial increases in its debt services (-eform) 
(inaudible). 

Q Is there any U.S. private bank exposure in Poland? 

FOURTH OFFICIAL: There is some u.S. private exposure 


in Poland. It's decreasine because U.S. banks have written it 
down or sold it off, but there is some still. 


Q Do you have any idea how much? 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: I'm afraid I don't. 


Q If they owe the government $2.4 billion -- 
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FOURTH OFFICIAL: It's less. 
y Does that mean in the same magnitude? 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: No, I don't think so. I'd have to 
look. I think it's -- I'd say it's less than a billion. 


Q From these eic)t steps, is there anything that 
should encourage banks tc get re-involved in Poland? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, yes, I think three things. 
First of all, it is a Presidential program, and it does send a 
political signal that economic engagement which encourages 
further reform in the right direction is acceptable, and it 
does not bear a political burden. On the contrary. 


Second, the encouragement of reform, if this program 
has that effect and if the programs of other Western countries 
who are contemplating similar programs themselves, has that 
effect, the prospect of economic recovery within a reformed 
economy ought to encourage Western companies and institutions 
to be more interested. 


And finally, it's not entirely a leap of faith to say 
that it is the private sector, private entrepreneurship. 
private management, and private initiative which are likely to 
be the inmost dynamic areas of a reforming Polish economy. And 
it is this sector that received a special focus in this 
program. So I think those are three reasons why there ought to 
be more sort of interest and confidence, but of course, Western 
companies and Western banks are going to have to know they can 
make a profit before they get their feet wet 


y Can we invite you to make your opening statement 
available to us in writing? 


STAFF: There will be a transcript later available for 
review. 


Q Assuming that Congress and the various other . 
Forms of permission are Fulfilled, has anybody put a dollar 
figure on what this could possibly cost the United States 
Government, assuming that the conditions are met by the Poles? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I've seen a dollar figure in the 
newspapers of $1 billion. I[ don't know where that came from. 
As far as we can figure out, there is no immediate budgetary, 


new puegetery outlay resulting from this program. Over time, I 
ere could be. I mean, if Poland gets an IMF stand-by -- 


think t 
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Q -- it should be drawn out of regular resources. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It would be drawn out of regular 
resources. I mean I think the immediate budgetary outlays, and 
then actually the mid-term budgetary outlays are very modest 
indeed. We think we can get a lot of advance for the buck. 


Q What about looking at it From the Polish point of 
view? Is there a way to estimate what this gives them? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think that was what the 
billion-dollar figure was, and I, frankly, don't know how it 
was constructed. 


STAFF: One last question. 


Q Have you talked this over with the Poles and are 
they happy, or is there something that is not in vour package 
that they really want? 


FIRST OFFICYAL: We have talked it over with the 
Poles. We do not have -- how shall I? -- substantial 
responses. I think it's fair to say that they're going to be 


disappointed. 
Q Why? 
A Well, partly because they have worked so hard to 


put together this program of political reform that they had 
very high expectations of what the response would be -- 
expectations which exceed this program. Partly also because of 
the experience of the 1970s, which we are determined not to 
repeat, which was a history of untied loans and unconditional 
credits which were misused, and which did not support reform 
but rather supported the unreformed status quo. So [ think 
it's a combination of those two elements. 


Our hope is that they will recognize that this program 
represents a major turning of the corner, and could, in 
conjunction with their own reform efforts, put them on a path : 
which will once again open the international economic world to 
them and restore them to the confidence of the international 
community. And in that way lies recovery. 


Q Did they ask for untied loans? And what was it 
you said about credits? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Unconditional - 


Q Have they asked for that? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: They have not asked us for anything 
in specifics. 


STAFF: I think that was the last question 


(fhe briefing concluded at 2:40 p.m.) 
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he briefer can Sane te ident fied as a senior 
administrat on official. 


The briefer will have a few opening remarks and then will 
take your questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Roman. 
Just one correction to that. I'm the not 
the -- 


MR. POPADIUK: No, I'm just tired of saying that. I 
promoted you. (Laughter. ) 


Q Sounds like a question of confidence. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start with just a 
few notes on the schedule. As you know, a Hussein and his party 
arrived yesterday afternoon to begin his official working visit to 
the United States. Today is a rest day and the official program 
begins tomorrow, Wednesday, April 19th, with the meeting with the 
President here at the White House at 9:15 a.m. Departure statements 
are planned about one hour afterwards. Following the King's 
oe from the White House, I'll give you a readout on the 
meeting. 


Other events on his schedule tomorrow are lunch with the 
Vice President, meetings on Capitol Hill, and an evening black tie 
dinner hosted by the President and Mrs. Bush. 


On Thursday, April 20, at 11:30 a.m., King Hussein will 
meet with Secretary of State Baker at the Department, and that will 
be followed by a working lunch. 


On Friday morning, King Hussein will be having breakfast 
with Defense Secretary Cheney and will subsequently depart 
Washington. 


In the = of background to the visit, I would first 
state that King Hussein is a valued friend of the United States and 

we look forward to having wide-ranging discussions on bilateral and 
sepienal issues. The U.S. relationship with Jordan is an especially 
important one with long-standing economic and security components. 
We hope to work closely with King Hussein in looking for ways to 
address Jordan's economic problems and defense concerns. 


The major focus of the meeting will be on the peace 
process. Over the last five years, American leaders have consulted 
closely with King Hussein on efforts to move the Arab-Israeli 
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conflict to the negotiating table. The King, as you are aware, has 
considerable energy over these years, and before, to find an 
acceptable framework for negotiations that will result in a 


comprehensive peace. 


Dur the last few weeks, first President Mubarak of 

and then Pr Minister Shamir of Israel visited Washington, 
and we discussed ways of moving the peace process forward with then. 
We will follow up on these discussions with King Hussein and seek his 
views on the elections concept that Prime Minister Shamir brought to 
Wash - We believe that the idea of a free election for 
Palestinians has merit and deserves full exploration. We've also 
noted that some parties -- Israeliv, Palestinians and Arabs -- have 
seen some interest in this concept. We believe that is positive and 
we the issue will be oxplorad fully so that it can work and 
contribute towards creating the conditions for direct negotiations in 
peace. 


With that, I'm ready to take your questions. 
Q Why 9:15 a.m.? (Laughter.) Why only an hour? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- I said 
afterwards -- 


Q I mean, thet is a lot earlier. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'li racail, 
first of all that, both with respect to President Mubarak as well as 
Prime Minister Shamir, I believe, that they were here for about a one 
hour working meeting with the President. So this conforms to that 
pattern. As for the time, I'm not scheduling the White House 
calendar. 


Q Is there a reason? 


Q There's nothing in the BAY oy now concerning 
military sales tc Jordan. Do you expect oe the course of this 
visit that that'll come up and that the King will make any requests 
for American military aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't really speak for 
2 -- what he might choose to raise in the course of his 

iscussions here in Washington. It is true that our foreign military 
sales program to Jordan is at a very low mark in this fiscal year. I 
believe it's in the neighborhood of $10 million. We are proposing -- 
have proposed in terms of the congressional presentation that the 
level for foreign military sales be raised in Fiscal Year 1990 to $48 
tT and the ESF allocation be increased from $15 million to $35 
million. 


Q Due to the fact that King Hussein last year 
disengaged himself from the West Bank and Gaza administratively, 
economically and otherwise, what role do you expect that the King 
Hussein will play? Or what role will you be asking him to play, due 
to the fact also that there was press reports in the last couple of 
Gays that he doesn't want to have anything to do with that -- with 
the peace process almost? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
that's an accurate description of the Jordanian position. From our 
perspective, we believe that King Hussein has an important role to 
play in the peace process. Among other things, I would simply Am 
to the facts of geography and borders. There's no way in the world 
that one can conceive of a peace process moving forward without the 
active involvement of King Hussein. 


Q What, specifically, do you want him to -- is it the 
aduinistration's intention to ask him to do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be talking -- the 
President and the Secretary will be talking to the King about our 
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overall view of the peace process at this time in the aftermath of 
the Mubarak and the Shamir visit. We'll be talking about the 
elections proposal in that context, the context of the broader 
process that we would like to see launched, and hearing what King 
Hussein has to say directly about our thoughts. 


Q So we don't know what we want him to do, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say that. I 
said that we'll be explaining to the King how we are looking at the 
situation at the present time. We would hope that all of the parties 
who are interested in the pursuit of peace will keep an open mind 
about the elections proposal. We all recognize that the proposal 
itself needs to be fleshed out and developed. 


Q Well, you said the election has merit. Can you 
enumerate any merits to us? What merits? You mentioned here that 
the election had merit, and needs full exploration. So what merit is 
it, or are there any merits? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we certainly 
believe that there are merits to it. We're talking about trying to 
get things off dead center, which is where we find the situation in 
the Middle East at the present time. And we see in the elections 
proposal, depending on how it is developed and fleshed out, the 
possibility of turning a situation from a conflict situation to one 
of greater political dialogue. 


Q But is it for the PLO to refuse it, or to Jordan to 
accept it? I mean, does Jordan, if they should say yes or no, have 
any effect on it? I mean, the final people who have to accept it is 
PLO and the Palestinians, isn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about -- 
obviously, when you're talking about the elections proposal, you're 
talking about a relationship which directly affects -- most 
immediately directly affects the Israelis and the Palestinians. 


Q If we can just -- if I can follow up all these 
questions flatly, do you want King Hussein to leave Washington of a 
mind to push the PLO toward accepting the Shamir proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to respond 
directly to that. I think we're going to try to explain to the King 
where we see the process going and the fact that we would hope that 
all parties would keep an open mind. 


Q You're accepting Hussein's major premise that 
elections should be held after a withdrawal and at the end of 
occupation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You will hear -- 


Q He has stated that very clearly in the last couple 
of days. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll hear directly from 
the King when he cones. 


Q I'm not sure where you see the process going, other 
than the fact that you've given some support to this idea of 
elections. Where can you tell us you see it going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's been 
described. I'm sorry -- 


Q You just said it's on dead center and not going 
anywhere. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was talking about the 
general situation that one finds in the area at the present tine. 
What we're talking about is trying to get things off dead center and 
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moving things ahead, and in that context, we find the elections idea 
an interesting one. That is what I was trying to communicate. 


Q Is that the only thing that's out there? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q The elections -- are they the only thing out there? 


Q -- afraid to say anything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but we're talking 
about a process in which you are looking at the end result, which is 
a comprehensive settlement. That is what we're talking about. 


Q Sir, are you asking King Hussein to do anything 
except keep an open mind? Anything in addition to that? Is that 
his main purpose for being in Washington, so that the President can 
look him in the eye and say, keep an open mind? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't say that. 
I would point out that King Hussein has been in that area for what is 
about 35 years and he is an elder statesman, if not in terms of age, 
at least in terms of 2 nagpe f And I'm quite sure that the 
President and the Secretary will be very interested in having his 
thoughts. We're not talking just about a one-way dialogue. 


Q Well, he's an elder statesman whose presence on the 
sidelines has made U.S. policy more difficult in that area for some 
years. How are you trying to change that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's 
inte tation of King Hussein. I would not characterize King 
Hussein's position as having been one of obstruction to the process 
of peace -- pursuit of peace in the Middle East. 


Q Excuse me, sir. I didn't say he was obstructi 
anything. I said he was on the sidelines. I will renew ny a nal 
question. Is there —— the United States would like the King to 
do as a result of this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I've already 
said -- that we'll be talking to him, explaining how we look at 
things; he'll be explaining to us how he is looking at things. We'll 
be trying to see if there isn't some commonality there. 


Q Are you interested in reviving the Jordanian option 
and would you encourage the King to become more engaged in the 
process? What do you want to see him doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are decisions for 
King Hussein himself to make. We're not going to be forcing King 
Hussein to -- or urging him, or pressuring him to do things which he 
doesn't feel is in his interest. 


Q As far as you're concerned, is the Jordanian option 
bad or is it an open question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of what you're 
talking about specifically -- if you're talking about questions of 
Palestinian representation and so on, I think these are still some of 
the issues that have to be sorted out. : 


Q Will the idea of an international peace conference 
be on the agenda, and if so, in what context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm sure that the 
international conference will come up in the course of the 
discussions. I mean our position has been stated and is quite clear 
on it, but I'm sure it will be discussed, yes. 


Q Can I assume that the centerpiece of the discussion 
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with King Hussein will be the elections in the West Bank? And due to 
the fact that Yassar Arafat in Tunis said yesterday, that he would 
like the United States to understand that he would like to fcllow the 
Namibia example of first having Israeli forces evacuating the 
territories and then holding elections, do you have any thoughts on 
such suggestions and thoughts of Yassar Arafat about the elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, as you know, we've 
also been talking to the PLO in Tunis. I don't have any -- I'm not 
going to react to every comment that is made. 


Q Why don't you react to that? That’s a very 
legitimate question. I mean do you want us to leave here saying that 
the U.S. is going to push Hussein to support the Shamir plan? I 
mean, this is what you're basically saying. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm saying we're 
-- look, Helen, we're talking about -- the elections proposal is one 
aspect of the peace process. 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have been talking 
about the fact that certainly steps need to be taken in order to 
bring a greater atmosphere of calm which would permit dialogue to 
emerge. We see the peace -- I mean the elections proposal as 
potentially “= useful in turning that climate around. But we also 
see this as -- it's not an end in itself. We see the whole process 
leading towards not only interim arrangements, but also finally to 
the final status -- talks and a comprehensive settlement. 


Q It can be useful even under occupation? Election 
can be useful under occupation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let us see, first of 
all, how this elections proposal is developed and fleshed out. We 
have -- it has not been developed and fleshed out at this point. 


Q You said it is useful. You are saying even under 
occupation it can be useful? That's my question. You said the 
election is useful. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let us look at the 
entire elections proposal when it is fully developed in order to see 
its viability and credibility. 


MR. POPADIUK: We have time for one last question. 


Q Will tomorrow be the first time that the U.S. 
= to King Hussein how it sees the process going in the Middle 
East 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not really. 
President Bush, as you know, met with King Hussein in Tokyo earlier 
-- I think that was in February -- so they've already had that one 
meeting. And certainly over the last weeks we've been talking to 
Jordanian officials, exchanging views on the situation in the Middle 
ce and the peace process, so it's not as though it’s just a first 
t effort. , 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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@ briefer can 
stration official. I believe the RRNA 
opening remarks and then will take your questions. 
I realize that people are coming in from the stakeout 


position outside, but I would appreciate it if you could keep the 
voice level down. Thank you. 


will have a few 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Roman. Let 
me just first note that the President and the King -- King Hussein of 
Jordan -- met for about 20 minutes alone. They subsequently joined 
the larger group in the Cabinet Room, and that meeting went on a 
little bit longer than was scheduled. It lasted about 50 minutes. 


I would characterize the exchange in the following way. 
This was a conversation between two good and very old friends. There 
was a very good exchange of views with respect to the peace process 
and other regional issues. As the King said publicly in his 
departure statement, he fully supports the President in his efforts 
to bring peace to the Middle Eastern region. The King also expressed 
his support for a process which would lead to a comprehensive 
settlement of the Arab-Israeli conflict. 


The President and the Secretary reviewed in some detail 
tor the King and his delegation our approach, including exploration 
of the elections proposal and how this would fit into a process 
leading first to negotiations for transitional arrangements and then 
to a comprehensive settlement. 


The King, after hearing the President and the Secretary, 
said he was encouraged and reassured by what he had heard, and he 
again strongly reiterated his support for the President and his 
efforts and dedication to bring peace to the Middle East. 


I think with those preliminary remarks, I'll be happy to 
take questicns. 


Q ar. you saying then that the King endorsed the 
election proposal or the idea of elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would make -- 
Q Question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 


or not the King specifically endorsed the elections proposal. I 
think that's basically what you were asking. 
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Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd make several points 
on that particular question. First, as I've already stated and as 
you heard, the King did express full support for the President's 
efforts. The King also expressed some concerns about the elections 
proposal. As I also just said, he felt, however, reassured and 
encouraged about the directions after having heard the President and 
the Secretary explain our approach. And he also indicated that he 
would try to work with others in order to ensure that ideas which 
could advance the prospects for peace in the Middle East were not 
dismissed prematurely. 


Q What were some of the King's concerns about the 
election proposal? Can you be more specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weil, I think I would 
refer you to the Jordanians for a more detailed exposition on their 
side. I think in part this reflects the fact that we are dealing 
with a concept or an idea at this point -- an idea which the 
Secretary -- I mean, the President and the Secretary indicated needed 
to be fleshed out, needed to be developed. It is something that we 
want to work on. We think it is worth exploring and it does have 
good potential. 


So in part it's a question of the fact that at this point 
we're talking about an idea and a concept which has not been fleshed 
out. 


Q Did the King give any indication of how he would 
like to see that idea fleshed out, or any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the important 
concern of the King is whatever steps are taken to launch a peace 
gooeses, that they indeed will lead to negotiations on final-status 

ssues leading in turn to a comprehensive settlement. 


Q Well, what was Mr. Bush's response to these 
concerns? How did the President respond to those concerns of the 
King's? I mean, talk about he said he wanted to "explore the 
elections proposal." Can you just tell us anything at all about what 
he meant by "explore"? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, what 
was the President's response to the King's expression of some of his 
concerns about the elections proposal. I think that the way I would 
characterize the response in general terms is that we, as I mentioned 
in my opening remarks, we do see the elections proposal as having 
potential, as a way of initiating a process which could lead indeed 
to transition arrangements and to a comprehensive settlement. 


Q What were the King's concerns about the elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, why don't you 
talk to the Jordanian side to get some -- 


Q They are not talking at the podiun. 
Q Could you tell us? 


Q Well, we are asking what he said to the President 
about the elections? What did the King say to the President in this 
meeting about the elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He expressed -- I said 
he expressed some concerns about the elections proposal. He wanted 
to be sure -- I think he wants to be quite sure, as I said, that any 
idea which is entertained and embarked on will indeed lead to a 
comprehensive settlement because that is his concern. 
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Q What about Israeli withdrawal -- 


Q I get the impression that his other concern was that 
nothing can happen unless Israel finds some way of acknowledging and 
dealing with the PLO because he, I think, did not volunteer to resume 
his old role as representative of the Palestinians and he said that 
only the PLO can be the negotiators, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He certainly indicated 
that the key from his perspective was the role of the Palestinians 
and the PLO. He made that point very clear. At the same time, I 
think I would draw a distinction here between his assertion of that 
fact and his also continuing deep involvement in the peace process 
itself. But, indeed, he did point out that the Palestinians were the 


key. 
Q What he said -- 


Q Yes, was he spesiene for himself when he voiced 
concern or did he carry with him any PLO response to the elections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe -- no, I would 
say that he was talking in the context of his having dealt with these 
issues over a number of years. 


Q Did the King oo up economic aid to Jordan, 
specifically increased economic aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure if that 
came up in the private conversation between the President and the 
King. Actually the time was expiring before we were able to get to 
some of the bilateral issues. I think those issues will be discussed 
in the course of poe As you know, they're now on their way to 
Mount Vernon. “have some further private time this evening, 
and in addition, po. and his delegation will be meeting with 
the Secretary Sateete at the State Department. So I'm sure these 
iseues will be further discussed at that tine. 


Q Excuse me. Does not the King's insistence on a role 
for the PLO in essence constitute rejection of the election plan of 
Shamir? There's no role for the PLO in that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't interpret 
it that way. You'd have to ask that more specifically, but I 
certainly would not give that interpretation. As I said, the Ki 
I want to repeat the fact that the King repeatedly stressed both in 
his private conversations as well as in his public statement that he 
has trust in President Bush and his team and that he fully supports 
the President's efforts to try to bring peace to the Middle East. 


Q Did the King ask that Israeli forces be withdrawn 
from the occupied territories before any elections take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not make that 
specific point. 


Q But isn't that true that 242 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did talk in general 
about some of the things that would have to be addressed in an 
election's approach, but he did not specifically -- 


Q Was there any suggestion made by the King or by the 
President to the Fing that there are other parte of the peace 
initiative, includ the recognition of Israel by Arab states that 
have not recognized it for rl -- that's part of the 
initiative? The second question is, 242, in the 
ition of the United States, does not say deoccupied 
rritories, but occupied territories. That's one of the errors the 
nine made in his speech. 


Q Didn't like the question, Joe. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'm not going to 
comment on the first part -- on the second part of your question, 
Joe. But on the first part, with respect to -- the first part of the 
question was that there really isn't -- there are other sides to this 
problem, includ the attitude of the Arab states towards Israel and 
the -- Isroei's right to exist and so on. I presume those are the 
points that you're making. But certainly, I mean, we have taken 
every opportunity in all of our meetings, without saying that this 
came up specifically in the sense that you phrased it, but that it is 
indeed important for the Arab world to help improve the overall 
environment in the Middle East and that include the questions that 


you =~ 


Q Did he ever make a commitment that he would convince 
PLO or the other Arab countries to reassess their positions toward 
election proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not specifically -- 
not that I'm aware of. I didn't hear him say that. But certainly he 
did say, as I mentioned, that he wanted to try to work with others to 
ensure that ideas which might advance the cause of peace would not be 
dismissed prematurely. 


Q So he did not reject outrightly the election idea? 
SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 


Q Did the King bring with hia particular 
suggestions as to under what conditions would elections be 
ety pe wed And secondly, did he ask for any guarantees as far as 
the per 4 between the intermediary arrangements and the final 
settlement 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He -- not in that sense 
-- not in the sense that etx talking about. I mean, I would go 
back to what I've just said, I think, on several occasions -- that he 
certainly wants to see a process leading to a comprehensive 
settlement. That's his objective. 


Q Did he present any new ideas? 
SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q Now that the President has met with three Middle 
East leaders, where does that leave the United States? Where does 
the Bush administration go from here? What is the President going to 
try to do next? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say that 
we will certainly be following up on the recent set of discussions 
that we've had here in Washington, with the Israelis as well as with 
others, in order to try to flesh out and develop further the 
elections idea concept and stressing the importance of trying to get 
@ peace process moving. 


Q As a leader or as a facilitator? Is the President 
going to take a personal leadership role in trying to work this out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been talki about 
-- firet of all, I mean, of course the President has just received 
three major leaders from the Middle East. So, I mean, that indicates 
a certain res of determination and seriousness, at least as far as 
I'm conce . And he certainly indicated te King Hussein thet the 
— States will continue to remain very such engaged on this 
ssue. 


Q The King last July decided to a from the 
territories administratively and today he said that it is the PLO 
that should negotiate legitimately on behalf of the Palestinians in 
the ce process. Wow, what role does the U.S. foresee for the 
King? I mean, what did the United States want the King to do now? 
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What did you ask him to do or what do you foresee him doing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The King and the Kingdom 
of Jordan occupies a very important space in the Middle East because 
of where it's situated and tne borders that is has. And as King 
Hussein himself indicated, that he is not disengaged from the peace 
process. He will continue to remain, in our view, a very important 
and key actor in the peace process. And he is obviously in touch 
with a lot of people. As you know, he saw Mubarak, he saw Arafat and 
so on before coming here. So, he's going to continue to remain a 
very active player. 


But, what does the administration want his to do, 
really? Is there anything that the administration in particular want 
King Fussein and Jordan to do to promote the peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think thet we take 
reassurance in the fact that he said that he fully supports the 
President's efforts to bring peace to the Middle East. 


Q What does the United States now plan to do with 
respect to Israel in terms of going back to Israel and describing the 
Arabs' objections about the peace plan, and in getting Shamir to 
modify his proposal into something that will work? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the proposa’ 
itself hasn't been developed and fleshed out, at least to av 
knowledge. 


Q So, what do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, I mean, this is when 
I said that we certainly intend to continue to have discussions with 
the Isreelis and others about this particular appreach. We want to 
make sure that that , if and -- as it is developed, becomes a 
credible proposition t can advance the cause of peace, that can 
get the peace process launched. 


Q Let me clarify this point. 


Q Can I follow thie? It's clear Mr. Shamir has said 
that he doesn't want international supervision, for example. Isn't 
that a non-starter already? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are all issues 
which have to be discussed. I'm sorry. 


Q Can you say if the issue of Lebanon was discussed at 
all, rticularly the role of Syria there? And what is the 
administration's response to President Mitterrand's initiatives with 
regard to Lebanon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lebanon might have come 
up in the private meeting. I think it did, but I can't definitely 
confirm that. 


In the larger meeting, it was raised, but not in any 
detail. The President did express his very deep concern about the i 
agony that we are witnessing in Lebanon. But it again is one of 
those things which I would expect would be pursued further. 


Q What about the Mitterrand question? Can you answer 
the Mitterrand question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the second point, I 
believe that the White House Press Office did release a statenent 
eee rte | on the conversation between President Mitterrand and 
Bueh. 


Q But it didn't mention Peres de Cuellar. Do we vant 
Peres de Cuellar to go? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to go 
further into that. There was a discussion about that approach. 
We're going to support anything which would support the Arab League 
initiative and which would also strengthen the op oy for stopping 
the shelling and bringing a cease-fire and gett some political 
movement in Lebanon itself. 


Q Would we regard it as helpful if the King 
his mind and reengeged himself in the occupied territories, at least 
to the extent of financial help for the Palestinians? Or, do we 
accept that this simply is -- that Hussein has made up his sind he is 
not going to do this, and do we further say he couldn't afford to, 
given his own economic problems at home, that this is just simply a 
non-starter? Or, would we still like to see that happen again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we respect the 
King's decisions. And there isn't any effort on our part to make hin 
-- or to encourage him to backtrack. That certainly is not our 
intention at all. 


Q On the Israelis fleshing out their election 
proposal, do you have any idea how long they have to do that? Is 
there any time by which the United States would like to see that 
accomplished? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no specific tine 
frame, but I did point out, I think, after Shamir's visit here, that 
he certainly approaches this as a matter of urgency and a need to 
push on. He made that very clear, and we certainly look at this as 
an issue that needs to be developed expeditiously as well. 


Q Can you clarify one point? Did King Hussein reject 
the election idea or not? Can you say yes or no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought I 
characterized -- 


Q No, you did not. You said that he supports -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- his response on 
several points. He certainly did not reject the idea. And I repeat, 
he said would work with others to try to ensure that ideas which 
could advance peace prospects in the Middle East would not be 
dismissed prematurely. 


Q -- peace process different than election. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just answered your 
question. 


Q Is the election one of those ideas that could 
advance the peace process in that formulation you used? You said the 
King promised to encourage others. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will leave it where I 
just left it. 


MR. POPADIUK: Okay, we have time for a last question. 
Anyone? 


Q Did he present any new ideas how to move ahead in 
the peace process? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The King? 


Q Yes, any new ideas from you point of view? Do you 
see anything new in his approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I would say his 
pointe of emphasis about a process leading to a comprehensive 
settlement -- he certainly continues to believe very strongly that an 
international conferer + 1s & proper sort of mechanism to address 
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those final status issues and so on. I mean, he certainly made that 
point very clear. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:37 A.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #67 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 19, 1989, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have a statement to make. We have 
just received a report that the Attorney General of E1 
Salvador, Roberto Garcia Alvarado, was assassinated this 
morning in a bomb attack upon his vehicle as he was driving to 
work. Mr. Alvarado was a civilian of cabinet rank. 


This brutal, despicable killing follows by five days 
the bombing attack upon the home of Vice President-elect 
Merino. That bombing took place while he was out of the 
country and his four children and several playmates were in the 
house. One of the children was injured in that attack. 


These bombing attacks represent a campaign of terror 
against the people and democratic institutions of El Salvador. 
We condemn this terror as should all civilized peoples and 
nations. This campaign is clearly designed to provoke a 
violent reaction. We strongly urge all those in El Salvador to 
put aside violence as a means to further political qoals. 


We extend our deepest sympathy to the Alvarado family. 


Q Are you suggesting that it was done by the FMLN? 


A No, Jim. No one has yet claimed responsibility 
for this particular act. But I would note that FMLN has 
engaged in many acts of terror in recent months. 


Q A follow on to that, Margaret, the Secretary has 
spoken repeatedly in the last week -- two weeks or so, about 
Nicaraguan influence in El Salvador and Nicaragua's attempt to 
subvert El Salvador's democracy. Is there any suggestion among 
U.S. officials that Nicaragua was in any way connected to this 
episode? 


a No, Ralph. As I mentioned, this just happened 
this morning. We do not know who is responsible for this, nor 
has anyone come forward to claim responsibility for this yet. 
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Q You spoke of another attack, which I think you 
said was several days ago. In line with Jim's question and my 
question, anything related to that attack which didn't just 
happen? 


A Not that I've been told. no. 


Q Margaret, on another subject, there's some 
confusion about what the United States -- what course the 
United States is following in Lebanon. What role does the U.S. 
Government see for the United Nations at this point? 


A You've got a copy of the President's statement 
from yesterday; right? 

Q Yes. 

A What specific part are you asking me about, Jim? 


Q Well, in his testimony yesterday, the Secretary 
of State gave strong support for the Arab League -- 


A That's correct. So did the President in his 
statement. 


Q -- and its mission almost to the exclusion of 
anything else. But then the White House comes out with 
something which seems to support something else as well. 


What I would like to know is, is the U.S support for 
the Arab Leaque mission total, or are we now hedging our bets? 


A The United States support for the Arab League has 
not changed from the President's statement of yesterday and as 
Secretary Baker said yesterday. That hasn't changed. 


Q So -- but -- 


a I believe -- also, let me help you out. I 
believe Secretary Baker said yesterday also ~-- in the context 
if you're asking me about a U.N. conference -- is that we would 
have to know a whole lot more about any such proposal. 


Q Does the State Department support the mission of 
the Secretary General of the United Nations to go to Lebanon? 


A We would support any efforts by the Secretary 
General to obtain a cease-fire. [In connection with, “Would we 
support a trip by him?" that decision would be the Secretary 
General's, Jim. I do not know what decision he has made. 
Should he decide to make such a trip, the United States would 
or him in that decision if he determined that it would be 
useful. 
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Q But at the same time you're still supporting the 
Arab League mission? 


A Absolutely. Strongly. 

Q Same region, different subject: Do you have a 
readout, please, on the Monday meeting between Ambassador 
Pelletreau and the PLO representative in Tunisia? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the circumstances 
of that meeting? 

A What do you mean “the circumstances?" 

Q Was it a -- tell us how the meeting was set up? 


Did the U.S. request the meeting? Dic the PLO request the 
meeting? How long was it? 


A The PLO requested the meeting. The meeting, I 
believe, unless [I have it confused with the previous meeting, 
lasted approximately an hour and a half. I don't believe -- 


(To Staff) You all will have to help me. Do we 
normally do readouts after these meetings? I don't think we 
have been. We have? 


Okay, sorry. I don't have it, but I'll get it for you. 


Q Can you say whether they're informal? Can you 
say sort of -- general topics? 


A I'll get it. I can tell you there are no further 
scheduled meetings right now. I did ask that this morning. 


Q Do you have any. comment on the problems in the 
Sudan? 


A Yes, I do. Implementation has started up more 
slowly than had been hoped. Some of the problems are being 
corrected and relief is now starting to move into areas in 
need. It clearly won't all be in place by the end of April, 
but we understand both the government in Khartoum and the SPLA 
have agreed in principle to keep the pipeline open for as long 
as necessary. 


Some relief corridors will remain open after the rainy 
season begins, such as the rail line to Aweil which should be 
useable into July. These corridors will be used as long as 
possible and necessary. 


Q Do you have any idea how much tonnage of food 
might be able to get through? 
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i No, I don't have the actual tonnage. I do know 
that this is a massive and difficult undertaking, that they 
have had some coordination problems. I know that there have 
been some bottlenecks and some setbacks and that they're trying 
to work it out. 


Q On southern Africa -- may we stay in the region? 
Two on southern Africa. The Pretoria Government says now that 
it will not return its troops to the garrisons until all the 
SWAPO troops are pulleu back. Is there any problem with this? 


a I don't have anything specific on that report for 
you. We don't have anything new to add to the situation today 
other than to say, which you might know, is the Secretary 
General's special representative is working actively with the 
Administrator General and the South African authorities to 
ensure that all parties carry out their obligations. We 
support his efforts. 


And, two, that a special session of the Joint 
Commission will be held April 20 in Ruacana in Namibia to 
discuss details of implementing the Mt. Etjo accords. 


Q And one more on South Africa. The Government has 
announced plans to expel thousands of South Africans back to 
the homelands. Does the U.S. have a comment on that? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Could you take it -- look into it? 
4 I'll look into it for you. Yes. 


Q Margaret, there's a report in a London newspaper 
this morning concerning Pan American Flight 103, and more 
specifically making allegations that the -- that a House 
subcommittee has a report that suggests a massive rebooking of 
U.S. Government officials on American airline flights between 
_ time the U.S. issued a warning and the time the flight went 

own. 


First of all, in general, do you have any comment on 
the report in the Independent newspaper today? 


A Yes, I do. There is no basis at all for the 
allegation that the United States Department of State officials 
systematically cancelled reservations on Flight 103 based on 
the FAA Aviation security bulletin, that was erroneously posted 
at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. 


There is no evidence whatsoever of any systematic 
pattern of cancelled reservations for this flight by anyone or 
any group. More than 30 U.S. Government personnel or 
dependents died in the crash, including three State Department 
officials. 











JOEZ 


-5- Wednesday, 4/19/89 


Also, Ralph, I might point out that the warning that 
was placed in Moscow -- that was posted did not specifically 
identify an American carrier or flight. 


Q The independent report refers not only to 
cancellations on Flight 103, which is what your statement just 
discussed, it refers to cancellation on American carriers in 
general prior to 103 and prior -- and after the warning. Do 
you have any comment on whether U.S. Government officials 
changed their bookings aside from the specific question of 
whether they cancelled their reservations on Flight 103? Did 
they make other changes on other American airline flights as a 
result of that warning? 


A I did not specifically ask that question, so I 
want to be accurate with you. I'll ask it and find out. 


I also would point out that Ambassador Clayton E. 
McManaway testified last Thursday before the Senate Commerce 
Committee. He said that this did not occur. I just don't 
know, Ralph, if he's talking about Pan Am 103 or all American 
carriers. 


& I looked at his testimony -- 
What did he address himself to? 


Q -- and it addresses only Pan Am 103. 
A 103. So the London Times -- or the London Times' 





article today is saying other carriers? 


The allegation extends beyond just Flight 103. 

It extends to U.S. Government officials in large numbers 
rebooking their flights on American carriers in general; not 
just on Pan Am Flight 103. 


A Okay. I'll find out for you. 


Q Margaret, could you describe what role the State 
Department specifically played in the arrest in Switzerland of 
Mr. Khashoggi? 


A Jim, something was given to me on that right 
before I came in here, and what I prefer to do, if it's okay, 
is just post it for you, since it's predominantly a Justice 
Department matter. To be fair to you, I didn't have a chance 
to look at it. It was given to me ten minutes before I walked 
in here, but they do have some guidance. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on plans by the 
United States to extend military aid to the Non-Communist 
Resistance in Cambodia? 
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a We are continually evaluating and assessing the 
needs of the Non-Communist Resistance. We believe that, in 
preparation for a settlement in Cambodia, our assistance to the 
NCR should be increased. We are continuing to consult with the 
NCR, other friends and allies, and with Congressional leaders 
on the level and types of assistance most appropriate to the 
needs of the NCR. 


Q So no decision has yet been made on whether 
military aid would be part vf that package or a substantial 
part of that package? 


“ Unfortunately, this is all that I really can get 
into. 


Q Margaret, this is not one that's necessarily 
really an international matter, but I'll ask it any way. Do 
you have any comment on a report about a warning from U.S. 
Government agencies regarding possible terrorist activities in 
Atlantic City or perhaps at other locations where large numbers 
of Americans might be gathered this week? 


A No. I haven't personally heard about that. 
Q Thank you. 


Q I just have one more. Vice President Laurel from 
the Philippines spoke this morning at the Press Club, and he 
contends that the Communist insurgency in the Philippines has 
grown from about a force of 14,000 to about 33,000. Would you 
or the United States happen to have any kind of an independent 
assessment of whether that's the case or not? And, if you 
don't have it at hand, could you perhaps -- 


A I don't have it at hand, but ['1ll be glad to look 
into it and see what we can tell you. 


Q I have another one. Do you have any comment on 
whether the Government of Jordan has made any requests of the 
United States for either military or non-military assistance? 
There was a BACKGROUND briefing at the White House yesterday at 
which an official said that the U.S. Government -- the 
Administration was going to make a request of Congress for 
additional aid. 


My question is, has Jordan asked for that, or is the 
U.S. essentially -- the Administration essentially asking for 
that on its own? 

a I don't know, but I'll find out for you. 

Q Do you have anything on the unrest in Beijing? 

a No, I do not. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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2 QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING 
April 19, 1989 


U.S.— PLO DIALOGUE: MEETING IN TUNIS 





DO YOU HAVE A READOUT PLEASE ON THE MONDAY MEETING 
BETWEEN AMBASSADOR PELLETREAU AND THE PLO 
REPRESENTATIVE IN TUNISIA? ? 


AMBASSADOR PELLETREAU MET WITH PLO REPRESENTATIVE 
HAKAM BALLAOUI IN TUNIS ON MONDAY. MR. BALLAOUI HAD 
REQUESTED THE INFORMAL SESSION. 


MEETINGS SUCH AS THIS CAN HAVE A VALUE IN EXPLORING 
PRACTICAL WAYS TO MOVE THE PEACE PROCESS FORWARD. 


I HAVE NOTHING FURTHER FOR YOU ON THE DETAILS OF THE 
MEETING. : 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING, APRIL 19, 1989 

SOUTH AFRICA: HOMELANDS LEGISLATION 
Q. Is it true that the South African Government has introduced 
legislation making it easier to expel blacks from South Africa 
and make them citizens of the tribal homelands? Do you have any 
comment on this development? 
A. THIS WEEK THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT PROPOSED LEGISLAT:iON 
WHICH WOULD LET THE GOVERNMENT UNILATERALLY INCORPORATE NEW 
LAND INTO THE SO-CALLED “HOMELANDS* AND CHANGE THE CITIZENSHIP 
OF RESIDENTS OF THOSE AREAS FROM SOUTH AFRICAN TO THAT OF THE 
HOMELAND. UNLIKE UNDER PAST LEGISLATION, CITIZENS WOULD HAVE 


NO RIGHTS OF APPEAL. 


THE U.S. STRONGLY OPPOSES THIS PROPOSAL BY THE SOUTH 
AFRICAN GOVERNMENT. WE REJECT THE CONCEPT OF “HOMELANDS* 
WITHIN SOUTH AFRICA AND REGARD COMPULSORY ASSIGNMENT OF PEOPLE 
TO THESE AREAS, OR ANY OTHER EFFORT TO DEPRIVE PEOPLE OF THEIR 





CITIZENSHIP, AS A VIOLATION OF THEIR FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN RIGHTS. 
FURTHERMORE, RESTRICTING A CITIZEN'S RIGHT TO JUDICIAL REVIEW 
IS AN UNJUSTIFIED DEPARTURE FROM DUE PROCESS OF LAW. WE CALL 
ON SOUTH AFRICA TO DROP THIS PROPOSAL, AND WILL NOT RECOGNIZE 
ITS EFFECTS IF ENACTED. 
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CLARIFICATION ON QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING 





April 19, 1989 


NEW SOUTH AFRICAN HOMELANDS LEGISLATION 





Q: «Is it true that the South African Government has introduced 
legislation making it easier to expel blacks from South Africa 
and make them citizens of the tribal homelands? Does the U.S. 
Government have any comment on this development? 

A: SOUTH AFRICAN CITIZENS WHOSE AREAS OF LEGAL RESIDENCE HAVE 
BEEN INCORPORATED INTO THE SO-CALLED HOMELANDS BY THE 
GOVERNMENT HAVE HAD A RIGHT TO APPEAL THROUGH THE COURT 
SYSTEM. THIS WEEK, THE GOVERNMENT PROPOSED LEGISLATION WHICH 
WOULD ELIMINATE JUDICIAL REVIEW OF GOVERNMENT DECISIONS TO 
INCORPORATE AREAS INTO THE HOMELANDS. THIS PROPOSED 
LEGISLATION HAS RESULTED IN STRONG PROTESTS FROM CIVIL AND 
HUMAN RIGHTS GROUFS IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

THE U.S. GOVERNMENT TOTALLY REJECTS THE CONCEPT OF 
SO-CALLED SELF-GOVERNING OR INDEPENDENT HOMELANDS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA. WE REGARD COMPULSORY ASSIGNMENT OF BLACKS TO THESE 
HOMELANDS, AND ANY EFFORT TO DEPRIVE THEM OF THEIR SOUTH 
AFRICAN CITIZENSHIP, AS FUNDAMENTAL VIOLATIONS OF HUMAN 


RIGHTS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION from 4/19 Posted: 4/28 


PAN AM RESERVATION RECORDS FOR EMBASSY MOSCOW 


Q: Did U.S. Government officials change their booking, 
aside from the specific question of whether they cancelled 
their reservations on Flight 103, did they make other 
changes on other American airline flights as a result of 
that warning? 

A: Questions have been raised in the media, in Congress, 
and by the public about whether our diplomats in 
Moscow changed travel plans during the period December 
13 to December 21 to avoid flying on Pan Am flights. 
As a result of these questions, the State Department 
requested that Embassy Moscow inform it of how its 
employees who travelled to the U.S. during this period 


booked their passage. 


According to Embassy Moscow's official travel records, 
23 Embassy people travelled to the U.S. from Moscow 
between December 13 and December 21. All travelled on 
Pan Am and all transited Frankfurt. The Embassy has 
no evidence that any personnel ever booked a seat on 
Pan Am 103. Further, the Embassy authorized no 
waivers of the requirement that U.S.G. personnel fly 
on an American carrier. Finally, there is no evidence 
of systematic rebaokings from Pan Am to other 


airlines. 


As Pan Am itself has said, “There is no indication 


that large numbers of U.S.G. personnel changed their 


travel plans based on the so-called Helsinki warning.” 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING 
April 19, 1989 





ATRADIT : ARREST OF ADNAN KHA 


Q: COULD YOU DESCRIBE TO US WHAT ROLE THE STATE DEPARTMENT 
SPECIFICALLY PLAYED IN THE ARREST IN SWITZERLAND OF MR. 
KHASHOGGI? 


A: -- EARLY YESTERDAY MORNING IN SWITZERLAND, ON INSTRUCTION 
FROM THE DEPARTMENT, A U.S. EMBASSY OFFICIAL IN BERN DELIVERED 
A DIPLOMATIC NOTE REQUESTING THE PROVISIONAL ARREST OF apDNaN 
KHASHOGGI, PURSUANT TO THE TERMS OF THE 1900 EXTRADITION TREaTyY 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND SWITZERLAND. 


-- SWISS AUTHORITIES ARRESTED KHASHOGGI BASED ON THIS 
PROVISIONAL ARREST REQUEST. 


-- THE USG IS SEEKING KHASHOGGI'S EXTRADITION TO FACE 
FRAUD CHARGES STEMMING FROM THE OCTOBER 1988 NEW YORK 
FEDERAL INDICTMENT OF KHASHOGGI, FERDINAND AND IMELDA 
MARCOS, AND OTHERS RELATING TO A SCHEME TO DEFEAT THE 
CLAIMS OF THE PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT IN CIVIL LITIGATION By 
HIDING THE MARCOS' ASSETS. 


-- WE EXPECT TO PRESENT THE FORMAL EXTRADITION REQUEST 
WITH ALL SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION WELL WITHIN THE TWO - 
MONTHS PROVIDED BY THE TREATY. 


-- WE REFER YOU TO THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, SHOULD YOU 
HAVE ANY FURTHER QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS PENDING LAW 


ENFORCEMENT MATTER. 
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Posted: Avril 19, 1989 
Question Taken at the April 19 Noon Press Briefing 


PHILIPPINES: NPA STRENGTH 





Has the number of communist insurgents in the Philippines 
grown under the Aquino Government? I understand that it is 
now 33,000. 


SECRETARY OF DEFENSE RAMOS HAS ESTIMATED THAT THE ARMED 
STRENGTH OF THE COMMUNIST INSURGENCY IS 23,000. WE BELIEVE 
THAT THE COMMUNIST INSURGENCY IN THE PHILIPPINES, AND ITS 
MILITARY ARM, THE NEW PEOPLE'S ARMY (NPA), HAS STOPPED 
GROWING AND MAY NOW BE SHRINKING. PRESIDENT AQUINO'S 
CONTINUING POPULARITY, DEMOCRATIC REFORMS, STRONG ECONOMIC 
GROWTH, AND AN IMPROVED PERFORMANCE BY THE ARMED FORCES OF 


THE PHILIPPINES HAVE CUT INTO THE STRENGTH OF THE 


COMMUNISTS. 
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WEDNESDAY. APRIL 19, 1989 
QUE"TION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
JORDAN: U.S. MILITARY, ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE 


HAVE THE JORDANIANS MADE A REQUEST OF THE UNITED STATES FOR 





MILITARY OR ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE? 


A: 


--WE HAVE REGULAR DISCUSSIONS WITH JORDAN ABOUT ISSUES OF 
ECONOMIC AND MILITARY ASSISTANCE, BUT I'M NOT GOING TO GET 
INTO THE DETAILS OF THESE CONFIDENTIAL EXCHANGES. 


—-PRESIDENT BUSH AFFIRMED TH!S MORNING AT THE WHITE HOUSE 
THAT, “JORDAN'S SECURITY REMAINS A FUNDAMENTAL CONCERN TO 


THE UNITED STATES.” 


--THE ADMINISTRATION HAS REQUESTED 48 MILLION DOLLARS IN 
FOREIGN MILITARY SALES (FMS) CREDIT AND 35 MILLION DOLLARS 
IN ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE FOR JORDAN FOR FISCAL YEAR 1990. 


A 











jo4l 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
INDEX 


Thursday, April 20, 1989 








BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Lebanon: Christian Parliamentarians Call 

for Ceasefire, Political Dialogue ............. l 

Panama: Noreiga Regime Visa Requirements ....... 3 
LEBANON 

Support for Parliamentarians Ceasefire Call ..... 1-2 

Call for Withdrawal of All Foreign Forces ....... 3 
PANAMA 

Noreiga Manipulatirg Electoral Process .......... 4,9 

Secretary on Relations with Panama .............. 9 

Calls for Outside Electoral Observers ........... 9,10 

Official and Diplomatic Travel .................. 10 
NAMIBIA 

Update on SWAPO Withdrawal .................05055. 4 
ETHIOPIA 

DE UMPUIND ci ccc ce Deccecccccesececeeceoes 4 
DEPARTMENT 

Discrimination Against Women in Foreign Service . 4-5,6-7 

Re-design of Foreign Service Exam ............... 6 

Secretary's Commitment to Woman's Rights ....... 6-7 
MEXICO 

Extradition of Murder Suspect Salcido ........... 7 
NICARAGUA 

Sandinistas Pass Election Law ................5.. 7-6 

Need for Talks Between Sandinistas and 

Internal Opposition .............00 00. cee 8 
Weaknesses of Electoral Process ................. 9 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 
Palestinian State ne Membership in 
Se IEE Bcc e cha ecees eee ees erececcccceecocees 11 








/072- 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #68 


THURSDAY, APRIL 20, 1989, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have two announcements today. 


The first one is an announcement on Lebanon. We 
welcome the April 18 statement by the 23 Christian Lebanese 
Parliamentarians, calling upon the Syrian Army and the Lebanese 
Arined Forces to set up and maintain a ceasefire. We strongly 
support their appeal for a political dialogue. 


It is recognition that Lebanon's current crisis can 
only be resolved through consultation and reconciliation. This 
statement, we believe, represents the desires of the vast 
majority of Lebanese on both sides of the Green Line to seek a 
peaceful resolution to Lebanon's political problems. 


It underscores the critical importance of Lebanon's 
Parliament as a legitimate representative body, and the crucial 
role it must play in restoring a central government to the 
country. Ic is significant many Lebanese have already 
expressed support for the Parliamentarians' position, and we 
urge all sides, including Syria and General foun, to accept 
this call for a ceasefire and seek ways to resume a political 
dialogue. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q On that point, yesterday General Aoun gave an 


interview in which he in effect said the United States is not 
using its full ability to influence the Syrians. And I notice 
in this statement, although you call for a dialogue and 
reconciliation, you don't call for the withdrawal of Syrian 
troops. Is that new? 


i) No. It's not. This statement deals with the 
call by the Christian Parliamentarians. They called for a 
political dialogue, ceasefire, etc. We're supporting that call 
in this statement. Our basic position about the long-term 
resolution has not changed at all. 
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Q And do you have any response to General foun? 
No. I don't have anything. 


Q Incidentally, how do you -- he calls himself 
Prime Minister. Do you accord him any recognition? Do you 
accept that designation? 


A We call him General. 
Q And with whom does the U.S. Government deal? 


A We deal with all parties in the region. We've 
been in touch with everybody we can find in Lebanon and in the 
region to talk about this to try to bring about a solution. 


Q But you don't give him any special rank or 
recognition, as opposed to al-Huss. 


A Nothing more than what I said. 


Q If the Ambassador is seeking an audience with the 
Prime Minister, where does he go? Who does he talk to? 


Aa He has talked to General foun. He's talked to 
Or. Huss as well. 


-Q But the "General" yesterday denounced the 
statement by the Parliamentarians. Is this saying -- 


A We're saying it's a good statement, and it ought 
to be supported. We're saying the Lebanese of all sides are 
supporting it, and we've called upon Syria and General Aoun to 
accept this call for a ceasefire. That's our position. 


Q Okay. A backup question. Where do you stand on 
sending the Secretary General of the United Nations to Lebanon 
on a mission? 


A We said something about that just in the past few 
days, saying we would have no objection if he decides to go, 
but I don't have anything more than that. 


Q Will you be ready to vote for sending him -- in 
the Security Council -- if the Security Council convenes? 


A I'm not aware that any such vote is scheduled, so 
I don't have anything on that. 


Q Richard, you said the long-term position -- you 
know, the long-term solution -- the U.S. position on a 
long-term solution is the same. It would be accurate for us to 
continue to report that the U.S. supports the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces from Lebanon. Is that correct? 
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a That's right. Withdrawal of all foreign forces, 
disbandment of the militias, restoration of territorial 
integrity, and national authority. I think those are the 
principal elements. 


Q Including the Israeli forces? 


A All foreign forces except UNIFIL. Basically all 
foreign forces. 


Q Richard, has this been communicated by the 
Ambassador to foun, where we come down on this? 


A I'm not aware that this specific statement has 
been. We're expressing our clear support. [ think all parties 
will take note. I don't have anything specific on meetings 
about this statement. 


Moving on, the next statement concerns Panama, visa 
requirements. The Noriega regime has announced, as of April 
21, Americans may no longer travel to Panama on a tourist 
card. We understand the regime has also begun to screen visa 
applications in third countries in an effort to deny travel to 
Panama of election observers, journalists and other persons 
interested in covering the Panama electoral process. 


Noriega's latest action is an effort to insulate 
Panama's electoral process from any credible degree of public 
scrutiny. Noriega's actions stand in clear contrast to the 
recent Salvadoran election and the upcoming Paraguayan 
election, where election observers, press and diplomatic 
scrutiny have been actively and openly welcomed. 


The Panama election provides an opportunity for 
Panamanians to move forward to a resolution of the continuing 


political and economic crisis. A fraudulent election will only 
perpetuate Panama's problems. A legitimate regime has nothing 
to fear from an honest election and from the unfettered 
presence of observers and of the press. 


Q Does that change apply only to Americans? 


A That's what my information is: that Americans 
may no longer travel to Panama on a tourist card. 


Q Did they say what consulates Americans will be 
able to receive visas at? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q I mean, for example -- 


HW You'd have to check with their -- 
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Q -- the Panamanian Government says their only 
legitimate consulate is in Tampa. 


A No. I haven't seen anything on that. 


Q Richard, do you have evidence of an impending 
fraudulent election? 


A We have a lot of information on what Noriega has 
been doing to manipulate the electoral process, and we can make 
that information available afterwards if you'd like. 


Q New topic: Any significant change today on the 
Namibia, southern Africa situation? 


A Frankly, no. We don't have any specific 
estimates. Neither the South African authorities, the U.N. 
special representative nor SWAPO have released estimates of 
where the people are, and how many have gone north. We don't 
have any estimates to offer. 


Q Anything on the question I asked yesterday about 
South Africa sending more people to the homelands? 


A We posted an answer on that, I believe, and it's 
still up. 


Q Same area of the world, Richard, has Ethiopia 
asked the United States for normalization of relations, and if 
so, what is your answer? 


A The Ethiopians have expressed an interest in 
improved relations, a subject that has been under consideration 
by both governments for some months. We are continuing to 
review this question, but have nothing more for you at this 
time. 


Any special considerations that are under study 
as this question is reviewed? 


A There is a broad range of considerations we have 
under study. I mean, the question is under review, and [ don't 
really have anything more right now. 


Q Anything on discrimination with women in the 
Foreign Service? 


a What do you mean by anything? 


Q Well, do you have any reaction to the story in 


The Post today? 


4a Maybe I should start by reviewing what the court 


é 
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did. 
Q That would be good. 


A The U.S. District Court has ruled that the 
Department has discriminated against women in the Foreign 
Service dating back to 1976. In compliance with a court order 
which was issued on January 31, 1989, we have sent a cable to 
all posts and are now issuing a Department notice explaining 
the outcome of the case and the remedies that will be 
provided. Those remedies include ensuring there is no 
discrimination against women in the future regarding 
assignments, performance evaluation, occupational specialties, 
and superior honor awards. 


The Secretary is firmly committed to ensuring there be 
no discrimination in the Department of State of any kind. If 
past policies have contradicted this position, they must and 
will be changed. 


Q Can you make copies of those cables available? 
A I'm not sure about that. I'll have to check. 


Q Is the State Department appealing that January 31 
decision? ; 


A Let me get the exact legal language for you on 
that. We have filed a notice of intent to appeal, but this was 
done in order to preserve that option, if it's appropriate 
after a full review by the Department and the Department of 
Justice. The review process takes a considerable amount of 
time, and at this point, no decision has been made. 


Q Do you have details on how specific remedies will 
be applied? I have one in particular in mind, for example, the 
charges made in this suit that disproportionate number of women 
have been forced to work in, to choose the administrative or 
consular cones. 


Now, if large numbers, say they want to switch to the 
political cone, how is that going to be handled? 


A Well, I said that among the remedies -- this is 
an illustrative list of the remedies and general terms. Among 
that is remedies to ensure there is no discrimination in 
occupational specialties -- what we call the cones -- and ['m 
not sure what the exact remedy is, but those details have gone 
out to people in the field. 


Q What about on the Foreign Service exam? 
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A We are undertaking a re-design of the Foreign 
Service exam. We now have an unusually large number of 
qualified candidates on our appointment registers. As some of 
you may know, we have decided to defer the next offering of the 
FSO exam until mid-1990 so that the re-design of the exam can 
go forward and be completed; but we will be able to improve the 
exam without interrupting the appointment of new FSOs. 


Q Why is it being redesigned? 


A Again, it was a court finding that the written 
exam adversely affected women, and we've decided that must 
change -- will change. 


Q Under the remedies, you're talking primarily 
about reassignment of people, not any kind of monetary award? 


a What we're talking about is that there be no 
discrimination in the future regarding assignments, performance 
evaluation, occupational specialties, and superior honor 
awards. Those are categories we're dealing with, and the 
remedies are in those areas. 


Q Those are all future. 


A Yes -- they regard assignments, future awards, 
and those sorts of things. 


Q That's all future oriented. 


A I have nothing on any monetary awards of any 
kind. Neither -- nothing appears to have been done by the 
court in that regard. 


Q Richard, in pursuit of the statement on behalf of 
the Secretary which you read a moment ago, does the Secretary 
have any plans, separate from the Foreign Service procedure, to 
demonstrate his commitment to women's rights perhaps by 
appointing any women to high-ranking positions. He has -- 


A You mean, like my boss? 
(Laughter) 
Q He has appointed one woman as an Assistant 


Secretary at this point. 


A Well, what I've said is, he's very firmly 
committed -- 


Q It's interesting that you raised that point -- 
discrimination. 
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A -- that there be no discrimination. 


Q But go ahead and list all the other appointments 
he's made, and it doesn't come out looking that good, so -- 


A Well, the whole process is not finished yet, I'm 
sure. But in any case, he's very firmly committed to this. 
There was an announcement he issued on, I think it was February 
22nd, about equal opportunity within the Department, and it's a 
matter of great importance to him, and I'm sure he will carry 
it out fully. 


Q New subject. 
H All right. 


Q Does the United States Government intend to ask 
the Mexican Government to extradite Ramon Salcido? 


A We've been in touch with Mexican authorities on 
the matter, but I don't have anything particular for you now on 
extradition. 


Q Do you expect any particular difficulties with 
the treaty with Mexico in this situation? Does the situation 
present any obvious difficulties in achieving an extradition? 


A They're not obvious to me. I don't really have 
any knowledge of it. It is a legal matter. It's under 
review. It's being looked at here and at the Department of 
Justice, and we just don't have any conclusions or statements 
now. 


Q Richard, Iraq has called for declaring the Middle 
East a zone free of nuclear and chemical weapons. Do you have 
any comment on that? 

A I don't have any comment on that. I'm sorry. 

Q Will you look at that? Will you have any comment? 

A I think our position on nuclear-free weapon 


zones, nuclear-free areas, chemical-free areas and that sort of 
thing has been stated many times. 


Q Yes, but this time it is coming from Iraq. 
A I don't think I have anything new on this. I'll 


look into it and see if there is anything specific to [raq, but 
I must say right now that I doubt it. 


Q On Nicaragua -- 
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Q Any comment on -- 
Aa Let's start here with Nicaragua. 


Q Any comment on the legislative action concerning 
the electoral process? 


a The establishment of rules for the Nicaraguan 
elections is the first necessary step in a long process that is 
supposed to culminate in free and fair elections under 
international supervision in February 1990. It is essential 
the rules of those elections and the election council which 
will oversee those rules, have legitimacy in the eyes of the 
Nicaraguan Government and Nicaragua's citizens. To date, both 
the government and the internal opposition have proposed 
alternative rules and procedures for the elections. 


As the Foreign Minister of Costa Rica has said, the 
electoral law which has been passed is “far from reaching the 
goals of fulfilling all that was promised" thus far. 


We believe the best way to resolve these differences 
is for the government to sit down with the internal opposition 
and negotiate out their differences. Both sides will need to 
seek common ground and must be willing to compromise if trust 
and legitimacy is to be created in this first crucial step in 
the process. 


Q Has the government proposed procedures, or have 
those procedures been adopted in legislation? 


4 I understand that there were -- I think they 
actually passed them through their parliamentary body. 


Q Do you have the details? 


A No. I've seen them. They've been publicly 
reported, but I'm not going to report on Nicaraguan laws. 


Q Back to Panama -- 


Q Could we stick on this? This sounds -- again, if 
indeed the legislature of Nicaragua has passed these rules, 
this sounds like closing the barn door after the horses are 
out. Is there an opportunity now for the opposition to sit 
down with the government after the legislature -- 


a Well, the opposition has said -- I think there 
have been several things -- statements made by the opposition 
on what would be required to have a fair election. The 
government didn't really take those into account in this 
proposal that evidently has passed. But I'm sure there's 
always opportunity if they're willing to sit down and to work 
on this with the opposition. There's always opportunity to 
amend that or to pass new legislation, or whatever. 
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Q Specifically, what do you find objectionable? 
You've been speaking in general terms. You haven't given 
specifics as to what's wrong with the process. 


a Well, what's wrong with the process is a lot of 
things. I'd say the basic step that's been taken so far 
regards the structure of the electoral council. That council, 
in order to achieve legitimacy, has to fairly represent the 
people of Nicaragua. The structure that's been passed in this 
legislation is not one that can lead, then, to further steps 
that would ensure the legitimacy of the elections. 


We've also, I think, spoken before about access to the 
media and other things. These are things the opposition groups 
have highlighted in their statements. They have listed a whole 
bunch of specific steps that should be taken in order for there 
to be fair and free elections. 


Back to your statement on Panama for just one more 
question. Are there any consequences to U.S.-Panamanian 
relations from the announcement that you reported today about 
the change of visa requirements and travel requirements, and so 
on? fre there any consequences with regard to the election 
process that you foresee to U.S.-Panamanian relations? 


A I'm not exactly sure what kind of consequences 
you're looking for. There's a consequence to American 
travelers, first of all. We, as the United States Government, 
are very concerned about that. There's a consequence to the 
ability of -- 


Q Can you do anything about that -- about your 
concern? 


A Well, we've made it clear. What we've said is 
that there can be no normal relations -- what the Secretary 
said -- "No normal relations as long as Noriega is in power." 
This kind of thing shows why. 


Q But you don't meet with -- you don't send anybody 
to meet with the Noriega government to resolve this little 
issue of visa -— or travel restrictions? 

A Nothing that I'm aware of. 


3 Q Do you do anything about trying to influence his 
setting up of the election procedures? 


a As we said, we've made public calls for the 
ability of outside observers to monitor a free and fair 
election. We have supported the efforts of various groups to 
try to get in there and monitor elections. We're calling 
attention to the fact Noriega has made that impossible. That's 
what we're doing. 
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Q Richard, when U.S. Government officials or 
diplomats travel to Panama, what is the procedure under which 
they do it? 


“ I don't know. I'd have to look into that. 
You're asking about passports and visas, and that sort of thing. 


Q Yes. 
a I'd have to check into that. 


Richard, is it intended that there will be an 
official U.S. Government delegation of observers at the 
Panamanian election? And, if so, does this visa requirement 
affect them? Are they likely to be kept out as a result of the 
new visa requirements? 


a I think there's two questions here. There's the 
first question on what could -- what Noriega is allowing 
observers to do, and what's he done. You'll see more of it, I 
think, in the fact sheet that we have, is that he's made it 
very difficult for any independent groups, whether they be an 
official U.S. Government delegation, U.S. observer groups, or 
other international groups -- say, Latin American, for example 
-~ to observe this election. 


Having made that very, very difficult, and having made 
it hard to get in, I'm not aware of any specific plans for an 
official group of U.S. observers. But one has to question 
whether they could effectively do their job under the 
conditions that Noriega is trying to set up to limit and 
restrict observers to this election. 


Q Does that mean that as of this point, because of 
those factors that you just listed, the United States has 
concluded that the election cannot be a free and fair election? 


A As of this point, it would be very unlikely that 
these sorts of conditions could result ina fair election. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the Amnesty 
International Report that Israel resorts to the Israeli policy 
of killing and wounding Palestinians under Israeli occupation? 


A I don't have any comment on that report, no. 


Q No comment? And do you have any comment on what 
will be the position of the United States agencies, or rather 
the United States, if the United Nations agencies will accept 
the PLO as a full member, as the PLO has requested a few days 
ago? 
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o I believe we've made very clear our position on 
efforts by the self-proclaimed Palestinian state to obtain 
membership in U.S. agencies is that we firmly oppose such 
efforts. 


Q U.N. agencies. 


a U.N. agencies. I'm sorry. -- is that we firmly 
oppose those efforts. The U.S. categorically rejects any 
notion of a trade-off, as has been reported, between admission 
to U.N. agencies of “Palestine” and the status of Israel. 
Palestine is not a state and it's therefore not eligible for 
membership in those bodies. 


Q Richard, just back to Nicaragua for a second. 
What if -- and this may be too hypothetical for you to handle 
~~ what if they don't change the law, the electoral law, but 
they do ahead and hold elections on these terms? Are we 
assuming the opposition simply will refuse to take part under 
these conditions? Will we encourage them not to take part 
under these conditions? 


a I don't think the opposition has said anything on 
that. It really is too speculative to deal with it at this 
time. I think at this time the important point is this is a 
long process. The elections are next February. It's not just 
a matter of observers at the ballot box. It's a matter of 
establishing a process that will lead to fair and free 
elections. We think that process has to be started off on the 
right foot, you might say. That's what we're looking for now. 


Q I've got a couple. I've got one more. One more 
follow-up on something from yesterday, picking up on 


questioning about Pan Am 103 again. I think at the end of the 
briefing, Margaret said she'd look into the question of whether 


an investigation had been made into whether American Government 
personnel changed their bookings from Pan American Airlines, in 
general, as distinct from Pan American Flight 103. Is there an 
answer to that? 


a We don't have an answer on that yet. We've asked 
people to look into it, but it's a long period of time. There 
are a lot of people involved, and we just, at present, don't 
have an answer. We're still working on it, though. 


Q The PLO is saying that a meeting is scheduled in 
two week's time, a substantive meeting, like the one which 
happened the 22nd of March. Can you confirm that? 


A I don't have anything on any new meetings, no. 


Q Do we have any kind of reaction yet from the PLO, 
Richard, on the election idea? 
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i) Not specifically that I'm aware of, no. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING 
April 20, 1989 


PANAMA: TRAVEL OF OFFICIAL AMERICANS 





How ave US officials and diplomats travelling to Panama 
up until now been able to enter? Will the new Noriega 
regime visa policy affect such travel? 

THROUGH A COMBINATION OF MEANS--TOURIST CARDS, VISAS 
ISSUED HERE AND VISAS ISSUED IN PANAMA--MECHANISMS HAVE 
EXISTED WHICH HAVE ALLOWED FOR THE TRAVEL OF OFFICIAL AND 
DIPLOMATIC AMERICANS TO PANAMA DESPITE USG NON-RECOGNITION 
OF THE NORIEGA REGIME. IT IS NOT YET CLEAR HOW THE 


REGIME'S NEW PROCEDURES WILL AFFECT FUTURE TRAVEL. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE DAILY NOON BRIEFING, APRIL 20, 1989 
WOMEN'S CLASS ACTION SUIT 





Q: Could you provide the text the cable that was sent to all 
diplomatic posts regarding the clase action suit? 


A: BELOW IS THE TEXT OF THE CABLE SENT TO ALL DIPLOMATIC POSTS 
ON 4/18/89: 


oe 


WOMEN'S CLASS ACTION SUIT 


1- SUMMARY: IN 1967. THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA RULED THAT THE DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE HAD DESCRIMINATED AGAINST WOMEN FOREIGN SERVICE 
OFFICERS. IN VIOLATION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 154. 
THIS NOTICE PROVIDES INFORMATION REGARDING THE COURT'S 
FINDINGS OF SEX DISCRIMIWATION AND THE INJUNCTIONS AND 
OTHER RELIEF WHICH THE COURT HAS ORDERED AS A RESULT OF 
THESE FINDINGS. 


2. IN 357. ALISON PALMER FILED A CLASS ACTION LAWSUIT 
AGAINST THE DEPARTMENT ON BEHALF OF WOMEN APPLICANYS AND 
WOMEN FSOS. PALMER V. BAKER. CIVIL ACTION NO. 7e-)439 
{AER}. IN 1977 A SECOND CLASS ACTION WAS FILED. COOPER 
V. eater CIVIL ACTION NO. 77-2006 {AER}. THESE 

LAwWSU «s WHICH WERE CONSOLIDATED. ALLEGED THAT TH: 
DEPARTMENT HAD DISCRIMINATED IN ITS HIRING AND TREATMENT 
OF WOMEN FSOS. ON JULY 75 1987, THE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT COURT ISSUED A DECISION HOLDING THAT THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAD DISCRIMINATED ON THE BASIS OF SEX 
IN ITS TREATMENT OF WOMEN FSOS. IN VIOLATION OF SECTION 
7147 OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 19564. AS AMENDED BY THE 


(MORE) 











EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 15972, 42 U-S.-C. 
SODDE-1b- AS A RESULT OF THAT DECISION, THE COURT ISSUED 
A“REMEDIAL ORDER ON JANUARY 31. 15985, WHICH REQUIRES ME 
TO PROVIDE YOU THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION. 


3. SECTION 717 OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT PROVIDES THAT 
FEDERAL AGENCIES. INCLUDING THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, may 
NOT DISCRIMINATE AGAINST THEIR EMPLOYEES QUOTE BASED ON 
RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN END 
QUOTE. THIS MEANS THAT IT IS ILLEGAL FOR THE DEPARTMENT 
TO MAKE ANY PERSONNEL DECISION ABOUT YOU. OR TO TAKE ANY 
ACTION WHICH AFFECTS THE TERMS OR CONDITIONS OF YOUR 
EMPLOYMENT IN ANY WAY, BASED ON YOUR RACE. COLOR, 
RELIGION, SEX. OR NATIONAL ORIGIN. 


u. IN ITS JULY 75 1987, DECISION {bbe F.SUPP. 155) 
{D.D.C.}}. THE DISTRICT COURT FOUND THAT THE DEPARTMENT 
HAD VIOLATED SECTION 717 OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT BY 
ENGAGING IN THE FOLLOWING DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES 
AGAINST WOMEN FSOS: 


-_ 


{1} THE POLITICAL FUNCTIONAL FIELD SEGMENT OF THE 
WRITTEN FOREIGN SERVICE EOXAMINATION HAD HAD A DISPARATE 
IMPACT ON WOMEN AND. AS A RESULT. DISPROPORTIONATELY MORE 
WOMEN THAN MEN HAD BEEN ASSIGNED TO THE CONSULAR CONE AND 
DISPROPORTIONATELY FEWER WOMEN THAN MEN HAD BEEN ASSIGNED 


TO THE POLITICAL CONES 


{2} IN CLASSES 4. 5. AND 75 DISPROPORTIONATELY FEWER 
WOMEN THAN MEN HAD BEEN ASSIGNED TO STRETCH ASSIGNMENTS 
AND DISPROPORTIONATELY MORE WOMEN THAN MEN HAD BEEN 
ASSIGNED TO DOWNSTRETCH ASSIGNMENTS; 


£3} DISPROPORTIONATELY MORE WOMEN THAN MEN IN THE 
POLITICAL. ECONOMIC. AND ADMINISTRATIVE CONES HAD BEE 
ASSIGNED TO OUT=OF=CONE ASSIGNMENTS TO THE CONSULAR CONES 


14} DISPROPORTIONATELY FEWER WOMEN THAN MEN HAD BEEN 
ASSIGNED TO OUT=OF=CONE ASSIGNMENTS TO THE PROGRAM 


DIRECTION CONES 


{5} DISPROPORTIONATELY FEWER WOMEN THAN MEN HAD 


BEEN ASSIGNED TO DEPUTY CHIEF OF MISSION ASSIGNMENTSS 


{es} IN GRADES 5 AND bs WOMEN WERE UNDEREVALUATED ON 
THEIR QUOTE POTENTIAL END QUOTE RATINGS IN 1577 OERS AS 
COMPARED TO MENS AND 
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{7} DISPROPORTIONATELY FEWER WOMEN THAN MEN IN 
GRADES 1 TO S HAD RECEIVED SUPERIOR HONOR AWARDS. 





Ss. AS A RESULT OF THESE FINDINGS OF DISCRIMINATION, THE 
COURT HAS ISSUED A REMEDIAL ORDER WHICH REQUIRES THE 
DEPARTMENT TO PROVIDE RELIEF TO THE WOMEN FSOS IN THE 
PLAINTIFF CLASS WHO HAVE BEEN VICTIMS OF THE 
DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES. IF YOU ARE A CLASS MEMBER, You 
WILL RECEIVE A FORM UNDER SEPARATE COVER WHICH REQUESTS 
INFORMATION FROM YOU WHICH WILL BE USED TO DETERMINE YOUR 
ELIGIBILITY FOR RELIEF. IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED THE 
CLAIMS FORM BY JUNE 2b. 1985, YOU SHOULD CONTACT 
PLAINTIFFS’ COUNSEL, MONICA WAGNER OR ELLEN WAYNE. C/0 
TERRIS, EDGECOMBE. HECKER & WAYNE, 1121] - 12TH STREET, 
N.W-> WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-4632, {202} b42-2100. 


b- IN ADDITION TO PROVIDING RELIEF FOR THE WOMEN WHO 
WERE AFFECTED BY THE DEPARTMENT'S DISCRIMINATORY 
PRACTICES, THE REMEDIAL ORDER ISSUED BY THE COURT 
CONTAINS THE FOLLOWING INJUNCTIONS: 


{1} THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOT DISPROPORTIONATELY 
OVERASSIGN WOMEN FSOS TO THE CONSULAR CONE OR UNDERASSIGN 
WOMEN TO THE POLITICAL CONE. OR USE ANY WRITTEN TEST OR 
OTHER SELECTION PROCEDURE IN A MANNER THAT HAS THE 
PURPOSE OR EFFECT. OF CAUSING SUCH DISPROPORTIONATE CONE 


ASSIGNMENTS 


{2} THE DEPAR“SENT SHALL NOT DISPROPORTIONATELY 
UNDERASSIGN WOMEN FSOS TO STRETCH ASSIGNMENTS: 





{3} THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOT DISPROPORTIONATELY 
OVERASSIGN WOMEN FSOS TO DOWNSTRETCH ASSIGNMENTSS 


{4} THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOT DISPROPORTIONATELY 
UNDERASSIGN WOMEN FSOS TO OUT=OF=CONE ASSIGNMENTS IN THE 
PROGRAM DIRECTION CONZS 


{5} THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOT DISPROPORTIONATELY 1a 
UNDERASSIGN WOMEN FSOS TO DCM POSITIONS: 


{bo} THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOT UNDEREVALUATE WOMEN ON 
THEIR QUOTE POTENTIAL END QUOTE RATINGS IN PERFORMANCE 
EVALUATIONS’ 


{7} THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOT GIVE WOMEN FSOS 
DISPROPORTIONATELY FEWER SUPERIOR HONOR AWARDS THAN MEN. 
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7. THE REMEDIAL ORDER ALSO REQUIRES THE DEPARTMENT TO 
RETAIN TWO EXPERTS TO EXAMINE THE INITIAL CONE ASSIGNMENT 
PROCESS. THE JOB ASSIGNMENT PROCESS. THE EVALUATION 
PROCESS. AND THE AWARDS PROCESS IN ORDER TO MAKE 
RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING CHANGES IW THESE PROCESSES 
WHICH WILL MINIMIZE THE LIKELIHOOD OF THE RECURRENCE OF 
SEX DISCRIMINATION. THE REMEDIAL ORDER ALSO PROHIBITS 
RETALIATION AGAINST ANY WOMAN FSO BECAUSE SHE HAS 
OBJECTED TO OR OPPOSES ALLEGEDLY DISCRIMINATORY POLICIES 
OR PRACTICES WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE COURT'S ORDER OR 
BECAUSE SHE HAS PARTICIPATED IW THIS LITIGATION. 


&. THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE IS COMMITTED TO ABIDING BY 
THE COURT'S INJUNCTIONS AND THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY RIGHTS OF ALL ITS EMPLOYEES AND WILL ENSURE 
THAT ALL SUPERVISORS INVOLVED IN MAKING ASSIGNMENTS, 
EVALUATIONS. AND AWARDS WILL ABIDE BY THE COURT'S ORDER 
AND NOT DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF SEX.¥¥ BAKER 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #69 


FRIOAY, APRIL 21, 1989, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement this afternoon. 


At the request of the German Government, Foreign 
Minister Genscher and Defense Minister Stoltenberg will be 
coming to Washington on Monday to meet with Secretary Baker and 
others. These discussions are part of an ongoing process of 
consultations within the Alliance, to address the SNF issue 
within the comprehensive concept as agreed to in Reykjavik in 
1987 and Brussels in 1988. 


Q Richard, in that connection, do you have anything 
on the notion that the U.S. has basically given way on the 
issue of modernization -- that interpretation of Secretary 
Cheney's visit? 


Aa I don't have anything on that. There was a 


communique issued at the NPG, in the meeting that Secretary 
Cheney was at. And, as I said, these consultations continue. 


Q Has this been long planned -- the Monday visit? 

a It depends on what you call long. No, not 
especially long. It's part of an ongoing process that has been 
going on, but the specific Genscher visit is new. 


Q I'm just asking whether it -- is it the result of 
something that came up in the past couple of days? 


A Yes. 


Q Is that why it is called at the request of the 
German Minister? 


oa a They asked us, they suggested it, and we said 
ne. 


Q So is this designed to put together language for 
the May summit? 
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A They're working on the comprehensive concept. 
This was a task that NATO set for itself some time ago, and 
it's to be done by time of the NATO summit. I think that was 
the goal that NATO set for itself. 


Q And the comprehensive concept matches the 
conventional arms talks with the short-range nuclear force? 


A I guess what I'd have to refer you to are the two 
NATO communiques that have the exact language that NATO agreed 
to work on, that NATO set out in Reykjavik in 1987 and again in 
Brussels in 1988: a series of arms control priorities. And in 
the context of those priorities they said they would develop, 
work on the further elaboration of a comprehensive concept of 
those issues. And, yes, it's nuclear START talks, chemical 
talks, conventional talks, and in conjunction with achievements 
in those areas, land-based short-range missile systems. 


Q Do you see the new agreement between all of the 
German political parties on that comprehensive concept -- do 
you see that as being consistent with the Reykjavik and the 
Brussels declarations of NATO? 


a I'm not sure there is a new agreement between all 
the German political parties, but we'll hear from Minister 
— about this on Monday, and I don't have anything beyond 
that. 


Q It's being reported in all the European 
newspapers that there has been such an agreement. You think 
there hasn't? 


2) We'll wait to hear it officially from Minister 
Genscher. 


Q Is there any reason why the consultations need to 
be conducted here when a meeting has just concluded at NATO to 
deal with this very subject? 


a Well, the meeting at NATO was a Defense Ministers 
meeting of the Nuclear Planning Group. The comprehensive 
concept excercise is a broader one. It was set for the Foreign 
Ministers. The Foreign Ministers set the task for themselves 
at their meeting, and there was -- 


aie! Q You said that the Defense Minister is coming, 
n't you, or -- 


a Yes. That's right -- Genscher and Stoltenberg. 
But it's not...the meeting in Brussels was from the military 
side of things. This issue of the comprehensive concept 
involved political factors as well, and so a broader discussion 
has to be held in order to work on that. And those are the 
kinds of consultations we've been having, not just with the 
Germans, but with a lot of members of the Alliance. 
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Q But in that political context, Mr. Cheney said 
that he thought that the Administration would seek funding for 
a new missile from Congress, despite the fact that they were 
not going to press the Germans for any commitment on deploying 
it. Does this ... 


a Once more, the comprehensive concept is not 
dealing just with the question of Lance missile modernization 
and deployment, or whatever. It's dealing with the 
comprehensive concept of arms control and security as the 
alliance sees it. That's a political issue, a military issue. 
It's the broad approach to arms control that the alliance 
takes, and that's the context that they're discussing SNF in, 
and why we need broader -- 


Q What accounts for the suddenness of the visit? 
Why on short notice did Genscher request a meeting? 


A I don't know. We'll find out. Maybe he'll 
explain it. 


Q Any subjects outside of the arms control realm? 


A I'm sure when the Ministers get together they'll 
have a lot of things to discuss. We share a lot of -- 


Q But this is not -- 


i) -- interests with these people, but the primary 
purpose, as I understand it, is to come and address the issue 
of SNF and a comprehensive concept of that. 


Q Just to help us put into perspective with the 
reports out of Europe today, can you tell us how long ago the 
West German Government requested this meeting? 


a It was the last day or two, and I just don't know 
-— I'm not exactly sure precisely when it was. 


Q On another subject, do you have any thoughts 
about the Hussein visit, and what is going to happen next? 


a No. I don't really. It was addressed fairly 
extensively over the past few days. We said how we intend to 
move the process -- talking about taking steps, improving the 
atmosphere, talking to everybody -- and that still applies. As 
far as the specific issue of the Hussein visit and the ideas 
and that sort of thing, both the White House and the Secretary 
and Hussein himself have addressed those. 


Q Does the State Department have any observations 
to make about the handling of the demonstrations in the 
southern part of Jordan? 
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a I'm afraid not. No. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Yasser Arafat 
interview last night on MacNeil/Lehrer, especially about his 
conditional acceptance of the election and his wish to meet 
Secretary Baker? 


a I don't have anything new on that. We've noted 
what he said about the election idea. We want to continue to 
explore the idea, and I don't have anything on a meeting -- any 
new ideas on meetings with the Secretary. We've said that the 
meetings will continue in Tunis. 


Q But do you have any -- do you qualify it as a 
positive step, negative? What is it, I mean? You have no 
qualification? 


A I just don't have any characterization for it 
right now. It's an idea that's being discussed, and we're glad 
that he's discussing it. 


Q Any comment on the murder of the American army 
officer in the Philippines? 


a I'm not sure how much of the facts people want me 
to go through, but let me go through them all, as we basically 
understand them. 


Colonel Rowe was on the staff of the Joint U.S. 
Military Assistance Group, the office responsible for 
coordinating the use of U.S. security assistance with the 
Philippine military. He was struck by automatic rifle fire 
while enroute to work at approximately 7:00 a.m., Manila time, 
on April 21. 


Colonel Rowe was taken to the hospital. It was a 
Philippine military facility. He was pronounced dead at 8:25 
a.m., Manila time. The remains were taken to Clark Air Base. 
His Filipino driver was wounded but is in stable condition. 


Colonel Rowe had served in Vietnam and spent five 
years as a POW. He was highly decorated for his service. He 
is survived by his wife and four children. Colonel Rowe was 
from McAllen, Texas. 


We condemn this act of violence, and we extend our 
deepest sympathy to his entire family. 


There's also a statement that Ambassador Platt issued 
a and we can have that available in the Press Room as 
well. 


Q Do you consider this an act of terrorism? 
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A Yes. 
Q Do you have any way to attribute its origin? 


4 Not at this time, we don't. There will have to 
be an investigation. We don't have -- I don't think anyone's 
claimed responsibility, and we don't have any information. 


Q Richard -- 
Q I have a change of subject -- 
A Can we go to the back then. 


Q Same line as this: In light of the -- especially 
in light of the two attacks last week on American installations 
in the Philippines by Communist rebels, how is -- how safe is 
the Philippines right now for Americans? 


a We have a travel advisory which we issued on 
March 15 of this year on the Philippines. That explains it in 
detail. What basically that advisory does is it indicates 
areas of the country where, because of criminal activity or 
terrorist activity, people should try to avoid. And that would 
be our assessment of the situation out there. 


Q Was he traveling in a secure vehicle at the time 


he was hit? 
i) Yes, he was. 
Q Is there any review going to be undertaken of the 


physical arrangements for providing security to senior U.S. 
officials there? 


i) There are normally -- there will be an 
investigation of this particular case, and I'm sure they'll 
want to look into things like that. We're, in fact, sending a 
three-man security support team out to Manila to help with the 
investigation. 


Q Is Manila one of the areas included in the travel 
advisory? 


A The travel advisory says that most urban areas in 
the Philippines are considered safe for travelers. That 
includes Manila and Baguio. 


Q Is there any thought in light of this of changing 
that? 


A I'm é6ure that will be looked at. I would note 
that the threats that I've heard about were against official 
Americans and weren't general threats to travellers. 
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Q Has there been any contact with the Aquino 
government on this subject? 


a Yes. We've been talking to them. They've 
expressed their sympathy. I don't really have anymore details 
to offer right now. 


Q Three American servicemen were killed sometime 
ago and then after that there were no threats to lives. Do you 
see this as perhaps isolated or is this an indication of 
perhaps stepped-up activity by communist elements? 


f I don't really have a position on that yet 
because it involves two areas. One is, at what point do you 
determine that there's a pattern. There were three killings 
about a year and a half ago. There was a bombing of a radio 
facility much more recently. But we don't know yet who is 
responsible for this particular action. So it's hard to say 
that there's a pattern of any particular type developing, but 
we're, of course, very concerned about the security of our 
personnel. 


Q On another subject? 


Q Same subject. Can you tell us whether -- can you 
give us a current sort of up-to-date assessment of the NPA 
threat the U.S. perceives in the Philippines? How strong is 
the NPA at this point? What threat do they pose to the Aquino 
government, etc.? 


A I don't have anything specific on that. There 
was a question -- I think we can get you something about the 
size of the NPA right now. I'm not sure if we have a 
— assessment of their capabilities, but I'll look into 

at. 


Q Another subject? 
A Any more on the Philippines? 


Q I have a question about the Coast Guard's action 
with regard to Taiwanese vessels in the North Pacific economic 
zone. Yesterday, there was one craft that was boarded with the 
permission of the Taiwanese Government. Have you inade any 
further representations to the Taiwanese for boarding of other 
craft in that area -- oh, 


a I'm not aware of any further representations. We 
did talk to the Taiwan authorities before we boarded that 
vessel. 


Q Is it accurate that the Secretary himself had 
made a representation or had communicated through the 
Secretary's office on this? 
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A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you tell me, would it require further 
requests on a case-by-case basis to carry out such boardings? 


a I wouldn't characterize our contacts with the 
Taiwan authorities as “requests,” and so I think the answer to 
your question is basically "no," but we would coordinate, we 
would talk about it. 


Q One last question. Are you satisfied with the 
Taiwanese Government's enforcement of the fishing agreements in 
the economic zone? 


a Again, I don't have any reaction to that right 


now. 

Q On Iran, Richard, anything on the accusation 
about American spying? 

a I don't. It's our policy not to comment on 
allegations of this kind. 

Q Have any U.S. citizens been arrested in Iran 
recently? 

A I'm not aware of any that have been arrested very 


recently. I understand there were two in jail who have been 
there for some time. 


Q But I meant in recent months. 
A I'm not aware of any arrests in recent months. 


Q Richard, anything new on India's blockade, trade 
blockade, of Nepal? 


A No. 


Q So you will stick with the same statement? 
a Yes. 


Q On Lebanon, Richard, the French seem to be 
grumbling that the United States hasn't really done much to 
support their efforts, that we have a very different attitude, 
that we seem to be overly-soliticious of Syrians. I wonder if 
you have anything on -- any expectation that we'll be taking 
further steps, any new declarations about Lebanon? It's a 
catch-all question. 


a It sounds like one. I don't have anything on 
French grumbling. I haven't heard the French grumble. They 
usually roar. 
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On Lebanon, we have seen reports that the Arab League 
Committee has a ceasefire proposal. It's a peace plan that 
involves ceasefire negotiations with Syria on its role in 
Lebanon and a dialogue among Lebanese leaders for political 
reform. We very strongly support this effort by the Arab 
League, and we're very encouraged by the reports that we've 
seen. So that's, I think, where the action is right now. 


Q Why aren't we doing more? Why -- every statement 
is “We support the frab League." Why are we not ourselves 
engaged in a more energetic initiative? 


A We are engaged in an energetic initiative to 
support the Arab League. We're talking to the Arab League. 
We're talking to the Syrians, we're talking to the parties in 
Lebanon about the Arab League initiative, and our hope is that 
with our support it'll go forward. 


Q How long -- it's clear that the Arab League 
initiative is rather futile. How long are we going to -- we've 
been saying, it seems to me, for weeks now that we've been 
supporting the Arab League which is like pushing on a string? 


A I just can't accept you characterizing it as 
"futile." There is a plan that appears to be emerging from 
this. It's obviously -- it's making some kind of progress. 
Now whether that progress will eventually succeed or not, I 
can't predict. 


Q Any comment on the Syrian position as expressed 
by Farouk Shara who is the State Minister for Foreign affairs? 


a No. 
Q You are aware of what he said? 


A In fact, I'm not, but I don't have comments on 
everything anyway. 


Q Representative Solarz has requested lethal aid 
for the non-communist Resistance force along the Thai boarder 
and Son Sann was here and also requested such assistance. Do 
we have any intention to provide such lethal assistance? 


A We are continually evaluating and assessing the 
needs of the non-communist Resistance. We believe that in 
preparation for a settlement in Cambodia our assistance to the 
non—communist Resistance should be increased. We consult with 
the non-communist Resistance, with friends and allies, and with 
Congressional leaders on the levels and types of assistance 
most appropriate to the needs of the non-communist Resistance, 
but I don't have anything specific to announce today on the 
question being asked. 
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Q Do you expect a decision will be made shortly on 
this? 


a No, I don't have any particular indication that 
we're about to make a decision on this. We're consulting with 
a lot of people about the appropriate level and type of 
assistance. 


Q Is that the same statement that Margaret read the 
other day? 


a Yes, it is. 


Q The Thais, or some of the Thais, are saying that 
this is too little and too late, that these forces are 
incompetent, unable to fight the Khmer Rouge or Hun Sen's 
army. They say that the United States is opposing their 
efforts to turn the area into a marketplace instead of a 
battlefield and invite Hun Sen to participate in discussions in 
Bangkok. Do you have any comment on this? 


A No. 


Q Richard, while we're in that area of the world, 
is the United States normalizing its relations with Laos? Have 
we decided to give aid to the Laotians to fight drug 
trafficking as a first step toward full normalization of 
relations? 


a I don't have anything on that, and I won't rely 
on my memory but I'll get you something about it. I think 
we've recently spoken about the Lao and drug trafficking. 


Q Back on the SNF and the Germans. Is there any 
information on who else the two Ministers will be seeing as 
well as the Secretary of State? How long they'll be here for? 


a I don't have any information on who else they'll 
be seeing. I understand they'll be here on Monday, and I think 
schedules are still being worked out 

The meeting will be co «= ay? 


Q 

a Yes, that's right. 

Q But there's no return date as yet? 
“a 


I don't have anything here. But, as I said, I 
think the schedules are still being worked out. 


Q I gather you said that the meeting has been 
arranged at the German request? 


a That's right. 
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Q Did the Germans ask to see anybody apart from the 
Secretary of State? 


A Right here in this building at this pedgium, I'm 
not aware exactly whether they've requested something else 
around town. So all I can speak to for the moment is the 
Secretary. 


Q Richard, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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MS. TUTWILER: I don't have any statements. I'll be 
happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q Well, shall we try.to deal with the German thing 
then? We have two German Cabinet officers here, and the 
Germans aren't thrilled with the idea of tripling the range of 
the Lances. What's Mr. Baker's message to the West Germans who 
want to negotiate with the Soviets -- who want the U.S. to 
negotiate? 


A His message he's giving upstairs -- yes, they're 
here -- as you know, Barry, they're here to discuss and talk 
about SNF with Secretary Baker in the context of the 
comprehensive concept at the forthcoming NATO summit. 


Secretary Baker has said on a number of occasions, "We 
should make an effort to work this out through negotiations 
with the Federal Republic and our allies before the summit." 
These discussions will play a part in that. 


Q Is it wrong then to consider vaulting beyond NATO 
and negotiating with the Soviets, or is that one option that 
could be discussed among the Allies? 


A I'm not exactly sure what you're asking me. 

Q Well, because I phrased it so poorly for one 
thing. 

ui No. 


Q You're stressing that it's a NATO problem. I 
don't think anybody disputes that. The Germans seem to want 
some commitment or at least some tendency by the United States 
to negotiate this issue with the Soviets, which of course could 
be done after talking to NATO. So I just wondered what Mr. 
Baker thinks of the idea of negotiating the issue with the 
Soviets, I suppose with NATO's approval. 


A Secretary Baker has said many times, Barry, that 
it would be preferable if we could move to modernize our 
short-range nuclear weapons, although we understand the Federal 
Republic's problem regarding the timing of any such decision. 
And he has said that, "We think it would be a mistake to engage 
in arms control negotiations on SNF." 
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Q Thank you. 
8 Does that help you? 
Q Yes, it does. 


Q So his message today to the two German Ministers 
is unchanged? That's essentially it? 


a That's correct. 


Q Why is it a mistake to negotiate on SNF, since 
we're negotiating in every other area of arms control with the 
Soviets and since this is part of the overall picture? 


a Because that's what he believes. 


Do you happen to know how critical the U.S. 
considers it to modernize? In other words, is this something 
that could be put off for awhile, or is there some notion of a 
need to increase the range of the Lances pretty soon? Because 
the Germans have been asking initially for delay. 


A That's correct. I know what you're asking me, 
Barry, and what I'd prefer to do -- until Secretary Baker 
concludes his meeting -- I asked him this morning if there was 


going to be a readout or if we could have something 

afterwards. I just don't want to get into that when he's 
upstairs. It's not that I don't know what you're asking me. I 
know what you're asking me. 


Q Will there be a readout? 


A He wouldn't answer me, so I don't know. 


(Laughter ) 
It depends. 


Q Did he take the question? 


A He took the question, and he knows that I will 
ask him the minute the meeting is over. And I will do what I 
can for you all. 


Q What time do you assume it will be? 


A There's not a literal answer to that. They are 
scheduled to have their bilateral, which I believe began at 
11:45. Lunch begins at 12:45, and it is unclear if they're 
going to go after lunch. That will be resolved at lunch. So I 
don't know. 


Q Margaret, Secretary Cheney said yesterday, I 
believe, on television that the United States does not prefer 
to negotiate short-range nukes now. He didn't emphasize the 
word "now," but it was in his answer. 
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Are we to infer from that that the United States would 
negotiate short-range nuclear weapons at some point? 


a I believe that [I just expressed Secretary Baker's 
feelings on it as of this morning when I asked him. Secretary 
Cheney, as you know, is upstairs meeting with him also, as is 
General Scowcroft. So I don't know how to answer your 
question, John. 


Q Could I follow up on that, please? In Brussels 
last week it seemed clear that all the NATO Defense Ministers 
agreed on postponing a decision on whether to modernize or not, 
then a few days later the Government in Bonn moved to step 
ahead and said that they should engage -- that NATO should 
engage in speedy negotiations on the SNF issue. 


Does Secretary Baker or the American Government find 
this breaking from that agreement reached last week in 
Brussels, or what's the opinion before these talks today 
started? 


A I'm not trying to be difficult. Secretary Baker 
is upstairs right now meeting with the Foreign Minister and the 
Defense Minister from Germany, with our Secretary of Defense 
and our National Security Adviser. It would be inappropriate 
for me, since they've been meeting now for one hour -- 
approximately one hour -- and I don't know how much longer 
they're going to meet, to be down here speaking basically in a 
vacuum. I don't know what they're saying upstairs. 


I'm going to try at the end of their meeting, whenever 
it ends, to have something that [I can hopefully put out. But [I 
just don't feel comfortable doing that when he's upstairs 
meeting. 


Q Margaret, let me try it another way. There is a 


widespread perception among the NATO Allies that they have 
agreed, with the tacit support of the United States, to stop 


insisting on a modernization statement now before the German 
elections. 


A I know what you're asking me. What I don't know 
-- his meeting today I described as discussions and talks. 
Another way, I guess, you could describe it is negotiating. I 
just personally feel that it's not appropriate when he is 
upstairs -- I don't know what position he may take. I don't 
know what position the Germans have come with. I could say 
something here that goes against something that is upstairs 
being discussed. 


Q In light of the statement of the Nuclear Planning 
Group last week -- 


a) Of the what? 


Q Of the NATO Nuclear Planning Group, its final 
statement or communique -- what exactly is there to negotiate? 
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A I don't know, but they're talking about 
something. (Laughter) 


Q In other words, isn't this already a done deal? 


a They obviously had something to talk about or the 
Germans wouldn't have flown over here at the request of the 
Chancellor in his phone call with the President on Friday. 
There's something that they do have to work out. 


Margaret, in restating U.S. policy, you said, I[ 
believe, we think it would be a mistake to negotiate on SNF. 
Well, now, are you telling us that they're upstairs negotiating 
on SNF? 


A I said we think it would be a mistake to engage 
in arms control negotiations on SNF. 


Q I think that's what I just said. Are you telling 
me that they're upstairs now negotiating on SNF? 


a I told you that they're upstairs discussing and 
talking about SNF in the context of the comprehensive concept 
at the forthcoming NATO summit. 


Q Margaret, a procedural question: If you do have 
a readout, would it be likely to be here in person or would it 
be likely to be posted? 


A My instincts and intuition would tell me it would 
likely be posted, but I don't know. I did ask this morning. I 
know how important this is and how much you want to know. I 
just don't know what he's going to be willing to do. 


Q Well, how are you going to communicate this? 
You're going to call around, or -- 


A Yes. It will be done fairly. 
Q The wires will probably stick around. 


A If he has something to say. I don't know. 
(Laughter) 


Q We'll be here. Some of us will hang around just 
in case. 


Q Can we swing to Pakistan, and can you tell us -- 
even though Afghan guerrillas make their own decisions but they 
make them with the help of Pakistan and U.S. arms -- whether 
Ambassador Oakley was at a meeting with the Pakistanis when, 


according to the New York Times, a decision was taken to launch 
an attack on Jalalabad? 
7 I don't have an answer on Ambassador Oakley, and 


I don't have a comment on the March 5 meeting. Do you want me 
to restate the first part of my answer that you gave? 
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Q No. 
A That is the answer. 
Q Can I take you to another area? 
Q Which one? 
4 what? 
Q Can I take you to another area. 
Q Switch channels. Can we switch channels. 
A Oh, I'm sorry. I couldn't understand you. 


Do you have any comments on the situation in 
Jordan and the assistance to alleviate the economic situation 
which led to the violence by the United States? 


Q What was the question again? 
A What are you asking me? 


Q Do you have any comment on the situation in 
Jordan and the United States assistance which has been pledged 
to alleviate economic woes of Jordan? 


A I don't have anything on Jordan for you. 


Q Anything on the continuing violence in the 
Occupied Territories, escalating violence? 


a Yes, I do. We are deeply concerned over the 
increase in casualties which has occurred in the course of 
violent confrontations between Palestinians and the Israeli 
Defense Forces in the Occupied Territories over the past 
several days. 


The increase in tension in the Territories runs 
directly counter to the cause of peace. We strongly urge all 
sides to exercise restraint. We remain determined to work with 
all parties to break out of the current confrontation and to 
replace violence with political dialogue and accommodation. 


Q Any assessment of blame; who's most at fault in 
this situation? 


A You know I'm not going to do that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Joel Brinkley's 
article in the New York Times this morning about Mr. Shamir's 
plan for the elections, whic 

option for participation? 


would rule out any Palestinian 
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7 Yes, I do. Consideration and discussion of 
elections as a potentially promising step in the peace process 
has just begun. Obviously during the course of these 
discussions there will be many and varied views on the issue -- 
some workable, some not. 


We will work closely with all the parties in the 
region in developing the concept fully so that it can work and 
contribute toward creating conditions for direct negotiations 
and peace. 


If elections are o fulfill their potential in this 
regard, it will be essential that they be free and fair in the 
best tradition of democracy. All those truly committed to 
peace should demonstrate that commitment by keeping an open 
mind to proposals that can advance the process. 


Q Doesn't this strike you [as] a little strange in 
this article that Mr. Shamir pledged that he will work towards 
that plan that he presented to the United States a couple of 
weeks ago, and then suddenly he's ruling completely now, in his 
explanation to the American media there, that he won't have any 
participation of Palestinians the way that everybody is 
expecting? [Sic] 


a I just stated what our reaction was to the 
elections in the area. 


Q In your first answer you said “political 
dialogue." Political dialogue between whom? Could you be more 
specific? 


Between all of the parties. 
Well, whom? Can you specify? 
No, I can't. 

The PLO and israel? 


> © > © >? 


No. 


ef Q By Se the groundwork for elections that 
aren ree a air 


a I don't believe so. 
Q Any plans for a meeting with the PLO in Tunis? 


A I asked last week. I wasn't here on Friday; on 
Thursday there weren't. Richard, is there an update on that? 


MR. BOUCHER: Nothing new. 


a Nothing new. 
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Q Anything on the quagmire in Lebanon? Anything 
more you can say on the situation? 


Q Can I just ask one more question about Israel 
before you move on? 


a Sure. 


Q Now that the Secretary and President Bush have 
met with King Hussein, what's the next step as you pursue this 
election proposal? Can you say? 


a I don't have a literal next step. I can tell you 
that there are officials in this Department who are quietly 
working with other parties to continue to see what we need to 


do next; but as far as a specific, literal step, I don't have 
one today for you. 


Q Can you say specifically, are you working with 
the Israelis or the Egyptians or the Jordanians or the 
Palestinians or everybody? 

A At this point, I would tell you everybody. 
Anything new you can say about Lebanon? 


Well, specifically, what -- I mean -- 


Any predictions, any way to end the violence? 


> © vd? 


No. 


Q How about the closing of the last escape route 
for the Christians, the ferry that goes from Lebanon to -- 


a The evacuees? 


Q Yes. Is that confirmable? Does the State 
Department have -- 


A It's not confirmable, but we would consider any 
such attempt reprehensible. 


Q Margaret, is the United States making any 
humanitarian moves -- 


A I'm sorry. I don't know whether it's confirmed 
or not. Do you see what I'm saying? And I asked this 
morning. Okay. 


Q Is the United States making any humanitarian 
moves, such as the French hospital ship or the delivery of fuel 
oil to the power plant there, that would help alleviate the 
human suffering in this situation? 
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A We're not specifically doing one of the things 
you mention, John; but you should know that through our PL-480 
program we provide food to 135,000 Lebanese families -- that is 
roughly one-fourth to one-third of the entire population -—- 
irrespective of communal affiliation. We have been doing so 
for the past two years. 


Because of the recent fighting, distribution has been 
interrupted, but the food is stockpiled in depots in Lebanon. 
We give bi-monthly food packages of rice, lentils, vegetable 
oil and powdered milk to these 135,000 Lebanese families. The 
value of this program is approximately $14 million a year. 


Q So the answer is, the United States is not doing 
anything in this specific situation to try to alleviate the 
suffering there? It's just stockpiling food. 


A The United States is not doing something specific 
which you mentioned, as in sending a hospital ship, etc,; the 
United States is doing the program that I described and has for 
the last two years. 


The United States is using this forum and other 
forums. The Secretary of State spoke on the United States' 
policy on Lebanon last week in his public testimony on April 
18. The President, I believe it was -- was it last week? -- 
put out a statement. Secretary Baker yesterday, at the 
invitation of Cardinal Hickey, who is the Archbishop of 
Washington, attended a mass in a cathedral here in Washington 
to show his support for the suffering of the people in 
Lebanon. So I think that the Administration is doing things. 


Q But, Margaret, they can't cook this food. I 
mean, there is electricity but apparently the French are 
bringing in some generators. Where the people are getting 
pummeled, there is no pumping facilities. The water -- you 
can't use the powdered milk if you can't put water in it; and 
there's no heating facilities. There's electricity maybe -- 
the big break is now maybe two hours a day there'll be 
electricity. 


I guess what we're asking is if you can check and see 
if the U.S. is going to do anything in the way of joining some 
international -- I guess it's not an international effort; 
apparently not many countries are terribly concerned -- but the 
French may be. And I wondered if the U.S. is going to do 
anything to see that these people can eat the food that you 
have stockpiled for them. 


A I'll find out if the United States is going to do 
something additional, new, and specific. But I did ask this 
morning, and I didn't have one. 


Q Margaret, last week you welcomed the 
Parliamentarian call. 


A That's correct. 
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Q And General Aoun criticized them and condemned 
their call. So are you disappointed with his reaction, because 
you called on him -- 


A Our reaction is what it was last week. 


Q Yes, but he responded negatively to it, and even 
he mentioned it on ABC last week. So are you disappointed with 
the hawkish position of foun? 


A Our position concerning the Parliamentarians 
stays the same. 

Q Yes, but what about Aoun? 

A I don't have a reaction for you about that. 

Q Margaret, did I miss something in the Secretary's 


statement last week? I believe it was limited to saying the 
situation was very, very intractable. 


A Correct. And he also, I believe, expressed -- 
I'll have to go back and get the transcript -- how much genuine 
sympathy this President and himself personally have for the 
suffering, that the suffering needs to stop. I'd have to go 
back and get the transcript. But, one, I know what he feels 
about the subject, and that is true. 


As far as what you want me to say, which is a new and 
literal and specific initiative the United States is taking 
today, I don't have one for you. But that does not mean that 
the United States does not care. 


Q Margaret, can I take you to Panama? Any comment 
on the New York Times article this morning explaining the 
Reagan plan that included an ouster of General Noriega and was 
vetoed by the Senate Intelligence Committee? 





A No, I don't have a comment. And we don't comment 
on alleged intelligence matters. 


Q Any comment on the upcoming elections and whether 
they are being conducted, the campaigns, in a fair manner? 


A Whether they are going to be conducted in a fair 
Q They are being conducted -- whether the 


opposition is getting access, whether it is getting air time, 
print time? 


A We understand that a number of organizations, 
such as the Christian Democratic International, the European 
Parliament, the Liberal International, Italian Christian 
Democratic Party, the National Republican Institute, and the 
National Democratic Institute, are seeking to go to Panama to 
= the elections. We fully support these groups in their 
efforts. 











1130 


-10- Monday, 4/24/89 


We note that Noriega's regime continues to restrict 
visas as well as hotel accommodations and auto rental 
facilities in an effort to discourage observers from evaluating 
the electoral process. The focus of international attention is 
needed on Panama to insure a free and fair electoral process. 


Q Can you tell us why Mr. Eagleburger asked to meet 
with the French Ambassador? 


A Why what? 


Q Mr. Eagleburger requested a meeting with the 
French Ambassador today. 


A i don't know. I know that Larry is meeting with 
him -- he mentioned it this morning. But I didn't ask why. I 
don't know. 


Q Margaret, in conmection with Panama, the 
limitation on hotel rooms and rental cars, this is specifically 
directed at the international observers? Is that what you're 
saying? 


A That's my understanding. 


Q How about visas, have they denied visas to the 
international observers? 


A That's my understanding. 


Q They have actually turned down international 
observers? 


A I will go get you a literal answer to that, but 
this is what I was told this morning. 


Q A follow up on that, Margaret. The article in 
the Times quotes unnamed officials as saying that there is 
optimism in this building about getting rid of General 
Noriega. What are your feelings about that? Are you 
+ Sol Is the State Department feeling that there's a 
chance 


A I'd love to help you out, but I'm going to 
refrain and say, as Secretary Baker has said many times and 
again last week in testimony, there can be no normalization of 
relations with Panama as long as Noriega is in power. 


Q Anything new on Namibia, or is that situation 
settled now? 


A I have an update for you if you'd like it. 


There have been no reports of further fighting in 
northern Namibia over the weekend. The parties are working 
actively to find a way to put the peace process back on 
schedule. 
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A meeting of the Joint Commission took place Thursday 
at Ruacana on the Angola-—Namibia border to discuss ways to 
facilitate and to verify the withdrawal of SWAPO forces. In 
addition, a provisional agreement was reached between South 
Africa, Angola, and Cuba, in the presence of U.S. and Soviet 
observers, and was announced Friday afternoon. It calls for 
South African forces to be restricted to base for 60 hours 
beginning Wednesday evening so SWAPO forces can withdraw to 
Angola without fear of harassment. 


The U.S. delegation and members of the Joint 
Commission have been working with United Nations 
representatives to arrange U.N. participation in monitoring the 
process. We support this proposal and believe it points the 
way toward putting the peace process back on schedule. 


Q Margaret, a question about Nicaragua: The 
Secretary said, in his dealings with the Hill, that he had a 
proposal for carrots and sticks as events unfolded in Nicaragua 
in the election process. 

A That's correct. 


Q Some events have unfolded now in the last week. 
Does he have any carrots or sticks to offer in response? 


A If he does, I don't know them, but I will ask him. 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN FROM APRIL 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
P : VISAS POR INTERNATIONAL OBSERVERS 


o 


Q: Have (the Panamanians) denied visas to the international 
observers? 

A: WE UNDERSTAND THAT SOME VENEZUELANS INVITED TO PARTICIPar: 
IN INTERNATIONAL OBSERVER DELEGATIONS HAVE BEEN DENIED VISAS 
AT THIS TIME WE DO NOT HAVE INFORMATION ON THE STATUS OF VISA 
APPLICATIONS FOR U.S. PRESS OR OBSERVERS WISHING TO ENTER 
PANAMA. CERTAINLY THE NEW POLICY OF ABOLISHING THE USE OF 
TOURIST CARDS AND REQUIRING THAT VISAS BE OBTAINED FROM 
NWORTEGA-REGIME DOMINATED CONSULATES APPEARS DESIGNED TO 
OBSTRUCT OBSERVERS FROM THE UNITED STATES. WE SUPPORT THE 
PRESENCE OF OBSERVERS AND THE INTERNATIONAL PRESS AND HOPE THAT 


THEY WILL BE ABLE TO ENTER PANAMA AND CARRY OUT THEIR 


ACTIVITIES EFFECTIVELY: 
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MS. TUTWILER: Good morning. How are you all? I have 
a brief -- not brief, but I have a statement. Are we ready? 


Q Yes, ma'am. 


A Today, April 25, marks the date by which the 
Government of Nicaragua is obligated under the Tesoro Beach 
agreement to have in place electoral laws conducive to free and 
fair elections scheduled to take place in February of 1990. 


The Government of Nicaragua has recently put into 
effect new laws governing electoral procedures and the press. 
Both the substance of these laws and the manner in which they 
have been put into effect is troubling. 


The electoral law was not the result of good-faith 
bargaining between the Government of Nicaragua and the internal 
opposition groups and was unilaterally imposed after being 
passed by the Sandinista-—dominated legislature. This law 
includes a provision requiring that the Supreme Electoral 
Council, of which the Sandinistas maintain control, receive 
one-half of any foreign political contributions. It ignores 
proposals made by the internal opposition for absentee 
balloting and procedures for ensuring the presence and 
unlimited access of international election observers. 


A new law governing press conduct includes penalties 
for disseminating information which the Interior Ministry 
determines to be a violation of national integrity and allows 
the Interior Ministry to order closures of up to four days. 
This media law has also been passed by the Sandinista 
Legislature without genuine dialogue with the internal 
opposition, which depends upon freedom of expression, or with 
the independent media in Nicaragua. 


It is still not too late for dialogue and for the 
necessary compromises by all sides which alone can create 
conditions of trust in which free elections can go forward. We 
urge the Government of Nicaragua to engage in the necessary 
dialogue to revise its electoral and press laws. 
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Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 


Q Margaret, is the conclusion of the 
Administration, therefore, to offer carrots or sticks or 
nothing at all in response to what has happened in Nicaragua? 


A I'm not sure I understand what you're asking me. 


Q Well, the Secretary of State told Congress that 
he would have -- 


A I know about that. 


Q -- this whole collection of incentives or 
disincentives. Now the Sandinista Government has done some 
things, as you just outlined them, so what is the response? 
Does the United States -- do you want to ask for sticks or are 
you going to offer carrots? 


A The United States is asking for free, fair and 
honest elections. 


Q But, for example, relations with the Sandinistas 
are still at a very low level. There's no Ambassador in either 
capital. 


A Ambassador -- what? 
Q There's no Ambassador in either capital. 
a) That's correct. And that particular point is 


under review. 


Q What does that mean? 


Q Does that mean he's under review? 
Q We're now considering -- 
A The reinstituting of an Ambassador there and an 


Ambassador here is currently under review. 


Q That's been under review since the Administration 
took office. 


A That's true. It's still under review, as of 
today. (Laughter) I asked. 
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Q I think what Roy is asking, if I -- what happens 
-— I mean, we're calling on them, we're saying there's still 
time to make these changes which we have outlined. What if 
they don't? 


A That's something that I'm not prepared to answer 
today. 

Q What if they do? 

A That would be very encouraging. 

Q No. But I think what Roy was trying to get at is 

A I know. 

Q -- there was this set of carrots and sticks, and 
this is one of the deadlines of which one would have expected 
some sort of an official U.S. response -- either a carrot or a 


stick or nothing. 


A But I think that I just did make an official 
United States response to -- today is April 25 -- and to point 
out our disappointment that genuine consultation has not taken 
Place with all the opposition groups. I'd point out, which I 
think you all would have an interest in, that the media laws 
that they have passed -- [I'd hate to think what it would be 
like in many countries in the world, including our own, if we 
said we were going to disband the media for four minutes, inuch 
less four days. 


So, I mean, there is definitely room for improvement 
here. 


Q Do you see anything positive in the steps that. 
have been taken? 


A I've characterized the steps that have been 
taken, as I characterized them in the statement. 


Q I mean, for example, they used to be able to shut 
down the media indefinitely, and so they are claiming that 
limiting themselves to four days is an advance. Now, for us 
it's certainly not. But do you see any advance in that? 


A I wouldn't call that an advance, just as you said 
you wouldn't. 


Q Is the State Department prepared to have some 
observations about Japan's political problems? Mr. Takeshita, 
who was unceasingly described by the White House as President 
Reagan's best friend, apparently is on the way out, and I 
wondered if relations with Japan will take a dip because wf ail 
this. 
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A The only thing I'd have for you, Barry, is that 
on a personal level, the Secretary was sorry to see these 
developments. He will miss his good friend the Prime 
Minister. Our relations with the Government of Japan remain 
unchanged. Japan is a close ally. 


Q Margaret, do you think that this will complicate 
some of the pending negotiations between our two countries on 
the FSX missile, for example, and -- I mean, it has to have 
some effect, don't you think? 


A I'm sure that it has an effect but not in terms 
of changing the character of our relationship with our close 
ally, Japan. 


Q Do you think it might delay a resolution of that 
issue -- the FSX? 


A On the FSX issue, as of yesterday, when I last 
asked about this, these discussions were continuing. They were 
not continuing necessarily at the Secretary of State level and 
the Prime Minister's level; they were continuing at a different 
level. I don't know why that would stop. 


Q On Jordan, do you have any comment on the 
resignation of the Prime Minister? 


A Not really, other than to say it's an internal 
matter. 

Q What about the election in Jordan? 

a We welcome the King's announcement of elections, 


and we'll be following this development closely. 


Q Do you think that under the regime there could be 
any free election in Jordan? 


A I don't have a comment for you on that question. 


Q There is a report that there is an investigation 
underway of the Soviet-backed so-called environmentalist group 
Greenpeace in connection with the accident aboard the Iowa -- 
the U.S.S. Iowa -- on April 19 because of an editorial that was 
published on April 12 in the Danish newspaper Information which 
calls on Greenpeace to take actions against the U.S.S. Iowa, 
specifically because the U.S.S. Iowa is equipped with 
nuclear-tipped cruise missiles and was scheduled to join NATO 
maneuvers in June in the Baltic. And that the same magazine 
had held a conference in which an Admiral Schmaeling of West 
Germany singled out the U.S.S. Iowa by name to be a target of 

















actions by Greenpeace in coherence with the Greenpeace's 
so-called nuclear-free seas campaign. 
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Can you confirm whether or not an investigation of 
Greenpeace is underway with regard to this incident? 
A I don't have a response to your statement. 


Q Can you confirm that -- investigations of 
possible sabotage in connection with the U.S.S. Lowa? 





A I have absolutely nothing to say on this. 


Q Margaret, back on Japan, has the Secretary any 
plans to speak with Takeshita? 


A No, he does not, but he wrote -- I believe it was 
last Thursday night -- a personal, private letter to the Prime 
Minister before this announcement was made, or that he even 
knew of this announcement. 


Q You're saying he -- there was a personal note, 
but it had nothing to do with this? 


A He wrote him a personal note as a friend before 
-- I thought it was last Thursday night -- just as a friend; a 
personal handwritten note. 


Q He had no advance knowledge. 

i) He had absolutely, positively no advance 
knowledge. 

Q Have the Japanese informed the United States of 


his plans for stepping down or -- 
A Not that I know of. 
Q -- or any timetable at all? 


a) Not that I know of. 


There's a lot of talk of friendship -- continuing 
talk of friendship -- was there always -- 
a Secretary Baker -- let me point out for some of 
you that don't know -- Secretary Baker first met and worked 


with then-Finance Minister Takeshita when we were at the 
Treasury Department, and they just developed a really close, 
personal, warm friendship. 


Q You know, I was thinking more in terms of every 
time there was a U.S.-Japanese contact, we'd always be told 
what a great pal of Reagan's he was, and I just wondered, the 
man is leaving in some political disgrace and he's saying he's 
leaving to sort of purify the political process in Japan. Is 
there any feeling in the U.S. Government that he shouldn't be 
leaving? Do you have any comments -- does the State Department. 
have any comments on the reasons he's leaving? 
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a No, we do not. 
Q He's not retiring to go to a rest home, is he? 
fA We don't, Barry. 


Q Margaret, since you volunteered that Secretary 
Baker sent a personal note, can you tell us something about 
what he said in that note? 


A I think that would probably be inappropriate. It 
was a personal handwritten note that the Secretary sent to him 
as a friend, and I don't think that would be appropriate. 


Q But was it offering reassurance or support during 
this time of crisis, or that kind of thing? 


A I just don't want to get into characterizing the 
note. 


Q He certainly didn't suggest that he should 
resign, did he? 


A This was a note from one friend to another, and 
I've described their friendship and where it began. 


Q Margaret -- you want to go on on Japan? 
Q No, it was on Nicaragua. 
Q Well, I was going to ask about Germany. 


(Laughter) What is the next step in discussions with the 
German Government in an effort to get a common position on the 
matters that were discussed here yesterday? 


A As I believe the Foreign Minister of Germany and 
I know the Secretary of State said yesterday in his statement, 
their discussions will continue. 


Q Any particular time or place for this to happen? 


i) There's no particular timeframe. There is not 
another scheduled meeting between these two, but that doesn't 
mean you cannot utilize the use of telephones. 


Q The statement said, if I remember right -- and it 
was a little ambiguous -- they would continue but they wanted 
the problem resolved -- well, the U.S. did -- within the 
Alliance. There is a major Alliance meeting coming up. Should 
that be read as if no real resolution is expected before 
Brussels or will there be a lot of work beforehand just between 
these two countries to try to resolve the problem? [ don't 
think you meant in an Alliance context or in an Alliance -- 
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A Are you talking about the NATO meeting? 
Q Yes. 


A They did not mention a timeframe, Barry. It 
would be helpful in terms of concentrating on other things at 
the summit, but it doesn't have to be resolved before then. 
I'm not prepared to get into a specific timeframe. There's 
more to discuss at the summit than the SNF, and I'm not going 
to speculate on what those other things might be. 


Q Margaret, yesterday, you were saying the 
Secretary opposes negotiations with the Soviets on SNF. Can 
you give some brief explanation as to why? 


A The Soviets clearly want to denuclearize and 
undermine NATO's flexible response and forward defense 
strategies. Negotiations would provide them an opportunity to 
promote a third zero. 


In the meantime, we are serious about pursuing new 
conventional arms talks in Vienna. As long as the Soviets 
retain their current overwhelming preponderance of conventional 
forces, our forward defense strategy depends on a flexible 
response capability, including nuclear forces. 


Q Well, if the Soviets agree and, in fact, carry 
out -- I'm sorry. 


A I had one more thing I wanted to say. The 
Soviets have already modernized their nuclear weapons and the 
Alliance must also maintain up-to-date forces. Much of its 
(Soviet Union) theater forces have been modernized in the last 
five to ten years. They have a very substantial advantage over 
the Alliance in the number of their weapons. 


Q But if the problem is the preponderance of Soviet 
conventional forces, if there's a reduction in that 
preponderance, as is now being discussed in Vienna, does that 
help the way to negotiations on SNF? Is that the condition or 
the problem, the obstacle? 


A I'm not going to entertain -- I'm not going to 
answer that question. 


Q Well, it's just that the West Germans are 
agreeing -- 


A You're trying to get me into timeframes, and that 
type of thing, and [I can't do that, Roy. 


Q Well, I'm just wondering how absolute the refusal 
is to negotiate with the Soviets. It seems to me you're 
putting in the condition that it has to do with the Soviet -- 
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A I'm not putting a condition in. The Secretary 
made his views -- as both the Germans and he stated yesterday 


-- very well known. They spent approximately four hours 
meeting. 


You should know that some of that time -- a great 
portion of that time -- was spent with five men, the five 
principals, either out on the eighth floor balcony or in 
Secretary Baker's office. As the statement said yesterday, the 
Secretary and the Secretary of Defense and National Security 
Advisor have a better understanding of the Federal Republic of 
Germany's position, and they certainly have a better 
understanding of our position. 


Q Could you give us a sense of what we understand 
now about the German position that we didn't understand before 
yesterday? 


A No, not that I have for you. 


Q He understands it's not a third zero that they're 
talking about? 


A They understood that before they got here. 


Q Okay. We're trying to figure out what you 
understand better. 


A I don't have anything for you, specifically, 
other than it was a very detailed, very thorough meeting. 


Q Excuse me, is it the U.S. position then that 
after the conventional forces talks are completed successfully, 
you can get into discussions -- 


A No, I am not saying that and I'm not prepared to 
say that. 


Q Well, what is the U.S. position that ties those 
two together? 


A I believe that I answered a question that was 
asked of me of why we were not willing to negotiate on this. [ 
think I answered that question. 


Q Yeah, but is there any connection between 
conventional force talks and short-range nuclear force talks? 


a I do not have an answer for you on that, or ['im 
not prepared to guess with you. 


Q Can you say whether the West German 
representatives proposed the deployment or the development of a 
long-range air-launch cruise missile that would still be within 
the INF Treaty-- 
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A I do not have the -- 
Q -- as an alternative to the Lance. 


A I do not have the specifics of the conversations 
that went on for four hours between the gentlemen. 


Q How do you characterize U.S.-—West German 
relations on this issue now? 


A They had a very useful -- as it was described by 
the Secretary -- and friendly meeting. And each understands 
each other's positions better. 


It sounds like we're at loggerheads. Would you 
disagree with that characterization? 


A Those are your words, not mine. 


Q Margaret, do you happen to know if it's U.S. 
position that there must be ground-based missiles in Europe in 
order to cope with what the U.S. says is a preponderate 
conventional Warsaw Pact advantage? Do they have to be 
ground-based -- 


A I don't know, Barry, but I'll -- 


Q -- which, of course, Lance is? Is that the only 
way to deal with the problem? 


A What I'd prefer to do -- this is at a level of 
detail that I am not comfortable talking about. I['11 be glad, 
though, to take your question and get you an answer. 


Q Probably a Pentagon question -- 
A Please call them. 


Q Margaret did the Germans give us any indication 
of what they mean by “early talks" or "quick talks?" Did they 
give us a timeframe that would lead us to believe those talks 
must take place within six months or a year? 


A No. I believe I answered what I have for you on 
timeframes. Is that what you're asking me? 


Yes. What do they mean by "quick talks" or 
"early talks?" 


A I don't know what they mean. I know what our 
answer is to timeframes, which I believe is what Barry asked 
me: "Does this have to be resolved before the NATO Summit?" 

Q I'm sorry -- excuse me, that's not what ['m 


asking. 
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A Okay, then I don't understand what you're asking. 
Q I'm not asking you when this has to be resolved. 


What I'm asking you is, when did the Germans tell you they want 
these early talks with the Soviets on SNF to take place? 


A I honestly don't know. 
Q Within six months or a year? 
A I do not know. 


Q Margaret, could I ask you for an update as we've 
reached the almost hundred days on the efforts to get people 
into the various jobs in this building, the political appointee 
jobs? How are you doing? 


A To tell you the truth, that hasn't come up in so 
long, I assumed everything was on track and working fine. 


Do you have a specific? 


Q Well, how many Assistant Secretary jobs have been 
filled? How many of the jobs that need to be filled have been 
filled? 


A I don't know. I'll have to get it all for you. 
I just don't know. 


Q And how do you think you've been doing so far? 


4 Based on the information when this was more a 
subject, which was weeks ago, I went and did some research on 
my own; and I can tell you, if you go do it -- and I'll be glad 
to provide it for you because it's part of the record. If you 
look at the first term of the Reagan Administration for this 
Department's appointees, and if you look at the Carter 
Administration, you will be very surprised to find, for 
instance, in my position, in the Carter days, Hodding Carter 
was confirmed on March 23 -- I believe I'm correct. I was 
confirmed on March 1. 


If you look at Larry Eagleburger, if you look at the 
number of positions, you will find it's not as bad a record as 
was being portrayed in the press at all. And I will be glad to 
get that information to you because it's a very different 
picture than what's being painted. 


So I'll argue that you can't say, based on the facts 
of those two most recent presidencies, that we have been slow. 
Many of the appointees in the Carter Administration and the 
first term of the Reagan Administration were not confirmed 
until June; and today is what, April 25. 
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Q But isn't there a difference because those were 

changes in parties? 
A There is a difference overall, no matter who had 


won this election, in standards. And there is a difference -- 
what in the first term of the Reagan Administration, I can't 
speak to the Carter Administration -- an initial FBI, what we 
call “name check," “overnight name check," which in the first 
term of the Reagan Administration took approximately 24 hours 
to 3 to 5 days, which is what I have been told. Today that 
same process can take anywhere up to three weeks or longer, so 
there is a difference in process, yes. 


Q You just mentioned “standards." What do you mean 
by standards? 


A I mean there is a different standard based on -- 
after eight years of an administration we're all under much 
more difficult scrutiny; I believe there are more forms to fill 
out; there are different questions we are asked, in reaction to 
things that happened over the last eight or 10 years. And so 
it definitely takes longer. 


In fact, you can talk to some people who served in the 
Ford Administration who are now serving in this administration; 
you can talk to people who served in the first term of the 
Reagan Administration -- it just takes longer. There are a 
combination of reasons, and it just does. 


But as far as where we are and who all's been 
confirmed, how many Assistant Secretaries have been officially 
nominated by the President and announced from the White House, 
I don't keep a list. I can try to get it for you. I just 
don't have it. 


Q Do you have any comment on, or can you tell us 
something about the two Soviets who allegedly defected up 
around Alaska? What happened to these people? 


A We don't comment, Don, as you know, on whether or 
not individuals have made requests for asylum. The Immigration 
and Naturalization Service decides all requests for asylum, 
with the State Department serving in an advisory role. 


Q Margaret, I want to go back to -- unless you have 
a follow-up on that, Don? Go ahead. 


A We have not received a request from the Soviets 
to meet with the two journalists That's all I have. 


Q On Nicaragua, is the Secretary going to Congress 
in the context of the Bipartisan Accord, and relaying in any 
way the information that you have laid out here this morning, 
that clearly the Nicaragquans have not passed this first 
deadline, or hurdle, that we hed set, for them for their 
reforms? 
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A He does not have a scheduled meeting on the Hill 
that I am aware of. 
Q May I ask, what are the implications? I mean, 
April 25 was the date. 
A That's correct. 
Q It's now passed. 


A And the last paragraph of my statement said 
something to the effect of -- I'll get it literally -- that it 
still is not too late. 


Q Right. 


A It is still not too late for dialogue and for the 
necessary compromises by all sides, which alone can create 
conditions of trust in which free elections can go forward. 


My understanding of that is that we are asking people 
to still, sincerely and genuinely, negotiate and discuss and 
talk to try to ensure free, fair, and honest elections in 
Nicaragua. 


Q Has the Secretary given that message to the 
Sandinistas in some form other than through the public podium 
here? 


A I don't have a literal answer for you to that, 
but my instincts would tell me there are officials in this 
building who certainly are. 


Q In other words, this has been transmitted already 
to the Nicaraguan Government? 


A I haven't asked that specific question. 


Q Also, there's a group of Resistance, internal 
opposition people, and Contra leaders in town. Is the 
Secretary seeing them? 


A Not that I'm aware of. But I'd want to check 
that for you. I know it's not on his schedule for today, to my 
knowledge, unless they added it this morning or something -- 


Q I understand Mr. Delvalle is in town and is 
requesting meetings with people in the State Department. Has 
his request been granted? 


A I became aware that he has requested this morning 
to see Secretary Baker. I do not know if it was added to his 
schedule. I believe the request was for today. 
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Q On this question of Germany, how concerned is the 
Secretary about the internal political repercussions in Germany 
of this, what seems to be a rebuff to the leaders of the two 
coalition parties? 


a That's your characterization again. I have said 
that both parties left with a better understanding of each 
other's position. 


Q But it's being portrayed as a rebuff, so despite 
my characterization -- 


a Well, I'm not portraying it that way. 
Q Given the -- 


a And Secretary Baker's statement yesterday 
certainly didn't do that. 


Q Given all the focus and attention that was put on 
chemical -- 


io) Excuse me. And the President's comments 
yesterday on this did not. 


Q On the horrors of chemical warfare last year and 
the U.S. participation in the United Nations' international 
conference on the subject, and so forth, why is it the State 
Department is not willing to make any comment about the use of 
poison gas by the Soviet military in Georgia, even when 
Izvestia itself has reported that this was used? 

A Why are you saying the State Department isn't 


wiliing to make a statement on that? When has the State 
Department been asked? 


Q (Inaudible) 

A Are you asking me? 

Q You're being asked. I understood (inaudible) -- 
A It's a weird way to ask a question. 


Q I can confirm that the White House had no comment 
on the subject a few days ago. 


A Well, the State Department does. 
Q Okay. 
(Laughter) 
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A The United States Government strongly condemns 
the use of any chemical agents that cause serious injury or 
death when used against peaceful protesters. We urge the 
Soviet Government to render all possible assistance to those 
injured by the toxic gas, including providing the medical 
authorities with the information necessary to treat the 
surviving victims. The Soviet Government should investigate 
fully and openly what happened on April 9. 


Q But that doesn't accuse the Soviets of using 
poison gas. I mean, the State Department has not -- 


A No, I'm not doing that. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on New Zealand and 
ANZUS today? 


A What specifically would you like to know? 


Q The Prime Minister of New Zealand made a 
statement yesterday to the effect that New Zealand might 
withdraw from an ANZUS organization, as I understand it. Do 
you have any response to that or any more general response? 


A Well, that is New Zealand's prerogative. We take 
exception to the Prime Minister's assertion that such action is 
justified by the United States' refusal to consult with New 
Zealand, as contemplated under the alliance. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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7 QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING OF APRIL 23, 1223 


PANAMA: MORE ON AMCIT MORRIS 





Q- And the transfer of custody (of Mercedes Morris) -- from where to 
where have we requested that she be transferred? 


A. -- LAST NIGHT MS. MORRIS WAS TRANSFERRED TO THE CUSTODY OF U.S. 


FORCES, SOUTHERN COMMAND, PURSUANT TO TEE PANAMA CANAL TREATIES. 
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MS. TUTWILER: Are you already? May I[ answer three 
questions that were asked yesterday? 


Secretary Baker will be meeting with Mr. Delvalle 
tomorrow. It will be a brief meeting, and right now it's 
scheduled for 1:30. 


Appointments -- is David here? 
Yes. 
What I was able to find out for you -- and this is 


public -- is there are eight scheduled hearings that are 
scheduled with the Senate Foreign Relations Committee beginning 
May 2 through May 12. As far as the correct numbers that [ was 
trying to remember for you yesterday, the total number of 
Presidential decisions made concerning this Department is 97; 
the total number of Presidential decisions that have been 
announced by the White House is 51; the total number of 
Presidential decisions requiring Presidential approval that 
have not yet been announced by the White House would be 46; 
confirmed in this Department are 14. 


If you count the eight scheduled hearings, that would 
have us sometime around, hopefully, the third week in May with 
22 confirmed. You asked me how many major offices had not been 
decided, and I said I thought it was two. I'm correct; those 
are two where there's not a Presidential decision. 

Q Do you know what are those offices, by chance? 

a CIP and OES. 

Q I don't know what CIP is, but I'll ask somebody. 

A No, no.. [I'll tell you. I didn't know either. 


Q I know what OES is. 


A CIP is the International Communications and 
Information Policy. OES is Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs. 
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Does that help you out, David? 


Q Yes, thank you. 


A Yesterday, I was asked a question about internal 
opposition individuals here in the city, were they meeting with 
anyone from the State Department. My answer for you is that 
they did not request to meet with anyone in the State 
Department. There was not a meeting. The purpose of their 
visit was, as we understand it, to meet with a representative 
of the Secretary General of the United Nations and the 
Secretary General of the Organization of American States. 


I should note that these gentlemen who are here are 
very well known to individuals and officials in this Department 
and they talked on the telephone more than once while they were 
in town. 


Thank you for letting me answer those. 


Q Do you happen to have any observations about 
Gorbachev's consolidation of power and whether it will be 
easier to deal with a Soviet leader who seems to have his 
people in place, or at least his critics out of place? 


A The changes that took place yesterday in the 
Soviet Communist Party Central Committee are, of course, an 
internal matter for the Soviets themselves to decide. There 
are clearly dramatic changes going on within the Soviet 
political system and Soviet society, which we are following 
very closely. 


Yesterday's Central Committee meeting is only the most 
recent example. We hope that whatever changes occur, their 
effect is to strengthen and promote the reform process in the 
Soviet Union towards greater democratization and openness. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 

Q Margaret, excuse my ignorance if you have been 
asked the same question before, but I need to ask you if you 
have any comment on the -- 

A Yes? 


-- resignation of Mr. Abu Ghazala in Egypt as 
Defense Minister? 


A No, I do not. 


Q You don't have any comment on that? 
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A I don't have any comment on that. 
Q The man has been described for a long time as the 


strongest pro-American leader in Egypt. How do you assess his 
demotion to another post? 


A I'm sorry, I just don't have a comment for you on 
that. 


Q Do you have anything more on Delvalle, and why 
the Secretary's receiving him? 


A He requested the meeting with the Secretary. As 
you know, I believe it was about three weeks ago the Secretary 
met with him. The Secretary's just honoring his request. 

Q What are they going to talk about? 

Q Panama. 


A That's a good answer. 


Q Thanks, George. 


D> 


Panama. 
Q (Inaudible) 
i 


I don't know. I didn't ask. 


Q Could I just ask for a clarification -- 
A Sure. 
Q -- to Barry's question. Do you accept the 


interpretation that these changes in the Central Committee of 
the Soviet Communist Party represent a consolidation of 


Gorbachev's power? 


A I don't want to further characterize our 
reaction, other than the statement that I made. 


Q You have nothing further on that? 


a I have absolutely nothing further on it than to 
characterize it the way that I did. 


Q Well, because in his last observations on the 
situation, Mr. Baker found some out of sync between political 
reform and economic reform, and thought the two ought to -- it 


would be better if the two were keeping pace. So I guess I was 
wondering if his promises that type of symmetry -- that type 
‘of progress tat ne was hoping for, but -- 


A i'm not saying that he's not still for progress 
on the economic front. 
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Q No. But ~- 


A I'm very familiar with Secretary Baker's thinking 
on this, as I know you are. What I did come prepared for today 
was a response to the literal event that happened yesterday in 
the Soviet Union. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the arrest 
yesterday of a young woman who's the Deputy Spokeswoman in 
Panama for SOUTHCOM, and anything generally on the status of 
the -- what the U.S. has described as harassment of Americans 
by General Noriega's men? 


A Yes, I do. Her name is Mercedes Morris. Ms. 
Morris is being held by Panamanian authorities on charges of 
drug possession. She was visited by SOUTHCOM and U.S. Embassy 
representatives last night, and a request for transfer of 
custody has been made. 


U.S. officials are also assisting Ms. Morris to obtain 
legal counsel and bail. Her family expects to have an extended 
visit with her today. 

In response to the second part of your question, we 
note that the Noriega regime has been engaged in a deliberate 
campaign to harass U.S. and Panamanian employees of U.S. 
agencies in Panama. 

Q | Would you regard this as part of that or not? 

a It certainly could be. 

Q Margaret, do you have any comment on Mr. Shamir's 
statements to Israeli Radio yesterday that he's in favor of 
building settlements everywhere in the occupied territories? 


2) No, I don't, and I haven't seen those comments or 
heard about them. 


Q It's in today's FBIS -- 
a I'm sorry. I haven't read today's FBIS. 


You might want to have a look at this and 
possibly give us an answer. 


Q Margaret, going back to your Panama answer for a 
moment, is Ms. Morris an American citizen? 


A Yes, she is. 


Q What is her status there? 
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A She is an employee of SOUTHCOM, and [ believe 
that she is the spokesperson for SOUTHCOM. 


Q What is her visa or residence status? 

A I don't know. Richard, do you know? 

MR. BOUCHER: No. 

MS. TUTWILER: Do you, Dennis? 

MR. HARTER: I'm not sure. 

MS. TUTWILER: I don't know. What do you mean? 


MR. BOUCHER: The Defense Department might have that. 
She works for SOUTHCOM down there. 


MR. HARTER: She's a Panamanian and U.S. citizen. 
MS. TUTWILER: I'm sorry. I don't know. 


Q And the transfer of custody -- from where to 
where have we requested that she be transferred? 


A I don't know. I'll find out for you. 
Q It wouldn't be to U.S. custody -- 


a I don't know, and I apologize. [ didn't think to 
ask that this morning. 


Q Back to the Middle East for a moment. I was 
wondering if you had any comment on statements made by a PLO 
official yesterday regarding -- 


A Khalaf? Is that who you -- 

Q Abu Khalaf -- right. 

A Khalaf, right? 

Q Right. 

i) Yes, I do. We don't have a specific reaction to 
his remarks. I can say that we are encouraged by the 
willingness of the Israelis, Palestinians and others in the 


area to explore the concept of elections as part of a broad 
political process. 


We view elections as one part of a potential process 
which should include negotiations on interim arrangements and a 
transitional period to be followed by negotiations on the final 
status of the West Bank and Gaza. 
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Q Margaret, on this issue, if you compare this 
statement of Mr. Khalaf with the statements, or rather the 
explanation of Mr. Shamir a couple of days ago in the New York 
‘lmes story about the process and the elections, do you find 
any common ground between Mr. Shamir and the PLO position about 
elections? 





A There are lots of comments out there in the 
public arena as I stated several days ago, and I'm not going to 
try to characterize each one of them for you or compare them. 


Q Since you made that statement, in answer to the 
article in the New York Times -- 





R I responded to the question that I was asked. 


Q Yes, I asked the question. Was there any comment 
or response from the Israelis, possibly? Did they get in touch 
with you about what you said? 


A On this gentleman's comments yesterday? 


No, about Mr. Shamir -- your response to Mr. 
Shamir's suggestions, or your response to my question from Mr. 
Shamir's suggestions? 


A You've got me totally lost. What are you asking 
me? (Laughter) What are you asking me? 


Q I'm asking you if you heard from the Israelis 
after you made the statement? 


a What statement? 
Q Two days ago. 


A No, we did not. To my knowledge, I did not hear 
from the Israelis. 


Q Margaret, there are 80 Palestinian West Bank 
leaders who today came out and rejected the election idea and 
called for an internaticyral conference. Is there any comment 
on that? 


A Our position on an international conference has 
not changed. 


Q But they also rejected elections. 


a No, I don't have a reaction on that other than to 
go back to what I used several days ago that I would have to 
paraphrase for you which is, basically, that there are a lot of 
positions that people stake out at the beginning of a process, 
of a negotiating process. 
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Q Your encouragement is unshaken? 
Q Margaret, on Afghanistan. Ambassador Vorontsov, 


yesterday, threatened Soviet retaliation against the Mujahideen 
if they keep hitting the embassy in Kabul. Do you have any 
reaction to that? 


A Don't have anything on Afghanistan today for you. 


Q Margaret, on Haiti, is the United States 
preparing to give $40 million in aid to the Haitian Government 
and gradually increase that amount as Haiti becomes more active 
in fighting drugs and democratizing? 





A What I'd like to do is refer you back to the 
record. I answered the specific question on our aid levels to 
Haiti several weeks ago. I don't remember the exact figures 
off the top of my head. If the Press Office doesn't have it, 
I'll be glad to make sure that we get it again for you. It's 
there. 


Q Anything further today on New Zealand? 
A No. 


Q You know, the Prime Minister has been accusing 
the opposition of groveling to the U.S. and snuggling up to 
(inaudible). Would you like to look into some of those 
charges? Think of a light, colorful response to him? 


A Off the top of my head, I don't have one. 


Q Margaret, did you have any reaction to the 
apparent suicide in Japan of Mr. Takeshita's aide? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Chinese student 
demonstraticns? 


A Yes, I do. The United States believes in and 
supports the right of peaceful assembly, including peaceful 
protest, and the freedom of expression. 

Q Anything further. 

A No. 


Q Has the United States suspended economic aid to 
Sudan? There was a report in the Herald Tribune out of 





Khartoum, quoting Sudanese officials to that effect. 
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a 


A Not that I'm aware of, but I'd prefer to ask. 
But I'm not aware of any such thing. 


Q Can I come back to China? 
A Yes. 
Q Do vou have any comment on the government's 


treatment of these students? 
A No, not really, other than what I have told you 


what the United States believes in and what the United States 
supports, not only in China but around the world. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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HAITI: US AID PROGRAM 





On Yaiti, is the United States preparing to give $40 million 
in aid to the Haitian Government and gradually increase that 


amount as Haiti becomes more active in fighting drugs and 
democratizing? 


THE ADMINISTRATION HAS PROPOSED 41 MILLION DOLLARS IN 
AID TO HAITI, FOR FISCAL YEAR 1990, CONSISTING OF 28 
MILLION DOLLARS IN DEVELOPMENTAL ASSISTANCE AND 13 
MILLION IN PUBLIC LAW 480 FOOD ASSISTANCE. THIS IS A 
CONTINUATION OF EXISTING PROGRAMS CHANNELLED THROUGH 


PRIVATE VOLUNTARY AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS. 


THE ADMINISTRATION IS CURRENTLY CONSULTING WITH CONGRESS 
ON THE POSSIBILITY OF PROVIDING THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI 

A MCDEST AMOUNT OF ADDITIONAL PUBLIC LAW 480 FOOD 
ASSISTANCE, WHICH THEN WOULD BE SOLD BY THE HAITIAN 
GOVERNMENT, WITH THE PROCEEDS TO BE DIRECTED TO MUTUALLY 
AGREED UPON DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS. OUR PROPOSAL REFLECTS 
PROGRESS MADE THUS FAR ON NARCOTICS CONTROL, HUMAN 


RIGHTS AND POVERTY ALLEVIATION. 
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TAKIN QUESTION 


AT NOON BRIEFING 


April 26, 1989 


SUDAN: IS THE U.S. CUTTING OFF AID? 





A “Sudanese official has said that U.S. aid is being cut 
off. [ts that report true? 


WE HAVE NOT CUT OFF AID AND DO NOT INTEND TO. THE PROBLEM 





Is MUCH OF OUR PROGRAMMED ASSISTANCE FOR SUDAN HAS 





BEEN SUSPENDED FOR A NUMBER OF MONTHS BECAUSE OF THE 





SUDANESE GOVERNMENT'S FAILURE TO REPAY CERTAIN DEBTS TO 





THE U.S. GOVERNMENT UNDER THE PL-480 PROGRAM (WHEAT SALES) 
AND OTHER U.S. GOVERNMENT LOANS. UNDER LONGSTANDING U.S. 


POLICY, WE ARE UNABLE TO SIGN A NEW PL- 480 TITLE I WHEAT 





AGREEMENT, WHICH IS SET AT $30 MILLION, UNTIL CURRENT 








ARREARS OF ABOUT $14 MILLION ARE PAID. THE SUDANESE 











GOVERNMENT IS NOW MAKING ARRANGEMENTS TO PAY THE ARREARS. 





UNDER U.S. LAW, (THE BROOKE AMENDMENT) WE ARE FORCED TO 
SUSPEND ALL NEW FUNDING FOR NON-EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE UNTIL 
SUDAN PAYS ITS ARREARS ON OVERDUE LOANS, WHICH NOW AMOUNT 


TO ABOUT $10 MILLION. EXISTING PROJECTS FOR WHICH FUNDING 





HAS BEEN COMMITTED BUT NOT SPENT WILL NOT BE AFFECTED 





UNDER THE LEGISLATION. WE ALSO CONTINUE TO PROVIDE LARGE 





AMOUNTS OF EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE TO THE SOUTHERN SUDAN 








RELIEF EFFORT, WHICH IS NOT AFFECTED BY ARREARS PAYMENTS. 





WE HAVE SPENT $56 MILLION TO SUPPORT PROGRAMS UNDER THE UN 


EMERGENCY RELCEF PLAN JUST SINCE DECEMBER. 
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MS. TUTWILER: Good morning. I don't have any 
statements. I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Pakistan apparently asked the U.N. yesterday for 
some sort of monitors to monitor the flow of Soviet arms to 
Afghanistan. Does the U.S. have a position on this? 


A I haven't heard about that. I'll be glad to 
check into it for you, but [I haven't heard about that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the rejection of 83 
Palestinians to Shamir's ideas on elections? 


A Yes, I do. I have nothing specific on that 
proposal other than to say we are only at the beginning of a 
process. The fact that Palestinians inside and outside of the 
West Bank in Gaza are debating and discussing the election idea 
is a positive and healthy sign. The details of an elections 
proposal need to be elaborated. We will continue to work with 
all the parties toward that end. 


Q So you don't consider -- I mean, it's dead. You 
still think the election idea is still “alive and kicking." 

A Yes, we do. 

Q And since we are in the area, do you have 


anything about the clampdown by the Egyptian regime against the 
opposition and putting 1500 people in prison? 


A No, I don't. We don't have a comment on that. 
Q Will you look at that since it's your democratic 
ally? 
Aa I have looked at it, and we don't have a comment 
on it. 


Q I see. So you don't care about putting 1500 
people in prison in Egypt? 


A Those are your words, not mine. I don't have a 
comment on it. 
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Q You don't condemn that? 
a John. 


Q Margaret, does the United States have any further 
reaction to the continuing student unrest in China? 


A Yes, we do. 

As we have consistently said, the United States 
believes in and supports the right of peaceful assembly, 
including peaceful protest and the freedom of expression. We 
hope that demonstrations in China, if they continue, will 


remain peaceful, and that the authcrities will act with 
restraint. 


Margaret, do you have any reaction to the 
resolutions taken by Arab League Council with regard to 
Lebanon? 


A My understanding is that they hadn't finished 
meeting. 


Are you talking about the group meeting in Tunis? 
Q Yes. There is also -- 


A My understanding is that they hadn't finished 
their meeting. 


Q There is already a resolution taken with regard 
to ceasing fire in Lebanon between the two parties. 


A Something new they've done today -- 
Q Just on the -- 


A -- or are you talking about the general call for 
a cease-fire? 


Q On the wire. 
Oh, I'm sorry -- 


The peacekeepers. 


> 5 2 


--—- I haven't seen that. 


Q Margaret, do you have a response to Chancellor 
Kohl's speech this morning? 


A Yes, I do. 
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I'm not going to depart from the guidance I gave you 
after the Genscher meeting here with Secretary Baker. I have 
no comment on the speech beyond the guidance I gave you the 
other day because this speech repeated the points that were 
made by Foreign Minister Genscher and Defense Minister 
Stoltenberg while they were here. 


I would like to note, however, that Chancellor Kohl's 
speech did not deal just with SNF. The speech was wide ranging 
and presented a large number of policies for his new coalition, 
including tax, defense, environmental and social policies. 


Q Would you care to restate the guidance you gave 
us the other day? 


A Which part of it? 


Q The response to the request for negotiations on 
SNF. 


A Do you want the response to our position on 
negotiations, correct, not on modernization? 


Q You can throw in modernization, if you want. 


A I'll try. On modernization: As Secretary Baker 
has said many times, it would be preferable if we could move to 
modernize our short-range nuclear weapons, although we 
understand the Federal Republic's problems regarding the timing 
of any such decision. And he has said that we think it would 
be a mistake to engage in arms control negotiations on SNF. 


Do you want me to re-read the three paragraphs on 
negotiations? 


Q If you wouldn't mind. 
A I'd be glad to. 


The Soviets clearly want to denuclearize and undermine 
NATO's flexible response and force defense strategies. 
Negotiations would provide them an opportunity to promote a 
third zero. 


In the meantime, we are serious about pursuing new 
conventional arms talks in Vienna. As long as the Soviets 
retain their current overwhelming preponderance of conventional 
forces, our force defense strategy depends on a flexible 
response capability including nuclear forces. 


The Soviets have already modernized their nuclear 
weapons, and the Alliance must also maintain up-to-date 
forces. Much of its theatre forces have been modernized in the 
last 5-10 years. They have a very substantial advantage over 
the Alliance in the number of their weapons. 
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Q Thank you. 

You're welcome. 
Q Margaret, back to the Middle East, if I may -- 
A Yes. 


Q -- do you have any information on the reports 
saying that Iraq provided the Christian forces in Lebanon with 
Frog missiles? 

A No, I do not. 

Q Do you have any more details about the spy 
allegation in Iran, and they are taking it to the World Court 
against the U.S.? 

a No, I do not. 

Q Nothing? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any more on what the subject of Mr. 
Delvalle's meeting will be today with Mr. Baker? Can you 
elaborate any on -- 

A No, but we will provide you a readout after the 
meeting which is scheduled for 2:30. The Secretary will be 
escorting President Delvalle out of the building. 

Q At what time? 

A 2:30. 

STAFF: 1:30. 

a Have they changed it? 

STAFF: No, it's 1:30. 

A It's 1:30? That's right. I'm sorry. It's 1:30. 

Q How about a readout on the Arab League meeting? 

A Sure. 


Q Margaret, is that readout going to be on camera 
or -- 





A It's a normal escort out, right, Kim? 
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Q Oh, it's an escort. Okay. 

A Right. So I think that's up to you all. 

Q On the Arab League too, or just on Delvalle? 

4 No, the Arab League, he will not be escorting 
them out. 

Q Okay. 


A It is my understanding the policy at the State 
Department is that the Secretary of State escorts out heads of 
states and no one else. 


But you will have some kind of readout after the 
Arab League meeting is over? 


a Sure. 


Q On Delvalle, does the United States still 
consider Delvalle to be a head of state? Do we still recognize 


him as being president of Panama? 
Aa Yes. 


Q On the Arab League meeting, apparently, the 
ambassadors are hoping to get some sort of an answer from 
Secretary Baker on their invitation to meet with him in 
mid-May, to have a delegation of their Foreign Ministers meet 
with him in mid-May --— would include a PLO representative. 


Has he made that decision? 


a I'm not aware of that part of what they would 
like to discuss with Secretary Baker. I read a paper this 
morning the Department had written on what they anticipated 
they might want to discuss with the Secretary. That was not on 
there. 


Q That was something they said (inaudible) -- 


a If it comes up, and we have a readout for you, 
I'll be glad to answer. 


Q Was the reopening of the PLO office on that piece 
of paper? And can you give us the U.S. position whether you 
think the office here should remain closed? Evidently, its on 
their hope list. 


a I did read that, and I asked right before I came 
in here what cur policy was on it, and I will be glad to get it 
for you. They didn't have enough time to get it for me before 
I came. 
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Q Margaret, has the Secretary made a decision yet 
as to whether to go ahead with the demolition of the Moscow 
Embassy, or whether to, in fact, modernize or restructure the 
Embassy in some way to make it bug-free? 


a He has not made a decision. He has had two 
hour-long briefings here at the Department, presenting to him a 
number of different options. He is planning, while he is in 
Moscow, to visit the Embassy to personally see for himself 
what's there, and he is planning, John, to make a decision or 
recommendation when he returns. 


Q Margaret, can I take you back to Panama one more 
time? Have you detected any increased hostility or attacks on 
U.S. personnel in Panama, and any restriction to foreign 
observers travelling for the upcoming elections? 


a I don't have anything specific to add for you 
today as far as government personnel, but you all might find 
ano cant as journalists, what went on last night with one 
of your colleagues who is a Newsweek reporter. And if you'll 
indulge me, I'd like to give you some of the details because 
it's quite telling. 


Mr. Lane is a correspondent for Newsweek When he 
registered at the Marriott Hotel yesterday, he was advised that 
Panamanian Defense Forces G-2 (military intelligence) 
representatives wished to speak with him. All journalists who 
enter Panama must register with G-2, and G-2 maintains offices 
in the Panamanian hotels frequented by foreigners. Mr. Lane 
advised the desk clerk that he was proceeding to an interview 
and would check in with G-2 on his return. He did so. After 
some discussion, the G-2 representatives at the Marriott told 
Mr. Lane they wanted him to accompany him to G-2 headquarters. 
Mr. Lane was held at G-2 headquarters until approximately 11:00 
p.m. yesterday evening. 


It appears that the G-2 interrogators were waiting for 
Colonel Wong, the head of G-2, to return from a party being 
hosted at the Marriott Hotel by General Noriega on the occasion 
of Panamanian National Secretaries' Week. 


We understand Mr. Lane was questioned by G-2 about his 
possession of a dollar bill which allegedly had anti-Noriega 
slogans on it. As you may know, much Panamanian currency has 
such slogans on it. While Mr. Lane was at G-2 headquarters, 
the U.S. Consul General phoned at least three times to ask 
where Mr. Lane was and was always told he was not there. 
Eventually, Colonel Wong appeared and continued the 
interrogation until it concluded with Mr. Lane's release last 
night sometime after 11:00 p.m. 
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At no time were any charges made against Mr. Lane. 
Mr. Lane's detention is a typical instance of an absence of 
political freedom and basic civil liberties in Panama. The 
Panamanian media that are permitted to operate are controlled 
by General Noriega. 


Many Panamanian journalists have been sent into exile 
or have fled their country. The opposition media have not been 
permitted to function for nearly two years. We take particular 
note of this situation and the deliberate effort to intimidate 
an independent journalist in the context of a national election 
which General Noriega would have the world believe will 
represent the free expression of the will of the Panamanian 
people. 


It is ironic that Panama has asked for a meeting of 
the U.N. Security Council to examine alleged foreign 
intervention while it engages in high-handed actions clearly 
designed to intimidate its domestic opponents and those able to 
give a true picture of the Noriega regime to the world. 


Q Copy of that? 


Q Did you (inaudible) request to the Security 
Council? 


a We will definitely attend the Security Council 
meeting. (Inaudible) 


Q Margaret, a copy of this statement? 


) Sure. And I can tell you that last night when I 
got home -- and I think it was about 9:00 p.m. -- Newsweek took 
this very seriously and it called me at home to notify me of 
this because we didn't know what was going to happen to Mr. 
Lane last night. 





Q On Panama. There are voices that could be 
characterized as close to this Administration calling for the 
renouncement, or even the abrogation of the Panama Treaty. How 
does the Administration read such calls? 


a I'm sorry, I don't know what you're talking about 
or exactly what you're asking me. 


Q I mean, there are some circles that could be 
characterized as close to this Administration, like, say, the 


Heritage Foundation, like the mashirgton Times . calling for the 
abrogation of the Canal Treaty of 1 . How does the U.S. 
Administration read such calls? 


a I haven't seen those but I know that I have 
stated from the podium before what our policy is concerning the 
Canal, and I'll be glad to get the Press Office to get you a 
copy of it. 
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Q Margaret, on the Newsweek reporter, first of all, 
what is his full name? 


“ Does anyone have his first name. 
STAFF: Charles. 

a Charles? Charles. 

Q Lang or Lane? 

a You can't hear my southern accent? 
Q Well, I like it a lot but -- 

A Lane -— L-A-N-E. Sorry. 


And when was he taken to G-2? 





Q 
A They have here Chuck Lane. 
Q 


When was he taken to G-2 headquarters? You said 
when he was released, but I didn't quite get -- 


A When he registered at the Marriott Hotel 
yesterday. 


Q So we don't know exactly when -- how many hours 
he was held? 


A I don't know what time he registered, but I was 
called by Newsweek last night by your State Department 
colleague, who is a correspondent here. I think it was about 
9:15 p.m. So I don't know when they found out. 

Thank you. 

Wait a minute. 

Barry, you're excused. 

No, I thought we're all done with. 


In a case like this -- 


> © © © & ® 


Yes. 


Q -~- where there is apparent abuse of authority and 
the American citizen is the victim, what course does the United 
States have in Panama? Does it make representations? And, if 
so, to whom? 
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A It's my understanding, one of our embassy 
personnel was with Mr. Lane when this happened. Our embassy 
had been in contact -- as I said last night, it tried three 
times to call to help -- to find out what was going on. 


Our embassy, according to Newsweek, had been very 
helpful to their people in New York who they were talking to. 
We get involved. Our consular affairs office in the embassy is 
there on the ground to try to help. 

Q If the United States has a complaint about this, 
to whom does it address it? Not to Newsweek but to the 
Panamanian authorities. If so, which ones? 

Q Mr. Delvalle? 

6 Mr. Delvalle wasn't holding Mr. Lane. 

Q You see my point? 


a I understand your point. I would assume, to the 
people who are holding one of our American citizens. 


Q Is any such representation envisaged? 
a Is what? 


Are we going to complain about it to the 
Panamanians? 


a I don't know the literal answer of what our 
follow-up is. I'll be glad to find out. I just don't know. 


Q Okay. I think some of us might be interested. 
2) Sure, I'll be glad to find out. 


Q Margaret, what was the follow-up of the 
spokeswoman for the Southern Command who was -- 


a She was released, as I posted yesterday 
afternoon, and my understanding is she's back at her desk this 
morning at SOUTHCOM at work. 


Q Are there any charges still facing her? Is she 
facing any charges? 


a My understanding is there were no official 
charges that had been made yesterday and still have not been 
made. 
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Q Margaret, I understand -- back on the Arab 
League, earlier you said you were going to get the policy and 
post it. Does that mean that there's been no change in the 
policy, or are you suggesting that there's been a change in it 
and that you're going to post that change? 


a I believe Carol's question to me was -- 


Q No, I'm asking about Barry's questioning on the 
opening of the -- on the issue of -- 


A That's right, it was Barry who asked it. I said 
that I would get for you what our policy is, without saying 
whether there's a change or not a change. I had asked before I 
came in here. This came up two minutes before I came in. I 
was unable to get it. I anticipated that I'd get asked and the 
system couldn't get me the answer. 


Q On another subject. I'm aware of what you said 
yesterday about the situation in China. Do you have any 
refinement or further reaction to developments today in China 
on human rights issues, for example -- freedom of speech, 
freedom of assembly? 


a Not further than what I did earlier for John, 
which was -- 


Q I'm sorry, forgive me. 
A It's okay. No problem. 


Q Margaret, can I ask you about down-under? You 
can leave if you want. 


a Certainly. 


Q Okay. What about the Australian complaints to 
Vice President Quayle about the U.S. farm subsidy program? 


a The Vice President listened to their concerns and 
restated our policy in this area. 


Q Will Washington be taking any steps to try to 
assuage their concerns further, to try to change the policies? 


6 Not change the policies. If you want to know 
what our policy is, I'll be glad to tell you concerning this. 
I believe you're asking me about U.S. agricultural subsidies 
that was raised with Vice President Quayle. 


Our policy is U.S. agricultural subsidies provided 
under the Export Enhancement Program are a reaction to EC 
subsidies and have proven to be an important tool in bringing 
the EC to the GATT bargaining table on agricultural trade. 
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In administering the EEP, we have always taken into 
account the interests of non-subsidizers and will continue to 
de so. 


Q Will that EEP program go on for an indefinite 
time? There was some talk about cutting it back. 


i) I don't know the answer to that. I'll be glad to 
find out for you. 


Q Also, if we could switch to New Zealand, Prime ° 
Minister Lange, of course, is making a lot more statements -- 
an iaterview last night, and so forth -- but in one of his 
statements, he said that the U.S., or he implied the U.S. might 
use economic coercion and threats to support their policies. 
Do you have any response to that? 


a I haven't read that or heard it; and, no, I don't 
have a response to that. 


Q Anything you'd like to offer? 


A No. I said the other day what I had to say in 
response to his statement at Yale University on getting out of 
ANZUS. 


Q Margaret, is the meeting with the Arab League 
Ambassadors held at the request of the Ambassadors or at the 
request of the -- 





o Yes. You remember several weeks ago -— maybe you 
weren't here --— this came up, and I said I believed that an 
invitation was in the Department for the Secretary. I was 
correct. The invitation was here, and he has honored the 
invitation and he's meeting with them today at 2:30. 


So it is not scheduled to give him a report or 
brief him on the resolution of the Arab League? 


i) This is a meeting that they requested. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY NOON BRIEFING 4/27/89 





APGHANISTAN: SUVIET WEAPONS SHIPMENT 





Q: what is your reaction tO a@ rakistani call for il ouserve-: 
to monitor soviet arms into artgnanistan. 


A: -- WE UNDERSTAND ral. PAAISIAN WiLL BE EXPLURING I'S 


REVUES? WITH THE UN SECRETARY GENERAL. 


-- WE HAVE REPEAL EDLY EXPRESSED OUR CONCERN ABOUT THE 
MASSIVE SHIPMENT BY THE SUVIET UNION OF ARMS TO THE KABUL 


REGIME. 


-- GIVEN THAY UN MONITORS ARE IN PLACE IN BOTH AFGHANIS‘Al!. 
AND PAKISTAN, AND THAT IN PAKISTAN THEY HAVE ESTABLISHED 
POSTS TO MONITOR EVENTS IN “HE BORDE>Y AREAS, WE BELIEVE 


THERE IS MERIT YO THE IDEA OF MONITORING FLOWS OF WEAPOls 


FROM THE USSR TO inE KABUL REGIME. 














Question Taken at the Daily Briefing April 27 


PANAMA: Arrest of Journalist Charles Lane 





oe 


Has the US formally protested Mr. Lane's detention? How? 
THE UNITED STATES DOES NOT RECOGNIZE THE NORIEGA REGIME, 
AND HENCE DOES NOT ADDRESS DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS 

SUCH AS FORMAL PROTESTS TO IT. HOWEVER, OUR CONCERNS 
POR MR. LANE'S IMPROPER ARREST AND DETENTION WERE MADE 
CLEAR TO THE REGIME IN THE COURSE OF OUR CONSUL 


GENERAL'S DEMANDS FOR ACCESS WHILE MR. LANE WAS IN THE 
CUSTODY OF THE PANAMA DEFENSE FORCES, 
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Question Taken at the Daily Briefing April 27 


Status of the Subsidized US Export Enhancement Progam (EEP) 





C: What is the current status of the subsicized US Export 
Enhancement Program (EEP)? 

A: THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, CLAYTON YEUTTER, HAS SAID 
THAT THE EEP PROGRAM CONTINUES, BUT ON A CASE-BY-CASE 
METHOD PENDING THE COMPLETION OF A REVIEW BY THE NEW 


ADMINISTRATICN. USDA OFFICIALS HAVE STATED THAT THIS 


—— ——OEe -_ 


DECISION TO REVIEW THE EEP WAS TAKEN AS PART OF A 
ROUTINE REASSESSMENT BY A NEW ADMINISTRATION IN LIGHT OF 
CONTINUALLY CHANGING COMPETITIVE COND:TIONS ON THE WORLD 
MARKET AND THE CURRENT UNCERTAINTY OF THE WEATHER 


OUTLOOK FOR NORTH AMERICA, BUT NOT FOR BUDGETARY REASONS 





OR FOR REASONS RELATED TO THE CATT NEGOTIATIONS. 











 « 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #74 


FRIDAY, APRIL 28, 1989, 12:05 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one announcement and two 
statements. . 

My announcement is that Secretary Baker will deliver 
the opening address and take quesafidns at the Council of the 
Americas' Washington Conference prt Monday, May 1, at 9:00 a.m., 
in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. 


The two-day conference is ON THE RECORD and open for 
media coverage by White House and Department regulars. A 
complete program will be available later in the Press Office. 
If you wish to cover the event or need further information, 
please call Gladys Boggs on Extension 7-2492. 


My first statement concerns Lebanon. The United 
States welcomes the call by Arab League Foreign Ministers for a 
ceasefire and the lifting of all blockades. We fully support 
the decision to send Arab League observers to monitor the 
ceasefire. 


We note that General foun and Dr. Huss have accepted 
the ceasefire, and we urge all other parties to the fighting to 
abide by the Arab League's call. Outside parties involved in 
Lebanon must exercise the utmost restraint. The United States 
applauds the determined efforts of the Arab League to restore 
security and stability to Lebanon. 


We encourage the Arab League to continue its 
initiative to help the Lebanese resolve their political 
impasse. The United States remains committed to the 
restoration of Lebanon's sovereignty, unity and territorial 
integrity, with the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the 
disbandment of militias. 


Q The “outside parties" that you're referring to 
there, I presume are the Syrians? 

A Correct. 

Q And have you had any response, or are you 


communicating this directly to the Syrians? 
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A I would imagine that our Ambassador is making 
that known in Damascus. 
Q And the reports, that we're carrying anyway, 


appear that they are honoring the ceasefire. Is that your 
understanding as well? 


A That's my understanding as well. 


Q Are there any other outside parties, such as [raq 
or anything, that you would include in ¢hat category or -- 


A Right now it is all foreign forces, and in 
response to Jim's question, by caging do I mean Syria, Syria's 
the only one that I've mentioned, by name. 


Q Have you been in contact with the Soviet Union to 
influence Syria on the situation in Lebanon? 


a I believe that it's been mentioned to you before 
that Secretary Baker in his meeting with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze in Vienna has said that anything that they could 
do that would be constructive to help us in that area would be 
definitely welcomed -- in that area of the world. 


Q I'm talking about the situation -- the current 
situation in Lebanon -- the shelling. 


A I know what you're talking about. 
Q When was the meeting with Mr. Shevardnadze? 


A It was a very public meeting. The exact date, I 
can't remember. It was, I think, March 6th, was it, or 8th, in 
Vienna. 


Q This was before the situation, the crisis in 
Lebanon. I'm talking about the current crisis in Lebanon. 


A I misunderstood you then. I thought you were 
asking me about the entire region. If you're asking me 
specifically about Lebanon, I do not know if he has 
specifically ever raised Lebanon with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze. 


Q You had a secund announcement. 


A Uh-huh. 


What happens now? We endorsed the Arab League's 
proposals and compromise, or whatever, and what's the next 
step? Does it just stay there in the newspapers or -- 
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. A Well, the ceasefire just went into effect at 12 
noon. Why don't we see and give it a chance to work. The 
observer groups are going in. 


Q Why did we come out so late with our proposal -- 
with our endorsement? 


A Come out so late? They just made it yesterday. 


Q Yesterday. I know. But you could have done it 
yesterday, couldn't you? 


A Well, we didn't have -- the briefing was over by 
the time they finished their meeting for a public 
announcement. I guess I could hage!fposted it. 

: 


Q If I may back up a minute, in your call here you 
mentioned Syria, “outside parties should exercise utmost 
restraint," and you were asked about Iraq, and you refused to 
include Iraq under this -- 


A I left it with the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces. 


Q Yes. But, ma'am, Iraq is -- it's a well known 
secret that Iraq had been supporting General Aoun in this 
crisis. Where do you stand on this? Are you calling upon Iraq 
to exercise utmost restraint or stop giving him -- 





a I'm calling on all foreign forces to use the 
utmost restraint. 

Q Your other statement? 

A Yes. My other statement concerns Paraguay. 


Several delegations of American observers are going to Paraguay 
to witness the May 1 elections. It is gratifying that 
Paraguay, for so many years a closed military dictatorship, is 
letting official observers evaluate its first steps on the road 
to full democracy. 


This contrasts with the grim situation in Panama where 
through manipulation and intimidation the Noriega regime is 
making it extremely difficult for international observers to 
perform their function. 





We hope that despite the many roadblocks which Noriega 
is putting in their way, observers will be able to go to Panama 
to see and tell the truth about what is going on there. 





I have available for you a paper, setting forth at 
somewhat greater length our views on the role of observers in 
the Paraguayan and Panamanian elections to take place in the 
next ten days, as well as the election to take place in 
February 1990 in Nicaragua. 
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I also have for you a list of the delegation to 
Paraguay. 


Q Margaret, what about the proposal the Secretary 
made yesterday that Presidents Carter and Ford lead a 
delegation to the elections in Panama? Have you heard anything 
from the Panamanians on that? Will they be allowed to enter 
Panama? 


A As the Secretary said, we certainly hope that 
they will. Both former Presidents have not formally announced 
whether they are indeed going to be going. I would refer you 
to their offices for that. But the Secretary definitely stated 
that he certainly hoped, if they so. Wesire to go and choose to 
go as part of these observers gross’, that they be allowed to 

. 


do so. 
a 


Q Have you gotten -- or have the election 
observers, any of them, gotten permission to go to Panama? 


A Of this group? 
Q Of the American -- 
A Of the Democrat and Republican group? 


Q Yeah. Of the Americans designated as possible 
election observers. 








a I could answer you the other way to say I don't 
know that they've been denied to go. 
_Q I see. 
A I haven't asked that question. But I'm not aware 


that they've applied, and they've all been denied. 


Q Is the delegation going to Paraguay a 
Presidential delegation? 


A The only way I have it is that the U.S. election 
observer delegation is going to Paraguay. I don't know; it's a 
fair question. I'll find out. I didn't ask. 


Q Another subject? 





a Uh-huh. 


Q There have been increasing reports of a number of 
NATO allies who appear to be joining Chancellor Kohl in his 
call for early negotiations on short-range nuclear forces -- 
countries such as Belgium, Norway, Denmark, and I think the 
latest is Italy. 
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. Do you have any comment on the status of the NATO 
Alliance at this point on the other -- on these other countries 
that would be joining Germany and argue -- is the U.S. talking 
with those allies as well as with Germany on this issue? 


°) The United States‘ discussions on this continues 
within the Alliance with all of the members of the Alliance. 


Q How is that being pursued now, at NATO 
Headquarters or through -- 


A Through various diplomatic channels, through 
various officials here and in contacts ‘with our officials in 
our embassies abroad, and they in turn, in contacts with other 
officials of the host governments,, 1° 

+. 


Q Would you anticipate any further foreign 
ministry-level visits to Washington between now and the NATO 
summit related to this specific subject, either with Germany or 
Italy or perhaps others? 


a There are none planned. 


Q Margaret, when you say, "U.S. discussions on this 
continue,” could you be more specific about what you mean by 
"this"? Are you talking about short-range nuclear? Are you 
talking about the whole comprehensive concept? What's being 
discussed with our Allies? 


A I thought that Ralph was asking me the question 
concerning SNF; but to answer you, it would obviously be SNF, 
the whole comprehensive concept, and also the upcoming 40th 
anniversary for the NATO summit. 


Q You seem to imply by that that there is something 
to discuss about SNF. Our position has been that we don't 
think negotiations on SNF are warranted. Has that position 
changed? 


A You're asking me about negotiations, not the 
subject in total; and I said from the first day I came out here 
and the other day that the discussions were ongoing within the 
Alliance. That's still true today. I asked Secretary Baker 
this morning, and that is still what is going on. 


Q Can you distinguish between discussions and 
negotiations? 


a You're asking me, I believe, specifically SNF 
negotiations, correct? 


Q Yes. 
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“ Okay. SNF -- it's my understanding, as I did 
yesterday -- is more than just negotiations. You know what the 
United States' position is. You know what the Federal Republic 
of Germany's position is. There are still discussions ongoing 
within the Alliance, which obviously includes the Federal 
Republic of Germany, concerning this subject. 


Q I think I understand, John, what you're trying to 
get at too, but now I'm more confused. I think what we're 
trying -- 


a Why can't we just leave %t that the discussions 
are ongoing? * 

Q I think what we're .«£ding to figure out, 
Margaret, is: Is the United Stages engaged in discussions 
with its Allies about whether or not there should be 
negotiations on SNF issues? If there are discussions on that 
subject, it leaves quite out in the open the possibility that 
the U.S. is open to some change in its position. Otherwise, 
there would be no need for discussion. 


A I am not sending that signal. I stated -- what 
was yesterday? Thursday? -- what our position was, and it was 
verbatim what our position was on Wednesday. Our position has 
not changed today on Friday. 


I tried to answer your question. It is a fact, 
discussions are ongoing within the Alliance concerning the 
overall comprehensive concept, concerning the upcoming NATO 
summit, concerning SNF. That's really all I have to say about 
it. And it happens to be accurate and correct. 


Q Another matter? 
A Yes. 


Q Fifteen members of Congress have written to the 
Indian Ambassador here calling the Indian blockade of Nepal, 
the trade embargo, unwarranted; and there have been requests 
that the United States take some position to protect Nepal or 
he at of some help for Nepal. Do you have any comment on 
this 


a I have an answer for you. It was one that I had 
several days ago. I don't have it with me. I['1l be glad to 
post it. 


Q Okay. And in Bangkok, will Mr. Quayle address 
the issue of the trade dispute between the United States and 
Thailand? 


a I do not know. I'd refer you to his office. I 
just don't know. I'll be glad to look into it, but I don't 
know. 
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Q There are reports today that there were six 
people on the West Bank who are charged by somebody with being 
collaborators -- whatever that may mean -- with Israel. They 
have been stabbed, hacked to death and so on by masked people. 
Who are these death squads? Are they PLO people? 


5 I don't know anything about the incidents that 
you're speaking of. I don't have a response for you. 


Q It's more than an incident; it happened all 
week. There were six people killed during this week alone; 60 
or more during the past year or so. Can you find out something 
about that and let us know about these death squads on the West 
Bank? ag 


) I'll look to see what we can do. 


Q Have you a text of the statement that was signed 
by some 80 West Bankers dealing with the Shamir peace 
initiative? 


A Do I have a text of it? 

Q Yes, and all the names. 

A I don't, but the Bureau might. 
q Can we get it? 

a 


I'll look to see what the policy is on that type 
of thing. As you know, I'm new here. I don't know. 


A question that follows from this is, who issued, 
who prepared this document that these people signed? Do we 
know that? 
fs) Sir, I don't know. Maybe you could, you know, 


ask your questions to the people who prepared the document and 
signed it. I don't know. 


Q Well, that's what I'd like to know. We don't 
know who prepared it. 


A We didn't here at the State Department. 
Q Well, does the Consulate in East Jerusalem know? 


A I don't know. Could you make a call to their own 
embassy here, and ask them? 


Q What embassy could I call? 


A That's right. Who can he call? (Laughter) 
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= The Palestine Information Office. 
S Thank you. (Laughter) 


Q I beg your pardon. You've got collaborators in 
here. You'd better be careful of them. 


Margaret, can we go on to something that maybe 
you might be able to answer? On the developments in China, 
have you had any reaction to that? Did I miss something? 


o No, you didn't. :. 


Q Okay. Are we encour , by what is going on? 
Actively, do we want to encourage‘wiat's going on. What's our 
position on that? hy 

a Our position is the same as I stated yesterday. 


I'll be more than glad to restate it. I don't have anything 
further to add to it today. 


Q Margaret, on another subject, this may have come 
up and you may have answered it already. Was there a Second 
Secretary of the U.S. Embassy in Romania who was detained by 
the Romanian authorities? And what is the U.S. doing about it? 


A I do have something for you on that. It hadn't 
come up before. 


A U.S. Embassy officer was briefly detained in 
Bucharest on April 25, apparently in connection with his having 
visited the home of a private Romanian citizen. Although the 
officer immediately identified himself as a diplomat, he was 
transported to a local police station where he was held for 
about ten minutes and then released without harm. The officer 
was never accused of any specific infraction. 


Q And has the State Department protested? 


a We have made our concerns known to the Romanian 
officials, both here and in Bucharest. 


Q Do you draw any conclusions from this incident? 
a I'm not sure I understand what you're asking me. 


Q Well, is this a trend? Are they sending a 
message? 


Q Or is it just local harassment? 


I don't know how to properly characterize it for 
you. 


Q Does this person have a name? 
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“ I don't have the person's name. 


Q Margaret, have you got anything new on India's 
trade blockade of Nepal? 


o I just answered that. 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. I came ina little late. 
“ I do have something. I don't have it with me. 


Can we have a text of the statement you made on 
Lebanon, please? x” 


ay 
a Sure. . 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


6 Thanks you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 
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r READOUT OF SECRETARY'S MEETING WITH ARAB OLPLOMATS 








THE SECRETARY MET YESTERDAY AFTERNOON WITH ARAB LEAGUE 
REPRESENTATIVE CLOVIS MAKSOOD, KUWAIT AMBASSADOR SHAYKH SAUD 
NASIR AL-SABAH, AND AMBASSADOR MOHSIN ALAINI OF THE YEMEN ARAB 


REPUBLIC. 


THE MEETING FOCUSED ON THE ARAB LEAGUE INITIATIVE IN LEBANON 
AND THE CONCEPT OF ELECTIONS AS PART OF OUR APPROACH TO THE 
PEACE PROCESS. THE SECRETARY STRESSED OUR STRONG SUPPORT FOR 
THE ARAB LEAGUE'S PLAN TO [IMPLEMENT A CEASE-FIRE IN LEBANON 
HE ALSO EMPHASIZED THE POTENTIAL WHICH ELECTIONS IN THE 
OCCUPIED TERRITORIED COULD HAVE IN CONTRIBUTING TO THE PEACE 
PROCESS. 


THE SECRETARY INFORMED THE ARAB AMBASSADORS THAT OUR POLICY 
REQUIRING CLOSURE OF THE PALESTINE INFORMATION OFFICE HAS No! 
CHANGED. HE SAID WE HAD NO PLANS TO CHANGE THE CHARACTER OF 
OUR OIALOGUE WITH THE PLO. HE EMPHASIZED, IN PARTICULAR, THA! 
WE SHOULD BE FOCUSING ON SUBSTANCE AND NOT MERELY FORM TO MOVE 
THE PEACE PROCESS FORWARD 


THE MEETING LASTED 35 MINUTES 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 6/26/89 


PARAGUAY. STATUS OF U.S. DELEGATION 





Is the U.S. delegation which is going to observe the 
Paraguayan elections a “Presidential” delegation? 


NO. THE OBSERVERS WHO HAVE GONE [O PARAGUAY ARE BEING 


SPONSORED BY PRIVATE ORGANIZATLONS 
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Posted: May 2, 1989 


[ Mead 28} 
QUESTION TAKFN FROM NOON BRIEFING OF MAY 4 1989 





CONGRESSIONAL LETTER ON NEPAL AND INDIA 





Q: What is your reaction to the letter a number of Congressmen 
sent to Indian Ambassador Kaul expressing concern about 
India-Nepal relations? 

A: -~ THE DEPARTMENT SHARES THE CONCERN OF CONGRESS REGARDING 


THE HUMANITARIAN HARDSHIPS “RESULTING FROM THE CURRENT DISPUTE 





BETWEEN INDIA AND NEPAL. 


A: -- AS WE STATED EARLIER, THESE TWO TRADITIONALLY FRIENDLY, 
SOVEREIGN AND INDEPENDENT COUNTRIES MUST DECIDE WHAT KIND OF 

RELATIONSHIP THEY WANT WITH ONE ANOTHER. BOTH COUNTRIES SHOULD 
BEGIN TALKS AS SOON AS POSSIBLE; IT IS IN THEIR OWN INTEREST AS 


WELL AS THAT OF REGIONAL HARMONY AND STABILITY. 





~~ MEANWHILE, WE WELCOME INDIA‘S POSITION THAT THE TRANSIT 
OF THIRD COUNTRY GOODS THROUGH INDIA INTO NEPAL WILL PROCEED 
UNIMPEDED. WE ASSUME THIS INCLUDES THE SHIPMENT OF FUEL 





PARTICULARLY NEEDED IN NEPAL AT THIS TIME. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
ON THE FSX AGREEMENT 


April 28, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


This is ON BACKGROUND, attributable to a 





senior 






think rather than ask them to make statements, if you 
all -- if we could just go right = to questioning, it would 
probably be the most beneficial. And if you'll direct your questions 
to wh gentleman you'd like to answer, that would be helpful, 
here to help. 


Q Oh, really? 


Q Is the congressional review a required prerequisite 
of this agreement? And if so, what arw the conditions under which it 
should be reviewed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Congress will be 
notified of the agreement. We anticipate that that notification will 
ay on Monday when the Senate comes back in session. The Congress 

has a 30-day review period to look at the agreement and make its 
decision on it. 


Congress could block it, though? Congress could 
block it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Congress could pass a 
resolution blocking, yes. 


Q But it could be vetoed, right? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course. 


yo Could someone give us an idea of what changes have 
been made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think rather. 
than , this is a rather complex agreement that had been 
negotiated. As most of you are aware, it was signed last November. 


Q What clarifications? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The clarifications fell 


specifically in three areas. One, we t clarification on the 
work share the production phase. I think the President touched on 
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that in his statement. We also looked at the procedures, both within 
our own government and with the MOU for technology flow from the 
United States to Japan. And we also clarified a little bit on the 
flow-back procedure for technology from Japan. 


Q Could you talk about the flow-back? Well, let me 
ask you le of specific questions. First of all, is the 40 


ool ie oo ting from the Japanese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President said 40 
percent -- you can take it it's 40 percent. 


Q Is it in writing? Is it in writing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of my problens is, 
I's agesereee © all of this to the Congress, all right? I can tell you 
what it is, but I want them to take a look before you go at it, okay? 


Q Maybe this is a fair question, sir. To what degree 
does the United States have assurances that, in dealing with the 
government that is now in deep political transition, that the 
successor government that comes in is going to alide whatever 
agreements have been made by the government signing this particular 
understanding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is a 
government -to-government t, and the point was made that Prine 
Minister Takeshita has announced that he will be stepping down. His 
party will be also picking the new prise minister. 
Government-to-government agreements -- we have confidence that this 
will be abided by, by the government of Japan. 


Q Can we go back there PS nag mena | to whether that's 
in writing? Because that is the question Congress wants to know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right -- 
Q It either is or isn't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION Ay + Let me answer the 
question. that we are notifying the Congress. The documents will be 
sent forward to the s, but I think it's only fair - you're 
right, the Congress is interested, and let them see it first. I 
really don't -- 


Q Well, can I ask your colleague on that question -- 
are there side letters, or is it one agreenent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is the agreement 
that my colleague mentioned that was signed originally in November. 
Since that time, we have been discussing, as you know, with -- both 
internally and with the government of Japan further clarifications. 
As he said, we're in the process of notifying Congress and all 
Gocuments that pertain to the will be sent forward. All 
those that are of a nonconfi ial nature that can be shared. 


Q How many documents are being sent? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the original MOU 
will be provided, along with the follow-up documents, which are 
basically letters of tne pointe -- clarification letters -- further 
letters Slaritying the of concern. 

Q Have both sides signed each letter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both sides have 
acknowledged each letter. 


Q How many letters are there? 
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Q Like the semiconductor agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that there 
is a parallel situation with the semiconductor agreement at all. 


Q Will these be signed? 
Q By saying “acknowledge,” what does that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
ts -- when the President made the announcement, the Japanese 
government has acknowledged our letter of clarification and we have 
acknowledged their letter of clarification. 


Q Are these signed documents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They technically have 
been signed, I believe, as of today. 


Q So there is -- is there or isn't there this 40 
pepsess in writing? It sounds like it's in one of these side 
rs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague made the 
statement that we're not being coy; what we're trying to do is make 
sure the Congress sees in writing prior to necessarily reading about 
it first. But when the President made the announcement that -- and I 
believe he quoted -- approximately 40 percent, we have virtual 
assurance that both sides acknowledge that approximately 40-percent 


figure. 
Q He said 40 percent and then similar. 
Q -- {s that profits or jobs or what? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he said -- I believe 


the quotation, if you look at the press release, was the 
approximately 40 percent of the development share -- 


Q -- haven't got anything. 

Q What are you talking about? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- of the statement that 
he read -- I's » He said the imate -- 40 percent of the 
development stage, 't that correct 


Q He also said production -- development and 
production. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And a similar -- wasn't 
it a similar amount in the production stage. 


Q What do you mean by 40 percent? Do you mean a 
Goller figure? Do you mean in dollar terms, or 40 percent of the 
employees, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, 40 percent of the 
entire project for the development stage of the project. 


Q How are you measuring the 40 percent? 
Q Forty percent hardware, 40 percent by value? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By value. I mean, it's 
not a people. It's a -- 


Q What are the dollar figures? forty percent of the 
people or 40 percent of the dollars involved? 

















92 


Q Bow about a dollar fi ? Can you give us an 
aggregate dollar figure for the whole 1? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this point, we don't 
have what it is. We haven't -- the development stage -- $1.2 
billion? For the development stage -- okay. 

Q But isn't that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the development 
stage. 





Q Wasn't the 40 percent for development already in the 
eareenee, Gopesnemtet What evangeeey is waiting to hear is that you 
got a tment, a solid in-writing commitment from the Japanese 
that they will also agree to 40 percent in the production phase. 

Now, did you get that or didn't you get that? I mean, why can't we 
get a yes or no? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes. (Laughter.) 

Q That wasn't so hard. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it wasn't so hard. 


Again, we're just trying to be fair to the Hill. We're trying to - 
and that -- 


Q Forget that. (Laughter.) 
Q They're not worried about being fair to you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes, yes, yes. 
All right. In writing. 


Q Beyond that, one of the technology issues in terms of 
technology flow-back this way was the radar that Mitsubishi will 
Gevelop. Do you have assurances that the U.S. will have access to 
the unique technologies in that radar as part of this agreenent? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So American companies can take advantage of that 
technology developed in Japan by a Japanese company? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have full assurance 
that we will have -- the American industry will have access to those 
technologies. 

Q How about the cost? 

Q In other words, with American -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you -- I understand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Could you explain that for us? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the way define 


it is there is derived and nonderived technology. The ions that 
we had some concerns about were those areas which were nonderived -- 
those areas which ve wanted to sure that even though they be 
nonderived, we have access to then. nonderived, the essential 
Gefinition or the definition of nonderived does oftentimes mean a 
particular cost associated with it. 

The question for us -- thie was not a cost question 


solely. This was an access question. And we had determined by both 
MORE 
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agreement from the Japanese government that we will have access to 
those technologies. 


Q Do we have first-in-line access, or equal access? 
Will anyone else -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what 
first-in-line really actually means. I think when we say ve have 
access, we have access. There was no discussion whether ve had 
primary access versus anybody else. It was just total access. 


Q Can you give us a rundown of what the procedure is 
wae Sengucese How many days does Congress have? What can it do, et 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be notified on 
Monday. It has 30 for review. And I believe the -- it is by 
oint resolution? It's by joint resolution, approval or disapproval. 
ast disapproval? 


Sorry -- just disapproval. 
Q And that's a 30-day period? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q Is that both Houses or one House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both, isn't it? Yes, 


Q What did the Japanese agree to with respect to 
nonderived technology? What did you get in writing on nonderived 
technology? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The nonderived 
coemmeeony is the radar set, which we mee | discussed; 
el c warfare + the inertial navigation set; and the 


mission computer . 
Q Buh? (Laughter.) 


Q Will the Japanese get flight control or choice 
codes? 


Q Excuse me. I didn't ask what it was. I asked what 
ae ee ee ne See ee ey Ge 
away 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do have established 
ee S Se. Se oe transferring nonderived technol to the 
ited States. And so -- the question was -- a question o 
clarification that had to be made was, well, what is the nonderived 
technol So I just explained that. The procedures have been 
establ and were not changed. 


Q I thought that there was a a 
whether the Japanese would be able to give it away to their 
commercial interests or to any other country. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, with -- 


4 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a different 
question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's a different 
me tee but to expound on that a og ~ those things which are 


ved technol ae oe one to a third country without 
U.S. approval. “Frey transfer derived technology to any 


Company or proj outside of the Fsx. 
Q Derived technology -- is that what you would call 
MORE 
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trade secrets or something like that? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it is anything which 


SENIOR 
is derived from the F-16. So, for instance, those four items which I 
just menticned to you are completely developed by the Javanese. 


Q When any other project outside the Fsx, it 
can't be used for anything else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q Anything et all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anything at all. 
Q And we can't either? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 


Q We -- can our military give it away? I mean, is it 
a deal that both sides have agreed to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: oy no. No. 


ee ee eee ree ete bee begin with, to 
Se Pane Saeeegee Tee See eee yy licable to that 


Q When we hear that stuff, will that be a blanket 
decision, or will it be on a case-by-case basis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Would the ranking guy 
speak up here? : 


Q Do we know when the letter was signed? And who 
signed then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As long as I'm back 
here, let me -- it was a little confused. The approximately 40 


on the production work share is in writing and is in 
that will be provided to the Congress on Monday. 


Q It says approximately 40 percent? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q That's what it says -- approximately 40 percent? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Ané what are the range of approximations? five to 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- we're in a 
program, all right? It is a that will be worked 


Selena bageien’ the’ tuo Of Oe ent 2% ven’ go forward without 
agreement from the two of us. 80 I mean, -- okay? 


Q =. 7 > Geeeeeee See , OF 
are you saying that there is no specific number in there 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I said approximately 
40 percent is the number that's there. 


Q Ie there a number there? Did it actually say 40 
percent, or some percentage? 





ik 


Q No, no. Approximately 40 percent. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the language. 


Q And again, when were the letters signed and who 
signed them, if they were, in fact, letters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They were signed. They 
vere signed . They were exchanged between Ambassador Matsunaga 
and Secretary . : 


Q Well, when you talk about the exchange of letters, 
ye Ba PA A A py gh. et Boy 
we have reached understanding. He did not say we have reached 
an egreement. Doesn't that again cast a kind of a soft thing around 
this I'm still unclear as to -- we're gett into a side 
letter difficulty. What's the difference between 8 exchange of 
letters and the 86 on the semiconductors? 


There was a basic memorandum of understanding. This, then -- which 
also had ranges in it. But this was for clarification on certain 

points. Wow, there are controls and procedures within the MoU that, 
when inally ted we thought were sufficient. There was 
some concern in certain areas. We went beck just to make sure that 
what we understood in the basic agreement was there. It wasn't a 

renegotiation, however, so it's a basic difference. 


Q Can lain a little more about these sensitive 
lked about and exactly what is that 


H 
| 
i 


where the source codes were of concern. The first was 
Sole mhenken Ganguber Gousee eee that we telhed cheut coriiex. I 
quess if I can explain this very simply -- in the F-16 aircraft, ve 
call that computer the “fire control computer." The J call 
the same computer “mission control." So there were, within the fire 
control computer, certain sensitive source codes which had to do with 
Ry OM ny KB, y BRAD pe There vere 
other sensitive aspects would be extracted, so then they get 
the basics which are for them to complete the development, 
but they don't get the sensitive things that we extracted from that 

The other processor which was under discussion was the 
digital flight control + That is new to the F-1és. They are 
now -- the airplanes with computers just came out last 
December. We 


that technol is new. We did not release the 
for the digital flight 


But we're talking software here, right -- not 
hardware -- it's software? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. As a matter of 
derived technology -- the hardware is the Japanese designed and built 


nission + S80 we are releasing sone software codes which 
then they will take, redo, and put into their new computer hardvare. 


: 
| 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we have said -- 
P ,» we've not reached any egreement on the ines, but we 
have said that licensed production is a viable way of doing engine 
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So we've not reached final -- well, it means it's an 
option. So that's yet to be determined. 

Py yey have to realize about this 
agreement that I is very significant is the fact that, ae the 
Japanese get ready to go into ion, we have an awful lot of 
leverage on them. In other words, we don't just have a written 
agreement that we have to count on them to follow. Clearly, we do 
count -- that we have a lot more than that going for us. for 
instance, if we don't release the engines, their airplanes won't fly, 


; 
3 


the airplanes that are not 


es he ogo RA that we will produce only in country. 
as get to go into production, we have a lot of leverage 
on them in the production agreenent. 

Q Are the various econonzic ies that -~ Commerce 
and STR and others -- that raised objections to this on economic and 
commercial grounds ly satisfied? And if so, is there a sinilar 


MOU between the economic agencies and the DOD? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic ies 
are fully satisfied. Secretary Mosbacher feels very strongly. He is 
fully satisfied. All of his concerns have been met and has 
appreciated the close working relationship between the Defense 
Department, the State Department, and the other various departments 
that were involved. 


Q And is this in writing, and where was it signed? 
(Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a process that 
has been established now for the participation of the economic 
agencies in -- me tee ge the Department of Commerce -- in this 
process. And, , there is an agreenent. 


Q Will the 40 percent of the work of development and 
production be physically done in the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If it's U.S. companies, 
they determine where it shall be done. 


Q Well, can General Dynamics then do their share of 
a eee Soy ewes eam 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it has to be 


; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It does, doesn't it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It has to be here. 


Q Forty of the work, both development and 
production, has to be done in the United states? 


it's not a requirement. I malts My yh 

s a . pean, ‘s wr ’ 

but it is certainly presumed since it's a U.S. wy 4 If a U.S. 

Se ce oy cate A» Sap AE YL 
to pick up and move to Japan and do 40 percent of its 

over there, there's nothing to preclude it from doing such a thing. 

But do we anticipate that would happen? Ho. 


Q Except technology transfer rules. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's true. 
Q -- they went to a low wage country -- Mexico or 
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something to do that. That would be permitted, so it wouldn't 
protect U.S. jobs -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a ical. I 
mean, there's nothing -- I mean, we didn't write that ofa 
hypothetical situation out. But it would be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Impractical. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But it would be highly 
impractical. I mean, anybody that we've talked to that's interested 
in that hasn't ever even raised that as any sort of a possibility. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Impractical. 


Ie there any a enamel that the FSX might someday 
be puschheed be the 6.5. bin teaeet 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Bven it's a plane superior -- or will be a 
plane superior to the F-16 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't accept the 
superior. It will be different and it will be ior in sone 
limited areas, but across the board, and to meet United States 
Air Force requirements which are different from Japan's, it's not a 


How is it go to be different? In what what ways 
de the FSX quing to be aiff from C and D model F-16és? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has a larger | it 
hes canards, it has a stretched fuselage, it has a larger forvwa 
section to accommodate the Japanese + has a 600-knot canape. 

Q It sounds to me like an Agile Falcon. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it has an Agile 
Palcon wing only. 


Q Do we know how many of these planes are going to be 
built? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One hundred thirty. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 5:25 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #75 


MONDAY, MAY 1, 1989, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have a statement that I'd like to 
read on behalf of Secretary Baker: 


"The United States vigorously opposes the admission of 
the PLO to membership in the World Health Organization or any 
other U.N. agencies. We have worked and will continue to work 
to convince others of the harm the PLO's admission would cause 
to the Middle East peace process and to the U.N. system. 


"Political questions such as this should not be raised 
in specialized agencies because such politicization detracts 


from the important technical work of these organizations. 


"To emphasize the depth of our concern, I will 
recommend to the President that the United States make no 
further contributions, voluntary or assessed, to any 
international organization which makes any change in the PLO's 
present status as an observer organization." 


Q Can we have the text of that, please? 

Aa Sure. 

Q You're talking about an international 
organization. In other words, the specific amount allotted to 
WHO would be held back -- not to the entire U.N.? 

A Right, to the WHO. 

Q And do you know how much that is? 

6 Yes. It's approximately -- my understanding, 
Jim, is it's 25 percent of their whole budget, and our Fiscal 
(Year) 1990 budget request for WHO is $73.8 million. 

Q Margaret, in what way does that affect the peace 


process if the PLO is admitted to the WHO? I don't understand 
the logic. 


“ Can you ask me again? 


Q In what way does it harm the Middle East peace 
process if the PLO is admitted to the WHO, or has a higher 
status there? 
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Aa My understanding, Roy, is they are requesting 
membership. That's different than an observer status. 


Q Well, in what way does membership affect the 
Middle East -- their membership? 


i Because in order to be a member, it's my 
understanding, you have to be a state; and we do not, as you 
know, recognize them as a state nor do we believe they meet the 
international criteria of being a state. 


Q Margaret, there are no other members who are not 
full states? 


a I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Do you have anything on reports -- the reports 
are accurate, but more than that does the U.S. have a view of 
reports that have been appearing recently about executions of 
Palestinians who want to cooperate with the Israelis? There 
have been various reports of pressure -- very strong physical 
pressure -- being brought to bear. 


a No. I haven't heard about that, Barry. 


Q Margaret, another question on the PLO membership 
thing. Is there a rationale? I think you just touched on it 
now when you talked about the U.S. not recognizing them as a 
state. In the past the U.S., before it had its dialogue, would 
describe the PLO as a terrorist organization. Does terrorism 
in any way play into this decision, the current decision? 


a My understanding of what's at play here is that 
applying for membership means that you would be recognized as a 
state. We do not, as you know, recognize them as a state. 
They are there in an observer status, which they have in a 
n r of international organizations. 


We spent a lot of time on this this morning, and I 
have ot heard the connection you're drawing mentioned once. 


Q Whose decision is it whether the PLO will, in 
fact, become a full member of the WHO? Is it a vote taken by 
the existing members? 


a It's my understanding that it is and that it will 
be brought up before the committee in Geneva next week. Let me 
tell you the exact name of the group. It is the week of May 8, 
and I don't have the group down here. 


Q Well, isn't it a fact that possibly a reason why 
the Secretary made a statement is because of the duplicity by 
the PLO? They send a request for membership in the WHO showing 
all of the so-called Palestinian area belonging to Palestinians 
and excluding Israel entirely. Israel is no longer a country. 
Yet, three and a half months ago or so, or four and a half 
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months ago, Arafat verbally said that he agrees to 242 which 
recognizes Israel as a state. So isn't that a reason for the 
Secretary's action? Or could it be a reason for the 
Secretary's action? 


a I'm not positive that I understand exactly what 
you're asking me. I've stated the Secretary of State's 
statement. 


Q Margaret, if the PLO is admitted to the World 
Health Organization, by the United States giving contributions 
would that amount to a tacit recognition of the Palestinian 
state? Is that your concern, that our contributions would in 
effect recognize the state? 


ic) That who would recognize it? 


Q That by contributing to the World Health 
Organization, the United States in effect would be tacitly 
recognizing the PLO as a state, if it's admitted to the World 
Health Organization? 


A The Secretary, as I've said, intends to recommend 
to the President that if this happens our assistance to the 
WHO, voluntarily, or the other word I used, “assessed,” is 
ceased. We feel very strongly about this. 


Q In other words, Margaret, this is a way to bring 
pressure on the WHO to do what the United States wants us to 
do, is that correct? 


a My understanding, again, is in order to do this, 
you have to be recognized as a member. A member, it's my 
understanding --— I spent about three hours on this this morning 
-- is that you would then be a state. As you all know, we do 
not recognize Palestine as a state. It's a difference. It's a 
difference in what the PLO has applied for. They have applied 
for membership, not observer status. 


Q I understand that. But by threatening to 
withhold our contributions to the WHO, we are trying to 
pressure the WHO not to allow the PLO to join as a member 
state, is that correct? 


a Right. We're making our position very strongly 
known to the point of saying he would recommend to the 
President -— as I mentioned a minute ago, we have 25 percent of 
their budget; and in FY 1990, I think I said $73.8 million. 
That's a lot of support. 


Q Margaret, the United States -- not to be 
argumentative, but the United States is going to withdraw 
contributions to an organization which supplies health and 
medicines around the world in order to keep the PLO out? 


a He is going to recommend to the President to 
seriously consider abstaining from giving our contribution, yes. 
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Q Margaret, the head of the World Health -- 


a Excuse me. We feel very, very strongly about 
this, John. I know what you're asking me, it is a tough 
decision, but it is one he's prepared to recommend to the 
President. 


Q Well, the question isn't relevant at all. We're 
not saying the WHO should not engage in health practices around 
the world. We're telling the WHO that, look, you're admitting 
a terrorist organization of a sort, first of all, and in the 
second place it's not a government, it's not a state. The 
duplicity is plain on the stationery in which it made the 
application. Isn't that the right answer? 


ba Excuse me, Miss. You had a question? 
Q Will you respond to that? 


i I've just responded to it, I think, several times 
here. 


Q Mr. Nakajima, the head of the World Health 
Organization, is on his way to Washington. Is he going to be 
meeting with Secretary of State Baker? And, if so, when? 

i) No, he's not meeting with Secretary of State 
Baker. He might be meeting with another official here; and it 
might be, I understand, maybe tomorrow. It's not set. 


Q Margaret, other countries do recognize the PLO 
state, don't they? 


a That's my understanding. 


Q Do you have a listing of just how many? Do you 
have the number? 


a No, I don't. 

Q I mean, if it's the majority of the countries of 
the world, for example, doesn't that carry some weight also -- 
and shouldn't that carry some weight also within the WHO? 


6 I'm not here dictating what the WHO should do. I 
have stated what the United States’ position on this subject is. 


Q The Secretary wants to dictate essentially, 
doesn't he? 


i I didn't say that. 


Q Well, but, I mean, if he's threatening to pull 
U.S. funds out, then he's trying to get a decision that's 
favorable to what he wants. So he's trying to force a decision. 
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A He is making the United States' views on this 
subject known, and he feels very strongly about this and is 
prepared to recommend to the President taking this step. 


Q Margaret, before you made this public statement 
today vis-a-vis the Secretary's recommendation, was the WHO 
officially informed that such a decision was in the works if it 
went ahead with admitting the PLO as a member state? 

A They know how strongly we feel about this. 

Q But no official communication was made to them? 


A I don't know what you mean by “official." I know 
they are aware cf how strongly the United States feels. 


Q But were they informed in any way that perhaps 
the U.S. will withdraw its contribution to them? 


A My understanding is yes. 

Q How about the PLO? Have you informed them yet? 

A Yes. There was a meeting in Tunis this morning, 
and they were informed of this. We've taken a first step here 
to reflect how seriously we oppose PLO admission as a member 
into the WHO and any other international organization. This is 
a first step that doesn't foreclose other steps down the road. 

Q Who took part in the meeting? 


A I don't have a list of participants. I don't 


know. 

Q What does that last sentence mean? Could you say 
that again? "This is a first step." 

A This is concerning our dialogue? 

Q I'm-sorry. Yes. 

A You asked me if we had made this known to the 


PLO. I said, “Yes, we have today in Tunis." What you didn't 
ask me, if you did, is, “How does this affect the dialogue." 
That's what I'm responding to. Sorry. 

Q But this is a -— maybe it went too fast for me. 


A Okay. Let's pretend that you asked me “how does 
this affect the dialogue.” (Laughter) 


Q Well, let me ask you that -- all right. 
A Okay. Ask me how this affects the dialogue. 


Q Well, how does -- is this -- was this -- let me 
ask you a couple of questions. (Laughter) 
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You're very careful at State, saying whether it's a 
meeting or a contact. Now, I know you read pretty fast. Was 
this a real meeting where you talked about lots of things? 


A This was a real meeting, the focus of which was 
this subject. 


Q Were there other subjects discussed? 


A No. This is the only subject that I know of that 
was discussed. 


Q But it was a real -- could you give us an idea 
how long it ran? I mean -- 


A I don't know. I'll find out for you. 


Q They sat down -- all right. It was a real 
meeting. 


R Yes. It was not a telephone call. 


Okay. And then you said something about this is 
a first step, and I'm not sure I understand that. 


a Right. We have taken a first step here to 
reflect how seriously we oppose PLO admission as a member into 
the WHO and any other international organization. What I'm 
talking about is the statement that I read by Secretary Baker 
as a first step. 


This is a first step that doesn't foreclose other 
steps down the road. 


Q I don't know what that means. Maybe I'm the only 
one that doesn't know what that means. 


Q No. I don't either. 


Q You mean, you may change your mind at some point, 
or you mean take similar actions? 


A No. It's another signal of how strongly we feel 
about this and about the application for membership of the PLO 
into the WHO. In other words, there could be other steps after 
this recommendation to the President. 


Q To similarly reflect our -- 

A Correct. 

Q But are you referring to the dialogue and the 
effect it could have on the dialogue? In other words, is there 


a hint there that the dialogue might be curtailed should the 
PLO apply? 


A No. There's no hint of that. 
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A No. We made our views known this morning in 
Tunis on this subject. 
Q But in answer to another question, you did say 
that you were going to consider other steps -- in answer to a 


question about the dialogue, not a question about other steps. 
You were asked about the dialogue, and you said “We might take 
other steps." 


A Right. I'm sorry. Barry understands. 
Q I thought you meant -- let me try it this way. 
A Okay. 


Q I think you're saying the U.S. is taking this 
action to try to keep the PLO out of the WHO -- 


A Correct. 


Q -- and that maybe you'll do even other things to 
try to achieve the same end. 


A That's right. That this first step does not 
foreclose other steps down the road. 


Q Would you just refine it slightly more? Would 
those other steps include actions vis-a-vis the PLO or only 
against the WHO or the other U.N. agencies? 


A I'm not prepared to answer that. I don't have an 
answer for that. 


Q Would the United States consider cutting off the 
dialogue with the PLO as one of those future steps if the WHO 
goes ahead and admits the PLO? 


A My answer concerning the dialogue, John, is the 
two sentences that I have here. 


Q Margaret, follow-up on that? In the discussion 
with the PLO, was it the United States' intention to suggest to 
the PLO that one way of resolving this -- I'll call it a crisis 
for the WHO anyway -- would be for the PLO to withdraw its 
application for membership? 


On the one hand, you're applying pressure on the WHO 
by threatening to withdraw funds, and then you had a meeting 
with the PLO. Did you ask them not to make application to such 
organizations in the future, because "Look at what kind of 
consequences it might generate?" 


A I didn't specifically ask that, Ralph, but I 
would envision that the instructions that were sent were very 
similar to the conversations Secretary Baker had last week with 
Ambassador Maksoud -- is that how you say it, Barry? -- in the 
Arab League. 


Q Maksoud. 
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A Right. Secretary Baker raised this in that 
meeting, made his points known about how strongly we feel about 
this, and that we were prepared to take this step that I've 
announced today. So I would envision it was very similar -- 
along those lines. But I just haven't read the cable. 


Q Margaret, what was the PLO reaction in Tunis? 
What did they say? 


a I don't have a reaction yet. 


Margaret, has the U.S. consulted with its allies 
vis-a-vis this action? 


i) Absolutely. 
Q And are they supportive of it? 


A I don't have an answer for you on it. They're 
supporting us, but I know we have vigorously for, I'd say -- 
that I know of -- the last at least five or six days, having 
our officials here, and in contact with our officials in the 
host government. There has been a lot of activity by the 
United States Government concerning this. 


Q Margaret, has the U.S. Government consulted with 
the French, because Mitterrand is meeting with Arafat this 
morning. I believe he's the first Western leader to meet -- 


A I haven't asked specifically about the French, 
but my understanding was it was with all of our allies. That 
is what I was told this morning. 


Q And the French are supporting us on this? 


A I don't know. The answer is back on who's 
supporting us. I know what we have been doing. You also 
should know there was a letter here to the Secretary of State, 
and I believe it's either 32 or 38 United States Senatcrs have 
signed it, that was received here last week. There's a lot of 
interest on the Hill on this subject also. 


On another subject, if we can move on. I wonder 
if you have something from the Secretary on the business of 
Gorbachev's future. We have Dick Cheney on one side, sort of, 
and the President on the other; and I wondered how Mr. Baker, 
who is going to see Mr. Gorbachev, lines up on this. 


A Secretary Baker sees the issue exactly as the 
President and expects to represent that view in Moscow next 
week. Some of you might have attended his meeting at the 
newspaper editors' speech and Q&A afterwards on April 14. I 
would refer you to that transcript which still today accurately 
reflects his views on this subject. 


One sentence I'll point out for you that Secretary 
Baker said was: 
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“We very much want perestroika to succeed, and we very 
much want the General Secretary to succeed. We think 
that's in the best interests of the United States and 
the best interests of the world because it will result 
in a more open, stable and secure Soviet Union." 





And this is not any different, really, than what 
Secretary Baker has been saying since his confirmation hearings. 


Q You remember, I tried to ask last week, after the 
changes Gorbachev arranged, whether the Secretary had a chance 
to reflect. And in that speech, I believe, he was talking 
about the political process not being, you know, “in synch" 
with the economic process. Has he any new thoughts on this, 
whether this will facilitate the kind of even-handed reform he 
wanted to see, he thought would be good, now that “Gorby" has 
more of his people in place? 


A I don't know that he has any new thoughts on it. 
I mean, his thoughts are the same as they were since we came to 
the State Department, as I know of, as far as that sometimes it 
is easier for the political side to move than it is -- 
sometimes it's much tougher for the economic side to move. 


I don't know exactly what else you want me to say 
about him. He still feels the same way, that the economic side 
has a ways to go, for lack of a better way to put it. 


Q Margaret, on another subject, I'm confused by a 
passage in the Secretary's speech this morning about Panama in 
which he says that "The key is in the hands of the Panamanian 
Defense Forces" and “They can fulfill their constitutional duty 
as professional soldiers and allow the elections to proceed 
freely and fairly. Or they can face the consequences of the 
path in which General Noriega has placed them." 


Is the Secretary inviting them to disobey the orders 
of the Commander of the Panamanian Defense Forces, General 
Noriega? 


A He is urging all institutions in Panama, 
including the POF, to do one simple thing: allow the people of 
Panama to vote freely on May 7. 


Q And what if the Commander of the POF decides that 
they should be taking actions which would not allow free 
voting? Is he recommending that they disobey the orders of 
their Commander? 


A The Secretary was merely pointing out in the 
speech you've referred to the fact that all the people and 
institutions in Panama, including the defense forces, are 
paying a price because of the isolation and economic crisis 
which they have been subjected to because of General Noriega's 
rule. Clearly it is in the interest of the Panamanian people 
and nation to have a free and fair election and a democratic 
society. 
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Q At this point, Margaret, what is it that the PDF 
could do to permit a free election? The election rules have 
been established; the candidates are known. What could the POF 
do that would create what we would consider a free election? 


A Allow a free and fair election to go forth. I'm 
not sure -- 


Q But with new candidates, with new election laws? 
I mean, there's only a week before the election. Do they 
frog-march people to the polls? Do they prevent people from 
voting for Noriega's candidate by bayonets? What could they do? 


A I'm not sure I know specifically how to answer 
you except to say the opposite is that if they are involved -- 
which I do not know and am not accusing them of -- in 
preventing people from having a free and fair election, let 
this country and these people vote have a free and fair 
election, which is not dissimilar from the previous two 
paragraphs in Secretary Baker's speech of what he said. 


Q Margaret, you're asking them to -- presumably 
General Noriega is not going to order them to allow a free and 
fair election, so you're asking them to disobey the orders of 
their Commander. Isn't that correct? 


A No, I'm not. All I'm saying is that we're urging 
all institutions in Panama, including the PDF, to do one simple 
thing: allow the people of Panama to vote freely on May 7. 


Q Margaret, the point that the Secretary makes 
about “...or they can 'face the consequences,'" are you saying 
these consequences are economic isolation? 


A Isolation and economic crisis. 


Q Anything more than that? 
A No. 


Q But, Margaret, as other people in this building 
have pointed out, the rigging of the elections has already 
taken place to some extent in this. What are you proposing 
that the institutions in Panama, including the POF, do 
specifically? 


A Having worked in four national campaigns myself, 
24 hours is a lifetime in a national campaign. If anybody down 
there is participating in preventing open, free, and fair 
elections from going on, our country has for days and weeks 
been saying “Stop it." 


For instance, the Newsweek person I mentioned on 
Thursday. In my humble estimation, that was harassment. That 
is a media person. There are other instances that I've read 
about. That is not conducive to letting the world see what 
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type of election is going on here. That's all he was saying 
this morning in his speech, and that's all I'm trying to 
articulate here. 


Q Margaret, speaking of letting the world see it, 
has any progress been made on the question of observer 
delegations? 


a The observer groups? It's not all resolved, and 
they're still working out a number of details on this. 


Will the two former U.S. Presidents be going to 


Panama? 
A I don't have a definite answer for you on that, 
or on a White House delegation. 
Q Could we have one more clarification on this -- 
Q Norm, excuse me, just one second. 
Q Surely. 


There is now a consideration of sending a U.S. 
Government White House delegation, as opposed to private? 


Aa I had mentioned on, I think it was Friday, that 
there was a consideration of that but that it would be 
announced at the White House and that was a White House 
decision. My understanding is that consideration hasn't 
changed this morning, but I do not have a decision on that for 
you. 


Q Could we try one more time? Did I understand you 
to say that it would be possible to hold free and fair 
elections if people would just stop doing some things they're 
doing? 


A No. I am saying, as I believe Secretary Baker 
has said, as President Bush has said, that what the United 
States is calling for in Panama is open, free, honest, and fair 
elections. That has not changed. 


Q Yes, but would that be possible with the present 
candidates and the present rules if people would just stop 
dcing something? Is that what you said? You're talking about 
24 ours being a long time. 


a Someone had asked me, “Well, there's only six 
days left so nothing could be changed." All I know to do -- 
and I'm not trying to be difficult -- is to state our policy as 
has been stated, again, by the President, the Secretary of 
State, and a number of other officials in this government. I 
will try to get someone who is much more knowledgeable and 
technical and knows this issue much more in depth than I do to 
personally call you if that would help. I don't know what more 
to say than what I'm saying. 
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Q It would help, but it's probably academic anyway 
because they probably aren't going to, but, you know -- 


a We've been saying there aren't, that's correct. 
Q On another election, in Burma -- 

Q Can we finish up on Panama, please? 

A You want to stay on Panama? 

Q A couple more. Do you have anything further to 


tell us about Mr. Muse, the man who had been arrested on April 
7 in Panama? 


7 Right. I don't have anything new on him from the 
last time we answered it. 


TO STAFF: Do you'all? 


I can check for you, though. I just haven't heard any 
more about him. 


Q Margaret, also on Panama, are there any 
discussions going on between the United States Government and 
representatives of the visa-controlling Noriega regime on the 
question of the observer delegations? 


A I don't know, Ralph. I asked about delegations 
this morning, and my answer is that none of them, as far as we 
know, or the information we had this morning, are put to bed. 
I couldn't tell you when they're leaving, who's going, etc. 


Q But my question is: How is the United States 
engaging itself in trying to resolve that question? Is the 
U.S. talking with anyone representing the Noriega regime to 
determine whether any of these delegations, should they be 
sent, would be permitted to enter? 


a I'm not sure what the technical mechanics of how 
this works is. I'll be glad to look into it for you. I just 
don't know. 

Q Can we try something else? 

a Yes. 


Q Prime Minister Thatcher has talked to Chancellor 
Kohl, and evidently the problem remains. 


A Right. 


Q Does State have anything new to say on the 
subject? And I could either ask this as a follow-up or ask it 
now: There have been expressions of irritation from anonymous 
officials lately with the Germans. I wondered if Mr. Baker is 
unhappy with Chancellor Kohl. 
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A Let me answer your Thatcher question first. 


We of course share the view of the United Kingdom that 
it would be a mistake to engage in negotiations on SNF. We 
also share the United Kingdom view that we need to maintain an 
up-to-date land-based nuclear deterrent in Europe. 


We have a difference of opinion with other members of 
the Alliance, and we will be seeking to resolve the issues of 
modernization and arms control. We would hope we could do this 
in the context of the Comprehensive Concept, which of course 
will be considered at the NATO meeting. 


As far as characterizing “is Secretary Baker upset," 
no, Secretary Baker is not upset. 


Q Does that mean that you are essentially going to 
suspend discussions on the subject until you get to the NATO 
summit and deal with it in the Comprehensive Concept discussion 
at the summit? 


A My understanding is we are not suspending 
discussions on this until we get there. We have always said 
the SNF is a part of the overall Comprehensive Concept, but 
discussions are continuing, not only with the Federal Republic 
of Germany but with our Allies by a number of different 
officials here. 


Q The Secretary will be in Brussels next week. 
Will he be speaking as a group on the subject, or speak to 
individuals -- or at least speaking to the subject, I would 
imagine? 


A I would imagine the subject would definitely come 
up. As you know, that isn't why it was originally scheduled. 
But, yes, my instincts would tell me it would definitely come 


up. 


Q I have a question here on Burma. There has been 
a report on the BBC that up to 1,000 people have been arrested 
in Burma in the last few weeks, many of them workers for the 
opposition party. Do you have anything on this? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Could you look into this? 
A Yes. 


On Friday, and again today, I asked some 
questions about PLO death squads operating on the West Bank, 
and you haven't had any information about it. Of course the 
newspapers have had a great deal information about it. Can we 
get a statement? 
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And I also asked -- or want to know also -- whether or 
not the State Department doesn't consider that the 80 some 
signatures that were put on that document that was circulated 
on the West Bank, signed by 80 Palestinians, don't throw that 
thing into some disrepute on the grounds that there are 
attempts by the PLO against collaborators, or any sense of 
collaboration? 


A What is your question to me? 


Q Well, the question is for the State Department 
ought to -- I would like to see the State Department put out a 
statement about the killing of collaborators and the 
intimidation of collaborators, including those who signed that 
document a week ago. 


a That's not a question. You want to see the State 
Department put a statement out. 


Q I'm asking for a -- 


a You know the State Department is not going to put 
a statement out on that. 


Q Why not? 


Q Do you have anything on the election results in 
Paraguay? 


a My understanding is that their polls close -- 
they are in the same time zone as we are -- at 4:00 p.m. today, 
and so we don't yet. 


Q Margaret, do you have any reaction to 
developments in Cambodia where both Sihanouk and Hun Sen seem 
to be making concessions. 

a I don't have anything on that today. 


Q Any decision yet on military aid for the 
non—communist resistance there? I know it's under discussion. 


a No. 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:09 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Q. 


A. 


PANAMA: ASSURING FREE ELECTIONS 





What would the regime have to do to assure there would be 
free elections in Panama on May 7? 


e 


THERE IS A LONG LIST OF THINGS THE NORIEGA REGIME COULD DO 
- AND NOT DO - TO PERMIT A FREE AND FAIR ELECTION ON MAY 7. 
THE PDF COULD GET OUT OF THE CAMPAIGN AND REMAIN IN THEIR 
BARRACKS. THE REGIME COULD ALLOW OPPOSITION ACCESS TO THE 
MEDIA. IT COULD PERRET? INDEPENDENT JOURNALISTS AND 
OBSERVERS TO ENTER PANAMA WITHOUT RESTRICTION OR 
HARASSMENT TO REPORT ON THE CAMPAIGN AND THE ELECTORAL 
PROCESS. THE REGIME COULD STOP HARASSING OPPOSITION 


CANDIDATES AND WORKERS; IT COULD PERMIT THE OPEN COUNTING 


AND TALLYING AND FINAL CERTIFICATION OF VOTES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
PANAMA: UPDATE ON KURT MUSE 





Q. What is the latest news on Kurt Muse? 


¢ 


A. MR. MUSE WAS VISITED ON SATURDAY BY USG OFFICIALS. THEY 


ARE CONCENTRATING AT THIS POINT ON SECURING PANAMANIAN 


LEGAL COUNSEL FOR MR. MUSE. 
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TAREN QUESTION PANAMA: OBSERVER DELEGATIONS 





Q. Has the U.S. discussed visas for the observer delegation 
with the Noriega regime? How do you plan to resolve the 
Visa requirement problem? 


A. THE U.S. OBSERVER DELEGATIONS ARE STILL BEING PUT TOGETHER, 
FINAL TRAVEL DATES STILL HAVE TO BE DETERMINED; ENTRY OF OBSERVERS 


INTO PANAMA IS ONF OF A NIIMRER OF MATTERS STILL BEING WORKED ON. 


Pa 
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« Question Taken at the May 1 Noon Press Briefing 


BURMA: ARRESTS 


Q: Do you have any comment on a recent BBC report that 
thousands have been arrested in Burma over the past few weeks, 
including many “workers for the opposition party?°* 

A: We have not seen the BBC ‘seport in question. However, it 
may be based upon a telephone interview given by the head of 
Burma’s opposition National League for Democracy Party (NLD), 
Aung San Suu Kyi, to the Thai newspaper The Nation on April 1. 
In that interview she estimated that more than one thousand 
people had been detained for political activities since last 
September. The Burmese government recently confirmed that over 
700 individuals have been arrested since September for 
proscribed political activities, including a number during the 
last several weeks. as we have said befcre, the United States hopes 


that peaceful political expression will be allowed as Burma moves 


toward multiparty elections. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have a brief statement to make 
concerning Panama. 


The Noriega regime continues its calculated campaig. 
to harass and intimidate opposition parties, journalists, and 
foreign visitors in an effort to carry out its plans for 
election fraud. In the last ten days, incidents have increased 
dramatically. We will post a longer list for you, but a few 
such instances are: 


(1) Opposition legislative candidate Felipe Escobar 
was beaten unconscious by pro-regime thugs on April 27 and had 
to be hospitalized. 


(2) On April 21, two Costa Rican newsmen reporting on 
the elections were arrested and held for 15 hours because the 
report allegedly contained “seditious material." 


(3) On April 27, ten days before the election, the 
regime ticket held a victory dinner for its candidate. On 
April 24, the regime announced in a full page ad that it would 
win by more than 65,000 votes. 


(4) A Chilean pollster, commissioned by the 
opposition, was arrested by Noriega's police on April 29, his 
information confiscated, and he was deported. 


The other examples, as I mentioned, will be posted. 


Q On the subject of Panama, the President this 
morning said, “The United States will not recognize the results 
of a fraudulent election engineered just to keep Noriega in 
power." What does that specifically mean? 


A It means what the President said. 


me 
—— 


Q Is he saying, then, that we will break diplomatic 
relations? 


a With Noriega? 


Q No, with the Panamanian government. 
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A I refer you to the White House to interpret the 
President's remarks. But, as you know, we don't recognize 
Noriega. 


Q Well, hypothetically, then, who would you 
recognize as the chief of the government should he, as appears 
likely -- the results show that he is a winner? 


a I'm not prepared to answer that today for you. 


Q Margaret, would the United States continue to 
recognize President Delvalle as the President of Panama after 
the elections have been held if Delvalle does not win the 
elections, since he's not a candidate? 


A These types of questions are questions that I 
would prefer to decline to answer. There are officials in this 
government who are studying or deciding or consulting on what 
to do -- what if, once you're faced with the facts. So that's 
why I'm declining to answer. 


Q Can I ask a question about your statement, the 
list of items? Are there any instances that the State 
Department is aware of of Noriega regime actions taken against 


U.S. news media or U.S. pollsters or U.S. observers other than 
the one that you mentioned on Newsweek the other day? 


) The Newsweek official is the one that comes most 
to my mind -- I can't remember. 


TO STAFF: Wasn't there another incident? 
STAFF: (Inaudible) 


A Yes, { think there was -- of a U.S. journalist. 
But let me get bac«x for you, to be positive. 


Q I'll check the list. 

A Okay. 

Q Another subject, if we're done with Panama. Do 
you have anything today on the situation regarding Palestinians? 
Remember we've been asking -- 

A I do. 


Q -~- whether the PLO is pressuring people who 
cooperate with Israel? 


A Yes, I do. 


We are alarmed by the rising tide of violence and are 
shocked by the increasing human toll in the West Bank and Gaza. 
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Confrontations between the IDF and Palestinians have 
caused the death of 20 Palestinians and the wounding of 
approximately 200 others since April 17. Fourteen Palestinians 
have been killed by other Palestinians during the same period. 


These actions by both sides frustrate the search for 
peace. We once again strongly urge that all sides exercise 
restraint and replace violence with a climate conducive to 
political dialogue. 


Q Does PLO action against Palestinians make it more 
difficult for Israel to conduct the elections that Mr. Baker 
has given his blessing to? 


a I think that any type of violence over there is 
not conducive to moving the peace process forward -- by any of 
the parties. 


Q Are you raising this topic with the PLO? 


a As I mentioned yesterday, there was a meeting in 
Tunis, and as I mentioned, there was one topic that was 
discussed there. So there are no future scheduled meetings 
that I'm aware of, so I can't answer that for you. 


Q Margaret, do you have figures of the Palestinians 
killed in the Arab occupied territories since the end of Mr. 
Shamir's visit? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Because I really don't understand why April 17, 
in particular. 


a I don't know. 


Q Does it have any significance, any political 
significance, or a certain landmark? 


) I don't know. That's a fair question. I'll find 
out for you. 


“@ Can you also find out the total number, because 
the Palestinians says since the beginning of intifada, there 


are more than 700 killed, and the Israelis say 400. What's the 
American figure? Do you have an independent figure? 
a I don't know if the United States has a figure. 


Q Can you look at that and -- 


a I will ask the officials here if such a thing 
exists, and if it does, if we give it out. I just don't know. 
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Q Margaret, do you know if the head of the World 
=e Organization is seeing anyone at the State Department 
today 


A Yes, he met this morning with IO Acting Assistant 
Secretary N. Shaw Smith. 


Q And their discussions -- can you elaborate a 
little bit on what the visit produced? 


A I asked and I cannot, other than to say that they 
discussed the issue of the United States position concerning 
the PLO's application for membership in WHO. 


Q Did they talk about whether the indication of a 
vote next week is still accurate? Did the WHO Director 
indicate that a vote was still scheduled, still planned for 
next week? 


A I asked for a readout on this meeting, and they 
were not even helpful to me. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything further on what 
further steps might be taken and whether that's a reference to 
steps against the PLO or against U.N. agencies? 


A What further steps we might take? 
Q Yes. 


A No, we're not prepared to say that today. We're 
still where we were yesterday -- that if this goes forward, the 
Secretary of State's intention is to recommend to the President 
on the funding. 


Q Okay, so that further steps are not against the 
PLO, but against the U.N. agencies? 


A I see what you're asking me. I don't want to get 
into what the further steps would be. 


Q Margaret, could you please clarify the period of 
time when-this money would be withheld? We're talking about 
Fiscal Yétr 1990, are we? 


A Yes. 
Which means, therefore, that if the money is 


disbursed in the fourth quarter, this money wouldn't in fact be 
disbursed to WHO until July of 1990? 


A Let me give you some more information -- to see 
if it answers that specific question -- than I had yesterday. 
The United States owes WHO $98.3 million, of which $27.1 
million is for prior period obligations -- arrears. Our Fiscal 
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Year 1990 budget request includes $2.732 million for payment of 
arrears. This amount represents the first of six installment 
payments to pay our WHO arrears by the end of Fiscal Year 1995. 
Our full 1990 budget request for WHO of $73 million 
will not be available until the fourth quarter of this year, 
after Congress completes the appropriation process. 
Does that help you? 
By “this year," we mean 19907 
Excuse me? 
By “this year," we mean 19907 
Margaret, of this year? 
Yes, this year. 
Can we have a copy of this? 
I'll have somebody type it up for you, yes. 


Another subject, please? 


oD © >» © ®» © © PF 


Do you have anything out of the meeting between 
Secretary Baker and the Israeli Minister of Energy? 


A I didn't know that there was such a meeting. 
I'll have to check his schedule. 


Q It's posted. 

A I don't know. He met with him this morning? 
Q 11:30. 

Aa Sorry. 


STAFF: Not with Secretary Baker. 
@ Not with Baker; Eagleburger. 


 — 
. ——- 


Q Oh, I'm sorry. 
I didn't think he did. 
Anything out of the meeting? 


a 
Q 
A I haven't seen Larry since this morning at 
So I'm sorry, I don't know. 


11:00. 
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Q Another subject, Margaret. Has the United States 
tabled a proposal before the NATO Allies that would seek to 
work a compromise on the issue of reducing short-range nuclear 
weapons, perhaps in exchange for a German agreement to go ahead 
with modernization of the Lance? 





A To answer you directly on whether we have tabled 
a compromise position in Brussels, I'd rather answer it for you 
this way, okay, and say that we have simply shared with the 
Allies the views we presented to Foreign Minister Genscher and 
Defense Minister Stoltenberg when they were in Washington 
recently. 


Consultations are continuing in NATO on the whole 
range of issues that will be discussed at the NATO Summit, 
including SNF. I would like to emphasize that our views have 
not changed. 


Q Can you confirm the substance of the story in the 
New York Times today regarding a possible compromise? 


A Let me do it this way -- I know what you're 
asking me, John, and I want to be very literal and correct with 
you. Technically speaking, we have not tabled a compromise in 
Brussels --— technically speaking. Okay? We would like to find 
a solution acceptable to all Allies. 


Toward this end, we made our views on SNF known to 
Foreign Minister Genscher, as I said, and Defense Minister 
Stoltenberg when they visited Washington. They made their 
views known to us. 


Subsequently, John, we shared our views -- the same 
views we provided to Genscher and Stoltenberg -- with other 
Allies in NATO. We have not had further high-level exchanges 
with the Germans, and our views have not changed. 


Q To follow on -- 
A Does that answer your question for you? 
Q No, but it's okay. 


og Margaret, let me take a crack =. it this way. 
Are you saying that -- well, Number 1, the T story spoke of 
the United States position, including wailetere reductions, 
the possibility of unilateral reductions in short-range nuclear 
forces to a level higher than zero. Is that, indeed, part of 
the United States position? 


a Our position, as I stated it -- and I know twice 
last week -- on modernization and on negotiations has not 
changed. I said that strongly twice again today. 
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I have said, and I was very careful how I said this, 
technically we have not -- the United States at NATO -- tabled 


a compromise. 
Q Margaret, what do you mean by “technically?” 


A Because what I want to be careful about is that, 
as I tried to state here, is that -- as we do in many 
situations like this -- we have sent to our NATO Ambassador a 
readout of the meeting, what went on in the meeting. And any 
big organization, just like here, there are conversations that 
people have that go on. But to be literal and technical, we 
have not tabled a compromise position. But people who work for 
the United States Government, or other Allies, or governments 
who receive these cables over there, may be having their own 
conversations informally, I can't answer to all that. So I 
wanted to be very literal about what the United States 
Government has done. 


Q In a broad sense, are you seeking a compromise? 


A No, I've just answer it, and our views have not 
changed. 


Q You said that you would like to find a position 
acceptable to all. I think those were the words you used a 
moment ago. 


A But that's different than saying, “are we seeking 
a compromise." I don't want to say that. 


Q Have you had any indication from the West Germans 
that they regard this proposal as acceptable as a compromise? 


A No, I believe I mentioned that we have not had 
further high-level exchanges with the Germans since they were 
here and met with Secretary Baker. 


Q But I meant in the meeting at the time, did 
Genscher -- 


A What meeting? 
0 The meeting that Genscher and Stoltenberg had 
with Secretary Baker, did they indicate -- 


A At the conclusion of that meeting, as I've 
stated, which is still the lay of the land as I understand it, 
they left here with a better understanding of our position and 
we certainly have a better understanding of their position. 


Q Since you said there had been no high-level 
contacts with the West German Government since that meeting, 
would you expect there to be any additional ones before 
Secretary Baker reaches Brussels next week? 
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a There are none scheduled as I'm standing here 
today -- none anticipated and none scheduled. 


Q Would you mind very much either re-reading or 
re-stating that section of your guidance about “we would like 
to find a position or a statement acceptable to all?" I'd 
appreciate it if you could just do that. It was just before 
you mentioned that the U.S. shared its views with the two 
Ministers. 


a Certainly, we would like to find a solution 
acceptable to all Allies. Towards this end, we made our views 


on SNF known to Foreign Minister Genscher and Defense Minister 
Stoltenberg when they visited Washington. They made their 
views known to us. 


Subsequently, the U.S. shared our views -- the same 
views we provided to Genscher and Stoltenberg -- with other 


Allies in NATO. 


Q You're drawing a distinction between the use of 
the word “solution” and use of the word “compromise” in the way 
we've used “compromise” in the questions, but you've chosen to 
use “solution” in your answer. 


A The New York Times article this morning -- I 
can't remember whether it said it directly or indirectly, as 
John's question was -- asked me, “did we table a compromise in 
Brussels?" 


Q And you're saying, no, we didn't table a 
compromise but we are interested in a solution? 


:) We've always said that we were interested in a 
solution. That's not new. 


Q Would it be fair to say that we are showing some 
flexibility in our informal discussions without formally 
tabling a new position, would it not? We're showing 
flexibility as one must in these sort of dialogues within NATO? 


= We're always ready to talk. I said several times 
last weé% that discussions would be on-going at various levels 
in our government. Sure, but I'm not sending a signal -- I'm 
really not, and that's why I stated it here twice today, that 


our views on this issue have not changed. They really have not. 


Margaret, the Associated Press story from 
Brussels on this whole question today says that the paper, 
which the United States submitted last Wednesday, drew a 
relationship between the opening of negotiations on short-range 
missiles and the continuing negotiations, or success in the 
continuing negotiations on conventional arms which are taking 
place now in Vienna. Is this correct? And as the United 
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States Government sees it, what is the relationship between 
these two sets of things, one nuclear and the other one 
non-nuclear? 


a I'm not prepared today to answer that for you, 
but I promise I'll get you an answer. I know what you're 
2 ie me. I don't know what our official policy is concerning 
that. 


Q Margaret, on another topic. On the subsidized 
grain sale to the Soviet Union, there's a quote in the paper 
today that the State Department claims a sale would not affect 
our allies. And, of course, some of the all’:: say it would. 
Notably, Australia, of course, was very voca =. its complaints 
last week. Do you have any guidance on that? 


a Other than to tell you that it's a Presidential 
decision that's before the President. Other than that, I don't 
have any characterization of it for you, or am I able to get 
into what State's position was. 


Is there some way, though, that you could look 
into it? Is that official State Department -- 


a I tried this morning. 


Q If you have any change in it, would you let us 
know? 


a If it changes, I'll let you know. But I tried 
and that's all they would like to say at this time. 


Q It seemed to be an unusual position for the State 
Department to say it wouldn't hurt the Allies. 


a I asked and that's what I was given as guidance. 


? Do you have any thoughts about the proprietary of 
Soviet military experts testifying on the Hill on the Defense 


budget? 


a Yes, we do. We've seen the report you 
mentioned. We would refer you to the House Committee for 
specifics. But, we would like to note that it's a little 
ironic that the Soviets continue not to publish a real defense 
budget, one that is reflective of their defense spending and 
their actual and projected defense plans. 


Perhaps, in the spirit of alasnost and reciprocity, 
our military people could be afforded a similar opportunity to 
comment on the Soviet gy budget before the Supreme 
Soviet. At a minimum, it would certainly be appropriate for 


Members of Congress to ask the Marshall about these questions. 
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It doesn't sound -- it sounds like you're 
waffling on whether -- the State Department is -- on whether 
the House did the right thing, whether Aspen and all -- 


I mean, it's clear what you'd like the Soviets to do, 
but what about your buddies up on the Hill? Do you think 
they're proceeding in a nice -- in a proper way? 


a I don't want to characterize that for you, 
Barry. They certainly have every right to have anyone they 
want to appear before their Committee. We would just like for 
them to note what I've just stated, and also maybe they could 
ask this same gentleman some of these questions. 


Margaret, new subject. Honduras and guid pro 
guos, 1988. I'd like to take you back to -- 
A I wasn't here. I was at the Treasury 
Department. 
(Laughter) 


Q The Acting Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. 
Kozak, testified before a Congressional Committee last week 
that the guid pro quo plan drawn up by Oliver North for 
Honduras was disapproved at the objection of the State 
Department. 


Is that still the State Department's position this 
week after having had a chance to look at the documents that 
have come out in the North trial? 


a I do not know. 


Q Okay. Mr. Sununu said over the weekend that a 
cable at that time -- 19865 -- after Vice President Bush met 
with the Honduran leadership, that Ambassador Negroponte 
cabled, and that that cable makes it very obvious there was no 
quid pro quo with the Hondurans. 


Will the State Department release that cable? 


A I don't know. I would have to either refer you 
to the tawyers, or I'll ask the lawyers. I just have not been 
involved in this at all. 


Q On another subject, Margaret, does the State 
Department's position on Cambodia still allow for power 
sharing, but no control by the Khmer Rouge? Is that a proper 
paraphrase of what the State Department wants? 


a Would you mind if I stated it for you literally? 


Q Certainly. 
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a So that I'm correct. The United States is 
totally opposed to a return to dominance in Cambodia by the 
Khmer Rouge. We believe that the best means to achieve this 
goal would be acceptance by all parties of a comprehensive 
settlement agreement under which the Cambodian people are able 
to determine their own future through a process of free choice. 


We believe an interim coalition government should be 
formed to organize elections, and that Prince Sihanouk is the 
logical leader of such an arrangement. Whether the Khmer Rouge 
-—- minus Pol Pot and other discredited Khmer Rouge leaders, who 
clearly must be excluded -- are permitted to participate in 
such an interim government is something the Cambodian factions 
themselves will have to decide. 


I would add, however, that our ability to work with 
any Cambodian government would be related to the level of Khmer 
Rouge participation in that government. What is imperative is 
to have a settlement that includes effective safeguards to keep 
the Khmer Rouge from dominating Cambodia once more. We are 
convinced that in free and fair elections the Cambodian people 
would reject the Khmer Rouge. 


Q In other words, the greater the Khmer Rouge 
involvement in any future coalition government, the less the 
U.S. assistance would be? 


a Our ability to work with any Cambodian government 
would be related to the level of Khmer Rouge participation. It 
is definitely a concern of our government. 


Q Anything more to say about military aid for the 
non-Communist factions in Cambodia? 


a We are continually evaluating and assessing the 
needs of the Non-—Communist Resistance. We believe that in 
preparation for a settlement in Cambodia, our assistance to the 
NCR should be increased. 


We are continuing to consult with the NCR, other 
friends and allies in the region, and with Congressional 
leaders on the level and types of assistance most appropriate 
to the needs of the NCR. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that the 
government in Phnom Penh is inviting Prince Sihanouk to go back 
to Phnom Penh and be head of state? 

a I haven't seen those reports. No. 


Q Can I go back to -- 


Q How about the meeting yesterday? Any comment on 
the meeting yesterday between Sihanouk and Son Hun -- Hun Sen? 
Excuse me. 
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6 Good. You get confused, too. We're all human. 
(Laughter) But it's hard. It's easier for you all to make 
misspeak than it is for me. 


We have read with interest press reports on what 
Prince Sihanouk and PRK leader Hun Sen have said over the past 
several days in the run-up to their meeting in Jakarta. We 
welcome all progress towards a lasting settlement which might 
bring peace and stability to the Cambodian people. and we look 
forward to learning the results of Prince Sihanouk's 
discussions with Mr. Hun Sen. 


‘i Going back to the World Health leader who was 
re -- 


a Yes. 


Q I'm sorry, did you say whether Mr. Baker has -- 
sticks to his position, and also wil this fellow be able to 
see other people at State, or is that the end of his -- as far 
as you know -- the end of his visit here? 


a I don't know if he's asked to see anybody else. 
I know he has not asked to see Secretary Baker. And as far as 
Secretary Baker's position on the announcement yesterday, it 
has not changed on what he would recommend to the President. 


Q Margaret, a couple on Central America -- 

Aa Yes. 

Q Do you have any reaction to the Paraguayan 
elections results? 





Yes P I == 
(Inaudible) 
It's in the same section. He's right. 


It's a human mistake. 


It's right. 
We're all human, Ralph. 


a 
Q 
a 
y 
.& I thought I said Latin America. Excuse me. 
a 
Q 
Q Thank you. 
a 


Preliminary results indicate that General 
Rodriguez won over 70 percent of the vote as the Colorado Party 
candidate for President. In the vote for congressional seats, 
it appears that the Colorado Party won a slightly smaller 
proportion of the vote. With over one million votes counted, 
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Mr. Domingo Laino won about 20 percent of the vote for 
President. The final vote count by the Electoral Tribunal in 
Asuncion is continuing today. 


Q Will the U.S. recognize the results of the 
Paraguayan election? 


a Yes. 

Q Good. Okay. 

a Right, Barry? 

s I gun** know. 

Q And on another subject in that same area, 


President Bush said here -—- 


Q Wait. Still on Paraguay. There was a lot of 
talk about fraud in the elections. 


a Regarding the charges of irregularities, our 
Embassy and international election observers did see several 
instances of questionable but not illegal procedures. There 
were also administrative problems. We have not detected a 
pattern of centrally directed fraud. 


Q Has a message of congratulations gone to General 
Rodriguez? 


a No, because my understanding is that -- to go 
back to Ralph's question -- is until the votes are all totally 
100 percent counted -- 


Q And absentee ballots could be -- 
a That's right. 

Q There is a propriety. 

a That's right. 

2 President Bush said when he was here today that 
the Cubans and Nicaraguans have stepped up their support and 
shipment of weapons to the Salvadoran rebels. Do you have any 
evidence to support the statement that the support for the 
rebels in Salvador ha‘: been stepped up or a time frame as to 


when that might have occurred? Is it recent or several years 
ago or -- 


a I don't know. 


Q Could you perhaps take that question? 


Sure. 
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Q That it's an accusation of an increase in 
military support for the Salvadoran rebels. 


Q Margaret, can I ask you about the Philippines? 
The New Peoples army last week claimed responsibility for 
Colonel Rowe's weath. Yesterday they claimed that they killed 
two presidential guards at the Palace -- Filipino guards. Is 
there any update on the security situation there? 


i) No. But I had something for you last week -- I 
can't remember what day -- and I'll be glad to post it. 


Q Still on the Philippines. President Aquino 
suggested today that the State Department make clear whether -- 


a The State Department did what? 


Q -- make clear whether or not Ambassador Platt is 
working for the CIA. 


. ce) I don't know anything about that. I haven't seen 
that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:21 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
OCCUPIED TERRITORIES: CASUALTY FIGURES 
Q: «YOUR COMMENTS ON YOUR CONCERN ABOUT THE NUMBER OF 
CASUALTIES IN THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES REFERS TO APRIL 17. 
WHAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE, IF ANY, OF THIS DATE? 
A: --A MARKED INCREASE IN VIOLENT INCIDENTS, DEATHS AND 
INJURIES HAS BEEN DISCERNIBLE OVER THE PAST TWO WEEKS; THAT 


IS, SINCE APRIL 17. WE FIND THAT TREND VERY DISTURBING. 


_-APRIL 17, IN AND OF ITSELF, HAS NO SIGNIFICANCE. 


Q: DO YOU MAINTAIN AN INDEPENDENT TALLY OF CASUALTIES 
OCCURRING AS A RESULT OF THE INTIFADAH IN THE OCCUPIED 
TERRITORIES? 


A: --CASUALTY FIGURES FOR THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES FOR 1988 
CAN BE FOUND IN OUR 1988 HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT. 


——OUR DIPLOMATIC POSTS IN TEL AVIV AND JERUSALEM MONITOR 
CAREFULLY DEVELOPMENTS, INCLUDING REPORTS OF CASUALTIES, IN 
THE WEST BANK AND GAZA, BUT I'M NOT IN A POSITION TO 
PROVIDE A DAILY TALLY OF INCIDENTS OR CASUALTIES THERE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION | Posted: May 2. 1939 
MAY 2 PRESS BRIEFING 


: AND NI AN SUPPORT FOR FMLN 


—- 


Q: President Bush said when he was here today that the Cubans and 
Nicaraguans have stepped up their support and shipment of 
weapons to the Salvadoran rebels. Do you have any evidence 
to support the statement that the support for the rebels 


in Salvador has been stepped up or a time frame as to when 
that might have occurred? 


A: THERE IS CONSIDERABLE EVIDENCE THAT IN THE LAST FEW MONTHS 
THE FMLN HAS RECEIVED LARGE QUANTITIES OF SOVIET-BLOC 
WEAPONS SUCH AS AMMUNITION MANUPACTURED IN CUBA AND AK-47 
AND AKM RIFLES. WE HAVE DISCUSSED SUCH SUPPORT IN THE PAST; 
IT CONTINUES DESPITE THE STEPS BEING TAKEN BY THE 
CENTRAL AMERICAN DEMOCRACIES TO BRING PEACE TO THE REGION. 


—_ 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY PRESS BRIEFING, 5/2/89 
PH PPINES: RITY UPDAT 


Is there any update on the security situation in the 
Philippines? 


ON SATURDAY, APRIL 22, THE PHILIPPINE GOVERNMENT ANNOUNCED 
THAT SECURITY MEASURES FOR U.S. FACILITIES AND 
INSTALLATIONS WILL BE ENHANCED. 


IN ADDITION, THE STATE DEPARTMENT HAS SENT A THREE MAN 
SECURITY TEAM TO THE PHILIPPINES TO REVIEW EXISTING 


SECURITY ARRANGEMENTS. 
\ 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #77 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 1989, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two housekeeping matters to 
announce and one statement. My first housekeeping matter: 
there will be two BACKGROUND briefings on Secretary Baker's 
trip to Moscow. They will be held this Friday, May 5, at 1:00 
p.m. here in the Press Briefing Room and at 2:30 p.m. in the 
Foreign Press Center. 


My second housekeeping matter: Secretary Baker will 
deliver a foreign policy address at the Center for Strategic 
and International Studies, 1800 K Street, N.W., on Thursday, 
May 4, at 3:00 p.m. If you would like to cover this event, 
please contact Mary Park at CSIS, at 775-3261. The media will 
be able to set up equipment at 2:00 p.m. There will be no 
Q&A. An embargoed advance text will be available on site and 
in the Press Office around 1:00 o'clock. Location of the 
speech will be in the CSIS Conference Room, 8-1 level. 


Q The subject? 
a I don't have a subject for you. 


Q Does it have to do with the Soviet Union or his 
coming trip? 


a We just don't have a subject for you. 


My statement is concerning Panama. In the final days 
of the election campaign in Panama, regime propaganda has taken 
on an increasingly threatening tone. The campaign of 
intimidation undertaken by the regime press and the Panama 
Defense Forces is aimed at reducing voter turnout and 
discouraging any popular protest following the announcement of 
a “victory” for regime presidential candidate Carlos Duque. 
Regime efforts to control the outcome of the election include 
the Following: 


(1) The government and the Justice Minister said 
yesterday that any media broadcasting election results other 
than those released by the government's election media center 
will be punished by warnings, fines, and possibly closure. 


(2) The government and Justice Ministry's National 
Media Directorate has announced that local and foreign 
correspondents covering the May 7 election are prohibited from 
carrying press credentials issued by any office not authorized 
by the Noriega regime; penalties include arrest and deportation. 
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(3) Two opposition radio programs have been suspended 
by regime authorities. 


(4) Government-—owned media have been devoting 
significant coverage to the readiness of the so-called Civilian 
Dignity Battalions to defend the government coalition's victory 
on May 7. ‘They have reported Dignity Battalion members 
gathered at installations of the Panamanian Air Force to 
receive rifles and other weapons. In contrast, the government 
issued a decree requiring all civilians, including private 
security guards, to turn in their weapons prior to the 
elections. 


We also have available for you in the Press Office a 
pamphlet on the Panamanian elections. 


Q On Panama, do you know if President Carter has 
been given permission to go as an observer? 


a No, we do not. We do not know about President 
A either, and we'll have to refer those questions to their 
offices. 


Q What about the official U.S. delegation? 


a I don't believe that Marlin announced that at his 
briefing today. You all would know more than I do. I just 
don't know. But it's definitely in the works. That's a White 
House announcement, and he'll be making it. 


Q Is there still a feeling here that a free and 
fair election can take place? 


a It is certainly the desire of the United States 
Government for a free, open, fair, and honest election. 


Q I'm not sure that responds directly to the 
question. Is it still the belief that such a thing can take 
place, or has the fraud and all of these restrictions that you 
say have taken on the -- 

a It's making it very difficult. And as you know, 
this election is on Sunday, but I wouldn't want to preclude the 
possibility of -- who knows? Anything is possible in politics. 


Q Just because we'd like to hear you say it, can 
you explain -- 

i) I'm sure. 

Q -—- what it is that you think the Government of 


Panama is trying to accomplish by these kinds of restrictions 
on the press and by bringing out the military in the way that 
you've described? Are they trying to prevent voters From guing 
to the polls? Are they trying to prevent them from voting for 
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Noriega? Are they trying to create the impression of a 
legitimate election? What is it that you think they're trying 
to accomplish by doing this? 


a It would seem to me that any time that you deny 
the press openness, access, accessibility, you've got something 
to hide, something you don't want reported, something you don't 
want seen. To control the media by these instances that I have 
listed today -- that I've been listing for several days in a 
row -- would seem to me to be a very strong signal that there's 
something they don't want broadcast around the world to the 
international community. 


Q Will the international community be able to find 
out? Given all the restrictions and given the problems you've 
been having getting a delegation in there, will the world be 
able to find out what actually happened in Panama? 


a I think if these observer groups get down there, 
that's going to be an enormous help. There are three other 
observer groups -- I didn't bring the names with me today -- 
that are not American, that I read about yesterday. [ mean, 
it's bound to help. If President Carter and President Ford go 
down there, I can't envision that that would not be helpful to 
shine a spotlight, as the Secretary of State and the President 
have said, on what's going on down there. 


Q Is there anything you would urge the Panamanian 
people to do in the next couple of days? Is there anything 
they could do to reverse the actions that you've announced? 


i) As I mentioned the other day, that anyone who is 
participating in blocking a free, fair, open and honest 
election should stop it, and let these people vote in an open 
and honest election. 


Q Margaret, are 1 criticizing the Government of 
Panama for issuing credentials and then requiring that those be 
the only credentials used by newsmen in Panama? That seemed to 
be one of your points, and it didn't parse. 


A It didn't what? 
Q It didn't make sense. 
Why doesn't it make sense? 
Q Well, because governments issue credentials 
everywhere, and they require them to be, you know, the 


exclusive credentials for newsmen. That happens in other 
countries. 


a But if the regime is determining who gets 
credentials and who doesn't, then, yes, we're saying that 
that's a problem. 
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Well, I mean, governments do issue credentials. 
am I right? You issue credentials. 


a We do issue credentials. Ours is probably done 
-- I don't know this for a fact because I've never studied it 
-- I would have to assume a lot more fairly and a lot more 
openly than what's going on down there, that's what I 
understand. 


Q For example, what exactly are they doing that is 
itself out of line with normal practice? 


4 I don't know, Roy, but I'll find out more 
literally the answer for you. 


Q The other thing is the Secretary the other day 
called on the POF, the Panama Defense Forces, to ensure a free 
and fair election. Now, your statement today suggests that the 
POF is taking part in the campaign of intimidation. Do you now 
assume that the PDF has ignored, or has rebuffed, Secretary 
Baker's urging of the other day? 


A They are free to do whatever they want, but the 
Secretary's remarks the other day, and what I also clarified 
for you here on the podium still remains -- if they are 
participating, as you say I've indicated this morning, in 
preventing a free and fair election, then, yes, he was saying 
they should cease. 


Q Margaret, going back to yesterday's statement by 
President Bush saying that the United States would not 
recognize the results of an election rigged to keep Noriega in 
power, at what point does the Panama Canal Treaty and the U.S. 
adherence to it come into play? 


‘ I'm not prepared to answer that for you, Jim, 
today. 


Margaret, does the Administration prefer a no 
election situation to the election as it is now? 


a The United States Government is for democracy, a 
true, honest, and fair democracy in Panama. 


Q But do you think there can be free and fair 
elections under the conditions you've just outlined? I mean, 
is there any way this could be free and fair? 


“ It's certainly making it a little difficult. 


Q Margaret, you said that -- or actually, it was 
said here the last few days -- the United States will not 
recognize the results of a fraudulent election. What does that 
mean in practice? 
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; m That's something that I'm positive [I'm not 
prepared to get into with you today. 


Q Another topic? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything about the Iraqi involvement 
in having some technology of missiles from the United States? 
Are you having anything to do with the Germans -- are you 
talking with the Germans about that? What's the State 
Department doing about this story? 


| A Which part are you asking me? It's two different 
questions. 


Q Both. 


i) Okay. Well, let's take U.S. sale of rocket 
technology to Iraq -- is that what you're asking me? 


Q Yes. 


a We are not aware of any prohibited sales of U.S. 
rocket technology to Iraq. But if there were any credible 
information, we would definitely look into it. We regularly 
and actively pursue all leads. 


If you want additional, technical information on 
licensing and control procedures, I prefer to post that for you. 


Q About Germany, are you in contact with Germany 
about -- did they facilitate these things to the Iraqis? 


“a I don't have the two linked. I have an answer 
for you in response to a news article today on FRG export of 
weapons technology. Is that what you want? 


Q Yes. 


i) As we've stated in the past, the U.S. has been 
concerned about reports of assistance to third country weapons 
programs by a number of European firms. We have been in 
contact with the FRG and other countries. 


In the case of the FRG, we have noted previously that 
they have been taking this issue seriously, and have been 
taking steps to meet our concerns. We note that legislation 
has recently been introduced in the FRG which would greatly 
tighten laws against the export of weapons technology. That 
legislation, if passed, will greatly strengthen West German 
export controls -- for example, making it a crime for a citizen 
of the Federal Republic of Germany to participate in the 
construction of CW facilities in countries such as Libya. 
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Q Can you distinguish between what technology might 
have been sold prior to the control regime in ‘87, as 
distinguished from what might have been passed from the United 
States to the FRG after the control regime? 


A No. 


It's my understanding that we were supposed to 
adhere informally to the control for, like, two years before it 
actually was signed. Is there a distinction here in what may 
have been passed? 


a I want to be very honest with you, this is a 
subject matter that I don't know in depth. I've tried to learn 
it this morning. I will be glad to take your question and get 
the technical experts here to help you. 


Q Following on that, could you find out to what 
extent the United States was involved in building the complex 
for these -- 


a For what complex? 


Q Well, the complex in Iraq is supposed to have had 
American involvement. And in the article, it is quoting State 
Department officials confirming U.S. involvement in building 
the complex. Could you perhaps find out a little about this 
complex and what the involvement was? 


oo I will see what I can find out about it for you. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have a comment on Paul Nitze's position on 
whether or not the United States ought to be engaged in 
negotiating for elimination or reduction of short range nuclear 
weapons in Central Europe? 


a I have no comment. 
Q No comment. 


Q Has the Secretary of State talked with Ambassador 
Nitze about this subject before the Ambassador left of fice? 


a They had one meeting that I'm aware of that was 
several weeks ago, when they discussed the job offer the 
President and the Secretary of State desired Mr. Nitze to 
take. That is the only time that I'm aware of, and as you 
know, he had an unfortunate horseback-riding accident and has 
been in the hospital. So I'm unaware of any other meeting 


Q Margaret, on the general subject of the SNF, do 
you have anything to say today? 
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5 Particularly? 


Q Well, what's our latest position on negotiations 
with them? 


A On negotiations? That- hasn't changed. 
(Laughter) That's easy; it hasn't changed. 


Q Under what circumstances can we negotiate with 
the Soviets about SNF? 


4 Our position on negotiations has not changed. 


Q Do you see any hope of a compromise emerging From 
the talks now going on in Brussels? 


i I want to be clear I understand what you've asked 
me. 


Q Is there some compromise that may be in the works 
to resolve the differences between the United States, Britain, 
and Germany? 


te I explained yesterday -— I hope accurately for 
you -- what's going on in Brussels. So I don't want to confuse 
you on how I'm going to answer this question with what I've 
very clearly answered yesterday: The United States does not 
have a compromise paper in Grussels. Okay? 


We are serious about pursuing the new conventional 
arms talks in Vienna which, along with START and CW, remain the 
Alliance's negotiating priorities. These talks are just 
underway. 


To the extent there are concrete results in CFE, we 
can examine the possibility of taking further steps along the 
lines of the already completed unilateral reduction in NATO's 
nuclear stockpile of 2,400 warheads since 1979, to its lowest 
level in over 20 years. WNATO's flexible response strategy, 
however, requires nuclear deterrent forces which must be kept 
up to date where necessary. Only nuclear weapons can confront 
a potential aggressor with an unacceptable risk. 


The Soviets' continuing overwhelming preponderance of 
conventional forces, despite their public announcement of some 
withdrawals from Eastern Europe, demonstrates the Alliance's 
need for these systems. 


Q Doesn't the Soviets' overwhelming superiority in 
short-range nuclear capability demand that the United States go 
to the bargaining table and try to reduce that away? 
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a I believe that's a way of asking me, “Aren't we 
going to negotiate on this?" And my answer on “negotiations,” 
is the same: As Secretary Baker has said, we think it would be 
a mistake to engage in arms control negotiations on SNF. 


You say, from your statement -- if I heard it 
correctly -- “that the United States would consider” if there 
are concrete results from conventional, “exploring further 
unilateral reductions?" Is that the correct wording? 


4 I said “exploring?” 

Q That's what I'm trying to -- examine the 
possibility? What I'm trying to figure out is what your hedge 
words are. 

Q Can we have a copy of that text? 


i Sure. I think what I said, and I'm sure I could 
have easily misspoke, it's taking further steps, which my 
understanding, for those of you all who have been here a lot 
longer than me -- 


Q “Examining the possibility of taking further 


steps." 

a "Taking further steps” is not new language to you 
all who have covered this, as I said, a lot longer than I've 
been here, and it's not news to you all -- the sentence --— "To 


the extent there are concrete results in CFE." 

Q What sort of further steps are you talking about, 
then? Could it relate, for example, to the new Lance missiles, 
if they ever come about? 


a You're asking me again about negotiations. I 
can't help you out, Roy. 


Q Each time you refer to the preponderance of 
Soviet forces, the context in Vienna right now is an effort to 
reduce the preponderance. 

a In Vienna about conventional? 


Q Yeah, the conventional preponderance, certainly. 


A Right, so? 


Q Since the Western side has proposed it and the 
Soviets have accepted -- or they're also talking about reducing 
the inequality -- that raises the question, what happens when 
and if the preponderance is eliminated? Can you then talk to 
the other side about SNF? 
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a So that I don't repeat myself -- that's another 
question on negotiations -- I'll say that's a hypothetical. 


Q Well, can you take unilateral steps? 
a That's what you're asking me. 


But can you take unilateral steps, and maybe buth 
sides taking unilateral steps in some -- 


i I'm sure probably, Roy, there are a lot of 
maybes. But our position on negotiation hasn't changed. 
That's what it is, and I've just restated it again today and 
I've tried to restate some other things. 


Q One of the questions which we should ask, which 
you probably can't deal with today, but why has the United 
States taken the position that it has taken, especially in 
light of a luminary like Paul Nitze who believes it is a bad 
idea to resist negotiations; believes it is the trend that 
Europe is porns an y; that the United States is fighting the 
trend and it's silly to do so. 


So the question, I guess, should be for tomorrow or 
for posting, why is the United States so adamantly opposed to 
negotiating a reduction of these systems? 


a It's a very fair question, and I would prefer to 
get guidance from higher officials at this Department than 
myself to answer that for you, John. 


Q Margaret, the Norwegian Prime Minister made a 
comment at the White House today after meeting with President 
Bush. I don't know for a fact, but I presume Secretary Baker 
was there. 


Q That she thought this issue ought to be resolved 
before rather than at the NATO Summit. You have said that the 
U.S. sees no deadline, or has no deadline. 


a Timeframe. 


Q Timeframe. What did you tell her about that? 
"No, we don't think it should be resolved by then,” or just -- 


a I don't know. I wasn't there. This was a 
meeting -- as you know, the President's meeting. My intuition 
would tell me that Secretary Baker’s position on that is as 
I've stated here. It's the same one he holds privately, that 
we don't have a timeframe. There's not a specific, or there's 
certainly not a public announced timeframe. So whalever they 
might have said to her in that private meeting, (1) I wasn't 
there and I'm not privy to I don't know 
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Does the Administration consider it significant 
at all whether there is a public dispute raging at the time of 
the NATO Summit to which the world will be paying note while 
NATO is supposed to be celebrating a birthday? 


a And you all will be covering. Of course, it 
does. As I've often said many times, we are -- and the 
President, I betieve Marlin has -- that we would like this to, 
as we would all summits, be successful. We share French 
Foreign Minister Dumas' hope that the summit will be 
harmonious. Of course, that's what everybody would like. 


Q Margaret, could I try my question one other way? 
A Yes. 


Q Which is, if the preponderance -- the Soviet 
preponderance -- of forces in Europe is equalized or leveled 
out, are you then ruling out talks with the Soviets on SNF? 
Are you still -- 


a I'm really no? trying to be difficult, I 
promise. Our position on this is as I've stated it again - 
today. I'm really not trying to be difficult. I promise. 


Q Margaret, back to the Middle East, if T way. 


a Sure. 
Q What's the U.S. Government's reaction to what Mr. 
Arafat said yesterday in Paris with regard to the Palestinian 


charter? 


A Such a statement, if it is backed up in words and 
deeds, is a step in the right direction. We see this as a 
re-enforcement of his prior statement acknowledging Israel's 
right to exist. 


A decision by the Palestinian National Council 
formally amending or abrogating the charter would be the kind 
of action we would certainly applaud. 


Q So you are saying that this step is not enough in 
itself, or -- 


m I believe the best way to phrase this is, “if it 
is backed up in words and deeds, it is a step in the right 
direction." 


Q Don't you take into consideration the fact that, 
as Secretary Baker himself said so many times on the Hill, that 
there are different factions in the PLO and that they may 
resist the idea of getting a resolution by the PNC in this 
regard? 
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oa That's a possibility, I guess. 

Q And in this case -- 

i I'm commenting on what he said yesterday. 

Q Margaret, did the Americans ask them specifically 
to have a meeting of the PNC to abrogate this during your 
negotiations? 

ra Excuse me? 

Q Did the United States ask the PLO to abrogate 
this part of the charter officially? Did you ask them during 
your negotiations? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q So this is the first time you've asked them to 
back it up by abrogating it? 


A I better take your question. I'm not sure how to 
answer it. 

Q During the negotiations, you never put it as one 
condition? 

A I don't know. I don't go to those negotiations. 


I don't know. I'd rather just see if I can answer that 
question. My understanding is is that we have, to my 
knowledge, never specifically said what has been discussed in 
the meetings in Tunis. I personally can tell you, I don't know 
every single thing that's heen presented there, so I don't want 
to answer that question. 


Q When asking for a -- 


a Excuse me? 


Q When asking for a formal amendment of the charter 
-- does the charter actually have an amendinent procedure in 
it? I mean, is the charter that kind of a document that you 
amend like that? 


A I don't know. 


Q So on what basis do you ask for an amendment of 
the charter? It's a declaratory statement, I thought, just 
like what happened last fall. I'm wondering whether it's got 
some other standing, like a constitution? 


A I don't know, Roy. 
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Margaret, do you have any comment on the 
disturbances in South Korea? 


a Yes, I do. 
Q No, one follow-up. 
A I'll come back to you in a little bit. 


Q Did you ask the Israelis, also, to amend their 
charter of saying that their State is from Nile to Euphrates. 
Are you asking them also to amend these things, since you are 
asking also -- what are you asking the Israelis to give the PLO 
in return for recognition and -- 


A I'm not asking the Israelis to do anything. You 
asked me a question: Do we, the United States, have a comment 
to Arafat's statement yesterday in Paris? And I gave it to you. 


Q And what are you asking the Israelis -- 
A That's all I have to say. 


Q So you are not asking the Israelis for anything 
in return? 


A I'm answering your question which was, "Do we 
have a response or comment or opinion of what Arafat said 
yesterday in Paris?" I said we did, and I gave it to you. 


Q Well, I'm asking you, are you asking the Israelis 
anything in return or not to also abrogate some of their 
motives in front of the Knesset? 


A You know I'm not going to answer that. 
Q No, you are not. 
A What? 


Q Do you see the step in the right direction taken 
by Arafat as enhancing the opportunity for upleveling -- 


A Enhancing what? 


The opportunity for the dialogue to be more 
substantial now? ) 


A I know what you're asking me, and our dialogue is 
staying, as I know it, at the level of where it is. 


Q Do you have another round of talks scheduled for 


A There's not one scheduled. 
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For the 15th of May, no? 


o 


6 In Tunis? 
Q Yeah. 
o 


If there is, no one's told me and I asked 
yesterday. So if something -- I'll find out for you. But I 
asked and they said there wasn't one, so let me double-check it. 


Suzanne. 

Q Did you ever get a readout on the WHO? 
3) Korea? 

Q Can we go to the Middle East? 


A Can I get Suzanne? One second. We deplore the 
senseless violence that has led to this tragic and needless 
loss of life. We extend our condolences and deepest sympathy 
to the families of the policemen. 


We urge all parties in Korea to refrain from further 
violence. 


Q- The Minister, in charge of economic planning, 
this morning, from Korea said that he's concerned that any U.S. 
~~ additional U.S. pressure in regards to trade or re-valuating 
the Korean currency could possibly spark more problems, more 
instability in his country. Is anyone from the Secretary of 
State's office seeing this gentleman during his visit here? I 
believe he leaves on Thursday. Are you aware of that? 


A I'm not aware. I don't believe Secretary Baker 
is -—- I'm not aware of who in the Department might be seeing 
him or if there is any request in here to see him, but [']ll be 
Glad to look into it. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Margaret, have you got anything new on Camobdia 
regarding -- in light of Prince Sihanouk's statements that he 
might be willing to take over an interim government? 

A After the meeting yesterday in Jakarta? 


Q Yes. 


S Yes, I do. We have read with interest the large 
number of varied press accounts on the results of the May 2 and 
May 3 meetings in Jakarta between Prince Sih > ouk, 
Non-Communist Leader Son Sann, and PRK Leae> un Sen. 
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We welcome all progress toward a comprehensive and 
lasting settlement to bring peace and stability to the 
Cambodian people, and we look forward to learning the details 
of the discussions. 


Q And as far as the Khmer Rouge goes, your 
statement of yesterday stands? 


A As far as our policy that I stated yesterday in 
response to Jim's question? 


Q Yes. 
A Yes, absolutely. 


Q Do you have any meetings scheduled with Prince 
Sihanouk to learn the details? 


A I didn't ask that. I don't know. 
Q On Korea again. 

Q On Cambodia’ again. 

i) Cambodia. Okay? 


According to some reports, in his press 
conference, Hun Sen said that both leaders -- I mean, Sihanouk 
and Hun Sen -- agreed to stop receiving foreign military 
assistance after the complete withdrawal of Vietnamese troops. 
Do you have any comment on this particular point? I understand 
that the U.S. is now reviewing the U.S. assistance policy to 
Cambodia, including -- 


A We're not reviewing our policy that I know 
about.* I can state our policy for you if you would like. 
There are three essential parts. 


Our policy is the same. The United States has three 
fundamental objectives for a Cambodian settlement: (1) an end 
to the Vietnamese occupation; (2) effective measures against 
the Khmer Rouge return to dominance; and (3) restoration of 
genuine self-determination to the Cambodian people. 


Q Korea again. 


A Yes. 





*NOTE: We are not reviewing our overall policy on Cambodia. 

We are, however, continually evaluating and assessing the needs 
of the Non-Communist Resistance. We are continuing to consult 

with the NCR, other friends and allies in the region, and with 

Congressional leaders on the level and types of assistance most 
appropriate to the needs of the NCR. 
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Q A local news report said that the U.S. Cultural 
Center in the province city of Kwangju wiil be temporarily 
closed and moved to as yet undetermined location. Can you 
confirm that? 


A I don't have anything on that, and I haven't 
heard about that. 


Q Could you check into that? 
7 Sure, I'd be glad to. 


Q Margaret, did you ever -- back on the Middle 
East. Did you ever get a readout from the [IO Bureau about the 
talks with the WHO official? 


a The only readout I have is that they went on for 
three hours. So they had two meetings, both with Acting 
Assistance Secretary Shaw Smith. The reason they were 
interrupted is that the Secretary General of WHO had to go up 
to the Hill for another meeting, so they came back. 


Q Where does the matter stand now? Do you expect a 
vote next week? 


A Our understanding, Roy, is that Dr. Nakajima gave 
a press conference in which he stated his views quite clearly 
about the problems created by the PLO request. We welcome that 
statement, and we intend to work closely with the Director 
General and WHO member states to protect the integrity of the 
organization from such political maneuvers. 


y Do you have any comment on Mr. Hourani, who -- 

p Mr. who? 

Q Hourani, who is one of the negotiators with Mr. 
Pelletreau? It was mentioned on the wire that he consulted 
with Mr. Eaker -- Secretary Baker's decision. Do you have any 


reaction to Mr. Hourani? 
No. Our position is our position. 
Q Thank you. 
A Thanks, Jim. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:08 p.m.) 
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-- WE ARE NOT AWARE OF ANY PROHIBITED SALES OF U.S. 


ROCKET TECHNOLOGY TO IRAQ. 


-- BUT IF THERE WERE ANY CREDIBLE INFORMATION WE WOULD 
DEFINITELY LOOK INTO IT. WE REGULARLY AND ACTIVELY 
PURSUE ALL LEADS. 


-- OWING TO OUR CONCERN FOR REGIONAL STABILITY AND OUR 
NEUTRALITY IN THE TRAR-IRAQ WAR, AS WELL AS OUR OPPOSITION 
TO MISSILE PROLIFERATION, U.S. POLICY PROHIBITS THE SALE OR 
TRANSFER OF MUNITIONS LIST ITEMS TO IRAQ. THE DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE LICENSES MUNITIONS LIST ITEMS. 


-- THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE LICENSES DUAL USE ITEMS (WHICH 
ARE NOT ON THE MUNITIONS LIST) AND THESE ITEMS (SUCH AS SOME 
ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT AND COMPUTERS) ARE NOT CONTROLLED FOR 
FOREIGN POLICY REASONS TO IRAQ. HIGH-TECH EXPORTS TO IRAQ 
HAVE LONG BEEN REVIEWED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 
QUESTIONS ABOUT SPECIFIC LICENSES ISSUED BY THE DEPARTMENT 
OF COMMERCE SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THAT DEPARTMENT. 


~~ WE ARE NOT AWARE THAT LICENSES FOR ANY ITEMS COVERED BY 
THE MISSILE TECHNOLOGY CONTROL REGIME HAVE BEEN GRANTED FOR 
IRAQ SINCE THE REGIME WAS ESTABLISHED IN APRIL 1987. ANY 
QUESTIONS REGARDING EXPORTS OF DUAL USE ITEMS BEFORE THE 
REGIME WAS IN PLACE SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE DEPARTMENT OF 


COMMERCE. 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
PLO; REPEAL OF CHARTER 

Q: YOUR RESPONSE TO ARAFAT'S REMARKS IN PARIS CALL ON THE PLO 

TO RENOUNCE ITS CHARTER. HAVE YOU EVER PREVIOUSLY CALLED Nn 

THEM TO DO SO, OR IS THIS THE FIRST TIME? 

A: --THIS IS NOT THE FIRST TIME WE HAVE SAID FORMALLY AMENDING 


OR ABROGATING THE PLO CHARTER WOULD BE BENEFICIAL. 


_-IN TESTIMONY BEFORE: THE HOUSE FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS ON MARCH 21, THE 
SECRETARY NOTED THAT “IT WOULD BE THE KIND OF STEP, AMONG 
OTHERS, THAT MIGHT BE TAKEN BY WAY OF CONFIDENCE-BUILDING 
MEASURES.” 


Q: HAVE YOU RAISED THIS ISSUE IN THE COURSE OF THE DIALOGUE 
WITH THE PLO? 


A: --THE SECRETARY ALSO NOTED IN HIS TESTIMONY THAT DAY THAT 
“IT IS NOT AN INAPPROPRIATE SUBJECT FOR THAT DIALOGUE.” 
BUT I AM NOT GOING TO GO INTO THE DETAILS OF OUR 
CONFIDENTIAL EXCHANGES WITH THE PLO. 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 3 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 





PLO: SCHEDULE FOR THE DIALOGUE 


Q@: IS ANOTHER MEETING OF THE DIALOGUE BETWEEN THE U.S. AND THE 
PLO SCHEDULED FOR MAY 15? 


A: --NO FUTURE MEETING HAS BEEN SCHEDULED. 
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Posted: May 3, 1989 


QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING OF MAY 3, 1989 


KOREA: CHO SOON MEETINGS 





Q: Does Deputy Prime Minister Cho Soon of the Republic of Korea 

have any meetii‘ys with State Department officials? 

Ag << DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER CHO SOON, WHO IS ALSO MINISTER OP 
THE ECONOMIC PLANNING BOARD OF THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA, IS IN 
WASHINGTON MAY 1 TO MAY 4. HE IS MEETING WITH SEVERAL 
OFFICIALS FROM A NUMBER OF U.S. GOVERNMENT ECONOMIC AGENCIES. 
HE DOES NOT HAVE ANY APPOINTMENTS AT THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 
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THURSDAY, MAY 4, 1989, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have three housekeeping matters and 
two announcements. 


First, housekeeping: 


(1) Secretary Baker will deliver the luncheon address 
for the 24th Annual Foreign Service Day on Friday, May 5, in 
the Benjamin Franklin Room. The address will be piped into the 
Dean Acheson Auditorium at 12:30 p.m. 


At 5:30 p.m. on the same day, Secretary Baker will 
preside over a ceremony honoring those who lost their lives 
last year while serving abroad. The ceremony will take place 
in front of the American Foreign Service Association Memorial 
Plaque in the Diplomatic Lobby. Please contact Gladys Boggs in 
the Press Office at 647-2492 if you wish to cover this ceremony. 


(2) There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
Secretary's speech today at 1:00 p.m. here in this Briefing 
Room. The briefer will only be briefing on the Secretary's 
speech. As you know, he's doing a BACKGROUND briefing tomorrow 
on the subject of the Secretary's trip to Moscow. 

Q And the subject of today's speech is what? 


a It's East-West. I don't have the exact title for 
you. 


Q Ma'am, when will the briefing -- the BACKGROUND 
briefing be tomorrow? What time? 


a I've forgotten (To staff) What time is it? 
STAFF: 1:00 o'clock. 
MS. TUTWILER: 1:00. 


Q Here in this -- 


Qa Yes, ma'am. 
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Q Thank you, ma‘am. 


oa (3) The Department of State is releasing today 
Volume XVIII of the series on Foreign Relations of the United 
States, 1955-1957. This volume is the first in the Department 
series ever to be devoted entirely to Africa. 


The press release and a summary are available in the 
Press Office. Copies of the volume are available for reading 
and consultation in the Office of the Historian. An inspection 
copy is also available in the Press Office. 


My first statement concerns Lebanon. The United 
States welcomes the announcement by General Aoun that he will 
suspend temporarily his blockade of the ports. General Aoun's 
decision can strengthen the political process underway to 
restore Lebanon's security and stability and to end the 
suffering of the Lebanese. 


We call on all parties to cooperate fully with the 
Arab League effort to send observers to Lebanon as soon as 
possible to monitor the ceasefire. We congratulate the Arab 
League and its Committee on Lebanon for the success it has 
achieved so far in arranging a ceasefire, and we encourage the 
League to renew its initiative to promote a political dialogue 
among Lebanese leaders on the issue of national unity and 
constitutional reform. 


The United States remains fully committed to the 
restoration of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty and territorial 
integrity, with the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the 
disbandment of militias. 


Q Do you have any comment on General Aoun saying 
that this is conditional on the withdrawal of the Syrian 
forces, since you welcome his statement? 


a I don't have anything particular on that. 
Q Do you have another statement? 


ue Yes. My second statement is concerning Panama. 
Despite Noriega regime efforts at harassment, such as 
suspending public transportation services, an opposition 
campaign closing rally drew an enthusiastic crowd estimated by 
reliable sources at over 200,000, which is roughly ten percent 
of Panama's entire population. 


Despite the obstacles that continue to be placed in 
the way of an honest electoral process, the people of Panama 
continue to demonstrate their determination to manifest their 
will at the election polls. 
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We continue to believe that a free and fair election 
provides the opportunity for Panamanians to find a solution to 
the political and economic crisis that has yripped Panama for 
more than 20 months. Subverting the election results will do 
nothing more than perpetuate Panama's crisis. 


At the opening of the Election Press Center, operated 
by the regime's Electoral Tribunal, a decision was announced to 
allow the international news media free access to the May 7 
election. This decision reverses an earlier decree that would 
have barred entry to Panama to all but officially invited 
journalists. 


However, the restrictions that affect housing, 
transportation, communication and that forbid reporting of 
unofficial election results remain in effect. Spanish newsmen 
have reported that another journalist -- a sbarcelona-based 
reporter -- was prevented from entering Panama yesterday. 


Q That's it? 

A That's it. 

Q Yesterday when I asked you about whether the 
election rigging might have some impact on U.S. adherence to 
the Panama Canal Treaty, you said you weren't ready to answer 
then. Do you have any ideas today on whether that might in 
fact be affected? 

A No. 


Q For example, the next step would be the naming of 
a Panamanian -- 


A In September. 


Q Yes, as head of the Commission. Would that be a 
possibility to be affected? 


A It's an area, Jim, that I really don't want to 
get into. 


Q But at this point, am I right in thinking that 
you are not ruling out such a possibility? 


A The possibility of what? 

Q The possibility that the rigged election would 
have an impact on the mechanics leading to the turnover of the 
Canal? 


A Yes, it could. 


Q And has -- and your inability to answer today, is 
that because the plans have not been made, or you just don't 
want to talk about it? 
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A Because what you're basically asking me, as [I'm 
understanding it -- and forgive me if I'm wrong -- is you're 
basically asking me post-Monday if he -- if this non-free, fair 
and open election goes forward, what is the Administration 
going to do. I'm just not at liberty to answer those questions 
for you. 


Q But we said yesterday -- 


fi And that's part -- that which you're asking me is 
part of that. 


Q I'm not sure, when you said, “Yes, it could," 
what were you referring to? 


A I think you were asking me is whether this is 
something that the Administration is aware of. Is this 
something that's going to be difficult? Is it something the 
Administration has to look at? Is it something that again, 
after this election, could -- 

Q Have an impact? 


a Yes. I mean, it's something the Administration 
is going to have to deal with. 


Q Well, let me say -- 

Q (Inaudible) 

A Am I misunderstanding you? 

Q Let me say -- could I just say -- 

Q Could you be more precise about it? 

Q Ralph, could I just say what ['m going to say? 
The question was, could this -- could a rigged election 
feasibly have an impact on the mechanics of carrying out the 
future steps in the Canal Treaty and the turnover of the Canal? 

A Let me do this so I don't send the wrong signal 
or get into trouble: I'm just not prepared to talk past the 
election about any subject, including that one. 


Q The Secretary was -- on Monday he indicated that 
he had every intention of abiding by the terms of the Treaty. 


fs) That hasn't changed. 
Q And he was talking post-Monday. 


Q So I see a contradiction between what you seem to 
be saying, and what the Secretary said on Monday. 
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4a Then, let's just chalk it up to that I've made a 
mistake, and let's refer to what the Secretary said on Monday. 


Q Does the U.S. have any hope that General Noriega 
might change his mind and allow ° free and fair election, and 
are there any talks going on wits him or people associated with 
him? 


A I'm unaware of any talks that are going on. I 
don't know the answer for you on that. And, as some of you 
might know, the Deputy Secretary of the Department was on TV 
this morning and answered ON THE RECORD, obviously, questions 
concerning what our feelings were about this, and he basically 
said, "Hope springs eternal, but on the basis of what we've 
seen so far, it's very doubtful." 


Q Another subject? Margaret, Vice President Quayle 
is reported to have made a statement during his visit to -- or 
a visit nearby Cambodia before he came home that said that the 
United States is considering military aid to the non-—Communist 
resistance. 


You've said for some time now that the United States 
-- that that is under review. Has the decision process moved 
along at all on aid to the non—Communist resistance in Cambodia? 


A I had a literal answer to that the other day, 
Ralph, and I can't remember the exact words that we had. 


Q It hasn't changed since that answer. 
a Correct. That's right. 

Q Can I follow up on that, Margaret? 
a Sure. 

Has the United States now received the details it 
was looking for about what agreement Sihanouk reached with the 
Phnom Penh Government? 

A A reaction to the meeting yesterday? 

Wel, you know he offered to make a separate peace 

with the Phnom Penh regime, and in the past -- you've been 


saying this week that you're waiting for details of the meeting 
and of the agreement he reached with the -- 


A The only thing I have for you today is a little 
bit more definitive of that meeting that was yesterday and the 
day before, which is we welcome the progress made at the May 
2-May 3 Jakarta meeting. We believe the concessions discussed 
can help achieve a comprehensive and durable settlement to 
bring peace and stability to the Cambodian people. 
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‘The key remains Vietnam's total withdrawal. Hanoi 
should meet its December deadline without preconditions and 
under internationally acceptable verification. We believe 
Prince Sihanouk's role as a leader of an interim coalition 
preceding elections remains essential, and our policy as I read 
it yesterday is the same. 


Q But no reaction to the fact that he's considering 
making a separate peace with the Hun Sen regime and possibly 
returning to Cambodia as head of state? 


3) Not specifically, no. 


Q Have you made any progress, Margaret, on the 
question of a delegation, either official or unofficial, from 
the United States to the Panama elections? I'm sorry I didn't 
get to this question earlier. 


A It's no problem. My understanding is that the 
calls have been made from the White House, and that I don't 
know when the White House is going to be able to announce the 
delegation. I can't announce who the members are, and they're 
coordinating it over there. But so far this morning, the last 
time I asked, they weren't ready to go yet. 





Q Does that apply to both the official and 
unofficial delegations, or is it now just going to be one 
delegation? 


A I'm only speaking about the White House 
delegation. The others are not Government -- 


Q Right. 


A -- and are more private sector. So I didn't get 
an update on those this morning. I forgot, sorry. 


Q Margaret, anything on Congressman Obey's threat 
to hold up the whole foreign aid budget? 


A Department policy during the Iran-Contra 
investigation was full disclosure to Congress of any documents 
responsive to their request. That policy remains in effect and 
will guide our response to any new request. 


Q So you haven't received a request, then? Any new 
request implies that you haven't received one for those other 
documents? 

A I'm not aware of requests for any other 


documents, but if you all know something specific or can give 
me something specific, I will check it out. 
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Q Congressman Obey said that he was -- I don't have 
the quote in front of me, but the gist of the quote was that he 


was waiting for answers to his questions. Has he asked the 
State Department for disclosure of either the documents 
themselves or the questions about the documents, and have those 
answers been provided, or are they being provided? 


A If he's asked, they will be provided, as I 
stated, what our policy is. I don't know literally if hc has 
asked. I just don't know. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything new on the SNF 
issue? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Senator Nunn and Mr. Aspin joined in criticizing 
the Administration yesterday for its position. These are 
powerful members of Congress. Do you have any reaction to what 
they've said? 


A No, I don't. Other than to say that, as you say, 
they are very important people in the defense community, and 
their interests are always taken into consideration, and I 
don't have any further comment or elaboration for you. 


Q Has the Secretary been in touch with them 
previously? I mean, was he aware that this was their 
viewpoint? They have, among other things, the ability to 
affect just what money is spent on development of a new SNF 
missile. 


A If he's had phone conversations or met with them 
in person in scheduled meetings, I'm unaware of it. 


Q Margaret, is there any attempt to work out a 
compromise on that, on our position and the German position 
right now? There's been talk of a Canadian paper floating 
around as a possible bridge between the two to, at least, get 
us through the NATO Summit. Is there any activity there? 


A Our position remains the same just as [ have 
stated it several days in arow. I have heard, which you've 
heard, about a paper floating around. The President and Prime 
Minister Mulroney will be speaking, I believe -- their 
departure statement is at 1:30 from the White House. So I 
don't know. 





Q Margaret, another subject? 
a) Sure. 


Q On NATO still. What about the possibility of 
unilateral and reciprocal cuts being offered? [Is this one of 
the options that's now under consideration, or at least that's 
being suggested by the United States? 
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A I just don't have anything further to elaborate 
for you on this. 


Q Any comment on the attack in Jerusalem yesterday? 


a Yes, I do. We condemn yesterday's senseless and 
tragic murder of two Israelis as well as the wounding of three 
others. We are shocked and saddened by the increase in 
violence and senseless killing arising from confrontation 
between Israelis and Palestinians in the Occupied Territories. 


We urge all those who truly seek peace to condemn such 
acts and to work together to achieve a durable Arab-Israeli 
peace. 


Q In your view, does yesterday's incident reflect 
in any way on the commitments received by the United States 
from the PLO to renounce terrorism? 


a None of these instances, as I just said, are 
helpful or constructive or lead towards peace. 


Q I've got to try to pin you down a little more on 
that. Does the -- 


A I know what you're trying to do. 


Q None of them are helpful. We understand that. 
Does it reflect at all on the commitments you received from the 
PLO as opposed to commitments you may have received from 
anybody else? 


A What you're -- 


Q What I'm trying to get at is whether you draw any 
connection between yesterday's incident and the PLO? 


A I can't be of much more help to you, Ralph, than 
what I just tried to do and to say that these incidents, as I 
stated, are obviously not constructive, not helpful. It's just 
not helpful. I don't know how else to describe it. 


Q Is that view being conveyed to representatives of 
the PLO? 


fe) There's not a scheduled meeting, which I was 
asked yestercay, on May 15. So I don't know how to answer you. 


Q Margaret, does the United States consider 
yesterday's action to be an act of terrorism? 


A We consider it to be, as I said, tragic, 
horrifying. My understanding is, one gentleman was a 9l-year 
old gentleman who was standing on the corner getting on a bus. 
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All of these deaths are very troubling to us. I don't know 
what your definition is of “terrorism” and I don't know, to be 
perfectly honest with you, what the literal definition of 
"terrorism" is here. It certainly is violent. 


Q Since this reflects on U.S. policy, do you 
suppose we could get a definition (a) of “terrorism," and (b) 
whether or not this act meets those standards? 


a I know what you're asking me. [I don't know 
specifically how to answer your question on what the definition 
of "terrorism" is, and [I think, if [I'm correct, the Department 
has never clearly defined tnat. I'll check for you, though. I 
don't know. 


I think the Secretary of State said at one time 
that he would know it if he saw it. 


A That's correct. You're right. 

Q Does the Secretary regard this as an act of 
terrorism? 

4 I haven't asked him. 


Q Because that might be possible. 


Q It's being portrayed by some people anyway that 
this guy was just a crazy; that it had nothing to do with the 
PLO, necessarily, and that's, I think -- is there a connection, 
or isn't there, to any of the political stuff -- is what 
they're asking, as far as the U.S. Government is concerned? 


A I just don't know enough details about who the 
person was, etc. I've tried to describe this, John. I've 
said, on my own, this was violent, it's horrible, it's 
terrible. I don't understand what more you want me to say 
about it. 


Q I don't want to be argumentative. 
A I don't, either. 


Q But your definition of it as being horrible and 
terrible is the same definition that supposedly any human would 
have. What is more important is the definition the United 
States Government takes of this. 


A Well, I've read to you what the United States 
Government official response was to the two killings yesterday 
in Israel. 


Q The PLO has pledged to renounce terrorism. 


A That's correct. 
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Q Was this an act of terrorism? That is the import 
of my question. 


4 And I'm telling you that until I ask, I'm not 
going to answer that for you because that leads into all kinds 
of other things and I just don't know the answer. 


Q And [I have asked you if you will get an answer. 


a I 1l be more than glad to ask what is our policy 
when asked these types of questions, because it's broader than 
just what happened yesterday, which is what you're really 
asking me. 


Q What we are asking is whether what happened 
yesterday affects in any way the U.S. relationship with the 
PLO. The U.S. has outlined -- 


A And I have said that it certainly is not 
helpful. But, again -- and I haven't had any example of this, 
as you all know -- I do know that this has come up a number of 
times before. I'm just not exactly sure, and I can't remember 
-- I'm trying to pull up out of my head -- exactly what our 
standard policy is on this. So I'm not trying to be difficult, 
but I also don't want to make a mistake, to be perfectly honest. 


Q Well, Margaret, there's the other connection. If 
this man has nothing to do with the PLO, then -- 


i) I don't know who this man was. 


Right. Well, if the police report says that it's 
the Islamic Jihad behind it and it's not the PLO, then the 
question is, would it have any bearing to do with the U.S.-PLO 
relationship? 


a Well, if the man was not PLO -- I don't know who 
this man was -- then I don't see how you could connect the two. 


Q Another subject? 

A Yes. 

Q China: Do you have any comment on the Chinese 
Government's apparent only token opposition to today's massive 
rally in Tiananmen Square? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, there's a report out that the United 
States and Nicaragua have started to exchange diplomats again. 
Is this a carrot? Is this a stick, or do those -- 
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a I knew you would ask. 
Q -- or do those phrases still apply? 
A Roy, it's not a carrot or a stick. 


Q Well, could you explain just what it is, then? 


A The decision to restaff at this time is based on 
the operational needs of our Embassy in Managua. The 
Department will be filling vacant positions in Embassy Managua 
over the next several weeks. 


In addition to the positions left vacant by the 
expulsion of U.S. diplomats in July 1988, there are other 
vacancies resulting from other staff members leaving at the end 
of their normal tours of duty. 


Q How many are we going to be restaffing? 


A Seven people are due to transfer and four 
positions are vacant and we're refilling their slots. 


Q Would the embassy then be fully back to a full 
staff at the end of this -- in the next month or so? 


a No, I don't think so. 


Q Are you deliberately keeping below the previous 
level? 


A These are the -- I know how many people are down 
there now, and their dependents: it's 53. I don't know what a 
full contingent is at this particular embassy. 


Q And what about the Ambassador job? 


A The Ambassador's -- that's under review. 


Q Does that apply to their sending an Ambassador to 
the United States as well? 


A I would have to say -- let me ask you this: Did 
they used to have one? 


Q He was expelled. 

is Okay. If I want to be actual and factual, let me 
just check because I don't know the answer to that. I know 
what ours is but I don't know the other one. 


Q When you say 7 transfer and 4 vacancies, can one 
assume that means you're putting 11 people in? 


a Correct. 
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Q Eleven going in and four coming out. Is that 
right? 


7 No. Seven coming out. Their tours of duty are 
over, so they need to be rotated out and four are new slots. 


Q When you say the Ambassador's position is under 
review -- just to be clear -- I assume that none of those 11 
positions is the Ambassador's position? 


a Oh, right. Absolutely. 


Q Margaret, Mauritania and Senegal, according to 
what you posted, the U.S. is going to help in any way it can. 
Is the United States going to help in the airlift of 
Mauritanians to get them out of Senegal and the Senegalese out 
of Mauritania? 


A I didn't look at this today, but my understanding 
from several days ago is that we were not helping in the 
airlift of the people but we were definitely helping on the 
humanitarian side. And I'll be glad to post for you -- we had 
all that information of what we were doing on the humanitarian 
side. 


Q One other question on a totally different 
subject. There's a report apparently out of Chicago that a 
Cuban orchestra cailed Orquesta Aragon has been denied a visa 
to perform in the United States. Apparently it's a popular 
group here. Do you know anything about that. 


a I haven't heard of that, but I'll be glad to look 
into it for you. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT 5/4 BRIEFING POSTED: shes 


TERRORISM 


What is the U.S. Government's definition of terrorism? 
-- THE STATE DEPARTMENT'S WORKING DEFINITION, WHICH HAS 


BEEN USED TO COMPILE STATISTICS FOR MANY YEARS, IS: 


Terrorism is premeditated, politically motivated violence 
perpetrated against non-combatant targets by subnational 
groups or clandestine state agents. 


Were the murders in Jerusalem terrorism? 

A: THE MOTIVATION FOR THIS BRUTAL ATTACK (S UNCLEAR AT THIS 
TIME. THE “ISLAMIC JIH*” IN PALESTINE“ GROUP, A 
FUNDAMENTALIST PALESTINIAN ORGANIZATION BELIEVZD LARGELY 
CENTERED IN THE GAZA STRIP, HAS CLAIMED RESPONSIBILITY. 


-- IF THIS CLAIM WAS TRUE, THESE ATTACKS WOULD MEET OUR 
STANDARD AS AN ACT OF TERRORISI!. 
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QUESTICN TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING OF MAY «4, 1989 


NICARAGUA: EXCHANGE OF AMBASSADORS? 





Q. Does the restaffing of embassies in Washington and Managua mean 
that the Nicaraguans may now send an ambassador to Washington? 


- 
» 


A. <-- NO. THE DECISION ON WHETHER AND WHEN TO AGREE TO EXCHANGE 
AMBASSADORS REMAINS UNDER REVIEW. MANY FACTORS ARE INVOLVED IN SUCH 


DECISIONS, INCLUDING PROGRESS TOWARD HOLDING FREE, FAIR AND HONEST 


ELECTIONS IN NICARAGUA. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIFFING OF MAY 4, 1989 


Senegal-Mauritania: US Response 





Q: What assistance has the U.S. provided to help cope with the 
recent wave of ethnic violence in Senegal and Mauritania? 


A: The U.S. has provided more than $100,000 in disaster 
assistance to deal with the victims of nearly two weeks of 
ethnic violence in Mauritania-and Senegal. The funds have been 
used to provide medical supplies, food, clothing and shelter to 
those injured in the violence, and those who have fled it. The 
U.S. airlifted medical supplies to Nouakchott April 27, for 
example, has provided food to displaced Mauritanians and 
Senegalese in Dakar, and has provided blankets and shelter to 


Mauritanians who fled to the Gambia. We are continuing to 


assess the needs of those caught in the violence. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON PRESS BRIEFING OF MAY 4, 1989 


CUBA: VISA DENIAL FOR THE ARAGON ORCHESTRA 

Q. why were the members of the Orquesta Aragon from Cuba 

denied visas to perform in Chicago at the invitation of the 

city? 

A. -- ON APRIL 12, THE CUBAN MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
SUBMITTED TO THE U.S. INTERESTS SECTION IN HAVANA 
APPLICATIONS FOR “H-1° TEMPORARY WORKER VISAS ON BEHALF 
OP PIFTEEN MEMBERS OF THE ARAGON ORCHESTRA. THE U.S. 
INTERESTS SECTION REFERRED THE CASES THE DEPARTMENT OF 


STATE FOR AN ADVISORY OPINION. 


-- AFTER REVIEWING THE CASES, THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
INSTRUCTED THE U.S. INTERESTS SECTION ON APRIL 22 TO 
DENY THE APPLICATIONS UNDER SECTION 212(F) OF THE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT SINCE THE APPLICANTS ARE 


EMPLOYEES OF THE CUBAN GOVERNMENT. 


-- PURSUANT TO SECTION 212(F) ON OCTOBER 4, 1985, THE 
PRESIDENT ISSUED A PROCLAMATION WHICH FOUND UNRESTRICTED 
ENTRY OF CUBAN GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES INTO THE UNITED 
STATES TO BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE INTERESTS OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


~~ WAIVERS OF 212(F) ARE OCCASIONALLY GRANTED ON A CASE BY 
CASE BASIS. GIVEN THE CURRENT STATE OF RELATIONS 
BETWEEN THE U.S. AND CUBA, WAIVERS WERE NOT APPROPRIATE 


IN THE CASES OF THE MEMBERS OF THE ARAGON ORCHESTRA. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY BAKER'S SPEECH ON U.S.- SOVIET RELATIONS 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
THURSDAY, MAY 4, 1989, 1:00 P.M. 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let me start off by sort of 
unveiling what the title of the speech is. Hold your breath: 
"Challenge of Change in U.S.-Soviet Relations." I know that 
was a great secret but now you know what the title is. You can 
go file on that basis. 


What I'm going to do is to just give you a kind of 
general overview. There's also some highlights that we're 


going to distribute which will also give you a kind of road map 
of the speech. 





I guess I would say that there are six or seven themes 
in the speach, and I would like to run through them. 


The first one is a kind of general point. The change 
is sweeping the globe. It's not surprising, as you look at the 
kind of change that is occurring in places like China and the 
growing appeal: of democracy and free enterprise, and so forth. 
It's not surprising, in light of that, that you would also see 
change sweeping the Soviet Union. We are seeing that kind of 
change, and we consider it to be profound. 


We consider that perestroika has a real promise. That 
might be sort of a second general point to take note of. The 
changes one sees taking place in the Soviet Union are 
extraordinary by almost any measure. As we evaluate that 
change and you look at that change, it's obvious, at least from 
our standpoint, that it's in our interest to see it succeed. 


One of the reasons I think one can say that is that if 

ka is realized within the Soviet Union, you're going 
to see a transformation of the system as we've known it and 
that's going to have implications for how the Soviets behave on 
the outside. We actually have a quote from one of 
Shevardnadze's speaches in this speach that talks about the 
importance of recognizing the rights, the needs, the interests 
of Soviet citizens and the relationship of foreign policy to 
domestic realities. 
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That particular point is important because one of the 
things that it highlights is that the Soviets have more and 
more been talking about the inclusion of citizens in the 
overall process. Well, the more they include them in this 
process of formulating policy, the more you're going to see 
that those interests can't be disregarded when they pursue 
policies on the outside, if those policies are going to impose 
@ cost. That's something that they factor-in, I think, to 
their overall calculus. 





It would be an important indication that if you're 
talking about significant transformation on the inside, that 
that is going to have some consequence for Soviet behavior on 
the outside. That's positive, that's good. So there's a 
reason to be hopeful that it succeeds. 


The Secretary will say and the President have said 
that we want perestroika to succeed. We don't want it to 
fail. But in the final analysis whether it succeeds or not, 
it's going to be up to them. It's not going to be up to us. 


When one looks at this spectrum of change in the 
Soviet Union, and one sees that there are a lot of reasons to 
be hopeful, you also have to take note of the fact that there 
are some uneasy indications -- at least from our standpoint -- 
of what one might characterize as an uneasy co-existence 
between these hopeful changes and this new thinking and some 
old behaviors. - 


As an example, it's at a time when we hear a lot about 
the need for the Soviets to reduce defense spending and to 
divert resources from defense uses to civilian economic 
purposes. It's hard to square the fact that they're producing 
3,500 tanks a year. That doesn't seem to fit with calls for 
unilateral reductions when you see that kind of tank production. 


It's hard to square the call for glasnost and greater 
openness with the fact that the Soviets Stitt don't produce a 


real defense budget and publish it. That is something that's 
important because if we actually saw a real defense budget that 
was published and was there to be reviewed and evaluated, you 
have some indication about what Soviet defense plans are. 

You'd have some indication about where they're headed. You 
would have more of an insight into the real character of Soviet 
military development, something that we really don't have as 
much as we would like to have now, and something that continues 
to add to a degree of concern about where the Soviets are and 
how they're headed. 


I think it's hard to square, as well, some of the 
Soviet calls for new thinking, especially as they apply it to 
regional areas with $500 million a year support to the 
Sandinistas and military assistance with SU-24 bombers to the 
Libyans. The Libyans oppose the very concept of peace in the 
Middle East and yet they're being provided the most advanced 
tools of making war. 
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You'll see it in the speech. When we call attention 
to the fact that there seems to be an uneasy co-existence 
between some of the new thinking and some of the old behaviors, 
we don't note that to suggest that we don't take the changes as 
being real. We don't make this point to somehow diminish the 
fact that the changes that we're observing are not 
significant. But we note it to sort of highlight that there is 
a continuing gap between some of the slogans and some of the 
behaviors. 


We note it to highlight that you'd like to see some of 
the slogans like “new thinking" filled out with content that 
make it real in all areas. 


In light of the changes we see, in light of the fact 
that the new thinking creates certain possibilities, it's 
important for us to think about how we challenge the Soviets, 
increasingly, to transform the slogans into real behavior 
across the board. One doesn't want to sit back and be pusssee 
because there is a real potential for real change. 


One of the ways to transform the situation and to 
realize that potential is for us to actively engage the Soviets 
in ways designed to, in fact, have their slogans filled in with 
content. I think that's one of the things, when one gets into 
the speech and you're looking at key points that are being 
made, one of the important themes in the speach is that we want 
to press ahead on an agenda. 


We want to challenge the Soviets to see if they will 
fill out these slogans with content. We're prepared to proceed 
on the basis of an agenda that emphasizes or builds on some of 
the elements that we've seen before on the agenda, where we've 
had some successes up to now, and emphasize some new areas as 
well. 


The areas where we've really had successes are 
apparent. We've built a framework for discussions and 
negotiations and progress in arms control, especially what one 
might characterize as the traditional parts of arms control. 
We've had some successes in the human rights area. 


What we want to see happen in the human rights area is 
an institutionalization of the changes that we've seen, a 
codification of the changes that we've seen. A codification 
that, again, reflects the words that Gorbachev himself has used 
to describe what their intention is with regard to making the 
Soviet Union characterized by the rule of law. 


In the arms control area, we want to see further 
development of the kind of framework that's been developed so 
that one can create stability and deterrence at lower levels of 
arms and at a lower level of risk and do that not just in the 
strategic area but in the conventional area. 
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In effect, we want to build in the areas where we've 
had some success, where we've developed a framework for 
discussion, where we've developed a basis for cooperation. But 
we want to begin to ensure that those frameworks exist not only 
in the area of arms control, as an example, but also in some 
new areas. 


We have certainly discussed issues like regional 
conflicts before. But it's important to see -- again, using 
the Soviet standards of new thinking, as they define it -- 
seeing if we can begin to develop a framework for cooperation 
and a framework for more progress on issues like regional 
conflict; on issues like ballistic missile and chemical weapons 
proliferation; and on the new transnational issues like drugs, 
terrorism, and the environment. 


The real point here is, we're on the verge, I think, 
of being able to determine whether or not there is a real 
opportunity here. 


The changes that are going on in the Soviet Union give 
one a reason to probe and test in all of these areas, and give 
one a reason to see whether or not you can create such a new 
Framework. 


Some of these problems also create a sense of urgency, 
so they give us a reason to want to probe. When one is talking 
about regional conflict, you're talking about wars in places 
where wars are all too thinkable. But we are also talking 
about wars likely to be fought with instruments that are far 
worse than we've seen before; with instruments that, in effect, 
threaten to change the very character of war in regional areas 
and therefore create more of a potential for escalation. 


So it's important, mot only because of the changes 
that are taking place in terms of military technologies. [t's 
important not only because wars in these places can actually 


happen, but it's also because one is seeing a potential in the 
Soviet Union, in fact, to give one reason to want to pursue 
progress in these areas and see whether or not -- just as we 
have built certain frameworks for cooperation in arms control 
-— to determine whether or not we can develop a framework for 
cooperation in these other areas. 


Why don't I stop there, and I can take your questions. 


Q Doctor Brzezinski has written a new book. I 
haven't been able to get a copy yet, but I heard him speak 
about it on television in which he said that "We have won the 
Cold War." I think the title of the new book, and correct me 
if I'm wrong, is “The Great Failure." Is it "The Great 
Failure," Or. Brzezinski's new book? 


A I actually haven't seen it yet. 
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But, anyway, he said "We have won the Cold War." 
Do you think this is accurate? 


A If you go back to the late 1940s, there were 
competing visions for the future, and I think it's safe to say 
that our vision, in comparative terms, is doing much better 
tran the alternative vision. B8ut I don't want to get into 
where the Cold War is. 


Q Specifically, how does the Administration intend 
to go about testing? Page 11 and 12. 


A I don't have the speech in front of me. Are you 
talking about -- 


Q "The only way to answer these questions is to 
test the ‘new thinking’ on issues that go beyond the recent 
intense focus on human rights and arms control." You mentioned 
some of the regional conflicts. But, specifically, what are 
you talking about? Would you want to see a sign of good faith, 
for example, in Nicaragua? 


A (inaudible) 


Q Do we want to see some change in Afghanistan that 
hasn't happened? 


A Well, what I would say would be the following. 
If you're talking about trying to develop a common basis on 
which to address regional conflict problems, you're, in effect, 
talking to the Soviets about how one would cooperate and, in a 
sense, talking to them about their inclusion and diplomatic 
processes that could lead to the resolution of some of these 
conflicts. But the important point is, if there's going to be 
a Soviet inclusion in some of these processes, there also has 
to be a demonstration of Soviet responsibility. 


It isn't responsible Soviet behavior to provide SU-24s 
to the Libyans if they're really committed to peace. It isn't 
responsible behavior if “new thinking," as they have suggested 
it, is designed to emphasize the importance of settling 
conflicts by political, not military, means to be providing 
$500 million a year in military assistance to the Sandinistas. 
That's what I was noting, is that there seems to be gap between 
the slogans and some of the behaviors. What we want to do is 
-- as we focus, in our discussions with them -- is to begin to 
emphasize the importance of feeling out the slogans that they 
themselves have articulated and have developed with a kind of 
context that is consistent with that. 


Q In the speech, he says “For all the talk of 
‘defensive defense,' Soviet military exercises continue to show 
a marked inclination for taking the offense." Are there any 
other indicators that show that some of the defensive defense 
is beginning to be implemented, either in production of weapon 
systems, in the way that forces are deployed? 
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A You are starting to see tiny little signs. The 
reason we cited the tank production figure is -~ again, that's 
kind of hard to square with defensive defense. 

Q Is that a stable number? 

a It's not going down. 

Q It's not going down? 


A It's not going down. 





Q But it's not going up? 


A I think it's staying stable, but 3,500 a year. 
I'm not exactly certain how many we produce, but it's like five 
times what we produce a year. Tanks are the spearhead of 
offensives and defensive defense is supposed to talk about a 
very different approach to warfare and different kinds of 
forestructures. That isn't to say we may not see it at some 
point. It is to say that we're not seeing it yet. That, 
again, is an argument for trying to ensure that the slogans are 
reflected in behaviors and the slogans are filled out in 
content. 


One sees -— I might just note -- a lot of criticism of 
the Soviet Defense Ministry now on some of the Soviet media, 
including calls on the Suviet side for a greater glasnost and 
perestroika within the Defense Ministry. That's an indication 
that there's some ferment over there. In effect, what we're 
suggesting is, we're going to actively engage them with an eye 
towards focusing on the standards they've set for themselves as 
a vehicle for judging behavior. 


Q Has there been any change in the forestructure 
itself of the Soviets and in their strategic thinking, as 
reflected in the writings in their technical military journals, 
that would indicate that they are now going to a defensive 
sufficiency strategy? 





a What was noting is that there might be 
little tidbits here and there. But for the most part, if you 
look at the forestructure, you don't see a change. If you're 
looking at the conventional forces at this point, in terms of 
production, procurement, and so forth, and if you're looking 
even at strategic nuclear developments and deployments, you 
don't see that yet. Again, it isn't to say that you may not 
see it, but we haven't seen it yet. 


So part of that could be reflective of the kinds of 
past decisions that they've made, and they're simply, in a 
sense, pursuing the logic of those past decisions. But that, 
again, sort of highlights the question, “Well, alright, you're 
talking a different game, you made a commitment to unilateral 
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reductions, and you've taken the first steps in that regard. 
If you carry these out, they should have a kind of logic, not 
only for your forestructure but for your future production 
plans, but we haven't seen it yet. 


Q ™s this something of an outline of what Baker 


hopes to ta.s *» Shevardnadze about? Or can you somehow put 
this into t ‘.gntext of the talks that he's going to hold? 

A Tomorrow, we're going to talk about the 
Ministerial. 


Q But, nevertheless, is this -- 
A Can I finish up? 
Q Yes, sure. Sorry. 


a What this provides is a conceptual approach, or a 
conceptual framework for how we want to deal with the Soviet 
Union, how the Secretary approaches relations with the Soviet 
Union. If you're looking at something that offers a kind of 
conceptual approach for how to deal with the Soviets, then 
there should be some relationship between that conceptual © 
approach and what you actually will do. 


Q The conceptual approach that you're talking about 
is your posture of saying, let's test them? Is that what the 
Administration has come up with as a concept of how to deal 
with the Soviet Union? 


A No. The conceptual approach is, in effect, 
saying there's a real potential for change there. One ought to 
try to take advantage of that and explore the possibilities, 
especially at a time when there seems to be gap between the 
slogans and some of the behaviors. In effect, what we're 
saying is, we've got certain areas where we have developed a 
framework or a basis on which to proceed but those areas are 
relatively limited still. 


What we're talking about is expanding the areas where 
we try to develop common base lines to make progress. We 
picked those areas because -- like regional conflicts and 
proliferation, and so forth -- because those are problems that 
are real and significant. If you talk about where conflicts 
are going to take place, it's not too hard to imagine that in 
some of the regions the conflict is real and it's likely to 
become a good deal more dangerous given the technologies that 
are out there. 


In and of itself there is a reason to be pursuing 
those topics and seeing if we can develop more of a common 
basis on which to make progress. What we're doing is talking 
about developing other frameworks for stability and 
predictability in these kinds of areas where we really haven't 
developed the kind of frameworks that one would like to see. 
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Q Can I pursue this question, please? Repeatedly, 
you use this phrase “framework.” I think a lot of us can see 
the framework that arms control has dealt with. There are 
various and sundry negotiations and there are working groups 
that tend to be pretty consistent, and so on. 


What is it about the regional framework that you 
either don't like or don't have? There are negotiations, there 
have been negotiations on regional issues on a fairly regular 
basis over the last two years in all of the regions. 


A There have been working-group discussions that 
for the most part have had stylized kinds of presentations on 
each side. There hasn't been any kind of common basis that 
would give you an agreed pathway to respond to particular 
issues. There have been some places where we've had success in 
that regard; obviously, Angola and Namibia is one. But if you 
look at a place like the Middle East or you look at a place 
like Central America or you look at a place like the Koreas, 
or, for that matter, even in Cambodia, there is a value in 
determining whether or not there is a real basis to develop 
cooperation with the Soviets in these areas. We don't know 
right now. 


We hear talk of new thinking. What does “new 
thinking" mean when they apply it to the outside. There's a 
kind of logic change. They say, Number 1, you've got to rule 
out the possibility of war in a nuclear era. The real place 
where wars can take place are in the regions, so you have to 
tackle these regional provlems and you have to realize that if 
you're going to diffuse regional tensions, you can't seek 
unilateral advantage. You have to have a different mind-set, 
and you have to approach it from the standpoint of a non-zero 
sum equation. 


That all sounds good. But if you look at the Middle 


East or you look at Central America, or if you look at sume 
other places, what you see are Soviet behaviors that look 


rather traditional. In a sense, we're saying, alright, we take 
your word seriously and we're prepared to engage you on the 
basis of the kinds of standards that you are establishing for 
yourself. Now let's see if there are some practical ways to 
see if your inclusion in diplomatic processes is going to be 
matched by responsible behaviors that reflect that 
understanding. 


Q Can you foresee a series of regular working 
groups or high-level meetings or negotiations at some forum 
that would be set up to deal with -- to find this pathway that 
you talked about, some way different than the framework that 
you just said? 
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a You can have mechanisms for discussions What 
I'm talking about is, can you use the mechanisms for discussion 
that are there to, in fact, go beyond just having a discussion 
where you exchange views and determine whether or not you can 
develop more of a common basis on which to tackle these 
problems. 


The Soviets should have as much of a stake in dealing 
with the question of proliferation of ballistic missiles and 
chemicals as we do. In fact, their stakes should be higher 
because all the countries, especially in the Middle East that 
are acquiring these capabilities, are within range of the 
Soviet Union, given the kinds of systems they're going to 
have. So they ought to have a real stake in pursuing that, not 
at a sloganistic level but at a practical level. 


Q About frameworks in the Middle East, all of these 
words frighten us Arabs because you remember the Framework of 
Camp David? In this framework, is it like, for example, a 
moratorium on selling arms to the Arabs, for example, or 
Israelis? What is your conception of this framework? 


a When it comes to a place like the Middle East, we 
have a basic approach on how we think one can make progress on 
the Arab-Israeli peace front. Here, we would have discussions 
with them, in general. What is being laid out here is trying 
to engage the Soviets on developing more of a common 
understanding about how peace might be made. Whether or not 
that's going to get into other areas, is something premature to 
say. 


Q When you mention about Libya, for example -- this 
SU- 24, I mean -- what was the framework of armaments? Do you 
have any conception of the framework of armaments -- 
American-Soviet armaments -- to the countries of the Middle 
East? Is there a conception? 


A At this point, I wouldn't say that we have 
developed something along those lines. All I'm suggesting by 
citing the SU-24 example is, the Libyans reject the very 
concept of peace in the Middle East. If you are going to 
provide those kinds of advanced systems to the Libyans, what 
does that reveal about your commitment to peace. I mean, if 
one looks at that question or one looks at the Soviet response 
to whether or not Rabta was a chemical weapons plant, the 
Soviets -- very clearly there was evidence that Rabta was a 
chemical weapons plant and the Soviets weren't prepared to say 
that. In effect, they were opting to choose their relationship 
with Libya above the objective of doing something about 
chemical weapons proliferation. 


In selling SU-24s to the Libyans, they're opting again 
to prefer their relationship with the Libyans to doing 
something constructive to make peace more likely. So, ina 
sense, what we're saying is that these are examples of gaps 
between what they themselves say they're committed to and their 
actual behaviors, and we want to see if there is a vehicle to 
close those gaps. 
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Q Can we assume that this speach is the 
philosophical fruits of the broader strategic and East-west 
review that has been going under -- I mean, is this the cherry 
which has emerged? 


A I think you can assume that if one is offering 
the speach as a conceptual and philosophical basis on which 
we're going to be approaching the Soviets, it would certainly 
be consistent with the reviews. 


Q Consistent, but the fruit of. I mean, after this 
four months of review, the speach is sort of the philosophical 
fruits of that long labor? 


A It's certainly consistent with that long labor. 


Q To what extent did it change after you submitted 
it to the White House? And to follow up Jack's question, 
"consistent" -- did the President change this conceptual 
approach at all after he received your review? 


A The review itself has been an interagency 
review. So it's not a question of us sending over a review to 
them. This has been the product throughout of an interagency 
effort -- the reviews. 


The speech is, again, reflects the genesis of thinking 
of the Administration in terms of how to approach the 
relationship with the Soviets. 


Q You have expressed some concern -- 


Q (inaudible) how much -- the practicalities are 
involved in this. On Page 8, we've got what seems to be a 
shopping list of requirements. There is the end of the 
Brezhenev Doctrine, the fall of the Berlin Wall, $500 million 


in military aid to the Sandinistas, arming Libya, some movement 
on Korea, and the return of Japan's northern territories. 


I expect this is a conceptual framework. But is it 
fair to say that this represents a practical series of six 
issues where the United States wants to pin the Soviet Union to 
the mat? 


A What it reflects, again, is a series of areas 
where Soviet behavior is not matching the Soviet slogans and 
the Soviet commitment to new thinking. We're highlighting, 
more than anything else, the gaps, the whole notion that there 
is a new thinking but there is also some old behaviors; it's 
something that we're trying to draw out. Our objective is to 
see whether or not we can shrink the gaps between what the new 
thinking represents and what the behaviors are actually going 
to be. 
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Q But is it meaningful that your zeroing-in upon 
these six particular areas, or are they just random examples 
plucked from the air? 


a I think the important point is that if they 
highlight -- if they are illustrative of the gaps between the 
new thinking and the behaviors, you know, that's the reason 
that they're in there. 


Q You have expressed concern about chemical 
weapons, proliferation of missiles, proliferation in the Middle 
East, do you have an initiative or a framework that you're 
prepared to announce soon or that you're prepared to discuss 
with the Soviets in which we could approach this problem? 


A This is something that we're working on. 
Obviously, when we approach the Soviets, we're going to be 
approaching them with ideas that we have. We'll also want to 
determine whether or not they're serious in this regard, and we 
want to see whether or not, when they talk about this, they're 
prepared to go beyond generalities. 


Q Can you give any information about what it is 
you're working on, what kind of a framework you're looking at? 


A On background of his speach. 


Q Could you give us an examples of the kinds of 
things that you think U.S.-Soviet cooperation might achieve in 
any of these areas -- anything -- on drugs, on pollution, on 
regional conflicts? What would be the goal -- 


A I think the goal would be -- if you're talking 
about proliferations, you're talking about either joint or 
parallel efforts that would begin to choke off the supply of 
chemical and ballistic missiles around the world. If you're 
talking about regional conflicts, you're trying to see whether 
or not you can diffuse, if not settle, those conflicts. If 
you're talking about environmental issues, you're talking about 
what can be done to begin to limit environmental threats, not 
just to the two of us but globally, and where U.S.-Soviet 
cooperation might fit into that. 


If you're talking about drugs, you're talking about 
how much you are working with the Soviets and contribute to an 
overall approach to trying to frustrate drug trafficking. 
That's what the objective is. 


Q Is there a bottom-line here? It seems as though 
you've listed quite a few complaints, and you say you want to 


test the attitudes of perestroita over and over again. When 
are you going to be satisfie Do you have any sense of when 
you'll have a -- 
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4 I don't think you ever establish a clear-cut 
time. If one takes the change within the Soviet Union 
seriously and you take them st their word, then what you really 
try to construct is an approach that recognizes that there may 
well be an opportunity there. The opportunity is to create a 
basis for much greater stability and predictability on issues 
that really matter when it comes to effecting security, war, 
peace, survival, etc. 


The extent to which we're able to take advantage, or 
at least we're able to determine whether or not there really is 
an opportunity there, is something that's very important. 


There's no incentives here For the Soviets. It's 
all, "You've got to do this, you've got to do that, we're 
perfect, and you've got to do all of the changing.” 


Aa No. First of all, it's the Soviets’ standards 
that we're talking about. If new thinking is real, then the 
Soviets are going to have a stake in demonstrating that it's 
real, in part, because -- the “new thinking" is not the product 
of us. The “new thinking” is a recognition on their part that 
they've pursued failed policies on both the inside and the 
outside. 


Q But there are ways the U.S. can offer 
incentives. You can if you're good boys in the future, we can 
open doors for you, and so on and so forth, but there is no 
hint of that. 


Q It's a kind of gentler arming of the Mujahideen. 
(Laughter) I mean, that's what they would come back with here. 


a If you are, from a Soviet standpoint, gaining an 
American acknowledgment that they have -- potentially, a 
constructive role to play in settling regional conflicts, it's 


something that's important to the Soviets. What we're saying 
is, that's something we would be prepared to accept provided 


that there are responsible Soviet behaviors that make real 
approaches to peace in these areas possible. 


To what extent is this an attempt to deal with 
the bad press that the United States is getting in Europe and 
the good press that Gorbachev is getting? 


a I tnink it's an attempt to explain what our 
approach to the Soviets is. 


(Background briefing concluded at 1:31 p.m.) 
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DPC #79 


FRIDAY, MAY 5, 1989, 12:07 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two statements today. Ihe first 
is concerning the Sudan. 


The ceasefire in southern Sudan, now approved by both 
sides, is a most welcome, positive development on the path to 
ending the human tragedy. Both sides deserve credit for taking 
this important step which sets an encouraging benchmark and we 
hope signals their determination to negotiate a peaceful, 
lasting end to this conflict. A political solution requires 
will, vision, and statesmanship by both sides. We remain 
poised to help support this process in any appropriate way. 


As the ceasefire begins, we urge all Sudanese to use 
it effectively to continue prepositioning critically needed 
relief supplies for the welfare of victims of the war. 


Q Can I just ask a question? 
“ Yes. 


Q Is a Sudanese rebel leader supposed to be coming 
to 0.C. next week? Do you know anything about that? And is he 
meeting with U.S. officials? 


a I don't know anything about it, but I'1l look 
into it for you. I hadn't heard that one. 


Q What appropriate ways might the United States 
help this process now? 


a Help maintain the ceasefire? 


Q I thought you just said that the United States 
stood ready to help in appropriate ways. Could you be more 
specific about that? 


i) I don't have a specific for you. But I know, as 
you know, that we've been very involved in trying to see this 
happen, that we are pleased that it's happened. But what we do 
is our follow-up to ensure that this is on-going, I don't have 
a specific for you. 


Q Are you sending any envoy there, or any emissary? 
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A Not that L['ve heard of. 
My second statement concerns Panama. 


The Noriega regime continues its systematic campaign 
to discourage observation of the elections and independent 
reporting of the results, even while it publicly welcomes 
observers to the elections on May 7. 


On May 1, Noriega's Presidential candidate, Duque, 
said “We want pure, honest elections, and we wish thousands of 
observers would come. Hopefully, all observers who want to 
come to observe these elections could come and will come." He 
added that Presidents Ford and Carter are welcome. 


However, some Latin American representatives in the 
Ford-Carter delegation have not received visas, and the regime 
continues to place hurdles in the way of meaningful election 
coverage by journalists. 


The Costa Rican Newsmen's Association has reported 
that two reporters for Costa Rican Television were detained in 
Panama last week for videotaping and recording reports on 
Panama and comments by Panamanians. The regime has also 
threatened to arrest and jail any journalist covering the 
elections who carry credentials from U.S. SOUTHCOM. SOUTHCOM 
routinely issues press credentials to journalists covering 
SOUTHCOM. 


The regime's electoral tribunal has released figures 
on voter registration. According to this source, 1,184,324 
Panamanians are registered to vote in Sunday's election. This 
represents an unbelievable increase of over 160 percent of the 
total number of votes cast in the 1984 election. 


The Panama Defense Forces continue to arm Panama's 
Dignity Battalions in public ceremonies as part of an on-going 
campaign to further intimidate the domestic opposition and 


discourage any thoughts of ergencges protests after the May 7 
election results are announced. Members of the Dignity 


Battalions are primerily young, unemployed Panamanians. The 
combat slogan of the so-called Dignity Battalions is "For 
Panama, our lives. Panama first. The fighting will be bitter, 
bloody, and without quarter in rich neighborhoods." 


The regime's political parties held their final rally 
yesterday. Only 70,000 people turned out. This stands in 
sharp contrast to the rally of 200,000 people held two days ago 
by the opposition parties. 


Q Margaret, could you give that voter registration 
number again, please? 


A Yes. One million one hundred eighty-four 
thousand three hundred twenty-four. 


Q Margaret, did I understand you correctly to say 
that this represents an “unbelievable increase"? Was that the 
correct phrase? 
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A Yes. 
Q Why do you say it is unbelievable? Does that 


mean that the United States does not believe the figures and 
believe they're falsified? 


A That would be my deduction from what I said, yes. 
Did you say it was an increase of over 160 
percent? 
A A hundred and sixty percent of the total number 


of votes cast in 1984. 


Q But votes and registration are not the same 
thing. Are we comparing apples and oranges here -- the votes 
of the last election with the registration for this one? 


A This is how many people have registered. I don't 
have with me -- I didn't bring how many voted, and I guess 
we'll check the numbers for you on Monday and see if it is not 
the same. 


By "registering" you obviously sometimes have an 
intent to vote. So this number is way out of kilter, it's my 
understanding, of those who actually did vote in the '84 
election. 


Q Basically, what you're saying is that they're 
registering the graveyards and such? 


A I'm just pointing out that in four years there's 
an enormous increase of 160 percent in voter registration in 
Panama. 


Q What was it you said about the Ford-Carter 
group? Do some of them not have their visas? Are there 
problems about the visas for that group? 


A That is correct, yes. They have not received 
visas. 


Q Presidents Ford and Carter have not -- 


A No, I did not say Presidents Ford and Carter. 
Some members -- [Latin] American representatives in their 
delegation. My understanding is thiat President Ford is in 
Panama and President Carter is going tomorrow. 


How about the U.S. official delegation? What's 
the status of that? What's the status of their visas or their 
transportation arrangements? 


a My understanding is that Marlin announced this 
morning at 11:00 the Presidential White House delegation to 
Panama. I asked about their visas, and I can't tell you that 
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they have been denied yet because we haven't asked for all of 
them, and our Bureau here in the Department is working on that 
today. 


Q What are the travel plans for that group? If we 
assume that the visas are granted -- I realize they may not be 
-— but if they are, what's the plan? Are they going to fly 
down there tomorrow? 


A I don't know. Did Marlin not get into that 
detail. I don't know. 


Q I don't think so. 


A I don't know when they're leaving and when 
they're returning. Sorry. 


Q Does the United States plan any comment on the 
Panamanian elections, say, Sunday evening or Monday morning? 


A There's no plan to do so on Sunday evening that 
I'm aware of. And on Monday, as you know, there will be a 
press briefing here that Richard Boucher will be conducting. I 
can't speak to what the White House is or is not doing. 


Q Is the Secretary of State likely to have a 
departure statement from Andrews in which he would discuss the 
Panamanian elections? 


A He's not currently scheduled to. 


Q Margaret, on another subject, does the State 
Department have any comment on a statement by Mr. Rafsanjani? 


A Yes, I do. 


The outrageous call to murder and terrorism by Iran's 
Speaker of the Parliament Rafsanjani marks another step 
backward for Iran, ne from the community of civilized 
nations. So long as the support of terrorism remains an 
instrument of Iranian policy, the Iranian Government will 
guarantee its isolation and the continuing hardships of the 
Iranian people. ' 


We hold the Iranian leadership responsible for any 
attacks on American interests or citizens. Rafsanjani's 
statement is an attack on all who are trying to bring peace to 
the Middle East. His incitement to terrorism should be 
rejected by all who are committed to a negotiated settlement of 
the Arab-Israeli conflict. 


Q In light of the statement, is the State 
Department suggesting or ordering any special precautions 
around the world? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 
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Q What about his spy allegation which has been 
repeated for the last two weeks against some Americans? Do you 
have now anything -- 


A His what allegation? 

Q His spying allegation against some Americans? 

A I'm unsure what you're talking about. 

Q For the last two weeks Rafsanjani was repeating 
that there are Americans arrested. Do you have any idea -- or 


Iranians who are working for the Americans. 


A I'm unaware of his comments for the last two 
weeks, and I don't have a comment for you. 


Q Is Dennis Ross going to Israel next week? 


A Yes, he is. The purpose of Dennis' trip is 
twofold. He will be going to brief after the Secretary of 
State's Ministerial in Moscow. That's one subject. The second 
will be to discuss next steps in the peace process. 


You should also know that prior to Secretary Baker's 
trip, Ambassador Ridgway and Ambassador Bartholomew will be 
going to Europe to discuss the Secretary's upcoming 
Ministerial. Also, in addition to Dennis going to the Middle 
East, Ambassador Rowny will be going to Asia; and you know that 
Secretary Baker is going to Brussels to devrief the Ministers 
in Brussels on Friday. 


Q Ridgway and Bartholomew will not accompany the 
Secretary to Moscow? 


They'll pick us up in Helsinki. 


So they're going this weekend. 


> © 2? 


Yes. They're definitely going to Moscow, but 
they won't be on the plane on Monday. 


Q So when are they leaving for Europe? 

A I don't know. 

Q When will they be in Europe? 

A They meet us in Helsinki Tuesday. So today is 
Friday; they are either going tonight, tomorrow or Sunday and 
meet us on Monday night. 


Q Can you tell us where they're going? Are they 
going just to Brussels, or are they going to tour countries? 


A I don't know where they're going. I really don't 
know. I just didn't ask. 
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Q Can we go back to Iran for just a moment? 
A. Sure. 
Q Has the United States observed any increase in 


activity on the part. of [ranians that might be coupled with 
Rafsanjani's statement? Any increase of activity, monitoring 
or observing American facilities? 


a Not that I know of, but I did not ask that 
question this morning. 


Q Well, Dennis is going to other countries, isn't 
he, besides Israel? Egypt and Jordan? 


A The only two that I'm aware of are Israel and 
Egypt. I didn't ask Dennis, but as you all know he'll be here 
at 1:00. He can tell you himself. 


Q Margaret, is he going to meet with any PLO 
representatives or any Palestinians? 


A I know he's not meeting with any PLO 
representatives. As you know, our channel is in Tunis with 
Ambassador Pelletreau. I don't know about Palestinians. 
Dennis will be here. I don't know. Ask him. 





Q Did Rafsanjani's comment, do you see it as state 
terrorism, a declaration of state terrorism? 


A I believe I've characterized it as I have 
characterized it. 


Q Do you still characterize the killing of the old 
people on the bench waiting for a bus in Jerusalem as something 
other than terrorism? 


A I now have a better clarification for you on 


that. For those of you who read it, we posted last night what 
the State Department's position or definition of terrorism is. 


I also have more information which was posted last 
night that the motivation for this brutal attack is unclear at 
this time. The Islamic Jihad in Palestine Group, a 
fundamentalist Palestinian organization believed largely 
centered in the Gaza Strip, has claimed responsibility. If 
this claim is true, these acts would meet our standard as an 
act of terrorism. 


Do you propose to take this up -- Ambassador 
Pelletreau take this up with his counterpart in Tunis, since 
the fundamentalists in Gaza and the West Bank also claim that 
the PLO is their representative? 


A All those parties who are interested in peace 
should condemn this act. We have just told you that it was a 
terrorist act. 
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Q But you just calli on -- are you now calling upon 
Arafat to condemn this act? 


A I just told you that all people who are 
genuinely, sincerely interested in bringing peace to this 
region should call this act an act of terrorism and an 
outrageous act. 


Q Would you name Arafat specifically in that 
context? 


.) I have said that all parties should do this. 


Q You're not saying that Islamic Jihad is part of 
the PLO? 


A I am not. I asked this question this morning, 
and I was told that they're not. 


Q Staying in that region, do you have any comment 
on the findings of the Israeli investigation as to what 
happened in Nahalin? 


A Yes, I do. We haven't seen the report yet, and 
when we get it we will definitely be looking into it. We note 
from press reports the incident has been described as an 
aberration from standard operating procedure in its execution. 
and the border police force involved was reportedly found to be 
ill-prepared for the raid. We expect those responsible for the 
raid will be subject to appropriate disciplinary actions. 


Q Do you consider it an act of terrorism? 

A I'm sorry. Excuse me. 

Q Do you consider it an act of terrorism also? 

A I haven't specifically asked how to characterize 


this act. I'll be more than glad to do that for you. As you 
know -- something which I had forgotten yesterday when I was 
discussing this with Mr. Dancy -- we view these things and 
judge them on a case-by-case basis. 


I had posted last night or yesterday afternoon -- [I'll 
be glad to read for you again today -- what the State 
Department's definition of terrorism is. 


Q Could we have a copy of the statement that you 
just read? 


a Sure. 


Q Different subject? NATO summit? 


A Yes. 
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The President yesterday talked about proposals tu 
the Germans. Can you tell us who made those proposals and what 
kind of compromise you expect? 
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A The proposals you're talking about are nothing 
new. They are well known to the Germans. In fact, this 
proposal is the same proposal that was given to the Germans 
before they arrived here, when the two Ministers came and met 
with our two Ministers and our National Security Adviser. 


As far as compromise, our position is well known. 
Yes, we would be pleased to discuss ways in which the gaps 
between members of the Alliance on both modernization and 
negotiation could be bridged. But these decisions will take 
place in private, not in public. And we are looking for the 
Germans to respond to specific language which we gave them 
before the visit of the Ministers to DC. 


Q In other words, they must respond to this 
specific language before discussions can take place in private? 


A Part of the discussions, John, would be 
responding to the paper that they have. 


Q Margaret, a few days ago you said that no paper 
had been tabled in Brussels. 


A Technically tabled in Brussels. Correct. 


Q Right. Now you're saying that the paper has been 
given to the Germans. Has the paper been given to any other 
NATO Allies by the United States? 


a Yes. 
Q It has? 


A Probably. Yes. I could think of one specific, 
but I can't name all of them for you. 


Q Margaret, could you discuss the role that Prime 
Minister Mulroney is supposed to play in all of this? Is he 
acting as a mediator for the United States? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Margaret, going back to the WHO statement that 
you made earlier this week, people in that organization are 
saying that the procedure next week in Geneva will start with 
an approval of the budget for Fiscal Year 1990 and that any 
country which is a member of the organization at that time -- 
this time is before the PLO application will come to a vote -- 
is then bound by treaty for the period of that budget. How 
does the United States expect to get around that sequence? 
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A I thought -- and maybe ['m misinformed -- that 
the PLO had already put in their application for membership. 
They have not? 
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Yes, they have; but it will be voted on after the 
budget. 


A After the budget? I don't know. I'll have to 
ask John Bolton and get back to you. 


Q Could you, please? 


A On the specific technicalities of how that 
works. I don't know. 


Q Margaret, maybe we'd better break off. You've 
got something, and then another briefing, so there are two 
things. 

A Oh. Okay. Fine. 

Q Give us a chance to file. 

A You all have a nice weekend. 


Q You, too. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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Posted: May 5, 1989 


May 5, 1989 
(TAKEN QUESTION) 


SUDAN: VISIT OF SPLA TO THE U.S. 





Q. Are there any reports of Sudanese rebel leaders visiting 
Washington next week? If that is true, are they meeting with 
any U.S. officials? 


A. As far as we know, no Sudanese rebel leaders (SPLA) are 
coming to the United States next week. We understand that SPLA 
leader John Garang may be coming here on a private visit in 
June. We do not know the details of this trip. To present, 


there have been no requests for meetings with USG officials. 
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Posted: May 5, 1989 


Question taken at May 5th briefing 





WHO / PLO/ GENEVA 


When’ the WHO meets in Geneva next week, will they adopt the 
budget before they consider membership questions? 


oO 


as = WHEN THE WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY (ANNUAL MINISTERIAL 
LEVEL CONFERENCE OF THE WHO) CONVENES IN GENEVA ON 
MONDAY, MAY 8, THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA PROVIDES FOR 


CONSIDERATION OF MEMBERSHIP IN THE ORGANIZATION BEFORE 


ADOPTION OF THE BUDGET. 














BACKGROUND BRIEFING , ** 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
SECRETARY BAKER'S TRIP TO MOSCOW 
FRIDAY, MAY 5, 1989 


MS. TUTWILER: Just to reiterate our ground rules 
here, the briefer will be speaking ON BACKGROUND as a Senior 
State Department Official. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I thought what I 
could do is actually go over the schedule, which I think will 
be circulated soon. 


When we get into Moscow, the way things will work is 
that the Secretary will go ahead and he'll have a meeting with 
Shevardnadze, which will really be for a brief discussion then, 
for organizational purposes. It will be designed to outline 
how we are going to break up into groups. There will be some 
discussion, I suspect, on the various parts of the agenda and 
whether or not we will have an individual group for each part 
of the agenda, and then whether or not we'll want to break down 
some of those groups into smaller component parts. An example 
is: There will be an arms control group, to be sure; the 
question is, do you want to then break the arms control group 
down into a START group, a defense and space group, a 
conventional arms control group and proliferations groups. I 
think that is just going to have to be something that is 
discussed at that time, and we'll see whether or not it makes 
the greatest amount of sense to keep it aggregated or 
disaggregated. 


As a point of reference here, will you be in a 
position to talk the kind of details that those sub-groups 
would want to talk about at that point, about each of the 
different disciplines? 


A I think you can make a choice when we get there 
whether or not each side agrees that it's useful. I mean, we 
know what we're going to be going with, but they may also have 
their own thoughts on what they want to be talking about. If 
they want to suggest smaller sub-groups and they have a 
particular set of ideas that they would like to present because 
they feel some of them will be more technical, then we can 
break it down into that. But I think we go there with a 
relatively open mind in terms of how much disaggregation you 
want to produce within a group like that. 


But, anyway, there will be the arms control group; 
there will be a bilateral group; there will be a regional 
working group. There is a human rights group that has been 
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meeting already in advance of our being there. I wouldn't say 
it's a group, t there have been discussions already in the 


past week; Schifter has been there. They will then be 
reassembling and discussing more of that. 


x= 


For this particular Ministerial, the transnational 
issues are going to be folded into the bilateral working 
group. Just primarily for logistics, organizational purposes, 
it just seems to make sense this time around to be able to do 
it that way, and also given the numbers of people that will be 
required to be able to ensure you have people for each one of 
these groups. 


Q When you're talking about regional group 
meetings, you are talking about what areas? 


A We'll discuss all the regional conflict groups. 
Understand that basically the way the schedule is going to work 
is that the Secretary will have opportunities to meet with 
Shevardnadze at different points during the two days, and 
you're also then going to have these various working groups 
that will be meeting. 


The actual amount of time that they will meet is 
pretty much left up to the groups. I can tell you that these 
are the sorts of things that, depending upon the array of 
issues you have to go through, can be fairly extensive. If you 
talk about the regional questions, you will be talking about 
Central America, the Middle East. I would expect that southern 
Africa will come up. I would expect that Cambodia will come 
up. If would expect Korea will come up. You know, you're guing 
to be talking about a lot of issues when you start getting into 
all of the various regional questions. So that regional 
working group I would expect to probably meet for an extended 
period of time. 


Q You didn't mention Afghanistan because they'll 
bring it up? 


a I think that's obsiously something which will be 
discussed. 


Q Why don't you go through your routine the way it 
is scheduled. 


A You want a structured presentation? (Laughter) 
Q Could you give us, if you know, times -- 

a The answer is no. Okay? (Laughter) 

You want times? I got times. I think that we'll get 


into Moscow shortly before 11:00 o'clock in the morning on 
Wednesday -- I guess we get in at that time --— no, we get in at 


Q Wednesday. 
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a It's Wednesday, and it's --— I'm the one that has 
the schedule, and I can't read it. 


Q If it's Wednesday, it must be Moscow. 
a It's not Belgium. Okay. 


The first meeting is with Shevardnadze. We'll get in 
at a little after 10:00. The first meeting will start at 11:00 
o'clock: and the schedule, at least as we have it, is that we 
would expect that first organizational meeting between the 
Secretary and Shevardnadze to probably go on for about 30 
minutes. Then they would come out, and they would brief the 
Plenary on their discussion about how to organize the two days 
of meetings and how the working groups are going to operate. 


There is a plan in the afternoon to have the Secretary 
meet with some of the winners of the Congress of People's 


Deputies election, and that is presently scheduled for 3:15 in 
the afternoon on Wednesday. 


Q I'm sorry. You said 6:15? 

A 3:15. 

Q Does that include Sakharov? 

a I don't know right now exactly who the people are 
going to be who are on the list. But, obviously, by the time 
we get there, we ought to know. But the point is -- 


Q Is that open to coverage? 


a There will be a press pool on that. When it 
comes to the press questions, I'm going to defer on those. 


The Secretary also that day is planning to meet with 
Embassy staff; I think that will be later in the day, probably 
about 6:30. And then there will be a drop-by meeting with 
Soviet Refuseniks. 


MS. TUTWILER: Since they'd asked earlier, in addition 
to meeting with staff -- remember, John, you asked me several 
days ago -- he's also going to give a briefing and see the 
building. 

Q He's going to the Embassy that day also? 

DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Do we know where that fits in? 


a It's 6:30. When he's going to meet, he's going 
to go to the Embassy. 


Q So when he goes to the Embassy, he would also 
tour the building, is that right? 
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ow MS. TUTWILER: The briefing and then see the building 
rst. 


Q You're using the term "Refuseniks" loosely. You 
don't just mean Refuseniks, do you? You mean some more recent 
activists, maybe? Refuseniks being oldtimers. Is he going to 
see some of the -- 


a There still are 700 families. 


Q Yes, I know. But I thought he was also 
interested in meeting some of the newly active people... 


a I think there are different ways to define 
activism. I mean, Refuseniks is a catchall term. And then I 
understand that -- I'm personally making a great sacrifice in 
this one; I've decided not to stay with you all at the 
Ukraina. (Laughter) 


It's a great hotel, and all of you that have spent 
time at the Reno bus station can appreciate it. (Laughter) 


The next day we think the plan is that at 11:00 in the 
morning he would meet with Gorbachev, and that's scheduled for 
a couple of hours. There's some leeway built in on that. 


We expect that the closing Plenary session, which is 
where the worting groups will give their reports to the two 
Ministers, that will take place around 2:00 o'clock. There 
will be a press conference at 4:00 o'clock at the Novosti Press 
Center; and then after that, while you all are Filing, he's 
going to te interviewed by Soviet TV and possibly -- I don't 
know if it's going to be TASS or Izvestia -- but in addition to 
Soviet TV as well. 


Q Anything in the morning before the Gorbachev 
meeting? 


a No. 


Q It sounds like he's spending no time with "Shev" 
at all. 


a What I'm saying is that built into this -- I 
haven't gone through and filled in each of the periods of 
time. I mean, I would guess that he would meet Shevardnadze 
that morning before he sees Gorbachev. There are a lot of 
different points on the schedule because obviously I've left a 
lot of holes; and during those various periods we would expect 
there will be a number of meetings he'll have with Shevardnadze. 


Q Could you give us an idea of who's going to be in 
the various working groups from our side? 


a On our side? 











} 400 


afie 
Q How many are going altogether? 
A I guess I can go through and just talk -- I mean, 


the people who will be chairing some of the groups on our side: 
Bartholomew will chair the arms control group. Rick Burt will 
be going as well. The bilateral group, which will also get 
into the transnational issues, will be chaired by Tom Simon. 
The human rights group is headed by Schifter, and I'm going to 
head the regional group. 


Do you have a program for us? I mean, is that 
basically what you wanted to tell us, or can we start asking 
you questions about the substance of the meetings, apart from 
the chart. 


A You'll get the chart, and you'll be able to look 
through it. 


Q Yes. I know. 


A I guess what I'd like to do is maybe make a 
couple of comments, and then we can turn over to your questions. 


Q Okay. Great. 


A In talking about the various groups, by 
identifying the various groups what we are obviously 
highlighting is that we're pretty serious about discussing all 
the parts of the agenda, including the new parts. 


I think what you could say is we have a five-part 
agenda, and it represents expansion in a number of different 
ways. At one level we're expanding some of the existing 
pillars, so the traditional arms control pillar is going to 
have more emphasis in some new areas. You're not just 
discussing START and defense and space. You're now going to 
discuss the proliferation questions, both ballistic missile and 
chemical as well, under the rubric of your arms control working 
group. There will be a new emphasis put there. 


There will also be a new emphasis in the regional area 
so that again you have an existing part of the pillar that is 
being invested with a certain greater weight than you had 
before. And then we're expanding the areas where we're going 
to be discussing different kinds of issues, and you're adding a 
category which are the transnational issues. 


I think there are a number of reasons why that's 
happening. I talked to many of you yesterday prior to the 
Secretary's speech. The speech outlined a kind of broad 
concept for how we're approaching the Soviets, and I think it's 
important to note that the emphasis we're putting into some of 
oo areas represents a departure from the past for a variety 
of reasons. 








—_ [Zo | 


Number one, the conditions for moving ahead in some of 
these issues really didn't exist. In a sense you could say the 
preceding Administration helped to create some of the 
conditions for moving ahead, and now we think there is more of 
a potential to do that. That's why we want to put a greater 
emphasis in some of the other areas like proliferation and 
regional questions. 


Number two, many of these questions themselves are 
more pressing -- they're more urgent. We don't have the time 
not to address them. I mentioned yesterday that when you're 
thinking about where war is going to take place, you know that 
conflict remains all too thinkable when you talk about some of 
the regional areas. 


What complicates the fatt that you're going to have 
conflicts is that they now are likely to be fought -- or least 
we're on the verge of an era where these conflicts may be 
fought -- with the instruments of war that are a whole lot more. 
frightening to contemplate. They're more frightening because 
the cost of war is going to be higher. They're more 
frightening because the potential numbers of countries that 
could get drawn in is going to be greater. And they're more 
frightening because the overall escalatory potential is going 
to be greater as well. 


So there's a need -- there's an urgent need -- to be 
addressing these kinds of questions, both the proliferation 
questions and the regional conflict questions. And there's 
also more of a recognition that problems like the environment 
pose a danger tu everybody, and there's a need to begin to 
tackle those. 


In addition, there's just the question of there being 
a perceived sense of opportunity on our part. We believe the 
kind of change that you're seeing in the Soviet Union is real. 
Whether or not it's all going to be realized, it's too soon to 
say. We don't know. But rather than sit back and wait and 
focus only on the parts of the agenda that we really had 
developed before, what we want to see is whether or not we can 
develop frameworks for stability that exist not only in the 
arms control area but to see if we can expand it to the regions 
and to the proliferation questions. 


That doesn't mean we'll be standing pat when one is 
talking about arms control and the traditional forms of arms 
control. We have an objective there to enhance the kind of 
basis on which one can proceed. We have an objective there to 
create even greater stability when it comes to arms control 
kinds of issues. One wants to see greater stability at lower 
levels of arms and with less risk -- less of a risk of war, 
less of a risk of surprise, creation of greater obstacles to 
seeing forces maintained at high levels of readiness. 


All of these kinds of factors are important if we're 
going to produce a world -- at least at the U.S.-Soviet level 
-- that is going to be safer and more predictable. But the 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





-7- /407v 


same applies elsewhere. You really want to begin to see if you 
can develop a common basis for a framework for stability and 
predictability on some of these other areas. And in discussing 
and expanding the scope of the agenda, that's a very important 
part of what we're going to be doing. 


Why don't I stop there, and I'll take questions. 


Q Can I ask you about preliminary summit 
preparations? I don't get the notion that the U.S. side is 
interested at this point of getting into it, but as we all know 
Gorbachev is kind of unpredictable. So could I ask you a 
two-part question? 


Why would this be too early to start talking about a 
Bush-Gorbachev Summit? And should they try to get into that 
kind of discussion, could you give us a general idea of what 
the U.S. stance would be? 


A If it's something that's raised, obviously you 
have a discussion on it. But I think we're looking at it from 
the standpoint that you have a summit that's prepared that can 
do business and that is going to be productive. The 
Ministerial is offering us a good opportunity to begin to lay a 
foundation upon which to make progress in a lot of different 
areas. As you go through this Ministerial and possible 
subsequent Ministerials, that will provide you the opportunity 
to determine when an appropriate time would be to hold a summit. 


Q A while back you used the words like 
"frightening" and issues being "ripened" and the Reagan 
Administration having “laid basis" for certain things. You're 
also are speaking of Gorbachev now as somebody who is somebody 
who provides opportunities. Se you had lots of good reasons to 
get into active discussions. Why don't those same reasons 
carry over into a summit, an early summit meeting? 


A Again, I talked about there being a potential and 
there being an opportunity and that the conditions are a little 
different. The conditions give us a reason to be expanding the 
character of the agenda that we're pursuing with the Soviets 
now and creating a higher priority, or at least a greater 
emphasis in some new areas. B8ut the groundwork in those areas 
has not been laid. And rather than be pushing off for a 
summit, especially with regard to those areas, you've got to 
lay the groundwork. 


Q To talk about those areas, the Soviets have 
traditionally wanted arms control to be at the top of the 
agenda, the priority item. 


a Right. 


Q Have you encountered any resistance to the 
emphasis that you are putting on the regional issues? Or is 
this something -- this new higher priority -- that you think 
the Soviets welcome? 
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A Two points: Number 1, we are not reducing the 
sense of importance that we attach to concluding and moving 
ahead in the arms control area. That's why I talked a little 
bit about our conception of stability which would apply not 
only to the strategic but also to conventional. 


The second point would be that we haven't gotten a 
reaction from the Soviets. We certainly have seen no 
indication they are not prepared to be talking about the 
regional questions. And, in effect, what we're doing is taking 
note of what their own “new thinking" has focused on. If you 
really read the Soviet literature on “new thinking," you'll 
find very much of it ends up being focused on regional 
questions because that's where they see the real danger of 
warfare coming from. So, again, using the standards they have 
set for themselves, there's reason to believe they would 
welcome these kinds of discussions. 


Q If I can bring up a regional issues. For 
example, on an election in the Occupied Territories, do you 
think that you can convince the Soviets to retract their 
rejection of it? They have rejected it already. 


A I think that our approach is going to be -- 
certainly in this area and others -- to explain our views, 
where we're coming from, why we think a certain kind of 
approach makes sense. We'll see how the Soviets react to 
that. But I would expect that the discussions on this kind of 
a subject would be serious. 


Q In your initial listing of regional questions, 
you notably did not volunteer Afghanistan. Yet the Soviets 
appear to believe that is a very central issue for U.S.-Soviet 
relations at the present time. How do you analyze how 
Afghanistan relates to the situation between the two 
governments and what part it is likely to play in the 
discussions in Moscow? 


A If oan want to raise the issue, obviously we'll 
listen to what they have to say about it. They'll also hear 


from us that there are certain basic principles that continue 
to guide us. We believe in an Afghanistan that is 
characterized by self-determination. We also favor an 
Afghanistan that is neutral and non-aligned and obviously, by 
definition, not hostile to them. 


We don't believe you're going to have peace in 
Afghanistan as long as Najibullah is in power. If the Soviets 
are operating on an assumption that somehow you can work out a 
deal where the Mujahideen is going to accept Najibullah, that's 
just an illusion. 


Q What about the opposite side of that? If the 
Soviets are willing to dump Najibullah, would we be willing to 
talk to them at all? I'll just say “talk to them" about 
helping forge some kind of national unity government. 
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A I think the basic principle that we operate on is 
self-determination and that, in this sense, the Afghan people 
have to determine for themselves what their future is going to 
be. It isn't up to us or anyone else to determine what that 
future is going be, and I don't think we have the power to do 


it anyway. 


Q The Soviet press reports, or whatever you're 
looking at, considered that war would come from regional issues 
and in the escalation, and so forth. Can you see where the 
emphasis is on what regions such a war would come from? 


A I don't think that they give a concrete focus to 
that. Obviously one region that they will call more attention 
to than others is the Middle East, as being a source of -- 


A Middle East -- you're talking about the 
Arab-Israeli conflict? 


A Yes. But in general terms, when they have 
described “new thinking” as it applies to the outside, they've 
talked about it being premised first and foremost on the need 
to rule out war. They then talk about, what are the sources or 
the potential points that can produce war? That's why they say 
the regional conflict areas are where conflict can take place 
and that it's likely to escalate. And if you're going to rule 
out the possibility of war, you really have to go to the source 
where the potential for conflict exists and the potential for 
escalation exists. That's why they suggest that you have to 
defuse regional flashpoints and why one requires a different 
mind-set in approaching regional areas. 


Q Are you going into this conference in Moscow with 
the idea or the intention of drawing closer to the Soviets' 
standpoint on how to resolve the Arab-Israeli. conflict? It's 
interesting that you'll be going from Moscow to Jerusalem 
immediately. 

A I'm going to pass by Brussels first. 


Q All right. Well, Brussels is a way-stop. How 
about the other part? 


A I think the short answer is that we -- 


Q Give us a long answer. 


A I prefer the short answer because we don't have a 
lot of time. The point is we have put together an approach 
towards the Middle East that is coherent, has a clear game 
plan, and is focused on a concept that can organize activities 
in away that is designed to engage Israelis and Palestinians 
in the Territories. We see a broader process that operates on 
a step-by-step basis. 


-10- | } 305° 


What we have not seen from the Soviets on the Middle 
East is anything that is concrete. We continue to hear from 
them, on Middle Eastern issues, a kind of general outline of 
broad slogans but they're not really thought through. I mean, 
in a sense, even when we talk about "new thinking," as I've 
been talking about new thinking, “new thinking" offers all 
sorts of promising possibilities, given the way they define 
it. But the problem isn't the way to define “new thinking," in 
general terms; the problem is how they think it through and how 
they reflect it in terms of behaviors and how much content is 
there. 


Having detailed discussions with them on the regional 
issues gives us a chance to be talking about their concept of 
"new thinking" and how it might apply to regions, their concept 
of “new thinking” and how behaviors that reflect that "new 
thinking" might become more prevalent. We will have 
discussions with them on issues like the Middle East, and we'll 
be laying out our views, and we'll be talking about how new 
approaches on their side could help promote peace in that area. 


On arms control, will American officials at this 
Ministerial meeting be prepared to lay out with the Soviets, as 
has been done in the past, specific proposals for how to - 
advance the START talks, for example, or perhaps chemical — 
weapons talks? Or will the discussions on arms control be 
largely focused on the process of how to organize the 
negotiations in various fields as opposed to the substance of 
which issues should be dealt with next and specific proposals 
by the U.S. on any of those issues? 


A I think on questions like START -- [I guess I 
should just note, since the question hasn't come up, but I 
presume someone wants to ask it -- we will be suggesting to 
them a date for resumption of START and other negotiations like 
the testing talks, and so forth. 


I think that's the place where, when the negotiations 


themselves resume, one can get much more into the technical 
issues of the negotiations. At least, when it comes to START, 


I would suggest that you will see I would guess a substantial 
degree of continuity in our position. There may be some places 
where there are modifications. 


An example would be something like mobile missiles. 
The President has made a modernization decision, and that has 
an implication for what we might do in START. But I think the 
details and the more technical side of things is probably best 
left to when the negotiations themselves would resume. 


Q You mentioned the testing talks and START. Are 
ree other negotiations that you'll be proposing or dealing 
with 


a I think there's a whole series of the various 
talks that have been on-going. So dates for resuming those 
various talks will probably be suggested by us. 
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Q Are we actually going to put some proposals on 
the table, either on arms control or some of these other 
issues? I mean, what are we carrying with us besides a general 
feeling that we want to make contact with them? 


A When I was talking about the regional issues, 
what you're going to find is a willingness on our part to lay 
out in some detail our views of these issues. The fact is, 
they haven't heard in great detail from us yet on this. You 
had a two-hour meeting between the Secretary and Shevardnadze 
in Vienna, and this is the first in-depth opportunity at the 
Ministerial level to be talking in come detail about our views 
on some of these different issue areas, like in the regional 
areas or transnational areas and so forth. 





Q But not in arms control. You keep sort of 
skirting around that. In terms of the details in that area, 
you are basically going to defer that, is that correct? 


A I think there clearly be a general discussion on 
arms control. The discussion will also reflect a broad 
philosophy in terms of our approach to arms control. But I 
think if you're going to be resuming the negotiations, the. 
really technical kinds of suggestions and ideas, it will best 
be left to that. 


Q What dates are we talking about? Are we talking 
about within the next month, or are we talking later than that? 


A I'm not going to get into the timing of the 
dates. If we're going to be suggesting them to the Soviets, 
it's best they hear it first from us and not through other 
sources. 


Q What kind of progress do you anticipate on the 
non-proliferation issue? Is there any sense the Soviets might 
be willing to entertain joining any kind of voluntary regime, 
or is it just exploratory? 


a This is an area where one needs to determine 
whether or not we really can establish a common basis on which 
to proceed. So we're going to be going there with an eye 
towards talking to them about what a common basis might look 
like and the kinds of issues one is going to have to address. 
Again, this is a relative! y new area for our discussions. I 
think the best thing to de is to establish some kind of 
framework or foundation «:: ~“‘ch to proceed. 


Q This is a very sharp statement that's come out of 
the White House this morning, attacking the Soviets' efforts to 
divide the NATO Alliance on this issue of short-range missiles, 
based on an announcement that came out of Moscow yesterday that 
the Soviets will make a unilateral offer for major reductions 
in short-range missiles when Gorbachev goes to West Germany in 
June, I believe it is. The White House basically said that the 
Soviets continue to work to assiduously use such methods to 
 @divide the Alliance. 
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Is there any way in which this kind of concern that 
the U.S. has for the public relations offensive that Gorbachev 
continues to wage in Europe especially, and the impact that 
that's had: on public opinion in West Germany in particular, can 
be redressed at a meeting of this kind? Can Secretary Baker 
sit down with Shevardnadze and say "Cut out all these attempts 
-- public relations attempts -- to try to put forward proposals 
without substance in the way that you've been doing?" 





A Again, the purpose of this Ministerial is to be 
working on the five parts of this agenda and to be establishing 
as much of a common basis on which we can proceed. The more 
the Soviets are prepared to engage, not in sloganistic 
posturing but prepared to adopt more concrete kinds of 
positions, and the more they're prepared to work across the 
range of these different kinds of issues, the more productive 
it's going to be. We're interested in sort of moving ahead in 
a productive way, and we're not interested in posturing. 


MS. TUTWILER: We'll take one more question, and then 
we have the schedules to hand out for you all. 


Q May I ask you, under which of these groups does 
Eastern Europe come? There has been some public discussion in 
Washington about what sort of an approach the Bush 
Administration is going to take. Do you ascribe to any of the 
suggestions of Mr. Kissinger or others on Eastern Europe? What 
kind of a discussion are you going to have with the Soviets 
about Eastern Europe? 


A We're not putting Eastern Europe formally on our 
agenda with the Soviets. [ would just say, as a kind of 
general principle, we're not going to foreclose the possibility 
of discussions across a range of different kinds of issues. If 
issues come up, we'll be prepared to discuss them with them. 


Q Could I follow up on that? In the Secretary's 
speech yesterday, he mentioned the Brezhnev Doctrine and the 


Berlin Wall as two areas of great concern. Would those be the 
kinds of issues that might be raised? 


A I think we've sort of established that, as a 
broad principle, if one is serious about changing the 
fundamental character of relations, the division of Europe is 
something that really ought to end and the manifestations of 
the division of Europe also should no longer be there. 


MS. TUTWILER: Thank you. 


(Background briefing concluded) 
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Onboard flight from AAFB to Shannon 
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A In addition to the goal I mentioned when I first started, is 
also to put a Bush stamp on the (framework for the) relationship 
by concentrating on regional and transnational issues, including 
those of proliferation, in order to promote and enhance 
stability. I’1l1 be glad to take your questions. 


Q (Does the) Administration feel that Gorbachev has made great 
mileage in arms control and we can’t quite keep up with him, or 
we haven’t got our act together yet or what? 


._—-* eo 


A No. Arms control will obviously remain extremely important. 
We do think, though, that we have established a framework for 
conducting our relationship with the Soviet Union in the arnus 
control area. We see a great risk of regional conflicts 
escalating under the circumstances that exist today, and so we 
think it’s appropriate to see if we can increase the attention 
_ the two couritries give to resolving some of these regional 
disputes. 


Q On the question of regional disputes, what are you prepared 
to tell them when they ask you about Afghanistan. And 
specifically when they say that the continued shipment of 
weaponry to the Mujahideen is a violation of the Geneva Accords. 


A The question is what will we tell them about Afghanistan, 
particularly when they talk about continued shipments of weapons 
to the Muj as being a violation of the Geneva Accords. 


I think what we’ll tell them on Afghanistan is basically what 
I-- unless they have something new to talk to us about -- it’s 
basically what I told Shevardnaze in Vienna, which is we do not 
seek in Afghanistan a government that is inimical or hostile to 
the Soviet Union but we do seek self-determination for the 
Afghan people. We also will take note of the fact that they 
have made massive deliveries of arms and equipment, and continue 
to do so, to the puppet regime in Kabul. 


Q What about if and when Gorbachev says we might consider 
reducing our aid to the Sandinistas but we need a trade-off in 


our own backyard. We’re going to test their thinking on Central 
America, but what if they test ours? 
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with respect to a 

be fically linked, is that 

they’re not comparable. We have a situation in Af 

where they, as I’ve already indicated, are supply massive 
are, in fact, assisting the 

Muj, but in Nicaragua we are not supplying, and haven’t been 

supplying anything since February of 1988. They supplied last 

year some $515 million of military aid alone. So, we take the 

position that the two are not comparable. 


Q On regional issues, specifically for example, the Middle 


for? For example, Syria? 


A There are a number, I think, Jim. First of all, there are 
three that I have already spoken to before. Those would be -- 
on the general = of participation on the Middle East, I 
think you know it’s our administration’s view that we ought not 
to somehow be worried about the Soviet Union being a participant 
in trying to enhance the prospects for peace in the Middle 
East. The problems there are extraordinarily intractable. I 
think it’s our view that we welcome all the help we can get and 
if they want to come in as real players, that doesn’t disturb 
us. But we need more than just rhetoric. We need some action 


3 
: 
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of action and I would say they can 
their relations with the state of Israel. 
ing their support for radical regimes in 
- Certainly not supplying it with 

as the bombers they’ve recently 

have, we think, influence on Syria 

es could not have. And Syria is a 

of the Middle East problem, both in 
ion of the occupied territories. 
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Q Is the administration prepared to offer quid pro quos for the 
improved behavior from the Soviet Union? Such as the no 
exceptions restrictions on trade? 

















ro quo. The no ions question is perhaps of more 
to our allies than it is to the Soviets. 








negotiations. What do you tell Mr. Gorbachev on Thursday if he 
ee a 


‘A We will tell him we will not sit down and talk 
it because they have an extrordinarily large imbalance. They | 
have, after all, modernized their short-range lear veapons. 

They’ve been in favor of de-nuclearization of Europe for a long, 

1 time. That is not something that we think is vise 

militarily or politically, from the standpoint of 

United States for the mabseonenee of 324,000 American boys 
Europe. And I think we’ll just tell him that in just those 
words, if the issue is raised. I’m not at all sure that he 
be raising the issue. 


Let me say one final thing. The Alliance has survi -- 
everytime there’s a difference of opinion within the Alliance, 
it’s somehow a fundamental breech or break, or the Alliance is 
going to fall apart. The Alliance isn’t going to fall apart. 
The Alliance has survived for 40 , been very, very 
successful. It continues to win the contest with Warsaw Pact 
nations politically and economically and so I think that those 
are the points that we will make. 


Q You must admit that it is somewhat difficult to be a in 
for a bilateral discussion with the Soviets at this point, when 
yy ag is engaged in such a bitter, intezal struggle over 


A I really don’t see it that way, John, I honestly don’t see it 
that way. The Alliance has had problems in the past, it will 
have problems in the future. This one, I think, will be behind 
us after the summit. I can’t predict whether it will be behind 
us before the summit, which is what our preference would have 
been. It may be, in order to meet the requirements of both 
sides it will just have to be thrashed out there and if it has 
to be thrashed out there that’s where it will be thrashed out. 
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posture. 


ons 
you Bill, that modernization, if ve were 
were on the last trip we took to Europe, ve 
were talking about modernization. If that were the issue, ve 
the laboring oar moving it through the Alliance 
because we would have the affirmative responsible of getting a 
Tha 


A Wow you’re pretty much onto negotiations. But it does mean 
that somebody else has the affirmative responsibility to push 
that to a conclusion and obtain a concensus. And it’s 
not the ted States and the U.K. 






Q If the Soviets push you on trying to talk about specifics of 
strategic weapons, have you made a decision yet on sea-launch 
cruise missiles? 


ministerial, the arms control negotiations. Now, we do expect 


Q How about the issue of SLCM’s in general. Have you decided 
what you are going to do with then? 


A If I had I wouldn’t lay it out here I would talk to then 
about it. Let me say on arms control generally, that I think 
the point we’ll be making is that they can expect to see a 
cons le degree of continuity with the positions of the 
prior administration, but that we are go to have to, ite 
naturally and, I think, they understand this, they’ve said they 
understand it, reserve the right to change and modify some of 
those positions. 


. - oo eee... o-- 














A I don’t think you ought to conclude at all that a summit has 
to await a certain degree of progress in arms control 
negotiations. There could well be other things that could be 


Q@ Would you expect to come away with a tentative date for 
U.S.-Soviet summit? 


A I don’t anticipate doing that, Jim. I would guide you off of 


oe oe just have to wait and see what they say 
t. 





You touched on the Middle East and arms control. Could ou 
tell us a little bit about proliferation. What ificaliy 
would you like the Soviets to stop doing in the @ East so 
far as ballistic missile proliferation. 


A I don’t want to get into the specifics r here in that 
much detail, Barry. Let me this: We this is one of 
the reasons that regional conflicts are alot more dangerous 
than they used to be. It’s because of liferation of 
missiles and chemical weapons. The Soviets have refused 
at least they’ve indicated no interest in joining the 
Missile Technology Control Regime. We’d like to talk to then 
further about that. If they’re not go to be willing to 
engage multi-laterally with other countries that are interested 
in controlling proliferation, than maybe we can engage thes 
bilaterally. And this is, after all, this will be the first 


anticipate that we will be getting into a high degree of 
specificity on this trip. 


What we’d really like to have them do is say yes, we will talk 

t " or ideally, if they would join the sulti-lateral regime 
wild be good. If they won’t, we’d at least like to have 

ut alk to us on chemical and missile proliferation, 

the context of the regional problems. 


ft 


ance that against your recognition of then 
layer and can’t fence them out of the Middle 
wal 


East. So, if you’re k a tigh of some kind, will you 
say come on in but they’re also prov missiles at a 
dangerous level? 
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A Well, they are doing that now. You couldn’t have a 
situation, I don’t think, that’s a whole lot worse from that 
standpoint. They’re dealing with these regimes that are moving 
toward missile and chemical proliferation, so on that particular 
issue, it seems to mean that everything practically is upside. 


You can’t get it much worse than it is right now. 


Q Arms control has always stood at the top of the Soviet agenda 
with the U.S. Do you have any indications that Mr. Gorbachev is 
eager or willing to raise the profile of regional issues? 


A Yes, we do. 
Q What is his incentive? 


A I’m not sure I can tell you what his incentive is, but you 
ask me if we have any indications that he might be interested in 
engaging vith us on regional. The answer to 

That doesn’t mean that arms control is not going 
very important, both to the Soviet Union and to the United 
States. It’s just that, if there is indeed this “new thinking” 
going on, there are alot of major problems regionally out there 
that together we, perhaps, could make a difference on. 


Q On Nicaragua, what do you think you could tell them that 
would convince them to play ball down there? (Inaudible) .. 
the Sandinistas where we obviously have a real interest in the 


doing? 


A t look forward to the opportunity to explain to them the 
nature of United States policy down there. After all, when we 
last , we didn’t have a unified policy on 
the part of the United States. We had one branch going one way 
another and there vere some questions 
about whether the United States was moving contrary to an 





an opportunity explore that with 
ince them that it’s important to the 
overall relationship, this is a matter of some importance to the 
United States, and make those kind of arguments. 


Q Thank you. 





DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 131Y 
INDE X 


Monday, May 8, 1989 





BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENT 
Statement on Bolivia's Open/Honest Elections ... 1 
PANAMA 
Presidential Elections: 
-- Noriega Efforts to Rig Election ............ 2 
-- Heavy Voter Turnout ......... ccc eee eee eee l 
-- Exit Polling Results (68% for Opposition) .. 1 
-- Comparing Bolivia and Panama Elections ..... 1, 2 
-—- Call on Noriega to Abide by Will of People . 2 
-- Opposition Demonstration this Afternoon .... 2 
-— Timeframe for Release of Election Results 3 
-~- White House/Other Observers' Ability to 
Move Freely throughout Panama .............. 3 
-- Status of US Travel Advisory ............... 3-4 
-- US Options in Event of Duque Win ........... 4 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES/MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS 
Killing of Elderly Israelis in Jerusalem [US 
Reaction, Arafat Remarks] ...........0000e cues 4-5, 7 
Reported Killing of Israeli Soldier ............ 5 
Reported US Warning to Israeli Ambassador that 
IDF Arrests of Palestinians Could Endanger 


Shamir Election Proposal ............0000cu eee 5-6, 7 
Killing of Palestinians in the Gaza Strip ...... 6 
Israeli Report on Nahalin Incident ............. 6, 7 
SUDAN 

Update on Food Relief Efforts ..............005. 5 
IRAN/PLO 

Arafat's Rejection of Rafsanjani Call to Kill 

Te «bees eb edeeedsesbeceesesceceseteecer 6, 7 

US Call for Actions to Isolate Iran ............ | 
JAPAN 
Report of US H-Bomb Lost Near Okinawa in ‘60s .. 7 
CUBA 
Reported Involvement of US Diplomat in Illegal 
Ce i CE cictcccedeeeeesecceseeeuns 8 
DEPARTMENT 


Status of Regional Policy Reviews .............. 8 








eee ae 
13S 


‘ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
, DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #80 


MONDAY, MAY 8, 1989, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement: 


Yesterday, while efforts were being made in Panama to 
rig an election, Bolivia held an open, honest vote for a new 
President and a new Congress. Bolivia's three major political 
parties are committed to democracy ard carried out hard-fought, 
well-organized, serious campaigns. 


With over half the vote counted, the results are very 
close. Former President Hugo Banzer of the ADN party took the 
lead in early returns which were primarily from urban areas. 
But as the vote has come in from rural areas, Gonzalo Sanchez 
de Lozada of the MNR has been catching up. Jaime Paz of the 
MIR is a strong third. The popular vote is still too close to 
call. 


If none of the candidates receive a majority of the 
popular vote, in accordance with Bolivia's Constitution the 
next President will be chosen from the three top candidates by 
the newly elected Congress when it meets in August. 





The Bolivian election is a victory for democracy. The 
candidates and the people of Bolivia are to be congratulated. 


That's the announcement. Any questions? 





Q What do you have on the Panamanian elections? 


a Well, first a general, I guess, impression: [In 
Panama, voters faced extraordinary efforts by the regime of the 
past weeks to frustrate the free expression of their will. 
Voter turnout in yesterday's election was extremely heavy. 
Reliable sources estimate it at 80 percent. Our Embassy 
reports that independent exit polls project the opposition 
coalition with 68 percent of the vote and the regime coalition 
with 23 percent. 





President Carter this morning said it appeared, based 
on observations at polling stations in Panama City last night, 
that the vote was running between two and three-to-one against 
the regime. We look forward to hearing the views of our 
Presidential observer delegation which is holding a press 
conference at 4:00 p.m. Washington time. 
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At this juncture it appears clear that the people of 
Panama have voted for democracy. It is now up to General 
Noriega to respect the wishes of the Panamanian people. 


Q Can you describe the efforts that were made to 
actually rig the election yesterday? Do you have any details 
about what was done? 


A I was talking about a series of steps that were 
taken over several weeks, and I think we issued statements last 
week describing what went on over the past several weeks. 

There have been reports here and there of different kinds of 
problems during the voting yesterday, but I think we ought to 
wait and see what the observers have to say to get more 
specifics on that. 


Q Just a technical question on your first 
statement. This podium, all over the years -- I can say six or 
seven years -- has been steering away from comparisons. What 


is the temptation to compare between Panama and Bolivia -- this 
kind of change of policy? 


A I'm not going to compare what I'm doing now to 
things that may or may not have been done for the last six 
years. We think that there's a set of facts that need to be 
looked at together, and that's what we're doing. 


Q Richard, if General Noriega does not abide by the 
will of the people, as you said it was now incumbent on him to 
do, what are the options for the United States? 


A I'm not going to talk about options at this time. 


Q What do you want Noriega to do to abide by the 
will of the people? 


A To publish results fairly and freely and then to 
take the necessary action to let the winner win. 


Q There were reports that, at one point at least, 
none of the votes had reached the central counting place and 
that soldiers had impounded a lot of the ballots. Do you know 
anything about that? 


A Well, as far as I know, the tally sheets which 
were prepared in each of the stations had not reached the 
central counting place by about 2:00 or 3:00 a.m. yesterday 
morning when the counting was suspended. But the counting 
resumed this morning, I understand, so what exactly that means, 
I'm not drawing any conclusions. But that's my understanding 
of what happened. 


Q Do you expect a kind of populist reaction, 
popular uprising, against the elections? 


a I don't expect anything in specific terms. I 
know the opposition groups have announced a demonstration of 
some sort for about 12:30 Panama time today. 
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Q Noriega's candidate of course declared himself 
the victor. Isn't that already a good indication that they 
don't intend to, using your terms, “respect the will of the 
people"? 


A Well, there were already indications of that kind 
in the past. What we still have to see is when the official 
results are published. 


Q Does that mean there won't be any real reaction 
until the results are published, no matter how long that takes? 


A Yes. I mean, if it's unduly delayed, then I 
think we'd have to draw our own conclusions. But for the 
moment, we're looking for the results; we're looking to hear 
the reports of the observers; we look forward to the press 
conference this afternoon by the official delegation; we look 
forward to hearing from other observers, including Presidents 
Ford and Carter. And we'll study their reports with interest. 


Q When do you expect the official results? 


A I haven't been given a specific time. I was told 
later today, probably; but I'm not sure what that means. 


Q What would be a reasonable time to wait for these 
results? 


A I don't have anything specific on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the fact that the 
Panamanian authorities already, I think, gave facilities to the 
American observers to do their job? 


a Well, the White House delegation was able to 
observe the process without obstruction, including travel into 
and out of U.S. military installations. To our knowledge, 
other observers were also able to move freely about Panama. 


And as I said, they will hold a press conference at 4:00 p.m. 
I'm not drawing any conclusions yet, other than noting the fact 


that they evidently were permitted to visit places and to move 
freely about, to do their job. 


Q Where will the press conference be --— Howard? 

a I don't know for sure. You'd have to check down 
there. 

Q But in Panama? 

A In Panama, yes. 

Q In view of the scheduled demonstration, has any 


warning gone out to American citizens in Panama? 


A Nothing in particular that I'm aware of. I think 
we had a travel advisory up already, didn't we? 















-4- Monday, 5/8/89 131g 


Q Can you tell us the state of warnings or travel 
advisories for Americans in Pamana? 


A We'll have to check on that exactly. I'm not 
sure of the nature of the advisory that we have. 


Q You said you can't discuss what options the 
United States might be considering, but can you tell us, has 
the United States decided what to do if, as expected, the 
government announces that Duque has won? 


a That will depend in part on what the results are 
and what happens, so I don't have any announcements to make. 
All I can say is that our views are very well known. We 
support democracy in Panama. We will continue to support 
democracy in Panama. 


I'm sorry. I don't quite understand that. You 
say it depends on the results and what happens. But I mean, 
there aren't very many possibilities, are there, as to what the 
results are going to be and what's going to happen? Isn't 
there a contingency policy in place now? 


A I'm not going to get into contingencies. There's 
the obvious question that Noriega could allow the results to be 
published freely and fairly and accurately. And he still could 
allow the winner to take over. So until we see what happens, I 
don't think it's incumbent upon the United States to offer a 
response. 


Q Some people are suggesting that even if he were 
to allow the winner to take over, he would still be running the 
country, so presumably you want him to take steps beyond just 
allowing the winner to take over, correct? What steps are 
those? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into the future, but 
obviously not one single announcement would satisfy our 
concerns. 


Q I'm still confused about the position of the 
State Department regarding the motivation and the definition of 
terrorism regarding the killing of those two people waiting for 
the bus in Jerusalem on May 4. 


A That was the attack that Islamic Jihad claimed 
responsibility for, right? 


Yes. But has the Jihad -- do you have something 
on that now or -- 


a I don't have anything new. 


Q Do we know anything about the Jihad doing this? 
How do we know they claimed it? Who said it? 
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a All I know is what we were given last week which 
said that they had claimed responsibility; and we said last 
week it was an act of terrorism and we condemned it. 


Q Well, this conflicts with what Arafat said on 
Radio Monte Carlo the same day of the killings. He said that 
the Palestinian people are defending itself [sic]. I mean, so 
the Palestinian people presumably are in tow with his dictates, 
therefore it's PLO-motivated, isn't it? 


A I haven't seen anything that shows that the PLO 
claimed responsibility. I limit myself to what the Islamic 


Jihad did. We've said it's an act of terrorism. Our views on 
terrorism are well known. We condemned this incident, and we 


called upon all people who believe in peace to condemn the 
incident as well. 


Q Yeah, but Arafat hasn't condemned it. He praised 
it. Do you have something on that? 


A I'm afraid I don't have anything to add today. 


Q Can we check into that, about what he said on 
Radio Monte Carlo and the reported differences? 


a No, I think you can check that. I just don't 
have anything -- 


Q Well, I have, but I'm just wondering whether the 
State Department will take that statement into consideration in 
defining the issue. 


Q I just don't have anything to add today. I'm 
sorry. 


Q Anything on the Sudan and the problems of the 
food? ! 


A No, I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Could you look into the most recent situation? 
There was a piece in the Times, I think it was, on Saturday 
that said that there was concern that food was not getting 
through. 


A Okay. We'll look into the status of the food 
shipments. 


Q There was a killing of an Israeli soldier. His 
body was found. Do you have any comments on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Richard, also on Israel, there are reports out of 
Israel that the State Department has told the Israeli 
Ambassador here that their arrests of certain people in the 
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Occupied Territories could jeopardize their proposed election , 
idea. Is that accurate? And has the Ambassador been called in 
for consultations? 


A I'm not aware of anything specific on that. I'm 
sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the killing of four 
Palestinians in Gaza over the weekend, and the wounding of over 
135 during or after the prayers last Saturday? 


A I don't have anything specific on those 
incidents. As you know, we've called for an end to violence 
and urged everyone to exercise restraint, but I don't have 
anything specific on these incidents. 


Q This is, I think, the second incident that 
happened in the last two weeks since Nahalin, which has been 
condemned by a lot of people. Inside Israel, there was an 
inquiry about it; and it found that Israeli soldiers, who were 
there, overreacted and there were all kinds of breaches of 
orders. So can you look into this and see? This is a new 
trend into the escalation of violence against the Palestinians 
which a lot of people see this thing. Can you be more specific? 


A I don't think we'll have anything more specific 
to say about these particular incidents, as they come along. I 
think we've spoken about Nahalin and the reports that came out. 


Q There were reports this morning also from the 
Arab world or rather in the Occupied Territories that the 
United States and Israel came into agreement, or they are in 
agreement, to end the Palestinian intifida by August by all 
means in.order to prepare for elections. Can you comment on 
such reports? 


A I am not aware of any such reports, and I'm not 
aware of such agreement either. 


Any reaction to the reaction of Mr. Arafat to the 
Iranian call for violence against Americans in the West, do you 
know? 


a We welcome the statements by Arafat -- and I 
think there were statements as well by his spokesman -- 
condemning the call by Rafsanjani. They accord with the PLO's 
renunciation of terrorism and our understanding that it would 
denounce terrorism wherever it occurs. 


We call on all members of the international community 
to denounce Rafsanjani's statement and to take action to 
isolate Iran until it's ready to act responsibly. 


Q Just two follow-ups on the Middle East: On that 
question about Ambassador Arens (sic), could you look into 
that, please, and see if there was a such warning given? 
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a I can look into the question of whether there was 
such a meeting with the Ambassador and give you whatever 
readout is available. 


Q I forgot my other thing. Let Joe go. I had 
another one but why don't you let Joe go, and I'll think of it. 


Q On Friday you said you will look if the Nahalin 
attack was terrorist or not. Did you look at that? 


Qa I didn't say that, and I don't think Margaret 
said that either. 


She said she will look at that. 
We just don't have anything to report on that. 
You posted that? 


> 5 v> 


We posted some views on Nahalin. 


Q Do you have anything on this Newsweek story about 
the hydrogen bomb lost off Okinawa in the Sixties? 


A No. 


Q It's a very large story in Japan, and you have 
nothing to say about it at all? 


is) I'm afraid we don't, not at this point. 


Q You welcome Arafat's statement about the Iranian 
statement, but you say nothing about this killing in 
Jerusalem. Well, he hasn't said anything about that. He 
contradicts himself all the time. He's done it again. I won't 
say he's lying, but it's close to it, isn't it? 


a We talked about the killing in Jerusalem last 


week and have spoken about it again today, and I don't have 
anything to add. 


Q Do you welcome the fact that Arafat hasn't said 
anything about it? It's a contradiction in terms. 


a I'm not going to stand up here and welcome things 
that haven't taken place, if they haven't taken place. We've 
expressed our views on this. We tried to make very clear what 
we think of the incident, and I don't think there's anything 
more to say. 


Q Richard, you just mentioned calling on other 
countries to take action to isolate Iran. Do you have any 
suggestions as to what those actions could be? 


a Well, the U.S. has a panoply of steps that we've 
taken that we thought appropriate. Other countries have taken 
certain steps, but I don't prescription here, no. 
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Do you have anything on the supposed involvement 
of a U.S. diplomat in Havana in the illegal export of Cuban 
paintings to the United States? 
a No, I'm afraid I don't. 
Q You better check that one out. 


A I'll be interested in finding out if there is 
anything on that. 


Q Do you have any general statement on the other 
policy reviews, the regional policy reviews? Any schedule when 
they're going to be announced and done and how? 

A Nothing beyond what the Secretary and the 
President have said about how they would be completed and we 
would make the results known. 


Q You won't leak them; you'll give them in public 
to everybody so we can all get a fair shake on them? 


a I'm sure. 
Q Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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SUDAN: STATUS OF FOOD SHIPNENTS 


Q. What is the status of the celief food shipments to the 
Sudan? 





A. U.N. OFFICIALS REPORT THAT AS OF TODAY 45,000 HT OF FOOD 
RELIEF COMMODITIES HAVE BEEN SENT TO MEET THE WEEDS OF 
CIVILIANS DISPLACED BY THE COUNTRY’S CIVIL MAR. BOTH THE 
GOVERIGEINT OF SUDAN AND THE SPLA HAVE AGREED TO EXTEND 
BEYOMD APRIL 30 THE PERIOD UNDER WHICH RELIEF CAN HOVE 
ALONG THE AGREED “CORRIDORS OF TRANQUILITY." ‘THE TRAIN 
FROM MUGLAD TO ANZIL AND THE BARGES FROM KOSTI TO MALAKAL 
HAVE NOT YET DEPARTED, BUT ADDITIONAL SHIPMENTS OW THESE 
ROUTES ARZ EXPECTED SOON. BARRING A SUDDEN WORSENING OF 
THE RAINS, WE EXPECT THE PACE OF DELIVERIES TO CONTINUE 
AMD POSSIBLY INCREASE. 
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Posted: May 8, 1989 
MONDAY, MAY 8, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
ISRAEL; AMBASSADOR ARAD MEETS WITH SECRETARY, ROSS 
Q:- WAS THE ISRAELI AMBASSADOR TO WASHINGTON CALLED INTO THE 
STATE DEPARTMENT AND INFORMED THAT THE ARRESTS OF CERTAIN 
PEOPLE IN THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES COULD JEOPARDIZE THEIR 
PROPOSED ELECTION IDEA? 
A; —AMBASSADOR ARAD REQUESTED A MEETING TO DISCUSS THE MOSCOW 
MINISTERIAL AND POLICY PLANNING DIRECTOR DENNIS ROSS'S 
PLANS TO TRAVEL SUBSEQUENTLY TO ISRAEL. HE MET ON FRIDAY 


MAY 5 WITH BOTH THE SECRETARY AND MR. ROSS, BUT I HAVE 


NOTHING SPECIFIC ON THE MEETINGS FOR YOU. 











J325° 





Posted: May ¥ 1984 


¢ CUBA: ILLEGAL EXPORT OF PAINTINGS BY U.S. DIPLOMAT 


MAY 8 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: Do you have anything on the supposed involvement of a U.S. 
diplomat in Havana in the illegal export of Cuban paintings 
to the United States? 


A: I SUGGEST THAT YOU DIRECT YOUR INQUIRIES TO THE U.S. 
CUSTOMS SERVICE AND THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT WHICH HAVE 
JURISDICTION OVER CASES INVOLVING ILLEGAL IMPORTS INTO THE 


- 
» 


UNITED STATES. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #61 


TUESDAY, MAY 9, 1989, 12:23 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have two announcements. The first one concerns the OP-1 
Immigrant Visa Program. The March 1 to 31 period for applying 
for the OP-1 Immigrant Visa Program --— that is, the so-called 
visa “lottery” --— is now over. 3.2 million people applied 
successfully. We have numbered the successful applications. 

We are now going to select, by computer, 20,000 from among them. 


There will be a brief ceremony to mark the occasion on 
May 15 at 10:00 a.m. at a site in Merrifield, Va. Congressman 
Howard Berman, author of Section III of Public Law 100-658, and 
Assistant Secretary for Consular Affairs Joan Clark will be 
present. Congressman Berman will open the first few 
application envelopes selected by the computer and announce the 
nationalities of the applicants. 


' For those of you interested in covering this event, 
there will be a bus leaving the State Department for Merrifield 
at 9:15 a.m. Details will be posted in the Press Office, 
including a map of how to get there. 


Q When is that? 
a The 15th. Next Monday, as someone pointed out. 


The second announcement concerns the situation in 
Panama. Scattered and sporadic incidents of shooting and 
violence were reported throughout Panama last night, but this 
morning the streets are quiet. Our Embassy reports no visible 
troop presence this morning. 


We have no indications that the official vote count 
has ever begun. A range of international observers has 
concluded that the Noriega regime engaged in massive fraud in 
an attempt to steal the election, notwithstanding the fact that 
the Panamanian people have voted overwhelmingly for democracy 
and for a change of regime. We share these conclusions. 
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The Bishops have called on authorities to respect the 
will of the people. The church's statistical sampling of 115 
polling places showed the opposition cvalition winning 74 
percent of the vote with 25 for the regime. 


We believe the situation is clear cut. The Panamanian 
people have voted by margins of 2~ or 3-to-l to replace the 
Noriega regime with the opposition ca “‘idate. 


Once again, we call upon Noriega to respect the will 
of the people and to let the winner win. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement? 
A Yes. 

Q Is that it? 

A That's it. 


Q Questions: How long are you to keep making this 
call that doesn't get responded to? 


8 Well, we have no specific response yet, and 
Noriega hasn't made any announcements of either the true vote 
count or some other steps. 


Q So you now have something like about a 15-month 
pattern of our calling on Noriega to do various things like 
leave the country, and other things -- to respect the will of 
the people and everything. At some point, isn't there a 
concern that the United States will be accused of huffing and 
puffing, but not being able to blow anything down? 


A First of all, it's not up to us, specifically. 
You're positing that the United States is responsible for 


everything. We will take whatever asere we deem appropriate at 
our own good time, but this is basically something between 


Noriega and the people of Panama who have now, in the election, 
overwhelmingly rejected him. 


Q But the United States has taken specific steps. 
A We have. 


Q The United States began a specific campaign of 
punitive actions against General Noriega and his 
representatives over a year ago. It has been pursuing them 
unsuccessfully. The United States engaged in a lengthy series 
of negotiations which, by the admission of the former Secretary 
of State George Shultz were, standing rightly or standing now, 
were designed to get him to leave the country. They failed 
also. 
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We have continued to say -- while granted the people 
of Panama have a say in this, I have not heard at any time that 
the United States has abandoned its campaign to get rid of 
Noriega. And the answer we were given in the past was, “Well, 
let us see the results of the election." We're now seeing the 
results of the election. When can we expect the United States 
to decide what it is going to do next, in terms of Panama? 


A I don't have any specific prediction. You can 
expect to see something shortly, I guess is all I can say. The 
White House, I think, has said that there are different options 
under consideration for further things the United States might 
do, but we don't have any announcements. 


Q Is the United States consulting with other 
countries in the region about what to do? 


A Yes, we're talking to other countries in the 


region about the results of the election, and by implication, 
what we do next. 


Q Is the United States in touch with General 
Noriega, or is he in touch with the United States? Has there 
been any communication in recent days? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q There's no message brought by the observers, 
perhaps? 


a Well, President Carter met with Noriega the other 
day, on the 6th. 


Q Did he bring anything from General Noriega? 


re He wasn't carrying any messages. 
. Q Is there any concern about Americans in the Canal 
Zone’ 
a Yes, there is concern. I mean, there's been 


concern for some time, but I don't have anything specific for 
you today on steps we might have taken. 


Q What do you mean by -- there is no Canal Zone. 

A Canal Zone -- okay. 

Q Well, I mean, could you be specific about where -- 
A There is concern about Americans in the area. We 


have a travel advisory. We have long been concerned about the 
harassment by the Noriega regime, and our people are taking 
security precautions, but I don't have anything new on that 
today. 
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How many people -- of the Americans -- live on 
U.S. bases, and how many live on what would be Panamanian 
territory? 


A I'm afraid I don't have the numbers for you. 
You'd have to check with SOUTHCOM on those. 


Q When you say “further steps shortly," could you 
pin that down a little more? 


A No. 


Q Later in the day? 
No. It's not something that I anticipate doing 


here. 
Q Do you want to rule anything out? 
f Nope. 
Q You're not ruling out military intervention? 


A You asked me, do I want to rule anything out? 
And I said no. , 


Q Richard, when you talk about -- that the 
Secretary has said many times, “no accommodation with Panama as 
long as Noriega is in power," is it still the contention of the 
United States that he has to actually be physically out of 
Panama, somewhere else? Or could he be out of power and still 
in Panama? 


a I don't think our analysis has reached that level 
of sophistication, but I don't have anything specific for you. 
What we've said -- 


Q We had a year ago. 


7 What we've said is there can be no accommodation 
with a Noriega-dominated regime. 


Q Well, there was last year, was there not, 
discussion of some solution under which he might either leave 
power and stay in Panama, or leave power and leave Panama? 


a Yes, there was that discussion last year, but I 
don't have anything specific to say right now on that. We're 
not discussing options at this point. 


Q Well, Secretary Shultz, when he announced the end 
of the negotiation, said, “All offers are no longer on the 
table." So could you define for us just what "no 
accommodation" means? 
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A No, I can't at this point. 
Q Do we know what it means? 
A I think it means something -- 


Q I mean, does the U.S. Government know what it 
means? 


A Yes. It means a variety of things. It means 
normal relationships, it means normal contacts, it means normal 
cooperation. But I don't have any specifics to say today about 
exactly what options the U.S. will take, or what solutions we 
would accept. 


It's clear that there is a clear solution here right 
now. I'm not trying to send any signals. It's just I'm not 
trying to prejudice things. 


Q What is that clear solution? 


i) A clear solution is for Noriega to respect the 
results of what the people did in the election, to respect the 
fact that they don't want him any more. 


Q Do you have any comment on the PLO submission of 
their application to WHO? 


A Nothing too specific. The matter is still under 
discussion in Geneva at the World Health Assembly, and I think 
the discussion is now scheduled for Wednesday at 2:30 p.m. in 
Geneva. There are a number of formulations of proposals under 
discussion in Geneva, but it would be premature for me to start 
commenting on specific ones. 


Q Could you tell me how much the United States owes 
in arrears to the World Health Organization? How much money? 


a I don't remember the number precisely. We have 
it, and we can get it for you. 

Q Guatemala. 

a Does that have a question mark on the end? 

q Whatever you have. 


Aa Okay. The situation in Guatemala: As of 
approximately 10:30 Washington time this morning, our 
information indicates that an attempted coup in Guatemala has 
been put down. According to Guatemalan television, several 
former military officers and private citizens believed to have 
initiated the coup attempt have been arrested. 
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No shooting or casualties have been reported. Traffic 
is returning to normal, and radio and television stations have 
resumed normal broadcasting. We have reports that the airport 
is closed, but earlier this morning two Pan American Airlines 
flights were allowed to depart. 


We understand that the Government of Guatemala is 
holding a televised press conference today at 12 noon 
Washington time. Our Embassy has been informed that President 
Cerezo was meeting with his Cabinet this morning. 


The Guatemalan armed forces provided important support 
for the return to democracy in 1986. We are heartened that the 
military as an institution has rejected the attempt of some 
elements to overthrow the current government and is continuing 
its support for constitutional, civilian-led democracy in 
Guatemala. 


Q There were some reports that the Air Force was 
not entirely under control yet. Do you have anything on that? 


a I saw reports -- I think Guatemalan television 
reports -- that the Air Force people were involved in this 
attempt, but I don't have anything specific on that. 


Q Did you have any read-out on the Secretary's 
talks with Shevardnadze? Have they gotten to the Middle East 
yet, do you know? 


a) The answer is no, I don't have any information on 
the Secretary's trip. That has to be gotten from the party out 
there, so that finishes with that. 


Let's go back to Guatemala. 


Q Do you have anything on the missile discussions 
with the President and Mr. Lubbers, any developments on that? 


a Dutch Prime Minister Lubbers is here on a private 
visit. He is to receive an honorary degree today from 
Georgetown University. While in Washington, he'll be meeting 
with the President to discuss matters of mutual interest, 
including preparations for the NATO Summit and other issues 
such as environmental concerns. 


Foreign Minister van den Broek is accompanying the 
Prime Minister, and he will be meeting with Acting Secretary 
Eagleburger. The Acting Secretary will also attend a working 
lunch with the Prime Minister. 


You asked specifically about short-range nuclear force 
discussions. I'm sure that will come up in the context of 
their discussions of preparations for the NATO Summit, but I 
don't have anything new for you on that. 
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Q Do you have any information about that nuclear 
weapon off Japan? 


6 You'll have to ask Defense, I think, on that 
story. 


Q Do you have any more information about the visit 
of Moshe fArens and Yitzhak Rabin to Washington the 20 and 2lst 
of this month? 


4 No, I don't. I'm not sure we've announced 
anything yet. 


Q There are reports out of Austria and West Germany 
that a number of West German, or western European companies are 
helping to build missile facilities in Romania. Do you have 
anything on that? , 


a I don't have anything specific on that. We have 
cooperated with West European governments, including the 
Germans, on the subject of missile proliferation and generally 
on the subject of exports, and we know the Germans are 
improving their export laws in that area. But I don't have 
anything specific on these allegations. 


Do you have anything on what the Administration 
has been advising European governments who are considering 
assistance to the Sandinista government -- to Nicaragua? 

A Our position on additional assistance to the 
Nicaraguans is well known. We believe that economic assistance 
should be closely linked to Sandinista compliance with their 
promises to hold free, fair, and honest elections. 


We do have a continuing dialogue with our European 
allies on measures to promote democratic elections in Nicaragua 


Q Sir, a new round of talks started yesterday in 
Athens between Greece and the United States for a new 
Greek-U.S. Defense and Economic Cooperation Agreement, which 
also includes the fate of the American military base in Greece. 


How do you see, so far, the future of those bases in 
Greece after a 17-month period of negotiations between the two 
governments? 


a I appreciate your question, and the talks have 
resumed, but I don't have anything to say from here on that. 
The discussions have to continue. We're interested in reaching 
a successful conclusion, but I don't want to get into talking 
about the outcome. 


Q Anything new on the stepped-up violence in the 
occupied territories? 
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5 Nothing new today, no. 


Q Can I come back to Guatemala? 

‘ Sure. 

Q Two questions: Any information as to the cause 
for the attempted coup? What was behind it? 

a No. 

Q Okay. And secondly, coming at the same time as 


the unrest in Panama, does this indicate that there is concern 
in the Administration about the region, the stability of the 
region? 


o I don't think so. We've had a strong support for 
democracy in the region, and to that extent, our reactions to 
both situations is consistent and clear. But I don't think we 
have any special concern about stability at this point. 


Q Well, yesterday, you failed to give comment on 
press reports on the lost H-bomb off Okinawa. Do you have any 
comment today? 


a No, I don't. I'll leave it to the Defense 
Department. I think they've been explaining that situation. 


Q Richard, on Pan-Aam 103, there have been reports 
quoting Revel of the FBI on his conclusions about that 
bombing. Do you have an Administration statement on that? 


A You're going to be disappointed when I finally 
find it. Basically, the statement -- wherever it is -- says 
that the investigation is continuing. We don't have any 
conclusions yet on it. 


Q Why is he giving his views then? 

a You asked me if there were any official 
conclusions, any official views, and the answer is no. We 
don't have any official conclusions and views. And for 


questions about Mr. Revel's statement, you just have to ask the 
FBI. 


Q Are they still the lead agency? 
6 Yes, they are. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR U.S. OFFICIALS 
MOSCOW, U.S.S.R. 


MAY 10, 1989 


Official: Let me start out by saying that the opening 
small meeting with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze that 
was supposed to be a 2S-sinute seeting actually ran an 
hour and the best way, I think, to summarize it is to 
draw from some of their comments as they case back fros 
that meeting to the slightly larger group. 


Minister Shevardnadze summarized the discussions as 
very good discussions and how they would adhere to 
continuity, the need to build on past efforts and to 
add on in a joint effort. 


The Secretary spoke about furthering the engagesent 
across a broad range of issues and they agreed about 
the need to develop fraseworks analagous to those that 
already existed in the arms control and husan rights 
areas and to have those frameworks for the regional and 
transnational issues in particular. They both agreed 
and the Secretary stated in particular that this was an 
expansion to new areas and certainly did not come at 
the expense of args control. He described his outlook 
and said that the present view of the relationship is 
one that is active, positive, constructive and 
expanding. He also restated the views about 
perestroyka and the fact that the United States viewed 


it as a very important development, a positive 
development. 


The Soviet Union spoke about their commitment to 
renewal and talked a little about what was next. They 
spoke about yee further discussions both for the 
rest of this Ministerial seeting and looking sore 


broadly to the future. In particular, they sentioned 
that they ¢t he it sight be useful for future 
Ministerials if the working groups sight seet a couple 
of days in advance in all the categories so as to 
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further develop issues before the Ministers arrived. 
The small group seeting then started ... after our 
meeting -- there was a aeeting of about seven or eight 
on the side which involved a lengthy discussion of a 
regional agenda. The first topic was Central America. 
The Secretary emphasized the importance of it to the 
overall relationship. He noted how we were building 
our policy on a regional treaty, the Esquipulas 
agreement. He noted how the Soviet Union had also 
stated its support for Esquipulas and they thought that 
provided a common ground on which to build. 


Minister Shevardnadze noted that there were quite a few 
elements in the program that the Secretary described 
that were worthy of attention. He said that there 
certainly are opportunities. He believed there was a 
good basis for dialogue and he said he believed that we 
could cooperate in finding a political settlement to 
Find peace in the region. In particular, he noted that 
in responding to the Secretary's Focus on the need for 
democratic reforms in accordance with the Esquipulas 
agreement that the Soviet Union considered it isportant 
for the Sandinistas to have international observers 
throughout the whole election process, not just in the 
elections but as they build up to elections. 


The second regional topic they discussed was 
Afghanistan. The Soviet Union, Minister Shevardnadze, 
focussed on the need to create a dialogue agongst the 
various factions in Afghanistan. Secretary Baker sade 
it clear that in his view the Mujahiddin would never 
accept Najibullah as part of a successor government and 
then they talked about further possible discussions 
that they might have on the Afghanistan issue. 


The third topic was Middle East. The Secretary 
outlined in detail our approach, including why he 
believes it has progise. He described where he 
believes the elections fit in. He noted the role that 
the Soviets could play. Minister Shevardnadze noted 
that the election proposal was worthy of attention, 
although he said a nusber of points regain unclear. He 
focussed on the fact that he thought it was an 
important developgent, that our emphasis was on 
cooperation and not confrontation on this as well as 
other regional topics. He suggested that as we pursue 
the elections and other options that we conanlir aore 
Erequently. He also stressed the point that the 
Secretary did separately about the importance of 
dealing with the proliferation issues in the region, 
both missile and chemical. 
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They then soved to the topic of Lebanon, where both 
agreed that they need to do something to try to stop 
the bloodshed. They spoke of the iaportance of working 
for a ceasefire. They noted the importance of relying 
on the Arab League in building on the Arab League 
efforts to develop a long term solution. In general, 
Minister Shevardnadze noted at the end of a long 
discussion of these four items that they had a strong 
interest in engaging further on the regional agenda. 
Indeed, he listed a number of other regional issues 
where he hoped we could develop a comsgon basis for 
further action and in particular he noted Iran, Iraq, 
Cambodia, Korea, Southern Africa. And there was 
further discussion of a number of these topics in the 
working group. 


The next meeting that the Ministers had dealt the hugan 
rights issue. Secretary Baker started it by talking 
about how he had just come from a meeting with recently 
elected parliamentary deputies. He noted how he 
considered it a very positive step. He noted then our 
continuing interest in resolving refusenik cases and 
after a discussion of some of the details of those, he 
focussed on the need to institutionalize some of the 
changes in Soviet society through enactment of laws in 
building the institutional capability -- for example, 
judicial refors. He emphasized that hugan rights 
always retained pride of place for us because it was 
the basis for democracy and Freedom of choice in 
society. 


Minister Shevardnadze talked in some detail about their 
legal reform efforts they were facing in the 
parliament. For example, he talked about their efforts 
with the ery code, their development of the judicial 
systems, their press and sedia laws, their freedom of 
conscience cases and the development of laws dealing 
with the exit of citizens for the emigration issue. 

The way that the subject was left was they discussed 
some of the work that had already been done in the 
working group and they expected to continue given the 
Soviet interest in the rule of law question which, as 
you know, starts with General Secretary Gorbachev and 
works down, they consider it an area that was ripe for 
substantial further exchanges on a variety of detailed 
topics. 


And then the other two topics which [I'll leave is that 
Secretary Baker had a seeting with the parliasentary 
deputies which (another official) will outline, and the 
last topic that they got into today was args control 
which (another official) will give you the aajor points 
of. 


1337 








+a 


Another official: As you all know, the Secretary set 
at 3:15 with the three newly elected deputies. I 
believe you have a handout on their nages. He opened 
by congratulating them on what they had accomplished. 
He said that we in the U.S. have watched the change in 
your country and that there is a high degree of 
interest in the United States in what is happening 
here. He restated for them the President's views on 
perestroyka and his own and he re-eaphasized to thes 
how auch the President and he wanted perestroyka to 
succeed. They then had a discussion. They wanted the 
deputies to ask the Secretary to explain to them a 
little bit about the role of legislators in our country 
and how it works, how our system goes. Secretary Baker 
said that our legislators spoke out both for and 
against the executives policies. One of the deputies 
thought that was kind of interesting and had a good 
smile on his face. Two of the deputies had just 
returned from the United States. Both stressed in 
their presentations to Secretary Baker the isportance 
of understanding between our two peoples and both of 
them stressed at a grass roots level the isportance of 
contacts between our two peoples. 


Another official: On arms control, there were good 
discussions today between the Ministers and also in the 
ares control working group and we expect those 
Jiscussions will continue tomorrow. One of the points 
that we stressed today, starting with the Secretary, 
was our readiness to engage actively across the broad 
front of arms control negotiations in the context of 
our general approach to the Soviet Union which [ think 
has already been touched on. 


By the end of the Ministerial we expect to have gotten 
into all of the gain topics in args control, that is to 
say START, defense in space, the nuclear testing talks, 
and proliferation with some particular eaphasis on 
newer disensions of chemical and sissile proliferation, 
as well as the force reduction confidence building 
measures in Europe -- discussions where, of course, we 
are at the table together with our allies. 
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For our part today, the Secretary talked about our 
approach to arms control, our general goals, and here 
he stressed particularly reducing the risk of nuclear 
war, introducing greater stability and predictability 
and also constraining and eliminating certain specific 
threats. We also got into the need for effective 
verification and for effective and scrupulous 
compliance with verification issues as something that 
we regard as necessary to sustain the viability of any 
armas control agreesents or to sustain the areas control 
process itself. The Ministers agreed to set dates for 
resumption of the various negotiations. These specific 
dates are under discussion and I expect thes to 

fixed between the Ministers. 


ind finally, we made the point that we are ready to 
proceed in general on the basis of the work that has 
heen done and that we expect that the Soviets will seek 
considerable continuity in our positions while at the 
same Cime noting that we would reserve the possibility 
of introducing soge possible changes and new ideas 
which [ don't think surprised the Soviets. 


In terms of our general approach, I would siaply note 
that I think that Minister Shevardnadze for his part 
expressed ideas that were very sigilar to our basic 
goals -- the approach that ['ve just outlined -- and in 
ef€ect welcomed the Secretary's approach to the 
subject. 


Another official: The one other general cossent ['11 
make is that we've outlined basically what happened in 
the seetings that the Ministers attended, as I also 
mentioned there was a separate seeting, a working 
group, Om ar@s control. There was one on regional that 
was taki lace in part during the session and in part 
when nd I were free from the session. There 
was also a group on transnational and bilateral 
relations and then the hugan rights discussions that 
started before we arrived and were ongoing. 






Q. Om the regional question, you sees to be suggesting 
that the third point on Central America, there was sose 
discussion of a future way of dealing with this, could 
you elaborate on what you had in gind and sort of along 
the same lines, Gerasisaov's rendition of the Soviet 
position seemas to suggest so@e future something on 
Central America. How does that proceed? 
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Official: Without gecting terribly specific abour it, 
the impression I got from the Soviets in both the large 
group and then in the small group was that they felt 
that the position that we outlined had a nusber of 
particularly interesting points to them. They felt 
that -- on Central America -- and that secondly they 
fate that the constructive role that we were urging 
them to play also provided some opportunities for 
further discussion and that as a process satter I think 
there is an assumption that is likely to be filled in 
about getting together at an experts level in the near 
future to try to Elesh these out further. 


Q. It was said on the plane that so far as the Middle 
East is concerned, the U.S. would be looking for help 
from the Soviets, that we could use all the help we can 
get on tractable issues and so forth, the specific 
point was made that they would be asked to resuse full 
relations with Israel. Could you characterize what 
seems to be a positive description of the Middle East . 
- does that amount to the description we were given 
and did the U.S. ask for that resumption of relations? 


Official: Let me speak generally and then I'll defer 
to (other official) who also dealt with this in the 
small group as well. We thought it was particularly 
notable in terms of the fact that Minister Shevardnadze 
said that the election proposal was particularly worthy 
of attention while noting that gaany points remained 
unclear. There was, as a general matter, a a 
sense I think I alluded to of real possibilities for 
cooperation in the area while recognizing that the 
hurdles to clear were still substantial. As for the 
particular element vou mentioned about relations with 
Israel, that was a subject that the Secretary raised in 
the meeting and Minister Shevardnadze's answer focussed 
on the fact that they currently had a nuaber of 
meetings with Israeli officials, and correct se if I's 
wrong, his attitude about further formalities seemed to 
be positive while not definitive. 


Q. Inaudible. 


A. I would say an encouraging but not definite 
response. 


Q. We had sort of accused the Soviet Union along with 
Cuba and Nicaragua of violating the Esquipulas 
Accords. Did that come up or did the Soviets ask hia? 
Did you volunteer? Did you explain it? 
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Official: Explain an accusation of violation, in terags 
of aras shipments? 


Inaudible question. 


Official: The point of emphasis was where we 

were .. . two points really. One is how we had some 
potential for developing a common policy based on the 
principles of Esquipulas, focussing on -- to susmarize 
it -- the democratization, the non-threat of 
insurgencies to neighbors and the re-integration of 
insurgent forces under safe and degocratic conditions. 
The second point was that the Secretary also noted the 
importance of the region to overall political attitudes 
domestically and in the Congress in the United States 
and why it was an area that was not only ripe for 
action but also one that would have significant 
implications if there weren't actions. I put in that 
second category of the potential cost of not working 
something out on this area to be some of the points 
that you were gentioning and some of those were raised, 
some of the dangers. The tone was not accusatory in 
tone. The tone was sort of outlining the hard facts 
about some of the dangers that could arise. For 
exagple, he mentioned the fact that with the increasing 
number of refugees coming from Central America to the 
southern part of the United States, how that would 
start to affect domestic political attitudes towards 
those that they thought were responsible for soge of 
the upheaval. The second aspect of that was that he 
also eaphasized on a number of occasions that it was 
very iaportant for the United States if we were going 
to be able to have the full degree of engagement on a 
broader agenda and a deeper agenda that we saintain the 
domestic political support for that and in that context 
he highlighted Central America as a key category. 


. What were the areas of disagreements across all 

ive baskets. If you were to point to one or two 
things that you clearly disagreed on and you were 
disappointed in as a result of today's talks, what 
would you focus on? 


A. This reminds we of those questions that you used to 
get in interviews for college where they sort of say 
please nage your gajor weaknesses and you say things 
like "I work too hard.” (laughter) 


I have to say that the overall tome was very good. 








Q. Surely, there must be some key areas where there 
were certain challenges and certain suggestions and 
your rebuttal 


A. I guess the best way to state that would be that 
while there was clearly a significant potential, 
particularly in some of these regional areas, that 
there also is a long way to go in terms of being able 
to make those achievements. You know, you had a series 
of sessions that covered some pretty wide ranging 
agendas. Each side laid out their position. There 
were, in varying degrees, the topics that they thought 
they might he able to come together, but obviously, in 
the Middle East there are still questions. For 
example, the Secretarv raised the Soviet behavior, as 
he said it publicly with states who sponsor terrorisa 
and there was clearly no immediate sort of recognition 
that that was behavior that was going to be changed. 


Q. Did you mention Libya on that position? 

A. There was a discussion on Libya -- yes. 

Q. Was the SNF issue raised in any context, nusber 
one. And, were specifics about Soviet aid to Nicaragua 
raised, or was it done in a more general context? 


A. Nu@ber one, SNF, no -- it wasn't raised at all, 
unless it was in the separate meeting. 


Q. It's not expected to come up togorrow, either? 


A. I don't know. I don't get into the job of prophecy. 


Q. Well, ome of the other officials seemed to have 
ideas about what was going to happen tomorrow. He made 
a point about things that were likely to come up 
tomorrow. 


A. (The official referred to) So, I misspoke, Ralph. 


A. (First official) There was certainly no indication 
that it would come up, but ['m not a wind reader. 
There was a second part 9 vour question. 


Q. Did we address the $500 million in military aid as 
a specific, or did you do it with more kid gloves? 
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A. No, the topic of @ilitary aid came up in terms of 
the area, and I guess the best way to describe it is 
that there was a discussion of wilitary aid in the 
region, how it is destabilizing, how in our view it 
cleanly violates the terms of Esquipulas and, I guess, 
the best way to say it is that we have @ sense that 
there is room for movement in that area. There is, I 
think, some possibility for some positive developments, 
but I think there still needs to be some further 
attention to the details. 


Q. . « « afMs control. How do you structure your 
agreement level? Was that anticipated for some of the 
regionals you discussed -- the Central America or the 
Middle East, for example’ 


A. Let me wake a general point and have (other 
official) answer this in more detail. A lot of what we 
were seeking to do today was to focus on areas trying 
to lay out a framework wherein we could work 
cooperatively. Just to take the Middle East exasple, 
as the Secretary has mentioned, the ability for the 
Soviet Union to play a positive role through, for 
example, Syria, through recognition of Israel and 
further removing the sense of Israel's isolation. And 
then the negative actions that are disruptive to an 
overall peace process. 


That was in part what we did in different areas to 
different degrees, sort of set up some of the 
architecture of how you could try and address in a 
cooperative fashion some of the problems in the 

region. And then to further amplify it in the case of 
the Middle East, then the Secretary described in detail 
some of the meetings that we had with both Arab and 
Israeli leaders, the importance of the election process 
and so we have both the sense of what various parties 
can do to play a constructive role and also an outline 
of the way we could see things proceeding. 


To take a second analogy or second case in the example 
of Central America I've discussed generally Esquipulas 
and that is sort of the basis of -he relationship. 
Then the Secretary outlined some cf the elements that 
we cage to an agreement with Congress and also some 
additional detail and then pointed out how the 
Sandinistas needed to take certain actions to allow the 
overall objectives of Esquipulas fair and free 
giections and so forth co cake place. He mentioned, 

or example, particularly the fact that the promises 


that the Sandinistas made in terms of changing their 


electoral laws had not vet been satisfactory not only 
to us, but to individuals like President Arias. 
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And so in that context would set up 4 basis for what we 
were trying to achieve, get their sense on whether that 
was a positive basis for proceeding and then outline 
some of our ideas on how the Soviet Union could 
contribute to that. And then there were varying 
degrees in each area of agreement on the role that they 
would be willing to play. 


A. Other Official: I think that the only thing I 
would add is that the Secretary sort of put this ina 
context and the context was that we are very interested 
to see whether or not we can turn competition and 
confrontation in the region into a different kind of 
relationship, into a basis for cooperation. So what 
Bob was suggesting was reflective of an approach we 
went through in some detail. Our particular approach 
is the basis of those approaches; why we thought they 
could be successful; where there were potential 
opportunities; where the Soviets could contribute and 
be helpful; and he did that, as I said, in some 
detail. 


Q. Did you have any discussion of Euture meetings at 
the Ministerial level or for that matter at a higher 
level? Any discussion of that? How the gseetings will 
proceed in the future?’ 


A. O€ficial: Only in that there was an implicit 
assumption in that first point that there would be 
further meetings and that it would be useful to build 
on this working group process and perhaps have the 
working groups meet tore in advance so as to try and 
set up some of these issues further prior to any 
Ministerial meeting. 


Q. What about a Summit? Did that come up? 

A. I don't believe the Suasit did come up. 

Q. Not at the meeting in any way? 

(Some inaudible. exchanges.) 

Q. When you said that they'd agreed to set dates for 
the resuaption of various negotiations, what 


negotiations are you talking about and when do you 
expect those dates to be set? 
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a. Well, as I said, this is still under discussion and 
we expect the Ministers to set the dates, fix the dates 
for, particularly for the NST talks, so I am not going 
to get out ahead of them. I think that what we're 
talking about is setting dates for resuming not only 
that but some of the other talks as well -- nuclear 
testing, for example, and getting back to certain foras 
of bilaterals that we had in various areas, such as the 
chemical. 


Q. What is the status of setting a date on the START 
talks? 


A. I repeat, under discussion and we expect the 
Ministers to be fixing, to be settling that issue 
tomorrow, fixing dates. 


Q. . You'll get that tomorrow? 


Official: I just want to clear up one point with 
various questions. When you asked the question, did 
the Secretary specifically challenge Shevardnadze to 
restore diplomatic relations with Israel, what he did 
is go through a series of steps that would be useful to 
the overall process of which this was one. There were 
others as well. 


. , . election idea, did you indicate that you 
should go to Arafat, to the PLO, and use their 
influence with Syria to foster that idea, to advance it 
in any way? 


Official: He did not get into greater detail than 
that, on the elections question. There was a working 
group meeting in which we had a fair amount of 
discusssion about the concept itself, but we did not, 
even there we didn't get into the specific steps that 
they might take. We were dealing more with a lot of 
the questions that one might have about elections as a 
concept and where it fit into the overall process. 


Q. Did the Soviets try in any way try to tie in any 
way Afghanistan with this Nicaraguan question? 


A. No. It took us that long to get that. We chought 
we'd get that one earlier. 


Q. When the Soviets proposed that both countries stop 
military aid to Central America, what was the U.S. 
response? 


A. I'm sorry, what was the question? 





346 


9. When the Soviets proposed that both countries stop 
military aid to Central America, what was the U.S. 
response? 


A. Our standard and continuing response is that we 
don't believe that the situations are at all 
symmetrical. 


Q. Om Afghanistan, what were the terms of your 
discussion? You mentioned further discussions are 
possible. Would that imply that the Soviets cage at 
you with their existing position that they want 
negotiations now and did you have a response to that? 


A. It was left kind of general. I[t was in the topic 
of Focussing on the dialogue that they were talking 
about within an intra-Afghan situation and we had a 
number of questions about how that dialogue would work, 
Since it's not the easiest group of parties to get 
together. [I don't know if you discussed it at all in 
separate groups. 


Q. When the question of SDI came up, did you get any 
impression that this is going to be a problem in the 
future in arms control negotiations? Is it going to be 
ety above the level at which it is now being dealt 
with? 


A. Well, let me first of all say that we're still 
talking. We've got more talk to do on arms control, 
including between the Ministers. We didn't come here 
to get deep into specific positions with the idea of 
pushing particular negotiating positions. We did touch 
on some specific issues. That was among them, but as I 
Said, it was not in the vein of seeking to resolve 
these issues at this point. 


Q. What about terrorism and the separate issue of 
missile and chemical proliferation in the Third World, 
which we heard a lot about in Washington. There was 
some talk before we left and on the plane about maybe 
getting the Soviets into some kind of mutual effort on 
both those things. 


Q. Can you report on those? 


A. At the Ministerial level, as [ believe I mentioned, 
but I may have Forgotten, is that they did discuss both 
those topics. Minister Shevardnadze spoke about some 
past efforts and suggested they should continue on the 
terroris@ question. He noted that that was a gajor 
concern for them as well as for us. 
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In other words, nothing gore than the occasional 
sharing of notes that has gome on... 


A. In the general session, it was that. I don't know 
of anything in the specific sessions if they went 
beyond that. 


For your second part which was the sissile 
proliferation, the topic came up in the regional 
discussions when. focussing on the Middle East and both 
of them discussed some of the dangers, talked a little 
bit about some of the countries and soge of the 
hardware. The Secretary emphasized that he thought it 
was not only a question of missile but also chesical. 
Minister Shevardnadze was in basic agreement and, as [ 
recall, there was a statement or an assumption that 
there would be gore detailed further work done on 
that. [ don't know if chat happened in the group. 


They covered a lot here. They spent a lot of tige on 
the regional, the human rights. It is may assumption at 
least that there will be further discussion of some of 
the arms control issues tomorrow perhaps, including 
that one and terrorism as well. Terroris@ is, as you 
recall, in the basket organization here is prigarily a 
transnational issue, although it does come up in the 
context of the Middle East in particular, and the 
transnational issues are to be discussed tosgorrow. 


Q. Shevardnadze very recently visited Tehran and had a 
friendly visit with the Ayatollah. Did the issue of 
the call to kill Europeans come up at all? 


A. Indeed it did. Yes, and Americans too. [t's a 
point that we take very sensitively. The Secretary 
eaphasized that in the overall discussion of the 
actions that the Soviet Union could take to build 
cooperation in the Middle East -- how he felt it was 
counterproductive when nations stepped outside the 
basic principles of dealing in a humanitarian fashion, 
there wasn't a universal response. Minister 
Shevardnadze explained the basis of the Soviet Union's 
relations with Iran and He emphasized in particular 
that given the shared border of about 2500 kiloseters 
how they considered it important to try and develop a 
respectable relationship, good neighborly relationship, 
but he did note that they shared our sense of -- the 
term was that their position on terrorism@a has been 
stated in the past and is understood and they adhere to 
it. The Secretary concluded the part by saying that he 
felt that neighborly relations did not need to include 
accepting outrageous behavior. 


Thank you all. 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #82 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 10, 1989, 12:22 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. iI 
have four announcements to make. 


The first concerns the report to Congress on Voting 
Practices in the United Nations. On April 20, the President 
transmitted his report to Congress on voting practices in the 
United Nations covering the 43rd General Assembly Session. A 
limited number of copies of this report are now available in 
the Press Office. It would be appreciated if organizations 
would take only one copy each. 


Any questions? Moving right along. 


The Secretary has named Morris 8. Abram to head the 
U.S. delegation to the Paris Conference on the Human Dimension 
under the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. 
The meeting in Paris will be the first in a series of three 
conferences dedicated to examining implementation of human 
rights commitments by the 35 nations which participate in the 
CSCE. Mr. Abram has extensive background in human rights 
matters. More information on this event and on Mr. Abram is 
available in the Press Office. We also have a contact point 
for people interested in covering the conference which starts 
May 31* in Paris. 


Questions on that? 


The third one concerns Argentina. On May 14, 1989, 
the Argentine people will have the opportunity to vote for 
their new President and members of Congress. Since the last 
Presidential elections in 1983, the Argentines have voted in 
two national elections for members of Congress and local 
officials 


The people of Argentina have demonstrated throughout 
the last six years their commitment to democracy and their 
support for the rule of law. Against this backdrop of shared 





*CORRECTION: The Conference starts May 30 in Paris. 
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democratic values, the government of the United States looks 
forward to continuing cooperative relations based on mutual 
respect and a constructive dialogue with whatever government 
the Argentine people freely choose through constitutional 
processes. 


A more lengthy version of that statement is available 
in the Press Office. 


Q Who do you want to win? 


A We don't pick winners. We just support the 
process. 


Panama -- a sit’ “report. The U.S. Embassy 
reports Panama City is qu. «.. Stores and banks are open but 
there's little activity. Schools remain closed Panamanian 
combat troops have been deployed in Panama City. 


The regime's electoral tribunal has released partial 
results from two provinces purporting to show the regime 
leading the opposition by 2-to-l. At the same time, with about 
50 percent of the vote tallied, the opposition's parallel vote 
count shows the opposition coalition with 68.4 percent of the 
vote and the regime coalition with 23.4 percent. 


The reports of the U.S. and foreign observers, as wel] 
as reports from reliable independent sources within Panama, 
concerning the handling of the ballots and the ACTAs -- that 
is, the vote tally sheets -- after the polls closed on May 7 
indicate that the fraud perpetrated by the regime has continued 
after the voting stopped. 


Having failed in his attempt to rig the election in 
advance, Noriega is now doing everything he can to steal it 
after the fact despite the clear message from the people of 
Panama. 


Q Is that it? 
A That's it. 


Q Could you tell us what the United States is doing 
diplomatically or otherwise to bring pressure to bear on 
Noriega? 


a We've been in touch with a lot of people in the 
region. We've noted statements by several prominent Latin 
Americans. I believe the President yesterday mentioned the 
statements by the Peruvian Government and statements as well by 
Venezuela, and I believe Costa Rica. So we're talking to other 
governments in the region about Panama, and about the 
developments there and expressing our common concern. 


As far as what we might be considering otherwise, as 
you put it, I don't have anything to add today. 
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Q Car you give us some examples of how the fraud 
continued after <se balloting? And, also, do you consider 
Americans to be in danger right now? 


i On how the fraud continued after the balloting, 
there have been a wide variety of reports I refer you most 
specifically to the things that President Carter had to say 
But, in general, it related to the lack of a serious vote count 
to the substitution, at times, of false tally sheets, 
falsification of tally sheets, snd the lack of any real 
evidence that any accurate vote count was being conducted. 


Q The second part about Americans? 

i Americans -- we still have a travel advisory down 
there. And. yes, we are concerned about the safety of 
Americans. 


Q What about reports there might be more U S 
troops sent down to Panama? 


“ I don't have anything on what may or may not be 
under consideration. 


Q What can you tell us about reports that Noriega 
has said that he's going to declare the election null and void? 


“ I've seen such reports. I don't have any 
predictions of what Noriega is going to do. I just know what 
he should do, and that's respect the wishes of the Panamanian 
people. 


Q Do you know, is the Group of Eight meeting on 
this subject? What are the Latin Americans doing? Is there 
something we can expect? 


a I don't have anything to expect. As 1 remember 
it, the Venezuelan statement said that they would be contacting 
a number of other countries to discuss this as well. 


Q You don't know of any meetings going on? 


“ No, I don't have anything on meetings they may be 
having. 


Q Is the U.S. holding meetings with any of these 
countries to discuss this issue? 


a We're meeting in different places with these 
countries, mostly in capitals through our embassies. We're 
talking to countries. But as far as I know, we're not 
participating in any group meetings as of yet. 


Q Is there any discussion of taking the issue to 
either the OAS or the United Nations for an emergency debate? 
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- I'm not aware of any right now. But if something 
does develop, we'll get you the information on it 


Q How many different countries are we talking to? 

” I don't know how to answer that The answer, I 
guess, is lots. We're talking to most everybody in Latin 
America as far as I know, and I believe we've -- well, we've 


discussed this with other people with whom we meet. 


Q Any countries outside Latin America -- Europeans, 
or -- 


a I don't have anything specific on that I guess 
we can check on that one. We'll see what we can get you. 


Q I believe there was a meeting with the Oas 
Permanent Council this morning. If Panama came up and the U.S. 
Representative had something to say, could we get copies? 


ia Yes, I assume so. 


Q You said you are concerned about the danger for 
Americans in Panama. What is your concern? 


a We've had a continuing concern about harassment 
of f@mericans there. It existed before the elections due to a 
number of incidents that were there. 


Q Have there been any -- 


a And our travel advisory, I think, goes into more 
detail about it. 


Q Have there been any other incidents since the 
election, or since the United States denounced the election as 
fraudulent? 


a There was, I believe, a news report last night 
about a beating of an American sailor. There was an incident 
of that kind. SOUTHCOM, I think, is looking into it. 


Q Who are we _—— to recognize as the Panama 
government, then, after the elections? 


a I don't have anything on something like that. I 
don't want to speculate at this point. 


Q Well, we still recognize President Delvalle, 
right? 


n That's right. 


Q Any plans to have the Ambassador come home for 
consultations? 
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“ I'm not talking about plans, options 


Q What can you tell us about Secretary Baker's 
meeting this morning with Mr. Shevardnadze? 


oa I am not going to speak of that here They're 
doing the proper briefings and keeping people informed in 
Moscow. I just don't have anything here on it 


Q Do you have any comment on the human rights 
abuses in Egypt according to the Amnesty International Report? 


o We have put out a human rights report on Egypt 
It addresses the issues, I think, that Amnesty International 
addressed as well. It gives a lot of details on our view, and 
I don't want to try to summarize it here, so I'd just refer you 
to that report. 


Q They tell me there's an update about how they 
abuse the prisoners, torture them, and so on. There's more 
information besides what you cited in your report. 


i) We follow developments like this closely, but our 
views on it, I think, are stated clearly in the human rights 
report, and I'd still just have to refer you to that. 


Q So you will not comment on the new report? 
i) I'm not sure what in the Amnesty [International 
Report is purportedly -- is new. But our basic view on the 


situation there and on what's going on is in our human rights 
report. That's what we refer people to. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the PLO application 
for the membership in UNESCO? 


u The U.S. firmly opposes granting the PLO full 
membership in UNESCO on behalf of the “State of Palestine.” 
This self-declared entity clearly lacks the criterion of 
statehooc necessary for membership in that organization 


It is also clear that the admission of the PLO as 
“Palestine” would seriously damage any prospects for a resumed 
U.S. membership in UNESCO. 


UNESCO is not an appropriate forum for resolution of 
this divisive issue which involves serious legal and political 
questions. We have urged UNESCO to make every effort to 
prevent actions that would have adverse consequences for the 
organization, the U.N. system, and the Middle East process 


Q On the U.S. membership in UNESCO, what is the 
state of play there? Is the United States any closer to 
rejoining? 
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o We withdrew from UNESCO at the end of ‘84 and 
we've said. I believe, that we would keep our membership under 
review; we'd look at it again towards the end of this year. 
What I'm saying here is the admission of the PLO as “Palestine” 
would have serious, detrimental effects on any prospects for 
our resumed membership. 


Q Did you transmit this to the PLO’ 


” I'm not aware of any specific contacts on this 
question. Our view on PLO membership in U.N. technical 
organizations was expressed very clearly, I believe, in the 
Secretary's statement last week. I'm sure they have no doubts 
about our position. 


Do you thin’ the dialogue between the United 
States and PLO will be slowed down because of these -- WHO and 
UNESCO, and so on? Is there any effect on the dialogue? 


a We certainly are going to have to discuss these 
things in the dialogue. To the extent that it makes -- becomes 
a topic for discussion, I guess it impedes discussion of other 
issues or makes it -- takes up more time. But I don't have any 
specific effect on the dialogue created by this. 


Q I believe the World Health Organization was 
scheduled to take up the PLO membership matter today, probably 
right now as we're talking. Do you have any thoughts on that? 


a Discussion began in Geneva this morning, our 
time. The vote has been postponed, I think, until Friday at 
least. Oebate will continue until then. 


Q Richard, since U.S. withdrawal, has the U.S 
given any funds to UNESCO at all? 


a That's something I'd have to look into. All I 
was told was that it was something that had to be looked at, so 
we'll try to get you something on that. 


I remember in ‘84 your main objection was against 
Mahtar M'Bow, the Secretary General Now he is gone, don't you 
think that you should rejoin UNESCO? 


a Our objections in ‘84 were excessive 
politicization, long-term lack of budgetary restraint, and poor 
management. 


Q It's M'Bow, right, the Secretary General? 


a I don't think it was directed at a specific 
individual It was directed at the way the organization was 
operating, and this would add something else to the pot that we 
would have to look at. 
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Q Did you notice any change in the new Secretary 
General of UNESCO? 
4 As I said, we were going to review that towards 


the end of this year anyway, and [I don't have any conclusions 
now. 


Q Richard, there are some reports out of the Middle 
East today, quoting Arab Palestinian sources to the effect that 
the United States came up with some kind of Middle East peace 
plan of its own, taking off a bit on the Israeli elections plan 
and including a provision for Israeli troops to withdraw from 
the occupied territories if there are elections. And it goes 
on to say that this will be presented by Secretary Baker in 
Moscow. 


Is there any truth to any of this, and do you have any 
comment at all? 


A I haven't seen anything like that. I'm not aware 
of anything like that. But as far as exactly what the 
Secretary intends to present in Moscow, I'll have to let him 
speak to that. 


Q Two others. You probably won't comment on 
these. There are stories about the Justice Department talks 
about Pollard. Are you saying -- 


A I'd have to refer you to Justice on that. 


Q And on the Japanese bomb incident, have you 
provided any explanation to the Japanese? 


A Without characterizing -- without accepting your 
characterization about what's involved here, I can say that 
we're maintaining close contact with the Japanese Government. 
The Japanese Government wishes to have as much relevant 
information concerning the accident as can be made available. 
And for further details, I'd have to refer you to the 
Department of Defense which is handling this matter for us. 


Q Has Japan filed any sort of protest, or anything 
like that? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the Dutch Prime 
Minister's visit? 


a His meetings were principally at the White House, 
so I'd have to leave it to the White House to say anything they 
wanted to. I believe I said yesterday that we expected them to 
discuss issues involving the NATO summit, other things of 
mutual concern. 
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Q How about North Korea? Would you have anything 


on the first meeting with North Korean delegation in Beijing in 
near future? Do you have a plan? 


A I'm not aware of anything specific. We have had 
meetings in Beijing, but I don't have anything specific on that 
now. 


Q Anything fresh on the ongoing NATO difficulties 
with the West Germans? 


A No. As we said, we've continued our 
consultations with the Allies, both multilaterally and 
bilaterally. The visit yesterday of the Dutch -- we discussed 
the subject with them. Our position has not changed on the 
issue. 


Q Do you have anything on the apparent revised view 
of Prince Sihanouk that the Khmer Rouge will have to be 
involved in any future government, and do you have anything on 
the upcoming Sino-Soviet summit? 


A On Sihanouk, I don't have anything specific on 
that. I'd just have to refer you to our views on the situation 
in Cambodia and the peace process there that we expressed last 
week. 


On the Sino-Soviet summit -- no. No comment at this 
point. 


About Sino-Soviet summit, did you have contact 
with China officials about Sino-Soviet summit? Did you ask 
them about kind of agenda of their meeting? 


A We talk to Chinese officials all the time about 
events that are going on, so I wouldn't be surprised if we had 
discussed the upcoming events in China, but I don't have 
anything specific for you on it. 


Q Wasn't there -- you mentioned the incident with 
the sailor in Panama, but hasn't there also been an incident 
involving journalists, and I think there may have been a third 
incident as well. Do you know of any other incidents? 


a There have been several incidents. I don't have 
a full listing for you here. There was something involving 
some Latin American or South American journalists, I believe. 


Q There was something on the wires that said that 
four American newspaper reporters were arrested, handcuffed and 
held for two hours. 


a I don't have anything on that. I'll look into it 
and see if we can get you some sort of list of the events -- 
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Q Incidents and your reaction. 
fs) -- incidents that we're aware of since the 


election. 
Q Thank you. 


The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN 


MAY 1°, 


BRIEFIS 
1989 BRI PANAMA 


Are we discussing the situation in Panama with any countries 
outside Latin America, such as the Europeans? 


THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE DEMOCRACIES, LED BY COSTA RICA, PERU 
AND VENEZUELA, ARE CONSIDERING VARIOUS INITIATIVES URGING 
THE NORIEGA REGIME TO RESPECT THE RESULTS OF SUNDAY'S 
ELECTION. THE U.S. STANDS READY TO COOPERATE IN THIS EFFORT 


ANY WAY WE CAN. 


- 
» 


WE ARE KEEPING ALL DEMOCRACIES BRIEFED ABOUT DEVELOPMENTS IN 
PANAMA AND ABOUT U.S. VIEWS, AND WE ARE URGING THEM TO 
EXPRESS SUPPORT FOR THE DEMOCRATIC PROCESS IN PANAMA. 


What incidents involving Americans and/or journalists have 
occurred since the election? 
--ON THE EVENING OF MAY 8, SPORADIC GUNFIRE OCCURRED AROUND 


BUILDINGS HOUSING U.S. EMPLOYEES OF USG AGENCIES IN PANAMA. 


--A U.S. SERVICEMAN WAS ACCOSTED, BEATEN AND ROBBED ON MAY 9 


BY UNIDENTIFIED PANAMANIANS. 


--FOUR U.S. JOURNALISTS (BRANNIGAN, POST; FREED, LA TIMES; 
LANE, NEWSWEEK; BENNETT, BOSTON GLOBE) WERE DETAINED BY THE 


PDF FOR ABOUT AN HOUR TODAY. 
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Posted: May 10, 1989 
Question taken at May 10 noon briefing 
U.S. CONTRIBUTIONS SINCE WITHDRAWAL 


J: How much has the U.S. contributed to UNESCO since 
withdrawal? 


A: <= SINCE U.S. WITHDRAWAL FROM UNESCO IN 1984, WE HAVE 
PAID APPROXIMATELY $2 MILLION ANNUALLY TO MEET U.S. 
COMMITMENTS UNDER INTERNATIONAL CONVENTIONS, AND TO 
SUPPORT SCIENTIFIC AND OTHER ORGANIZATIONS ENGAGED IN 
WORK CONSIDERED IMPORTANT TO U.S. INTERESTS. 

-_— MOST OF THESE FUNDS ARE PAID TO UNESCO-RELATED 
INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS THE 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL OCEANOGRAPHIC COMMISSION, AND TO THE 
U.S. AFFILIATES OF INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMS SUCH AS THE 
MAN AND THE BIOSPHERE PROGRAM, THE INTERNATIONAL 
COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC UNIONS, AND THE INTERNATIONAL 
FEDERATION OF LIBRARY ASSOCIATIONS. 

oo SINCE WITHDRAWAL, WE HAVE CONTRIBUTED $205,000 
DIRECTLY TO UNESCO, OF WHICH $80,000 WAS FOR COPYRIGHT 
ACTIVITIES, AND $125,000 WAS FOR SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH 
IN CONNECTION WITH THE INTERNAIONAL 
GEOSPHERE-BIOSPHERE PROGRAM. 

= BEFORE RECEIVING FUNDS, EACH RECIPIENT MUST AGREE TO 
ABIDE BY U.S. LAW PROHIBITING USE OF THE FUNDS FOR THE 
PLO, SWAPO, CUBA, IRAN, AND LIBYA. (Sec. 307 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, and an 


annual provision in the foreign operations 


appropriation -- currently PL 101-461.) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


May 10, 1989 
The Briefing Room 
5:32 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. Let's do this 
ON BACKGROUND, attributed to a senior administration official. 


Q What's your understanding of Endara‘s condition? Is 
he hurt or wounded, or what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our understanding at 
this point is limited almost entirely to news reports. The 
Ambassador was aware that he had been attacked and that he was in the 

ital. We have seen news accounts on the wires and on CNN -- was 
giv some detail on his condition. The President tried to call the 
hospital there and could not get through. They weren't sure he was 
in the hospital at that point. So there is some thinking that he may 
have been there, have been treated, and left. We're not certain 
exactly where he is at this point. 


Was Davis' information about him being attacked and 


Q 
in the hospital independent, or is he getting that from news reports 
in Panama? 


Q We understand that they're expelling journalists 
left and right. They expelled the correspondent from CNN and some of 
the correspondents for other wire services. 


Q AFP. 
Q What's your comment -- the President's reaction to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a number of 
things happening as we speak that we really don't have any knowledge 
of. I don't think we were aware of expelling of journalists. We 
had just received some reports of ha t of servicemen, but our 


Q Other than last night's beating of the sailor. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, other than that 
one. Wow, on the timing, I.don't know when these episodes occurred. 
We have reports of some other servicemen being hargpesed, possibly 
taken into custody, but we don't know for how long and under what 
conditions or when these things occurred. 6&0 all of our information 
is very sketchy at the msorent. 


Q Ie the President going to invoke any of his options 
tonight or today, or is he moving toward anything? Or is he still 
trying to call opinion from the area? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President is 
certainly reviewing the situation. He is discussing it with 
iate officials of the administration. We continue to monitor 
closely, but at this point could not predict, and would not want to 
predict any particular actions. But I think, as is obvious from his 
phone calls today, we are monitoring very closely. 


a 











Q You've said that the President was waiting for then 
to announce the results of the election so as 
from making the decision. Is he still going to wa 
announce —~ Sees or is this going to be 
announcerent 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the situation is 
ever-changing. I don't believe we can really say at this point. 
Certainly we had intended to wait until there was some announcement 
of the official outcome of the election, or at least until General 
Noriega had expressed his intentions. This may change things, but we 
just can't say for sure. As I said, most of the reports on these 
demonstrations and violence have come in over the last two hours, 
probably, being close to 6:00 p.m. now, and so it's really too soon 
to tell exactly how it might impact that. 


Q Marlin, one of the reactions being considered is 
send additional troops to Panama. Is this now the sort of 
situation, event that would lead you to either change the status of 
the troops that are there, or to accelerate or dispatch additional 
troops to Panama? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't want to 
comment on military actions at this point. We have some 10,000 
troops there in Panama, and they, of course, are aware of the 
situation and would be ny ee to take whatever actions might be 
necessary. But we simply aren't prepared to comment on other 
activities at this point. 


Q Alert status change? 
Q The alert status has changed, hasn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
official change in alert status. I'm told by the Pentagon that they 
never declare an alert status, so I don't know -- I frankly don't 
know what the right words are to that situation. But I think 
it is safe to say that eve re is certainly aware of the 
heightened sensitivity at moment. They're aware of the violence 
and the dangers associated with it, and are prepared to take whatev r 
actions are necessary. 


Q Is there a heightened concern about the safety of 
the military dependents and civilians there, and is anything being 
Gone to protect them? Any extra measures being taken? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that anytime 
you have the winner of the election being beaten and hospitalized, 
you have a very serious situation. The news reports are quite clear 
on that matter. But beyond that, we just can't speculate on actions. 


Q Do you think now that this is the end of the story, 
thet this is Noriega's respose to the whole election, and is this 
pe Mee -- the show of force against any change in the 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
we've reached the conclusions to that great a degree at this point, 
because we don't have all the facts, we don't know all the things 
that have happened here. But it does seem to be a very clear 
indication of the nature of his response. 


| 


Q Do you have any more information -- you mentioned a 
minute ago about servicemen possibly being taken into custody. Do 
you have anything more on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any other 
information at this point. 














Q How many were involved, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All we have are wire 
service stories. 


Q Do you have any indication as to what the situation 
is now? Are you getting reports on things that have happened, or is 
ihene G06hl Gheathinn qstan en, em en enbeine bese vith the 
situation in Panama -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's hard to say 
oS leg is. I mean, wire services are pretty fast, 
== goes Our embassy reports have some leg to ther, but 
ously, all these reports ere within the last few hour. I was 
pg By RE ALY A RY RA A 
popent. They were describing a Jeep being overturned or beaten up by 
police forces and so forth. 


Q In your statement, you talked about the President 
contacting other leaders in the region. To whom has he talked, and 
is there any movement for some sort of multilateral action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We aren't willing to 
identify which countries the President's talked to at this time. His 
interest is in promoting unity among the countries, thanking therm for 
the actions they have taken a in expressing their outrage at 
the fraudulent nature of the elections. 


Q I wonder if, since you can't identify the countries 
that he's talked to if you can tell us whether or not he's been in 
contact with leaders who are in contact with Noriega himself, and if 
~ My A. —~ characterization or any kind of discussion with someone 

has told him what Noriega is saying himself about this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that. I - 
don't have reports on the conversations. 


About dependents. ag Ay Rog AA 
are being = on to the base. Not that ‘re being airlifted 
a an i ae led on to the base. 
reports? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't. I've not heard 


Q Was the President's inability to reach Endara in any 
way obstructed by the Panamanians, or was he blocked in any way? He 
was on ordinary telephones, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have reason 


oo Reseere thet or to know that. He simply tried the hospital, and 
the hospital indicated they could not find him. S80 we don't really 


Q Apart —_ statement, has the President sent 


any formal protest or back channels informal —_— to 
Noriega, and is there any consideration of withérawing 


SENIOR ne oa OFFICIAL: The President's 


agg oy Be > course, siierfy publ lic and available to 
then. are siniler ic, so I'm sure they're 
aware of our o> aliaatien. other decies ons yo! been made, including 


any about the status of the ambassedor. 


Q Would you say that events thet are unfolding now are 
putting more pressure on the administration to come up with a 
strategy and some steps of action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the events that are 
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enSslding Sep Gn Comtasety Cf quae centeme te us. They have 
ae rg Ay A we deal with them as we find thes. 
And that's I'm trying to give you a description of now. 

Q You say you can't talk about the President's calis 
to people in the ion. Can you talk about what countries you feel 
tL, ty — of Noriega? The President spoke about 
President Garcia of Peru, for example; what others can you point to? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not willing to do 
that at this point. There is a ict of activity among the countries 
in terms of leaders talking to each other, formulating ideas and 

icies, and I don't want to say that would either 


s that right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He had al received 
some » yes, from General Scowcroft. When I walked in, he was 
meeting with General Scowcroft. 

Q How had he been his time before that? Was 
he working on the Panamanian situation, or was he working -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He had a series of 
See. Cates Seeeeaees Sao Recpane See Sadeunes of ho Senanten 
si + He had also done some work on his speech to Texas AéM 
over weekend. AOR AB KE Ay Reel 
staff meeting on personnel actions, things of that nature. 

Q Ie what hes in the last le of hours 
made U.S. military ection more y? Has it made President 


more likely to use military action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't speculate, I 
just couldn't do it. 


Q A — of fons. You said a couple of minutes 
ego it seems to be a clear cation of the nature of Noriega's 


+ What is your evaluation of that response? What are you 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It speaks for itself. I 
would go back to the words that I have here, that physical violence, 
harrassment, the opposition leader being beaten up -- I think that 
speaks for itself. iy 


happen this evening? So these coethiae at han uwe. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I couldn't ate one 
way or another. We continue to monitor the situation, will 
consider that on a 24 hour a day basis, but I just wouldn't want to 


of the candidate? 3 asen, to be Gemm ned 
it? Ie there some way you can characterise i 
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MR. FITEWATER: One edministrative announcement -- the 
President has accepted an invitation from the Dutch to 
visit the Netherlands foll the econorzic summit Paris in 
mid-July. Details to come, film at 11:00 p.s. 


Q Do you have any other countries or is that it? 
— MR. FITZWATER: That's it so far, but hold on to your 


ultimate election chert in mal fying the elect one. ve believe that 


later thie afternoon. I can't be ific at this point. There 
ere still a number of consultations be made and we will keep you 
informed of the specifics as we can. I the congressional 


as accurate as I can be at thie time. 


Q is he delay an announcement now if he's 
already laid the and what he's going to do? 


with leaders of other countries. We, of course, have just 
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you 
believe that traffic through the Canal has been disrupted 
security of the Canal has been jeopardized at a117? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe we have any reports of 
disruptions et this time. There was a report this sorning of a ship 
that was outside the Canal that was causing some delay, but we're 
informed that's routine or normal. And other than that, we have no 
other information. 


Q Will the President sake his statement here in the 
briefing room or from the Oval Office? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know the exact logistics yet. 
We'll be working out a plan this afternoon. 


Q Marlin, in to Helen's question just now -- 
Helen asked if troops were on yp AR na Ryd. Ay 
been et least one report that U.S. military unite are al in 
transit, heading for Panama. You said, no. You're ang t there 
are no troops that are being moved from the United Sta on to bases 
on Panama now? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe there's anything on the 
move nov. 


Q Marlin, lest night before you left you talked to 
severe) S ees ee ee eee 
detained. Are they all accounted for now 


MR. FITEWATER: All of our information is still a little 
coming out of Panama, but the last I heard, we felt those 
oe been released, at least from custody. Their status beyond 


Q What about the opposition leaders who were in the 
same situation? 


MR. FITZWATER: The ition leaders are -- again, 
information is vague. We do not believe that our Ambassador was able 
to get to Mr. Endare last night. I have seen press reports this 
Born that he was back in the hospital. We cannot confirs that. 
Billy and Mr. Calderon we believe were treated and released. 
And we don't know -- we've not had contact with them since they've 
been released. 


ag Be Ey closed down most of the media 
there. I don't know CNN is still in the country, or not. 
But es I understand it, most of the media access has been taken away, 
so we don't have «a lot of good knowledge from those sources. 


Q Marlin, some of the leaders vere saying that the 
President hed, in fact, told them what his decision was go to be, 
but at the same time, asked them to withhold announcrent until he has 
a chance to let everybody know. Ie it a case of the President having 
made hie decisions and now inf and consulting with Latin 
American leaders, or is he still weighing some of the options? 


MR. FITZWATER: It's both. If I could dwell on the 
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Yesterday, of course, the President met again with his 
national security advisors, tem = | ~~. a Eagleberger 
from State -- as you know, Secretary Moscow -~- Secretary 
Cheney, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral Crowe, and 
National Security Advisor Brent Scowcroft. And went over, 


in of options that had been worked up previous days, 
aia the initial enei ie of the cbates of events, contacted 6 suber 


ite [as with fore leaders. The President A 
ly mado et least a half-dozen to a dozen -- something that 
area -- of phone calls to representatives of other » And 
so the basic outline of our plan was together yesterday 


Q Could I just follow up on one point? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes, Leo, go ahead. 


Q Thank ey In terms of various contingency 
scenarios, one of then to do with threat to Americans in Panane. 
What is the assessment right now of how seriously threatened 
Americans are in Panama? 





MR. FITZWATER: The concern, of course, is an 
two-fold. One, the t lence has been that there has oy 
pattern of passcenent of military members, mili dependents and 
other civilians over the course of the last several months. That 
pattern of harassment and, in some cases, physical abuse has been 
primarily handled by local authorities and certainly has been the 
subject of considerable concern and focus by the U.S. military 
present there in Panama. 





The other part of that concern is the fact that we have 
such a large contingent in the country. We have some 50,000 -- the 
latest f show some 51,300 U.S. citizens in Panama of which 

imately 21,000 are ivate businessmen and military retirees, 
and the remainder be litary -~- sembers of the military and their 
dependents. So with 50,000 le in thie area there is a very 
sizable exposure that the U.5s. hes end that hae led us to 
have concern about the general ility of the region. 


I suppose the third area of concern is simply our 
knowledge of General Noriega and the way he has operated in the past, 
end the general iseve that raises for any possible threats against 
American citizens. 


Q How many of the 51,000 live off or away from U.S. 
territory -- the bases and the Zone -- these places that are 


Cana 
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not under our direct protection? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know their exact locations. 
They're all there -- I mean it's a rather small area so -- but I 
don't know exactly where they are, what parts of the island, 
downtown, in the suburbs. 


Q Have you given any instructions to them to get 
closer to the special areas that we can protect? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I'm not prepared to discuss any 
options, but I think it's likely that any plan we have would have 
some kind of provisions for giving guidance to dependents and other 
U.S. citizens there. 


Q Marlin, which Latin American leaders has the 
President spoken to today since his meeting with the -- since or 
before his meeting with the congressional leadership? And also, are 
there any current cases that you've heard over the past couple of 
hours of harassment of Americans, either civilians or military? 


MR. FITZWATER: To take the last question first, as I 
said, we haven't had reports in the last couple of hours that we can 
attribute any degree of accuracy to. Indeed, information is stiil 
very sketchy -- although it did a that much of the street 
violence had died down over the night. So we don't have anything 
that recent. 





We have not identified individual leaders that the 
President has talked to and would not want to do that. We could say, 
however, that to our knowledge so far Argentina, Guatemala, £1 
Salvador, Peru, Spain, Great Britain, Canada, Costa Rica -- 


Q Go over that again. 


MR. FITZWATER: Argentina, Guatemala, El Salvador, Peru, 
Spain, Britain, Canada, Costa Rica and Venezuela have spoken out 
against the fraudulent elections by General Noriega. We understand 
that Colombia has released a statement on behalf of the group of 
eight concerning the events there as well. But I don't have any more 
specifics on the nature of their statenents. 


Q Marlin, yesterday, President Bush was saying that he 
was calling on these countries to express outrage, much as we had, at 
the fraudulent elections. Now today it sounds more like they're 
involved in consultations in which they would somehow work in concert 
with whatever actions the administration takes against Panama. Could 
you elaborate on whether that's the case, or are we still just asking 
for verbal support? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't -- I'm not sure what -- there are 
no differences there as far as I'm concerned. Several of the 
countries have spoken out publicly -- the ones I just listed. We are 
interested in any unified support that could be given. Certainly, we 
are ey a position in the OAS. Several of the countries are 
working on language of possible statements to present to the OAS. 

So that's one forum. 





Q I meant are we asking them to take some kind of 
economic action or isolate Noriega any way other than just verbally? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we don't want to comment on 
specific requests at this point. 


Q Marlin, is it the administration's interpretation 
that this nullification of the election amounts to Noriega 
jettisoning whatever facade remained of some democratic process there 
and this amounts to an out-and-out Noriega dictatorship? What 
exactly is your interpretation of what has happened there? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Well, we believe the practical outcome is 
certainly as you described. Now, whether or not he intended -- or 
what his motivations were, we don't know. But, surely, one cannot 
view this -- first of all, the obvious attempts to steal the 
election; secondly, the overwhelming ioss of the election; and 
thirdly, the bludgeon-like decision to nullify the election as 
anything other than demonstrating very little lack of hope for 
democratic processes to flourish in Panama. 


The advice we had from the observer delegations yesterday 
-- the observations of former President Carter, Jack Murtha and the 
others -- was all to the effect that General Noriega probably, or at 
least in their judgment, had no idea he was going to lose by such 
overwhelm margins; that it was clear to them he had prepared for a 
close election at worst, and was -- had tried some what call 
retail attempts at stealing the election through people vot many 
times and election fraud of that nature. But when it became clear 
that the population was three-to-one against him, it does appear that 
a certain amount of panic set in, resulting in nullifying the 


elections and the physical beatings that took place of the opposition 
candidates. 


I don't think anyone can see the pictures on the front 
pages of the papers this morning of those presidential candidates 
with blood all over their faces and not get a pretty clear idea of 
what General Noriega is all about. 


Q Marlin, to follow, when you say lack of hope for 


democratic processes, have you concluded now that Noriega can only be 
removed by force? 


MR. FITZWATER: We would not offer speculation on that 
point. We say simply that our policy remains the same. We are 
concerned about the situation there now, but I would not want to 
offer conclusions on that issue. 


Q What kind of threat do you see to continued normal 
operations of the Canal itself? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I'm not prepared to offer a threat 
assessment. Obviously, that's a matter of concern to the world 
community. This kind of stability has to be a matter of some urgency 
for everyone who was watching and interested in the commercial 
freedom and navigation of the Canal. But we wouldn't offer any other 
assessment, other than the obvious one. 


Q Marlin, has Great Britain provided the United States 
with any information about overseas bank accounts held by Noriega? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know what information we've 
received from other countries, Jin. 


Q On an OAS meeting, there's a scheduled meeting for 


Monday. Do you anticipate or support an emergency meeting that would 
be called before that tine? 


MR. FITZWATER: I have not heard that discussed. There 
is a meeting for Monday. I think the various leaders are looking at 
possible language to be introduced at that time. I've not heard 
about any other meeting. 

Q Is that soon enough from the U.8. perspective? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we'd like to have it two seconds 
from now, but it seems realistic. 


Q What's your reaction to the Tass statement that 
Panama was justified in nullifying the election? 


MR. FITZWATER: We find that very disappointing. It 
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certainly tends to throw cold water on of their claims of a new 
thinking and new openness in foreign relations. It's serves as a 
reminder that when we view the Soviet intentions in many areas of the 
world, whether it be Central America or Europe, that these statements 
reflect some lack of changes that we would all be -- do well to keep 
in mind. 


Q Will this have an influence on what the President 
says tomorrow in his speech on East-West relations? Has this help 
develop his opinion? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think it would influence it in 
terms of any change. I think it does represent the President's 
thinking that he has maintained all along, which is that, while we 
welcome and encourage glasnost and perestroika, we must always force 
the Soviet Union to match word by deeds and to in the back of 
our mind a fairly healthy skepticism about these of clains. 


Q Marlin, is it not the case that Noriega's decision 
to nullify the election at least takes some of the pressure off the 
a oF aoe Sy Oe Oe ey ee eee 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know how you judge that. As far 
as we're concerned, nullify the election is just another step in 
the general stealing of elections, probably the ultimate theft. 


Q But may I also ask -- there were reports yesterday 
about Ford being arrested by PDF forces. Did you have any 
information on that? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. The pictures of him on the 
front page of The Post this morning showed his ten up and so 
forth. But I don't think I ever heard about the status of an arrest. 
In fact, I don't know we know where he is now. Do you know? Ford. 
Do you know whether Billy Ford was arrested or not? 


MR. HARLOW: There vere reports that he was arrested, but 
the latest word is that he's okay. 


Q So he is not in the custody of the PDF? 
MR. FITZWATER: We don't believe so, but we don't -- 
Q He's okay -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We don't believe he's in custody. We 
think he's free. But we're not saying anything with too such 
certainty at this point. 


Q Marlin, do you know if there's any consideration 
being given to sending some kind of a special envoy to Latin America 
to coordinate the response? That's a device that's been used in 
situations like this in the past. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe that's been discussed. 


oy AE ge PhS RB Ap ee 
from your euluats s morning and yesterday, it would see that you 
won y EL + that alt gy have very poor communications down there. Are 
talking to the Embassy? Ise the Embassy -- are the 
sey people having trouble moving around Panama a, and getting 
informat And is there any thought to bringing the Ambassador 


MR. FITZWATER: We have direct communications with the 
Embassy, of course. That's very good. Yesterday afternoon, the 
President just picked up the phone and said, "Get me the Ambassador," 
and he was on the line in just a few seconds. The Embassy, of 
course, is maintaining communications around the island as well as it 


MORE #53-05/11 

















On the other hand, when you have violence breaking out in 
various places, people being taken to various hospitals and clinics, 
it's really impossible for the Embassy to cover that v thoroughly. 
I think most of the lack of information just has to do with the 
situation there in terms of people being spread out, violence taking 
place in different areas, and so forth. 


Q Will Davis stay there? 


MR. FITZWATER: He's there at this time. Whether we 
would have an announcement on that or not remains to be seen. 


Q Do you have any contact at this time with the 
Noriega people there 


MR. FITZWATER: Wot to my knowledge. 


Q Marlin, you said that the contingency planning began 
a couple of veeks and I'm wondering how our contingency plan 
worked? Did it include a correct assessment on the scope of the 
victory and did it include the possibility that the winning 
candidates would be attacked? 


MR. FITZWATER: I would say that we've been right on so 
far. 


Q Marlin, is any consideration being given to changes 
in the President's schedule or Secretary Baker's schedule? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not aware of any changes in either of 
their schedules. I don't know Secretary Baker's schedule. President 
Bush's schedule accommodates whatever actions we would have to take 
here today. 


Q Can I have a follow up on that last question, 
Marlin? 


MR. FITZWATER: Sure. 


Q If we were right on, did we warn therm of that 
likelihood? Did we warn Endara that he might be attacked and did we 


take any steps to protect hin? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I can't -- I don't want to get into 
it with that kind of specificity. When I say "right on" I mean the 
general thrust of things. You can't predict individual actions like 
that. 


Q Marlin, do dependents of military families now 
outside the confines of the Southern Command, have they already been 
=. in or back inside, or is that awaiting announcement of the 
Pres t's -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know about specific orders that 
have been given so far. I'm not aware of any. I'm not aware of any 
changes, but I'd refer you to the Pentagon. I just don't know. 


Q Marlin, is the situation serious enough that you 
might chance or cancel the travel plans for the weekend? 


MR. FITZWATER: At this point I do not think so, I don't 
think so. 


Q Marlin, do you know whether there has been -~- well, 
if you can't give the specifics of which leaders he's talked to, can 
you characterize the burden of the advice the President's heard from 
the Latin American leaders he's talked to? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I can't. Mostly because I's not 
privy to it, but otherwise I just don't want to give any comment on 
what I do know because of -- that we're still in the midst of the 
decision-making process. 


Q Has he been more trying to find out what they think 
the U.S. is entitled -- or expected to do, or more asking them ~* 
take actions on their part? 


MR. FITZWATER: I just can't go beyond the general 
discussion kind of phase. The way these discussions develop is you 
have two heads of state who are talking about what happened, what 
might happen, how do these things -- what forms ni 5 ees Wee 
and so forth. So, it's very general and I can't give it more 
direction than that. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don’t -- I just can't rule anything in 
or out or really comment. Also, that calls for a definition that I's 
sure would vary and probably our action will vary in how it's defined 
by other people. 


Q Well, does it go beyond protecting Americans? 


MR. FITZWATER: Is it bigger than a bread box? I can't 
say. (Laughter.) 


Q Is the President considering th today other than 
military movements? Are the economic sanctions still en the table, 
for example? 


MR. FITZWATER: We consider the full range of options. 

Q Pardon me if somebody else has al asked this. 
What number are you using for the total number of Americans in 
Panama? And if an American civilian wants to come on to the base for 
protection, will that person be accepted, and are you urging them to 
do this? 

MR. FITZWATER: The number that I's using -- and I guess 
this is a Pentagon number provided -- is 51,305. Now, there may be 
other numbers -- what? 

Q Five. 

Q There were five born. 

Q That was ten minutes ago. 


— MR. FITZWATER: I just didn't try to be specific before 
8 all. 


Q That's where those women are. 


MR. FITZWATER: Twenty-one thousand private businessmen 
and military retirees, and the remainder military members and 
dependents. 


Q Marlin, how long on that -- 

MR. FITZWATER: Let me finish up with John. 

Q How about -- if they do want to go onto the base for 
protection, and are you urging them to do that? 
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MR. FITZWATER: I don't know what the rules are. I'll 
refer you to the Pentagon there. 


Q Marlin, what is your assessment of the current level 
of danger that these people are in -- these Americans in Panama? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't want to use any words that would 
be detrimental there or would be wrong, frankly. I'm not willing to 
give an assessment. We are obviously concerned. I spoke at the 

ing of the brief about the reasons why ve're concerned, but I 
slaphy don’t vant to give any weeds that would try to quantity thet 
threat at this point. 


Q Marlin, following up on Helen's question, can you 
define the U.S. objective here? I mean, is it to protect Americans, 
to overthrow Noriega, or to install Endara, or all of these? 


MR. FITZWATER: We have a number of objectives, and they 
are, first of all, to protect American citizens; secondly, to 
maintain the integrity of the Panama Canal; thirdly, to abide by the 
Panama Canal Treaty; fourthly, to maintain the integrity and our 
interests in the defense community there and in our defense 
establishments; fifthly, to and promote our interest in 
democracy and guaranteeing rights and wishes of the Panamanian 
people. And you could mix and match those objectives any way you 
want to, but there is a fairly full set of obligations and 
responsibilities that we believe we have as a result of those 
interests in Panama. 


Q Has the ambassador been authorized or empowered to 
offer asylum or a safe haven for any of the candidates or any of the 
Panamanian opposition? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 


Q Has that -- that's not been done, or it's not been 
considered? 


MR. FITEWATER: I just don't know. 


Q There. was a tentative Cabinet meeting today. Is 
there going to be a Cabinet meeting today with the President and 
members of the Cabinet with regard to this particular crisis? 


MR. FITZWATER: There's no Cabinet meeting ever scheduled 
in my knowledge, or ever tentative, and certainly there's not one 
scheduled, no. 


The President's schedule for the rest of the day, if 
you're interested, is, he has lunch with the Vice President; he 
the Air Force Thunderbirds -- they're here for the weekend air 
+ has a meeting with Reverend Edmond Browning, the presiding 
bishop of the Episcopal Church, at 1:30 p.a. 


He meets with Secretary Dole to talk about the Job 
Training Partnership Act at around 1:40 p.s. 


Q Coverage of that? 
MR. FITZWATER: Wo. He talks -- or meets with a Polish 


leader who I regretfully cannot pronounce his name -~ Franciszek 
Gajowniczek. (Laughter.) 


Q Why can't you pronounce that? 
Q Ask Natalie. (Laughter.) 


Q In other words, there's no disruption of his 
schedule, huh? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Wo disruption of his schedule. He 
receives diplomatic credentials -- just out of fairness to this 
gentleman and because I couldn't pronounce his name -- it is a 
serious meeting -- this gentleman was a Polish prisoner in the 
Auschwitz death camp, when he was sentenced to die in a starvation 
bunker. A fellow prisoner, Father Maximillian Kolbe, stepped forward 
to die in his place. Father Kolbe's sacrifice is a nearly 1 ry 
act to Poles and Polish Americans. Father Kolbe founded the Militia 
Immaculata, a Catholic organization of priests with branches in 
Europe, the Far East, and the United States. 


The gentleman coming in to see the President has become a 
1 of faith and Polish nationalism. At 88 years of age, he is 
visiting with Catholic and Polish groups here in the United States. 


Anyway, the President's schedule remains unchanged. I 
would -- again, I would expect, probably, a statement around -- 
sometime between 2:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m. as the outside paraneters. 


Q Marlin, will you brief afterward, or will someone 
brief afterward? 


MR. FITZWATER: We'll see. We'll see. I think that's 
likely, but I can't commit at this point. 


Q Will you take -- is he going to take questions? 


Q Does the Southern Command, which has functions 
outside of Panama and is based in Panama, continuing to function from 
oo Bf y that command function being moved somewhere else during 

cris 


MR. FITZWATER: It's continuing to function in Panama. 
Q Tomorrow? 


Q Following up on the earlier question, listed 
U.S. goals. The fifth one was pursuit of democracy, which I assume 
means Nori must go. First of all, am I correct on that? And 
second of all, would the administration consider dropping the drug 
indictrents as an inducement to get him to leave? 


MR. FITZWATER: I can't discuss options, Mike, and we 
believe the election clearly showed that the le of Panama do want 


democratic leadership; they do want a change in the government there, 
and that remains our policy. 


Q The President said during the campaign that he was 
opposed to a plea bargain with Noriega. Is that still his position? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not familiar with any changes in his 
position, no. 


Q Do have any indication that Noriega's status and 
security within the Defense Forces has changed or eroded in 
any way as a result of recent events? 





MR. FITZWATER: I don't have any information along those 
lines. 


Q On the PDF role, yesterday during the violence, the 
pictures you mentioned had all these military people standing by 
while the goons beat up the opposition le. Is there still hope 
in thie administration that you can pee PDF away from Noriega 
after yesterday's scenes? , 


MR. FITZWATER: You asked that question yesterday, Leo, 
and I guess ny answer is the same, that the belief -- 


Q I asked you before -- 
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MR. FITZWATER: -- is that a strong and large part 
of the PDF is hard-core loyal to General Noriega. But we assume that 
they are his defense forces and would be loyal. 


Q Could I ask you on a report this morning in The New 
York Times that the administration requested congressional 
authorization for $20 million in covert funds to assist the 
opposition before the election? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I didn't see the story. I 
don't have any information on it. 


Q When do we get tomorrow's speech? 

MR. FITZWATER: Early in the morning. 

Q At the airport? 

MR. FITZWATER: At the airport, yes. 

Q At Page? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 

Q Marlin, you've described a little bit -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We've got to work out that plan for 
coming back, too. Are we working on that, Alixe? We'll post that 
this afternoon. Go ahead. 


Q You've described some of the things the President 
has done in the days leading up to this decision. Can you tell us, 
besides being on phone with Latin leaders today, is he planning 
any further meetings with Scowcroft, or any more consultations within 
the on or with other allies outside of the henisphere 


MR. FITZWATER: The President will be meeting with his 
security advisors again today. He has given each of them a set of 
directions of things he wants done and questions he wants answered. 
There will ly be private discussions between he and then 
throughout course of the day. 


Q Marlin, are you informing the Soviets out of here or 
in Moscow through Baker? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know about the diplomatic 
notifications. 


Q Ie there any consensus in the advice of Latin 
American leaders of what or what not to do? 


MR. FITZWATER: I wouldn't try to comment on what they're 
advising us to do. 


Q Marlin, the six to twelve foreign leaders you said 
the President has talked to -- let me just clarify -- were those in 
this hemisphere or -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I didn't mean that. I hope -- that 
didn't come out right. I said he had mrde between a half-dozen to a 
dozen calls and contacts yesterday. Soe of them were duplicative, 
some of them were the same person. I “.'t know, frankly, how many 
Gifferent people he talked to. 


Q Were those hemispheric leaders or were those just 
foreign leaders in general? 


MR. FITZWATER: Let's leave it foreign in general. 
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Q Has the CIA concluded that Iran was behind the Pan 
Am 1037 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't have any information on that. 
The investigation is not completed. We won't comment until it is. 


Q Marlin, the political opposition in Panama thus far 
has said it does not want the United States to intervene in this 
situation. Has there been any change in that? Have 
communicated to the United States any change in that position? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm sorry. Has who communicated that? 

Q The political opposition in Panama. 

MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I don't know. We haven't 
ified what we're doing yet and, as I say, everything is open to 


different judgments and interpretations, but I think you have to wait 
until we've defined our action. 





THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:44 P.M. EDT 
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THURSDAY, MAY 11, 1989, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'll make two announcements today. 


The first concerns a revised travel advisory for 
Nicaragua. We will post in the Press Office today a revised 
travel advisory for Nicaragua. The previous travel advisory 
had expired. The current advisory is essentially unchanged, 
although the paragraph on travel has been modified slightly. 


Q (Inaudible) 


a Excuse me? Do you want me to read the whole 
thing to you? 


Q No. Just the revised -- the exciting paragraph. 


A I can't find it. Actually, it's somewhere in 
there. I think it's the paragraph about private vessels. 
Sailors should avoid Nicaraguan territorial waters. Private 
vessels which enter Nicaraguan waters without authorization may 
be seized, held and fined by Nicaraguan naval authorities. 


There has been a credible report of Nicaraguan navy 
vessels being used in the commission of crimes against a 
private vessel near the Nicaraguan coast. 


Q There goes my weekend. (Laughter) 


A Next is some information on Panama. The 
situation in Panama remains extremely tense in the aftermath of 
yesterday's unprovoked and outrageous violence by Noriega's 
thugs against opposition leaders. 


A massive police presence in the streets of Panama 
City has been reported. As of now there are no marchers out. 
Numerous people were injured yesterday when a peaceful march 
was attacked. We understand that President-elect Endara is 
still hospitalized after being hit in the head with a metal 
bar. The latest reports are that he looks forward shortly to 
returning to full activity. 
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Second Vice President-elect ‘ord was also beaten by 
regime thugs. You have all seen the pictures of him being 
attacked. He is also hospitalized but doing well. We 
understand that First Vice President-elect Arias Calderon, who 
was also assaulted, is now safe. 


Despite all of his attempts to rig the elections, even 
Noriega found it impossible to declare his man the victor in 
the face of overwhelming rejection by the Panamanian people. 
As a result, last night the regime officially announced that it 
was declaring the annulment of the election results. as the 
attacks on the winners have shown, Noriega will stop at nothing 
to maintain his strong hold on the country. 


We condemn in the strongest possible terms this 
attempt to hijack the democratic process which, as Secretary 
Baker noted, is a subversion and perversion of the will of the 
Panamanian people. We again call upon Noriega and the 
Panamanian Defense Forces to respect the results of the 
election. 


Finally, let me note the rising tide of foreign 
condemnation. We're consulting widely with other nations. So 
far to our knowledge at least Argentina, Guatemala, £1 
Salvador, Peru, Costa Rica, Spain, the United Kingdom, the FRG, 
Canada and Venezuela have spoken out against Noriega. We 
understand that Colombia has released a statement on behalf of 
the so-called Group of Eight countries, expressing dismay at 
what has happened. 


There's a report that the Administration would 
like the OAS to get involved more than it has, perhaps at the 
Foreign Minister level next week. Do you have anything on that? 


i) I don't have anything specific on that. I krow 
that there are OAS meetings scheduled. We can look into it and 
see what we can get on that. 


Q Do you know when they're scheduled? 
a I heard it was Monday, but we'll check. 


Q Richard, can you give us the basis on which 
you're referring to Endara as President-elect? 


a The basis is that the people of Panama voted. He 
got most of the votes, and, therefore, we consider that he is 
rightfully or is properly the President-elect, that he won. 


Q A follow-up. Does this end the recognition of 
Delvalle as the President of Panama? 


a No, it doesn't. There's no -- actually the 
schedule is September 1, I think, that Delvalle's term expires. 
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Q Does this mean that we don't recognize the 
nullification of the elections? 


a That's kind of a legalistic question, and I don't 
think we're addressing it on those terms. I think we're 
addressing it on the basis of the facts, and the facts are that 
people didn't vote for Noriega's candidate. They voted for 
Endara in overwhelming numbers. 


Q How or what are you basing that statement on? 


A There's a variety of different reports. There 
were church figures, there were opposition figures, there were 
independent polls, and there were the observations of the 
election observers, all of whom confirm what we're saying here, 
and that's that the margins of victory by the opposition were 
two or three to one. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the status of 
the diplomatic dependents? Are they on the military bases? 
Will they be evacuated? 


4 U.S. Embassy dependents will be moved to U.S. 
military bases this morning for security reasons. SOUTHCOM 
personnel are also on alert status, restricting their 
movements. I don't have anything on an evacuation for you. 


Q Were any Embassy personnel detained or injured? 


a There were three U.S. reservists who were 
arrested yesterday. Those people have been released. Two 
members of the Defense Attache's office who were detained 
yesterday have also been released. 


Q What do you have on the movement of United 
States’ troops to Panama regarding protection of the dependents? 


be I don't have anything on it. 
Q Are you expecting that this afternoon? 


ve I don't want to say something on any specific 
option, but the White House has said that the President is 
considering the options, courses of action he wants to take. 
There are consultations going on, and they've said that the 
White House will have an announcement later today. 


Q What consultations do you have underway with 
leaders of other Central American Governments regarding the 
status in Panama? 


4 The White House just referred to a number of 
telephone calls that the President has made. In addition to 
that, we've been talking to the democracies in the hemisphere, 
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talking to European countries, talking to some others, largely 
through our Embassies overseas, our Ambassadors overseas. And 
I don't -—— this has been going on for some days, so I can't 
characterize them in any specific way, but this process has 
been continuing. 


Q How many Embassy dependents are being moved to 
the bases? Oo you have a number? 


. I don't have a specific number for you. I think 
it's somewhere between 100 and 150 dependents that we have down 
there. Now, how many actually are being moved, I don't know. 


Q The Ambassador of Panama in this country is 
calling for a kind of quarantine of naval blockade. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a I don't have any comment on that. No. 


Q Aren't you going to have to deal with this 
question of whether you recognize the nullification of the 
election or not? I mean, you kind of brushed that one off, but 
-- calling it legalistic. But it’s a question you're going to 
have to deal with, aren't you, as to which -- whether Endara is 
President-elect or not, and which government we're going to 
recognize as of September 1. Iu that decision being considered? 


i) As of September 1, there will be a question of 
recognition that arises. But for the moment it's not something 
that we're changing. 


Q Well, but by calling him President-elect, you 
seem to have decided you don't recognize the nullification of 
the election. 


a We're recognizing the will of the people in 
Panama. We're recognizing who they voted for. 


I just want to make sure I understand. We're 
officially calling him President-elect, or is this just sort of 
a symbolic phrase we're using? What exactly is the U.S. policy 
on what his status is? 


a What we're saying here is that he won the 
election -- is that they received the votes. They won the 
election. He deserves to be the President of Panama, and, 
therefore, we would call him President-elect. That's what you 
call someone who's won an election and who deserves to be the 
President. 


We feel that Delvalle is the acting President -- 
I mean, he's the President and Delvalle wrote -- 


a We recognize Delvalle. 
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-- and Delvalle wrote, as I understand it, to 
Endara, recognizing him as President-elect on Monday, did he 
not? 


A I'm not specifically sure of that. 


Q Richard, there are two places in the world where 
you have embassies, two embassies -- one in Kabul and the other 
is in Panama -- where you don't recognize the force in power as 


the legal government. Are there other places in the same 
category? 


A I would have to take the question on that. The 
actual legal recognition question is one that I'm not an expert 
on. 


Q Have we offered to protect the President-elect or 
any of his people? 


A Not anything specific that I'm aware of. 
Q Another subject? 
Another subject. 
Q Okay. Do you have anything on Rafsanjani? 
A Do you mean his retraction? 
Q Retraction. 
(Laughter) 


A Rafsanjani's so-called retraction of his death 
threat falls far short of any disavowal of the policy of 
terrorism that he espoused. In this regard, we note that today 
in Beijing, Iranian President Khamenei said in reference to the 
death threat against Salman Rushdie, "The bullet has been shot, 
it has his name on it, and sooner or later it will reach the 
target." 


That statement by Iran's President is further evidence 
of Iranian incitement to terrorism. Our view of [Iran's support 
for terrorism has not changed. If Iran wants to join the 
community of civilized nations, it must unconditionally rescind 
all of its death threats and exhortations to violence and cease 
its sponsorship of terrorism in all forms. 


It should also use its admitted influence with the 
kidnappers in Lebanon to secure the immediate and unconditional 
release of all the hostages. 


Q Speaking of Iran, do you consider that Iran was 
ultimately behind the Pan Am 103 bombing? 
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A I don't have anything new for you on Pan Am 103. 
We don't talk about ongoing criminal investigations. 


Q Do you have anything on the upcoming visit of 
Rafsanjani to Moscow? Did you raise this topic with the 
Soviets? 


A I'd have to let the Secretary speak about that. 
I'm not going to comment on what happened during the trip. 


Q Do you have anything on a letter that Secretary 
Baker is reported to have sent to Israel calling for progress 
on the elections in the territories? There were reports to 
that effect in the Israeli press. 


A No, I don't. I just have to stop there. I'm 
trying to remember. The Secretary mentioned the elections idea 
in his press conference this morning in Moscow, but I don't 
think he mentioned any such letter. 


Q Reports say that Secretary of State Baker will 
meet separately with the German Foreign Minister and the 
Defense Minister. Can you confirm it -- the report? 


A There are possibilities of meetings, but I don't 
have any announcement now. The Secretary will be consulting at 
NATO tomorrow with foreign ministers from a variety of Allied 
governments. There's always a chance of meeting, but I don't 
have anything on his schedule. 


Q Richard, on Cambodia. There's a report in the 
Washington Times that the United States has made or is near 
making a decision on arms to the Non-Communist Resistance. Do 
you have any statement on that? 


A I don't have anything to add to what's already 
been said several times. We are continuing our evaluation and 


assessment of the needs of the Non-Communist Resistance. We 
believe that in preparation for a settlement in Cambodia, our 
assistance to the Non-Communist Resistance should be increased 
but we're continuing to consult with the Non-Communist 
Resistance, with other friends and allies, and with 
Congressional leaders on the level and types of assistance most 
appropriate to the needs of the Resistance. 


Q Is it correct to say a decision has not been made 
yet? 


A That's right. 


Q In that case -- in light of that -- I don't know 
if this has been addressed here earlier. Do you have an 
opinion on the legislative language that Senator Pell 
introduced to the State Department Authorization 61117 
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A I'm not aware of that specific language. I don't 
have anything on it. 


Q On the language which we introduced last Friday 
bars any U.S. aid to Khmer Rouge or any organizations in the 
Cambodian Resistance that are allied in any way with the Khmer 
Rouge. 


A I don't have a position on the specific 
legislation, and I think we've spoken before about our view of 
the Khmer Rouge. 


Q Richard, just briefly. TASS is saying that 
there's a joint statement from Secretary of State Baker with 
the Russians on Lebanon. Do you know anything about that? 


A I've seen the TASS report. It has a text, but I 
don't have anything to pass out yet. We'll get it for you 
later. 


Do you have any comment on TASS' support for 
Noriega or the Cuban support for Noriega or the Nicaraguan 
support for Noriega? 


A Or the Nicaraguan support for Noriega? He had 
few friends before the election. The fact that those countries 
support him, * think, just should lead us to conclusions about 
those countries and their willingness to engage in new 
thinking. They don't seemed to have changed their position in 
light of the overwhelming evidence that Noriega is stealing an 
election from his people, but I'll leave it at that for today. 


Q Do you have anything on Cuban personnel, security 
forces, what have you, involved in street violence yesterday? 


a No. 
Do you have anything on a report that the United 
States has asked Thailand to evacuate 300 Thai workers from the 
Rabta plant in Libya? 
A I don't have anything on that report specifically. 
Q Can you take it? 


A We have asked other foreign countries not to 
support the Rabta plant. 


Q Can you check specifically on the Thai request? 


A Okay. We will. 


Q A follow up on that. Are you pleased with the 
Germans arresting the Imhausen Chemical plant manufacturer? 
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A The arrest is a further indication that the West 
German Government is serious about ending the involvement of 
German firms in chemical weapons proliferation. We note the 
active investigation by German authorities of past involvement 
of German firms in Libya and the legislation now before 
Parliament to strengthen export controls and to prevent 
activities abroad by German nationals in support of chemical 
weapons proliferation. 


These are positive elements in the world-wide effort 
to halt assistance to the Rabta facility and to prevent 
chemical weapons proliferation. We welcome the FRG efforts. 


Q You talked about what you're doing with the 
military and dependents of the military and diplomatic corps. 
What about civilians in Panama? Any directed to them? 





Q Also, how many are there? 

A How many Americans are there in Panama? We'll 
get the numbers for you. I think Marlin said something like 
51,000. 

Q That's an unusual number. That's government and 
military -- 

a Government, civilian, military, and others. As 


regards the status of the security situation for civilians, our 
current travel advisory remains in effect. Americans should 
defer travel to Panama at this time unless it's absolutely 
necessary. Americans who do travel to Panama should understand 
that in the extremely unsettled and fluid conditions now 
existing, U.S. citizenship by itself provides little or no 
protection. 


Q What about those living there, working there? 

A Those living and working there should exercise as 
much caution as possible, as I think they should take the 
advice of the embassy that we've given to our own people and 


that's not to go out and not to do any unnecessary travel and 
other things. 


Q Do you take seriously the possibility -- 
A Let's go over here first. 


Q Just on Panama. What is our view on whether the 
OAS should do anything, and, if so, what? 


A Well, we think that all democratic nations, all 
people who truly support democracy, should condemn what Noriega 
is trying to do in Panama, and therefore we would support any 
action the OAS would take. I don't have any specific 
prescription or demand. 
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Q Do you have any information on American 
journalists who were arrested and detained yesterday or today, 
or threatened in other ways? 


A Just on the expulsion of one U.S. journalist, 
Charles Jaco, who along with some others was expelled by 
Noriega. I cite this as a further example of Noriega's cynical 
reaction to his rejection by the Panamanian people. 


Q Is the U.S. Government taking seriously the 
indications that there may develop a situation of hostages, 
American hostages in Panama? 


a I don't have anything specific on that. We're 
advising people to take all appropriate precautions. 


Q Sometimes in situations like this the embassy has 
sort of networks with the American community so that if they 
need to make a call out or announce something quickly, that 
they can do that. Are we organized in such a way in Panama? 


A I'm not sure. That's something I'd have to check 
on. I know we've called some people but exactly how far they 
were able to spread the net, I don't know. A lot of these 
people are military personnel, of course, and therefore they're 
covered by the military's advice to everybody. Others are 
dependents and then there's the public-at-large. I think the 
news has been such that people are well aware of the advice 
that we're giving. 


Q Is there a difference in the protection provided 
by the treaty or by other laws between dependents of diplomats 
and dependents of the military? 


A I'll refer to that as another legal question that 
I'm not qualified to judge now. There are slightly different 
rules in some ways under military treaties and others. 


Q Is there any difference between what you're 
organizing in terms of getting people onto bases and so forth 
between what you're doing for diplomats -- families -- and what 
you're doing for military families? 


A Again, I can't contrast. I think there's 
probably -- to begin with, there's differences in their living 
situations. Military people, many more of them live on the 
bases. So exactly what the military is doing and what we're 
doing is probably just -- we're doing what's appropriate to the 
status of our people and where they live. 


Q There are quite a few of them that live in town, 
in Panama City. Are they going to continue to do so for the 
time being? 
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A Your question is really -- what it boils down to, 
I think, is, “Are those military people who don't live on bases 
also moving their dependents to the bases?" That's not a 
question that I have the answer to. I think the Pentagon has 
to answer it, frankly. 


Q Well, on the diplomatic dependents. Are 
diplomats who live in Panama City going to continue to live in 
those apartments in Panama City or are they going to move onto 
bases now? 


A What I've said is that the dependents will be 
moved to U.S. military bases this morning for security 
reasons. I don't have anything specifically on whether they're 
erty their apartments or breaking their leases or anything 
e that. 


Q The U.S. diplomatic personnel, do they have any 
-- they do not recognize the authorities exercising effective 
control there right now. So what is their diplomatic -- how 
many of them have actual diplomatic status? 


A I don't, again -- 


Q There have been a number -- well, let me put it 
this way. There have been a number of personnel that have been 
moved into Panama since we announced that we did not recognize 
the Noriega Government but recognized the -- continued to 
recognize Delvalle as the President. These people have never 
had something put in their passports saying that they have a 
diplomatic visa or anything like that. What is their status? 
And if you know, how many are involved there? 


A We'll have to check on that. I understand the 
question. We'll have to look into it. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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MAY 11 PRESS BRIEFING 
@ 


PANAMA: OAS INVOLVEMENT 





Q. To what degree is the OAS involved in the Panama crisis? Are 
there any plans for emergency or special sessions On Panama? 


A: PANAMA IS BEING DISCUSSED EXTENSIVELY IN INFORMAL MEETINGS OF 


LATIN AMERICAN REPRESENTATIVES. AT THIS TIME, WE HAVE NOT BEEN 
INFORMED BY THE OAS OF ANY SPECIAL MEETINGS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 11 PRESS BRIEFING Posted: May 1!, 1989 


EMBASSIES IN STATES IN WHICH WE DO NOT RECOGNIZE 
FORCE IN POWER 











Q: There are two places in the world where the U.S. has 
embassies -- Kabul and Panama -- but we do not recognize the 


force in power as the legal government. Are there other places 
in the same category? 


A: -- NO. THE SITUATIONS IN PANAMA AND AFGHANISTAN ARE EACH 
UNIQUE. ’ 


» 
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Question Taken at the May 11 Noon Press Briefing : 


THAILAND: WORKERS AT RABTA 





Q: Has the U.S. asked Thailand to withdraw Thai workers from the 
Rabta plant? ‘ 


A: -- WE HAVE DISCUSSED WITH A NUMBER OF GOVERNMENTS, INCLUDING 
THE ROYAL THAI GOVERNMENT, THE DANGERS POSED BY LIBYA'S 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS PROGRAM, AND HAVE ASKED THEM NOT TO 


CONTRIBUTE TO ITS DEVELOPMENT. WE HAVE INFORMATION THAT THERE 


ARE A NUMBER OF THAI WORKERS EMPLOYED AT THE RABTA SITE. 
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MAY 11 PRESS BRIEFING 


PANAMA: NUMBERS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN COUNTRY 





Q. How mahy American citizens are in Panama? 
A. THERE ARE ROUGHLY 40,000-50,000 U. S. CITIZENS CURRENTLY IN PANAMA, 
INCLUDING APPOXIMATELY 10,300 MILITARY, 14,000 MILITARY AND DOD 


DEPENDENTS, 93 EMBASSY STAFF AND 150 EMBASSY STAFF DEPENDENTS. 


, 
‘ 


. 
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TAKEN QUESTION wr S ie o 


MAY 11 PRESS BRIEFING / 


PANAMA: ALERT TO NON-USG CITIZENS 





7 
* 


Q. Have non-U.S. Government U.S. citizens been alerted to possible 
security problems in Panama? 


A: YESTERDAY, THE CONSULAR SECTION OF EMBASSY PANAMA CONTACTED 
DESIGNATED LEADERS IN AMERICAN COMMUNITIES WHO WILL ADVISE AMERICANS 
LIVING IN THEIR AREAS TO STAY TUNED TO SOUTHCOM RADIO AND TELEVISION 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND INSTRUCTIONS. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
NOVOSTI PRESS CENTER 
MOSCOW, THE U.S.S.R. 
THURSDAY, MAY 11, 1989 


(In progress) 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, I have what is a longer 
opening statement than I might normally make, but I want to 
Give you -- the reason I'm going to do this is to give you, as 
best I can, a feel for the discussions that we've had during 
the course of the past two days. 





Let me start by simply saying I think this visit was very 
useful, and it was productive. I think we had constructive 
talks. I'm very satisfied with the way in which the meetings 
went. 


President Bush asked that I make clear to the leadership of the 
Soviet Union that the United States is ready and anxious to 
re-engage across the full range of our relations. Over the 
past two a, Minister Shevardnadze and I established a 
foundation for both continuity and change across our five-part 
agenda. We've begun to add to the list of topics we will 
pericdically address together and to deepen our engagement on 
matters we've discussed in the past. 


I explained that the President and I welcome Perestroika. 
alasnost. and the “new thinking" in Soviet foreign policy. We 
believe they have contributed to a changing political 
environment, one which offers an opportunity for both of our 
countries to expand the arena of our constructive interaction. 


During these meetings, the United States and the Soviet Union 
sought both to adapt old policy frameworks as well as develop 
new ones to fit the changing times. 


Let me add some specifics by touching, as briefly as I can, on 
each topic in our five-part agenda. 


For further information conmtect: 
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First, in the area of human rights, we both sought further . 
progress on individual cases and opened the way for cooperation 
on the institutionalization of rights in Soviet society. 


First, the Soviets gave us the names of individuals who will 
now be free to emigrate, and we urged early positive action on 
the remaining Refusenik cases which involve some 400 to 500 


families. 


Second, we moved close to agreement on a mechanism for the 
exchange of information on criminal cases arising in one 
country which the other believes to be political in character. 
Such a mechanism could help us free individuals who are 
political victims of an earlier era. 


Third, the Soviets reported their progress in drafting new laws 
regarding freedom of conscience and emigration. We understand 
it's their present intention that the Supreme Soviet would act 
on these laws after it convenes. 


And finally, we agreed to future projects. We will engage in 
on-going dialogues or exchange programs in three areas: the 
rule of law, human rights and humanitarian issues arising on 
the international scene, and our respective experiences in 
dealing with social issues. 


In the arms control area, we've agreed to re-engage on the full 
range of our existing negotiations. This reflects, I think, 
our country's interest in an active, constructive, and 
expanding relationship. 


The NST negotiations will resume in Geneva between June 12 and 
June 19, with the precise date to be set through diplomatic 
channels. The Standing Consultative Commission, or SCC, which 
is charged with ABM treaty verification and compliance, will 
resume meeting in mid-June. The nuclear testing talks will 
resume in Geneva on June 26. We will hold bilateral 
discussions on chemical weapons on the margins of next month's 
meeting of the United Nations Conference on Disarmament in 
Geneva. We discussed and agreed on the importance of the 
on-going CFE and confidence-building measures talks. 


Second, we also agreed -- importantly in my view -- to broaden 
the arms control agenda to include a new emphasis on the 
problem of chemical weapons and missile proliferation. 


In the regional area, we placed, as some of you know, new 
emphasis on regional talks and made headway in crafting a 
common basis for U.S.-Soviet cooperation to try and resolve a 
number of conflicts around the globe. In particular, we 
described in detail our approaches in Central America and the 
Middle East. With respect to Central America, we agreed to 
work toward a political and diplomatic solution to the problem 
of Nicaragua and to support the goals of Esquipulas and Tesoro. 
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We related our objectives and our general strategies on a 
number of regional issues. We discussed specific possible 
roles which the Soviet Union could play, as well as roles which 
the United States could play. 


On the new topic of transnational relations, we agreed to 
establish an ongoing working group. We also derived a work 
program for this new group which covers a range of issues, 
including protection of the environment, coping with the 
effects of natural disasters, and combatting international 
terrorism and illicit drug trafficking. 


In the bilateral area, Minister Shevardnadze and I accepted the 
work plan developed by the working group which provides for 
intensified action in numerous areas, including the completion 
of negotiations on new or amended cooperative agreements and 
the opening of new cultural and information centers in our two 
nations. We have a 23-point agreed work program covering 
topics as diverse as research on world oceans, civil aviation, 
atomic energy, maritime boundaries, and so forth. 


In conclusion, I also took the opportunity of this brief visit 
to have four sessions outside the formal government-to- 
government agenda. First, my wife and I had an interesting 
private dinner with Minister Shevardnadze and his wife. We 
very much appreciated their warm hospitality. Secondly, I 
inspected our uncompleted office building to see the extent of 
possible security penetrations myself. Third, I met with three 
newly elected members of the Congress of People's Deputies. I 
congratulated them on their accomplishment and expressed the 
President's and my strong interests in the process of 

r and glasnost. And, finally, I met with a group of 
Soviet Refuseniks. I told them that the people of the United 
States were moved by their sacrifice and that we would continue 
to work for their freedom. 


Now I'll be delighted to respond to your questions. 


: Mr. Secretary, you did not refer at all in this 
summary to the Middle East. I wondered if you could tell us 
what you might have accomplished with Shevardnadze and 
Gorbachev on the Middle East? 


SECRETARY BAKEE I'm not sure i ancw how to work this 
earpiece, but I understand your question. (Laughter) 
I'll leave that right there and rely on an interpretation. 


If I didn't mention the Middle East in the discussion of 
regional issues, Barry, I intended to, because we think tliat 
there may be a fair amount of common ground with respect to our 
approach to the Middle East. 


We talked about it at quite some length during the first day. 
We talked about the importance of giving the idea of elections 
a chance, working with Israelis and Arabs to see if we can 
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convert elections into a process -- a broader process -- that 
will ultimately bring about political negotiations. The 
Minister made the point that he thinks it is important to keep 
the possibility of an international conference on the table, 
and I told him that it was the position of the United States 
that an international conference at an appropriate time, 
properly structured, might well be useful. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, was there any discussion in your 
meetings with President Gorbachev about the possibility of 
unilateral Soviet cuts in their tactical nuclear short-range 
force, and did that subject come up in general? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Which subject? 





QUESTION: The subject of short-range nuclear forces. 


SECRETARY BAKER: The subject of short-range nuclear weapons 
did come up in general. It came up primarily during the course 
of my meeting with the General Secretary, and we had a rather 
extensive and in-depth discussion on the issue, during the 
course of which I set forth our position and he set forth his. 


QUESTION: Ware there any common ground reached at all in that 
area? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I hope the fact we were able to discuss 
the issue for as long as we did and to the extent we did might 
produce some better understanding on his part of our position. 
And we agreed we would continue to disagree agreeably for the 
time being with respect to this matter. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, after this first trip of yours to the 
Soviet Union and these extensive discussions you've described, 
could you give us an assessment of where you think the cold war 
stands? Is it getting over? Have you got a start on getting 
it over? Could you tell me how you feel about that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I answered that question in the United 
States not long ago, I think, Jim; and what I said was it seems 
to me, at least, that it is certainly moving in that 
direction. We may not quite be there yet. We think it's 
important. We think there are perhaps some object indicators 
out there that one might look to, but we are certainly moving 
in that direction. We would, of course, as we've said before, 
be delighted to see an expressed renunciation of the Brezhnev 
Doctrine. We would be very pleased to see the Wall come down. 
We applaud the fact they're rolling up the barbed wire on the 
Hungarian-—Austrian border. So I think you have to say we are 
clearly moving in that direction. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you return to the question of 
whether unilateral cuts in tactical short-range nuclear forces 
were discussed? And can you tell us whether the General 
Secretary wanted to reduce or eliminate short-range nuclear 
weapons? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, unilateral reductions were discussed 
because, as you know, we have argued, for some time, there is a 
significant imbalance in favor of the Warsaw Pact with respect 
to these weapons; and before we start talking about sitting 
down and negotiating them, it would be advisable, certainly 
from our standpoint and from the standpoint of maintaining a 
deterrence which we believe has maintained the peace for all 
these years, if that imbalance were reduced voluntarily and 
unilaterally. So that's been an argument we've made for quite 
some time. 





There was no in-depth discussion of a total elimination. There 
was a discussion of reduction. 


QUESTION: Can I follow up, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm trying to get to some non-Americans 
here. 





QUESTION [THROUGH INTERPRETER]: On tactical nuclear weapons, 
do you believe that it would be realistic for your 
Administration to renounce any further negotiation as a means 
of resolving the problem of tactical nuclear systems? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The questions was, would I believe it's what? 


QUESTION [THROUGH INTERPRETER]: Do you believe it is realistic 
for the U.S. Administration to renounce negotiations as the way 
to solve the issue of tactical nuclear weapons? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we don't renounce it as a way to solve 
the issue. What we say is that it is very good politics to 
talk about this, and we acknowledge and recognize that; but 
that security is extraordinarily important. It is our view 
that a minimal number of these weapons has contributed 
substantially to the maintenance of security between East and 
West for many, many years. It's our view that an adequate mix 
of conventional and nuclear forces is required if we are going 
to maintain that security. It is a defensive posture; the NATO 
strategy of flexible response is a defensive strategy, not an 
offensive strategy. It has to do with deterring war and 
keeping the peace. That's what has happened for 40 years, and 
we ought to be very careful before we depart from these 
strategic concepts that have been successful. 





T [THROUGH INTERPRETER]: Mr. Secretary, from the moment 
of the formation of the new U.S. Administration you have 
repeated Shamir's proposal for elections in the occupied lands 
in the Middle East. Do you have your own concrete proposal 
which would speed up the process of peace in the Middle East? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The answer is, yes, we do have a proposal of 
our own which we have discussed at quite some length in the 
United States and which is very compatible with the proposal 
that has been advanced by Prime Minister Shamir. It is our 
view that big, high-visibility initiatives with respect to this 
very intractable problem are not likely to succeed unless 
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and until there has been an improvement in the atmosphere and 
unless there has been a “tilling of the ground,” if you will, 
in the area. So we have called for some reciprocal steps 
toward improving the atmosphere -- steps that could be taken by 
Israelis and steps that could be taken by Palestinians. 


For the first time ever the United States now has a dialogue 
with the PLO, and we talk to them about these steps. We have 
always, of course, had a dialogue with the Israelis, and we 
talk to them about taking steps. 


This is very compatible with the idea that Prime Minister 
Shamir advanced which, by the way, we do not view, as someone 
suggested not long ago, as “warmed-over Camp David." There are 
some significant differences in what the Prime Minister of 
Israel is now proposing from the Camp David peace process. I 
won't run through all of them here now for you, but one is the 
Israeli recognition that this could and should lead to a 
broader political dialogue, a broader political negotiation, a 
recognition on their part that at some point negotiations have 
to be held on the question of permanent status, a recognition 
on their part that in those negotiations on permanent status 
all options are open, and other items such as that. 


So the two ideas are very compatible. 


T : Are you indicating to us, when you say that it would 
be helpful to reduce the numbers of those short-range launchers 
and missiles unilaterally first, that you would negotiate? And 
tell us, if you will, did the Secretary General ask you -- did 
he ask you to negotiate specifically on that question? 


SECRETORY BAKER: No, I'm not suggesting that. What I'm saying 
s, before you get to the issue of whether or not there should 
be negotiations, there has to be a little less of an 

imbalance. There needs to be a greater congruence, if you 
will, in force structures. The Alliance is at a significant 
disadvantage with respect to the numbers of tactical 
short-range nuclear weapons that are currently deployed today, 
and we are at a significant disadvantage as well with respect 
to conventional forces. 


QUESTION: But did the General Secretary ask you negotiate -- 
sorry to persist -—- but did he ask you to negotiate these down? 


SE CHE TARY BAKER: Did he suggest the idea of negotiation? Yes, 
e : 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, back on Central America briefly, 

sir. The TASS News Agency today charged the United States with 
instigating a fraudulent election in Panama. And, as you may 
or may not know, the Panamanian regime of General Noriega 
declared the elections last Sunday to be nullified -- their 
word. What is your reaction to events in Panama over the last 
two or three days? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, our reaction to those events has been 
pretty well stated, I think, by the President. General Noriega 
has been very reluctant to accept the will of the Panamanian 
people. He has done everything he could to steal that 
election. And when it became extraordinarily difficult to 
accomplish that, I suppose he's giving consideration to simply 
declaring it null and void and starting over. But either way, 
either way you look at it, it is a perversion and a subversion 
of the freely expressed will of the Panamanian people. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you delivered a letter from President 
Bush to Mr. Gorbachev. Could you tell us a little bit about 
that letter? And also, did you get into any discussion about a 
summit between Mr. Gorbachev and the President? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The question of a summit came up and was 
discussed, and we agreed we would further discuss that issue at 
the next Ministerial which Minister Shevardnadze and I have 
which we suspect will be sometime in the month of September. 


With respect to the question about the President's letter, the 
letter from the President to the General Secretary outlined 
broadly our views on the evolving relationship with the Soviet 
Union. It made some of the points that I made initially in my 
opening statement here this afternoon. The President called 
attention to the reform effort in the Soviet Union. He 
emphasized in the strongest terms our desire to see perestroika 
succeed. He pointed out that we believe these changes are 
significant, even revolutionary; that they create a basis for 
progress; and that we seek that progress. 


It pointed out as well that our intention to work seriously and 
carefully step by step to prepare the ground to make our 
cooperation enduring. 


QUESTION [THROUGH INTERPRETER]: You started your negotiations 
here by discussing regional conflicts. You discussed 


Afghanistan and Central America. Do you think a compromise is 
possible on that? And question Number 2, you discussed the 


Middle East. Did you discuss Lebanon within that context? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me say that it was our view coming into 
these meetings that regional issues should have a greater 
emphasis in the dialogue between the United States and the 
Soviet Union. I'm very pleased to see that our interlocutors 
here accepted that view, and regional issues were accorded a 
higher emphasis in these meetings. That does not in any way 
diminish the importance of any of the other aspects on the 
agenda such as arms control, human rights, and the others. 


We did, indeed, discuss Lebanon, and we agreed upon a joint 
statement on Lebanon which is in the process of being released 
and which will be available to you. 
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QUESTION: In view of what the Soviets told you about 
emigration and particularly embodying the liberal rules into 
their legislation, could you give us your assessment now of the 
possibilities of waiving the Jackson-Vanik restrictions? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We told the Soviets that once that more 
liberal emigration policy had been institutionalized, enacted 
into law, and once those laws were seen to be in the process of 
being implemented, we thought it would be appropriate to then 
address the question of whether or not there ought to be a 
relaxation or repeal of Jackson-Vanik and the Stevenson 
Amendment in the United States. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, regarding Central America, could you 
give us your assessment for the possibility now that the 
Soviets may decrease or stop their military assistance to 
Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we are very hopeful that will be the 
case. I'm an optimist, so I'd even be optimistic. I would 
point you to what I said in my opening statement, though, when 
I said that we agreed to work toward a diplomatic and political 
solution to the problem of Nicaragua and to support the goals 
of Esquipulas and Tesoro. I would argue that those goals 
clearly move in the direction of reducing, if not eliminating, 
that support. 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, just to return to the SNF issue one 
more time: One, did Secretary General Gorbachev indicate to 
you that he is anticipating unilateral cuts? And, two, are you 
saying that we would welcome those cuts rather than regarding 
them as simply a device to try to split NATO? 


PECRETARY BAKER: We would welcome the cuts in any event. In 
act, we have been calling upon the Soviet Union to reduce 
their short-range nuclear weapons to bring the imbalance more 


into line; and we have said that's something that ought to be 
done before we even get to the question of negotiations. 


QUESTION: The first part of my question: Did he indicate to 
you that he is thinking about it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You noticed I've dodged that about three 
times, haven't you? 


QUESTION: Sir, did the discussions in NATO on the 
modernization of the Lance program come up, and did you offer 
the Russians your interpretation of the apparent split in NATO 
on this issue? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The answer to the last part of your question 
s no, I n't offer them any interpretation on where NATO may 


or may not be on that. The question of modernization did 
indeed come up, just as the question of negotiations came up. 


QUESTION: Can we have one more question, please? 














iis SECRETARY BAKER: One more. Chris? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did General Secretary Gorbachev bring 
up the Afghanistan question at any length, and could you tell 
us what his concerns were and how you responded to them? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The answer is no, he did not bring it up at 
any length. We did discuss it in the Ministerial, but he 
didn't bring it up in the meeting. 


QUESTION: Could you describe how Shevardnadze -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we had a full discussion of the issue. 
Concern, I think, was expressed on the part of the Soviet side 
about what they perceived as some inappropriate activities, 
perhaps, by Pakistan. We don't see it that way. We made the 
point during the course of these discussions, as we have 
before, that it is not our desire to see a government in 
Afghanistan that is hostile to the Soviet Union. At the same 
time, we are very interested, as we think Pakistan and other 
countries are, in seeing self-determination for the Afghan 
people. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, just to clarify your last statement, 
you say that Mr. Gorbachev did not bring it up at all? 


SECRETARY BAKER: He didn't bring it up at all. 
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A Let me Start out by further answering Barry’s question at the 
briefing. On the Middle East, I Should have Probably been a 
little more expansive on my answer to you, but the Soviets, in 
response to our discussion about the election Proposal, said 





Dennis tells ne that in the working group, they raised about 
seven or eight qestions for discussion about the election 


That’s Teally about all I wanted to say. 1/}) be pleased to 
answer your questions. 


Q Would you like to expand at all on what the Genera] Secretary 
told you about unilatera) cuts? 


A Yes, 1/1) be glad to. The reason r wouldn’t there was 
use we had an agreement that We wouldn’t go out and brier on 


He reported on an intention to unilaterally reduce their theatre 
nuclear forces by what he scribed as 500 Weapons this year. 
We 


we 
to unilaterally reduce for quite some time, Particularly in 
light of the fact that NaATo has unilaterally reduced by some 
2400 weapons since 1979, Again, using weapons in the sense of 
warheads. So, this is something that they will announce this 
evening, Certainly no later than tomorrow morning, 


Q Did he indicate whether (inaudible) missiles or artillery? 
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A No. He’s talking about, again, warheads. He’s talking about, 
as best we understand it, 284 missile warheads, 166 on airplanes 
and 50 on artillery. 


To further characterize our reaction to it, I would say that 
it’s a small step, but it’s a good one. We’ve been saying, 
again for some time, that before we talk about negotiating these 
weapons, we really out to reduce the extensive imbalance and the 
extensive asymmetries, so we welcome this. 


Q What will that leave them with? 


A I don’t have that information here for you, but it will leave 
them way out in front of us. 


Q You don’t have the percentage? 
A No, this is very small. This is a very small reduction for 


them, but it’s taking a step that we’ve been encouraging for 
some time. 





Q Is it not quite a large public relations step, however? 


A You’ll be better judges of that. What we’ll say, of course, 
is that we’ve reduced by 2400 since 1979, and this is a step 
we’ve been encouraging for a long time. 


Q Do you not feel that there may be increasing pressure on you 
now to respond to this specific move of his? 


A I think I indicated in there in the briefing, we understand 
the politics of this issue, but we also understand the security 
concerns and we just don’t think that we in the West can play 
domestic politics with the security of the Alliance. That’s our 
view of that. 


Q Is your position as clear cut as: cut down to equality and 
we'll negotiate? 


A We haven’t said that. But we have said, before we start 
talking about negotiating, let’s see you get down to a little 
bit better balance. 


Q What will you tell Genscher *omorrow? 


A As I understand it, I’m going to have a bilateral with 
Genscher tomorrow, at some point, I don’t know what time. I’m 
sure we'll discuss questions involving short-range nuclear 
forces, questions of modernization, and questions of 
negotiations. 
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Q As I understand it, the cuts he’s announcing aren’t anywhere 
near close enough to get you into negotiations? 


A No. It’s a good step, but it’s a very small step. 


Q Could you say that on the record -- "It’s a good step, but a 
small step"? It’s important because otherwise -- 


ON THE RECORD: 


A Yes, say it’s a good step, but a small step. A modest move 
toward a more equal balance in Europe. Say that on the record. 


I’d like to also point out, since you’re going to be on the 
record with that, that NATO has unilaterally reduced nuclear 
weapons in Europe by more than 2400 weapons since 1979. 


Q Is this the first unilateral reduction, do you know? 
A As best I know, yes. 


Now, let’s go back on background and let me, in doing so, so 
that you’re not surprised, let me tell you that they are also 
going to announce tomorrow, some of the details of their 
conventional force proposals that Shevardnaze alluded to in 
Vienna, but did not lay out. 


He promised some additional specifics and we now have those 
specifics. 


They are going to table in Vienna a proposal for a reduction in 
troops of 1 million troops on each side. They are going to 
table a proposal in Vienna for a 55% reduction by NATO in strike 
aircraft and helicopters. And they are goinj to propose a 
Warsaw Pact reduction in tanks of 40,000; combat vehicles 
42,000; artillery 47,000, with the view that by the year 1997, 
both the Warsaw Pact and NATO would reach the following equal 
levels: 1,350,000 troops, 1500 st. ‘ke aircraft -- and I ought 
to caution you there that they define strike aircraft to include 
ours but exclude some of theirs. There are m ‘or definitional 
problems there. 


Helicopters, 1700 each side; tanks, 20,000 each side; artillery, 
24,000 each side; and armoured vehicles 28,000 on each side. 


I don’t have anything further on that except to say that in 
March, of course, the Alliance put forward it’s specific 
numbers. At that time, the Warsaw Pact made their more general 
proposal, which has now been fleshed out with this specificity. 
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Q Is that still within the 10-15% reduction Shevardnaze talked 
about? 


A It’s probably within that, but I’m not in a position yet to 
answer that yet, Ray. We just got it -- I got this a couple of 
hours ago. 


So that will likewise be coming tomorrow. Does anybody have any 
questions either on that or on something else? 


Q Is there anything you can say on that on the record? 


A No, I prefer not to. What I said to him, I don’t want to say 
it on the record, is look, this is a proposal that obviously we 
can not discuss bilaterally. This is an Alliance issue. The 
proper place to evaluate and discuss this is in Vienna, that we 
appreciate you’re letting us know that you’re going to table it 
in Vienna and we will be discussing it with our Allies. 


I will brief our Allies on this tomorrow. 
Q It was Gorbachev not Shevardnaze you said that to? 





A Yes. 


Q You made some tantalizing remarks about their willingness to 
get involved in Central America. Did you specifically ask 
Gorbachev to cut off aid to the Sandinistas and what was his 
response? 


A Let me say, I’m not going to get into alot of who shot John 

_ On exactly what I said and didn’t say. I had about an hour long 
private meeting with him -- we went 3 1/2 hours and then a 2 1/2 
meeting in addition to that. We started at 10:00 am, we got out 
at 1:30 pm. 


We touched a whole host of areas, but you can understand I hope 
that I’m not going to get into who shot John, except to say that 
what I said at the press briefing, I think says it; they agreed 
to work to pursue a political and diplomatic solution to the 
problem in Nicaragua, and they specifically acknowledged their 
support of Esquipulas and Tesoro. That’s why I stated in there 
that I was optimistic. 


Q You must be very pleased with that, that’s pretty much wha 
you were asking. | 


A I’m certainly not displeased with it. I am pleased. 














Q Can you get in to the SNF issue as you addressed it with 
Gorbachev? You said that we stated our position, they stated 
ours -- was there any heat during that discussion? 


A No. There was none. It was a very objective discussion. I 
said we understood the politics, but that for us the overriding 
concern had to be security. I said some of the things I said at 
the press briefing, that this policy of deterrence was a 
defensive policy, it had kept the peace in our view for 40 years 
or certainly for a long period of time. It would be a terrible 
mistake to abandon it prematurely and we needed to see these 
imbalances in tactical nuclear weapons and in conventional 
forces alleviated. I didn’t say if you do this or that than we 
will negotiate. What I said we needed to see action not words. 
There are some good words about conventional force reduction. 
There’s some good words about tactical nuclear reduction, but we 
saw the first small step today on unilateral reduction of 
tactical nuclear. 


Q Had you anticipated this kind of move by Gorbachev? Is this 
a surprise or were you beginning to get the hint? 


A It’s not a surprise. Certainly the conventional data was not 
because Shevardnaze had said we will be doing that. I think you 
have to -- we all know he’s going to Bonn later this year. We 
all know that Shevardnaze is going to plan the trip in the next 
day -- or going over there to help assist the trip in the next 
dary or so. 


I have to tell you that this first small step certainly does not 
comes as any surprise. In fact, there’s been a lot of 
discussion, even public discussion about third zero proposals 
coming very shortly, we didn’t see a third zero proposal but 
that doesn’t mean we don’t anticipate that that’s a distinct 
possibility. 


Q Is it safe to say that today he called on you to enter into 
iations to reduce short-range missiles and at the same time 
laid out this unilateral reduction on their part? 


A It’s safe to say. 
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Q You said human rights. You said you’ve got a list. You 
said that four or five hundred left, you knew there were 600 
families. Should we do the subtraction or can you give us the 


number? 


(Another administration official): They gave us the names of 
approximately two dozen, recently. 


Families? 
Families. 
All refusenik families? 
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Yes. 


Q Could I ask one specific point that you raised at your press 
conference? Have you come to any conclusions about the embassy 
office building? 


A No. I had a complete and very extensive tour. I expect to 
be further briefed when I get back to Washington, by Ambassador 
Salgo and others who have been out here and I have to make a 
recommendation fairly promptly and I intend to. 





Q What about your dinner last night? 


A The dinner was a very, very -- an extraordinarily gracious 
gesture by the Minister and his wife. We had dinner in their 
apartment. We talked about a whole host of different subjects, 
we talked about his home state of Georgia. Mrs. Shevardnaze is 
a strong Georgian partisan with deep ties to her own state. 


We talked about perestroika, it’s status now. The trade-offs 
between political reform and economic reform -- the importance 
of the two proceeding apace. A very candid discussion with 

to some of the problems they’re facing. I really hope 
it will serve as a foundation for building a strong personal 
relationship that can help us get some additional things done as 
we move along here. 


Q The President is giving a major speech -- have you ti. € 0 
him yet? 


A I haven’t talked to him but I’ve communicated with him with 
messages and we have had the speech out here and we’re sending 
it back and forth, in fact, this is OFF THE RECORD: I’ve got a 
draft of it up there right now that I’m going to finish before I 
jump into my beer -- that’s the last item of work that I have to 
do today. 
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Q Could you tell us something about your tete-a-tete with 
Gorbachev? How did you all get along? 


A I think we got along well. I felt that we did, I believe, I 
hope he felt that well. After all, we’re both lawyers by 
training. 


Q Did you discuss Eastern Europe at all? 


A Wo. I did not discuss it at all with Gorbachev. We did 
notify in the Shevardnaze bilaterals, we notified them of the 
President’s forthcoming trip to Eastern Europe and we solicited 
their views on the status of the change that’s taking place in 
some Eastern European countries vis-a-vis the lack of change in 
others. 


We didn’t discuss it as an agenda item or topic in any detai). 
Q --the Brezhnev Doctrine -- did they make any commitment? 

A No. 

Q In the session with Gcrbachev, did you stick pretty much to 


nukes and also to regional affairs? We’re there just a couple 
of topics that you covered there? 





A I just talked about the general discussions with him. During 
the course of the 3 1/2 hours we spent quite a bit of time on 
regional, we spent quite a bit of tize on the overall 
relationship between the two countr’es, we spent quite a bit of 
time on the course of perestroika and we spent quite a bit of 
time on arms control matters. 


He gave us a very complete and detailed read-out on perestroika 
as they saw it. 


Q Is he optimistic? 


A Yes, I didn’t detect any sense of unease. They were candid 
about the fact there are problems, but I got the sense that they 
are very committed and dedicated and not in any way unduly 
concerned. 











Q Did you go beyond let’s talk about it next time. 


A We went beyond it in one respect only and that is that we 
agreed that we would both acknowledge that summits are 
important, that we do not agree that they should be regularized. 


We agreed the question of scheduling the next summit really 
should be reserved for the next ministerial. 


Q On the timing of his SNF cut -- do you think that is going to 
happen tonight or tomorrow? Shevardnaze won’t do it in his 
briefing? 


A My sense is he won’t do it if there’s a radio and TV 
briefing, that they’ll give it to the print media tonight, 
you’ll see it in the morning. 


Q Thank you. 
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Q I wonder what specific incident -- injury or threat 
to Americans has led the President to take this action to send a 
brigade there? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think it's precautionary as much as 
anything else. There were some Americans held briefly yesterday. 
They have been released. But in view of the treatment of the 
opposition candidates, and indeed in view of the cases of harrassment 
over the past few months in which we've been very patient, it's | a 
prudent step to take. 


Q Sir, Mr. Bush referred several times to our Treaty 
rights. Tell us just exactly what that means, and we can do and 
can't do down there -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, one of the important Treaty 
rights that he is referring to is the right of unimpeded travel for 
pe mt Ty and troops throughout the country. That is one on 
which we will -- 


Q The last time we sent troops down there it was 1300 
troops in April, and they were mainly -- defensive purposes to defend 
the perimeters. What are these troops? Are they offensive combat 


troops? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: They are combat troops. They are 
there to protect American lives, and if necessary, to protect the 
Panama Canal. 


Q Where are these troops coming from, and what does 
this do to the Panamanian people? I don't see how it has any 
relation -- sending troops to the bases down there -- would had any 
effect on getting rid of Noriega? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'm not sure it does. One of the 
units is from the West Coast, the other is from the East Coast. 
You'd have to ask the pensagen the particular designation of the 


troops. 


Q The President said that one of the purposes decided 
for taking troops is to restore democracy. Which of these steps is 
designed to do anything to restore demccracy, and how do we succeed 
in doing that? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't remember the President 
saying the troops are there to restore democracy. They're there -- 


Q No, he said that was one of the purposes -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That is one of our goals, of course, 
te let the Panamanian people have the fruits of the democratic 
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process which they exercised the other day overwhelmingly and have 
now been denied. 


Q Any Naval units going? Any Naval units going? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, no. : 
Q Not the America? 


Q How do you assess the risk of General Noriega taking 
some action to provoke a os! response by the United States, and 
Seog Sune us look as some kind of Yankee gringo in Central 
America 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, that's pretty hypothetical. I 
wouldn't want to speculate on Noriega. He is a thug, but he clearly 
operates with sose prudence when he has to. 


Q Do you have any notice on the side of the Cuban 
advisors that are located there in Panama City? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Are we what? 

Q Cuban advisors? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Cuban advisors? What about then? 
Q How many are there in Panana city? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't know that there are any. 


Q To follow up on the goals there, how is it that 
these various steps which are all geared toward protecting Americans 
and in general enforcing our treaty rights -- how are they going to 
get rid of Noriega, which has been the goal that's been stated over 
and over, when he has been able to -- 


. GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The goal has been stated over and 
over 


Q Yes, by administration officials throughout this 
whole thing, is that we want Noriega out. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, of course we do. 


Q And he has hung out for a whole year against the 
sanctions that were imposed, the economic sanctions. What here 
that's announced today is going to advance -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: One of the things we're trying to 
demonstrate to General Noriega is that this is not business as usual 
and will not be business as usual. The sanctions will remain. We 
will not have normal contacts with the Cuban government, and so on. 
So it's a variety of -- the measures we're taking are for a variety 


of purposes. 


Q Do you expect him to step down because of the 
measures taken hore today? 


General, in '79 the OAS was instrumental in toppling 
Somoza by in effect delegitimizing him. Is this government going to 
presse the OAS for similar action against Noriega? 


GENERAL, SCOWCROFT: The President has been in close 
consultation with a number of his Latin American colleagues. They 
are acting on their own to the steps they feel that they can take. 
be is -- I — a there's universal disapproval of what 

e has done, the countries are responding in their own 
vidual ways. There vay 
an 


an OAS meeting as early as Monday. 
shene are efforts to get 


be 
OAS lution. We don't know exactiy 
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what that will be right now 


Q What would you like? You're a member of OAS. What 
would you like OAS to do? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We would like to see -- certainly, 
the election results recognized for what they are, which was a 
victory by Mr. Endara. 


Q You said that Mr. Noriega operates with sone 
when he has to. If he continues to do that, what is the 
ikelihood that there would be some conflict down there? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I wouldn't want to speculate on that. 
1 I say, we will abide by the Treaty, we will insist on the Treaty 
rights. 


Q Well, any time you send thousands of troops down 
there, that gets people excited, and they wonder about the 
possibility of military conflict. You're saying that Mr. Noriega 
uses prudence when he to. And as long as he continues to do 
that, does that mean that the prospects for some kind of armed 
conflict are slim? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: As I say, that's basically up to hin. 


Q General, has Secretary Baker protested to Gorbachev 
> oo Union -- TASS’ support for the -- Noriega's election 
ts 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, he hasn't. Well, I don't know. 
I can't answer that. I don't know, but I can assure you that we will 
let the Soviets know our feelings about that. 


> re conversations, do you think that the Latin 
American vo vil if i take further steps, or not? I 


mean, would they support if you take further steps than the ones you 
have taken now? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, we have informed most of them 
that we plan to take some measures. We have not asked ifically 
for their support of them. But there are -- as the President says, 
there are now -- I think it's nine Latin American countries that have 
recognized the electoral victory of Endara. 


Q A yew) y please. Have you talked to the 
government of Mexico at all? Have you been in contact with Mexico? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 
Q What has been their response? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't want to talk about the 
particular response of particular countries. 


Q Ie that because you're — objections from some 
people, General, that do not find it universal 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo. These are diplomatic 
communications that we've had, and I don't think it's right to reveal 
without their acquiescence —_—~" what the character of those 
conversations are. 


Q Without being specific, then, can you tell us, are 
you hearing any objections from the people you're talking to? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Objections to what? 


Q To the actions you've communicated to them that 
you're going to take? 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We have heard nothing. 


Q General, Noriega has been particularly immune to 
moral suasion in any case. What practical steps are underway that 


would persuade him to get out -- practical steps aside from moral 
suasion? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We can always hope he will see the 
error of his ways, and we are looking at ways to help convince his to 
recognize the will of the Panamanian people. 


Q How worried are you that, by sending troops, you get 
a diplomatic reaction from Latin America to the extent of "There 7° 
the lying Yanks again,” and it will undercut your credibility in 
attacking Noriega? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wot very. 

Q Why not? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Because I think the sense of outrage 
at the particularly egregious activites of Noriega has mitigated what 


is a kind of instinctive Latin American reaction to moves by the 
United States. 


Q General, on the question of economic sanctions, have 
you made a tentative decision that the economic sanctions vere 


already cutting deep enough and that anything further would be 
punitive to Americans as well as Panamanians 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, the President has said he 
wouldn't rule out further actions if the circumstances dictated it. 
One of the problems with economic sanctions is that they're hard to 


pinpoint on particular things that they're designed to do, and of 
course, a lot of innocent people do suffer. 


Q General, do you expect the troops to be there 
indefinitely? What orders are they under and whose command are they 
operating under? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't know how long they'll be 
there. 


Q General, could give us an idea what sort of time 
frame you're looking at for resolution of this? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I can't. 

Q If it's status quo two weeks from now -- 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I can't. 

Q -- is that -- 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We're responding to a new situation 
in Panama and how long we'll be there and under what circumstances 
will depend on how the situation develops. 


Q Is it acceptable if Mr. Noriega is still in power a 
month from now? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't see why not. 


Q General, is it true that General Noriega was once on 
the payroll of the United States? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wot to my knowledge. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


aD 4:30 P.M. @T 








eee P 


- 

a 14-15 
: DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


‘- INDEX 


Friday, May 12, 1989 





BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 


Subject Page 
PANAMA 
EE Ee a a ee l 
--U.S. Issues Travel Warning ..................4.. l 
--Foreign Reaction to Annulment of Elections .... 1-2 
--Reports of Panamanian Tampa Consulate Closed .. 2 
--OAS Special Meeting of Foreign Ministers ...... 2-3 
--Panama Canal Operations .............. 00505 uee 3-4 
--Purposes for Deploying Additional Troops ...... 4,6-7,10 
--U.S. Rights and Obligations Under Panama Canal 
EEE RS Se a 4-5 
--Status of Decision on Formal Recognition of 
CE EE eee ae 5-6 
--Recall Instructions to Ambassador Davis ....... 6 
eS Pw. ccc cece cee eee eeeseee 7 
--U.S. Consideration of Steps for Noriega's 
ES eee Te eee eee ee ee ne Pee eee 8 
--Departure of American Civilians from Panama ... 8 
--USG Employees and Dependents Moved to Secure 
ee oe rn cere ko beebeh 60866 006 ce weseoees 8-10 
PLO/WHO 
Geneva Meeting re: PLO Membership Application .. 10,13 
LEBANON 
Arab League Efforts to Achieve Cease-Fire ....... 11 
ISRAEL 
Secretary's Letter to Israeli Foreign Minister .. 11 
U.S. Position on Status of Jerusalem ............ 11-12 
Dennis Ross' Travel to Israel ............50000505 12 
GREECE 
Supreme Court Decision on Rashid Extradition .... 12 
i Se ME «ost ccebecicebdeceeseceneces 14 
ARMS CONTROL 


es ee Ce Oe kee wees eeseeeee 13 














i | 4-6 


s° DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #84 


FRIDAY, MAY 12, 1989, 12:38 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement on the situation in Panama. 


Panama City was quiet overnight. The regime continues 
to put police and military on the streets in a show of force in 
order to intimidate the opposition and to suppress popular 
reaction to the annulment of the election. Businesses are 
open, but there is little activity. Schools remain closed. 


The Department of State Travel Warning, issued May 11, 
warns U.S. citizens that the extremely unsettled conditions and 
the reduction of Embassy personnel in Panama complicate Embassy 
efforts to provide full protective and consular services to 
Americans. U.S. citizens are advised not to travel to Panama 
until further notice. 


U.S. citizens aboard ships transiting the Panama Canal 
are well advised to remain aboard the vessel while in 
Panamanian territory. Private sector and other U.S. citizens 
are advised to arrange for their dependents in Panama to depart 
until conditions return to normal. The U.S. Embassy will 
remain open to assist U.S. citizens. They should contact the 
Embassy's Consular Section for information and assistance. 


Foreign reaction continues to strongly condemn 
developments in Panama. Peru has issued a second statement, 
condemning the annulment of the election and has stressed its 
support of democracy in Panama. 


President Oscar Arias of Costa Rica has said the 
Panamanian people were betrayed and quotes the Costa Rican 
Supreme Electoral Tribunal as rejecting the legitimacy of the 
results. 


Salvadoran Foreign Minister Ricardo Acevedo notes that 
it is clear that the opposition was victorious in the May 7 
election and says El Salvador intends to reject all forms of 
manipulation and fraud in the Panama election. 


Ecuadoran Foreign Minister Cordovez has condemned the 
imposition of press restrictions in Panama. 
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The European Community has condemned election fraud 
and violence in Panama. 


By latest count, I note 11 individual countries, in 
addition to the United States, that have issued individual 
statements. In addition, Colombia made a statement on behalf 
of the Group of Eight, and the European Community's 12 nations 
have issued a statement. 


That's where we are. 


Q Richard, have you been -- has the State 
Department been informed that the Panamanian Consulate in Tampa 
has shut down its offices? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q They've apparently -- 


a I'm afraid I personally am not aware of it. We 
can look into it. 


Q The Consulate General just walked out with her 
files this morning, apparently never to return, I guess, so 
could you find out if you've been informed? 


ia I'll see what we know, if we know anything. 


Q The reaction of the Noriega forces in Panama was 
characterized as mild and low profile to the decision made by 
President Bush to send more troops to the base in Panama. Do 
you have anything on that? 


2) I wouldn't want to characterize ary reaction down 
there. As I noted, the city was quiet overnight, but the 
regime is putting more police and military onto the streets. 


Richard, what kind of -- what's the best action 
the United States can expect to come out of the OAS Ministerial 


meeting next Wednesday? 


a Well, the meeting this morning was to look at a 
request from Venezuela that there be a special meeting of 
Foreign Ministers next Wednesday. We support the effort. We 
believe it's very critical for the OAS to speak out in one 
voice in support of the democratic aspirations of the 
Panamanian people. 


So in general terms, those are our goals for the 


meeting, but the effort is being spearheaded by the Venezuelans. 


Q But it's the United States' hope that the OAS 
would say in one voice that Noriega should leave? Specifically 
pass a resolution that's similar to the one they did with 
Somoza? 
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A I won't get into specifics right now. I think 
the thing about the meeting is that they should examine the 
situation in Panama -- that's the intention -- and they should 
look at what the OAS can do collectively to support democracy 
in Panama. But I don't have anything on specific drafts or 
resolutions that I haven't seen yet. 


Q Richard, to follow that up, the Panamanian 
Ambassador to the OAS who is still speaking, accused the United 
States of wanting to maintain a military presence in Panama 
after the Canal reverts to Panamanian sovereignty. He 
mentioned a document that he calls “Santa Fe II." Do you know 
anything about that document, and could you tell us what it is? 


A I'm not familiar with “Santa Fe II," whatever 
that may be. What I should say, as the President noted 
yesterday, is that we have a commitment, an obligation, under 
the Treaty to ensure the safe and efficient operation of the 
Canal, its security and its neutrality. 


The President also has an obligation to protect 
American lives, and that's what he was doing in this case. 


Q But does the United States -- does the Treaty 
allow the United States to have military bases in Panama after 
the year 2000, after the Canal reverts to Panama? 


fa I'd have to look at that specifically. fhis 
obligation, as I understand it, to ensure the security of the 
Canal, to ensure its operation, does exist after it reverts. 


Q Can I ask another question? Much mention has 
been made of possibly seizing of Noriega's assets in this 
country. What are those assets? 


i] I don't have anything on that. I think that's 
connected with judicial matters, and you'd have to ask Justice 
about it. 


Q Richard, do you share the opinion that Panama may 
not be able to operate the Canal, starting next year, as the 
Treaty stipulates? 

a I don't have any specific predictions on that. 


Q Because you said that one of the reasons of 
sending the troops is to ensure the operation of the Canal. 


a That's right. 


Q So you have the same idea. You think that the 
operation of the Canal is not guaranteed? 
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a Well, I guess I'd have to say that the sending of 
troops is primarily directed to protect the operations of the 
Canal from interference, to protect the ongoing safe and 
efficient operation of the Canal. You're asking me to make a 
prediction as to whether the Panamanians could operate it next 
year. I'm not going to get into things like that. 


Q So you don't expect any obstacles to the transfer 
of operation of the Canal to the Panmanians next year? 


i Our intention is to honor our commitments under 
the Canal treaties. Our goal is to see that those treaties are 
carried out. 


Q Just to clarify, you said, if I understood you 
correctly, the sending of the troops is intended to protect the 
Canal from interference. I thought it was to protect the 
safety of Americans. 


A There's a whole number of reasons, most of which 
I just cited, to protect the lives and well being of American 
citizens in Panama; to ensure the safe and efficient operation 
of the Canal. He asked me what does that mean in terms of 
ensuring the safe and efficient operation, and I said it looked 
in my judgment -- that was the role of troops in doing that, at 
least -- was to protect it from interference, and it's also to 
protect the Canal security and its neutrality. These are the 
things that the President listed yesterday. 


Q Richard, you just said our intention is to honor 
our commitments under the -- to the various provisions of the 
Canal. 


4 That's right. 
Does that mean that it is the intention of the 
United States to accept a Panamanian administrator of the Canal 
at the end of this -_ and accept him as the chief operating 
officer of the Canal? 


a As I understand it, the Treaties have a mechanism 
for that -- 


Q The mechanism is the -- 


A -- and how it will be implemented is in the 
future. 


Q The mechanism is very simple. The Panamanian 
Government nominates a Panamanian citizen to become the new 
administrator of the Canal. It's set out in black and white. 


A And -- 
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Q The United States Government either accepts them 
or raises an argument and it is negotiated and then when a 
mutually acceptable person is found, it is submitted to the 
U.S. Senate for its approval. In other words, what I'm asking 
is, do we intend to go through with that procedure? 


a Our intention is to ensure the conditions so that 
those provisions, and other provisions like that in the Treaty, 
can be carried out. Obviously, that is going to be much easier 
if the will of the Panamanian people is respected and democracy 
can return to Panama. 


+ What I'm getting at .. -- 
A How exactly that process will play out in the 


next few months -- or the timetable -- I'm not making any 
predictions about that today. 


Q Whereas, President Bush has denounced General 
Noriega and most U.S. Government agencies have nothing to do 
with him or his regime, at least one -- the Drug Enforcement 


Agency -- is still publicly stating that it's doing business 
with POF. Is that going to continue now? 


id You'd have to ask them about that. I assume 
they'll be affected by the drawdown and reduction of staff. 


Q Richard, yesterday you referred to Endara as 
President-Elect and gave the reasons why we regard him as 
President-Elect. When President Bush at the White House was 
asked whether we regard Endara as President-Elect, he said, “We 
still haven't made a decision on that." 


4 No, what he said was he has not yet made a 
decision on formal recognition. What I think -- 


Q In respect to the question on -- 


2 I tried to -- in respect to the question of the 
President-Elect. What I think I tried to explain yesterday -- 
and I think I did explain yesterday -- was calling him 
"President-Elect" was a recognition of the fact that Mr. Endara 
and his running mates got an overwhelming margin of the vote. 
They were the clear winners in the election; that we felt they 
deserved to take over through the process that would make him 
President. Therefore, he was factually President-Elect. 


What the President made very clear in his remarks -- 
President Bush -- was that a formal recognition decision had 
not been made and that issue, as I said yesterday, doesn't 
arise until Delvalle's term expires. 


If you call him “President-Elect,” standing on 
that platform -- it has often been said to me that statements 
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made from this platform on the public record are official 
expressions of the policy of the U.S. Government. 


o That's right. 


Q I'm afraid you're losing me in the distinction 
you're trying to make. Could you maybe try again? 


“ I'm trying to say what I said vesterday, which is 
there was a recognition of the facts that t:'+ man won the 
election. That, in our minds, as a policy, @ a political 
viewpoint, makes him President-Elect. Presicent Bush was asked 
about a formal recognition. And formal recognition is a 
decision that arises in terms of constitutional processes and 
other sorts of things, and that decision has not been made. 


Q Is Ambassador Davis back? 


7 He's been -- obviously, he's gotten the 
instruction that we promised to send him to ask him to come 
back. My information is that he will be advising us shortly of 
his intended departure date, so he's not back yet. He'll be 
back very soon, I understand. 


Q and what will the level of representation then go 
down to? 


i It would be a Charge. 

Q Just a -- 

“ Yes, a Charge. 

Q Richard, are you in contact with Japan as the 
number one country using the Canal? 

a We've been in contact with a large number of 
countries -- I'd say democracies throughout the world, and 


therefore I'm sure we are in contact with Japan. 


But as something special regarding their use of the 
Canal, not that I'm aware of. 


Q Richard, is the purpose of the troops -- I mean, 
the additional troops being in Panama -- in terms of defending 
the Canal from interference and the safe and efficient 
operation of the Canal, what about the oil pipeline? There's 
been quite a jump in oil prices overnight because of fears that 
Noriega could shut down the pipeline, too. Is that part of the 
role of our efforts down there? 


a I don't have anything specific on the oil 
pipeline, no. 
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Q Could you check into it? 


“ I think the actual role of the troops down there 
and what they're going to do and where they're going to do and 
what they're going to guard, and that sort of thing, you have 
to address to Defense, if they're willing to address that. 


Q Are we concerned about the possible shutdown of 
the pipeline or some tampering with the pipeline? 


a I'm sure we would be. But, again, the specifics 
of what we're doing down there in relationship to the pipeline, 
I don't have anything. 


Q President Bush said that our position has been 
conveyed to him -- to Noriega -- very, very recently. This is 
in the context of what we would like to see him do. How was 
that done? And was Spain involved in that process, because the 
spokeswoman for the Spanish Government talked about five or six 
contacts with Spain this past week? 


o We've had numerous contacts with Spain and other 
allies, as I said. I'm not aware of anything specific on 
contacts through Spain with Noriega, or anything like that. No. 

And the first part of my question: What was the 
President referring to when he said this was conveyed to him 
very, very recently? 


oe I don't have any specific on that. I guess you'd 
have to ask the White House. 


Q Another topic? 

a Another topic? 

Q Another Panama question: Since Ambassador Davis, 
as I understood it, was not supposed to be having contacts with 
the Noriega government, who is having contacts with him? 


I) We don't have diplomatic contacts, or others, 
with the Noriega government. 


Q So this leaves this question hanging of how do we 
convey this? 


a How the message is conveyed? I said I don't have 
anything specific for you on that. 


Q By magic. 


a You'll have to ask the White House, if it was a 
Presidential message. It may just mean that our views were 
well known. 
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Q To what extent do we still have flexibility in 
our position to Noriega as to the conditions under which he 
must go? Has that changed? What's the status of that? 


o The only thing I can do is refer you to what the 
President stated yesterday on that matter. He said he would be 
open-minded about what it might take to see Noriega leave He 
would not be willing to drop the drug indictments against 
Noriega, but he would be willing to consider steps short of 
dropping the indictments. So I think his words are pretty 
clear, and I don't have any further explanation. 


Q Well, what might he do that would insulate 
Noriega from the fear of arrest and prosecution? 


a I'm not going to speculate on anything specific. 
I don't think it requires too much explanation. He said he 
would be willing to consider steps short of dropping the 
indictments. If there are such ideas, he would consider it. 


Q For Noriega to leave -- to leave his post or to 
leave Panama? 


a That's something we've been asked before, and I 
think we haven't tried to define. I'm not going to try now. 


Q How strongly are you urging those 20,000 
civilians to get out? And is there any like airlift or massive 
evacuation to be provided for them soon? 


a There's nothing specific that I know in terms of 
logistics that are being provided. You can look at the travel 
advisory and it says what I said in the opening statement and 
what the President referred to, which is that private sector 
and other U.S. citizens are advised to arrange for their 
dependents in Panama to depart until conditions are 
normalized. So this is primarily focused at dependents, in 


terms of private citizens. Obviously, each individual will 
have to make his own choice. 


Q Could you repeat from your opening statement what 
was your advice to U.S. shipping through the Canal? 


iy That, again, is in the travel warning and it says 
that "U.S. citizens abroad ships transiting the Panama Canal 
are well advised to remain aboard the vessel while in Panama 
territory." 

Q Another topic? 

a You finished with Panama? 


Q What's the status of the evacuation of dependents 
of Embassy staff? How many have been evacuated? 
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- Maybe what I should do, since I'm getting, 
"What's the status of this and that,” let me go through the six 
areas that the President talked about, and tell you what's 
going on. The first was support for regional diplomacy. We 
talked this morning about our support for efforts in the OAS. 
Diplomatic efforts are really in high gear right now. 


We're briefing other governments on the details of the 
President's announcement. The focus of activity is on the OAs, 
and Venezuela is taking the lead there. He said we would 
recall our Ambassador, reduce our staff. The recall 
instruction has gone out. He'll be advising us of his intended 
departure date. Embassy staff reductions are underway. 
Personnel and dependents, departing as logistics permit. 


We said we should move U.S. Government employees to 
secure areas. As regards our Embassy dependents, as of this 
date, they're all on U.S. military installations. DoD has a 
larger number of people and a larger task in moving people. 
You'll have to talk to them. 


The President said the State Department should issue a 
travel advisory. That has been done -- we spoke of that. 
Economic sanctions would remain in place. The sanctions, in 
fact, were renewed in early April, and they remain in place. 
And then, finally, he said we would meet our U.S. treaty 
commitments and protect U.S. interests. 


Our military presence, including the new troops, will 
insure our ability to maintain safety, efficiency, and security 
of Canal operations, as I said before. 


Q Weren't we meeting our treaty commitments before 
yesterday? 
oe Yes, and these steps are intended to insure that 


we can continue to meet them. 


Q There are no new steps coming out of that point, 
that we're just simply doing what we have been doing? Or is 
there some legal significance here that you're not spelling out 
about what new steps we might take? 


i No, I don't think there is any specific legal 
significance to this. It's a question of the practicalities of 
making sure that we can continue to meet our obligations under 
the treaty and continue to insure the operation of the Canal. 


Q My question was about the evacuation of the 
dependents of Embassy staff. You said they're all on -- 


i) Military bases. 


) -— U.S. installations. 
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A Yes. 


Q That's not evacuation; that's just a move from 
one part of Panama to another. 


=) The President didn't say anything about 
evacuation. The President said that they would be relocated in 
areas outside Panama or relocated to areas inside Panama where 
t ey can be safe. As of now, they are on U.S. military 
installations, areas inside Panama where they can be safe. If 
there are decisions made for some to leave, then that's a 
separate thing. I don't have anything on that. 


Q That hasn't been decided yet? 
A I just don't have anything specific on that now. 
What about things like, you know, operation of 
school busses and stuff like that? Have you got anything on 
that? 


A No, I don't have anything specific. As I said in 
my opening statement, schools are closed. 


Q Oh, I didn't get it. 


Q You were saying before that the presence of 
troops and soldiers in the streets of Panama, you called it a 
“show of force.“ This may be a naive question, but these 2,000 


U.S. troops that are going down there, that's not a show of 
force. 


A I'm not trying to characterize our steps. A show 
of force is solely a political gesture. As I said, our steps 
have specific goals in mind in terms of protecting American 
lives and insuring the safety, efficiency, security and 
integrity of the Canal. 


Q Richard, will those troops be staying on military 
installations or will they be patrolling the streets? 


a You'll have to ask DoD on that. Again, that's a 
question of what they're going to do down there. 


Q Another topic: Do you have anything on the 
voting for WHO for the PLO? 


a As I came in here, I asked, and I was told the 
discussion was still continuing in Geneva. 


Q Since we are on the Middle East, there are 
reports that the United States is blatiing the Syrian government 
for reneviing the fighting in Lebanon. Is that right? You are 
singling out Syria only? 
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A Let me read to you what I have today on the 
situation in Lebanon and you can see. 


We strongly endorse the efforts by Arab League 
Assistant Secretary General Ibrahimi to achieve a cease-fire. 
The situation is tense with intermittent shelling. We believe 
each side must make every effort to avoid excessive and 
unrealistic demands, and to refrain from provocative actions 
and continued shelling. 


We condemn attempts to threaten or intimidate 
emplacement of the Arab League observer force, and we hope that 
the Arab League observer force is moved into place as soon as 
possible. 


I do believe that the renewed shelling over last 
weekend did originate on the Syrian side, but we have made very 
clear here that we call on everyone to refrain from any 
provocative actions or continued shelling. 


Q So there is no singling out of Syria for any 
delay or any breaking of the cease-fire? 


A I think I just spoke to that, and I don't really 
have anything to add. 


Q Also on the Middle East, what can you tell us 
about the letter from Secretary of State Baker to the [sraeli 
Foreign Minister? 


A The Secretary did send a letter to the Israeli 
Foreign Minister early last week, but I'm not going to go into 
details on its contents. 


You can't say whether or not it had anything to 
do with the proposals for the elections in the occupied 
territories? 


4 I don't want to go into details on its contents, 
I'm sorry. 


Q Could you perhaps tell us what the State 
Department's opinion is of the official status of the East 
Jerusalem Arabs, inhabitants of East Jerusalem? I mean, are 
they considered, as the Israelis have annexed East Jerusalem 
and claim it as the capital, does the State Department regard 
East Jerusalem Arabs as Israeli citizens, and therefore, 
shouldn't vote in these elections, or are they Palestinian 
residents of the West Bank and Gaza, and therefore, should? 
And how could that be? 


A I'm not going to get into that question of who 
should vote and who shouldn't vote. What we said is that the 
election proposal is a good idea that needs to be worked out. 
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A lot of modalities, I think was the word we used. need to be 
worked out about the elections. 


We've told you Dennis Ross is going to be out in the 
region next week, and he will be i:ooking forward to exploring 
with the Israelis and others -- fleshing out the idea of 
elections. 


Q Doesn't the State Department have a position on 
what these people are? What is their status? 


A What you're asking is not for a position on these 
people. You're asking for a position on whether these people 
will vote in the elections, and that's just not something I 
want to do now. 


Q I'm also asking to find out how the State 
Department views the East Jerusalem Arabs? 


A Okay. We have a position on Jerusalem, and that 
I can get for you. 


Q Any reaction to Mr. Gorbachev's -- 
Q On this -- a follow-up. 
a Okay. 


Is the account of the letter which was published 
in the Israeli press and the American press accurate or 
distorted? 


A I said I'm not aoing into details on it. That 
means not confirming or denying any specific reports on it. 


Still on the Middle East? 


y 
A Okay, the Middle East. 
w 


Any reaction to the Rashid decision? 


A That's under red in my book -- that's under 
Greece. (Laughter) Okay. We welcome this decision by the 
Greek Supreme Court. It opens the way for Rashid's extradition 
to the U.S. where he is wanted for the 1982 bombing of the Pan 
Am aircraft, which resulted in the death of an innocent 
Japanese teenager and the wounding of 15 others. 


We note that this decision was made against the 
background of threats by terrorists who sought to 
unsuccessfully intimidate the Greek judicial system. We look 
forward to a positive decision on the case by the Greek 
Minister of Justice. 
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Q Still on the Middle East, the PLO expressed 
willingness to finance projects in Africa in case -- projects 
affiliated to WHO -- in case the United States withdrew from 
the organization. Do you have any comment on that? 


6 No, I don't. Our views on WHO were clearly 
expressed last week. 


Any other Middle East -- same subject. 


Q I was going to ask you that, but also has the 
U.S. been doing any lobbying or discussions with other 
countries leading up to the vote or the discussions that are 
going on today? And specifically, do you have any reaction to 
the Soviet Union's announcement that they will vote against 
admitting the PLO to the WHO? 


“ I've seen the reports about the Soviet Union that 
you're referring to. I don't have any specific confirmation of 
those. And, yes, the debates have been going on for two days 
in Geneva. Our people out there have been working with all the 
other delegations. 


Q No one from the Soviet Union, I assume? 
i) I assume. 


Any reaction here on Mr. Gorbachev and the SNF 
missile cutback? 


The Secretary spoke to that at his press 
conference at NATO this morning. I can give you, basically, 
the gist of what he pointed out, and that is that there is a 
serious imbalance of these weapons in Europe. The Warsaw Pact 
admits to a 12-to-1 superiority of short-range nuclear forces, 
and it has aggressively pursued an extensive modernization 
program during the last decade. 


As I understand it from here, the Soviet offer is not 
to dismantle or destroy any of its nuclear capability, but just 
to withdraw a short distance from Eastern Europe. This would 
leave them with the ability to deploy those warheads quickly 
into Eastern Europe and reconstitute the threat. But as the 
Secretary said at NATO, it's a welcome step. It's a modest 
step along the lines of calls that NATO has been making for 
some time. 


Q Did he not refer to this point that you just made 
about, that it's just an offer to dismantle? 


fs) I only have an early transcript. This was 
pointed out by people in Washington, [I think, to me this 
morning. 
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Q Do you have any overall comment on the trip to 
the Soviet Union? 
s No, I don't. 
Q Any comment for the Greek-U.S. negotiations which 


have been concluded today in Athens? 
ia No, I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 
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JERUSALEM SHOULD REMAIN UNDIVIDED, ITS FINAL STATUS SHOULD BE 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOLLOWING MEETING OF 
THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL 
NATO HEADQUARTERS 
BRUSSELS, BELGIUM 
MAY 12, 1989 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me start by simply saying that I've had 
an opportunity this morning to brief the NATO foreign ministers 
on my trip to the Soviet Union. I want to say a word or two 
about that briefing. I commented that I thought we had 
constructive, useful and productive talks there; we laid a good 
foundation, I think, for future meetings. It's quite clear the 
United States and the Soviet Union are reengaged across the 
full range of our relations. We were pleased with the 
acceptance by the Soviet Union of added emphasis on regional 
issues in connection with the full range of issues between us; 
we were pleased they were willing to engage with us on 
trans-national or global issues -- that is, issues affecting 
the environment, terrorism, drugs; and we were pleased they 
were interested in talking to us about the problems presented 
by missile and chemical proliferation around the world. So 
with that brief opening statement, I'd be glad to take your 
questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the short-range nuclear missile 
problem that the United States has been having with West 
Germany, is it closer to resolution? Will it be a divisive 
issue at the summit at the end of the month, do you think? 


ANSWER: You know, it has been our hope all along it would be 
resolved before the summit. But it's a very, very important 
issue, involving as it does questions of Alliance security, and 
we remain hopeful it might be resolved before the summit. It 
has not as yet been resolved. 


For further information contact: 
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T : In your meeting this morning with Minister Genscher, 
did you and he come any closer to a meeting of the minds on how 
to deal with the issue of the SNF? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that we, of course, had the 
opportunity for another full exchange on the issue and I think 
-- I hope -- he better understands our position. I can say I 
think we have understood his position for quite some time. 
There remain differences between us, but we will continue to 
try and work to resolve those differences with Minister 
Genscher and with other elements of the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Germany. 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, do you see yet the outline of a way 
to resolve this before the NATO summit meeting here in a few 


weeks? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, as I've said before, I'm hopeful we 
will be able to do that. We are engaged in the process of 
trying. I think I said a moment ago I remain hopeful. If we 
had bridged the gap I would tell you, but we haven't as yet 
bridged that gap. 


QUESTION: Could you say whether you were surprised by Mr. 
Gorbachev's proposal yesterday for a unilateral reduction, and 
if you feel that the timing of that proposal, in particular, 
was in any way designed to try to exacerbate the split between 
the United States and the Germans? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think it was necessarily designed for 
that purpose. I think it was designed with a view to public 
opinion in mind. We have felt for some time we might see such 
a proposal. Frankly, as most of you know, we have been calling 
upon the Soviets for a long time to do just this. We have 
pointed out that the NATO alliance has over the past ten years 
reduced -- unilaterally reduced -- its tactical nuclear weapons 


by some 2,400. This is a reduction of 500 the Soviet Union has 
announced. That is a very modest step by them when you 


consider the rather substantial imbalance in favor of the 
Warsaw Pact. 


I think there are some other points that ought to be noted with 
respect to this proposal. This was a proposal to remove 500 
weapons from the territory of allies of the Soviet Union, not a 
proposal to remove these weapons from Europe. So it's quite 
limited in that regard. Further, there is no commitment to 
destroy these weapons. Let me say one more time: The NATO 
Alliance over the past ten years has unilaterally reduced -- 
through destruction -- 2,400 of its weapons of this nature. 


QUESTION Has this proposal divided the Alliance to any 
extent? Oid you hear any difference of opinion? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I think the Alliance, as we went around the 
table this morning, the Alliance is absolutely, totally, 
completely unified with respect to this proposal. And, each 
and every one of the representatives there would characterize 
it for you in the same way I have characterized it for you. 
What's happening here is the Soviet Union is basically 
following the lead of the Alliance. Finally, they are 
responding to what had been repeated calls on our part that 
they unilaterally reduce some of the very substantial 
imbalances that exist in their favor. So, while it's a very 
modest step, it's a step we should welcome because it is in 
compliance, if you will, or in furtherance of calls the NATO 
Alliance has been making for quite some time. 


T : Would you comment on the design of the Soviet 
proposal that includes bombs on aircraft, an issue which I 
think -- where NATO has not unilaterally reduced in the last 
few years? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's correct. The design of it should give 
us, I suppose, some pause because it doesn't just refer to 
land-based nuclear weapons. It refers to the full range of 
nuclear weapons -- land-based nuclear weapons, bombs on 
airplanes, and artillery pieces as well. And some might well 
argue that is consistent with a Soviet goal that there be a 
complete denuclearization of Europe. 


: Mr. Secretary, could the United States at the summit 
accept the establishment of some kind of high-level NATO panel 
to consider the issue of possibly entering SNF negotiations in 
the future without making an explicit commitment one way or the 
other on when actually to enter such talks? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Look, there are any number of formulations 
out there that are being proposed from time to time by various 
parties that are interested in this debate. I think the last 
thing in the world I should do is answer hypothetical questions 
about different types of formulations if we really expect to 
have any chance of making progress before the summit actually 
begins. 


BES TION The two proposals together -- the proposals in the 
nuclear field and the proposals in the conventional field being 
presented today in Vienna -- are considered at least by one 
country to make it easier to prepare negotiations with the aim 
of obtaining mutually lower numbers when it comes to SNF. Do 
you agree with this? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Do I agree that's the purpose of their making 
these proposals? 


QUESTION: No, does it make it easier? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Does it make it easier to do what now? 
QUESTION: To prepare negotiations for the reduction. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Does it make it easier to enter 
negotiations? Let me say that when you consider the point I 
made a moment ago, this unilateral reduction they've announced 
is quite apparently designed for public opinion. I think the 
answer to that would have to be no. We are glad to see this 
move. We would suggest to you that both this move and the 
announcement they made with respect to conventional forces was 
in answer to calls that have emanated from the Alliance from 
time to time for unilateral reductions on the one hand, such as 
we have accomplished, and for specifics with respect to their 
conventional weapons proposals. We put specifics on the table 
when we announced the NATO position in Vienna. 


T : Mr. Secretary, were there any voices in the meeting 
this morning suggesting that the United States should now enter 
negotiations? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There were none. But we really didn't debate 
this issue this morning. This morning's session was devoted 
almost entirely to a read out on my meetings in the Soviet 
Union, both the ministerial meetings and the meetings with the 
General Secretary. 


T : Mr. Secretary, in your comments yesterday in Moscow 
n the press conference, where you said before you start to 
talk about negotiations you have to bring this imbalance in 
short-range systems down. You seem to be making a connection 
between the size of the imbalance and the prospects for 
negotiations. Could you explain, if you do feel that is a 
proper connection, how these two things are connected? 


DECRETARY BAKER Well, I think it's proper to suggest, before 
we start talking about negotiating with respect to these 
weapons, somehow there ought to be a resolution of the very 
significant imbalance that exists in favor of the Soviet Union. 


I think we have to take due note of the rather major imbalance 
that exists with respect to conventional forces, because the 
reason we think we need a land-based nuclear deterrent has a 
lot to do with the fact of those imbalances. And I should say 
we're talking here, of course, about a defensive military 
strategy, the strategy of deterrence and flexible response. 
We're talking about a strategy that's been successful in 
maintaining the peace for 40 years so we have to be very 
careful as we move forward in this area. 


T : If Mr. Gorbachev's proposals in the conventional 
field were indeed implemented, it would clearly create equal 
levels on both sides. Now let's say that happens. Would you 
negotiate then? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's very hypothetical. I'm reminded 
of the old saying back home “If the dog hadn't stopped, he 
would've caught the rabbit." I mean let's see it happen and 
then address that question. 


BECTON Mr. Secretary, this is your first visit to the 
Soviet Union. I wonder if you could talk for a second , what 


was your reaction to what you saw and what you heard? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I should say I thought -- as I have 
ndicated here -- we had some very meaningful meetirgs. I 
detected a desire on the part of the Soviet leadership to 
engage, and to engage across all areas, not just arms control, 


without diminishing in any way the importance of arms control. 


I found them very interested in talking about ways in which we 
might move jointly to resolve some regional conflicts. I think 
this is important. We talked about whether or not there would 
be a way for the United States and the Soviet Union to move 
from a posture of addressing regional conflicts from the 
standpoint of confrontation and competition, to one of 
cooperation. You know, maybe we can't. But we think it's 
important to explore that, and I got the very distinct feeling 
they think it's important to explore that. 


There were candid discussions during our meetings about some of 
the problems, quite frankly, that the Soviet Union faces today 
in the area of economic matters. We discussed some of the 
problems they are facing in trying to implement these rather 
dramatic and revolutionary changes that are taking place, both 
political and economic changes. 


I think I've said before we think these changes are real. We 
think they present opportunities that we in the West should be 
alert to and we should respond to. It was the purpose of the 
President in sending me at this time to make clear to the 
Soviet leadership that we are not only ready but anxious to 
reengage across the full range of our relations. 


We have completed our foreign policy and national security 
reviews. I should have mentioned in my brief opening comments 
that we have established dates now for the resumption of all of 
the arms control negotiations that are on-going between us, the 
latest of which is June 26. So I think the bottom line from 
all of this is that we have a new administration in the United 
States, but we are back, totally reengaged in our dialogue with 
the Soviet Union. 


QUESTION: But doesn't it annoy you that Mr. Gorbachev used 
this first encounter to, in effect, upstage the 
administration? I mean it would be human nature, I think, to 
react other than that. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know whether you would call it 
upstaging. You know our view is that because of the big 
imbalances that exist in weaponry across the full range, 
there's no way we're going to win by trying to play a public 
relations game of outbidding the Soviet Union with respect to 
arms control issues like this. 


We must focus --— and keep our attention focused -— on what's 
really important and that is the security of the West. We 
should approach this with prudence and with realism. Whe>s we 
see deeds -- as opposed to just words, we must be prepared to 
react. But we are entitled to look for deeds, and we are 
entitled to probe and look for real evidence of the so-called 


"new thinking”. 
T : Mr. Secretary, can you envision NATO's jubilee 


summit without prior bridging of the gap between Washington and 
Bonn? Would it really be a disaster? 


PE RET RRY BOKER Well, I'll tell you, a worse disaster would 
e we let politics somehow endanger the security of the 
Alliance. We simply cannot afford to do that. 
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FOR RELEASE ONE HOUR AFTER LANDING AT AAFB 
OR APPROXIMATELY 7:45 PM EDT 
FRIDAY, MAY 12, 1989 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
Onboard flight from Shannon to AAFB 


May 12, 1989 


A What I propose to do is run through my slightly abridged 
notes of Gorbachev’s commentary, which was quite extended, about 


the process of perestroika. And then I’ll try and take a few 
questions, but I think that this will probably give you a fair 
amount to work on, by itself. 


He started by saying that, to put it into context, by saying he 
believed the visit is a very timely one. He said he thought 
that it was very important for the dialogue to continue because 
from the dialogue will grow cooperation. He said that he was 
very optimistic, both on the basis of his philosophy, and on the 
past cooperative record. 


He said he believed we could change much for the better, rid 
ourselves of past delusions, but the only productive approach 
was one based on realities. That’s how he moved to perestroika, 
he said one reality that you are trying to examine is 
perestroika, therefore I will give you some general observations 
from my position. 


He said perestroika is a reality. It used to be a policy. It 
used to be a reflection of what we want to achieve, now it’s 
beyond that. He said in a big and complex country like the 
Soviet Union, no one can expect the process to be easy, 
especially in a period of revolutionary change. He emphasized, 
at least through the translation, revolution alot as much as 
reform. And he kept focusing on process. 


He said he has greater confidence than ever that perestroika is 
what the Soviet Union needs, and that it will succied. Then he 
added, on the other hand, he also understood the effort better. 
It is very difficult, they have learned much to think about and 
consider. He said, in particular, it’s a difficult process in 
numerous spheres -- economic, political, intellectual, 
nationalities, and even the party. He said a profound process 
was underway and it will change the Soviet Union in significant 
ways. 
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Then he moved to what he considered to be some of the 
perceptions of what is the stimulus for reform. He said some 
speak of a group of reformers, led by himself, who are also 
drawing on grass roots support. He said that is true, but it is 
facile to then conclude that the task is simply arraying these 
forces against the bureaucracy. And he used an interesting 
metaphor, he said that view is one of arthimetic and we’re 
dealing with calculus. 


Q Say that again? 


A He said that view, that facile view of arraying forces to get 
the bureaucracy to change, is a model of arthimetic and what we 
have here is calculus. 


He was obviously trying to throw you a curve. 


He said all of us, the bureaucrats, and all of us in the Soviet 
Union and elsewhere, are products of our experience. He said 
all of us must change. But it can’t be done by fiat, it must be 
done by new experience. 


Then he spoke about the economy. He said we seek to reform the 
economy in radical ways. The basis of that is changing the role 
of the individual, but this will be done in a new form of 
socialist ownership and organization. He said they want to 
change the role of the individual but, through a new form of 
socialist ownership and organization. 


Here’s my editorial comment: In places in here you had, at 
least from what -- some western notions or some contradictions 
of approach. 


He said that in his travels through the Soviet Union, that he’d 
saw great changes from what he saw two years ago. And it 
convinced him that what they faced was more than a bureaucratic 
challenge. 


This is an interesting use of phrase, he said there is -- the 
egalitarian approach has effected the mentality and approach to 
work. And we won’t change this by fiat but by processes. And 
he said, for example -- and this was the link-up of the 
political reform with the economic reform -- he said the process 
is to -- to cope with resistant management is through political 
reform involving people, to overcome the administrative 
blockages. 


He noted that their first effort in this area was elections, 
which he considered successful. He ~ a Hy they provided both a 
lesson, obviously relating to the past, in stimulus. And he was 


then looking to the role of the Supreme Soviet and the 
government to strengthen perestroika. He mentioned, in 
particular that he thought that this process would help bring 
new people into the effort, that that was very important. 








(4-39 


-3- 


He then said that he recognized that they had made mistakes, he 
said that you can’t expect that, in dealing with profound change 
in a complex society, that you won’t have mistakes. He said 
there is no ideal way of achieving the change, but he believes 
he sees the fact of a new kind of party and new trends, any move 
to what he considered to be some of the economic groundwork that 
had been laid. He mentioned two points in particular; one, 
they were moving to new forms of socialist ownership and 
management, but, second, he thought it was important they also 
have large-scale programs to modernize technology, develop new 
levels of production. 


And just, again, an editorial note, that there at times seem to 
be a little dichotomy in terms of the focus on the individual -- 
how you achieve change -- and yet constant resort to the idea 
of: and therefore we get this large-scale program to achieve 
technology change in i -iven area. 


Out of editorial comment and back to reality here. 


He said there was also large-scale programs to expand the 
production of consumer goods. And as part of that effort he 
said they were seeking to dismantle barriers between the 
military and civil sectors. He talked about some examples of 
how they were looking to get civil applications of science and 


defense technology and he said it is possible to convert these 
industries. 


Editorial comment: through the process of some of the rest of 
the discussions that I and others have had, it’s not so clear 
that the people who get there psychic income on this building 
strategic missiles want to build milk machines, but, obivously 
this is the direction he’s going. 


As he started to close said, it’s interesting developments. 
There are lots of debates about tactics and the pace of 
perestroika. Some want an overnight fix, but he doesn’t believe 
that’s possible and he made a reference to the idea that efforts 
at great leaps forward sometimes move you back. And he drew 
some historical analogies from his own country as well as 
others. 


Then he said that others, however, think that all the motion 
activity is chaos. He, not surprising for a government 

official, said it’s rational to operate between the extremes, 
and in fact, he said, it’s important to stay the main course. 


I just thought that this was another excellent example of we’ve 
effected Soviet thinking at all levels (laughter). We’re 
clearly bringing them to us even at the level of slogans. 
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He said that there were undoubtly contradictions between the 
expectations that have been generated and the results. Ina 
response to some discussions that others had earlier, he 
mentioned, in particular, the difficulty of tackling the price 
reform question. He said that he thought that it was difficult 
to have done earlier because it would have hurt the trust of the 


people. 


This is an interesting reflection on what price mechanisms do, 
but he said because the policy would have taken money out of the 
pockets of people, that’s how it would have hurt the trust. And 
the editorial comment: other people might think that prices set 
incentives for production and that prices are a way of dealing 
with scarce goods and having some supply-side as well as 
demand-side effects, but we didn’t get into that. 


He said that we are going through a challenging stage with the 
economy, however, he’s certain that we will succeed. He 
believes that they should move forward in a balanced way. There 
was a heavy tone of this -- of the middle course, the balanced 
way. There were critics on both sides but they were going to 
proceed in opening up political reform to let new ideas effect 
the economic reform. 


He said they are preparing proposals for the Congress of the 
Peoples Deputies and that some of these would involve policy 
adjustments. And again, an editorial surmise: through a number 
of conversations this Congress of Peoples Deputies sort of looms 
as an event. In the human rights area, it looms as the way 
they’re goiny to set out all their legislation. Clearly, it may 
have some opportunities for them to move in other areas. I 
don’t know whether this would be a presentational form or 
actually a discussion form. Clearly, in some of their other 
past efforts to bring the Central Committee and others together, 
they’ve gotten into some pretty active discussions, so, my guess 
is it’s going to be an interesting event to cover. 


Then he concluded by saying that, I just wanted you to hear my 
assessment of the reality that we face, to help us guide us. 


Q About how long did that take? 


A I wish I remembered exactly, I’d say -- do you remember how 
long we were in the second meeting? 


The second meeting was two and a half hours? This part comes 
from only the two and a half hours after. I’d say it was 45 
minutes to an hour. 


Q Could you sort of run through what you covered after that? 
What did you do after he did perestroika. 
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A It doesn’t take you guys long to break the rules does it? 

All I’1l say is this, is that he then used the session to run 
through a lot of what had been covered with the 
Baker-Shevardnaze and some of the working group meetings. In 
particular, they ran through a number of the elements of the 
arms control agenda -- the dates and he hightlighted what to him 
were some particularly important topics on say, the START 
agenda. 


Then they went through the various element of the arms control 
agenda. They talked about some of the possibilities in the 
regional agenda, a little bit less on human rights and 
transnational. And then he did the presentation on the 
unilateral arms and the further explanation of the CFE 
proposal. That’s sort of what got covered. 


Q Did he directly address the issue of whether, and how much of 
perestroika is irreversible? In effect, did he answer the 
questions that have been coming from Washington, as to how much 
is irreversible? 


A Not really, you have a pretty good readout here. 


Q Was there a tone there of trying to answer those, even 
implicitly, those questions? 


A The tone was, there can be no move backward. The tone is 
that we must, we’re going to make mistakes, there are going to 
be critics on both sides, we’re going to learn from those 
mistakes and keep moving forward. The way that we’ll move 
forward is on the political side to open up processes, get more 
participants. On the economic side, frankly, from my perhaps 
biased point of view, it’s a little fuzzy. Socialist ownership 
--they’ve already talked about cooperatives and joint ventures 
-- it’s no doubt that there is a very strong commitment there 
and maybe I just don’t know enough about how they are going to 


achieve it, but, I tend to have a strong market decentralized 
bias. 


Q What impression did you get about -- you talked about not 
doing price reform in the past, but could you get any feel 
whether he recognizes how very important that is, or not? 


A It’s hard to say -- let me give you why it’s hard for me -- 
reflecting my old experience. I have a hard time seeing how, if 
you’re going to move from a centralized economy, and you want an 
allocated mechanism, how you go very far down that path if you 
don’t have something like prices. You can have price mechanisms 
and socialist ownership, but you still need prices. In my 
model, you need to recognize that soon. While there are 
dislocations that are created, I just don’t see how you get very 
far. 


So, on the one hand, I guess you could say, he didn’t seem to 
think that it was unimportant, but he also thought that it was 
something that could be postponed and I think that’s tough. 
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Q --question of postponing the price reform? 


A Not in that session. I think that the Secretary in some 
other conversations, maybe with Shevardnaze, talked a little bit 
about the economic side -- gave him a little free Finance 
Minister help. 


Q It sounds like Gorbachev did most of the talking in that 
session, is that accurate? 


A Well, what I went through was what he did. The Secretary and 
Gorbachev did alot of the talking, or almost all of the talking 
and it was pretty balanced. For example, after Gorbachev ran 
through this, the Secretary repeated some of the points that he 
also made privately but he repeated for the benefit of the 
group, about how he thought it was important for perestroika to 
succeed. The regular run-down of how we think it’s good for us, 
it’s good for them. You’ve heard this before. 


And then, on all the arms control points, they were quite active 
engagements. I don’t want to give a sense of imbalance, a 
couple of you asked about the perestroika piece, I thought it 
was interesting, I’m not sure it had come out, so that’s why I 
ran through it. 


Q Did he list what the mistakes were he thought had been made 
already, or did anybody ask him? And also, the historical 
examples of great leaps forward that failed? 


A He didn’t list any mistakes. I didn’t think it was 
appropriate to for me probe to hard. Let me just say, he 
highlighted some from Soviet experience as well, in terms of 
past efforts, reaching back throughout the Soviet period. 


I’m trying to remember from my notes. I really shouldn’t say, 
because I just don’t remember for sure. 


Let me make this point, there was a feeling that price reform is 
a very important step to be able to take. Second point is, 
recognizing there will be some dislocations in making that step, 
particularly until you have a production system that responds 
naturally to incentives. But, the longer you delay those 
dislocations, the greater the likelihood that the people running 
the show are going to be the ones that carry the costs of that. 
Whereas, it’s a common effort of some new administrations is to 
say we had to make these changes to fix past problems. So,. it 
gives you a general sense. 
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Q He didn’t go beyond this to say and consequently, our foreign 
policy is going to move in this direction or that direction? It 
didn’t go that next step to explain the sources of new thinking? 


A I don’t want to mislead you, there were alot of other 
conversations about the nature of foreign policy. In this 
context, I would only say that it took the form of, we want to 
restructure our military expenditures and devote alot more to 
this economic sector, and while it’s a difficult task, we think 
it’s something that needs to be done. So, if you actually 
follow the model of try and encourage the other side to 
unilateral reductions, you’d see that there is some merit. 


Q Thank you. 


### 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


I have four announcements this morning. The first one 
concerns a piece of paper we're making available in the Press 
Office. We're making available copies of a new Fact Sheet on 
Samir Muhammad Khadar, a key operative of the Abu Nidal 
organization. The Fact Sheet is one of a series prepared by 
the Office of Counter-Terrorism in an effort to make more 
information available about terrorists and their sponsors to 
the extent that we can. 


The Fact Sheet describes the planning and logistics 
necessary for terrorist operations, such as the assault on the 
"City of Poros" in Greece last summer. That will be available 
in the Press Room. 


Argentina: We congratulate the people of Argentina 
and their leaders for the demonstration of democracy at work 
which just took place in their elections. We also congratulate 
Doctor Carlos Menem for his apparent victory. 


Argentina's election for President and members of 
Congress yesterday was an example of civic responsibility and 
democratic values. These elections took place in an atmosphere 
of free and open debate and under procedures in accord with the 
Argentine Constitution. The United States looks forward to 
continuing good relations, based on mutual respect and 
constructive dialogue, with the Government of Argentina in the 
transition period and with the new government when it is 
inaugurated. 


Q How do the results, if you pliase, fit in with 
the general trend that you've been so happy with -- the State 
Department has -- the general trend toward democratic victories 
in Latin America? Is this part of the trend? I[s it sort of a 
glitch, or is it a bit of a reversal to have the Peronistas 
come back? 


a we're not really commenting on the candidates in 
any of those elections. What we're commenting on, in most 
cases where we've made an announcement, is the democratic 
process; and we do think this is a clear indication there are 
many countries in Latin and South America who are holding free 
and fair, open, democratic elections. We applaud that, and we 
respect the wishes of the people and the victor whom they elect. 
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Another announcement: U.S. Ambassador to Panama 
arthur Davis is arriving at 4:00 p.m. this afternoon at Andrews 
Air Force Base. Immediately upon arrival, the Ambassador will 
have remarks for and take questions from the press. For 
details on coverage, please contact the Andrews Air Force Base 
Public Affairs and Media Section Office on 981-4511. [t's at 
4:00 this afternoon. 


Q It's kind of unusual, to say the least, to have 
an Ambassador making remarks on arrival at Andrews. Is there 
any reason you care to state? 


A We thought you might be interested. (Laughter) 


Q Can we ask about the Argentinian election 
results? Do you think he would have a comment? 

A I think he's more likely to comment on Panama. 

Q Richard, is it normal for an Ambassador to be 


flown back on one of the Air Force I planes from his post? 


q I didn't say it was on one of the Air Force I 
planes. I'm not sure exé ..y what airplane it is. 


Q It is, though. 


a The Ambassador was recalled by the President, and 
we did what was appropriate in that case, I['m sure. 


Q Did he get one with windows? (Laughter) 


Q He had a news conference this morning. Is he 
prepared to go beyond -- or issued a statement this morning, Il 
should say, in Panama. Is he prepared to go beyond what he 
said this morning? 


A I'm not sure. You'll have to ask him. 


Q He'd better. You're going to have a lot of 
unhappy reporters if you get a repetition of what he said this 
morning. 


4 We'll convey the message. 


Q Panama: The flood of international condemnation 
of Noriega continues to flow in. The Governments of Argentina, 
Belize, Canada, Costa Rica, Dominica, El Salvador, the Federal 
Republic of Germany, Guatemala, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Peru, 
the Philippines, Spain, Trinadad and Tobago, the United 
Kingdom, Uruguay, and Venezuela have all spoken out, as has the 
Group of Eight through Colombia and the twelve nations of the 
European Community. The OAS, of course, will meeting on 
Wednesday. 
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In addition, condemnation continues inside Panama. We 
salute the courage of the leaders of the Catholic Church in 
speaking out against Noriega's dictatorship, especially in 
light of the contempt for life which the regime showed in the 
killing of Father Van Cleef, the Outch priest working in Panama. 


We second the words of the Bishops' letter, which 
states, in part, “What moral justification is there to disperse 
with blows and bullets men and women whose only crime has been 
to demand peacefully their rights?" The letter calls upon the 
regime to honor the will of the people, expressed freely in the 
ballot boxes. We, too, believe that this is the only way to 
end the crisis which Panama now faces. 


Q Where does the United States Government stand in 
relation to the Government of Panama? Is it still Delvalle who 
is recognized as Head of State? 

A That's right. 

Q Even though he's not there? 


4 We recognize Delvalle as the Head of State until 
his term expires. 


Q Do you know when that is? 
a September 1, [I'm told. 


Q Who will represent the United States at the OAS 
debate on Wednesday? 


a If it's a Foreign Ministers' meeting, I would 
expect the Secretary to be there. 


How do you relate to Delvalle when he's in, I 
think, Miami? I mean, how do you relate to his government? 


a I don't understand the question. We talk to his 
government; we talk to him about the situation there. You've 
seen him in the Department several times. We talk to him. 


If you have business to conduct with Panama, you 
call up Miami? 


4 If we want to talk to Delvalle, yes -- wherever 
he happens to be, if he happens to be in Miami on that day. 


Q I also had a question to clear up from last week 
on Panama which you may have already answered. When the 
government, or when the Election Tribunal annulled the 
elections, was this a welcome development from the State 
Department's point of view or was it an unwelcome development? 
You may have already answered that, but I -- 
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a We condemned the annulment of the elections, or 
the announcement that the regime wanted the election results 
annulled. We said the facts were very clear to us. We thought 
the election should be respected. 


Q The reason for asking is that, in the European 
press at least, the encouragement to annul the elections 
apparently came from the Group of Eight -- or at least that is 
how it was reported. And I had understood from some other 
stories that the U.S. Government was working with the Group of 
Fight, and I'm not quite clear whether we were on the same wave 
length with the Group of Eight, whether we're working at 
tross-—purposes, or what it was. 


A I don't have any comment on things you say the 
Group of Eight is reported to have said. I'm not aware that 
the Group of Eight encouraged Noriega to annul the results. [In 
fact, I cited the Group of Eight as among the people who were 
condemning Noriega. I think it's important that we just read 
their statement and not impute other motives to things that may 
have happened. 


Q I thought Peres, in fact, specifically who urged 
them to annul it. 


a No. 

Q Are we done with Panama? 

ms Any more on Panama? 

Q May I ask you about Shevardnadze? And would you 
elaborate on the U.S. position as to -- what do you want to 


call it -- the threat, the suggestion that INF might be rolled 
back if, et cetera? 


A We think Shevardnadze's remarks are an outlandish 
statement. One day the Soviets announce small unilateral 


reductions; the next day they're talking about breakins 
recently concluded treaties. 


The SS-23s were clearly covered in the INF agreement. 
There is no doubt about that, if you look at the text. SNF was 
clearly not covered in the INF treaty. There's no doubt about 
that either. 


We find it especially ironic that the Soviets 
threatened to break the INF treaty in an effort to pressure the 
West on short-range systems which they have just finished 
modernizing and where they hold at least a 12-to-1 advantage 
over the West. 


Q Do you have anything on the legality of what he 
is saying? I have in mind the firs! .: ace of Reagan-Bush, the 
first Reagan Administration, opted out ~* various provisions of 
the SALT Treaty and said we just wouldn': observe it any more 
-- SALT II. 
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a The SALT Treaty wasn't ratified. The INF Treaty 
has been signed, ratified, sealed, and delivered. It's a done 


deal. 


~ Well, even ratified treaties have escape 
hatches. Anyhow, let me not get into SALT. Let me ask you if 
the U.S. State Department Legal Office, or whatever, thinks the 
Soviets have a legal right -- as reprehensible as you might 
think their action would be, do they have the legal right to 
pick and choose in a ratified treaty, if you will? 


a The answer is no. 


Q In another area, do you have any comment on the 
plan of the election as approved by the Cabinet, the Israeli 


Cabinet? 


A The Israeli Government has provided us a copy of 
the plan, but we're still evaluating the initiative. Policy 
Planning Director Dennis Ross is still in the region where he 
will be discussing ways to move the peace process forward. 


We continue to believe that elections have the 
potential for providing a mechanism to promote dialogue and to 
act as a catalyst to serious negotiations on transitional 
arrangements and final status. We hope all parties will give 
the election concept serious consideration. 


Q Are you satisfied with the ambiguities in it -- I 
mean, so many ambiguities as far as the press reports about it? 


A I said we're still evaluating the proposal, so [ 
can't characterize it in one way or another right now. 


Q But is Dennis Ross going back again to Israel? 
a He's there right now. 


I mean, is he shuffling -- will he shuffle 
between -- 


a I guess he left Cairo today, I'm told; and he's 
on his way to Amman. No, he's not shuttling; he's visiting the 


region. 


Q What do you think about the refusal of 11 
Palestinians to meet him? Does that give you any message that 
the right address is the PLO in Tunis? 


4 I don't have any comment on that really. 


Q But is he confined to those three countries or 
will he make a stop in Tunis perhaps? 


a I'm not aware that he's going anywhere beyond 
what we've said. 
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Q Richard, back on Shevardnadze, or is that okay? 
ss) Okay, let's go back. 


Q I just want to clarify something. We say it's 
outlandish, but what if they actually do this? Have we taken 
any position on that? I mean, yes, it's outlandish, but what 
are we prepared to do about it? 


A You mean break the INF Treaty? 


Q Or do we think this is just kind of idle blather 
on the part of Shevardnadze? 


a I don't want to get personal about it. This gets 
-- (Laughter) 


Q How would you characterize all this? Mr. Baker 
yesterday seemed to kind of brush it aside on “Face the Nation." 


a Well, I think he spoke about it as well. It's 
clearly not a welcome development that the Soviets should 
threaten to break treaties which have already been negotiated 
and concluded. 


Q What are the implications of the threat, as it 
were? 


i You mean, how seriously do we think they'd 
actually do this? 


Q Right. Yes. 


a I would hope the Soviets would think very long 
and hard before they actually did something like this. But 
it's certainly not helpful that they're making statements like 
this. 


I think Mr. Baker said he wasn't going to engage 
in a public relations war with the Soviets on arms control. Is 


that position sort of going into -- are you lapsing from that 
position? 


Frankly, I'd think you welcome this statement. I 
think you're delighted that you have the chance to slug them 
once. (Laughter) But are you now engaged in a public 
relations war with the Soviet Union on arms control? 

a No, we're not. 


Q Of course, not. (Laughter) 


Q When is Dennis Ross coming back to Washington? 
Have you any idea? 
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a Sometime later this week. I don't have the exact 
date for you. 


) I think it was agreed in Brussels that the 
Secretary would have some more contacts with German officials. 
Do you have any time and place? 


i We've been continuing our discussions on the SNF 
issue within the Alliance with the Germans and with others. 
The President, of course, has talked to Chancellor Kohl. The 
Secretary met last Friday, I think it was, with Foreign 
Minister Genscher in Brussels and will continue to have 
meetings. 


Q Horst Danke is in town. Is he on your list? 
o Excuse me. 


Q Horst Danke, who is very prominent in the 
Socialist Party. I understand he's having breakfast tomorrow. 


a He's not on my list. I'm not sure if anybody is 
meeting with him. I think Defense Minister Stoltenberg is 
coming at the end of the week. We'll see him. 


It doesn't look like any kind of compromise is 
shaping up with the Germans. 


a No. I think the Secretary talked about our 
position yesterday. I don't really have anything to add to 
that. 


Q Is that ano, you don't think there's a 
compromise, or no, you really don't want to get into it? 


6 That's a no, I don't see any sort of compromise 
shaping up; but we're certainly continuing discussions. 


Q I have one on Korea. The South Korean Government 
protested against a comment which the State Department issued 
on a student's death. What is your reaction to that? And the 
second question is, the ongoing investigation is focused on 
{his] being drowned by accident. If that incident is concluded 
as accidental death, will you correct the statement, especially 
the word “murderer”? 


m I don't have anything specific on how the death 
occurred for you here. [ would note that our statement said 
that President Roh had ordered a full investigation. We 
expressed our hope that the facts will be made known promptly, 
and we of course do not intend to prejudge the outcome of the 
investigation. 


Q Follow on Korea. You didn't say that it was 


murder. 
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A I said I'm not taking a position on how the 
tragic death occurred. 


Q On the Deng-Gorbachev summit, were the Soviets in 
touch with the United States about the planned port call of 
U.S. ships to Shanghai and the date for it? 


A The Soviets in touch with the United States? 


Q Yeah. There were reports over the weekend that 
the Soviets had asked the U.S. to delay the port call until 
Gorbachev had left Shanghai. 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Back to the Middle East, Richard. Do you have 
anything on the Israeli actions this morning in the West Bank, 
the sealing and destroying of 13 Palestinian homes? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Could you see if there is anything on that? 


A In the past we've refrained from commenting on 
every single event that takes place. So I'm not likely to have 
anything in particular. 


Q But on something that's quite -- usually on 
something with numbers like that there has been some comment 
from the podium. 


A It depends; we haven't made a rule of commenting 
on everything. But I doubt we'll have something. 


Q Also on the Middle East, please, have you 
announced a position whether the U.S. would like or agrees that 
Palestinians in East Jerusalem can take part in elections or 
not? 


rf) We haven't announced anything specifically on 
that. As a matter of fact, we've announced that we wouldn't 
get into specifics on that. But we were asked to put out 
something about our policy on Jerusalem, and we did that last 
week. 


Q So there is something in the office? 


Yes. 


Q Richard, are you saying anything about the murder 
of the friend of Israel in the Gaza Strip, the Palestinian who 
was hacked to death? There are 40 of them now. 


A I don't have anything specific on that. We've 
said before, in response to any incident like this, that we 
regret the violence and urge everyone to restrain -- 
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Q Any reaction to Mr. Arafat saying that the 
American action to withhold funds from the PLO was blackmail? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on Namibia and the process 
of independence? The Joint Commission is having a meeting 
today. 


A No, I don't have anything on that today. 
Q Any progress report as to what the U.S. thinks? 


A I think, if the Joint Commission is meeting again 
today, we might wait a day or two before we say something about 
the results. 


Q Also, could you tell us anything about the 
Zambian (sic) President's visit? I believe he's coming today.* 


A Okay. We can check on that. I'll see. 


Q Going back to Argentina, I would like to know, 
the transition is rather long -- 


A That's right. 


Q The next government comes to power only in 
December. Do you expect to have talks with the Peronists 
during this transition? 


A I would expect we'd be interested in keeping in 
touch. This statement said pretty clearly we look forward to 
continuing relations with the Government of Argentina in the 
transition period, and that's where we'll have to do our 
business. 


Q Back on Jerusalem, before I look at it, maybe the 
answer is there, but as far as I know, the U.S. policy with 
regard to Jerusalem is that it is part of the West Bank; 
therefore, is occupied territory. If it is occupied territory, 
why the Palestinian residents of that city, if you consider it 
as such -- why can't they -- I mean, why don't you have an 
answer for us? 


A Our position on Jerusalem has been posted. I 
refer you to that. And I've said before I'm not going to get 
into the specific modalities of the election process. We're 
not going to make our judgments on that. 


Q Your posted answer said only you think that 
Jerusalem should stay undivided, but what about the part that's 
being occupied? I mean, also occupied --— under whose 
occupation? I mean, it's unclear. It's ambiguous. 


* The visitor was from The Gambia. 
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A Our statement has been posted. I think it speaks 
for itself. It says it should be an undivided city; and, as I 
remember it, it says its final status is subject to negotiation. 


Q But have you changed what I -- my understanding 
of what I just said now, that it is part of the West Bank, 
therefore, it's occupied. Does that still remain the U.S. 
policy? 


A We have not changed any policy on Jerusalem. Our 
policy remains that which is posted, and ['m not going to try 
to paraphrase it here. As you've noted, the words are very 
important, and I refer you to the ones we've put up. 


Q Does the posting differentiate between the 
inhabitants and the land, the territory? I mean, is position 
more important? 


A I said last week, again, I wasn't going to take a 
position on the inhabitants and whether specific individuals 
should vote in the election. That's part of the modalities of 
this whole idea, this whole concept, of elections that we've 
said has to be explored. So it really has to do with the 
status of the city itself. 


Q The proposal to send lethal aid to the Sihanouk 
forces, do you have anything on that? 


A No, I don't. I said we were -- I think the 
status remains the same. It remains under review. We're 
consulting with Congress and others on the levels and types of 
assistance that we provide to the non-Communist Resistance. 


Q If I could follow up, the Senate is currently -- 
the Foreign Relations Committee is considering the complete 
cutoff of all aid to the non-Communist forces. Does the United 
States have a position on that resolution? 801, it's called. 


A I have a position, but it's basically what we've 
said before. The Administration shares fully the strong 


concern of Congress regarding the Khmer Rouge. We are 
unalterably opposed to their taking control again in Cambodia. 
We believe the surest way to achieve this is through a 
comprehensive settlement, incorporating effective measures, 
including an international peacekeeping force to constrain the 
Khmer Rouge. 


Sihanouk and the non-Communist Resistance are central 
to the successful negotiation of a settlement. By weakening 
the non-Communist Resistance the prospect of a political 
settlement is reduced, and the chances of civil war increase as 
does the threat of a Khmer Rouge return to dominance. 


Q Thank you. That answers my question. And while 
we're in the region, I asked some time ago about Burma --— about 
the arrest of political leaders -- of political opposition 
people in Burma. Do you have anything on that? 
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I think we did have an answer on that one. 
We did have an answer? Okay. 
And we posted something. 


Do you have any following-up on the vote -- 


> © > © ®? 


Let me go to the back and give somebody else a 
chance. 


Q Christiani takes over in El Salvador in two 
weeks. Is there an update on the situation there specifically 
regarding the FMLN guerrillas? 


A We had something on that last week as well. The 
point, I think, was that the FMLN had announced a new wave of 
terrorist attacks in an attempt to sabotage the inauguration. 
This was similar to their failed attempt to sabotage the 
elections with terrorist attacks, and once again we said that 
there's a clear choice between democracy and violence. 


Q Thank you. 
Q Is there any follow-up on the vote in WHO? 


aq I don't have anything on that now. We put out a 
statement last Friday on it. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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Q: What can you tell us about the visit of Gambian President 
Dawda Jawara? 


A: President Jawara is on a private visit tc the United States 
that began last week at Cornell University, where President 
Jawara was a visiting professor of veterinary medicine. He 
met with President Bush on, May 15, and attended a luncheon 
in his honor hosted by Deputy Secretary Eagleburger at the 
State Department the same cay. President Jawara has a 
series of congressional calls scheduled for May 16-17, and 
will then fly to the Kennedy Space Center at Cape Canaveral 
May 18 as a quest of NASA, which recognizes the important 


role The Gambia plays as an emergency landing site for the 


Space Shuttle. 


President Jawara’'s visit provides the U.S. with an 
opportunity to compare notes with a valued African friend 
who shares our commitment to human rights and democracy. 
It is also an opportunity to talk about The Gambia's 


notable progress on economic reform, and to review 


important regional issues. 
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TUESDAY, MAY 16, 1989, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have two announcements. The first concerns Lebanon. 


We are revolted by the cold-blooded killing of Shaykh 
Hassan Khaled, the Grand Mufti of Lebanon, by a car bomb today 
in Beirut. We extend our deepest condolences to the Lebanese 
nation, to the family of the Grand Mufti, and to the families 
of the other victims. 


Shaykh Hassan was a selfless leader devoted to saving 
Lebanon from the divisiveness that is destroying it; his was a 
strong voice for reconciliation and for moderation. This 
terrorist act could only have been aimed at spreading confusion 
and hatred, and we condemn it in the strongest terms. 


We urge all sides to make a maximum effort to adhere 
to the Arab League cease-fire and to work for a peaceful 
resolution to Lebanon's crisis. 


Q Do you have any suspicions as to who might have 
been responsible? 


) No, we don't. Not now. 


The second statement concerns Panama. The struggle in 
Panama continues. The democratic opposition has called for a 
24-hour general strike tomorrow, May 17, the same day the 
consultation of the OAS Foreign Ministers is to take place here. 


The Noriega regime's response thus far has been to 
declare business strikes illegal and to threaten to apply 
sanctions against violators. In a blatant attempt to thwart 
public employee participation in the general strike, the regime 
has announced it will pay employees overdue salaries tomorrow. 
Those who do not report for work may risk being fired or losing 
their pay. 
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Other regime efforts to frustrate public demand to 
honor the elections include ongoing censorship of independent 
radio and TV stations in Panama and jamming and interference 
with U.S. Southern Command broadcasts of network news. 


At the Organization of American States meeting 
tomorrow, supporters of democracy can take an important step to 
help the people of Panama. We welcome the fact that a large 
number of Foreign Ministers will attend this meeting. We hope 
the meeting will result in a clear examination of the situation 
in Panama, and we look forward to working with governments from 
throughout the hemisphere to develop action in support of 
democracy. 


This is a meeting called by Latins, led by Latins, and 
we expect the result to reflect Latin interest in democracy. 


Q On that subject: Will the Secretary of State 
address the OAS? And if so, when, please? 


a I understand he will attend the meeting in the 
afternoon. I don't have the details on whether he addresses 
them. 


Q He will not speak; he will be present, but he 
will not -- 


a I don't know yet about speaking. We'll be 
looking into that. 


Q Is there going to be an American resolution, or 
does such a draft exist of the resolution to be presented to 
the OAS Foreign Ministers? 


A As far as I'm aware of, the meeting was called by 
Venezuela, and I think any drafts that are out there are Latin 
drafts. We're supporting the process of regional diplomacy -- 
what the President said. 


Q Excuse me, just to follow up on that, though. 
When you say that you're urging them to take important steps to 
help the people of Panama, could you be specific in the sense 
that, do you want them just to condemn what's gone on? Do you 
want them to recall the Ambassadors? Do you want them to ask 
Noriega to step aside? Or will a simple resolution, simply 
ae the annulment to the elections, satisfy American 
concerns 


a Your question was, could you be specific in that 
regard? And the answer is no. I'm sorry, but at this point 
we're not prepared to go into detail. We're working with other 
governments. And as I said, the efforts are being spearheaded 
by Latin American nations. 
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Q Are you asking other Latin American countries to 
recall their Ambassadors as the U.S., Mexico, and Venezuela 
have done? 


ca We're talking to a large variety of countries 
about steps. I don't have anything specific for you here. 


Q Do you expect the discussions to be behind closed 
doors in the OAS? 


a Someone will have to check with the Oas. I 
think, at least, part of the session is open. 





Q Just a quick follow up. Has the Secretary been 
in telephone contact with most of the Foreign Ministers that 


are en route, or many? 


o I don't know about telephone contact. The 
Secretary's views -- the Secretary, the Department of State and 
Ambassadors in the countries have been talking to people all 
the time. So, there's no lack of contact with everybody. 


Q Richard, did you say the Secretary has no 
prepared remarks; that he will not have any? 


a I didn't say that. I said I don't know at this 
time if he's making a speech, and that's something I'll have to 
check on. 

I don't know if you further announcements, but -- 
No, I don't. 


-- is he doing the WORLDNET tomorrow? 


> © PF? & 


Yes. 


Q Were you going to tell us that? I'm sorry. And 
will it be piped in, as usual? 


a Yes. 
Q Did either side -- either he -- 


a The answer to everything is yes; 9:00 a.m. 
tomorrow, and we'll arrange it. 


Q Nine here, all right. Has it been confined to a 
specific subject or is it a free-wheeler? 


a It's on NATO. 


Q I wanted to know if I needed to be here early. 
Thank you. 
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Q Richard, did the Secretary get any information 
from Mr. Gorbachev that the Soviets are indeed halting their 
military supplies to Nicaragua? 


ra I'm not going to comment specifically on the 
details of the Secretary's conversations about Central America 
or, as some have reported, on the contents of letters. 


I can say we have urged the Soviet Union to cut off 
military supplies to Nicaragua. We're pleased the Soviets have 
agreed with us that they would support a political and 
diplomatic approach to the problems of Nicaragua and to support 
the goals of Esquipulas and Tesoro Beach. 


We would certainly welcome a cut-off of military 
assistance by the Soviet Union and its allies to Nicaragua. A 
step like this would clearly make it easier to pursue the 
diplomatic and political process which we support in Central 
America. 


Q By saying you would welcome it means it has not 
yet begun? 


a I said I'm not commenting specifically on 
reports, and I don't have anything here that would confirm a 
oa in the levels or the types of shipments from the Soviet 
Union. 


Q So, we would welcome, therefore, it has not yet 
happened. Is that logic correct? 


a No. 


Q Is the English incorrect, or is the logic 
incorrect? 


a I'm not implying that something has or has not 
happened. 


Q Well, if it had happened, we do welcome it? 


a If it had had happened, we welcome it, and if it 
does happen, we will welcome it -- we would welcome it, or 
whatever. 


Q Would you repeat the line that you just said that 
run over there? 


Okay. What his question is going to is, do we 
have any information? Would we say something about a decrease 
in Soviet arms shipments to Nicaragua? Let me say two things 
about that. 
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First, that we would note that deliveries of military 
equipment have been sustained at a high level for several 
years, leaving Nicaragua with large stockpiles of military 
equipment, clearly in excess of Nicaragua's legitimate security 
requirements. But, at this point, I cannot confirm any change 
in the levels or types of shipments from the Soviet Union and 
its allies to Nicaragua. 


Q That wasn't the question. The question was 
whether he left Moscow with any indication that such a change 
would take place? 


a That was the earlier question. I said I'm not 
commenting on the details of conversations. He's saying, do 
you mean by “would,” that there has not yet been any change? 
And the statement that I just made says that [I'm not confirming 
any change or lack of [change]. 


Q Is it safe to assume that the U.S. Government, in 
fuie months, would be able to detect a cessation of arms 
shipments to Nicaragua? I mean, that's a trend which ought to 
be fairly visible. 


a I can't tell you what's safe and not safe to 
assume because that would imply some confirmation. I'm not 
confirming any change in the levels or types of assistance. 


Q In the past, the Department has been able to give 
us a fairly good, fairly current, often quite detailed, 
information about Soviet bloc military deliveries to 
Nicaragua. Sometimes these have even been volunteered. Would 
it be possible for you to pursue that one a little further in 
terms of what has been delivered or has not been delivered 
since, say, the beginning of this year? 


a I looked into this question this morning, and I 
just don't have anything on that now. If we get something that 
we're willing to put out, I'm sure we will, but I'm not going 
to comment. 


Q Related to that, do you have any notion of the 
proportion of Cuban support for Nicaragua? Has it gone up or 
down or stayed the same -- military support? 


a I don't have any indication that Cuban support 
for Nicaragua has changed. Arms do continue to flow from Cuba 
to Nicaragua. We, I think, have said very recently that at 
least some of these arms have gone to the FMLN guerrillas in £1 
Saivador. 


Without specific reference to the nature of the 
discussions that were held in Moscow, do you have reason to 
believe that the Soviets are going to make some kind of an 
announcement on this subject in the near future? 
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o I can‘t see how I can comment on that without 
going into implications of what I know from letters or from 
conversations in Moscow, so I just don't have anything to say. 
We'll have to see if they say something. 


Q It wasn't very long ago -- two weeks, I think, 
three weeks at the outside -- that President Bush and Secretary 
Baker made well-publicized speeches attacking the Soviet Union 
for its continuing supply of military aid to Nicaragua. Dollar 
amounts were mentioned and criticized sharply, and so on. 


At this stage, are you telling us today there has been 
no change in that level of supply to Nicaragua, which is so 
recent, or are you saying that there may be some change but 
it's barely noticeable, or something like that? 


a What I'm say’ng -- I believe what they've 
referred to were the figures for previous years -- the $515 
million worth of stuff that went in last year of military goods. 


Q Can I point out that -- 


a I'm not changing those numbers, obviously. But 
I'm not saying that there has or has not been a change in the 
types or levels of assistance. 


Q can I point out -- 


Q Hold on a second, George. Just one second, 
please. Does that mean that you're -- at the time President 
Bush made that speech, it's possible that the United States 
Government was aware that those levels were a year old and that 
he was accusing the Soviet Union -- 


a The end of your 1988 levels can't be a year old. 
I think we gave a figure for 1988. 


Q So what I'm getting at, are you saying now that 
those numbers were last year's numbers and that President Bush, 
when he made that speech, was not implying that the aid was 
continuing? Or was the aid continuing at that rate? 


A I'm not trying to change last year's numbers. 
And the fact that last year only ended three or four months 
ago, I think, doesn't lead to any doubts as to whether that 
kind of pattern has been established. 


Q It's five months ago. It's May, and the 
President only spoke a couple of weeks ago. 


a The question is, do we have indications that 
things have changed? My answer is that I don't have anything 
here that I can tell you that says there's been a change in the 
types and levels of assistance. 
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| 
Q Richard, if I can follow up on that: The 

President said, “We call upon the Soviet Union to end Soviet 

bloc support for the Nicaraguan assault on regional democracy. 

The United States ended military aid to the Nicaraguan 

Resistance two years ago. And yet, since that time, the 

Soviets continue to funnel about $.5 billion military worth of 

assistance a year." And it continues. 


Q Question, please. 


Q Therefore, the aid has continued up until the 
President's speech? 


4 Let's try to do this one more time. The Soviets 
established a clear pattern of support for Nicaragua. The 
Soviets and its allies have established a clear pattern of 
support for Nicaragua in terms of military goods and 
assistance. Those patterns have existed over a number of 
years. And as you point out, we've often spoken about that. 


Q Including very recently? 


‘& Yes. I do not at this time have information that 
would confirm there has been some change in those patterns. Do 
I confirm those patterns have continued exactly the way they 
are? I can't really do that either. We're just not at this 
point ready with information that would point one way or the 
other. 


Q Do you know if the Nicaraguans received any 
Soviet arms shipments in this calendar year? 


a Again, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Could I point out that President Reagan in March 
of 1988 said -- or was able to give details of Soviet armed 
shipments to Nicaragua over the first two months of 1988. And 
here we are in the middle of May and you can't give us a single 
detail on the level of Soviet arms shipments for 1989. 


Q It is easy as pie to give us a ship count and to 
give details. The State Department does it when it feels like 
it. 


4 I will look into it and see if there's anything 
on it, but I'm not -- I checked this morning and there wasn't 
anything to provide now. 





Q A related question; again, in the conditional 
voice. (Laughter) There's been some -- 


a Is that the hypothetical voice? 








ios. 


-8- Tuesday, 5/16/89 


A There's been some -- no, no. It's different from 
a hypothetical voice. You used the conditional voice. This is 
the old “would.” 


Would a Soviet cut-off of weaponry be sufficient -- 
weaponry, but not other military hardware such as trucks, 
boots, canteens, what not -- would a cut-off of weaponry only 
satisfy our requests of them that they halt support for the 
Sandinistas and their military expansion? [In other words, what 
are we asking of them? 


“ The main point that we . tried to make is that 
we're asking them to support the policical and diplomatic 
process, and that they made clear to us when we were in 
Moscow. We're very pleased with that. We welcome that. 


We have also asked that they cut off the support -- 
the military aid -- to Nicaragua. You're asking me a 
hypothetical situation. 


Q No, I'm asking whether that statement you just 
made -- 


a But what I can answer -- 


~~ whether the term you just used, “military 
support,” whether that means weaponry or whether that means 
weaponry and other military goods? 


a Well, what I said is, we would certainly welcome 
a cut-off of military assistance by the Soviet Union and its 
allies to Nicaragua, and I think I have to just stick with that. 


Q To follow up, do you have any -- have you asked 
for the Soviet Union to halt economic aid to the Sandinista 
regime? 


a I don't have anything on exactly what we've 
asked, in those terms. I'm not aware of anything specific, but 
I can't confirm any reductions in economic aid either. 


Q When you say, “I can't confirm any reductions," 
do you mean the United States Government has no information 
that would lead it to conclude that there have been 
reductions? That's the way I understand it. Am I wrong? Or 
does it mean you have nothing -- 


a What I'm saying is I'm not in a position with 
information today, that you're asking me for, to give you 
information that would indicate one way or the other. 


Q Richard, you spoke of the ability of the 
Sandinista government to carry on, that they have a lot of 
weapons that were stockpiled. Could you give us a notion of 
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how well fixed the Contras may be as a result of American 
weapon shipments, which, of course, have been ordered suspended 
by Congress? 


A For over one year. 
Q It doesn't always mean -- 
A No, I don't have any specifics on that -- on the 


status of the Contra supplies. What do they have in inventory 
and that sort of thing? I don't really think that's something 
that we've talked about, frankly. 


I just wondered -- it's hard to put a question 
without the conditional. It would seem you would be pleased if 
the Soviets stopped arming the Sandinistas, and I wondered if 
they would leave them on an equal footing? 


A We've pointed out that the levels of aid that 
have been received by the Nicaraguans for some years, leave 
them with equipment clearly in excess of their legitimate 
security requirements. So I think the equal footing is not 
apparent. 


Q Richard, going back to your last statement, your 
paraphrasing of what was -- I'm paraphrasing what you asked the 
Soviets, to support the political and diplomatic process in 
Central America and they said they would. 


Does support for the political and diplomatic process 
in Central America necessarily imply an end to military 
shipments by the Soviets? 


A It is certainly made much easier by an end to 
military shipments by the Soviets -- it would be made much 


easier by an end to military shipments by the Soviets. 


We had a question back here. 


Q What can you tell us about the Salvadoran 
guerrillas -- shipments to them? 


A We've had information on this before. What I 
have today is that recently captured weapons in E1 Salvador and 
an extensive body of intelligence strongly suggests that the 
Nicaraguans and the Cubans are engaged in a large-scale effort 
to equip the Salvadoran guerrillas with AKM, AK-47, Dragonov 
sniper rifles, hand grenades, explosives, and RPG-2, 7 and 18 
weapons. In addition, cartridge cases for AK-47 and AKM 
ammunition of recent Cuban manufacture has been captured by 
Salvadoran troops. 


Q You can give us all that detail on the situation 
in —€1 Salvador and nothing on the situation in Nicaragua where 
you don't seem to know what's going on? 
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a In some cases, we have information that we're 
able to give out and in others we don't. 


Q What's the -- could you just -— I'm really 
confused. Are you saying that you haven't bothered to check 
over the course of the last five months, or you've checked and, 
for some reason, it's gone up or down, and you can't share it 
with us, for some other reason? 


A All I can do is refer you back to what I've 
said. I can't confirm any change in the levels or types of 
shipments by the Soviet Union and its allies to Nicaraqua. 


Q Are we to draw the conclusion that they have not 
changed -- the levels have not changed? 
A I said I can't confirm any change in the levels 


or types of assistance. 


Q Did you indicate that you would go back at this 
and try to let us know? 


A I was asked many times if we would put out more 
information of the kind we had put out before, and I will just 
have to say that I will look at that. I'm not sure we'll have 
anything now, but when we do have something we can give to you, 
we'll be happy to provide it. 


Q Today would be nice. 
a I understand that. 


Q Following the Secretary's visit now, what is the 
status of the talks with the Soviets on the subject of Latin 
America? Are there any experts who will remain in touch with 
the Soviets on this subject? 


A There was a decision in Moscow to set up a whole 
series of experts talks. As to whether we've done anything 
specific on the Latin American experts, I'll just have to look. 


Just one more thing: Could we have a copy of 
that list of the things that you find turning up in E1 
Salvador, the spellings and such? 


A Yes. 


Q A follow-up on that one, in terms of the Cuban 
ability to manufacture weapons and the infiltration of those 
weapons into Central America, how concerned are you with it, 
one, and two, is there a linkage between that and any 
resolution with the Soviets on the conflict in Central 
America? In other words, are you tying in cessation of Cuban 
flow of arms to the Soviet action before you take any positive 
response? 
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A First of all, the premise of your statement is 
that we have to take some positive response. We stopped our 
military assistance to the Contras over a year ago, and so I'm 
not looking for something specific that I would have to respond 
to. But second of all, I think I made clear in the first 
statement that I said that we would welcome a cut-off of this 
military assistance by the Soviet Union and its allies to 
Nicaragua, and that we certainly don't like the Cuban arms that 
are going there and that are showing up in the hands of the 
Salvadoran guerrillas. 


Q Going back to the OAS for a second, will the 
Secretary have any meetings with any Nicaraguan diplomats in 
the fringes or at the OAS? 


) None that I'm aware of. 


Are you implying that the Cubans could take up 
the slack if the Soviets ceased sending weapons to the 
Sandinistas? 


A Without saying that there is any slack, I would 
say that Cuban shipments are also of concern to us. 


Q Are they continuing? 
A I have no indication that it's moderated. 


Q That's what I said before. 


Q You have pretty precise information about what 
the Cubans are doing but not what the Soviets are doing, and 
yet you can tell us down to the individual weapon, probably 
including bayonets (laughter) and yet you can't identify a ship 
full of heavy weapons going to Nicaragua. 


A You're asking about how good our intelligence is, 
and stuff like that, and I can't get into that. 


Q Whose intelligence? 

Q What do we know and what don't we know. 

A Thank you. 

Q Richard, if I can remember -- two quick ones: 


You talked about allies of the Soviets. Could you -- if you 
can't do it there, can you tell us of any other countries, 
other than allies -- Sweden I have in mind particularly; the 
Foreign Minister is here -- are they providing any military aid 
to Nicaragua, to the Sandinistas? 


And the second question has nothing to do with the 
first question. Okay? 
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A I think you had better ask the Swedes that 
question. 


No, no, because if I took you literally, the only 
suppliers to the Nicaraguans are East European, I think you 
said, allies of the Soviets. 


Aa No, I said the Soviet Union and its allies. 
Q And its allies. 


a I was asked specifically about Cuban shipments 
and I said yes, there are Cuban -- 


Q -- well, I just wondered if other countries apart 
from allies have been helping the Sandinistas with military? 


A I'm not in a position to try to get any 
comprehensive list of that. I think it's fairly well known who 
the Soviet Union and its allies are. 


Q Well, a spir-off of the trip: This week -- this 
got lost in bigger things last week -- but one of the spin-offs 
was that this week there would probably be an announcement for 
completion of an agreement to expand direct air flights between 
the Soviet Union and the United States. Has that happened 
yet? It's only Wednesday (sic). 


i) Not that I'm aware of, but I can check and see if 
we have something. 


Q Okay. 


Q Dennis Ross in Egypt said that the Israeli peace 
plan needs more work. Can you explain a little more about 
that? And also have you got any comment on the fact the PLO 
rejected it? 


A First, on the fact that the Israeli peace plan -- 
what did you say he said, needs more work, or something like 
that? 


Q "Needs more work." 


A We've long said that there are a lot of 
modalities and issues that have to be worked out in this peace 
plan, and that that's what our involvement is, to try to help 
the parties work out these various factors. 


I don't have anything specific on statements rejecting 
the peace plan by various people. These have been made in the 
past, and we've said that we look for -- believe that all 
parties should look for ways to promote the peace process, and 
to avoid confrontation and provocation. 
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Q Do you have a comment on the Palestinian who was 
apparently arrested right before he was supposed to meet with 
Ross? 


4a This was Ghassan Khatib -- if I pronounce it 
properly. 


Q Yes. 


A We're aware of Mr. Khatib's detention by Israeli 
authorities prior to the meeting with Policy Planning Director 
Ross. We do not know the reason why he was detained. We are 
seeking more details. We would certainly expect that no 
actions be taken which would inhibit the dialogue that is 
required if the peace process is to move forward. 


Q Richard, can you be a little bit more 
comprehensive, or explicit, when you say the U.S. is working on 
the modalities and the modalities have to be spelled out? It 
would seem -- but I don't want to put words in your mouth -- 
spelled out in a way that's more appealing to the PLO, is that 
the point? Obviously, you don't want the Israelis to make the 
modalities more appealing to the Israeli government. 


What are you trying to do with the modalities? Just 
go on a little bit, and tell us what you're trying to -- who 
are you trying to please? 


A We are trying to get a peace plan for the region 


Q Right. 


A -- that works for the parties that are involved 
there. The elections can be part of that comprehensive plan, 
and it's clear the elections idea, as it's developed, has to be 
developed in a way that's acceptable to all people -- to the 
Israelis, to the Palestinians. 


Q I thought you were talking about the election 
plan per se and that it needed work, because as we know, the 
details are still uncertain. And if that's what you meant, I'm 
asking you to give us a little bit more as to what you want 
that plan to reflect, or to contain, so that it is acceptable? 


A At this point, I just don't have any specifics on 
what exactly we want to go into the concept of elections, the 
idea of elections as its being worked out. It's something that 
has to be worked out to the satisfaction of the parties, and 
part of our role is to discuss that and to talk to the parties 
about what would satisfy them. 


Q Is that part of the process that will be 
discussed Thursday with Moshe Arens when he's here? 
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A Yes, the whole peace process and the Israeli 
ideas on the peace process, the election proposal, and other 
things -- 
Q --— but is the Secretary prepared to make some 


suggestions of his own to the Israeli Foreign Minister when 
they -- are they going to meet Wednesday or Thursday? When is 
it? 

A Let me look that up. 


Q Thursday. 


He will meet with the Secretary on Thursday, May 
18. 


Has the Secretary developed some ideas of his own 
which he might suggest on these modalities? 


A The Secretary will be discussing the modalities, 
and I don't want to credit or I don't want to start ascribing 
the idea that it's -- any individual part of it -- to one 
particular person or try to predict what the Secretary is going 
to say. 


Q Will Dennis [Ross] be back by the time that 
meeting takes place? 


a Excuse me. 


Q Will Dennis be back by the time that meeting 
takes place in Washington? 


A As I currently understand his schedule, yes. 


Q Was Dennis' return trip to Israel planned, or was 
he -- I mean, did he then go back to follow something up, or 
was he supposed to come back after Amman? Is he going on any 
place else from Israel in the region? 


A I'm not aware he's going on anywhere else from 
there, [or] that those plans have changed. As to the specifics 
of how his schedule was designed, I just don't have the details 
on that. 


Q Did he see any PLO members or representatives in 
Cairo? 

i] None that I'm aware of. 

Q Richard, you posted an answer to the question 
about the issue of Jerusalem, and this issue -- do you consider 


East Jerusalem as an occupied territory like the rest of the 
West Bank and Gaza Strip, knowing that you said that it has to 
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be unified -- remain a unified city -- that it has to be 
decided, t~° fate of Jerusalem, by negotiations between the 
parties? 


a You just read our guidance. I just have to stick 
with that. That's our view on the status of Jerusalem. 


Q No, no, this is -— you said that before now -- 
A And I'll say it again. 


Q The previous Administrations said East Jerusalem 
is an occupied territory. Is this true or false, I mean -- 


A I don't have anything to say on that other than 
what we've said about the status of Jerusalem. 


Q Can you look into that? 


a No. We've looked into it; we've given you our 
views on the status of Jerusalem. 


Q No, this is a departure. Richard, this is a 
departure from earlier positions that the Administration took 
about Jerusalem, East Jerusalem, that you are not talking about 
it now. 


A I know what you're saying, but our position on 
East Jerusalem is clear. It's posted. It's there. And it's 
available. 


Q Can I go back to Panama for a moment? Is the 
U.S. Government doing anything currently about the possible 
evacuation of Americans? 


A We have said we're going to draw down the number 
of people in our Embassy. In the process of that, they and 
their dependents will be moved out. There are also other DOD 
dependents who are being moved out, other Embassy dependents 
who may be moved out. But if you're talking about some sort of 
broader evacuation of Americans, there's nothing that I'm aware 
of . 


Q They are establishing regular flights, aren't 
they -- basic additional MAC flights to get people out of there? 


a The people that we're drawing down -- 


Q Yes, there's a whole new set of airlifts being 
laid on as a result of the situation. 


a We've said we're drawing down people. We have to 
get them out somehow. 
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Q But I'm asking what specific arrangements are you 
making to get these folks out? 


A DOD is making the arrangements, as far as I'm 
aware. I can check and see if we have anything on it, I mean, 
how many airplanes are we flying and that sort of thing? 


Q Well, are you urging people to leave? 


A We have a travel advisory for Panama that urges 
people not to travel there if not necessary. It urges people 
resident there, Americans resident there, to get their 
dependents out on extended absences until the situation returns 
to normal. 


Q Richard, is that partly because the United States 
has information that the POF may be trying to provoke incidents 
against American citizens, and has sent a message to the 
Commanding General there, Fred Woerner, not to overreact if 
such incidents take place? 


Q I can't accept your interpretation. I don't know 
of any specific message to General Woerner. The reason is 
because of the unsettled and dangerous conditions in Panama 
right now. That's the reason we've stated and that's the 
reason. 


Q Still on Panama for one second, perhaps you went 
over this last week while we were away, and just stop me if you 
have. Does the United States continue to recognize Mr. 
Delvalle as the President of Panama? 








a Yes. We went over that last week. 
Q Who is the President-elect of Panama? 


A We said last week that Endara won the election, 
and that he is the President-elect, in our view. 


I have to add to that the President made clear formal 
recognition was a different sort of question, that we hadn't 
decided yet. 


Q One more on Panama. 

a One more on Panama? 

Q On the question of withdrawing the 29,000-some 
dependents and Defense, DOD, workers in there, do you expect 
that to have any impact on the currency flow, and therefore an 
additional pressure on the Panamanian government? 


a There is nothing specific that I have on that as 
far as how much money those people used to spend and that sort 








1474 


-17- Tuesday, 5/16/89 


of thing. You might check with DOD, but I don't think we have 
any figures. 


Q Are you discussing election modalities with the 
Palestinians, as well? 


a The whole peace process -- when in our 
conversations with the PLO, we've said we're looking for ways 
to advance the peace process, and this is one of the ideas that 
we discussed. But we discuss the entire peace process. 


Q I don't find an answer here, but anyway, does 
this go on within the dialogue in Tunis? 


A Yes. That's what we've said our dialogue is -- 
it's about the peace process, about ways to advance the peace 
process. We've said we think the elections idea is a useful 
one to advance the peace process, and it is something that we 
discussed in that context. I'm sure Dennis Ross probably 
discussed it with the Palestinians whom he met with. 


Q While you're talking about the elections, do you 
call on Israel to allow East Jerusalem Palestinians to 
participate in the elections, if and when they will be held? 


a We went round and round on that for the last two 
days, and I don't have anything new to say on that. It's not 
for us to dictate the modalities of the elections idea. 


Q This is part of the modalities, the East 
Jerusalem participation? 


A You just asked, are they going to vote in the 
election. That's obviously part of the modalities of the 
election. 


Q Richard, can you catch us up on the dialogue in 
Tunis? Is there a meeting coming up there? 


A I don't have anything new on meetings that I'm 
aware of. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on problems -- 
military in Ethiopia? 


A Our Embassy has told us that there is some 
fighting going on in Addis Ababa. Let me see if they said 
anything else. No. Our Embassy in Addis Ababa confirms that 
there is some fighting, but we have no additional information 
at this time. To the best of our knowledge, Americans in Addis 
Ababa are safe. 


Q No danger to the government? 
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a There again, we don't know exactly what's going 
on out there. We don't have additional information at this 
time. All we know is, there is some fighting going on. 


Q Do you have any information about Italian 
Communist Party chief's visit here -- any arrangement for him 
to meet with the government officials? 


A There's nothing that I'm aware of. 
TO STAFF: Didn't we check on that a week or so ago? 


a I don't remember what we came up with. We'll 
check again and get it up for you. 


Q The Iranian government stated today that they had 
no involvement with the Pan Am 103 flight, and I was wondering 
if there has been any work with the allies in terms of 
preventing any more such accidents, anything new that you've 
been able to coordinate with? 


a On Pan Am 103, there is an investigation going 
on. On things we do with our allies, there are constant 
meetings, sharing of information, new steps that are being 
taken to improve security, but nothing specific. 


Q Do you have any information about the Japanese 
next Prime Minister? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any comment, now that Gorbachev and 
Deng have made a formal announcement about the restoration or 
the end of their political dispute? Any comment on the way 
that visit is going? How does it affect the United States? 
What does the U.S. think of that rapprochement? 


A We would welcome anything that reduces tensions. 
We're not afraid of this process. We think it's welcome that 
they're taking steps to reduce tensions. I don't have anything 
much more than that right now. 


Q What's the status of the ship visits? Has that 
been resolved -- when the ship visits will take place? 


A On May 19th. 

Q The day after Gorbachev leaves, is that right? 
fi Right. 

Q What can you tell us on the problem in arriving 


at claims for the Stark so far as wounded, and damage to the 
ship? Evidently, the United States is not ready yet to make 
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specific requests for compensation. I wondered, is there some 
general reason for this? 


a I know it's a very complicated process of 
arriving at the amounts of claims and that sort of thing. I 
guess I can check on it and see if we have anything new on 
where those claims stand. 


Q What you have upstairs is that there's been no 
change since March. But I wondered if there's an official 
reason why the U.S. can't add up its claims and submit them? 


a It's a lot more than just adding up claims. It's 
looking at legal precedents and evaluating all sorts of things, 
so it's a complicated process. I'll look into it and find out 
exactly where it stands right now. 


Q Can you add onto that and also look into whether 
the Secretary has started consultations with people on the Hill 
about the Iranian claims on the Iran airbus? 


a I'm not going to talk about the Secretary's 
consultations on the Hill until they are public. Those are his 
private meetings. 


Q Can you find out what the status is of the 
Iranian claim for the airbus? 


a Iraqi claim? 


Q Iranian claim. 
Q Is there anything new on the Nicaraguan election 
process -- any developments there? 


Aa Nothing that I have today, no. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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Posted: May 16, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 16 BRIEFING 


‘ U.S.-SOVIET EXPERTS TALKS ON CENTRAL AMERICA 


Q: Following the Secretary's visit, what is the status of 
talks with the Soviets on the subject of Latin America? 
Are there any experts who will remain in touch with the 
Soviets on this subject? 
A: -- THE U.S. AND SOVIET UNION HAVE HAD A NUMBER OF 
EXPERT-LEVEL EXCHANGES ON REGIONAL MATTERS, INCLUDING 


CENTRAL AMERICAN AND CARIBBEAN ISSUES. 








-- SECRETARY BAKER AND FOREIGN MINISTER SHEVARDNADZE 
AGREED DURING THEIR TALKS IN MOSCOW LAST WEEK THAT 
THESE REGIONAL EXPERTS TALKS SHOULD CONTINUE. 


-- THE U.S. DELEGATION TO THE CENTRAL AMERICA/CARIBBEAN 
TALKS HAS BEEN LED BY THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 





FOR INTER-AMERICAN AFFAIRS. ONCE THE NEW ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY IS CONFIRMED, WE EXPECT TO SCHEDULE A NEW 
ROUND OF TALKS WITH THE SOVIETS ON THIS SUBJECT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 16 BRIEFING 


U.$.-USSR CIVIL AVIATION AGREEMENT 


Q: This week there would probably be an anouncement or 
completion of an agreement to expand direct air flights 
between the Soviet Union and the U.S.? Has that happened 


yet? 

A: -- THE U.S. AND USSR ARE NEAR FINAL AGREEMENT ON 
AMENDMENTS TO THES BILATERAL CIVIL AVIATION AGREEMENT 
WHICH WILL ALLOW THE DESIGNATED AIR CARRIERS UNDER THE 
AGREEMENT, PAN AM AND AEROFLOT, TO INCREASE THEIR 
FLIGHT FREQUENCIES BETWEEN THE U.S. AND USSR FROM FIVE 
TO SEVEN AND SIX TENTHS (7.6) NARROW-BODY AIRCRAFT 
EQUIVALENTS PER WEEK EACH. IN ANTICIPATION OF 
FINALIZING THESE AMENDMENTS, THE GOVERNMENTS HAVE ALSO 
AGREED TO ALLOW THE AIRLINES TO IMPLEMENT THEIR SUMMER 
SCHEDULES, WHICH INCLUDE THE ADDED FREQUENCIES, AS OF 
MAY 16. I WOULD REFER YOU TO THE RESPECTIVE AIRLINES 
FOR THEIR PRECISE SCHEDULES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 16 BRIEFING 


PANAMA: DEPARTURE OF AMERICANS 


Q: Is the US Government doing anything currently about the possible 
evacuation of Americans in Panama? What about specific arrangement 
are you making to get these folks out? 


A: AS HAS BEEN ANNOUNCED BY THE PRESIDENT, THE US EMBASSY IN 
PANAMA CITY IS BEING REDUCED IN SIZE. THE DEPARTURES OF EMBASSY 
PERSONNEL AND DEPENDENTS ARE~IN PROGRESS. SOME HAVE ALREADY LEFT 
BY COMMERCIAL AND MILITARY FLIGHTS. ARRANGEMENTS FOR DEPARTURES OF 
OTHERS ARE STILL BEING MADE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 16 BRIEFING 


@ 


ITALIAN COMMUNIST PARTY LEADER VISIT TO U.S 


Q: Do you have any information about the Italian Communist 
Party chief's visit here -- any arrangement for him to meet 


with government officials? 

MR. ACHILLE OCCHETTO IS UNDBRTAK ING THIS TRIP AT HIS OWN 
INITIATIVE, NOT AT THE INVITATION OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. MR. 
OCCHETTO WILL HAVE NO APPOINTMENTS WITH ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICIALS. WE UNDERSTAND OCCHETTO HAS ARRANGED HIS OWN PROGRAM 
WITH THE ASSISTANCE OF THE ITALIAN EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON. FOR 
THE DETAILS OF HIS SCHEDULE YOU SHOULD CHECK WITH THE EMBASSY 
OR THE ITALIAN COMMUNIST PARTY. 
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TAKEN QUESTION--MAY 16, 1989, BRIEFING 


Status of Stark Personal Injury and Ship Damage 
Claims and of Iran Air Compensation 


Q. What can you tell us is the problem in arriving at claims 
for the USS Stark, as far as wounded and damage to the ship is 
concerned? Evidently the US is not ready yet to make specific 
requests for compensation. Is there some general reason for 
this? Is there an official reason why the US can't add up its 
Claims and submit them? And could find out what the status is 
of the Iranian claims on the Airbus? 


A. 
Stark 


The Department of State is in the final stages of preparing 
the personal injury and U.S. Government (including ship damage) 
Claims for presentation to the Government of Iraq. With respect 
to the injury claims, time was necessary to determine the 
severity of the injuries and to collect and assess medical 
documentation. With respect to claims for the damage to the 
ship, the amount to claim could not be determined until the 
repairs were completed and information on the costs of the 
repairs and other Government expenses was availabie. 


Iran Airc 


We remain committed to our offer to provide ex gratia 
compensation to the families of the victims of Iran Air Flight 
655. This offer is a humanitarian gesture, not based on any 
legal liability or obligation; consequentiy, compensation will 
not be paid for the airbus itself. We continue to gather 
information on the families of the passengers. We intend to 
consult with the Congress as soon as possible on the appropriate 
source and authority for the compensation. 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 17, 1989, 12:50 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


First of all, I'd like to apologize for being late. 
We are going to try to be more punctual in the future. But I 
notice that I've done this for the last -- what is it, seven or 
eight days? I seem to get later each day. We'll just see what 
we can do about it. 


I have one announcement about the situation in 
Panama. Today in Panama, a general strike was called by the 
democratic forces. In Washington the Foreign Ministers of the 
OAS member nations will be urgently considering the struggle in 
Panama. 


It's still too early to tell what the level of 
participation in the strike will be. Certainly, Noriega is 
making every effort to try to frustrate it. The regime is 
forcing buses and taxis to operate. It is making today payday 
for government employees. It has made threats against 
businesses that may join in the strike and threatened to use 
its "Dignity Battalion" goon squads. 


We're now seeing press reports of beatings and 
torture of regime opponents who were tortured while detained. 
If true, these violations of fundamental human rights are 
intolerable. 


The President has talked to Guillermo Endara and 
congratulated him on his victory. The President also stressed 
the American people's support for the Panamanian people's 
desire for democracy. 


International condemnation of Noriega continues. 
President Cerezo of Guatemala has stated that "The Panamanian 
regime no longer has any justification for what it is doing." 


Finally, I'd note that Luis Anderson, a Panamanian 
member of the Canal Commission Board of Directors since 1983, 
has resigned his position in protest of Noriega's policies. 
Mr. Anderson is Secretary-General of ORIT, the Inter-American 
Regional Workers Organization, Latin America's regional labor 
grouping. 
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Does that call from this President to Mr. Endara 
mean that henceforth the United States recognizes him as the 


sovereign head of the Government of Panama? 


A We've discussed that whole question of formal 
recognition before, and I don't really have anything to add to 
it. All I'd do is to stress that the President recognized that 
Endara was the one who won the election and congratulated him 
on his victory. 


Q But as of today this government still recognizes 
Delvalle? 


A That's right. The formal recognition -- there's 
been no change. 


Q And at what point does that change? 


A Well, Delvalle's term doesn't expire until 
September 1, so we're not faced with the question until then. 


Q What kind of resolution are you looking for at 
the OAS? 


A I spoke to that yesterday. What I have today 
doesn't really amplify on it. We're thinking that at the 
Organization of American States meeting supporters of democracy 
can take an important step to help the people of Panama. We 
welcome the fact that a large number of Foreign Ministers are 
attending this meeting. We hope the meeting will result in a 
clear examination of the situation in Panama. We look forward 
to working with governments from throughout the hemisphere to 
develop action in support of democracy. 


Q But the Administration hasn't defined a specific 
objective for this meeting, what type of -- 


A The two objectives that are here. One is a clear 
examination of the situation in Panama, and the second is 
something that allows us to work with other governments to 
develop action in support of democracy. 


We have talked to the people who have draft 
resolutions going around -- there are several. The Venezuelans 
called the meeting; we've talked to them and we've talked to 
other Latins about what we can achieve here; but I'm not 
prepared to go into any details. But the basic goals of 
examining the situation and developing action in support of 
democracy -- those are what we're looking for. 


Q Do you know if the Administration specifically 
wants a resolution calling for the replacement of Noriega or 
one criticizing it and condemning -- 


A I said I wasn't going to get into specifics of 
resolutions. We are supporting efforts by the Latins. We've 
seen drafts that they've done. We've commented and talked to 
them about it. 
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Another subject? The United States had contacts 
with North Korea in Beijing very recently. Do you have any 


particulars on that? 


A The U.S. and North Korean political counselors in 
Beijing met May 15 for the fourth time. As in the previous 


three contacts, they met at a neutral setting. 


Both sides raised substantive issues and stated their 
positions on political and security issues affecting the Korean 
Peninsula. I can't say that any progress was made. Beyond 
this, I can't characterize the discussions. 


Q And I understand that North Korea requested an 
upgrade in the contact level, at ambassadorial level. How do 
you respond to that? 


A I don't have anything specific to say about the 
content of the meetings. 


Q Associated Press reported today that the South 
Korean Government warned the U.S. yesterday not to comment on 
its internal affairs. Do you have any comment on this request? 


A You're referring to something that I think we 
discussed a few days ago. 


Yes. 


q 

a And I just have to stick with that. 

Q Anything on the summit in China? 

a Nothing special today. I spoke to that 
yesterday, I believe. We welcome any steps that reduce 
tension. Normalization of relations is a normal development 
for relations between China and the Soviet Union. We don't see 
anything bad in it for us right now. 


Any comment on what's reported to be a million 
people in the streets outside the summit now? 


A Well, we've commented on the demonstrations 
before. We support freedom of expression; we support the right 
of peaceful expression, freedom of the press, wherever they are 
- oe world. We sympathize with people who advocate those 
rights. 


We've said before we hope the demonstrations will 
remain peaceful and that the authorities will continue to 
exercise restraint. That appears to be the situation now. 


Do you have any assessment of the extent to which 
China and the Soviet Union have succeeded in narrowing their 
differences on Cambodia, North Korea, or issues of that sort? 
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A I don't. I haven't seen any final results 
announced from the meetings. 


Richard, a bipartisan Congressional resolution 
introduced last week has criticized the State Department for 
its alleged lukewarm response to India's blockade of Nepal. It 
has said that the State Department is remaining neutral while 
Nepal is virtually being choked. Do you have anything new on 
this and specifically any reaction to this bipartisan 
resolution? 


A I don't have anything here on that, no. 








Q So you are still sticking with the statement you 
made about a month ago regarding Nepal? 


A We spoke, I think, somewhat more recently than 
that. But, yes, I'm sticking to the previous statements, and 
we can get copies of those for you if you need them. 


Aa Thanks. 


Q Do you have any new figures on Soviet weapons 
shipments to Nicaragua, different from yesterday? 


A On the issue as a whole, let me say a couple of 
things: First, General Secretary Gorbachev indicated in his 
letter to the President the Soviets have stopped sending 
weapons to Nicaragua. Preliminary evidence of the first four 
months of 1989 indicates that Nicaragua has received 27 
shipments of military goods from the Soviet Union and its 
allies. In sum, the level and pattern of deliveries so far is 
very similar to that of 1988 -- that is, military supplies 
delivered by the Soviets and weapons and lethal equipment 
delivered by their Cuban and East European clients. 


Q Do you have any comment on Polish Politburo 
{member] Jozef Czyrek's complaints to the 
yesterday about the lack of trust in U.S.-Polish economic 
relations? 


A I think it's best if I just explain the 
President's initiative in Hamtramck. It was a carefully 
crafted program to support reforms now underway and to 
encourage further reforms. To be effective, support for any 
nation's economic recovery has to be conditioned on economic 
reform. We seek a dynamic process in which Polish economic and 


political reforms and international support can complement one 
another constructively. 


In sum, what's important is that our support be used 
effectively. 


Q Can you tell us anything about his meeting with 
Eagleburger yesterday morning? 


a No. I don't have anything specific on that. 


Sorry. 
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Q I'd like to follow up on the comment you made a 
minute ago about the Soviet weapons shipments in Nicaragua. In 
the first place, can you tell us the date of the letter or the 
date the letter was received from the General Secretary to 
which you referred? Or the date of the letter, whichever was 
the simpler. 


A I'll have to look that up. It was just a few 
days before the Secretary went to Moscow. 


If we could get an actual date, it would be 
helpful. 


A Okay. 


Q Are you seeking clarification from the Soviets on 
the apparent discrepancy between what he is saying and what the 


United States is seeing in terms of weapons shipments? 


A What I've described as the pattern of sales by 
the Soviets and their allies -- 


Q Sales or deliveries? 


A Deliveries, to be precise. I didn't talk about 
any conclusions in relation to what General Secretary Gorbachev 
said. We certainly have often stated we would welcome an end 
to military supplies for the Nicaragua regime from the Soviet 
Union and its allies. There can be no doubt about that. 


Q Are you suggesting, then, that if the Soviet 
supplies, deliveries, go down, then they simply lay off that 
chore to other people -- the East Germans, to Bulgarians, or 
whatever? 


A Well, I'm commenting on the pattern that appears 
to exist, and that's military supplies are being delivered by 
the Soviets, and weapons and lethal equipment are delivered by 
their Cuban and East European clients. I'm not characterizing 
it beyond that. 


Q Right. What I'm asking is, is there a difference 
in the mix on the return address of these new shipments? Are 
more of them coming from the allies and fewer coming from the 
Soviets? Is that what we're talking about? 


a I'm not in a position to address that now. I'm 
just describing the pattern that appears to exist. 


Q How long has this pattern appeared to exist, 
because I remember numbers of statements talking about Soviet 
weapons supplies to Central America, Nicaragua. Are you 
suggesting that the Soviets in the past several years have not 
been supplying arms anywhere? 


A Not in the past several years. I'd say the level 
and pattern of deliveries is very similar to that of 1988. 
That's what my information is. 
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Q So in 1988 were the Soviets supplying arms to 
Nicaragua or not? 


A Again, I don't have any specifics on that. What 
I have is that military supplies were delivered by the Soviets. 


Q Do you have a dollar figure on these 27 
deliveries? 


A I don't. The information on the first four 
months is still very preliminary, and the dollar figure hasn't 
been pinned down yet. I know for the first three months the 
dollar figure was something around $80 million. 


Q I don't want to get into technicalities here, but 
when you say “military supplies,“ does that include arms or not? 


a I'm not in a position to define it further right 
now. It's generally military supplies. 


Q If they changed their policy at the first of the 
year, would you expect to see a change in the level of arms 
shipments at this point, or is there some point down the road 
where you're going to look to see the impact of that -- 
assuming that there are arms in the pipeline. 


A We'll be continuing to look at that. One can 
never tell exactly when you should see a trend developing, but 
for the moment the level and the pattern appear to be very 
similar to what it was in 1988. At some point, if there is a 
change, I would expect we would pick it up; but so far there's 
no indication. 





Q Did the General Secretary's letter -- just to 
clarify -- did he say that they had stopped shipping weapons or 
military supplies? Was he specific on that point? 


A His letter to the President indicated that the 
Soviets have stopped sending weapons to Nicaragua. 


Q So if “weapons,” narrowly defined, that might be 
true, but that is not satisfactory to you? 


A Our desire has always been that the Soviets and 
their allies stop military supplies to the Nicaraguan regime 
and support the diplomatic process which we have engaged in. 


Q This morning Secretary Baker was on the WORLONET 
program of USIA, and he was talking about or asked questions 
about the issue with the Germans over short-range nuclear 
forces. He said “We have said before, and we will say again, 
that we think the negotiations are a mistake," referring to 
negotiations over short-range missiles. 


Do you know whether this is an absolutely flat 
statement -- no negotiations at any time -- or is it 
conditioned in some way on the circumstances in which 
negotiations might take place? 
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a We've spoken to that, I think, many times. I 
don't have anything new. The Secretary expressed himself very 
clearly. We said we are open to discussions of this; we're 
having discussions of this; but every time the question of one 
or another compromise, one or another linkage, one or another 
type of conditionality comes up, we say we're not going to 
speak. We're not going to say anything specific on it. We'd 
stick to our position as you repeated it. 


Q Yes. When he's asked about various compromises, 
he seems to be saying it would not be expedient or useful for 
him to comment on particular ways in which you could resolve 
the issue while it's under discussion. But a statement like 
this appears to suggest that under any circumstances, 
negotiations -- he doesn't qualify it in any way. “We just 
think negotiations are a mistake." Is that the U.S. position? 


A The position is exactly what the Secretary said: 
that SNF negotiations would be a mistake. We've said we're 
willing to have discussions. We've said that the important 
problems are those of conventional security, the imbalance of 
conventional weapons, and the Secretary has spoken about that 
as well. 


I just don't have anything to add. We've spoken about 
this. The Secretary has spoken about this numerous times in 
the last few days. I think his remarks are consistent. I 
think they're clear. I don't have anything to add. 


Q Do you have any -- I understand -- 
A Let somebody else ask a question, too. 


Q Okay. I understand the White House has announced 
a meeting involving Secretary Baker, Mr. Stoltenberg, the 
President and others for Friday. Other than that meeting, does 
he have any plans to see either Stoltenberg or Mr. Ruehe or 
some of the other Germans? 


A I think I mentioned yesterday that our 
consultations with the Germans continue, and the Secretary 


expected to see Mr. Stoltenberg. 


Q Other than seeing Stoltenberg, does he have any 
other plans to see -- there are many of these German officials 
who are in town at the moment. 


a Many of them have had meetings in this building. 
I don't have a full list for you, but we have close and 
frequent consultations with the Germans on this, and I don't 
have any other meetings for the Secretary to announce at this 
time. 


Q Can I ask a question? 


f°) Is this related? 


Q No. 
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a Let's head back in that direction. 
Q Still on West Germany? 
a Yes. 


I don't have a question on West Germany. I want 
to go to another topic. 


Q Yeah, I do, too. 
A New topic. Okay. One here. 


Q South Africa: Any plans for Mr. de Klerk to come 
here, and what's the agenda? 


A We are in touch with the South African Government 
regarding possible meetings and consultations with U.S. 
officials for Mr. de Klerk. We do not have any specific 
announcements to make at this time. 


I would note that in formulating U.S. policy towards 
South Africa, the President, Secretary Baker and senior 
Administration officials plan to consult widely with both black 
and white South Africans and to solicit viewpoints from across 
the South African political spectrum. 


Q Can I follow up on that? 
A Certainly. 


Q Are there any plans for the Secretary to meet 
with the South African leaders -- anti-government leaders -- 
who are up here now? And has the U.S. changed its position on 
incremental sanctions against South Africa? 


A The answer to your second question about 
sanctions is no. I don't believe the Secretary has specific 
meetings with several of the leaders that are here now. I 
think Marlin just said that they were still looking at the 
possibility at the White House. But Assistant Secretary Cohen 
is seeing these people at various functions, I think all day 
long basically. We're talking to them. 


On sanctions, we still oppose any additional 
sanctions against South Africa, right? 


A That's my understanding. Right. 
Q You say you're in touch with the South Africans. 


Specifically with respect to the possibility of a visit by de 
Klerk? 


a I said we were in touch regarding possible 
meetings and consultations by de Klerk with U.S. officials. I 
don't have anything further to say about it now. 
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Q While we're in Africa, Richard, any new update on 
the situation in Ethiopia? Do we have any information that 
Mengistu has been overthrown? 


a Well, the situation in Ethiopia is fluid and 
uncertain as of mid-afternoon, May 17, in Ethiopia. The 
government radio continues to say the coup has been put down. 
Other sources suggest the coup attempt is still underway. 


Following a lull late May 16, there are reports 
fighting has broken out again among military units located in 
Addis Ababa. The Ministry of Defense still seems to be the 
focus of fighting, but there are also apparently house-to-house 
searches in various neighborhoods and and on-and-off firing. 
Also, we do not know what is happening among the Ethiopian 
military forces located outside Addis Ababa; thus, the 
situation remains unstable. 


All Americans are reported safe. The Embassy is in 
close touch the resident U.S. community and has instructed all 


Americans to remain indoors. Government radio also recommends 
that all people stay in their homes. 


Q More on Africa, and then I'd like to ask about 
Arens. Prime Minister Mugabe today criticized the U.N. 
handling of the Namibia situation. Do you have any response to 
that, or do you want to look into that? 


a I don't have anything new on that. The Joint 
Commission meeting was taking place in -- where? -- in Namibia, 
right? ee the Joint Commission meeting was taking place 
in southern Africa. Until that's concluded, I don't think 


we'll have anything new on it. 

Q Can I ask about Arens? The Israeli Foreign 
Minister today called for greater U.S. backing on elections. 
There are also implications that he'll ask for a 3-way meeting 
-- ask the U.S. to arrange a t-way meeting. Do you have any 
comments on his statements? 

a No. 

Q Will there be a stake-out after the Baker meeting? 


a I'm not sure we've decided what to do about that 
yet. We'll notify you all. Check on it. 


Q May I request one, please? 
Request one? I'll see if -- 


oo 
Q Since you've got the guys over there. 
iy 


Is it seconded? 
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Back to West + gg for a second. Secretary 
Eagleburger has three meetings scheduled today with West German 
officials. Will there be a readout specifically on those 
meetings? 


a We can look for something. I doubt if we're 
going to give you much detail, but we'll give you a readout. 


On visits to this town, there are also meetings 
here today with a Soviet Central Committee member who seems to 
be an expert on the Middle East. He's seeing Mr. Kimmitt. 
Will there be anything on that? 


a We can look into it to see if there's anything to 
say. 


Q And a Soviet trade delegation is meeting with 
Eagleburger. We would like, please -- 


a We have a lot of meetings in this building. If 
there is some specific interest in something that's going to 
happen, we're glad to try to provide a readout. But let's not 
-- what you're going to do is encourage people not to put 
things on the public schedule if we do too much of this. But 
we will look into it. If there's anything worthwhile to say, 
we'll be happy to say it. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the verdict and the 
sentencing in the Frankfurt trial of the terrorist? 


a I do. It's the Frankfurt trial of Mohammed 
Hamadei. 


We note with great satisfaction the conviction in the 
Federal Republic of Germany of the Lebanese terrorist Mohammed 
Hamadei for his crimes, including the hijacking of TWA 847 and 
the murder of U.S. Navy Diver Robert Stethem. 


The government's court action demonstrates once again 
that the rule of law can be used effectively against 
terrorism. Hamadei's sentence to life imprisonment satisfies 
the demand of justice and confirms that no cause or grievance 
excuses terrorism. We expect that Hamadei will serve the full 
sentence in accord with German law. 


Q And while we're on the subject of terrorism, I'm 
told that the Greek Government has decided not to move on the 
extradition of the Palestinian or Lebanese that they're 
holding. Oo you have any reaction to that? 


a We expect the Greek Government to move as quickly 
as possible on last week's decision by the Supreme Court that 
Rashid can be extradited. The Greek Justice Minister has the 
responsibility for the final decision in this case, and we look 
forward to a positive decision. 
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Q I thought there was a decision already that it 
wouldn't come before the elections. 


A I know there have been reports to that effect. 
All I can tell you is what our position is. 


Q Secretary General Gorbachev said in yesterday's 
speech in Beijing that U.S. military presence in South Korea is 
no longer justified and the U.S. should withdraw troops from 
South Korea. How do you respond to that? 


A Our troops in South Korea are there to maintain 
the peace. They are there because of an enormous number of 
troops on the North Korean side, to prevent any attacks. We 
don't see any need for change at this point. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 17 BRIEFING 


¢ 


German Visitors 





Q: Can you give us a read-out on the discussions that West 
German Foreign Ministry Parliamentary State Secretary 
Helmut Schaefer, Depyty Leader of the CDU/CSU Group in the 
Bundestag Volker Ruehe, and Deputy Leader of the SPD Group 
in the Bundestag Horst Ehmke had in the Department? 


-- THESE THREE GERMAN OFFICIALS EACH HAD MEETINGS WITH 
THE DEPUTY SECRETARY, AS WELL AS WITH OTHER OFFICIALS 
IN THE DEPARTMENT. 


-- DISCUSSION TOUCHED UPON A RANGE OF ISSUES OF COMMON 
INTEREST, INCLUDING GERMAN-AMERICAN RELATIONS, 
EAST-WEST RELATIONS, THE NATO SUMMIT, SECURITY AND 
ARMS CONTROL MATTERS, AS WELL AS REGIONAL ISSUES. 


-- THEIR VISITS WERE PART OF THE ROUTINE, HIGH-LEVEL 
DIALOGUE WE MAINTAIN WITH THE FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF 
GERMANY . 


-- EARLIER IN THE WEEK FRG MINISTER FOR POST AND 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CHRISTIAN SCHWARZ-SCHILLING WAS IN 
WASHINGTON FOR TALKS WITH HIS AMERICAN COUNTERPARTS. 
DURING THE SECOND HALF OF THIS WEEK WERNER WEIDENFELD, 
THE WEST GERMAN COORDINATOR FOR GERMAN-AMERICAN 
COOPERATION, AS WELL AS FRG DEFENSE MINISTER GERHARD 
STOLTENBERG, WILL BE IN TOWN. 





-- MANY OF THE GERMAN VISITORS HAVE STOPPED IN WASHINGTON 
ENROUTE TO A CONFERENCE SPONSORED BY THE AMERICAN 
COUNCIL ON GERMANY IN MICHIGAN THIS WEEKEND. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 17 BRIEFING 





KIMMITT-BRUTENTS MEETING 


Q: Can you tell us anything about the meeting today between 
Undersecretary Kimmitt and Karen Brutents, First Deputy 
Head of the International Department of the Soviet Central 
Committee? 

A: -- Undersecretary Kimmitt met today with Karen Brutents 

-- a long-time interlocutor for U.S. officials on 
regional matters -- for a general exchange on issues 


of mutual interest. 


-- The meeting was incidental to Brutents' visit to 
Washington as part of the Soviet delegation to the 
U.S.-USSR Trade and Economic Council meetings taking 


place this week. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 17 BRIEFING 





Deputy Secretary Eagleburger met this afternoon with senior 
Soviet and American participants in the U.S.-USSR Trade and 
Economic Council (USTEC) meeting taking place in McClean, 
Virginia May 15-17. The Deputy Secretary and his visitors 
discussed various issues in U.S.-Soviet economic relations. He 
outlined the President's initiative on the Jackson-Vanik 


Amendment. 


' 
. 
» 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
INDEX 


Thursday, May 18, 1989 


1¢97 


BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 


Subject 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 


Secretary's address at AIPAC (5/22)............. 
Secy's readout on Bush-Mitterand talks (5/20).. 
Secy's White House briefing on NATO (5/23)...... 


EE eS ee ee 


CYPRUS 


Statement on U.N. deconfrontation plan.......... 


WEST GERMANY 


Stoltenberg's meetings with the Secretary....... 
FRG officials on prospects for SNF negotiations. 


PANAMA 


Reaction to OAS resolution............... cee eees 
Details on transfer of power.............00ceeee 
OAS voting procedures........ ccc ccc cece eee ees 
Reaction to one-day opposition strike........... 
Reported departure of DEA and Customs officers.. 
Support for designated OAS delegation........... 


ISRAEL 


Foreign Minister Arens visit to Washington...... 
New restrictions on Palestinians................ 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Release of dissidents Havel and Wolf............ 


USSR 


Soviets report easing emigration restrictions... 
Soviet military supplies to Nicaragua........... 


“Security alert on Middle Eastern candy bar...... 


ETHIOPIA 


Ee ee ee ae oe 


Page 





WAR 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #88 
THURSDAY, MAY 18, 1989, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have four announcements for you today. 


First one: Secretary Baker will address the 
American-Israel Public Affairs Committee on Monday, May 22, 
12:30 p.m., at the Sheraton-Washington Hotel in the Ballroom. 


If you want to cover this event or need additional information, 
the contact is Toby Dershowitz of AIPAC on 638-2256; or 
starting Sunday at the Sheraton, the AIPAC registration desk, 
745-9865 or 745-9869. 

Q Will there be a briefing that day? 

A That's Monday, isn't it? 

Q Yeah. 


A We'll have to decide. He's giving an address. 
There's no Q & A, so we'll have to look at it. 


Q What time? 


A 12:30. 
Q Are you going to have a text that morning? 
A We'll try. 
sclile nae” He wouldn't be talking about the Middle East, 
(Laughter) 


A We don't give out -- 
Q He'll be talking about Panama. 
Q He'll talk about changes in technolocy. 


A Okay. Secretary Baker will be doing an 
ON-THE-RECORD readout on the Mitterrand visit on Saturday, May 
20, at 5:00 p.m. in Kennebunkport. 


Q What time is it on Saturday? 
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A It's Saturday at 5:00 p.m. The White House will 
take care of arrangements. 


On Tuesday, May 23, at noon the Secretary will do an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing at the White House on the NATO summit. 


Q What time? 
A Tuesday, May 23, at noon, ON THE RECORD. 


Travel alert for China: The Department of State 
advises Americans travelling to China to use caution and avoid 
areas where demonstrations are occurring. There is no 
indication of any anti-foreign feeling among the 
demonstrators. Nonetheless, caution, good sense and discretion 
are called for to ensure Americans are not caught up ina 
demonstration. 


This alert does not advise against travelling to 
China; only that caution should be exercised. 


Any questions about what we mean by common sense? 
(Laughter) 

Q No. (Laughter) 

A Got one more. 


Q Yesterday you said that you expected the 
Stoltenberg visit to Baker to be Friday. It appears that it 
happened one day earlier than we were informed. Can you tell 
us what happened? 


A How about I tell you what happened after I read 
you the statement on Cyprus? 


Q Oh. Okay. 

A Sorry. One of those -- 

Q You said four, and you've had your four. 
a 


Yes. One announcement had two events init. I'm 
sorry. 


Cyprus: On May 17, the United Nations announced in 
Cyprus a deconfrontation plan had gone into effect that morning 
in Nicosia. Under the plan, Greek-Cypriot and Turkish-—Cypriot 
forces evacuated a number of positions on the ceasefire line in 
the old walled city of Nicosia. 


This represents an important practical step towards 
alleviating tensions and averting incidents. It is a measure 
which we strongly supported. 
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We congratulate the parties concerned and the United 
Nations which worked with them to bring about this success. 
pS ag deconfrontation agreement is the product of leadership and 
of vision. 


As the parties continue their discussions under the 
auspices of the United Nations Secretary General, we hope that 
this significant achievement will be a prelude to further 
progress on immediate problems and on the larger issues bound 
up in the Cyprus dispute. 


Now. 

Q Stoltenberg. 

a Stoltenberg. We put a meeting on the schedule 
today that was at 9:30. I understand there will also be a 
meeting tomorrow. 


Q What about today's meeting. Did that show the 
kind of evolution that the Secretary had hoped for? 





A Well, let me give you a basic -- the basic 
situation is that Minister Stoltenberg arrived here for a round 
of meetings with the Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
Defense and the National Security Adviser. The topics include 
a number of defense matters. 


He stopped in today to meet briefly with the Secretary 


as he begins these meetings but will have a longer discussion 
here tomorrow. 


Q Did he present the Secretary with any kind of a 
new proposal or perhaps even a piece of paper or a letter from 
the Chancellor, or anything of that sort? 


A They touched on SNF and other topics, but I don't 
have anything more detailed than that at this point. 


Q You say is, How brief? 
A I don't have any details. Sorry. 


Q Richard, there's a report that he's got new 
ideas. Can you describe what those new ideas are? 





A No. 


Q Can you tell us who requested that the additional 
meetings be put on? Did the Secretary suggest that it might be 
a good idea for him to “stop by," as you said, on his way to 
the Defense Department, or did the West Germans request the 
additional meeting? 


a 
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A I don't know that. I'm sorry. Just don't have a 
lot of detail on this right now. This is a whole series of 
consultations he's having in Washington with us, with other 
Departments. It's part of a larger process of consultations. 


Q Do you have any further reaction to the OAS 
actions last night? 


A Well, not really. The Secretary spoke about it 
fairly late in the evening, I believe. I don't really have 
anything to add to what he said, but -- 


Q Is there a transcript of his remarks? 


A I don't think there is. Maybe I should go 
through and make basically the same points, and that will be a 
transcript. This conforms to what the Secretary said. 


First of all, we're very pleased with the OAS 
resolution. It constitutes a condemnation of Noriega by name 
for his abuses. It calls for a transfer of power to those who 
enjoy the support of the Panamanian people, and it calls for 
sending a mission to Panama to report back by June 5* at the 
reconvening of the group. The vote had the support of all the 
OAS states. 


Two specific anti-U.S. amendments concerning U.S. 
troops in Panama that were introduced by Nicaragua were voted 
down overwhelmingly. Some countries who voted against these 
amendments would normally vote against measures involving 
troops, but in the event, only Nicaragua and Panama supported 
the negative amendments. 


The language to condemn Noriega by name was introduced 
by the Latins. We support them and the process which has 
emerged. Noriega should listen to the clear message from his 
people and from his neighbors. It's time for him to leave. 


Q Richard, you said that the vote had the support 
of all of the OAS members who were present. I understood the 
vote was taken by consensus and that therefore no individual 
nation was required to state its position on the record; at 
least, anyway, perhaps in the private meeting, maybe you can 
tell us something about chat. 


There was no nation that was required to vote for it 
or against it. Are you, in effect, standing there and telling 
us that Panama voted for -- explicitly voted for -- this 
resolution? 


i Well, I'm saying the vote -- the resolution -- 
I'm not sure on the procedural part of it. If it passed by 
consensus, that means everybody there was supporting it or, at 
least, willing to agree to it. Panama, therefore, did not 
block consensus? 


* The date is June 6. 


al -" 
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Q Well, they didn't block consensus. That doesn't 
mean they agreed to it. That means they may have abstained; 
they chose not to express an opinion on it. 


Q Let me check on exactly how it was adopted. 


Q Was there not an earlier closed-door, informal 
vote on the inclusion of this language which, according to U.S. 
officials, had seven abstentions and two opposed? 


) There were several votes. I talked about 
anti-U.S. amendments that were talked about. 


We're talking about U.S. officials coming out of 
the meeting and saying that there was a vote of 20 to 2, with 7 
abstentions. 


a I think that has to do with the anti-U.S. 
amendments that was -- 


No, it does not. It has to do with the language 
of mentioning Noriega by name. 


a The question that I just took is the answer to 
this, and that's, “What was the procedure for adoption and what 
was the vote?" Is that the answer? 


Q A question of theology. 
a Okay. 


Q The resolution which we applaud calls for the 
transfer of power. Transfer of power from whom? We recognize 
Delvalle as the legitimate custodian of that power. Is it he 
who will transfer the power. Who will transfer the power? 


a I think that's much too theological. 
Q No, it's a real question. 


a No. It is much too theological. We've talked 
about the fact that there can be no normalization of relations 
with Panama as long as Noriega is in power, or with a 
Noriega-dominated regime. The fact is that he has power in 
Panama at the present moment and he should transfer it to the 
people who deserve it, who deserve to be the legitimate 
custodians. It's the people who have the support -- 


Q A related question. 


Q What do you see, then, as the options for 
actually transferring power? It doesn't necessarily say that 
they have to use the election of a week and a half ago as the 
basis for it. Is that correct? 
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Aa I don't think it's up to us to get into the 
options. There's a group that's going to be going down to see 
Noriega, and they will report back in about two weeks. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the failure of the 
strike called by the opposition yesterday in Panama? 


a Well, let's talk about the strike a little bit. 
I think the first point we want to make is the fact that 
Noriega went to such great lengths to intimidate the strikers 
is very clear evidence that he knows he doesn't have the 
support of the Panamanian people. 


The strike gained momentum as the day wore on, and by 
the afternoon, perhaps 50 percent of businesses in Panama City 
were closed down. Others were only formally open with a 
skeleton staff. Reports from the interior indicate similar 
levels of participation. 


Q Richard, in line with our not having relations, 
there are reports from Panama that as part of our drawdown of 
embassy personnel, reducing it, that we have just about removed 
all DEA and Customs officials with the result that’there is no 
-- the United States had virtually no capacity to deal with 
drug traffic in Panama at this time. How does this -- is this 
correct, and how does it fit in with our war on drugs? 


A I'm afraid that we don't get into details of the 
staffing of our embassies. I'm not in a position -- 


Q I don't know. You have in the past many times. 


A -- to talk about any individual sections. In 
most places, given security situations and the like, we don't. 


Do we feel that we are able to deal with the drug 
situation in Panama at this particular time? 


A I guess I wouldn't say -- I wouldn't link our 
ability to deal with drugs solely to the presence or absence of 
a certain number of people at the embassy. I don't really have 
anything specific to say on the question, though. 


Q How is it being done -- by osmosis? Can you get 
something on it? I have a specific request. I've been asked 
to put this question specifically, and to get an official U.S. 
Government response. 


a We will see if there is an official U.S. 
Government response. 


Q What is your understanding of what the delegation 
from the OAS that is going down to Panama, what are they going 
to do? Are they going to ask him to resign, have coffee with 
him, or what? 
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a The purpose of this specific mission is stated in 
the resolution. It's to try to arrange through democratic 
mechanisms a transfer of power in the shortest possible time. 


Q Do you translate that -- 
a Transfer --— we're back to the phrase -- 


Q They're going to get down there and do their work 
and they're going to come back and report. 


Q Is that then the main thrust of American policy 
now, to support this group? In other words, there will be no 
other efforts by the United States to try to get Noriega out 
pending the return of this mission? 


& The President announced all the other steps that 
we're taking. We're not going to drop those. But the main 
effort right now is also one that the President announced, and 
that's to support regional diplomacy. This is an action of 
eo diplomacy, and that's what we're doing --— supporting 

t. 


Q So, in effect, everything is on hold for at least 
a couple of weeks, right? 


a We're proceeding with the other steps that were 
announced. 





Q Richard, on the question of “mechanisms,” does 
the U.S. -- what is the U.S. view about the elections that were 
held now that the OAS has taken this new decision? Does the 
OAS group have the power, in effect, to go along with the 
nullification of those elections? Or does the U.S. feel that 
the OAS Group is bound 7 the results of those elections and 
is, in effect, required to transfer the power in accordance 
with the results of those previously-held elections? 





a I guess you're asking me, again, to dictate what 
the transfer -- 


Q I'm asking you for the U.S. view. 

a -~ of power, how it has to take place. 

Q I'm only asking for the U.S. view. 

A At this point, our view is to support the efforts 
of the people who are going down there to arrange the transfer 
of power, as I said -- in the language of the resolution -- 
through democratic mechanisms. 

You know our view on the election. We think it's very 


clear Endara and others enjoy the support of the Panamanian 
people because they got an overwhelming proportion of the vote. 
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Q Speaking of Endara, he's going to be in 
Washington today. Is he seeing anybody at the State Department? 


a I don't have anything on meetings. 
Q You don't? 


a I guess we can check on it. Let us check on 
that. I wasn't aware he was in Washington. We'll check. 


Q At this point -- coming back to the elections for 
just a second. At this point, the U.S. view is that the 
elections demonstrate a result in terms of who has the support 
of the people, but they do not make anything incumbent, 
anything specific -- incumbent -- upon the OAS delegation? The 
OAS delegation is free to deal with whatever mechanisms it 
decides to deal with, not necessarily those which the United 
States had previously supported, namely, the election that was 
held a couple of weeks ago? 


a In general terms, that's right. It's very clear 
what the situation is. The people have expressed themselves 
very clearly. They voted for Endara and for the opposition. 
We're not imposing our specific dictates on the mechanism, but 
the facts are very clear and they have to be taken into account 
in whatever they do. It's the objective basis for their work, 
one might say. 








Q I missed what the two anti-U.S. amendments were, 
introduced by -- 


a By Nicaragua. 
By Nicaragua. 
Another topic? 


> © 


Sure. 


Q Can you say anything about Dennis Ross' trip to 
the Middle East -- what came out of it? And what does 
oe Baker plan to talk to Foreign Minister Arens about 
today 


a I couldn't get hold of Dennis this morning. He 
came back exhausted, so I haven't seen him so I don't have a 
readout on that yet. 


As far as the meetings with Arens, I don't have 
anything specific, but they'll be discussing the peace process 
in relations with Israel. 





Q Has the United States decided whether it will 
support a meeting between President Bush and the leaders of 
Israel and Egypt on the peace process? 


——————— << —————— 
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4 I don't have anything specific about that. 


Q Back to Stoltenberg, could you say again what the 
agenda will be tomorrow when he sees Baker? Will they focus on 
SNF, or what is the -- ? 


A They will discuss a number of issues, defense 
issues, and I'm sure SNF will come up. 


Q Volcker Ruehe, a German parliamentarian who has 
seen Bartholemew and others here in the State Department, said 
this morning that in their talks with U.S. officials, they have 
never heard anyone say to them that the United States totally 
opposes entering into negotiations with the Soviet Union on 
short-range weapons. Could you restate the U.S. position? Is 
that an accurate -- 


a I don't want to get into details of what was said 
in specific meetings. Our position on that is extremeiy 
clear. The Secretary restated our views yesterday morning on 
the WORLONET. 


Q I was just asking you if you could re-do it today. 


7 I'm not sure I have the exact language with me. 
I'll just have to refer you to what the Secretary said on 
WORLONET. That's the most recent and the absolutely accurate 
statement of our views. 


Q On that subject, Richard, do you have any 
reaction to French President Mitterrand's statement this 
morning indicating that the French also believe negotiations 
should not take place immediately, but perhaps could take place 
at a future time? 


A I found it very interesting, but we just got it, 
and I don't have any official reaction at this point. 


Q A fow days ago you told us that you received a 
copy of the Israeli Cabinet's detailed elections plan, and you 
were studying it. Have you finished? Can you tell us anything 
about what you learned from it? 


a I'm sorry. I don't have anything on that either, 
and I'm sure that will be a topic of discussion with the 
Secretary and Minister Arens today. I'll have to leave it to 
them. 


Q Do you know what the Secretary's plans are for 
the weekend? 


“ He's going to Kennebunkport. 


Q He is? 














/ 07 i 


-10- Thursday, 5/18/89 





a Yes. That's where he's giving the readout at 5 


o'clock. 
Q Is he coming back on Sunday or is he -- 
6 I don't have the specifics on that. 
Q Back on Israel -- 
A Let's go in the back. 


Q I've got two human rights questions: do you have 
any reaction to the release of the Czechoslovak playright 
Vaclav Havel yesterday? 


A We welcome the release yesterday of Czechoslovak 
playright Vaclav Havel. Mr. Havel has been unjustly prosecuted 
and imprisoned for his role in the peaceful demonstrations in 
January honoring the memory of Jan Palach. 


We also welcome news that Czechoslovak authorities 
have released political prisoner Jiri Wolf. We hope that the 
release of Mr. Havel and Mr. Wolf represent a first step 
towards the release of all political prisoners in 
Czechoslovakia. 


Thanks. And my second one is the article in T 
New today quoting Arens as saying that Shevardnadze 
ad given Baker assurances that all Soviet Jews would be 
allowed to emigrate. Is that so? And what would make that 
assurance more credible than similar ones made in the past? 


Q 





A The Soviets informed us in Moscow of their 
intention to enact new legislation concerning emigration. As 
described to us, the legislation would contain three important 
elements. First, it would eliminate the requirement of am 
invitation from a first-degree relative. Second, it would 
eliminate the requirement of parental consent. And third, it 
would reduce restrictions on emigration based on the possession 
of state secrets. 








) Q It would reduce -- What was the last one? 


A It would reduce restrictions on emigration based 
on the possession of state secrets. 


Q I think though the current one is of ten years. 
Is there a number of years for -- 


a I don't have a number of years here. I'm not 
sure they told us. 


Q On Israel, does the State Department have any 
reaction to the new restrictions on residents of the West Bank 
going into Israel from there? 
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a I'm afraid I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Returning to the question of Nicaragua and Soviet 
supplies of weaponry thereto, I noticed, reading the text of 
your briefing yesterday, that you confirmed that the Soviet 
Union has, since the beginning of the year, ceased supplying 
weapons to Nicaragua. Is that a correct reading? 


A No. I said, the Soviet Union has considered -- 
continued to supply military supplies. I didn't specify 
exactly what that meant. 


Q Well, really you said "continues to provide 
military supplies, and Cuba and other East-bloc nations had 
provided weapons and other lethal forms of military supplies," 
so it seems to me that you're confirming what Gorbachev said in 
his letter, and I don't understand why you just don't say so. 


A Well, I don't have the information to say so. 
What you're telling me is you wart me to confirm the Soviets 
haven't sent weapons, and I'm not in a position to do that. 
I'm in a position to state certain specific things that I know 
to be the case. 


Q But you said so yesterday. 


a It's just a matter of whether -- you know, we 
don't want to assert something that we can't assert. We can 
tell you what we know to be true, and that's all. 


Q Richard, you didn't answer the question my 
colleague asked about the restrictions in the West Bank. Do 
you consider these restrictions helpful to increase the 
participation of the Palestinians due to the fact that threats 
are coming from Mr. Shamir and threats are eens from Mr. 
Rabin, and just about everybody is threatening the Palestinians 
and trying to coerce them to participate in these elections? 

So what are your thoughts about that? 


A I don't have anything specifically on these 
steps. All I can do is refer you back to what we said many 
times and that's that all the parties in the region should 
approach the search for peace with flexibility and realism. 
That's all I'll say about specifics today. 


Q Flexibility in what way? Who is to be flexible, 
the Palestinians or the Israelis? 


A All parties. 


Do you have anything to tell us about a meeting 
next week with the PLO in Tunis -- U.S.? 


fa Don't have anything specific for you on meetings. 
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Q Is there an effort to arrange one for next week? 
A Nothing that I'm aware of here. 


Q The British Transport Department issued an alert 
concerning Candy Halawi that's akin to the Middle East, that is 
involved with Semtex. I was wondering if you had anything on 
that? 


A I'm afraid not. Releases of security bulletins 
we don't comment on normally. 


Q This was a general bulletin, though. 


A The reports I saw weren't. But anyway, we don't 
have anything on that right now. 


Q What can you tell us about the situation in 
Ethiopia? 


a My information is as of late afternoon May 17th, 
late yesterday afternoon in Addis. At that point, forces loyal 
to Mengistu seemed to control Addis Ababa. There were reports 
of summary executions of several military figures involved on 
one side or the other in the fighting. There was firing in the 
city. 


House-to-house searches for suspected conspirators 
continue. President Mengistu returned to Addis Ababa late May 
17. Ethiopian army forces in Eritrea and Harer have announced 
their intention to continue opposition to Mengistu. 


Addis Ababa was tense, although the firing subsided 
late in the day on May 17. There was a 6 p.m. local time 
curfew. People have been told to report to work today, May 
18. The American community is accounted for and is safe. 


Q Richard, revisiting something of yesterday or a 
couple of days ago, do you have anything further to say about a 
possible visit by Mr. de Klerk to the United States? 


A No, not at this point. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted: May 18, 1989 


MAY 18 BRIEFING 


: PANAMA: OAS MEETING 





Q: WHAT WAS THE PROCEDURE FOR ADOPTION AND WHAT WAS THE VOTE AT 
THE FOREIGN MINISTERS’ OAS SESSION LAST NIGHT? 


A. THE RESOLUTION CONDEMNING ABUSES BY THE NORIEGA REGIME WAS 
ADOPTED BY A CONSENSUS OF ALL OF THE FOREIGN MINISTERS. THIS 
CAME AFTER A VOTE ON AN AMENDMENT ENDORSED BY THE SPONSORS OF 
THE RESOLUTION TO SPECIFICALLY CITE NORIEGA IN THE RESOLUTION 
AS HAVING CAUSED THE CURRENT PROBLEMS IN PANAMA. THE VOTE ON 
THE AMENDMENT WAS 20 IN FAVOR WITH 2 OPPOSED AND 7 ABSTENTIONS. 


Q: WHAT IS MEANT BY A CONSENSUS AT THE OAS? 


: A CONSENSUS DOES NOT INDICATE VOTES FOR THE RECORD. IT ISA 
SPOKEN REQUEST BY THE CHAIRMAN TO THE OAS DELEGATES REGARDING 
PROPOSED PASSAGE OF A RESOLUTION. IF THERE ARE NO OBJECTIONS 
THEN THE RESOLUTION IS SAID TO HAVE PASSED BY CONSENSUS. 

(NOTE: IN THE CASE OF THE OAS RESOLUTION ON NORIEGA, PANAMA 
AGREED TO THE CONSENSUS ONLY AFTER HAVING LOST THE KEY VOTE ON 
THE AMENDMENT TO NAME NORIEGA. THIS WAS DONE AS A MEANS OF 


TRYING TO SAVE FACE IN LIGHT OF PANAMA‘S COMPLETE ISOLATION IN 


THE HEMISPHERE). 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 18 BRIEFING 





POSTED: May 18, 1989 





PANAMA: ENDARA IN TOWN? 


Is Guillermo Endara in town? 
State Department? 


MR. ENDARA IS IN PANAMA. 





Is he seeing anybody at the 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #89 


FRIDAY, MAY 19, 1989, 12:20 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement and one statement. 


The announcement: The Department of State is 
releasing today “Foreign Relations of the United States," 
1955-1957, Volume XXIV, The Soviet Union and Eastern 
Mediterranean. A press release and a summary prepared by the 
Office of the Historian are available in the Press Office. 
Ordering information is included in the press release. Copies 
of the volume are available for reading and consultation in the 
Office of the Historian. A reading copy is also available in 
the Press Office. 


Any questions on that? 
Q What areas of the Mediterranean? 


A I don't know for sure. I'd advise you to consult 
the copy available for reading in the Press Office. 


Lebanon: The United States is pleased to announce 
that $200,000 has been allocated for disaster relief efforts in 
Lebanon. The assistance will be used to provide medical 
supplies and to meet other urgent relief needs to the Lebanese 
affected by the recent fighting. 


These supplies are intended for all segments of the 
affected population through the several private voluntary 
organizations which are active in Lebanon. 


We're also happy to announce that a shipment of 7,302 
metric tons of U.S. food for the Lebanese people has arrived in 
Lebanon. This food -- rice, lentils and vegetable oil -- is 
part of a Food For Peace program through which the United 
States Government will provide the Lebanese people nearly 
30,000 metric tons of foodstuff, worth $18 million, from 
October 1988 to October 1989. 


Through this humanitarian relief program, we provide 
about half the food for nearly 700,000 Lebanese. 


Q Do you have anything to comment on the -- George, 
do you have one? 
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Q Go ahead. 
Q Do you have any comment on the situation in China? 


a I don't have anything new as of this moment. I 
suppose we've all been watching TV. 


Q Have you increased the level of your travel 
advisory, or anything of that sort? 


A No. We did the travel advisory yesterday, and 
yesterday I also believe I expressed our views on the 
demonstrations and our hope they would remain peaceful, and 
that the authorities would continue to exercise restraint. 


Q Do you consider that the actions taken in 
Tiananmen Square and the announcements made by the government, 
such as the transfer of -- apparent transfer of party power to 
Premier Li Peng to be in conjunction with your call for 
restraint? 


A I don't have anything now. Events are still 
unfolding. 


Q Is there any particular additional vigilance 
being paid to that situation in this building? Is there a 
working group or anything watching it? 


A No special groups that I'm aware of. We've been 
aati this situation very, very closely. We'll continue to 
Oo $0. 


Q Can you confirm reports of -- either of Zhao's 
resignation or of martial law being declared? 


a No, I can't. 


Q Has Ambassador Lilley or any other member of the 
Government -- of the United States Government been in touch 
with the Chinese to communicate -- 


i There's nothing specific I have on that. I'm not 
aware of any. 


Q Has the functioning of the U.S. Embassy in 
Beijing been affected by the massive demonstrations? 
Apparently the traffic is such a mess that you can't get 
supplies in and out? 


rs) Nothing specific, or there's no crisis that I'm 
aware of. Traffic is disrupted in the city and, obviously, the 
city is not functioning as normal. Therefore, people's lives 
are not functioning as normal. But there's no specific 
disruption that I'm aware of. 
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Richard, is there any change in the Secretary's 
travel plans for this weekend? 


A He's going to Kennebunkport. 
Q That's still on? 
A Yes. 


Q When you said earlier this week that the U.S. 
urged restraint on Chinese authorities, has anybody 
communicated that to the Chinese leadership -- to the 
government? 


a Do you mean in some kind of specific meeting? I 
mean, our views are very well known. I've spoken about it. 
But more important than that, the President has said these 
things over the past few weeks, and I'm sure our views are very 
well known to the Chinese. 


Q So if many divisions of troops are moving into 
Tiananmen Square to bust up the demonstration, is that 
considered exercising restraint? 


a I'm not making judgments on events that are still 
unfolding. 


Q Richard, just to cover the one last base on that, 
you were asked whether any U.S. officials met with any Chinese 
officials on this subject. Has there been any communication 
between the Chinese Embassy in Washington and the State 
Department by way of explanation of the steps perhaps that the 
Chinese Government plans to take? 


a I'm just not aware of any specific contacts on 
this subject with the Chinese, either here or in Washington. I 
guess it's something that we ought to look into and we'll try 
to get you something on. 


Q Another subject? 
i Over here. 


Q Yes. Richard, another subject. The Israeli 
Foreign Minister is talking about having received wholehearted 
support from the United States following his talks yesterday 
with the Secretary of State. What is the State Department's 
official position on the Israeli peace initiative? 


a I'll give it to you in the context of the 
Baker-Arens' meeting which was held yesterday. The Secretary 
had a good discussion with Minister fArens. The focus was on 
efforts to move the peace process forward. 
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The emphasis right now should be on getting the 
parties to the Arab-Israeli conflict to show flexibility and 
creativity in getting a dialogue started and in setting the 
stage for peace negotiations. Both the United States and 
Israel are committed to doing what we can in thi¢ regard. 


Last Sunday the Israeli Government adopted a proposal 
which has promising possibilities. It's a serious proposal. 
Much work needs to be done, but this proposal is certainly a 
good start in the right direction. 


Elections can provide the opportunity to launch a 
political negotiating process that for the first time involves 
Palestinians directly in every stage of the process. But 
elections cannot exist in a vacuum. They must be part of the 
process that links transitional and final status arrangements. 


Israelis and Palestinians must look for ways to 
continue in an atmosphere that would strengthen conditions for 
a political dialogue and negotiations for a comprehensive 
peace. Secretary Baker told Minister Arens the United States 
would continue our efforts to this end. We believe the parties 
must bear the major responsibility to ensure movement forward 
in the process. 


We hope and expect other parties will also explore the 
Israeli proposal seriously and constructively. None of us can 
afford to miss a potential opportunity for peace. 


Q Foreign Minister fArens has specifically put 
emphasis on getting a three-party summit together first and has 
stressed that details of an election can be -- should be 
discussed sometime in the future. 


Does the United States agree with this scenario, and 
have you agreed to some sort of a three-party summit? 


fi I'm not going into scenarios or into specific 
details of the proposal. I've said it's the overall thing of 
which this meeting idea is a part. It's a serious proposal, a 
good start in the right direction. That's what our view is. 


To follow that up though, Richard, you did say 
that the U.S. believes that the parties bear the responsibility 
for moving the process forward. I think that's a fair 
paraphrase of what you said. 


That would seem to be counter to the -- specifically 
counter to Foreign Minister Arens' statement that it is a 
tripartite summit which would kick the thing off and get it 
going. Obviously, two of the parties anyway would be involved 
in a tripartite summit. Do you have any comment on that? 
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A I don't think this sentence is meant that way. 
If you take it that way, that's not what I intended. I 
intended just to say what we've said all along, and that's the 
parties must bear the major responsibility to ensure movement 
forward in the process, in the peace process as a whole. 
That's nothing new, I don't think. 


Q More specifically, Foreign Minister fArens, not 
just talking about the summit, said -- if I can read my writing 
-- said, “We feel it is the turn of the United States at bat, 
to declare the wholehearted and unreserved support for this 
initiative; to try to enlist other countries to support the 
initiative; to have the Arab world respond favorably, and this: 
to take upon yourself the specific tasks that the Israeli 
initiative has reserved for the Government of the United 
States." This sounds -- and he said later that he expects the 
United States to take the lead role in this, and he seemed to 
be saying that the parties on the ground must take the lead 
role, which indicates that -- 


a I went through a very long statement. We were 
asked one sentence about what the parties are doing, and I 
repeated the sentence that the parties are supposed to -- are 


the ones who really in the end have to move the whole thing 
forward. 


I talked about the proposal, the initiative, and our 
view of that, and I said that we hope and expect that other 
parties will explore the Israeli proposal seriously. So I'm 
not pinning everything on one specific phrase. There's a whole 
process here. There's a number of aspects to it, and we expect 
all of it to move along. 


Q In addition, if I may follow up, he said he 
brought a letter from Shamir to President Bush -- whose 
contents I'm sure you're aware of -- asking that the United 
States take the lead role in the $2 billion program to 
rehabilitate, he said, the Palestinian refugees in the West 
Bank and Gaza. 


I understand the United States is giving serious 
consideration to this request. Do you have anything further on 
that? 


a Only what I said in reference to her question 
about a specific aspect of the proposal, and that's that I've 
made my comment on the proposals that Israeli has made. I 
think they're serious proposals. Much work needs to be done. 


Q No, but Shamir is asking the United States -- 


a I don't have anything on a specific letter. 


Q Or that specific proposal? 
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a Or that specific proposal. 
The $2 billion program. 


Yes. 


oD 7 


Could you give us some -- 


Can you tell us what the next step might be? I 
think several of us have concluded from what you said that you 
expect the next steps to be taken by the parties, but then you 
seemed to say that may not be the case. 


A Let me read that paragraph for you once more. I 
think it tells what we expect people to do next. First it said 
Israelis and Palestinians must look for ways to contribute to 
an atmosphere that would strengthen conditions for a political 
dialogue and negotiations for a comprehensive peace. 


Second, Secretary Baker told Minister Arens that the 
United States would continue its efforts to this end. 


And, third, it says that we believe that the parties 
must bear the responsibility to ensure movement forward in the 
process. Those are lots of things that lots of people have to 
do, and we're going to do our part in the process. 


Q Is the State Department still awaiting details on 
the election modalities from the Government of Israel, or has 
it been given them? 


fe I don't have anything in detail to say on the 
election modalities, and these are things that we're discussing 
with the parties. 


Q Does the revelation of Israel's formula for 
modalities -- does it have an urgent time component? Do you 
feel this is an urgent matter? 


a As I said, we think that elections can provide an 
opportunity here, but they can't exist in a vacuum, and there 
must be other things done to flesh out the idea. 


Q Could you tell us anything about the resalts of 
the meeting between Secretary Baker and Mr. Stoltenberg, 
Defense Minister of West Germany? 


a They met for about one hour this morning, one on 
one. Then they had a brief meeting with a larger group of 
officials. 


Q And what was the upshot of their conversations? 


a I don't have a readout on it. 
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Q Do you know whether they have decided to have 
some further discussions among the two governments, a follow-up 
to this? 


Sorry. Nothing specific. 

When is he going up to Kennebunkport? 
Today. 

I know. But when? 


> 5 ?s> & 2? 


I don't have the exact time for you. 


Q I mean, it's in the middle of the afternoon or 
tonight -- 


6 Some time this afternoon. 
MS. HOGGARD: He's leaving shortly. 


MR. BOUCHER: He's leaving shortly. 


Q Do you think, Richard, that things are moving 
toward a compromise or not on this question? 


‘ I haven't answered that question in the past so 
I'm not going to start today. 


Q Is it accurate for us to rely on the last 
statements made by Secretary Baker on this subject which is, as 
I recall them, in broad generalities, indicated that the U.S. 
was still hoping that the German Government would come to 
understand the U.S. position better? 


a It's accurate to rely on the last statements that 
the Secretary made on this subject. It's accurate to rely on 
them in their accuracy. And if you want the transcripts, we 
can get them for you. 


Q Right. But they still reflect the current state 
of play? 


A They reflect the United States views, yes. 

Q At this point in time? 

a It's the current state of play at this point in 
time, I'm not commenting on. I'm saying they reflect the views 
of the United States of America -- 

Q At some previous time? (Laughter) 

“ If you look at his remarks -- I think my memory 


may be slightly different from yours -- but he stated it in 
terms of fundamental principles, basic concerns, basic ideas. 
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Q But he also said no agreement had been reached. 


a He wasn't trying to reflect states of play in 
some of the more recent things. 


Q Are any private talks planned? 
Aa In the back. 


Q fre there any private talks planned between West 
German and American officials? 


a I said I didn't have anything specific on further 
meetings. 


Q Okay, new subject. Do you have any comment on 
the demonstration in Poland, in Cracow yesterday about a 
thousand students chanting anti-Soviet slogans? 


Aa Just to say that the use of force by any party 
does not contribute to the success of the historic and hopeful 
reforms just beginning in Poland. 


Q Coming back to Stoltenberg for a second, can we 
continue to quote the Secretary of State as saying that the 
United States believes that negotiations on SNF issues would be 
a mistake? 


a If you quote him accurately. 


Q If we quote him accurately, that reflects his 
current -- 


4 I'm not trying to signal anything, that we're 
as or we're not moving or I'm hiding something. Frankly, I 
just don't know exactly what the state of play is right now and 
I'm not going to back away from the Secretary's remarks. But 
I'm not going to sort of reassert them with such force and 
vehemence that if the discussions that we've long said we were 
holding in order to arrive at a common position -- if those 
somehow come to fruition at some point, I don't want [you] to 
say I've mislead you by saying what the Secretary says is 
true. So let me just be frank and say I don't know the exact 
state of play right now. I'm not trying to push you in one 
direction or the other. 


Q Is it possible you might have something later in 
the day, or that Baker may have something to say tomorrow? 


a It's always possible. 


Q Can you tell us before we go home tonight? 
(Laughter) 
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é I'll look into the question of whether we can 
tell you before you go home tonight. 


Q Richard, do you have any reaction to President 
Mitterrand's statement on SNF yesterday? 


a No, I'm afraid I don't. 


Q A new subject. Do you have anything on Central 
America? There's been more than 90 days since the Central 
American presidents decided to disband the contras? Any 
thoughts on that? 


a I guess, since we're into checking records today, 
I'd invite you to go back and read the Esquipulas Accords and 
the Tesoro Beach Accords. They were to develop a plan, and I 
don't have anything at this point new on a plan. I've seen 
reports there was something being worked on, but I don't think 
it's gone to either Foreign Ministers or Presidents at this 
point. 


Q Any reaction to President Ortega yesterday saying 
that there is no -- he doesn't want more censeless discussions 
with the opposition parties? 


“ I don't have any reaction to that specific 
question. Since we're on the subject of the Sandinistas and 
the elections and the opposition, I do have something on steps 
they took in Nicaragua against some of the members of the 
opposition parties. 


Just to say that the Sandinistas are manipulating the 
electoral process, violating their commitments under the 
Esquipulas Accords. We understand the Sandinista-dominated 
Council of Political Parties has denied legal status to two 
Social Christian leaders and several Liberal and Conservative 
party leaders. 


The Council of Political Parties was the entity 
created by the Sandinista electoral law. Its purpose is to 
pass on petitions to be recognized as a legal, political 
party. It is dominated by the Sandinistas who hold a 6-to-4 
cay hy Be the Council. The decision appears to be an attempt 
by the ndinistas to undermine and divide opposition unity 


under a legalistic veneer. 


Strictly speaking, this decision makes the parties 
denied legal status to be non-entities. To deny the opposition 
parties’ legal status and then to use this action to justify 
not engaging in direct, good-faith talks with these same groups 
casts serious duubt on the commitment of the Nicaraguan 
Government to permit the February 1990 elections to be held on 
@ level playing field. 
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Q Mr. Boucher, «he distortion of your statement the 
other day for the Mohammad .ashid case appeared in some Greek 
media over Athens. They dispatched, according to my 
information, that your &cministration has set up a kind of 
demand or deadline to tiie Greek Government that Rashid should 
be extradited to the U.S. prior to the general elections of 
June 18 over in Greece. 





Just for the record, Mr. Boucher, could you please 
kindly clarify once again the U.S. position regarding Rashid? 


A I said the words the other day. I'1l be glad to 
get you the transcript. It's a good thing to do today. But 
the words did not contain anything about before or after the 
elections. The words made our position very clear and I'll 
just refer you to them if we can. 


Q Iran has asked the International Court of Justice 
to order the United States to pay compensation on the downing 
of the Airbus. Do you have any comment on that, and an update 
on the status of U.S. plans to pay compensation to victims? 


A Okay. We've put up an update on the status of 
the plans yesterday -- the day before? 


Q I wasn't here. 
A day or two ago. We'll get that for you. 
Q Anything on the court? 


A On the Iranian application to the court, I should 
say, first of all, we've just received the application and 
we're studying it. But I would say that the International 
Civil Aviation Organization rejected Iran's attempt to have the 
organization condemn U.S. actions. 


Iran's application to the International Court of 

Justice challenges that rejection. The actions of the USS 

n were lawful acts of self-defense. The U.S. has 
offered to pay humanitarian compensation on a voluntary basis 
to the families of those who died in this incident. In paying 
the money, we're in no way conceding legal liability to Iran. 
We intend to provide the money to the families who suffered t!.> 
loss and not to the Iranian Government, which is cynically 
using the incident. 


Can you say anything about a U.S. demarche to 
Thailand, about Thailand's role in the Rabta chemical weapons 
plant? 





a I can't say anything about a U.S. demarche on 





that subject. We spoke about it on the llth, about the subject 
of the Thai workers, saying that we discussed this matter with 
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a number of governments, including the Royal Thai Government. 
So we've discussed the matter with them. We've explained the 
dangers posed by Libya's chemical weapons programs. We've 
asked other govenments not to contribute to this development.At 
that point, we had information that there were a number of Thai 
workers employed at the Rabta site. 


Q Can you confirm, though, that there was a 


demarche? 


6 All I can say is that we've discussed the Rabta 
plant with the Thai Government, among others. 


Q This is the first time this month you haven't 
volunteered anything on Panama. Is Noriega behaving himself? 


a Would you like to ask about Panama? I'm sure I'd 
be glad -- 


Q Sure, let's have the blast. 
Q He's going to leave in a couple of days. 
Q Hanging on by his fingertips. 


a You get so much information about Germans and SNF 
and you get so little about what Noriega is planning. 


Our Embassy reports that Panama City is quiet. There 
continues to be a heavy police and military presence on the 
streets. We understand but we cannot confirm that the OAS 
mission is now planning to go to Panama early next week. As 
you all know, the United States strongly supports the efforts 
of the OAS, and we look forward to their going down there and 
to their working cut, under the terms of the resolution, the 
transfer of power. 


Q Richard, can you confirm that the DEA and Customs 
are being pulled out of my Embassy in Panama? 


" I said yesterday I probably couldn't talk about 
who was what, where, and how many in various sections of our 
Embassy, and I can confirm that today. Sorry. 


Q How about a general question that was asked 
yesterday, though, about whether the U.S. feels its drug 
interdiction efforts and drug control efforts, and so on, are 
up to full speed and so on -- continuing to remain at full 
speed in Panama; full strength, or whatever? 


a The staffing changes that we might impose -- that 
we have imposed -- on the Embassy in Panama, they're not going 
to result in any relaxation of our efforts against drugs. I'm 
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sure that DEA, whether it's at the Embassy or elsewhere, will 
continue to be vigilant and to act strongly and appropriately 
against drugs coming out of Panama. But as I said, I can't get 
into any details of staffing of the Embassy. 


Q Evidently, Mr. Marcos has taken a turn for the 
worse and Corazon Aquino has reiterated her opposition to his 
being buried in the Philippines if he does die. Does the 
United States have any position on whether his body should be 
allowed to return when he does die? 


A I don't think we do. 


Q Can I follow up one more on the Arens meeting, 
and so on? Foreign Minister fArens -- one of the other things 
he said this morning was that Dennis Ross & company met in the 
Middle East this week with, I think he said about a dozen 
Palestinians whom Arens described as receiving direct orders 
from the PLO in Tunis. Do you have any description of the kind 
of people that Mr. Ross met with and who they represent, and so 
on? Anything of that sort? 


a No, I don't have details. He met with a number 
of Palestinians, but I don't have any specific details on who 
exactly they were or who they took orders from. Just 
Palestinians from the West Bank. 


Q I guess the sort of obvious follow-up is, is 
there any shift in the way in which the State Department is 
conducting the dialogue with the PLO? Is the dialogue still 
restricted? Is there any official communication? 


2) The dialogue with the PLO takes place in Tunis. 
This was not a substitute or a meeting with the PLO or anything 
like that. It was a meeting by Dennis Ross with Palestinians 
-~- Dennis Ross and his party with the Palestinians. 


Q Also, Foreign Minister Arens said that he had 
asked Secretary Baker that the United States ask the Soviet 
Union to direct visas through Israeli consular officials in 
Moscow and that any change in U.S. trade arrangements with the 
Soviet Union be tied to this somehow. Is this something the 
Secretary is taking under advisement? Is it something he's 
agreed to do? 


A Not that I'm aware of. We discussed, I think, 
the possible changes in Jackson-Vanik and the promises that we 
heard from the Soviets about changes in their emigration law. 
It was in that context we look at the Jackson-Vanik question. 
So this is a separate matter. I don't have anything particular 
on that separate matter. 


Q Richard, here is one that's real recent. Prime 
Minister DeMita said just, I think, a few minutes ago in Italy, 
that he was going to resign. Does that change in any way the 
plans for President Bush to visit Italy? 
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A I've seen the reports. I don't think they will 
change the plans. 


Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY PRESS BRIEFING, 5/19/89 


“ CHINA: TROOPS MOVE ON BEIJING 


Q: Did the Chinese inform the U.S. of their intention to move 
against protesters in Beijing and elsewhere? 


A: --NO. 


Q: What is the US view about what is happening right now in 
China? : 


A: --THE U.S. SUPPORTS FREEDOM OF SPEECH, ASSOCIATION, AND 
PEACEFUL ASSEMBLY, IN CHINA AS IN THE REST OF THE WORLD. WE 
REGRET THAT MILITARY ACTION HAS BEEN ORDERED WITH THE AIM OF 


RESTRICTING THOSE FREEDOMS. 


--WE NOTE THAT THE CHINESE AUTHORITIES IN ANNOUNCING THE 
MOVEMENT OF TROOPS SAID THAT A DIALOGUE WOULD BE PURSUED 
THROUGH MULTIPLE CHANNELS. WE HOPE THAT THAT DIALOGUE WILL BE 
PURSUED. WE HOPE THAT IT WILL ADDRESS BASIC FREEDOMS, SUCH AS 
FREEDOM OF THE PRESS, ASSOCIATION, AND EXPRESSION, WHICH HAVE 
BEEN AT THE CENTER OF RECENT DEMONSTRATIONS. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, I have a short 
statement to make and then the Minister and I will be delighted to 


respond to your questions. 


Let me start by saying that the President and President 
Mitterrand had excellent talks today. They thought that the West has 
seldom been in a stronger position. They discussed preparations for 
the NATO summit and they e ted WATO's 40th anniversary to be a 
successful and forward-looking cvent. 


The two Presidents stressed the absolute need to 
maintain nuclear deterrence in Europe and that we should concentrate 
now on conventional force negotiations. 


They exchanged views on events in the Soviet Union and 
shared the hope that Mr. Gorbachev's reform efforts would succeed. 
The Presidents had an extended exchange on the West's approach to the 
changes going on in Eastern Europe and agreed that the West must be 
pots tad involved in promoting peaceful and economic change in that 
region. 


They went over recent events in the Niddle East peace 
process, particularly emphasizing their support for the Arab League's 
attempt to achieve a cease-fire in Lebanon. 


Minister Dumas and I discussed the situation in Panama 
and condemned together General Noriega’'s attempt to steal the 
Panamanian election. We further stressed the need for Nicaragua -- 
the Sandinistas in Nicaragua to live up to their commitment to 
democratization. 


And finally, the President and President Mitterrand 
naturally discussed the week's events in China and their hope that 
restraint would be the order of the day. 


tow we'd be delighted to take your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said on Wednesday, “We think 
negotiations on SNF are a mistake.” Is that still your view? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It's the view of our government that 
negotiations are « mistake unless there are significant conditions 
with respect thereto. We received a proposal yesterday from the 
German government through Minister Stoltenberg. We responded -- we 
received that proposal, I'm sorry, the day before yesterday. We 
responded to that proposal within, I think, a 24-hour period and geve 
the Minister a counterproposal, which he has taken back to the 
Federal Republic. An‘ we have not as yet heard officially from the 
German government abut whether or not the suggestions made in that 
counterproposal are acceptable. 
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Let me simply say that the President and President 
Mitterrand reviewed the general outlines of that proposal and found 
themselves -- and I think the Minister might want to speak to this as 
well -- in complete agreement. 


FOREIGN MINISTER DUMAS: Can I speak in French, please? 
It’s easier for me. 


SECRETARY BAKER: The Ambassador will be our 
interpreter, since we're missing -- 


FOREIGN MINISTER DUMAS: We have examined this morning 
the problems that have been raised by the NATO meeting in Brussels at 
the end of the month. President Bush and my friend, Jim Baker, 
acquainted us with the proposition which was made to Mr. Stoltenberg 
yesterday. And we can conclude from all this that these proposals 
are very close to the position which had been taken by the President 
of the Republic in his very recent press conference in Paris. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you spoke about significant 
conditions before entering into SNF talks. We've also heard, in 
background sessions from le, we've heard substantial progress in 
the conventional force talks being used as these significant 
conditions. Arce you considering a high-level NATO commission to 
study this in any way to define the terms yet? 


SECRETARY BAKER: to. 


Q Mc. Secretary, a White House statement today on the 
subject of China urges restraint, as you mentioned, and also -- in 
that statement, the U.S. also s that a dialogue continues. My 
question is, isn't that an awfully weak statement, given the events 
of last week, the stakes involved, and what the students have risked? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't really think so. The United 
States has expressed itself on a number of occasions in favor of 
freedom of —— and in favor of freedom of assembly. We've said 
that in fairly definitive terms. I don't think that's a weak 
statement. 


Q You don't think we should be encouraging the 
students, sir? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think we should be expressing our 
support for freedom of speech, for democratization, and for freedom 
of assembly. And that's what we're —_ I do not think that we 
should in any way be seen to be somehow inciting to riot, and I think 
that we have to be appropriate in our response. 


Q If I may follow up on the China situation. Is it 
your belief that what “presee to be happening now within China in 
terms of the political fallout of all of this is increasing influence 
by the hard-liners, led by Premier Li Peng? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it's premature probably, 
Frank, to reach that conclusion. It's a little bit unclear exactly 
what the situation is as between the hard-liners on the one hang and 
the -- those who profess to support more openness on the other.” I 
think we simply have to wait and see. I do think it's fair to say . 
that the situation is unclear and there is a certain degree of flux. * 


Q Mr. Secretary, did your discussions with Ninister 
Stoltenberg in Washington yesterday produce an expectation that this 
matter will be resolved before the NATO summit, that Germany and the 
United States will come to some kind of an agreement on a formulation 
of WATO policy? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it is fair to say that it has 
been our expressed hope and view and position that we would like to 
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see it concluded before the summit, but not at the expense of our 
long-held principles respecting deterrence. I don't want to speak 
aA Minister, but I think that that would likewise be the French 
position. 


Q Was that meant to suggest the Germans sre still 
clinging to some kind of position that would place negotiations at 
too early a stage without the kind of progress you want to see in the 
conventional talks? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The proposal that was submitted to us 
would certainly fall under the description which you've just given. 
We think that there must be -- we think that the conditions must be 
more significant and we think that they must be more clearly 
expressed and that there must be consicerably sore progress with 
respect to the completion and implementation of a conventional forces 
agreement. 


Q Were you at all encouraged by the initial response 
to the U.S. position? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We have not had a response as yet to 
the piece of paper we delivered to them only late yesterday 
afternoon. 


Q When do you expect a response, sir? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I can’t answer that beyond saying that 
we understand the German government is having internal meetings 
tomorrow morning, which will be late this evening or early in the 
morning Washington time. 


How about a question here for the Minister? 


Q Well, sorry -- I wanted to ask Secretary Baker if -- 
(laughter) -- if you could be a bit more specific as the U.S. 
proposal you've given to the Germans in terms of when you see the 
trigger for SNF? Must you have w~ -Y"y of a conventional force 
agreement before you start those talks or is it enough to be well on 
your way toward -- 


SECMETARY BAKER: I don't want to get into a negotiation 
right here in this press conference. We have given them the language 
it will speak for itself. And I really don't want to get into 
that much detail about it. 


Q On China, what can France and the United States be 
Going? Is there something which one can be doing? 


FOREIGN MINISTER DUMAS: As the Secretary of State said, 
it has been talked about -- China -- this morning, between both of us 
and also between the two Presidents. We conducted a study and 
analysis of the situation and we exchanged our conclusions. One can 


well see what the problem is which is to China today. But you 
will understand it -- too early to tell yet; wait and see. 
(Laughter .) 


Q Mc. Secretary, have you conferred with the British 
on your counterproposal and do you anticipate a problem there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, we have consulted with the 
British and we don't anticipate a problen. 


Q Mr. Secretary, with the communist world is such 
turmoil, there's been an undercurrent of criticism in the United 
States of the Bush administration. Senate Majority Leader Mitchell 
said the other day that there's been a lack of imagination in our 
response, particularly to Gorbachev. Could you resrond to this 
criticicm and tell us if President Bush has some ideas for how he 
intends to creatively manage ‘e changes taking place in the Fast. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that, in terms of giving 
you & response to the comments, I suppose we would have to contilude, 
perhaps, that the honeymoon is over. But beyond saying that, I would 
submit to you that there are -- that we have a very definitive 
proposals for managing that relationship and that we are well on the 
way toward the implementation of some of those proposals. 


We have reengaged the Soviet Union across the full range 
of our relations. We now have resumption dates for all of the arms 
negotiation talks which were ongoing in the last administration, 
including nuclear testing talks, DONS talks, START talks, chemical 
on prey bilaterals -- the whole range. We have received from the 
Soviets indications that they are willing to put sore sis along 
with ws on regional conflicts. They are discussing new issues, new 
areas of interest to both us with us. They're talking to us now 
about transnational and global problems -- something that was not 
happening before. We are discussing with the Soviets on a bilateral 
basis missile and chemical proliferation. We are talking to thes 
about environmental issues, about drugs and about terroriss. 





Wow, those are significant developments in the 
management of the relationship between the Soviet Union and the 
United States. We are very pleased, along with our French 
colleagues, witn the proposal that the Soviet Union made in Vienna in 
the conventional arms talks. It's quite close to the proposal, 
frankly, of the HATO and a very ition proposal. Go I guess that 
would be my anewer to your question. 


Q Mr. Secretary, does the proposal the United States 
made to Germany ene neg include the reiteration of the NATO 
commitment to modernize ite nuclear forces? And do the French share 
that -- if that's in there -- do the French also share that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me answer the first part and 
then I°11 ask Roland to answer the second. The proposal contemplates 
postponing until 1992 a decision on deployment and production. 
However, it would require -- it would constitute an agreement by the 
Alliance -- assuming again that NATO agrees with this -- and 
agreement by the Alliance to keep our forces up to date where 
necessary, and an affirmation by the Alliance of the United States’ 
development of a follow-on system to the Lance. 


Now, I'd let the Minister anewer whether or not the 
French support that. 


FOREIGN MINISTER DUMAS: The position of France was 
recently expressed by the President of the Republic. The general 
idea is that the WATO Alliance would find grounds for agreement 
before the 40th anniversary in Brussels. 


The ideas expressed by the President in his press 
conference go in that direction. Wow, the specific point you raised 
-- and today we have been able to verify that the ideas put forward 
by the United States are very much on the same broad lines os what 
the French President said a couple of Gays ago, which means that, as 
you say in Englioh, we definitely support then. 


Q The question is, has, on the American side, anyone 
asked France to act as sort of a conciliator? 


FOREIGN MINISTER DUMAS: One can't say matters were 
expressed ac clearly ae thet, but it’s clear that the press 
conference given by the French President is an important factor in 
the ing discussion and has certainly been taken into account by 
the United States and Germany. And if the lage eres defined and the 
ideas expressed on that occasion have made it possible for the -- 
well, to bring the Alliance closer together in its own essence, then 
thie would heve been a: cessful enterprise. 
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Q Secretary Baker, do you have any concerns or does 
the Minister have any concerns that events in China could in some way 
backfire or damage U.S. relations in China? I mean, is there concern 
about what's going on there in teres of the turmoil? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think that it’s to the -- that 
it would be in the best interest of the United States for us to see 
significant instability in the People's Republic of China, just like 
I don’t think it is in the best interest of the United States for us 
to see significant instability in the Soviet Union. At the sane 
time, we support democr » we support freedom of speech, and we 
support freedom of assembly. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how do you respond to the fact that 
martial law has been declared over there -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the question with respect to 
press blackouts -- our response to that is that is regrettable. We 
wish that that had not been done. We continue to urge restraint in 
the situation overall. 


Q You were just there a couple ot months ago with the 
President, had discussions with the leadership. Did you anticipate 
anything like this? Do you -- have you and the President talked 
about what may have given rise to the massive demonstrations and 
i instability that we're seeing? How do you explain what's going 
on 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think, Owen, that refora has to 
proceed apace. This is just my own personal view. I think that it's 
important that political opening up and economic opening up proceed 
apace to the extent that that is possible. And what may be happening 
here is that the economic reforms in China got out a little bit ahead 
of the political reforms. 


Q tI€£ I could follow up, is it also possible that you 
start giving people a little freedom and they suddenly crave a lot 
more? Are we seeing that? 


SECRETARY DAKER: I've said before that I think that 
certain things are -- certain processes are irreversible, that while 
we -- that we don't -- it's not our view that when you -- when people 
taste the fruits of freedom, it's not our view that you can reverse 
that process. 


MR. FITZWATER: We're going to have to take a couple of 
tinal questions. 


Q Does Mr. Dumas believe that the idea put forward 
last week by President Bush, the “open sky” idea -- do you think that 
has any future in Europe? 


FOREIGN MINIGTER DUMAS: It is certainly an idea that 
can have its place in measures designed to reduce tension. So I 
think it's an idea that should be placed in the context of overall 
disarmanent. 


Q fae President Mitterrand asked the United States to 
take a more aggressive or a different role in Lebanon? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo. There was 4 substantial 
discussion of the problems of Lebanon between the two Presidents and, 
in fact, in the meetings that Minister Dumas and I hed. I think it 
is correct to say that we both support the idea of an immediate 
coace-tire; we support the initiative of the Arab League: we support 
the withdrawal of ail foreign forces from Lebanon, end we have great 
concern about what's going on there. We discussed at some length, 
and President Mitterrand discussed at some length, the fact that the 
United States and the Soviet Union, during the course of our 
ministerial last week in Moscow, were able to issue a joint statement 
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: with those same goals as the centerpiece of that statement. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said that instability in China 
would not be in the United States’ interest. But what would be the 
consequences should the Chinese authorities crack down very harshly 


on these students -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's a very hypothetical 
question, Frank, that you can obviously understand why I wouldn't 


respond to. 
Is that it, Marlin? Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 3:20 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #90 


MONDAY, MAY 22, 1989, 12:29 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two brief announcements to make: 


One is to remind you that Secretary Baker will be 
doing an on the record interview on the NATO Summit at 12:00 
noon tomorrow at the White House. Because of this briefing, we 
will not have our regular press briefing here. 


Two, Secretary Baker's speech will be available 
immediately after this briefing. Also, we have just received 
word from VOA that they will play it in here for you all when 
we finish the briefing. 


That's all. 


Q Do you have anything to add to what was said 
yesterday about the situation in China? 


a Not particularly, other than to tell you that the 
overall situation remains tense, but as of this morning things 
appear to be calm. 


Q Mergaret, if there's no more China, any further 
word -- 


Q There's more China! 
Q Oh, there's lots more China? Please. 


Q China for a while. For example, Margaret, have 
any changes been made in Mr. Wan Li's schedule since it was 


originally made? 


4 I don't know what his schedule was when it was 
originally made. Concerning his visit and bilateral with 
Secretary Baker, there are no changes. He'll be here at 4:00 
p.m. 


Q Was he originally scheduled to be here today at 
4:00 p.m.? 


i Secretary Baker was always scheduled to see him 
today at 4:00 p.m. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the message that 
Secretary Baker has for him, if any? 
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~ If he has a message for him, I didn't ask him 
that question this morning. I'm unaware of one. As you know, 
this meeting has been scheduled for months. 


v Do you know if the Secretary will be coming down 
with him afterwards? 


a He will be. 
Q And will he say something? 


a There are no plans for him to do so. He could 
decide there to do it. 


Q Mr. Wan Li was invited, was he, by Vice President 
Quayle? 


a Yes. At the invitation of the Vice President. 


He's in the United States at the invitation of 
the Vice President? 


a It's my understanding that this visit was 
arranged months ago. He's coming at the invitation of the Vice 
President in his capacity as Chairman of the Standing Committee 
of the National People's Congress. 


Q Do they know one another? 

i I don't know. 

Q Has Secretary Baker ever met him? 
a I can't remember. I don't know. 


Q I thought this had something to do with a return 
for the President's visit to Beijing after the Tokyo funeral. 


a I remember when we were in Beijing, this was 
discussed, so it's been on the calendar that long. B8ut whether 
Secretary Baker's ever met this gentleman before, I can't 
remember . 


Does the U.S. have any assessment of kind of who 
is in charge in China right now and whether -- I don't now if 
I'm pronouncing his name correctly -- Mr. Zhao is -- it has 
been reported that he's back on the job today. Is he Prime 
Minister now or not? Do we know? 


a I don't believe his title before was Prime 
Minister, was it? 


~ No. Party Secretary. 


Q Party Secretary, I beg your pardon. 
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Aa I don't have an answer to you on your specific 
question, and I had not heard before I came out here what 


you've just stated. 


Q Do we have any idea who's controlling China? Who 
are the -- 


a The same people that have been all along. There 
hasn't been a change that I'm aware of in who is in control in 
China. 


Q Margaret, can you tel] if the Chinese officials 
have been open to advice from the U.S. Government with regard 
to internal developments? 


a I don't have a specific answer fc" *su on that. 
I can tell you that our Ambassador Lilley is in Beijing; that 
our Embassy, not only in Beijing but in other posts in China, 
has been sending their cables back and been in contact here 
with officials of this Department. That has been going on all 
weekend and continues to go on today. 


Q Can you tell us wha*® the U.S. view is of the 
developments over there over the weekend and Friday night 
specifically? 


A The view is exactly as the President stated 
yesterday and as the Secretary of State stated on Saturday. I 
don't have anything further to add to their two statements, and 
the President's was as recent as yesterday. 


Q Margaret, if violence were to be used in an 
extensive way in China by the authorities, what effect, if any, 
would that have on the U.S. relationship with China? 


A That's a hypothetical, and unfortunately I[ just 
can't get into that. 


Has the United States warned the Chinese 
authorities that there would be an effect on the relationship? 


Aa The President and the Secretary of State, as you 
all know, both called for restraint. [ can't remember their 
words; I'd refer you back to their transcript. I believe -- 
without putting words in their mouths -- they said they were 
pleased there had been no bloodshed. They called for 
castraint. They stated our principles. tTheir transcripts are 
very thorough, and they're available. 


Is any kind of an assessment being done of what 
U.S. policy would be should something like that happen? 


4 I'm not trying to be argumentative with you. 
Again, that's a hypothetical. I'm just not going to get into 
hypotheticals. 
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Q Has a working group been formed to monitor 
developments in China? 


a My understanding is there was an informal working 
group that was down here over the weekend. I do not know who 
the members of it were, but I alluded to it a little bit 
earlier, saying there were people here who are in contact with 
our Embassy and our different posts in China, monitoring the 
situation and receiving information. 


Q Has there been any sort of high-level interagency 
consultations in the past few days on this subject? 


A If there have, I'm not aware of any; and I asked 
this morning. 


Q Margaret, have any of the students that are here 
-- have any of them asked for some sort of asylum in this 
country -- Chinese students? 


a I haven't heard anything about that. No, not 
that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the successful 
launching of ballistic missile by India? 


A Yes, I do. A launch of the Agni missile occurred 
yesterday. We cannot confirm any details. The United States 
believes that the proliferation of missile systems, 
particularly in areas of political tension, undermines regional 
stability and peace. 


With regard to the MTCR, the Indian missile program is 
largely indigenous and thus not easily affected by the export 
controls established in the MTCR. 


Q Do you have the same point of view with regard to 
missile tests by the Israelis? 


A I don't have a specific statement for you on that. 


Q Margaret, reports in the press this morning were 
that the Germans weren't quite satisfied with the compromise 
being offered before the NATO summit on short-term [sic] 
missiles. Is there any movement on that from our end or their 
end or anything you can tell us? 


a We have not received their response, and we're 
anticipating receiving it some time today. 


Q Is it still your hope, Margaret, to have an 
agreement by the time the summit takes place? 


a I believe we've never put a definite timeframe on 
this. That has been our hope all along. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Chinese missile 
sale to Syria and Saudia Arabia? 


Q De you have any reaction to the British and 
Soviet diplomatic expulsions? 


A No, I do not. 

Q There have been contradictory reports with regard 
to the results of Mr. fArens' visit to the United States and his 
talks in this country. Do you have anything about that? 

A About his visit? 

Q Yes -—-— about his talks in Washington. 


A I believe that Richard probably gave you a 
readout -- I think they met on Thursday, was it? 


{TO MR. BOUCHER]: Did you have something to say about 
his visit? 


MR. BOUCHER: Yes, we did. We said something on 
Friday. 


MS. TUTWILER: Yes. There's nothing new since Friday. 
Q Then anything about Mr. Rabin's visit? 


a No, other than that they are meeting today. I 
can't remember what time it is. Is it -- 


MR. HARTER: 1:30. 
MS. TUTWILER: 1:30 with Secretary Baker. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:38 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, before our 
briefing on the summit trip, I'd like to make an announcement. The 
United States and the Soviet Union have now agreed on the date of 
June 19th to restart the START negotiations. 


Turning now to the NATO trip, let me begin by touching on 
two topics that I hope will give you a context for the President's 
trip to NATO. First, I'll say a few words about the theme the 
President hopes to project on this trip, and second, I'll list a 
five-point work plan that the President would hope to emphasize in 
his meetings with colleagues and in public statements. 


The central theme of this trip will be that the Alliance 
rests on the cornerstone of shared Western values. These common 
values -- belief in democracy, human rights, the rule of law, free 
markets and free enterprise, respect for the individual -- give the 
y wt aoa of the West both an anchor and a course to navigate for the 

uture. 


As to the past, 40 years ago these shared values brought 
our nations together in search of a common defense. NATO became the 
shield to protect those values. As to the present, today those 
values have positioned the West in the strongest posture ever. They 
are inspiring the hopes of many people in many parts of the globe, 
—— in Central and Eastern Europe, even in the Soviet Union 

tself. 


As to the future, in the future these same values will 
provide a principle basis for ending the division of Europe, for 
drawing Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union into the community of 
nations. Some have suggested that the future of Europe depends on a 
more narrow territorial vision -- that is, an idea bounded by 
geographic borders and without a particular substantive content, and 
I am referring there, of course, to the calls for a common European 

e. 


In contrast, it's our vision that the future of Europe 
depends on these common Western values. We see this as a substantive 
core established over centuries of striving to apply enlightened 
principles and not limited by any geographic borders. 


Now, while the trends may be promising, it's our view 
that the Alliance cannot rest on its laurels nor can it expect to 
reach its full potential without further effort, so the President 
will be emphasizing five points for future work. First, we must 
continue to ensure a strong common defense, so the President will 
discuss how we can maintain this defense at possibly lower levels as 
we make progress in the CFE negotiations. Part of this defense, of 
course, incorporates SNF forces, so we will also be working to reach 
@ common ground on this issue -- one that demonstrates, if I may put 
it this way, a flexibility to negotiate given the changing 
circumstances while it preserves the elements necessary to support 
our long-standing and very successful deterrence strategy. 


Second, we look to the further development of European 
institutions that will strengthen the European pillar of our 
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Alliance. For example, EC economic integration should provide 
economic and European unity of action. It might well be 
characterized also as a magnet to those in the East who are trying to 
liberalize their own economic systens. 


Third, we need to look East to see how the nations of the 
West can further the nee ¢ decentralization of economic, political 
and social authority - In part, this could involve 
lowering tensions on ke following the example we've seen 
recently as far as Hungary is concerned. It could also involve 
offering the experience of our governments and private groups in 
building diverse and open societies in East European countries. 


Fourth, we need to turn our attention -- our collective 
attention -- to new and difficult problems that could endanger all of 
us. For example, environmental risks and missile and chemical 
proliferation. Obviously, we need not rely only on one structure -- 
that is, oo NATO Alliance -- to address these problems. For 
example, the Soe _— countries have established the Missile 
Technology Contro 


Over time, the Alliance or members of the Alliance might 
also see the benefit of collective action in out-of-area issues, 
particularly in areas of regional conflict. For example, we work 
ot | ped -- not all members of the Alliance, but many members of the 

fiance -- in the Persian Gulf. 


And finally, we must also maintain our resolve in the 

Chinking of —— in locales where cold war vestiges remain. I's 
ng, . rere of Berlin. And we will continue to pursue 
che “Serlin Initiative, which was launched by President Reagan in 


1987. We will continue, for example, to call for the Wall the come 
down. 


Q How about the missile issue? Will it be resolved 
before the NATO meeting? And are you closer or are you farther apart 
or do you care whether it's resolved? 


Q We can't hear -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: The question was, will the SNF issue be 
resolved before the summit? Are we closer or do we really care 
whether it's resolved before the summit? What we've said all along 
here is that we're very hopeful that it will be resolved before the 
summit and we remain hopeful. I can't tell you that we know that it 
will be. It is not resolved. There is still a gap to bridge and we 
continue to work to try and bridge that gap. 


Q What's the stumbling block? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the stumbling block is how you go 
about adapting to the changes that are taking place, as I mentioned, 
and at the same time, preserve the essential ingredients of your 
deterrent strategy. 


Q Has the United States now been put into a position 
on this missile issue where we are in effect negotiating between 
England and Germany? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, not at all. No. 


Q Well, what is the situation with Mre. Thatcher? She 
—- seem too pleased with what she sees as a giving-in on our 
side. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that we will see the 
specific position of the United Kingdom, just as we will see the 
specific position of the other Alliance countries as we move into the 
summit. She has a different view of the issue than Chancellor Kohl. 
It's important, we think, to try and bridge these gaps that exist 
before we get to the summit and will continue to try and to do that. 





Q Well, when you say resolved -- you hope it's 
resolved, do you mean with both sides or are you saying that you're 
going to get there and we'll be with the Germans and then there'll be 
an -—-— 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I'm not saying that at all. We're 
going to continue to try and reach agreement on language before we 
m not = > to ict that that's going to happen. 
And let me say that we have made it a | clear throughout the process 
t before we get to the 
summit, it's an extraordinarily important matter that deals with the 
security of the West and therefore it should not be resolved at all 
costs. So, if we have to take it on at the summit, we will take it 
on at the summit. 


How close are you? Do you find the West German 
counterpropossl acceptable or how far away from being acceptable is 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, there's still a -- as I put it to 
you a minute ago, there is still a gap between their position and 
ours and we're not there yet. 


Q Do you still -- do you find this closer to Kohl or 
Thatcher on this in that way? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm not going to get into that kind of 
speculation because that's all it would be, is speculation. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what made you decide to change from a 
position that you stood firm on for a long time, which was, never 
zero -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I really didn't. 
Q -- to negotiation -- willingness to negotiate? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I really didn't. What I said was that 
I though negotiations would be a mistake. Negotiations, that is, in 
the form of early, immediate, unconditional negotiations. I still 
feel that way, very strongly, and that is not something that we are 
willing to agree to. What we have proposed is a formula that 
contains, as I put it, I think, to you last Saturday up in Maine, 
significant conditions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if the SNF is not resolved by the 
summit, are you concerned that the whole issue could dwarf or 
dominate or overwhelm this meeting? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that the issue will be 
important, but I think the Alliance will really take a broader look 
at the whole question of the Alliance -- the political -- the more 
general political and economic questions. And I just don't think 
that it will totally dominate the summit. Yes, it will be a very, 
very important issue. 


Q Mr. Secretary, President Gorbachev has claimed that 
the Soviets are in the process of changing their military strategy 
towards one of defensive sufficiency. There've been a lot of 
comments coming from the White House that many of Gorbachev's 
initiatives are merely words and not deeds. Do you see any signs in 
terms of factual evidence that he has shifted his military policy to 
this point and will this be discussed at the NATO conference? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we think it is important to look 
for deeds rather than just words. I think that the conventional arms 
proposals that he proposed during the course of my trip to Moscow are 
significant and deserve serious consideration. I think that's the 
view of most everyone. 


On the other hand, I think that the SNF proposal that he 
made was basically purely a PR ploy when you consider that he did not 
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suggest removing those missiles even from Europe -- just from those 
countries which the Soviet Union has had a client-state relationship 
he 


with, and aid not propose dismantling or destroying those. And 
when you look at it in the context of what the Aliance has done over 
the past 10 years, we have unilaterally reduced some 2,400 and we 


have dismantled practically all of those. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on Sunday the President, when asked 
about the SNF dispute, said he felt this could well be resolved 
before the summit. You seem to be suggesting in a little bit more 
decisive terms or definitive terms today that that may not be the 
case. Is that -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think the President himself just made 
the same suggestion, did he not, in an interview he gave to some 


European correspondents. I'm anticipating your question, though, so 
ge ahead and ask the question. 


Q My question was, what emerged from the apparent 
conversation with Chancellor Kohl that he alluded to, and what has 
happened over the last few days? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think what probably happened was that 
they had led themselves to mm i... that our position was perhaps 
somewhat different than it was when they actually looked at the piece 
of paper. That's the only thing I can think it might be, Frank. 


Q What do you mean by that, and has in fact the 
President talked today with Chancellor Kohl? What was the upshot of 
that conversation, if there was one? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't believe he's talked to him 
today. No, has not talked to him today. We've received their 
response to our proposal. We got it in here -- 


Q A written response? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. We got it in here late yesterday 
evening and there has been no contact since that time. We do, of 
course, expect to get back to hin. 


Q The basic issue seems to be -- at least the experts 
tell us, and you indicated Saturday -- was rather the future of 
muclear deterrence on the ground in Europe. Do you see a time when 
we will no longer depend upon that? That has been our policy for a 
1 time. You've indicated that it's going to continue to be our 
policy for a long time. Do you foresee an end to that -- that that 
ever could -- that the end of that could ever be negotiated? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know we think it's very 
important that we have some sort of an indication in the 
comprehensive concept language that if there were ever to be 
yo in this area, we would not be talking in any event about 
a rd zero. 


Now, your question goes even beyond that. It's very 
hypothetical and speculative, and I can't answer it because it's so 
hypothetical. The deterrence -- the nuclear deterrence has been the 
very cornerstone of our flexible response strategy. The flexible 
i strategy has kept the peace for 40 years. We should be 

pe very reluctant to take any steps that would be seen to be 
ng away from that. And that's why we are reluctant to take those 
steps. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you mentioned the Gorbachev PR 
proposal -- what you call the PR proposal in his SNF offer. He seems 
to be doing pretty well with his PR proposals, and I wondered if the 
administration now recognizes that there is a need or recognizes a 
need to counter them, and if there's any coherent strategy for doing 
that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think, as I indicated in my opening 
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remarks, I don't think the West has ever been stronger. We are 
v across the broad range of political -- we're winning 

cally, we're winning politically. We have the other 
philosophy acknowledging that it is a failure -- frankly 
acknowledging that. So whatever we're doing is working, Brit. And 
for the t being, I don't think we ought to sa os 2 wen © 
change that just for PR purposes. At the same time, I think it is 
important that we be seen to be creative, that we be 
forward-thinking and forward-1 - I think we are. 


not 
Can I carry that to China? Are you somewhat 
these students in the streets of Beijing? They have 
on lips -- it's Gorbachev's, not George Bush's. And 
that, can you explain the difference between the President and 

Ch as opposed to Panama, where the president 

actually urged the people to take action in Panama, but both of you 
great restraint in China? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, Gorbachev's just been to Chine. 
and so there was a lot of coverage of his trip, and maybe that's . ..« 
reason. But let me tell you -- they may have that name on their 
Lips. but they have the policies of the West in mind. And it's the 

icies of the West -- indeed, it's these common values that I've 
cust talked about as the theme for the 40th summit as far as we're 
concerned that are motivating those students to do what they are 
we And it is the philosophy of the West that they are advancing 
and it is the values of the West that they are seeking. They are 
asking for democracy. They're asking for freedom of assembly. 
They're asking for freedom of expression. So I don't feel badly 
about that in the slightest. 


In terms of the difference between Panama and the les 
Republic of China, without admitting the hypothesis of your question 
that the President was somehow -- without admitting that, let me just 
say that there is a significant difference between China and Panana. 


Q He did say no caution. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me just suggest to you that China 
is moving after many, ay | yeoee of embracing a different phil ; 
both economically and politically they are moving. Panama is moving 
too, but it's moving in the other direction. Panama used to have 
some semblance of freedom for its people. It used to have some 
semblance of democratic values. But Manuel Noriega is taking it in 
the other direction, and in fact, stealing elections, and thereby 
thwarting the will of the people. So China is going in the right 
direction, Panama is going in the wrong direction. 


| Q Mr. Secretary, if I could ask you about Nicar 

and the Russians. When Mr. Gorbachev promised to reduce, or said he 
had actually cut out arms to Nicaragua, were there any conditions on 
it? Secondly, in the United States government, is it that you have 
found no evidence that there's been any slowdown, or that there's a 
disagreement within the American government as to whether there is a 
slowdown? What is your judgment today as to what he has promised -- 
has actually come into the pipeline? 


SECRETARY BAKER: He hasn't promised anything. He 
notified us that there had been no weapons shipments to Nicaragua 
since the end of 1968. We do know that there have, in fact, been 
military -~- shipments of military supplies and equipment. We also 
have not been infoi°-ed that there are no longer weapons shipments 
meee into Nicaragua from Cuba. So there was no promise; it was 
simply a matter of a notif' ‘ion in a letter. io 


Q Mr. Secr’'a) you said that the SNF negotiations 








SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you've got to have the unity of 
the Alliance, and then you must havo the arms control policies to 
that and 
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security icsues. We're going to 
1 these, not just with SNF. The Alliance has 
ived many greater thre-*~ *o its existence than this. And we 


id befor« - hopeful that we'll get this resolved 
that ll get it resu.v~d before the summit. We may not get it 
resolved before the sumsit. 


expressing concern about the strength of the dollar, and reporters 
were referred to - Did that in way have -- is that in 
any way tied to the meeting because the allies are concerned? or 
y ~ Ses current policy on the strength or weakness vis-a-vis the 
dollar 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I've got better sense than to 
anewer that question, I think. (Laughter.) I will say one thing: I 
Go think it's important that the coordination process, which was put 
in ere at the —— Summit, move forward effectively and as 
efficiently as possible. I think it's important that the sajor 
industrial democracies of the world continue to work to coordinate 
their economic policies and it's really the coordination of those 
underlying economic policies that's going to make a difference in 
terms of exchange rate stability. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would it be correct to say that the 
ie a. on a third zero and on modernization are nonnegotiable 
positions 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we're in the midst of discussions 
right now, so I'm not sure I understand, really. There are many ways 
to express different positions. And what we're talking about here 


now are varying ways to express different viewpoints and different 
positions. 


Mr. Secretary, in talking about Gorbachev winning 
said that we can't be reaching into the 
try to compete. But then said, though, 
‘ll do that. Is the NATO summit one of those 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me point out that one of 
those times was at the opening of the conventional arms talke in 
Vienna, when we suggested that we would see if we couldn't remove our 
chemical weapons stocks from Germany at an earlier date than they 
were planned to be removed. That's the kind of thing I'm talking 
about. 


Q Mr. Shamir responded to your speech yesterday, 
calling it useless. What's your response to hin? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it was a very balanced speech. 
If you look at the speech in ite entirety, you'd see that it was very 
balanced with respect to what we think, at least, is required of alli 
of the parties if we're going to move forward to make progress toward 
peace in the Middle East. It calls on the Palestinians, calls on the 
Israelis, calle on the Soviets and says what we really think needs to 
be done. 


Q "a's already rebuffed it though. 
THE 3: Thank you. 


END 12:26 P.M. EDT 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
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~~ BREKGROUND BRIEFING 
on 
TRIP TO EUROPE 
May 23, 1989 
The ir'.efing Roos 
1:35 P.. 
start of7 is, we'll get 
oveyt sose of the schedule 
going on the 
July a to Burope. He'll sake some real comments on that and 
cher «» ‘11 go through the schedule and Kennebunkport. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For those of thet ere 
heading out for the pre-aedvance for July's trip to econosic 
summit in Paris: On Friday, June 2nd, after President departs 
London and heads back to Maine, that whe are currently on the 
trip that need to go on the pre-advance will there, will board 
another plane and go back into Paris. At about 9:15 a.m. we 
London and go to Paris. The staff side will have meetings for the 
rest of that day. Press will have whatever seetings want to set 
up with their counterparts and, unfortunately, the government 
cannot meet with us until Monday morning. 

Q Awvy. (Laughter.) 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're forced to have a weekend 
in Paris. 


time. We are not scheduled right now to send out «a plane from here 
to Paris for anyone who's not on the trip. So you'll have to make 


It's ible that we would have some walk-throughs of 
the American facilities, so ve may ~- we'll get back to you on that, 
Se = aw time to get you over there if necessary for 
fr a » Otherwise, Monday wi 
ye We know that'll be the first 
any official walk-throughs with the government. 


We will be in Paris, then, Saturday, June 3; Sunday, June 
4; Monday overnight, June 5. Tuesday, June 6; depart Parise at 2:00 
p.m.7 arrive Warsaw, Poland at 4:15 p.m. RON Warsaw that night, 
Wednesday, June 7; ROW Warvwav. 

Q Do we have any idea of the hotel? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we'll let you know on that 
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stuff. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Most likely the 
Intercontinental -- the Victoria. 


Q I'm sorry? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Most likely the Hotel Victoria 
~~ the Intercon right on -- is that Victory Square or Freedom Square? 


Q It's overnight both Tuesday and Wednesday night in - 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. 
Q Okay. Do we have the hotel in Paris? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Intercon Hotel, sost 
likely, is the standard stat or standard overnight hotel for us. 


We'll probably put everybody up there. 


Thureday, June 6; 6:00 #.m., depart Warsaw en route 
Gdansk. We will be there until 1:3° p.s. on Thursday, June 8; depart 
Gdansk, arrive Budapest, arrive Budapest, Hugary et 3:00 p.s. The 
not been selected yet. Overnight Thursday in Budapest. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Portugal went away about a week 
or two ego. We have a schedule. I can sake copies if there's more 
folks here than what we have going on the trip. But I you 
schedule of everything we've read. 


leave. But egain, the pre-advance schedule is 
pre-advance 


Q So he goes -- so he comes home from Paris? 


Q No. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, now what I just read off 
wes « echedule. That is for that group going over to do 
that » Now, who are you asking -- 


Q Ie Netherlands is the last stop for the President? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. Yes, sa'‘an. 
Q So there's no Portugal? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct, right. 

Q Can we go to the NATO trip -- the tripe? 


Q Do you know either what day we're leaving for that 
trip or what day we're returning? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we leave these 
questions on the specifics of that trip to Marlin in one of his 
briefings for that. We're just talking about the pre-advance visi': 
for now and -- going beyond that. 

Q Does that change the dates? 

Q Okey, I'll ask you later. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- be back on the 18th 
inetead of the 20th. 


Q The 18th will be Houston? 





Q we, here. 





——————————— 
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But now, he's changed -- he's coming beck July 18th? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Correct. 


Okey. Let's move on if we can 
ing to be there about 9:00 a.s., 
f on the way to work, that's fine. 
» to 2:00 p.m. if they can. 


te from 10:00 a.m. until 2:00 p.a. 


is 
it 
a 


First off, this Thureday, we'll have 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
here. 
the 
do it 


* e 
es) 
PEEET 


Press check-in 
a.m. and then we're going to 


charter-wheels up is at 6:00 a.sn. 


The President departs the White House at 6:45 a.s., 


arrives Andrews et 6:55 a.m. and he'll have a departure statenent 


So if you don't sake it on 


at 4:30 a.a. 


1 at the press center at Andrevs 
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charter is going to leave before 


Thea” 


We talked about it in the staff seeting 


So that the 
We'll do wha 


there at Andrews. 
the departure stetesent. 


this sorning. 


local 
we've 


the 


i. 


& troop review, and an 


10:35 p.s., 


That pute the 
Italy et 9:15 
10:15 p.s., 
right neer the embassedor's 
accompanies on that, and 


for RON by about 11:05 p.s. 


have more on that probably tomorrow. 


travel pool eccompanying. 


we can to get edvance texts and all 
ino Airport in Rome, 


Travel pool 


t 
1 


President arrives at 


We'l 
Ciamp 
got aah. aaa honors 
open press coverage, tery 
The President goes at 
and goes via helicopter to an LZ 


have 


We've got a 
et Ville Teverne. 


then he's at the ambassador's residence 


those type of things. 
press charter into 
arrival statement 


ai 


We're still working with the 


in each one of these countries to see exactly what 
We're negotiating on pool sizes. 


Let me eay something about these echedules just before ve 
are drafts. 


is going to be. 


Summit epecific timing is being fine-tuned. 


fer along. 


3 
ei 


It's likely that we say only 


and London portions of the trip until we're on 


we'll do that as quickly as we can. 


have completed schedules by COB Thureday 


press office. 
le, and then we'll have to wait for final 


I 
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and 

or 
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how such 


ing to run, 
oe eee 


rture staterent, 


you think these are go 


the departure and arrival statements on 
the 


long do 


Quick] 


how. 
on Friday -- 
of a -~ especially on 


start do 


to carry that 


He 
e 
eis 


I think 


we'll 


Well, like always, 


endeavor to give a two-minute warning on the hard starte. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 











ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that they're 
relatively brief. We've got some more copies of Rose up front. 


Q Bo you have Brussels? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're coming. They're making 
copies. 


Q As we go through, do you all have the travel pool 
assignments made up at this point? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we don't have the travel 


pool eesigneents sade - A lot of it depends on what happens this 
weekend when the Pres leaves the house and what's going on on 





Ana the general sense on the pools, there are naturel 
breaks in each for writers, so there be two or three shifts 
of writers that @uring the day for yoy for the 
rest of the setions, we've kept it to one ei redio or the 
rest of the fo throughout the day. 

Q <a> eS Gpatety SND POSE ohees Cf Cina, Che ns 
that's going to have a Se, Oe ae 
people can get arrangenents 

OFFICIAL: Yes, we'll make an effort to do 
thet, and sy colleague has sade arrangesents, I should say on one 
thing. For the black tie dinners, we understand that now all of the 
phy —, AA TT ALT ae 8 
asked our governments to asliow the press corps weer dark 
business suit. And so you'll be safe enough in doing thet. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dark business suit, white tie 
~~ I mean, make you look like -- I mean, white shirt -- (leughter) -- 
we should say front we have some arguments et these 
dinners, beceuse le we've told them that's what we want, they've 
not necessarily egreed. 


Q Ie that including Germany which originally was black 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of then. 
Q Oh, so you don't have to take «a tux, you're saying? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct, and we'll have 
some arguments et the door sost likely, but -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, some of you folks 
thet are in all poole, like the wires and things like that, I'd 
suggest you have your folks bring them. I sean, that doesn't hurt -- 
if you can -~ and go ahead and do that. But all of these things -- 


Q On the hoteles in Rove, will people know in advance 
what hotel they're going to be assigned to, or are we going to go to 
the Excelsior and f out? 





ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll give assignments out 
aheed of time. It'll probably be at Andrews that sorning for what 
hotel. And eo we'll have -- each of the <1 g- delivered to you 
hotel roome for what goes on there. So we’ hope to know those 
things on Thursday when they stert checking luggage in. 











Okay, moving along. That puts the President in for the 
RON at 11:05 p.m. The travel pool will be getting back to the Hotel 
Excelsior for room assignments at 11:20 p.n. 


Nine-thirty a.m. the next morning, we have the travel and 
expanded pool meeting in the Excelsior Hotel to go to the Villa 
Taverna. Travel pool goes to the Villa, and the expanded pool goes 
to the Villa Madama for preset. The President will leave at 10:30 
a.m., and that puts him at the Villa Madama for a meeting with 
Italian government leaders at 10:50 a.m. Press coverage there is an 
expanded pool outside, a travel pool inside taking care of the — 
meeting coverage. That meeting -- 


Q One-one-one? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- we've got a@ one-on-one 
meeting first with Prime Minister De Mita, and then after that, it's 
an expanded meeting that goes on. The President departs Villa Madama 
en route Quirnale Palace right before noon, and goes to Quirnale 
Palace at 12:15 p.m. for a meeting with President Cossiga. What 
you've got there is an expanded 1 outside that has left from the 
filing center earlier to get arrival coverage. There is a oeee 
troop line -- that type of thing as the President's arriving, and 
then the inside coverage is first of a greeting in an ante room, and 
then in for the meeting itself. 


Q Is that the travel pool who covers inside? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Inside the building itself -- 
another expanded pool that was sent over there and preset -~ inside 
the room after the @ greeting where they sit down and meet one-on-one. 
That will be travel ze brought in. So we have expanded pool 
-- I think Number 3 inside. From Expanded Pool 3, we'll pull a 
normal-size travel pool out of that and take them into the 
President's office. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, the President has 
the meeting with President Cossiga at 12:15 p.m. That goes until the 
luncheon, which is closed press, at 1:30 p.m. We've got the two 
expanded pools returning to the filing center after that. The 
President leaves Quirnale Palace en route Villa Taverna at 2:50 p.n. 


He'll have some private time there. Then we have pools 


Q May I — that we don't have to go through the 
schedules that we all ha 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. Do you want to 
spent a few minutes looking at Italy, and go to questions? 


Q May I ask whether we're going to get pocket-size -- 
I assume we're going to get pocket-size -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll endeavor to do that for 
the first two stops. I can't guarantee that we'll be able to do that 
if the embassies don't have the printing capabilities. But, yes, for 
Rome and for Brussels, we'll have those on the plane for you. 


Q Ie there anything that's not on the schedule that we 
should -- is there a caution flag on anything that's not on the 
schedule? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In this private time that we're 
talking about right now -- is that where that reception is -- the 
industrial leaders reception, or is that -- 


n Are there phones in all of these places? 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. For the most part, Helen, 
what we've done is, we've ordered eight or nine long-listance lines 
and a couple of local lines at every one of these stops. Wherever 
you see a pool holding room or anything like that, we've ordered 


phones. At event sites where it's open coverage, we've gone with 
more. 


Q Is there anything that's not piped back to the 
filing center? I mean, the remarks with the Pope, the speech at 
Nettuno -- anything that's not coming back to the filing center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've asked for everything 
where the President makes public remarks to be piped back to the 
filing center. In some locations, for instance, I think in Italy, 
there's a little bit of concern over the broadcast quality of the 
lines that are going back. But we've asked for the 15 casing lines 
everywhere to go in. What do you have there? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: London and Bonn. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: London and Bonn are available 
up front. 


Q Does that include the Vatican -- your request on 
those lines -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we've requested 
broadcast-quality lines from each one of those. 


Q Is there a video of that, or just audio? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, just audio in most cases. 


; Q On the boat ride in Mainz, I see the expanded pool 
getting on the boat. But is that extended pool on the boat all the 
way through? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that's one of the things 
that -- I'll tell you what. Why don't we finish up with Italy and 
then we'll go on to the other stops, and then we'll answer each 


question? Looking through Italy, does anyone have any more 
questions? 


Q The Pope's going to show up with him in that meeting 
with the American -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you have anything more on 
that -- the seeting with the Pope afterwards with the seminaries? Do 
we know if the Pope's going to come to that? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's pretty standard practice 
that he does not go to those. He did it one time, the first time 
with Reagan. After that, he has not done it for any leader. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have any positive 
indication, so he probably won't go. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll get more copies of 
wnatever we're missing. Just Bonn? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Any other questions 
on Rome? Have you taken a look at the Sunday trip? Sunday basically 
what you have is a trip down to the Sicily-Rome American Cemetery in 
Nettuno, Italy. This is a pre-Memorial Day service. The President 
will helicopter down with an expanded pool along. We'll have 
coverage of a church service. The rest of folks will have gotten 
up bright and early and gone on, on buses, iven down, and preplaced 
in the cemetery. So it's 1 coverage at the church, and then after 
that, you've got coversge in the cemetery. The President will make 
remarks there, and th~ it's a helicopter fly for the President back 
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before he departs, and bus ride back for everybody else, and then 
filing time after that. 


Q Weren't we originally ta about having people 
from the expanded pool doing that church service that would be 
brought froz the cemetery to the church? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. They'll be 
preplced. 


Q Ie that being fed back to the filing center in Rome? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The church? There's nothing -- 
he's not making remarks -- 


Q The cemetery. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cemetery, yes. The church 
-- the President's not making remarks, so there won't be anything fed 


Q What about the walk through the cemetery -- do you 
think he'll do it? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not planning on any walk 

the crosses. You know, to depart the easiest way, ve may end 

up walking by a section of the cemetery where there are some crosses. 
But we're not actually going amongst the crosses or laying any 


Q Are you guys allowing any filing time in Nettuno? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not at Nettuno, no. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot at Nettuno, no. So what 
you'd have to do is, there'll be phones there. You can do what you 
can to feed live. Now, I don't know if they were plann on putting 
in a white line there or not. I don't know what your pool is doing 
on 


Q They don't appear to have totally made up their 
minds yet. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we're planning on coverage 
there, Bill, is at the end of the remarks, the President departs, we 
load up, we go right back to the filing center, and after an hour and 


a half drive, still have an additional hour and 25 minutes to 
file at the filing center. 
Q Okay. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I suppose we could make 
a to keep a van or a bus back and do some filing there if 
ts wanted to. But for the most part, the good facilities, the 

ines and everything like that are going to be in Rome, and that's 

where you want to do most of your filing. 

Q I hesitate to ask this. It came up in our earlier 
meeting with you. Did they iron out the restroom problem on this leg 
of the trip? : 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are restrooms available 
at the cemetery and there are restrooms in Rome. They don't make 
buses in Italy that have the bathrooms in then. 


Q No, but earlier you said there weren't any at the 
cenetery. 
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' ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you have a real probles, 
raise your hand and we can pull off at a gas station. (Laughter.) 


Okay. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll check on the Porta-Potty 
situation. 


Q That's what the pines are for all along the Apian 
Way. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Brussels, Belgium -- unless 
there are any further questi on Rome. Why don't we take a little 
bit of turns here? Well let take this one. He can take the 
highlights of Brussels. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We arrive at Brussels at -- the 
President arrives at 6:00 p.m. coming out of Italy. He'll have a 
ceremony at the airport. They'll take the Prime Minister and Mrs. 
Martens over to Chateau Stuyvenberg where he's spending his tine. 
That's his residence for the stay. 


Q Will the President have remarks or any arrival 
statenent in Brussels? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he has an arrival 
statement there, no. 


Q He has an arrival statement in Rome. 


actually, they've added one in. I stand corrected here, ° 

‘ve added an arrival statement at Brussels. Net by Prine 
Min and Mrs. Martens, and then off to Chateau for a 
meeting. We'll have a pool go out from the press plane once it lands 
out to Chateau Stuyvenberg to be in plece for arrival there. They'll 
do that meeting, and then it's down time for the rest of the night. 


Q You'll keep the rest of the press at the airport for 
the arrival, so it's open coverage at the airport? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can either stay at the 
SE. 6S Se to the hotel -- whatever you desire. 
We'll have buses available to do both. 


Q I hesitate to ask this question, but I see a couple 
of downtimes that begin in roughly the 6:00 p.m., 7:00 p.m., 8:00 
p-m™. range, and I've not known the President to stay down that long. 
What about unscheduled dinners trips? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When he lets us know, we'll let 
you know. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just like always. I mean -- 
Q What does it do to the pool rotation? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we do what to do on the 
pool rotations for when the President has -- vhoever had the last 


1. So, for instance, if you hed the last 1 of the day and the 
ident came in ané went -- that next 1 responsible for 
covering the President, if he vere to any movernents, until 


there's a next pool the next sorning. 
Q Are there any bileterals planned for that meeting? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the meeting with the 
Prime Ministers could be considered one. No, that's it. 


Then -- so, that's the night. It's a relatively early 
MORE 
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night, provided he doesn't do anything. The next day we'll have pool 
moverents -- two expanded pools out to NATO and one travel pool out 
to the Chateau. And in all cases through this trip, if I remember 
correctly, there won't be a time that the President either flies 
somewhere or drives somewhere without a travel pool sinizum with his. 


So there'll always be somebody accompanying his. 


Q A lot of these expanded pools seem they're going to 
be simultaneous, is that right? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's two going out 
simultaneously to NATO because there's two positions that have to be 
covered at the same tine, yes. 


Q Wires -- 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 

Q Are there also NATO pools that are going to cover 
these things? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Separate from the expanded for 
us, you mean, or other groups? 

Q Separate from the U.S. pools. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there'll be other foreign 
press there. There's 16 nations involved -- they all have a press 
contingent, yes. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right, here's an le. 
At the arrival at NATO, you've got two areas right there. One is 
outside the entryway and one is inside the y-. That's 
available to the U.8. pool but it's also available to NATO. So, 
folks like the wire services, who —_ people based in NATO, you 


would want to check about cover may have that covered for 
just an arrival -- for what goes t and you may want to have 
your people there. It's seutainty westh © phone call to to find out 


ae yee ee wee ee Oe Oe 


Q Can we at any point put our local wire people in our 
expanded pools? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly. 


Q le who are not in the pool -- the NATO pool, but 
we have work areas re, how do we get there and do we need special 
credentials for that? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're credentialed with the 
trip and you're traveling with us, that credential should be good 
enough to get you to your work space -- 


Q -- that photo op. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and going in to. 


. Q Are there going to be shuttle buses or anything like 
that 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bas. have to make your own 


for transportation. weral be making arrangenents 
Ser the pecks then ther @0 out. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So the two travel pools on the 
firet day were at MWATO for the meetings. One a outside will cover 
the car aye up, his ting out, being met by the Secretary 
General. will be inside the door, covering the 
Secretary rai posing in front of an exbles and then the walk to 
his eatin. ton pool will be escorted on arrival up to the office 
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meeting, one pool will go 
they the ial ceremonies 
inside. Another pool will be brought to another door, waiting for 


So those are the soverments for that day out there. After 
that, is down. The opening session after the official 
cerernonial is closed press, as is all sessions of NATO -- are 

Q De you know what plans there are for readouts? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Marlin and the rest of his 


staff -- we talked about that this morning. They're ing to put 
together something that will f111 in these - They'll have people 
come out -- whether it be State or Marlin f, but they are 


putting a schedule together and he'll probably announce that. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's safe to say that 
you can expect frequent briefings. 


Q The President doesn't make remarks at the opening at 
this thing, but somebody else does -- the Secretary General. Is that 
going to be piped back to the filing center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that will go back 
proper to our filing center. It go over to one of the NATO 
rooms. But there's no formal rena other than maybe something the 
Secretary General would say -- welcome to. 


Q Ie there any way we can arrange to have it piped 
back to our filing center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can try. 
Q Yes, that sounds like no. 


President's remarks. I'm not sure if WHCA is 


Q Same site, you know. ; 

Q But it's part of a presidential meeting. 

Q Yes, if you're at the same site -- 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has no remarks planned. 


Okay, after the initial photo op and then the class 
ese: See SA Fo, She © SSeS SES See ees Sasee Seuss wunesi 
unch. Lunch is not on NATO grounds. Lunch will be at King 
Beudouin's Downtown Palace. We will have an expanded 1 sent over 
there, but right now, we're still battling with the Pelace over the 
numbers. It's a group photo with the K of all the HATO leaders. 
ae on, 2 Seen = S OF Ee. It is not a photo with the 
lunch -- t is closed. As soon as ve have that nailed down in the 
numbers, we'll get back to you. Right now, they're telling us seven 
is all ‘Ll allow inside the gates and we're trying to, obviously, 
expand that to a normal expanded pool. 


At the conclusion of lunch they'll head back -- the Heads 
of State will head back to NATO for the second session -- afternoon 
session. You'll see on the Brussels schedule typed at the -- 
peve 6 -- that of the 2:55 p.m. timeline on the side, I've written 

necessary." In some discussions we had with folks on the 

we asked whether or not you wanted to poole set up 
time he came or went from the NATO headquarters. If don't 
want it, that's fine. We'll have it available, but if you'll let us 
know. For instance, when he comes back from lunch, his simply gets 
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- ill - 


in the car, there's no greeting, he walks in the building -- that's 


Q Can't the travel pool cover that anyway? 


The President concludes the second sessi 
Chateau ee He'll have downtise for about an 
half. Everyone will be taken to the filing center and 
up @ pool out of the filing center over to Val Duchesse for dinner 
py he RR ge By RA RR 
inside for the dinner. Top of the dinner and 
travel pool will go to hold and wait. At the of the dinner, they 
go back to Chateau Stuyvenberg for RON. ‘The travel pool comes back 


| 


Tuesday, early call, as it says there. Take a 
group over the Stuyvenberg. We'll take probably a larger-than-normal 
pw Ay Ag Bh Ee dD. 


ude the conference. They go into a closed-press third 
plenary session. Then they come out, Go the press conference at 
the Lunes Press Center. It starts out with the General for 


We do have some problems vith seat in there. If 
were there last time, you know that it's not -- it will not e 16 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the schedule is written 
thet the President will go and occupy his time so that we have filing 
time, but that's it. He won't be -- 


. Q -- press conference we'll depart efter the President 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. Wow if you don't need 
the full amount of filing time, I guess we could try and set 
another bus to behind for an extra 15 or 30 minutes, but it cuts 
into file time. t will not extend. 


Q Are these formal statements or are they actual press 
conferences? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Supposed to be press 
conferences -- come out and make a statement and then answer 
questions. 


Q One person will make the statement and then the 
others will anewer the questions? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 
Q One person will read the NATO statement and -- 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they come in consecutive 
order, Helen. 


Q They're by themselves, Helen. 
MORE 




















leaders come out and they have their press conferences after that. 


Q How much of this will be piped back to the filing 
center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of that will be. 
Q All of the press conferences? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And once we have the 
lineup, we'll take it from the top. 


Q Yes, so if we want to hear Thatcher or Kohl or 
whoever, we'll get that all in the filing center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can make arrangements to 
P those other folks back, too. That's not « les. But the 
th you've got to understand is, when filing t ends, even though 
Kohl or Thatcher or any of the others commit some news, we still have 
our schedule to keep and to go and be on, and we're going to have to 
stay on. 


Q There will be a communique? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know about that. 
Q Then how will we know what they've decided? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would ask the President 
during his press conference. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And he can tell you. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And ebvicusly, if a communique 
is planned, we'll know about it in advance, and we'll edjust our 
schedule to make sure everybody gets that. 


Q Within the confines of the filing time there, can 
you @ bus from NATO Headquarters for those of us who are able 
te file there? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, QMME just said that. we 
can do that. 


Q Then we're absolutely safe in leaving here at the 
filing center? You're not going to take us from the HATO press 
conference to the airport? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's not the case. We 
mm Py yA, TL hg RA, AYE TO 
And I imagine that they will -- I would take your gear with you that 
ae, If you're et HATO, your etuff with you, because I 


the airport. So if you want to 
would be foolish to go back into town and then turn around and ~- - 
but you know, we've eveep times and lane times and 


Q we have buses rolling from HATO headquarters 
Girectly to the a ° 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will, if that's what you 


want. If you can finagle someplace to file out there, then by all 
means, stay behind. We'll get a bus.cut to the airport direct from 














ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's under consideration now. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right now, we have 45 seats in 
the press conference room. That doesn't include any of the standing 
area for television crevs. 

Q Sixty-five? That's incorrect? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's incorrect. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, yes, but the 65 is -- 
well, for what you were driving at, yes. That's incorrect. But that 
is correct. It's just broken out over the others. 


yy WA a Ae Fg hea gg B A 


departs, and he will go meet at -- where is it here? Berlaysont with 
members of the &C. We will have an ean expended pool saexisus -- sinizun, 
we'll have the travel pool go with him and cover that, and that'll 


hg ED. 2 tine. And then we'll go to the American 
for the American community greeting, which will be travel pool 


ae: iy By 1 make remarks at the American 
= there eve lanes thet I'm aware of for those 
a G ll check on those. 


According to this, you won't have anybody to pipe 
unen beck to whan ob Ge Cau. We're all leaving. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm anticipating your request. 


At the conclusion of that, the President — 2 > 
stance, ent ty Ghee Ghee Go anand base beaded and Galen elt fecn 
downtown Brussels to the airport. 


Q I aseune, then, that he's not doing anything 
substantive at the school. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In your opinion. 


Q I mean, you understand what I's saying. There's no 
eae SO CD SS eee there's no opportunity to file 
any © ° 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Marlin may be red 
to give you some of a readout on Air Force One if ing was 
to come out of nevevorthy . 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the sost part, that's a 
chance for him to meet with the American community, Tri-Hission 
there. You've got the U.S. miesion, the EC, you've the United 
States Embassy to Belgium, and the HATO mission. it's a chance 
for him to meet with the Americans that are working in those and give 
them a little bit of a pep talk and those type of things. 


As far es big, major news -- okay, soving on, we go to 
Bonn. First off, do we have L 4 more questions on Brussels, Belgius 
Se Se oes on to Bonn. We've got the press 
plane before nt? the President arriving at 
4:15 a oe 1 have « toler on greeting ceremony at the airport, and 

t's on Beleater to Ville nn 

Q Bonn? 

Q Arrival statements? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot there. Wo, not there. 
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and there 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Stand-up reception wi 
President and President von Weizseecker, Chancellor Kohl, and 
Genscher. It's closed press, stand-up reception. 

Q Kohl will be at Ville Hammerschsidt? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's for the reception. 
There's no coverage there. 


Q Ie that right? He'll be there? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Then after that, after that 
reception is over, ay end oy § yy Apt fA AY 
the Chancell - You t's al the same compound. And then 
the President his meeting with Chancellor Kohl. There will be 
expended pool coverage of that in all likelihood -- and « saxisum -- 
minisus travel pool -- 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Expanded meeting, too. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I'm sorry. That -- 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Has -- 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That meeting -- we should 
reflect «a » That's an expanded meeting. Not only wiil 
Chancellor ~~ there, Mr. Genecher will be there. ident von 
Weisesecker -- any others? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Genecher end Kohl -- the 
President -- they designate it. - 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And other officials will be at 
that meeting, so it's an expanded meeting. There will be « photo 
opportunity probably in the ante room before that meeting starts. 

In the meantime, most of the press corpse have loeded up 
the buses and have gone to the -- what's the name of the filing 
center? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In Germany, it's at the Maratia 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- the Maratia Hotel, where 
we've got sowe of you staying there. Others are on the boat outside. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just add one thing here. 


AMMTWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 
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and 
f a scrum setup outside. They will 
t's what's planned 
somewhere about 6:30 p.m., 6:35 p.s. 


. 
i 
+ 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That one, probably not. 
Q Just one question about that nov. 





Q Yes. Expanded Pool 15 can with 16 for that at 
that point. Because you right now show Pool 16 covering 
that, which is the in-country -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, after they make the 
picture upstairs, they can -- do that, probably. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. Then back to 
the residence for private tine. — 


» @0 we'll check on that. We' 
arrangements, if it's available, to get that to you. 


After the dinner that night, it's just ROW. The next 


Q The President will also obviously speak there too? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will have remarks 
that are also -- his won't be nearly as long. 


Okay, the next morning, you've got the rest of the press 
corpe besides your pools going to icad » get on the charter, fly to 
Frenkfurt, and then either stay in at the filing center or 


get on buses and go to Mainz, to Rheingoldhalle. The President has a 
meeting at Ville Hammerechnidt. It's « breakfast meeting with 
President von Weissaecker, and that's closed » And then he 
goes to the Chancellory for continued talks with Chancellor Kohl 
eround 9:00 p.m. You've got the expanded pool going out to the 
Susemath secidence to pueset See covenege of © Genvencation the 
President's going to have with some German foreign exchange students. 
These are that are in high school that have spent some tine in 
the United States, or are going to spend some time in the United 
States. 
of that -- Pres 





Coverage 
es oe oe From there, they go and 
y-. 





ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: American Embassy. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- oh, I'm sorry. We've got 
the American =. reception. That'll be travel pool coverage. 
Ana then after that, it's get on the helicopters, Ay Mains for 


the President's speech at Rheingoldhalle. That's a big kind of 
convention center-type deal. We're looking at press coverage 
there. Probably be about 20 minutes or so -- length and 
remarks. 

MCRE 
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Q The filing center is in Frankfurt? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The filing center is in 

- We've got a bunch of phones installed in Mains at the 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twenty-sinute drive. 
Q What's the eaudic feed? 


Q Bo filing in Mains? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bo, there's not. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll bus you beck to the 
airport et Rhein Main. 


Q Bow long does he stay in Frankfurt? 

OFFICIAL: Well, in Frankfurt 
went 
goes 





the 
photo opportunities on the ride during that. 
The President will have some private seetings. 
Chancellor Kohl will have about 300 quests the beat also. 


cellular service along the river. We do have arraengesents for 
e file and tape depth charge -- ( ) =~ to go off the side of 
the boet end get to the rest of the ~~ wrap it up in «a Beggiec 
and toes it over. 
Q So basically, the expanded pool will be in some sort 
of chase boat? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Do we know the point, the dock yet that the depth 
charge will be offloeded at along the way? 





OFFICIAL: Between 30 and 45 minutes after 
Obervesel. And the 1 that's out there is working on that and 
we'll have thet evailable way before we even hit the country. We'll 
know the exact point. 





helicopter ride to Frankfurt. The President 
SS teens Sly GEEES Se Che Caeige. Then 


. ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no other questions on 


Q London, London. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: London -- we arrive at 
MORE 
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There will no coverage of the luncheon itself. 

At the conclusion of the lunch at about 2:30 p.s., the 
President heads over to the American Embassy for the Community 
greeting. It shows on your schedule as closed press. It's actually 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘ve hinted at it, but they 


haven't given us any numbers. But we'll let you know if there are 
some. 


That night, unfortunately, will be a little later than 


normal because the remarks of the toasts will come at the end of the 
dinner. They will not move those to the beginning. 

















ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That morning -- excuse ne. 


Q The beeper system will be in effect upon arrival at 
Kennebunk, right? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Who's the advance person in Kennebunkport? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chris Molinesux. 
Q Where is the press center going to be? 
vhere it ves last tise and it vill not move, ever, uniess 
is built bigger and closer. 


Q It's not going to be the Colonial room in the 


Q Can I just ask you a couple of questions? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Repeat, repeat -- fili 
center is etaying et the Monestery. - 


Q When do you come home? 
Q Why? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because it's a good setup. 


Q A couple of questions on London Thursday: You show 
the President in the afternoon with four hours of private tine. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Monday afternoon. 
Q Ie there anything under consideration for hin? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Ie Messing definitely off? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q » The other thing is, the last item on page 
four, London, >. =- wrong. Ie that right? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 
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Q The last item on page four is an error, right? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is -- the last line, an 
8:15 p.m. preset or departure to the airport at Heathrow is wrong. 


Q What should it be? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It should be nothing. That was 
an earlier schedule when we were planning a single overnight in 
London. And then when it went to a double overnight that one line 
was not deleted from the schedule by mistake. 


Q How about telling us on the briefings? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I just said nothing -- 
Q Briefing times for the -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I'll work out something. 
Maybe -- briefing -- 


Q Could you, whenever you post the signups for people 
py Any F A RLD, A A. could you give everybody 
a fair announcement of that? We've had occasions, going over, where 
there were some private backstage arrangements and half of the press 
corps didn't know when the signup was supposed to have take place. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole system for how that's 
go to -- the press conference is going to be handled is under 
consideration. We'll just have to let you know how that's being 
planned. 


Q And again, they're due back here on Monday from 
Kennebunkport? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. The schedule 
shows for an arrival back Monday late afternoon, early evening. 


Q Ie that on the schedule? 
Q That's not on the schedule. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not on the schedule, but 
that's what our schedule says. 


Q What was the time, I'm sorry? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Late afternoon. 
Q Late afternoon, no tine? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Now, as far as Kennebunkport 
should talk about a le of things. The charter -- 
the 747 Pan Am charter will continue on from Pease Air Force Base and 
go back to Washington that afternoon. Later today ve are going to 
post a signup sheet for those of you that are on this trip that want 

to Kennebunkport. So, if you're going to be traveling -- 
‘re going to be in the States and you're going to travel to 
meg ety on your own, you should put your name on that list. If 

‘re 

v 


: 
~$ 


going to be getting off of the press charter from London and 
re going to stay in Kennebunkport, we're going to need to know 
that also. And that's about it. | 

Just a last thing -- on the other trip that you guys 
were talking about at the very ae of this session -- are we 
still looking at July 9 as a start date 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ninth or 10th, yes. 
Q Ninth or 10th. 


MORE 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Stand by -- he's got it. 


Q Does Mrs. Bush have a separate schedule? Nothing's 
ever been said. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mrs. Bush does have a separate 
schedule and can call the First Lady's -- call Anna Perez and she 
can fill you on that. 


Q Do they have one as of -- 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I'm aware. 
Q Typical, right? Just wing it -- try to wing it? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm sure they'll have 
something for you. 


Q Is Steve Ross a direct contact for the Bonn preset? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 go ahead and give all 
the names that we have right now in place over there. In Italy, in 
Rome at the Excelsior is Chris Molineaux. In Brussels at the Palace, 
Brian Montgomery. In Bonn at the Maratim is Steve Ross. Down in 
Mains -- and I don't know the name of the hotel they are staying in 
in Mains -- is John Herrick. 


In London -- and I believe he's at the Churchill right 
now -- is John Hutchison. 


Q They handle credentials? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are doing everything. 
They are our normal press advance folks. 


Q Is that where the press stays -- at the Churchill? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo wa'am. The press in London 
are staying at the Royal Lancaster. 


Q Royal Lancaster? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes ma'am. The departure -- 
scheduled tentative -- scheduled -- possible departure on Sunday is 
-- in July, is Sunday, the 9th -- with a return, tentative, the 18th. 
The order of the trips will be Poland, Hungary, Paris, the 
Netherlands -- and back to the United States to Washington, as 
far as far we know right now. 


Q Do you know, will there be a trip to Houston -- 
shortly thereafter? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have not heard mention 
that the regularly-scheduled trip, starting on the 20th, @ ended -- 
and has been cancelled. 


Q Would that be 20th through the weekend, or just 20th 


and back? 
_ ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What has Marlin released so 
ar ' 

Q I don't know. The scuttlebutt has been the 20th to 
the 23rd. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well then I think I'll wait 
until he releases it to confirm that. 


Q Could you repeat the dates that -- Sunday, July 9th? 
MORE 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, ma‘an. 
Q The departure? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Departure for Europe, again, 
and then returning on or about the 18th. 


Q With the trip to Houston shortly after that at some 
point? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as we know now, yes. 


Q So it's only just another week before they start off 
again? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- that quick. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anything else. All right, 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 





END 2:30 P.M. EDT 
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WEONESDAY, MAY 24, 1989, 12:06 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have any statements. I'11 be 
happy to answer any of your questions -- try to answer. 


Q Yes, I have nothing for you. 
(Laughter) 

A I said “try.” 

Q George? 

Q I have nothing for Margaret. 


Q I would like to know about the apparent shutdown 
of satellite capabilities out of China. Do you have any 
further progress reports on anything that is happening there? 


a Our information is that the Chinese authorities 
have notified the networks that there will be no satellite 
transmissions after 1:00 a.m. Beijing time, which is 12:00 noon 
here. 


Our reaction to that would be the same as the 
President's, which is that it is regrettable, and that he urges 
that not only the satellite feed but the Voice of America not 
be jammed, and that reporters be given open access. 


Q Has that position been conveyed directly to the 
Chinese Government, either through the Embassy in Beijing or 
through Mr. Wan Li here in Washington? 


A The President said yesterday in a statement -- I 
believe Marlin released yesterday -- to Chairman Wan Li and I 
am quoting, that he “urges that Voice of America not be jammed 
and that reporters be given open access." 


The President also reaffirmed our commitment to 
democracy and urged non-violence and restraint in China. The 
unimpeded reception of radio broadcast and unrestricted 
satellite transmissions are in our view among the elements of a 
free press, and we hope they will be supported and sustained in 
China. 
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Q There was a travel advisory over the weekend. Is 
that still in force that --— American citizens are -- 
A Yes, it is. 
Q -—- are warned not to travel to China? 


A The travel advisory is still in effect, and the 
one that's been most recently issued expires on May 26. 


Q Do you have any further indications of change in 
China? 


a No, we don't. The only thing I have, John, is 
that things remain tense there but calm. 


Q How about the advisory that U.S. businesses and 
educational institutions with connections and facilities and 
equipment and personnel in China -- do you have any special 
advice to those American concerns about how they should act? 


a I don't know, because I'm not familiar with it. 


(To Mr. Boucher) Is there such a thing the State 
Department puts out? 


MR. BOUCHER: I think the Embassy has contacted 
resident Americans and told them to stay away from the area. 


Q Would you care to repeat that at the podium? 

aq Excuse me? 

Q Would you care to repeat that at the microphone? 

A We believe that, yes, our Embassy has been in 
contact with American businesses there in China to keep them 


apprised of the situation or what's going on. 


Q Have they been advised to remove any personnel 
from China or anything of that sort? 


i) Not that I know of. 
Q Margaret, on another topic: Can you tell us 


anything about the conventional arms proposal that the Soviets 
apparently finally put on the table yesterday? 


a The proposal is an elaboration of what General 
Secretary Gorbachev mentioned to Secretary Baker when we were 
in Moscow. We view this as a serious and substantial proposal 
that is being received as such. We treat and accept this 
seriously, and it's a very positive development. 
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Q Apparently there was some new elements of it that 
went beyond what the General Secretary told Secretary Baker. 


a If there are, and if they're positive elements, 
I'm sure we would welcome those also. 


Q But you -- 
A I don't have a specific for you on that. 


Q Margaret, the Soviet Union has apparently sent 
more tanks and armored personnel carriers and such into 
Afghanistan. Do we have a reaction to that? 


fi Nothing basically new, other than to say the 
Soviets have never ceased airlifting supplies, including 
weaponry, to Kabul. So it's not a new story. 


Q Margaret, going back to the conventional arms 
thing for just a second, one of the items that the Warsaw Pact 
appears to have included in its proposal is the idea that 
roughly only a third of the Pact's -- of either alliance's 
forces could be stationed in any one country. 


Does the U.S. view that as being a particularly 
positive aspect of the proposal? Do you have any comment on 
that aspect of it? 


a I know that I wouldn't be the best person to 
comment on that for you. I would remind you that these 
negotiations are going on in Vienna. They have made their 
proposal yesterday, and I did characterize it as that we 
welcomed it, etc., but the specifics of it I'm not, (1) the 
technical person to get into it for you, and (2) prepared to go 
further than what I said today. 


Q But you cannot tell us whether or not this 
elaboration really differs from what Baker was told by 
Gorbachev? You don't know whether there is a substantial -- 


a I can characterize it for you from the Secretary 
as that it's a fleshing out of what the General Secretary said 
to him when they were in their meeting there in the Kremlin in 
Moscow. 

Q And when it fleshes -- 


a So it's more of a fleshing out. 


Q In the fleshing out, apparently there has been 
revealed these several new philosophical, if you will, details 
of what their proposal is going to be, one of which Ralph 
mentioned. 
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Is that what the United States regards as a 
particularly serious and interesting aspect of this proposal, 
or does the comment just refer to the entire thing that has 
been put on the table over a course of two weeks now? 


A My understanding this morning, when I was 
discussing this subject with higher authorities here, was I 
asked the question as the CFE proposal. I did not break it 
down, in fairness to the individuals who helped me with these 
answers, into new versus old versus what was said before. 


Q What about the prospects, generally speaking, for 
an agreement? We all know that the previous negotiations on 
conventional forces went for 14 years or so without any 
substantial progress. Does this exchange of proposals now 
between NATO and the Warsaw Pact improve the chances for an 
early agreement on reduction of conventional forces in Europe? 


A I don't think I should put a time frame on it. I 
think that I'd refer you back to -- and it is Secretary Baker's 
characterization -- that it's a very positive development. 


Q Margaret, do you have any information or comment 
on the OAS delegates who are in Panama? 


A Yes, I do. As you know, the delegation arrived 
yesterday, which was May 23. Thus far it has met with Manuel 
Solis Palma, who is Noriega's so-called "Minister in Charge of 
the Presidency." It has also met with the Vatican 
representative. 


The Noriega regime has banned all forms of 
demonstrations until after the visiting delegation from the OAS 
issues its report. The United States Government considers the 
OAS mission to Panama to have a significant role in the 
hemispheric effort to help the Panamanian people free 
themselves from Noriega's dictatorship. 


The delegation's mandate, as expressed in the OAS 
Resolution passed last week, is to seek to find ways to “ensure 
a transfer of power by democratic means and within the shortest 
amount of time, fully respecting the Panamanian people's 
sovereign will." 


We urge all parties capable of influencing events in 
Panama to work with the OAS delegation to help it accomplish 
its mission. 


Q Does the U.S. expect that the delegation would 
have to meet with General Noriega himself in order to 
accomplish all or any part of its goal? 


A I wasn't here last week. Richard, do you know 
the answer to that? 
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MR. BOUCHER: I don't think we have any particular 
expectation of what they ought to do. 


Q I ask because you made a point of mentioning that 
he met with the appointed President. 


A That's a fair question, Ralph, and I'll take it. 
because I don't know if that was -- because I wasn't here; nor 
were you. I just don't know if that was the intention when 
they went down there, but I'll be glad to find out for you. 


Q Do you know if they're taking specific proposals? 
é I don't know that either. Do you know, Richard? 


MR. BOUCHER: Last week, we didn't say anything 
(inaudible) 


6 Last week, Richard said we didn't say what they 
ought to do. 


Q Do you have anything on Prime Minister Shamir's 
response to the Secretary's speech? 


2) Yes, I do. Some of his comments were positive, 
some were not. The Secretary has the highest respect for the 
Prime Minister. We are wholeheartedly supportive of his 
election proposal. We want to work with the Israelis and the 
Palestinians to move the peace process forward. 


The Israelis have given us something to work with, and 
the Secretary's speech made that clear. The speech also made 
clear that we are now asking the Arabs to give us something to 
work with. 


Q I notice you used the word “wholehearted," which 
is something that Foreign Minister Arens had specifically said 
he wanted from the United States. So it sounds like you're 
trying to be a little more enthusiastic about the proposal in 
order to meet Israeli objections. 


A You've caught something that wasn't intended. I 
didn't remember that Foreign Minister Arens said that. But we 
have always said -- while I've been at the podium -- that we 
thought this was a serious proposal. It was worthy of serious 
consideration and for all parties truly interested in peace and 
the peace process moving forward to give this thing a chance. 


Q Before you said it was a step in the right 
direction and now you're saying that we're wholeheartedly 
supporting it. That is a big difference. 


i Okay. We're wholeheartedly supporting it today. 
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Q So there is no direct response to the Prime 
Minister saying that some of the issues raised by the Secretary 
are useless? 


A Other than to say that if you read -- which I 
have this morning -- that was not all the Prime Minister had to 
say and that's why I characterized it as “some of his comments 
were positive, some were not.” 


Q Margaret, do you know when the Secretary used the 
phrase, “We're wholeheartedly supporting it" in his talks with 
Foreign Minister Arens last week? 


fe I didn't ask him, but I have a fairly good idea 
of what he thinks about this election proposal. And, again, as 
I just characterized it for Carol, he definitely has supported 
it from the very beginning. 


Q I guess what I'm trying to get at is whether he 
told Arens that the U.S. thinks it's a step in the right 
direction, or whether he told fArens the U.S. wholeheartedly 
supports it? 


a He probably told him both. They met for more 
than an hour, and it wouldn't be unlike him to have said both 
phrases. 


Q Margaret, where do you go now with this 
initiative? The Secretary certainly put a burden on both sides 
to take actions. But what is the United States doing? Are you 
having a meeting with the PLO soon? 


i There's not one scheduled right now. But in an 
on-going dialogue, there will probably be another meeting. 


Q Margaret, is it true -- 


3) In fairness, can I finish answering this 
question? There are individuals here who are continuing to 
diplomatically, quitely, very conscientiously work this process 
to try to continue to move this forward with all parties in the 
area. 


Q Is it true that the United States Government 
believes that the elections in the occupied territories are to 
follow the United States election system, in the way of access 
to the media, assembly, and freedom of speech? 


A I'm sorry, you're asking me if the United States 
supports that? 


Q Yes. 
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ia I don't believe that the Prime Minister has 
outlined the details for these elections. That's part of what 
is being discussed internally, it's my understanding, within 
his country. Correct? 


Q But what does the United States feel elections 
should constitute? Should they be fair and free elections? 
Should the people who are running have the right to free speech 
and freedom of assembly? Those are the issues which are being 
debated in Israel, but does the United States have a position 
on how those elections ought to be held? We certainly do for 
Panama, for example. 


i) I know. Here's an area where my instincts tell 
me what the answer is, but I might be getting into an area of 
guessing and I'd rather take your question. 


Q Yes, I would like very much for you to take the 
question. 


a In fairness, please, to me. I know what you're 
asking me, but I just -- I'll take it and I'll get it posted 
very quickly for you. I promise. 


Q Does the issue of the elections of East Jerusalem 
-- the Arabs and the Palestinians in East Jerusalem --— has this 
issue been resolved that they have to participate in the 
elections? I know that the United States wants the 140,000 
Palestinians to vote, which is contrary to Mr. Shamir's 
proposal. Did you resolve this issue now? 


A My understanding is that issue is not resolved. 


Q Margaret, back to the Soviet proposal. Does the 
United States have any sense in terms of how this proposal will 
affect talks at the NATO Summit next week, or comment on the 
timing of this fleshing out, coming as it does before a meeting 
that looks as though it might be fairly contentious? 


A Not other than to be boring and answer you the 
way that I did originally, which is that it's a very positive 
development. I don't know how to answer you and link the two 
on the record. 


Q The Arab Summit is now underway. Do you have any 
comment on Mr. Mubarak's opening comments where he supposedly 
was talking about the role that the Palestinians and the PLO 
ought to play in the peace process and the views on how the 
Arab world ought to look at Israel, although it was obliquely 
expressed, apparently? 


A I don't have anything specific on President 
Mubarak's statements. I do have for you that, as Secretary 
Baker spelled out in his speech on May 22, the Arab world has 
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ar important role to play in moving the peace process forward 
and in responding constructively to the Israeli Government 
initiative. 


Q Have you -—-— excuse me if you've answer this 
before -- is there any more movement on SNF issues? And, 
specifically, has there been any response to the West Germans? 


6 The only thing I have for you today on SNF is, 
yes, we have responded to the Germans. We responded late last 
night. Discussions are on-going. And further than that, we're 
not negotiating in public. I just can't get into the specifics. 


Q Can you tell us how the response was conveyed? 
Was there a phone call between the Secretary and Foreign 
Minister Genscher? 


A It's one of the details that I was specifically 
asked not to be specific on. 


Q Can you tell us at what level the exchange took 


place? 
p That's another one. 
Q Why is that? 
is I don't know. 
Q Can you say whether the characterizations -- 
A I'm doing my job. 


Mr. Baker's press conference yesterday and the 
President's remarks were widely taken as pessimistic about a 
solution to this before the summit. Do you think this was a 
fair conclusion? 


6 I wouldn't take his comments as pessimistic. I 
think that he said, recalling out of my memory, that we are 
hopeful. I don't think that's that different than what the 
President said yesterday -- as Secretary Baker mentioned -- in 
an interview he did in his office with some journalists. And 
the Secretary, I believe, said that if it was not worked out 
before we got there, that we would work it out at the summit. 
I'm paraphrasing, but it was basically that. 


Q Margaret, is the Secretary going to meet with the 
Foreign Minister of South Africa while in Rome? And is that 
meeting the first in a series of meetings he's going to have 
with people from different groups in South Africa? 


a He is going to meet with him when we are in 
Rome. There is a bilateral scheduled. And what's the second 
part of your question? 
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Q Is that the first meeting that he is going to 
have with representatives of different groups in South Africa? 
Does he plan to meet with Mr. Sisulu later on? 


6 There are no other scheduled meetings that I'm 
aware of. 


Q What about the meeting with Mr. de Klerk? Is 
that on line yet -- the future Prime Minister of South Africa 
or President? 


7 Off the top of my head, I don't know of one 
that's scheduled. 


Q Margaret, what's the purpose of the meeting 
between the two Foreign Ministers in Rome? 


a They requested the meeting, and the Secretary is 
honoring the request. 


Q Was there any purpose described as -- 

Ls) I cannot remember the specific reason why the 
gentleman requested the meeting with the Secretary. I just 
can't remember it. 


Q What does the Secretary think might be 
accomplished at such a meeting? 


A I haven't asked him. I'll be glad to look into 
it for you. 


Q What day is that meeting going to be? 
A I don't know. 


TO STAFF: Do you remember the schedule? It's in Rome 
on, I guess, the second day, which is Sunday. 


STAFF: Saturday or Sunday. 


A Saturday or Sunday. I can get it for you. I 
don't know. 


Q Okay. 


2 I just don't remember. 


Q Would you like to comment on the meeting which 
took place between President Mubarak, Hafiz al-Assad, and 
Qadhafi, and whether President Bush has sent messages to the 
leaders of the Arab countries, because the Iraqi Foreign 
Minister mentioned that there were messages from President Bush 
to some Arab Heads of State? 
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ia I don't have any comment for you on the 
particular meeting that you mentioned. As far as letters being 
sent, we have communicated with Arab leaders about the 
importance of taking constructive action now on the peace 
process. 


Q Have you any specific comment on Egypt's return 
to the Arab League membership? 


a Yes, I do. We welcome Egypt's return to the Arab 
League. It is a positive step and we think that it will 
promote the cause of peace in the area. We're pleased to see 
that Egypt is again part of the Arab League. 


Q The New York Times has a story today on the 
recent demonstrations, recent events in Bulgaria. It seems 
troops opened fire on thousands of ethnic Turks who were 
demonstrating for their ethnic rights, and reportedly, many 
people were killed and wounded. Do you have any reaction on 
that? 








be Yes, I do. We deplore Bulgaria's blatant use of 
force in attempting to silence the long-repressed ethnic 
Turkish minority. We have repeatedly raised our objections in 
both bilateral and international fora to the Bulgarian 
treatment of its ethnic Turkish minority. 


Q Do you have any figures as to how many people 
were killed? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Can you tell us what the Administration expects 
from Israel now in the peace process? Do you expect them to 
come back within a certain time period on the details of the 
elections, or do you expect them to start preparing for the 
elections, or get Palestinian consent, or what? Have they 
given the Administration any idea what should happen now? 


i) As I tried to explain when Carol asked, as far as 
next steps, it's difficult for me to delve into that with you 
other than to say that there are high-ranking officials in this 
Department who are quietly working with all the parties in the 
area to move the process forward. 


Q The Israelis have said repeatedly that they don't 
want to spell out details, not to the United States, not to the 
public, not to anybody. Is that acceptable for the United 
States, not to provide details of how the elections are going 
to be conducted? 


a Well, to say that they are never going to do it 
would be kind of unrealistic. 
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Q They say they are not going to do it now. 


a I mean, at some point, if they're going to move 
forward, they have to come out. So what are you asking me? 


Q Is the Israel position, where they are saying 
"not until we have someone, a partner, to negotiate with, are. 
we going to provide details for how elections would be 
conducted" -- is that acceptable to the United States? 


A Again, this falls into the category of we've got 
to work with all parties in the region to try to move a 
proposal that we take seriously and think has merit, forward. 


Q Back to China for just a second, Margaret. 
A Sure. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the kind of 
discussion that was held with Mr. Wan about the way the 
U.S.-Sino relations might progress if the Chinese resorted to 
extensive use of force? Were there any specifics discussed of 
the kinds of contacts that might be cut off, or the kinds of 
ways in which the U.S. would express its feelings on that sort 
of development? 


A Secretary Baker -- I can only speak to his 
meeting with the Chairman -- made very clear the United States 
position on how strongly he and the President were calling for 
restraint, were calling for non-violence. They did not -- 
Secretary Baker did not lay down for him specifics on, “If you 
do this, we will do that." But he said, on more than one 
oo bel how strongly they both felt about the restraint of 
violence. 


Q Can we go back to the Soviet proposal for a 
second, or the latest move? You said it was a very positive 
development, and you also said it was more of fleshing out. 


A I said, the second part was a fleshing out. I 
started out by saying the proposal is an elaboration of what 
General Secretary Gorbachev told Secretary Baker when we were 
in Moscow. So I used two terms. 


Q Is it an advance over the previous Warsaw bloc 
offer at the CFE talks? Isn't it an advance over that? 


A I don't know. I'll be glad to take that 
question, but I don't know. I wasn't here before. I'm 
learning a lot, but I don't know that. 


Q Thank you. 
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Q Do you expect Arab Foreign Ministers or Israeli 
representatives coming to Washington to continue this kind of : 
dialogue which has started? 


a I know that we leave town this Friday, and we get 
back next Friday. I know who all is coming, or off the top of 
my head -- most of the people who are coming in June -- and I. 


can't think of one off the top of my head -- I'll be glad to 
look for you. There could be some, but nothing pops out at me 
right this minute. 


Q Arabs or Israeli? 
A Either. Nothing pops off of my head from that 


area of the world, for the month of June. In July, then we 
travel a lot again. 





Q On that subject, Margaret, what does the 
Secretary think about the Israeli idea of a summit meeting of 
Israel, Egypt and the U.S. to get the thing sort of kicked off? 


A I haven't asked him. I'll be glad to. I don't 
know. 


Q Do you have any comment on the story that the 
United States is thinking about the $2 billion proposal for the 
construction and settlement of the Palestinian refugees that 
was proposed by Mr. fArens, I delieve, when he was here, to be 
collected and to be gathered from the United States and the 
Western world, to settle the refugees in the West Bank and Gaza? 


A I don't know about the proposal you're asking me 
about, so I don't have a reaction. 


Q Can you look into it? 
A I can look into it. 
Q Thank you. 


A Thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: [p 4/89. 


PANAMA: OAS DELEGATION 





@ 


Does the U.S. expect that the OAS delegation would have to 
meet with General Noriega himself in order to accomplish 
any of all of its goals? 

THE MANDATE OF THE OAS DELEGATION WAS CLEARLY SET FORTH IN 
THE RESOLUTION WHICH WAS ISSUED AT THE MAY 17 MEETING OF 
FOREIGN MINISTERS--TO PROMOTE "CONCILIATION FORMULAS FOR 
ARRIVING AT A NATIONAL ACCORD THAT CAN BRING ABOUT, THROUGH 
DEMOCRATIC MECHANISMS, A TRANSFER OF POWER IN THE SHORTEST 
POSSIBLE TIME, AND WITH FULL RESPECT FOR THE SOVEREIGN WILL 
OF THE PANAMANIAN PEOPLE.” TO THE EXTENT THAT THIS MANDATE 
CAN BE CARRIED OUT, THE MISSION WILL BE SUCCESSFUL. 


WHETHER A MEETING WITH GENERAL NORIEGA IS NECESSARY IS FOR 


THE DELEGATION TO JUDGE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 


Posted: May 25, 1989 /S§0 


PEACE PROCESS: SHAMIR PROPOSAL 
ELECTIONS, MUBARAK MEETING, REFUGEE AID 
@: DOES THE U.S. BELIEVE THAT THE ELECTIONS IN THE OCCUPIED 


TERRITORIES SHOULD ENSURE ACCESS TO THE MEDIA. FREEDOM OF 
SPEECH AND ASSEMBLY? 





A: <=-AS SECRETARY BAKER STATED IN HIS MAY 22 SPEECH. THE U.S. 
BELIEVES ELECTIONS SHOULD BE FREE AND FAIR. AND THEY SHOULD 
BE FREE OF INTERFERENCE FROM ANY QUARTER. IN ADDITION. 
THROUGH OPEN ACCESS TO MEDIA AND OUTSIDE OBSERVERS. THE 
INTEGRITY OF THE ELECTORAL PROCESS CAN BE AFFIRMED. THESE 
AND OTHER DETAILS CAN BE WORKED OUT ONCE PALESTINIANS AND 
ISRAELIS ENGAGE ON THIS PROCESS. 


@: WHAT DOES THE SECRETARY THINK ABOUT THE ISRAELI IDEA OF A 

SUMMIT MEETING OF ISRAEL. EGYPT AND THE U.S. TO GET THE 

PROPOSAL STARTED ("KICKED OFF")? 

A: --WE STRONGLY SUPPORT EFFORTS TO STRENGTHEN THE 
EGYPTIAN-ISRAELI PEACE. WHICH IS A CORNERSTONE OF THE 
MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS. A MEETING BETWEEN BETWEEN 


ISRAELI AND EGYPTIAN LEADERS WOULD SURELY BOOST EFFORTS TO 


MOVE THE PEACE PROCESS FORWARD. 
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@: DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENT ON REPORT 
ABOUT THE 2 BILLION PROPOSAL FOR Reconstar crite US IS THINKING 
OF PALESTINIAN REFUGEES THAT WAS PROPOSED uS te", AND SETTLEMENT 
WAS IN THE U.S.f ARENS WHILE HE 
A:  --THE PLIGHT OF PALESTINIAN REFUGEE 
SIS Certarwry AN ISSUE 
THAT MUST BE ADDRESSED. AND WE SUPPORT EFFoRts fy IMPROVE 
CONDITIONS IN WHICH THEY LIVE. THE ISRAELI INITIatTrIve IH 
THIS REGARD IS WORTH FURTHER STUDY BY THE U.S. AND oTHER 


INTERESTED PARTIES. 


» 


@: ARE ANY ARAB OR ISRAELI LEADERS EXPECTED IN WASHINGTON SOON 
TO CONTINUE THE DIALOGUE? 


A: <--NO SPECIFIC INFORMATION ON ANY VISITS TO WASHINGTON. 
HOWEVER. THE UNITED STATES WILL CONTINUE ITS DIALOGUE WITH 
ISRAELIS. PALESTINIANS AND OTHER ARABS IN OUR EFFORT TO 
MOVE THE PEACE PROCESS FORWARD. 














ISE A 
Posted: May 25. 1989 


QUESTION (REVISED VERSION) 


TAKEN 
MAY 24 BRIEFING 
SOUTH AFRICA: HIGH-LEVEL MEETINGS 


Q. What is the purpose of the meeting between Secretary Baker 
and South African Foreign Minister Pik Botha in Rome on May 
27? What do you hope to accomplish? 

A. THIS WILL BE THE SECRETARY'S FIRST MEETING — HIS SOUTH 
AFRICAN COUNTERPART. WE EXPECT THAT THE _ WILL 
COVER THE SITUATION INSIDE SOUTH AFRICA AS WELL AS REGIONAL 
MATTERS SUCH AS THE TRANSITION TO INDEPENDENCE WHICH IS NOW 


UNDERWAY IN NAMIBIA. 


THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT IS WELL AWARE THAT NO 
NORMALIZATION OF RELATIONS WITH THE UNITED STATES IS 
POSSIBLE AS LONG AS APARTHEID EXISTS. OUR STRONG 
OPPOSITION TO APARTHEID DOES NOT PRECLUDE OUR MEETING WITH 
SOUTH AFRICANS FROM ACROSS THE POLITICAL SPECTRUM, 
INCLUDING THE HIGHEST LEVELS OF GOVERNMENT, TO EXPLORE WAYS 
IN WHICH THE U.S. CAN HELP TO MOVE THAT COUNTRY TOWARD A 
DEMOCRATIC FUTURE. 














Posted: May 24, 1989 /S§5 
TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 24 BRIEFING 
ARMS CONTROL: SOVIET CFE PROPOSALS 
Q: You said the Soviet proposal was a very positive development 


and you also said it was more of a “fleshing out". Is it an 
advance over the previous Warsaw Bloc offer at the CFE talks? 


A: THE WARSAW PACT HAS NOW ACCEPTED WESTERN APPROACHES TO THE 
ISSUE OF FORCES STATIONED ON FOREIGN TERRITORY AND THE IMPORTANCE 
OF A LIMIT ON HOLDINGS OF KEY EQUIPMENT BY INDIVIDUAL NATIONS IN 
EUROPE, SO AS TO PREVENT A SINGLE NATION FROM DOMINATING THE 
CONTINENT BY FORCE OF ARMS. 


THERE ARE DIFFERENCES IN THE FIGURES WHICH MAY REFLECT DIFFERENT 
COUNTING RULES WITHIN CATEGORIES, AND WE WILL BE STUDYING THE 
PACT'S PROPOSED NUMBERS HERE AND IN VIENNA. 
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MR. FITZWATER: I 
information, but not for ~~ 


been involved in -- 


. This is BACKGROUND -- senior edministration 
official? 


MR. FITSWATER: Yes, it's attributable to a senior 
administration official. 


Q What's his title? 


MR. FITSWATER: I said I'd identify his name for your 
information, but not for your use. 


Q What's his title? 
MR. FITZWATER: do you want to give your formal 


my pe A all —— has a few opening comments and then 
will take questions 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION of our 
brief time. It's called 





I's to be with you. I can seldom recall having 
joined a more good group. What I'd like to do is discuss the 
with you and -- the four speeches that Marlin mentioned -- 
and then talk about them with you as long as you wish. 


The President's strategic reviews relating to East-West 
and West-West policies were undertaken to examine how best to take 
y ment ere 5 of international opportunities that would have been thought 
fantastic just a few years ago. Because of dramatic changes in the 
international environment, we can now to overcome the division 
of » @8 Eastern Europe moves self-determination and 
with the West; to move beyond containment to the 
tion of the Soviet Union into the international system, and to 
work with a vital and increasingly united Western Burope to extend 
the peace and prosperity that we enjoy to other parts of the world. 


As you know, the .:<sivest has delivered four foreign - 

policy cy speeches based on the results of those reviews, and will 

liver a fifth in Mains, West Germany on 31. In these speeches, 
he has described « ion of the world t we want to see as ve 
move toward the end of century, and the outlines of a strategy 
for ot nel ig The nay speeches were philosophic in 
character, a detailed blueprint for the 
ee go Lattdatives th cnet ws we will undertake in the months and years 

toward these new strategic objectives. 
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We are in a period of transition. The transformation of 
the international that we all seek has not yet been achieved. 
the President's policies are therefore visionary, but not utopian. 
History's clear lesson is that more productive rnational 
relationships are built incrementally. 


In Hamtramck, the President articulated a far-reaching 
policy , -y to the Polish Roundtable Agreement, and more 
GR 2d. BA..__ty - For 
the first time in the post-war era, American engagement in Eastern 
Europe can make a difference in helping the East Europeans find the 
= to fundamental political and economic institutional change - 
the path to freedon. 


The President at Texas A&M his vision for a 

fundamentally different relationship with the Soviet Union. 
Containsent been Gussese@al end the Soviet Gnien ie ternins 

inward to try and arrest its own internal decline. Internal reform 
and Soviet new thinking in foreign policy lead us to believe that we 
> Se 2 > ae a a Beyond 
containment is a positive reaction to reform in the Soviet Union and 
a radical —— departure for American policy in the post-war 
period toward U.8.8.R. It is not simply containment, and it is 


not detente, which was also premised on perpetual global competition 
between two world systens. 


The goal in the early 1970s, you will remember, was to 
manage the competition with elaborate rules of the game. Both sides 
then implicitly accepted that nothing could be done about the root 
causes of the conflict. The President's policy is quite different. 
We want the Soviet Union to become a full partner in the 
international and to enjoy the benefits of a system that has 
supported political freedom and economic prosperity around the world. 


We will of course be prudent, given cycles of cooperation 
and —_ ay hE me A, Soviet Union. But ae a the Soviet Union 
may ready alter ite military forces 
institutions, and international ae yg Bd We and the Soviets for the 
first time in the post-war period can build over tine a stable, 
cooperative and open relationship that will endure, unlike the past. 


The foundation of our past and future success is the 


unity of the Western alliance, bound by common values and 
principles, not by geography and not soley by a perception of a 
Common eneny. 


At Boston University the President welcomed the emergence 
of a strong united Burope which this administration believes means a 


s America. The President called for —! mechanisms of 
political cooperation with the European commun “a global issues. 
A more mature partnership with Western Eu new 


a my oy FR particularly in the economic rela AA ps. But the 

are extraordinarily positive, including new forms of 
European edenne cooperation, the growing military cooperation 
between France and West Germany, British and French programs to 
modernise their nuclear detterent capabilities and a revitalized 
Western European union. European defense cooperation st 


WATO and, together with America's military commitment, form a firm 
foundation for peace. 


— in his Coast Guard Academy speech, the President 
articulated our na ional security strategy for the 1990s. The 
principles that we espoused -- democracy and free enterprise -- have 
thoroughly eclipsed communisr as an = But if the United States 
is to be a position to encourage the spread of , we need 
to remain strong -- economically, p politically, and militarily. At 
New London, the President reaffirmed the importance of nuclear 
Geterrence. He stressed that nuclear veapons have helped to keep the 
peace because they make the potential cost of aggression unacceptably 
high. At the strategic nuclear level, this goal is served by 
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deploying survivable , thus the President's decision to make 
Peacekeeper ICBM's mobile, and in the longer term, to develop and 
deploy a new, highly mobile single warhead nissile. 


The United States is also researching and is committed to 
deploy when ready, defenses that can enhance nuclear deterrence. 
shorter range nuclear forces in Europe contribute to stability no 
less than strategic forces. NATO a of flexible response, the 


weapons 
alone cannot deter var, but an equitable balance of conventional 
forces in Europe would promote stability and create a far less 
militarized Europe. The United States will seize the ities 
in conventional arms control to advance our ais, which as the 
President said, to remove war as an option in Europe. So I'd be 
now to talk about these four speeches with you. I'm sorry, I 
Gon't know all the names. sir? 


Yes sir, can you tell me what is so magic about 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, specifically -- 
this is an important question -- and the answer, if I went into it 
would take a while. Let me just say the following. “Gaetan 
en py RR § RR Re Rt 


needed a diverse of nuclear vea on the European continent. 
You needed missiles, you needed art ef and you needed air 
delivered » It's the classical view of NATO's military and 
political ities for the last twenty ry > Bye And that view 
remains our view, that it would be a nis to depend on any one of 
haa worked, > in particular to and buttress deterrence, which 

by the way. Can I y hy ee a 

-- I guess what's implicit your question -- and this 


fellows on to what Marlin said. I think we're all convinced that we 
will couk on through the SNF issue with our friends, iactegion 
our German y 7% 

Q When? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that remains to be 


seen. There aren't any artificial timetables here. As Marlin said, 
we'll try to do it as soon as ve ibly can, and before the Summit 
if we can -- but let me -- I think, oe i. eae ee ae 
in this is try to keep these matters in Steen. Yes, the SNF 
issue an important one, and we regard it as and so, 


H 
PEt 
: 


of our allies. But these sort of issues come up in 
requently, they're worked through by the Alliance as a body and 
bilateral context. And we find, in the end on these issues, 

an ge my resilient institution in NATO, and we 
= a And we will work our way this one. 

, in other words, is what I's saying. 


— 
i 


Q If I may follow. So it's not a diverse mix to have 
air-launched artillery land mines and ICBMs deterring a Soviet 
conventional attack? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, land mines are 
leaving + ICBMs aren't deployed in » But if the question 
is, do we believe that we need this diverse six, the anewer is yes. 
And if the question is, has the land-based missile force in the 
post-war period been an oe part of this mix, the answer is 

» And if the question do we believe we need to continue to 
@ land-based sissile deterrent in Europe, the anewer is yes. 




















Q In the President's speeches, there was a 
steadily more positive tone, including yesterday where, in fact, 
General Scowcroft said the President himself wanted to appear sore 
positive, fearing that he'd been received as negative in the past. 
Can you explain how that came about? Was it just that the reaction 
was not what you expected or that it was planned that way in the 
beginning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, among other things 
there were the Soviet moves in the conventional force talks in the 
interim, which were positive, as the President said. But I think 
conceptually, without getting into this tone or that tone, 
conceptually the theme has been quite consistent, which is the one 
that I described at the beginning, which is that we have, really, a 
Se ee SS Se ee ee ee Se or 

lly our relations with the Soviet , and 
we're about, and it'll be a step-by-step process. But America will 
be fully engaged. 


Q Let me just follow up on that. Was it the Soviet 
proposal tabled in Vienna on conventional arms that convinced 
pe nn Ry Ry a Ape Py Sy pd — 2 
a ee and that make a significant 

fference 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has been 
consistent on the question of Mr. Gorbachev's reform efforts for 
months. That is to say that he welcomed them and that he wished thes 
to continue, and that we would be looking with great care on the 
gy BR gg BARRO So as I , I think that 

fundamental strategic objectives of the President ‘'t 
changed, and he's expressed them in different ways, because you don't 
say exactly the same words in every epeech. But the overall view is, 
I think, consistent. 


Q There's been a longstanding conception in NATO that 
the defense stra has to rest on broad public support, both in the 


pean ng iA | hg fA Ny. $ 4 


less threatening Soviet leader and success of his lic 
relations measures. Wow, whether or not that success merited, 
which is someth that the administration has argued about, is there 
a concern within edministration about a need to counter Gorbachev 
on the public relations level -- on the level of ting across the 
message to bolster lic support? And if there is that sort of 
concern, do you f the need to do sore than has been done so far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me ’ me 


system. But I would just -- I'd sumearize ny to you by 
saying that we believe that sound and positive policies over the long 
term will generate public response and oy And in fact, the 
ay the way, on the question of nuclear deterrence in Europe 
are mixed, as you know. ae. ce ok oe 
question. So I wouldn't draw -- I'd be careful about ng 
conclusions on the basis of one or two polls. 


Q As @ former conventional arms negotiator, can you 
tell us what about the proposal that was tabled yesterday is the sost 


intriguing from your perspective and represents the biggest 
breakthough? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, can I stay away 
from the details of this? There is one -- but I's glad you raised 
it, even though you've -- 
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Will increased European defense cooperation weaken KATO? 

argument that's been in the United States 

President spoke definitively on both those 

ee Seen See 5 Sie 5 SS SS Sen caeeeee Saeco epensies 
ch have been given other American presidents in the post-war 

period, you'll notice difference. 


I could go on, but -- 


Q You said that ‘re all convinced that the 
suppression of the missiles will be worked out next week, and -- 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: Wo, no, I didn't say 
next week. I said eventually. 


Q Will be worked out eventually, and most people think 
that in fact, it'll be papered over possibly even next week. But 
eren't there really significant under) questions here that are 
not so easy to resolve because the in Germany especially, 
but also in Europe, while _ are a little ambivalent, many 
feel no German government going to stand for nuclear weapons 
Germany. And don't we have a significant underlying probles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
poll which shows that -- 


Q I didn't ask about the polls -- do we have « 
significant underlying problem, or don't we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, can I just start, 
and then I'll -- I'm not sure what underlying problem you mean, but I 
was going to say -- 


A difference of ———_ A .-——} that is 
y Germany 


; 
i 
Ry 
4 





leo worked our way through, and we'll 
enever is 


Q the no? Ie that right? 
You're saying there is not a significant underlying problem between 


Q eo eee 2 Se Se Se a eae 


a 2 op Ce ae ‘s a growing complacency in the 
West 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that comment was 
simply to urge le to notice the difference between statements and 
fects. That was t that was about. And we all have ~~ let me just 
say ~~ we all have aspirations which are quite normal for « 
transformed U.&S.-Soviet relationship, which will mean lees of our tax 
Gollare going to our military, lees American military with 

to the Soviet threat and so forth. He was just inviting us 
all to remember the difference between what has happened and what ve 
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is he talking about, 
What trend 
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Q Does the President trust Gorbachev, and what is this 
dance that we're really doing here? Do you think that each time he's 
trying to raise the ante -- put another proposal on the table that 
will entice, or make a lot of people happy -- or is it the reality? 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say you'd 
have to look at each one. Some of Mr. Gorbachev's initiatives are 
more important than others. I think its -- in this game, it's not 
possible to generalize. You have to look at each one, and especially 
on the military side, these things are of such an enormous 
complexity. I'd say that -- maybe one more question, as a wrap up. 


Q You say -- well, I'd like a little more. You say 
he's only doing this because he has lots of probless inward, and he's 
’ 


loo and yet, he is trying to trump the President 

Europe, isn't he? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the tion is -- 
are Mr. Gorbachev's initiatives designed to have an in Europe, 


the answer is, of course, they are. Of course, they are. But that 
does not yr yey A that they are not positive, and that's what 
we have to look at each and every case. Some of his ideas ve 


as —_— some not positive. But we have to scrub each one 
ividually. 


But our approach is as follows, as I say -- and it's a 
theme constantly through the President's egg me which is, we wish 
to engage the Soviets; we wish to change fundamental character of 
the U.8.-Soviet relationship; e wish to make it unrecognizable with 
respect to previous, post-war ayy and that's what we're about. 
But we do it -- have to do it in a prudent, step-by-step fashion. 


Our goal is clear in our minds, as expressed by the 
President, and we know where we want to get to. But it has to be 
step-by-step because -- just to say something obvious to you all, 
that you know, -- the stakes here are enormous. The stakes are 


enormous. They're enormous for all of us, for our children, for 
their children. 





Q You say this vision is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I -~ maybe just one 
last question? 


Q -- that this vision is going to be abiding and so 
forth and it's based on a unique rtunity that now exists, but 
that's all assuming that Soviet policy continues along the lines that 
Gorbachev has laid it out. Therefore, isn't the underlyi 
assumption of all of this foreign policy review an -we y on 
concerning the nature of the Soviet Union and its future? And 
insofar as that is questioned by the discrepancy between words and 
deeds, as it has been in recent weeks, aren't you basing this entire 
vision on a rather uncertain Soviet destiny. 


SENIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The vision is a set of 
strategic objectives. Obviously, if the situation in the Soviet 
Union changes, you have to change your oe ae ne objectives. What we 
wish to do, and what the President has made clear again and again, is 
take advantage of the strategic possibilities which are a function of 
the changed situation, including in the Soviet Union. If there is 
another in the Soviet Union, you'd have t~ review the 
strategic objectives again, of course. But for *1e present, we want 
to take advantage of those opportunities, as the President said 
yesterday, and we will do everything we can to do that. 








Your last one, I think, though, is a one, which is 
one of the advantages of a step-by-step approach is to be sure that 
as one proceeds, it's based on a solid and continuing cooperation 
with the Soviet Union and it takes into account the possibility of 
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reversal in that country, which of course we all know is a 
possibility. 


Q On the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I have this be the 
last one, perhaps? 


Q Is there another piece of this vision which will be 
elaborated in the fifth speech in Mainz or is that just -- will that 
speech simply be a summing up of the previous -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think many of the 
themes that we've gone over today will be in that speech, and we'll 
have to see the rest of it. I'm not sure of the ansvwer. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:25 P.M. EDT 
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: MS. TUTWILER: I have one statement that I would like 
to read, please. 


Our Embassy in La Paz has confirmed the murder last 
night, May 24, in La Paz of two Mormon missionaries: Todd Ray 
Wilson of Wellington, Utah, and Jeffrey Brent Ball of 
Coleville, Utah, both aged 20. The two men were apparently 
shot from a car while entering their residence. The families 
of the two men have been informed of their deaths. We extend 
our deepest sympathy to their families. We condemn this 
despicable crime. We hope the perpetrators can soon be 
identified, apprehended, and brought to justice. 


Q Margaret, can you spell the names? And do you 
have any idea why this happened? 


A The first young man's mame is Todd Ray Wilson. 
T-0-D-D; second word, R-A-Y; Wilson --— W-I-L-S-O-N. The next 
young man's name is Jeffrey - J-E-F-F-R-E-Y; second word, Brent 
-~— B-R-E-N-T; Ball --— B-—A-L-L. 


Our Embassy has informed us that a letter claiming 
responsibility for the murder was received by a La Paz 
newspaper from a little-known terrorist group, the Zerate 
Willca. As you may remember, this group claimed responsibility 
for planting a bomb along Secretary Shultz's motorcade route in 
La Paz last August, though another group was also a suspect. 

In addition, this group claimed responsibility for a number of 
bombings in Bolivia last December. 


Q Can you spell the name of the terrorist group? 


A The terrorist group? Yes. It's spelled 
Z-E-R-A-T-E; next word, W-I-L-L-C-A. 


Q What are the political -- is there any political 
leaning to this group -- right, left, in between? Do we have 
any -- is there any intelligence on them? 


a If there is , I don't have it. 
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Q If you're through with that, there are some 
strange goings-on in Poland. Does the State Department have 
any reaction to apparent reversal, at least, partial, and new 
restrictions on Solidarity? 


A Yes, I do. We hope Polish authorities and the. 
opposition will resolve their disputes soon in accordance with 
the spirit and letter of the Roundtable Accords. We would be 
concerned by attempts to provoke a confrontational atmosphere 
just days before Poland's historic elections are to be held, 
which is June 4. 


The United States is continuing to follow developments 
in Poland very closely. 





Q Do these developments in any way -- do they cast 
any kind of a doubt or shadow on President Bush's plans to 
visit Poland? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Is the United States persuaded that the Soviets 


have now backed down on Foreign Minister Shevardnadze's threat 
on the SS-23 missiles? 


A I wouldn't probably use your words characterizing 
it as a “backing down." But we definitely welcomed his 
statement that we read in which he said that was not their 
intent. And we also saw the Soviet spokesman yesterday who said 
that was not the intent. 


Q Have they communicated with you -- with the State 
Department -- privately? 


A If they have, I'm not aware of it. 


Margaret, as you're on the Soviet Union, when 
Baker was in Moscow, he indicated, or a senior official 
afterwards indicated that the United States and the Soviet 
Union were very close to an agreement on extending direct 
flights between Moscow and New York. Have we signed that 
agreement yet? 


A Secretary Baker and the Foreign Minister 
discussed this? 


It was among the decisions that were discussed at 
the regional level. 


A Oh, the working groups did? I sat in on the 
majority of Secretary Baker's meetings. I don't remember him 
discussing it, but I'll find out for you what the working group 
decided. 
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Q I was on the plane. There was a working 
discussion. The word was that in all probability this would be 
announced the week after we returned, which would have been 


last week. And subsequently when I asked, some statement was 
put out by the Press Office which said: that they still didn't. 


clinch the deal. So it would have happened by now if 
everything went smoothly, so I wonder if we can ask again? 


A I'll definitely find out for you. 


Q Margaret, Chancellor Kohl said he was going to be 
giving a response to the American conditions on SNF 
negotiations. Do we have anything on that? 


a Discussions are continuing and there remains a 
gap to be bridged. 

Q Has the gap remained after the response or does 
the gap remain before the response from the Germans? 

A We have received a response today, and the gap 
remains. 

Q Is it any narrower? 


A What I can't do that I couldn't do yesterday is 
go into details because, as you know, they do not like to 
negotiate in public. 


Q They don't or we don't? (Laughter) 

A I was thinking of Secretary Baker. 

Q The Secretarial "they". 

A That's right. 

Q Margaret, are there any special steps that are 


going to be taken today to try to bridge this gap? Is the 
Secretary going to call his counterpart in Germany? Is 
President Bush going to make any calls? 


a I can't speak to the President because I just 
don't know. The Secretary doesn't have any plans to make any 
phone calls, but I don't want to rule out anything, but I'm not 
leading you to think he's going to do that. I'm being serious 
and not facetious in saying there are individuals here and at 
the White House who are continuing to work on this particular 
subject, and that's what I mean in the broad, general sense of 
“There are discussion ongoing." 


Q Has there been progress since last weekend? Has 
there been any narrowing of the differences? It sounds like 
sort of large brick walls have been bumped into, as far as the 
U.S. is concerned. 
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A I'd like to refrain from characterizing whether 
they've been narrowing, getting closer, etc., etc. I don't 
think I should do that. They're still working on it. 


Q Margaret, the President and the Secretary are. 
going to Italy tomorrow. There have been some questions raised 
in. the Italian press about U.S. Ambassador-designate, Mr. 
Secchia. Does the U.S. have any comment to make to the 
Italians about their concerns over his appointment and his 
background? 


A The President has known Ambassador-—Designate 
Secchia for a very long time. He stands by his appointment, 
and no, I don't think he has anything to say to the Italians 
about it, and looks forward to his nominee being confirmed. 


Q But so far as the stop is concerned, Ambassador 
Rabb is still on? 


A He's still there is my understanding -- 
Q Margaret, -- 

a -- which is true in every case up until confirmed. 
Q 


The Committee voted it out, but I don't know if 
it got to the floor. 


Q Can we go to Somalia? There's a report out that 
the United States gave Somalia weapons that were used to crush 
an insurgency, and then turned around and gave emergency 
assistance to patch up the victims of that insurgency. 
Apparently, the report's published by the GAO. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 

Q Could you look into it? 
A Be glad to. 

Q Thank you very much. 

Q 


Also, I understand you took a question yesterday 
about the United States' official opinion on free and fair 
elections on the West Bank. 


A That's right, and it was my mistake not to have 
remembered what Secretary Baker had said in his speech on the 
22nd. He himself spoke to this, and yes, we do believe in free 
and fair elections. 


(Laughter) 


M This was my instinct, but I wanted to make sure. 
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Q Still on the Middle East for a second, -- 


A You've got to give me credit for being careful. 
(Laughter) 


Q The Catholic Cardinal of New York, John O'Connor, 
is. traveling to Lebanon this evening, or leaving for Lebanon 
this evening. Does the U.S. support his mission? Does it have 
any comment on his going to Lebanon at this time? 


A I didn't know he was going to Lebanon. I'll be 
glad to look into what our position would be about it. I 
hadn't heard about that. 


Q Margaret, to go back to your answer about the 
free and fair elections. If you can go into details, I asked 
you the question yesterday about to go through the specific 
stages of what the United States would like very much to see in 
these elections? 


A In these what? 


Q In these elections, what type of elections -- in 
answer to the same question I asked yesterday, and you gave me 
a brief answer now. 


A Okay, I'll read it to you literally. 


Do you have a copy of the Secretary's speech of the 
other day, because it's also in there? 


As Secretary Baker stated in his May 22nd speech, “The 
U.S. believes elections should be free and fair, and they 
should free of interference from any quarter". In addition, 
through open access to media and outside observers, the 
integrity of the electoral process can be affirmed. These and 
other details can be worked out once Palestinians and Israelis 
engage in the process. 


Q You're reading from the Secretary's speech, is 
that correct? I mean that -—- or is that a separate statement -- 

a Some of it's from the Secretary's speech and some 
of it is an additional statement. 

Q Let me ask you to return to Poland for just a 
moment. 

A Poland? 


Q Yes. You said that we hoped that the two sides, 
the government and Solidarity, will resolve their disputes 
soon. 
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It appears that the dispute is over the fact that the 
government is not allowing Solidarity to air some material 
which was part of their agreement, in the first place. It 
appears that it is the government, not Solidarity, that is in 
the process of trying to quash part of the agreement. 


The U.S. statement is surprisingly neutral. You're 
not pointing fingers at anybody. You just want ‘em to work it ‘ 
out? | 


It appears the Polish Government has welshed on its 
deal, to put it bluntly. 


i) You can be blunt, I -- 


Q The U.S. Government does not see it in that way, 
you say? 


a I said that we would be concerned by attempts to 
ener a confrontational atmosphere just days before their 
election. 


Q That's the conditional test. 


a Right. All parties in Poland should respect 
their agreement and carry out the work that they have begun in 
a fair and honest spirit. 


Does the U.S. have any indication that Solidarity 
has done any of the things you just made mention of, such as 
not carrying out the agreement? 


We're aware of -- I guess what we're asking is, we're 
aware of apparent attempts by the government to change parts of 
that agreement. Are you aware of something that we might not 
know about that Solidarity might have retrenched on, portions 
of its agreement? 


a No. What we're calling for is for specific 
interpretations of the Roundtable Accords are best made by its 
signatories, which includes Solidarity. It's basically back to 
what John said, it's for these parties to work this out. 


Q So we're taking a neutral position in terms of 
who is to blame for the current squabble? 


a I'm not taking sides and I'm not taking a 
position other than to state we would be concerned by attempts 
to provoke a confrontational atmosphere just days before their 
election. 


Q Do you have any update on the situation in China 
for us? Anything you could say about it? 


a I don't have a lot, Don, but I have that our 
latest reports are that there are very large, peaceful 
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demonstrations in both Beijing and Shanghai, perhaps the 
largest yet. We do not have a lot of details. We continue to 
hope a violent confrontation will be avoided. 

I might add there continues to be jamming on three out 
of five YOA Chinese language frequencies. English language 


broadcasts have not been affected. We urge the Voice of 
America not be jammed, and that reporters be given open access. 


I'd also like to note VOA has now added two new 
Chinese language frequencies which have not yet been jammed. 


Q When did VOA add these two? 
A Excuse me? 


Q When were the two added? Since this round of 
events began or -- 


a It's my understanding, yes. 

Q Since the -- was it since they started jamming? 
a Since they started jamming. 
Q 


Three of the five VOA frequencies have been 
jammed -- 


a Are the ones that were already there, and they've 
added two new ones. 


Q and of the five, one was English and the other 


four were Chinese language? What I'm trying to figure out is, 
is it the Chinese language broadcasts that -- 


A That are really getting jammed. 


-- that are Amey getting jammed. And so 
there's another frequency that has not been jammed, one of the 


Which were the English ones. 
All right. 


One of the old ones. 


D> > S& 2? 


One English and then -- or are there two English 
is what I'm asking. 


MS. TUTWILER (To Mr Boucher): How many English are 
there? 


MR. BOUCHER: There's a number of them in English. 
(Inaudible) 
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Q Now, wait a minute. 


MS. TUTWILER: It says three out of five VOA Chinese 
language frequencies. 


MR. BOUCHER: Yes. There are five Chinese language — 
Q Chinese language frequencies. Okay. Thank you. 


MS. TUTWILER: We've added two new ones that have not 
been jammed. 


Q Margaret, what language are they in, the two new 
ones? 





Aa Chinese. 


Q English language broadcasts have not been jammed, 
= - many of those are there? Are there many frequencies of 
those 


MR. BOUCHER: I don't know the number. 

Q Okay. But there may be more than one? 
MR. BOUCHER: Yes. 

Q Bigger than a bread box? (Laughter) 


Q Has the United States protested the jamming to 
the Chinese Government -— the continued jamming? Has the U.S. 
given some kind of objection or protest to the Chinese about 
the continued jamming of VOA? 


a I'd have to assume, yes, that we have. 


Q Have there been any other diplomatic 
communications between the U.S. and China since Wan Li left 
Washington, either in Beijing or through other channels? 


a I'm not sure exactly what Ambassador Lilley is -- 
what meetings or what contacts he may be having in Beijing. 
I'm sure that he is, as all of our Embassy staff in the 
different offices, consulate offices, are very much in 
communication back here, with officials here. I just can't 
literally answer if they have met or are meeting or are talking 
to Chinese officials. 


Has the U.S. received | kind of statement from 
China -- from the Chinese Government about who's in charge? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Do you have any comments about General Secretary 
Zhao Ziyang. The Chinese Foreign Ministry said today that Zhao 
Ziyang is still their leader. So do you have any comments? 
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i No. I don't have any comments on that. 
Thank you. 


> 


He had a question. Sorry. 


Q On Cyprus: A detrimental report against the 
Republic of Cyprus, published yesterday in the 
journal. in such a manner that involves unfortunately Cyprus 
directly with the tragic explosion of Pan Am Flight last 
December over Scotland, England. 


The Cyprus Government reacted strongly today, saying 
inter alia that it is a hostile and suspicious report and has 
made strong representations both to the official American side 
and to the newspaper. 

I'm wondering if you have any comment on that. 

a No. I do not. 


Q The OAS Commission has apparently met with 
Noriega now. Do you have any comment on the productivity of 
that activity? 


a Of that particular meeting? 

Q Yes. 

() No, I don't. We don't have anything on that. 

Q Margaret, did you hear -- do you have any 
situation report about what's going on in Iran about power 
struggle after the sickness of Khomeini? 

a No, I don't. 


Q Is the United States Government supportive of t' 
Arab League's compromise position regarding Lebanon which is 
still under consideration? 


a The United States strongly supports the Arab 
League's call for a ceasefire in Lebanon. I haven't seen their 
latest thing. 

Q Could we go back to Bolivia -- 


Q Did you find out -- continuing on this, did you 
find out -- 


A If it's calling for a ceasefire, all parties in 
Lebanon, our position wouldn't change. 


Q About the withdrawal of 10,000 Syrian forces to -- 
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A I have not seen that particular proposal, but I 
know that the United States, as you know, has been strongly 
supportive of the Arab League's initiatives in the area. 


Q Could we go back to Bolivia for a moment? 
A where? 


Q The murders overnight in Bolivia. Any idea why 
these two people were targeted? 


a I don't have anything to add to it other than 
what I said. 


Q I came in late -- I'm sorry -- on your initial 
statement. 


A I'll be glad to cet with you afterwards and show 
you this statement, because that's all I have on it. 


Q Yesterday the Foreign Minister of Israel had some 
further tough comments about Secretary Baker's speech earlier 
in the week. Do you have a response to Foreign Minister Arens' 
remarks, basically indicating that Baker's speech was an 
affront to Israel? 


a I don't have any remarks concerning his specific 
comments. I'd reiterate what I said yesterday and also what 
Secretary Baker said at the White House: that he felt that he 
gave a very balanced, even speech. 


Q How about the trade issues -- 
6 About the what? 


Q The trade issues -— the super 301. Today, the 
EPC meeting will be opened, so I want to ask about information 
there. Japan, will it be decided, is unfair to other 
countries? Also, how about the State Department policy. Has 
the State Department joined in Japan bashing? 


) I haven't had a readout on the EPC meeting. I 
don't know specifically what you're talking about and know that 
the State Department does not “Japan bash," to use your words. 


Q Do you have any dates for the Arab League 
delegation which is supposed to come the 15th of this month -- 
next month to -- 


i I don't know that such a meeting is scheduled 
that you're talking about with Secretary Baker, and so I don't 
have a date. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 25 PRESS BRIEFING 


U.S.-USSR BILATERAL CIVIL AVIATION AGREEMENT 


Q: What is the status of amendments to the U.S.-USSR Bilateral 
Civil Air Transport Agreement? 


ON MAY 17 THE U.S. GOVERNMENT FORMALLY PROPOSED TO THE 
SOVIET GOVERNMENT AMENDMENTS TO OUR BILATERAL CIVIL 
AIR TRANSPORT AGREEMENT TO EXPAND PAN AM AND AEROFLOT 
SERVICE BETWEEN THE U.S. AND USSR. WE HAVE NOT YET 
HAD A FORMAL RESPONSE FROM THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT TO 
OUR DIPLOMATIC NOTE, BUT IF AND WHEN THE USSR RESPONDS 
POSITIVELY, THE AMENDMENTS CAN GO INTO IMMEDIATE 
EFFECT. BASED ON OUR SHARED ASSUMPTION THAT THE 
GOVERNMENT-TO-GOVERNMENT AGREEMENT WILL SOON BE 
FINALIZED, BOTH THE U.S. AND USSR GRANTED PAN AM AND 
AEROFLOT PROVISIONAL RIGHTS TO BEGIN FLYING THE EXTRA 


FLIGHTS REFLECTED IN THE AMENDMENTS, EFFECTIVE MAY 16. 
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; TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 25 PRESS BRIEFING 


SOMALIA: MILITARY AID AND RELIEF EFFORTS 


Q. Is it true, as the GAO reported, that the United States 
gave Somalia weapons which were used to crush an insurgency, 
and then we turned around-and sent emergency assistance to 
patch up the victins? 


A. The U.S. has had a military assistance relationship with 
Somalia for many years. The small arms and ammunition referred 
to in the GAO report had been ordered in 1986 and were in the 
assistance pipeline before the outbreak of fighting in late 
May, 1988. They arrived in Somalia in late June. It is 
probable that they were used against the insurgents. We have 


delivered no arms or ammunition to Somalia since then. 


The United States has been the leading donor for relief 


efforts in the northern areas affected by the fighting. 
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FRIDAY, MAY 26, 1989, 12:21 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement: 


We have posted in the Press Office today two revised 
and reissued travel advisories, one for China and one for 
Colombia. 


The one for China advises American citizens to defer 
travel there until further notice. 


The one for Colombia contains essentially the same 
language as the earlier version but warns of the risk of 
kidnapping in general and about incidents of banditry outside 
the City of Cartagena, while adding Providencia to the list of 
Departments with no apparent security risks. 


Q Can you tell us all about the ten percent troop 


cut announced today in the Washington Times? 


A That's a White House matter, a NATO matter, a 
matter for the party, and I'll leave it to them to answer or 


not answer. 


Q Okay. Have you decided on retaliation vis-a-vis 
the expulsion of the Americans from Nicaragua? 


a We've not decided. We're still considering what 
we should do. 


Q Richard, back on the China advisory: Why 
specifically do you have such an open-ended advisory? What are 
you expecting to happen? 


A It's not the specific expectation of something. 
The unsettled conditions that have been going on for days are 
continuing. We had an advisory for three days, from the 20th 
to the 23rd, and then another three days, from the 23rd to the 
26th. At this point the situation continues, and we just 
thought it advisable to set up the advisory. We'll notify 
people when we don't think it's necessary any more. 
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Q Well, there have been reports that the so-called 
hard-liners are in ascendancy. Is this the U.S. view, and are 
you worried that there's going to be a military crackdown? 


A We have seen reports. I don't have anything 
specific on what could be happening there. There's been no 
official announcement of any changes in the Chinese 
leadership. I'm not going to speculate on what may or may not 
be happening there. 


The official U.S. view of the situation, I think, was 
best expressed by the President over the past few days. We've 
urged restraint. We've urged violence be avoided. 


Richard, have you received expressions of concern 
from Chinese officials about the U.S. attitude toward the 
demonstrations and our warnings that -- or not our warnings but 
our hopes that bloodshed should be avoided? 


A Nothing particularly that I'm aware of. Our 
support for peaceful expression and our hope that it be 
peaceful is steady, never changing, and throughout the world, 
so it should come as no surprise. 


Q What, if any, is the U.S. stance on the 
continuing standoff between India and Nepal? 


A We are disappointed by the lack of progress in 
resolving the dispute between India and Nepal. We're concerned 
about the impact this has had on the people of Nepal and on 
regional stability. We understand that Nepal may be proposing 
a definite time, place and agenda to discuss the full range of 
issues. 


As we've said many times before, it's up to these two 
sovereign and independent countries to decide the relationship 
they want with one another. We urge that India work with Nepal 
in agreeing to a time and agenda for negotiations. By doing so 
it will have made a major contribution to regional stability 
and good neighborliness and end the perception that it is 
putting undue pressure on a small neighbor. 


Humanitarian good-will gestures by India, especially 
resumption of the sale of petroleum products to Nepal, would 
similarly be seen as acts of responsible statesmanship on its 
part. 


Q You talk about the petroleum products. India, I 
believe, has asked Nepal to buy petroleum products under 
regular trade rules -- you know, like it has with every other 
country. And Nepal, on the other hand, is buying luxury items 
like even liquor from outside third countries. So is the U.S. 
going to exercise any influence on Nepal to go ahead and talk 
to India and buy from India what India offers to sell? 
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A Nepal has proposed a date, a definite time, place 
and agenda to discuss the full range of issues which would 
include issues like terms of trade and stuff like that. We've 
encouraged here India to resume the sale of petroleum products 
as a good-will gesture. I'm not trying to determine the terms 
of sale or anything like that. Those have to be worked out 
between parties. 


Q On the Arab League summit, I'd like to know in 
general if we have a view of the proceedings and specifically 
if we have any reaction to the Qadhafi-Mubarak meeting or the 
ongoing Syrian-Iraq ongoing debate? 


a We don't really. We've seen press reports that 
they've produced some resolutions, particularly a resolution on 
Lebanon. But we don't have the resolutions, and we'd have to 
see it before we comment. 


Q And nothing on the Qadhafi-Mubarak meeting? 


A Nothing on the meetings or the ongoing 
discussions out there. 


Q Richard, is there any concern about possible 
further strain in our relations with Japan because of the trade 
dispute, and any concern here that we could be heading toward a 
trade war? 


A We're obviously involved in this. It will have 
an effect on our relations. It's going to be an effort that we 
are going to have to both cooperate in. But economic ties are 
a very important part of our relationships. We hope to work 
with the Japanese and the other countries named, both 
bilaterally and multilaterally, to open up markets and 
reinforce the world trading system. That's an important task 
that we should all share. 


So I wouldn't talk about concern or downturns or stuff 
like that. We've got a lot of work to do together. 


Q Do you think it could have an adverse effect on 
the overall relationship? 


a As I said, I'm not going to try to characterize 
the effect on the overall relationship. Economic ties are a 
very important part of the overall relationship; and we'll be 
working together, we hope, to resolve any issues there are. 


Q Do you have any response to the criticism from 
the Japanese Government, from the Ambassador here, of the 
decision? 


i) Nothing more than what I've said to you. 


Q Do you have any response to the Japanese Foreign 
Ministry which has said it is not interested and it will not 
show up at these talks? 
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A Nothing more than what I've said. 
Q That's obviously not cooperation, isn't it? 
A We would look forward to cooperating with them. 


The Israeli Government apparently has expressed 
some concern about Syrian troop movements in Lebanon. Does the 
U.S. have any evidence that Syria is mounting some sort of an 
attack on Lebanese Christian forces? 


Aa I don't have any evidence of that kind, nothing 
here that I could share with you. I can tell you that we 
believe that military provocations or escalations by any party 
will be unacceptable, particularly right now since the Arab 
League is seeking to implement a ceasefire and fashion an 
approach to Lebanon's political crisis. 


Q But can you say definitively that Syria is not 
taking any moves? 


A I can't say that. I don't have anything one way 
or the other on reports of build-ups. 


Q Do you have anything new on the assassination of 
the two Mormon missionaries in Bolivia and on the group that 
claims responsibility for it? 


A The Embassy is working with local authorities to 
try to apprehend the perpetrators and bring them to justice, 
but we don't have any new information on that at this moment. 
We don't know very much about Zerate Willca, the group that has 
claimed: responsibility. 


Q There was a press report this morning quoting 
some Mormon Church officials in Bolivia as saying that other 
churches down there, several churches down there, had been 
bombed recently. Is there any indication that there is 
anti-Mormon sentiment or is it just anti-American sentiment 
that's supposed to -- 


Aa I don't have anything specific on that. We are 
assessing the situation down there. We'll be meeting with the 
missionary community today. In fact, the Embassy is going to 
have a meeting with the missionary community, and they'll 
discuss what kind of precautions people might take and what 
might be advisable. So I'm sure they'll go through all the 
reports. 


Q Have any new travel precautions been advised for 
other citizens travelling to Bolivia? 


a Not at this time, no. 


Q It was reported in a section of the press, 
quoting Iraqi sources saying that the 1986 attack on the USS 
STARK was deliberate and that the pilot was paid a kind of 
award by the Iraqi Government. Do you have any comment on that? 








loll 





-5- Friday, 5/26/89 


A No. 


Q Getting back to the China travel advisory, have 
there been any incidents involving Americans? What was the 
rationale leading up to the advisory in that sense? 


and if I could just get back also to the question of 
the European troop reduction story, are you issuing a "no 
comment" on it, denying it, or can you be a bit more specific? 


a I'm not saying anything from this podium on these 
stories about what the President is going to do during his trip 
to Europe. The party, the President -- they'll talk to the 
extent that they want to about anything having to do with that 
trip. So I'm just saying -- it's not even a formal “no 
comment." It's not my position to talk about those things. 


On the second point, “Why did we issue the China 
advisory?" We issued it first, as I said, several days ago. I 
think there have been things -- the Embassy has been in touch 
with the local community, the Americans resident there, to 
advise them on how to conduct themselves. The basic reason is 
that the conditions are unsettled, there is some disruption 
around town, and people should always be careful and prudent in 
those situations. There are no particular incidents involving 
Americans that I'm aware of. 


Q Richard, on the Colombia travel advisory, was 
there any specific incident that triggered that off? You 
mentioned Cartagena and Providencia. 


A You can read the thing. It's about four pages 
and goes into an extreme amount of detail on various parts of 
the country, different areas of the country and different 
cities. 


We refer to kidnapping in general. For the last year 
or so, there have been several incidents of kidnappings of 
Americans that have caused a lot of concern. Cartagena -- it's 
banditry outside the city. Providencia is added to the list of 
departments with no apparent security risks, so we're adding 
some and taking one off. But it's very detailed; it goes 
through department by department, city by city, what the 
conditions are. 


Q There have been reports that Prime Minister 
Bhutto has sacked the Intelligence Chief. Do you have any 
comment on that? And do you see any shift in Pakistan's 
attitude toward the war in Afghanistan? 


A We don't really have any comment on that. It's 
an internal matter of the Pakistani Government, and we don't 
have anything to say on it. And we don't foresee any shifts in 
our cooperation with Pakistan or the war, anything like that. 





Q Do you see any movement toward willingness to 
have a negotiated settlement in Afghanistan rather than 
pursuing a military solution? 
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a I think our policies are clear. The Pakistan 
Government's policies are clear. We don't anticipate any 
changes. 


Q The U. S. would welcome a negotiated settlement 
under certain circumstances, certain conditions? 


A I would have to look up the precise language. 
That's not my understanding of it, though. 


Q In the occupied territories, there is an 
increasing number of incidents between civilians, Israeli 
settlers and Palestinians. Do you have any concern about this? 


A We do have concern. We don't comment on specific 
incidents, but we've always been concerned about the violence 
in the occupied territories and we've urged restraint for all 
parties. So I have nothing particularly new at this stage. 


Q Apparently there was a U.S. diplomat in London 
stabbed to death? Do you have any reason for that? 


a The British police are conducting an 
investigation. The case involves the death of Ms. Marie Burke 
who was a consular officer at our Embassy in London. The 
police say it occurred under suspicious circumstances. Embassy 
officers and other personnel -- security officers and other 
personnel are in close contact with the British authorities. 
Her family has been notified. 


On behalf of all her friends and all her colleagues, 
we do extend our deepest sympathies to the family. 


Q Do you have a delegation to the Salvadoran 
inaugural that you can disclose? 


a I'm not aware of any right now, no. 


Q Is my understanding, then, correct that on the 
India-Nepal standoff the State Department is supporting 
Congressman Ourbin's resolution? 


a Let me just say we hope the resolution can 
contribute to a settlement of the dispute. What we're 
supporting is the resolution's call on India to initiate 
negotiations. 


Does that mean you have decided on the merits of 
the situation, that India is at fault? 


a No that doesn't mean that. What we've said is 
that Nepal has p: .posed a definite time, place, and agenda for 
negotiations, and we think it would behoove India to take up 
the offer and schedule something. 
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Q The Vietnamese Foreign Minister told AP yesterday 
he wished to normalize the relations with the United States 
next year after Vietnamese troops withdraw from Cambodia. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


a I can tell you what our position is on relations 
with Vietnam. Many people will recognize it as being a 
position we've had for a long time. 


Normalization of relations with Vietnam can only occur 
in the context of an acceptable political settlement to the 
Cambodian conflict, which includes total withdrawal of 
Vietnamese troops. 


The Vietnamese know as well that as a practical matter 
the pace and scope of that process will be affected by their 
continued cooperation with us on the POW/MIA issue and other 
humanitarian concerns. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting today between 
Under Secretary Kimmitt and the West German Ambassador? And 
specifically, are they going to discuss SNF? 

a I don't have anything on the meeting. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:37 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 26 PRESS BRIEFING 


AFGHANISTAN: U.S. POSITION 
Q: Do you see any movement towards willingness ““ have a 
negotiated settlement in Afghanistan rather th jursuing a 
military settlement? 
A: LET ME RESTATE OUR POSITION FOR YOU. WE HAVE 
CONSISTENTLY BACKED A POLITICAL SOLUTION TO THE CONFLICT IN 
AFGHANISTAN THAT PROVIDES FOR SELF-DETERMINATION FOR THE 
AFGHAN PEOPLE AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A NON-ALIGNED, 
BROAD-BASED REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT TO REPLACE THE 


ILLEGITIMATE KABUL REGIME. 
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MR. FITZWATER: Let me set some ground rules, first of 
all. I'd like to do this all ON BACKGROUND. We'll have two or three 
people here who can answer questions. And if we could, we'll just 
attribute everythi to a senior adainistration official in Brussels 
or at the NATO summit. And that way, all of our comments are going 
to be treated the same way. 





will be here soon. cr p in. 
So please sttribute all comments once again for the sake of those 
—— downtown to a senior administration official at the NATO 
sumait. 


Let's start with just a very brief chronology of the 


development of this pecgeose and then I'll turn it over to others to 
go into greater detail on it and answer your questions. 


The genesis of thie idea, I suppose, in its sost 
eabryonic form, goes back to the very beginning of the 
edministration. When the President took office, he indicated that he 
wented to undertake « oe policy review that would have various 
goals and ooo relat to East-West relations and the status of 
the HATO Alliance. 


One of the issues, of course, was the resumption of 
START talks, the ares control iseves that were facing the 
administration, along with a number of other factors. And there was 
@ general feeling at that tise that the President wanted to sake some 
kind of new pr 1, but thet without Pa it: he didn't want 
to give any prejudice to what that sight be. so, in a sense, it 
started at the beginning of the administration. 





We since then have seen the completion of the foreign 
policy review and the elaboration on that review, and five speeches 
that the President has given so far, and those, a8 & group, 
constitute essentially @ report on that review. The proposal the 
President announced today is slightly hybrid in the sense that sone 
of it came out of the review, some of it came out of other 
developments and other ideas. But nevertheless, it's all « part of 
the same general thrust of the aedminietration’'s consideration of 
foreign policy. 





To be sore epecific and more recent, the HATO Alliance 
put on the table on March 9 their conventional forces proposal which 
ell of you have seen and which our briefers can go into in greater 
Getail. It wae shortly after that, that Secretary Baker went to 
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Moscow and visited with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze and General 
Secretary Gorbachev and others about a variety of issues, including 
the full agenda of issues between the United States and the Soviet 
Union. 


At that time, General Secretary Gorbachev discussed with 
the Secretary a general Soviet response to our March 9 conventional 
aces proposal. it was lacking in several respects as far as we were 
concerned, but nevertheless did show an overall thrust in the 
dicection of the HATO proposal, and did indicate a seriousness of 
intent in teres of his purposes and his general thinking on the 
matter. 


Nevertheless, we expressed reservations about some 
ts of that, and proceeded to cautiously examine what 
opportunities we might take from his comments to Secretary Baker, and 
what proposals we sight develop that would prod them forward or would 
respond to the general thrust that we received. 


President Bush asked the Department of Defense at a point 
shortly aftec Secretary Baker's return -- I don’t have a date or a 
specific time -- but he asked the Defense Department to consider a 
conventional arms initiative that we could review and the President 
could act on at some point, assuming we felt the timing was cight. 


The President went to Kennebunkport on May 18th through 
2ist where he entertained President Mitterrand for a couple of days, 
and you will cecall gave the speech at Boston University. During 
that visit to Kennebunkport he also met with Secretary Baker, Admiral 
Crowe, Secretary Cheney, General Scowcroft, Bob Gates, the Deputy NSC 
Advisor; Governor Sununu, the Chief of Staff; and of course, 
President Mitterrand. 


The Defense ye eee that weekend presented some of 
theic ideas that they had developed as a cesult of this earlier 
tasking. And when the President this morning talked about the 
genesis for this idea being 12 days ago, he was generally ceferring 
to the Kennebunkport weekend at which many of these options began to 
take ~- pardon? 


Q The spirit of Kennebunkport. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- to take on a formal 
context. 


And then, of course, we had the Soviet gy of May 
23cd to the CFE talks, which, as we have discussed before, was sore 
specific. It recognized the concepts of overall limits which really 
hed been discussed with Secretary Baker before, but this time had the 
numbers in it to back it up. It also recognized the sufficiency rule 
that no one country would have more than 30 percent of the overall 
limits in those three categories of tanks, personnel carriers and 
artillery. And that sore or less brings us up to date. 


Within the last couple weeks, Undersecretary leburger 
and Bob Gates have been traveling to various foreign capitels as well 
as -- I's sorry -- Deputy Secretary Eagleburger. And having 
discussions with the allies on various aspects of this proposal. 

And, of course, they have been feeding that back into the White House 
on @ continuous basis. 


And that pretty such brings us to today. I'd like to 
ask, I guess, that rs oat step in and he can flesh out all of 
these points and we'll take it from there. te there anything that I 
have to answer before we move to my colleague? 


Q Yes. Could somebody at least address the context of 
this meeting today? How is the President dealing with the other 
leaders in talking about this, and what does the President want out 
of the HATO meeting? Does he want a vote supporting this? Does he 
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want public statements? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both and I were in 
the session this sorning. Do you want to address that or do you want 
me to? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could you repeat that 
question? 


Q Was there a letter the President sent to foreign 
leaders? Apparently there is a New York Times story ceferencing a 
letter. When was that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a letter that 
the President gave to Eagleburger and Gates to carry with thes, which 
introduced the pr l and I think that's the letter that's being 
referenced. I would say also that in addition to theirc visits there 
ace any number of methods of exposing the allies to this. There have 
been conversations through diplomatic channels, through White House 
officials, the NSC staff, et cetera. So there have been a lot of 
different kinds of feelers going out. 

Q Well, our objection is that all the European papers 
had it yesterday, and for three days, we asked every top official in 
the administration about it. And in fact, each one went on the air 
for a half-hour yesterday -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I had not seen this 
proposal in any other papers, any other publications -- anywhere or 
anyplace. Wo one has talked about it. And we did feel that this was 

opriate that it be presented by the President to the allies 
before it was made public, and as near as I can tell, we have held to 
that and have tried to be as fair and equitable as possible in ery 
you all first access and a direct briefing from the President of the 
United States. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, I'm here to try to 
answer some technical questions about the proposals and I've got -- 
in addition, my colleagues have joined us now. 


Let me just say a little bit at the -- pardon? 


Q Can you do the NATO question before you get into the 
technical -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The NATO question? 


Q The one -- what does the President want out of the 
HATO meeting here concerning -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say a few -- I'll 
get to that. But let me say a few general points first. 


Ficst of all, the atmosphere in the meeting just now and 
the reception of the proposal -- I would characterize it myself as 
enthusiastic, even warmer than anything we had reason to expect. I 
think Mes. Thatcher's comment is perhaps the most appropriate one. 
She said that the President's initiative has transformed the NATO 
summit. 


It is a very significant proposel in «a number of 
respects. Fircst of all, I would put some emphasis on the effort to 
move these negotiations forward as capidly es possible and to 
conclude an agreement and to conclude reductions of a kind thet would 
tcansfore the conventional balance in Eur within the time frame by 
1992-'93. That means, as the President said this morning, attempting 
if possible to achieve an agreement in six to 12 months. 


One of his colleagues this morning, the Dutch Prime 
Minister, in fact, said he felt that this attempt to move capidly was 
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the most significant thing in the proposal and is -- I guess I can 

go @ little further than the President -- putting words in other 

pauses mouths -- he said “The experts may not be happy with this, 
t as a politician, I think it's the right thing to do.* 


Q Who said that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Dutch Prine 
Minister. And, in fact, this is extremely rapid movement. One of 
the sain ceasons for our decision to move this rapidly is, if I can 
go back a little bit to describing our CFE pr l that was tabled 
back in March which was itself a dramatic initiative, although the 
drama, I think, was not sufficiently noticed -- it's a proposal, 
that, for example, in the category of tanks would cut in half the 
number of tanks in the European area from the Atlantic to the Urals, 
cut them in half to equal levels, which means, of course, that the 
Warsaw Pact takes the lion's share of those reductions. 


When we put it on the table, we were in fact afraid that 
people would say this isn't serious, the Soviets will never accept 
this kind of proposal, end at first, we were only dealing with vague 
percentages put back from their side. But when Secretary Baker went 
to Moscow, in fact, for the first time that he came forward with 
numbers, and the numbers in the tank and armored rsonnel carriers 
at the end of the Soviet three phases, which would be 1997, was 
actually identical to ours. The artillery number was higher, but we 
think that diffecence may be a difference of definition. And we took 
that slready as a sign of seriousness, and there have been a number 
of other moves that Marlin ceferred to them in the talks in Vienna in 
the last couple of weeks that suggest that perhaps they really are 
serious about this kind of cadical agreement that would truly, as I 
say, transform the conventional balance in Europe. 


And for that ceason, we have moved rapidly -- and this is 
the second point that's important about this proposal -- soved 
rapidly to try to find a way to bridge what is one of the largest 
differences out there, and that is that where we have —— 
initially limiting the three principal elements of offensive power, 
that is to say, tanks, artillery, and armored personnel carriers, the 
Soviets have also wanted to include aircraft and helicopters, which 
we cegard as a principally defensive part of our ene and 
ry roee$ which we have hed some concerns about, ause of 
difficulties of verification. 


But the President decided that it was important enough to 
try to exploit the rtunity to produce this kind of transformation 
in balance, to sove ad and come up with some proposals in those 
areas. And that has resulted in the proposal today that we seek 
reductions in aiccraft and helicopters for both NATO and the Warsaw 
Pact in the entice area from the Atlantic to the Urals down to a 
level 15 percent below NATO levels, and that we seek reductions in 
U.S. and Soviet manpower down to 275,000 men. 


That 275,000 -- well, I can later follow up and explain 
the derivation of the 275,000. And the third point that I think is 
quite important is that the President stressed this morning what has 
been iaplicit, but so far, not a a in our NATO Se ees. and 
that is the importance of destroying the equi t that's taken out, 
not creating « situation simply where the stuff can move back in from 
east of the Urals where we have a problem of who can reinforce Europe 
faster, but in fact, making real ceductions in the military threat. 


Let me just start now -- the question on the table -- 
repeat for me. 


Q What does the President want out of the allies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, what do we want out 
of this -- fleshing out the details of this is complex, because there 
are -- the complexity of this negotiation is ceally extraordinary. 





(6/) 


It makes strategic arms talks look simple by comparison. I can say - 
that after many years of working with both of them. But I think what 
we'd want out cf it is to move very quickly as an alliance to flesh 
out this propesai and put something on the table in Vienna. 
Obviously, if we are to achieve that six to 12 month goal, we're 
going to have .o move rather fast. 


Q I mean in this meeting. Does it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So this meeting would be 
an endorsement and a mandate to the expert groups to develop that 
NATO proposal so it can be put on the table. 


Q Could you explain -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The WATO High Level Task 
Force on this subject would be asked to move rapidly to fully flesh 
out the proposal. 


Q Create a task force? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There is a group 
called the High Level Task Force -- in fact, my colleague is our 
representative on it -- which in fact has been, over the last months, 
coordinating Alliance positions. And what they hopefully will have 
coming out of this is a very clear mandate from their top bosses to 
get moving. 


Q Could you explain the relationship potentially, or 
as you see it, between this proposal and the argument over the 
short-range nuclear missiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's quite important. 


Because you've got ‘92 and ‘93. Where is the -- how 
is this related to that discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me put it in 
simplest terms. It's important, I think. And, as is known, we have 
made a major concession to the German concerns about the need to 
negotiate by saying that we are willing negotiate on short-range 
nuclear forces after an agreement is achieved on conventional forces. 
And what the President's initiative this morning says is, that is not 
simply a way of putting off tiations into the far distant future. 
We're determined to move quickly on conventional forces, and that 
means we would be able to move quickly following up on them -- on 
short-range nuclear forces. 


Q Well, would you flesh out the numbers just so we 
know where you're getting the 275,000 from and what the 20 percent 
relates to and what it doesn't relate to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. The numbers that 
we would propose going into a negotiating position would be roughly a 
30,000-man cut in U.S. airc and ground force manpower in Europe to a 
ceiling of 275,000. And the Soviets would have to cut from their 
625,000 down to that same ceiling of 275,000. That -- 


Q What is the U.S. level now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- the U.S. !"vel now of 
aic and ground forces is roughly 305,000. There are some naval 
forces which we -- both sides have agreed will not be subject to this 
negotiation. 





Q The fact sheet uses the term “combat troops.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Let me get to 
that. When we have looked at how we would take our cuts and, as my 
colleague explained, there has been a lot of intensive work in the 
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Defense Department in the last several weeks going over these things. 
We find that the basic-principle-has been -= the iarge part of our 
structure here in Europe that you need, whether you have one division 
or two divisions or four and two-thirds divisions as we have now, 
things like communications, infrastructure that you need regardless 
of the level of combat capability; intelligence functions, base 
support functions. And roughly speaking, that's -- and you use rough 
numbers -- 150,000 out of the roughly 300,000. 


The other half, the 150,000 that is in combat units -- 
and that, in fact, is where we would end up taking most of our cuts, 
and in fact, as we look at the notional kinds of cuts that we would 
take, we would probably be taking out whole units that would add up 
to roughly 20 percent of the combat units that we have in Europe. So 
you'd have a number of 30,000, which in manpower teras represents 
either 20 percent of combat manpower or 10 percent of total manpower. 


It's i sible, or virtually impossible, to have a 
meaningful treaty distinction between combat and other manpower. And 
we would leave the Soviets free to take their -- what is it -- 
350,000-man cut wherever they want to take it. But ours, in fact, we 
think, would predominantly come from combat manpower. 


Q How many divisions would that mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it probably 
wouldn't come out as whole divisions. A division -- standard U.S. 
division is made up of three brigades. And one possibility might be 
to take a brigade each out of several divisions, for example. But it 
probably will be whole units of some size brigade or battalion or 
whatever. And overall, if you measured that against our total, 
combat units would be about 20 percent -- better go to the Army for a 
check on this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's a fair 
statement. I think the key is, in addition to the combat strength 
that is removed, there is some slice of that, that supports combat 
tr in the field. And in addition to your tankers and 
actillerymen, there would be those su ct personnel that directly 
contribute to the combat capability of those ground forces. So 
you've got the strength that Ba pe mentioned in addition to 
the combat support personnel that directly aid the tactical 
formations that are removed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So in terms of the -- 
Q flow big is a brigade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anywhere from 2,000 to 
3,000. There are some brigades that are larger than that, but that's 
the notional size. 


Q What's so magical about them -- the 20 percent? And 
is it perceived as a first step, and was there a battle over the 
short-range missiles in the meeting today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me do the last one 
ficet. There was not a battle over the short-range missiles in the 
meeti today. In fact, the Secretary General suggested at the 
beginning that, in fact, we set up an experts gr to meet this 
morning which they have been doing to see if some kind of compromise 
could be reached on that issue. So, in fact, the focus this morning 
was principally on other things. 


Q When will they meet? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They've been meeting, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're meeting now. 
They've been meeting all morning. I think they're breaking for lunch 
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at the moment. 


Q If I Could follow up on that. Was there any 
discussion at all, other than his just assigning this task force? I 
mean, did anyone say anything on the subject of SNF? Kohl? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think practically 
everyone made some reference to it. But it was not -- and it was not 
a debate of the issue. I mean, certain -- 


Q Well, what was -- for example, what did Chancellor 
Kohl say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow I'm going to -- 
observe the cule of not putting words in their mouth. I's sure 
they'll probably brief you on what they've said. 


Q But there -- no polenics? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were no polenics. 
I think that's a faic characterization. 


Q Ie the task force to meet only during the period of 
the summit, or is work expected to carry on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no. It's -- in 
fact, it's due to report back to the heads of government so that they 
can discuss where things come out. If they reach an agreement, then 
that will be very easy; if they don't re agreement, at least they 
may have narrowed the range of differences, but the issue will be 
discussed later. ' 


Q When are they going to report back? Today? 


Q Can you give us some idea of what the cuts would be 
in aircraft -- numbers of aiccraft? I assume most of this would come 
out of England. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Out of -- 
Q Out of the U.K. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it would 
tend to come all over. Aircraft numbers will depend in part on how 
we end up defining aircraft. And one of our reluctances to get into 
this is the Soviets have some very a definitions of aircraft 
thet sort of leave out sost of theirs include ours. But if you 
take roughly 5,000 WATO aircraft in the Atlantic-to-Urcals area, that 
would mean we're talking about a cut on the NATO side of roughly 750 
siccraft. If you count Soviet aircraft properly, ‘re talking 
about a cut of thousands on theirc side. But one of the biggest 

oblems they're going to have is coming to agreement on how we 
fine aircraft. 


Q What is the NATO estimate of the number of Soviet 
aiccraft -- where you count then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's about 8,000, plus 
training aiccreft, which are serious, because they have thousands of 
trainers which ace combat-capable. 


Q What -- go back to Helen's question, please, about 
what's so magical about 30,000 -- why not 40,000 or 50,0007 How did 
you arrive at that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was a number that 
made sense in military tecas. I'd say basically it was a strong 
recommendation of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in looking at the 
President's desire to move this thing forward, that that was a useful 
way to do it. And as I say, one of the reasons for emphasizing this 
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20 percent figure is to show 7 that in terms of the impact it's 
going to have on combat capability even on the NATO side, it's quite 
significant. Of course, on the Soviet side, it‘*s much more 
significant. You're talking about 350,900 men on their side. 


One of the reasons, the way, I might say this, too -- 
I mentioned earlier one of our reluctances to include sanpower is 
because of the great difficulty of verifying it. It's very hard to 
know whether a Pole working in an office is part of the Polish Aray 
or @ Polish civilian rs omg ny the Army. And in fact, if he's a 
ee supporting the aray, you might argue he should be 
counted. 


It's easier to count Soviet forces in another country. 
And it's also, in our view, to get down the level of Soviet forces in 
Bastern Europe is a very worthwhile objective for military and other 
reasons, as well. 


Q What manpower? As you recall, it had been the 
argument that NATO could not take its forces down much below the 
level that was proposed in the March proposal, because of the 
so-called “force-to-space* ratio. There would not be enough combat 
force to cover the large area which WATO had to defend. Could you 
explain how it is that now we find this force-to-space ratio -- I 
would -- well, does this -- how does this proposal affect that? If 
you cut out 20 percent of the combat strength, do you have enough 
force to cover the area, or was the argument spurious to begin with? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. The argument is 
absolutely valid, and that's one of the reasons why we came out with 
the number 30,000. If = go much lower than that, in fact, you 
start to have exactly that problems -- that you can't man the forward 
— adequately to carry out the fundamental WATO strategy of forward 

ense. 


- Q Do you feel that this does give you enough to do 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: More importantly, our 
Joint Chiefs of Staff feels that it does. Yes. It's a military 
oo that this allows us to maintain NATO strategy of forward 
fense. 


Q But is it the U.S. intention not to remove ground 
forces from WATO unilaterally? In other words, to only remove then 
by these negotiated proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q On that point of previous arguments that have been 
made, until as recently as last week, and cectainly after Secretary 
Baker's trip to Moscow, he and other U.S. officials involved in areas 
control were continuing to make the argument that negotiating on 
siccraft would leave an unstable -- of instability in Burope 
situation for a number of reasons -- resupply and ceinforcement being 
one of them. Can you address why the administration has concluded 
now that the exact opposite appears to be the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, any time you 
change @ position in a negotiation, ‘ce going to be vulnerable to 
the accusation that the reasons you for the earlier position are 
now undercut. The ceasons for the earlier position were very valid 
ones. As I said, the principal purpose of HATO -- the purpose of 
WATO aiccraft is defensive. It's to destroy Soviet tanks. And until 
we get down to @ conventional balance that's effective, we'd like to 
keep that capability. Sringing in aircraft involves verification 
problems and putting a ceiling on aircraft -- makes it difficult for 
us to undertake what would be the most flexible form of response to a 
crisis, and that is to ceinforce our air postuce in Burope. So those 


were all good reasons for saying, let's get cid of those 
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ground-offensive elements first, get them down to low, equal levels, 
and then -- we never said never on aircraft, we said later. 


Our feeling is that the positions that Gorbachev has 
taken and what at least seems a possibility -- that he is perhaps 
interested in major cuts in his own forces -- suggest this is an 
opportunity where we ought to move faster, and therefore, we are 
moving faster. 


Q Given the complexities of the verification that you 
point out -- the Polish clerk example that you pointed out -- isn't 
six months a dream? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's a 
dream. I think the Dutch Prime Minister is certainly right, that it 
makes experts uncomfortable. The experts spent 15 years in Vienna on 
the previous negotiations just arguing over what we were going to 
reduce, and in fact, concluding that probably we couldn't verify it. 
There ace ceal problems here, and I don't mean to make light of then, 
but I think one can at least envision a on fundamentals 
within siz to 12 months if there's real a will to move rapidly. 
And if there is that will, then it must indeed reflect a desire on 
Gorbachev's part to cut back on this enormous buildup of Soviet armed 
forces that has taken place over the last 20 years. I mean, if you 
realise, we're talking about huge cuts in their forces. But I think 
if you looked at where that puts them at, it probably only takes thea 
back 10 years in their +4" I mean, they have massive forces and 
there's very good reason for hie to want to cut thea down. 


Q Ie this the magnitude of manpower ceduction that 
would probably occ.r anyway if the Soviets -- the Warsaw Pact agreed 
to the ceductions &..TO has proposed in tanks and artillery pieces and 
APCs and et cetera? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's in line with it, 
and as it reasonably should be. We, in fact, have taken the 
position earlier that -- on excluding manpower -- that, in fact, 
manpower will be cut. The sanpower cuts are an inevitable result of 
cutting the equipment. But we resisted including specific limits on 
gan cr. But now we've decided that since the Soviets want explicit 
limits and since we would like to move this thing forward, that it 
makes sense to do it in this way. 


Q Is this about the number that would have been cut 
because of INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no, no. It goes 
much further than the INF agreement. 


Q Could we ask your colleague, since he's the guy who 
has to negotiate this, what -- when the United States -- if NATO 
roves this and you put this in as the position, what would the 
aa things that still would be -- remain, other than the details? 
What ace the big things that would still have to be negotiated with 
the Russians before you get to an accord? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just say this. 
The details are major iesues about how you define the things that 
you'ce limiting -- I mean, how you define aircraft, fot example. 
That, we know, is going to be a major issue between us and the 
Soviets. Even things thet ace relatively straightforward like tanks, 
where they've come out with a number that is the same as our number, 
there are major definitional issues. 


Do you want to add to that? 


Q On aiccraft, dual capability -- is that one of the 
problems? 


SENIOR ADMINIS’’ ON OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ficst of all, I's 
one of the experts who, like the Dutch Prime Minister, is 
enthusiastic about this, although there are a lot of problems. I 
think it's very exciting and I think it's very negotiable. 


How, to pick up on that last question -- excuse we for 
being pedantic, but a lot of folks don‘t understand that this is a 
multilateral negotiation and that the President is making an 


initiative to the allies. It has a deal of very important 
substance, but it needs to be fle out, it needs to be put in 
teres that the lators can use as a common set of guidance. How, 


Charlie Thosas his colleagues from sround the Alliance -- 
representatives each to the HATO High Level Task Force on 
conventional ares control -- will be meeting I believe very soon to 
begin that process. And as soon as they have worked out this new 
oh mney with additional details, it*ll be transmitted to us in 
Vienna. 


How, in Vienna, we have even now, before we get this, we 
have some major definitional work to do. What is a main battle tank 
such that possession of one on your side counts egainst your cesidual 
allowance? What is an arsored troop carrier, et cetera, et cetera? 
And we're going to have to do that also, as we have agreed to do it 
siso, what is a combat aircraft -- ground-based combat craft in 
Bucope? Someone talked about resupply and reinforcement aircraft. I 
Gon't believe that that's intended to be in any sense. 


That's one thing. And then we have an entirely different 
ct of this lation that is not being discussed today and that 
s to say the distribution regime that would apply once you have 
reached these cesidual levels -- I mean, you have agreed -- the 
residual levels on the various categories. And there, we have an 
important probles in front of us in trying to accord the East's 
geographical sub regime, and our own. 


Let me try to sake that @ little bit more clear. It's 
not just 20,000 tanks on each side. You don't want thes bunched up 
ell in Central Burope, so we have -- each of us has «a set of 
proposals that would keep thes spread out. But we're using different 
geography at the present tise, so we've got to solve that probles, 
too. There are « number of detail problems, but in teres of the 

ual probles in front of us, this has been, I would say, a 
major breakthrough. 


Q With the Soviet proposal as it was last presented 
last week, taking the stationed courses rule, taking the 30 percent 
rule, how fac down does that bring theic manpower under their own 
calculation of their force -- how far down toward that 275,000 -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 325,000. 

Q Excuse me? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have -- their 
stationed forces cule would come down to 325,000. 


Q They've already agreed, basically, to come down to 
325,000 as we calculated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have proposed that, 
yes. 


Q And so now we're proposing 275,000, so they'd have 
to come down another $0,000? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're proposing 
275,000 for U.". stationed forces. There are other -- 


r 1' ‘ame thing for theice? 
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Q -~- 275,000 for them as well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They would have to 
come down another -- 


Q Can I ask -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- folds in all 
stationed forces in the Alliance, in the WATO Alliance. And this 
just deals with the U.S. That's a big difference. 


SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the difference I 
wanted to sake, yes. 


Q Could you explain that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do it in the mike so 
it's on the transcript. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Theic stationed force 
pr Teoh Vi. poy would come down to 350,000 at the end of 
theic proposed period -- three, five, zero -- triple zero. 


Q 19977? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By 1997. Presumably, it 
would apply to all stationed forces on the WATO side. Our pr al 
of 275, today is talking about U.S. residual and Soviet residual 
in Eastern Europe. 


Q The 350,000 number -- that's just Soviet. That's 
Eastern Bloc, or is that just Soviet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Eastern Bloc 
doesn't have such by way of East Buropean forces stationed on other 
East fur an countries. So for them it's all Soviet forces, 
pe y- And for us it's a combination of U.K., Canadian, Dutch, 
Belgian -- 


Q But the iisits ace on forces stationed outside your 
own country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q I'm sorry, but I's still confused on that. Is the 
75,000 additional number that you dr from the 350,000 which is 
in anes Secesess to the 275,000 whi is in the West proposal? is 
that 75, exclusively, oc essentially exclusively Soviet troops? 
Is that whet you mean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I understand the 
proposal, that's the the wrong way to present the question. We're 
not departing from theic figure of 350,000. 


Q All cight -- can you explain -- I's confused about 
the extent of the cuts which would be exclusively Soviet troops 
versus the extent of cute that would be Alliance-related troops? 
Because « minute ag0,0GNNR commented on that, and a sinute ago, he 
said thie was a sultilatercal negotiation. So is the U.S. making a 
proposal that affects Soviet troops exclusively? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. is making a 
proposel on manpower that would affect just U.S. and Soviet stationed 
forces at this tine. 

Q Stationed forces outside of their country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Outside of their 
countries. 
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Q Can I also ask -- would we be right in rceading into 
this that the President wants the entire process accelerated by four 
years, from ‘97 back to '937 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I understand it, the 
President is saying that given our perception and our will and our 
zeal to move, we could do this a lot faster. Why not try? 


Q But in the sense that the Soviets are proposing 
theic third phase by 1997, now the President wants it a11 done by 
‘93. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This U.S. proposal only 
has to do with the fircet phase of the negotiation. It's true that 
the Soviet proposal would have the first phase iaplementation last 
until ‘96 oc ‘97. The Soviet proposal for the first phase says two 
yeacs of negotiation and then four or five —y- of implementation -- 
or five oc siz rs of lementation, ending complete 
implementation in 1996 or 1997. The President is saying we can 
negotiate fester than that. We can start sooner and we can achieve 
the implementation more rapidly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're goi to take 
about two or three sore questions and call «a wrap on this. 


Q We're told there were qualas expressed by several of 
our allies this morning to this proposal. Could you describe what 
those were? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were no qualas 
expressed in the meeting at all. 


Q How were the Germans -~- what was there reception of 
this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very ware. I mean, they 
like it not only because of what it means for the conventional 
balance, but also the tticularcly like it because of the 
implications I descri earlier for the potential of getting into 
SUF negotiations more rapidly. 


If you don't a it's «a poor | significant 
statement coming from our if you're willing to be on 
the cecord with that statement that you are enthusiastic -- 
enthusiastic and believe that this is negotiable -- 


ONNNUGRUTU CRETE: If &£ could edd one other os ow 
THE RECORD, if you think it’s of interest. Because of scheduling 
difficulties, I couldn't get here until mid-morning. So I was with 
other folks who were not inside the meeting. But many of thes are 
old friends of sine from the Alliance areas control circles and they 
were aware of the outlines because of the consultations in their 
capitel, and they were excited about the meaning of this and sbout 
the Oppwr.uuaty to get down to work soon. 








(The briefing now cesumes ON BACKGROUND.) 


Q I just wanted to ceturn to Wyatt's question in « 
more simplistic way. Since the HATO Alliance exists te to 
Geter Soviet aggression, is it not -- the fact that t Alliance and 
the United States is suggesting these kinds of cuts, is that not 
reflective of a judgment that the threat of Soviet aggression has 
diminished, and insofar as we can measure how it's diminished, we can 
cut 30,0007 The threat has disinished? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. It's @ reflection 
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of a j t that perheps the Soviets are willing to diminish it. 
The sagnitude of cuts required on the Soviet side is a seasure of how 
great that threat is. But we think now maybe for the first tise in 
40 years they're willing to come down to a ceasonable, stable balance 
based on defensive postures. And I think it also corrected too «a 
little bit that the Alliance is primarily simed at dealing with the 
Soviet threat. And the purpose of the Alliance is the protection of 
Gemocratic values among the Alliance seabers, and one of the 
principal threats to those values has been a major Soviet silitary 
thereat. So it's obviously been a preoccupation, but it's not our 
only concern. 


Q Do you know why it was created? 


Q Back on the Sur, the President said that discussions 
could begin if there is some iaplesentation of the agreesent in 
Vienna. This is vegue. Is this deliberately vague, or at what point 
of the implementation would those negotiations begin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're talking about « 
subject that the experts are negotiating over intensively now and I's 
not going to -- I mean, we'll wait and see what they come out with. 


Q Were they given orders of any kind? Instructions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's sure every 
Gelegation has its instructions and they're all different, so -- 


Q A creel brief one. The airplanes. You said, I 
think, coughly 15 percent of U.S. aircraft would be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifteen percent of NATO 
aiccreft in the Atlantic to the Urals. 


Q And just to clarify. Those would be destroyed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Destroyed, yes. But it 
would be Alliance-wide. They wouldn't all be U.S. aircraft. 


Q Could we go back to the question of what you want 
tomorrow in the communique? is there going to be «a reference to what 
the President just proposed in tomorrow's communique? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't tell you for 
sure ebout the communique. I think what we clearly want, whether 
it's in the communique or in = other form, is a clear charge from 
the heads ye ay ye to the high-level task force to = =o 
quickly -- in fact, “quickly,* I belleve, was the ° 
another = -- another ee head this sorn —_— -- come up 
quickly with a new proposal. 


Q Sic, what might he in the future, if, in the 
Soviet Union we get the kind of leader that Secretary Cheney thought 
we might get. in an appearance on television a few weeks ago? And if 
they start injecting tr back into Eastern Europe, do you think 
that it would be politically possible for the U.S. to restation some 
of these troops -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: I tend -- let me put it 
thie way. That's one of the reasons why the President has stressed 
the importance of Soles. ee these forces we're talking about -- 

— oe te re talking about massive cuts. They're 
aes gecae “Thet C hind a thing overnight, and if we get the 

reeult we A they're not going to be eble to do it without 

breaking an international agreement. And I would think in that 

Climate not only could we go back in, but in fact, we might have a 

much stronger political rcationale for doing it. 


Q Overall, could you explain how much of the cuts are 
totally American cuts, and how much of the ceductions, if any, would 
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be made by other countries in the Alliance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the case of the 
manpower, we are talking about only American cuts and only Soviet 
cuts. In the case of the other five cat les, thet is, tanks, 
tn armoured personnel carriers, siccrett and helicopters, 
we're talking about Alliance-wide cuts. If we come to an agreesent, 
one of the things that we'd have to decide within the Alliance is how 
those cuts are apportioned. But the only area where we are proposing 
exclusively U.S. and Soviet cuts is in the manpower area. 


Have the Soviets been notified, or are they being 


Q 
notified of this other than through the press -- has there been any 
discussion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have been notified, 


yes. 
Q ~~ the last day or two? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Can you say how? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can I say how, or -- 
(laughter) -- 


Q Sure. 
Q On the record. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President sent a 
letter to General Secretary Gorbachev yesterday. 


Q Any response? 

Q Can we have a copy of that letter? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo response yet. 


Q There has slways been some confusion about exactly 
what the American “eee is in ray I think -- you say it's 
305,000 -- think -- 304,000 to 340,000 just in the past week, and 
some wey sey, know, like 325,000 has always a safe figure 
-- 305, is obviowsly eat the lower side. Is that a cause of -- I 
don't know -- aircraft carrier -- ’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me explain it. 
There are three elements of manpower: Waval manpower, which we have 
® small smount in Europe -- air, and ground. I think the total now 
is 322,000 -- is that cight? About 320,000. If you take out the 
Neval manpower, which is a very small amount that's operating bases 
and so forth, you're down to 305,000. That's air and ground manpower 
together. That's the 305,000 you've been hearing about today and the 
30,000 we would take off of that. 


Q In the U.K? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the U.K. aleo, yes. 
Atlantic to the Urale. That means everything in NATO except the U.S. 
and Canada. 


Q Why are there no ro-d for the overall WATO or 
Warsaw Bloc manpower cuts? Is that simply a verification problem, or 
is there some other -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, verification is 
one of the principal reasons. It's much easier to get at the 
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question of U.S. and Soviet a stationed in foreign countries. 
You can observe it, you can verify it, and soreover, when you look at 
it on the other side as I said earlier, it's one of the things we'd 
most like to ceduce of that Soviet presence in Europe, for silitary 
reasons as well as other reasons. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have never excluded 
manpower, because we expect that when the equipment leaves, the 
@anpower will leave with it. And we may have well have collateral 
measures to insure that. 


Q It was understood that the talks in -- the proposal 
in March involved cuts of five to 10 percent on the Western side that 
would correspond to the cuts in artillery and areored rsonnel 
carriers and tenks, and those cuts would be distribu -- decided 
among the members of the Alliance how sany troops would come out of 
each country’s troop levels. Wow if there is an American lagi to 
reduce American forces in Europe by 10 percent, how does that fit 
with the other proposal? Does that preempt the other allies coming 
out -- 


SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there has been a 
lot of confusion in general caused by eee ny And in fact, the 
Soviets initially came out with percentages which led people to say 
that their proposal was much more far-reaching than ours, but they 
were percentages off of such bigger numbers. So we have tended to 
ae =. sis on the ceiling of forces that's left over afterwards 

cuts that result from that. In each of the categories, 
ee. yt A and armored personnel carriers, we're talking about 
different percentage magnitude cuts. 


In fact, the percentage that I find most impressive is if 
you look at the sort of essential philosophy behind the NATO 
proposal, and that was to take the total of tanks, for example, 
Atlantic to the Urals, say we're going to cut that total in half, and 
then we're going to distribute the half equally. There are roughly 
-- counting what we think the Soviets have in storage -- there are 
roughly 80,000 tanks, Atlantic to the Urals. Cutting that in half 
gives you 40,000 and that gives you «a ry" of 20,000 on each side. 
But there's -- we didn't -- it was not « philosophy of take NATO 
level — cut it a certain percentage. t was not applied across 
the board. 


Q As I understood it, though, the cuts in these 
different categories of weapons would entail cuts in manpower that 
were expected to be distributed among the various members of the 
Alliance. Wow if there is an American oe to cut specifically 
Ametican manpower by 10 percent, does that preempt removals by the 
other European partners -- removals in their own forces, or does that 
mean that these American cuts would come in addition to those? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think sort of if 
ow look at it within the totals, there are many combinations of ways 
n which allied forces could adjust and adapt. I don't think it 


preempts anything. 


Q Has any thought been given to budgetary savings with 
this? Are you talking about a these troops at rapid 
deployment at some of those bases back in the United States if this 
mT emg were to come about? Are we talking about siaply lowering 
military manpower levels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRTION OFFICIAL: We're talking about 
destroying the equipment, demobilizing the forces. Eventually, in 
fect, I think we'd see -- if you want to put an adjective on it -- we 
would surely see budgetary savings and I think the tendency over time 
would be to see those be lacger. But a¢ the President said, 
meteors H you have costs just of moving things back, costs of 
destruction, and costs of adjustment. So the short term savings may 
be quite emall, but longer term savings would be bigger. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sir, I‘m not quite sure 
that until just now your point about demobilization of forces comes 


out rather than redeployment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, is that -- I mean 
-- I'm being asked essentially to stress the point that we're talking 
about demobilizing the forces that come out, not just positioning 
them east of the Urals or Fort Drum or somewhere where they can get 


back as quickly as possible. The idea is -- 
Q Fort Hughes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said east of the -- 
yes, east of the Urals. I mean, in fact the reason for demobilizing 
is because east of the Urals is by no means far away -- enough away 

from our point of viw. And in act, it put those Soviet forces 
Closer to some other areas of cncern like Southwest Asia. 
I think we have maybe one more. 


Q Is this the -~ is this a first step witha goal of 
disarmanent of Europe? I mean, you have a 20 percent -- you go on 
and hope that there'll be more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: I think we're -- I wold 
say it's a giant step. And afte“- if we canachieve this knd of 
thing on the sort ofaccelerted timetable that we're talking about, 
it will be an extraordnary achievement It will change the whole 
shape of the military balance and confrontation in Europe and I think 
it will open up new — n But I yet as we've seen with a 
Hing: at large step -- im & i INF Tre ~~ ittakes a Lolef 
th 





ing after tep's eved to Sanetis where you Jo 
nk that's probably the way we wo roach it. 





ext, and it 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:18 P.M. (L), 
‘ 
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TUESDAY, MAY 30, 1989, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements today. Let's go straight to questions. 


Q Do you have any observations to make about the 
state of siege being declared in Argentina? 


a We regret that the economic crisis in Argentina 
has led to incidents of civil disorder. The Government of 
argentina, consistent with democratic procedures established by 
the Constitution, has declared a state of siege to ensure 
public order. 


At this critical time, we believe it is important for 
Argentina's political and economic leaders to work together to 
implement measures to stablize the economic situation. 


Q And you have nothing against the declaration of 
the state of siege. You think it's justified? 


a It's being done in accordance with the 
constitutional framework. It's being done in reaction to civil 
disorders. It must be approved by the Congress, we 
understand. Basically, it allows for the order to be preserved 
for a limited period by suspending some civil rights. It's 
that observation. 


Q Have the Argentinians approached the United 
States recently about any debt restructuring? 


a Nothing that I'm aware of. 


Q As these events show, Argentina's economic crisis 
is having a direct effect on -- or appears to be having a 
direct effect on its political system. How worried is the 
United States that this may be undermining one of Latin 
America's democracies? 
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a We don't believe a declaration of the state of 
siege in circumstances like this poses any direct or even 
indirect danger to democracy. Despite serious economic 
problems, the people and leaders of Argentina have made their 
commitment to democracy clear. I cite most recently the 
election for President on May 14. So we just don't accept the 
characterization that you're giving to it. 


Q On Nicaragua. Did you ever figure out how to 
retaliate for the expulsion of the two American diplomats? 


A I don't have anything for you today. We said 
we'd consider our response, and we're considering it. 


Q On Poland. The Polish Government has accused the 
West of interfering with fF: pre-election campaign. Do you 
have any comment? 


f We're not interfering with the election 
campaign. I don't have any comment beyond that. 


Q Are you funding anybody over there? 


fs There has been funding for Solidarity. That's 
been well-known in the past. 


Q By whom? 
fe I forget exactly. It was voted by Congress for 
two years successive grants of $1 million for Solidarity. 


That's been a well-known fact, on-going, as I said, for at 
least two years. 


Q Is it on-going now also? 

fa I believe so. 

Q Richard, is that the sum total of U.S. support 
for groups involved in the election, or is there any support 
going through other agencies or organisms? 


3) I don't think there's anything else. [ don't 
have anything else noted. 


Q What's the status of the rest of the regional 
reviews? And can we find out how they've developed, the ones 
that haven't already -- I'm particularly interested in the 
southern Pacific, of course, but whichever ones -- because 
there are an awful lot. They're supposed to completed at this 
point. 


or 
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fo I think most of them are completed. We haven't 
been announcing the completion of any specific review. We've 
been announcing policies as they emerge from the reviews in 
appropriate speeches and such, and I think we'll continue that 
way. I don't think I'd want to go into the updating on 
specific aspects of internal deliberations. 


Q One of the areas that was going to be reviewed 
was the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone forum. The Secretary 
talked about that. Could you please look into that and let us 
know what the status is, at least, on that aspect? 


A I don't believe there's been change in our policy 
on that. I can look into it, and we'll put up, again, what our 
policy is, if that's what you mean. 


Q If there's been a change, and also the status of 
the whole review of the region, please? 


a As I said, I don't want to get into putting up 
things on particular internal deliberations. If we have 
something to say, we'll say it. 


Q To the Middle East, Richard, if I may. Any 
comment on the Arab League and its decisions or non-decisions 
over the weekend? 


a We commented last week, I think, on the 
importance of Egypt's reintegration into the Arab League, a 
step that we welcomed. 


We note, in particular, that out of the Arab League 
Summit there were some new steps on Lebanon announced. We 
think their long deliberations on Lebanon indicate how 
seriously the Arab League views the problems in Lebanon. The 
formation of a committee composed of King Hassan, King Fahd, 
and President Bendjedid is very important. 


It demonstrates the personal commitment of these three 
leaders, representing the Arab League at the highest level, to 
resolve the Lebanon crisis. We urge the three leaders to 
initiate contacts as soon as possible with the parties to the 
Lebanese conflict in an effort to stablize the ceasefire and to 
build on the previous efforts made by the committee on Lebanon, 
which was chaired by Kuwait's Foreign Minister. 


Q Richard, still on Lebanon. There was a report -- 
there have been several reports -- that the Maronite forces in 
Lebanon have obtained surface-to-surface missiles with range 
sufficient to reach Damascus. Have you got anything to say 
about those? 
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a I don't have anything specific on that. I think 
we said something last week about how we would urge people to 
refrain from any provocative steps. 


Q Also on Lebanon. Cardinal O'Connor -- anything 
on his visit? 


A No, I don't have anything particular on his visit. 


Q Anything about the meetings, the imbalance -- the 
meeting of Christian leaders, not Muslim leaders; the fact that 
he seems to have upset people in the region that's easy to 
upset people in? 


A I don't have anything on that. He'll have to 
speak for himself on his meetings. 


Q Anything on the upcoming meetings in Tunis? Any 
idea when they are going to be? 

a What upcoming meetings are you talking about? 

Q Press reports that suggest there may be upcoming 


meetings in Tunis very shortly between Pelletreau and the PLO? 

a I don't have anything specific on upcoming 
meetings. There's nothing scheduled that I'm aware of. There 
very well may be meetings. There is an ongoing dialogue. 

Q Did he meet with Ballaoui today? 

f°) I don't know. L'1ll check. 

Q Richard, also on the Middle East, does the State 
Department have any comment on the new regulations for the 
Palestinian workers in Israel, on which they are being given a 
new set of foreign-worker documents? 

a I don't have anything on that, no. 


Q How about £1 Salvador? Do you have a delegation 
to announce on £1 Salvador? 


A That would be a White House delegation, and I'd 
have to leave it to the White House to announce it when it's 
time. 


Q Anything on Gorbachev announcing what the 
military budget is? 


qa Afraid not. 


Q A mob attacked a U.S. Army installation in South 
Korea. Do you know anything about that? 





, 
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A I've seen the reports, but I don't have any 
reaction here. I'm sorry. 


Q That doesn't deserve comment any more, it's so 
common or what? 


A As you said, it was an army base, and so I would 
expect the army would want to comment there on what happened. 


Q Right. But does the South Korean Government have 
no responsibility to the U.S. Government to protect U.S. 
installations? 


iy Your question posits a premise they did nothing 
to protect U.S. installations. I don't know the exact facts of 
the situation there, and so I'm not going to get into 
commenting on whether they did or did not do something they 
should have done. Certainly, it's important we ensure the 
security of our installations, together with the host 
government. But as to what happened in this particular case, I 
don't have any specific comment. 


Q Just to go back to Jim's question about the 
foreign workers, what exactly is it that the Palestinians from 
the Occupied Territories who work in Jewish settlements -- 
well, at least, in one Jewish settlement in the Occupied 
Territories -- are being designated by the settlers as foreign 
workers, which obviously is strange considering they come from 
the village next door. 


If you are going to comment -- well, could you look 
into it any way? 


A I'll be glad to look into it and see if we have 
anything. 


Q Is there any follow-up to the South African 
meetings held on Saturday other than what was said in Rome -- 
nothing further? 


A They held the meetings; they issued the 
statement. It's up to them -- 


Q No further assessment, then? 
A No, nothing further on th.‘ 


Q Has the date of de Klerk bee. officially 
announced? We know it's September, but -- 


a I don't think so. I'm not aware of any specific 
date yet. 
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Q More ethnic Turks were killed in Bulgaria over 
the weekend, and they are being forcibly expelled at the rate 
of something like 70 a day. Have we any comment? Have we 
raised the issue with the Bulgarian Government? 


a We commented last week on the situation of the 
ethnic Turks in Bulgaria, and I think we condemned the steps 
that were being taken against them. I don't have anything to 
add at this point. 


Q Have you got anything new on the attacks on the 
Mormons down in Bolivia? Is the U.S. Government doing anything 
about that? 


a We're in touch with the Bolivian Government on 
that. We're looking into the situation, but we don't have 
anything new at this point. 


Q We heard that the FBI have sent some kind of team 
down there. Can you confirm that? 


a I know that we offered assistance. I'm not sure 
if we actually agreed and provided something. I'11l look into 
that. 


Q Can you tell us what the status of your anti-drug 
operations are right now in Peru, in light of the events last 
week, the plane crash? 


4 The operations there have been under review. 
There was rebuilding going on. I'm not aware of any specific 
change in light of the plane crash. The investigation into 
that crash continues, so I don't think we are at a point yet tv 
draw any conclusions for policy. 


Japan's Foreign Minister, Mr. Uno, has almost 
decided to be the next Prime Minister in Japan. Do you have 
any information or do you have any comment? 

i] No, I don't. 
Q No? 


Q Richard, when is the OAS team due to report back 
on the Noriega affair? 


A The next meeting is to be held on June 6 in 
Washington, I believe. They left Panama on Saturday. 


Q Have you had any progress report or lack of 
progress report? 
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i I'm looking at the situation in there. No, I 
don't have anything to report on that at this point. I think 
the OAS would have to comment on how they think the mission 
went. 


Q There have been some reports that that team will 
go back to Panama before next Tuesday. Have you heard anything 
about that? 


is} I have nothing on that, nothing that would 
indicate they intend to do so. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the increasing 
settlers’ violence in the Occupied Territories? 


f°) We condemn the vigilante attacks. We note the 
Israeli Government's views there could be “no justification for 
people taking the law into their own hands." We certainly 
agree with that. 


We urge all sides to refrain from actions that 
contribute to raising the level of violence and hinder efforts 
to establish a dialogue between Israelis and Palestinians 


Y Anything to add to the NATO meeting, general 
reaction to the President's proposals? 


A There has been so much said by the party on that 
I'm still digesting it, and I certainly don't have anything to 
add. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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QUESTION 


MAY 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


U.S. - PLO DIALOGUE 


DID AMBASSADOR PELLETREAU MEET WITH THE PLO TODAY? WHAT 
THEY DISCUSS? 


~-AMBASSADOR PELLETREAU MET WITH PLO REPRESENTATIVE HAKAM 
BALLAOUI EARLIER TODAY (MAY 30) IN THE CONTEXT OF OUR 
REGULAR DIALOGUE. 


--WITHOUT GOING INTO DETAILS, LET ME REMIND YOU CF OUR 
LONG-STANDING POSITION THAT THE PURPOSE OF THE DIALOGUE IS 
TO SEE IF WE CAN FIND CONCRETE STEPS THAT WOULD MOVE THE 
PEACE PROCESS FORWARD. 


~~) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES: PALESTINIANS DECLARED FOREIGN WORKERS 


Q: ANY REACTION TO PRESS REPORTS THAT THE SETTLEMENT OF ARIEL 
HAS ANNOUNCED THAT PALESTINIANS WORKING ON THE SETTLEMENT WILL 
HAVE TO WEAR A TAG IDENTIFYING THEM AS FOREIGN WORKERS? 


A: --WE HAVE SEEN THE REPORT BUT CANNOT CONFIRM IT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


BOLIVIA: ATTACKS ON MORMONS 


Q: Do you have anything new on the attacks on the Mormons? 


Can you confirm that the FBI sent a team down? 


A: THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT [S PROVIDING THE BOLIVIAN 
GOVE: . «f WITH TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE IN THEIR INVESTIGATION 
OF THE ATTACK. AS PART OF THIS, AN FBI TEAM HAS BEEN SENT 


TO BOLIVIA. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE JAMES BAKER 


Maritia Hotel 
Bonn, Federal Republic of Germany 


7:00 P.M. (L) 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me make @ very brief statement and 
then I‘1ll be pleased to respond to your questions. We have just 
emerged from a very productive summit, the first of this presidency. 
As you know, the President has spoken of soving beyond containment in 
our relations with the Goviet Union in this time of very fundamentel 
change in the East. And now I think we have a basis for managing 
that change. 


We have seen a summit that proves that we have unity in 
the NATO Alliance. We have seen an initiative in the field of arms 
control. We have been, as we've sentioned before, winning across the 
board politically and economically for quite some tise. The values 
of the West ere the values that are persevering. And we now have an 
initiative on security as well. 


So with that statement, 1°11 be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, from an American point of view, what 
did the United States give up in order to get this agreement today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You mean the SNF agreement? 
Q Right, the SNF agreement. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I wouldn't characterize it that 
way, although any a is a compromise. As you know, we have 
been having discussions for some two months prior to the time that we 
got to Brussels on this iesue, hoping to resolve it before we got to 
Brussels. During the course of those discussions, the United States 
indicated a willingness to delay taking the decision on deployment -- 
production and deployment of the follow-on to Lance until late 1991, 
early 1992; and indicated « willingness to accept in principle -- or 
the principle -- I'm sorry -- the principle of negotiations on SNF. 


We'd already indicated that before we got to Brussele. 
We had to find a way to put that into language that didn't do 
violence to some of the principles we wanted to preserve. Let me 
mention those to you because they might be of interest as well. 


We wanted to preserve the position that, ever i: we. we 
might be willing to negotiate after a period of time an* suv}: *o 
certain preconditions, we did not want those negotiations to ine ve 
going ell the way to ferro, or total or complete elimination of ‘herr: 
missiles. We preserved that position. 


We also did not want to be put to the -- put in the 
position of having to negotiate before we were able to begin 
implementation of a conventional forces agreement. And the language 
is essentially that. 
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And, thirdly, we did not want there to be any doubt but 
that a conventional force agreement would have to be implemented 
before we would begin implementing reductions under a short-range 
nuclear agreement . 


How, you want to follow up? 


OQ Yes, please. Has that not been the United States’ 
position from the beginning, though, that you would not negotiate SNF 
until you had a conventional arms agreement in play? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's correct. Until we -- our 
position going in was we wanted the phrase tangible -- until there 
was tangible implementation of the conventional forces agreemcnt . 
What we come out of here is a statement that says we won't have 
short-range nuclear negotiations begin until teplementation of the 
conventional forces agreement is underway. I don't see that as such 
of a change syself. 


Q Mr. Secretary. that sounds like everything was set « 
long time ago, but there's at least one report that suggests the 
President was displeased with the strategic review, the results of it 
~~ that in the last few days, he ordered a new review, some Pentagon, 
some civilian people -- something was put together rather quickly, 
and what he presented at the NATO summit is the product of that 
reconsideration -- in fact, that he wasn't really happy with his new 
London -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's simply not correct. That's 
totally inaccurate. That's not what happened. 


Q What happened? 
Q What did happen? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what happened on what? The 
original question was short-range nuclear. What do you want to talk 
about? Conventional -- 


Q Let me get more specific -- did the President make 
some major last-ninute revisions in his assessment of what the United 
States could do with regard to these missiles and with regard to 
troop reduction? In fact, Mulroney and others apparently were taken 
somewhat by surprise. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, there was no last sinute -- 
Q I mean, the night before. 


SECRETARY BAKER: The two things, if I might suggest it, 
while there is some relationship and will be some relationship in 
implementation, the two things are seperate. The conventional forces 
initiative is something that was discuss. among some -- & very email! 
group in the administration, going way, vay beck to the very 
beginnings of this administration. 


The short-range nucleser agreement is something that, 
having -- the short-renge nuclear agreement -- having to do with the 
questions of modernization and negotiation, we began to discuss with 
our sliies, frankly, during the course of my early trip in February 
to NATO capitel. So the two things were proceeding on separate 
tracks and they were not linked in any way. 


Q Ie it true that after you came back from your visit 
to talk to Mr. Gorbachev and you laid out the new numbers, that it 
was at that time that you and the President -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, that's inaccurate. I've read 
eneosee reports. That's not correet. There hed «- 
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Q That was not « turning point eas far you're 
concerned? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, there had been significant 
discussions with respect to the conventional forces proposal going -- 
as I mentioned before -- going way, way back to the beginnings of 
this sdministration among « small group of people in the 
adainistration. 


Q Mr. Secretary, ien't it a case of interpretation as 
to whether you can ever negotiate to sero on SNF, subject to 
interpretation by different parties? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I don't think it is subject to 
interpretation. In my view, partial means partial, and it doesn’t 
mean -- it doesn't permit you to completely eliminate, nor does it 
permit you to totally eliminate. But you don't have to rest right 
there. That's in peragraph 48 of the agreement. If you look in 
paragraph 45 as well, you will see a reference in there to the fact 
that -- the last sentence of 45 -- where nuclear forces are 
concerned, land-, sea- and sir-besed systems, inciuding, it says, 
“ground-based missiles, in the present circumstances and as far as 
can be foreseen will be needed in Europe.” 


You might aleo take a look at paragraph 63. So we think 
it’s pretty clear that you can't go to sero. 


Q Yes, but the future is the future. As far as can be 
foreseen may be only a couple of years. 


SECRETARY BAKER: If you want we to say that there's no 
expressed statement in here saying that thie ie imperpetuity, I°11 be 
gled to say that. But the fact of the matter is, the negotiation 
that's going to be kicked off would not permit a result that takes 


you all the way to zero, or that completely and totally eliminates 
these missiles. 


Q Cowld you tell us a little more about the 
negotiation last night that came up with that partial language? And 
instead of saying flatly, no third sero. Was it designed to give the 
German government a little wriggle room? Could you just tell us « 
little about that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, yes. It was designed to -- I 
pean, it was designed to avoid saying it in those stark termes, 
because those are very stark terms as far as they are concerned. And 
that’s the reason we went to thet formulation. 


Q Mr. Secretary, back to the question of the review. 
Many of us who have observed the President's speeches in the last few 
weeks have noticed how he has diecussed the words “caution.” He's 
talked about being prudent. Now we have what I can only call a very 
bold proposal which does seem to be quite different from the speeches 
which he gave. Now, the question we're wondering is, ien't there 
obviously from any observer's viewpoint a change in course? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, there's no change in course. 
Prudence and resliem will etill be standards which will quide thie 
relationship. But the fact that the President has put a bold 
proposal on the teble doesn’t mean that he hase abandoned prudonce and 
realiem when you look at the proposal in detail. This proposal 
bringe ve to perity across the full range of conventions! weapons, 
save navel forces, which are not included in any way. It brings us 
parity in the face of tremendous imbalances favoring the East. 


So when we tlk about reducing -- when we talk about 
reducing 29,000 troops, when we talk about reducing 750 or 800 
combat aircraft -- if yo. look at what the East has to reduce, it's 
wav, way bigger. I mear "0,000 troops and in the thousands of 
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sircrafts. So this is not an imprudent proposel. 


Q@ So you're saying this is a result of the review: 
there was, in fact, no change in course? The President wee perfectly 
happy with the review and there wes no sense, ee he himself -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I didn’t say that. I mean, the 
President was perfectly happy, ss we sll were, with the review. This 
particular initiative was proceeding in a different way, on 6 
separate track, if you will. It was not put into the bureaucracy -- 
I guess that’s the best way I can explain it. 


All -- the various bureaucracies in the federal 
government that have to consider these things ultimately considered 
this proposal. But it wasn’t put into the general review: it was 
Gealt with at «a higher level in the government. 


Q I believe that you have acknowledged that basically 
the West Germans accepted the counterproposeal that you and the 
President came up with at Kennebunkport. The President even used 
that phrase “tangible” thie sorning in his press conference. And 
yet when the West Germans firet received it, they rejected it. Some 
were saying thie would sean that you couldn't have SNF talks possibly 
even into the next century. Yet now they have accepted the sane 
proposal. What happened? Was it the President's conventional areas 
ty or was it the fact that the West Germans found themselves 

mn @ very small minority at the NATO council, or both? 


SECRETARTY BAKER: Well, I think maybe it was part of 
both, John. I believe there was a feeling there at the summit that 
the United States had been forthcoming even before we got here. As I 
told you, thie has been the subject of a two-month-long exercise. And 
there was a feeling on the part of many of the allies that we had 
indeed been forthcoming in an effort to recognize the changing 
circumstances and therefore be flexible, and yet at the same time 
protect our deterrent. And I think many allies felt that that was in 
fact the way we had approached this. 


How, that wasn't the only reason. I thirk the 
conventional forces initiative did enter into the German thinking, 
although you really ought to ask them that. But the fact that we 
have an initiative that -- have an ares control proposal on 
conventionel forces that has some possibility, at least, of being 
concluded in a year probably entered into their thinking. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you say there was no change in 
course, but hasn't there been an evolution, at least, in the 
President's thinking? In hie May 12th speech at Texas A & M, he 
seemed to put the emphasis on a list of unilateral steps he wanted 
the Soviets to take, including unilateral troop reductions before we 


responded, and in his proposal of yesterday he was talking about 
mutual cute. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think there are still some steps 
that he would like to eee the Soviets take. We would like, again, to 
eee the new thinking represented in deeds as opposed to words in a 
number of different ereas around the world. You should not interpret 
the fact that the President has put a bold conventional arms proposal 
on the teble as somehow changing course or changing direction, 
because this proposal is very good for -- 


Q Well, I eaid evolution in thinking. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wait a minute, though. This proposal 
is very, very good for the United States. That's why he has 
suggested it. It's not something that we're doing for the Soviet 
Union. This is very, very positive from our standpoint and we will 
be such better off and much more secure in the West if they will 
accept it. An by t * way, we just see a report that Shevardnadze 
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says it is a very serious, positive and substantial proposal and 
they're going to give it serious consideration and that's very good. 


Q I£€ I could just follow up briefly -- yesterday, when 
we were being briefed, administration officials were pointing to the 
Soviet proposal as one reason that we now thought they were serious 
and that that was one reason we -- the President responded as he did. 


SECRETARY BAKER: You mean the Soviet proposal 
responding to the original NATO conventional? Yes. 


Q Responding to the original NATO proposal. And it 
just seemed that there was some evolution there. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Correct. 


Q I mean, you're denying there's no change or 
evolution in thinking or attitude? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Oh, no, but I'm just saying it's not 
-- there hasn't been a sea change. I mean, the Soviet -- that was 
important. Yes, that entered into the thinking. But this -- but the 
original -- the President's original deliberations with respect to 
this go way, way back and they antedate the Soviet response to the 
original NATO conventional arms proposal. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you say that we can get this 
conventional agreement done in a year. Is it possible -- is it 
conceivable that negotiations on SNF will start before the 
modernization decision in 19927 Is that even a remote possibility? 
And is that the kind of way you want to go into negotiations with the 
Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It is a possibility. I think the 
one-year date is optimistic, but not unrealistic. I think it's not 
an unrealistic date, so -- 


Q Is that the way you want to have a negotiation with 
the Soviet Union, with the modernization question left unanswered, 
and there's no pressure, therefore, on them to think they're going to 
get these missiles -- they can continue to play the political game 
with Germany? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It doesn't -- just because you have 
started a negotiation doesn't mean that you cave. And the decision 
will be made on modernization in ‘92. 60 you're only looking at 
about a period of about 14 to 17 months there, and there are 
provisions in here calling for keeping ovr current forces up-to-date, 
which we will continue to do. 60 we will continue to have these 
weapons deployed. 


Q But that requires modernization. 
SECRETARY BAKER: No, keeping -- 


Q Well, they become obsolete by the mid-90's. At 
least that's -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, by the mid-90's, yes -- by 1996 
or so, that is correct. But we're not talking about that time frame. 
We're going to take -- we're going to have another look at the 
question of modernization in 1992. 


Q Yes, but if -- but in order to have some, they have 
to be modernized. Isn't that correct? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, they do not have to be modernized 
in order to have some. We have 88 out there right now and we're 
under an obligation -- agreement at each and every one of these 
summits to keep these systems up-to-date. And we do repair them and 
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we keep them up-to-date and we will continue to. And there's nothing 
in this communique that would prevent that. 


Q Just explain how, if there is no modernization 
decision, how -- isn't there a conflict there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Modernization refers to & new systen, 
okay -- development of a follow-on to Lance. Untii we take that 


decision, we will continue to keep our Lance missile systems up to 
date. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President said that you would be 
able to tell us who was responsible for underlining the word 
“partial” in the communique. 

SECRETARY BAKER: We were. 

Q We, the United States? 

SECRETARY BAKER: We, the United States. 

Q Why? 

Q Why did you do that? 

SECRETARY BAKER: We, the United States. Because we 


wanted to give it a little added emphasis for the reason that Bill 
Plante suggested in his firet question. 





Q Mr. Secretary, what sust happen before the 
modernization decision? Must there be progress in the talks? Must 
there be actual cuts in conventional weapons? What sust take place 
before the modernization decision goes -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There must be a political constituency 
sufficient for that decision to be taken by NATO in 1992. 


Q And what will create that decision? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let's see what happens in terms 
of security developments around the world; let's see whether or not 
the new thinking is real; let's see whether or not the Soviet Union 
continues to come toward the West; let's see whether or not the East 
continues to move toward Western values. All of those things will 
enter into the political calculus as to whether or not that 
constituency will be there in 1992. 





Q You would not have to have a completed treaty on 
conventional reductions? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, there's no such requirement or 
restriction at all. 


Q Are you going to meet with Mr. Shevardnadze before 
the September third round? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I have no plans -- I have no plans now 
to meet with him before September. Remember this -- these are 
Alliance decisions. Yes, the manpower proposal is a U.S.-Soviet 
manpower and that would, of course, mgt direct dialogue, but we 
would want to do that, I think, within the context of very close 
consultation with the Alliance. 


Q But direct dialogue wouldn't give them any sort of 
impetus so once you have the formal language in September you could 
really move forward more quickly? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We would like to see it -- we would 
like to be able to put this on the table at the September 7, I think 
it is, resumption of the discussions. But this -~- I might say one 














final thing and then I've got to go -- this is a package deal. This 
is not something that we put on the table with the idea that the East 
can come in and pick what they like and leave what they don't like. 
And yes, there are some questions that will have to be resolved. 
There are accounting rules, particularly with respect to aircraft; 
there are some counting rules with respect to artillery; there are 
questions about demobilization and deactivation of troops that are 
reduced. So this has to be developed in that sense, but hopefully, 
we can put it on the table at the September 7th reconvening of the 


CFE discussions in Vienna. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 7:25 P.M. (L) 
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Q How does this trip play for George Bush politically. do 
you think? I mean, there’s been so much talk cf -- you know. 


GOV. SUNUNU: Well, I think it was an event that he realized 
for the last few months he had to prepare for and deal with the hard 
issues right. And I think it has -- he’s done that. And obviou:ly. 
when you do that, you get a positive response in terms of the ; 
politics of it as well as the substance of it. If the substance 1¢ 
right, the politics follows. You know, that’s been our theory all 
along, and I think this is a gocd example. The substance -- 


Q Ie that why he made a snap decision after five months of 


GOV. SUNUNU: It was not a tnap decision. 


Q Every day in the (Washington) Post they have another 
story -- 





GOV. SUNUNU: Well that -- with all due respect, that is their 
vereion of something that is in reality very different from the way 
it’s been reported. He has said all along that he was going to deal 
with this on the basis of the policy reviews that came in; they did 
come in. Even before they came in this general approach had been 
discussed well over four or five months ago. Before the 
inauguration, variations of this theme had been on the table and -- 


Q The troop reduction thing is the result of the policy 
review? I didn’t know that. 


GOV. SUNUNU: The policy review had a great deal to do with the 
input that went into that. 


Q Mr. Baker just told us yesterday that the troop ceduction 
had been worked on by a small group outside the bSOuUreauUCcracy -- 


GOV. SUNUNU: Yeah, for a long period of time. 











Q So which 1s 1t? 


GOV. SUNUNU: It’s both. You have an idea of what you may be 
able to do and you receive, as you develop that idea, the 
information that comes out of a number of areas, including the 
policy reviews, to make sure that what you are doing 1S compatible 
across the board. 


Q I mean, both came to the same decisions, or didn’t he 
have to choose from column A or column 8B? 


GOV. SUNUNU: Yes. 


Q You mean everybody thought identically about this issue, 
or was there, as the (Washington) Post suggests, that the ¢mall 
group had different views from the bureaucracy -- which 1s not 


sinful, you understand. 


GOV. SUNUNU: No. The basic ideas have been part of a 
collection of approaches that could have been selected. And over 
the last four months, the discussions within the bureaucracy, within 
the members of the President’s policy development groups honed in on 
a much smaller number of alternatives and then, in the last few 
weeks, those were reduced to what was presented at the -- at the 
meeting of the Alliance. And the Presicent all along has ¢aid that 
he was going to do this in a measured way, and I think the fruits of 
that hard work was reflected in the quality of what was presented 
and the response he got. 


QO Well the feedback we jot was that everybody was beginnins 
to realize that Gorbachev had grabbed the ball, was running with it, 
that we had no initiatives. All the early foreign policy 
speeches had no indication of any give at all, and all of a sudden, 
whambo, you know, you go to Kennebunkport and you had lunch and 
that’s when he ¢aid he made his decision. And you’re saying that’s 
not true, that it was all systematic and -- 


GOV. SUNUNU: That’s right. 


Q Well, it’s kind of hard to believe. becaute there wate no 
hint in any of the -- (word inaudible) -- meetings up to -- 


GOV. SUNUNU: Helen, everything that has been part of the 
communication on this all along has been an indication to you folre 
that he 


was dealing with thist in a tystematic way, that he was waiting for 
all the reviews to come together. to make sure that whatever way he 
was going to 90 was consistent with requirementse from a foreign 
policy point of view, from a defente strategy point of view, from 
the defense management structure point of view, from the responses 
he got from Congress. And with all due respect to those who sugcdest 
that you just pick something Like this out of the air, it doesn’t 
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work well that way. And what you are seeing is really something 
that has been honed over a long period of time. 


(Cross talk.) 


GOV. SUNUNU: The kinds of issues that were dealt with here are 
the kinds of issues that were involved in discussions between the 
Precident and what some people have called the “Small Group.” well 
before inauguration -- from well before inauguration. 


Q Did the “Small Group” have any White House mambers in it. 
or is it esescentially a State Department group? 


GOV. SUNUNU: No, the “Small Group” haste -- 
Q Cabinet -- 
Q Is Scowcroft one of the “Small Group?” 


GOV. SUNUNU: Scowcroft is not only part of the “Small Group.” 
but very much involved in the recommendations that ¢tarted thie a 
the honing down that brought it to where it was. The Secretary o 
State’s involved in it, the Secretary of Defense. The defense <1 
of this was not negligable, there 1¢ no way you can make the 
recommendations on force structure changes that were made -- 


na 
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Q Well, whose idea. whose idea? 


Q Well, who was doing that? I mean, for a long tame there 
wat no Secretary of Defense. Was that Cap? Who wat it -- I mean, 
if this wat so long standing, this preceeded a -- predated a 
Secretary of Defense. 





GOV. SUNUNU: There were Secretaries of Defente and potential 
Secretaries of Defense, and they were all involved in the -- 
(laughs) -- 


Q It was a small group. 
GOV. SUNUNU: It was. (Laughs. ) 


Q For 40 year¢e, any time there’s been a «usgettion -- 
Mantierre (ph) used to make it every other year -- to pull tome 
troops, or pull them all out of Europe. Was it the President’¢ 
suggestion to start a reduction of manrower in Eurcpe? 


GOV. SUNUNU: There were lots of suggettions that, while 
eventually at the right time they were a good suggestion, at the 
wrong time they’re not. And over thote long years of time. what is 
a good suggestion today may not Nave been a good suggestion -- 


Q What made it a jood suggestion at thist time, Gorbachev? 
The right-wing used to jump on suggestions. Now, you’ve got a 
right-wing administration saying pull troops from Curope. When did 








it become a conservative cause to pull troops from Europe? Did 
Gorbachev make it a cause, or did you detect that people think maybe 
it’s time to end the Cold War? 


GOV. SUNUNU: What made this package, I think, get the kind of 
positive reception it did, 


is that it is clear across: the board that the way it has been put 
together and presented, in the context of the environment that 
existe around the world, it is an cpportunity to cut back anc enc 
up, on net, stronger and in a better position. And I think that is 
why it is getting the kind of support it is across the board. 
including -- 


Q Governor, what wat the -- 
GOV. SUNUNU: <-- including the conservatives. 
Q What was the early idea? Wat it just generally tc make 


some initiative toward Gorbachev or to actually propose some sort of 
troop and aircraft cut? 

GOV. SUNUNU: The earliest ideat, you know, were across the 
board. I mean, you could probably say there were more than a couple 
of handfuls of alternatives in initial discussions. And as NSC and 
State and Defense identified advantages and disadvantages, you go 
through the winnowing process and you get down to about a handful of 
alternatives, and that’s what you work -- most of the work was -- of 
the last couple of months wat in blending those and -- 


Q But Gorbachev raited the ante. He’s the first one to 
mention troop cutbacks. 


GOV. SUNUNU: No, Gorbachev wacn’t the firet one. Ast you 
pointed out, even -- 


Q Oh, no, no, no -- 

GOV. SUNUNU: Well, but -- 

Q -- let’s don’t talk about the past -- 
GOV. SUNUNU: Yeah -- 


Q -- because it wat always spat on. especially by thicte of 
your political thinking. 


GOV. SUNUNU: That’s a value-free quettion, right? (Laughs. ) 
“ Any reaction from others -- 


GOV. SUNUNU: I’ve got to go. I’ll take one more. 


Q Any reaction from other East European countries? How is 
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_ this playing there? We’ve asked you about the Soviete=, but now -- 


GOV. SUNUNU: I can tell you this, and I don’t have the 
specifics in front, because I haven't had a chance to ¢se 
everything, but in the general discussions I’ve had with the 
Secretary of State, the President, and I talked to Dick Cheney this 
morning. the response across the board has been positive. Now, I'm 
not going to put a specific person on each one of these, and when 
the question was asked: Has there Seen any negative reaction, 
except for a couple of mincr issues that had been raised. almost 
tangentially, the response has been generaliy good. So I’m not 
going to say that the Eastern countries were all included in that, 
but on the basis on the general comments I got from the Secretary of 
State, Secretary of Defense, and General Scowcroft. who have been 
kind of pulling all that together. they say the responce has been 
good acrost the board. 


Okay? 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


GOV. SUNUNU: My pleasure. 


END 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 31, 1989, 12:31 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentiemen [ 
have two announcements today. 


The first concerns the non-immigrant visa waiver 
program. The President has decided to extend the non-immigrant 
visa waiver pilot program to six additional countries. On May 
27, he announced in Rome the extension of the program to 
Italy. Yesterday, May 30, in Bonn he announced the program's 
extension to the Federal Republic of Germany. 


Today, the United States is extending to France, the 
Netherlands, Sweden and Switzerland the opportunity to 
participate in the visa waiver program. This will complete the 
total of eight countries which Congress, under the Immigration 
Reform and Control Act of 1986, authorized for the pilot 
program. It was put into effect in 1988 for the United Kingdom 


and Japan. 


Are there any questions on that? 





Q Basically, then, anybody from those countries whw 
wants to can immigrate? 


a Well, let me give you the details. The program 
provides that nationals of these countries during the duration 
of the pilot program will not be required to obtain visas in 
advance to visit the United States for up to 90 days for 
tourism or business. When travelers arrive at the airport in 
their home country, they must fill out a visa waiver form. 

Then they may proceed through normal security checks. Upon 
arrival in the United States, they must go through U.S. Customs 
procedures and U.S. immigration procedures. 


Q How long is the pilot program? 
a The pilot program under the law lasts until 


September 1990. Of course, it could be renewed, extended, 
modified by Congress if it wants to before then. 


Q Is that for all non-residential visas? 
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o This is for business or tourism, that's what I'm 
told, so it's a particular class of visas -- not just all 


non-immigrant visas, but rather just the ones for business or 
tourism. 


Q You mentioned France. Doesn't France require 
visas for Americans? 


s Yes, but I'm told here that France has agreed to 
drop its visa requirement for Americans based on this step. 


Q As of when? 


a I don't have the dates. Why were these six 
countries -- this is the answer to why they were selected. 
Each of the countries selected for the pilot program has a high 
volume of applicants for non-immigrant visas to the U.S. and a 
low rate of refusal for such applications. 


Each country allows American visitors to enter without 
a visa except for France which has agreed to drop its visa 


requirement for American visitors. 
Q Is that effective immediately? 


a I'm not sure exactly. The steps that we're 
taking are being worked out with the governments of the 
countries involved. So we're doing everything we can to put it 
in place as soon as possible. 


Q Do they have to be nationals of these countries? 
rs) Passport holders, yes, of these countries. 
Q Because there have been terrorist problems with 


one or more of these countries. 

a Well, there are still checks along the way. 
There are security checks, there are checks against lists, 
they're checked by Customs, they're checked by Immigration. 


Q Richard, did I hear you say eight countries at 
one point? 


a It's a total of eight -- 

What are the other two that you haven't mentioned? 
The U.K. and Japan -- 

Okay. 


> © ®> 


~~ have it since 1988. And the President 
announced Italy, he announced Bonn, and then [I'm adding France 
and the Netherlands, Sweden and Switzerland. 
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Q Did Congress specify which eight, or is that up 
to the Executive? 


a I believe that was up to us. We chose them. 
Other questions on this? 


Second announcement: The second announcement concerns 
the expulsion of Nicaraguan diplomats. Today, May 31, Acting 
Assistant Secretary of State Michael Kozak advised the 
Nicaraguan Charge Mrs. Leonor De Huper that the continued 
presence of two Nicaraguan diplomats, Mr. Roberto Vargas and 
Mr. William Vigil, was no longer acceptable to the Government 
of the United States. Messrs. Vargas and Vigil have been given 
72 hours to depart the United States. 


The United States regrets having to take this step. 
We waited for six days before acting, in hopes that the 
Government of Nicaragua would reverse its unwarranted, 
unjustified expulsion of two U.S. diplomats on May 25. The 
decision was taken only after the Government of Nicaragua chose 
not to reconsider this decision. The accusation made by 
Sandinista Foreign Minister Miguel D'Escoto that the U.S. 
diplomats were engaged in illegal and undiplomatic activities 
is false, absurd, and not worthy of further comment. 


The United States reaffirms its commitment to pursue 
the principles of the Esquipulas process in seeking a 
diplomatic solution to the problems of Central America. 


We note that the latest expulsion of U.S. diplomats 
was not directed only at the United States. It was intended to 
draw attention away from the dissatisfaction of Nicaraguan 
workers with Sandinista economic policies and to deflect 
responsibility for this unrest from the Nicaraguan government. 


The United States reaffirmed to the Nicaraguan Charge 
our interest in improved bilateral relations and our 
willingness to respond positively to concrete steps toward 
democratization taken by the Nicaraguan government. 


In the wake of these events, we hope that all 
interested parties will redouble their efforts to bring true 
democracy and authentic national reconciliation to Nicaragua 
via the electoral process. 


Q Richard, these two individuals, what are their 
positions at the Embassy? 
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ic} I don't have their positions here. You'd have to 
ask the Nicaraguans for that. 


Q Are you alleging any improper activity by them? 


o No. This step was taken on the basis of 
reciprocity. It's a response to the Nicaraguan step, and 
that's why we're doing it. 


Q Could you spell -- 


i The names? Okay. The Nicaraguan Charge -- I 
don't know if you know. Her name is Leonar de Huper -- 


L-e-o-n-a-r d-e H-u-p-e-r. The two diplomats: Roberto 
Vargas -- R-o-b-e-r-t-o V-a-r-g-a-s and Mr. William Vigil -- 
W-i-l-l-i-a-m V-i-g-i-l. 


Q Did you say the Charge's first name is spelled 
L-e-o-n-a-r? 


is) That's what I got. 


Q Can you double-check that? 

a Okay. 

Q I think it's o-r. 

“ Will do.* 

Q Could we get a copy of that, please, Richard? 
A Certainly. 


Just a quick question: Was the Nicaraguan Charge 
called in and informed of this? 


oD 


Yes, that's right. 
Q Today? 
At the Department, today. 
Q Can we have a copy of that thing? 
a Certainly. 


Q No other questions on that? Do you have any 
information about an American journalist killed in Burma? 


a We do have a report that an American journalist 
died May 31 as a result of wounds suffered during fighting 
between the Burmese Army and ethnic insurgents along the 
Thai-Burmese border. 





*Spelling later corrected to Leonor. 
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Because the next of kin have not been notified, we 
have no further information we can offer at this time. 


Q Richard, can you say anything about the meeting 
in Tunis yesterday between Ambassador Pelletreau and Mr. 
Ballaoui? 


a We posted something yesterday afternoon, I 
believe, and that's all we have to say about il. 


Q Anything on plans to seek Congressional approval 
of lethal aid to non-communist forces in Cambodia? 


is) Our assistance program for the non-communist 
groups in Cambodia is only one element of a broad diplomatic 
effort to achieve an acceptable comprehensive and stable 
political solution in Cambodia. We believe it is important to 
strengthen the Cambodian Non-Communist Resistance. This is 
especially true in view of the accelerating politica)? proves 
that has developed following Vietnam's announcement that it 
intends to withdraw its forces from Cambodia at the end of 
September . 


We believe that appropriate assistance will strengthen 
the political standing and security of the Non-—Communis l 
Resistance and enhance its position and that of Prince Sihanouk 
in the negotiations which have already begun. 


It would also help the Resistance to hold its own 
should the Khmer Rouge attempt to seize unilateral control in 
the future. We're unalterably opposed to a Khmer Rouge return 
to dominance in Cambodia. We will continue to consult closely 
with the Congress on all aspects of this effort. 


Q Your statement is a bit ambiguous. Did Lhe 
Administration agree to provide military aid to Sihanouk and 


his allies? 

a I don't have anything specific on that that I can 
give you. All I can tell you is we do believe that it's 
important to strengthen the Non-Communist Resistance in 
Cambodia. 


Q How would you strengthen the Non-Communist 
Resistance? 


a I don't have any details I can give you. 


Q Would you rule out military aid as a way of 
strengthening the Non-Communist Resistance? 


i) I have nothing here that would rule it out, no. 


Q Do you have anything on the extradition request 
for Khashoggi? 








1069 


-6- Wednesday, 5/31/89 
A No, I don't. 
Q There are reports out of Bern -- 
A I don't know whether there's anything new on that. 


There's a report out of Bern that the U.S. 
request has arrived. 


A We can check on it and find out for you. 


Q Going back to Cambodia, I deduce from your 
careful language that you are not denying the report that the 
Administration has decided to go ahead with military assistance 
for the Non-Communist Resistance? 


: A I just said that I was not in a position to deny 
that, to say that there was no such thing. I don't have 
anything here that indicates that. 


Q What is the next step as far as dealing with 
Congress is concerned? 


A Again, I don't have anything exact on that 
either. We'll talk to whoever is appropriate on the Hill about 
it, I'm sure, as we have been -- consulting with the Hill all 
along on the idea. 


Q Is this the kind of thing that can't be discussed 
publicly, irrespective of whether you've made a decision? 


A I find it hard to say yes or no to that question 
because that amounts to discussing it publicly. You all know 
that if there were covert aid, we would not comment on it 
publicly, so I'm not saying there is or there isn't. But if 
there were, we wouldn't comment on it. © 


Q Most times. 
A All the time. 


Q Richard, do you have any sense of what's going on 
in Iran? The medical bulletins dealing with the Ayatollah's 
condition seem to be getting shorter and shorter. Do you have 
any idea what the state of the Ayatollah's health is? 


i) No, I'm afraid not. 


| | Q Do you have any comment on reports of arrests 
taking place in China? 


A We have seen some reports, but I don't think we 
have -- no, we don't have any independent confirmation. 
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Q Richard, has the Secretary made a decision on 
what to do about the Embassy in Moscow? 
A Not that I'm aware of, no. 
Q Do you have anything on the Salvadoran inaugural 


tomorrow, a message for Christiani? Is there anybody from the 
State Department going there? 


A I don't have anything for you today on that, I'm 
sorry. The inauguration is tomorrow. 


Q You know, this delegation has already left. 

A But has it been announced? (Laughter). 

Q They think it's been announced. 

Q Covert delegation. 

A I understand there was going to be a delegation. 
It was being put together yesterday. It was going to leave 
today. We'll just have to see if they made it off the ground 
and got put together in time. We announce no delegation before 
it's time. 

Anything else? That's it? 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 





gb 
Posted: May 31. 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
MAY 31 PRESS BRIEFING 


SWITZERLAND: KHASHOGGI CASE 


Q: There are reports from Switzerland that the U.S. 
extradition request for Adnan Khashoggi has arrived in Bern. 
He has been in a Swiss jail. pending extradition. Can you 
confirm this? 


A: --THE PAPERS FOR THE U.S. EXTRADITION REQUEST WERE 
DISPATCHED TO OUR EMBASSY IN BERN BY INTERNATIONAL COURIER 
SERVICE ON MAY 25. OUR EMBASSY IN BERN DELIVERED THE 
DOCUMENT TO THE SWISS FEDERAL DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AND 


POLICE ON MAY 31, AND WE ARE AWAITING A REPLY. 
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SECRETARY OF STATE 
JAMES A. BAKER 
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The Royal Lancaster Hotel 
London, England 


3:42 P.M. (t) 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, let me just 
briefly say that the President's meetings with Prime Minister 
Thatcher marked the end of a successful week of consultation with our 
allies. The President thanked the Prime Minister for her steadfast 
support of our Central American policies, for her work to move the 
Angola-Namibia Accords along successfully, to keep the agreement in 
Namibia from unraveling, the excellent work that she did when she was 
in Southern Africa, and the concern that she and her government have 
shown for the United States with respect to the tragedy of Pan An 
103. 


In addition, the President and the Prime Minister 
discussed matters involving follow-up on the conventional forces 
initiative that the President presented at the NATO summit. They 
discussed Eastern Europe with reference particularly to the 
President's speech in Mainz. They discussed the situation in China, 
they discussed the Middle East, particularly the situation in the 

ied territories, and they discussed the problems presented by 
the influx of Vietnamese boat people to Hong Kong. 


So with those remarks, I'll take your questions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you could give us an idea 
of the problems, or at least -- well, the difficulties that are ahead 
in the troop reduction arrangement. There have been suggestions -- 
storing -- the West pre-stores a lot of equipment. There are other 
problems about whether the French and British troops -- but I'd like 
your version of what are the difficult things ahead. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there are questions involving 
verification; there are questions, indeed, involving stored 
equipment; there are questions obviously involving the extent to 
which troops must be ilized and deactivated. All of these 
things have first to be sorted out within the NATO Alliance so 
that the Alliance is able to table a specific proposal at the 

ion of the discussions in Vienna on September the 7th. And 
both the Prime Minister and the President focused on the importance 
of continuing to move the debate within NATO along so that the 
Alliance will be ready to table a position on September -- 


Q Ie the President's timetable still feasible, or is 
it very optimistic -- about six months -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: It hasn't changed from what I -- the 
way I characterized it Beg yee ( which -- it was optimistic, but not 
unrealistic. I think t's a fair statement. Now, the first thing, 
as I indicated before, that we have to do, is formalize the Alliance 
position on this initiative. And we have to work that out within the 
context of the NATO Alliance and within the organization at Brussels. 


O Mr. Secreterv, vou spoke about this being the end of 
a week of successful consuicatiuius. voes coie nave any impact on 
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George Bush's presidency in view of all the criticism that he had had 
before he came here about being too cautious and too timid in terms 
of dealing with the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I would hope that it might put 
to rest some of that speculation. It is important, I think, that an 
American President be seen to be leading the Alliance. And I would 
respectfully submit that the President was seen actively and 
aggressively and effectively leading the NATO Alliance during the 
course of this week. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I gather that Mrs. Thatcher was 
rather unhappy with the fact that we still have some military aid 
going to the Argentinians. Was that the only area that you had 
contention at your meetings today, and if so, do you see any way that 
can be resolved? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there really was not contention, 
John, with respect to that. The matter of Argentina remains 
important to the Prime Minister. She expressed her appreciation for 
our willingness to work closely with the United Kingdom and to 
consult with them with respect to the modest amounts of military aid 
that have been suggested for Argentina. So I would not characterize 
that as a matter of contention. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the United States and Great Britain 
have always had a special relationship. Do you expect that to change 
at all in 1992 when they join Europe more fully in the open market? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, I don't expect it to change. I 
think that the special relationship between the United States and the 
United Kingdom is strong, it is enduring, it is based on a number of 
things. But we have been close friends and allies for many, many 
years, and I don't think that's going to be diminished as a 
consequence of EC ‘92. It has not been diminished as a consequence 
of NATO = other multilateral organizations in which both countries 
are parties. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I was wondering -- the President 
spoke a lot about Eastern Europe yesterday, in both the communique 
and the comprehensive concept also did. Is this signaling a new 
intention to step up the U.S. role in Eastern Europe or an attempt to 
shape events there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it's important that we 
recognize -- and this is what the President's speech did, in my view 
-- recognize that there is fundamental change taking place in some 
countries in Eastern Europe. We must be able to properly manage our 
response to that change. What the President called for, of course, 
was to end the division of Europe on the basis of Western values. 
That means that we must be responsive to those countries that are 
trying to open up both economically and politically. It does not 
mean that we should abandon our policy of differentiation. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Secretary Carlucci, before he left 
office, recommended a follow-on to Lance system called the MLRS. 
Will this administration carry through with that decision by 
Secretary Carlucci, or are you going to go back and rethink the MLRS 
system as a follow-on to Lance? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's a decision that has not 
as yet been formally taken the President. He will have to 
consider that as one possibility, as one option. He may decide that 
he wants to consider some other options as well. But now we have a 
situation where the questions on production and deployment are 
decisions that will be made in calendar year 1992. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said the other day in answer to 4 
question that the President's propowe: a. wail did not amount to an 
abandonment of his policy review, it was not a signal of the 
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disappointment with it and indeed that the discussions about this 
sort of proposal -- it dated way back to the early days of the 
administration. I wonder if could elaborate on that further and 
give us some further description of the steps that were taken that 


produced this. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I can't elaborate much beyond 
what I said. I perhaps could clear up something that I think might 
have been misinterpreted. What I said was that this proposal was not 
initially developed within the bureaucracy, and that is true -- the 
bureaucracies -- and that is true. 


It was ultimately, however, run by the bureaucracies 
before the President finally signed off on it. The President himself 
suggested the idea that we explore this as a possibility early on in 
the administration -- 


Q@ You say “this”. What do you mean by "this"? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The conventional forces initiative or 
something like it -- something like this conventional forces 
initiative that he has put forward -- his CPI, if you want to call it 
that -- his conventional parity initiative. 





Q Mr. Secretary, did the Prime Minister express 
objections or reservations to even the modest sale of arms to 
Argentina by the United States? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that the Prime Minister is -- 
as I tried to put it a moment ago, Craig, is very reeetse of the 
fact that we consult very, very closely with the United Kingdom with 
respect to any proposed sales of arms to Argentina. 


Q But did she specifically object to any sales? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Wot that I am aware of, no. 


Q Can you tell us when, exactly, it was decided to 
table this proposal -- I mean, = to table it, but when it was 
decided that this was the proposa Rig were going to make? Because 
when you said the other day “that. this is something you've been 
talking about for months -- the general concept -- I was given to 
believe that that's exactly what you meant -- the general concept. 
When did this -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, I did mean the general concept. 

Q When did this come into play as a real-life proposal 
that you could actually make here? Was it in the last three weeks? 
Can you just tell us -- 

SECRETARY BAKER: In the last three weeks? 

Q Yes. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Probably the final shape of it would 
have been in the last three weeks, yes. 


Q And whose idea was it initially? 
SECRETARY BAKER: It was the President's idea. 


He said I'd like to cut forces in Europe and 15 
percent of the aircraft? 


SECRETARY BAKER: He said I would like to look at 
something in this area. And there were a whole host of things that 
were initially looked at. But then, it was important to the 
President, as he has said before, that this have a coaplete and 
thorough scrub by the military to make certain that it was militarily 
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ropriate and sound and made good sense from a military standpoint. 
And that's what happened. 


Q Could I just follow up on that? Was this after your 
trip to Moscow when you got the inklings of what kind of response 
they were going to have to the NATO proposal? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The President's final signoff came 
after my trip to Moscow. 


Q Was the major part of the development of the 
initiative after the trip to Moscow? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's hard -- it's hard to say, but 
if I had to say, the major part probably. Although I have to tell you 
that this is something that the President had an interest in going 
way, way back. And it was discussed among his top advisors -- all of 
his top advisors. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
has said in Paris that the Soviets would demand a withdrawal of 
French and British troops from West Germany as well as a condition 
for acceptance of the 275,000 troop level. What is your reaction to 
that and what was Mrs. Thatcher's reaction to that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm not sure that that was 
specificially discussed with the Prime Minister. I didn't hear that 
as an item of specific discussion, Jim. But my reaction to that is 
there are a lot of Warsaw Pact troops in there too that are not 
included in this proposal. This is a U.S./Soviet proposal to the 
extent that it involves manpover. 





With respect to the other elements -- aircraft, 
helicopters, tanks, artillery and armored personnel carriers, it's 
Pact to Pact -- Warsaw Pact to Warsaw Pact. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you -- can we fine tune that? 
You know -- you remember the problem with intermediate range. The 
U.S.'s argument was look, this is U.S.-Soviet. We're not responsible 
for German missiles and you had to work out kind of a special deal. 
Are you saying now that there will be sort of two level negotiations? 
Troops will not be a NATO -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, no. I'm not saying it will be 
negotiated that way, but I'm answering the question about -- that the 
Minister has said we want to see what happens to French and British 
troops. I suppose we will have an interest in knowing what happens 
to other Warsaw Pact troops other than Soviet troops. But the 
negotiation will take place within the Alliance. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I note some insecurity on the part of 
Britain. This concentration today -- major concentration on the 
special relationship. Are the British afraid that we are -- it's a 
nmr mirror on the wall, who do you love the most?" Are they 
afraid -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I didn't notice a special 
concentration. I noticed one question at a press conference. 


Q Well, the President asized it and the British 
reporters seem to think there is something -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: The President asized it in 
response to a question about it, and what he said was there is a 
special relationship. He told the Prime Minister this, by the way, 
during the course of their discussions. It is something that we talk 
about all the time in bilateral discussions with representatives of 
the United Kingdom, because it is there. 


Q But is it a worry? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: It's not a worry as far as we're 
concerned and I don't think it's a worry as far as the United Kingdon 
is concerned. 


Q Mr. » you spoke earlier about the need to 
have further discussions within NATO before a full conventional 
forces proposal can be tabled. Is there a timetable now about how 
long that's likely to take and what the process will be? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, as I think I may have said 
earlier, we would like to see that process completed by the 7th of 
September so that when the conventional forces talks reconvene in 
Vienna on that date, we will be able to table a specific proposal -- 
a 1 that will have been fleshed out to the extent that the 
questions, some of which have come up here today, will have been 
resolved. There are questions that have to be resolved. We're 


shooting at September 7th. 


Q Mr. Secretary, was there any discussion with the 
Prime Minister about the possible withdrawal of some U.S. troops from 
<i hegge and also any discussion about British dual capable aircraft 
being -- 





SECRETARY BAKER: There was no discussion about the 
withdrawal of United States troops from Britain, but there was a 
discussion with respect to the question of dual capable aircraft and 
the President indicated to the Prime Minister that it is not his 
intention in advancing this initiative that it involve the dual 
capable aircraft of the United Kingdom or France. 


I might say that the reservations of each of those 
countries in this regard had been expressed to us during the course 
of our prior consultations with those countries about this 
initiative. We think that the aircraft element in the proposal can 
be accomplished without getting into the dual capable aircraft of the 
UK or France. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can I ask you about the boat people? 
The British gt mee wants the principle accepted by the 
international community that the boat people could, if necessary, be 
sent back against their will to Vietnam. They want this principle to 
be accepted at the international conference in Geneva next month. 
The United States has been against this principle until now. I 
at - was discussed today. Can you tell us if that is still your 
position 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, it is still the position of the 
United States; that is, that we eeepeee the right of first asylum, 
and we also support freedom of choice where refugees are concerned. 
We are talking, of course, about political refugees. There will be a 
discussion in Vienna on the 13th and 14th of June and this matter 
will come up and be discussed further. But the position of the 
_— States is as you have stated it and as I have just repeated 
t. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Shevardnadze is saying that your 
timetable is too fast, that they can't move that fast. Do you think 
that the President has managed to put the shoe on the other foot, so 
to speak? Do you think that the Soviets are on the defensive here 
and that you have put tie President on the offensive? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm not -- I really -- I don't 
know about that. I'm not going to get into that. I do think this -- 


Q Well, what's your reaction to what he said? 
SECRETARY BAKER: I do think this -- that the dynamics 


now are that the ball is in their court and we do -- a response by 
them is now clearly called for, and it will be interesting to see 
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exactly what that response is. 


Q Well, -- follow up -- this is his response and he's 
saying you're trying to go too fast. What's your answer to that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, no, that -- this is not his 
response. This may be a preliminary part of his response, but ny 
answer to that is that, yes, this is an optimistic timetable, but it 
is not an unrealistic timetable, particularly if we have cooperation 
from the Soviet Union. 


Q Mr. Secretary, we were told you discussed the Middle 
East with Mrs. Thatcher today. What in your opinion, if anything, is 
there that Britain can do about the Middle East? When Mr. Shamir was 
here recently he was very upset about the speech you made in America. 
But what in your opinion can Britain do that the Soviet Union and the 
United States can't do together? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that the United Kingdon, 
and other countries in Europe for that matter, can join the United 
States -- and maybe there can be a Soviet t in this -- but at 
least join the United States in supporting Pr Minister Shamir's 

1 for elections in the West Bank as a means to get into a 
broader political negotiation. And it's in that context that the 
Prime Minister advanced his elections proposals. And I frankly 
believe, following these discussions here today, that there is some 
chance that we will see -- well, I know there's more than some chance 
-- we will have the active support of the United Kingdom in trying to 
= ge of elections to move the peace process forward in the 
M e t. 


Q You are totally for that election proposal? You are 
for it, absolutely? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Oh, yes, as I have said, we are 
totally for it. We think it offers the best chance to move the peace 
process forward. 


MR. FITZWATER: Thank you. I need about a 10-minute 
filing break to collect papers on the week ahead and we'll come back 
under regular briefing rules and go through travel schedule and so 
forth. Thank you. 


END 4:00 P.M. (L) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
have two announcements. First one: The Department of State is 
releasing today Foreign Relations of the United States, Volume 
x The Aa . 


The press release and a summary are available in the 
Press Office. Ordering information is included. Copies are 
available for reading in the Office of the Historian, and an 
inspection copy is available in the Press Office. 


Questions? 


The second concerns the inauguration today in £1 
Salvador. Today in El Salvador, President Cristiani is being 
inaugurated in a democratic transfer of power following a free 
and fair election which took place under very difficult 
circumstances. The transfer of power takes place in a peaceful 
and democratic manner, reflecting the strong commitment of the 
people of El Salvador to democracy. The United States supports 
this process. 


President Bush has sent a prominent delegation to the 
inauguration headed by Senator Lugar. He has also conveyed his 
congratulations to President Cristiani and to the people of £1 
Salvador. The United States supports the democratic process in 
El Salvador, as we do throughout Latin-America. We continue to 
support the consolidation in £1 Salvador of a democracy in 
which security flows from respect for human rights, the rule of 
law, and equitable development. We applaud President 
Cristiani's firm commitment to these goals. 


Q Richard, there was a demonstration outside the 
State Department today protesting U.S. aid to El Salvador. Do 
you have any comment? 


a No specific comment on that, no. 
On another subject, have you been keeping current 


Q 
on what's going on in China with attempts to deal with the 
demonstrations? Do you have any comment in general? 


a I don't have anything specific updating the 
situation at this point, no. 
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Q Well, do you have any specific comment or 
knowledge about the new restrictions which have been placed on 


foreign news coverage, including preventing foreign 
correspondents based there from speaking to demonstrators 
except under certain conditions and warning of further actions? 


a Let me note, we understand the authorities in 
China are taking steps to enforce new regulations which 
prohibit foreigners from gathering news in martial law areas. 


In addition, interference with VOA Chinese language 
broadcasts continues. As you recall, President Bush has said, 
"I urge that Voice of America not be jammed and that reporters 


be given open access.” 


Q Do you have any comment on the chilling effect 
that these restrictions on foreign correspondents is having? 


a I have just the comment here that the President 
made, that we're urging that reporters be given open access -- 
and will be allowed to report on the news. 


Q What if the Chinese Government actually starts to 
arrest some of these journalists? 


a At this point, that's a hypothetical situation. 


Q Have you discussed it at all with the Chinese 
Government? 


a We've had discussions with the Chinese Government 
on what's taking place there. They're well aware of our views 
about freedom of the press, freedom of expression, rights of 
peaceful assembly and all those sorts of things. So, yes, 
those have been discussed in the Wan Li meeting, and I'm sure 
at other times as well. I don't have anything specific on 
specific meetings or exchanges. 


Q You don't know if there has been any contact 
between the embassies and the various governments on these 
restrictions? 


a I'm not aware of any specific contacts on these 
restrictions, no. 


Q Do you plan to bring them up? 


a Again, I'm not aware of any specifics on raising 
these specific things. As I said, the President has spoken 
very clearly on this. The Chinese are very well aware of our 


views. 


Q The second man in command of the PLO revealed the 
existence of a Palestinian-USSR committee to follow up on the 
developments in the Middle East and the peace process. Do you 
have any comment on that? 
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A No, I don't right now. 


Q Do you have any comment on the measures taken by 
the Israelis in the occupied territories against Palestinian 
workers? 


a Which measures are you speaking about? 
Q Avout tags, and so on? 


A The reports are that the settlement of Ariel is 
requiring Palestinian workers there to wear tags, identifying 
them as foreign workers. 


We would find this practice offensive. In our view, 
this one settlement's requirement of badges for Palestinian 
workers is incompatible with democratic values. 





I would point out, however, that this requirement is 
not an Israeli Government policy, and I'd refer you to the 
Israeli Government for any more comment. 


Q Do you have anything on the fact that two Israeli 
cities have announced their intentions to build camps outside 
for Palestinian workers, and that workers only from those camps 
will be able to work in those cities, and again they will be 


tagged? 


i) No, I don't. The idea of wearing badges, as I 
said, is a practice that we would find offensive. 


Q And also in the area, if I may, do you have 
anything -- any comment on the guerrilla raid in south Lebanon 


and the following Israeli reprisals? 
a No, I don't. 
Q What about the Amnesty International Report? 
a Excuse me? 


Q About the Amnesty International Report on the 
occupied territories -- arrest of $,000 Palestinians? 


a We've issued our views on that in our human 
rights report. It fully documents our position on Israel's use 
of administrative detention in the occupied territories. 


Q Have you seen the Amnesty International Report? 


“ I assume we have. I have personally not seen it, 
and I don't have any specific comment. But, as you know, in 
these cases even when we have seen it and read it and studied 
it, our comments -- our information, our comments and 
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everything is contained in our human rights report, and it's 
full, complete and detailed. We don't try to add to it based 


on what other people report. 


Q There is a report that says the Polish Government 


has criticized the U.S. for its support for the Solic ~-ity 
trade union. Does it affect the visit by Bush? Do yo. have 


any comment on that? 


a I commented the other day that the U.S. was not 
interfering in Polish internal affairs. There's been no change 
in the plans of the President as far as I know. 





Q Do you have any reaction to the appointment of 
Mr. Uno, Japan's new Prime Minister? 


A Not at this point, no. 


Q Did you know that State Department officers had 
contact with a North Korean scholar yesterday? It was at a 


meeting in the Carnegie Institute. The Carnegie Institute said 
a State Department Korean desk officer came to a meeting, they 


said. 


a That would not be unusual. I can get for you our 
guidelines on contact with North Koreans. We're often or 
occasionally in the same place as North Korean diplomats. It's 
nothing unusual. 


Q But this is -- 


a If we were, then that's interesting, but it's not 
unusual. 


Q Anything on the status of trying to get the Thai 
workers out of Rabta? 


is The U.S. has often expressed its concern about 
Libya's efforts to develop a chemical weapons production 
capability. We have called on all nations to ensure that their 
firms and individuals are not contributing to the Libyan 
chemical weapons program. 


I won't go into the details of confidential diplomatic 
exchanges, but I would note that the Royal Thai Government is 
well aware of our views or this issue and is aware, as many 
other governments are, of our serious concerns about the 
presence of workers at Rabta, including Thai workers. 


We hope that they and other governments will continue 
to take action to deny foreign support to Rabta. 


Q Any figures? I mean, official figures. 


a I don't have any figures. You'd have to ask the 
Thais on that. 
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Q Since we are on Libya, do you have any -- do you 
welcome the resumption of air flights between Libya and Egypt 
and normalization of relations between them? 


A I don't have any comments on that. 
Q No? 
A That doesn't involve us. 


Q Do you expect the Thai Government to be able to 
just take out the Thai citizens from Libya in a time when there 
are still Americans working in Libya? 


A I'm afraid you'd have to ask the Thai Government 
what they plan to do. We say in very specific terms that it's 
very important to deny foreign support to this plant at Rabta. 
We've had discussions with the Thai Government as well as other 
governments, and we hope that the Thai Government and other 
governments will continue to take action to deny foreign 
support to this plant. 


Q Back on Salvador -- 
Q Richard -- 
A One, two (indicating). 


Q Congressman Solarz has put out a statement, 
criticizing the State Department for failing to meet a deadline 
on supplying a plan for dealing with the narcotics problem. 

Any reason for the failure to meet the deadline? 


A I'm not aware of it. If you can give us more 
detail, we can look into it. 


Q He refers to the drug bill last year which 
included a section 4105, a law that directed the Secretary to 
submit a plan to Congress within six months. The deadline was 


May 18. 


a) That's specific enough. I'll look into it, and 
we'll see what we can get you on Section 4105. 


(Laughter) 
Do you have any guidance there on military aid 


for El Salvador, the need for it, levels, Congressional 
complaints about U.S. military aid to El Salvador? 


A I don't. Our aid programs are well known and 
well justified. The threat is also very clear, the surprising 
quantity of weapons that were disclosed yesterday -- 
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Q Do you have anything more on that? 
A You want the details? 
Q Sure. Let's hear what you've got. 


A We understand that on May 30, a captured FMLN 
member led the Salvadoran National Police to a large arms cache 
in San Salvador. The cache included hundreds of new 
Soviet-bloc weapons, over a million rounds of 
Cuban-manufactured ammunition, and material for the manufacture 
of explosive devices, including 892 one-pound blocks of TNT. 


The captured material included -- here's the list: 
283 Soviet AK-47 assault rifles; 60 Soviet AK-47s with 
retractable stocks; 3 Soviet RPG machineguns with bipods; 88 
Hungarian 9mm semi-automatic pistols; 268 bayonets for AK-47 
rifles; 1,394 AK-47 magazines; 184 9mm Hungarian pistol 
magazines; 10 Soviet RPG-7s; 90 RPG rounds; 30 Soviet RPG-18s; 
50 fragmentation F-1 Soviet grenades; 892 one pound blocks of 
TNT; 197 rolls of plastic explosives; 4 rolls of detonating 
cord; 30 meters of time fuse; 16 travel alarm clocks modified 
for time delay devices; 2,000 commercial electronic detonating 
caps; 3,000 commercial non-electric detonating caps; 
approximately one million AK-47 rounds bearing stamps 
indicating their manufacture in Cuba as recently as 1988; as 
well as other miscellaneous equipment, including holsters, 
orored and one Colt and one Smith & Wesson semi-automatic 
pistol. 


According to the captured FMLN member, these arms were 
to be used by FMLN urban commandos in terrorist acts planned 
for June. 


The discovery of one million rounds of recently 
manufactured Cuban ammunition, we believe, belies Cuba's 
assertions of support for Esquipulas. I would note that there 
we are not discussing here the fine points of international 
diplomacy. These weapons were to be used to commit terrorist 
acts against the people of £1 Salvador. 


Q Richard, earlier AK-47s -- I mean when AK-47s 
were detected earlier this year, I believe it was said at the 
time that they were apparently of East European origin but the 
precise country or manufacturer couldn't be identified. Can 
you tell us how you're able to identify so specifically this 
time whether the weapons are Soviet or Hungarian? 


a No, I can't. First of all, the information is 
largely from the Salvadoran National Police who discovered the 
cache and revealed this information. I assume that there was 
just markings or other identifications. 


Q Well, for example, the identification -- the 
ammunition was marked as manufactured in Cuba with the names of 
the manufacturers. 
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A I assume the stuff was marked with where it came 
from. Sometimes you know and sometimes you don't. This time 
we know. 


Q Could you make that list available to us? 
A Yeah, we can do that. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on Beirut 
reports that Cardinal O'Connor carried an oral message from 
President Bush to General foun of Lebanon? 


A I'm not aware of such message. 


Q Richard, there's a report out of India that Rajiv 
Gandhi has decided not to negotiate on Super 301 matters with 
the United States. The Japanese apparently are prepared to 
discuss but not negotiate. Do you have any reaction to this 
lack of enthusiasm on the part of our trading partners? 


a I think I better leave to the USTR the follow-up 
questions on 301 and how we pursue it at this point. We've 
announced our policy. As I said, there's a lot of bilateral 
and multilateral trade issues to be worked on with different 
countries and we expect to be able to work on them. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





© 


Question taken at the June 1, 1989 Daily Press Briefing 


CONTACTS WITH NORTH KOREANS 


Q: What is U.S. policy regarding official contacts with North 
Koreans? Did State Department officials meet with North 
Koreans in Washington at a meeting sponsored by the "Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace?" 


A: -- 


IN OCTOBER 1988 THE U.S. AGAIN INSTRUCTED ITS DIPLOMATS 
THAT THEY MAY HOLD SUBSTBANTIVE DISCUSSIONS WITH OFFICIALS 
OF THE D.P.R.K. IN NEUTRAL SETTINGS. SINCE THIS 
DECISION, U.S. DIPLOMATS HAVE HELD 4 MEETINGS IN BEIJING 
WITH NORTH KOREAN COUNTERPARTS. 


THE U.S. RECENTLY GRANTED VISAS FOR 4 NORTH KOREAN 
ACADEMICS, NOT DIPLOMATS, TO PARTICIPATE IN A SEMINAR 
THIS WEEK IN WASHINGTON SPONSORED BY THE “CARNEGIE 
ENDOWMENT FOR INTERNATIONAL PEACE.” STATE DEPARTMENT 
OFFICIALS ATTENDED SESSIONS OF THIS SEMINAR AS OBSERVERS 
BUT NOT AS PARTICIPANTS. 


THE KOREA DESK DIRECTOR ATTENDED A LUNCHEON THAT INCLUDED 
NORTH KOREAN PARTICIPANTS, AND IN INFORMAL REMARKS HE 
EXPLAINED THE U.S. POLICY CHANGES ANNOUNCED LAST OCTOBER 
AND EXPRESSED THE HOPE THAT NORTH KOREA WOULD RESPOND 
POSITIVELY, WHICH IT HAS NOT DONE TO DATE. 


HE ALSO STRESSED THAT UNLESS DIALOGUE WITH THE SOUTH 
RESUMES, IT IS DIFFICULT TO SEE WHAT CAN BE ACHIEVED IN 
U.S.-D.P.R.K. GOVERNMENTAL CONTACTS. 


IN ADDITION, HE TOOK THE OCCASION OF THIS INFORMAL 
CONTACT TO STRESS THE IMPORTANCE OF THE PROMPT, 
UNCONDITIONAL RETURN OF KOREAN CONFLICT REMAINS THROUGH 
ESTABLISHED ARMISTICE COMMISSION CHANNELS. 


ACTING ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR EAST ASIAN AND PACIFIC 
AFFAIRS WILLIAM CLARK, JR. ATTENDED A RECEPTION HELD AT 
THE CONCLUSION OF THE SEMINAR. WHILE THERE, HE HAD A 
BRIEF DISCUSSION WITH THE SENIOR NORTH KOREAN PARTICIPANT. 


(077 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 1 PRESS BRIEFING 


. MISSED DEADLINE ON COCAINE STRATEGY 


Q. Congressman Solarz has put out a statement criticizing the 
State Department for failing to meet a deadline on supplying a 
plan for dealing with the narcotics problem. Any reason for 
the failure to meet the deadline? He referred to the Drug 
Bill last year in which the law directed the Secretary to 
submit a plan to Congress within six months. The deadline was 


May 18. 


‘e 

A. THE OMNIBUS DRUG BILL OF 1988 REQUIRES THAT THE DIRECTOR 
OF NATIONAL DRUG POLICY (THE DRUG CZAR) FORMULATE A DRUG 
STRATEGY BY SEPTEMER 5. 1989. THE STATE DEPARTMENT IS 
WORKING WITH THE DRUG CZAR'S OFFICE ON THE INTERNATIONAL 
PORTIONS OF THE STRATEGY. WE REGRET ANY MISUNDERSTANDING 
BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT AND CONGRESSMAN SOLARZ ON THE 
MATTER. THE DEPARTMENT REMAINS COMMITTED TO PROVIDING A 
COMPLETE AND WELL-THOUGHT-OUT STRATEGY AND WILL CONTINUE TO 


WORK WITH CONGRESS TO REDUCE THE SUPPLY OF COCAINE ENTERING 


OUR COUNTRY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #97 


FRIDAY, JUNE 2, 1989, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me make one administrative announcement, if I can. There 
will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of Prime Minister 
Bhutto Monday at noon at the White House. That's the only 


announcement. 


Q But there's going to be a regular briefing here 
at noon, right? 


A Yes, there will be, as far as I know. Yes. 


Q Do you have any reading on the progress or lack 
of progress in Nicaragua toward setting up a framework for 
democratic elections? 


A I don't have anything with me today. We've 
spoken about it a number of times in the past, and I'd be glad 
to get you any update, if you think that's useful. 


Because there's some new complaints today by 
opposition candidates. 


A Well, you know that all along we've urged the 
Nicaraguans to -- the Sandinistas to sit down with the 
opposition candidates and work out with them directly questions 
involving all the problems with the various laws that they've 
passed. They've sought all along to manipulate and dominate 
the election process. There haven't been any changes in a 
positive direction to those laws that I'm aware of since we've 
last spoken about them. 


We have always all along urged very strongly that the 
way to work this out and to get a free and fair electoral 
process going is for the Sandinistas to sit down with the 
opposition and talk to them about how the election ought to be 
run, how things ought to be structured. 


We'll look into that, if we can get you anymore 


details. 
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Q The interview this morning in The Times with the 
KGB -- our friend from the KGB -- they suggested that there was 
-- there have been contacts between the U.S. and the Soviets on 
terrorism. Do you have anything on that? Can you confirm that 


that's happened? 


A This is one of the subjects that was included in 
the transnational category of items that were discussed at the 
Ministerial between the Secretary and Shevardnadze. There was 
an understanding that we would continue exchanges on 
terrorism. I don't think anything more detailed has been 
scheduled at this point. 


Q Richard, are you aware, or is the State 
Department aware of any contacts between Israeli Science 
Minister Weizman and a PLO official? 


A I don't have anything on that. I just don't have 
any particular information on that. It's not something I'd be 
addressing from here, I don't think. 





Q What was the question? 
Q We could not hear the question. 


A The question was whether we had anything on 
contacts between the Israeli Science Minister -- 


Q Weizman. 

A -- Weizman, and the PLO. 

Q Has the -- well, U.S. officials have called for 
dialogue between Israel and the Palestinians. Are you aware of 


any specific dialogue that's happened recently between Israeli 
officials and Palestinians? 





A I'm not aware of anything specific. 


Q Any reaction to a report that the Israeli army 
plans to crack down on the Jewish settlers who are accused of 
violence against Palestinians? 


A I don't have any comment on the reports of any 
kind that there might be a crackdown. We expressed our strong 
condemnation of any sort of vigilantism the other day. That 
remains our position. The Israeli Government, I think, also 
expressed its opposition to provocative acts. 


Q The Arab League Ambassador said this morning that 
he asked the State Department to allow the PLO to reopen its 
Washington Office given the fact that the United States has 
opened a dialogue with the PLO. Do you know whether that 
request is under consideration? 
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A I can check if there's been any request. 
Q And beyond that, what's the U.S. disposition? 


A Beyond that, I'm not aware of any chance in our 
policy at this point. 


Q In other words, it's being considered? 


A I'll look into whether it's there and whether 
it's being considered. 





Q Richard, can I go back to the violence about what 
you said about the settlers? ODid you make your point clear to 
the Israeli Government, especially the Israeli armed forces 
about allowing -- continuing to allow the settlers to carry 
U.S.-made weapons and M-16s and others where they used them 
against the Palestinians under occupation? 


a I'm not aware that we've addressed anything in 
terms of guns or otherwise. We said very clearly the other day 
-~ the Israelis are very well aware of our view. It's a view 
that they appear to share. As we said the other day, we've 
urged all sides to refrain from actions that contribute to 
raising the level of violence. 


Q But there is a direct responsibility of the 
Israeli forces -- Israeli armed forces and the Minister of 
Defense in the occupied territories, since he administers the 
territories, that he sees that these settlers will have to be 
contained. Since they are supposed to be instilling law and 
order in the areas, don't you see that you have to press more 
or possibly show more of your abhorrence or condemnation, if 
you will, of this type of method that will necessitate or 
precipitate a civil war between Palestinians and Israeli 
settlers in the territories? 


A I have nothing further for you on these attacks, 
these incidents than what I've just said now and what we said 
the other day; that is, that we condemn vigilante attacks. The 
Israeli Government views that there can be no justification for 
people taking the law into their own hands. We agree on these 
things. I think the position is clear on these sorts of events. 


Richard, again, on the PLO office. There was a 
PLO Information Office in this city and it was closed during 
the latter part of the previous Administration. Now, your 
answer is you would look into if there was a request. I mean, 
should somebody from the PLO request to open an office in here 


in order for the U.S. Government to change the previous -- I 
don't know -- closure order, or what? 
A The closure was a matter of policy and a matter 


of legislation. It's a fairly complicated issue, and I'm not 
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going to try to recite everything that's gone on in the past 
because I probably wouldn't get it exactly right. But the 
question was, has the Arab League asked us to reconsider the 
closure? And, if so, are we reconsidering? I said I would 
check to see if we've gotten such a request. But that as far 
as I was aware, there was no active reconsideration right now. 


Q Okay, but what I am asking, can you look at that 
also, in a way, tell us what does the PLO have to ask, to 
request officially, or what? What's the procedure? 


A No, that's a whole bunch of -- you're asking me 
to lay out a plan for this to happen. I'm not sure it's even 
being considered right now, so I'm not going to lay out any 
kind of plan. 


Q Richard, have U.S. relations with Thailand been 
affected either by the recent events in China, which has 
recently replaced the United States as an arms supplier to 
Thailand, or by the apparent decision to supply guns to Prince 
Sihanouk and the Non-Communist Resistance, which you refused to 
deny last time I was here? 


a And I refused to confirm. 


Q And refused to confirm, right. 





A (Inaudible. ) 


Q But have either of these two events changed 
Thailand's (inaudible)? 


a No. I =-+ 
Q U.S.-Thai relations anyway? 


A We have a strong relationship with Thailand, and 
I'm not aware of any events that might change that. 


The Thai will accept -- allow the weapons to go 
through? 


A What weapons? I'm not confirming or denying 
anything. 


Q To come back to Israel -- 


f°) Do you want to let him follow up first? 


Q President Bush's son is in Thailand, apparently 
leading a delegation of Florida businessmen. Would he be 
carrying a message from the Administration to the Thai 
Government perhaps in relation to the matter we discussed 
yesterday about Thai workers in Libya? 
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be He may well be carrying some kind of message on 
commercial or other matters. I'm not aware that he's carrying 
anything on Thai workers. 


Q "Commercial or other matters,” what -- such as 
what? 


a Well, I presume if he's leading a business 
delegation, he may have -- has U.S. Government support for U.S. 
exports, but I'm not going to say he doesn't have any messages 
at all. I'm just saying I'm not aware that there is any 
message on Thai workers in Libya or anything like that. 


Q Just to come back to Israel, yesterday you were 
asked about a report that two Israel towns were planning to 
construct camps for Palestinian workers, and you didn't have 
any comment. Do you have any today? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Can we go back to the issue of the office of the 
PLO? In light of the United States/PLO dialogue which is going 
on now, although it's at a slow pace, do you look favorably at 
the idea of opening this office to expedite this dialogue, or 
to enhance the dialogue. So instead of going to Tunis, you 
possibly could have some dialogue here in Washington? 


Do you want to look through at this? 


A No, I don't. We have spoken about the closure of 
the office. I'm not aware of any change in our position on 
that. We've spoken about the channel for our dialogue with the 
PLO to take place in Tunis. There's no change in that either. 


Q On Libya, have you studied now the resumption of 
so-called "relations" -- I don't know what you call it -- 
between Libya and Egypt? There's some kind of movement, of 
the relations between them. Have you studied that, or -- 


a We're aware of what's happened. We've read the 
reports, and had no comment yesterday. I don't have any 
comment today for you. 


Q Do you still think that Libya should be 
surrounded or -- other countries do not have normal relations 
with it. You always ask Libya to be isolated in the 
international arena, so are you against Egypt resuming 
relations with Libya? 


a I'm sorry, I said I had no comment on it at this 
point, and I don't. 


Do you have anything on a Soviet rocket that 
evidently has fallen somewhere near the U.S.-Canadian border? 
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A I don't have the definitive information on that. 
What I've been able to find out is that there was apparently 
this second-stage booster rocket from a Soviet launch that 
descended, I think, sometime late yesterday. I'm told that the 
descent of these kinds of booster stages is almost a weekly 
occurrence. It happens on a very regular basis. One did come 
down late yesterday. We have no indication that any debris of 
any kind hit the ground, and I'm told that the U.S. Space 
Command in Colorado Springs is the place to get more 
information, that they routinely monitor these events. 


Q Is there any contact in a situation like this 
with the Soviets through the State Department about such 
incidents or -- 


a There is nothing specific I'm aware of, no. 


Q Do you have any follow-up to what you said 
yesterday -- 


f°) I'll check. If there is anything on that, we'll 
put it up. 


Q Do you have any follow-up to what you said 
yesterday about the arms cache found in £1 Salvador and the 
fact that, I believe, 283 AK-47 rifles were found and were 
indeed manufactured in the Soviet Union? 


2) I'm sorry. What do you want in terms of 
follow-up? 


Q Well, there are some people in this building who 
attach significance to the fact that this was not Soviet-bloc, 
was not necessarily Cuban-manufactured; this was 
Soviet-manufactured. I just wonder whether this caused any 
unrest in this building or not? 


a What you're really asking is, “What does this 
have to do with Gorbachev's statement that he was not supplying 
weapons to Nicaragua?" Is that the question? 


Q No, this is another. (Laughter) 


6 The answer -- I don't really have anything on 
that point. We weren't saying yesterday when the weapons 
arrived in £1 Salvador, when they were shipped, or anything 
like that. We've made very clear that Soviet—bloc support, 
Cuban support, Nicaraguan support for the rebels in El Salvador 
is not compatible with the Esquipulas process. We think it 
ought to stop. We've made that very, very clear. 


Q In your statement yesterday, you specifically 
only mentioned Cuba. You said it belies Cuban statements that 
they are supporting Esquipulas. 
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How do you know it's not somebody else? The 
international arms market is pretty open. How do you know it 
was not, say, the Nicaraguans? 


a I would invite you, I guess, to look at the 
entire list of items (inaudible) where they were made and how 
they got there. 


Q Right. But what I'm saying and what has been 
said from this podium many times before is that such arms get 
into the international arms bazaar and are very difficult to 
trace to any particular source once they're manufactured and 
originally sold. 


So what I'm asking is, do you have specific 
information other than the manufacturer of origin that the 
Cubans were alone directly responsible for this arms cache? 


A I just have to stand on what we said yesterday. 
We had a long list of the equipment involved, and we think it 
definitely shows a responsibility there. 


Q Right. And you could have -- 


A Particularly of the Cubans. You had a million 
rounds of Cuban ammunition, as I remember, and you had a lot of 
other stuff. 


Q But by the same token you could make a case for 
the Hungarians sending it since there were some 
Hungarian-manufactured weapons. Is that right? 


I) Well, the information I had pointed directly at 
Cuba, and I think the Salvadoran Government has said they have 
information about the transfer of this stuff from Nicaragua. 
And so it's -- those are the people most directly involved in 
the region. 


I don't have something that traces the chain all the 
way back farther than that, so I just have to stick with what 
we said yesterday, and those are the shipments that we know 
about; those are the arms that were on display down there and 
that people were shown; and that's the responsibility that we 
can attach to it at this point. 


Q You were able to say with great specificity 
yesterday that some of the ammunition was not only 
Cuban-manufactured but quite recently Cuban-manufactured. 


On the Soviet-origin stuff, can you say, was that new 
equipment? Was it --— can you say when it was made, or you're 
just not able to determine that? 


a I don't have anything today to supplement the 
extensive, exhaustive list that we gave yesterday. The 
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information, I think, was specific, it was clear. The weapons 
were, I think, available in El Salvador. People were looking 
at them, and at this point I don't have any other information 
on it. 


The meeting today between Deputy Secretary 
Eagleburger and the Indian Ambassador, does that have anything 
to do with Super 3017 





a The meeting is to discuss a variety of issues 
important to the bilateral relationship. 


Q Does that include Super 301? 


a I expect that would, yes. But it's a whole 
variety of issues on the bilateral agenda. 


Q Who sought the meeting? 
a It was at the Indian Ambassador's request. 
Q Would that include missile technology as well? 


Is) Again, ail I can say to you is that it's on a 
variety of issues important to the bilateral relationship. To 
start getting into speculating on the entire list, I don't 
think is helpful. I can't be definitive, but I'm sure -- I'm 
confident in classing at least one issue. 


Q Do you have any observations on the Polish 
elections beyond what you had the other day? 


a Beyond what I didn't have the other day. 


Q Well -- 


a No, I don't. I don't have anything new on that 
at this point. 


Q Sir, before the -- may I say one thing? I'll 
wait until the end of tne Uriefing. I would like to invite 
your attention and the attention of the correspondents to one 
thing, when -- just before the briefing ends. 


. a Give you the last word. Okay. Let's go to the 
back. 


Q May I say? Mrs. Taylor, our long-time friend, is 
retiring today, and may we applaud? 


(Applause for Mrs. Marie S. Taylor) 


Q Long-time service. Not because she's going, but 
because she's been such a wonderful friend to all of us. 
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Q (To Mrs. Taylor) Did you get that down? 


(Laughter) 


MR. BOUCHER: I appreciate your pointing that out. 
It's very nice. 


Okay. I think we were going to go to the back. 


Q There was a symposium on tension reduction in 
Korea sponsored by the Carnegie Endowment, and I -- you know, 
several officials from the State Department attended it. How 
do you assess the discussions there? 


A We gave an extensive readout of that, I think, in 
a posted answer yesterday afternoon. 


(To staff) Right? We posted it? 





STAFF: Right. 


MR. BOUCHER: Yes. We talked very extensively about 
what we said in some informal contacts with the North Koreans 
there. Our people, I believe, attended as observers and not 
participants, so we don't have any comment on the other 
discussions. 


Q Richard, it was announced yesterday in Paris that 
there would be an international conference on Cambodia in 
August. Do you have any reaction to that? Would the U.S. 
participate? 


A I don't have any reaction right now. I'1l look 
into it. 


Q Okay. Also, there seems to have been a small 
problem yesterday with a Filipino Senator who was held and 
questioned for 25 minutes yesterday as he arrived in San 
Francisco. It seems the Filipino Embassy has protested to the 
State Department. 


A I can check on that, too, but I would suggest you 
contact the Immigration Service for any information about the 
incident. 


Q About the North Korean story, who attended the 
symposium -- the officers from the State Department -- 


A The answer yesterday -~ 


No, no. I didn't get yesterday. I questioned 
yesterday this question. I didn't get an answer. 


fi We put up an answer on the board in the Press 


Office. 
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Q On the board? 

A Yes. 

Q I see. 

A Nice and long. 
Q I didn't see. 

A It's there. 





Q Okay. The other thing -- why didn't you know 
about this fact yesterday? 


A Excuse me? 


Q Why didn't you know about this fact yesterday? 


(Laughter) 
Q The reason is I -- 
A I was misinformed. I was ill informed. I'm 


sorry I don't know every contact, every meeting that takes 
place every day in Washington. If you ask me about something, 
I'll check on it. 


Q Yeah. Because yesterday it was news. Today is 
an old story. 


(Laughter) 


A I'm sorry. Why didn't you know that we posted 
the answer yesterday afternoon? You could have had it 
yesterday night. I'm sorry. It was up there. 


Yeah. I wonder if it's one of the system 
problems at the State Department or someone tried to cheat you 
and us. 


A Look, there's hundreds of meetings every day. 
There's thousands of meetings in Washington every day. I don't 
know where everybody in this building is every day. I'm sorry. 


Q But it's very important for Japanese and the 
Koreans. 


A If you ask for an answer, we'll get you an 
answer, and we got you an answer yesterday. I'm sorry if it 
wasn't in time for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the Japanese new Prime 
Minister and the Cabinet, because it's formal now. 
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A I would like to note that Prime Minister Uno is a 
distinguished and an experienced international statesman who 
during his recent tenure as Japan's Foreign Minister developed 
a close relationship with the President, Secretary Baker and 
many other U.S. officials. We look forward to working with him 
and the new Japanese Cabinet on the challenges that our two 
countries face in the period ahead. 


Q When he was Foreign Minister just a couple of 
days ago in Paris, he seemed to indicate that the Japanese 


would be willing to talk to us on trade issues, trade problems, 
but not particularly under the Super 301 opprobrium. 


What did you think of that -- his statement as Foreign 
Minister, which presumably he believes as Prime Minister? 


A I think I was asked about that a day or two ago, 
or similar things, and I referred follow-up questions on the 
trade discussions to USTR. 


Q But now he's Prime Minister. 


A I'll still refer any questions about follow-up on 
the trade discussions to USTR. 


Q Are such talks now planned, do you think? 


A I'll refer questions regarding follow-up to the 
trade issue to go to the USTR. 


Q I'll have to go over to the daily briefing at 
USTR. 


A I'm sorry. That's the location for handling 
these issues within the U.S. Government. 


Q It'll be great quoting them over there. 


A I'll encourage them to make sure to answer your 
questions. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 2 PRESS BRIEFING 


' NICARAGUA: DEMOCRATIZATION 


_———————- 





Q: How does the U.S. Government evaluate the current status 
of efforts at democratization in Nicaragua? 


A: UNDER THE TERMS OF THE ESQUIPULAS AND TESORO BEACH 
AGREEMENTS THE SANDINISTAS ARE COMMITTED TO FAIR, FREE AND 





HONEST ELECTIONS IN NICARAGUA. THE TESORO BEACH AGREEMENT 
x 

SPECIFIED THAT BY APRIL 25 LAWS SHOULD BE ESTABLISHED 

WHICH GUARANTEE SUCH ELECTIONS. 


REEGRETTABLY, THUS FAR THE GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA HAS 


PASSED ELECTORAL AND MEDIA LAWS, WHICH DO NOT COMPLY WITH 





THEIR COMMITMENTS TO GIVE THE OPPOSITION PARTIES A FAIR 
CHANCE TO COMPETE. THE ELECTORAL LAW PROVIDES THAT 
PRESIDENT ORTEGA NAMES THE CANDIDATES FOR FIVE SUPREME 
ELECTORAL TRIBUNAL SEATS. IT IMPOSES A FIFTY PERCENT TAX 
ON ALL CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS FROM ABROAD, WHILE THE 


SANDINISTAS HAVE UNLIMITED ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT RESOURCES. 


THE MEDIA LAW INCREASES AND SYSTEMATIZES GOVERNMENT 
CONTROL ON PUBLIC EXPRESSION; IT ALLOWS INTERIOR MINISTER 
TOMAS BORGE TO PUNISH SPEECH WHICH VIOLATES "NATIONAL 
INTEGRITY" OR IS "“INGURIOUS OR DEFAMATORY.” THIS VAGUELY 


WORDED LANGUAGE CAN EASILY BE USED TO PREVENT GENUINE 


FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION. 





NEITHER THE ELECTORAL OR THE MEDIA LAW WAS CREATED THROUGE 
GOOD-FAITH TALKS WITH THE UNITED OPPOSITION. THIS MUST 
TAKE ‘PLACE, AND THESE UNFAIR LAWS, WHICH HAVE BEEN 
DENOUNCED SY REGIONAL DEMOCRATIC LEADERS SUCH AS COSTA 
RICAN PRESIDENT OSCAR ARIAS, SHOULD BE CHANGED, iF GENUINE 
PROGRESS TOWARDS DEMOCRATIZATION IN NICARAGUA IS TO TAKE 
PLACE. 


» 
SINCE THESE LAWS WERE PASSED, THE OPPOSITION AND OTHERS, 
INCLUDING THE U.S., HAVE POINTED OUT THESE PROBLEMS. THE 
SANDINISTAS HAVE YET TO UNDERTAKE A SERIOUS DIALOGUE WITH THE 


OPPOSITION OR SHOW ANY INCLINATION TO MODIFY THEIR RULES TO 


PERMIT A TRULY FREE AND FAIR ELECTION. 
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Posted: June 2, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 2 PRESS BRIEFING 


‘ STATUS OF THE WASHINGTON PLO OFFICE 


Q: Any chance the PLO will be allowed to reopen its office 
in Washington? 


A: IN SEPTEMBER 1987, WE ORDERED CLOSURE OF THE PALESTINE 
INFORMATION OFFICE UNDER THE FOREIGN MISSIONS ACT WHICH 
PROVIDES FOR THE REGULATION OF ENTITIES “SUBSTANTIALLY OWNED 
OR EFFECTIVELY CONTROLLED" BY FOREIGN NATIONS OR 
ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS THE PLO. THE CLOSURE WAS SUBSEQUENTLY 
UPHELD IN FEDERAL COURT AGAINST CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY 
CLAIMS. 

CONGRESS SUBSEQUENTLY ENACTED THE ANTI-TERRORISM ACT OF 
1987, WHICH PROHIBITS THE OPERATION OF ANY PLO OFFICE WITHIN 
THE UNITED STATES. THE REESTABLISHMENT OF THE PIO WOULD NOT 


BE CONSISTENT WITH THE TERMS OF THIS LAW. 
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Posted: June 2. 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 


JUNE 2 PRESS BRIRPtINa 





Q: 


Q: 


A: 


e 


Do 


REENTRY OF SOVIET SATELLITE DEBRIS 


you have any information about debris from a Soviet 


satellite launch which may have fallen on the U.S. or 
Canada? 


ON MAY 31, 1989, FRAGMENTS OF THE THIRD STAGE OF A 
SOVIET PROTON SPACE SATELLITE LAUNCH VEHICLE MAY HAVE 
ENTERED THE EARTH "6 ATMOSPHERE IN THE VACINITY OF THE 
U.S.-CANADIAN BORDER NEAR INTERNATIONAL FALLS, 
MINNESOTA. THE REENTRY OF SPENT ROCKET BODIES SIMILAR 
TO THIS ARE FAIRLY ROUTINE, BUT INFREQUENTLY OCCUR 
OVER THE CONTINENTAL U.S. U.S. OFFICIALS ARE CHECKING 
WITH APPROPRIATE AUTHORITIES IN THE AREA, BUT AT THIS 
TIME WE CANNOT CONFIRM THAT ANY FRAGMENTS SURVIVED 


REENTRY . 


Has there been contact with the Soviets on this matter? 


YES, AS IS USUAL IN THESE INSTANCES, U.S. AND SOVIET 
OFFICIALS HAVE BEEN IN CONTACT. THE SOVIETS OFFERED 
TO ADDRESS ANY U.S. CONCERNS WHICH MAY ARISE REGARDING 
THE MATTER. 








TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 2 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: 
international conference on Cambodia in August. Do you have 


CAMBODIA: FRENCH PLANS TO ORGANIZE INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE 
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There are reports that France has announced it will host an 





any comment? Will the U.S. attend? 


A: 


-- ALTHOUGH WE HAVE NOT RECEIVED ANY FORMAL NOTICE OF FRENCH 
PLANS TO HOLD AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON CAMBODIA, WE 
CONCUR THAT AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE COULD CONTRIBUTE TO 
THE RESOLUTION OF THE SITUATION IN CAMBODIA. IT IS ESSENTIAL 


THAT THIS CONFERENCE BE VERY WELL-PREPARED. 


-- AT THIS CONFERENCE, SPECIAL ATTENTION MUST BE PAID TO THE 
SETTLEMENT PROVISIONS DESIGNED TO ENSURE THAT THE KHMER ROUGE 
DOES NOT RETURN TO POWER. 


-- WE ARE CONVINCED THAT A STRONG INTERNATIONAL PRESENCE, 
INCLUDING AN ARMED PEACEKEEPING FORCE PREFERABLY UNDER UN 
AUSPICES, MUST BE AN INTEGRAL PART OF AN ACCEPTABLE 


SETTLEMENT. 


-- WE CONTINUE TO URGE ALL INVOLVED PARTIES TO CONTINUE 

THEIR SERIOUS EFFORTS TO REACH A COMPREHENSIVE SOLUTION. WE 
HOPE THAT PROGRESS CAN BE MADE ON THE OUTSTANDING ISSUES IN 
THE NEAR FUTURE. WE BELIEVE THAT PRINCE SIHANOUK'S ROLE AS 
LEADER OF AN INTERIM GOVERNMENT PRECEDING ELECTIONS IS CRUCIAL 


TO AN ACCEPTABLE CAMBODIAN SETTLEMENT AND THEREFORE BELIEVE 


THAT SERIOUS CONSIDERATION MUST BE GIVEN TO HIS SUGGESTIONS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 2 PRESS BRIEFING 


PHILIPPINES: SENATOR HELD IN SAN FRANCISCO 


Q: Has the Philippine embassy protested to the State 
Department over an incident in which a Philippine senator was 
detained on arrival in San Francisco? 

A: -- WE HAVE NOT RECEIVED A PROTEST FROM THE PHILIPPINE 


EMBASSY. I SUGGEST THAT ‘YOU CONTACT THE IMMIGRATION AND 


NATURALIZATION SERVICE FOR INFORMATION ON THIS INCIDENT. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR ACUINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
June 5, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


12:03 P.M. EDT 


MR. FITZWATER: Before introducing colleague, I just 
wanted to note one thing that -- this morn Cy 
meet with some Chinese students here in Wash wad. 
involved one way or another with the protest and the rns abou 


t 
what's happening in China. And four Resente have been en identified 

local universities who are s ing here. oe oe 
40,000 Chinese students in the United States. And will 


I don't know, it could go longer than that -- in the Oval Office. 
They have just arrived at the White House and we are 

now. I have their names and identification Ay so 

me Be ey NAD nah BR Ky ee Ry of the meeting and to the 
release of their names, we will do that. So I will have that for you 
in about 10 minutes presumably. But I think tentatively, you can 
count on a photo op at 12:30 p.m. in the Oval Office. we'll also 
ask them if they're willing to talk to the press outside aftervards. 
Adn we sy tA hy A ghy Aah fy 4 4A 


with that -- 
Q We need to find out what sales were cut off? 
MR. FITZWATER: Okay. 


Q For these stories -- our stories have a big blank 
because there's just a generic -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Okay, I'11 get that for you. 
— with that, this morning's briefing is ON BACKGROUND. 

















The briefing is on visit tomorrow by 
ister Bhutto of Pakistan. Just briefly, as you know, this 
is a state visit. We'll have the standard ceremonies on the South 
Grounds, an Oval Office meeting, a plenary meeting in the Cabinet 
Room, and then we'll have Rose Garden departure statements right 
after that. 


, The Prime Minister, I think, goes back to the State 
eesnes at that point for meet and Paul goes back with her. 
But he will come back at 2:45 p.m. for a readout tomorrow afternoon. 

So, with that, I introduce -- 

Q And there's a state dinner, isn't.-< 

MR. FITZWATER: And a state dinner, yes, tomorrow night. 
Q Two forty-five p.m. here tomorrow? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Marlin. I'll 
just go over in a little bit more detail some of the items on the 
Prine Trinister's schedule. As Marlin just said, she will be received 
at the White House tomorrow at 10:00 a.m. There'll be a meeting at 
10:30 a.m. At noon she will go to the State Department for a 
meeting and then a lunch Secretary of State Baker. At 2:10 p.s, 
at the State Department, re will be a signing ceremony for aid in 
narcotics agreements in the Treaty Room of the Department of State. 


For the remainder of the afternoon, the Prine Minister 
will receive at Blair House the U.S. Trade tive Carla 
Hills, IMF Director Michel Camdessus, and World Bank President Barber 
Conable. During her visit she will also meet with the Director of 
National Drug Control Policy William Bennett. 


As Marlin indicated, tomorrow evening the President will 
host a dinner for the Prime Minister and her husband, Mr. Asif Ali 
Zardari. On the morning of Wednesday, June 7, the Prine Minister 
will do a television interview and meet with members of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. At 11:00 a.m. she will appear before a 
joint meeting of the Congress and will subsequently meet with the 
House leadership. 


She will then to the to meet with Secretary 
of Defense Cheney, who will host a lunch her honor after an 
initial meeting. At 2:30 p.m. she will preside over a cornerstone 
dedication ceremony for the new Pakistan Embassy. That's located at 
12 International Drive, Northwest. 


Later she will meet with members of the local Pakistani 
community and that evening she and her husband will host a return 
= in honor of the Vice President and Mrs. Quayle at the Madison 


After dinner the Prime Minister will depart Washington 
bay Boston, where she will give the commencement address at Harvard 
on Thursday, June 8, and be awarded an honorary degree. From Boston, 
she will go to New York on June 9, where she will meet with the U.N. 
Secretary General and others. She will leave for Pakistan the 
evening of June 10. 


This is the Prime Minister's first official visit to the 
United States since her election last November. She did meet briefly 
with President Bush in February when the two were attending the 
funeral of Emperor Hirohito in Tokyo. 


In the way of themes and substance, Prime Minister 
Bhutto's visit te us with an rtunity to reaffirm our close 
bilateral relationsh The establi t of a democratic ernment 
under the Prime Minis or's leadership has further solidified that 
relationship. Pakistan has weathered an especially tusultous past 
year, ae the dissolution of Parliament last spring, the death 
of President Zia, and as you will recall also, our Ambassador to 
Pakistan, Arnie Raphel ond the holding of the first elections for a 
national government in over a decade. 


Through it all, the civilian leadership, the silitary, 
and the Pakistani people have yong a eounentebie commitment to 
the constitutional process. We ll want to congratulate the Prine 
Minister on thie historic development and to demonstrate the affinity 
and the goodwill the American people feel for fellow democracies. 


We will have an opportunity to discuss'our silitary and 
econcaic assistance programs for Pakistan and to — our 
commitment to Pakistan's development and securit for Fiecal Year 
1990, the administration has requested $380 mill on in econoric 
assistance and about $240 million in military assistance -- roughly a 
60 to 40 percent split. 


Another subject for discussion will be Afghanistan. The 
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United States and Pakistan have successfully cooperated to assist the 
resistance in their struggle to liberate their country from Soviet 
occupation. We will be very interested in sharing views with Prine 
Minister Bhutto on how we can further encourage development of the 

interim government as a truly representative government 
ehjoying the support of all the Afghan people. 


The visit will provide the opportunity to discuss the 
prospects for stability in South Asia and no doubt the problem of 
weapons proliferation will be addressed. 


Dur the visit, we will review efforts to combat 
narcotics product and trafficking, which the Prime Minister has 
made a top priocrity of her - We already te with 
Pakistan on narcotics interdiction, providing $5.7 million in FY 1990 
for this purpose, and we expect that cooperation to continue to 


expand. 


0 visit we expect to sign a letter of intent for 
$1.5 million in itional U.S. support for a new Pakistani elite 
anti-narcotics enforcement unit. 


Finally, while the Prise Minister is here, we will sign 
agreements for assistance in the fields of hous and education. 
This, again, will highlight our commitment to assist Pakistan in its 


ambitious development as a growing democracy. 


That's the end of my preliminary remarks. I'd be happy 
to take your questions. 


Q Does Pakistan have an atomic bomb, and is it 
developing more atomic -- nuclear sissiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, there is a 
piece of legislation called the Pressler Amendsent which requires the 
President to certify every year that Pakistan does not 
nuclear devices. I believe the last certification to t effect was 
made in November of 1988, and that is an annual requirement that has 
to be made. If the President were unable to make that certification, 
according to the lav, the United States would have to stop its 
military and economic assistance programs to Pakistan. 


Q Well, what's the answer to sy question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION’ OFFICIAL: The ansver to my 
question is that the President -- 


Q As of today, since proliferation is coming up. 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My answer ia *>s* the 
President certified last November -- I believe it was tle » - 
waen't it -- that Pakistan does not possess any nuclear ‘ 


Q Does that still hold? 


’ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The -- yes, if you want 
a, flat answer to it, yes that would still hold. 


Q 5.993 She sense ws ne aes gotne Se pease When very 
hard on the proliferation issue because we're afraid of endangering 
Prime Minister Bhutto's position internally and also we want to show 
the Pakistanis how we are that they have became a democracy. 
Ie that an accurate rization? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My anewer to that is 
thet we're dealing with a question of law. The Pakistanis understand 
what our legal requirements are under that law and that the President 
has to make a certification every year. So it's not something that 
can be somehow avoided. 
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aduinistration have any ideas about how you sigh 
problem? Will you discuss it with her? 


talking with the Prime Minister about the whole question of what 

can be taken to improve stability in the South Asian region. 
That includes the question of politi as well as military measures. 
You may recall that when Prime Minister Gandhi went to Islamabad for 
the SAARC meeting, the two leaders at that time did sign an agreement 
that neither 4 attack either side's nuclear facilities. I mean, 
it's those sorts of steps that, of course, ve would like to see 


strengthened even further. 


Q Just to explore another area of your ise, if 
that's possible, what does U.S. analysis tell us about succession 
of power within Iran aeeeatiee the death of the Ayatolleh, and does it 
present any for inroads into an iwproved Iran-U.s. 
relation of an etaniie to possibly gain the release of U.S. 


SENIOR AUMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points here. One is 
that this is a briefing about Pakistan. I understand 
why you're asking ths question. But secondly, also, I don't think 
it'd be useful to s»eculate at this time. I really don't. 


Q Yell, wouldn't you lain it wouldn't be useful 
to speculate at this tine? ie ~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that the 
situation is very fluid. 


Q Wouldn't expect that subject to come in the 
discussions with Prime Min tinleter Bhutto -- the situation in Suant 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I certainl = A. pag 
that it would be discussed. I can't say at what A. 
of her meetings here that it will be discussed, but I's sure re ie will will 


Q There's been «a pending request Pakistan to 
purchase 60 F-lés and that -- there's been no notification from the 
are rere rege mn ay forward with that. Do you expect there to bx 
notification any t soon, or possibly during the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That issue will 
certainly be discussed with the Prime Minister while she is here. 
with to timetables and so on, I'm just not in the position to 
address it at this tine. 


Q Does she want sore assistance than what you've cited 
or -- it's in the administration's request -- militarily and 


economically? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, these figures, 
Helen, derive from a six-year that we have with Pakistan. I 


think they're pretty well established and well understood figures. 


Q Are going to discuss -- will either Baker or the 
President discuss wi Bhutto any new approaches to a political 
solution in Afghanistan? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ase I indicated, 
David, Afghanistan will certainly be on the agenda. I's sure in 
virtually ell of her meetings it will be discussed and reviewed in 
order to determine how best to proceed from this vantege point. 


I'd just like to make one point here, though, about 
Afghanistan. You're dealing here with a situation that goes back 
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over 10 years, starting with the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. 
rere See SEStes, Se se Bes Serene Marseaes oeale. One was 
Soviet withdrawal. Secondly, was self-determination -- the 
establishzent of an and nonaligned Afghanistan. And 
+B is the return of the re . ag «gman = cages ee 
would ike to see a political resclution to that -- to the situation 
there. I don't -- but in terms of -- I would certainly caution you 
against expecting changes of policy. 


Q But isn't she pushing a -- mov -- possibly soving 
us towards a coalition -- improvement of a coalition in Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- as I read her 
statements and interpreted thes, she made it quite clear that she 
didn't see how one could arrive at a political settlement which 
included Najibullah. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:13 P.M. EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #98 


MONDAY, JUNE 5, 1989, 12:57 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good morning. I'd like to start, if 
it's okay with you all, by giving you a current situation 
{report] on China. 


The situation in Beijing and other cities remains 
chaotic. There are reports of indiscriminate firing on 
civilians and burning of military vehicles in several sectors. 
The situation in Shanghai is tense, with many roads blocked and 
large groups of students and workers gathered in the business 
district. 


To ensure the safety of American students in Beijing, 
the Embassy is requesting they leave their campuses and go to 
hotels in central Beijing. The Embassy is attempting to 
facilitate the movement of students with Embassy vehicles. 


Today we are issuing another travel advisory urging 
Americans not to travel to China in view of the extremely 
volatile and dangerous situation. The Embassy in Beijing has 
advised Americans in the city not to venture outdoors unless 
absolutely necessary. 


We have had an open line for the last 72 hours from 
our Embassy in Beijing to the State Department's 24-hour Task 
Force that is set up here in the Operations Center. 


The Consular Affairs Office has a telephone number 
available for Americans looking for information on their 
American relatives or friends currently in China. The number 

“is (202) 647-0562. ; 


In addition, our Embassy in Beijing has activated its 
warden system whereby it keeps in touch with all Americans to 
make sure they are safe and to help if necessary. 


I'll be glad to answer any of your questions. 


Q Margaret, a couple of quick ones on this: First, 
-is it the chaotic situation or are there any direct threats to 
peeoee students that occasioned your asking them to go to 
otels 


Let me throw in the second one quickly. I heard the 
President say he couldn't bring the Ambassador back; he needs 
him as a listening post. But how about the general diplomatic 
U.S. contingent -- I don't know if you've done anything about 
relatives and all -- are you going to stay full strength? 
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A Let's take your last question first -- are we 
going to stay full strength? Yes. On the first question on 
why this was issued for the students, Barry, it's because of 
the chaotic situation. We do not know of any threats to any 
Americans that are in any of these cities, including Beijing. 


Q Margaret, the President this morning listed 
several measures, but the White House was imprecise about the 
exact impact of these. For example, how much government-to- 
government trade is there? Do you have a number for the other 
categories that he mentioned this morning? 


Aa Can I read for you -- and some of this is very 
technical -- the current U.S. armed sales to China? 


Since 1964 China has been eligible for direct cash 
purchases of defensive goods and services through our Foreign 
Military Sales program as well as through commercial channels. 
We have concluded five* foreign military cash sales to China: 
large caliber artillery ammunition manufacture modernization at 
$28 million; an avionics upgrade of the People's Liberation 
army Air Force's F-8 air defense interceptor, $500 million; the 
sale of AN/TPQ-37 artillery locating radars, $62 million; the 
sale of surface ship Mark 46 MOD 2 surface-launched .; 
anti-submarine torpedoes, $10 million. 


I'd like to note that the item I mentioned at $500 
million and the item I mentioned at $10 million have all just 
been recently started. All of the above have been on-going 
sales and represent 10 percent of what has been transferred. 
The rest, as the President said today, is suspended, which 
means it will be held where it is in the pipeline. 


Q "Ten percent transferred” I don't understand. If 
we total this up -- the $500, the $62, the $28 and the $10 -- 
that means that only ten percent of that has actually been 
transferred, or what do you mean? 


A I think I listed five* foreign military cash 
sales; right? 


Q Four. 
A Four? Sorry. There are five,* and I listed 


four. All of the above that I read have been on-going sales. 


Only about ten percent of the above has been transferred. The 
rest will be held up. 


Q And the fifth*® one? 
Q Is there a fifth*® one? 


A {TO BILL CLARK): 8111, do you know what the 
fifth® one is? I don't have it for you. 





* See correction on Page 4. 
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Margaret, can we have a copy of that? 
Sure. 


How much is all that? 


> © we 


I haven't totaled it up. 


Q and the other categories that the President 
mentioned, do you have numbers for them? 


A No, these are the only numbers I came down with. 

One other fact I should tell you: In calendar year 
1988, the U.S. approved commercial military licenses for China 
worth approximately $85 million. 

Q Margaret, wasn't there a sale of helicopters? 

Q Excuse me. fre these the same groups? 

Q It's something else. 

Aa To give you a working number for what ‘89 is, 
this is what ‘88 was. U.S.-approved commercial military 
licenses for China, worth approximately $85 million in ‘868. 

Q What is it? 


A [TO STAFF]: Do you know what it is? It's a 
great list of things. We can try to get it for you. 


Q What are the five* categories that -- I mean, you 


said there were five*® categories, I believe, but you only 
listed four. é' 


A I know. I apologize. This is how they gave it 
to me, and I'll get you what the fifth® one is. 


Q The helicopters must be the fifth item. 
A {TO STAFF]: Is helicopters the fifth? 
MR. CLARK: (Inaudible) 


Q They haven't got a military application? Senator 
Cranston has been yelling about them. They were used against 
the students, for instance. 


MR. CLARK: The Black Hawk helicopter is a civilian 
model. 


a I'll find out. 





* See correction on Page 4. 
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Q If we understand you correctly, if we total these 
four up, it's $600 million and only ten percent has been 
transferred, from which one would conclude -- 


a Has been transferred. 

-- which has been transferred, which would leave 
us with $540 million worth of these sales that would be 
affected by the President's order -- 

a Suspended. 


Q -- affected by the President's order today, plus 
the fifth® category which we don't even know about. 


Correct. 
Plus the $85 million? 
No. The $85 million is what was approved in ‘88. 


oD > © ® 


But have those goods all been transferred? 


A [TO STAFF]: Have all the ‘88 goods been 
transferred? He doubts it. 


Q So they would be held up as well? 

A {TO STAFF): So are they being help up as well? 
MS. HOGGARD: (Inaudible) 

A Which one are you on. 

Q April ‘84, Foreign Military Cash Sales (inaudible) 


A Kim says that's a typo, that it should be four 
foreign military cash sales to China. I apologize. 


Q Is there a way that we can find out what the six 
Chinook helicopters -- where they fall in? There is a sale of 


about $100 million for six Chinook helicopters. What category 


do they fall in? If it's not an arms sale, what is it -- toys, 
baby goods? 


A I'll find out for you. 
Q Can we go back to the students for a minute, 


which was your original announcement. Do we know how many 
students there are? 


a No, I do not. [TO MR. CLARK] Do you know, 81117 


Q Somebody must know, if you're keeping track of 


them. 
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A Three hundred seventy American students in 
Beijing. 
Q Based on your advisory to these students to leave 


the campuses and go to downtown Beijing, does this imply that 
you have evidence that there may be moves by the military onto 
the campuses and that it's safer downtown than on the campuses? 


a I answered that to Barry by saying because of the 
chaotic situation we felt, or the Embassy felt, it was prudent 
to ask the students to come into the hotels and be in the 
hotels. 


Q Margaret, could you tell me about the visit this 
coming week of the Chinese Foreign Minister? Is that visit 
still on, or does the United States or the Chinese side wish to 
cancel that? 


A The visit is definitely still on. This will be 
an opportunity for Secretary Baker to give a non-military 
Chinese leader a crystal clear view of these deplorable actions 
going on in China. It's scheduled, John, for Tuesday. 


Q Tomorrow? 
A No, next week. 


I can also tell you, as you know the President 
mentioned military visits. That's why I preface this by “a 
non-military Chinese leader." An invitation to the Chinese 
Defense Minister to visit the United States is being 
withdrawn. A scheduled visit by the Chinese Navy Commander for 
June will not take place, and a host of other military-to- 
military routine, low-level visits are being cancelled. 


Q Margaret, do do we have any evidence that there 
is fighting between different Chinese army units? 


a What I would like to do on that one is to refer 
you back to the President and how he described it this morning, 
saying that we were uncertain of a lot of the facts of what was 
going on with the military; and the President refused to 
speculate on the leadership situation in China. The President 
addressed this this morning. 


Q Do you have some idea, in addition to the 
students that you are concerned about, how many American 
tourists, American other types of folks are either in China or 
in Beijing or some sub-set of that? 


a [TO STAFF}: Do you all know how many Americans 
are -- 


MR. CLARK: We usually use a number of about 10,000 
for the resident Americans in China. 
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A They said they usually use a number of about 
10,000 of the resident Americans in China. 


MAR. CLARK: The tourist numbers fluctuates in China. 
A The tourist number fluctuates. 


Q What do you recommend for students in Shanghai 
and in some of the other cities? 


a I asked that question this morning, and the city 
that we were most concerned about was Beijing. Should events 
‘develop in the other city -- Shanghai -- we would issue the 
same type of thing, and our Embassy would of course be there to 


help get the students to hotels. 


Q Margaret, people -- tourists or business people 
~- who might happen to be visiting in Beijing at the moment, 
does your recommendation that they stay indoors and not venture 
= > ig Ae them as well, or should they try to leave, or 

t's t -- 


A Absolutely. I did not single this out as 
American Government employees. All Americans. 


Q What's the airport situation there? 

A The airport is open. 

Q Is there any talk about limited trade sanctions? 
A 


The President answered that this morning when he 
said that he did not believe that the economic route was the 
way to go and was not the way he was going. 


Q All of the flights out of Peking seem to be very 
full. Is there any plan for a military airlift? 


a Not that I know of, no. 


Q $$$ Speaking of suspensions, the President this 
morning said “commercial sales of weapons." Now can we extend 
that to mean any commercial transaction subject to approval by 
the Office of Munitions Control -- for instance, the 
helicopters? Those are Sikorsky helicopters for VIPs. That's 


a commercial transaction, but clearly an engine or an airframe 
-- any one of those things -- could be considered a weapon. 


Does that count? 
A I'd rather take that question for you. 


Q Margaret, do you have any information about Deng 
Xiaoping and whether he is indeed in a hospital, or about his 
health? 


a No, I do not. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to or can you confirm 
the army statement that's been attributed to the army that said 
that this cleaning out of the square is only an initial victory 
in what they describe as a long fight that will be carried 
through to the end, implying that they intend to continue this 
policy indefinitely? 


a I haven't seen that report or seen those 
statements, and I would refer you back to again what the 
President said this morning concerning the ongoing violence. 


Q Can you give us any idea of the contacts the 
Ambassador has had with Chinese authorities? He's relatively 
new to the job, and we had a longstanding expert who's doing a 
lot of television work these days. Can you tell us what Mr. 
Lilley has been doing? Has he been given access to top | 
people? Has he had many meetings? The President called him a 
listening post. I wonder what he's hearing. 


a My understanding is that Ambassador Lilley -- who 
also the President described as an old China hand and knows a 
lot about the country, as you know -- is definitely meeting 
with different officials. I don't know who. I can see if I 
can post it for you. 


As I mentioned, we have had a line open for the last 
72 hours from our Embassy in Beijing here to the Department, so 
there's open and constant communications. Your specific 
question I don't have an answer for you on, but I'll look into 
what I can get you. 


Q Margaret, the President mentioned that he had 
passed the word privately to the Chinese, as well as publicly, 
about the U.S. revulsion with violent methods. Do you know 
specifically how that was passed and to whom in China? 


A To whom the President's message went? 


Q Yes. 
A No. I'd refer you to Marlin. I don't know. 


And the President also alluded to possible 
further measures by the U.S. Government, things which are not 
being taken today. Can you give us any notion of what sort of 
things those would be? 


6 No. You know I can't do that. And the President 
did say, as you know, we reserve the right to review our 
options as the situation changes. Further than that I can't 
elaborate for you. 


Q On Iran. Can we switch to Iran? 


Q Can I have one more on China, partly because I 
came in late. We have been hearing from a number of parents of 
students at Beijing University, among others; they're obviously 
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very concerned. But they say when they call the State 
Department, they are told that their children are “on their 
own, and they hoped that they were in hiding, because the 
Embassy had no ability or plans to get them out." They also 
said that students of other nationalities -- German, Japanese, 
etc. -- had already been evacuated from Beijing University, but 
they have not been. 


a I know that the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of State would feel extremely strongly if 
someone here at the Department was saying that to parents of 
students who are there. That person -- we will look into it 
and find out, and I'm sure the Secretary would like to see him 
in his office. That is not his policy, and it's certainly not 
the President's. ; 


I have stated for you -- and that's why I gave out the 
number today, because we were aware before I came down here 
that the increase in the number of phone calls to our Task 
Force room is dramatically different today than it was over the 
weekend. And that's why publicly I stated the phone number. 


If anybody is having any trouble, they should call me 
and let me know, and we'll get it fixed. 


Q On Iran -- you've got a lot of stuff on China. 
Iran? I wondered if you can give us some idea. There have 
been some eg ee gprs terrorism may actually increase now. 
There are all sorts of concerns. Can you tell us how many 
Americans might be in Iran -- do we know? And is there any 
business going on with Iran at this point? 


A I don't know how many Americans are in Iran. 


I'll be glad to ask the Bureau. As far as business going on in 


Iran, the only thing that I have for you, Barry, is the 
statement on the Khamenei -- 


Q Khomeini? 
No. Khamenei. 
Q Like in grits. (Laughter) 
A Yes. Right. Except we eat grits. 


I do have that, but other than that I don't have 
anything as far as what's going on in Iran. 


Q What about that statement? Can we have it? 
A Sure. The Iranian Government will have to decide 


whether it wants to take the steps which are required for an 
improvement in relations. 


I will restate them: It should use its considerable 
influence over the hostage-holders in Lebanon to bring about 
immediately the safe and unconditional release of all 
hostages. If Iran wants to be a responsible member of the 
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international community, it should also stop its support of 
international terrorism and terrorists. And the President, I 
believe also, Barry, this morning spoke briefly to Iran. 


Q I just wondered if there are any Americans there 
who obviously you don't want to be there, but they may be 
there. All right. 


Q Have any messages between the United States 
Government and Iran Government deen exchanged? 


a If there are, . @ unaware of them. 


Q There is no message of condolence on the death of 
the Ayatollah? Wo message like that? No private channel 
message that the U.S. has sent upon the death of what the 
Iranians regard as the most important figure in their history? 


ae a If such a message has been sent, I'm unaware of 
Q Anything on the funeral? 
A No. I'm not sure we were invited. (Laughter). 
Q Send Quayle. 
Q Do you have anything on Poland? 
Q Well, if you send a message in 444 days, would 
you let us know? 
Q Poland? 
A I'm sorry? 
Q Anything on Poland? 
TeOve Tee Yes, sir. What do you want?. A reaction to the 


Q What have you got? 


A Poland's parliamentary elections constitute an 
historic step by the people of Poland toward democracy and 


national recovery. The United States welcomes the elections as 
it welcomed the roundtable agreements which provided for them. 


Initial reports suggest the elections were carried out 
freely and fairly. The United States will look to the election 
results with interest. Whatever the outcome, all parties 
ultimately will gain from successful reform. 


Wisdom and conciliation in Poland have brought genuine 
results. The United States hopes such wisdom and conciliation 
will continue to prevail in the days, weeks and months ahead as 
reforms gain momentum. 
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Q New subject, Margaret? The Secretary's meeting 
with OAS officials and Ministers on Panama. What has become of 


that today? 
i What has become of that? 


Q It was announced Friday that the meeting would be 
at 1:30 today. 


a He's meeting today at 5:45 with those gentlemen. 


Q Who specifically, do you know, will be at the 
meeting? Will it be all the members of the Commission? 


Aa My understanding is it is the members of the 
Commission -- the four gentlemen, correct? 


Q Same subject. Do you have any words -- on the 
eve of the OAS Foreign Ministers’ meeting, do you have any 
words on the Panama situation today? 


a No. I do not. 


Q Margaret, are you going to do something after 
this meeting? 


a Could I do what? 


Q Is there going to be any kind of readout or 
anything or public appearances? 


a After the Secretary's meeting this afternoon at 
5:45? 


Q Yes. 
[NOTE PASSED TO MS. TUTWILER} 


A: The Secretary -- it's now changed to 5:15, and he 
is meeting with the OAS Secretary General a the Ecuadoran 
Foreign Minister. 


Q On Russia, does the U.S. have any message for the 
victims of the train crash? Is the U.S. doing anything to help 
out the Russians? - 


i The only message that we have would be our 
deepest sympathy for those victims and condolences, and of 
course we would be willing to help if there's something that we 
could do to help. 


Q On the Middle East, the Israelis have caught 
three infiltrators, killed them, in Israel. One Israeli 
soldier was killed. If I'm not mistaken, the group that 
carried out the attack is headed by the same fellow that you 
have your dialogue with? And, if I'm not mistaken, you also 
gave assurances -- the U.S. did -- that if terrorism recurred, 
the dialogue would be broken off. 
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Can you give us the current assessment of whether 
there is terrorism against Israel, will the meeting go on? 


Isn't this the same guy whose group has just now tried to get 
into Israel proper -- gotten in actually? 


A I've seen the reports that you're referring to, 
Barry. The series of infiltration attempts during the past 
week in south Lebanon is very disturbing. We urge those 
responsible to refrain from incidents that can only result in 
further violence and bloodshed. You should also -- 


Q If I'm not mistaken, didn't they get into 
Israel? You're talking about southern Lebanon. I'm asking you 
about a village in Israel. 


4 Right. I'm on Israeli. 
Q I'm sorry. Go ahead. 


i You should also know, when you're talking about 
our dialogue, that the next scheduled meeting is June 8. 


Q Right. And it's with the guy who's the head of 
this group that has just been caught infiltrating Israel, and 
the U.S. will go ahead and talk to him anyhow. Right? 


a Our next scheduled meeting is June 8. 


Q But, I mean, this is the same -- this is his 
outfit. This is the Syrian-backed --— as it's always described, 
the Syrian-backed Democratic Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine. That's the fellow they send to talk to you, and 
it's his group that's carrying out these raids. No problem? 
Rabou -- whatever his name is? 


a Sent to talk to who? 
Q To our Ambassador in Tunis. He's in charge of 
‘the PLO dialogue. It's the same faction that is infiltrating 
Israel. 

a I'll take your question. 
Q Okay. 


Q Margaret, is the Secretary still meeting with 
Prime Minister Bhutto at 4:30? Is he receiving her at 4:30? 


a Yes, he is. 


Q On the Soviet train disaster, have we actually 
made a formal offer of help, of assistance? 


6 Not as of when I checked about three hours ago, 
but that doesn't mean that we're not going to formally do it. 
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Q Another question: Eagleburger's meeting -- 
I can't hear you. I'm sorry. . 
Q Eagleburger is meeting the Bulgarian Ambassador 
today, or has met with him. Have you got anything on that, and 
could you take the question if you don't? 


a I don't have anything on that, and I'll see if 
Larry's office wants to put something out on it. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTIONS 
Questions Taken at the June 5, 1989 Daily Press Briefing 


Q: Do the suspensions the President announced on commercial 
sales of weapons apply to all Munitions Control cases? 


A: -- THE PRESIDENT'S ANNOUNCEMENT APPLIES TO ALL MUNITIONS 
CONTROL CASES. 


Q: Can you give us some breakdown of the roughly $85 million in 
commercial military exports licensed in 19887? What sort of 
things were licensed, at what value? 


A: -- THESE INCLUDE ITEMS WITH POTENTIAL MILITARY APPLICATION 
-- SUCH AS AIRCRAFT SPARE PARTS ($14.2 MILLION), 
ELECTRONICS EQUI OF VARIOUS KINDS ($30.1 MILLION), 
AND RAW MATERIALS AMMUNITION MANUFACTURING (10.9 
MILLION), FOR EXAMPLE. 


-- ALL ITEMS REQUIRING LICENSES FOR EXPORT ARE COVERED BY 
THE PRESIDENT’'S DECISION. EXCEPTIONS CAN BSE GRANTED, 
HOWEVER, FOR ITEMS DEEMED TO BE IN THE INTEREST OF THE 
SECURITY AND FOREIGN POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Q: With whom has Amb. Lilley met? 


A: -- THE U.S. CONTINUES TO COMMUNICATE ITS VIEWS TO SENIOR 
LEVELS OF THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT THROUGH AMBASSADOR 
LILLEY. THERE ARE ALSO OTHER CHANNELS OF COMMUNICATION 
WITH CHINA, INCLUDING THE CHINESE EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #99 


TUESDAY, JUNE 6, 1989, 12:55 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I'd like to give you a brief situation 
report on China. The situation in China remains tense and 
unsettled. The Secretary of State, after consulting with our 
Ambassador in Beijing, last night decided to encourage American 
citizens in the Beijing area to depart China. The Embassy is 
making an effort to contact American citizens in Beijing to 
give them this advice and assist in their departure. 





In addition, the Secretary of State has authorized the 
Ambassador to permit voluntary departure by those U.S. 
Government dependents who wish to leave China. There is no 
drawdown of Embassy officers. The Embassy and our four 
consulate offices continue to operate fully. 


The Embassy's figures as of January of this year show 
270 American students in Beijing, 360 in all of China, 1400 
American non-U.S. Government residents in Beijing, 8,800 in all 
of China. 


Q 8 , 800? 


a Yes. Those figures are as of January of 
registered Americans living in China. 


There are 428 Embassy and consulate personnel and 
dependents in China. Normally -- and we don't have a better 
1 pl for you all -- there are roughly about 4,000 tourists in 
China at any given time. 


Persons in other parts of China may also wish to leave 
China, depending on the local situation. Citizens who choose 
to leave should, if possible, avoid routes out of the country 
that would require them to travel through Beijing. The Beijing 
Airport is open, and flights are operating as scheduled. Roads 
to the airport are also open. 


The U.S. Government is in touch with commercial 
airlines to arrange for charter flights, should they become 
necessary, to accommodate Americans departing China. As many 
of you know, Northwest Airlines flies out of Shanghai, and 
United flies out of Beijing. 
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The Secretary is recommending today to the Attorney 
General that all nationals of the People's Republic of China in 
the United States be permitted to remain in this country after 
their visas expire, without a change in their status. There 
=s — 45,000 PRC nationals in the United States at 
this time. 





American citizens concerned about relatives in China 
may call the China Task Force Desk at (202) 647-0562. Callers 
should please bear in mind there are a limited number of 
telephone operators at this time available to answer their 
calls, and so we ask they please be patient, but assure them 
their calls will be answered. 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 
Q How far along -- I'm sorry. Go ahead, Jim. 


Q There are reports that the United States has 
spotted hundreds of thousands of troops massing around 
Beijing. Can you confirm that? 


A I cannot confirm that for you, and I do not have 
anythi definite for you on the army situation in China. The 
only thing I would say to you is we have reasons to believe all 
elements of the army do not support what is taking place, but 
we have no firm evidence of armed clashes. 


Q Can I ask you about the business of allowing 
Chinese to stay here? 


a Yes. 


Q What is that based on -- a judgment that they 
might be subject to political persecution, or just that 
conditions are tough in China? Because if it's the latter, you 
have a potential precedent. Other people are not permitted to 
stay here. They're shipped back unwillingly unless they're the 
victims of persecution. 


a You know, Barry, this was one of the steps the 
President decided to take yesterday. I think everyone would 
recognize there is an unusual situation in their homeland, and 
the President did this as a compassionate act, and these 
people's status, as I said, does not change. And in order to 
technically and legally implement the President's wishes and 
desires and direction of yesterday, a letter from the Secretary 
of om either went last night or this morning to the Attorney 

neral. 


Q yige what exactly happened in the last 24 
hours to prompt the Secretary to encourage Americans to depart 


Beijing and these other steps? What exactly was behind that 
decision? Something changed, obviously, in his assessment. 
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A I can't point, Tom, to a specific thing that 
happened in his assessment. He did have a rather lengthy phone 
conversation last night with Ambassador Lilley in Beijing. We 
are, as we always do in these circumstances, deferring to our 
Ambassador and personnel on the ground who are much more in 
touch with the situation, in all candor, than we are here at 
the State Department. And this also was the direction in which 
the Ambassador wanted to go. 


Q You do concede that this is a change, however. 
Yesterday you were urging Americans to stay indoors and keep 
their head down basically. 


a The situation in China is a lot different than it 
was last Thursday. 


Q No, no. From yesterday. You said that yesterday. 
A That's right. Every day is different, John. 


Q Did you receive any reaction from the Chinese 
Government to the measures announced by President Bush 
yesterday? 


a We have had no official reaction. 
Q Any unofficial reaction? 
a No. WNo reaction. 


Q And like yesterday, do you have any word of 
threats against Americans, or is it just the general situation? 


a No. We have no specific threats at all against 
Americans. 


Q The diplomatic compound is next door to a large 
army unit area, and people in the diplomatic compound have been 
told if they take pictures or stick their head out a window, 
they're going to be shot. Are you aware of any of these kinds 
of threats on the ground to any of our diplomats or any of 
their dependents? 


a I'm not aware of any such threat. I am current 
on reading all the cable traffic from our Ambassador today. 
I'm aware of his conversation with Secretary Baker last night, 
and nothing of that sort was mentioned. But ['m not saying 
it's -- not couldn't be true. I don't know. 


Q And other consulates -- are they secure to the 
best of your knowledge? 


oe They're all fine and safe. 
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Q Have they had trouble? 


a No. The one you are aware of had trouble 
yesterday, but that was all resolved by late yesterday 
afternoon. 


Q Margaret, two quick questions: One, is this 
action being taken because of any concern that there might be 
violence directed specifically at foreigners? 


A No. We have no evidence of violence being 
directed at Americans or other foreigners. It's just a prudent 
action. As I said, it is voluntary, and it is an action that 
the Secretary of State thought was wise and prudent at this 
time, in consultation with our Ambassador, to take. 


Q One other quick question. 


a I should note to you -- let me point out -- that 
on the students on the campuses in the universities, we have 
sent two Embassy caravans of vehicles to offer assistance to 
these students should they want to move into the hotels in 
Beijing. A number of students have declined. So, again, I go 
back to -- this is voluntary. There may be many Americans who 
choose to stay. 


Q Another question: Are there any official 
exchanges that have been cancelled beyond those that the 
President announced -- the military exchanges? Anything that 
is scheduled to go last week or this week that you're aware of? 


a Other than the specific visits that I mentioned 
yesterday. 


Q Other than those. 
a No. There's nothing additional. 
Q Margaret -- 


9 The Chinese Foreign Minister still intends to 
come here 


A Correct. To the best of my knowledge, yes. 
Q The invitation is still open to him. 


a Correct. We have not heard anything different. 


Q Margaret, last night there was a report that an 
attempt had been made on the life of Li Peng, either successful 
or unsuccessful. The reports varied. 
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(a) Do you have anything on that, and (b) if not, can 
you “tM us anything about who is in charge in China at the 
moment 


) I'll take your latter question first, as to who 
is in charge. I'd refer you back to what the President said. 
It's something that he would not speculate on, and I'm not 
going to today either. 


Secondly, on the rumor or report of a shooting of Li 
Peng, I do not have anything for you on that. I could not 
confirm that for you. 


Q Can you tell us where the government is in terms 
of exploring the possibility of laying on charters, and what 
the criteria would be to go ahead and do it? 


A Right now our understanding is that there is no 
need to lay on the charters, but the State Department and our 
Embassy has been in touch with both of the airlines that I have 
mentioned. Both of those airlines will make 747's available to 
us if needed. Right now we do not have a case or a situation 
where people cannot get out of Beijing. 


Q Okay. So both have said they are willing and 
able -- have the aircraft at the ready somewhere? 


a Correct. 
How about the use of the military? Are there any 
plans to use military -- American military units for evacuation? 
a No. 


What about transporting people to the airport? 
Apparently, that's the biggest difficulty. 


a Our understanding is the airport road is open. 
It has been traveled, and I read this cable this morning, and 
Bill (Clark) can verify that also. 


Q There are stories that people have to pay $100 
for a taxi, if they can find a taxi. 


a Taxis are definitely sparse right now. That's 
true. 


Q So if they do come to that, is there any way of 
transporting the people to the airport? Are you looking into 
that? 


a Let me give you a figure that will help put this 
in perspective. I said there are 8,800 people in China. Our 
Embassy in Beijing has 170 -- I'm sorry, 111 employees. They 
are doing the best job they can. They have also been thrown 
into a chaotic, tense, turmoil type of situation. 
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I don't know how many vehicles we have at our Embassy 
in Beijing. I know they have made two trips out to the 
campuses to help the students. They're trying. 


Q What about gas? I mean, that's the other 
problem. Really, it's a practical thing. 


Aa I haven't heard that there's a gas problem. 
Q How many Americans? 


a One hundred eleven American employees in 
Beijing. The other figure, remember I gave you, was 428 
Embassy and Consulate personnel and dependents in China. 


Q Did the Ambassador indicate he was -- 


a So there are 170 U.S. Government employees in 
China. 


Q Did the Ambassador indicate that the Embassy was 
being overwhelmed by American tourists, this sort of unknown 
group of people -- 


Q -- who may or may not be stranded in Beijing? 
There's no particular -- 


a No. He did not. I will mention to you that the 
Ambassador -- Secretary Baker talked to him yesterday, so 
whatever day that was in China. He mentioned that he had met 
with the business leaders in Beijing, and that they reported to 
him that anywhere from 50 percent to three-fourths of their 
employees had already departed China -- of American companies. 


Q Margaret, you are saying that you don't like to 
speculate as to who is in charge in China. This in itself 
gives an indication that you are not sure who is in charge. 


f That's your reading that into that. I'm not 
speculating at all. 


Q Can you give us -- bearing in mind that the 
President's policy decision yesterday was to keep things going 
with China, except military links, now you're encouraging 
Americans to leave. I assume a lot of these Americans are 
there for business purposes. You just gave us a figure, but 
still do you have any idea, for instance, what impact this will 
have on business operations in China? And you did say some 
students refused to go. Is the Embassy -- is it -- 


a Declined to get in the Embassy vehicles to be 
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moved to hotels. 


Q Yes. I got you. I'm trying to use that parallel 
structure. Has the Embassy in its telephone calls come up 
against some proportion of Americans who say, "No, thank you, I 
have a job to do here, and I'm staying"? In other words, what 
kind of responses is the Embassy getting? 


a The only ones that I'm aware of are the students 
that I mentioned, and the only thing I can comment on are the 
American businessmen and employees of American businesses there 
is the one meeting I know of that our Ambassador had with their 
representatives there in Beijing. And they said 50 percent to 
three-fourths of them had departed China or were in the process 
of departing China. 


Q Because, really, before the U.S. Government 
decided -- 


a This was last night about 7:30. 


Q That's before the systematic effort to get 
Americans out. Already half had left. The U.S. Government 
has been behind American business, roughly, on this, because, 
you know, stories today tell of vast departures of businessmen 
without U.S. encouragement. What I'm trying to find out is, 
the guys that won't leave -- what are they telling the 
Embassy? “No, thank you,” or are they saying, “Hey, that's it, 
you've convinced me, I'm on my way." 


a I don't know. 


Q Margaret, Senators Dole and Mitchell are 
preparing a resolution, evidently, calling for even stronger 
actions by the Administration. Do you have any reaction to 
that pending -- 


a I'm unaware that they're doing that. I don't 
really have a reaction other than the President was very 
articulate and very straightforward in his comments yesterday 
that our intent is not to hurt the Chinese people. 


9 Margaret, do you have any confirmation that 50 
percent of the people in Shanghai have not shown up for work 
today; that there's a major general strike in China? 


A I don't have anything on that. Do you, 81117 
(8111 Clark) 


MR. CLARK: There's an estimate of perhaps of 50 
percent didn't show up. Whether it's @ general strike or as a 
result of the barricade in the traffic, it's very hard to tell. 


a Did you hear that? 
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Q Can we deal with the issue of the army fighting, 
chat the U.S. Government knows here? You said there is reason 
to believe that all elements of the military don't necessarily 
agree with what's been going on. Yet, you have no firm 
evidence of armed conflict. 


What is er reason for believing ali elements don't 
agree with the policy, if it doesn't? 


A On the army, I really can't go further than the 
two sentences that I have. 


Q Margaret, are you in contact with other 
governments in the area, say, the Soviet Union or Japan, with 
regard to the situation in China? 


a I can't speak specifically to the Soviet Union. 
On another subject, I can tell you the Soviet Union, when asked 
yesterday, what we were doing on the victims from the train 
crash, Secretary Baker sent a letter to Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze last night offering for us to send some 
specialists in burn cases to the Soviet Union. 


Back on your original question, I don't know if we 
communicated with them on the Chinese situation. I do know 
that our Ambassador in Beijing is definitely staying in contact 
with all of his counterparts from various countries. I know 
people here at the State Department are also sharing 
information of what is going on in China. 


Q What's the pcger es? situation on the streets 
directly adjacent to the U.S. Embassy? Are there military 
units there? And, if so, do they seem to be guarding the 
Embassy or threatening the Embassy? 


a I don't know but I'll be glad to take your 
question and find out for you. This gentleman had something 


for me. 


Q On the coordination with the Attorney General's 
Office, I believe in your statement yesterday you mentioned the 
letter going out about the visa extensions and then it was in 
today's statement as well. I[ want to ask -- 


a I don't think I mentioned the letter yesterday 
because I didn't know about it. I didn't know how it exactly 
went. 


Q Okay. What kind of response do you expect? Do 
you expect -- 


i From the Attorney General? 


Q -— @ statement -- yeah -- or a letter in return 


or -- 
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A I would imagine that he would act on the 
President's recommendation. 


Q Okay. And if they chose not to give a blanket 
extension of the visas but to selectively decide not to extend 
certain ones, would the State Department have any reaction to 
that or would they try to intercede and keep -- 


a That's a hypothetical that I think is highly 
unlikely to happen. 


Q Margaret, a clarifying question on that. It was 
my impression yesterday that the visa extension was for 
students. 

Correct. 
This seems to be for all Chinese nationals. 
Correct. 


That's a broadening of the -- 


> © >» © ® 


Correct. And the Secretary of State spoke to the 
President about this this morning and the President said 


absolutely it should be for all nationals. 


Q Will there be any kind of time limit on it, like 
for six months and we'll review it, or is it just open-ended? 
How will they handle this? 


a It's open-ended depending on the situation. But 
be careful -- remember, I used the words, that their status 
does not change. It's just open-ended, okay? 


You, in your opening statement, you said the 
situation “remains tense and unsettled." But, clearly, the 
State Department must feel, or the Ambassador there must feel, 
that it's not just remaining tense but it's deteriorating in 
some fashion or one could logically conclude he wouldn't have 
asked for Americans to start leaving. 


a Or you could express it by saying it's not 
getting any better. 


Q And if it's not getting any better, then it is 
more unsettled today, I guess. 


a It is tense and unsettled. 


Q Tense and -- 
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Q Margaret, the Chinese Government spokesman, 
according to the wires, was saying that despite the statements 
by President Bush and other people disapproving of what they 
did, none of these statements or actions are going to have any 
effect on them. Oo we have any reaction to that? 


a One, I didn't know, when I came down here. We 
had not had an official or unofficial response, so you've got 
something we haven't had. I haven't seen that. 


I don't know a response you'd like me say on that. 


Q I just wondered, since they made another 
statement, whether we had a further comeback. Sut if you 
haven't seen it -- 


a I haven't. 


Q What is the level of our contact with the Chinese 
Government? 


a The Secretary asked the Ambassador that last 
night and he is dealing with various individuals -- our other 
American personnel are -- at the Foreign Ministry, at the 
Defense Ministry, and he's mentioned he's had some contacts at 
the Education Ministry. 


As far as specific individuals, I cannot get into that. 


Q Are these one-way or two-way communications? Are 
we simply delivering questions -- 

3) The question was asked of him -- 

Q -- or are they giving us some answers? 

A I didn't have a reason to believe that they were 


not giving an answer. And, in fact, Bill, you said that they 
had -- what was it this morning? -- been helpful on -- 


MR. CLARK: They have given us approval for charter 
flights. There is some business going on. 


a They've given us approval on charter flights. 


Q On the Defense Ministry, do we have any further 
information (inaudible) -- 


a I don't know who the Ambassador is talking -- 


-- about the orders to the troops. That's been a 
real question, about what the orders were. Have we gotten any 
further clarification on that? 
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a If we have, I wouldn't get into it here. 


Q Have these people, Margaret, in any way expressed 
regret that Americans are -- I mean, to Lilley - that 
Americans are leaving, that we are encouraging #iople to leave? 


G Have we what? 


Q Have the Chinese authorities, whom the Ambassador 
has been in contact with, been expressing any sort of regret 
that Americans seem to be pulling up stakes? 


A This decision was made, basically, this morning 
by the Secretary of State. He and the Ambassador discussed it 
last night so I don't think they've had a chance to react or to 
talk about it. 


Q Margaret, can we have a filing break at this 
point? 


And come back? 


Q Some of us will, some will linger on. 


Can we call it quits and let me eat lunch, or not? 


Q Well, I think you've a lot of questions about New 
Zealand here, but I thought I -- 


a Well, how long do you want to stop for. 


Q Sometimes when we have something live, we leave 
and file it, you know. 


a Oh, okay. 
Q Do you have anything on Iran before we -- 
a Iran? Wo, I have nothing on Iran. 


Q Do we know, or does the U.S. Government know 
whether Deng Xiaoping is still alive? 


a I don't have any comment on that. Wo, we don't 
know. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything at all on the 
situation of radio broadcasts -- VOA? Any update on that? The 
reason I ask is that this morning on C8S there was a young 
student interviewed who said she was getting very Little 
information from the American Embassy. In fact, all her 
information that she had to leave the campus and go to a hotel, 
she heard on the 886C. 
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What's the story vis-a-vis VOA? 


a Bruce Gelb was in our daily staff meeting this 
morning and reported that they are still jamming our 
frequencies but that frequencies were getting through. I 
cannot speak to which frequencies or how many -- 


Q If they're in English or Chinese or -- 


a This morning, he was specifically talking about 
Mandarin. And, in fact, I believe he said -- you'll have to 
check me on this -- call USIA; that they increased the amount 
of hours that they were broadcasting --— VOAa. 


Q There were five channels before? 


a I know, but he didn't get into the number of 
channels this morning. 


Q Mandarin is being jammed or it's getting through? 


a Some channels are getting through. Some are 
still being jammed. 


Q Can you give us some idea of the reliability of 
the information you are using within the Task Force to make 
these decisions about voluntary evacuation? In other words, 
are you dealing with rumors, as many people in the capital are, 
or are you getting hard-and-fast information that prompts you 
to do this? 


a I think an honest answer would be, we're all 
dealing with a little bit of both. Certainly, the experts at 
this Department can sift through what is fact and what is 
fiction and what is rumor. Just as today, I have refrained 
because I know we do not know as hard-core fact, from being 
able to confirm for you, certain questions that have been 
asked. But, yes, we have heard the same rumors that you all 
have heard. 


Q Margaret, did you receive any request for support 
from the British to a counter-proposal to abrogate the Hong 
Kong agreement with China? 


a I'm not sure I know what you're asking me, so I 
don't have an answer for you. 


Q There are reports that maybe the British -- 


“ I don't know anything about what you're asking me. 


Q Excuse me? 
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a I'm not aware of what you're asking me. 


Y I'm trying to explain myself, express myself 
better. 


a Why don't I do this and take your question since 
I'm not familiar with the subject you're asking about. 


Q Well, I thought you didn't understand what I mean. 
a I'm pretty sure the area you're asking me about, 
I don't have an answer for you on. If you want, I'll be glad 
to take your question for you. 
Q So my question is clear to you? 
Q It's in the transcript. 
4 Right, it's in the transcript. 


Q Margaret, earlier, you said that you didn't have 
anything on Iran. What do you -- 


a I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on Iraq's steps that were 
taken yesterday to smooth the atmosphere for better relations 
with Iran? 


a No, I don't. 
On another subject? 


> 


Sure, Jim. 


Q I don't see the OAS meeting on the Secretary's 
schedule today. He's not going? 


a It is unresolved whether he is going to be able 
to attend or not because of his schedule. 


Q and where does -- 


a And Larry Eagleburger, the Deputy Secretary, is 
over there, or has been over there since 10:30 this morning 
when their first informal meeting began. So if the Secretary 
is unable to be there between 4:00 and 5:45, then the Deputy 
Secretary will be there for him. 


Q And what came out of his meeting yesterday -- the 
Secretary's meeting with the Secretary General of the OAS? 
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A They discussed today's meeting, and the Secretary 
General gave the Secretary of State an overview or a readout of 
where he thought the situation was right now. Other than that, 
I don't have many details to give you, and I had asked. 


Q And was there a plan of action agreed for today's 
meeting? 


a Not that I'm aware of, no. 


Q Do you have anything -- another subject, Margaret? 


Sure. 


Q D® you have anything on the planned meeting with 
the PLO in Tunis tomorrow? 


A Not really other than they're meeting tomorrow. 


Q It's what -- to be the third plenary, the third 
major session? 


A It's the second one since I've been here, but I 
can't -- 


Q The third one. 


A Is it the third? The third. I don't have 
anything specific other than they are meeting. 


Q Is the United States looking for a definitive -- 
it's on the 8th -- June 8th. 


2) It's June 8th. 


Q June 8th, yeah. Is the U.S. looking for a 
definitive response to the election proposal, the Israeli 
election proposal at this meeting? 


A I'm not going to characterize what instructions 
Ambassador Pelletreau might or might not have. 


Q Did the Administration receive any messages from 
the PLO about definite -- they want some answers for some 
questions? Did you receive that in the Department here or not? 


Q Did I receive what? 


Q Did you receive questions, a letter of questions 
from the PLO to the Administration? Have you received that yet 
or not? 


A I don't know. 
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Q Can you look at that? 


a I'll look into it. There was something that 
ambassador Ross received, which you're aware of, when we were 
in the Middle East. I've forgotten even when that was. 
Several weeks ago. I don't know if an additional letter has 
come in or not. 


Margaret, can you address the question if the 
Middle East was discussed between President Bush and Secretary 
Baker and the Allies in the NATO Conference this past month? 


a Not that I'm aware of -- 
Q and what was -- 


A -- but I did not sit in that meeting so you'd 
: have to ask someone who was there. I don't know. 


Q Can you find out if this was discussed among the 
agenda of the discussion? 


a I'll be glad to. 


Q Any further reaction to the elections in Poland? 
Do we have some results? 


fc) Yes, I do. As the President said in his speech 
in Mainz, the people of Poland have waited over 40 years for a 
freely elected government since World War II. While Poland's 
democratic reform process is still underway, we are pleased 
that the first steps to fulfill that long-deprived promise are 
finally being taken. 


The U.S. regards Solidarity's apparent victory as a 
victory for all Poles. Yesterday's concession by the Polish 
Communist Party was statesmanlike and commendable. 


We welcome the reaffirmation of the Party's spokesman 
that the Polish Government will continue democratic and 
economic reforms. We welcome Lech Walesa's call for hard work 
by all sides to find solutions to Poland's pressing economic 
and political problems. 


Q Anything on the Pakistan-Bhutto visit? 

A No, but I believe it has been announced -- and I 
know it was announced at the White House -- there will be a 
briefing there at 2:45 p.m. this afternoon. 


Thanks, Jim. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:23 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Thank you. I think all 
of should have had, by this time, the departure statenents, 
includ the departure statement by President Bush. In terms of the 
meeting itself, I point out that there was a lengthy one-on-one 
meeting between President Bush and -~- 


Q Can't hear you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a 1 y 
one-on-one meeting between President Bush and Prime Minister Bhutto. 
It lasted about 50 minutes. I would like to emphasize some of the 
themes in the discussion that reflected in the statement which was 
issued by the President. The first very strong theme was a continued 
commitment on our to Pakistani security and economic 

devel . The stani security requirements were discussed, 
including the F-16 issue. 


Throughout the discussions there has been a very strong 
affirmation of Pakistan's return to democracy. On Afghanistan, there 
is on our goals in Afghanistan following the Soviet 
wi 1. eg =f we both want to see self-determination for the 
Afghani people, which would lead to a nonaligned representative 
government and the return of the refugees. You may recali thst there 
are about 3.5 million Afghan refugees in Pakistan. 


In that connection, there was discussion about the 
continuing need for military assistance to the resistance in 
Afghanistan. Regional developments were discussed. This would 
include, among other things, the relationships between Pakistan and 
India. In the statement by President Bush, you will note his strong 
support for efforts to improve Pakistan-Indian relations. 


A further theme revolves around the critical importance 
of avoiding a regional nuclear arms race in South Asia. There was a 
very frank discussion on this point. 


And finally, there was this very brief reference, but it 
was also discussed at | od length at the State oo about 
our shared concern against drug protection and trafficking. 


I think those are the major points I would make, except 
one, an overall oo theme, if you wish, and that was the 
statement by the President that our relationship with Pakistan 
transcends any single issue such as Afghanistan. 


Okay. 


On the F-16s, was Bhutto told that her country will 
receive the aircraft? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a discussion 
of it. I'm not in a position to make any announcement for you right 
now. 


Q Will an announcement be forthcoming in this trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't anticipate 
any specific announcement from our side. 


Q Why not? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a matter that is 
under discussion. In the course of events as things move along, 
there would be the normal congressional notification processes that 
would be involved. But I'd just simply say that I'm not in a 
position -- I'm not making any announcement today. 


Q No, not from you, but there had been some 
+ cree that it would come. Has something come up to snarl 
this 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm just saying that I's 
not in a position to make any announcement today on that particular 
subject. I would steer you away from believing that there are 
stumbling blocks. 


Q Did the President warn or diecuss with Mre. Bhutto 
the whole nuclear issue, and in effect warn Pakistan about the 
development of nuclear weapons in their nuclear progran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said, I think, in ay 
opening comments that there was a frank discussion about the nuclear 
issue. The Pakistanis are, of course, aware of our law and the 
requirements of our law, which I think I described yesterday. 


Two questions on Afghanistan. You said that the 
overall — ae. transcended any single issue, such as 
Afghanistan. Was hee a divergence of opinion on Afghanistan and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no, I didn't -- 
there was no divergence of opinion on Afghanistan. What I was trying 
to indicate and what the President was indicating to the Prine 
Minister was that our relationship with Pakistan is much sore 
multifaceted than any one particular issue. 


Q Okay, and to follow up -- was there any question of 
setting a time limit on aid to the Mujahadesen contingent on then 
meeting certain criteria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q What did the President mean saying that he favors 
a political solution in Afghanistan now? I think he said it 
~ rae for the first time and seemed to agree with Mrs. Bhutto 
on this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that it 
would be the first time that we have taken the position that we would 
like to encourage a political solution in Afghanistan, based on the 
Pere of it leading to a x» '‘igned representative government. 

think that's a new th: ic’ 


Q But does it». . -hat he's going to talk to the 
Soviets or to the PDPA or to e.*' ons of the PDPA? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to precis 
that. I would just point out that with respect -- he also -- the 
President also descr -- I'll read you what he said precisely, and 
I think you'll get the import of it. "A political solution in 
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that will lead to a nonaligned Seguccessestee government 
willing to live in peace with its neighbors to replace the 
illegitimate regime in Kabul.* 


Q Is there going to be any change in the level or 
nature of our aid to the Mujahadeen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to comment 
on those issues publicly. 


Q Did the issue of Iran come up, and if it did, in 
what context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I mean, 
as I said, there was a lengthy one-on-one meeting. I don't have any 
specific indication that Iran was discussed. It might well have 
been. Let me just -- I just want to look through sy notes here of 
the larger meeting. 


The Prime Minister made just a very passing reference to 
Ira, but it wasn't discussed in any detail. 


Q What did she say about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I'll leave that 
to the Pakistani side to describe. 


Q I have the same question, only about China. Did 
they discuss the Sebanbean or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, in the larger 
oon | lightly. It was -- of course, it was a rather 
ated larger meeting, and it was referred to at that time. I 
can't really say how much time in the private meeting -- 


Q How was it referred to in the larger meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was # very passing 
reference. It wasn't anything substantive. 


Did the question of trade come up at all -- 
spechehentte " import quotas, textiles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Textiles were raised, 
ot The Prime Minister raised that issue with the President, and 
she subsequently raised it as well with the Secretary of State. 


Q On the nuclear question, you said there was this 
frank discussion. Is the Prime Minister seeking some sort of special 
consideration and exemption? And what did Mr. Bush have to say about 
that? Was the U.S. position unchanged after this meeting this 
afternoon -- today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position is -- I 
repeat, our position is veey clear. It is what is mandated by our 
law and legislation, specifically by the Pressler Amendment, which 
requires the President to certify on an annual basis that Pakistan 
does not possess nuclear devices. And that's a legal irement 
which the administration has to fulfill. If that certification were 
not made, as I pointed out yesterday, this would lead to the 
pe oe of our economic and security assistance programs to 

stan 


Q Wae Mrs. Bhutto seeking something else or seeking 
some sort of special consideration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would just -- 
actually, you'd have to talk to the Pakistani side for more details 
on their position. But I would point to what she has said repeatedly 
publicly since she's been here about the fact that Pakistan is 
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committed to the peaceful uses of -- in her nuclear progran. 


‘2 If I could follow up on that. ane Ue coins om 
more assurances different from those that she has already offered 
Is the United States asking for anything more in that area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would just leave it -- 
I'm not going to get into a detailed discussion of this. I would 
ust say that our position is well-known. The requirements of the 
aw are well-known to the Pakistani side. 


Q Is the United States satisfied that Pakistan does 
ae © Sa, Ge Gs ee SS ee ee, Se a ee 
bomb 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I mentioned to 9 
the President has to certify that Pakistan does not nuclear 
devices, on an annual baeeis. We last made that certification -- 
President Reagan made that certification at the end of last year -- 


Q That certification was made -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In about Novemper of 
last year, I believe. 


Q And will be made again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In roughly the sane time 


Q In light of our policy reviews going on, has there 
been any o— all, subtle or otherwise, in terms of our policy 
toward Afghan ? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our policy towards 
Afghanistan? Wo, the essential elements of our policy remain the 
sane. 


Q To follow on that point, if I may, the President 
used the word “dialogue” in his remarks. Does that dialogue include 
the current regime and does that -- would that then, lead to the 
extension logically, that they could be part of a non-aligned 
government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't recall his use 
of the word “dial " as such. Wo, I don't recall -- I'm just 
looking here -- I 't recall that. 


Q Well, would you accept the word "dialogue", and 
would a dialogue include the current regime? 


:; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Najibullah regime, 
which the President described as an illegitimate regime, is also 
totally unacceptable to the resistance. 


Q But the resistance isn't making such headway these 
days. At some point, your approach would seem to suggest at some 
point you'd better get beyond the battle lines to some kind of -- you 
want a non-aligned government there -- some sort of -- what would the 
President -- what would he accept? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think -- let me 
just put it thie way -- in terms of our position, that -- and I 
believe this also reflects the Pakistani view, that the regime in 
Kabul, Najibullah specifically -- really no one sees how they can -- 
he can be part of any sort of political solution. 


MR. HALL: We'll take one more back here. 
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Q The President -- the President said that Prine 
Minister Bhutto and I discussed ways to encourage a political 
solution. Can you tell us what ways were discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not in detail. 
Q How about in any general way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really can't help you 
on that. 


Q How is a political solution different from a 
military solution, which seems to be failing right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I hate to remind you of 
the history of this conflict -- the fact that it's taken place over 
10 years of Soviet occupation of Afghanistan, which has caused 
enormous suffering to the Afghan dg which has led to the 
enormous displacement of Afghan @ to Re a countries, 
incl 3.5 million Fn oy in Pakistan » You have to look at 
these in some sort of broader perspective than just what has 

over the last several months since the Soviets have 
wi - And I would counsel you tc have a little bit more 
patience. 


rca was it discussed -- the return of the 
former King, “penae 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can’t -- again, in 
terms of the discussion with the President, I don't know -- I can't 
say, authoritatively, if she might have raised it, or the President 


might have discussed the King at some point -- the former King at 
some point. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very such. 


END 3:40 P.M. EDT 
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MS. TUTWILER: Good afternoon. Sorry for keeping you 
all waiting for so long. I apologize. 


What I'd like to do, with your permission, is read a 
rather lengthy situation report that I have for you; and then 
I'll be more than glad to answer any of your questions on China 
at the end. And if I'm reading too f t, if you all would just 
interrupt me; but I can tell you thai it's several pages. 


Q Will you have this as a statement after you're 
finished? Is it available? 


a The transcript will be, but we just literally 
finished typing this. 


The situation in Beijing and in China is volatile, 
uncertain and increasingly dangerous. As you all know, this 
morning in China our Ambassador issued an order that all U.S. 
dependents -- there are 258 of them -- depart China. 


Let me make something very clear. Our government can 
only order United States personnel and dependents to leave the 
country. The United States Government has no legal authority 
to order Americans to leave a foreign country. In light of 
that, the Secretary of State and our Ambassador are strongly 
urging all American citizens to leave China, and our Embassy 
and Consular Officers are assisting all Americans in leaving 
China to the best of our personnel's ability. 


The State Department today is issuing a new travel 
advisory which reiterates the above. 


In order to help facilitate the departure of American 
citizens and dependents, we have done the following: The 
United States Government is arranging charters that will 
supplement U.S. airlines to facilitate the departure of all 
those who want to leave and all those who have been ordered to 
leave. 


There are two charter flights scheduled for Thursday. 
There is a possibility of a third. One of these is a United 
Airlines 747. Another is a Continental DC-10. There are 684 
seats on those two flights. I do not have for you at this time 
what the additional charter may be. 
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On Friday, there is a regularly scheduled United , 
Airlines flight. In addition, Continental Airlines will bring 
back its DC-10 twice. all flights will include a mix of 
American citizens and dependents. It will depend on who is 
ready and waiting at the airport to go. There is a U.S. 
Embassy officer available at the Beijing Airport to assist 
American citizens. 


Concerning transportation to the airport: The road 
remains open. Yes, there are some roadblocks and some 
difficulties and delays. Embassy vans and cars are 
transporting American citizens to the airport. Hotel buses and 
taxis are also available. 


In addition, a convoy of six Embassy vans and one car 
departed our Embassy in Beijing this morning at approximately 
9:30 a.m. for the university area. The convoy picked up 55 
American teachers, students and dependents. All of those 
people are now at the airport and were taken directly from 
their pickup points to the airport. 


Our Embassy and four Consulates remain open. 


Secretary Baker spoke this morning with our Ambassador 
in Beijing for a report on the situation at the diplomatic 
compound and the Embassy. Ambassador Lilley reported that he 
was able to see the Vice Minister fur Foreign Affairs and 
registered a strong protest against the shooting incident. In 
addition, here in Washington the State Department, around 2:00 
a.m. this morning, registered a similarly strong protest to the 
Chinese Embassy here in Washington, D.C. 


The Chinese Embassy has informed the State Department 
late last night -- that was June 6 -- that Foreign Minister 
Qian's visit to Washington has been postponed. As I said on 
Monday, the visit would have given us the opportunity to convey 
to the Chinese leaders our view of the tragic and brutal 
actions that have taken place and to urge that a policy of 
restraint and dialogue be reinstated. However, under current 
circumstances we agree that such a visit should not take place. 


The State Department Task Force has 35 individuals 
here answering phones 24 hours a day. We are averaging 
approximately 8,000 calls in a 24-hour period. 


I would like to repeat one more time the phone number, 
which is (202) 647-0562. I would like to repeat also, and ask 


for patience, if when you call the number is busy to please 
continue. We're trying to handle all of the phone calls. 


I'd like to give you a VOA update. We have stepped up 
the hours of frequency. We »*«.2e increased the hours from 9:00 
to 11:00 in Mandarin. We will <* tinue increasing the hours. 
We have increased the frequency as cf today to 12 in Mandarin; 
that is breaking out into seven in the evening -- broadcasts -- 
and five in the morning. There is sporadic jamming, but we 
know that some of this is getting through. 
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We have seven English frequencies, which is an 
increase of two; and these are not being jammed. In addition, 
VOA has satellite television being beamed into China. I'd like 
to point out that the only way it can be picked up is on a TV 
receiving dish, and our estimates are that there are 
approximately 2,000 of these dishes in China. There are 43 
people working at VOA on these radio and TV broadcasts, both 
here and in China. 


We will post for you today a copy of the Justice 
Department's press release of yesterday on the Attorney 
General's directive to the INS concerning the President's 
directive on the extension of visas for Chinese nationals. 


I'll be more than glad to take your questions. 


Q Can you tell us more about that shooting 
incident? The Chinese claim that a sniper had been spotted in 
the building. Do you know anything about that? 


4 What I have for you is the following: A convoy 
of troops left Tiananmen Square at midday heading east along 
Changan Avenue. The convoy consisted of trucks and jeeps. The 
troops fired at apartments in the diplomatic compound and 
nearby buildings. Apartments on the third, fourth, and seventh 
floor of the complex were struck with bullets. Several of the 
apartments are occupied by American officials. There were two 
children of an American Embassy Officer in one of the 
apartments. Neither was injured. The other American-occupied 
apartment was not occupied at the time. 


Later PLA troops surrounded the entire compound, 
blocking access. Diplomats from a number of foreign countries, 
including the U.S., were prevented from entering or leaving. A 
number of embassies, including ours, expressed their great 
concern over the situation, and I have told you what our 
Ambassador did and what we did here in leveling our protest. 


The Chinese eventually entered one of the apartments 
and removed a Chinese national. Subsequently, the Chinese 
announced that a sniper had been present in the area and had 
killed a soldier. 


Q Do you buy that explanation? Do you feel that 
this was purposeful harassment on the part of the Chinese, or 


- you feel that this was just an incident which is part of the 
chaos 


a We don't have any reason not to believe that they 
believe there was a sniper, and the whole incident certainly 
plays into the situation of chaos that exists in Beijing. 


Q Let me follow that, Margaret. In other words, 
you don't believe that the heightened sense of urgency which 
you are conveying today about Americans leaving reflects any 
greater U.S. Government concern that this violence may turn 
against foreigners? 
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A No. We do not have any evidence as of today that 
any of the chaos, the violence, the incident yesterday, is 
directed against Americans or against other foreigners who are 
living there in Beijing. 


Q Margaret, yesterday you urged Americans living in 
Beijing to leave, but more or less said to those in the rest of 
the country it is up to them what they want to do. Now you're 
in effect urging all Americans in China to leave. What has 
happened between yesterday and today to change the Department's 
mind about what people ought to do? 


a The situation is deteriorating; and as I 
explained, I hope clearly, this morning, we cannot order 
Americans in a foreign country to leave that country. We can 
-- and the Ambassador took the action this morning -- order the 
dependents -- there are 258 of them -- to leave not only of our 
Embassy in Beijing but the four consulate offices. 


In addition, because this is all we can do as a 
government legally, we are strongly urging all Americans in 
China to leave. 


Q Margaret, yesterday I think that the numbers 
given for the Americans in China was something over 9,200. 


a I believe the number that I used, based on 
January's figures, was 8,800. 


Q Plus Embassy? 


a That included -- I don't have it with me -- all 
Americans who had registered as of our figures in January. 
Every day numbers are decreasing. 


Q Which did not include, I believe, U.S. Government 
personnel. 


A I believe that it did. 


Q My point being that this is of quite a different 
magnitude, and the resources apparently being supplied -- if 
two airplanes can carry 684 people -- 


a That's correct. 


Q -- and planning to come in one, maximum two or 
three times, then this seems to be grossly inadequate for 
getting some 9,000 people not including tourists, out of the 
country. 


a Let me help you on this. We do not have an 
accurate number for you on how many Americans are in China. We 
know over the last two to three weeks the numbers have 
drastically been reduced. We have an estimated number of 
Americans in Beijing of 1,000. 








17424. 


-S- Wednesday, 6/7/89 


But again -- let me help you on this -- Americans are 
also getting out on other airlines that they have been getting 
on all week long, in addition to ours. 


Q Margaret, the Chinese Government has accused the 
United States of interfering in internal affairs by allowing 
Mr. Fang, a dissident, to remain in the Embassy. I wondered if 
you could give us a status report on him. Has he applied in 
any way for refugee status, or on what grounds are we allowing 
him to stay in the Embassy, and what do we say to the Chinese? 


a We have not, to my knowledge, responded to the 
Chinese on our having him at our Embassy. He is at our 
Embassy. He is there for safety reasons, and that is his 
status. He is in our Embassy. 8ut we have not officially 
responded. 


Q Why is the U.S. allowing him to be in the Embassy? 


a Because he came and asked. He's with his wife 
and his son. 
Q Are you refusing to respond, or do you plan at 


some point to respond to the Chinese protest? 
a To the Chinese protest on him -- 
Q Yes. 


a -- or the Chinese protest on the actions the 
President took? 


Q Either one. 
~ Both. 


a I have a reaction to the protest or what they had 
to say about the actions the President had taken. 


The Chinese statement is unwarranted. The President 
announced our actions in response to the brutal acts of 
elements of the PLA. Human rights violations such as the ones 
that occurred in Beijing are properly the concern of the entire 
international community, including the United States. 


Q Will other Chinese dissidents be allowed to seek 
refuge in the Embassy? 


a I don't have an answer for you on that. 

Q Has he asked for permission to come to the United 
States? 

a That is something, as you know, that I cannot 


discuss, whether it's the Chinese situation or other situations 
concerning individuals. I just can't discuss it with you. 
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Q Margaret, as has been discussed, there are 
Americans elsewhere in some of the provincial cities. In fact, 
evidently some Congressmen are concerned about students who may 
have difficulty getting to larger cities so that they can get 
to the airports and the airplanes. Is there any assistance 
that can be given to people to facilitate their removal from 
the country? 


A We are not closing, as I stated, our four 
consulate offices. We are not closing our Embassy. Those 
personnel are staying there, and they are there to help assist 
Americans who get in touch with them. And, yes, we are aware 
that there are Americans who are out in difficult areas; and 
anything that we can do to assist them in getting into Canton 
or Beijing or Shanghai where there are aircraft to get out, or 
trains, we are certainly trying to do. 


Q But you are not going to put charters into, for 
instance, Shanghai or -- 


A I should mention that the charters and the 
already routinely scheduled flights stop in Shanghai; and they 
have been -- the United flight did yesterday -- picking up 
individuals in Shanghai -- Americans. 


Q Margaret, do you have any confirmation at all of 
the report that there are perhaps as many as several hundred 
thousand Chinese troops massing outside Beijing? 


A I really don't have anything to contribute on the 
army situation for you. 


Q Margaret, are there any diplomats or U.S. 
Government employees being withdrawn from China at all? 


a No. 
Q None at all? 
No. 


And will any of the charters make seats available 
to non-U.S. citizens? 


A Our policy will be on the charters, if there are 


no Americans left at the airport who are there for a seat and 
there are other foreigners there, we will be more than glad to 


make those seats available to them, provided no Americans are 
there waiting for a seat. 


Q You say you have no particular comment on the 
army situation. What about on army clashes, which has been 
something that has been rumored and speculated ad nauseum for 
the last several days? 


A I have the same guidance that I had for you 
yesterday, with an addition of one sentence: 
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We have reasons to believe that all elements of the 
army do not support what is taking place. There are 
indications that there may have been some small clashes between 
military units. 


Q In Beijing? 


Aa I don't know if I could characterize it as 
Beijing. 


Q Margaret, are there any other dissidents in the 
Embassy like Mr. Fang? 


A None that I'm aware of. 


Q From the consulates around the country, what 
situation reports are there about unrest, uncertainty, 
volatility, danger? 


A I can give you a situation report in two cities 
-- Shanghai and Guangzhou. 


Shanghai is relatively calm. The barricades have been 
cleared. Small groups of students and workers have 
demonstrated in Shanghai. There were a few cases of violence 
in that city. There was, however, a serious incident where a 
train refused to stop and crushed seven people in Shanghai. 
There is no concentration of PLA troops near Shanghai. 


In Guangzhou, the only piece of information I have for 
you is there are about 5,000 students who have demonstrated. 


Q Margaret, do you have any information on the 
whereabouts of China's top leadership? And aside from 
Ambassador Lilley's contact on the issue of the shooting at the 
compound, has there been any other contact with the leadership 
in Beijing? Have there been any renewed messages or any 
additional messages? 


A No. And our Ambassador, when speaking to 
Secretary Baker this morning, said that to his knowledge, he 
was the only foreign Ambassador there who finally managed to 
get through. He did get through, and he raised the strongest 
possible protest with the Vice Foreign Minister. 


Aas far as the whereabouts of the leaders, we have seen 
these reports to the effect that they may be outside of the 
city, but we cannot confirm them. 


Q What was the response of the Vice Foreign 
Minister to the protest? 


a He noted our protest. 


Q Do you know which Vice Foreign Minister? 
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By phone? 


In person. The Ambassador went there in person. 
Q Do you know which Vice Foreign Minister this was? 
a I don't have his name. I'll get it for you. 
Q Did the Vice Foreign Minister have any 
reiteration of the Chinese criticism of the U.S. position, or 
was it a one-way conversation? 


a I didn't ask that question. I'll be glad to try 
to find out for you. 


Q Was the Fangs' presence in the Embassy discussed, 
either here or there, between U.S. and Chinese diplomats? 


hy I don't know. I'1l be glad to find out for you. 


Q Do you know, Margaret, if there were any 
reassurances provided by the Vice Foreign Minister that 
Americans are not -- the Chinese are seeking not to target 


Americans or foreigners? 


A We have had those reassurances. I can't say if 
it was from the Vice Foreign Minister, but I am positive they 
have assured us on ensuring the safety of foreigners and 
Americans to the airport. 4nd there is no problem with the 
airlines having landing rights, etc. 





Q Does the U.S. have an estimate of casualties over 
the last week or so? 


A We do not have a confirmed estimate or an 
estimate that we'd be willing to give out. 


Q Why do you now consider it would not be desirable 
to have the visit of the Chinese Foreign Minister? 


A I thought that I stated that. I'll be glad to 
restate it for you. 


Well, you said originally it would be good to 
have talks with non-military authorities. Now you've changed. 


A No, I haven't. 

Q The other day you did. 

2) This is the same. On that day, this gentleman 
was a non-military adviser. As you know, the President 
cancelled military exchanges. That still remains the same. 


I just reiterated what I said yesterday: that it 
would have been beneficial in the respect that a senior 
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official in our government could express to a senior official 
in their government our feelings on what is going on in 
Beijing. That's what I just stated. 


Q But now you don't consider it would be 
benficial. You said now that you agree with the Chinese that 
it shouldn't take place. 


a I think that you're misunderstanding a little bit 
what I said. 


Q You agree with the Chinese Government that a 
visit would not be appropriate at this time. Why would a visit 
not be appropriate at this time? 


i) I see. Okay. In light of the deteriorating 
situation over there, I just think that our government agreed 
that it was wise to postpone this visit. 


Q Was it our initiative or their initiative? 
i) Their intiative. They contacted us last night. 
Q Was there any explanation? 


A No, not that I know of, other than to say it 
would be postponed. 


Q Is he still travelling, as far as you know, in 
Latin America? 


a I didn't ask. I don't know. 


Q Margaret, both the Senate and House resolutions 
that were passed yesterday seemed to suggest that the United 
States ought to get in touch with its allies overseas to talk 
about further measures that might be taken if the repression 
continues in China. Has there been any such contact, or is 
there a plan to have such contact with like-minded friendly 
nations on this Chinese situation? 


A I was told that Marlin announced this morning 
that the President has talked to Prime Minister Thatcher. Ovr 
Ambassador in Beijing, just as yesterday and today, stays in 
constant contact with his counterparts there. We are making 


our feelings and what implementations and actions we're taking 
known in capitals, and government officials here are speaking 


with their counterparts here in this government. So there is a 
lot of back and forth, yes. 


Q Is there anything particular that is on the 
horizon here for the next day or two -- special meetings or 
anything of that sort? 


a There are no scheduled meetings. 
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Q Any reports that Americans are seeking asylum in 


the outlying consulates, or any reports of American injuries or 
death outside Beijing? 


a None. 
Q Is Secretary Baker briefing the President more -- 
A The Secretary was woken up several time during 


the night by officials here. The Secretary saw the President 
first thing this morning and has spoken to the President by 


phone once that I know of. 


Q What necessitated his being woken up during the 
night -- the shooting against the compound? 


A Just an updated report that -- it was Under 


Secretary Kimmitt who wanted to talk to him. Also, to be 
honest, it was to discuss the decision to issue the withdrawal 
of dependents. 


Q Margaret, do you have any indication about 
either the whereabouts or the political standing of either Mr. 
Deng or Mr. Qiao Shi? 


a No. I do not. 


Q Can you say where the charters are going to go 
when they leave China? 


a No. I don't know. I didn't ask. 


Q Will they come back to the States, or will they 
go to some nearby Asian nation? 


a I didn't think to ask that. I don't know where 
they're going. Out of China. 


Q Margaret, in the U.S. view, has the situation in 
Beijing amounted to, boiled down to, a situation of civil war? 


A We would not at this point be willing to 
characterize it as such. It is an increasingly dangerous 
Situation, as I said. It's volatile, and it's uncertain. But 
no one here, no, has used those terms. 


May I give you the Vice Foreign Minister's name? I'll 
spell it for you. The first word: Zhu. Second word: Qizhen. 


Q Did this just happen recently? I mean, has this 
just happened in the last hour or two? 


A When Ambassador Lilley met with him? 


Q Yeah. 





. 
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A Secretary Baker talked to Ambassador Lilley -- 
when was it? -- sometime between 7:30 a.m. and 8:30 a.m. DC 
time; and Ambassador Lilley had already seen him. 


Q Margaret, implicit in what you're saying is that 
there's no plan to use the military to bring out these 
dependents who are being evacuated, that you can accommodate 
them on the commercial planes. 


a That's correct. 


Q You said there were about a thousand people left 
in Beijing. 





A Our best estimate. 
Q Do you have any estimates of other cities? 
Qa No. I said that we are unable to provide you 


with how many Americans are still in China. We simply do not 
know. And again, the reason is becai'se of the drawdown by 
American companies, by tours that have pulled out, tours have 
been cancelled. The Embassy has 111 employees. That is just 
something they have not been able to totally keep tabs on. 


Q Another subject? 


Q Can I have one more shot at this -- something I'm 
still curious about? 

a Sure. 

Q Was any consideration given to urging an 


evacuation from Beijing only rather than all of China? Why all 
of China, when the tension obviously is not extended to all of 
China? 


a Because it is prudent and wise. There are 
unsettling conditions in the cities, and I listed two cities 
for you. There are others which I just don't have to give you 
the readout on -- to not single out one city and to make this 
China-wide. That was the decision the Secretary made in 
consultation with the Ambassador. And the Ambassador strongly 
and firmly believed this was the wise thing to do. 


Q This decision was made this morning, if I 
understand. 


a The decision was made this morning, China-wide. 
Q Maybe you've answered this before, but do you 


have the numbers of Embassy personnel in the other cities -- 
the other consulates? 


fs) Broken down by city? Kim, do you have that 
readout? 
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MR. BAILES: It's a total of -- I have it back in my 
office. It's a total of 111 employees in Beijing, 170 
altogether employees. It breaks out different -- one is 20, 
one is 10. I have numbers back in my office. 


MS. TUTWILER: I have it right here. Is there a 
reason we don't give it out? 


MR. BAILES: No, there's no reason not to give it out. 
MS. TUTWILER: Do you want it literally? 
Q Yes. 


MS. TUTWILER: Beijing: There are 111 employees; 
there are 185 dependents. 


I'm unsure of the pronounciation of the next city, so 
I'll spell it for you. C-h-e-n-g-d-u. There are six 
employees; there are eight dependents. 


In Guangzhou, there are 27 employees; there are 36 
dependents. 


In Shanghai, there are 16 employees; there are 21 
dependents. 


In Shenyang -- is it 10 or 18? I can't read this. 
MR. BAILES: That's Shenyang? 
MS. TUTWILER: Shenyang. 


STAFF: I don't know what the number is, but it should 
add up to 170. 


MS. TUTWILER: It's ten. Ten employees, eight 
dependents. That comes up to the numbers I gave you yesterday, 
which is 170 employees and 258 dependents. The total number is 
428. 


Q How do you spell that last city, please? 


MR. BAILES: S-H-E-N-Y-A-N-G. Is that the one you 
mean? 


a That's correct. Did you all hear that -- the 
spelling? S-H-E-N-Y-A-N-G. 


Q Margaret, perhaps you can take this question, if 
you don't have a response now. There are a whole number of 
visits by Americans, including two Cabinet Secretaries 
scheduled to go in early July -- I think, Mosbacher and Brady 
-- for a joint economic commission. The Peace Corps is 
supposed to go in August. I think the Joeffry Ballet. Can you 
give us some kind of update perhaps, if you don't have it now, 
as to whether the United States was taking any action in terms 
of the Cabinet visits and is advising any of these private 
cultural groups obviously not to go? 
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i Sure, I'd be glad to. I prefer to take it. 


Q Is there any thought being given to evacuating 
the remaining diplomatic corp, or what would prompt our doing 
something like that? 


a All of our options are always open at this time. 
I've mentioned it more than once here today. Our Embassy and 
four Consulate Offices are open and operating, and there are no 
plans to evacuate our diplomatic personnel. 


Q What would prompt you to evacuate them? 


a That's a hypothetical and a speculative question 
that I don't want to get into. 





Q Margaret, you said that the U.S. had been given 
assurances about the safety of American citizens getting to the 
airport and the safety of American citizens and foreigners in 
general. Was the U.S. given, either in the meeting with 
Ambassador Lilley or through other channels, any kind of 
indication from the Chinese Government about its timetable for 
clarifying the state of the Chinese Government? 


a If they were, I'm unaware of it. I do not know. 


Q Can you be a little bit more specific and say, 
Margaret, whether what you have announced today is a 
precautionary move or is a response to some specific threats 
of, you know, more increased violence? 


a There are no specific threats to Americans. 
Q No, I understand that. But I mean in terms -- 


a I think, in fairness, it's a combination of a 
number of factors: of being prudent, of being careful, of 
recognizing you are in a chaotic situation. I would hate to 
think if something really broke loose and we had not been 
prudent and wise and done everything in our ability to get 
Americans out of there or to make it available for Americans 
who wish to leave to leave, as many other countries, as you 
know, are doing. 


Are some American students still declining the 
U.S. offer of help, as you said yesterday? 


a I'll have to check on that for you. I didn't 
check today. 


Q Could you take it? 


a Be glad to. 





Q Another subject? 
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Q One question on the Chinese-Hong Kong border. Is 
that border open, and is there a free flow of people moving 
from southern China into Hong Kong? 


i) I haven't asked, but I'll be glad to take your 
question. 


Q Are you reconsidering the agreement with China to 
launch U.S.-made satellites on Chinese rockets? There was some 
report to that effect. And is it technically possible for you 
to cancel that? 


4 I'll be glad to take your question. 


Q There's a report that the Unites States believes 
the Nicaraguan army was prepared to come to General Noriega's 
aid about a month or two months ago if the United States had 
taken military action in Panama. Does the U.S. believe that's 
the case? 


a I haven't seen anything about that, Ralph. I'll 
be glad to look into it for you. 


Q Do you have any general observations to make 
about the extension of the mandate for the Commission? 


A The OAS meeting? 
Q Yes. 


a Yes, I do. The report of a visit to Panama by 
the OAS Commission was provided to and approved by the Foreign 
Ministers despite the strong objections of Nicaragua. The 
Ministers directed the Commission to return to Panama to seek a 
transfer of power to a democratic government as quickly as 
possible. The Commission's mandate to negotiate a return to 
democracy in Panama is reaffirmed. 








The Foreign Ministers of Ecuador, Guatemala, Trinadad 
and Tobago, and the OAS Secretary General will return to Panama 
shortly. 


Q And that's an acceptable result to the United 
States? 





a The mandate of the Commission was reaffirmed to 
seek a transfer of power in the shortest possible time. And, 


yes, that was acceptable to us, and we are supporting them 
going back there. 


Q You wouldn't have preferred that it was something 
like two weeks for them to go back and push the process? 


a My understanding is that ‘hey plan to return 
later this month. But as far as we know, a definite date has 
not been set. The next meeting, it's our understanding, for 
the OAS is on July 19. 
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Q Margaret, you say the mandate is reaffirmed to 
. secure a transfer of power. But the Commission, when it came 
back, said that it was down there seeking conciliation, which 

appears to be a different kettle of fish. 


a I'll be perfectly honest with you. I have spent 
since 6:30 this morning until I got here on China. This is 
what I have, and I have not had the time to do as thorough a 
homework on my part as I would have liked. So I really am not 
in a position to get into a lot of the nuances with you on this. 


Let me help on this. I did talk to Deputy Secretary 
Eagleburger this morning. He has personally approved this 
Quidance; and he said it was very straightforward, that this is 
where we are. But I've spent my morning on China. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements that 
were made by Prime Minister Bhutto here yesterday that Pakistan 
has no intention of producing an atomic device? 


be No, I don't have anything to add to what the 
Secretary said yesterday at his departure, the President said 
at his, or our State Department employee did in their briefing. 


Q Do you have anything more about the F-16 
situation? 


a No, I don't. 








Q Margaret, on Afghanistan. Does the U.S. 
Government still believe that the Kabul Government will lose 
the fight against the Mujahideen? 


2) We continue to believe that the Kabul regime 
cannot survive. 


Q Can you tell us anything further about how the 
Secretary is handling the China developments beyond his talk 
with Ambassador Lilley this morning and his phone conversation 
with President Bush? Is there anything else he's doing? 





a The Secretary has routinely, since the beginning 
of this week, had an early morning meeting with individual 
senior officials here at this Department who are overseeing the 
work of the Task Force. He has had a meeting every morning and 
every afternoon. When a need arises or a reason, people are in 
his office giving him updates and going to him for decisions, 
etc.. So I would characterize him as very involved. 


Q Has he requested anyone to come from the Chinese 
Embassy to the State Department to discuss the matter? 


a No, he has not. As you know, Under Secretary 
Kimmett met, I believe -- I'd have to check this for you -- on 
Saturday with the Ambassador here in Washington, 0.C. There 
has not been a further meeting. 
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Q Is there not a briefing tomorrow since the 


. Secretary is speaking at the Press Club? 





A There is not a scheduled 12:30 briefing. But 
what I thought we'd look at tomorrow is, if you all would like 
a China update sometime later in the afternoon, that I would be 
more than glad to come down and do it. My instincts are that 
you'd like me to plan to do it. 


Q Yup. 


i Can we think about what time we'd like to do 
this? Secretary Baker is finished at what time? 


MS. HOGGARD: About 2:00. 


a About 2:00. You want to aim for 3:00? Is that 
okay with everybody? 


Q Yup. 

i) Okay. Then we'll definitely try to do it. And 
may I ask one other question. Can we do it, if it's at all 
possible, just on China tomorrow at 3:00. 

Q Yes. 

a Thank you. 


Q What's the topic of the Secretary's speech 
tomorrow? 


a I knew what it was at the first of the week. I'm 


not positive if it's the same thing. Has it changed? Let me 
get it for you and post it, okay. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 2:15 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTIONS 
JUNE 7 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: Are there more American students declining our offer of 


assistance? 


A: THERE ARE ABOUT 300 AMERICAN STUDENTS IN BEIJING. SOME 

HAVE DECLINED OUR OFFERS OF TRANSPORT TO HOTELS. IT IS NOT 

CLEAR HOW MANY WILL AVAIL THEMSELVES OF THE OFFER OF FLIGHTS 
OUT. 


Q: Is the border between Hong Kong and China open and is there 


a free flow of people moving from southern China into Hong Kong? 


A: THE HONG KONG-CHINA BORDER IS OPEN. AT THIS TIME WE ARE 


NOT AWARE OF ANY DISRUPTIONS IN TRAVEL FROM CHINA TO HONG KONG. 




















Q: Whet is the status of future official and cultural visits? 


A: AS THE PRESIDENT SAID JUNE 5, HE IS ORDERING THE SUSPENSION 
OF VISITS BETWEEN US AND CHINESE MILITARY LEADERS. CULTURAL 
EXCHANGES HAVE NOT BEEN SUSPENDED. THESE AND OTHER ASPECTS OF 
OUR BILATERAL RELATIONSHIP REMAIN UNDER REVIEW AS EVENTS IN 
CHINA CONTINUE TO UNFOLD. 


Q: Where are the charter flights going after they leave 
China? What is the schedule? 


A: AN AIRLINE SCHEDULE HAS BEEN PROVIDED. 








Continentai Airiines 
June 6&6 


Leave Guam 0500 (locel 
Leave Okinawa 1000 
Leave Beijing 1600 


June 9 


Arrive Okinawa 0915 (fuel stop) 
Arrive Beijing 1400 
Arrive Tokyo 1850 


> 
>. 


Two additional flights Tokyo/Beijing/Tokyo to be scheduled. 


X11 flights 2:e on DC-10-".0, seating 234 passenger:; 


United Airlines (First Flight) 


June 8 


Leave Narita 0615 (local) 


Leave Beijing 1145 
Leave Shanahai 1430 


Arrive Beijing 1030 
Arrive Shanghai 1340 


Arrive Narita 1710 


United Airlines (Second Flight) 


Leave Narita 1630 


Depart Beijing 2245 


Atrive Beijing 2045 
Arrive Narita 0200 (June 9) 


Both flights on 747s, seating approximately 400 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 7 BRIEFING 


CHINA: U.S. SATELLITE LAUNCHES 


Q Are you reconsidering the agreement with China to 
launch U.S-made satellites on Chinese rockets? There was 
some report to that effect? And is it technically possible 
for you to cancel it? 

A THE SUSPENSION ANNOUNCED BY THE PRESIDENT APPLIES TO 
ALL LICENSES AND APPROVALS ON THE MUNITIONS LIST. HOWEVER, 
WE ARE DISCUSSING THESE SATELLITE LICENSES WITH CONCERNED 


PARTIES. 


FOR AMERICAN FIRMS THAT BELIEVE THEY SHOULD BE GRANTED 
AN EXCEPTION, WE HAVE PROVIDED A CONTACT POINT AT THE STATE 


DEPARTMENT. 
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TAKEN QUESTON POSTED: 6/ 7/9 
JUNE 7 BRIEFING 
PANAMA: NICARAGUAN ALERT 
Q: There is a report that the U.S. believes that the 
Nicaraguan army was prepared to come to Noriega's aid about 


two months ago, if the U.S. was prepared to take military 
action in Panama. Is the U.S. aware of this report? 


A: YES, WE ARE AWARE OF THE REPORT. WE ALSO HAVE REPORTS 
OF NICARAGUAN SHIPMENTS OF SOVIET-MADE WEAPONS AND 
AMMUNITION TO PANAMA AS A SHOW OF SUPPORT. 

{ 


- 
» 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #101 


FRIDAY, JUNE 9, 1989, 12:53 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: What I would like to do is give you all 
@ situation update on various and sundry things in China: 


Basically, we would describe the situation today as 
relatively calm; however, we would note that Beijing is still 
an armed camp. 


On Americans left in China: Our estimates are there 
are a little under 1500 Americans in China. I will break some 
of this out for you. 


There are approximately -- and all our numbers are 
approximate and estimates -- 500 Americans in Beijing. Of that 
number, approximately 150 to 200 are media, 116 are our own 
Embassy personnel -- 


Q A hundred and how many? 


A 116 are our own Embassy personnel, and the 
remaining number is made up of businessmen and tourists. 


There are approximately 200 Americans in Shanghai. 
There are approximately 135 Americans in Guanzhou. There are 
approximately 100 to 250 Americans in Wuhan, and we are working 
on getting transportation to get those individuals out. 


Q 100 to 150? 

A 100 to 250 Americans in Wuhan. 

There are 50 to 100 Americans in Tianjin, and the 
Embassy has organized a bus caravan to pick them up and bring 
them to Beijing. 

The Embassy is still making daily visits to the 
universities and to the hotels. We have found at Beijing 
University there are no Americans there. The approximate 
number we have of Americans choosing to stay in Beijing is 400. 


Q Including press? 


A It's my understanding, yes, because the total 
number we have out there is about 500. 
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Of the dependents order that was issued earlier this 
week, there are ten dependents left in China, and they are 
coming out. 


On charters: You know that we had a United charter 
that left on June 8. There were 65 Americans on board. Our 
Continental charter left on June 9 with 77 people, which 
includes Americans and third country nationals. There are no 
more scheduled chartered flights. 


The Embassy has told us that there are many seats now 
available on the regularly scheduled flights, and I will be 
glad to post for you the details on all commercial flights out 
of China. The number that we have is approximately 43 in the 
next three days, and their destinations are ten different 
cities around the world. 


That's all that I have as far as my situation update. 


Q What does the United States Government think is 
going on in the leadership situation in China? Who is in 
charge? 


A We noted the appearance this morning on TV of the 
Chairman and other leaders. I am not going to speculate on the . 
possible meaning of this appearance in terms of the political 
situation in China. 


Q Do you think the power struggle -- if there is 
one -- is still going on? 


i We think that it's a very clouded situation, and 
we aren't in a position to judge at this time who is in charge 
of what. To be perfectly honest with you, it seems to me that 
that would be something the Chinese should be telling us, 
versus us trying to sit back here and quess. 


Q And have you been in touch with any of the 
Chinese leadership at any level? 


A As you know, the President placed a phone call 
last night, which Marlin confirmed today was to the Chairman, 
and that phone call has not yet been completed. 


Q Do you regard the roundup of students and 
intellectuals as a good sign, a bad sign? Is that the 
direction you want China to head? 


A We have unconfirmed reports of this; if it is 
true, it is another very disturbing infringement on human 
rights. It is a step backwards, and rounding up students will 
not extinguish the appeal and need for democratic reform. 


Margaret, last night the President set a human 
rights standard for resuming normal relations with China. Are 
you doing anything to increase your monitoring of human rights 
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performance in China, or is your office here in the State 
Department stepping up its efforts in any way? Or could you 
take the question? 


a I'll be glad to take the question. 


Margaret, what did you mean to get across when 
you stated initially that Beijing is an armed camp? On the one 
hand you seemed to have not wanted to talk about who's in 
charge or who's responsible, and yet on the other. hand you seem 
very critical of the fact that the city is an armed camp and 
that there are these roundups, and so on. What's the point 
you're trying to make? Are you trying to urge them to do 
something? Are you urging them to call us and give us some 
information, or what? What's the point? 


A The reason for noting that it's an armed camp is 
that it would be, it seems to me, irresponsible to come out and 
say everything is calm and everything is normal. It is not 
normal. You all have got some of the best film footage that is 
being shown to people all over the world. It is an armed 
camp. There is still martial law. That's not normal. That's 
not business as usual. ; 


Margaret, do you have a status report on the 
fallout from the President's announcement about the actions 
that are being taken vis-a-vis China -- namely, the cutoff in 
military sales? 


I'd give you a specific example. Apparently Grumman 
has a contract, and some 250 workers are involved in Long 
Island. Are those people going to have to be laid off? 


A That's one thing I really am not current on and 
don't have any information on. 


Q Margaret, in the two televised meetings today and 
yesterday from Beijing of the leadership there, both have shown 
China's top leaders in effect congratulating those military 
leaders who carried out the repression in Tiananmen Square. Do 
you have any reaction to that? Does that indicate anything 
about their thinking? 


A Without characterizing their thinking, I would 
refer you back to the President's thinking on this -- who 
represents our country and our country's stance for human 
rights -- and how much the President and the Secretary of State 
and, I believe, every official in our government -- on the 
Hill, etc. -- has called what happened outrageous, deplorable 
-- the massacre in the Square. So we would definitely have a 
different opinion of it. 


Q But last night the President didn't know about 
Deng's appearance or his statement, so there was confusion 
about who had responsibility. Apparently Deng seems to be sort 
of endorsing what the soldiers had done and taking | 
responsibility. That seems to be a new development. 
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A I don't want to speak for the President. But 
knowing this President, if you put together all of the comments 
he's made since last Monday, there is no way that this 
President would Jorse what went on in that Square. 


Q Aare ere any further measures now under 
consideration to aid to what the President has already done? 


A As the President didn't answer that question last 
night, nor am I. 


Q As I understand it, some of the comments from 
Deng and Li Peng indicated that they would like to continue 
economic reform. They say that on the one hand; on the other 
hand they congratulate the troops. Can you make any sense out 
of that kind of message? Is part of that something the U.S. 
would encourage, while the other part we would reject? 


a Again, I would go back to what the President said 
on Monday and again said last night. His intention has been 
and still is today to only take those measures that he has 
taken in response to what happened in Tiananmen Square. 


He has said that he did not think that the route to go 
was pulling out our Ambassador or economic sanctions. He has 
stated how important he thinks this relationship is for our two 
countries, and I would just refer you back to his having said 
he would reserve the option to review all options as the 
situation unfolds. 


Q You gave us some numbers on the number of 
students left in Beijing and elsewhere in China. What do you 
assess is the present danger to Americans, first of all in 
Beijing, and then secondly in the outlying areas? 


i) We have never, as I have stated before -- I don't 
know if you were here or not -- had any evidence of threats 
against Americans. We don't have that today. And we would not 
have ordered our dependents out or issued a strong travel 
advisory urging all Americans out had we not thought it might 
be prudent to take such steps. But for those Americans who 
stay there, as you know, we have no legal authority to order 
any Americans out of any country. 


Q Margaret, will the U.S. Government continue to 
maintain this carefully measured distance and try to separate 
what happened in the Square from the continuing economic 
reforms as it becomes clearer, as it is becoming clearer, that 
Mr. Deng and Mr. Li apparently approved wholeheartedly of what 
happened? 


A That gets me into an area of next steps and the 
future that I really don't want to speculate on. The President 
just spoke last night for 30 minutes on TV, the majority of 
which was on China. I think he made perfectly clear what his 
position is on China, what his position is on what has taken 


place. 
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He did say -—- I can't remember his exact words, and 
I'd refer you back to the transcript -- that this is not 


business as usual and that he takes note of this. What he's 
going to do tomorrow, what's going to happen this weekend, 
what's going to happen tonight, I don't know. 


Q Why is there a reluctance to criticize Deng 
Xiaoping for saying what he said to troops who had carried out 
amassacre? Why is that so confusing? The President didn't 
know about this last night. This is a new development, and yet 
you have nothing to say about Deng in effect praising the 
troops. 


A I think I tried to characterize the answer when I 
answered John McWethy's question to that. I don't know in any 
instance where the President would approve of what went on in 
that Square on Saturday night. 


Q That isn't the issue, whether he approves of what 
went on; it's a question of whether he's going to hold the 
leadership responsible and be critical about their behavior. 


a Then why don't you direct your question to Marlin 
who can ask the President today? I haven't had an opportunity 
to do so. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the 
treatment of- news media in Beijing -- for example, the BBC crew 
that was roughed up yesterday or the day before in Beijing? 

Any comment on how the government is handling that? 


A I didn't know about a BBC crew. I would say as 
far as American journalists, it's my understanding from a 


-number of your colleagues who have called and talked either 


personally to me or other people in my office that the Embassy 
has been helpful to them, that they are staying in touch with 

us. They are Americans, and we are keeping in touch with them 
and where they are and care about their safety. 


Q I didn't make my question perfectly clear. I 
meant any U.S. Government comment on the Chinese Government's 
handling of the U.S. media in Beijing as opposed to the 
American Government's handling of them? 


A Is there an incident with American journalists? 


I don't know of an incident over there, or I'm not understand- 
ing what you're asking me. 


Q Okay. That's all right. That's fine. 


A Am I missing something? Has something happened? 


Q Well, there have been a number of incidents of -- 


fi You know what we did concerning Richard Roth and 
CBS last Sunday when the Secretary personally got involved. 
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Q Has the U.S. raised any further questions with y. 
the Chinese Government since that incident about the future of 
international journalists operating in Beijing? 


a Not that I'm aware of. There's not a need that I 
know of. 

Q You said the President's phone call has not yet 
been -- 

is) Returned. 

Q -- finalized, returned. Has Ambassador Lilley 


made any further effort beyond the meeting that you spoke of 
with the Vice Foreign Minister to make contact with any upper- 
level Chinese authorities, and has he been rebuffed or planning 
any such contacts? 


6 The last meeting that I know of is that 
Ambassador Lilley had a meeting with the Vice Foreign Minister, 
the same gentleman he met with earlier this week. The ° 
Secretary talked to the Ambassador this morning. It was the 
middle of the night in China, and I'm unaware of any additional 
meetings that our Ambassador has had. 


Q So he's had two meetings with the Vice Foreign 
Minister? 


Q What day was that? 


A I'll have to get you specifically what day that 
was. He's had two. 


: Q And the second meeting dealt with what issues 
primarily, in a broad kind of descriptive way? Fang, for 
example? 


A That's an issue that was definitely discussed. 


Q And the issue of Americans getting out safely, 
was that another issue that was probably discussed? 


A That's correct. 


Q Let's see, what else? Who's in charge -- how 
about that one? (Laughter) 


Q Any contact here in Washington that you can tell 
us about, given the difficulty of getting messages through in 
Beijing? 


i One contact that I don't believe has been 
previously announced is: The day before yesterday Secretary 
Baker met with Ambassador Han Xu here at the Department. 


Q And since then, any further contact with the 
Ambassador? 
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i) Since then, with the Ambassador, I'm not aware of 
any contact with him. 
Q Are there any other people that have been given 
refuge in our Embassy in Beijing besides Fang? 
is None that I'm aware of. 
Q And one other question. There's a report that a 


Chinese student who has been studying in the United States who 
returned to China with her one-year old son has been picked 
up. The son is an American citizen. Do you have any 
information about where they might be? 


A We know about it, and we've asked our Embassy in 


Beijing to help with assistance. Other than that, we don't 
have any further information. 


Q Have you received any word back from the Chinese 
Government? 

‘ As of when I came to the briefing, no, we had not. 

Q Just a quick housekeeping matter. In your 
summary of numbers you said that the U.S. Embassy staff was now 


116. 
“ In Beijing. 
Q In Beijing. 
China-wide, it's 169. 


Q A couple of days ago those numbers were 111 in 
Beijing and 170 in all of China. Has the staff been increased 
or was it a miscounting? 


a During different days this week, there is staff 
that have come in from other offices in Asia and staff have 
left. So the numbers fluctuate a little bit on it. Yesterday, 
for instance, there were five or six extra people who had come 
in from, I believe, Hong Kong. They now are out, so the number 
this morning that I have is 169 for China. 


Q You said that all the dependents are -- 


A Out except for ten. 


Q And they are to leave as well? 
A They are coming out; correct. 
Q There were some children that were the dependents 


of officers where both the mother and the father were U.S. 
officials. Are those children going out with their parents? 
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i) I haven't gotten to that level of detail. I'm 
sorry. All I know is that all dependents are out except for -- 
I was told this morning by our Consular Affairs Office that 
there were 10 U.S. dependents remaining in China and they are 
definitely on their way, coming out. I'll be glad to take it 
if you want, but I don't know about the children. 


Q Margaret, the President and the Secretary met, I 
think it was last week, with a man named Wan Li. You recall 
that visit. He was one of those people who appeared this 
morning in the TV picture and seemed by his presence there, 
although he didn't speak, to be endorsing the statements, the 
comments, made by Mr. Deng. 


It was widely viewed in the U.S. at the time Mr. Li 
was here --— Mr. Wan was here -- that he was a moderate who 
would go back perhaps and try to move the People's Congress in 
the direction of doing away with martial law. It now appears 
the opposite has taken place. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I think it would be inappropriate -- and I don't 
believe we did when he was here -- for the State Department or 
the White House to characterize where he was in their 
government's structure. It would be, I think, inappropriate 
for me today to characterize whatever decisions that gentleman 
has made once he's been back in his country. You've seen other 


kinds of reports on him, and I just think it would be 
irresponsible of me. 


Q Also, in that connection, do you have any comment 
on the fact that certain leaders of the Chinese military who 
had previously held high positions in the Chinese military were 
not present in the array of military officials who were shown 
tois morning? 


a ‘I don't have anything on that. 


Q Margaret, on another subject. The Soviet pilot 
‘who defected with a MiG-29 to Turkey, has he been granted 
asylum in this country? 


a We don't discuss asylum cases, as you know. 


Q Is he in this country? 


i) To tell you the honest truth, I haven't been in 
this subject for days. I don't know. 


Q Do you have anything on the article in the 
Washinaton Post about the transfer of arms from Nicaragua to 
Panama? 


a Yes, I do. I assume you want our reaction? 
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6 As you know, the fact of these shipments has been 
confirmed by the Nicaraguans. That Nicaragua would send 
weapons to support Noriega, who stole the recent Panamanian 
election and whose thugs viciously assaulted the legitimate 
victors, is deeply offensive to all who support democracy in 
Latin Americe. 


At the recent OAS meeting, Nicaragua stood alone in 
defending Noriega and opposing sending an OAS commission to 
Panama to resolve the crises. 


Q Margaret, can you also confirm, though, that 
those arms have gotten there and what types they are? 


ue I asked this morning to be able to confirm how 
many and what types, and I was told that I could not. 


Q Margaret, a few days ago there was also a report 
that the Sandinistas had offered more extensive aid to Panama 
in case of American military intervention, possibly including 
landing Nicaraguan troops in Panama. Do you have anything 
further on that one? 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the letter of 
the 90-odd Senators to Secretary Baker yesterday? Can you tell 
us a bit about that letter and perhaps some of Mr. Baker's 
reaction? 


a Sure. It's 92 Senators, and we welcome it. They 
were doing nothing more than what the Secretary has done and is 
urging all of us to give this election proposal serious 
consideration. As you know, I have from this podium said that 
the Secretary wholeheartedly supports the Shamir election 
proposal, so we were very pleased and welcomed the letter. 


Q Margaret, can you say anything more about the 
meeting with the PLO yesterday? Did they in fact agree to let 
Palestinians in the occupied territories talk about the 
election proposal with Israel? 


a I don't have really much to add for you to the 
PLO meeting. We posted Ambassador Pelletreau's statement, and 
specifically -- can you restate your question for me? 


Q One of the questions apparently that the United 
States was posing to the PLO was whether or not the PLO would 
allow Palestinians in the occupied territories to discuss the 
election proposal with Israel. And I just wondered if you had 
gotten some sort of a firm response. 


a How I can answer you is to tell you we have made 
it very clear to them that the elections concept offers the 
pathway to progress and that they should not impose conditions 
upon it that would make it impossible to move ahead. 
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Based on the discussions that we have had, they have 
not, in our opinion, rejected the election concept. Our view 


is that they will continue to explore the elections concept. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Sandinistas 
appointing a hardliner to the Electoral Council? 


6 Yes, I do. Under the Esquipulas and San 
Salvadoran agreements, the Sandinistas are committed to holding 
free, fair, and honest elections. At San Salvador, in 
particular, they made comments to create a generally balanced 
tribunal to hold the elections scheduled for February of 1990. 


The composition of the tribunal, as named by President 
Ortega and confirmed by the Sandinista-dominated National 
Assembly, only includes one member out of the five who belongs 
to the block of democratic opposition parties. We also note 
that neither the Electoral Council nor the electoral law, which 
this Council will administer, were created through a process of 
genuine dialogue with the opposition but were unilaterally put 
through by the Sandinistas. The Sandinistas cannot have it 
both ways. They cannot rig the rules of the election and claim 
legitimacy for the results. 


If you need a list of the five names, we have that and 
will be glad to post it for you. 


Q Does that mean that in the present circumstances 
there's no way the United States can see a fair outcome to the 
February election? 


a I'm not willing to say that yet. We're certainly 
doing everything we can to assure that they are and will 
continue to do so. 


Q Margaret, speaking of having it both ways, since 
you used that phrase, a moment ago you said that the 
Nicaraguans were the only ones who opposed sending a commission 
down from the OAS to Panama. At the time the U.S. 
Administration announced the result of the OAS meeting, it was 
speaking about the consensus to do so. Was there a consensus, 
or was there opposition to doing that? 


a My understanding is that there was consensus. I 
guess I'd characterize it for you as this group dissented from 
the consensus. 


Q On the idea of elections also, my understanding 
is that the PLO had asked if the U.S. supports the Palestinians 
in West Jerusalem to participate in the election. Can you tell 
us what's the U.S. stand on that? 


A I really and truly only have my one statement on 
the meeting yesterday, other than what we have posted that 
Ambassador Pelletreau put out yesterday from Tunis. 
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Q Another subiect? On drug assassinations, does 
she Administration favor the idea of assassinating drug dealers 
and drug traffickers abroad? 


i Why would you ask me something like that? 


Q There's a newspaper story on that subject in the 
Washington Times. 


a No, the Administration does not favor 
assassinations. (Laughter) 


Q Of drug traffickers? 
i Of anybody. 


Q One more question. Speaking of assassinations, 
apparently a high-level Salvadoran official was killed today. 


(2 That's correct. Doctor Rodriguez Porth, the 
newly appointed Minister of the Presidency, was attacked this 
morning in San Salvador. Unidentified assailants machine 
gunned Porth and his party as they travelled in a residential 
area of El Salvador. His two guards were killed instantly, and 
we can confirm that Minister Porth has died in the hospital as 
a result of his wound. No one has claimed responsibility for 
this act. 


We extend our sincere condolences to the Porth family 
and to the families of the others killed in this vicious 
attack. We condemn this outrage and call for an end to 
violence in El Salvador. 


It is apparent that attacks such as this are designed 
to provoke a violent reaction by the Government of £1 Salvador 
and its military and security forces who continue to 
demonstrate restraint in the face of on-going terrorists 
provocations. 


Q Margaret, do you have de followine on the 
Secretary's call yesterday on Gorbachev to further cut his 
armaments when he comes to Bonn on Monday? 

A No. 


Q To follow that, do you have any indication that 
Gorbachev is planning such cuts? 


a No. I'd just refer you back to what Secretary 
Baker said vesterday. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


a Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:17 p.m.) 
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Posted: Sud. ld, ISS 
Question Taken at Jure 9 Noon Press Briefing 
CHINA: DEPARTURE OF DEPENDENTS 
Q: What about the children of parents who are both working at the 


embassy or consulates? Will they stay? 


A: -- THERE WAS ONE FAMILY WITH A CHILD IN BEIJING IN WHICH BOTH 
PARENTS WERE U.S., GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. THE MOTHER HAS 


DEPARTED CHINA WITH THE CHILD. 
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MONDAY, JUNE 12, 1989, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: What I'd like to do is to give you a 
situation report, as we have it, on China today. 


Beijing and other cities remain relatively quiet. 
There's little troop activity that has been reported. 
Tiananmen Square is still surrounded by tanks, armored 
personnel carriers, armed soldiers, and barbed wire. 


As you all know, there's an increase in the security 
presence surrounding the foreign diplomatic residence compound 
and also at our’ Embassy. 


We estimate there are roughly 1,100 Americans still in 
China. I have for you, if you want it and will be glad to post 
it, a city-by-city breakout. This number includes government 
employees, media, businessmen and others. : 





Q Why don't you just post it. 
A I'll post it. 

Q Just tell us Beijing. 

a 


Beijing. I have: private, 185; official, 118 as 
of Monday morning. 


Over the weekend we did complete our bus convoy to 
Tianjin where 89 Americans were convoyed out. We completed a 
chartered airplane to Wuhan with 35 Americans on it. In 
Dalian, we took out a charter flight with 35 Americans and 70 
third-country nationals. That plane went to Hong Kong. Our 
best information is that all U.S. citizens who wish to ieave 
have left or on their way out, according to our Embassy in 
Beijing. 


On VOA: Beijing is being heavily jammed and not much 
is getting through. n fact, for a hundred square miles there 


is very heavy jamming and not much is getting through. They 


are broadcasting one hour a day from the Philippines using 
medium waves, which is AM and is broadcast in Mandarin. This 


broadcast covers Guangzhou and the whole countryside in the 
southeast area. 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q When you talk about security, is that Chinese 
security or is it American security? 
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Q Is it really security, or is there a sense of 
entrapment? 


a The reason I didn't say military is because it's 
both plainclothes security and people in uniform. 


Q Well, is that something the U.S. Government 
welcomes as a precaution or does it feel somehow that it's 
being entrapped or being boxed in? 


A The government does not feel that it's being 
entrapped or boxed in. 


Q Margaret, on the situation of Mr. Fang, you've 
seen, I guess, the reports of the arrest warrant. What does 


the United States plan to do about that? 


A This is a subject which is too sensitive for me 
to discuss. 


Q Why is it that sensitive? 


A Because it's been deemed too sensitive to 
discuss. As you know, the President of the United States said 
Thursday night and the Secretary of State has said we do not 
discuss asylum cases. We have described this case for you, 
that this man, for personal safety reasons, sought refuge in 
our Embassy. I just simply cannot discuss his case. 


Q Technically it's not an asylum case? 


A Correct. 

Q You say that you don't discuss asylum cases. 
Does that mean that he's applied for asyluin? 

A I don't discuss asylum cases at all in any way. 

Q And you're not discussing him. Can we draw the 


conclusion that this is an asylum case? 


A You can't draw any conclusions. I know this is 
difficult for you all, and I'm not trying to be difficult. I 
simply cannot discuss this particular case at all. 


Q But every other hour Ambassador Lilley pops up on 
a network and almost discusses this situation. You know, in a 
sort of nuanced way, and if you hold all the nuances together 
you come up with emptiness because they clash with each other. 
But he does begin to approach it and begin to suggest that 
pall something going on in the way of trying to resolve this 
thing. — 


A He and I both work for the same two individuals. 
I really went at this in a number of different ways this 
morning, and I was just told I simply have nothing to say. 











Q Has Ambassador Lilley had further negotiations or // _ 
contact with the Deputy Foreign Minister? 


fi No, he has not, but the Secretary of State met 
with ambassador Han Xu on Saturday. 


Ma'am, I may be wrong, but historically I do not 
believe that we have ever cast out anyone who came for refuge 
_ to an american embassy or consulate. 


A I don't believe I left that impression. I just 
said I had absolutely nothing to say. 


Q I'm not saying that you have. I just point that 
out, and I would think that we could proceed in that way in our 
own thinking. 


Margaret, what was the Saturday meeting? Can you 
tell us what the subjects areas were? 


Aa I don't have any details on the subjects that 
were discussed. I also will you the Under Secretary for 
Political affairs, Mr. Kimmitt, also met with Ambassador Han Xu 
on Sunday. 


Q Margaret, can you say whether he is still in the 
Embassy in China? 


A Yes, he is. 


Q The President on Thursday night went beyond the 
statement that you quoted him as saying on the subject of 
Fang. He said it would be hard for the United States to turn 
him back if he felt threatened. Is that still the case? 


A Sure. I just forgot that he had said that. 


Q And the Secretary also said on Thursday that the 
U.S. would be guided -- I think he used the phrase "primarily," 
but I'm not sure about that word -- by Fang's own feelings on 
the subject of what he was to do. Is that still the case also? 


A That's still the case, and [I'm sorry I forgot to 
bring up those two parts of what they have said. 


Q Margaret, the Fang case aside, does it strike the 
U.S. Government that the Chinese leadership is seeking some 
sort of confrontation with the United States? 


a On this issue? 


Q That issue aside, with other things, including 
the jamming of the VOA and other comments made, is it the 
impression of the U.S. Government that the Chinese leadership 
is seeking a confrontation with the United States? 


A No, that is not our impression. 

















Does the U.S. Government have any comment about 1b 
China's official effort to rewrite history, what is being 

described in the Western media as the “Big Lie?" Does the U.S. 
Government buy the rewriting of history? 7 


A No, we don't, and I do have an official comment. 


The whole world has seen what happened in Tiananmen 
Square. Large numbers of peaceful demonstrators were killed by 
‘army units. We condemn the use of live fire against unarmed 
civilians, which is what happened in Tiananmen Square. 


The demonstrators were seeking basic human rights such 
as freedom of association, of the press and of expression. 
Labeling such people counter-revolutionaries and hooligans will 
do nothing to alter the reality of what happened in Tiananmen 
Square on June 3. 


Has the Secretary had any contact at all with any 
Chinese officials in Beijing? 


In Beijing? No. 
By telephone? 
No. 





He has not? 


> > D 


No. 

Q One other follow-up question: When you said that 
Fang is still in the Embassy, or in the Embassy, when was that 
as of -~ this morning or yesterday? 

A I just know that's where he is. 


Q Margaret, is Foreign Minister Qian Qichen still 
expected to come to the United States? 


A That's the visit that was postponed? 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. I've been off. 

A It was postponed. Last week they postponed it. 

Q On the subject of that description about the "Big 
Lie," do you have anything to say about how that kind of 
behavior by the Chinese Government will affect Sino-American 
relations? 


a No, other than to characterize it the way we just 
did, which is that we don't ascribe to it. 


Q I'm sorry. You responded to a question of 
whether the Chinese were seeking a confrontation, and you said 


no. 
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Q Can you describe the U.S. stance to us? I mean, 
we all have notions -- 


a The U.S. stance on what? 


Q Toward the Chinese. Would you say you're -- I 
don't want to put words in your mouth. How is the U.S. 
approaching its relationship with the Chinese? 


a I would refer you back to the 30-minute press 
conference the President did on Thursday night where he went 
into quite some detail on this and what his strong feelings 
were on it. 


Our position still is that we do not want to hurt the 
Chinese people. If you're going to ask me next steps, we're 
still in the same posture we were last week. We reserve the 
right to review all options as the situation unfolds. 


So other than the President's words, nothing has 
changed over the weekend from where he was on Thursday night. 


Q Well, human rights is on my mind. The U.S. 
Government successfully and ardently confronted the Soviet 
Union for years on human rights. In fact, it seemed to have 
had results. Every since the Carter Administration, there was 
an aggressive campaign to confront the Soviets publicly on 
human rights. Is this Administration, would you say, 
confronting the Chinese on human rights at this point? 








A Are you asking me for a comment on the student 
roundups and the roundup of the intellectuals? 


Q I think that's a violation of human rights, to be 
rounded up. Yes. 


A The official Chinese media have announced several 
hundred arrests of persons they have called “thugs.” We have 
no way to confirm these numbers. If these persons are being 
arrested for exercising basic human rights of free expression 
and free association, we consider these arrests another very 
disturbing infringement of human rights. It is a step backward. 


Q Margaret, the Chinese official media -- People's 
and so on -- have attacked the Voice of America in rather 
strident terms, saying that the Voice of America is putting out 


lies, and so forth. Do you have any comment on what they're 
saying about the Voice or about their heavy jamming which you 


reported a minute ago? 


A We think the Voice of America is doing a terrific 
job. We totally support it. I read last week, Don, if you 
remember, the increase in number of hours and number of 
frequencies that we are sending into China. That has not 
changed. I. checked with Bruce Gelb this morning. We don't 
have anything in the world to be defensive about. 
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Q When you said the jamming, is that for all of 
China that's being affected, or just the Beijing area? 


A No. Beijing is very heavy jamming. Last week, 
remember, I mentioned sporadic jamming. Now there's very heavy 
jamming in Beijing and in an entire 100 square mile radius. 


Q So all of the difference frequencies that have 
been added and things are also being affected now? 


A Correct. 


It's not just one or two? All Chinese-language 
frequencies in the Beijing area are being heavily jammed? 


a In the Beijing area. That's right. 


Q Okay. And the message appears to be getting 
through in other parts of China still? There's no evidence of 
jamming in Shanghai and the other places? 


A I'm sure there's probably sporadic jamming. Also 
-- and I'm not a technical radio expert -- but the type of 
radio broadcasts that I mentioned out of the Philippines 
apparently is less (sic) difficult to jam -- medium-wave -- 
than the other type that VOA was using. But I would refer 
those questions to VOA. I'm just not a technical type. 





Q In a related way, does the U.S. Government have 
sort of an overview of how American press are operating? Are 
they being restricted? Is there some pressure on them that you 
can detect? I think a British journalist was just forced out. 


a That's right. And we definitely have evidence of 
it. We have it from an ABC crew that was in Shanghai, and we 
have other small evidences of it. Our Embassy is in contact 
with these people and on top of it. 


I should point out, though, that since these 
demonstrations began weeks ago, the vast majority of media have 
entered China on what's called a “tourist visa." That is 
different than a working visa. So, for lack of a better word, 
the harassment of United States' press in China, technically 
speaking, they are there on tourist visas versus working visas. 


But in any instances that your colleagues have, please 
get in touch with either our Consulate Offices or our 


Embassies. They're there and willing and want to help and 
assist. 


Q Margaret, beyond the question of the visas, there 
were notices distributed in Shanghai and perhaps also in some 
places in Beijing, printed notices telling TV broadcasters 
particularly not to take pictures of demonstrators, not to take 
pictures on the streets, and that sort of thing. Do you have 
any comment on that kind of notice, which has nothing to do 
with visas? 
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A I don't really have a comment on notices, and you 
don't need a lecture from me; but since they are in a different 
environment, we all saw a tragic episode this weekend of where 
some film footage was taped by them, and that individual has 
been arrested. 


I noted last night that a network -- and I'm sure 
other networks are doing this -- is blocking out and disguising 
people in the interviews faces because these people pay 
terrific consequences for talking to us. It's not our system. 
So I know we're all sensitive to not in advertently and 
innocently hurting some brave person who's willing to talk to 
us. 


Another area, or you want to stay in China? 


Wait, wait. 


oD © 


Okay. 

Q The meetings with the Chinese Ambassador, at 
whose request were they -- the one on Saturday and the one on 
Sunday? 

a Both were at our request. 

Q So they came here? 

They came to the Department. 

Q And in both of those cases you cannot tell us 

whether they were talking about the price of rice or about Mr. 


Fang Lizhi or what? You can't give us any indication of what 
those meetings were about? 





a I specifically asked, and I was specifically told 
not to get into it. 


Q Do you anticipate that there will be another 
meeting today? 


A No, I don't anticipate that. It could happen, 
but it's not planned. 


Q Do you have anything on the defection of two 


Consular orticers in San Francisco? Do you know of any other 
defections like from the Embassy? 


A I don't know of any others. Those two, as you 
know, have been referred to the FBI and INS; and I cannot 
comment on any other details concerning those two gentlemen. 


Q Does the State Department detect any shifting on 
the part of China toward the Soviet Union? Do you anticipate 


any? I notice, for instance, the Soviet Ambassador met with 
the Vice Premier today and both Xinhua and TASS called it a 


friendly meeting. 
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A That's one question I did not anticipate getting -e 
and didn't think to ask. I haven't heard a word about that. 


Q Margaret, while this current situation is going 
on in China and while the Fang situation is going on and while 
you have defectors in San Francisco and so on, does the United 
States continue to deal with China in other forums, such as 
international financial institutions and the United Nations and 
so on? Are dealings with China on other issues related to 
aiding China's development and so on continuing in the 
meantime, or have any kinds of holds been placed on those 
exchanges? 


a If there's been a hold put on them, I'm unaware 
of it. Again, the President's clear instructions to us were 
not to hurt the Chinese people, and he was not prepared at that 
time -- I'm only speaking to last Thursday -- to get into the 


economic arena. 


Q There is still, though, no decision on whether 
Secretaries Mosbacher and Brady will be going to Beijing in 
early July for a Joint Economic Commission? 


A I haven't heard an answer to that question yet. 


Q You do not have an answer to it. So no decision 
has been made presumably. | 





A No decision has been made is my understanding 
unless they made one today and announced it. I'm unaware of it. 


Q Can you confirm reports that five of the American 
hostages were moved to Tehran? 

a Were removed to where? 

Q To Teheran, Iran? 

A No. 

Q The American hostages in Lebanon, is it your 


understanding that they're still in Lebanon? 


A On that report I have absolutely nothing for 
you. As we've said before, Iran should use its admitted 


influence with the hostage-holders to obtain the immediate, 
unconditional and safe release of all the hostages. 


Q Margaret, can you comment on Mr. Rabin's threats 
and warnings to the Palestinians this morning or yesterday, 
about that he is going to track further and further on to 
breaking intifada? 


A I haven't seen that or heard about it. So, no, I 
can't comment on it. 


Q Can you look into this? 
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a I'll be glad to look into it. 


Q And do you have a rationale for why the United 
States vetoed the Security Council last week in the United 
Nations? Why? 


a I don't know anything about that. I'll be glad 
to look into it. 


Do you have anything on the Indochina Refugee 
Conference which is opening tomorrow, I believe in Geneva? 


a No, other than the Deputy Secretary will be 
speaking there tomorrow, which is Tuesday, in Geneva. 





Q Along that same line, there's a report out of 
Vienna that Deputy Secretary Eagleburger is going to meet with 
the Foreign Minister of Vietnam. Is that accurate? 


a As of Friday, that was not accurate. It was not 
confirmed, and I'm unsure if it's now been scheduled on his 
schedule or not. Sut it was not laid on on Friday. 


Q Was there an attempt to try to schedule such a 


meeting? 
a There was a request in. 
Q From the American side? 
A From the Vietnamese side is my understanding. 
Q And why would we be interested in that meeting at 


this time at that high a level? 
a I said that the meeting was not confirmed. 


Q Margaret, there are reports that the Soviets are 
providing -- that there has been an increased delivery of 
military weaponry to the Cambodian Government. Are we going to 
start giving military aid to Cambodian rebels who we are 
currently backing with only humanitarian aid? 


A Under Secretary Kimmitt is up on the Hill 
testifying on this subject today, and so I'd rather refer you 


to his cqetameny or look at this question tomorrow after he's 
testified. 


Margaret, Kurdish sources are saying that 
refugees in a Turkish camp in the south of the country have 
been poisoned, they allege by the Iraqis. They say that 
they've sent a cable to the Secretary of State and to various 
officials at the United Nations. 


I was wondering: (a) if you knew anything about this, 
and (b) if you could check it out. 
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A I'll check it out. I haven't heard anything "8 
about it. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister or Minister for Foreign affairs to Israel and 
his mediation efforts with the Israelis? 


A No. That's one I did know about; and, no, I 
don't have anything for you on it. 


Q Okay. One more thing: Do you have anything on 
the statements by Qadhafi that he wants to improve relations 
with the United States and calling on companies, American 
companies, to -- 


) I haven't seen that. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

A Can I just make one housekeeping announcement? 
This is a reminder for those of you who did not see the signup 
sheet for Secretary Baker's trip coming up in July to Asia. If 
you're interested in going, please sign up. 

Q Is this a one-stop trip? 


) What it is, is the Secretary has a trip to the 
ASEAN annual meeting, and then we will meet the President in 
Poland on Sunday. So it's just for his part, and then we all 
fold into the White House trip. 


Sure. But there are no other Asian stops at this 
point except for -- 


a There's not another Asian stop. There's one 
other stop which is just not nailed down on where we're going. 
It's enroute from there to Poland. 

Q But it's not Asia? 

A Not Asia. 

Q A refueling stop? 


a It will be a stop in for a day. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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Posted: June 12, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 12 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: Can you comment on Mr. Rabin's threats and warnings to 
the Palestinians this morning or yesterday about that he is 
going to crack down further on the intifada? 


A: AS WE'VE SAID ON NUMEROUS OCCASIONS. ALL SIDES MUST SEEK 
WAYS TO AVOID CONFRONTATION AND CREATE AN ENVIRONMENT WHICH WILL 
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Posted: June 12. i989 


QUEST 
JUME 12 PRESS BRIEFING 


A: 


U.S. VETOES UNSC RESOLUTION ON OCCUPIED TERRITORIES 


Why did the U.S. veto the draft resolution on the occupied 
territories considered by the Security Council last week? 
-- THE U.S. VOTED AGAINST THE TEXT BECAUSE IT WAS 
UNBALANCED, CONTAINED OBJECTIONABLE LANGUAGE, AND FAILED TO 
INCLUDE ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS. 


-- THE DRAFT MADE SWEEPING CONDEMNATIONS OF ISRAEL WITHOUT 
ANY REFERENCE TO A’’"S OF VIOLENCE BY THE OTHER SIDE OR TO 
THE POLITICAL/SECURITY CONTEXT IN THE TERRITORIES. 


-- THE DRAFT DID NOT CONDEMN ACTS OF VIOLENCE FROM ALL 
QUARTERS OR AFFIRM THAT ALL PARTIES HAVE A RESPONSIBILITY 


TO HELP REDUCE TENSIONS. 


-- THE U.S. REMAINS SERIOUSLY CONCERNED OVER THE SITUATION 
IN THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES AND WE ARE ENGAGED IN ACTIVE 
EFFORTS TO TO REDUCE TENSIONS AND REPLACE VIOLENCE WITH 
POLITICAL DIALOGUE. IN OUR JUDGMENT, THE DRAFT RESOLUTION 
BEFORE THE SECURITY COUNCIL LAST WEEK WOULD NOT HAVE HELPED 


ACHIEVE PEACE IN THE REGION. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 12 PRESS BRIEFING 


KURDISH REFUGEES IN TURKEY 


Q: What information do you have on the alleged poisoning 
of Iragi Kurds in Turkey? 


A: OFFICERS FROM OUR EMBASSY IN ANKARA AND OUR CONSULATE 
IN ADANA REGULARLY VISIT THE THREE CAMPS WHERE THE IRAQI 
KURDS ARE HOUSED. DURING THESE VISITS THEY MEET AND SPEAK 
PREELY WITH BOTH THE IRAQI KURDS THEMSELVES AND TURKISH 
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS. WE HAVE NO INFORMATION TO SUPPORT 


THE ALLEGATIONB OF POISONING. 


THE TURKS HAVE DONE AN ADMIRABLE JOB PROVIDING FOR THE NEEDS 


OF THE IRAQIS BEING SHELTERED IN TURKEY. 


IBS 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 13, 1989, 12:22 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have a statement today, and 
I'll be happy to take any of your questions. 


Q Was the Chinese Ambassador in today to see 


anybody? 

A Not that I know of. He hasn't seen the Secretary 
today. 

Q Are there any contacts here between U.S. and 
Chinese officials? 

A Today? 

Q Yes. 


A Not that I personally know of. 

Q Any planned? 

A Not that I personally know of. 

Q Margaret, I'm sorry, I didn't hear your answer. 

A There are none planned with the Secretary, and if 
other officials here have scheduled meetings, I'm unaware of 


them. 


Q What do you make of this list of -- being 
broadcast -- of 21 wanted students? 


A I haven't heard about such a list. 


Q Well, Chinese radio and television are 
broadcasting 21 people that apparently would have escaped the 


dragnet that they've arranged for pro-democracy forces. Any 
State awareness of action in that area or any -- 


a I don't have a statement on the current list that 
you are speaking of. I can tell you a reaction we have to the 
continuing arrest of students and workers. 
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As I reiterated somewhat yesterday, Chinese media have 
reported the arrest of hundreds of persons. These arrests are 
very disturbing. Detention or arrest of people for exercising 
basic human rights of freedom of expression and free 
association is contrary to internationally recognized standards. 


We continue to believe that the solution to the 
problems in China lies not in repression and arrest but in 
dialogue. 


Q Remember yesterday you had some strong words for 
Deng Xiaoping, but they were all conditional -- "if Deng was 
behind this" -- “if he did this." Has the State Department 
determined any more clearly now whether Deng Xiaoping is behind 
these counter-democracy moves? 


a I don't have any additional comments for you on 
the leadership. 


Q Margaret, when you say the U.S. feels that the 
correct procedure now is for dialogue, are you calling on the 
Chinese Government to open negotiations with the leaders of the 
student demonstrators? A dialogue with whom? And -- 


a I'm just saying that there's another avenue 
that's better than repression and arrest. 


Q And you can't spell out what it is the U.S. 
thinks that avenue ought to be and with whom it ought to be? 


A No. 


Q Margaret, how would you characterize the 
discussions between the Department and the Chinese diplomats 
here in Washington and in Beijing for that matter over the Fang 
issue? That is, are these negotiations? Are we talking about 
terms of how he might be released? Are they general 
discussions? Are we looking to resolve it, and the Chinese 
saying maybe, you know, "Mud in your eye; we just want this guy 
back"? Can you give us any kind of direction on that? 


A I would love to be able to be helpful to you. I 
can't characterize the meetings in any way. I just can't. 


Q Is he still in the Embassy? 


fA Yes. 
Q Yesterday you said he was. He is today, too? 
A Yes. 


Q Is his son with him -- also in the Embassy? 


A I'm unsure. 
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Q Margaret, did the Secretary receive a list of 
options of additional actions that could be taken. against China? 


A He did, and I'd like to be perfectly clear, and 
so that we'll have no misunderstanding or mischaracterization 
of this: This is nothing more than a list of options should a 
Situation ever materialize, so that you would be ready. You 
would not have to spend the hours that the people have spent to 
pull them together to collect all the information. 


This is not something that has been sent to him in the 
form of recommendations. They are merely, as I described 
yesterday, a laundry list of possible options should the need 
ever arise. 


Q Could you say something about the specifics of 
them? 


A No, unfortunately. 
Q But does he have the list? 


Aa Yes. It was presented to him or given to him 
this morning. 


Q Has he reviewed it and made any tentative 
crossings out or anything like that of things that he did not 
consider to be options? 


Q How was this -- I'm sorry. Who produced this. 
material? Only people in the State Department or outside 
experts? Can you -- 


A I'm not exactly positive literally who produced 
it. It's a typed document. But, again, I caution you from 
reading too much into this particular document. I would steer 
you away from doing such. 


Q Well, you know, if we parsed your words real 
carefully, it would sound as if -- you said, “should the need 
arise." It sounds as if the Chinese haven't done anything yet 
sey would activate any of these options. I wonder if you mean 
that. 


A I'll refer you back to where I've been, and where 
the President was, and the Secretary has been. That's why I 


want to be clear about this document that was done. 


Q I don't know where the President -- 


a We reserve the right to review all options as the 
situation changes or develops, etc. I can't remember the exact 
last words. That is still the posture of the United States 
Government. 
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Q Are the Chinese aware of what kind of -- what 
pattern of behavior will activate such options? 


A These are hypothetical questions. I've tried to 
be really honest and straightforward. I've told you about 
this. It is nothing more than should -- who knows? -- . 
something come up, the Secretary of State then would have 
before him, the preparation work would have been done, a list 
of options. Which options he might or might not choose, I do 
not know. He doesn't know. There isn't a need to do that. It 
is a document, and the homework and the work has been done by 
individuals in this Department. 


Q It doesn't carry any kind of asymmetry or 
symmetry of whatever comes from the Chinese -- will be 
responded to by this or that, A or B of the options, or it's 
just abstract? 


A Options means options. 
Q Are any of them -- are they linked in any way, or 
the progress on those options -- on that option list linked in 


any way to the outcome of the negotiations on Fang? 


A They're options. They're not linked to 
anything. They're options. 


Q Regarding the meetings over the weekend, they 
were described yesterday, I believe, as having been 
worthwhile. I was wondering if you'd be willing to 
characterize the most recent session which I believe was 
yesterday evening. 


A Unfortunately, I'm not. They met. 


On a related subject, last week you said the U.S. 
Embassy in Beijing was looking into the case of this Chinese 
student from Chicago who had disappeared with her one-year-old 
son who is an American citizen. I believe her name is Cheng Yu. 


A Right. And I believe that's the case that was 
resolved, and we posted that yesterday. 


Q. It's been resolved? Okay. 

A Yes. 

Q Can you tell us how many Americans now are left 
in China? Is there any difference between what -- the 
Situation as you described yesterday? 


A No, there's no difference. 


Q In other words, those -- 
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A Roughly around 1100, and again that includes the 
media, our Embassy personnel, some businessmen, some students 
and academicians. It's the same makeup. 


Q And how about the jamming situation? Does that 
continue -- the heavy jamming -- as yesterday? 
A Definitely continuing. 


Q Has the U.S. made any protest in recent days 
about this or discussed it with the Chinese -- 


A If we have -- 
Q The jamming, that is. 


A Specifically on VOA, if we have, I'm unaware of 
it. 


Q Is the security situation around the U.S. Embassy 
the same as it was yesterday? 


A My understanding is it's the same. 


Q The situation generally? You remember you had a 
bit of a situation report yesterday? 


A The situation today that I have is there are 
continuing reports of arrests of large numbers of people. In 
addition, there are large numbers of tanks, APCs and armed 
troops continuing to guard Tiananmen Square and troop 
deployments elsewhere in the city. 


Q Can you tell us a little more about, or can you 
tell us about the Secretary's meeting last night, was it, with 
the Ambassador? 


A It was around 4:15 p.m. yesterday afternoon. 
And, no, I cannot, unfortunately, characterize the meeting for 
you, other than to characterize it as a brief meeting here at 


-the Department. 


Q Was the Ambassador returning with some material 
that the Secretary asked for? 


fs The Ambassador revuss a this meeting. 


Q Margaret, has the Se. etary discussed this list 
of options with the President? 


A No, he has not. 


Q Does he plan to today? 


A No, he does not plan to. 
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Q Can you clarify more than has been put on the 
record the status of Mr. Fang and Ms. Li and whether they -- to 
what extent they've indicated that they wish to go to the 
United States, seek political asylum or any of these other 
things that have been discussed? What is their status now, as 
you understand it? 


A I cannot discuss this case like I couldn't 
yesterday, and I apologize. I just can't. 


Q Have any other Chinese individuals sought refuge 


in the Embassy in Beijing? 


U.S. 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Or in any of the Consulates in China? 
A 


Not to my knowledge. 


Q What about in this country, Margaret? Besides 
the two diplomats, have any Chinese officials come to this 
country and sought refuge -- asylum? 


a Chinese who have come to this country? 
Q Chinese officials. 
A I'm not aware of any. 


Lea? Q Are you aware of any Chinese officials anywhere 
else 


A No, I'm not. 


Q You said earlier in the briefing that some of the 
actions taken by the Chinese, namely the arrests, are very 
disturbing to the United States because they are contrary to 
basic -- 


A Human rights. 


Q -— concepts of human rights. How disturbing are 
they to the United States if the United States is apparently 
prepared to do nothing more about them than call them 
"disturbing?" 


Aa Well, I would refer you back to the four actions 
that the President took, specifically the military sanctions 
that he took. That's an action. 


But that was not in response to the arrests of 
the students. That was in response to -- 


A That was in response to the overall situation in 
China as you know it and how he described what he thought about 


the violence in Tiananmen Square. 





-7- Tuesday, 6/13/89 1793 


Q Right. But a lot of things have changed since 
then, including the ones to which you specifically referred 
today, which was not the case a week ago or so when the 
President imposed his sanctions, his military sanctions. 


Are there any actions the United States is taking, 
such as putting any developments on Sino-American relations on 
hold? Is anything being done at the moment? 


A That would be a Presidential announcement, not 
mine, and a Presidential decision. 


Q Do you have a better feel for who is in charge in 
China today than you have in the past? 


A I don't have anything to say on the leadership in 
China. 


Q Are the two Chinese diplomats who apparently have 
gone underground in the San Francisco area, has the State 
Department been in contact with them in any way, or do you have 
any comment on their action? 


a Are you talking about the two gentlemen that we 
referred to yesterday? 


Q Yes, I believe so. 


A I believe that I said yesterday that they have 
been in contact with the FBI and the INS authorities. Beyond 
‘that, I don't have any more details to give you. 


Q But not with State? 


A They are in touch with the FBI and the INS 
officials. That's who always handles these types of matters. 


There reportedly are long lines outside the U.S. 
Embassy already of people wanting visas to get out of China and 


to come to the United States. How prepared is the Embassy to 
deal with an onslaught of people trying to do that? Are you 
aware of any harassment of the people who are standing in line? 





A The second part of your question: I'm not aware 


of any harassment of the poorie operas in line. The first 
part of your question: Shanghai and Beijing will begin limited 


non-immigrant visa issuances on Wednesday. Guangzhou, 
Shenyang, and Chengdu are and have been offering normal visa 
services. After a consolidation of visa functions sometime 
ago, Guangzhou has been the only China post to issue  _mmigrant 
visas. 


We anticipate that the Embassy will be able to resume 
full visa services shortly. We will be monitoring the 
requirements to assure that staffing levels are adequate to 
provide the full range of consular services, including visa 
issuances. 
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Q Why is Guangzhou the only place that issues 
immigrant visas? That means you have to travel from Beijing to 


a I don't know, but I'll be glad to take it and 
find out for you. 


Q Margaret, are you saying that you might increase 
staffing because of the increased demand for visas, or you 
might increase the number of immigrant visas that are being 
of fered? 

A What I'm trying to say is that we're aware of the 
question that John asked and that we will do what is necessary’ 
with the situation on the ground -- whether it's staffing, I 
just can't answer literally what it will require us to do. But 


we will be processing -- if it's above the normal lead of 
visas, whatever it takes to process visas there in Chira. 


Q (Inaudible) 
A I'm sorry, who asked me what? 


Q Has Ambassador Lilley had any high-level contact 
in Beijing since we last spoke? 


A Not since we last spoke that I am aware of. 


Q Margaret, what's the limit on immigrant visas 
from China? What's the quota level for the Chinese immigrants? 


A I don't know. 
Q Could you find out? 
A I'll take that question for you. 


Q Could you also find out whether or not that level 
could be increased if the need is determined necessary? 


A I'll be glad to find out. 


Q Another subject? 


Yes. 


There are reports that Bulgaria has basically 
arrested and forcibly ejected from the country quite a large 
number of Turks, something like 3,000 a day in recent days. 


cose the Department know about it? Does it have any comment on 
t 
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‘ The Department does know about it, and we do have 
a comment. Unfortunately, Don, I brought it with me 
yesterday. I don't have it today. I'll be glad to give it to 
you. 


Q You'll post it, or something? 
A 


Sure. 
Q Do you have any comment on the statements being 
made in Germany during the visit of General Secretary Gorbachev? 
aq On Gorbachev's statements? 
Q Yes. 
a We are. encouraged by President Gorbachev's 


positive response to NATO's call for an early agreement on 
reductions of conventional forces. We hope this positive 
reaction will translate into the type of constructive approach 


that's needed if the Soviets are to do their part in meeting 
the timetable outlined in the President's proposal. 


Q Is the State Department at all disappointed that 
he hasn't announced any unilateral cut in short-range nuclear 


forces --— SNF? 
i) I'd rather take that question for you. 
Q Well, as the Secretary called for on Thursday? 


a I know. I know, but this is an area I'd just 
rather be safe than sorry. 


Q Gorbachev also -- one of the other things he said 
was, he called again for negotiations on short-range nuclear 
forces. Do you have any reaction to that statement? 


, a No different than what our position was in 
Brussels. Our position hasn't changed on that. 


Q Do you consider Gorbachev is trying to split NATO 
and West Germany on this visit? 


a I haven't heard that expressed here, no. 


Q © Margaret, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
rejection of Egypt's proposal to mediate with the PLO? 


a No. 


Q Do you have any comment also on the Israeli army 
in the occupied territories that reportedly molest Palestinian 
women and hold detainees in garbage pails? I'm referring to 


the Washington Times story this morning? 
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6 I haven't seen that story. I don't know about it. 
’ Q Can you look? 

‘ I'll be glad to take a look at it. 

Q Any comment on the praising -- the nice words 


said by Libyan leader Muammar Qadhafi about this Administration? 
6 No. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUWE 13 PRESS BRIEFING 


A: 


Q: 


CHINA: VISAS 





Why is Guangzhou the only .mmigrant visa-issuing Foreign 
Service post in China? 


ISSUANCE OF IMMIGRANT VISAS FOR PERSONS BORN IN MAINLAND 
CHINA WAS CONSOLIDATER AT OUR CONSULATE IN GUANGZHOU IN 
OCTOBER 1986, BECAUSE THE MAJORITY OF IMMIGRANT VISA 
APPLICATIONS IN CHINA COME FROM THE SOUTHERN PART OF THE 


COUNTRY. 


What is the immigrant visa quota for China? 

-- AS FOR APPLICANTS FROM OTHER COUNTRIES, THERE IS NO 
LIMITATION IMPOSED ON IMMIGRANT VISAS FOR CHINA-MAINLAND 
BORN IMMEDIATE RELATIVES OF U.S. CITIZENS. (IN THE VISA 
CONTEXT, AN IMMEDIATE RELATIVE IS THE CHILD, SPOUSE, OR 
PARENT OF A CITIZEN OF THE U.S., PROVIDED THAT, IN THE CASE 


OF A PARENT OF A U.S. CITIZEN, THE CHILD IS AT LEAST 


“WTY-ONE YEARS OLD.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 13 PRESS BRIEFING 





.S. CALL FOR IET CUTS 





Q: Is the State Department at all disappointed that Gorbachev 
hasn't announced any unilateral cuts in SNF forces, as 


called for by Secretary ‘Saker? 


A: -—- IN HIS JUNE 8 SPEECH BEFORE THE NATIONAL PRESS CLUB, 
SECRETARY BAKER REPEATED THE CALL THE ALLIANCE MADE AT 
THE NATO SUMMIT URGING THE SOVIET UNION TO REDUCE 
UNILATERALLY ITS SHORT-RANGE NUCLEAR SYSTEMS TO OUR 


LEVELS. 


-- WE INVITE THE SOVIET UNION TO ANSWER OUR CALL BY 
MAKING A REAL CUT IN ITS SNF SYSTEMS. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good afternoon. I don't have a 
statement today. I'1l be happy to take your questions. 


Do you have any comment on the expulsion by the 
Chinese authorities of several American newsmen? 


A Yes, I do. The United States is very disturbed 
by the expulsions of American journalists who are in China and 
are fully accredited and possess the proper Chinese working 
visas. We are today protesting this action in their capital 
and to their embassy here in Washington. 


Q Will any Chinese journalists have to leave the 
United States? 


A No. Do you want to know how many are here? 
Q Yes. 
A There are 25 journalists from the People's 


Republic of China in Washington representing 10 media 
organizations. There are 13 PRC journalists in New York 
representing four organizations. 


Q So you do not see this as a -- there's no mirror 
situation here? The United States does not see this the same 
way it sees it with the Soviet Union -- that when a U.S. 
Government employee is expelled from the Soviet Union, most of 
the time a Soviet Government employee is expelled from 
Washingtor? You do not see that kind of parallelism here? 


A There are no plans to take that type of action 
that I am aware of. I've told you what we've done in response 
to this. We found out this morning, probably six hours ago; 
and we have done what I said we're doing, and we're doing it 
today here in this capital. Because of the time change, it 


will be the first thing tomorrow morning in Beijing. 


Q Can you tell us what the justification was? 


A Excuse me? 


Q What are the reasons that you're giving the 
Chinese for your being disturbed over this? Is it merely 
because they had the proper credentials? 
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A One of the fundamental principles of our country, 
as you know, is freedom of the press. It is our understanding, 
from having talked to officials or organizations these people 
work for, that they were not doing anything that was unusual, 
out of the ordinary. They were simply doing their jobs. As I 
stated in my statement and wanted to make very clear, these 
people were fully accredited and possessed the proper Chinese 
working visas. 


Q Why is reciprocity not called for -- reciprocal 
action, I should say? 


A The action that the United States Government has 
taken is to protest this to the Embassy here in 0.C. and in 
Beijing. 


Q How is it being protested here? Is the 
Ambassador being called in again? 


a I'm just not able to get into the details of how 
the protest is being done. It's being done, though. That, I'm 
positive of. 


Q Has it been done? 


A Neither has been done, as I'm speaking. One is 
being done this afternoon. Because of the time change, as I 
said, the other will be done first thing in the morning. 





Q Margaret, do you have any movement to report on 
the Fang issue? 

A No. 

Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 


United States has proposed that he and his wife be allowed to 
go to a third country? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any update on the visa situation? 
Evidently there were some people coming to the Shanghai Embassy 
-- I'm sorry, Consulate. 


Aa I don't know about that particular instance. I 


could get into it, if you'd like, what our rules and 
regulations are on immigration visas, on non-immigration 


visas. I have a lot of detail on visas, but I do not have a 
specific instance in Shanghai. 








Q Okay. Were there people who were able to apply 
in Beijing, then, do you know? 


a As far as I know, yes. And let me also point out 
that in the summer months, our Embassy has told me, normally 
there is on an average day three to five hundred Chinese who 
are applying for non-immigration visas, that that is usually 
the _ and the summer months are the highest numbers of 
people. 





———— 2 
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' Q What's happening now? How many applications are 
there now? 


A We asked for that number this morning, and I 
didn't get it before I briefed. 


Q Returning to the question of Fang, have there 
been any high-level meetings here with Chinese officials since 
Ambassador Han was in, I believe, on Monday? 


A None that I'm aware of. 


Q And how about Ambassador Lilley meeting with 
Deputy Foreign Ministers or anybody else in China? Has he had 
additional access to any of those people? 


a None that I know of. 


Q Coming back to the journalists again for just a 
second, does the U.S. consider the expulsion of the VOA 
correspondent to be related to the jamming of VOA? Has it been 
given an explanation at all by the Chinese as to why he 
particularly was targeted? 


A It's another form of jamming. As far as what I 
know, I learned from talking to the Director this morning that 
he was called in by the Minister of Foreign Affairs for the 
City of Beijing. He was told that he had violated martial law 
as it applied to journalists. He was accused of spreading 
rumors and falsehoods. 


In response, one thing I can tell you he told them was 
the only falsehoods he was aware of were the accusations that 
were being made against him. 


Q Margaret, is there any difference, as far as the 
way the United States Government looks at it, between the VOA 
man and a journalist for a private organization? Does it make 


any difference that he's a U.S. Government employee? 


A No. He's there as their chief correspondent. 
And he, too, had the proper visas and the proper accreditation. 


Q In the Chinese broadcasts attacking the American 
newsmen, there have also been charges that the United States, 


through the Fang episode and others, is interfering in the 
internal affairs of China. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A No. 


Q Margaret, is it likely that the case of Fang will 
be raised at whatever contact occurs this afternoon? 


A . That would not be my intuition or instinct. This 
is strictly to make a protest concerning the expulsion of these 
journalists. 
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Q Is there a way you can characterize relations 
between China and the United States at this point? 


A That's a good question. No, I don't have an 
answer for you on -- 


Q Are things getting better? Are there prospects 
of things improving? 


A As you know, the President said this is a very 
important relationship to both of our countries. We are 


operating under that assumption, that it is. 


Q Has the Secretary talked with the President in 
the last couple of days on the subject of China? 


A He has seen the President a lot. I've never 
asked him point-blank specifically has he discussed China. It 
would not seem highly unusual to me that it could be one of the 
subjects they've discussed. 


Q These options, for example, has he discussed 
these with the President? 


a No, he has not, as I said the other day. There 
were no plans to take them across the street. There still are 
none. That's the truth. 


Q So it would be reasonable to assume that the two 
of them talked about China, but it would not be reasonable to 
assume that the two of them talked about any further actions 
that the U.S. might take with regard to China? 


A As I said, I haven't point-blank asked the 
Secretary. He has talked by phone and has been over at the 
White House this morning since, I think, 9:30 or 10:00 in a 
number of different meetings with the President. I said my 
instincts and intuition would say it's totally natural that 
they could have, yes, discussed China. 


Q But not the options? That's the distinction I'm 
trying to get at. 


a The options have gone nowhere, as I've 
explained. This is the third day in a row. 


Q Okay. The U.S. response to these expulsions is a 
protest? 


ie) Correct. 


_ Q Wouldn't it be fair to assume that such 
expulsions had been foreseen in the list of options and 
therefore that the protest was part of those? And if not, why 
not? 


rs) No, it is not on the list of options. 
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A question over here. 
Is it one you know I can't answer? (Laughter) 


You keep trying. 


> > 


I know. I have to keep doing my job. 


Do you have any indication that this is the end 
of the expulsions, or that there might be more? 


A I didn't wake up this morning knowing that these 
two or three were going to happen. I have no way of knowing. 
I'm not being flip with you. I mean, who knows? 


Q No, I understand. 


Q Margaret, as you pointed out, most of the 
American journalists working there do not have the technically 
correct working visas. They are tourists visas. 


A That's right. They're here on tourists visas. 


Q What is the U.S. Government view of how they 
should be treated and whether --- as you know, some have already 
been, I guess, expelled. How would you view other expulsions 
of those people? 


i) That one is a little bit, obviously, more 
difficult because they're not there under working visas. It 
does not change, however, the principle of our belief -- strong 
belief -- in the freedom of the press. But, again, we all 
have to be realists here. The reason, in all candor, that you 
can protest, or we have protested these two, is -- I go back to 
the words -- they are there as fully accredited with the proper 
Chinese working visas. 


Q Margaret, are these 21 college students that 
appeared on a “most wanted” list of sorts in China -- are they 
entitled to the same sort of protection and sanctuary that Fang 
and his wife have received through the U.S. Government? 


A I'm not going to answer that question. 


Q Do you have any view or assessment of reports 
that Chinese diplomats in this country are keeping track of 
Chinese students in the United States for possible punishment 
for their activities here? 


A I don't have any independent reports. I've only 
seen what you've seen that's been reported by the media. 


Q Is that an acceptable practice, if it's true? 


a It's certainly not something that Americans do to 
their citizens. 
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Q Is it activity compatible with their status as 
diplomats in the United States? 


A I don't know the answer to that. I don't know 
the rules about diplomats here. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A Sure. 





Q Margaret, the Chinese authorities are making a 
point of saying that business relations should resume now in 
China, that it's safe for investment to resume. Does the State 
Department think that's a good idea? Do you think American 
businesses ought to resume normal operations now? 


A Our travel advisory is still in effect which -- 
as you know, we cannot order anyone not to go back to China -- 
urging Americans not to travel to China at this time. And as 
far as the other question, that gets into the economic arena 
and you know the President's feelings on the economic side of 
this situation. 


Q So I take it you think it's appropriate for 
American business at this point if they choose to resume their 
activities in China? 


A Speaking here as an official, we have a travel 
advisory in effect suggesting and urging that Americans not 
travel to China. So I cannot contradict that. And, again, you 
know what the President's policy is concerning hurting the 
Chinese people and on the economic side of our bilateral 
relationship with China. 


Q Is the Administration making an effort to try to 
get the Chinese to rescind the order to expel the two 
journalists? 


A The only ene I can say about the situation on 
the journalists is that we have made a protest, both in Beijing 


and here. Any further actions that the Administration might or 
might not take would be speculative. 


Q You don't know the answer to the question, 
whether or not -- 





a I know what we've done this morning, and what we 


Q Besides the protest, is an effort being made to 
get the Chinese to rescind their order? 


A No. All we have done is protest. 


Q You have, or you're going to? 





/6 06 


-7- Wednesday, 6/14/89 


A We're going to this afternoon here; the first 
thing in the morning in Beijing. 


Q Are Fang and his wife still in the Embassy in 
Beijing? 


a Yes. 
Q Different subject? 
Sure. 


No. Before you leave that, could I just ask one 
thing? 


A Sure. 


Q There's a report in the last few days from 
military commanders around the country, reporting their support 
of Deng Xiaoping, saying that he took the right action. Does 
the Administration have a clearer view of who's in charge in 
China? 


a With respect to the leadership question, I would 
only say that that is a question for the Chinese to tell the 
world and the international community. We have to assume the 
people that we're seeing on our TV are the people who are in 
charge. I mean, it's not for me to guess, and it's not for me 
to say. 


Q Has there been any dealing with any of the senior 
leadership? 


a Not that I personally know of as of today. 


Margaret, there's a report that two more Chinese 
diplomats attached to the Mission in San Francisco have joined 
their two colleagues somewhere off the reservation, looking for 
some sort of protection, sanctuary, haven from the United 
States Government. Can you shed any light on that? 


a I haven't heard about that. 


Q Margaret, before we leave that, there were also 
reports in Bogota that a Chinese diplomat as well had left the 
Embassy and had gotten a visa to the United States but was 
stopped at the airport from leaving. Do we know what happened 


to him? 


) I haven't heard of it. 


Q Margaret, you cited the number of Chinese 
journalists in the United States. Has it been in the past a 
reciprocal situation that so many working visas for journalists 
in Beijing have been allotted comparatively? 
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A I don't know, but I'd be glad to ask for you. I 
know that in Beijing, when I last looked at this which I 
believe was yesterday, there were approximately somewhere in 
the range of 150 to 200 U.S. journalists in Beijing. I don't 
have the breakout for all the other cities. 


Q Well, I'm asking specifically about the working 
visas since you make a point that these people were 
accredited. And had you had any indication as well, if you 
could take that question if you don't have an answer, whether a 
substitute reporter might be allowed to come in. 

A By the Chinese? 


No. Whether another American would be able to 
take the place of Mr. Pomfritt or the VOA correspondent? 


A By the Chinese? 
Q Yes. 
A I'll be glad to take the question. 


You aren't saying there are 150 to 200 
working-visa American journalists in Beijing, are you? 


Q No, no. 
Q Okay. 

No, no, no. Journalists who are in there on both 
visas raakes now, as of yesterday that I had. And those are 
rough numbers. 

Q Margaret, do you have a situation report or 
readout about the Secretary's meeting this morning with the 
Foreign Minister of Saudi Arabia at the White House? 


A No, but I understand Marlin just gave a readout 
: of that at the white House. 


Q He did? 
a That's what I was told. 


Eat your heart out! (Laughter) 
We've been waiting for it. 


> 5 


I was just told that he did that. 


Q Okay. What is the feeling of the United States 
Government about dissident PLO factions in Damascus returning 
to the PLO main organization, as the Washington Times' story 
suggests this morning? 
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A I haven't seen this story, so I don't have a 
comment for you. 


Q Will you look at that? 
a I'll be glad to look at it. 
Q Dennis Ross said today that there is a meeting 


with the Soviets tomorrow about the Middle East. Do you know 
where that is and who's taking part in it? An experts’ meeting. 








A No, I don't, but I'll be glad to take it and find 
out for you. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Can I come back to Gorbachev's visit in Germany? 
There has been overwhelming enthusiasm among German citizens; 
it's likened to the visit of President Kennedy in Berlin. 
Press reports call it “Gorby Mania.“ Do you have any reaction? 


A Yes, I do. The reception he has received 
reflects the deep yearning among the German people to see a 
process that reduces risk of war and enhances peace to go 
forward. 


That's it? 


Q 

‘As That's it. (Laughter) 

Q You're not worried about the polls? 
a 


No. 


Q I mean, he has 90 percent versus -- what? -- 50 
percent for President Bush and even higher than Chancellor Kohl. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the apparent 
British decision and request by the British Government to have 
support for its decision to have refugees in Hong Kong returned 
to their country of origin? 


A Yes. And also what I'd like to do, as Deputy 
Secretary Eagleburger -- they have finished the conference -- 
you're referring to Geneva, correct? 


Q Yes. 


A They have finished. He has issued a statement 
there which we will post here for you. Your specific question, 
I believe, is the difference between the British and the United 
States. 


Q Right. 
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a I can answer you by saying it is correct that the 
United States remains unilaterally opposed to involuntary 
repatriation unless and until dramatic improvements occur in 
Vietnam's economic, social and political life. 


There has been no compromise in this position at the 
international conference on Indochinese refugees despite some 
press reports to the contrary. Ouring the course of the 
conference, the Chief of Delegation, Deputy Secretary 
Eagleburger, is and did confer with the British delegation on 
this issue. The United States’ position is the one of which 
I've just stated. 


Q You said “unilaterally opposed"? 


A "Remains -- I'm sorry. I did misstate. 
"“Unalterably opposed." Thank you. Sorry. 


Q Would you mind reading the statement again, 
please? 


a Sure. 
Q Thank you. 


a It is correct that the United States remains 
unalterably opposed to involuntary repatriation unless and 
until dramatic improvements occur in Vietnam's economic, social 
and political life. There has been no compromise in this 
position at the international conference on Indochinese 
refugees despite some press reports to the contrary. 








Q Margaret, yesterday a Chilean guerrilla was 
picked up on a flight from Asia to Europe. It stopped over in 
Anchorage. He has now been arrested on an international arrest 
warrant. Does the United States plan to extradite him to 
Chile? He's also the subject of an extradition order. 


i) This is something I've heard absolutely nothing 
about. 





Sergio Buschmann. 
who? 


Sergio Buschmann. 


o> > 


a There's a lot of things that I have today, but 
that's just not one of them that I caught or was brought to my 
attention. 


Q Can you confirm reports that the former Soviet 
military pilot who hijacked a plane from the USSR to Turkey and 
wounded a Soviet citizen in the process was allowed to enter 
the United States? 


a I have no comment on that case at all. 





—————————— 
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Q Margaret, evidently the two reporters that were 
expelled -— going back to that issue -- were fluent in 
Chinese. Do you have any reason to suspect why those 
particular people were picked out? 


a No. I really don't. 


Q Okay. And could you, sort of for a point of 
order, let us know when the protests have been made this 
afternoon? 


a Sure. Yes. And I did say to you what I got from 
the Director of VOA this morning about what the VOA gentleman 
was officially charged with by the Ministry of Foreign affairs 
in Beijing. 


Q Do you have like a situation report on the 
security situation around the U.S. Embassy in Beijing? Is 
everything calm? 

a Yes. 


Q No change in the presence of Chinese troops or 
anything like that? 


a No. 

Q Margaret, Under Secretary of State McCormick has 
just left Japan where they are continuing to refuse to 
negotiate on these trade items that were cited in Super 301. 
Do you have any reaction or any comment? 

a No. I just don't. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the accord 
which was reached in Sudan between the Sudanese Government and 
the rebels? 


a Yes, I do, and I'd be glad to post it for you. 

Q Has the U.S. said anything about security at the 
Chinese Embassy in Washington? Has it changed security 
provisions at all for Chinese diplomats operating in Washington? 

a No, not really. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:29 p.m.) 
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JUNE 14 PRESS BRIEFING 


CHINA 


Q: Have any additional diplomats in San Francisco asked 
for political asylum in the U.S.? 


A: IT IS A LONG-STANDING U.S. POLICY THAT WE DO NOT 
COMMENT ON ASYLUM CASES. 


Q: Is there reciprocity between China and the U.S. with 


regard to American reporters in China and Chinese reporters in 
the US? 


A: THERE IS NO RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE U.S. AND 


CHINA ON THE NUMBERS OF REPORTERS RESIDENT IN EACH 


COUNTRY. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 14 PRESS BRIEFING 


¢ 


US/Soviet Bilaterals on Middle Fast 





Q: Do you have anything on US/Soviet Bilaterals on the 
Middle East? 


A: U.S. and Soviet Micdde East experts will meet in 
Washington June 15 and 16*as part of our ongoing exchanges 

on regional issues. The session will be chaired by the 

State Department's Director of Policy Planning, Dennis Ross,* 
‘and Vladimic Polyakov, Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
Director for Near Cast ana North African Affairs. 


* JOHN H. KELLY. ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR NEAR 


EASTERN AND SOUTH ASIAN AFFAIRS, WAS CONFIRMED BY THE 
SENATE YESTERDAY. JUNE 14. HE WILL CO-CHAIR THESE SESSIONS 
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JUNE 14 PRESS BRIEFING 
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VIETNAM: U.S.-VIETNAMESE MEETING IN GENE’'A 


SENIOR DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY ROBERT FUNSETH (RP) 





AND DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY DAVID LAMBERTSON (EAP), MET 
WITH VIETNAMESE FOREIGN MINISTER NGUYEN CO THACH IN GENEVA 
JUNE 14. 





THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF THE MEETING WAS TO DISCUSS THE 
RESUMPTION OF NEGOTIATIONS ON THE EMIGRATION TO THE U.S. OF 
‘EEDUCATION CENTER DETAINEES AND THEIR FAMILIES. IT WAS 
AGREED THAT THOSE NEGOTIATIONS, SUSPENDED BY VIETNAM IN 
AUGUST OF LAST YEAR, WOULD RESUME NEXT MONTH AT A DATE AND 
PLACE TO BE DETERMINED. 


THE U.S. WELCOMES THE VIETNAMESE DECISION TO RESUME 
DISCUSSIONS ON THIS IMPORTANT HUMANITARIAN ISSUE. 


IN HIS STATEMENT AT THE INDOCHINESE CONFERENCE ON 
INDOCHINESE REFUGEES ON JUNE 13, LAWRENCE EAGLEBURGER, THE 
DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE DECLARED: 


"THE WORLD LOOKS TO VIETNAM TO PROVIDE FULL OPPORTUNITY FOR 
RESETTLEMENT TO THOSE WHO HAVE BEEN DETAINED IN REEDUCATION 
CAMPS. NOTHING THE SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM COULD DO 




















-* | /éi4 


IN THIS AREA WOULD BE MORE FAVORABLY RECEIVED BY THE UNITED 
STATES AND THE INTERNATINAL COMMUNITY. IN 1984 PRESIDENT 
REAGAN AFFIRMED THE COMMITMENT OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE TO 
WELCOME WITH OPEN ARMS PRISONERS, AND THEIR FAMILIES, FROM 
REEDUCATION CAMPS. TODAY I REAFFIRM THAT COMMITMENT ON 
BEHALF OF PRESIDENT BUSH. AND I CALL UPON VIETNAM TO 
RESUME NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE UNITED STATES, LOOKING TOWARD 





THE DAY WHEN THIS LARGE GROUP’ OF EXCLUDED PERSONS WILL BE 
ALLOWED TO EMIGRATE. ONLY THEN WILL THE ORDERLY DEPARTURE 
PROGRAM BECOME A TRUE ALTERNATIVE TO CLANDESTINE DEPARTURE. * 


IN ADDITION, THE TWO SIDES EXCHANGED VIEWS ON THE 
CAMBODIAN SITUATION. THE U.S. SIDE STRESSED THAT THERE 
MUST BE A NEGOTIATED COMPREHENSIVE SETTLEMENT OF THE 
CONFLICT AS THE BEST MEANS OF ENSURING A DURABLE PEACE, AND 
THAT PRINCE SIHANOUK MUST BE PERMITTED TO PLAY A CENTRAL 
ROLE IN ANY TRANSITION GOVERNMENT WHICH IS AGREED UPON. WE 
ALSO EMPHASIZED THE IMPORTANCE OF EFFECTIVE INTERNATIONAL 


GUARANTEES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 14 PRESS BRIEFING 

CHILE: DETENTION OF CHILEAN CITIZEN 
Q: Yesterday a Chilean.guerrilla was picked up on a flight from 
Asia to Europe. It stopped over in Anchorage. He's now been 
arrested on an international arrest warrant. Does the United States 
plan to extradite him to Chile? He's also the subject of an 
extradition. 
A: ON JUNE 12, 1989, THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
IN ANCHORAGE, ALASKA, DETAINED SERGIO BUSCHMANN. A CHILEAN CITIZEN, 
WHO HAS BEEN CHARGED IN CHILE. WITH SMUGGLING ARMS INTO CHILE. HE 
ESCAPED FROM CHILEAN CUSTODY IN AUGUST 1987. WE ARE WORKING WITH 
THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
TO SEE THAT JUSTICE IS SERVED IN THIS MATTER. FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION ON THIS PENDING IMMIGRATION AND LAW ENFORCEMENT MATTER, 


WE WOULD REFER YOU TO THE INS. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF CHILE ON JUNE 12, 1989 REQUESTED THE PROVISIONAL 
ARREST OF MR. BUSCHMANN FOR PURPOSES OF EXTRADITION. IN THAT THIS 
IS A PENDING LAW ENFORCEMENT MATTER AND A MATTER INVOLVING 
DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN TWO GOVERNMENTS, WE HAVE NO 


FURTHER COMMENT AT THIS TIME. 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1989, 12:17 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief announcement to make, 
please. It concerns France. Effective July 1, France has 
agreed to drop its visa requirement for U.S. citizens who 
travel to that country for short-term visits of 90 days or less 
for purposes of business or pleasure. 


Travellers who are planning to work, study or stay 
longer than 90 days will still need a visa. More details on 
this we're going to post after the briefing. 


I'll be happy to take any of your questions. 
Q Do you have any update on the situation in China? 


i I have a brief update for you. The military 
presence remains heavy in Beijing. Tiananmen Square continues 
to be occupied by troops. The atmosphere in the city is one of 
suppression. 


There is no change in the security presence around the 
U.S. Embassy. The Embassy and our Consulate offices are 
functioning and open. Police armed with automatic weapons 
patrol the main thoroughfares in Shanghai. Tension has 
increased in that city. There are reports of waves of arrests 
in Chengdu and in Changchun. 


Q Which would seem to suggest that the State 
Department doesn't think that the turmoil is finished; that 
whatever struggle is going on is continuing. Is that right? 


i) We certainly wouldn't characterize the situation 
in China as completely and totally back to normal. 


Q There was a report out of Hong Kong, I believe 
this morning, that China is going to suspend relations with 


Australia and the United States. Is there any indication that 
China is about to take some action? 


A There's no indication of that. No. 


Q On yesterday's meeting with Mr. Kimmitt, the 
Ambassador was in for 15 minutes. Was that totally devoted to 
the protest? 
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A One subject was discussed. The subject was the 
protest by this country on the expulsion of the two reporters. 


Q Was he handed a piece of paper, or was it just a 
-~- do you happen to know? 


“ I don't know. I didn't ask. 
Q Okay. No big deal. 


Q Speaking of meetings, can you tell us what the 
purpose was of the other Chinese delegation meeting in the 
building yesterday? 


ca I'm unaware of another meeting in the building. 


Q Do you have any information on the Taiwanese 
driftnetter that is being towed to Midway at this time? 


A No, I do not. But I had a lot of detail and 
information on that yesterday, and I'll be happy to get it and 
post it for you. 


Q Anything new today? 


a There's nothing new that I know of, but I was not 
back in that subject today. 


Q Do you have any comment on some of the criticisms 
that have been aired on Capitol Hill this morning about the 
State Department's handling of the evacuation in China, or 
anything of that sort? 


fs) I haven't heard them or seen them, but I think 
that I have adequately and fairly portrayed here what our 
actions were, and how we handled ourselves. I don't think 
there's anything to be defensive about or apologize for. 


Q Margaret, the Japanese Foreign Minister has 
offered to help mediate between the United States and China. 
Can you tell me whether Japan is actually doing that now, or 


whether you are going through any other third parties in trying 
to resolve this dispute over Fang Lizhi? 


A That gets into an area, as you know, that I 
cannot discuss. 


Q Mr. Fang -- anything new on his situation? 


A Nothing new. 


Q Is it established that his son -- that their son 
is with them in the Embassy? I read that today. I didn't know 
that we've ever -- you've ever said that. All three, or just -- 
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S We haven't established that. 

Q Another area -- 

Q Is he still there? Is Fang still there? 
i Is Fang still there? 

Q Yes. 

a Yes. 

Q Is nis wife still there? 

Aa Yes. To my knowledge. 

Q Is his son there? 

4 I'm not sure. 

Q Another area, Margaret? 

a Yes. 

Q Do you have any comment on the meetings of the 


Lebanese Prime Minister's representative with officials here 
yesterday and today, or -- 


a No. I don't have anything on that. 
Q Will you look at it? 
A I'll be glad to take a look at it. 
Seaneehen check tak Getanadan of at eelleee Urrerist, 


Buschmann? 


a If we have, I don't know about it. I'll be glad 
to find out for you. 


Q Would you, because -- 

is) Sure. 

Q -- the Australians are saying that they have 
protested. 


a I'll be glad to look at it for you. 


Q I know you've posted something about the Chilean 
fellow yesterday, but could you give us something from the 


podium about that? Just -- 
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4 I don't have anything new on it, and we posted it 
yesterday, so I didn't bring it with me. Sorry. 


Q Would you care to characterize the Syrian role 
regarding this new Arab initiative, in the light of what you've 


heard from Saud Faisal, the Saudi Foreign Minister? 


o I don't know exactly what you're asking me. What 
are you asking me? 


Q I'm asking for your assessment of the Syrian role 
-- the new Syrian role in the new Arab initiative for the 
pacification of this situation in Lebanon? 


a I'm not familiar enough with it to respond to it, 
but I'll be glad to look into it for you. 


Q Can you get us a readout yet about the U.S. 
Soviet talks on the Middle East? Or, if you can't yet, can you 
by the end of the day? 


a I was told this morning -- I asked for you -~ is 
that traditionally speaking here at the Department, readouts 
are not done after experts' meetings. And so to my knowledge, 
they will not be done after this one. Their meeting goes on 
today and tomorrow. It is co-chaired by Ambassador (sic) 
Dennis Ross and Assistant Secretary John Kelly, and the 
meetings began this morning. 


Q Who is on the other side, besides Polyakov? Can 
you give us another name? 


a I'll be glad to publish those names for you. 


Q Will there be a readout after this meeting 
between today and tomorrow? 


a That's what I just said. 
Q I'm sorry. I didn't get it. 


A Sorry. No problem. 


Q Did you say anything yesterday or today about the 
Israeli raid against Beirut and against Palestinian camps, and 
so on? 


m No, I did not say anything yesterday. I wasn't 
asked, and we had seen those reports but I didn't have anythine 
specific and no details on it for you. 


Q So you don't think it will make things worse and 
increase the tension in the Middle East or in the area? 


A I didn't characterize what we thought. I just 
said that we had seen the reports and that I don't have any 


further details on it for you. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the release of a 
Belgian hostage in Lebanon today? And, apparently, he has 
thanked Libya for being influential in this. 


4 I don't know about his thanking Libya. I know 
that we welcome the release of Or. Cools. He was believed to 
have been held by the international terrorist group, the Abu 
Nidal organization which is headquartered in Libya. 


As you know in our policy, we call for the immediate 
safe and unconditional release of all the hostages in Lebanon 
and we urge governments with admitted influence over the 
hostage holders, like Iran, to use that influence to obtain 
their release. 


Q But you know nothing about -- 


‘a I really hadn't heard that part. 


Q Will American officials be talking to him on the 
possibility that he might know something about the American 
situation? 


a I hadn't asked that question. I'll be glad to 
ask it for you. 


Q Do we know anything about a group of Mariel Cuban 
deportees who, [I believe, were being returned to Cuba yesterday? 


a Yes, I do. We have not yet received an 
explanation from the Cubans. We have requested an explanation 
for the abrupt cancellation of landing permission for this 
flight from the Cubans but have not yet received a reply. We 
are unaware of any technical reason for the cancellation. To 
our knowledge, the Havana airport has been functioning normally. 


We will not speculate on possible reasons for the 
cancellation and will make an assessment after we have had time 
to evaluate the Cuban response 


Q What is the status of that program now? Do you 


know whether there will be an additional effort to return the 
same group at some time in the future and make another effort? 


A It's my understanding, yes. 
Q Speaking of Cuba, Margaret, do you have any 


comment on the reported arrest of a senior military official 
and the dismissal of the Minister of Transportation? 


a I do. The significance of the two firings and 
their possible interrelationship is not known at this time 
Both men were members of the Cuban Communist Party Central 
Committee. 
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Margaret, same area. Panama: The OAS mission 
has just returned from its latest foray into Panama and it 
apparently has been unsuccessful in getting the opposition and 
the Noriega forces to talk to each other. The attitude seems 
to be, “Well, let them work it out among themselves." What is 
the U.S. reaction to that, to this latest failure? 


a That's your characterization, not mine. My 
understanding is that, just as before, they will be making 
another trip. This was just their jtirst trip down there. 
(NOTE: First trip after the renewed OAS mandate) 


Q Will be making another trip before, reporting 
back here on July 19? 


i It's my understanding. 
Q Margaret -- 
i Yes. 


Q Another subject. It was reported today in Athens 
that a special meeting has taken place the other day in London 
between your nominated Ambassador to Greece, Mr. Michael 
Soterchos, and the ex-King of Greece, Constantine Glyxbourg. 


Questions: Number 1, who initiated the meeting? 
Number 2, what was the purpose? And, Number 3, if Mr. 
Friedman, the officer in charge for Southern European Affairs 
at the Department of State was aware in advance of that? 


4 I don't know about the subject that you're asking 
me about, and I'll be glad to look at it. 

Q Thank you very much. 

Q Margaret, any readout on Mr. Baker's meeting with 


the Yugoslav Foreign Minister this morning? 


a No, but we're going to try to get one for you. I 
don't have one right now. 


Q It was reported that Gorbachev said that the 
Berlin Wall may not be needed anymore; it was built at a time 


when it was needed, and its use may no longer be necessary. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A Nothing other than to refer you back to the 
President's trip through NATO and his speech, particularly, 
when he was in Germany and just to the President's words. 


Q Do you have anything on the continuing driftnet 
negotiations? Any information at all? 
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a No. 


Q Margaret, is Foreign Minister Genscher supposed 
to come to the United States next week, do you know? 


o Yes, he is. 

Q Do you know what the purpose of that trip is? 

“a It's something that he and the Secretary 
discussed when we were in Bonn, and the Secretary said he would 
be delighted for him to come here and so he's coming. 

Q Is there a particular topic of discussion, though? 

a One thing I'm sure they will discuss is for their 
Foreign Minister to give our Secretary of State a readout on 
the visit of Secretary General Gorbachev to their country. 

Q Do you have a date for that? 


a I do, and off the top of my head [ can't 
remember. I think it's Thursday. 


There's a report that a Chinese diplomat here and 
his wife defected and are seeking asylum. Do you have anything 
on -- 

a Here in Washington, D.C.? 
Q Here in Washington. 
Aa I haven't heard about it. 


Q There's also a report that in Tokyo a Chinese 
diplomat defected also, seeking asylum for the United States. 
Do you -- 

a I haven't heard about that one either. 


Q Back on China again, also. Oo you have anything 
further to say about the status of the “options list" and 
whether or not it has been discussed with the President? 


a It has not been discussed with the President. 
The status is exactly as it has been. 


Q Have the Secretary and the President discussed 
China at all in the last day or so, to your knowledge? 


a Sure. 


Q Did they have a meeting on that subject, or did -- 


A They have not had a specific meeting on China. 
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Q Have any decisions been made about actions to be 
taken by the United States? 


) There are no decisions to make until the 
President decides that he would like to make some additional 
decisions which, to my knowledge he has not decided. 


Q Margaret, by now you received a report possibly 
from Egypt about the visit of Mr. Ghali to Israel and the 
refusal of Mr. Shamir of the mediation between the PLO and 
Israel. Do you have any comment on that? 


i I do, and I'll be glad to post it for you. I 
don't have it with me at the podium. 


Q Thanks. 


7 Thanks, Barry. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 15, 1989 
LEBANON: MEETING WITH ELIAS SABAH 
Q: Do you have anything on the meeting between Mr. Elias Sabah 


and State Department officials yesterday? 


A: --MR. ELIAS SABAH, A FORMER LEBANESE CABINET MINISTER AND 
PROMINENT BUSINESSMAN CLOSE TO DR. SALIM AL-HOSS, MET 
YESTERDAY WITH JOHN KELLY, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE 
BUREAU OF NEAR EASTERN AND SOUTH ASIAN AFFAIRS, AND DAVID 
NEWTON, ACTING DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY. DISCUSSIONS 
CENTERED ON THE SITUATION IN LEBANON, THE ARAB LEAGUE 
SUMMIT IN CASABLANCA, AND THE ARAB LEAGUE INITIATIVE ON 
LEBANON. DURING THE MEETING, WE REITERATED OUR STRONG 


SUPPORT FOR THE ARAB LEAGUE INITIATIVE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 1% PRESS BRIEFING 


AUSTRALIA: EXTRADITION OF CHILEAN TERRORIST 


Q: Has the 0.S. received a protest from Australia about the 
detention of a Chilean terrorist? 

A: IT IS DEPARTMENT POLICY.{.NOT TO COMMENT ON DIPLOMATIC 
EXCHANGES. WE ARE AWARE OF THE AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT'S 
INTEREST IN THIS CASE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 15 PRESS BRIEFING 


RELEASE OF BELGIAN HOSTAGE 


Q. Will U.S. officials debrief Dr. Cools to determine whether 
he knows anything about the American hostages in Lebanon. 


A. WE WILL BE FOLLOWING UP WITH THE BELGIAN GOVERNMENT TO SEE 


t 
IF DR. COOLS HAS ANY INFORMATION ON ANY HOSTAGES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 15 PRESS BRIEFING 


GREECE: TAKEN QUESTION 





© 


What do you have on the US Ambassador-Designate to 
Greece meeting with the former King of Greece? 


A: THE PRESIDENT HAS NOT AS YET NOMINATED A NEW AMBASSADOR 


TO GREECE. *. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 15, PRESS BRIEFING 


VISIT OF YUGOSLAVIAN FOREIGN SECRETARY LONCAR (LONE-CAR) 





A. 


' 
- 
» 


WHAT DID THE SECRETARY DISCUSS WITH THE YUGOSLAV 


FOREIGN SECRETARY? 


THEY HAD A FRIENDLY DISCUSSION OF A WIDE RANGE OF 
TOPICS. MR. LONCAR EXPRESSED SUPPORT FOR THE 
PRESIDENT'S GOALS IN CONVENTIONAL ARMS CONTROL. HE 
OUTLINED YUGOSLAVIA'S FOREIGN POLICY AIMS AND ITS 
PROGRAM OF ECONOMIC REFORM. THE SECRETARY WELCOMED 
YUGOSLAVIA'S DETERMINATION TO MOVE TOWARD A 
MARKET-ORIENTED ECONOMY AND POLITICAL PLURALISM, 
EMPHASIZING THE NEED TO OBSERVE HUMAN RIGHTS FOR ALL 
YUGOSLAVIA'S PEOPLES IN CONNECTION WITH PROGRESS 


TOWARD REFORM. 








, 1Z70 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 

INDE xX 


Friday, June 16, 1989 
BRIEFER: Margaret Tutwiler 


Subject Page 
CHINA 

Continuing Student Arrests and Convictions ...... 1,3-4 

Status of U.S./PRC Relations ...............0055. 1-2 

Status of U.S. Travel Advisory .................. 2-3 

Status of Review on Satellite Launches .......... 4 

Status of Chinese Diplomats in San Francisco .... 5 

me ae 8 

eS oe ieee eebe be bbeeece ve 8 
TAIWAN 

Taiwan Driftnet Vessel Fishing Illegally ........ 5 
CUBA 

General Ochoa Accused of Drug Trafficking ....... 6-8 
USSR 

Gorbachev Statement on Berlin Wall .............. 7 

U.S./USSR Expert Talks on Middle East ........... 10 
ISRAEL 

Closure Of Holy Land Press .... ccc ccccccccsccece 9 
CYPRUS 

Reported Agreement to Accept Ethnic Turks from 

i Ce CE «5 6o6 606606666460 060640486048 10 

CHILE 

U.S. Detention of Sergio Buschmann .............. 10-11 
HUNGARY 


en oe ee ee +. bbe bce beeen des eeeee ee ees 11 








123] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #106 


FRIDAY, JUNE 16, 1989, 12:00 Noon 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have a statement. I'll be glad 
to take any of your questions. 


Q Is there a reaction to the death sentences passed 
on the three Chinese in Shanghai? 


A Not specifically on the death sentences, but I 
have an overall reaction for you on the arrests and the 
continuation of what's going on there. 


The persecution of people for the exercise of basic 
human rights such as the freedom of expression, freedom of 
association, freedom of the press, is reprehensible and 
deplorable. 


We believe that arrests and show trials are not the 
route which offers the best hope for a return to stability in 
China. 


Q At what point will such measures as are being 
taken in China produce a substantive reaction on the part of 
this government -- further sanctions or whatever? 


A Whatever further actions the President might or 
might not take, or is or is not considering, is with the 


President. 


Q Margaret, you talk about how these things are not 
the best route to stability in China. What about -- the 
President spoke of this difficulty of normalizing relations 
under these conditions. What about U.S.-Chinese relations in 
this case? 


A As the President has said, the relationship 
between the United States and China is a very important one and 
one which we very muct: wish to see return to normal. 
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The Administration wants to work with the Chinese 
people on many matters of mutual concern because it is in no 
one's interest to have bad relationships between these two 
great nations. 


That having been said, we plainly again state our 
horror over the tragic events which have taken place in China 
over the past few weeks. 


Q Is there a message from the Administration to 
American businessmen who are sitting on the edges of China 
now? Other nationality businessmen have begun to go back into 
China. Is there a particular message, because the American 
businessmen appear to be really anxious to get back in and get 
to work, but, if there are these reprehensible and deplorable 
conditions, is there a moral or an ethical statement that the 
U.S. Government cares to make about doing that business? 


a It's a difficult question, John, because, on the 
one hand, as you know, the President does not want to and has 
not issued economic sanctions. Businessmen going back or not 
going back does definitely affect not only American employees 
a businesses, but those who are employed by them, by the 
Chinese. 


Our position still is, as it was yesterday, that our 
travel advisory remains in effect, encouraging Americans not at 
this time to travel to China. So as far as for today, I don't 
have an answer for you on when that travel advisory will be 
lifted. And, again, as you know, we cannot prohibit anyone 
from traveling to China. But, yes, I am aware that there are 
certain businesses who are interested in going back -- American. 


Do you -- I guess you're not encouraging them, 
since you still have a travel advisory. 


We can't encourage them, because we have this 
travel sdeteara still. Yes. 


Q But you're not discouraging. 
A But we're also -- that's right. 


It doesn't sound like you're discouraging them 
either. 


A We're not. I mean, we're just -- 


Q So go ahead and do business -- as soon as this 
little matter of a travel advisory gets set aside -- go ahead 
and do business as normal, and, gee, the Government doesn't 
like what's happened there, but, you know -- 
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a I know you'd love for me to use your words and 
say that, but, unfortunately I have to again go back -- th» 
President's intent all along has not been to hurt the Chinese 
people and to issue economic sanctions. At this time, today, 
there is this travel advisory. I don't know what will be on 
Monday, or if things get calmer, or at some point we come out 
and say, yes, all American businessmen go back. I don't know 
the answer to that. 


Margaret, who will decide when to lift the travel 
advisory? 


A I think --— how I've observed it works here is 
that the China Task Force and the China Desk will make a 
recommendation to the Under Secretary, to the Deputy, and to 
the Secretary, and the Secretary will make a decision, and it 
will be lifted, or it will be changed. As you know, there are 
different types of travel advisories. 


Q Is there a recommendation which has gone forth 
yet of any kind? 


Aa No, not that I've seen. 


I was surprised, I guess, by your use of language 
in your guidance there. You talked about arrests and show 
trials. Yet the problem, at least for those of us who adhere 
to the common law system, is that there in fact have not been 
trials which are public, and that execution orders are being 
carried out apparently with no more than a drumhead 
proceeding. And I'm just wondering -- 


a That's why I referred to them as “show trials." 


Q Well, they're not show trials. The point of a 
show trial is to have it in public the way they did in -- 


A Well, they certainly paraded 26 individuals 
across a stage yesterday. They certainly have shown -- or the 
networks have certainly been filming -- the three people in 


Shanghai from what I've seen on TV. So they're certainly 
airing something on TV. 


Q That's not a show trial. 
A Okay. Then maybe ['ve used the wrong word. 


Q What is it? 


What do you mean? 
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Q A show trial is something which is a long, drawn 
out legal proceeding which is done in public to convey a 
political lesson, as in the Soviet Union in the mid-Thirties. 


Will you have something later on about the summary 
executions, about which I don't think any mention has been made 
here today? 


a About the executions -- sentences of the three -- 
executions in Shanghai? 


Q Yes. 


a Probably not any more than what I said today. 
And I'm unfamiliar with -- you say this is a term that was used 
in the 1930's in Russia -- but I do stand by -- from what I've 
seen on TV, someone standing up in a box appearing to be on 
trial is a show. That it's not fair and equitable. It's 
certainly not what we are used to by any stretch of the 
imagination in this country. 


Q It's not a real judicial proceeding -- 
qa No. 


Q -- as you understand it. Is that how you're 
defining it? 


a That's what I'm trying to express. 


Q Margaret, can you refresh for us what the state 
of several deals are, for example, the satellite launching 
deal? That was under review last week, as I recall. Is that 
still the case? 


a That one I haven't asked about in several days. 
I'll be glad to ask it and post it for you. 


Q And the President on June 5 laid down the rule 
that the United States didn't want to do anything that would 
hurt the Chinese people. But how would stopping the helicopter 
parts deal, for example, or stopping the sale of tank engines 
-- those things -- hurt the Chinese people? Why wouldn't the 


government -- the U.S. Government be able to step in and stop 
those? 


is} I have very detailed -- and it was last week, Jim 
-- on exactly what is covered under the munitions sales list -- 
it's very technical -- from both Commerce and from the State 
Department, and what's on what list and what category, and what 
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companies can do for exemptions. And what I'd rather do -- I 
did not bring it with me, I'm sorry -- is post it all for you, 
because there's a lot of information there. 


Q What information do you have today on this 
Taiwanese vessel being towed into Midway? 


A One, that it's on its way into Midway, and that 
the Coast Guard is still on board and is accompanying it to 
Midway. It is expected to arrive at approximately 5:00 p.m. 
Eastern Standard Time today. 


Q Have you had any other assurances that the 
Taiwanese will prosecute this ca*- or -- 


a The Taiwanese have made clear their intention to 
prosecute the case to the full extent of their law and 
regulations. We are now attempting to clarify which Taiwanese 
laws, regulations and penalties apply in this case. 


Q What can you tell us about other Chinese who have 
sought asylum in this country? Are there more now than the two 
in San Francisco who went very public? Canada apparently has 
maybe as many as a dozen. 


A I've read on the wires about Canada, and I would 
defer to them to comment on what's going on in their 
countries. In this country, it is, as you know, custom that we 
do not comment on asylum cases. 


Q However, sometimes you do provide general 
Guidance on those cases, to say that there have been more than 
two, although you do not provide specific numbers, if you want 
to make a political point. 


a Two of these you know of, we did comment on them 
because they were done publicly. 


Does that mean there's more? Two of these -- 
"these" is plural. 


Q Are there at least two others? 


a We don't comment on asylum cases. We've 
commented on two that they chose themselves to make public. 


Q The invitation is still out there for any member 
of the Chinese diplomatic corps, if they do not feel 
comfortable, to come and talk to the United States? 
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Aa I'm sorry. What? 


Q The invitation to any members of the Chinese 
diplomatic corps that are here in the United States, if they do 
not feel comfortable with their current position or don't feel 
comfortable about returning home, there is an open invitation 
by the United States for them to stay longer if they want? 


a I haven't heard about such an invitation, if 
you're asking me something -- 


Q Well, it's more implicit -- 


A -- that's been officially announced, I'm unaware 
of such a thing. 


Q No, '*‘'s not. 


a Then I would say that whether you're Chinese, or 
whatever nationality, our country, it's my understanding, has 
always been open to listening to you or to seeing you if you 
have something you'd like to talk about. 


Q Is there anything you can tell us about the 
situation in Cuba? There have been some interesting personnel 
changes at the top and speculation as to what's going on there. 


A According to Cuban radio reports, the June 16 
edition of the official Cuban Communist Party newspaper has an 
article accusing General Ochoa and some Ministry of Interior 
officials of making contacts with international drug 
traffickers and reaching agreements with them. 


A Cuban radio report stated it is possible that Ochoa 
and his accomplices cooperated in drug trafficking operations 
near Cuban territories. They also named two armed forces 
officers and four Ministry of Interior officers as having been 
arrested. We hope that the charges against Ochoa and the other 
officers will be investigated and, if found true, prosecuted to 
the fullest extent possible. 


To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time 
the Cuban Government has admitted involvement of Cuban 
officials in drug smuggling operations. 


Q Is the United States able to provide any 
corroborating evidence? I mean, was the U.S. aware that Ochoa 
was helping with drug trafficking? I mean, we're always 
involved in investigations of that sort of stuff in that part 
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of the world. Was Ochoa somebody that we had been pointing 
fingers at? 


a If he was, I'm unaware of it. 
Q Margaret, you seem to be accepting -- 


A The thing that I learned this morning was that 
the significance is what I highlighted: That this is the first 
time to our knowledge that they have ever admitted involvement 
of Cuban officials in drug smuggling operations. 


Q You seem to be accepting at face value the 
official charges against Ochoa. Others think that he -- 


a No, I said “according to." 


Q Yeah. But you're -- others say that in fact he 
may have been a dissident and is being fired and arrested for 
political reasons, internal political dissension. 


A I tried for that very reason to be careful in 
that, and I said, “If found true," and, “according to." 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment to make about 
Gorbachev's statement yesterday, the possibility that the 
Berlin Wall could come down? 


4 Yes, I do. We noted President Gorbachev's 
remarks that the Wall could come down someday. We just wish he 
would drop the word “someday." The West consistently has 
called for the Wall to come down immediately. President Bush 
did so most recently during his recent visit to the Federal 
Republic. 


It is disappointing that Gorbachev said that the Wall 
could only come down “once the conditions that created the need 
for it disappear.“ The Wall can never be justified. Such a 
statement represents what Gorbachev himself calls “old 
thinking." 


We stand united with all Berliners and with our allies 
ready to help tear down this terrible barrier between East and 
West. 


Q Margaret, the same editorial in the Cuban 
newspaper Granma said that Ochoa and his accomplices were not 
involved in any counter-revolutionary activity. 


Do you have any information that might support or 
contradict that? 
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a No, I don't. 
Q Returning to China, if we may -- 
4a Sure. 


Q I'm wondering if you could enlighten us on any 
possible high-level political talks between the United States 
and China regarding the relationship? 

a No, I couldn't. 


Q Has there been any contact between Ambassador 
Lilley and any high-level officials recently? 


a What they would really prefer for me to do is to 


not get into what levels and what contacts our Ambassador has 
had over the last several days. 


Q Has the Secretary seen any correspondingly 
high-level officials here? 


a No. I can answer for him. No, he has not. 
Q Okay. Is -- 


-) And there are none scheduled for this weekend or 
today. 


Q Okay. Is Fang Lizhi still in the Embassy? 
Yes. 
With his wife? 


Q 
a Let's just leave it as, “Yes, he's still there." 
Q So the level of discussion between -- 


A I'm not sending you a signal. I just don't want 
to get into every day commenting on who is and isn't there. 


Q So the level of discussion is ascending -- the 
level of discussion that our Ambassador is holding with 
officials in the Chinese Government. In other words, he is no 
longer just talking to the Deputy Foreign Minister? 


a I don't want to send you a signal one way or the 
other. I've been asked not to get into the levels and with 


whom and how often our Ambassador is meeting with Chinese 
officials. 
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Q Why do you suppose that is? 
Aa I don't know. I tried for you, I promise. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on Israel's 
closing down the Holy Land News Service run by Or. Nuseibeh? 


a Yes, I do. We are disturbed by actions such as 
this. At a time when Israel has put forth a positive and 
constructive initiative, aimed at reaching out to Palestinians, 
it's hard to see how this step can be helpful. 


In general, both sides should refrain from actions 
that run counter to the need for Israelis and Palestinians to 
build a dialogue. 


Moreover, we strongly support freedom of the press 
everywhere in the world. If Mr. Nuseibeh is believed to have 
engaged in illegal activities, he should be afforded an 
appropriate, open judicial proceeding. 


Q Don't you think -- don't you see that this is 
rather strange, you know, that this is -- this practice has 
been escalating of cracking down on Palestinian activists or 


people who could have a very serious role in the peace process 
like Or. Nuseibeh and others? 


sy I think I just answered that. 
Q Can we get a copy of that statement, please? 
Sure. 


Q Will you raise the topic today with the Justice 
Minister of Israel, who is meeting Mr. Kimmitt? 


Aa He's also met with Secretary Baker, and I don't 
know if the topic was raised or not. 


Q What's the Justice Minister doing meeting with 
the Secretary of State? I thought his place -- 


a The Secretary of State meets with all types of 
officials from all types of countries. 


Q I mean, are there any justice problems between 
Israel and the United States, or what did they discuss? Can 
you tell us? 
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A It's no different than any number of officials he 
meets with from any number of places. 
Q Is he carrying a message on -- 
A You'd have to ask him that. 
Q You don't have any reading on that? 
A No, I don't. 


Q Do you know if the Pollard case was going to be 
coming up? 


A I really don't know. 


Q Are you able to say anything more today about the 
meetings between the United States and the Soviet Union at the 
expert level on the Middle East? 


Q No. I rechecked that, and apparentiy it really 
is a policy here not to do readouts after experts' meetings. 
The meetings were constructive yesterday -- I could tell you 
that, because I talked to Dennis this morning -- and they're 


again meeting today, znd that was all they were scheduled to do. 


Q Margaret, on Israel, two more Palestinians are 
facing deportation. They're appealing. It's their last 
chance, I believe. Do you have anything on that? 


A I'm not aware of that. No. 


Q On Cyprus, it was reported today that the Turkish 
Cypriot leader, Raouf Denktash, in cooperation with the Turkish 
Government, has decided to accept as settlers, ethnic Turks 
from Bulgaria to settle the occupied -- by the Turkish forces 


-- area of the Republic of Cyprus, as specifically the City of 
Famagusta. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No, I do not. 
Q Can you take my question? 
A 


I'll be happy to look into it for you. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on this Chilean guy 
taken of f the plane in Anchorage? Apparently there's been some 
more developments, with now the Australians asking that he be 
allowed to continue to Sweden, and other things like that. 


A I'm aware of the Australian interest, but I have 
nothing new or further to update you on the case. 
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Q Well, have the Chileans asked for his extradition 
yet? 


a I just can't say any more than what either L['ve 
posted or I've said yesterday. 


Q Just one more question. 
a Sure. 


Q With the start of the STARY negotiations on 
Monday, is there anything that you can say about the U.S. 
position, and whether any decisions on START will be made over 
the weekend? 


a Marlin just issued a statement at the start of 
his briefing this morning. It was a rather lengthy statement, 
and, if we can get it over here for you, we'll get it right 
over. He just did that at 11:30. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
Q Anything on Hungary and reburying tne official? 


A Yes, I do. The reburial ceremonies today mark an 
important step in the efforts of Hungary's leaders to heal the 
wounds left over from 1956. We understand the ceremony that 
took place at Heroes Square was very moving and somber. 


We see the rehabilitation of Imry Nagy and the events 
of June 16 as part of a larger process -- that of Hungary 
coming to grips with the truth of its past. This was an 
important day in Hungary, and one that was necessary as the 
country moves further along the path of reform toward democracy. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


a You all have a great weekend. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 16 PRESS BRIEFING 


CYPRUS: OFFER TO RESETTLE BULGARIAN REFUGEES 


Q: On Cyprus, it was reported today that Turkish Cypriot 
leader Ra‘l Denktash. in conjunction with the Turkish 
Government, has decided to accept ethnic Turks from Bulgaria 
as settlers in the area of Famagusta, an area of the 
Republic of Cyprus new occupied by Turkish troops. Do you 
have any comment on this? ; 


. 
» 


A. -- WE VERY RECENTLY RECEIVED SOME PRESS REPORTS ABOUT 


THIS, AND ARE STILL CHECKING INTO THE MATTER. 
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TAKEN QUPSTION 
JUNE 16 :aESS BRIEFING 


Q: Have there been additional cases of Chinese seeking 


protection? 


A: IT: IS LONG STANDING U.S. ROLICY NOT TO COMMENT ON SUCH 
CASES. THIS POLICY IS DESIGNED TO PROTECT 
THE INDIVIDUAL(S) INVOLVED. BEYOND THE TWO CASES MADE 
PUBLIC IN SAN FRANCISCO, WE HAVE NO PURTHER COMMENT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 16 PRESS BRIEFING 


CHINA: HIGH-LEVEL CONTACTS 


Q: I'm wondering if you could enlighten us on any possible 
high-level political talks between the United States and 
China regarding the relationship? 


A: OUR LEVEL OF CONTACTS WIth CHINESE OFFICIALS REMAINS 


UNCHANGED . 


Jg¢¢ 
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MONDAY, JUNE 19, 1989, 12:01 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one announcement concerning 
Secretary Baker's testimony this week up on the Hill. They 
will be: tomorrow at 2:00 p.m., it is the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 


Q At 2:007 


é 2:00 p.m. That's right, it changed. It used to 
be 10:00; now it's 2:00. That will be in Room 419 in the 
Dirksen Building. Thursday, June 22, at 10:00 a.m., House 
Foreign Affairs Committee and that will be in Room 2172 of the 
Rayburn Building. Those two days we, unfortunately, will not 
have any State Department briefings. 


Q What time on Thursday? 
A 10:00 on Thursday; 2:00 on Tuesday. 
Q You sure you don't want to have a briefing anyway? 


A And I checked this three times, so I think these 
are the right times this time. 


Q What's he talking about? What's he testifying on? 

a They originally asked him to come up and give a 
readout and a briefing on NATO. But, of course, they can ask 
anything they want. 

Q (Inaudible) 

i) They might. 

Q Both sides, Margaret -- the House and the Senate? 


A Yes. Both were originally on NATO, the 
President's proposals that were represented in Brussels. 


It's all yours. 
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Q On this Buschmann case, Sergio Buschmann -—- 
. On the what? 
Q Sergio Buschmann, the Chilean who was allowed to 


travel onward to Sweden. Why did the State Department advise 
the INS that it was okay to not extradite a man accused of 
terrorism? 


4 My understanding is that as a matter of law, both 
the Department of State and the Department of Justice concluded 
that the United States Government did not have the ability to 
proceed with obtaining an arrest warrant from a U.S. court to 
detain Mr. Buschmann based upon the Chilean preventative 
detention request. 


The offenses for which his preventative detention were 
sought were not extraditable offenses under the specific terms 
of the 1900 Treaty. And if you want a readout on that treaty, 
I'll be glad to post it for you. 


Q Including the escape from prison and smuggling 
arms, those were not extraditable? 


A Apparently not. 


Q There was no political dimension to the decision 
to let him go? 


a No, not that I know of. Seriously, I don't. 


Q It's totally unrelated to the fact that the 
Chileans have refused to extradite three Chilean security 
officials wanted by the United States since 1976? 


a If it is, I'm unaware of that. This is how it 
was given to me. I had no reason for assuming it wasn't given 
to me straight, and this is the explanation that I have. 


Q Have the Chileans protested? 
a If they have, I don't know about it. 


Q Where do things stand on China? There's been 
some continuing repression and tightening up on exit permits. 


A The overall situation is that troops continue to 
occupy Beijing, and the situation is far from normal. The 
Department's travel advisory warning Americans against travel 
to China remains in effect. 


Q Is there anything forthcoming from the State 
Department about the situation itself? I mean the political 
situation? 
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a No. 


. Q I wonder, doesn't it strike you that the State 
Department is playing things rather subdued considering what 
has been going on and now on an obviously sustained basis in 
China? I wonder if there's some reason why everything is so 
quiet; why the Administration stance seems to be so cautious 
and, really, almost silent now. 


~ Cautious on what? I spoke out -- 


Q Well, on the threats against the fellow in the 
embassy and death sentences being imposed and all. I suppose -- 


ia I spoke out, I thought, fairly forcefully -- 
Q Well, last Monday. 

A -- on that on Friday. 

Q Oh, Friday again? 

a 


Friday -- on the arrests and on what I referred 
to as “show trials." 


Q Where is the situation -- where do the 
negotiations over Fang and his wife stand at this point? Can 
you tell us? 


‘ I've never referred to them as “negotiations.” 
As you know, he sought refuge for his personal safety in our 
embassy and that still remains the case. 


Q Is there a State UVepartment response to the 
Chinese indicators that they want us to keep our nose out of 
their internal affairs? They've sort of ratcheted up the 
rhetoric a little bit over the weekend, saying that we are 
interfering and we have no business doing it. 


a There was a pause in anti-U.S. propaganda before 
the weekend. Media attacks, however, on the Voice of America 
resumed on Saturday. Articles, again, attacked expelled VOA 
Bureau Chief Pessin and AP's correspondent Pomfret. We have 
protested, as you know, earlier both of those incidents in 


Washington and Beijing. Other than that, no, I don't have 
anything new that we've done. 


Q Any words of advice to American businesses who do 
business in China? Apparently, they're itching to get back in. 


a We're not going to lift ou travel advisory which 
I stated earlier. That remains in effect, and so we cannot be 
encouraging Americans to go back to China when we have a State. 
Department policy warning, advising them not to travel to China. 
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Q Do you have some recent information on visas, 
whether the -—- to what extent the embassy and the four 
consulates have been able to grant temporary visas to Chinese? 
Do you have any numbers, any visa numbers? 


‘ I don't have any numbers. The only thing I could 
report is that there was a cable this morning from Shanghai 
that said, after the Chinese have issued -- you know, they have 
a new policy they've issued where you have to have either a 
second or a new exit permit from them effective June 20 -- that 
the lines at the visa office in Shanghai were the longest that 
they had seen, but I don't have numbers for you. And as of 
Friday, I would have to be honest and fair with you and tell 
you there had not been an unusually high number either in 
Beijing or at the four consulate offices. 


Q I don't know what to make of -- 


6 and remember also that the summer months are the 
busiest months in China. And (2) last week they were clearing 
out the backlog that they had to deal with when they had shut 
down to do other services for Americans. 


Q I don't know if these rules have taken effect 
yet, but -- 
4 They take effect tomorrow. 


Q Oh, so -- alright, we don't know if people -- 
It's what the Chinese have said. 


Q -- are appearing with -- 
ia It's correct. 
The U.S. is not yet processing people with double 
permission? 
“a No, because they don't have to have the second 


exit visa until tomorrow, according to the Chinese. On June 20. 


Q Margaret, the son of Fang Lizhi is apparently in 
the United States, planning a trip to Washington. Has the 
State Department suggested to him that a trip to Washington 
would not be a good idea at this time and also suggested to him 


that he either stop or cool his rhetoric in the United States 
regarding China? 


a Any comment or any conversations the State 
Department might or might not have had with this particular 
individual, I would not comment on. 


Q Why not? That seems to me to be a -- 
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= Because you're involvine someone's -- 


-- perfectly legitimate question about a Chinese 
national -- 


“ You're involving someone's -- 


Q -- being urged by the United States not to 
continue to speak out about the situation in China? 


‘ I'm not going to take responsibility for, and I 
know you're not, of somehow maybe getting someone's personal 
safety in jeopardy, and I'm not going to do that. 


Q I'm not asking you about his personal safety. 
I'm asking you whether -- 


ra You're asking me to talk about his whereabouts, 
and I'm not going to do that. 


Q No. You misunderstand the question. I'm asking 
you about whether the State Department, and therefore the 
United States, is asking a citizen of China to discontinue the 
statements about the situation in China? 

a No, the State Department has not done that. 


Q Has the State Department urged him not to visit 
Washington? 


ia I know absolutely nothing about the State 
Department urging him not to visit Washington. 


Q Margaret, is the Chinese Government putting any 
obstacles in the way of the monitoring station you have in 
China? 

i) I have absolutely no comment on that question. 


Q Do you know now when Genscher will be here to see 
Mr. Baker? It was supposed to be sometime this week. 


a It's this week, isn't it? (To Staff) 
STAFF: Wednesday. 
Q It's Wednesday now? 


a Wednesday, I think, and I think on Thursday. 
It's Wednesday or Thursday. 


STAFF: Wednesday. 


is Just Wednesday. 
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Q Do you know of any other Chinese who have sought 
the refuge of the U.S. Government in our embassies around the 
world, Number 1, or here in Washington, leaving their embassy 
to seek refuge? Have there been more than the two in San 
prameseee and the several that had indicated such late last 
week? 


o You want to -- you have to be very liberal with 


me. You want me to comment on any additional ones other than 
the two public ones in San Francisco? 


Q Well, and then there were two semi-public ones 
late last week. What I'm trying to get you to do is to say 
there has been a number of them continuing to seek refuge. 

oa I can't say that. 


Q Okay 





Q I think we ought to check everyday, so let me 
start today by asking if those options still remain in the 
Secretary's pocket or have they been shared or discussed with 
the President yet? 


a They're still here in the building. 


sae? Q Has the Secretary completed his review of that 
st 


i His review involved his reading it, which he did 
the day it was given to him. 


Q And now it gathers dust on his desk? 


2) Until there is a reason to have to implement or 
to use one of the suggestions that's on there, yes. 


Q Now that you've done the Middle East with the 
Soviets, do you have a date yet for the Afghanistan review 
which I think is next -- the next regional meeting? 


a No, I don't. 


Ma'am, do you have -- are you able to tell us the 
rank of the Chinese diplomats who have requested asylum here? 
a No, ma'am. 
Q Margaret, do you | ve any statement to make on 


the opening day of the START negotiations? 


i) I don't have a statement, but, you know, the 
White House just released one this morning at 11:30, a second 
one from the President, so I'd refer you to his statement. 


Q Back on China for a minute, Margaret -- 
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i And we'll make it available here. 


Q Does the State Department have any reason to 
believe that a speech that has been portrayed in the press by 
Deng Xiaoping as being anti-American was doctored in any way or 
changed in any way to make it appear more anti-American than it 
actually was? 


i I'm not aware of which speech you're talking 
about. I hadn't heard about that. 


Q Saturday's Washington Post and Monday's -- 





is Sorry. I went out of town for the weekend. 


Q Do you have any comment on the general elections 
in Greece yesterday? 


a Yes, I do. The composition of the eventual Greek 
Government is a choice that the people of Greece must make. 
Our alliance with Greece is important. We look forward to 


working with the new government on the many NATO and bilateral 
issues before us. 


Q You sound a little pleased with the results. 
(Laughter) 


is) I didn't mean to. 


Q Just a tiny bit pleased. Will this enhance the 
prospects of a bases agreement, do you think, if Mr. Papandreou 
goes into retirement? 


I don't know how to answer that for you. I'd 
just say that we look forward to working with the government 
that the people of Greece have chosen. 


Q Well, that's probably not a fair question right 
off the bat, but, I mean, if you could get us a date. That way 
we'd get some notion if there's any movement. 


Q Margaret, you say “new government.” Do you mean 
other than Papandreou's, or you mean -- 


ia Whomever is the new government. They just had an 
election. I don't have all the final results for you. There's 
a new government. They had an election. 

Q If Papandreou turns out to be the -- 


i They will have a new government. 


Q If Papandreou succeeds in making a coalition and 
is still the Prime Minister, you're looking forward to working 
with him? 
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We're looking forward to working with the 
newly—elected Government of Greece, as we have been working 
with this government. 


Margaret, do you have a comment on the prospects 
of Communists being in that government? 


= No. 
Q Another subject. 
Yes. 


Q Could you -- are you aware of negotiations 
between UNITA in Angola and the Government beginning tomorrow 


there, as reported by the Washington Times today? 

i I'm not sure exactly what you're asking me. 

Q The mashington Times today says there are planned 
negotiations which -- involving 18 heads of state in africa 
which will lead to negctiations between UNITA, the rebel 


faction there, and the Government of Angola. Do you have any 
comment on it? 


a No. I haven't seen that. I don't have anything 
on it. 


Q Has the Administration given up the idea of 
supplying arms to the non-Communist resistance in Cambodia? 


6 Our policy hasn't changed, and, as I have stated 
previously, we believe that enhanced assistance for the NCR 
will improve Sihanouk's ability to obtain at the bargaining 
table a negotiated settlement that meets our policy goals. 
Those are three goals, and I believe you're familiar with them. 


One, verified withdrawal of Vietnamese troops; 

Two, prevention of a Khmer Rouge return to power; and 

Three, self-determination for the Cambodian people. 

We are consulting with the Congress to develop a 
bipartisan approach that would provide enhanced assistance 
consistent with our policy goals which we believe the Congress 
shares. 

Q Could you define “enhanced assistance"? 


a No, I could not. 


Q Do you have anything at all to say about the 
possibility of military assistance to the resistance? 
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io No. 


Q Margaret, another question on Greece, if I may. 
As a matter of principle, do you believe that the participation 
of Communists in Greece in a coalition government would be 
jeopardizing the alliance -- the membership of Greece in the 
NATO alliance? 


A I don't have any further comments on the Greek 
elections than the ones that I've made. And, as I have said, 
they are our ally, they are a partner with us, and that's all I 
have to say about their elections. 


Q Coming back to China for just a second, Margaret 
A Where? 

Q Coming back to China again for just a second. 

A China? 


Q A little while ago you said in response to a 
question about the options that the Secretary is considering, 
that there would be no reason to activate them until something 
happened. I think that was your phrase. 


A Or until the President decides that he would like 
to take additional measures. 


Q Since the President took his last measures, a 
number of things have happened. It would be easy enough to 
spell them out: the leadership of China has emerged, the 
leadership has praised the military, the military has cleaned 
up Tiananmen Square, journalists have been expelled, protesters 
have been sentenced and arrested, wanted lists have been 
posted, and so on. 


Is it fair for us to conclude that in the United 
States Government's view “nothing has happened," quote, 
unquote, in China since the President's last decision on action 
with regard to China? 


A I didn't say nothing happened, those are his to 
make; not mine. And the announcements that he has made, the 


actions that he has taken, is exactly where we are today. 


Q Have they been effective? Is it the U.S. 
position that things may be -- might have been worse -- or, I 
mean, I'm trying to get a notion of what American diplomacy may 
have achieved in China, because Ralph has catalogued very 
accurately some untoward developments. I wonder what U.S. 
diplomacy and several visits here by the Chinese Ambassador 
have accomplished. 
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They haven't stormed the Embassy, and Mr. Fang is 
still there. But other than that, would it have been -- would 
they have been more reckless, more repressive? Is that the 
feeling, or is it hard to measure, or what? 


Q The President has said, and many other -- both 
Democrat and Republican and former leaders have said -- this is 
an important relationship for our country. The President has 
spoken very succinctly on this in his 30-minute press 
conference; how he views this relationship, how important this 
relationship is between these two countries. He has spoken 
twice that I know of and said he did not want to do anything to 
hurt the Chinese people. That is where we are. 


Q Do you know, Margaret, whether the Chinese have 
been given -- apart from the request that Fang Lizhi be moved 
to a third country or be allowed to leave China -- any list of 
other things that the Chinese could do, both to restore a 
feeling of normality to the relationship and to avoid the 
invocation of some of these other sanctions on the list? Have 
the Chinese been given some specifics about some of the things 
that they could do? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q Or to reassure the Secretary and the President? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Has the Secretary had a conversation within the 
last few days with the Chinese Foreign Minister? 


A No, he has not. 
Can you tell us something about contacts at the 


Q 
high level between the U.S. and China? Have there been any 
further since the last meeting that we're aware of between -- 


a No. 

Q -- the State Department and the Chinese 
Ambassador? 

a None that I'm aware of that I know at the 


Secretarial level, and I don't believe that Under Secretary 
Kimmitt has, and I'm not aware of anybody else who has had. 


Q What about Ambassador Lilley? 
A Ambassador Lilley is in Beijing. As of Friday, 


and in fairness I did not ask this question this morning, our 
contacts have remained unchanged. 
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Q May I ask you -- I know there's a statement at 
the White House on START. There was a -- you don't comment on 


Security Council meetings, I know, but there was one and 
decisions were taken. Could you bring me up to date? Was 
anything done over the weekend, because really the negotiations 
don't really get down to business until Wednesday. 


A The plenary opens on Wednesday. You're correct. 


Q Yeah. And we all have -- a lot of us have the 
CFE talks in mind where after a lot of review, you know, the 
real decisions were taken in a different way instead of the 
bureaucratic way. 


Has anything been done over the weekend to alter what 
the situation was late last week when the President met at the 
White House with all his key advisers? 


A Some individuals met yesterday at the White House 
basically to work on the President's statement for today, and 
that's the only thing that I'm aware of. 


Q Sort of penmanship. I mean, not policy. 
a Correct. 


Do you know why Mr. Kimmitt is meeting with 
Ambassador Dubinin this afternoon? 


8 It was at the Ambassador's request from last week. 


Q Do you have anything on the Nicaraguan change of 
rules concerning visas for Americans? 


A Yes, I do. President Ortega's decision to impose 
visa requirements upon American citizens who wish to enter 
Nicaragua is the latest in a series of actions designed to 
restrict efforts to observe the electoral process, even as 
procedures biased in favor of the Sandinistas are being put 
into place. 


If Nicaragua wants to hold elections which will enjoy 
respect, both internally and in the international community, it 
should not be restricting access but should be expanding it. 


Right now the question the new visa requirement 
inevitably inspires is, “What do you have to hide?" 


Q Margaret, one more question. Noriega has advised 
President Ortega not to hold elections next February. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


A No. I haven't seen that, and, of course, we want 
these elections to go forward freely and fairly. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:23 p.m.) 
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WEONESDAY, JUNE 21, 1989, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have several announcements -- three. 


First, the Secretary's testimony tomorrow before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee has been changed to 9:00 a.m. 
The room is 2172 in the Rayburn House Office Building. 


Second, Secretary Baker will address members of the 
Asia Society on Monday, June 26, in New York at the 
Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, Grand Ballroom, following a black-tie 
dinner. The Secretary's speech is expected at 8:30 p.m. 
Should you wish to cover the event or need additional 
information, please contact Janel Gilman or Nancy Donaldson of 
the Asia Society at (212) 288-6400, Extension 271 or 313. 


Q Will there be a text down here? 
A We'll try to get you one. Yes. 
Qs Any Q&A? 

a There is no Q&A. 


You said there will be Q&A? 


> 


There will not be a Q&A. That's what I'm told. 


If there is a text, will that be made available 
in Washington as well as New York? 


A Yes. 
Q Oh, and the topic. 


A I'm afraid I don't have a topic for you here. 


Q What about NATO, for example? 


A I would expect it to deal with Asia in front of 
the Asia Society. 


The third announcement, for those of you who might 
have missed it yesterday on the board, I wanted to note that 
Ambassador Peter Tomsen is our newly appointed Special Envoy to 
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- the Afghan Resistance. He was sworn in yesterday by Deputy 
Secretary Eagleburger and will be traveling next week to 
Pakistan to meet with the leaders of the Afghan interim 
government and other Afghan Resistance leaders. 


Copies of the statements made by Ambassador Tomsen and 
Deputy Secretary Eagleburger at the swearing-in ceremony are 
available in the Press Office. I'd like to note the importance 
of this event by citing two sentences out of what Deputy 
Secretary Eagleburger said yesterday. 





"The Afghan people and particularly the Mujahidin need 
continuing support and encouragement to emerge from the shadows 7 
of brutal occupation into the clear air of freedom and 
self-determination. The appointment of Ambassador Tomsen as a 
Special Envoy to the Afghan Resistance is a signal of 
continuing U.S. support for a truly important cause." 


Q Do you have a date yet to talk to the Soviets 
about Afghanistan? 


a No. The time and place are still to be 
determined. 


Q And does Eagleburger's statement mean there will 
be no change in the support the U.S. and the Pakistanis have 
been giving the rebels in Afghanistan despite Soviet claims 
that it's _eeeee not in the spirit of the Geneva Accords, 
etc., etc. 


A Our assistance to the Afghan Mujahidin will 
continue. It falls into military and humanitarian areas. 


Q There is no wavering of the U.S. position that 
there will be no negotiations with the Najibullah government as 
some think-tankers in Washington say there is now wavering on 
the part of the Bush Administration? 


A We continue to express our support for a 
political solution that would enable the Afghan people to 
achieve self-determination. But no political solution is 
possible unless Najibullah and the POPA transfer power. Power 
sharing with Najibullah is unacceptable to the Mujahidin and to 
us. 


Q That's right, but that's always been your 
position. But your position hasn't ruled out having elements 
of that government in a successor government. Correct? You 
don't want the big guy there, but you're not going to try to -- 
I don't suppose you think you can -- 


A We're talking about a transfer of power rather 
than the sharing of power. That's the point. 


Q Well, power is transferred. Even if Papandreou 
forms a new government, he will have transferred power to a new 
Papandreou ee geek Your policy -- does your policy rule 
out any Najibullah people being in the new government? 
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< I don't have a specific answer to that here. 
There's been no change in that respect. What I can tell you 
very clearly is power sharing with Najibullah himself is 
unacceptable to the Mujahidin and to us. 


Q Richard. does the State Department have any 
comment on the three executions which were announced today in 
China? 


f Well, I think our position on the events 
unfolding in China is very clear. We've issued statements. 
You know our views. As the Secretary noted yesterday, we've 
been speaking out vigorously and frequently as these events 
have unfolded. 


Q Well, the executions have been announced since 
the White House put out a statement saying that further 
executions would simply deepen the wounds. Does the sequence 
send some message to you? 


A I'm sorry? 


Q The sequence of events -- in other words, does it 
suggest that the Chinese are ignoring the American wishes? 


A I'm not going to start using words like that, 
drawing conclusions. I think our views were made very clear on 
these events. Our views haven't changed. 


Q Now, wait a minute. Yesterday the government 
urged clemency. The President himself, through his spokesman, 
said we really don't want these executions to continue, and the 
Chinese have gone forth with the executions. You have no 
particular comment on that? 


A I don't have anything to add to the very 
extensive remarks which are already on the record. The views 
that we've expressed were about the events that were taking 
place -- the arrests, the reprisals, the possibility of 
executions. 


Q Yes. But now that the -- 


A That was very clear on what we felt about the 
situation, and what was going on in China. Those are very 


strongly held views as the statement stated very clearly. 


Q Now that the executions have actually gone 
forward, haven't you some language to at least deplore them? 


A Again, the situation as it was unfolding was very 
clearly described in all the statements we've made. The White 
House put out two statements yesterday. The Secretary talked 
extensively on the record. Our views are very clear. 


Q But why hold back? 
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7 Things have been happening for some time. We 
haven't made a new statement every time. We've said we'd be 
working on these things as events unfolded, and our views on 
these kinds of matters were made very clear. 


Q So basically the State Department is mute on the 
day after the executions. 


a No, we're not mute. We're so far on the record 
on these things. We've talked about these things. The 
Secretary talked about them very extensively yesterday. We've 
spoken out vigorously. We've spoken out frequently. 


Q And again today at the White House. 


Q The Secretary talked today, so one would assume 
that perhaps you might be able to say something as well. 


a I don't -- 


Q For your information, he said, “We deeply regret 
the fact that these executions have gone forward." I'm sure 
you probably would support those words. 


A The Secretary said them. I support them. 
Q Do the words -- 


A But if the Secretary said them, you don't need 
me. I mean, that's, I think, my point is that our views on 
these things have been expressed so authoritatively so many 
times I don't add to them by saying something more today. 


Q The point we're trying to get you to acknowledge 
is that things are changing on the ground. The sequence was 
yesterday there were statements made by the Administration. 
There were actions taken by the Administration. And since then 
-- and sequentially since then, the Chinese have gone forward 
to do exactly what you've asked them not to do. Does that not 
send a message to you? 


A I don't know what to say, other than that the 
events have been taking place. They've been unfolding. 


There's something new reported every day. Our views on the 
matter of reprisals, arrests, things like that, have been amply 


stated, and I'm not drawing any conclusions or messages or 
whatever to add to that, but they're very -- 
Q Could I try to ask you a more specific question? 


Q How about the views on the executions? 


Q Does the United States plan any new action in 
reaction to the executions which took place today? For 
example, do you plan some new sanctions or further action to 
show United States' dismay et what happened? 
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a The White House announced several steps last 
night. I don't have anything on plans for other actions here. 


Q Those were announced before the executions took 
place. Do you plan anything in reaction to the executions? 


A I don't have anything specific here on reactions 
to that. 


Q Can you say -—- the Administration, in light of 
China's marvelous human rights performance, asked for a 
continued waiver of Jackson-Vanik so we could continue to give 
them MFN. 


In the case of Romania, some years ago there was a 
fairly heavy move to pull it back because of Romanian human 
rights violations. Does the Administration still stand behind 
its China recommendation? Does the Administration still feel 
that the Chinese human rights performance justifies a waiver? 


A The issue of MFN, I think, was addressed. Was it 
yesterday, the day before? Well, let me review a little bit on 
MFN, then, from what I remember. It's that the certification 
was at the end of May. It's a process dealing with the 
Jackson-Vanik Amendment on immigration. It started in 1979. 

We gave the Chinese MFN. It's renewed on an annual basis. 
That has gone up to the Hill. MFN has been renewed. 


As for questions about, “What are we going to do about 
it?" All I can say is that those steps have been taken in 
terms of MFN, and the President has said, “We keep all aspects 
of the relationship under review." At this present moment, I'm 
not getting into foreshadowing or talking about other steps. 


Q It's not a certification and a waiver that the 
President sends. It's a determination by the President that 
various conditions are improved and a request to Congress that 
his authority to grant the waiver be extended because he feels 
that things have improved. Now my question is, given that that 
is what it is, does the Administration still stand by that 
assessment? 


A I don't think you're describing the Jackson—Vanik 


Amendment accurately, first of all. But, second of all, I said 
that has gone up to the Hill. That has been done, and I'm not 


going to get into foreshadowing other steps or changes on 
that. We announced several measures yesterday. We explained 
the reasons for them. I think they send the right signal, 
strong signal. We've spoken out, and I'm not getting into 
other things right now. 


Q There was a statement by the World Bank that they 
regarded entirely the economic considerations in granting aid 
and that under the charter they cannot take any political 
considerations into account. I wonder whether you would 
comment on that? It means that yesterday it was announced that 
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the U.S. opposed any loans to China. We understand that if you 
go to the World Bank stand that under the charter they cannot 
take any political considerations into account and that they 
had to Se guided only by the economic situation and economic 
issues? 


ia I haven't seen the World Bank statements that 
you're referring to. 


Q It was given by the Vice President, Mr. Attila 
Karaosmanoglu at the press conference the other day, and I'm 
sure the text will be available. 


i) Well, I'm sure it will. I'm sorry, I haven't 
seen those statements. The Secretary talked yesterday about 
what we intended to do. The White House put out a statement. 
It described the steps; it described their reasons, and that's 
what we're doing. 


Q Regarding the two steps that were taken 
yesterday, as far as anybody could figure out, there was only 
one trip of a high-levei official from the U.S. Government that 
was affected in the near term by the first part of the 
pronouncement, and in the second part of the pronouncement 
there was quite a bit of vagueness about how much of the dollar 
value of the outstanding loans had already been postponed 
before the United States even made its recommendation, like at 
least half of what the World Bank was considering. Apparently, 
it had already been postponed. 


Do you have any clarifying words on either of those 
two? 


A Well, on the first one, on the question of 
visits, the Secretary mentioned the Mosbacher trip. I don't 
have a full listing of all the visits that might have been 
planned or in the works or at some stage of cogitation, but 
it's a clear policy now. The Secretary described it and people 
throughout the government will be describing -- will be 
following the policy that was outlined. So I'm not sure we'll 
ever have a complete list of every single thing that somebody 
might have been thinking of that's not going to go forward. 


Q Well, it only amounts to a single trip -- 

A I'm sure it's more than a single trip. 

Q Not terribly meaningful. 

a I'm sure it's more than a single trip. 
(Inaudible) I'm trying to explain why I don't have a full 
listing of everything. It's a policy that's been enunciated by 


the President. Everybody will follow it. Various ideas and 
trips are at different stages of development. 


Second, on the World Bank list, again, I'm sorry I 
don't have a list of the World Bank loans. There were some 
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that were postponed -—- I'm not sure -- but for various lengths 
of time. And what we're doing is seeking this postponement, as 
the Secretary said -—- seeking a postponement of the rest of it. 


Q Richard, the Chinese Government, in several 
different forms, has said that the United States is interfering 
with Crina's internal affairs by making such statements as it 
did yesterday and by taking such actions. Do you have any 
reaction to that? 


A No, I don't. The statements yesterday expressed 
-- and statements before -- expressed our universal support for 
principles of human rights and freedom. That's the basis on 
which we've been speaking out and will continue to do so. 


Q There's nothing in the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights about the illegality of executions. Executions 
are a known and accepted form of punishment all over the world. 


é The statements express support for freedom of 
expression, for other humanitarian principles -- principles of 
human rights. I think they were very clear on why we were 
speaking out on those things. 


Q Richard, can you offer us sort of an assessment 
at this point of where the various steps the U.S. has taken -- 
since the President announced his first military sanctions -- 
leaves the United States relationship with China? Has the 
President, in your view, succeeded in preserving a 
relationship? And if so -- I assume you would say he has. 
But, if so, what is the content of that relationship at this 
point? Are we still doing anything with China? What is the 
preservation of the relationship at this point? 


6 I'd be hard-pressed to sort of look at the whole 
relationship and tell you what's still there. I mean, we had a 
wide, a varied, and important relationship with China. 


Q What they had. The question is, what do we have? 


ba We have relationships in a lot of areas with 
exception of the areas where measures are being taken. The 
Secretary and the President, again, have expressed themselves 
on the importance of preserving a relationship with the Chinese 
people. 


Q Are there any that you can specify? We've cut 
off high-level visits. We've cut off military exchanges. The 
Secretary announced yesterday that he was going to review the 
technology provisions to make sure that the technology doesn't 
fall into -- under the control of the Chinese Government. 


Are cultural exchanges proceeding with the Chinese 
Government at this point? Are educational exchanges 
proceeding? Is anything proceeding in the relationship at this 
point? 
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a Yes, there's a lot of things that are 
proceeding. We have -- I don't know what to cite. There's 
just a lot of different aspects to this relationship. 


Q What comes to mind? 


4 I'm afraid that if I start citing specific things 
that come to mind, somebody is going to then ask, “Well, are 
you going to cut that off the next time the Chinese do 
something.“ The point is that there's a broad relationship 
there. There's a large number of people-to-people exchanges 
and contacts like that. Those things haven't been affected. 


Most of them have been suspended. The National 
Science Foundation has suspended every one of its scientific 
exchanges. The different cultural organizations have suspended 
theirs. I don't understanding what you're talking about. Some 
of the business relationships remain, but almost all of the 
exchange programs are frozen in their tracks. 


4 Some of them are, but I'm not sure about almost 
all or some or whatever sort of thing we used to characterize 
it. But the fundamental basis exists. It hasn't been 
interfered with. 


Q I guess what we're trying to get at is the 
President and the Secretary have made a strong point, a public 
point, of talking about how they want to preserve the 
relationship, particularly in light of the sequence of events 
that Jim referred to earlier in the briefing. It's hard to 
perceive, for some of us anyway, what aspects of the 
relationship have been preserved. 


A We have a large number of Chinese students in the 
United States. That's an aspect of our relationship with the 
people of China. As you said, there are some business contacts 
that continue. There's other things that are still going on 
that are affected in different ways by the events. 


Q Their contact is at long distance, though, 
because the U.S. has advised businesses not to travel there. 


eR The travel advisory remains in effect; that's 
right. 


Q Can we try another subject? What does the State 
Department think of the -- 


Q Wait a minute. 


Q You want to keep -- 


Q Yes, I do. Thank you. Has there been further 
contact between our Ambassador in Beijing and any high-level 
official in the Chinese Government? It's been more than a 
week, I guess, since there has been contact that I know of. 
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m I don't have anything for you on very recent 
contacts there. 


Q Has there been a survey made of other countries -- 


i Let me finish this answer. I don't think there's 
been any basic change in the contacts, diplomatic contacts. 


Q Has there been a survey made of other countries 
and what they're doing? 


A We've been talking to a variety of other 
countries about the situation in China. 


Q Who have you talked to? 


a A formal survey, I'm not sure I would describe it 
that way, but we're in touch with them. 


Q Who have you talked to? 
Aa Excuse me? 
Q Which countries did you talk to? 


‘ People in the region, allies. It comes up in 
meetings that people are having. I mean, it's a topic of major 
world events and a topic of discussion. 


Q Are they doing something that we're not doing? 


f°) I think you'd have to look at that yourself. I'm 
sorry, I don't have any formal survey or comparison for you. 


Q Richard, does the U.S. believe that Western 
democracies with common values of democracy, openness and so 
on, ought to take some kind of coordinated action or issue a 
coordinated public position on the events in China? Or should 
these statements by various governments with shared values be 
independent and not coordinated with one another? 


A I don't think we've tried to assert that people 
ought to take some specific action. But I do agree with one of 
the premises of your question, and that's a large number of 


co ntries have been aponksng out, including ourselves, and it's 
all based on our fundamentally shared values. 


Q Does the State Department have any reaction to 
the Soviet-Iranian love fest? 


a I don't think I actually have any specific 
reaction on the Rafsanjani visit. 


Q What is the U.S. doing to try to -- if it's doing 
anything at all -- to try to find out if there's any change in 
Tehran, and any opportunities for the U.S. The Soviets 
apparently perceive opportunities for a better relationship. 
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= We're following events in Iran closely. The 
opportunities for change, I think, have been addressed by the 
President in his rews conference last week about what we 
expected to see, if there was to be any change in our 
relationship. It has to do with support for terrorism and Iran 
using its influences to get the hostages out. 


Q What signal does the visit of Rafsanjani send as 
far as the U.S. is concerned. How do you read it? 


“ I haven't seen a final readout of Rafsanjani's 
visit to Moscow, so I wouldn't really have any comment or 
assessments at this point. That's about all I can say. 


Q Richard, coming back to the Asian region for just 
a second, there's a report on one of the wires about the arrest 
of a political opposition leader in Burma -- one who took part 
in the demonstrations last year. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A We've seen the news story this morning, reporting 
that Aung San Suu Kyi was arrested June 21 in the Rangoon area 
while laying wreaths to honor pro-democracy demonstrators 
killed by the military a year ago. 


Reportedly, several hundred people were present at the 
wreath-laying when authorities moved in. If true, the arrest 
of Aung San Suu Kyi would be a grave blow to the hopes that 
next year's elections would be free and fair. 


The arrest of Burma's principal opposition leader 
would certainly not be consistent with a military government's 
pledge to hold genuinely open elections. 


We've noted with concern the Burmese government's 
continuing restrictions on political activity, including a ban 
on gatherings of five or more persons, prohibition of 
opposition publications, and harassment and arrest of 
opposition party members. We urge the Burmese authorities to 
remove these barriers to meaningful campaign activity. 


Now, Richard, going back to China cbhliquely, it 
would be possible for us to walk out of this room, saying that 
the State Department had a long and eloquent reaction to the 
arrest of a Burmese opposition leader but had nothing to say 


about the execution of three Chinese democracy movement people. 
Is that what you would like us to do? 


i) I'm not going to try to write your stories for 
you. I think the State Department, the Secretary, the 
President, have had much to say on the events in China. 


Q Right. But the point we keep returning to -- 
since the executions, we have seen nothing from you. 
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A You're asking me for a specific reaction to a 
specific event. I'm telling you that that reaction is covered 
by the ample statements, the vigorous statements, and the 
consistent statements that we've been making; and that were so 
ably expressed by people much better than myself just yesterday. 


Q Richard, is any protest or demarche planned over 
the executions? I mean, normally when a government feels 
strongly about something -- 


A You're aware of Assistant Secretary Clark's 
meeting with the Chinese on Monday night. There was a pretty 
full readout given of that. That expressed our view on the way 
the events were going. I'm not aware of anything more right 
now. 


Q Are you aware of anybody -- Chinese officials 
keep slipping in here and, you know, at odd hours without 
previous announcement. There have been about five visits. 

Never once have we been told in advance that they're coming or 
even told afterward that they've been here until way afterwards. 


Is anybody going to be -- to follow David up, has 
anybody been asked to come in to hear the U.S. view and make it 
relevant to what just happened? 

A I'm not aware of any specific meetings scheduled. 

Q Do you know if either the Secretary -- has the 
Secretary either attempted to or been in contact with any -- 
with the Chinese Foreign Minister, for example? 

A I don't believe he has. No, he hasn't. 

Q Well, can he be under his own strictures? I 
guess he can't talk to them. Isn't that the new sanction, that 
you can't talk above the Deputy Assistant -- whatever it is -- 
level? 


A The Secretary expressed it yesterday, I think, 
best. He talked about political level exchanges -- 


Q Yeah. 


A -~ and visits back and forth, and that sort of 
thing. Normal diplomatic contacts that we've had are not 
affected. 


Q Still open. 


A Yes. 


Q All right. It's difficult. I mean, Mosbacher 
can't -- that's not -- that's abnormal, is it, for Mosbacher to 
_—— I'm trying to figure out, gee, if you're talking to them as 
much as you're talking to the PLO, for instance. (Laughter) 
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I mean, do you have as much discourse with the world's 
largest country as you have with a non-country? (Laughter) 


A We continue to have contacts with the Chinese 
Government. We'll continue to have working-level contacts, and 
continue to have diplomatic contacts. 


Q Can you tell us when the last contact was? Was 
it Monday night? 


fi I don't have anything specific on that. It was 
noted here, we continue to have regular contacts. For the last 
week or so, we haven't been going into detail on each and every 
one, so I'm not going to start now. 


Q Has there been any explanation given why the 
President's phone call has not been returned, or if there has 
been any phone call returned? 


a I don't think there has been. Check at the White 
House. 


Q Aren't you concerned at all about improving 
relations between -- or at least influence of the Soviets in 
Iran? How do you feel about it? What does this do to the 
Soviet's influence in the area? 


A Let me see what we do have. I don't know where 
this thing is. Let me try to answer it by what I remember. 


We've talked to the Soviets about Iran. We've had a 
number of exchanges on regional issues with the Soviets at 
various levels. Our views on Iran, I think, are very well 
known, and I won't start drawing conclusions from the 
Rafsanjani visit until after it's over, and there's been some 
more concrete announcements than what we've seen so far. 


Q Richard, would you consider taking the question 
of whether the State Department will have any specific reaction 
to the executions in China? 


A If we have a specific reaction to the executions 
I'm sure we'll put it out. So, I mean, consider the question 
there, but I'm not going to promise that we're going to have a 
specific thing for you. 


Q The Chinese have been trying to get American 
firms to return -- those that have been doing business in 
China. Have you been advising those firms as to what actions 
they should take on repositioning their people into China? 


A Our travel advisory remains in effect. The 
Secretary reiterated that yesterday. It still remains in 
lime today. So that's our view on American people going back 
to China. 
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Q I'm not talking just about American people. I'm 
talking about those firms that have business relations in 
there. I think that goes beyond the normal tourist travel 
advisory. Is that -- you're just -- 


A No, the travel advisory is for all Americans. 
Q And that's all you've -- 


A It remains in place. We advise Americans not to 
travel there. 


Richard, a follow-up to that: Do you have any 
kind of fix on the number of companies or corporate 
representatives who are either in or out of China or have left 
or have gone back at this point -- U.S. firms? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Some Chinese students have expressed fear about 
applying for one-year visas, because they're concerned about 
what might happen at the end of that year. They'll be branded 
when they go back. 


Have you taken those kinds of concerns into 
consideration at all and thought about some other approach for 
those students? 


A I guess I don't know quite what you're talking 
about, meaning applying for one-year visas. You mean Chinese 
in the United States? 


Q Chinese in the United States. 


A You'd Pave to check with INS on exactly how the 
order operates. I'm not sure it's something they have to apply 
for. I understood it was more an order, an instruction to INS 
offices not to deport people. And, therefore, you'd have check 
with the INS as to the mechanics of that. But I'm not sure the 
situation you're describing really arises. 


Q So they simply don't have to do anything, and 
they can just simply stay for the year. 


A Again, check with the INS on the mechanics of 
that, but that was the way the order was stated when I heard it. 


Q Most of the students are here on something which, 
I believe, is called a "J" visa, which means that even if it's 
extended, they must return to their homeland at the end of 
whatever the extension is, and that may be what you are 
referring to. At some point or other, they have to go back to 
China. They are not eligible for seeking any kind of refuge in 
this country. They must go back to China. It's a condition 
that China insisted upon when it established the bilateral 
agreement. 
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Is there any attempt on the part of the United States 
to alter the status of that huge mass of visas that are 
outstanding? 


A The steps that were taken apply to all PRC 
nationals. They're good until June 5 of 1990. It would be at 
that point that your question would really arise. So I'm not 
aware of any specific work on that right now. 


Q In today's FBIS, there was a story that Mr. 
Ne'eman, a member of the Israeli Knesset, is suggesting and 
calling for the transfer of Palestinian refugees outside the 
territories, possibly near Saigon or even to Vietnam. Does the 
State Department have any comment on this? 


a I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Will you look into this? Together with the 
statement by Mr. Sharon -- Ariel Sharon -- overnight. He's 
calling for intensification of the military solution to the 
intifada. I would like you to address these issues. 


A We haven't been commenting on every specific 
event or statement that's made out in the Middle East. I can 
just refer you back to our basic position, is that we're 
looking for everybody to take constructive steps that lead to 
peace. 


Q But Sharon could become the next leader of the 
Likud if he's going to a meeting for the conference on the Sth 
of July and it could be a very ominous to try to think about a 
guy who will be holding such ideas and thoughts that I would 
like very much for you address it, if you can? 


A We have a position that's been stated every time 
and very often, but we just don't go commenting on every time 
somebody makes a statement out there. 


I have a hunch it won't make headlines, but could 
you tell us about Genscher's meeting with Mr. Baker? 


A I'll be happy to. Foreign Minister Genscher is 
visiting Washington at the invitation of Secretary Baker. The 
visit is part of our regular high-level dialogue with West 
Germany. We expect a broad range of topics to be discussed, 
including follow-up to the NATO Summit, East-West relations, 
arms control and security issues, and the upcoming Paris 
Economic Summit. 


We understand the Foreign Minister plans to brief on 
the June 12-15 visit of Chairman Gorbachev to the Federal 
Republic. 
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Mr. Genscher is schedule to meet with the President, 
Secretaries Baker, Cheney, and Mosbacher, as well as with 
members of Congress. The Secretary will be hosting a working 
luncheon at Blair House. 


The West German Foreign Minister participated in the 
opening of an exhibit on the Berlin Airlift at the Air & Space 
Museum this morning. 


Q I guess I knew all that. Are there any remaining 
missile issues to discuss. 


a Why did you ask? 


Q Well, I mean, that's his program, but he's 
already seen Baker. That's what he came here intending to do, 
but now maybe he's done some of those things. 


A Well, he's seen Baker. But then they're at the 
White House; they're having a lunch at the Blair House today, 
so our talks with him are certainly not concluded. 


Q Is the missile thing about done with? Is there 
nothing further to talk about? The NATO Summit pretty much did 
it, or are there some wrinkles still left to iron out; do you 
know? You said arms control. I don't know -- 


A I said follow-up to the NATO Summit, the 
comprehensive concept and the missile thing, as you referred to 
it, were dealt with at the NATO Summit. They will want to 
discuss follow-up to those issues along with follow-up to the 
other things from the NATO Summit. 


Q Do you have anything on the American arrested in 
Afghanistan? 


A Let's go back here once first. 


Q My question is concerning the way the U.S. 
Government released the statement on the Kwangju incident in 
South Korea. The Kwangju Special Committee of the South Korean 
National Assembly expressed two complaints. One complaint is 
that your statement is not enough to satisfy them. And that 
the other is your statement so late before it reached them. 
What is your comment on their complaints? 


A I don't know where it leaked, so I won't have any 
comment on that. I don't think it leaked in Washington. We'll 
see. We put it out after it was already in the public domain 
elsewhere, before it arrived in Korea. 


The second thing is the question about out statement. 
I can only just tell you that our statement and the appendix 
that we've attached to it, we think, are a complete response. 
It's our sole response of the United States to the National 
Assembly Committees in Korea to the matter. We're not going to 
be supplementing it with further questions. 
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Q Could you comment on the Turkish statement that 
the United States has been reluctant to react properly to the 
deportation of now 60,000 ethnic Turks from Bulgaria? 


A I haven't seen any statement like that, so I 
don't really have any comment on that statement. We have 
commented on the expulsion of ethnic Turks from Bulgaria, I 
think, in very strong terms. 


Q The number is getting higher and higher everyday. 


A Well, that's right, but we made a very strong 
statement condemning the expulsions, condemning the 
oppression. It certainly still applies now. 


Q Like the Chinese statement covering forthcoming 
events? 


A Not every statement we make from the podium is 
that omniscient, but it was a strong and clear statement on the 
situation that I think stands for itself. 


We had a question back here. Sorry. 


Q A question about the American -- Mr. O'Brien -- 
who is being held by authorities in Afghanistan? 


a The Afghan regime in Kabul has confirmed to 
journalists that it has arrested and is holding Mr. Tony 
O'Brien. We have made inquiries with the Kabul regime 
concerning him. We do not know at this point what the Kabul 
regime intends by holding Mr. O'Brien. Our policy on 
ore is unchanged and it will not change because of this 

ncident. 


Q How are you communicating with them? You don't 
have an embassy functioning there. 


A We talk to their Charge in Washington. 


Q There is a story this morning on the wire that a 
Connecticut woman unwittingly carried a bomb onto Flight 103 -- 
Pan Aam's flight. Does the State Department have any evidence 
that this is true? 


A I'm afraid we haven't been commenting on the 
investigation as it goes on. There have been « ‘ot of stories 
in the press, but we've refrained from comment .s the 
investigation continues. 
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Q A related matter to that. Is the travel alert 
that the State Department issued last Friday on Frankfurt 
Airport still in effect? What happens with those? Do they 
just sort of go away, or -- 


A It remains in effect -- what I would expect to 
happen would be that our people in Frankfurt would report to us 
when the German notice upon which it was based had expired. At 
that point, we would take it down. : 


Q Is there any relationship between that U.S. 
travel alert and the investigation of Pan Am 103? 


A Not that I'm aware of. The Germans, in their 
statement -- that was the basis for our issuing the alert -- 
they referred to investigations and suspects they were seeking 
in the area at the time. I don't think they made any reference 
to Pan Am 103. 


Q Is there any distinction to be made between the 
travel alert, shall we say, with regard to Frankfurt and a 
travel advisory that may be issued in some other situation? Is 
rere or less urgent for American travelers to pay attention 
to 


A I think we have three classes of travel 
advisories generically. One is a warning, one is a caution, 
and one is an alert. The alert is a relatively new thing that 
we're using to put out information that we think travelers 
should be aware of, such as notices by foreign authorities 
about situations in their own countries that we think Americans 
at large should be aware of. 


Q Is it less or more urgent as far as the traveler 
is concerned than an advisory? 


A I guess it would be slightly less urgent than an 
advisory because it's based on steps that are publicized than 
foreign authorities are taking abroad. 


Richard, tomorrow, the Secretary goes to the 
House 9:00. Will there be a prepared statement? If there is, 
might it be available this evening? Or could I ask you, if it 


is ready, could we get it because you wouldn't be distributing 
it at 8:00 in the morning tomorrow, I don't suppose? 


A You can certainly ask, but I can't make any 
promises. 


Q I don't want to get you in so early. 


STAFF: It will be available on the Hill. 


Q On the Hill? 
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A Yes. 


Q And is the theme, as you said, again a report 
essentially on the summit as he did to the Senate? 


A That's what the hearing was scheduled and called 
for, but I expect, like yesterday, that the members will want 
to get into a range of issues. 


Q They will ask about German reunification. I 
wonder if they'll get an answer? 


A Perhaps. 


Q I've got one more -- I'm sorry -- on China. 
Maybe it will be a quick one. Is the U.S. in forums such as 
the ICAO or the International Communications Agencies, and so 
on, dealing with the question of how those organizations relate 
to China? For example, is there some effort to coordinate 
programs and maybe even technology between VOA, iet's say, and 
other international communication services, such as the 
Australian broadcasting operation? Is there any coordination 
of that sort going on in radio, TV, airlines, any other -- 


A There's nothing specific that I could cite in 
other international fora, but I would remind you we've been 
talking to a large number of countries about the steps we've 
taken, our views on the situation in China. 


There have been conflicting reports about the 
situation around Jalalabad in Afghanistan, one side saying it's 
all over and the other saying it's still underway. Do you have 
any guidance on that? 


A I don't. I'll look into it and see if we can do 
something on that. I think that's legit. We had one more 
question over here, I think. 


Q The United States prohibited high-ranking 
officers contact with China. Who can contact with Ambassador 
Han. Also, did you -- will you contact with Ambassador Han 
today? 


A I said I didn't have anything on specific 
epessene that were scheduled today. But I also said before 
that diplomatic contacts with the Ambassador, or our 
Ambassador, were continuing; that the Secretary described the 
—- we were taking yesterday, and these don't fall under 
that. 


Q I appreciate it. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:26 p.m.) 
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¢ AFGHANISTAN: SITUATION IN JALALABAD 


Q: DO YOU HAVE AN UPDATE ON THE SITUATION IN JALALABAD, IN 
VIEW OF THE CONFLICTING PRESS REPORTS EMANATING FROM THE REGION? 


A: --THE FIGHTING AROUND JALALABAD CONTINUES, WITH NO 
SIGNIFICANT CHANGE IN THE OVERALL SITUATION. 


- 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 23, 1989, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one announcement to make: 


As many of you know, we have just learned that Mr. 
George has been released to the Red Crescent Society in Gaza. 
We still don't have all of the details. His release is 
extremely good news. Our Ambassador, William Brown, has spoken 
with Mr. George by telephone within the last hour. 


Let me go over some of the information we have 
concerning this kidnapping. Yesterday, about noon local time, 
Mr. Chris George, head of the West Bank-Gaza Save The Children 
Foundation, was kidnapped outside his office in Gaza by as many 
as five armed men. Later in the afternoon, several notes 
surfaced confirming that he had been kidnapped and making a 
number of demands on the Israeli Government. 


A note in Arabic attributed the incident to the 
"Palestinian Popular army." We do not have anything further 
identifying who these kidnappers are, and we still do not know 
who is responsible. We strongly condemn this act of terrorism 
against an innocent victim. 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions on this 
subject or others. 


Q Is there any indication, Margaret, that this 
“Palestinian Popular army" is a PLO faction or a spin-off? 


a No, I don't know who they are. And, as I said -- 
I was very clear in saying we do not know who is responsible 
for this. This was a group that was named in one of the notes. 


Q But it is not possible at this point to say 
definitely that they are not a PLO faction? 


A I don't know who they are. 


Q Did the PLO play any role in bringing about the 
release? 


4 I don't know that. I can tell you that 
Ambassador Pelletreau yesterday did meet with his counterpart 
2 make him aware of the situation that had just happened in 
the Gaza. 
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Q Did he ask them to help in this matter, and did 
they say they would? 


a I don't have anything specific for you other than 
what I've said, that he did meet with them. 


Q Which counterpart? 
A Ballaoui. 


Q Did you have anything on his release, or the 
circumstances of his release? 


a Earlier -—-— that I just said? 
Q Yeah. 

6 Yeah, I just -—- 

Q Never mind. 


Margaret, are you pleased with the way the PLO 
reacted to this? They responded very quickly with a statement 
condemning it; they met with Pelletreau. Does it seem to you 
that they played a helpful role? 


a It certainly wasn't not helpful. 
Q Say that again? (Laughter) 


i You've read their statement. How else could you 
characterize it but being responsive? Their statement was 
certainly a responsible statement. You've seen their statement. 


Q In addition, they claim to be the leaders of the 
Palestinians in the Gaza Strip. Do you think that they used 
that leadership position to try to secure the release of Mr. 
George? 


a As I just said, I do not have any more details on 
the release of Mr. George than the few that I was able to give 
you, so I can't tell you who delivered him to the Red Crescent 
Society an hour and a half ago. I do know that he is in good 
health. I know that an Embassy individual is with him. He is 


Srauan ri ht presently out of the area. I just don't have 
more n i've ven to you. 


Q Margaret, the Israeli Government said very 
quickly this morning that this was a terrorist action by the 
PLO. Is there some disagreement here between us and the 
Israelis, or we just simply don't have the same information or 
the same access to information? The Ambassador was here this 
morning but said he didn't discuss this. Have they made us 
aware of what they know about the responsible parties? 
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i We do not have enough information to tell you who 
is responsible for this. 


Q Another subject. Do you have any -- 


Aa We have -- excuse me. As you know, John, we have 
met, or our Ambassador did, yesterday with Defense Minister 
Rabin; and he met today with Foreign Minister Arens. So we 
have obviously been in very close consultation since this 
incident happened with the Israeli Government. 


Q Did the Israelis play any role in this release? 
Were they in any way helpful? 


A Just as I cannot tell you who has played a role 
in this -- I don't know of anyone that was not helpful -- I 
cannot take credit for someone when we don't have the actual 
details. The man has just been released in Gaza. 


Q Margaret, do you have any information on the 
American freelance photographer who has been captured in 
Afghanistan? Has the U.S. Government been in contact with 
anybody about him? 


a We have a consular official trying to get to 
him. It is difficult because there are no regularly scheduled 
flights to that part of the world, but we are definitely going 
there. We are going to meet with him, and we are doing what we 
can to help secure his release. 


Q Where is the consular official coming from? 

a My understanding is he is coming from New Delhi. 

Q Do you have the name? 

a Of the consular official? We don't have the name 
yet. I can't even tell you if it's male or female yet. We 
don't know. 


Q Is this something that Ambassador Tomsen would 
take up when he goes to Pakistan next week? 


a It would seem to me he would. 


Q Do you have any observations on the apparent 
ceasefire in Angola? 


a Yes, I do. The June 22 summit, organized and 
chaired by President Mobutu, represents a significant 
breakthrough in efforts to peacefully resolve Angola's 
long-running civil war. 


President dos Santos and Dr. Savimbi are to be 
congratulated for their political courage in taking this 
decisive step to bring national reconciliation to Angola. So, 
too, are the numerous African heads of state, and especially 
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President Mobutu, who have put their prestige and political 
weight behind the diplomatic initiative to address this issue 


of concern to all of africa. 


We hope that in the succeeding weeks UNITA and the 


MPLA can build on the ceasefire they have agreed to and 
construct the basis for a lasting peace in Angola through 


direct negotiations. 


Q Would you stop military aid to the rebels in 
Angola? 


A Our policy has not changed just because of this 
good news that happened yesterday. 


Q Why don't you change your policy? 
A Because we haven't. 


Q If there is reconciliation between the two 
parties and you are ata them on this, is there any 
reason for military aid 


é We'll cross that bridge when we get there, as far 
as our policy. 


Q The policy toward UNITA has not changed. How 
about the policy toward the MPLA Government? Unchanged? We 
don't have an Ambassador there or diplomatic relations of any 
kind. 


i) I'm not in the position to comment on what our 
policy will be concerning this area of the world. All I can do 
today is to congratulate the individuals I've just 
congratulated, to describe it as I've described it, and to say 
it is obviously welcome news and we certainly support it. 


Q Margaret, do you know what role the United States 
played in all this? 


i I can tell you that we did not have a role. It 
was entirely an African initiative. 


Q Does this perhaps explain why the State 
Department a week ago didn't know these talks were taking place? 


a It could. 


Q Margaret, was this mentioned when the Secretary 
met the OAU Ministers last Friday, I think it was? 


4 I don't know. I didn't attend that meeting. 


I mean, they discussed Angola. Did they not 
discuss working for the settlement? 
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A I honestly don't know. I wasn't in that meeting, 
and I didn't think to ask. Sorry. 


Q Are there any indications that Savimbi might come 
to the United States? There's a report that he would perhaps 
absent himself during the period of the negotiations or interim 
government. Have you heard anything on that? 


A I hadn't heard anything about that. 


Q There are reports that the newspaper, Ash Shiraa 


-- or magazine, Ash Shiraa -- in Lebanon is saying that a 
civilian American hostage has died in captivity. Has the State 


Department or government heard anything about this? 


A I haven't heard about that, and I certainly hope 
that it was not true. We will obviously look into it. 


Q Is there any new it:formation today on the nun who 
was shot in E1 Salvador, Margaret? 


A The only new information I have for you is that 
she is still obviously critically ill. She might be 
transferred to a United States hospital. They are considering 
that today. Our Ambassador met with her yesterday. We do not 
know, nor has anyone come forward and claimed responsibility 
for this. 


Q By "U.S. hosoital," do you mean Stateside or 
somewhere in the -- 


A In the United States. That could happen maybe as 
+ 08 as today, and we describe her condition as serious but 
stable. 


Q Do you have any motive? 


A We really don't because no one has even come 
forward and claimed responsibility for this. We obviously 
deplore violence in £1 Salvador, whatever the source, and hope 
that the police investigation will yield results quickly. 


Q Could you give us your views on whether or not 
the arrest of the Cuban military officers is a signal that 
Castro is trying to improve relations with the U.S.? 


a I don't have another update for you on that. I 
spoke to it the other day, and I'd be glad to post it or see if 
we have additional information for you. 


Q Margaret, could you confirm reports that King 
Fahd of Saudi Arabia is critically ill? 


A No. I could not confirm that. I haven't heard 
anything like that. 
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Q Margaret, yesterday the Secretary was asked about ° 

a Soviet suggestion for a five-member Security Council 

conference on the Middle East, and he replied the way he 

normally replies about an international conference. But 

apparently the Soviets are talking about the five-member 

Security Council supporting the Israeli election idea, and I 

— whether that is something that the U.S. is looking 

nto 


A What I'd rather do -- which won't be a helpful 
answer to you -- is to leave it where the Secretary answered 
the question yesterday than to speculate on what our policy 
would be if they changed from an international conference to 
the election proposal. You know what our position is on the 
election proposal. 


Q But I don't know what your position is on whether 
the five-member Security Council should get behind it to 
support it. 


a Since I'm unaware that's come up, I don't want to 
speculate on what our position will be; but I will be glad to 
check and see if it's come up and what our policy will be 
concerning that. 


Q Do you have any guidance on the Soviets in Iran? 
A Just generally speaking? 

Q No, no, no. About them getting together. 

A You're asking a broad question on the Soviets and 


nb os relationships and specifically probably on military 
sales 


Q Yes. Specifically. (Laughter) 


A One, Secretary Baker addressed the Iran-Soviet 
relations yesterday, and I'll refer you to his testimony. 


Two, we are watching closely the evolution of the 
Soviet relationship with Iran. 


Three, the Soviet Government is well aware of our 


views. As the Soviet Union seeks to play a more responsible 
international role, we and others will find it difficult to. 


understand efforts to move close to a regime that continues to 
support international terrorism and hostage-taking. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 p.m.) 
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MR. HARLOW: Good afternoon. Welcome to this afternoon's 
BACKGROUND briefing on the official visit of Australian Prine 
Minister Robert Hawke. Again, this briefing in ON 


For 
information but not for licati 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. I's the 
other Bill Clark. (Laughter.) 


Let me open with a few comments and then we'll take any 
questions you've got. President Bush will be hosting Australian 
Prime Minister Bob Hawke for an official visit, the White House 
portion of which will in on June 27th. The visit will allow 
consultation with Australia, a staunch ally within ANZUS and provide 
an unity for the Prime Minister to meet members of the new 
administration to discuss bilateral and international issues. 


Prime Minister and Mrs. Hawke are old friends of 
President and Mrs. Bush. The Prime Minister was last here in June of 
1988 for an official working visit. President Bush visited Australia 
in 1982 in connection with Australian-American Friendship Week, which 
was formally called Coral Sea Week. 


We cooperate closely with Australia in our security 
relationship. We share similar views on international issues, 
particularly arms control, where Australia makes a continuing 
contribution with its chairmanship of an informal group on chenical 
weapons. It will be hosting a government-industry conference on 
chemical weapons in September. 








As a moving force in the Cairns Group of countries which 
do not subsidize agricultural exports, Australia has played a leading 
role in GATT negotiations on agriculture as well as in GATT 
negotiations in general. 





We share the goal of ending agricultural subsidies, and 
Australia has been a strong supporter of the elimination of 
trade-distorting measures, generally. 


Australia is a major trading and investment partner. of 
the Asian Pacific countries, only Japan has larger investrents in the 
United States, and our two-way trade now exceeds $10 billion. 


Prime Minister and Mrs. Hawke will arrivé at Andrews Air 
Force Base tomorrow afternoon and will be staying at Blair House. 
The official welcome will take place on the South Lawn of the White 
House at 10:00 a.m. on June 27th. The arrival ceremony will be 
followed by a private meeting between the Prime Minister and 


President Bush and then a larger meeting including their respective 
staffs. 
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Secretary Baker will then host the Prime Minister for 
lunch at the Department of State, and the Hawkes will be the guests 
of honor at a White House dinner that evening. 


The Prime Minister, who will have already visited France 
and the UK will leave immediately following the White House dinner 
for Bonn. : 


During his visit, Mr. Hawke will also renew his 
acquaintance with the Vice President and meet the Secretaries of 
Defense, Treasury and Agriculture, leading Congressional figures and 
other prominent Americans. 


He will address the National Press Club, as I'm sure you 
all know, on June 26th. 


At this time we believe the chief issues for discussion 
will be the possibilities of some form of systematic economic 
aeeperesson and consultation in the Pacific, on which the Prime 
Minister and his government have recently undertaken extensive 
consultations, bilateral trade questions, China, where the Australian 
government has taken actions similar to our own, Cambodia, chemical 
weapons negotiations, East-West relations and multilateral trade 
negotiations. 


Thank you very much. 


Q What's the status of White House -- of 
administration decision-making on a Pacific economic cooperation 
mechanism? Have you got a plan of your own? Have you got a decision 
to communicate to Mr. Hawke? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not -- I think we've. 
been doing a great deal of thinking about it, too. As you know, the 
Prime Minister and his government has consulted -- Mr. Wolcott, who 
will be with him on this trip, has traveled around Asia and was here 
in Washington as well. In addition to that, there have been other 
plans about. Secretary Shultz had made some suggestions near the end 
of his term. There are suggestions in Congress. The Japanese have 
come up with some things. 


We've taken a look at all of them. I think we'll have 
— concepts to discuss with him. I don't think you'd call it a 
plan. 


Q Would you be able to say whether or not the U.S. 
will attend a ministerial meeting in Australia later this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we will have 
discussions with them, and certainly that will be one of the topics 
that will be discussed, but I wouldn't rule it out. 


Q Yesterday when I asked Vice President Quayle about 
the trade situation, he gave the clear impression that the U.S. is 
not going to move, that the U.S. has no new initiatives to ease 
Australian concerns. Do you have any surprises at all, — you 
can say to the Prime Minister to make the situation better 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't 
contradict the Vice President, certainly. 


Q What will the administration say to Hawke about his 
expected proposal that there be an international environmental zone 
created in Antarctica? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, there was a 
rather protracted negotiation on Antarctica that ended in a treaty 
which was signed by the United States, several others. Australia 
participated in that, and then did not sign the treaty. We haven't 
ratified it yet. There is now the proposal to turn it -- I believe 
it's a world park they're talking about. 
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We're coming at it from different directions -- it's one 
of the topics that can be discussed. I'm not sure exactly where 
either one of us will come out at the end of the day, but we're on 
different wickets at the present time. 
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Q Sorry -- I didn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said we're on 
different wickets at the present time. We'll need to talk about our 
differences. 


Q Wiv didn't Australia sign then? 


SENIOR ADMINIS'TRATION OFFICIAL: Have to ask the 
Australians that one, I'm afraid. 


Q Going back to the regional economic proposal, can 
you tell me whether you see it as being exclusively an economic 
P 1 in the way that Australia does and most of the countries 
within Australia has been talking, or would you like to see a broader 
forum in terms of the kind of issues it canvasses? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what -- we always 
have to look at these things in terms of what the traffic will bear. 
We're not deciding for the region; the region would reject us if we 
tried to. But we are a player, we're very much a Pacific nation, and 
we want to talk to people about it. So where it will come out, I 
don't know. Personally, I think -- somewhat broader would be better, 
= again, it needs to be discussed. We have a number of ideas on 

t. 


Q Is there any likelihood of some sort -- of the two 
leaders talking about some sort of multilateral action against China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, given the focus 
and what's going on in China now, that has to be one of the things on 
the agenda. We have -- as you know, the President has already done 
one thing that's multinational with the IFIs, but I wouldn't rule out 
discussion of things that are done in cooperation with other 
countries. I don't have anything specific for you on that. 


Q Do you have any specific proposals to put to Mr. 
Hawke? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You don't know IFIs? 
(Laughter.) Sorry. 





Q I understand Australian better than you. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q There are reports -- 


Q The question was, does the administration have 
anything specific on this to put toMr. Hawke? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said I didn't have 
anything specific for you on that. 


Q There are reports that the student who stopped the 
column of tanks in Beijing by standing in front of them has been 
executed. Do you know anything about that? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've seen the same 
reports you have. I don't have anything further on it. 


Q Can we go through some of the bilateral trade issues 
that you expect to be raised? VRAs for a start? Australia's been 
arguing strongly that it should not be included in the VRAs, given 
that it does not subsidize the steel industry. Has the 
administration found a position on this yet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the 
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administration's position on it is, we would prefer a multinational 
solution to the steel trade problem. But we haven't reached a 
decision on the VRA yet. 
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Q Sugar -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've just accepted the 
GATT finding. 


Q Yes. I know. But Secretary Yeutter was quoted as 
saying last week that the implementation of that decision could be a 
matter for the 1990 farm bill or else even the GATT negotiations 
themselves concluding December next year. 


The United States insists -- when its gets -- opposes a 
rule, it insists that other countries implement it immediately. Can 
you tell us what the timetable is for implementing this rule? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you a firm 
timetable on that now. We just accepted the GATT finding. I realize 
we've known what's in it for a while, but I can't give you a 
timetable on it right now. 


Q Have you had any more further contact with 
Ambassador Han -- the Chinese ambassador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure what that 
has to do with Prime Minister Hawke's visit. I'll take the question. 


Q Why did you accept the GATT finding now? What made 
you change your mind or decide to accept it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, the acceptance of 
GATT findings is something that we have urged on others, and there 
were a number of GATT findings that were accepted about the sane 
time, and so we the one on sugar. I think the EEC accepted 
a couple, the Norwegians took one. 


Q Would you expect Mr. Baker to be making any 
important announcements about U.S. policy towards a specific 
cooperation in his Monday evening speech to the Asia Society? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would hope you would 
read it very carefully, but I would rather not go into that right 
now. 


Q Can I come back to the Prime Minister renewing his 
acquaintance with Vice President Quayle? When the Vice President was 
in Australia there was quite an altercation between the two and Mr. 
a -- he put back on the EEZEP before Mr. Quayle and it 
seened Vice President didn't seem to understand the facts. And 
the trade minister telling him to his face that if he believed what 
he was saying there was no hope for him. Can you tell us exactly 
what did in terms of the United States’ reaction to these 
comments by national leaders? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is obviously a 
difference between us on the EEP. We have -- the EEP is designed, in 
our mind and in our’ implementation, to go after those countries that 
heavily subsidize their agricultural exports. We believe quite 
firmly that we handled this in a way that does not attack the 
traditional markets of non-subsidized agriculture. Australia has its 
sets of ti and we have ours, but I don't think you can make a 
determination either way from that. ' 


Now, there is a difference there. I think it got blown 
up a little more in the press than it needs to have been. and 
large we're delighted with the oye visit -- very hospitable 
reception and a good visit. He's looking forward to seeing Bob Hawke 
when he's here -- when he arrives next week. 


Q Did you seek an apology from the Australian 
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government for what Mr. Hawke said -- Mr. Duffy? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we what? 


Q Did you seek -- did the United States seek an 
apology from the Australian government for what Mr. Hawke said and 
what Mr. Duffy said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we talk as friends, 
we don't seek apologies. 


MR. HARLOW: We'll take one last question. 


Q On Cambodia, Australia has expressed discomfort with 
our plan to aid noncommunist resistance. Are we going to tell then 
that its dead on arrival in Congress anyway so don't worry about it? 


SENIOR AL MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's your 
characterization, not mine. I don't think it is dead on arrival in 
Congress. And certainly we're going to talk about Cambodia. 


Q Sir, is there anything specific or is anything good 
going to derive from these talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. You can't 


Q What? You haven't been specific about anything here 
today that I can see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well now, let me tell 
you. _— if indeed you have to have a major crisis or 4 major 
solution -- 


Q No, sir, we just want to get something specific. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: People have to be able 
to sit down and talk about issues. And to try and characterize what 
is going to come out of a discussion between two a people 
before they discuss it, I think, is silly. We could tell you what 
the issues are and tell you where we're different, but I am not going 
to try and prejudge the President -- the decision of the President 
and Prime Minister. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:23 P.M. EDT 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have’ no announcements, so let's go right to questions. 


Q Have you been following the trial in Cuba of 
General Ochoa, and do you have any comment on it? 


A We have been following the trial. I don't think 
I have any particular comments on the trial, though, at this 
point. 


Q Well, there seems to be two schools of thought. 
One, that he's on trial for his political opposition, and 
another that he is genuinely on trial for drug trafficking. 
nag —— Department made any judgment as to which of these 
s true 


A I don't think we have made any judgment on that. 
We have spoken, I think, in the past about what we thought was 
Cuban Government involvement in drug trafficking. But as to 
the particular motives for bringing this man to trial at this 
time, I don't have any speculation. 


Q Well, do you have anything about the supposed 
promises of the Cuban authorities to shoot down suspected 
aircraft -- or suspicious aircraft? 


. A I'd be glad to go through it. In the June 24 
edition of the official Cuban Communist newspaper Granma, the 
Cuban armed forces announced that any aircraft that illegally 
penetrates Cuban airspace and refuses to obey an order to land 
for inspection will be shot down. 


While we welcome any legitimate action to interdict 
narcotics trafficking, we urge the Cuban Government to take all 
necessary precautions and to exercise restraint so as to avoid 
the loss of innocent life. 


Q Taken together, Richard, these two things, the 
Ochoa accusation -- essentially conceding that some Cuban 
Government officials have had a lot to do with narcotics 
trafficking -- and then this other step which you may not 
approve of the precise way that they're going about it, but it 
seems designed to keep Cuba from being used as a transit point 
for drugs. What do these -- do these suggest anything to you 
about Cuba's attitude towards drugs? Do you welcome it? Do 
you -- 
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A I don't have any conclusions to draw about the 
Cuban Government's attitude towards drugs. I did say we would 
welcome any legitimate action to interdict narcotics 
trafficking, by the Cuban Government. 


Q Richard, another subject. 
Q Same thing. 

Q No? Sorry. 
Q 


Has the U.S. Government asked to talk to General 
Ochoa, or -- 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q -- to have access any of the material that's come 
up at his trial? 


A Not that I'm aware of. Why would we? 


Q Well, if he was involved in drug trafficking, 
certainly there might be some carry-over to U.S. investigations. 


A Well, I'm sure we'll be very interested in 
following that comes out of the trial. I don't know of 
anything more. 


Q Granted that Ochoa's trial is welcome here, but 
do you view Ochoa and his participation as being the only one 
involved in drug trafficking within the Cuban Government, or 
are there other officials in the Cuban Government that we view 
as being involved? 


A I don't have anything specific for you on that 
now at this point. We have spoken in the past of involvement 
by Cuban Government officials in drug trafficking, so I don't 
have anything specific to add at this point. 


Q Do you have any -- 
Q Can I try another subject? 
Q Sure. 


How about the Middle East -- and attitudes? Can 
you tell us what the current U.S. knowledge is of the attitude 
of Yasser Arafat toward the Israeli election plan? I could 
leave it just at that, but the point is, you're getting stories 
from the Middle East all over again, and they're wrong, as far 
as I can tell, that Kelly is on his way there. 


The Arabs seem to be wanting more from the U.S., and 
then again there are reports that Arafat has made his mind up. 
So could you bring us up to date? Who's on board at this point 
besides Israel? Anybody? 
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) I can't characterize other people's attitudes, so 

I can't deal with questions like “who's on board." I think 
what's clear is we wholeheartedly support this plan. We're 
- pursuing it with a variety of people in the region, with 

allies, with the Soviets and others. And we think we have 
detailed discussions going on with various people in the 
region. But I'm not going to try to characterize their 
responses. 


Q Well, is the U.S. trying to -- does the U.S. feel 
obliged to alter the plan, or does it stand as it is now, and 
you're asking the others to come on in. 


A We've said that it was a plan whose “modalities,” 
I think was the word we used, or whose details had to be worked 
out, or the views of different parties would have to be taken 
into consideration. So it's not a situation as you described 
it. I think it's one where it's an idea, it's a concept, it 
has our wholehearted support, and we're very interested in 
~ Pa with the parties to work out the practical modalities 
° t. 


Q Do you have anybody's endorsement at this point, 
even to go ahead and do what you're doing? 


i) We have the support of the people who are talking 
to us about it. I mean, nobody's completely rejected 
discussions of it. 


Q The PLO is sort of supportive of still trying to 
see how this might develop. Is that what you're saying? 


a We're discussing it in our dialogue with the 
PLO. We're still discussing it. 


Q Do you have any concern that the opposition to 
the plan from Ariel Sharon and others in the Likud is likely to 
make Shamir less forthcoming with the modalities than he might 
otherwise have been? 


fi I can't speculate on that. All we can say is 
that it has our support. We want to work on it seriously with 
all the parties. 


Q Are you discussing the plan even with Syria? 


A I can't get into individual discussions here and 
there. I'm not aware of exactly everybody who we've discussed 
it with, but it's a matter that we want to discuss with 
everybody who has an interest in the region. 


Q Richard, can you speak to the continuing rumors 
that Ambassador Kelly is about to make -- set off on a Middle 
Eastern trip to meet with Arafat and/or others? 
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A I have nothing here that would indicate a trip 
like that. 


| Q Also on Israel, have you had a chance to talk to 
Mr. George, the man who was kidnapped briefly, and do you have 
any doubts about his story? 


a Well, I think the best thing is to point to a 
statement that our Embassy put out on the 25th, which is 
yesterday, in Tel Aviv. They want to stress -- the Embassy 
stresses that Embassy officers have been present at successive 
meetings between Mr. George and the relevant Israeli 
authorities. We, the Embassy, and the U.S. Government as well, 
are satisfied he in fact is cooperating, is being helpful in 
the search for his abductors. 


I would note as well that the Israeli Government has 
said Mr. George is cooperating with the investigation, and they 
have no reason to doubt this was a real kidnapping. 


Q The Israelis have no doubt. 


A That's what they say. We have no reason to doubt 
it as well. 


Q Do you have any comment on the shakeups in the 
Chinese Government over the weekend, the new leadership that is 
emerging, and what that portends for U.S.-Chinese relations? 


a I'd just make one brief comment, and that's our 
support for reform in China is well known. We hope China will 
make progress under the new leadership. 


Q That sounds somewhat less than a ringing 
endorsement of the new lineup. I mean, you -- 


I) We have not tried to speculate on what 
individuals in the Chinese leadership are doing, or whut the 
individual composition of the Chinese leadership portends. So, 
I'm not trying to comment on the new lineup. 


Q What about the eeneer sen lineup? I bet you show 
a little more enthusiasm for what's happened there. 
(Laughter) I mean, capitalism is having its day. 


a I don't have anything specific here « 
Hungarian -- 


Q On the new quartet in Hungary? 
A On the new lineup in Hungary. 
Q The Budapest String Quartet. 
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Q The Budapest Capitalist Quartet. 


A But I -— you know, the importance of Hungary, and 
what it's doing, I think, has been stressed many times by the 
President and the Secretary. 


Q Do you have any knowledge, or can you comment on 
Iranian press reports that Saudi King Fahd was hospitalized in 
intensive care? 


Aa I don't have anything on that. 
Q Have you seen that? 
6 


No. We've seen it. We were asked to comment 
Friday, and we declined the opportunity. I'11 decline again 
today. 


Q Coming back to China again for just a second, do 
you have anything to say about Jiang Zemin as the head of the 
Communist Party there? 


A No. 


Q Has the iinited States -- have any U.S. officials 
met with him before? co we have any experience with him in the 
past that you could point to? 


a He's been mayor and party secretary in Shanghai, 
and we've had meetings there with him, but I don't have any 
particular comments. 


Q Larry Eagleburger is quoted on Beirut radio as 
saying that the Syrians ought to “back off". The implication 
drawn from the report -- by the correspondent -- is that Syria 
— withdraw from Lebanon, and this is described as a change 

n policy. 


What -- could you just set the matter straight, is 
this accurate? 


a The Deputy Secretary's remarks are entirely in 
keeping with U.S. policy. We believe and have always said 
Lebanese should be free to pursue a political process, free of 
threats and coercion. 


We've often said all parties to the fighting in 
Lebanon, including Syria, should practice maximum restraint. 
All blockades should be lifted immediately and unconditionally, 
including the Syrian-led blockade of East Beirut. And you know 
that we've often called for the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Lebanon. 


Q And some place Friday night -- there was a report 
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Q There was a statement in March that a precipitous 
Syrian withdrawal would destabilize Lebanon. Is Mr. 
Eagleburger calling here for a Syrian withdrawal? 


a There's no contradiction in remarks made in March 
and remarks made now. The policy has been consistent. It's 
one of withdrawal of all foreign forces. That's what the 
Deputy Secretary called for. 


Q Is he calling for their withdrawal now? Is that 
what he wants? 


a I don't have the specific remarks that he said. 
Our position is very consistent, that Syria has to withdraw 
from Lebanon along with all other parties. 


Q On the same Lebanon thing? Go ahead. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that there 
will be a meeting of the Lebanese Parliament in Riyadh to start 
reform processes 


a I don't have any comment. I haven't seen the 
reports, I'm afraid. 


Q Friday night there was a report out of -- I don't 
know what happened to it over the weekend -- that the United 
States had asked Iraq to stop arming the Christians in 
Lebanon. Do you know anything about that? 


is) I don't have anything specific on that here. 


Q As a matter of fact, do you know whether the 
premise is correct? Are the Iraqis assisting Christian forces, 
and have you asked them to cut it out? 


a I don't have anything specific on that here. I 
think we've talked about the need for people to avoid 
provocation and to avoid any steps that wouldn't be helpful to 
bring the Lebanese together. I think that would apply to arm 
shipments as well. 


Q But may I ask, because if Eagleburger is speaking 
about Syria, God knows, Iraq would want to know where they 
stand? 


a We'll look into it and see if we have anything 
for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports of the 
Kelly mission in the Middle East? It wasn't exactly a denial. 


a It was a lack-of-knowledge denial. I don't know 
of anything that would indicate Kelly is going to the Middle 
East. 
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Did you ask this morning about -- 


2) 


A I haven't asked the specific question, no. 
Q Could you take the question, Richard? 
a 


We'll look into it and see if we have anything to 
say on it. 


We all keep getting peppered with questions from 
our offices about that. 


A Okay, we'll look into that. 


Q Back on China again for a second, Richard. The 
President's sanction of cutting off military ties with China a 
couple of weeks ago, does that extend to a complete cessation 
of military cooperation between the United States and China? 
For example, does it extend to a cessation of the provision of 
military information to the United States by the Chinese 
Government, either about events in China or about events 
outside China? 


a The President's steps were specific, were clear. 
I don't think there's any question about what they portend, and 
I don't have anything to add. 


Does the United States still exchange military 
information with China at this time, having -- in the wake of 
those sanctions? 


A I don't have anything for you that would address 
that other than to say the President spoke very clearly about 
military exchanges -~ cutting those off. I think that's clear. 


Q Yes, but do military-to-military contacts 
continue between the Chinese Government and the U.S. Government? 


A The President -- we can get the President's words 
for you. 
Q He's talking about exchanges. 
He cut off -- exchanges. 
Q Right. 
A He cut off -- 


Q Does our defense attache in the Embassy in 
Beijing deal with the military bureaucracy in Beijing? 


A I assume that the defense attache still has some 
contacts. We maintain contacts between embassies and 
governments. 
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Q One could assume that military-to-military 
relationship continues at a low level, at a low functional 
level? 


A I wouldn't get into words like "relationship." 
Our embassy has contacts. That includes military parts of the 
embassy. But exactly what they're doing and their contacts and 
me details of those contacts, I don't have anything for you 
ere. 


Q Let me just ask the question for the sake of 
asking the question. Do you have any comment on the published 
report about the continuing flow of military information about 
events in the Soviet Union from China to the United States in 
the wake of the President's sanctions? 


A I have no comment on such public reports. 


Q The press spokesman of the U.S. Embassy in La 
Paz, Bolivia is supposed to have written an article in the 
Atlantic this month in which he describes Bolivians as "trolls" 
(Laughter) and other unendearing terms. I was just curious, 
are you all aware of that article? 


A I'm not aware of the article. I can assure you 
we'll go out and buy a copy of the Atlantic this afternoon. 


Q On the Japanese Foreign Minister's visit. There 
were reports last week that the U.S. is prepared to begin 
negotiating the Super 301 issues under Articles 22 and 23 of 
GATT. Is there any -- is that true? Is there any progress 
along those lines or any other progress for the Japanese 
negotiating on Super 3017 


A I don't have anything at this point on the 
Japanese Foreign Minister's visit. You'll have to look for a 
readout after the talks. 


Q On Afghanistan: Do you have any status report on 
Mr. O'Brien or on the mission of the U.S. consular official to 
see him? 


A The Kabul regime has granted a visa to a consular 
officer at our embassy in Delhi. The consul plans to travel to 
Kabul as soon as possible this week. It may be as early as 
tomorrow. 


Q Was any information conveyed about Mr. O'Brien's 
status or health or condition, or anything of that sort? 


A Nothing that I'm aware of. 


Q Could I ask you, Richard, about a status report 
on the Soviet submarine that is afire in the North Atlantic? 
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m We understand that it's making its way to its 
home port under its own power. That's about all we have in the 
way of status. 


Q Does the State Department have any -- I know the 
Norwegians are protesting the lack of information that the 
Soviets apparently provide to international bodies when 
something like this happens. Do we have any similar concerns 
when a nuclear submarine could be spewing all sort of 
interesting things into the area, although in this case I 
gather it's not? 


A Well, we clearly would have concerns about 
sepensent like that, and we're following the situation very 
closely. 


Q Has the United States been told by the Soviets 
that there is no radiation leak or anything of that sort? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q There have been no contacts between the U.S. and 
the Soviet Union on that subject? 


A I don't think there has been, but let us look 
into that and get an answer for you. 


Q Richard, do you know what the occasion was that 
the Secretary wrote to the two Lebanese sides about restraint 
and the Arab League, and all that? Was there a particular 
occasion for him sending this letter? 


A I don't want to get into talking about the 
Secretary's correspondence. But I -- 


Q Well, they are talking about it. That's why I 
thought you could talk about it. 


A Well, let me just tell you, I think it's clear 
from our statements that we remain concerned about the 
situation in Lebanon. Our support for the Arab League 
initiative and the importance of the ceasefire is abiding and 
enduring, and we continue to urge a lot of parties in the 
region to support that effort as well. 


Q What are the prospects for an advanced text of 
the Secretary's major address on -- 


A The prospects are good to excellent. 


Q Good to excellent? 


A I would project about three o'clock this 
afternoon. 
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Q Back to Cuba. In the past, Cuban leaders have 
talked about wanting to cooperate with the U.S. drug 
interdiction but they've never come forth with anything 
substantive, and we've -- does the arrest now, and their talk 
about interdicting air flights, is that substantive enough for 
us, or are we talking with them about future cooperation in 
other areas of drug interdiction? 


A I don't have anything about talks with the Cubans 
on this issue. 


Q On the same topic, and, again, the trial of 
General Ochoa. Do you read any political overtones to that 
trial? Is it mainly simply, and very plainly, a drug trial or 
is it also a show? 


aq I'm not trying to read political implications 
into this. I said I couldn't analyze the situation in those 
terms when I was asked before. I'm not going to try now. 


Q On China again. Since the announcement by the 
Chinese Government of the shakeup and the new positions people 
are holding, has the U.S. had any high-level contact either at 
the Assistant Secretary level or above between the U.S. and the 
Chinese Government? 


ia} I don't think I can answer your question in terms 
of specific meetings since the announcement. There may have 
been some that I'm not aware of. What I can tell you is that 
we continue to have appropriate contacts with the Chinese 
Government through our embassy in Beijing and its embassy in 
Washington. 


Q Has the Ambassador -- 


Q Have there been any phone calls? I asked about 
contacts. Have there been any phone calls or letters exchanged 
between the leadership of China and the leadership of the 
United States? 


a Nothing specific that I'm aware of. 


Q Has Ambassador Lilley met again with the Deputy 
Foreign Minister or anyone of that rank? Again, we're trying 


to establish whether or not we have picked up contact and at 
what level? 


A We, I believe, said last week that we didn't want 
to get into talking in great detail about our contacts. Let me 
just reassure you that we continue to have contacts with the 
Chinese Government officials both in Washington and in Beijing 
at appropriate levels. The level of those contacts has not 
changed. 
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Q Under what conditions -- 

Q So it's not very high is what you're saying? 

ia I'm not going to characterize one way or the 
other. We're talking to Ambassadors. This is as high as one 

can go. 


Q And talking to Deputy Foreign Minister is not as 
high as one can go. 


A I'll let you describe it. I'1l just tell you 
that we continue to have contacts at the appropriate level. 
The levels haven't changed. 


Q Under what conditions would the sanctions imposed 
on China be removed? 


A It's not a question I'm prepared to address. 

Q How about the travel advisory? 

A The travel advisory remains in effect. 

Q But under what conditions would that be lifted? 

A It's not a question I'm prepared to address. 
It's a speculative, hypothetical question about the future. 


Sorry. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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Q: ANY COMMENT ON PRESS REPORTS THAT THE UNITED STATES HAS 
ASKED IRAQ TO STOP ARMING THE CHRISTIANS IN LEBANON? 


A: --WE CONTINUE TO CALL ON ALL PARTIES TO EXERCISE MAXIMUM 
RESTRAINT. | 


--OUR POSITION HAS BEEN CONSISTENT AND IS LONG-STANDING. 
IRAQ AND OTHERS IN THE REGION ARE WELL AWARE OF IT. 
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KELLY? 


Q: DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENT ON REPORTS OF A MISSION BY 
AMBASSADOR KELLY TO THE MIDDLE EAST? 


A: -—-WE HEARD THE REPORTS THAT A TRIP TO THE REGION WAS 
IMMINENT; THAT IS NOT CORRECT. KELLY WILL VISIT THE REGION 
IN DUE COURSE. AS WAS THE CASE WITH HIS PREDECESSOR, FOR 
SECURITY REASONS WE WILL NOT ANNOUNCE KELLY'S ITINERARY IN 


ADVANCE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUWE 26 PRESS BRIEFING 


FOLLOW-UP ON SOVIET SUBMARINE 


Q: oe we been in contact with the Soviets about the damaged 

A: -—- WE HAVE NOT IN CONTACT WITH SOVIET AUTHORITIES 
ABOUT THE DAMAGED SUB. WE UNDERSTAND THAT, WITHIN 
HOURS OF THE INCIDENT, THE SOVIETS HAD THE SITUATION 
UNDER CONTROL AND THE SUBMARINE WAS MOVING UNDER ITS 
OWN POWER TO A SOVIET BASE. 


Q: Has the U.S. been told by the Soviets that there is no 
radiation leak? 


A: -- WE HAVE NOT BEEN IN CONTACT WITH SOVIET AUTHORITIES. 


-- WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTRY HAS 
SAID THAT THERE WAS NO LEAKAGE OF RADIATION. 


-— WE WILL NOT KNOW FOR SURE UNTIL INDEPENDENT TESTING IS 
COMPLETED. 
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Norwegians are protesting the lack of information from 
Soviets. Do we have similar concerns? 

A: — WE SHARE THE NORWEGIAN CONCERN THAT SUCH INCIDENTS 
SHOULD BE REPORTED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE TO PARTIES THAT 
COULD BE AFFECTED IN SOME WAY. 


-- IN THIS PARTICULAR INSTANCE, THE SOVIETS EVENTUALLY 
WERE IN TOUCH WITH THE NORWEGIANS AND PUBLISHED, 
THROUGH TASS, INFORMATION ON THE ACCIDENT. HOWEVER, 
THIS DID NOT CONTAIN ALL THE INFORMATION NEEDED BY THE 
NORWEGIANS TO MAKE AN EARLY ASSESSMENT OF THE NATURE 


OF THE PROBLEM. 
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The Briefing Room 


11:46 A.M. EDT 


MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Welcome to the readout on 
the President's meeting with Prime Minister Hawke of Australia. The 
rules are ON THE RECORD except for sound and camera. Today's briefer 
is Acting Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs, William Clerk. The Secretary hss « few opening remarks, and 
then he'll take your questions. 


MR. CLARK: Thank you. Gooc sorning. The President had 
a short private meeting this morning with Prime Minister Hawke, 
followed by an expanded meeting which included the Vice President, 
Secretaries Baker, Cheney, Chief of State John Sununu, General 
Scowcroft, Bob Gates, myself, Doug Ball of the NSC staff, Bob 
Zoellick from State. 


Prime Minister Hawke was accompanied by Ambassador Cook; 
Mr. Mike Codd, Secretary of the Department of the Prime Minister and 
Cabinet; Mr. Richard Woolcott, of the Department of Foreign 
Affaire and Trade who had been here earlier talking about the Prine 
Minister's specific initiative; Mr. Sandy Holloway his Principal 
Private Secretary. 


The Prime Minister's visit has been an opportunity for 
him to meet members of the new administration and to discuss 
bilateral and international issues. Australia is a firm security 
partner within ANZUS, we share many views on international and 
regional issues, and Australia is an important trading partner. 


Prime Minister and Mrs. Hawke are old friends of 
President and Mrs. Bush. The Prime Minister was last here in June, 


_* for an official working visit. President Bush visited Australia 
n 19862. 


In addition to his meeting with the President, Prime 
Minister Hawke met y with Secretaries Cheney, Brady and 
Yeutter, and he will be meeting -- in fact, he is meeting now -- with 
Secretary Baker, and that meet will be followed by a luncheon at 
the State Department. 


The Prime Minister has also met with some Members of 
Congress; he spoke at the National Press Club yesterday, as you all 
know, and Prime Minister and Mrs. Hawke will be the guests of honor 
at a White House dinner this evening. 


Immediately following the dinner, the Prime Minister will 
depart for the Federal Republic of Germany. 


The chief issues discussed by the President and the Prine 
Minister today were: the EEP, China, Pacific Basin, Philippines, 
Soviet relations, arms control, Cambodia, Middle East. Thank you. 


Q What was that first iesue? 


MR. CLARK: EEP. Economic enhancement program -- ours. 
Q Prpr “. 
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MR. CLARK: Export enhancement program -- thank you. 
Q What was said about the EZEP? 


MR. CLARK: The discussion of the EEP ran fairly parallel 
-- if you saw the Prime Minister's remarks yesterday at the Press 
Club -- we have differences over it, but we have one very siziliar 
ay ge and that is that export subsidies should be done away with 
the agricultural area, and the place to do that is in the Uruguay 
round, and we will both be working to achieve that end. 


Q You're saying that we would only do away with our 
subsidies to our grain manufacturers -- I mean, producers if the 
other countries do? 


MR. CLARK: Yes, that's what I's say - That's where we 
solve it -- is in the Uruguay round. Both Australia and the United 
States pushed very hard to have agriculture included in the round. 
a os a oo Cw oe Se Cee See Cee 
the world. 


Q But we'll only do it if all the other countries 
agree? Is that our position? 


MR. CLARK: We'll do it in the process of the round, 
that's right. 


Q He draws the differences. Is he satisfied with this 
approach? I mean, he seemed to be indicating that he was going to 
lay it on the table. 


MR. CLARK: Wo, we expressed -- discussed very — 
the differences, but the agreed position and the agreed solution is 
to take it to the round and to work very hard to solve it there. 


Q So he doesn't think the U.S. can do anything 
unilaterally? 


MR. CLARK: Wo, we've agreed to do it within the round 
right now. 


Q So he doesn't have a complaint? 


MR. CLARK: He has a complaint, but the solution to the 
complaint is a multinational solution. 


Q He's not pushing for Bush to do away with the -- 
Q That's what I'm trying to ask. 
Q ~~ the export -- 


MR. CLARK: Wo, he is pushing -- well, he is but in the 
context of the round. You know, everybody else too -- the EEC. 


Q So there is not any difference -- 


MR. CLARK: He is not making a demand right now that we 
do away with it. That's absolutely right. 


Q Can you tell us a little about their discussion on 
China? 


MR. CLARK: Yes, discussion on China -- obviously both 
are quite concerned. Australia was one of the leading countries in 
redeveloping a relationship with China. They were ahead of us and 
they have had a good and a special relationship with Beijing, and 
they are as shocked and outraged as we are by the events that have 
nage + ae there. If you caught the Prime Minister on the morning 
show thie morning, he said that he was in sync -- we were in sync on 
our policies with China. We do agree with what has been done. But 
there was a discussion of the situation now and an agreement that we 
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in touch with what is going on, but right now we're both 
in the same place in terms of policy, and that's where we should be. 


they done anything in terms of sanctions? 


Q Have 

MR. CLARK: He has -- not in terms of economic sanctions, 
no. He ha cancelled his own visit to Beijing and several other 
ee ee ee ee chaste an eaminian lan 
military relationship with China, so he wasn't able to do anything 
that eres. 


Q What did they say about the Middle East, and was 
there any talk at all of the ANZUS situation? 


MR. CLARK: There was -- the ANZUS situation we have 


context vas 
U.S.-Australian relations on the security front, which. are quite 


Lebanon and see if there wasn't something we 


gather e formal invitation to visit Australia has 
it been accepted and has any time frame been set? 


MR. CLARK: I think you can say it's been extended. The 
Prime Minister extended it in his public remarks on arrival this 
ee, The President has said he very much would like to visit 
ia, but no time has been set. 


Q What would be a logical time frame? 


MR. CLARK: I will have to leave that to the White House 
spokesman. I haven't got his schedule in front of me. 


Beyond outrage, shock, et cetera, did he bring 
oft new "ee terms of information regarding China -- say, how long 
this ing to go on, is it definitely on the road of oppression 
until “tae Ah control the country again? And is economic 
progress or cooperation possible between -- with the West anymore? 


MR. CLARK: Well, I think, yes, there was discussion of 
the situation in China. I don't think anyone has «a clear view still 
as to how it's going to finally play out. All of us are convinced, 
as the Secretary said, oo Se ee oe you can't clear your 
conscience. i See put the democratic genie back in the 
bottle. S80, long ot I think we're hopeful it can continue. 
go BRA FY AG fh? Pr” 
all of our contacts with China, we should maintain therm so that we 
~ oo opportunity to exert whatever influence we can in the days 


Q Have you seen any evidence that you can make an 
impact at all? 


MR. CLARK: Oh, I think you can make some, but you know, 
China is a very large and, at times of crisis, a very inward-looking 
country. It's very hard to influence. 


Q Did I understand you to say that the Vice President 
was at the talks this sorning? 


MR. CLARK: That's quite right, the Vice President was at 
the talks this morning. 


Q When Vice President Quayle was in Australia, he said 
that U.S. farm subsidies were not harming Australian farmers. 
Yesterday, Secretary Yeutter said they were. Did Vice President 

MORE 
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Quayle today clarify that situation? 
MR. CLARK: They did not discuss that today. 
Q There was some concern when Vice President Quayle 


was in there that he was not eaecross-the-subject as well as he 
might have been. There was criticism from « senior Australian 
minister that there was “no for him." Did he take an active and 
high profile role in this ‘s discussions? 


MR. CLARK: Absolutely. Of course, the Vice President is 
very clearly an active and important part of the teaz. 


Q Does the President now accept that the EEP does have 
Australia's farming interests? 


MR. CLARK: We have differing views on that, as you know. 
And can run statistics on both sides. Australia has its 

and does claim damage. We maintain that we run the EEP in 
@ manner that protects traditional markets and it's designed to go 
after others. 


difference here. But the main point is, we 
find a solution. Trying to run -- whether 


we 
Well, no, wheat we've agreed is, the way to solve it is to do 
with this type of subsidy. And the way you do that is within the 
Uruguay round. 

Q ~~ is very important. How do have different 
sets of f ? I never understood that. oe eo 
~~ ft are so different from Austral figures on 


the 
ll, you see the -- there is a question as 
in 4 ‘d had a market without 
EEP and the grow conditions had been different and the U.S. hadn't 
hed a drought. you can run that up several ways. So you make 


Q So the official view from the White House renains 
that Australian farm incomes are not reduced by the EEP? 


MR. CLARK: The official position from the U.S. 
government is that we make every effort to administer the EEP in a 
manner that does not harem traditional suppliers. 


Q I just want to make sure that I understand what you 
said a while ago. You said that Prime Minister Hawke did not sake 
any sort of request for the United States to unilaterally end its 
export subsidies. 


MR. CLARK: Wo, Se ee eee 
look at his comments at the Press Club yesterday, that the solution 
is to find -- is to reduce agricultural subsidies around the world in 
the context of the Uruguay round. 


Q Just to clarify a point that's still murky here -- 
you can say that you make every effort to administer the EEP in a way 
60 as not to harm, et cetera, et cetera. But whet is the official 
position if you have this unreconciled difference between — and 
Yeutter and what have you -- is Australia being harmed or not? I 
haven't heard a yes or a no here. 


MR. CLARK: What I'm saying is that we maintain that we 
Go it in a way that we think does not harm. Australia maintains that 
there is hare. There is a difference here. The difference has not 
been resolved. We have different views. 


Q So your position is the Quayle position, not the 
Yeutter position, that Yeutter is out of step here if he says that 
they are being affected? 





1407 


MR. CLARK: ae Se 28S Se 20 See Se See <~ US 
~~ there is a difference of opinion on , it has not been 
the way to resolve it is not to argue about that, but 


Q But the difference is within the administration. 
MR. CLARK: Ho. 


Q You're saying there's a difference between you and 
the re ea but there's also a difference within the 
eduinistrat ° 


MR. CLARK: That I will leave to you to esk Clayton 
Yeutter about, because I can't do that one for you. 


Q So Vice President Quayle wes correct, then? 


Q Soe your position -- you disagree with -- or just 
what's doing that -- 


MR. CLARK: Wo, wait a minute. Let we finish. I's 
briefing on the meeting today. You're into technical areas thet I 
can't do. Sorry. 


Q Okey, whet about the Philippines? 


Q Did you discuss the Prine Minister's ional trade 
initiative, and was it decided whether there will be a isterial 
meeting in Austrelis later in the year? 


MR. CLARE: Yes, we did discuss the Prime Minister's 

regional trade initiative, and if you looked at the Secretary's 

in New York last night, you'll see that we have been doing «a 
lot of thinking ourselves, and we find that the Prime Minister's 

on that are very useful. If, indeed, the t , substance, 

and the agenda can be resolved and there is « consensus the 
region, we would very much support the Prime Minister's call for a 
regional meeting this fall. 


Q What about the Philippines, Roman? What happened -- 
what dia they say about that? 


Q Do you want it to be held in Australia and the U.S. 
would go to Australia to sell this -- 


MR. CLARK: Of course. 
Q You said they talked about the Philippines -- 


MR. CLARK: They talked about the current situation in 
the Philippines. There i¢, as you know, « meeting -- this is the 
last question -- there is, ~ dw a meeting in Tokyo on the 3rd 
and 4th of next month that will be a session to kick off the 
multinational aid initiative to the Philippines. There was some 
Giscussion of that -- who would attend -- and a good deal of 
confidence on both sides that President Aquino has gotten a good hold 
on the situation, moving forward. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:00 P.M. EDT 
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DPC #111 


TUESDAY, JUNE 27, 1989, 12:13 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have two announcements to make 
and one statement. 


My first announcement is that Secretary Baker will 
conduct an ON-THE-RECORD Press Briefing at the White House this 
Thursday at 1:15 p.m. The subject will be the President's 
upcoming trip to Poland, Hungary, the Paris Economic Summit, 
and the Netherlands. There will not be a State Department 
briefing that day. 


This Friday -- and I don't have a time yet for you -- 
Bob Zoellick will do a BACKGROUND Briefing on the Secretary's 
trip to Asia, and I'll get the time as soon as we can work it 
out with Bob's schedule and post it. 


Q That will be here? 
A Yes, that's the State Department one. 


My statement concerns £1 Salvador. An FMLN death 
squad has admitted responsibility for yet another killing in £1 
Salvador. The victim this time was Fire Chief Roberto Armando 
Rivera, a retired Army Colonel who had previously served as 
head of the Public Security Academy. This assassination 
follows the recent killings of the Attorney General and a 
Minister of the Presidency. In those cases, the FMLN denied 
responsibility but other observers, including President 
Christiani, believe them to have been the perpetrators. 


We repeat our call to the FMLN to end the violence in 
El Salvador and to enter into negotiations without 
preconditions aimed at ending the conflict. President 
Christiani, in an effort to end the conflict, and in the light 
of continuing FMLN provocations, has formed a national 
commission empowered to talk to the guerrillas. We urge the 
FMLN to stop the killings and talk to the commission. 
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I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q Margaret, also on Latin America, have you, today, 
any observations about the Ochoa trial in Cuba? 

+ No, we don't. 

Q Margaret, have you anything on the journalist who 
is being held in Afghanistan today? 

) Tony O'Brien? 

Q Yes. 

A Our consular official is hoping to reach there 


today with the time change, and he has permission to see the 
gentleman and he will be performing his normal consular 


functions and visiting with him. So that should happen today, 
Afghanistan time. 


Q Do you expect him to see him today, to arrive 
there to see him, and you say he has permission? 


Q Actually seeing him today, I can't be that 
literal for you. I'll put it this way, he could indeed be 
seeing him today. I'll get an exact time for you. 


Q Is there any commitment from the government of 
Afghanistan to let him out? 


A Not at this point. 


Q How long do you expect the consular officer to 
remain in Afghanistan? 


A I don't have a timeframe for you. I don't know. 


Q Is it expected that he would remain in there only 
long enough to perform the regular consular functions with 
regard to Mr. O'Brien, or will he conduct other discussions of 
any sort? 


4 I just know about his normal consular functions, 
it has been agreed upon he can see him; and [I only know of the 
one scheduled meeting. 


Q Margaret, on another part of the world. Have you 
seen the report that the Thai officials are returning several 
hundred Khmer Rouge refugees to Khmer Rouge control? 


A Yes, I have. We have been aware that several 
hundred Cambodians, originally in camps under Khmer Rouge 
control on the Thai border, had escaped and sought refuge in a 
non-communist camp in Thailand. 
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The Khmer Rouge have long denied international 
organizations consistent access to their camps. There is 
strong evidence that serious human rights abuses continue to 
occur in many of these camps. Having heard rumors slightly 
over a week ago that the escapees might be returned to Khmer 
Rouge control, we made clear to Thai officials that we were 
strongly opposed to any attempts to force the refugees to 
return to Khmer Rouge camps where their safety could not be 
guaranteed. 


We contacted the Thai Government again yesterday. 
These people are currently in the camp operated by the 
non-communist resistance. The Thai Government confirmed to us 
that they will be allowed to remain there. 


The United States Government continues to be strongly 
opposed to the return of these Cambodians to Khmer Rouge 
control. 


Q Had it been the Thai intentions to return them to 
the Khmer Rouge control? 


A I don't know. I just know we've spoken to them 
twice and they've told us that's not their intention. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the New York 
Times report this morning about West German cooperation -- or a 
West German corporation cooperating in the sale, facilitating 
the sale of chemical weapons supplies to Iran? 


a I don't have anything as far as cooperation. I 
can confirm for you that, as reported, Secretary Baker did 
bring this subject up with Foreign Minister Genscher at his 
lunch at Blair House. The Foreign Minister asked the Secretary 
if he could please provide him with the detailed information. 
The Secretary said that he would. That was done on Saturday. 


Q Have the West Germans cooperated with the United 
States in investigating this case and pursuing it? Is the 
United States pleased or satisfied with, let's say, satisfied 
with West Germany's actions in the wake -- 
4 Response to date? 
Q In the wake, yes. 
Sure. 


Q Another subject. Is the matter finished with; is 
that the end? 


o I just got the information on Saturday, so I 
can't answer if the matter is finished or not. But we gave the 
Germans the information we had that the Secretary brought up 
They just received this on Saturday. Today is Tuesday. 
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Q Are there things that you would Like the West 
Germans to do that they haven't yet done? 


- On what? On the specific case? We certainly are 
supplying the information and would hope and have every reason 
to believe they are going to, as the Foreign Minister said -- 
"look into this case." ; 


Q How can you be satisfied if they haven't yet done 
it? 


es They just received this on Saturday. Yesterday 
was a working day. Today it is 12:20 p.m. That's a day and a 
half of a Foreign Ministry being in business. Our government 
doesn't move that fast either. And for all I know they could 
have done something today, and I don't have a cable on it. We 
have no indications they are not. 


Q More generally, in light of the fact that this 
episode, this incident, has come to light to the United States 
only in the last few days, is the U.S. satisfied with the 
investigation the West German has conducted since last -- I 
don't know -- December, November, whatever, when the U.S. had 
extensive discussions with West Germany on clamping down on 
chemical weapons issues? 


n That's correct. And West Germany took a number 
of measures which you're well aware of that I don't have before 
me that I can recite for you. And at the time we definitely 
applauded and welcomed those measures, and the Secretary has 
spoken to them a number of times in testimony. 


Q Right. But then subsequent to those measures 
being taken, this incident appears to have occurred? 


A That's correct. When the Secretary learned of 
it, he brought it up at his luncheon with the Foreign Minister 
who said -- was very responsive, and said, “Would you please -- 


I don't know about this." His aides and colleagues who were 
with him did not -- “Could you supply us the information?" The 
Secretary had the Department do that on Saturday. 


Q Does that speak at all, in your view, to the West 


German Government's investigative abilities under the new 
measures that it instigated in the last six months? That they 
were unaware of it and asked the American Secretary of State to 


provide information about it? 


a I think that it's understandable that they -- at 
the lunch -- Jim Baker, I could tell you, probably doesn't know 
every single solitary thing every company in this country is 
doing. Foreign Minister Genscher could not have been more 
responsive to: "I do not at this particular moment in time 
know about this. Could you please give me what information you 
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have. We will definitely look into it. We will investigate 
it. We will research it,” which I have every reason to believe 
the Germans are doing. 


Q The question, though, I think is, are the 
measures they have already taken ineffective or are they only 
not being enforced? 


A Why don't you refer those questions to the 
Germans. It would be more appropriate for them to answer than 
for me. 


Q Well, except that you have -- the United States 
has applauded those measures. So the U. S. has commented on 
them, regardless of what the West Germans say about them. 


ig If this case bears out, and they need to tighten 
up their measures, that's for them to determine, not me. Maybe 
this will show that. I don't know. 

Q Can you give us the name of the company? 

fe No, I don't have it. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the Iraqi 
missile story, the Washington Times story today? 





“ Specifically, what are you asking me? 
Q About the missiles by Iraq to Lebanon? 


“ About Iraqi arms shipments -- that's what you 
want to know about? The only thing I have for you is that we 
continue to call on all parties to exercise maximum restraint 
in observing the ceasefire and end the provision of arms to the 
different combattants. 


Our position has been consistent and very clear. Iraq 
and others in the region are well aware of it. 


Q Are you saying your information confirmed the 
report that Iraq had been shipping Frog missiles to Lebanon? 


a No, I'm not confirming that. I'm stating what 
our policy is in this area of the world concerning arms 
shipments into Lebanon. 


Q Are you aware of the report about Frog missiles 
being sent to Lebanon? 


a Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report itself? 


a No. 
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Q Do you have any comment on the meeting which will 
be taking place today between the three heads of the Arab 
countries to solve the problem of Lebanon and try to reach an 
agreement by having the Lebanese Parliament meet in Saudi 
Arabia? 


4 No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, is there anything new on the 12 
Americans who were being detained in China, as for when they 
may be out, and those sort of things? 


A Yes, there is. Let me ask you this way, do you 
want me to give you a whole recitation of literally what went 
on, or are you all familiar with it and have it, or do you want 
me to just give you an update on where they are? I can do it 
either way you want? 


Q Give us your version of events. 


‘ A version of events? Okay. On Saturday, June 
24, Chinese authorities in Kunming seized religious materials 
being brought into China by a group of 12 Americans. The 
Americans were reported to be associated with a U.S. 
organization called the “Latter Reign Ministry." The 
authorities confiscated the passports of the Americans to 
prevent them from leaving China pending an investigation into 
the incident. 


On Tuesday, June 27, authorities in Kunming curtailed 
the Chinese visas of 11 members of the group to June 30, and 
ordered them to leave China by that date. The twelfth American 
was not ordered to leave China but his multiple entry Chinese 
visa was changed to a single entry visa. We understand the 
Americans departed Kunming at 5:30 p.m. on Tuesday on a flight 
to Guangzhou. They are making their own arrangements to Hong 
Kong. Should they need assistance from the U.S. Consular 
eo they will receive it and their visas expire in three 

ays. 


I would also add there were no formal charges lodged 
against the Americans and they were not taken into custody. 


What about the other two Americans -- I think 
they were in Nanking, but I'm not sure -- who were being 
expelled yesterday. Do you have any update on them, and do you 
know of any other Americans, other than these 13 -- the 11 in 
one group and two in the other -- 

A Right. 
Q -~ who are currently under expulsion orders? 
a) The two Americans you mentioned -- the teacher 


and the student at the university -- all I can tell you is they 
are now in Beijing, and they are scheduled to leave on Thursday 
for the U.S. 
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We have seen a story about the possible expulsion of 


three other Americans, but so far we have not been able to 
confirm it, and that was in the Shanghai area. 


Have the Chinese suggested that the United States 
delay the sending of a Peace Corps contingent? 


a Yes, they have. And, as you know, the President 
spoke to that this morning. And, what his feelings were on it: 
he described it as bad, and he was sorry to see it happen. And 
other than the President's words this morning as a reaction to 
it, I don't have anything, except I could tell you we can 
definitely confirm they've been asked to postpone the start-up 
of the Peace Corps program. 


Q Speaking of the President's words, the President 
said that the United States had not had any diplomatic contact 
with the Chinese Government except through the Chinese 
Ambassador in Washington. 


The State Department has said for about a week or so 
now that diplomatic contacts continue at their appropriate 
levels. Have there been any contacts by Ambassador -- by the 
Ambassador in Beijing with the Chinese Government since his 
last publicly disclosed meeting with the Deputy -- or the Vice 
Foreign Minister? 


a I heard the President's comments this morning 
also, and I don't think that he -- if we go back and get the 
transcript -- totally limited himself just to Ambassador Han Xu 
here. 


I think he said generically, and broadly speaking, our 
diplomatic contacts continue, and then he did get into the 
Ambassadors -- Ambassador Han Ku here -- is, yes, Ambassador 
Lilley does continue to have contacts, and our contacts remain 
unchanged, as we've saic about three times in the last week. 
So, yes, he does continue to see Chinese. 


Q Can you tell us anything about any of those 


meetings, such as when the last one occurred, or with whom it 
was, and what subjects were discussed, or anything of that sort? 


a Unfortunately, I can't. 

Q There were reports from the Middle East that the 
PLO accepted the terms or the conditions that the United States 
set, and the PLO will accept the election plan as proposed to 
-- by the delegation in Tunis to the PLO. 

Do you have any comment on these things? 


i Can you restate your question for me? 
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Q There are reports that the PLO accepted the terms 
and the conditions that were presented in exchange with the PLO 
in Tunis with the U.S. delegation. Do you have any comment on 
this? 


~ No. 
Q The other question: When will Mr. Kelly -- 
a I'm sorry. I didn't hear you right at first. 


Q When will Mr. Kelly be going to the -- I know 
that Richard didn't address this yesterday -- 


s That's correct. 
Q -- but will he be going? 


i) And I talked to Mr. Kelly this morning, and, as 
has been the precedent here, because of security reasons prior 
to an Assistant Secretary for that Bureau traveling to that 
area of the world, they do not announce it in advance. 8ut 
there are no scheduled trips today of Mr. Kelly to that area 
or, I believe Richard was asked yesterday, to Tunis. Neither 
exists. 


But it is not highly unusual for the Assistant 
Secretary of EAP to travel to that region at some point during 
his tenure, as others who have those responsibilities travel to 
theirs. 


Q NEA. 


a Oh, I'm sorry. You'll kill me. NEA. Sorry. 
Thanks for helping me. 


Q While you're on EAP, the Australian Prime 
Minister at the Press Club yesterday said that the continuation 
-- or the sending of American military assistance to the 
non-Communist resistance in Cambodia would be in his words 
“inappropriate”. 


Do you have any response to what he said? Does the 


United States still plan, as you put it last week, to send 
enhanced assistance? 


a The United States does still have our policy of 
enhanced assistance. I have two responses to the Prime 
Minister's speech yesterday, and the one you've just asked me 
about is not one that we had anticipated. So I don't have a 
literal answer for you. 


Q And what are the others? 


a We have a response on the Export Enhancement 
Program, and on the Antarctic Minerals Convention. 
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Q Well, can we have those? 
a Oh, you want -- okay. sorry. 


Q The U.S. is aware that Australia views the EEP 
Program with concern. As the Prime Minister himself 
recognized, we have undertaken the EEP in order to counter the 
agricultural export subsidies of other countries, particularly 
the European Community. 


It is our policy to implement the EEP so as not to 
harm non-subsidizing agricultural exporters. We are gratified 
Mr. Hawke has placed the EEP issue in the context of the 
Uruguay Round. We look forward to working with Australia and 
the Round toward our common objective of elimination of all 
trade distorting agricultural subsidies. 


Q And the Antarctic? 


a The Antarctic Minerals Convention which we signed 
last November is a landmark environmental agreement which we 
support. It established a process for determining the 
acceptability of mineral resource activities against probably 
the strictest environmental standards and procedures ever 
included in an international agreement. 


It also requires a consensus of all decision-making 
parties, including Australia and the U.S., before any 
exploration and development activities could be considered. 


Q Margaret, in the chemical case, you mentioned 
that we raised our concerns with the Germans. Do we plan to 
raise concerns with the Indians, since the chemicals to be 
shipped to Iran were said to be of Indian origin? 


i I hadn't thought to ask that this morning. I 
don't see why we wouldn't. 


Q But have we done so? It doesn't appear that we 
have. 

a Not that I know of. 

Q Could I come back to your opening statement on £1 
Salvador? 

a I knew you would. 


Q Well, I was trying to figure our exactly why it 
was made. I mean, is this to draw attention to a deterioration 
of the situation in £1 Salvador? I know there's a bill before 
the House on foreign aid. I'm not quite sure what the occasion 
is for that statement, or if you have any more elaboration. 
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= I don't have any more elaboration. The occasion 
would be this is a killing that the FMLN has admitted 
responsibility for and claimed responsibility for. The other 
two they did not, and so I have to go back. My statement tried 
to make that self-explanatory. So we wanted to speak out on it. 


We stated our policy that they should work with this 
Commission that President Christiani has put together, and we 
stated our policy. I don't know what else you'd want me to 
elaborate on. 


Q Well, has the situation in El Salvador 
deteriorated significantly since Christiani's inauguration, and 
do you have any description of what it's like now? I mean -- 


ia I wouldn't characterize it in your words as 
“significantly,” but there certainly is -- this is a violent 
act that has gone on. We have called, and we called again 
today, for the end of the violence, to enter into negotiations 
without preconditions aimed at ending the conflict. So there's 
nothing that's unusual in what we're doing. 


Q Is there any other action that you would like to 
take in terms of maybe sending more support to the Salvadoran 
Government in some form? 


a Not that I know of. 


Q Margaret, on Africa, stop me if you've already 
answered these questions last Friday -- I wasn't here. 
President Mobutu of Zaire arrives tomorrow in Washington for a 
visit with Secretary Baker and President Bush. The State 
Department's own human rights report on Zaire gives Mobutu a 
pretty dismal report on human rights issues. 


Why does the United States feel it's important to 
continue the military and economic aid relationship it has with 
Zaire in light of that human rights record? 


a What I'd rather do, Ralph, is take your question, 
because I did have something on this last week that was much 
more explanatory and dealt not only with that but also with the 
human rights issue, and so I'll get it to you. 


Q Also on Africa, there's a report that Jonas 
Savimbi of UNITA is coming to reside in the United States as 


part of the Angolan ceasefire deal. Do you know anything about 
that? 
Aa I haven't heard anything like that. 


Q Could you look into that, please? 


a Yes. 
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Q Have you seen the reports of that? 
. No. I really haven't. 


Q Have you sorted out just what Savimbi did agree 
to last week in Zaire? 


o Have I sorted it out? 


Q Well, there was some question on Friday whether 
he had agreed to go into exile or not, and by this time I 
assume American officials have talked to all the participants 
and might know what the deal was. 


‘ What I'd be glad to do is take a question on this 
gentleman and see what it is I can tell you. I just don't know 
off the top of my head. 


Q Did you say you would post the answer on Mobutu's 
human rights record? 


a No. I said that I had an answer on the Mobutu 
visit last week, part of which does contain the economic 
assistance, the human rights issue, etc. So it's quite a 
lengthy statement that I'll be glad to post. So it's part of 
. 


Q All right. You said you'd give it to Ralph, and 
I was worried about the rest of us. 


a I'm sorry. 
Q She's giving me a story. (Laughter) 
“a I'll post it. 


Q Margaret, can I go back to the question of the 
talks with the PLO and the elections? There were reports from 
the Middle East that -- saying that Mr. Dennis Ross will be 
going to meet with the PLO leadership last week, and then Mr. 
Kelly, and a report from Saudi Arabia said that even there are 
preparations for a meeting between Mr. Baker and Mr. Arafat. 


Can you please put to rest these stories about 
upgrading the dialogue with the PLO? 


i Correct. As you know, we have one channel It 
is Ambassador Pelletreau in Tunis. There are no scheduled 
trips of Secretary Baker to Tunis. There are no scheduled 
trips of Ambassador Dennis Ross to Tunis, or for that matter 
Dennis right now to the Middle East. 


And I just answered quite clearly, and it's honestly 
the truth, about the NEA Assistant Secretary, John Kelly So, 
I mean, there's nothing to tell you. 
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Q What ignites these rumors? Is it wishful 
thinking, or what's this all about? 


ra Who knows? There are rumors about everything 
every day. I mean, they're rumors. 
Q Rumors? 
Right. 
Q The other one's a rumor. 


They're rumors. That's correct. 
Q Next week in Oman. 
“ No. That's not true either. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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QUESTIONS TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING JUNE 27 
ANGOLA RECONCILIATION TALKS IN ZAIRE 





Q: Could you give us some details on the UNITA-MPLA national 
reconciliation talks? What specifically was agreed to? Is Dr. 
Savimbi coming to reside in the U.S.? 


A: THE TWO PARTIES AGREED TO A CEASE-FIRE EFFECTIVE JUNE 23 AT 
MIDNIGHT, AND TO DIRECT NEGOTIATIONS. QUESTIONS DEALING WITH 
SUCH ISSUES AS A MECHANISM TO MONITOR THE CEASEFIRE, 
POWER-SHARING ARRANGEMENTS AND A ROLE POR JONAS SAVIMBI WERE 
LEFT FOR FUTURE NEGOTIATIONS, WHICH ARE EXPECTED TO BEGIN 
SOMETIME NEXT WEEK. OR. SAVIMBI HAS MADE IT CLEAR THAT HE HAS 


NO INTENTION OF GOING INTO EXILE. 
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MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Can I have your attention 
please? Welcome to the BACKGROUND pre-brief on the President's 
upcoming meeting with President Mobutu of Zaire. For your 


information only and not for use in print or sound 
today‘ 
as a few opening remarks 


before he takes your questions. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Roman. 
President Mobutu of Zaire will arrive in Washington tomorrow, 
Wednesday. to begin an official working visit at the invitation of 
President Bush. He will be the first African chief of state to make 
an official visit under the Bush administra*ion. 


This ‘x7‘tation was issued several months ago and is not 
directly related to che events in Zaire involving the Angola 
settlement of last weet;. However, this will clearly be one of the 
major topics of conversation between the two Presidents. 


President Mobutu, as you know, is heavily involved as a 
mediator and an organizer of this reconciiiation conference in Zaire 
last week and we're hoping that he will give us more details about 
what actually was agreed to and what was not agreed to between the 
*wo parties and his prognosis for the negotiations that will follow. 
In fact, he has cut short his visit here. He was due to stay longer 
than the end of the week and visit some other parts of the United 
States, but because he must be back in Zaire in order to preside over 
the next round of negotiations between the Angola government and the 
UNITA movement, he is cutting short to back to be there. 


When is he leaving the United States? I forgot exactly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it's on the 
5th. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Sth of July. 


Other subjects that we will d.scuss include the economic 
stabilization program, the structural adjustment program. Zaire has 
just signed an agreement with the IMF which we consider very 
significant and we'll be talking to President Mobutu about how we can 
contribute to that and how we can support it, since this program is 
very badl; .. °.4 for the Zairean economy. 


We'll also be talking about other regional issues. In 
addition to Angola, we're interested in promoting peace in Mozambique 
and promoting an end to apartheid in South Africa. Zaire has 
recently instituted a dialogue with South Africa and we will be 
asking President Mobutu what he thinks we can do in that direction. 





We will also be discussing human rights, which has been 
an issue between us and Zaire for many years. 
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Now it's open to your questions. 


What -- the Congress hes dramatically reduced the 
American aid to Zaire for Fiscal 1990 from $10 million to $3 million. 
Do you expect Mr. Mobutu to ask for more aid the year after that? 
And what's the exact position of the administration about the human 
rights -- because it's one of the arguments of the Congress for 
cutting this aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I believe you're 
referring to military assistance, specifically. Our request to the 
Congress for Fiscal ear 1990 was $9 million. In the markup in the 
House, that amount vas reduced to $3 million. This has not gotten 
through the full Congress yet, so we -- we're not taking for granted 
that will be reduced, but it does reflect a certain sentiment -- at 
least in the House -- that Zaire's human rights record has not 
sufficiently improved in recent years to permit more military 
assistance. 


We disagree with that. We think Zaire's human rights 
record, while being far from perfect, as you can see from our annual 
human rights report, has improved considerably in recent years. 

There are far fewer political prisoners. Conditions for people in 
prison have improved. Discipline has improved among the armed forces 
and the police. There is still a way to go. They have invited 
Amnesty International to set up an office. They have established a 
Ministry of Human Rights. Zaire has been taken off the list -- the 
watch list of the U.N. Human Rights Commission. 


So there has been improvement and we disagree with those 
members of Congress who feel that Zaire should not get the amount of 
military assistance that we think is needed to maintain the equipment 
that we've given them in the past. We're not asking for massive 
amounts. We think $9 million is a minimum needed to maintain their 
aircraft and other equipment that we've sold to them. So we will be 
continuing to work to see if we can get this amount. 


In general, I might also point out that military 
assistance to Africa in general has been cut way below maintenance 
levels. Last year's amount was $25 million, which we think is 
ridiculous for Africa. We're asking for $75 million this year, which 
is also not a massive amount. 


Q Another argument of the Congress is that the amount 
of international aid assistance to Zaire -- about $400 million -- has 
disappeared, apparently, and for personal use or something like that. 
Are you going to press Mr. Mobutu on this issue or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not 
accepting that as fact. All U.S. aid is channeled into project aid 
or to t'ood assistance and we do not give budgetary assistance to 
Zaire. I cannot speak for other countries. 


But we will be talking about the financial program -- the 
financial structural adjustment program -- and all aspects of that. 


Q To follow, that wasn't actually other countries. I 
think in testimony it was the World Bank, and the State Department 
found that the World Bank had found that there was inadequate 
accountability in that $400 million. And I know Congress has been 
pressing you for more accountability and you haven't wanted to give 
it. Do you feel strongly that no further accountability is 
necessary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We always think 
accountability is necessary. The question is, what is our capability 
as a U.S. government to account for funding provided by other 
sources, whether it's World Bank or other governments. We have very 
limited capability of doing that. 


Q Do you agree that the World Bank should be pressing 
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for accountability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course. Yes. 


Q Can you tell us the total amount of aid that the 
U.S. gives Zaire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our aid for this year is 
approximately $60 million; approximately $40 million is in aid to the 
private sector. 


Is that $40 million correct? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over three years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over a three-year 
period. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirty-three million is 
in development assistance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirty-three million in 
development assistance of various kinds -- health, agriculture -- 
including aid to the private sector. We have how much in food aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twenty-six -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Twenty-six million in 
food aid. 


Is that straight? I always forget my numbers. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's $24 million now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's $24 million now; we 
hope to get $26 million. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In food aid? Yes. 
Okay. PL-480. 


Q You mentioned that you're going to be talking to 
President Mobutu about Mozambique. Do you expect President Mobutu to 
do anything in Mozambique closer to what it did for Angola? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he'll play 
a role in Mozambique. He has his hands full with Angola, and we'd 
like him to devote full time to that. But since he has been in 
contact with President Chissano, we would like to get his prognosis 
on that. 


Q To follow up if I may -- will the U.S. ever consider 
getting involved at any stage in the talks for national 
reconciliation in Angola? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will be going te 
Maputo the second week in July, and I will be exploring that with the 
top officials of the Mozambique government. As of now, we've made no 
decision. 


Q What about Angola? Will, at any step in the future, 
the U.S feel it would be important to be present? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think our work in 
Angola is completed. Our objective was to bring about -- promote 
negotiations. We feel the neighboring African countries, under 
Mobutu's leadership, has done a fantastically good job. We think 
it's now up to them to continue it. We are not in the picture 
anymore. 


Q To follow on that, Mr. Mobutu announced last week, 
or said last week, that you would be going to Rwanda on July 7th. Do 
you expect that you might talk at that time about what would be 
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necessary for you to continue aid to Mr. Savimbi? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am going to Rwanda on 

July 7th for the purpose of attending a meeting of the joint 
commission which was set up to supervise the Angola-Namibia accords. 

I will make myself available to meet with Angolan government 
Bee snd if they want to see me. U.S. aid to UNITA is not on the 
table. President Bush has made it clear in his letter to Dr. Savimbi 
of last January that such aid will continue until there is national 
reconciliation. What has happened last week is a major step toward 
national reconciliation, and we really welcome it. But it is still a 
way to go, and U.S. aid should continue until that is achieved. 


Q How long exactly will Bush meet with Mobutu? And 
have there been any invitations for Bush to go to Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The schedule calls for 
President Bush to meet for approximately for two hours on Thursday, 
which is a standard meeting time for an official working visit; one 
hour in the office, and one hour for lunch. I am not aware of any 
invitations for President Bush to visit Africa, but there may have 
been directly to the President that I don't know of. 


Q And also, in what context is Bush going to bring up 
the subject of apartheid? Does he have anything new to say or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President is in a 
consultative mode right now. He's trying to meet with as many people 
as possible, which is the reason that Mrs. Albertina Sisulu will be 
coming at the end of this week at the President's invitation. He has 
met with Bishop Tutu. He will be meeting with a wide variety of 
opinion. And Secretary Baker has been consulting with members of 
Congress. He's had three meetings so far with congressional 
leadership on the apartheid issue. He will be meeting with the House 
Democrats, I believe, on Thursday. 


So it's part of the consultative process and we want to 
know what African leaders think. Because, as I said before, 
President Mobutu has developed a dialogue with the South African 
government. He has had the Foreign Minister of Zaire come to -- of 
South Africa come to Zaire. And his Foreign Minister has recently 
been to South Africa. So we want to get his impressions. 


Q Going back to the human rights question for a 
minute. Will A. President himself raise the human rights issue with 
Mr. Mobutu? And will he 9° beyond praising them for the improvements 
that they've made to continue the criticism of what has yet to be 
done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to talk 
about what the President is going to say except to say that human 
rights will be on the agenda, as it always has been in the pest. 


Q But will the President himself bring it up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be on both the 
President and the Secretary's agenda, certainly. 


Q You mentioned, as one of the areas for improvement, 
the establishment of the human rights organization. But your 
February report says that essentially the organization has done 
nothing to resolve human rights issues. Do you seek -- what do you 
think can be done to encourage them to move in that direction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll be encouraging 
them to improve in every respect, without going into any details 
here. I think, though, the establishment of that organization is 
already a first step. 


Q There is a contradiction on the role of Mr. Savimbi 
after the agreement. President Kaunda of Zambia said that he must go 
into exile and Mr. Mobutu said that is not true. What would the U.S 
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like to see Mr. Savimbi do -- what his role should be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't want to 
second-guess what happened at this conference. I just call your 
attention to Dr. Zavimbi's press conference of yesterday, where he 
said there's no question of his going into exile. He must be with 
his people in Angola. So we think tha* is the definitive answer. 
And both he and President Mobutu have said that the conference did 
not reach an agreement on his going into exile. So I think that's 
the final word, as far as I can tell. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:16 P.M. EDT 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28, 1989, 12:19 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have three brief a*-ouncements. 


First, the time of the Secretary's press conference 
tomorrow about the President's trip to Europe has been 
changed. [t will be at the White House at 10:30 a.m. 


Second, the BACKGROUND briefing -- 
Q There will still be no briefing at noon. 
= No briefing here. That's right. 


Second, the BACKGROUND briefing here on the 
Secretary's ASEAN trip will be at 3:00 p.m. on Friday. 


And, third, Assistant Secretary for African Affairs 
Cohen will have an ON-THE-RECORD readout tomorrow, June 28, 
following the President's luncheon in honor of Zairean 
President Mobutu. It will take place at the White House at 
about 1:00 p.m. 


That's all I have for announcements. Let's go to 
questions. 


Q I asked yesterday if there -- if you had anything 
to say about the reports that Jonas Savimbi was coming to the 
United States to reside. Did you get an answer? 

Q It was posted. 

a We put one up? 

Q Yes. Later. 

4 Yes. I believe it just says that our 


understanding is that he's not going into exile. He said that 
himself. 


Q Another subject, a report, Japanese News Service, 
that China is recalling its Ambassadors. Evidently, not true 
so far as Washington's concerned, but has State picked up any 
of that? 
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ns I don't have anything for you on that. We've 
seen the reports, but I don't have anything. 

Q Is Ambassador Han Xu returning? 

a I don't have anything. You'll have to ask the 
Chinese. 

Q Richard, has the Embassy in Beijing had any more 


requests for asylum? Evidently, a lot of the students on the 
wanted list have gone into hiding, and there are reports that 
some of them are actually escaping the country, trying to 
filter into the United States or seeking asylum with other 
Western embassies. Do you have anything on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Richard, there were reports that Ambassador 
Lilley left Beijing either yesterday or today. Can you confirm 
that and say where he was going? 


2) I don't think that he has. We'll look into it 
and, if there is anything new, we'll tell you, but I don't 
think he has left. 


Q Richard, do you know anything about a report out 
of China on Xinhua that the People's Court in Shanghai has 
executed a man, a taxi driver, for stealing from the American 
Consulate articles worth 30,000 yuan, however much that is in 
dollars? 


o That's something I'll have to take a question 
on. I'll look into it. I know there was a case. ['m not sure 
about what the status is. 


Q Do you have anything on a report from Hong Kong 
that Deng Xiaoping's son has left the country or is seeking to 
leave? 


fs) No, I don't. 


Q Can you give us an update at this point by any 
chance on the status of Fang Lizhi and his wife? Are they 
still in the Embassy in Beijing? 


A Nothing's changed. 

Q Is the United States still engaging in 
conversaticns with the Chinese in an effort to resolve their 
problem? 


4 I'm afraid nothing's changed in our policy of not 
talking about that. 
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Q Wait, though, on so far as visits -- can you say 
anything -- the President yesterday made the point that while 
he can't get through on the phone, you know, the Ambassador has 
no problem getting access here and contacts. Have there been 
any calls made by Chinese diplomats at the State Department 
lately or any anticipated in the immediate future? 


a We said frequently from the podium here -- [ 
believe the President said as well yesterday -- that we 
continue to have contacts with the Chinese Government, 
diplomatic contacts, both here and in Beijing. We have said 
that those contacts continue, and that their level remains 
essentially unchanged. 


Q Well, at least after the fact we were getting 
some notion of the traffic -- how many times Han Xu had been 
here, and who he'd seen. Anything like that this week? 


fe) It's been a while since we've provided any notion 
of that, and we're just not doing it. 


Q Does the Department have a view as to whether 
there is a need at the present time for an enactment of some 
new laws, giving -- prescribing sanctions on China because of 
what has happened there? 


o I don't have a view for you oc that. I think the 
President spoke very clearly yesterday about our policy, and 
what we thought we should do, and I just leave it at that. 


Q Richard, on that same subject, there have been 
some who have suggested that the Jackson-Vanik Amendment which, 
obviously, was put into force to deal with Soviet resistance to 
let people emigrate, some people have suggested that there's 
nothing in that amendment that couldn't be applied to another 
communist country that is standing in the way of its people 
emigrating. 


What is the State Department's view of that reading of 
the Jackson-Vanik Amendment? 


is) Again, this question has been asked several 
times. It relates to most favored nation status for China. 
We've responded that under the terms of the Jackson-—Vanik 


Amendment, we renewed most favored nation status -- I think it 
was in late May -- and that applies. 


Q In late May things were different from -- 
obviously, they are limiting emigration now, and they weren't 
in late May, so -- 


ms The agreement requires a once-a-year 
certification, and that was done. 
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Q So you don't have to face the question again for 
a year. Is that what you're saying? 


n It's my understanding. Yes. 


Q Just to pick up the tag end of the development 
yesterday, have the Thais obliged and not shipped those 


Cambodians back? Is that sort of resolved now? 


iy I think Margaret gave a complete statement on 
that yesterday that ended up by saying that the Thai Government 
has confirmed to us that those people will not be sent back; 
they'll be allowed to remain in the camps where they are, which 
is a camp operated by the non-communist resistance. 


Q Anybody eyeballed them there, or is there any 


reason to -- 

a There's no reason to believe that that's not the 
case. 

Q Richard, just to try one more time on the 
Ambassador -- the Chinese Ambassador's visits, and so on. Has 


the United States requested any meetings with the Chinese 
Ambassador in Washington and been unable to accomplish those 
meetings, or have all the requests of the United States made to 
meet with the Chinese -- the highest Chinese official in 
Washington been accommodated? 


A I'm not aware of any that haven't been 
accommodated. As I said, we continue to have the contacts, and 
that their level remains essentially unchanged. 


Q You can't or won't say whether the Chinese 
Ambassador has informed the United States Government that he 
will not be in Washington for a period of time? 


a I don't have anything on that. I'm sorry. 


Q New subject: Do you have any update on how many 
American or foreign business people have returned to China? 


A No, I don't. I'm sorry. 


Q Richard, have we demarched India about Indian 
companies manufacturing precursor chemicals that found their 
way to other countries through West Germany? And, if we 
haven't, why not? 


a Well, I'm afraid I can't get into the specific 
case and information that was reported in newspapers about what 
various countries are doing. I can tell you how we handle 
these matters in general. 
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We actively pursue our deep concern about the 
proliferation of chemical weapons in several ways. Since 1984, 
we participated in the Australia Group, which holds detailed 
consultations to improve the effectiveness of export controls 
and to find other ways to curb the illegal use of chemical 
weapons. 


In addition, we work bilaterally with a number of 
countries, including India, to try to ensure that their exports 
go not contribute to the proliferation of chemical weapons. The 
Indian Government is well aware of our views on this subject, 
and we will continue our discussions with them. 


Q So we have demarched them, or we haven't? 
s You're asking demarche on a specific case, and 


I'm saying I can't talk about that specific case. What I can 
tell you is that we have had discussions with the Indians. 
We've worked with them bilaterally on this issue, and we expect 
to continue working with them. 


Q Any recent discussions? 


i) I don't have anything here on exactly when that 
takes place, but it's a continual process. 


Q What issue is it again, please, on this issue? 
The issue of -- 


a Of specific -- there were newspaper reports about 
an alleged chemical weapons sale that involved India and 
Germany. 


Q So when you say that you discussed “this issue” 
with the Indians, you're not skirting the question of 
discussing this specific case? 


n I'm not commenting on this specific case. I'm 
commenting on the issue -- [I'm sorry. I thought you were 
asking one thing; you were asking another. 


Q Okay. 

i) When I say “this issue,” we have discussed “this 
issue" with the Indians, ['m talking about the issue of 
chemical weapons proliferation. 


Q Can you say whether you've discussed the.issue 
with India in the same time frame as you discussed that issue 
with West Germany last weekend? 


a The Indians weren't here with us last weekend, so 
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Q But, you know, you have many contacts. 


a I don't have anything on specific contacts with 
the Indians on this. I'd just tell you that this issue of 
chemical weapons proliferation, including on occasion 


specifics, is discussed regularly with the Indians. We work 
with them bilaterally, and we expect to continue to do so. 


Q Will the case reported over the weekend be 
discussed in meetings with the Indian Defense Minister, who I 
believe is in this country at the moment? 


a I just can't get into the reports on specific 
cases. I would expect the matter of chemical weapons 
proliferation to come up, yes. 


Q In general. 
a In general, as a topic. 


Q A couple of days ago [I asked if the U.S. had 
asked Iraq to stop arming Christians in Lebanon. I don't know 
if an answer was posted. Do you have an answer by chance? 


a I believe there was one posted. 
Q Was there? Sorry. I missed it. 


a In fact, Margaret addressed it from here 
yesterday. 


Q On President Mobutu's visit to Washington, are 
you prepared to take a couple of questions on that? 


A Well, what kind of questions? 


Q Well, for example, the State Department's report 
on human rights this year and for several years in the past has 
sharply criticized President Mobutu's government for abridging 
not only freedom of expression, but also for abridging a number 
of other -- rights of detention, and that sort of thing -- 
legal rights, and so on. 


Do you have any comment on President Mobutu's human 
rights record, and how will the United States approach that 
issue when it talks with him today and tomorrow? 


a Let me just note that human rights problems and 
deficiencies are part of our on-going dialogue with Zaire. As 
you've noted, we have a human rights report that deals 
extensively with the issues there. 
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I would also note that President Mobutu has recently 
taken a number of steps to correct abuses. This resulted in 
the U.N. Human Rights Commission's removing Zaire from the list 
of countries subject to annual human rights practices review. 


Q Can you specify any of the steps that the United 
States considers to represent progress in Zaire? 


a I have a few examples. In 1986, the Department 
of Citizens Rights and Liberties was created to redress 
citizens’ rights when all other legal resources had been 
exhausted. 


During recent student demonstrations over economic 


conditions, the police and the army were under orders to use 
minimum force to quell the disturbances. 


Another thing I would cite is that an army major was 
prosecuted for having allowed troops to open fire against the 
demonstrators. 


Q There were some people killed in those 
demonstrations, though, were there not? 


a Yes. 


Q Are people killed by minimum force any better off 
than people killed by other forces? 


i) Again, I can tell you they were under orders for 
this. An army major was prosecuted for having allowed troops 
to open fire against the demonstrators. 


Q Will they still be monitored -- [I'm sorry -- that 
phrase about “they're not subject to annual review,” that's 
just the U.N. But we still review them, don't we? 


a We have annual human rights reports all over the 
world. Yes. 


Q So that's the only way that would monitor -- is 
the U.S. the only country that's going to monitor them From now 
on on human rights? 


a I said before that human rights problems and 
deficiencies are part of our on-going dialogue with Zaire. 


Q President Mobutu has also been widely reported to 
have, let's say, an extravagant personal lifestyle, to put it 
politely. Does the United States -- is the United States at 
all afraid that any American assistance to Zaire has ended up 
in the personal coffers of President Mobutu? 
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a Our assistance programs are carefully controlled 
and monitored. They're designed to improve the well-being of 
the country's citizens and to further the country's economic 
development. 


Zaire recently accepted a new IMF reform program, and 
we believe that our assistance -- continued assistance -- will 
help further that process. 


Q Putting aside for a minute our assistance, do you 
have a view on whether it's appropriate for the leader of a 
rather poor country to be so wealthy, to have that disparity 
and -- 


A I don't have any comments on things like that, 
that sort of allegations. What I can say is that they are 
implementing -- they have agreed to an IMF reform program. We 


think that's important. We think U.S. assistance is important 
to help the country develop and to help improve the well-being 
of the citizens. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that President 
Mobutu -- his personal wealth may amount to as much as three to 
five million dollars? 


A I don't have any comment, no. 
Q. Three to five million? 


Q Billion. I'm sorry. Forgive me. I understated 
it. 


Q Do you have a figure on political prisoners? 


i) I don't have a figure here on political 
prisoners. That issue is, among other things, covered in our 
human rights reports. 


Q By the way, there was a briefing at the White 
House yesterday on the Mobutu visit, and I don't think that we 
were ever told about it. So I think that was an oversight. 


A If you were not told, it was an oversight. 
Q Richard, another subject. Can you comment on 
reports -- on Reuters today -- that the Secretary of State is 


going to Mexico on August 6-7 for a conference dealing with 
drugs? 


a A Cabinet-level Bi-National Commission, 
co-chaired by U.S. Secretary of State Baker and Mexican Foreign 
Relations Secretary Solana, will meet in Mexice on August 7. 
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In principle, the Bi-National Commission meets 
annually. In fact, it was last convened in early 1987. This 
meeting will enable U.S. and Mexican Cabinet counterparts to 
discuss major bilateral issues in the context of the overall 
relationship. 


The specific agenda has yet to be agreed upon. But 
depending on the issues to be discussed, various U.S. Cabinet 
officers will probably accompany Secretary Baker. 


Q Is that Mexico City, or what? 


a I don't have that here. I assume it is, but 
we'll look into that. 


Q Also, on the subject of drugs, do you have any 
comment today on the allegations which were brought out in the 
Cuban trial of General Ochoa? 


A No, I don't. 


Q What about the story suggesting that drug 
trafficking through Cuban air space or territorial waters is 
continuing? 


A I don't have anything specific that would confirm 
that or otherwise. I would note the Federal Aviation 
Administration has issued a notice to airmen, warning pilots in 
the area to comply with Cuban air traffic rules. I don't know 
if drug smugglers do comply with air traffic rules. It seems 
to me they would want to at this point. 


Q It's a bit far ahead, but when you get a firm 
date on Secretary Baker's trip to Australia, would you let us 
know? It's supposed to take place sometime in November, we've 
been told. 


A I'm sure we will if we get it. 
Q Do you have any reaction to a story in the Times 
today -- the New York Times -- that Japan is starting to 


develop its own military technology out of fear that 
cooperation with the U.S. is dwindling -- U.S. cooperation with 
them is dwindling? 


a The story, I believe, sort of peg ed us all in 
the FSX Agreement. I can tell you that we think the FSX 


Agreement is a very good agreement. It meets the needs of both 
the U.S. and Japan. It is a precedent for future cooperation, 
and it shows that the U.S. and Japan can continue to cooperate 


in the future to guarantee our mutual security. We expect that 
to continue to happen. 
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Q Has there been a specific recommendation made yet 
on what to do on legislation -- the President -- as far as 
Congress two weeks ago? 
A On FSX legislation? I'm not aware of any, no. 
Q Were you suggesting that the Japanese are ’ 


anything but dissatisfied with the way the FSX was handled? 
You make it sound like everything is great about it. 


A It's a good agreement. It meets the needs of 
ourselves; it meets the needs of the Japanese. The Japanese 
have spoken out in favor of it -- the Japanese Government has. 


Q But we had two months of a battle over the thing 
in Washington, D.C., if you will remember, not too long ago. 


A And what was worked out was a good agreement, 
good for both sides. 


Q There was a story in today's FSIS, Richard, about 
Jerusalem, the status of Jerusalem. It says that the United 
States gave Israel an unequivocal promise to guarantee the 
status of the city. Would you please look into this because 
it's a little complicated to try to explain it as much as it is 
unexplainable. (Laughter) 


The United States, doesn't it see that this 
contradicts from the earlier statements that the status of 
Jerusalem will be coming to an agreement between both parties 
to ths negotiations, direct negotiations, because this 
implicates or implies that the status has been announced 
permanent by the United States' promise to Israel? (sic) 


A I don't know what conclusion you would draw from 
that. I would draw the conclusion that maybe the report is not 
completely accurate. Our position on Jerusalem has been 
stated, I think, very clearly many times. There's been no 
change in that position. 


Q You mean the United States, according to the 
story, did not send a promise to Mr. Shamir to bolster his 
position in the struggle, in the Likud Party, between him and 
Mr. Sharon, according to this report? 

A I'm not aware of any such communique. 


. If you would like to look at it, tt's on Page 16 
in today's FBIS. 


A I'd be happy to look at it. 


Q Thank you. 
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Q Did the Secretary send any letter to Lebanon, to 
the Prime Minister, lately? Can you confirm that? 


A We have been in contact with parties in Lebanon 
and in the region. I'm not going to get into specific 
correspondence, but we've been in touch with all sorts of 

‘ people out there. 


Q Radio Lebanon announced it. Can you confirm it, 
, and what's the content of it? 


A I'll look into it and see if we can. I think 
generally though -- you know, that we've kept very actively 
involved in the region. We've kept in touch with the people 
out there. 


Q I know the answer to this, but I'll try any way. 
Are you confirming that Secretary Baker has rejected a meeting 
with the New Zealand Foreign Minister next week in Brunei? And 
do you have any elaboration on the report? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q If you want to give us anything, we'll be glad to 
have it. 


A I'll look into it. 
Q Richard, yesterday, the EEC called on -- said 


that the ®LO should be part of any peace negotiation in the 
Middle East. Do you have any reaction to that? 





A I don't have any reaction to their statement, no, 
but you know our views on the international peace conference, 
on the process of peace. 


Q Another country: In South Africa, 14 people face 
execution by hanging for the killing of a policeman. I believe 
several other capitals have issued appeals for clemency. 


A I can't think of the specific case right now. 
But that's something, too, that we can look into. 


Q Could you double-check the Khmer Rouge-Thailand 
story? Because about an hour before Margaret spoke yesterday 
we had a story contradicting what she was saying, quoting a 
Thai official as saying that these refugees were, indeed, being 


returned to Khmer Rouge camps? 
a We were aware of that story before we came out. 


Q So you -- 


a We addressed the issue. 
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Q You think your information was better information 
than that story? 


4 We double-checked and we were told that 
Margaret's information was accurate. 


Q Richard, slightly related to this, there have ‘ 
been stories recently suggesting that the U.S. Government's 
Executive Branch has changed its position somewhat on Cambodia 
and is now more ready to accept to deal directly between Prince 
Sihanouk and the Hun Sen government than it was before. Can 
you confirm whether there has been some shift in U.S. position 
along these lines? 


A There's no shift that I'm aware of. We've been 
talking about this frequently, and I think our statements have 
been consistent. 


Q Well, could you put out -- 


A I can't remember exactly when our last statement 
was, but it was -- 


Q Could you put out a post, whatever the last -- 
whatever -- an authoritative statement is of where the United 
States stands on the question of what kind of interim 
government there should be in Cambodia; whether the Khmer Rouge 
should be part of it; whether a direct arrangement between 
Sihanouk and Hun Sen would be acceptable? 


a) We'll be happy to. 
A follow-up on that: There have been calls in 
Thailand for the coalition government that is now sitting in 
the U.N. to relinquish its seat. Do you have any position on 
that? 
A No, I don't. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 








Posted: June 28, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the June 28 Daily Press Briefing 
CHINA -- EXECUTION OF SHANGHAI BURGLAR 
Q: What can you tell us about a Xinhua report that Zhang Ping, 
who stole items on 4 occasions from the U.S. Consulate General 
in Shanghai, was executed June 28. 
A: -- IN NOVEMBER OF 1988 ZHANG PING WAS TRIED AND CONVICTED IN 
SHANGHAI ON CHARGES OF FORCED ENTRY AND ROBBERY OF THE 
U.S. CONSULATE GENERAL IN SHANGHAI AFTER HE ADMITTED 
BREAKING INTO THE CONSULATE ON 4 OCCASIONS. HE WAS 


SENTENCED TO DEATH ON APRIL 22 OF THIS YEAR. 
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POSTED: Sue. 28 AX 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28, 1989 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
. ISRAEL: STATUS OF JERUSALEM 
Q: CAN YOU CONFIRM REPORTS THAT THE UNITED STATES GAVE ISRAEL 


AN UNEQUIVOCAL PROMISE THAT JERUSALEM WILL REMAIN UNDER ISRAELI 
SOVEREIGNTY EVEN IF EAST JERUSALEM ARABS ARE ALLOWED TO VOTE IN 


ELECTIONS FOR A PALESTINIAN NEGOTIATING TEAM? 
A: - THESE REPORTS ARE WITHOUT FOUNDATION. OUR POLICY ON 
JERUSALEM IS WELL KNOWN AND HAS NOT CHANGED. 


' 
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Posted: tune 28, 1939 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the June 28, 1989 Daily Press Briefing 


NEW ZEALAND: HIGH-LEVEL MEETINGS 


Has the Secretary declined to meet with New Zealand Foreign 
Minister Marshall at next month's ASEAN Post Ministerial in 
Brunei? ‘ 

YES. THE SECRETARY'S DECISION REAFFIRMS U.S. POLICY 
AGAINST HIGH-LEVEL CONTACTS WITH NEW ZEALAND GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND SECURITY-RELATED SUBJECTS. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING JUNE 28 


SOUTH AFRICA/CLEMENCY FOR 14 BLACKS SENTENCED TO DEATH 


Q: Do you have any comment on reports that several countries 
have asked the SAG to grant clemency to the 14 blacks 
sentenced to death in the murder of a policeman? 

A: AT THE TIME OF THE TRIAL, WE EXPRESSED PUBLICLY OUR DEEP 

DISTRESS AT THE HARSHNESS OF THE SENTENCES IMPOSED ON THE 

DEFENDANTS. AS IN THE CASE OF THE SHARPEVILLE SIX, WE FEEL 

THAT AMNESTY WOULD SERVE THE INTERESTS OF JUSTICE. IN ADDITION, 


A HUMANITARIAN RESOLUTION OF THE CASE WOULD EASE INTERNAL TENSIONS 


AND IMPROVE THE OVERALL POLITICAL ATMOSPHERE. 
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Posted: June 28. 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 26 PRESS BRIEFING 


CAMBODIA: U.S. POSITION 


Q: Could you put out an authoritative statement of where 
the United States stands on the question of what kind of 
interim government there should be in Cambodia; whether the 
Khmer Rouge should be part of it; whether a direct 
arrangement between Sihanouk and Hun Sen would be acceptable? 
' 
A: WE BELIEVE THAT A DURABLE SOLUTION TO THE 
CAMBODIA CONFLICT MUST INCLUDE A SERIES OF WORKABLE AND 
EFPFPECTIVE MEASURES INCLUDING INTERNATIONAL MONITORING 
MECHANISMS TO ENSURE THAT THE KHMER ROUGE WILL BE 
CONTAINED. FOR EXAMPLE, THE DISCREDITED SENIOR KHMER ROUGE 
LEADERS MOST RESPONSIBLE FOR DESPICABLE CRIMES AGAINST THE 
CAMBODIAN PEOPLE, INCLUDING POL POT, MUST NOT BE ALLOWED TO 
PARTICIPATE IN THE POLITICAL PROCESS OR PLAY A ROLE IN A 


FUTURE CAMBODIAN GOVERNMENT . 


THE CAMBODIAN PARTIES THEMSELVES MUST MAKE THE FINAL 
DECISIONS ON THESE MEASURES AS THEY NEGOTIATE A 
COMPREHENSIVE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT. 


oan 0. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


June 28, 1989 


The Briefing Roos 
2:02 P.M. EDT 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ali right, if we're ready, 
we'll get started. 


First off, a couple of notes on the edvance teams and the 

hoteles for the trip. For Warsaw, Poland, the press hotel is the 
-- the Europeski Hotel. The filing center will be in the 
— inental, and the Europeski is right across the square fron 


The press advance is a name from the past for many of 
you, Gary Foster -- Gary Foster. 


; In Gdansk, Poland, which is just an in-and-out stop, the 
advance man is Chris Molinesux. 


For Budapest, the press hotel and the filing center is 
the Duna -- the Duna. And the press advance there is John 


In Paris, the press hotel is the Meridian. The filing 
center will be there. 


Q Horrible place. 


ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Really? Helen, I don't think 
it's the same one that you're talking about last time. I believe 
that was outside of town, and this is in-town. 


Q Oh, okay, good. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's right off the Champs 
Elysees, so I think it's not the same hotel ‘re thinking of. 
That's the Meridian. The overflow hotel will be the La Concordia, 
which is right across the street. And the press advance there is 
John Herrick. 


And finally, for the Hague, Netherlands, the press hotel 
-- at least the headquarters hotel with the filing center is the 
at ny and then we'll be spreading out to a number of different 
hotels right in that neighborhood. Press edvance there is Steve 
Ross. 


Q When do these people go there? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're all -- everybody except 
the Hague is in now, and the folks that are going to the Netherlands 
will be there the tiret of next week, so they're all in place now. 


Q They're reachable at these hotels? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're reachable at the hotels 
nee ef I would say, until mid-week next week, that the better 
of getting them is at the U.S. Embassy or consulate in each 
one of those cities. 
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Q In Budapest it's just one hotel for everybody? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we've got the whole hotel 
for the press. 


Q Oh, thank goodness. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The staff will be staying in a 
4ifferent hotel, but we're all in the Duna. We've got all 350 roous 
there, and the restaurants and everything like that. So we've taken 
over the whole hotel. 


To get started for -- the first schedule is Warsav, 


Poland. oh H endig call at the White House on . 
July 8th at 3:00 l probably about 4:30 p.B. or so. We'll 
ro Mag Bp dB Py By Office vhen ve get 


them. But the beggege call on Saturday, if you don't make that 


Center et 4:00 «4.a. ar 
press charter will depart at 


. The President wil 
He'll have « sta 
have taken off before that already, so if you need to make 
alternative arrangements to have second people cover thet for you, 
we'll endeavor, as we always do, to have an early release on that. 
We'll see what we can do. 


Q You will have that done today? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll try. It's an 
eight-hour-and-fifteen-minute flight to Warsav. We've i... —_— 
ceremony at the airport there. That'll be expanded es 
The President will make an arrival statement. And t it's. ofr to 
the quest house for the President where he spends th. night. 


If I could spend a sinute talking about the pools for 
this entire trip and how we've set them up at the request of the 
Correspondents Association and some other groups, the way te put’ 
the pools together is, we've done -- for the 1 a “a 
rotations: e« morning, an a SS and an ovenian shift. You'll 
see throughout_the schedule ‘ll have different travel pools that 
seen to svap out during the 


Now, there are some folks like the television netvorks 
and the still who will keep the same people in the pool 
all day long, the writers and the redios ve have natural breaks 
AY RR oS Ad ed og So 
that'll work for all those -- many cases, we have expanded pools 
that'll be arriving early, going out from the filing center early, 
and preplecing at event sites. 


So if you go to Monday, July 10th in Warsaw, the 
President's events for the day are a wreath-leying at the Tomb of the 
Unknown Soldier, a visit with General Jaruzeleki at Belvedere Palace, 
lunch at the Ambassador's residence, and & wreath-laying at the 
Unechlagplatz. 


So we don't spend all Ce r won't through 
specific movements. Why don't you j go cheek end pane Gecemh it 
and shout out [i'pee hale aur celanse” 


. In Paris, is the filing center in the Meridian going 
to be provided with all of the feeds that would be received at the 
international filing center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. All of the 
Saeko Jeet Ss Be quevedes Sn Sesto G0 oe to be there alec. We 
@leo will be getting « closed-circuit feed from all of the events. 


il 
: 
: 


So if there's any event that's for coverage at the Arch de la 
MORE 
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Defense, those will be on closed-circuit TV, or at least we hope 
‘11 be on closed-circuit TV in the filing center, also; and 
you'll be getting the eudic feeds there, also, 


I should make a point -- well, we can go on to Paris 
after we finish with these other two stops first. 


Q Can tell us @ little scre about the little 
Aeague event in Selena? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What little I know about it, 
it's go to be a relatively brief stop. They've started with 
-- the fo in Warsaw bave just started their own little league, and 
there were some letters received here at the White House, and we can 
help you with some beckground on this afterwards, but there were sone 
etters received there, and he's going to make a brief drop-by visit 
one of these little league games. 


Q The first day? I mean, the second day? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that comes in on the 


Ss 


second day. 
Q First day. 
Q First day, just before the speech. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First day, that's right. 
Q One forty-five p.na. 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. So 1:45 p.m. on the first 
» How do you fer it? Do you want se to go the whole 
@ and go each event event, or do you just want to 
call out questions as you see the e? You've had thes for sost 
of the sorning. 


Q In general, are we going to hear all of the 
greetings to American communities? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think you should hear 
those beck in the filing center whenever there is a situation that it 
can be. There are certain circumstances, I think, on this trip 
where, because we have to get on the press plane and go to the next 
city, thet you won't necessarily hear it back -- when there's an 

ity and you're in the filing center and that event will be 


go on, yes, it will be piped ° 
Q Can you talk about the summit -- I'm sorry, go to 


the -- 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay? 
: Q In a number of these things, in Warsaw, when you 
list -- mentioned the Jaruzeleki greet and it's indicated on 
the @ no remarks. Looking through « bunch of the rest of the 


schedules, there are a number of other greetings that take place as 
we go through the rest of the trip, and that notation is not 
necessarily — there. Do you have indications at thie point as 
to whether or there's going to be -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't expect remarks at any 
of those. for the most part, each time he ends up arriving at « new 
building or something 1 that, it's a hand-shake outside, and where 
there are remarks, it's noted in the schedule. 


Q Ie there some talk of Bush's meeting with Solidarity 
leaders other than Walesa? Do you know if that's still « 
possibility? 
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ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's going to have a chance to 
meet some of the Solidarity lesders in Gdansk, Poland when he visits 
there. There, he will be ing a wreath at a memorial to Solidarity 
workers, and he'll also be having -- 


Q But the only one he's sitting down to meet with is 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I understand it, there will 
be some other Solidarity leaders at Walesa's house when he's there, 
but the primary meeting will be with Lech Walesa. 
hes inv 


Q But on that question, are these people that Walesa 
ited or -~- there are supposedly a bunch of -- other Solidarity 
ee ee ees eae Ie there « specific 
ion to see these other people, or -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Beats the hell out of ne, 
Craig. I'll just have to -- 


Q But this is a -- event. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I suggest is, on 
ene equctdies Gaab: tes Ellie Gauk to ae to ee Es. 


Okay, w Alport and then flies to danek, 
oe HS ,. *- and then flies to Gdansk, 
Poland. Gdansk, Poland, he first has a visit to Olivia Cathedral, 


In , 
chase bo Goan Uae Bichan, tales @ tour of thm aateaeed. anh then be 
goes to the Walesa residence for a private lunch -- have a little bit 
FR pe Ry AR. of that, end also a worker -- at this 

int, it reme clear -- whether Lech Walesa will be with the 


ident earlier in the day, meet at the airport, and then go to his 
residence with the President. or if ayy just meet at the 
residence. We'll have to let you know on that. 


Then after the lunch, it's to the Solidarity workers’ 
monument, where there's a wreath-laying and a speech. This takes 
place right out in front of the Gdansk shipyard. I's sure you've all 

and the sonument is right 


From there, the President goes to the Westerplat 
Memorial. Thies is the semorial thet they heave for the first shots 
that were fired dur World War II. It's on a hill overlooking « 
river. We've gh my coverage of that, alec. The rest of the Press 
Corpse is back at filing center. And then the President gets on a 
boat -- he hes « pool along with his on a separate boat, and goes 
ee coe ee ee where 


has a greeting with the Gdansk city leaders. 


And then it's in the motorcade from downtown back out to 
the airport, and we're from there to -- from Gdansk, Poland en route 


Budapest, Hungery. 
Any questions on the Poland portion? 
Q Where's this big speech? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's at the Sejm, which is the 
Polish parliament, and thet is on -- we glossed over that rather 


quickly. That is on Tuesday, I believe -- 
: Monday. 











ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Monday, I'm sorry. Hang on a 
second. It's at 2:15 p.m., actually. I guess he's got a meeting 
with the marshalls -- first. I imagine that'll last about 15 or 20 
minutes. And then around 2:30 p.m. or 2:35 p.m. is when we'll have 
the speech. We're still in negotiations on how many they'll let us 
bring there, but we're shooting for open coverage there. 


Q On a lighter point, what kind of a boat is this that 
he's going to be riding on? Do you know? Is it a ferry vessel, or 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when we went on the 
preadvance, it was kind of -- the one they took us on there was a 
utility tugboat, and they said that they would have a much better 
boat for the day of the trip itself. So it's relatively large -- I'd 
say probably 60- or 70-foot boat that goes down, but not so large 
that we could take a big group on it. The pool will be on a separate 
boat going alongside -- 


Q So it's like a shipyard boat? It's not like a -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And the boat-ride is 
the shipyards. You see the big -- the ships all being worked 
on. It's -- I won't call it picturesque, but very interesting. 


Q In terms of the tel @ lines, AT&T — that for 
planning -- from Poland. Did AT&T said also international - 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On all of these phones we're 
planning on having USA direct. And there will also be some local 
phones, also -- a limited number, but I think it'll be a very 
standard setup that you've seen on other foreign trips where they'll 
bring in the satellite and they'll have the coverage right back to 
the United States, and then there'll be other phones. 


In Poland, international telephone service is very, very 
tricky. I know it's going to be a —o If those of you that 
have to file in another country besides the United States, I'd do 
what you can to make arrangements to file here if you can, and then 
have someone transmit your stories from here to another location. I 
think that's the most prudent thing to do. 


Q~ It is -- will you set up a facsimile machine, also? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in some cases, we'll have 
facsimile machines in the USIS press centers, but I don't think you 
can count on them being there at every location. There are also -- 
in all the hotels, there are teletypes available, but we're not 
installing big banks of teletypes, because by and large, the vast 
me = Pay our press corps can file on their -- satellite telephones 
with their -- 


Q Will there be a change counter at the filing 
centers? 


A ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think in most cases, 
we'll have an accommodation exchange set up for you to do currency 
exchange. Those are also available at your hotels.° 


Q Was there any tree-plantiny time? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think we have any 
plans to plant any trees. 


Q There's a Warsaw VIPI arch where all the American 
presidents have planted trees when they've been there. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can get back to you on 
that, but I don't see any plans to plant any trees now. 


MORE 














Q Budapest? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


I'm just curious. I note that the President's 


Q 
arriving for the state dinner, and we're arriving at the filing hotel 
at -- according to the schedule, at exactly the same moment. How 
fast is he going to be doing toasts? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we can work with the 
folks in Hungary to delay that long enough that we can get you in 
place. Let me explain your choices on that. When you get to 
Hungary, our plan right now is take the entire press corps that wants 
to go directly to the big square that's in front of the parliament 
building where the state dinner is going to be. So the sequence of 
events goes -- the President arrives, he makes a speech in front of a 
crowd that's in this square, and then after the speech, he walks past 
a portion of the crowd and goes on to the big square where they have 
the official state arrival -- welcoming ceremony, troop the line. 
They have a marching review that goes past then. 


And then from that point, they go inside the parliament 
building, freshen up a little bit, and have that. We were hoping for 
the speech, or at least making available for the speech for all those 
reporters that wanted to be able to -- you know, on these trips, one 
of the complaints that we always hear is that, we've been on a trip 
for four days and five days, and we haven't had a chance to see the 
President at any open events, because all these things end up being 
pools. So we're hoping that this event, to make it open coverage. 


Now, if you're more concerned about getting a feed of the 
remarks and doing up, we will have a bus at the airport that you can 
go and blow off the events down in the square and the speech down 
there and go directly to the hotel and be -~ but I think in that 
case, you probably will want to go straight to the square because 
there's going to be remarks there and the remarks that go on. 


Q My concern was just being able to be in place in 
time to catch the toasts. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll make a note to talk 
to the advance about seeing if we can have the toasts come later on 
in that program so you can be in place for it. 


That kind of goes through the events on Tuesday, July 11 
in Budapest. After the state dinner, the President is back. We've 
got pool coverage of that. And then it goes to the hunt room. I'm 
sorry -- then we're into Wednesday and what goes on. 


Now, if you look down at the bottom of Page 5 on the 
Hungary schedule, I'd like you to cross out those numbers one, two, 
and three. Those meetings are -- they've had some government changes 
in Hungary, and those are changing. The meetings are going to stay 
the same and the offices are going to stay the same, but we'll get 
you an update on what exact time those are. But you have -- stay the 
same, but we'll get you an update on what exact time those are. But 
you have the 6:50 a.m. time -- the meeting is still going to take 
place, but the specific participants are changing as we speak, and we 
will let you know about that. : 


That morning he has meetings at the Parliament building. 
It's a series of meeting in different rooms. We have the expanded 
pool coverage in that. Another thing I should say -- in most cases, 
what we're trying to do is -- particularly in Poland and Hungary, 
we're having great success with including the travel pool in the 
coverage plans. So the travel then folds into the expanded 1 that 
ge ‘ en we get to Paris, I'm less confident that that'll be able 
° orheen’ so you should be able to plan on using le if you're 
staffing -~ particvlariy the wiraa and photo agencies << if you're 
staffing the travel pools in Poland and Hungary, you should be able 
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to use those same people for coverage inside. 


From the Parliament building, the President goes to the 
guest house. He has some private time. Then he goes to the old 
prison on Castle Hill, which is a building that's owned by the U.S. 
Government and the Embassy there. Besides the President beinc there, 
it also houses our -- the Marine security guard detail that protects 
the Embassy. And it's a rather picturesque view of the Pest side o 
the river. You're on the Buddhist side there and the President will 
have a meeting with some exchange students there. We're expecting 
some coverage at the top of the meeting probably only. I don't think 
it'll be there for the whole thing. But it's a rather picturesque 
view. You'll be able to see the whole city on a day that it’s not 


foggy out. | 


From there, the President goes to Karl Marx University, 
where -- he makes a speech there. And this another one of the larger 
speeches of the trip. And then from Karl Marx University, after that 
1:15 p.m. ,» he's back to the Ambassador residence, where he has 
another series of meetings with the opposition leaders and that's 
also changing. These opposition leaders that he was meeting with 
were the guys that are being installed in the new meetings that we 
talked about the morning before. So, we'll work that out and give 
you the specific details. Please. 


Q What time are looking for the start of that speech? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you a specific 
time. I think there's a little bit of a five-minute kind of holding 
room before that. He arrives there at 1:15 p.m., so I'm guessing in 
the vicinity of 1:20 p.m. or 1.30 p.m. going on on that. And that's 
again -- I think — pool -- I th the radio pool had planned on 
putting a white 1 in there. You can talk to then fically, 
but they had -- and that'll also be fed back to the filing center. 
This is another one of these open opportunities. We're hoping to get 
the whole press corps there. 


Then it's back to the guest house for those meetings, as 
I was discussing. Then he goes to the Ambassador's Residence for a 
reception. The reception, as I understand it -- the guest list 
includes industrialists, people from the arts, a wide cross-section 
of the Hungarian community. There'll be a -- 


Q Journalists? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure. You can check on 
that and I'll let you know about journalists at the reception. He's 
at the reception from 6:50 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. And then he goes to 
the guest house and it's an early evening for all -- we're done at 
8:00 p.m. Incidentally, the food is erful in Budapest. I'11 
encourage you to get out and see the town -- it's pretty good. 


Q Anywhere in this Budapest schedule, is he meeting 
with people from the management training center in Budapest that the 
University of Pittsburgh is involved with, and some other American 
universities? The university had the idea he was going to be 
actually visiting their program, which I see isn't -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of anything like 
that. If you check with me afterwards, we can run it dow). Are they 
doing an exchange with Karl Marx University? Perhaps they're going 
to A nya for the speech during that, but I don't know the 
specifics. 


Q No, this is an actual -- it's like a campus set up 
eed yn business training that several American universities are 
nvolv n. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of it, I don't 
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Q Well, I need to ask you all the sports questions. 
But wasn't there supposed to be a tennis match -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a possibility of a 
tennis match. There's some down time in the afternoon. I wouldn't 
go so far as to say that anything specifically has been scheduled and 
what's going on there. There is some open time there that -- in the 
afternoon, I believe, there's an hour or so that could -- 


Q -- where it says additional events -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, when see that lines it 
says in -- something, you know, tennis, I don't if they have 
horseshoes in was aon Rg something like that. There is a tennis 
court at the Resi 


Okay, that puts us the next morning now to the airport 
and en pe Paris, France at 6:55 a.m. Any more questions on . 
Hungary 





Okay, Paris. I'd like to sey from the get-go on Paris, 
that out of all of the schedules, this is the one that I'm least 
confident in in what's going on. And the reason being is, there's a 
lot of -- the logistical movements -- I really don't think that the 


President's le will any that see in here. I think 
the event that you see outli for him will remain the same and I 
don't think there'll be much of a there. But the logistical 


arrangements for moving the ls and doing things like that is going 
to be fine-tuned a great deal and so I won't etch this schedule in 
stone. 


I should explain a couple things for -- the international 
press corps has a filing center and their briefing center at the 
Arch, where all of the meetings for the summit are taking place. our 
facilities are at the Meridian Hotel, right where you'll be staying. 
So each time we have to have an expanded pool or one of the pools to 
cover something at the Arch or another summit related event, like at 
the Louvre, goes out, the expanded pool has to go from the Meridian 
Hotel, over to the Arch, go through the security sweep and then go 
with the international press corps from there to the event sites. So 
it can make far some very long pools. For what's going on, I don't 
know that there's a better way to do it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How far is it from the 
Meridian to the Arch? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About a mile-and-a-half-two 
miles. We have a shuttle system that's going to be set up to bring 
people over there. They're free to go over and do an all-around in 
there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So my briefers and I can 
get back and forth -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have that system all in 
place. Do you like riding motorcycles? (Laughter.) 


Q You're going to brief in the White House -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We all of our briefing 
to be in the White House filing center and briefiny center. 


Q How often on the shuttles to the Arch? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know the specifics of 
it. I think that something's going to run every hour, every half 
hour «= something like that. 


Q Is that how pool people are going to be expected to 
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get to -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we'll have separate 
arrangements for the pools. When the pool says it departs, we have 
separate vehicles for them to go and -- go on. And again, the pool 
situation in Paris, you know, you'll see the pool swap out three 
times a day there because he's usually going from early in the 
morning until late at night in. So, sometimes those pool swap outs 
that see will just be one radio guy or one reporter going and 
svapp out for that. 





Okay, the first event in -- I should mention in Paris, on 
Thursday, July 13th, is a ceremony at -- after the arrival, of course 
-- a ceremony at Trocadero Palace. That's something that's been 
added since we vent on the preadvance trip, so we don't have all the 
specifics on that. But I think there'll be a photo at the beginning 
of that bicentennial ceremony with the Eiffel Tower in the 


background. That's what we're hoping for. 


From the Trocadero Palace, the President goes to the 
L'Elysee Palace for a bicentennial luncheon hosted by President 
Mitterrand. There'll be a courtyard ting, probably a little bit 
of pomp and circumstance with the military, and then there's a 
luncheon in their State Dining Room. That'll be expanded pool 


coverage. 


_ From there, the President goes to the Ambassador's 
Residence, where he has some administrative time. And then he goes 
back to L'El Palace later that afternoon a little bit after 4:00 
p-m. for a bilateral meeting with President Mitterrand. After that 
meeting, it's back to the Ambassador's Residence, more private tine 
for a couple hours in the afternoon. 


Let me back up for just a second. One of the things 
that's changing in this -- and, again, this is on background -- 
they're talking about a key presentation of the key to the Bastille 
thet's from a suseum that we have here in the United States. And the 
United States is going to loan that to the government of France. And 
there's talk -- original} that was scheduled for at the Opera of 
, Bastille, but there's talk of during that bilateral meeting earlier 

in the day, of having the President present the key then. So, stay 

» we'll let you know about the key presentation. 


Q Where did we get the key fron? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know all the specific 
details, but I think it's the Daughters of the American Revolution -- 


Q Mount Vernon. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Mount Vernon -- that's 
right -- the Mount Vernon Ladies Association has lent the key to the 
ye government and the President is going to present it on behalf 
of then. 


Q Will we get it back? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe so, yes. So, we're 
at the opening of the Bastille ra that evening. After the opera, 
at 9:00 p.m. or so, they go to Musee D'Orsay for a dinner hosted 
eakte' a Mitterrand and the President getg back at 11:30 p.m. So 
t's a long day for the pool and what's going on. 


On Friday, July 14th, he goes to the Concorde Palace to 
view the Bastille Day parade. The coverage on there is kind of 
tough. They're not really having any coverage inside. It's from the 
street, about 90 feet or 100 feet away, shooting with the parade in 
the foreground and the President and the other world leaders behind a 
bullet-proof gles: up on the balcory. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE : 








1956 
-10- DRAFT 


Q | Something like a U.S. inaugural parade? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the glass is tinted 


Q Where is this balcony? In the hotel? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- only one -- on the square. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe so. Why don't you 
check with me afterwards? I t it was at the Palace de 
Concorde. I don't know. Why don't you gentlemen from Paris check 
with me afterwards and we can get the specifics on it? 

Q Photo op or anything inside the building? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Monsieur Hines. 

Q Okay. 

Q How many heads of government? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I understand that'll be 
ne cme | be the seven. That's one of the last Bastille Day events 

fore the actual summit activities start. 


Okay. So all seven heads in there for the 
Gachtaguen glcedla <> an gauee 6 oF Gutaien tae = 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's from the street, and I 
don't expect anything inside. 


Q Well, can you see through the tinted glass? 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I don't think it's -- 


we'll just have to see how it is. I don't know how clearly you'll be 
able to see. 





Q Ie there a shot, or any kind of picture of thes 
arriving for that from where the -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is an arrival shot 
down at the entrance, which is in a courtyard -- expanded pool. I 
am pe the travel pool will probably be there for that, and it will 
work out. 


Okay. Then he goes from there to the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. There is a garden party hosted by President Mitterrand, and 
then a lunch hosted by President Mitterrand. Excuse me? 

Q What does TBD mean? 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: TBD means “to be deternined." 

Q -- the walk there. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The walk between the two 


meetings, that's correct. But I don't think that's anything you're 
see. 


There's like a tunnel -- the buildi are right next 
, >. other, and se ft don't think there's any ki of a pieture fer 


that. 
Q Who is "B"? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The B is something that's a 
quick reference referring to the First Lady being there; B stands for 
ra. 
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Okay, then it's back to the Ambas«dcr's residence for 
15 minutes of privat’ «.w that afternoon, and 

ves the Ambassador's .« <1ace and goes to the 

° arrival greeting ther« then right after the 
arrival greeting, I think that's where you': ve the first really 
good picture of all seven of the leaders thc are there for the 
summit. They'll come out for a photo right in front of the anid 
and the museum and President Bush is the last to arrive at all of 
these summit events. 


Q Nobody is saying anything audible? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think this is just like 
-- this is the first-class photo of the trip. You have the opening 


Q Why is he the last to arrive? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President of the United 
States is the only head of state and head of government besides the 
host, I believe, and since Mr. Mitterrand is there to greet all of 
his guests, President Bush in protocol order is at the top of the 
list. So he is afforded the opportunity to arrive last at each of 
these events. 


Q Ta-dun. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have the opening session, 
and then he goes back to the Ambassador's residence after that, sone 
more private time for about an hour and a half -- then he goes to the 
Hotel de la Marine for a working dinner hosted by President 
Mitterrand, and I understand that principals only; the wives and 
spouses will not attend. And then, the President's back to the 
Ambassador's residence at 10:35 p.m. that evening. 


Saturday, July 15th. 


Q I may have missed it in -- I thought the French vere 
supposed to be putting on a hell of a fireworks display somewhere -- 
one of those nights -- 


Q. As always, on the 14th of July -- as always. 

Q I heard somewhere it was going to be on the 15th. 

ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I had heard also that it was on 
-- I seem to recall that it was ge Aye be on the 15th, also. So 


let me double-check on that. I' that to my list. Are you 
looking for a little natural sound there? 





Q Well, fireworks. 


Q The President already passed the organ demonstration 
today. 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. The next morning, you 
have the President leaving at 9:35 a.m. in the morning to go to the 
famous Arch. We're still finding out what exactly the coverage is 
gy A bs, but for most of these sessions, I anticipate will happen 

s re i be some sort of photo opportunity at the beginning of 





each working session. So they'll come in, ‘ll troop the pool in, 
aa international pool in to get a photo, and leave after that and go 
out. 


For the most part, what we're doing for the Arch pools 
is, we're bringing a pool there in the morning and having therm stay 
all day. We do have a emall work ony Ay U.S. press that 
they're able to go to. The rest of you t ere at the U.S. filing 


center, your summit credentials will get into any one of these -- 
into the Arch or any one of the press works areas that you can go, so 
MORE 
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if you want to go and see the Arch and do those type of things, 
you'll be able to 


Q When is your superior briefing during the trip? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to lay out a 
complete schedule later. But generally, all those periods for the 
President's in down time, and we'll probably have briefings generally 
in the afternoon, just before the evening sessions are -- 


Q The reason I ask, on this particular day, I seen to 
recall that the heads put out the political communi on Saturday, 
and I just wonder if you would have that -- we would be briefed on 
that, or -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have a briefing on it. 
I don't know who. Probably by Baker, but I's not sure. 


Q Ie the facility at the arch upstairs or downstairs 
with the international center? 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's U.S. work space 
that's teairs. It's a emall room that's upstairs. ‘hen the 


international facilities are downstairs. It's ell throughout. 
No offense intended, but last week when sone of network folks had 
| me through there, they were still pouring concrete in the 

rnational press center. 


Q Is the place -- just for pools, or if we go out 
there, can ve use -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, if oy go out there, you 
can use it. I think most of our information is going to be put out 
at the U.S press center. 


Q But I mean, if we just happen to be hanging out 
there -- 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. If you want to get a 
telephone or do something like that, yes. 


QQ. Could you announce, , that the people covering 
the Girl Scouts and Mrs. Bush are leaving 


ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Folks that ere arranged with 
the First Lady's office for coverage of the Girl Scout event, we're 
lining up at the double doors to the North Driveway. The Girl Scout 
events, the double doors at the North Driveway. 


Okay, we've got the working session, then there's « 
working luncheon, a plenary session in the afternoon, and I think 
we'll have some sort of photo on each one of these t of deals, so 
you can think on three of the day, and then it's back to the 
Ambassador's residence at 5:00 p.m. Forty-five minutes or so of 
filing time, and then it's back to the Louvre that evening. And then 
it's back to the Louvre that evening where you've got a dinner hosted 
by President Mitterrand. 


Q Any indication of toasts or anything in there? 


. AMOMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, I think you may have 
a toast from President Mitterrand but it would get cumbersome to have 


teeste from all seven of these government heads in what's going on -- 
I don't think there's toasts from each one of them. De you know 


differently, Pacale? 
Q His reports say that it will just be Mitterrand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I would think it 
would just be President Mitterrand. 
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Q Will that be piped in and translated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would endeavor to do 
that, yes. I should speak to translations, just so you know. I 
think for all of these th -- although the President doesn't have 
any in Paris, he has them both -- in all three of the other 
countries that he's to be visiting -- and what we will be 
planning on doing is we will feed the sult in English. So if there's 
translations, the mult will be fed in English. So know, if -- 
you'll hear ing from the translator's sike t goes on and 
what he says. If the President's speaking, ‘ll hear -- for 
inetance, Gdansk, Poland, Lech Welesa will be speaking, you'll be 
hearing his words via interpreter through the sult in English and 
then the President's words after that -- 


Q Through his interpreter. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Through his interpreter. 
Very good. But you understand what I's saying? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, moving just along 
so we don't hold you folks up,. the next morning we've got church at 
the American Cathedral of Paris. Specific coverage is yet to be 
Getermined. I think we'll have expanded pool. 


Q Where is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's right down the 
street from the Crazy Horse. (Laughter.) 


Q Oh. 
Q You notice that Pascale says, “Oh, sure." 
Q Coverage inside -- the expanded pool or out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're still determining 
it, but I'm thinking inside. You know, that's something where I 
don't think 'd see that being piped back to the filing center. 
The Presi ‘s not speaking there, but then again that's something 
that you sight want to -- the radio pool might want to have some 
ambient sound there -- what's going on -- to go on. 


All right, then the rest of the day he's back to the 
Arch. We've got a working luncheon, the reading of the joint 
communique on Sunday, and then the President goes to the Meridian 
Hotel for a press conference at 6:05 p.n. 


The President, after the press conference, goes to the 
ambassador's residence for private time and then goes to the er 
for a dinner hosted by President Mitterrand. The spouses will be at 
this one. And then it's back to the ambassador's residence shortly 
after 10:00 p.m. ; 


Q Where is this residence? Is that near the Concord 
~~ in the square? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the President's 
dinner that evening? 


Q No, no, no, the ambassador's residence. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The ambassador's 
residence is right adjacent. It's almost on the sane lex as the 
U.S. Embassy, so it's kind of kitty-corner from it. You , I'd 
say a two minute or so walk. And then it's back to the Elling 
center. 
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The next morning we're up and going at a relatively 
civilized time. The President leaves at 8:15 a.m. and he's off to 
The Hague, Netherlands at 9:00 a.m. 


Q Is he not doing an American community greeting in 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, I think he is. 
I remember us -- ve went and looked at it and talked about it. I 
I glossed over it. You can look through there again. 
there's one in there. 


Okay, the Netherlands. The President's going to Schiphol 
Airport in Amsterdam. I understand that the Queen and Prince Claus 
are going to come out for the greeting at the airport. The President 
will be staying during this stop at the palace as the guest of the 
Queen. After the airport they make a brief visit to the palace, 
freshen up, and then from there it's to the Parliament. 


The President arrives the Parliament for a meeting with 
Prime Minister Lubbers. fFrom there he goes goes to the Catshuis, 
which is the Prime Minister's official residence. I understand that 
he doesn't actually live there, but that's his working residence. 
They have a luncheon, then from there the President goes to Leiden. 
Leiden is where he has the address, and I think that'll be the wrap 
speech on the whole trip. So that's where they'll tie the visit to 
Eastern Europe, what goes on there, what went on et the summit, and 
kind of the wrap-up of the entire trip. And that'll be open coverage 
there. 


And that evening there is the state dinner. We'll have a 
photo before the dinner. And at this point in time, the Queen has 
decreed that there will be no coverage of the dinner; but stay tuned, 
we're working on it. ; 


Then back up to the suite at the Palace at 10:30 p.a. 


The next morning, it's to the Ambassador's Residence for 
the American comsunity greeting. He has -- I'm sorry, I got that 
wrong. He's going to the Ambassador's residence for a meeting with 
—_ leaders foreign affairs committee members. That's a 
reakfast meeting. And then he goes to the American Embassy for «4 
community greeting, then back to the Palace, bids farewell to the 
Queen, and then it's back out to Schipol Airport for an 11:55 
wheels-up en route Andrews Air force Base. 


That pute them back at 2:10 p.m. We'll have an arrival 
statement at Andrews, then helicopter to the White House after that. 
Earlier reports that the President would go to Houston at the end of 
that week untrue. The President is going to have an event 
later on t week at the White House that some of the astronauts -- 
a barbeque on the lawn, that's right. And that's about it. 


Any cther questions? 
Q No Houston anywhere in that -- 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo travel that particular week. 


Thank for attention, appreciate it very much. If you have 
any other questions, please feel free to call me or Gary Fendler from 
the 


Advance Office. Good day. 


END 12:50 P.M. EOT 
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The Briefing Room 
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MR. FITZWATER: Secretary Baker will have «a brief opening 
See 0 ) Se See SS ae Se ee ee, 
and then we'll take your questions. He has be in the meeting with 
the President at 11:00 a.m., and you all have setup time too, so 
we'll try and break it around 10:55 a.m. Thank you. 


Poland and Hungary demonstrates his 1 interest in, and support 
for democratic change and for reforms in this region. 

the 

for 


values forms the common thread which binds together the peoples of 
Burope and America, as well ae many others sround the globe. 


The President will affirm that e free nw gy Ry 
and a democratic society, which have been so successful in 

Europe, provide the only answer to the aspirations of the le of 
Bastern Europe. Along with its friends and allies, the United States 
will encourage those countries in the East, trying to make the 
transition to free, democratic, and market-oriented societies. 


To the extent possible, we will help those countries sake 
the necessary political reforns, and help thes make the necessary 
economic reforms. 


In particular, the President will emphasize the 

of ao a spirited private sector, « pluralistic 
political systes, an open society. The economic summit July 15 
and 16 in Paris will be concentrated, or will be concentrating, on 
four broed areas. First, the protection and expansion of the 
community of Western values, especially in Eastern Europe; secondly, 
the international economy; third, the global environment; and fourth, 
the fight against transnational challenges of drug trafficking, 
international terrorism, and weapons proliferation. 


The formal sessions of the summit will be devoted as they 
usually are to economic topics, but there will be other opportunities 
for the leaders to diecuss important political iesues. 





There will be great interest, I think, in the President's 

evaluation of the prospects for political and economic reform 

Poland and Hungary and, of course, the developments in 
the political and the economic s 





On the environsent, 2 es See Tae See we 
time discussing possibilities for a with such as 
climate change, deforestation, conservation of oceans, hazardous 
waste, and ozone depletion. As I mentioned earlier, the 
transnational iseves are likely to be narcotics, terror 
weapons proliferation. 


Since the first economic summit at Ramboulllet in 1974, 
the leaders of the seven major economic powers in the West have used 
ee ee oo aaeeee th the challenges of an increasingly 
interdependent world. ap Mn Be ey Beh forus 
My ah yh yy Gey 1 iseves. And I think that 
thie year we have « chance to 1 for our joint 


to the changing times in which we are operating, 
icularly with respect to Burope. 


In summary, ledies and gentlemen, the economic summit, I 
think, represents an opportunity to reseffirms the basic Western values 
of political freedom and market-based economies and to desonstrate 
thet, as the post-war era is succeeded new times, together we can 
tackle a new and a different set of challenges. 


5 
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Q Mr. Secretary, I would have liked to ask you about 
the summit, but spot news keeps ting in the way. House leaders 
apparently have agreed on some limited sanctions against China, and I 
wondered -- I aseume you know about the package -- does that package 
have the edministration's endorsement? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, it does not, r } And let me 
speak to that for a moment. I think, as I have said in public 

test @uring the course of the week, I think -- the 

Pres has been right on treck with respect to his measured 
response to the tragic events in China, and he's been right on track 
from the very start. He has forcefully expressed hie outrage and his 
sorrow. In addition to that, he has taken a number of what we think, 
at least, are significant actions by of sanctions, relating 
primarily to military metters, but relating as well to high-level 


visite and exchanges. And I won't go through the long list of 
sanctions. 


I believe, and I think many Americans believe and 
understand, that no elected official in the United States of Americe 
understands China better than the President of the United States, who 
served thie country in China for «a number of years. He has, and he 
~~ well, he has been, and in view continues to be, at the 
forefront among world leaders in his actions and in his words with 
respect to this tragedy. 


Having said that, I think we do recognize the desire of 
elected officials to speak to this issue and to vote on this issue, 
but we really firmly believe that the leadership in this instance 
should come from the Executive Branch and it should come from the 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I didn't say anything about listening 


posts. 

Q Mr. Secretary, you said that the President has 
spoken out forcefully, ing his outrage. I don't believe I've 
heard him speak -- specif ly on the executions. 

SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that he has condemned 
what happened in the Square; I know we have, certainly, from the 
podium at the Department of state -- I have, personally, on a number 
of occasions. And I think, frankly, I can't go back and give you the 
exact date, but I think that the President has spoken out forcefully 
with respect to this outrage. 

Let me simply say on behalf of the administration that we 
Go, and have, condemned the events that took place in the Square. We 
would like to see restraint exercised vith At. y Ry 
we condemn the punishment of le who are do more than 
exercising their pando human clekee end Sueckens. 

Q ee See cee aoe ae See Se ae 
spoke of the barberity, and he used, you know, emotional ic 
And neither you nor President seen to want to do that. 

SECRETARY BAKER: We will not use inflammatory rhetoric. 
If people want to use inflammatory rhetoric, that's fine -- 


that -- 

a 
response is just that. It calle for a response which clear) 
expresses our ,» but does not resort to an overly 
response which involves inflammatory rhetoric -- and it 
properly-setructured sanctions, and that's what we think we have. 


Q Well, doesn't that give you, really, the political 
problem you have now where *ve got the Members o 
want to whoop for some resolution with as strong as possible 
language? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, that's clear. 


And doesn't it put you in a position where you sight 
lose control of the issue in the sense that you've got both ’ 


Houses 
a the Congress voting for some resolution you might 
to 


SECRETARY BAKER: Sometines, the proper course to follow 
is not always the politically popular course. We are following the 
proper course. This is the right action, we think -- feel very 
strongly -- is the ri action from a yy - policy standpoint. 
And qui Te 4 I think that there are a lot of people in this 

and a lot of people who think frequently about thie situation 
there t agree with us. 


Q Well, what is the state of play in your discussions 
with the leaders on the Hill about this issue? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I was asked -~- the first question 
was, can we support the on-block amendment that has been proposed, 
and my anewer was, we cannot support it in its current form. I was 
then asked, well, will you -- have said you would veto it, and I 
said we haven't gone that far yet, I've said we can't support it, 
and so -- 


Q Well, are there talks? I mean, are you optimistic 
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SECRETARY BAKER: There has been -- 
Q -~ that you're going to work something out here? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There have been. There are sone things 
in this amendment, quite frankly, that we like. There's a clear 
a in the ~~ that the United States should speak with 
one 


Q id 
one of the long-range things you're looking at the possibility that 
Gorbachev may not survive, different people may come into control in 
the Kremlin, the old conservatives -- and therefore 


prs peed ’ 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think it's a matter of being 
concerned about China playing the Soviet card or something like that; 
that's really not what it is. It's considerably broader than that. 


Q Mr. rrp rang & Solidarity has circulated an appeal 
for the West for $10 billion aid over next few - From 
all appearances, that seems to be wildly out of the ballpark from 
what some of the Allied leaders are considering. Do we Aa 

fal collision here between what the Poles would like us to do, 
and what the West is capable of doing to help Poland? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't know whether I'd call it a 
collision. I think obviously Poland would like us to do every bit as 
much as is possible, and we would like to do what's possible. Doing 
something of the magnitude that you suggest is probably not feasible 
or possible at this time. Let me say that whatever is done, though, 
ee tate ae that would not repeat the mistakes of the 70s 


we tended to available a lot of credits and concessionary 
lending and subsidised lending that did not carry with it the 
See Seo Case Senetee. And they are now saddled 
v a lot of debt as a consequence of that, and it really didn't 


help move them towerd a free market economic systen. 


Q If I can follow, then, what does the President have 
in mind when he goes over there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the President has some things in 
mind, but those are for the President to announce, and it's not for 
me to announce here, this far in advance of the trip. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would you, in your discussion with 
your yo ro ap some kind of debt forgiveness? Or is -~- 
on the question of the , is about as far as we're willing to go 
the ideas in the Hamtramck speech -- that is, sort of a restructuring 

ied to reforms? . 
SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know -- 


Q I know the German banks hold most of the debt. It's 
not really U.S. debt. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't know the exact percentage that 
U.S. banks hold, but there is some -- there is official debt. At the 
Toronto summit, we came together -- the seven nations -- and provided 
some fairly liberal terms and pretty effective debt relief for the 
poor countries of sub-Saharan Africa. I don't know whether there 
will be a similar type of proposal at this summit. And by mentioning 
that, I don't mean to suggest that there will be. 
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We do have some legislation that passed recently -- 
Section 572 of some bill -- I just remember the number -- that 
permits the United States to grant debt relief in appropriate 
circumstances. It doesn't extend to Ex-Im Bank type debt and so 
forth. But clearly, debt relief will be a major subject that will be 
discussed at the summit. And since the summit will rested in 
Eastern Europe, as I've indicated, I don't know why we wouldn't be 
talking as well about what can be done there. 


More liberal terms in the Paris Club is a form of weksess 
certainly Pm cash flow relief. 


Q But aren't you and the other members of the Paris 
Club in disagreement? Don't you have a difficulty on the structuring 
first, that you -- they are more liberally inclined than you are? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I'm not sure that's correct when 
you speak about the Paris Club. There may be some little difference 
with respect to whether or not World Bank loans should be -- should 
await the completion of an IMF program. But as far as Paris Club 
rescheduling, there may be some -- some of the technicalities of a 


particular rescheduling proposal there may be differences -- there 
usually is. 


Q Could you give us some state as to where you and the 
other economic partners are on reforn? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Why don't you ask Secretary Brady 
tomorrow because he's a lot closer to that. He deals with it every 
day. Let me simply say that we support -- the President has 
announced, and I think he mentioned in his Hamtramck speech -- that 
we would support liberal rescheduling in the Paris Club and that we 
would not insist the completion of an IMF program in advance, 
which is our normal standard. It's the standard that all members of 
the Paris Club usually adopt. 


Q Do you see the eng ene | of the summit countries 
agreeing on a broad plan for aiding Eastern Europe? Or do you think 
that each country will adopt its own set of policies for providing -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I would hope and believe that there 
could be some general principles that would be adopted, not unlike, 
frankly, what we did at the Toronto Summit with respect to terms of 
lending to Eastern Europe. 


Clearly, the situation has changed in the course of the 
year since that summit. There may well be though -- there may well 
be some countries that want to go further on a bilateral basis and 
aan | might well > further. That would not be inconsistent with 
having a generalized approach on some issues. For instance, the 
Federal Republic of Germany is owed a particular debt by Poland. It 
was, I think, a loan that was made on condition that Poland let 
certain Germans leave Poland. And there is some thought to forgiving 
all or part of that loan. That would probably not be matched 
other countries; other countries would probably not be in a position 
to match that. 


MR. FITZWATER: One last question, please. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Solidarity's request for about $10 
billion in aid is based on their assessment, that without that level 
of assistance in Poland, the lid is going to blow off the situation 
there. Are you concerned that the West, in general, may not be able 

ide the necessary level of assistance to really prevent a 
petltles 1 crisis from deepening in Poland? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think the key is that the political 
reform and the economic reform move a ce. I think that's true in 
Poland; I think that's true in the Soviet Union; I think that's true 
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in China. So that, I believe, is a general principle that has been 
established and that is accurate. 


In Poland, the key is that the Poles adopt the necessary 
reforms so that they can move to a free market system. Now we ought 
to encourage that in every way that we can. But to simply grant 
relief or make highly concessionary loans without reform, in the 
final analysis, will not get them where they want to go. That's the 
route we took in the 70s -- and it, I think, had adverse effects; it 
certainly didn't have beneficial effects. So the important thing to 
remember in trying to help countries move to a free market economic 
policy is that they themselves be willing to adopt the refornus 
necessary to get there. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:45 A.M. EDT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief statement. The 
Secretary and the entire foreign policy community were deeply 
saddened to learn of the death yesterday of Michael Alan Woods, 
Administrator of the Agency for International Development. He 
died after a courageous struggle with cancer at the age of 43. 


Ambassador Woods was a strong advocate of economic 
policies that foster broad-based and substantial growth in 
developing countries. He represented the best in dedicated 
public service and this nation's strong concern for bringing a 
better life to those in need around the world. 


The Secretary and all of us wish to express our 
deepest sympathy to Ambassador Woods' wife, his two daughters, 
and to his parents. A memorial service will be held for 
Ambassador Woods at the Washington Cathedral at 10:00 a.m. on 
Thursday, July 6. ' 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q The U.S. and the PLO is in the news again -- 
those two meetings that weren't announced and were only, in 
fact, acknowledged by the State Department after the PLO fellow 
told a Kuwaiti news agency about it. 


The Israelis came in yesterday and complained. They 
also said that terrorism has been on the rise -- PLO 
terrorism. Do you agree with that assessment? And can you 
tell us, please, what was accomplished at these meetings? 


A Which meetings? The meetings here yesterday? 
Q No, no, the Tunis meetings. 


A The Tunis meetings -- the subjects that were 
discussed are no different than the ones that you're well aware 
of. I should help clarify this for you, as I believe some 
people in the Department did yesterday. In addition to Mr. 
Khalaf that you have mentioned, there are other people that 
Ambassador Pelletreau has been meeting with over the last 
several weeks. 














-2- Friday, 6/30/89 


As far as Ambassador Arens meeting here yesterday with 
Assistant Secretary -- 


Q Arad. 
a Aran? 
Q A-R-A-D, Arad. 


A Arad. -- here yesterday with Assistant Secretary 
Kelly, that was a meeting that had been scheduled for last week 
and Ambassador Kelly's wife had a baby on the day it was 
scheduled for, so it was rescheduled for yesterday. And, yes, 
they discussed this issue and they also discussed the Israeli 
deportation issue. 


Q Well, alright. But Mr. Arad and the Israeli 
Government say that terrorism -- PLO terrorism -- has been 
increasing. Is that an assessment that the State Department 
shares? 


Aa No. 


Q Has it been decreasing? Does it exist at all 
anymore? 


A As you know, the PLO on December 14 denounced 
terrorism, and that is when we began our substantive dialogue 
with them. Our dialogue continues and our policy on our 
dialogue has not changed. 


Q I know what they said, and I know you're talking 
to them. But what I'm asking you is if PLO terrorism was 
suspended as of that statement? Is there anymore PLO-inspired 
terrorism, or is it all gone? 


A As we've said here before, Barry, I cannot 
categorically tell you that terrorism in every single place, in 
every single corner of the world is gone. I cannot do that for 
you, but we stand by our dialogue. We stand by their 
statements of December 14 where they renounced terrorism, where 
they had the recognition of Israel and the acceptance of 242 
and 338. 


Q What about Senator Mack's letter? He has asked 
Mr. Baker to suspend the talks -- 


a The Secretary saw the Senator's letter this 
morning. The Secretary, like the President, feels that they 
have all along, since the President became President, had 
consultations and meetings with different members on the Hill, 
and they will continue to do so. 


Q Alright, but the business -- the request by the 
Senator to suspend the dialogue, is that getting a polite 
"no?" Is that the point? 


[970 
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2) A polite no. 


Q Can you tell us who actually Ambassador 
Pelletreau saw before, other than Khalaf and the official team? 


a No, I cannot, other than to tell you that he has 
had other meetings. 


Q And what can you tell us about the deportation 
then? 


a The what? 
Q The Israeli deportation of those eight? 


There was a statement late yesterday -- you 
distributed a statement late yesterday but you didn't have a 
briefing. 


A I had a statement for you on the deportations 
which is: We are strongly opposed to deportations. We have 
stated our opposition to this practice publicly and have spoken 
to the Government of Israel many times about this. It is fully 
aware of our views. 


Deportations are harmful at any time and particularly 
right now when we are seeking international and Palestinian 
support for Israel's election proposal. Our efforts are geared 
to convincing Palestinians on the need to move into a dialogue 
with Israel and begin the process of elections and negotiations 
that will lead to a comprehensive resolution of the conflict. 
Deportations are also unacceptable under the Fourth Geneva 
Convention. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Sure. 
Q connection with this meeting in Tunis between 


our Ambassador and Abu Lyad, who was indicted by an [talian 
court for association with the terrorist Red Brigades, I would 
like to make a request that the Secretary of State have a news 
conference dealing with the Arab-Israeli conflict as a whole, 
with this as a part in it -- one of the questions -- along with 
many of the other statements that he has made publicly dealing 
eo Serer and the initiative proposed by Prime Minister 

amir. 


I don't understand your statement that you just made 
about dealing with the PLO and no terrorism, when this man, who 
Pelletreau met, is known to have had a major role in the 
cold-blooded murder of two of our envoys in Khartoum, the 
massacre of 11 in the Israeli tent in Munich, and all the rest 
of the terrorist acts in which he was reportedly involved. So 
on the basis of all that, could we meet with the Secretary of 
State, if he feels that it's practical to hold a news 
conference? 
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A I will certainly put your request before him. As 
you know, he leaves -- I believe, it's at 7:00 a.m. Monday 
morning -- on a 16-day trip around the world. But I will be 
more than glad to forward this request for you. 


Q Will Ambassador Pelletreau come back and testify 
to Lee Hamilton? 





a I didn't know he had been asked to. 


I understand he had been asked to. I can't 
substantiate it, but you would know maybe if he's coming back, 
in any event, to talk to the Hill? 


A I don't know of the request. I haven't heard of 
that, and (2) I'm unaware of his coming back for 
consultations. He was just here -- wasn't he? -- in April. 





Q On June 8, Mr. Baker told the National Press 
Club, “We don't have secret meetings with the PLO. These 
meetings are private meetings that are not being held behind 
anybody's back." 


Would you say that statement is still a credible 
statement? 


A Absolutely. 


Q These were not secret meetings held behind 
anybody's back? 


A I think the problem here, to be perfectly candid 
with you, is no one asked us, “Is Ambassador Pelletreau meeting 
with other individuals?" If someone had asked, we would have 
said “yes." 


Q We ask all the time if there are any meetings 
coming up with the PLO, and usually -- 


A You ask all the time -- 


-~ we're told, “None that I'm aware of," or “none 
scheduled," or “none planned." 


a You ask all the time, “Is Ambassador Pelletreau 
our only contact with the PLO?" And all the time -- and it has 
not changed today -- we say, “Yes, he is." 

Q I've never asked that question. I've always 


asked, "Is there a meeting coming up? Has there been one 
recently? When's the next meeting?" Sometimes we're told 
there's a meeting, and sometimes we're not. 


A Some of these meetings have been at social 
occasions, so there is a difference between -- which I believe 
you mean -- the formal meetings where they're sitting down 
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across the table with the delegation they normally send to meet 
with us and ours, versus some of the other things that he has 
done since he was back here on consultations, discussing it 
with Secretary Baker. But it is not something, Barry, that 
there was an intention to keep secret, to keep from anybody. 


Senator Mack called this meeting -- 
(Inaudible) 


Can I ask one? 


> © © & 


Excuse me. 


Senator Mack called this meeting 
“incomprehensible”. He also said it's an expansion of the U.S. 
dialogue with the PLO. Do you agree with the notion that 
you've somehow upgraded or expanded your talks with the PLO? 


a No. We positively do not view it as an upgrade. 
ee Pelletreau is still our contact with the PLO in 
Tunis. 


Q If Ambassador Pelletreau meets with Yasser 
Arafat, which is one more step -- just one step above Abu. Iyad 
-- can we assume that that will be announced, or do we have to 
ask you every day, “Is Ambassador Pelletreau going to meet with 
Yasser Arafat?" | 


A There are no meetings for him to do any such 
thing, and that is something that I would have to have guidance 
from people higher than me before I can answer that for you in 
a vacuum. If they wanted to have a private meeting, I can't 
tell you that I could come down here, if I knew about it, and 
tell you about it. I just have to be honest about that. 


Q Just for the record, I want to say that Barry -- 
the exchange you just had with Barry, I would have to agree 
with Barry that you have been asked -- you or other spokesmen 


have been asked repeatedly about meetings, contacts, any sort 
of contact with it, and the podium has been unresponsive for 
the most part, in terms of a reply to that. 


a If I have done that, it has been totally 
innocently and not on purpose. If you used the word "contacts" 
with me, “contacts” does mean a broader range of people than 
Mr. Ballaoui. That is what -- when you all asked me about a 
meeting, you'll say, “I've heard on the wires this meeting is 
scheduled on June 8," or whatever these dates are, and I have 
to my knowledge been honest and straightforward. And when 
there has not been such a meeting scheduled, I have said there 
hadn't, and the meeting hadn't happened. 


Q I understand. But just as a note of curiosity, 
do you have any reason why there is this reluctance which I 
believe exists to talk about these contacts, especially when 
the PLO immediately every time there's -- one happens, goes out 
and gives an interview to a Kuwaiti newspaper, talking about -- 
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2) Well, they haven't talked about every contact 
that he's made in the last several weeks. This is one. And 
I've been very honest and straightforward this morning and said 
there are a number of these meetings that he's been having 
oe he was here in April. What I cannot do is tell you who 
a with. 


Can you get us a list? 
No. I can't publish a list. 
Why not? 


Is Arafat one of the people he's met with? 


> 5 5 ve» & 


No. He is not. 


Q AIPAC today registered, obviously, its deep 
disappointment -- you'd expect that; it's a pro-Israel lobby -- 
but also describes the fellow that Pelletreau met with as the 
founder of Black September, one of the most brutal terrorists 
of recent years, who has publicly boasted of his terrorist 
deeds against Americans and Israelis, and bragged about his 
ability to deceive the United States. Is that a fair 
characterization of the fellow you chose to meet with? 


A TI don't know. 

Q You don't know? 

f°) I personally do not know. I know -- 
Q 


Do you think the people in the Near East Bureau 
know? 


2) I know that the PLO renounced terrorism on 
December 14. I've told you that we expect them to adhere to 
that. Our objective in the dialogue is to advance the peace 
process and to underscore our expectation that the PLO will 
adhere to its renunciation of terrorism. 


Q Margaret, if, as you said before, these are. 
private but not secret meetings, why, without getting in the 
substance, can't you provide a list of who the contacts have 


been with, because they're not secret? 
a Because I was specifically asked not to. 
Q Then they are secret meetings. 
4 The individuals he's meeting with, they do not 


want published. The fact that he was meeting with more people 
than the formal meeting with Mr. Ballaoui was not a major 
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secret other than the fact that we had not come down and 
announced it. But just like in a number of countries, we do 
not announce every time we go meet with different individuals 
who might be helpful in moving our goal forward, which is the 
peace process. 


So for right now, today, they are not publishing who 
he is meeting with. 


Q Well, but wait a minute ~- 

Q So let me get back to my first question. 

Q No, wait a minute. Following on that -- just a 
minute. You've lost me, I think, about on the first spin 
there, because -- 

a Sorry. I'm not trying to -- 

-- you said just a moment ago that these are 


Q 
private meetings, but they are not secret meetings. Now you 
have just turned around -- 


a Who he is meeting with. 


Q Now you have just turned around and said, "They 


are not secret meetings, but we won't tell you who he met." 


Now, do you still stand by your statement that these are not 
secret meetings? . 


re) Yes. I'm not confused at all at what I'm saying. 
How can you have meetings that -- 


We do it all over the world. 


All the time. 


Q 
a 
Q -- are not secret? No. I mean if -- 
a 
Q -— you won't say -- 

a 


All the time in many, many countries. 


Q Yes. But do -— you say who they were with -- you 
said that there was no intention -- 


a No, we don't. 
Q -- to keep these secret. 


a The fact that he is meeting -- this is the third 
time I've said it, so maybe we can both understand each other. 
The fact that he is meeting with other individuals in Tunis is 
not a secret. What I am not going to do or I am prohibited 
from doing is naming for you the individuals that he has been 
meeting with or is going to meet with or has met with. 


/975° 
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It's clear in my mind, and I will try to help you. 
That is what I'm trying to articulate, and maybe I'm doing an j 
inadequate job of it. 


Q But you -- 


A I have said there have been other meetings. I 
have confirmed this individual versus playing a game with you. 
So I've confirmed that. I've confirmed that there are more 
meetings. What I cannot do is tell you the individuals. 





Q Would you say that it's a fair statement -- 

i Now, if someone leaks -- 

Q -- that what you -- 

A Let me finish. 

Q Yes. ; 

" If they have an individual that leaks the next 


person, I can promise you, I will be back upstairs saying, “Can 
we please now confirm this?" Do you see what I'm saying? But 
I just can't give out a whole list. 


Q It sounds to me like what you're saying is you're 
confirming that he is meeting secretly with people.from the PLO. 


a He's not -- he's certainly not a secret. 
Q I'll leave it at that. 


a He's certainly not a secret to the Secretary or 
to individuals in this Department. 


Q That makes it a secret. If the public isn't 
aware of it -- 


Q We're talking about public disclosure. 


Q But, anyhow, you gave us the purpose -- to 
advance the process -- and you -- 


Aa Right. 


Q And since you've had so many meetings, and since 
the most recent with this guy was last Monday, you've had some 
time to assess if there's been progress. So where has this 
gotten you -- the U.S. Government? Have you made progress on 
~~ because of these meetings -- toward the election you have 
sort of blessed? 


a I couldn't say that we are not continuing to work 
the process, Barry. I have no reason to believe that it has 
not been constructive. 
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Q Margaret, how does it advance the process when 
the Israelis and the sympathizers of Israel see an action -- a 
meeting like this taking place with a cold-blooded murderer on 
an equal level? Are we saying to the world, “Well, we have to 
appease the PLO, because that's the way we have to advance the 
peace process." Is that what we're doing? 


rs Those aren't my words, and that's not how I -- 
Q Well, I'm asking you whether that's the issue. 
o That is not how I would characterize it. 


Q Well, I'm not asking you that. I'm asking you 
whether that's not a point. 


a That's your point. It is not mine. 

Q Doesn't that really retard the peace process, 
because it draws the Israelis back into the defensive 
position? How can we deal with the peace initiative when the 
United States Government will deal with a cold-blooded murderer 
of its own Ambassadors? 

a You know we wholeheartedly endorse Prime Minister 
Shamir's election proposal, and you know the Secretary has said 
it -- 

You're not answering my question. 
I am answering your question. 
I asked you a question -- (inaudible) -- 


I'm answering your question. 


SD 2» & FF 


You're not. 


a Iam. You said doesn't it subvert it. I just 
told you the United States' position, which you know very well, 
the Secretary has articulated, the President of the United 
States has articulated. I have told you today a number of 
times, our objectives in the dialogue, which is peace and to 
move the peace process forward, you know we wholeheartedly 
support this election proposal. 


I have told you a number of times that in December the 
PLO renounced terrorism. On December 14, they recognized the 
recognition (sic) of Israel and acceptance of 242 and 338. And 


I don't know how else you would like me to answer this question. 


Q Look, I can penetrate all your points there -- 
a Fine. 


~ -- and find many of them wrong -- 


17 
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a This isn't a debate. 


Q But I don't want to get into an argument with 
you. But the point is on the -- the dissolution of Israel is 
still part of the PLO covenant, and we haven't done anything 
about that. 


Q Margaret, new subject? 
Q No, no. Let's stay on this subject. 
a Okay. What? 


Q Do you want the PLO's endorsement? I'm trying to 
figure out what you want from the PLO vis-a-vis the election 
proposal. In other words, the Israelis would question -- 
quarrel with you. They say that talking to the PLO undercuts 
the process, because they're trying to engage Palestinians on 
the West Bank who are not, you know, directly under PLO control. 


So do you want the PLO to endorte the plan publicly? 
Do you want them to endorse it privately? Do you want them to 
simply sort of promise not to interfere with it? What is it 
that you want the PLO to do vis-a-vis the process that you and 
Mr. Baker and everybody say is the only, you know, going thing 
right now? 


a What I cannot do is tell you what Ambassador 
Pelletreau's -- 


Q No. I'm not asking -- 


) -- literal instructions are in his negotiations 
or discussions or meetings with the PLO. I just can't do that, 
Barry, and I'm not trying to be a jerk. 


Q I'm not asking you that. But I'm asking you as a 
matter of policy -- 


a Anything that anybody can do to move this 
proposal forward, which we have characterized as worthy -- a 
worthy proposal and a proposal worthy of merit, something that 
we've wholeheartedly endorsed, that we are fully supportive of, 


that Prime Minister Shamir is supportive of, to move the 
process forward for peace. 


Anything that anybody can do to help that, we have 
called upon it. You know that Secretary Baker discussed this 
with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. We've discussed it with 
our allies. I mean, I don't know how else to answer it. So if 
they can be responsible and constructive here in helping, great. 


Q Reuters quoted Khalaf saying that -- 


a I'm sorry. What? 











1479 


-11- Friday, 6/30/89 


Q Reuters quoted Khalaf saying that this meeting 
with Pelletreau was “an important and positive development, " 
and yesterday Representative Mel Levine said that in his 
opinion it unquestionably changes tne dynamic of the U.S. 
relationship with the PLO. 


Why do you think that the person that Pelletreau was 
talking to thinks that this is an important development if, as 
you said, you don't think it's a development at all? 


A I don't believe -- I didn't say that it wasn't a 
development at all. I was not trying to be flip. You can 
refer to him to see what he meant. And I told you, speaking 
from this podium, that our policy on the dialogue with the PLO 
is unchanged. 


Q And this isn't any kind of change in the 
dynamics? This isn't any kind of upgrading? This isn't any 
kind of escalation? 


A I've characterized it once. This will be the 
second time. We do not characterize this as an upgrading. 
Ambassador Pelletreau is still our contact with the PLO in 
Tunis. 


Q Exclusive. 
A Correct. 


Q All right. Can we expect that we would hear you 
announce if Dennis Ross or Kelly or any of your policy 
operatives, or whatever they are, on the Mideast and the PLO go 
out there and intend to or plan to see a PLO official, shall we 
ask you every day, or is that something that would be 
announced, do you suppose? 


A I don't honestly know, Barry. I would hope that 
the policy would be that I could announce such a thing, but I 
also know -- and you've covered this building and know it very 
well, a lot better than I do -- there are times when 
individuals, whether it's this area of the world or others, go 
places that are not publicly announced, and those types of 
decisions will not be my decisions. 


I, as my job here with you all, would, obviously, like 
to be able to announce it. So we're all perfectly straight 
also, there is absolutely, positively no planned trip, as [I'm 
standing here today, of Kelly or Ross or anybody else into this 
area of the world. But I just can't answer your question on 
what will come up. I can tell you I'll try. 


Q Still on the same area, but a different subject. 
You said that Israel knows your views about deportation. 


A Yes. 
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Q (Inaudible) -- deliver to Israel any special 
comment about this particular deportation yesterday? Did you 
communicate to the Israelis that their action was -- 





a I think I mentioned that, and Assistant Secretary 
Kelly discussed this yesterday in his meeting here with the 
Ambassador -- this issue. 


Q Margaret, there's a story in a leading Indian 
newspaper this morning quoting a senior State Department source 
as saying that the U.S. backs India on Sri Lanka. Have you 
anything on that? 


A Yes, I do have something on Sri Lanka. We 
support all efforts to end the violence and bloodshed in Sri 
Lanka. We hope these two democratic countries who have 
cooperated so closely together in the past can develop a 
timetable for withdrawal of Indian troops that minimizes the 
prospects for bloodshed in war-torn Sri Lanka while recognizing 
Sri Lanka's right as a sovereign, independent state. 


Q How does the U.S. -- does the U.S. believe that 
Indian troops should leave Sri Lanka now that the Sri Lankan 
President has asked them to do it -- requested the Indian 
Government to remove their troops from Sri Lanka? This story 
specifically quotes senior State Department sources as saying 
that the U.S. backs India on Sri Lanka. What does that mean? 





A I don't know who those sources are. All I know 
is what policy I've brought to the. podium with me today. If 
you need me to get further policy, I will try for you. 


Q One more question. Does the U.S. believe that 
the Indian troops should be withdrawn now that the Sri Lankan 
President has asked them to? 


a I don't have an answer for you on that specific 
question. I'll look into it for you. 


Margaret, one more question, please. Has the 
United States Government ever asked the contacts that it has 
made with the PLO meetings -- whatever -- that it should change 
or irrevocably and completely eradicate from the charter this 
business of dissolution of the State of Israel? That's been 
more than six months since December 14. As far as we know it's 
still there. Has it ever done that? 


A Ask me your question again? 


Q Has the United States Government asked the PLO to 
remove irrevocably any reference to the destruction of the 
State of Israel, or whatever it says about the dissolution of 
the State of Israel? 


~ I don't know a specific answer to that. I'1l be 
happy to look into it for you. But didn't Arafat himself -- 
I'm pulling this up out of my memory -- in France say something 
about this? 
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Q We want -- it's still -- 
Didn't he? 
Q Yes, he did. 


Q It's still part of the covenant. It's still 
there. The Palestine National Council has done nothing about 
it. It's still in there. If you want to advance the peace 
process, that will be one of doing it, wouldn't it? 


A I'll be glad to look into this for you. 
Q Don't you recognize that as a fact? 
A Let me just get an answer for you. 


Q Margaret, there's a public television program 
that there's a story on the wire today that says part of a $600 
million loan by Americans and other banks to East Germany was 
sent to Libya where it was parceled off to a number of 
terrorist organizations. It may have been used to finance the 
disco bombing in West Berlin. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I haven't heard a thing about that. I'll be glad 
to look into it for you. 


Q Margaret, could I get back to South Asia for a 
minute? 


A Sure. 


Q You mentioned that the U.S. hopes that the Sri 
Lankan Government and India can enter into some sort of 
timetable for the withdrawal of Indian troops. Does that mean 
that the U.S. does not favor the Sri Lankan President's 
unilateral announcement that the Indian troops leave? 


A I've stated for you as best I can, and to the 
level that I got into this today, to be perfectly honest, what 
our policy is. If you need more explanation about policy, I 
will be more than glad to ask the Bureau to come up with it for 
you. 


Q Margaret, can you tell us, please, what you know 
about the situation in the Sudan? 


“ In the Sudan? Our Embassy in Khartoum has 
confirmed that there is a coup underway. The military 
reportedly has arrested a number of Cabinet members and 
military units are positioned in key locations throughout 
Khartoum. 
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There have been unconfirmed reports of gunfire, but 
Khartoum appears generally calm. There are no indications that 
Americans are in danger. But since the phone system is down, 
the Embassy has had difficulty checking on the status of all 
private U.S. citizens who are there. 


Q Do you have any idea who these folks are? 


Q How do you feel about -- 


Q What's the U.S. -- I mean, do they have a quick 
read on it? 

a According to Sudan's government-controlled radio, 
General Omer Hassan -- H-A-S-S-A-N -- is in charge. Our 


reaction to this is we regret the military is taking action to 
overthrow Sudan's democratically-elected government and we urge 
an early return to democracy. 


It is critical that whoever is in control take 
immediate steps to find a peaceful solution to the war and to 
improve the provision of humanitarian relief. 


Q Is there any notion any outside force is playing 
a role at this point? 


A Not that we had -- this just happened this 
morning. 


Q Can I ask you, please, also, recently there were 
reports that the previous President of the Sudan -- Nimeiri -- 
who was in Egypt was no more in Egypt. Do you know? Did you 
try to ask the Egyptians or can you verify what the Egyptians 
-- if he's involved in this coup? 


a I don't know. I know just what ['ve told you. 
This started happening a little while ago. 


Q New subject. Are we ready for it? 
A I am if you are. 
Q The Panamanian Assembly yesterday named Mr. Tomes 


Altamirano Duque to be the first Panamanian Administrator of 
the Canal. What do we think of that? 


A The U.S. Government is committed to compliance 
with the treaty and with the law. We will process proposals 
made by the Government of Panama in accordance with these legal 
obligations. 


If you want me to read out for you all of the 
ramifications of the law, et cetera, I have all of that. But 
that, basically, what I've stated, is our policy. 


Q But you say proposals by the government of 
Panama. Do we recognize that there is a government of Panama? 
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A As you know, we do not recognize the 
Noriega-Solis Palma regime as the government of Panaia. 


So would we accept -- how do you process a 
nomination if -- 


a We have not formally received notification. 


Q When they send it to you, what are you going to 
do with it? 


A I don't have an answer for you on that. 

Q Margaret, do you have any reaction to the 
Czechoslovak expulsion of a U.S. diplomat from the Embassy in 
Prague? 


A I just learned of it when I was walking in here, 
and we're working on getting guidance for you. 


Q Will that guidance be forthcoming today? 
A Oh, yes. 

Q Is that it. Thank you. 

A Have a nice Fourth of July. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


SRI_LANKA: INDIAN TROOP WITHDRAWAL 


Q: One more question, does the U.S. believe that the 
Indian troops should be drawn now that the Sri Lankan 
President has asked them to? 


A: PRESIDENT PREMADASA HAS ASKED ALL INDIAN TROOPS TO EXIT 
SRI LANKA BY THE END OF JULY. THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA SAYS 
IT INTENDS TO CONTINUE ITS PHASED WITHDRAWAL. WE HOPE THAT 
THESE TWO DEMOCRATIC COUNTRIES. WHO HAVE COOPERATED SO 
CLOSELY TOGETHER IN THE PAST, CAN DEVELOP A TIMETABLE FOR 
WITHDRAWAL OF INDIAN TROOPS THAT MINIMIZES THE PROSPECTS FOR 
BLOODSHED IN WAR TORN SKI LANKA WHILE RECOGNIZING SRI 
LANKA'S RIGHTS AS A SOVEREIGN, INDEPENDENT STATE. 


THE U.S. SUPPORTS BOTH SIDES IN THEIR ATTEMPTS TO END 
. THE FIGHTING IN SRI LANKA IN THE CONTEXT OF THE COUNTRY'S 
SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUNE 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


¢ 


WESTERN LOANS THROUGH GDR TO LIBYA FOR TERRORISM 


Q: Is there any validity to the report that $600 million in 
Western loans to East Germany wound up in Libya and was used in 
part to support terrorist activity? 

A: -- WE HAVE NO ERPORNET IO8 WHICH WOULD SUBSTANTIATE THAT 


REPORT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION - 
JUNE 30 PRESS BRIEFING 





(CZECHOSLOVAKIA: EXPULSION OF AN AMERICAN DIPLOMAT 





0: Do you have any reaction to the Czechoslovak expulsion 
of a U.S. diplomat from the Embassy in Praque? 


A: THE GOVERNMENT OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA HAS ORDERED ROBERT NORMAN, 
A POLITICAL OFFICER AND SECOND SECRETARY ASSIGNED TO THE UNITED 
STATES EMBASSY IN PRAGUE, TO LEAVE THE COUNTRY ONE MONTH BEFORE 
THE END OF HIS ASSIGNMENT. THE CZECHOSLOVAK GOVERNMENT ACCUSED 
MR. NORMAN OF ACTING IN A MANNER INCONSISTENT WITH CZECHOSLOVAK 
LAW BY ALLEGEDLY PARTICIPATING IN PUBLIC DEMONSTRATIONS. 

THE DEPARTMENT CATEGORICALLY REJECTS THE CHARGES AGAINST 
MR. NORMAN. MR. NORMAN WAS THE EMBASSY OFFICER CHARGED WITH 
MONITORING HUMAN RIGHTS IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA AND THAT COUNTRY'S 
COMPLIANCE WITH ITS OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE HELSINKI FINAL ACT. 
THROUGHOUT HIS THREE-YEAR TENURE IN PRAGUE, MR. NORMAN ACTED AT 
ALL TIMES IN ACCORDANCE WITH INTERNATIONALLY ACCEPTED 
DIPLOMATIC PRACTICE. 

THE DECISION OF CZECHOSLOVAK AUTHORITIES TO EXPEL 
MR. NORMAN WAS A CLEAR CUT CASE OF RETALIATION FOR OUR 
EXPULSION LAST MONTH OF A CZECHOSLOVAK DIPLOMAT WHO WAS CAUGHT 
IN AN ACT OF ESPIONAGE. THIS DIPLOMAT, JAN FEJGL, WAS A FIRST 
SECRETARY AT THE CZECHOSLOVAK EMBASSY IN WASHINGTON WHO HAD 
THREE YEARS REMAINING ON HIS ASSIGNMENT. 

DESPITE MR. NORMAN'S EXPULSION, WE WILL CONTINUE TO MONITOR 
CAREFULLY THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA. 
MR. NORMAN'S REPLACEMENT WILL BE ARRIVING IN PRAGUE SHORTLY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY BAKER'S ASEAN TRIP 
FRIDAY, JUNE 30, 1989, 3:24 P.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me start by 
apologizing for being late, and also apologizing for having you 
here on a Friday before the July 4 weekend. 


What I thought might be useful would be to start with 
a little bit of the context for the trip. I suspect most of 
you had a chance to see Secretary Baker's speech. I want to 
expand on a couple of points about that just to give you a 
sense of where we see the trip fits within the larger picture. 


As you know, the Secretary and the President have 
talked in general that we're dealing in a time of change and 
transition in the international order. We've spoken about the 
strategy for managing that change in Europe in the East-West 
relationship, the themes about “beyond containment," and new 
missions for the West, and overcoming the division of Europe 
and whole and free. But, obviously, the task is much broader. 


What this trip fits into is taking some of those same 
notions and trying to apply them in an Asian context. 


The underlying idea is that the long-run security of 
the United States depends on much more than tanks and planes 
and ships and airplanes and missiles. What it fundamentally 
will depend on is the other nations around the globe sharing, 
or at least respecting, the fundamental principles of the U.S. 
as a society: democracy, freedom, economic liberty, market 
economy. And then by working with these countries, how we can 
get them to assist us in infusing these values into the 
international institutions and giving those values and 
principles additional resiliency and some promotion. 


By way of example, obviously, this was a task the 
United States was engaged in immediately after World War II. 
You have the Bretton Woods Institutions which has revolved. 
You have other examples -— the SEATO, the CENTO -- which have 
obviously gone the way of that era. There were other proposed 
models: The new international economic order; the new world 
information order. We are now engaged in a period where our 
principles are in the ascendant but not predestined. 
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We're looking for ways for the United States to 
provide new forms of leadership in trying to promote these 
principles. We've spoken about those in a European context. 
This trip is fundamentally designed to lay the foundations for 
this new order and how it will be billed over a four-year 
period, or perhaps even an eight-period, or even a longer 
period. We see this as one step in an on-going process. 


The task is perhaps even more complex than it is in 
the context of Western Europe, because you're dealing with what 
are so-called Western values in an Eastern setting. But just 
to give you some sense of why we think these are vital, it's 
just useful to consider a few little statistics here. 


If you take the economic growth simply of ASEAN, it 
has been at or near the top of the world for about two 
decades. In '88, it was about 7.5 percent; ‘89, 6.9 percent. 
Or if you look at the category of population or demograhic 
change, the population of the ASEAN nations together is about 
300 million, a little more than the United States; about the 
same as Europe. 


Similarly, if you look at the spread of democracy 
within the region --— the Philippines, Korea, some countries 
that are sinking slowly the roots of democracy into their 
national framework. And then there's another example of how 
the nations can help us more generally through, for example, 
the Uruguay Round. As some of you may know, the ASEAN nations 
were quite critical in getting the Uruguay Round off and 
running. 


With that as the introduction, let me just list what I 
consider to be the seven objectives for the trip and say a few 
words about each one. 


The first is to demonstrate the United States has a 
full commitment to Asia. I think this is particularly 
important because there clearly are sensitivities in the region 
about the degree of U.S. engagement. It's a time of flux, 
obviously, in China; changes going on in the USSR; there's 
difficulties in Japan; changes in Indochina. We consider it 
very important to demonstrate, clearly and concretely, that the 
United States is committed to the region. 


In addition, the nature of our commitment is one that 
we consider to be changing opens with the changes in the world 
order. We see ourselves as trying to treat the other countries 
in the region as partners, giving them the respect that is 
certainly due. It's one of the reasons why, in the Secretary's 
speech, he talked about new partnerships for the region. 


The last point I would make on this one is that one of 
the ironies of history and geography is that, although the 
United States is certainly a large power and while that could 
create some difficulties, in some ways, our distance from some 
of the other large powers in the region allows us to position 
ourselves in a particularly constructive way. That's the first 
point. 
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The second objective is to demonstrate our interest in 
building a stronger and more in-depth relationship with Japan. 
Clearly, the U.S.-Japanese relationship has been and remains 
the key to security and stability in the region, but we really 
want to take that relationship and move it beyond. 


The Secretary spoke about trying to move it towards a 
global partnership -- trying to move beyond the trade 
frictions, as important as they are, to other questions. The 
Japanese have talked about this as being questions of 
comprehensive security, how matters of economics and debt and 
aid can compliment traditional notions of security. 


In this context, one of the reasons that we feel the 
structure initiative, that has just started to begin --— there's 
been some talks this week up in New York -- is so important is 
that recognizing the interdependence of these economies, that 
we have to, if we're really going to deal with potential 
tensions and potential opportunities, recognize how our 
structures are interlinked. 


The third objective is to signify an unequivocal 

_ commitment to the Philippines through our efforts with the 

Multilateral Assistance Initiative, or MAI. This, in fact, :is 
avery concrete example of some of the more general language I 
started with. It's a catalyst for economic reform based on 
private investment. The idea is to try and draw domestic as 
well as foreign investment by getting changes in the economy 
and trying to target particular economic opportunities. 


It's also a young democracy struggling with economic 
reform. Third, it's an example of the notion of creative 
responsibility-—sharing. The conference that we'll be going to 
is sponsored by the World Bank. Japan serves as the host, and 
there is approximately 25, or a little bit more, bilateral or 
multilateral donors. It also is an interesting example of some 
innovation because, as some of you may know, its origins, in 
part, stem from a Congressional interest. 


If you look in terms of strong support over time for 
the United States foreign policy -- the linkage between a 
Congressional support base and the Executive is obviously 
critical -- this could be an excellent example that might, if 
it works, find application elsewhere. 


The fourth objective is to stress our respect for the 
ASEAN nations individually, as well as the organization itself, 
and to move ahead and trying to work on regional, but also some 
of these global problems. 6y way of example, it was 
interesting -- I met with some of the ASEAN Ambassadors just 
the other day and they mentioned to me that the symbolism of 
this trip was very important for them because they knew that 
given the President's trip to Hungary and Poland, how the 
Secretary basically has to circumnavigate. They were looking, 
Given the past attendance at this conference, to see whether 
the Secretary would attend. 
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In addition to that symbolic value, we obviously 
expect to see some real direct involvement. 


There are some regional issues, obviously Cambodia, 
China, the Pacific Rim, which I'll come to as the last 
objective here, but also some global issues. I mentioned the 
involvement of these economies in the Uruguay Round. They're 
also interested in our East-West discussions. They'd obviously 
be interested in what happens in the Paris Summit and there's 
also some potential for discussions on terrorism cooperation. 


The fifth objective is to try and build personal ties. 
This is something, as you know, the Secretary has put a high 
premium on. It's one of the benefits of the early NATO trip. 
In some ways this is the compliment to that in an Asian context. 


The sixth objective is to move ahead on the Pacific 
Rim economic cooperation. As the Secretary said early this 
week, “It's an idea whose time has come." 


Our intention is to try and develop this within a 
consensus format. There clearly, as you know, are 
sensitivities in the ASEAN region about what this organization 
might do, how it might operate, and so it's our intention to 
bring a strong interest. We have some ideas on the various 
topics but not a definitive blueprint. 


So we'll be facing topics, for example, the issues of 
the agenda, potential structure, membership, timing, how it 
might relate to existing institutions, but the basic purpose 
here is to get the ball rolling. 


What we hope will happen is that with the right 
discussions in this context, it will be followed by some 
others, presumably at a sub-Ministerial level. As the 
Secretary said, if we're able to get this process moving ahead 
-- in November the Australians have recommended a Ministerial 
meeting and if there is a consensus that develops among the 
potential participants, we would hope to have that meeting go 
forward. 
The last objective I want to mention is somewhat of an 
indirect one. It relates to a domestic issue as opposed to an 
international issue, and that is that this trip -- and the 
efforts that we're taking here in the Pacific Rim: The 
Philippines, Japan, ASEAN -— are intended, in part to start to 
communicate to the U.S. public the importance of the region to 
us. 


Clearly -- it's evident in the last campaign and in 
writings that we're all pretty familiar with. There are 
barriers by language and culture. It's interesting to me that 
it depend on the region of the United States you're in. There 
is a reporter, who I can refer to because he's not here, from a 
West Coast paper that when the topic of Pacific Rim Economic 
Cooperation came out, he was very interested and eager to get 
the story because it obviously has a different effect in that 
Ae oo ay than it does on this coast and in the mid-west and the 
South. : 
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What we think has to be billed over time is a network 
of relationships that in some ways parallels the network of 
relationships that we already have with Europe. These clearly 
are not going to be governmental. Some of them are going to be 
business and educational exchanges. The idea would be to have 
a cushion and a set of arrangements that when the inevitable 
frictions develop and the inevitable problems have to be 
solved, that you have a more strong base for trying to deal 
with them. 


So with that as the introduction and the objectives, 
I'll be happy to try and take some of your questions. 


Q Maybe it's just me, but I seem to see a paradox 
between your Point No. 2 and your Point No. 6. Point No. 2 
seems to mean Japan and the United States and this new 
partnership will be more equal than the others; that Japan will 
be the other pillar. But your Point No. 6 seems to talk of 
some sort of partnership of equality with the whole Pacific Rim 
nations. 


How are you going to explain to the other Pacific Rim 
nations that Japan will not be more equal? 


A The facts that all are aware of is the size of 
the U.S. and the Japanese economies clearly make them larger 
players than any others. As I mentioned in terms of some of 
the principles about the need to have our engagement, it 
actually serves to the United States' advantage. Because for 
some of the medium and growing-sized countries, they find it 
very important to have the United States involved, in a way, as 
a counterweight. We're not as directly in the region as Japan 
and some of the other big powers, but yet we are a very 
important market. For example, we're ASEAN's largest market 
for manufactured goods which is what, as you would expect, 
they're moving to from ratural resources. 


Rather thai i ©9 the two in contradiction, I 
actually see them in sug ort. Japan has an important role to 
play in the region but also globally which is a big piece of 
what we're trying to develop with the U.S.-Japan relationship 
-- the role they can play outside the region. 


They are, for example, supporting some of the economic 
developments in Eastern Europe. They provide aid to the 
African countries. That overall sense of how their sense of 
security is served by those economic as well as traditional 
security efforts interrelates with ours is one that we wish to 
develop and organize in a more comprehensive fashion. 


As for the countries of the Pacific and the respect we 
give them, I don't think that a strong bilateral relationship 
with one country at all precludes very good relations with 
others. 


Q You said that the United States will be seen as a 
counterweight -- a counterweight to Japan? 
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A I think it's not just Japan. The United States, 
in general, is seen as another large force versus the Soviet 
Union, China, Japan, all the large players. If you think of 
the countries just by dint of size, have had historically the 
most influence in the region. The United States is the one 
that while we've been there we also have some distance. That 
actually, in some ways, has led to many of the countries 
wanting to make sure that we're fully engaged in the region. 


Q What are you going to say to the -- what is the 
Secretary going to say to the ASEAN countries about U.S. policy 
now toward aiding the non-Communist resistance in Cambodia? 
That's a subject, as you know, very high on their agenda? What 
have you got in mind? 


a As you know, Don, the three basic principles that 
we've had here and that retain their --— the NCR, are the need 
to verify a withdrawal of the Vietnamese, the need to prevent 
the return of the KR to power, and the need to have Cambodian 
self—determination. 


I think in this context, one of the reasons why the 
meeting is important is you're seeing an increase in diplomatic 
activity moving toward some of the meetings that are scheduled 
to take place in Paris. 


As you know, some of the factions are meeting on July 
24th. The international conference is scheduled to begin on 
August 4th. And what we really want to try and do is to see 
how we can work with the ASEAN countries in trying to support 
Sihanouk as we move into this important negotiating phase. 


Q Is the United States prepared to participate in 
the international conference, if one is held? 


a My sense on this -- and Margaret may have a 
better sense --— is that our basic position on that has been 
that we think that there needs to be some careful work laid in 
terms of the preparations for participation. ‘Tcsme of that is 
going to be moving ahead even as the factions are getting 
together, but we look upon it in a positive light. 


Q How much speech-making will the Secretary do, if 
any on this trip? 


a My impression is that there are some shorter 
remarks, but no major speeches planned. 


Q On this last question about this Pacific Rim 
initiative, you mentioned at the outset that one of the U.S. 
goals was to infuse its values into institutions in the 
region. And some of the criteria that Mr. Baker set out in his 
Monday speech that would apply to the Pacific Rim organization 
were interpreted here to mean that it would include any market 
economies and exclude China. 
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The Australian Prime Minister, when he was in town the 
followin day, said that his understanding of the U.S. position 
was that it wished to include China in the long run, or it was 
agreed with Australia that it should, and furthermore that it 
also agreed that in order not to preclude the option of having 
China in at some later point, it would not include Taiwan now. 


Could you tell me what the U.S. position is? 


Q Our basic position on this is to try and retain 
some flexibility on those issues, because the key to putting 
this together is developing the consensus, and that's why, as 
you know, Prime Minister Hawke had a more concrete proposal. 
He has discussed that with others. He's had some refinements 
to it as he's gone along. : 


What we have found to be most useful in actually 
getting the proposal off the ground is to have a set of ideas 
on the topics of membership agenda, but to get some reactions 
from some of the others. 


The two notions -- just the ones that you mentioned 
about market economies and China -- could, obviously, not 
necessarily be in conflict over time, depending on what we see 
happen in China, and I think that that is the sense of our 
attitude. 


Clearly, the environment is not auspicious for China 
at the present time as part of such a grouping, but we hope 
that in general that the forces of change will work their way 
in terms of both freedom and market reform in China, and then 
that possibility may exist. But that really has to be worked 
out in the context of the others. 


Q Also on China, do you expect some sort of joint 
declaration, even if it's only rhetorical, on China on 
condemning the repression, crackdown, there? 


A Coming out of ASEAN? 

Q I'm sorry? 

A Coming out of ASEAN? 

Q Coming out of ASEAN. Yes. 


A My sense of how the ASEAN structure works is that 
there certainly are going to be a large number of in-depth 
discussions about what's happening. I mean, China's a major 
influence. I don't have any sense that people have a 
particuiar political declaration that would cover this topic 
and other topics, so the basic answer is to the best of my 
knowledge I don't know of any intention to do that. 


Q How about the meeting in Japan? Will the 
Secretary be able to come up with a figure, a U.S. pledge to 
the MAI package? 
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A As you know, the sort of total target over a 
five-year period of this is about $10 billion, private and 
government funds. The United States has said that it would try 
and produce about a billion of that. We're in the midst of our 
appropriation process right now in terms of first-year money. 


The Administration, as I recall, asked for about $200 
million. That is still in the process of being worked out. It 
may be short, but I think in the final process it will still be 
a significant sum. So that gives you a range of the total and 
five-year numbers, and at least gives you the facts on where we 
are in the appropriations process at present. 


Q Are we to expect some kind of an announcement of 
an amount or is there some kind of a ceremony on this MAI, or 
is it just going to be a discussion? 


A The U.S. has stated publicly its intention as a 
government to try and produce about $1 billion, and that works 
out roughly to $200 million a year, although it may be spaced 
over different times. As you also know, the funding is 
conditioned on also having the reform process go forward over 

time. 


So I think the numbers are out there, and I don't want 
to prejudge the appropriations process, but the way it's 
heading is that it will be close to the initial 200 figure, but 
perhaps a little bit lower. 


Q Will that be in addition to other bilateral U.S. 
aid? 


A Bilateral U.S. aid? 
Q Yes. 


A The whole purpose of the initiative is to take 
the government funds as a leverage for private sector funds, 
and so when you look at the whole $10 billion total, you're 
looking at a good chunk of it that is supposed to come from the 
private sector in terms of forms of investment. And that has 
been sort of going ahead and going forward. I know there's 
been efforts to have various investment funds and others. But 
we're, obviously, not in a position to pledge private sector 
money. 


Q No. I meant the $200 million. For example, is 
that in addition, say, to military assistance and PL-480 and 
other stuff, or is that -- 


A It's my impression that that is totally 
separate. Yes. 


Q So it would be $200 million plus these others? 
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A Yes. Again, we're in the midst of an 
appropriations process. The current numbers in the mark are 
sort of roughly around $150 million range, and that is on top 
of other aid. 


Q What is your understanding of the relationship 
between China and the Khmer Rouge? Has it changed at all? Are 
they continuing to supply military equipment to the Khmer 
Rouge? Has the upheaval in China affected in any way China's 
attitude toward the Cambodian problem? 


A I don't have a good answer on what's happened 
since June. When we were there with the President, we had some 
positive indications at that point about their interests. 
You're probably aware of those. I. do not know of a change in 
position on their part since then. 


Q A positive attitude in what sense -- military 
supplies? 


A I think I have some of this written down here. 
(Referred to papers) This is going to sound like Margaret 
Tutwiler. 


(Reading) “We have discussed with China on a regular 
basis the need to control the Khmer Rouge in a settlement 
situation, including the cessation of Chinese assistance for 
the KR. At the senior level this subject was again addressed 
during the visit of the President to Beijing this past February. 


"During the last year, there has been an evolution in 
China's position regarding its support for the KR. Last July 
1, China issued a four-part statement, calling for the 
establishment of a four-party coalition with Prince Sihanouk in 
charge while Vietnam withdraws and a freeze imposed on 
Cambodian forces while a coalition is established. Noting, 
quote, ‘these forces should refrain from getting involved in 
politics and interfering in the general election’ unquote. 


"Based on its public statements as well as the private 
discussions, we believe that China does not support a return of 
the KR to power. In November, for the first time the Chinese 
accepted in principle a reduction of military assistance 
simultaneous with a verified Vietnamese withdrawal. 


"In addition to our discussions with the Chinese, the 
modalities of the actual cutoff of military aid were discussed 
by China directly with both Vietnam and the Soviet Union last 
month." 


Q Just for the record, you don't sound at all like 
Margaret Tutwiler. (Laughter) 


a Well, [I'll take it as a compliment to Margaret. 


Q Just to clarify a little bit, what are you 
looking for concretely from ASEAN on Cambodia? 


~—-s- 
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a I think that we really want to review with them 
the sense of their priorities and commitments as we move into 
this negotiating phase. The key points are the ones that I 
mentioned. What we would ideally like to have would be a 
commitment to the Vietnamese withdrawal. That really isn't a 
problem. As you know, the ASEAN's led that process for many 
years in the political isolation of Vietnam. The commitment to 
Sihanouk, and I think there could be some possibility of 
getting into some of the details -- for example, of 
international mechanisms that could try and ensure the 
self-—determination process. 


Q I had two further questions about the Pacific 
Rim. One is would it be usual if -- 


A You're not from Australia, by any chance, are you? 


Q (Laughter) Would it be usual if the U.S. -- if 
this meeting in November came off, would we expect Mr. Baker to 
go to lead the U.S. delegation? Secondly, in his Monday Asia 
Society speech, Mr. Baker extended the agenda of this proposed 
group by including protection of natural resources and cultural 
contacts, which I think the Australian Prime Minister seemed to 
think were getting into an area that he called “political” and 
suggested might alarm ASEAN. 


Is that also -- those agenda items also something on 
which the U.S. is at this point flexibile? 


4 On your first question, if we are able to develop 
the consensus -- and I think there's a lot of work to be 
performed on that -- I would expect the United States would be 
represented at a suitably high level. One thing that I've been 
fortunate never to be involved in -- at Margaret's insistence, 
over all the years I worked with Secretary Baker -- is his 
scheduling. So beyond that, I can't go. 


I will say he has a strong personal interest in the 
subject at the time that he was Secretary of the Treasury, in 
the region, and then also an idea that he was actually 
developing, roughly of this nature, focusing more on financial 
markets shortly before he left. So he has a strong personal 
interest in the subject. 


as for pour second question, in terms of the agenda, 
the hallmark of how we're approaching this is flexibility; and, 


frankly, from being in the meetings that I've been in with 
Prime Mininter Hawke, I have a sense that he, having a similar 
set of interests, I think the common view that we share is the 
need to try and focus on some basic objectives in the economic 
area. For some of the countries they would like that broader 
than a pure trade agenda. They want it more oriented toward 
investment and structural reforms and perhaps infrastructure, 
transportation and communications, and others. 
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The topic of natural resources and environment is one 
that is, obviously, becoming much more important to all our 
societies and recognized by the various publics. So it's one 
that we thought should be at least considered. We're not 
wedded to any particular set of items on the agenda. 


Q On the figure of 150 million being possibly more 
realistic in terms of the MAI, is there a figure you can give 
us on the other current bilateral aid to the Philippines? 


A I don't have that with me. I presume that's 
something that we could be able to dig up or find out. But I 
don't have that with me. 


Q Will the Secretary discuss in Tokyo the 
dissonance which seems to be developing between Japan and the 
U.S. on the China sanctions, particularly in regard to 
multilateral financial institutions credit? And have you had 
any sort of suggestion from ASEAN to be tough on China, because 
they can't do it themselves, but they're worried. 


A Let me just come back with this. With the 
amount, I'd appreciate it if you would keep that as an 
approximate, because I certainly don't want to sell ourselves 
short in our own appropriations process. We have a $200 
million request. I was just trying to give you a sense of 
where the facts are. 


Your question -- the first one -- was in terms of the 
-- you mentioned possible friction with Japan on the (FI 
lending process. I didn't encounter that. I was in the 
meetings when the Foreign Minister, Mr. Mitsuzuka, was here. 
Actually, it's my impression that all the members of the G-7 
are in agreement about the desire to try and postpone those 
loans. So I'm afraid I have a different factual basis. 


As for the second one -- it was the idea about ASEAN 
nations and some message to China -- the short answer is no. I 
have not encountered any such statement by the ASEAN's. I 
think that the public record of the United States on the events 
of China is quite clear -- the sense of outrage, the sense of 
sorrow, but also the sense of trying to -- 


Q I didn't think that it would be a public 
statement. It would not be public. My question was whether 
ASEAN suggested to you and indicated to you that they would 
like you to hang tough. 


a To the best of my knowledge, no. 
Q On the issue of refugees, do you expect anything 


other than more airing of differences between the U.S. and the 
ASEAN countries at the Brunei meeting? 


4 That sort of games the question. The United 
States, obviously, came back from a conference where a number 
of these nations were present and which there was agreement on 
a comprehensive program. 
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Part of that comprehensive program was the retention 
of the principle of first asylum which the countries are still 
committed to; and also on the part of the United States and 
others, trying to take some of the refugees that are already in 
position. I have the exact number here somewhere, but it's a 
rather large number that we've agreed to take and a certain 
percentage of all those that come in the future. 


I certainly suspect that the topic of refugees will be 
another element of the discussion. It's not my sense that the 
discussions would be particularly acrimonious. It's a large 
problem. It's not one that's likely to go away, but we've 
established the principles of dealing with it, and in an 
international conference there was at least general agreement 
on that point. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 3:55 p.m.) 
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vuestions Taken 


Posted: June 30, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 


at Backaround Briefing on Secretary's Asia Tri 





PHILIPPINES -- ASSISTANCE LEVELS 


What is the amount the US is seeking for the MAI? Is this 
addition to other aid? 


THE U.S. IS SEEKING $200 MILLION FOR THE MULTILATERAL 
ASSISTANCE INITIATIVE (MAI) FOR THE PHILIPPINES IN FY 
1990. WE HOPE THAT THE ENTIRE REQUEST WILL BE FUNDED, 


_AND WE WILL WORK WITH THE CONGRESS TO ACHIEVE THIS. 


FUNDS FOR THE MAI ARE ENTIRELY DISTINCT FROM AND IN 
ADDITION TO ASSISTANCE SOUGHT IN CONNECTION WITH A 1988 
REVIEW OF THE U.S.-PHILIPPINE MILITARY BASES AGREEMENT. 


IN OCTOBER 1988, FOLLOWING THE REVIEW, THE U.S. AGREED TO 
SEEK A COMPENSATION PACKAGE OF $962 MILLION OVER TWO 
YEARS, FY 1990 AND FY 1991. THIS INCLUDES $50 MILLION 
OVER A TWO-YEAR PERIOD FOR U.S. AID HOUSING INVESTMENT 
GUARANTEES THAT DO NOT REQUIRE YEARLY APPROPRIATIONS. 


IN FY 1990, PURSUANT TO OUR COMMITMENT, WE HAVE ASKED 
CONGRESS FOR $456 MILLION IN FOUR AID CATEGORIES: $160 
MILLION IN ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUNDS; $55 MILLION IN 
DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE; $41 MILLION IN PL-480 ASSISTANCE; 
AND $200 IN FOREIGN MILITARY SALES GRANT AID. 


WE ARE ALSO SEEKING $2.6 MILLION FOR INTERNATIONAL 
MILITARY EDUCATION AND TRAINING. 


¢ 


IN SUMMARY, WE ARE ASKING FOR APPROPRIATIONS OF $658.6 
MILLION FOR PHILIPPINE AID IN FY 1990 -- $456 MILLION IN 
CONNECTION WITH OUR COMMITMENTS FROM THE BASES REVIEW; 
$2.6 MILLION IN ADDITIONAL MILITARY TRAINING ASSISTANCE; 
AND $200 MILLION FOR THE MAI. 
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BACKGROUND SRIEPING BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 


Q. When Baker spoke, he referred to a $1 billion multi-year 
initiative. That was under the eatecstsees"t that that was a 
five-year, $200 million a year, or was that left deliberately 
vague? Arce we still talking about a five-year program? 


A. It's left somewhat vague. it is roughly five years. 
That's been the timeframe. Whether you backload it or not is 
an iesue that is being looked at, as you know. Mr. Obey and 
othere have said there's plenty in the sure As the 
Secretary indicated in his briefing, the Filipinos are being 
careful not to dole it out where they can't use it 
effectively, given their desire to use the resources well. 
And, obviously, all the attention is being paid (to that) -- 
so it may turn out that the most rational use of these 
resources is to backload them further down the line as they 
build up some infrastructure and some more sonentun. 








Q. Could you give an estimate as to the actual amount of new 
incremental aid for everybody who hase not been giving to the 
Philippines before? 


A. I think you ought to wait to see what comes out with the 
pledging tomorrow. But it's going to be substantial. I! 
don't want to really ... 


Q.- «+. The American portion of this $200 million, the 
Japanese’ looks about $100 million in incremental aid. And 


the Buropeans gave us the estimate of three times what they 
have been giving before. 


A. On the average, that's cight. 


Q. What does that come out to? 
A. 1 haven't. sat down with ay calculator yet. 


Q. Three hundred ECUs, which as luck would have it, is also 
about §300 million. 


Q. Save you learned anything since your arrival? 


A. You mean that I didn't know before I arrived? The 
anewer, et thie stage of the game, ig no. I think the MAI 
kickof£ session wae designed to publicly express in the way 
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that you saw it the support for this initiative, the 
importance of the Philippines, the importance of trying to 
support democratisation in that country. “And this whole 
exercise i¢ an effort to stress what the Secretary emphasized 
in his Asia Society speech: that we and Japan are trying to 
work together much more actively and intimately on a range of 
global issues, the MAI being one of them, The Secretary in 
his meeting with the Poreign Minister went over the agenda 
for both the Brunei meetings and then the G-7 meetings in 
Paris. So it's very clear that our two countries have a very 
broad range of issues that we're trying to work closely on. 
Theat isn't something new, but it's this procese of continuing 
and close consultation. 








Q. Taiwan is not being represented in this conference, but I 
— that they are interested in giving some form of 
a 


A. Correct. 
Q. In what form and what kind of contribution? 


A. Given Taiwan's special status our expectation is that it 
will not be in thie particular multilateral framework, but on 
@ bilateral basie. 


- But they don't have diplomatic relations with the 
ilippines either. 


A. But they have very active economic relations as they do 
with many other countries. 


Q. What sise contribution are they going to make? 

A. Tf haven't heard a figure. I had a meeting with the head 
of theirc North American Coordination Council in Washington, 
who did stress his interest in making a contribution, but 
they didn't give e dollar figure. 





Q.- Ie all thie a tribute to Filipino democracy ané Mreé. 
Aquino? It's incredible that this happened, 


A. What I find most interesting is not so much that the 
United States or Japan, each of whom has etrong historical 
records of dealings with the Filipinos, are thie active, but 
the very large number of European countries who are involved: 
Italy, in, France, Germany, the UK. The range of Buropean 
participation really is quite impressive, and I'm not exactly 
sure how you would account for that. You may be able to pick 
that up from the EC delegate Or some of the other folks 
represented here. 1 don't know, David, whether you have @ 
guess on that, but eee 


(David) Well, I think the Philippine [inaudible] revolution 
three years ago was news and a source of encouragement in 
Burope as it was in the United States and resonated there. 
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It's (inaudible) ... 


A. Poreign Minister Manglapus sort of picked up that thene, 
noting his forthcoaing attendance at the French Revolutionary 
celebrations and how their own revolution was a kind of 
contemporary manifestation of that same spirit. 


Q. What do you make of the Saudis being here? They can‘t be 
supporting democracy exactly. 


A. Saudi Arabia, Kuwait. Wo, again, it is an interesting 
Gevelopment and i can't give you a nice clean-cut explanation 
of why they feel moved to make this contribution. course, 
the Saudis draw workers from all over this region, Korea, 
Pakistan, elsewhere. 





Q. Ie there a security component to this or is this simply 
sentimentality on the part of the Europeans and the others? 


A. I think it's a manifestation of the fact that the world 
economy is globalizing, that it's partly labor, markets, but 
also the political impact. As I say, you might have to just 
go to these countries who don't seem to naturally fit into 
— historical patterns to find out what their own motivation 
8. 


Q. The Secretary spoke of a multi-year commitment. In two 
years oy got to worry about bases in the Philippines. Is 
that likely to affect the sulti-year ...? 


A. Actually, we won't be waiting even that long. I think we 
will peneney begin Giecussions before this year is out. But 
we will, I think, try to keep those issues separate. As you 
know, we try not to ve a direct linkage between our 
economic assistance and the base agreements. It's clear that 
in the overall per of things our security presence and 
Our economic and political support for the Philippines 

vernment and people are somehow interrelated, but the 
inkage is rather loose, and the security relationship does 
reinforce the sense that we and the Pilipinos have @ much 
broader basis for cooperation. But I don't see any direct 
interaction of the sort you're suggesting. 


Q. Do you think Congress would approve sums of aid under 
this progrem after the Philippines ends American bases? 


A. That's obviously something that will float around. Sut, 
agein, I think the Administration will try to avoid any kind 
of direct legislative linkage. 


Q. I juet want to make eure I understand what you were 
saying about backloading in response tc the questions 
about... What yon se suggesting, if I understand you 
correctly, ie that the incremental amounte that appear to be 


getting pledged today are less than the $1 billion or $2 
billion a year or whatever it was supposed to be at firet. 
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As the Philippines show some sort of sapesety to absorb these 
amounts, a greater sum might be forthcoming in subsequent 
years so that the money would be backloaded go it might 
conceivably add up in the end to something on the magnitude 


of [inaudible] ... 


A. «tll, im our case, a billion roughly over a five-year 
period. But, again, as they build up infrastructure, as 
their economy begins to expand more rapidly, their capacity 
to absorb these resources will increase. So, therefore, it's 
just in terms of rational efficient use of the aid, it would 
make more sense to spend some of it further down the road. 





Q. Has the U.8. got any specific assurances that iand refors 
is on track — to justify directing a set portion of this 
new money to land refora? 


A. My understanding is that we are not going to be 
participating directly in the purchase of land, but in other 
aspects of agricultural reform, yes, we will be involved. 


Q. Ie a eet amount of money going to be directed to land 
reform ...? 


A. That has yet to be worked out. The interesting thing 
about thie overall program is that the various contributors 
don't just pool into one common pot, but each country is 
responsible for certain aspecte of the reform program, which, 
in effect, means that ¢« ody is watching a specific set of 
projects and that monitoring presumably has some beneficial 
effect on the way the resources are used. 


Q. Our projects will be? 


A. Well, that again is being sorted out in terms of this 
reform program that they leid out for us here in Tokyo about 
@ month-and-a-half ago, and then will be further specified. 





Q. The ceferences to environmental concerns? Ie that 
principally to logging and timber depletion? 


A. That land depletion ... apparently, there's still a lot 
of slash-and-burn agriculture that destroys the ground cover 
ané leads to soil erosion. There's concern about fishing 
techniques thet are depleting off-shore resources, so that 
there are a range of these environmental issues that will be 
looked at. And there apparently is a special conference 
session being planned on those questions. 


Q. Yet the Japanese are the major consumer of Philippine 
lumber as far ae I know. Have you discussed with them their 
policies on this? 


A. Mot at thie stage. Mot yet. 
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Q. Any idea how such you think you will ultisately give 
through Obey's committee of the §200 million earmarked for 
the tiret tranche? 


A. Well, here again a yer of back-and-forthing is still 
underway, and we're still going to go for 200. Whether it's 
somewhat less than that -- it sight be a few tens of millions 
perhaps -- but, as the Secretary again pointed out, in a year 
when we're under enormous budget pressure, we're going to be 
pretty close to the sark. 


Q. Are the seven leaders of the Paris Economic Summit going 
to make some special reference to this MAI? 





A. I would expect they would. 


Q. Could you tell us more about the meeting with the Poreign 
Minister? 


A. It wae a@ courtesy call. It was about 15 sinutes in 
length, and, ae I say, it was sostly a review of the contact 
that the Secretary hase had with the Minister recently. 

Again, as you know, he went up to New York with the Secretary 
for the Asia Society speech. They reviewed again the agendas 
for the Brunei and the G-7 sessions. 


9: It seems like there's a real possibility that Uno say be 
orced to resign within the month, which would mean there are 
four Prime Ministers within the space of 21 months, and 
there's a possibility that the Socialist platform could be 
embraced more by the LDP in trying to reach some kind of 
consensus. Does this worry the United States? How does it 
affect the relationship with Japan, not being able to know 
who's the leader? 


A. I don't think we ceally anticipate major changes. 1! 
mean, again, we see... As the Secretary said on the plane 
coming in, we Gon't interfere in their politics and 
vice-versa. What iapresses me is the stability of politics 
in thie country juet in general. We think the base of 
support for our relationship is very strong. This is a 
country where the inetitutions carry enormous momentum. So, 
while yes, it would appear that there's some very interesting 
Gevelopments occurring, I myself don't really expect to see a 
major shift in policies. 


Q. When the former Secretary was here last year, he said the 
relationship between Japan and the United States was the best 
it hed ever been. There were no outstanding probleme. Sut, 
evidently, some problems in trade have or up. Could you 
comment t how the eituation has changed since the former 
Secretary's vieit? 








A. Well, one of the thinge that the Secretary and the 
Minister were just noting ie that juet in recent sonthe, 
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we've made some ceal progress on the PSX negotiation, the 
telecommunications negotiation, driftnet fishing. So we 
continue to work with these problems, one by one. I think 
the thing that, as we look ahead--we are giving some thought 
to--ie how one can get away from a pattern of constant 
fighting over one this-or-that element of our overall trade 
and manage it on a broader basis without the series of 
specific item and sector negotiations. Whether we can come 
up with something remains to be seen. But on the whole, 
egain, we're very iapressed by the range of issues where we 
really are of one wind, let's say on Cambodia. We've had a 
number of exchanges with the Japanese government over the 
last several sonths, and we really are of one mind on what 
has to be done there. I think we agree that the kind of 
collaboration that was manifest in the PSX deal again shows 
that Japan, even more in some ways than our a py allies, 
is prepared to cooperate in co-development. Again, another 
example of where we seem to be on the same track. S80 I would 
have to agree with the comment you're referring to, that the 
relationship really does seem to be pretty strong and able to 
stand the specific tensions that you can associate with one 
or another of these trade negotiations. 





Q. Did you have any discussion about China? 


A. We have exchanged general views, expressing concern about 
Gevelopments there and a desire on both sides that the door 
not be closed. But yet both countries, aot in any explicitly 
coordinated way, I think, have found themselves responding in 
& rather similar fashion. The Japanese, as you know, have 
suspended a number of aid projects, they've delayed 
negotiations on the next round of five-year development 
aesistance programs. The President has taken actions on our 
part that you're aware of. We've noted the number of 
Buropean countries that, again on their own initiative, 
suspended either military programs or certain other aid or 
cultural exchange arrangements so that we just exchanged 
views On all that. But, again, basically our concern is that 
the door not be closed and that China go back to its own 
cefore effort. 


Thank you. 
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DPC #114 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 5, 1989, 12:06 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 

MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one brief announcement: 

Acting Secretary Eagleburger will appear on USIA's 
WORLONET program tomorrow morning at 8:00 a.m. Barring any 
technical difficulties, we will arrange to have the program 
piped into the Briefing Room at that time. 


Q The topic on that? 


a I assume it concerns the President's trip to 
Europe -— he's hooked up with European countries. 
Q Has the State Department received any response 


from its protest to the Chinese Government about the shooting 
at the American residences in Beijing? 


is) There was some discussion with the Chinese when 
we made the protest, but there has been no further response 
that I'm aware of. 


Q What was the quality of the discussion? Have 
they accepted the protest, rejected it? What is it? 


A I can't characterize it that way, other than to 
say that they discussed their view of the incident and we 
discussed ours, so I don't have any update for you at this time. 


Q Your view of the incident is what? 


A Well, we went to them because further evidence 
and analysis had indicated that it was a greater concern than 
random shooting or sniper fire. 


Q Have the Chinese offered the United States any 
assurances that that sort of incident won't happen again? 


A Nothing specific that I'm aware of, no. 


Q Former prisoners of SWAPO are now telling stories 
of brutality and murders, etc. Does the State Department have 
anything on these allegations? Do you know anything about the 
way SWAPO has been treating its prisoners? 
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A We are deeply concerned about the allegations of 
mistreatment of Namibians by SWAPO. We've asked for a full 
accounting of the status of all detainees. We understand that 
the United Nations Transition Assistance Group is investigating 
these charges, as is the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees which is charged with registering and repatriating 
safely all Namibian refugees. 


We've raised the question of accounting for all SWAPO 
detainees with several countries in the region and have asked 
them to use their influence with SWAPO to ensure the safe 
repatriation of all SWAPO detainees to Namibia. We again call 
upon the concerned parties and governments to encourage SWAPO 
to make a full accounting of the detainees. 


Q You are not in touch with SWAPO? You're 
depending on neighboring countries, I take it? 


A Yes. 


Q In that part of the world, has the State 
Department given permission for the ANC to open up an 
information office in Washington? 


A I have nothing for you on that. Nothing L['ve 
heard of. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the status of 
negotiations between the United States and Greece on a bases 
agreement or on the status of talks between the U.S. and the 
Government of Greece on the expatriation or the extradition of 
Mr. Rashid on terrorist charges? Where do those negotiations 
-- where does that all stand now that the government has 
changed? 


a I don't have any specific comment on the status 
of those particular matters. I believe we had something on 
Monday that expressed our understanding that this government in 
Greece was a temporary government with a specific mandate, but 
we pointed out that we hope to deal with other issues and that 
we would continue discussion of other issues as appropriate 
during this time. 


So in the United States' view the bases 
negotiations will continue and are continuing during the 
three-month period of this interim government? 


A I'm not sure what was scheduled in terms of base 
negotiations during this period, so I'd have to take the 
question on that. 


Q Any recent meetings with PLO people, or any 
meetings coming up that you are aware of? 


A No. 
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Q Any comment on the roundup by the Israelis of a 
large number of Palestinians? 


a No. 


Q In the next 84 days, the new Greek Government 
stated that its first target will be the catharsis of the 
Koskotas scandal. I'm wondering if your government is finally 
ready to extradite Koskotas, who is in a Federal prison, to 
Greece? 


A That's a judicial matter that, I think, we've 
explained in the past. I don't have anything new for you on it 
now. It's continuing. 


Q The two declared targets of the Government of 
Greece for the next 30 days is the catharsis and also the 
general elections. Since the U.S. immigrant and deceiver 
banker, Koskotas, is the key role of this new political process 
over in Greece, I would like to know, for the record, under 
which circumstances Mr. Koskotas one and a half years ago was a 
guest of President Reagan at a dinner in the White House? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Can you take this question? 


A I don't think so. You are mentioning the White 
House; I think that would be where it would have to be answered. 


Q There are press reports from Mexico that the 
Institutional Revolutionary Party has accepted the defeat of 
its candidate in Baja California. It's the first time in 60 
years this happened. Do you have any reaction to that? 


a No, I don't. It's a local election. [t's an 
internal matter. We don't have a comment on it. 


Q Do you have any new assessment on the Ochoa case 
in Cuba, in particular on Mr. Castro's assurances that his 
government is not involved in drug trafficking to the United 
States? 


4 I don't have anything new on that. We've spoken 
about it in the past. There are outstanding indictments 
against Cuban officials in the United States, so I think we're 


pretty clear on what we think of this. 


Q In 1947-49, the U.S. Government openly and 
successfully supported the Greek Royal Forces to fight the 
communist leader, Mr. Harilaos Florakis, in order to prevent 
communism over in Greece. [In 1967 a pro-Royal Greek Colonel -- 
namely, George Papadopoulos -- in the name of the so-called 
communism threat placed a military coup d'etat. 
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This Greek junta, until its collapse in 1974, got 
support from the U.S. Administration in order to prevent 
communism over in Greece. We actually witnessed the State 
visit of the (Vice President of the] United States of America, 
Mr. Agnew, and the continuation of the American military 
economic aid to the Greek junta. 


Today, however, a pro-Royal politician -- namely, 
Kostantine Mitsotakis --— leader of the right-wing party, 
invited this communist leader, Mr. Harilaos Florakis, 75-years 
old, to support the new government of Greece under the 
pro-Royal former Navy officer, Mr. Tzanis Tzanetakis. 


Since the new government is totally controlled by the 
Greek communist leadership, I'm wondering which is the U.S. 
position today? 


a I don't have any comment on that. 
Q You do not? 


a I just don't have any comment on this. We try to 
work with the government who's there. 


Q So how do you characterize your position in 1947 
and 19677 


I) I don't. 


Q There is a nub question there, Richard, that I 
think is worth taking a look at. The Greek Government appears 
to have a heavy communist influence at the moment. Does the 
United States continue its relationship with the Government of 
Greece, including the sharing of military information through 
Greece's NATO connection and so on, under these new political 
circumstances? You may not be prepared to deal with that right 
this minute, but -- 


a We made available some commentary on Monday for 
those who wanted to ask about this. I believe we clarified our 
understanding that there were members of the left-wing parties 
but no communists in the Cabinet. 


We also made clear what I said again today, that we 
look forward to working with the government. We hope to 
discuss issues, but we recognize that it has a limited mandate 
for a limited period. 


Q Are there any limits that the United States 
imposes now, in light of the change in government in Greece, on 
the military-to-military communications, for example, between 
Greece and the United States? 


a There's nothing specific that I'm aware of here. 


Q Were you asked earlier about the Chinese action 
in detaining a group of Japanese tourists today? 
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A No, I wasn't. I don't have anything for you 
specifically on that incident. I would point out that we had a 
travel advisory on July 1. It referred to the continuation of 
unsettled conditions and we continue to advise Americans not to 
go to China. 


Q And were you asked earlier about -- 
A And that stays in force. 


Q Sorry. -- about the diplomatic protest, which 
was delivered by the U.S. Ambassador? 


a Yes, I was asked. 


Q Middle East: You said you didn't have any 
comment on the Israeli arrests of Palestinians in the 
territories. Do you have any comment on the change of rules of 
engagement by the Israelis, the announcement yesterday that the 
Israeli Army would shoot anyone in the territories whose face 
is covered if they are engaged in rock-throwing or other 
demonstrating activities? 


a I'm sorry, I haven't seen the reports. But I'm 
not inclined to comment. 


Q All right, thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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GREECE - STATUS OF BASE TALKS 


Q: What is the status of the U.S. - Greek base talks following 
the formation of the new Greek government on July 2? 


A: -- THE NEGOTIATIONS RECESSED SHORTLY BEFORE THE JUNE 18 
NATIONAL GREEK ELECTIONS, AND REMAIN IN THAT STATUS. 
IT I$ OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT THE NEW GREEK GOVERNMENT 
WILL HAVE A LIMITED TERM AND MANDATE, AND WILL NOT BE 
EMPOWERED TO TAKE DECISIONS ON SUCH ISSUES AS THE BASE 
NEGOTIATIONS. SUCH DECISIONS WILL AWAIT THE RESULTS 
OF NEW ELECTIONS IN THE PALL. 


-- WE ARE SOMEWHAT CONCERNED AT THE DELAY IN RESUMING 
NEGOTIATIONS ON THE BASES SINCE THE PREVIOUS AGREEMENT 
STIPULATES A WITHDRAWAL PHASE FOR THE FACILITIES, WHICH 
ENDS IN MAY,1990. NONETHELESS, WE CONTINUE TO BELIEVE 
THAT AN AGREEMENT IS IN THE INTERESTS OF BOTH COUNTRIES 
AND WILL WORK TO THAT END WITH THE GREEK GOVERNMENT 


WHICH EMERGES FROM THE FALL ELECTIONS. 
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For Tumediate Release July 5, 1989 


The Briefing Room 


MR. HART: We have Administrator Willies Reilly of the 
EPA here today to provide you some background on environmental issues 
that may come up at the economic summit in Paris. tie will be on the 
record, not for camera or sound. Thank you. 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Good afternoon. As I think you 
know, the forthcoming economic summit, the 15th summit, will give an 
~ ey me priority to discussion of environmental issues that 
affect the countries represented there. We expect that it will 


ne ee ee cee o Sy SIGESTEES GEpeeEnny SS asset 
-8. leadership on the environment. 


There is even something of « race on by some of the 
economic summit participants to be -- leaders -- to 

of all on thie issue. Kf y Bd. Gy EN 
that emphasizes that restoring the environment is not a sprinter's 
game; it's go to require steady, long-term commitsents to reverse 
accumulated environmental problems which have reached very serious 
proportions in many parte of the world. 


To move the rest of the world toward sustainable 
devel is a chall facing both developed and developing 
countries. We each should recognize that we need to start at home, 
and we need to be particularly sindful of countries that are not 
es to be in Paris whose participation and cooperation 
n dealing with such issues as CFC phaseout and global climate is 
absolutely essential. 


The President will discuss a number of recent U.S. 
actions in a number of areas likely to be of interest to other 
countries. The United States supports the international phaseout of 
chloroflucrocarbons and halons by the end of this century, provided 
that safe substitutes are available. The other G-? governments 
subscribe to this objective. developing countries like India and 
China are not yet on board. Obviously, entering on the diplomatic 
initiatives to help bring them on board and persuade them of the 
science is an important task that lies ahead. 


The United States is committed to propose legislation to 
ben shipments of hazardous waste to other countries that do not have 
an agreement with us to dispose of and manage that waste carefull 
with attention to the environment. Our clean air legislation, which 
was just announced by the President « couple of weeks ago, has two 
significant elements likely to be of interest to other countries. 





jor oil ills we've 


to ide for coordinated responses to oil spills and to improvement 
of technology of spill cleanup sround the world. 


On wetlands, the United States is committed to no net 
loss of wetlands, and the Domestic Policy Council is now at work 


Geveloping the policy implications of that with all of the agencies 
whose programs are involved. 


Global climate is, I think, likely to be one of 
the most important issues ra by ell of the countries and 
G@iscussed in Paris. On this issue, the United States chairs the 


response strategies working of the ae yn Panel on 
Climate Change. We hosted the first meet that group lest 
a It was, as you may recall, « seet at which Secretary 
Baker delivered his maiden speech as Secretary. 

We just learned thie morning that the IPCC has agreed to 
have the United States host the plenary meeting again in January next 
year and to be involved, possibly as host, in a working group, « 
workshop in Geneve in the fall. 

Shs af ces ee ae World Environment 
Dey, @ ban on imports of « ivory to the United States. Most 
of the other countries at the economic summit have since followed 
suit and have bens. py *y ~ By OAH +4 AA A 
ours, but bens that go «a good distance toward trying to bring the 
trade in elephant yy hy and give that beleaguered species « 
chance et survival in t Africa 

On environmental research and development, the United 


States is currently spending about $4.7 billion a year -- $2.8 
billion «a in 1 environmental R&D, and $1.9 billion a year 
in industrial environmental R&D. We would hope to share such of that 
research, some of which is unique -- some of the epidemiological 


research, ifically, with other countries, and particularly to 
encourege countries to participate with us and share in the 
and the benefits of the $190 million that the United 

is now ing on global climate issues; on virtually ali 


eepects of monitoring of ecological processes, of the hydrology of 
ocean systems, and so forth. 


So we go with a full set of interests, « sense that the 
eGministration hes made very important commiteents on many of these 
iseves, « very large interest in working within the world community 
to eddress many of them that we cannot eddress slone. And I would 
simply etress again that we will perticularly want to note in Paris 
the importance of ing those countries t are not there whose 
cooperation and participation will be essential to solving some of 
these problems in the years ahead. 











Q You said that there's a race on to be the leaders in 
the environment and to see who's the greenest. Can you elaborate on 
that and tell us what you're talking about? 


a -- has been a 
sense for some time that a number of the countries to be represented 
in Paris are giving newly heightened attention to the environment. 
The I 
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on the parte of the electorates of v ly all the countries 

represented there, but it's also « of the sense that the 
Tn the 


forests, pollution of the oceans, the possible destablization of key 
planetary systems such as ozone have proceeded very far. And we need 
to eddress them with such heightened urgency. 


Q Can you single out -- 


Q -- seem to imply that there's something wrong in 
there, that each of participants will try to have his own agenda. 
Do you think that could prevent an agreement on that at the summit? 
i 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Wo, on the contrary. I think 
a very healthy thing that we see this interest on the part of the 
a eae All have been interested in seeing the 
environment feature significantly in the summit. In the past, as you 
know, these discussions have to be confined to econoai 
related aspects of international cooperation. The fact both 
environsent is receiving this kind of attention at this level 
thet it's recognized licitly in putting it on the agenda that 
on fo & great deal of cooperation on it, I 
& very welcome as far as the United States is concerned. 


Q Secretary Gorbachev gave «a lot of emphasis on the 
environzent in his speech last December at the United Wations. And 
I's Ce if there will be an effort to coordinate activities at 
thie summit in a way that would dovetail with some of the proposals 
that he made. 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: We have been very encouraged to 
see the relatively quick Soviet to the United States’ 
proposal on chlorofluorocarbins, which we announced just before the 
London meeting that Mre. Thatcher had on saving the ozone la , 
Shortly after that meeting, at the Helsinki meeting, the Soviets 
announced their support for a full phaseout of CFCs. 


We hope very such to thes just as cooperatively on 
the global climate iesue because, clearly, the greenhouse gas probles 
is one that is as serious or sore so for some of the Eastern European 


countries where the curve of proportional contribution to —— 
gases has been rising such sore steeply than it has been eleewhere. 


Q How do you engage these countries in these types of 
talks? 


ADMINIGTRATOR REILLY: Well, there have been «a number of 
conferences and there will be many sore scheduled over the next year 
or #0 at which we work with other countries, both developed and 
ae op on these issues. The developing countries I think pose 
the more difficult problems for us because « number of them heave 
indicated that they have reservations about the science and that they 
are very concerned about the costs of either getting substitutes for 
CFCs or of addressing their contribution to global warming. 
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Q How Go you think this summit will eddress this and 
what type of egreement do you -- will the U.S. push? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: We would expect thet « number of 
countries will propose different specific measures on that. I am not 
prepared to suggest how the United States will do that. You will get 
more detailed briefings as we get closer to the event. But just be 
assured that that is uppermost in our minds because it's what we see 
as probably the most complicated part of the probles. 


Q What do you expect to come out of the communique 
this? And I think all of us have been trying to find out why you 
were so critical of those who are racing to get in on the act. 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I don't mean -- 


Q Your language is very -- 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I 
critical at all of those who are putting 
merely wish to suggest that we're not goi 
problems roar And we've got to be 
recognize that in some cases, at least, conveyi 
excessive exhuberence may work against us in winni 
ef Gene @€ the ether countries uke new axe concerned beth 
adequacy of the date underlying some of the concerns about globe 
Climate and also that, even if the data is correct, about the 
ans 


them in potential change in their economic development pl 
aspirations. 


Q What about the first question? 
Q Are you going to Paris for the summit? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I expect that thet decision will 
be made in the next couple of days; but it hasn't been made yet. 


Q BR RAR Wy BF elie 
come in a final communique? Could you tick off specifics? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I can't go into details on that. 
I just briefed the President «a little more than an hovr ago on it, 
he's obviously going to have to let you in on that himself. 


Q Well, let me try the question this way. Generally, 

what we see coming out of the economic summit conference is a 
———— in which the leaders jointly proclaim those issues which 

think are important for the year. You have indicated that 
environmental language is going to have a higher predominance in that 
communique than in the pest. Will there be anything elee other than 
1 about what's important on the environment coming out of this 
summit For instance, will there be proposed treaties? Will there 
be specific calls for specific nations to take epecific actions? 
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Anything like that? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: There will be «a concern with 
international oceans, with forestry -- forestation and deforestation 
-- with response to oil spills, with aspects of icon ak. to control and 


a yy pollution, particularly. I can't really 
say at this tine. 


Q I'm still a little confused. Are you talking about 
agreements of the nations to work together on these lems, or 


something more specific? I mean, can we look -- shall we expect 
specifics in some of these sreas? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I would not ee ee 
treaties or signed or ratified instruments as 

I would that you will get an etfismetion of of the eater Sesue issues 
on the environment, particularly those that intersect importantly 


How to do that, consistent with ensuring sound 
environmental policies, ensuring that we protect the besis for all 
economic development for future generations, has been 4 very 
@ifficult issue and is now going to get unprecedented attention. 


Q If I could follow just on that point -- will Poland 


= Se eee See 2 Se nh any sort of econcsric 
aid-benefi to them? Will that perhaps have some 
environmental elements tied in? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, the President announced in 
hie epeech in Mainz when he was in an interest in making 
available to Eastern Europe -- which now is showi increased concern 
about its environment, as well it should -- some of the benefite of 
U.S. experience. There was a widespread enthusiass on the part of 


sense on 
SS & eee 2 ee oe Se Se ae 
to be involved with whatever we do in Eastern Europe. 60 

to 


see the President sake some proposals on the environment, 
both in Poland and in Hungary. 


Q Can you say what kind of price tag numbers -- will 
people talk numbers? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I cannot right now, no. 
Q But are there working numbers that people are -- 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: We are looking at a couple of 
alternatives. 


Q Will we hear any of those at the summit, or will 
those be kept secret? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Oh, yes, indeed. Yes, indeed. 
That will be public. 


Q Are there some moves by any of the other countries 
that you think are too hasty or things you're anticipating that you 
hope to head off? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I think we've hed some differences 
of opinion on some aspects of response to the global environsental 
iesves relating to the Hague a thet took place in March, but I 
Gon't expect those to figure very significantly at the Paris summit. 





of the Midwest and southern and 
eastern states are underwater. Does that discredit the predictions 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I don't think it either confirus 
discredits any of the predictions. The process of climate change 
» long-term one, typically, that you cannot infer 
from « single year or even a few years -- either very hot or 
very cold temperatures. 


The data on the issue is inconclusive insofar as any 


opinion of most scientists I've talked to. What is not inconclusive 
is the judgment that I think represents the scientific consensus thet 
the buildup of carbon dicxide in the atmosphere -- something like 25 

since « little sore than 100 years ago -- cannot but heave 
significant climate influence. 


The likelihood is that that will, if not sooner, then 
later, lead to climate and the prospect of a doubling in ©o2 
» which is expected in the next century, is likely to have « 
very significant impact on climate change. Precisely how thet will 


: 


occur, the effects, how far they will go, how ware it will and 
where the regional will be greatest and . oa. be is « 
matter of great scientific contention and dispute, ; 


Q What can the sost industrialized nations do -- what 
should they do to t = SS ee eee eee into 
account environmental concerns in ir development decisions? |! 
a —_— can you do at this summit that will sove that process 
along 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I think myself thet the -- there 
is sometinete a too-ready willingness to believe thet the kinds of 
measures that would respond to environmental problems in the 
developing world are at odds with their economic devel plans 
and aspirations. in sy experience, that is often not case. Most 
of the developing countries have intentions to significantly expand 
their forests, for example. Thailand, Chine, Costa Rica -- many 
other countries see the need for reforestation for a whole of 

-- to protect water supplies, to rd themselves against 
erosion, to create a timber industry. Obviously, these have enormous 
benefits in terms of harboring wildlife, ge in the tropics 
where tropical forests are so rich in species, and aiso in helping us 
Geal with the 20 percent or so of the greenhouse gases that come from 
the process of deforestation. 


That's an exemple of the kind of thing that the United 
States and, I suepect, most of the other devel countries to be 


ae ere in Paris would want to encourege through « whole range of 
multilateral and bilateral policies and prograns. 


Q But if I could follow up, as you point out, that is 
something where you siready have « lof of agreement smong 
industrializing countries. What about the areas in which you don't 
have agreement? Are there things thet you need the summit countries 
to do together to move the process slong? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, there hes been such less 
disagreement among the summit countries on many of these iseves than 
there has been between the summit countries and the developing 
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multilateral aid and }- wAing institutions can 
impect in the developi:< countries. 


put iesues on « plane that will hopefully give 


thes « ty on the part of 411 nations as a consequence 
at ee eae Sb teeeo. 


we a ke 
particularly Eastern countries with these aging smokestack 
ies re ieee ution control technology? I mean, is that 
one of the proposals have any of these countries proposed -- 
ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, I think we would very such 

thet in the years shead, sany of those countries look to the 


ted States -- which « number are indicating they are right now -- 
te try to deal with some of the problems -- 


Q But does the government plan to help them facilitate 
that in any way? Or is that part of your discussion in Paris -- 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: We hope to respond to some of the 
highest priorities thet the Polish government, for example, has sade 
clear ere -~ matter to them. And in some cases down the road, 
inevitably, thet will lead to their looking at U.S. pollution control 
stretegies, which have been relatively quite successful, and I would 
expect looking at some of our technology, as well. 


I don't want to however, that we're preparing to 
make coumiteents of the AK y By Ay Aad.) —, 


with major air pollution and water pollution problems in some of 
those countries. 


MP. HART: Let's heave one sore question, please. 
Q You're talking about financial -- 


Q Do you expect the United States to press the debt 
for nature issue et the sumsit? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: We believe in debt for nature and 
reey wuch that it will feature in circumstances that -- where 
it's appropriste for repatriating debt and gaining at the same tine 
some commiteents toward environmental enhancement and protection fros 
the countries that are going to see some of that debt written down. 


I don't -- end I believe that « number of other countries 
~~ Certainly the Federal Republic of Germany -- shares that 
objective. We would hope to see others endorse it as well and see 
thet grow in acceptance. I know the President personally feels that 
it ie an appropriate thing to do. One of the commodities that is in 
very generous supply sround the world is debt. And some of the 
precise countries who have the sost exquisite and ive, rich 
environments sleo are burdened some of the heaviest debt. So we 
would hope that some of these initiatives thet have been ploneered by 
the private sector -~- by World Wildlife Fund and others <-- will get 


some governmental support and some support from the World Bank and 
the Inter-American Development Bank. 


Q Who's going to carry the bell if you don't go? And 
why ie it #0 late in the game that they can't decide whether you go 
or not? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, I think that decision is 
going to be made very shortiy. And the President himself, based on 
wy conversations with his, has shown that he is sore than capable of 
carrying the environmental agenda, #0 -- 
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Q And he will make definite proposals? 

ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: He will, indeed. 

Q It would be unprecedented if you went, wouldn't it, 
Mr. Reilly? There's never been an EPA Administrator who's gone, is 
that correct? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I think that's correct. 


END 3:47 P.M. EDT 





202/ 


2026573505; 8 


17 








SENT BY:USDEL SECRETARY TOKYO * 7- 7-89 3:42PM ; S1zse°7*Ss=- 


BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 
Thursday, July 6, 1989 


Bandar Seri Begawan, Brunei Darussalam 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I thought I would 
run through was some sense of what happened in the closed 
sessions. As I recall, I didn't see for sure, you had the 
opportunity to see the opening statements, so I am not 
going to cover any of that. Let me just run through the 
topice of the morning session and then the afternoon 
session, and just give you a little bit of flavor of 

each. Then you can delve into it in more detail if you 
wish. There was a discussion in the morning section of 
Bast-West relations. The Secretary talked about his 
meetings with various Soviet leaders and the Moscow 
ministerial: there was a strong interegt in this topic. 

In thie cegion of the world it's clear that there is a 
cogeee Of skeptisiam on the new thinking by the Soviet 
Onion, particularly as seen in the pacific. But there is 
still some hope that it will lead to a changed 
environment. In particuler, what I tried to jot down here 
on some of these was who some of the commentators were. I 
don't have all of them, but in this case you have Japan, 
Singapore, Indonesia speaking on this point. 


Q: Skeptically? 


A: Skeptically. The skepticism was oriented most towards 
whether it will make a difference in nore policy in the 
Asian context. These were Ly who would be in hearty 
agreement with the notion of “we want to see deeds not 


*a: The skepticism tends to get stronger the further 
north you go. 


Q: What do you mean by that? 


* note: Two “"A‘'s® indicated both briefers anewered 
question, 
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A: Se means the Northern Territories. 


On China, there was a strong interest in the need to 
maintain lines into China. The Thais sort of summarized 
it with @ statement about how we need to take it easy with 
China. In the context of 0.8. policy, in our view there 
was a etrong voice of support for the way president has 
sought to maintein a balance in the relationship with 
China: expressing outrage, but also in trying to maintain 
possibilities for opening and reform over time with 

China. In particular; it was interesting that some people 
often comment on the Soviet Onion-China balance. The 
focus of the commentators in this orientation was on the 
role in Asia and in the effect of policy in asia to a much 
greater degree than it is in U8SR-China balance. And on 
thie topic you had, for example, the Thais, the Japanese, 
the Canadians also took thie point strongly. 


The Secretary raised the point of terrorism in the region, 
noting that there was evidence of state-sponsored 
terrorism by Libya, North Korea, fran.* He suggested that 
there could be increased cisk in the region, as there is 
greater recognition of the economic influence in the 
region, it could become a target. In addition, he said as 
we are able to develop some focus on terrorism in other 
regione of the world, you may see a development where some 
terrorist groups look for bases of operations in Asia 
because they might be pressured out elsewhere. In 
eyeey he made a general point ebout how, as a topic 
or the future, we will need to look at ways to expand 
multilateral cooperation to deal with state-sponsored 
terrorism. As you may know, we do have some agreenents 
bilaterally with some of these nations and have had some 
assistance with thea. 


The Philippines took up this point very strongly because 
| ey to the recent event of a massacre of & 
religious sect by the MPA, and they noted how troubling it 
is to them that some of the groupe that. engage in 
terrorism in the Philippinee receive money fron 
non-government organisations in Worth America and in 
Burope. While they recognize the difficulty of doaling 
with that task, they nevertheless, pointed out that it 

@ to their heart of their efforte to try and develop a 

ledgling democracy. » 


There wae also discussion of refugees. On this one, 
meseuete made the report for the ASBAN nations; it was 
pretty much etandard fare coming out of the conference. 
The statements by the 8C, Australia, the 0.8. and a few 
others were basically noting the importance of following 
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through on the commitments. As you know, there are 
various degrees of sense of likelihood of that agreement 
to be carried out successfully. 


[There wae a) brief comment about South Africa; not really 
followed up on. 


The topic that probably then captured the most attention 
in the morning session, which I've saved for last here, is 
Cambodia. There was a sense of sort of a balance and sone 
nervousness related to it. On one hand, there was a 
concern that there was still a lot of uncertainty as they 
are moving towards the meeting of the factions in Paris to 
be followed by the Conference. On the other hand, they 
recognise that there had been @ momentum created in this 
area and perhaps an opportunity to take advantage of. The 
Indonesians were the ones who reported on this topic for 
the ASBANs, and as you know, they have a history of 
involvement through the various JIM conferences. The 
point that they stressed which was followed up strongly by 
all the other ASBANes who commented -- the Singaporeans had 
& Very strong statement on this as well -- was the need to 
maintain a comprehensive solution and, indeed, they drew 
some limited analogies with Afghanistan where they vere 
concerned about the fact that if the vietnamese followed 
through on their withdrawal, which as you know is su d 
to ta = by the end of September, that that could 
affect overall international climate in teras of 
trying to achieve the overall goals of self-determination, 
the role of the ER, elections, the other aspects of the 
overall process, the international monitoring systen. 


The Secretary stressed how critical it was for ASEAN to 

maintain its unity. ASBAN had clearly been a major player 

in the past in isolating Vietnarz Se 

yo Ite unity wes a key attribute in being able 
t 


to sh that. Clearly, as move into thie next 
et: : 






unity ie going to be important, particularly 

, as the Singaporeans mentioned, thie conference does 
not resolve it all in one shot. There was @ sense that 
the conference could be an on-going process, and in that 
environment the unity of the ASEAN countries would become 
even sore important. 


In @ sense this fit in with thie notion we've talked about 
about ceeponsibility sharing. The role of the french in 
thie context, the role of the ASEBANs. ue added a 
pacticular element, that I think struck some interest on 
the part of the other participants in that they were 
focusing on the importance of a U.". monitoring 

mechanism. He mentioned that in our discussions with the 
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Soviets in the Moecow ministerial we had some positive 
signs about the Soviet's willingness to cooperate in this 
area. As recently as &@ week or so ago when [we] met with 
some of the Soviet officials, they noted their willingness 
ta try and support come U.N. process foc « vuc ification 
and monitoring mechanism. 80, I draw two lessons fror 
this. One is that you see, sort of across the board, we 
have these emall bits and snippets of our regional 
discussions that have given us a better sense that in some 
areas the Soviets at least appear willing to play a 
constructive role; and then, from our poees of view, it 
also helpe us in dealing with our foreign policy in the 
various regions of the world. I think without overstating 
this, that it provides a glimmer of poder f too, 
because if you believe this process of reconciliation in 
Cambodia is one that may be long and may be drawn out, 
it's very important to heve «a positive Soviet engagement 
in that process, 


Let me juet jump to the afternoon sessions. 


The afternoon sessions, the siz-five-one session, was more 
of a focus on economic and trade issues, statements about 
GATT, the importance of the Uruguay Round. There was a 
lot of discussion of the Pacific Ria. I think the best 
way to say it, is that there were some basic foundations 
and grou rk laid. trt's clearly a topic on their 
agenda. All the ASBAKa are etill trying to develop a 
common position. The dialogue partners <- Australia, 
Japan, Canada, New Sealand, and the United States -- were 
positive about the idea, but all being very careful and 
reepectfZul of ASBAN's perogatives. The Japanese had a 
very useful statement that followed after the Australians, 
who obviously are still the driving force here. As for 
the ASBANe themselves, you have a combination. Some, I 
think Sin re is the clearest case, are rather positive 
about the idea and see some of the benefits in terns of 
drawing in the United States and others in the sense of 
commitment in the region. Others, frankly, don't have 
their position put together, which ie in part an 
inetitutional factor in that we have, as you know, a 
conference of Poreign Ministers; those foreign ministries 
have different degrees of involvement in economic issues. 
One of the Ministers from a —* who is sort of willing 
to go ahead, but holding back for his brethren, told us 
that in the case of two particular countries, they had to 
engese in further consultation with their economic 
minietere, 
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There's also a natural concern about the influences of 
large powers and a desire to protect ASEAN. The secretary 
spoke to this ry in a way that had some effect. At 
least we were told afterwards that it was a good point 
that he made, which was that from the united State's 
perspective, a lot of the issues that we would expect to 
discuss, we would otherwise discuss in a bilateral 
contest, indeed would continue to discuss in a bilateral 
contezt. But for some of the developing countries that 
are approaching thie cautiously, it will probably serve 
their advantage to have at least some discussions of these 
in a multilateral forum. Se aleo stressed the importance 
of thie effort to a broader 0.8. audience. The danger of 

rotectionism with maintaining large trade deficite and 

poss of the objective which, as f had spoken about in 
the briefing and he spoke about in some of his speeches, 
was getting the United States public with a fuller 
realisation of the opportunities and the importance to the 
Asian context. And so, part of the presentation to some 
of the ASBANS was that, if they wanted to continue to rely 
on an exzport-driven growth process, and they obviously 
have been enormously successful in doing that, that such 
an arrangement not only might help deal with some of the 
— before they become too big, but alec, it could 
elp us in tecas of = aan tea a 0.8. domestic base of 
support for this. 2 guess here is just that, 
you know, you've mm of along the procese one other 
step, because it’s clearly, now, on their agenda. The 
ASEANe have economic Ministerial meetings in September, 
and we'll probably have a better senee at that point. The 
Australians are etill pressing for a meeting in November, 
but the gaating would not be the firet of a now 
organisational framework, but instead would be an 
opportunity to discues these topics vithout any 
preconditions. While it's too ear'y to say, there was 
— sense among the group that that could very well 

ppen. 


°: That's at the Ministerial level? 


yes. But, I don't want to go too early. .. Clearly, 
[2G ABBANS, as they do in other ereas, until they have a 
formal position, you get the interests of the individual 
evuntcles but they're not going to move until they have 
the whole set. ere are at least two countries, frankiy, 
that are going to have to finish getting their own 
governmental consultations together. 
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The other point the Secretary made is related to the 
overall sense of the partnership and relation of the 
network of ties between the 0.8. and the Pacific, which rf 
mentioned to some of you. The notion that we have a set 
of ties with Burope that in a sense provide a cushion when 
frictions develop, as they always do, and yet we don't 
really have that same degree of ties and network in the 
Pacific region. 80, if you look at this ac part of a 
long-range venture, as we do, in a step, that thie could 
be an important development, just as indeed the ASEANs and 
these post-Ninisterial conferences are. $0, tat gives 
you kind of a quick rundown, From that we can try and 
answer questions, 


Q: Who are the two countries that still have probleas? 


A: I don't know if I should be able to -- if I can kind 
of highlight it for you. I don't know if I really want to 
focus on them, because it came through a third party. I'd 
probably better leave it at that. 


Q: Is their problem the fact that they don't have their 
act together, or the fact that they don't like the idea? 


A: It was put to ue that they just hadn't gone through 
their internal process. 


A: I think you have a combination here. The internal 
process is part of it. You don't have anybody who is 
saying they don't like the idea. you have some that are 
raising the concerns about stages of development with 
other countries. But I don’t want to suggest a negative 
tone, because it was more <-- 


Interjection: Like you said, they had to work with their 
Pinance Ministries. 


A -- their trade and economic ministries -- the tone is 
more one of caution. 


Q: What does “stages of development with other countries* 
mean? 


A: Well you have for example, if you look at the per 
capite income, and what trade goods a Singapore has, 
versus some of the other countries, say Malayeia, in tures 
of ite stages of production, that's what I mean. 
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Q: Can we go back to your opening statement? I'd be 
interested in hearing both of your perspectives on why 
they ere so mistrustful of Gorbachev? I'm struck with, 

ing back to our first NATO trip, and pondering, Gorby 
OVOE..>s 


A: It's a very different attitude here. 


Q: Well how do you account for that contrast? 1'd be 
interested to hear from both of you. 


A: Let me gage and then defer amore the the 
expert here, but I'll give the amateur's view. This 
region has = been much more wary of Communism in some 
ways. I mean, for a lot of these countries, they fought 
ineurgencies. If mean there's the case of Malaysia. You 
know it runs very deeply in the sense of the 

Singaporeans. In some cases, that have large Chinese 
immigrant lations, it's linked into their fear of the 
PRC. Go I think you heve these roots for a long tine 
period. In the case of Japan, they tend to remain rather . 
narcd nosed about this. Por example, they etill do not 
have peace treaty with the Soviets; and theirc position is 
they won't heve a peace treaty until the sorthern 
Territories are returned. $0 one point I think is 
historical. I think another point is, it's probably the 
case that the shadow of Soviet military sight ise probably 
greater, and has been greater, in teras of the western 
Buropean context than you have in Asia. And I guess the 
last comment I'd make, which is sort of a variation on the 
first one, is that I think the historical ties not only 
relate to communisn, they relate to Russia. The sense of 
the Czare in Asia, ae an expanding power, is one that 
probably transcends political ideology. 


A: There's another important element: Gorbachev made two 
major etatemente as you know, in ‘86 at Vladivostok and in 
‘67 at Rraenyarsk. They really have not followed through 
on very much of that. 


(: What were those? What essentially do you mean? 


A: Well, Vladivostok was an opening to China and the 
desire to open up Vladivostok as a port and to get 
involved in trade in the Pacific. They really haven't 
been able to open up Vledivostok. The navy out there, the 
Soviet navy, really dose want to keep that situation under 
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control. They hed one limited conference but that was 
pretty auch it. Their military forces continue to be 
upgraded in quality and, if you look at the most advanced 
weapons, in quantity. 80 that there isn't a sense of the 
threat receeding. At Krasnyarsk, he put forward @ whole 
range of arms control confidence-building measures that 
are viewed ag rather self-serving: naval limitations, 
other activities, that the Asians, particularly our 
allies, realize would tend to weaken our logistical 
lines. #0 for those reasons I don't think there's been 
seen as the follow-through, the delivery, with the one 
exception, of course, of China. There's a general sense 
that Sino-Soviet normalization is aoe that the 
removal of the so-called three obstacles was something 
that did contribute to reducing tensions, and that if the 
Russians and the chinese aren't fighting among themselves, 
it ie better for Asia. But, beyond that, I think 
Gorbachev just hasn't projected himself into Asia the way 
he has into Burope. Se hasn't traveled around the region 
as much, and I think his impact on Tv is just not as great 
in this region as it hae been in Burope. 


Q: Does the existence of China, and the fact that you 
~~ have China in the Buropean context, also have an 
effect? 


A: I'm not sure I understand. 


Q: I'm just thinking off the top of ay head. The fact 
that you have both China and the Soviet Union's shadow 
here, while in the Bucopean context you just have the 
Soviet Onion? 


A: Well, these countries see a balance of forces in the 
region. The point I sade earlier, that if the Russions 

and the Chinese aren't fighting with each other, it's 
helpful. On the other hand, they don't want to see any 
one power playing @ dominant role. so that thie balance 
ie helpful to their interests. But if it's a balance of 
relatively friendly powers, it's a lot better than if it's 
a hoatile balance. 


A: At least from my ixposure to this, you don't find most 
of the foreign policy in this region driven by @ sense of 
sometimes romantic thoughts. And, indeed, it links back 
to one of the Onited Gtates' advantages in the region, 
whieh ie, that, while we are e large power, we are in some 
ways the least threatening of the large powers, in part 
because of the economic ties, but in part because ve're 
not go immediate in our presence. There was a strong 
sense, from our various meetings and other contacte that 
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we've had, where the Secretary's statements about the 
United States’ commitment to the region, our presence in 
the region, that we're not going to retreat from the 
region, is a message that is taken extraordinarily well. 


Q: On Cambodia, I got kind of an impression from what you 
were saying that the ASEAN ministers, who have boen * 

for a decade to get the Vietnamese out of Cambodia, — « 
now getting a little bit worried that when the vietnazese 
leave there's going to be a power vacuum. fe that what 
you were hearing? 


A: I wouldn't describe it so much as “power vacuum’. I! 
think that, to use their own a the target was 
easier when it was simply a case of having the Vietnamese 
be out. Once the Vietnamese leave, the target becomes 4 
lot more complicated. And that's why they are very 
interested in making sure that the variety of objectives 
you would need to achieve. stopping arms supplies to all 
factions; having Sihanouk play a leadership role; what 
sort of interim arrangements to have; the rouse 
influences that they see between China and the Soviet 
Onion having respective clients <-- all those elements 
which you need to be able to handle at once, are sort of 
the second stage, and it's quite difficult to see how you 
are going to be able to le all those at once. S80 I 
think that's what adds to their nervousness. I think they 
also feel that they are willing to take a long-range view 
of this and they don't want to have such a rush to quote, 
find a solution, that it does not, in fact, turn out to be 
@ real solution on the variety of these pointe. 





A: Well, let me just make @ couple of variations on 
{these) pointe. Piret of all, if you look at the forse] 
statement that the ASBAN ministers put out before the 
post-Ministerial discussions, it was really very strong. 
It wae the kind of united position that, frankly, makes us 
feel comfortable. There really is a strong united 
position, not only on the Sihanouk role, and casting doubt 
on legitimacy of the Sun Sen government, but the need 
for this rehensive solution, not one where an 
international conference would just deal with the 
international aspects of it and leave the internal 
situation unresolved, but aleo on the need for a credible 
international mechanien, through the United Nations, to 
verify the withdrawal and stabilize the situation. 90 in 
terme of formal declaratory policy, they took a very 
strong united front, which is interesting, given some 
variations in opinion among these various countries. 
Bovever, as you approach the time of this July 24th 
meeting among firet the two, and then the four Khmer 
factions in Paris, and then in an international 
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conference, eve is ey to see that the 
resolution, particularly of the internal r sharing 


issues and building a role for Sihanouk, is a very tough 
game. {I think they're beginning to see there very well 
could be a failure. If there's a failure, in the sense 
that there is no coalition worked out among the Khmer 
theaselves, either you don't have an internetional 
conference, or you don't have a succers’ul one, what are 
you left with? You're left with conti« ing conflict, and 
that is nor ‘omething they look upon with much equaniaity. 


Q: Let me follow up for a second on two quick things. 
When Mr. Baker expressed how important it was for ASEAN to 
stick together, clearly he's me to fissures, I 
mean, you wouldn't say it otherwise. 


At It waen't the epirit the spirit in which he put it. 


Q: The Thais, the Malaysians are movihg a little faster 
than the Singaporeans toward recognising... 


A: [ff there's any sense of somebody moving faster than 
somebody else, it's the Prench. They've really been 
pushing along the Gates for the Conferences, and frankly, 
there's been almost a sense that the Prench, and the 
Indonesians who had cooperated in the JIM process, now the 
Prench have pulled this whole thing westward, if you like, 
to theic turf. I got @ sense, my own reading, and you all 
commented that the Secretary's point was much more just to 
reiterate the value of this unity for trying to move the 
solution along. 


At Basleally, everyone recogulses that they're going to a 
quickened pace in negotiations. That in iteelf creates 
the dynamic. The sessage he was saying is that ASEAN has 
been extraordinarily successful because it's been unified 
and basically a to reinforce that effort and convey 
the commitment of the Onited States to back that effort 
because they are unified and because they are important. 
The sense that I got of their worry was that, and this 
goes back to your question to a degree, what will happen 
with the international community. It's no longer an easy 
target, will there be fissures in the international 
community? In part, whet our role can be here is one of 
sharing the responsibility with others. This is not an 
iesue that we would pretend to be handling alone, there's 
many others that play important roles. What we're trying 
to communicate on that is that we recognize the issues, we 
recognise the need for the comprehensive approach, and 
that we're standing with ther. 


Sesines comfortable with the pace the French are BEST COPY AVAI 
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A: It's not the way to put it, the question is are we 
comfortable with seeing the Khmer work out some deal among 
themselves, and are the French getting ahead of that 
rocess in some ways? It's a delicate balance because the 
ate, the approach of a time for a conference has 
obviously put some pressure On people. That has some 
value on moving to a solution. On the other hand, if the 
issues aren't bridgable, then what are you left with... 


A: The other thing, to be fair to the Prench ie that you 
have this Vietnamese pullout, so it's not them alone... 


Q: That leads to my second question (garbled) what is 
your understandi of the Chinese ition on secession of 
aid? Ie it dependent on the (garbled) . 


A: They have said that they will stop their aid when 
there is a verified and complete Vietnamese withdrawal. 
Of course, there are these various reports that the 
Vietnamese are having some of their soldiers change 
uniforms, they've put in large numbers of settlers. 
Sianhouk gave @ press conference two days ago where he 
gave numbers that are... 


Q: It's down to one aillion. 


A: I was going to eay, they're very substantial numbers 
Which even if you discount them, those are the things that 
they are concerned about, the colonization of Cambodia by 
these Khmer. 


Q: Save we done anything about our concerns? save we 
urged the Prench to put back the conference or try to slow 
the process down? 


A: We have indicated to the Prench that the important 
thing ie an effective outcome, not the date. we think 
they're playing a useful role in trying to move the 
process along. Sverybody now, and this came out in the 
meetings here, ie now seeing more clearly that the date is 
one thing and the outcome is another. y're now 
focusing much more on -- will there be the kind of outcome 
that they, collectively in this group, feel stabilizes the 


re¢.>"? 
Q: Is therce a chance then that the date will be put back? 


A: There's one proposal to advance the date, to keep the 
heat on even more. There's also now the view that maybe 
you won't have enough of a bridging of differences to make 
a meeting productive. You're coming to an end game, and 
there's always a lot of shadow-boxing and fancy footwork 
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as you approach that, you know, are you going to come? Or 
not? Are you going to give in your position or not? And 
so, we've just got to let this process play itself out 
over the next couple of weeks. 


A: Well we've been in touch with the French on a number 
of occasions about ere the substantive points being -- 
have to be dealt with, either preferably before « 
conference, otherwise during. If not during then after so 
as not to try and come closure before all the pieces are 
together. I don't want too much of an emphasis on the 
negative role of the Prench because I actually think that 
for a number of reasons it can be an interesting catalyst 
role and because, as I said, some of the events are driven 
by external actions, like the Vietnamese pulling out, ase 
much as anything else. 


Q. What I'm hearing from both of you is = lukewarm 
Support for the idea of the conference on July 24th with 
the Prench. Ise that an accurate quote? 


A. The conference on July 24th ie among the Khmer 
parties. Initially, firet Sihanouk and fun Gen, and 
they're all coming. We think if they're willing to face 
up to the issue, that's fine, and you only hope that they 
can bridge their differences. 


A: I wouldn't describe what I was trying to say as 
lukewarm su rt. I was trying to eay that there's the 
caution in the number of topics you're going to have to 
handle. The reason I Gon't consider that lukewarm support 
is you're going to have to handle those one way or 
another. It's not denigrating the role of the conference 
by any means. What it's suggesting is that, even with the 
conference you need to pay close attention to these. You 
could make the arqument if you didn't have the conference 
that you . even be further away with it. So it's more 
the point that we want to — ze some of the 
fundamentals of a comprehensive settlement, 


Q. We do want the verified control. Ie that right? 


A. Absolutely. Yes. We think the ON (garbled) There's 
& Very broad consensus about that. One of the things in 
the recent talke with the Soviets we were surprised to 
discover is that they also were willing to say yes there 
ig an important role for the United Nations, given the 
fact that their surrogate client, however you want to put 
it, the Vietnamese in general have been very cool. And to 
a U.N. role they would prefer something much looser. 

There were some deta\led discussions in the session this 
morning about how ineffective or 1ll-planned international 
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control mechaniams have failed in the past. They don't 
want to see it repeated again, 


Q. Was it also talked about Onited Nations (garbled) seen 
some changes about that? 


A. Didn't carry it that far. There was a slight 
reference to the fact that the U.N. General Assemly in the 
fall may sound a bit different than it has in the past if 
the Vietnamese are on their way out. 


Q. Has anybody done any thinking about thie U.N. 
mechanism? How large it will be? Will they be armed? 


A. There is a lot of work going on in New York -- the 
military committee, the permanent five representatives. 
We've been in touch with them over the last several 
months. We've done some of our own planning. 60 the 
answer is that issue is being worked considerably. 


os Does the 0.8. have a view... of what it should look 
e? 


A: Part of the problem is it depends the nature of the 
deal that is worked out amony the xhmer. A U.N. peace 
keeping role it always works best if the parties say: 
fine, we've fought enough, now we want to go back to 
politics, and we want a neutral party to secure the 
political process. That's when it works: best. If you 
have livefire, i1£ you have people basically don't want co 
cooperate, then what you need in the way of @ U.N. 
mechanism is a lot bigger. But we're at the point of 
seeing now whether when the Khmer can come to that 
agreement that yes, they are epreesee to give up the 
lethal conflict and go to politics. And then the 
international conference would tell you whether the 
backers of these Khmer parties, the Chinese, the Soviets 
primarily, other countries could get together and 
reinforce, we hope will be agreement by the Khmer. If you 
get the major powers agreeing that there should be a peace 
mechanism that obviously makes it more effective. 


Q. On the Pacific Rim discussions, did you talk about who 
might show up at this, if there is a tentative fall 
meeting? What do you do with China? 
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A: There wae some discussion of the membership issue and 
the key question is exactly that. What do you do with the 
PRC, Taiwan and Hong Kong? While there are shades of 
views on this, there is a general feeling that under 
current circumstances the role of PRC would be a difficult 
one at best. And that creates difficulty for trying bring 
in Hong Kong and Taiwan. , 


they are interested in trying to keep the door open for 
the future depending on circumstances, but there is algo a 
sense that, as you know, even under the best of 
Circumstances there's always a difficulty in terms of 
Taiwan and the PRC. Under current circumstances, that 
becomes even more difficult. 


A: and it was just basically sort of general 
identification of that as an issue. Wo one said you've 
‘got to have this or you can't have that, 


Q. In the Secretary's statement today, he mentioned 
specifically the Sihanouk/Bun Sen talks as crucial to any 
settlement. I never remembered that before being said 
(garbled). § When the vice president was out in Jakarta a 
few months ago he said specifically the Bun Sen government 
was illegal, illegitimate. I'm just wondering is the 0.8. 
explicitly recognising Bun Sen as a pivotal player in the 
process now? Why was that included in there? 


A. They're clearly the guys that are sitting in the 
chaire of power. 80 it's kind of hard to imagine how 
you're not going to have them be pact of a discussion 
process. It certainly doesn't suggest in any way, shape, 
or form an acceptance of their legitimacy. 


A: Wo, I think it gets back to this point about how one 
might construct a stable process, and eo, Sihanouk and fun 
Sen are central to it. If they can cut a deal among 
themselves, it makes the prospect of a stable solution 
that much greater. The realities of the power on the 
ground, whether it's in Phnom Penh or off in the forest is 
that you have two elements of @ Communist movement split. 
You have Sihanouk, if you like, a monarchist trapped in 
the middle, and he is trying to create a balance of 
forces. That's what this negotiation is all about, not 
just the power realities of the situation. We'll see in 
paris on the 24th andi Sth whether they can make some 
progress in that. 
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MR. HART: Welcome. We have Secretary Nicholas Brady, 
Secretary of the Treasury Nicholas Brady here today to brief on 
economic aspects of the upcoming summit in Paris. He will be on the 
record for sound and camera, and he will start with a brief opening 
statement and then be happy to take your questions. 


SECRETARY BRADY: Thank you, Steve. 


I have a brief opening statement. This year's summit 
will take place in the context of a favorable economic situation in 
the G-7 countries. We are well into our seventh consecutive year of 
expansion, with growth expected to continue at a sustainable pace at 
least through 1990. 


While inflation concerns in some countries increased 
somewhat earlier this year, underlying developments and recent data 
suggest that for most G-7 countries inflation should remain modest 
and contained. Furthermore, exchange rate adjustments since 1985, 
coupled with stronger domestic demand growth abroad have contributed 
to a substantial reduction in our trade and current account deficits. 


The record of these successes reflects in part the 
contribution made the international policy coordination process 
that has been evolving since 1985. The process has os within 
the largest industrial countries a means of identifying macroeconomic 
objectives and a commitment to a cooperative approach to achieving 
ther. 


Our joint achievements have been impressive. 
has been made in reducing large external imbalances, but further 


progress is required. 


In a related subject, curre markets have been volatiie 
this spring. The dollar is now at approximately the same level 
prevailing at the time of the G-7 ministerial meeting in April and 
our joint statement at that time still applies. Namely, a rise of 
the dollar which underminds adjustment efforts or an excess of 
decline would be counterproductive. We will continue as necessary to 
cooperate closely on exchange markets with our G-7 counterparts. 


We and the other G-7 members remain firmly committed to 
economic policy coordination process from which we have all 
benefitted, and we anticipate a strong reaffirmation of support at 
the summit from the heads of state. 


The debt strategy will also be an important part of the 
Paris summit. The elements of the strength in debt strategy have now 
been put into place. The IMF and the World Bank have agreed to 
provide substantive resources to support debt and debt service 
reduction. Debtor countries are shaping the kind of fundamental 
policy reforms necessary to achieve long-term economic improvement 
with new economic programs, having recently been approved by the IMF 
for Mexico, the Philippines, Costa Rica, and Venezuela. And serious 
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negotiations between the banks and the debtors are underway. I 
believe we have laid a solid foundation for progress which will have 
the full support of the heads of state at the si «ait. 


Considerable attention is being given to the discussions 
now underway between Mexico and its commercial creditors. Both 
parties have put forward proposals that incorporate all of the 
elements of the strength in debt strategy and are now working 
together to reach an agreement. By doing so, the banks have embraced 
voluntary debt reduction, an unprecedented step. The question is no 
longer whether we will have debt reduction, but at what price and 
when. We would like to have a final agreement soon, and I have 
strongly urged the banks and the government of Mexico to press 
forward. But it is more important te reach a sound agreement than it 
is to worry about meeting an artificial deadline. 


The summit leaders will also review the situation of the 
poor Sub-Saharan African countries. There are encouraging signs of 
progress in this region, particularly in those countries pursuing 
economic reforms. To support these efforts we're examining existing 
legislation which permits the President to forgive certain official 
debts owed by African countries with World Bank or IMF-approved 
pocerses. A final decision on this will, of course, rest with the 
President. 


The summit will also focus on the need for structural 
reforms in the G-7 economies. There is a broad consensus that tax 
reform, deregulation, and subsidy cuts are needed to improved growth 
potential, job creation, and external adjustment. Trade issues will 
also be discussed by summit leaders, with the main focus on the 
Uruguay round. 


It is particularly important for the summit to give 
strong emphasis to the need for progress in reducing trade 
distortions in agriculture and in other areas not previously covered 
by the GATT. 


Finally, the summit will devote considerable attention to 
two other important issues -- global environment problems and the 
drug crisis. On environment, as you know, the President is committed 
to a strong, comprehensive summit review of problems such as global 
warming, oces:: dumping, and deforestation. We believe the 
Multilateral Development Bank should develop procedures under which 
they can play a more constructive role in addressing environmental 
at = countries and we will push for summit endorsement 
of this view. | 


On drugs, we and others intend to highlight, among other 
things, the need for effective, joint, multilateral actions on the 
money laundering problen. 


Now I'll be glad to answer any questions you might have. 


Q The Europeans took a coordinated action to increase 
their interest rates last week in a way that did not receive the 
favor of the Treasury Department, according to reports at least in 
the press. Does this portend a negative trend or potential on the 
part of the European countries as they move towards 1992 to act on 
their own outside of U.S. interests? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Wo, I don't really think there's an 
connection between what the central banks of some European countries 
did last week and 1992. I think that's trying to make a ccnnection 
that is way too 1 in time. But, obviously, as countries raise 
their own domestic interest rates, it has some dampening effect on 
those economies, and as we try to sell into those economies, it has 
some effect on our exports. But I don't think it's something that 
should be made a great deal cf. 


Q Will assistance to Poland and Hungary be a part of 
MORE 











your bailiwick at the suzmit? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, the President, of course, has 
announced earlier this year that Poland -- urged the IMF to 
enter serious negotiations with Poland on an IMF program, and 
this was a first step. It also -- he also urged and it's 
tha Paris Club review their rescheduling procedures with Poland. 
are two things that have already been put on the table, and 
I'm sure the President will be talking again to the Polish people 


Q Will it be a summit issue? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I'm sure it will. But I don't eee 
it will be part of the economic side of the sgenda. As you know 
there's an economic part of the summit and also a political part. I 
expect, coming quickly off a trip to Hungary and Poland, that that 
will be in the political side of the discussion. 


Q Whatever formula is to for Mexico, do - 
that becoming sort of a global formula? Are we basically sett 
“_ ~ for debt reduction for the entire Third World? Does that Senty 


to Poland, Hungary? How will that play out? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, Lesley, each of these things have 
to go on a case-by-case basis. The conditions in Mexico are 
different from the conditions in Argentina or different from the 
conditions in Poland. The important part of what's going on now is 
the fact that both the creditor banks and the countries are putting 

itions on the table which lead to debt reduction. There will 
be, in my opinion, an agreement between Mexico and the creditor 
banks. Exactly when with a new process like this you can't say. But 
= point is that debt reduction and debt service reduction will take 
place. 


Like anything else, having taken place once, that will 
lay the ground work not . = gocese® Bea but as a way of going 
for other countries. get to those countries which have 
the most desperxte Ba tihal c i AA, it gets harder and 
harder. And, of course, in the case of Poland, most of the debt in 
Poland is government-to-government debt, and the main part of the 
firet attack on the Third World debt crisis is on a private basis 
with banks negotiating with countries themselves. 


Can you tell us about the Polish and Hungarian debt? 
Who are they aon in debt to? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, most of their debt is with other 
countries, and I can't give you the exact rundown as to what they 
are. We could get it for you, but I don't have -- 


Q Western countries? 
SECRETARY BRADY: Yes. 
Q Not the United States, though? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, some to the United States, as 
well. But you've got to differentiate between private debt which is 
debt ee commercial banks, and official debt which is debt to 
countries. 


Q There's a lot of fear on Wall Street that the 
economy may not be slowing down to a soft landing, as it's called. 


Can you give us analysis of where the economy is right now and 
where S it nay be headed over the nent oix nenthe? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, I think that the statistics that 
we've seen come out in the last month, in recent weeks, indicate 
that, in fact, the first part of your question is the accurate 
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summation of that. We are headed towards a soft landing, if that. 
Some statistics indicate that things are slowing down some; others 
don't indicate that. So my impression is that, obviously, with the 
increase in interest rates, that has an effect. And it's had an 
effect, but not one that can't be handled. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said a sound agreement was mcre 
important on Third World debt than an artificial deadline. Given the 
staggering problems in Mexico and Argentina, for example, what about 
the potential of an artificial agreement that may not be worth the 
paper it's written on? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I don't think that will happen because 
what you have is two independent parties. You have a government of 
Mexico that's trying to do the best for its citizens and you have 
banks which recognize the fact that the loans that they have on their 
books are no longer worth 100 cents on the dollar. But they're going 
to try and do the best they can for their shareholders and their 
banks. So I imagine that when you have two independent parties like 
that -- although we've urged them very strongly at the Treasury to 
get together, that this is something whose day has come -- I don't 
think there's any chance it will be artificial. I think it will be 
very real. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you described a summit response to 
Poland and Hungary as a political issue. But if the summit leaders 
decide on a coordinated financial scheme for Eastern Europe, don't 
you expect that the Third World countries with whor ‘re trying to 
negotiate a debt reduction scheme will be a little bit miffed? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, I can see the thrust of your 
question, but I'd rather not speculate on something as conjectural as 
that. I think that I'd better leave it just where I did. I don't 
think that that's going to happen. 


Q What I'm asking you is, isn't it, in fact, an 
economic issue and not a political one? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, it's partly both. But I'm saying 
that the - ~~ the President coming off that trip two days before 
the summit, it will be in the -- most of the import of that trip will 
be political and not economic. 


Q If I understood you correctly, you said, speaking 
about our domestic economy, some forecasts indicate a slowdown; 
others don't. Which do you subscribe to, and why? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, I have a complicated process that 
I go through. I watch about 25 statistics and I watch them on a 
graphic basis so that I don't get mesmerized by the last blip up or 
down. So that you get kind of a six-month's or year's look at the 
thing -- because I don't believe that any one month's statistics can 
tell you exactly which way the world is going, although we all have 
to look at them and regard them as maybe something that's coming in 
the future. So I look at a bunch of them, all the ones that come 
out. I have 20 of them that sit on my desk in graph charts and I try 
to look and see visually how they look to me. And they look to me 
pretty steady. 


Q Were any Secret Service policies violated by Officer 
GeGueldre's moonlighting relationship with Craig Spence? And if so, 
what actions are being taken to correct that -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: Could you repeat that again? I didn't 
get that. 


Q Sir, I'm talking about the U.D. officer, Reginald 
GeGueldre, who was working, ee ae for Craig Spence and who 
arre the tours for him. I'm wondering if any Secret Service 
policies are violated by such moonlighting and whether his visits to 
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the White House -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: I can't give you a precise ansver on 
that now. We'll certainly look into it. 


Q Can you confirm the investigation? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Can I confirm the investigation? No, I 
can't. 


Q Why not? 
Q Well, is there no investigation? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Because, as of this moment, I don't 
know the exact precise details of that subject. 


Q You don't know if your own Secret Service is 
conducting an investigation into something that's been this 
prominently -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: I'm sure they're looking into it. The 
2 EEE oe a oe oo 
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Q Just to be absolutely clear on Poland and Hungary 
and economic aid, are you saying that the administration will not be 
presenting kind of economic proposal at the summit to get some 
sort of esendinated effort to deal with their economic problems -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, it's be worked on and we can't 
gh + alge Mp ge gh AB ye The President has already done 
two things, which I mentioned. One, he's urged that the IMF come 
ee age Mg Be Fn KE a Rt AL. heli 
their own country. And so that's number one and it -- 


Q -- about going beyond what he's already said. 
SECRETARY BRADY: At this particular time, we don't have 


anyth more announce, other than I mentioned before that the 
Paris Club has agreed to a rescheduling based on that economic 


rf 


If we can look at the volatility of the dollar, 
which a mentioned, and also the rise interest rates in 
-- you that analysis and look at our own interest 
— make it more difficult for U.S&s. 


o 
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in the United States. Obviously, 

at the other countries around 
other words, if we sick countries all over Europe -- 
, the growth over there in Europe is pretty darn 
then their actions might be different than they are. 


3 
« 5 
So 
; 


Q Do you think the conditions warrant a decline in 
U.S. interest rates? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, I think that while the FONC is 
meeting let's leave that up to then. 


Q That was ny question. 
SECRETARY BRADY: Afraid it might be. (Laughter.) 


Q Secretary Brady, I'm a little confused about what 
you just said about Poland and Hungary. I think the President 
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himself had talked about going to those countries with economic 

ls and initiatives and offer some help of some sort. Are you 
say that that's no longer the case -- that what he said before in 
his Hamtramck speech and so forth is -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, what his Hamtramck speech 
referred to was what I've just eluded to earlier -- a rescheduling by 
the Paris Club and an IMF program. And I think what -- anything that 
might come in addition to that best be left to the President. 


Q But there should -- there will be something in 
addition to it? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I do not -- that's not what I said. 
Q What did you say? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I said it best be left to the 
President. 


Q Can the United States be assured of continued 
adequate gains in exports with the dollar at its current level? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I think so. I've felt right along that 
once American industry get's geared up -- and it is geared up -- and 
once foreign markets are healthy enough -- which is the reason why 
European economies and economies out -- having those economies in the 
Pacific and the European area flourishing is rtant because you 
have to have something to sell into. Our American industrial 
machine, in my opinion -- having left the private process just nine 
months ago -- was flourishing. And I expect that the export growth, 
which is more substantial than our import growth, will continue at a 
more substantial rate, although it has a lower base. And that, 
therefore, in my opinion, the trend that you've seen in '88 over '87 
and the first quarter of '89, which was down some $6 billion over the 
previous quarter, is a very encouraging trend. I don't see any 
reason why it can't continue. 


Q Am I correct in your statement on the dollar that 
you don't consider the current volatility excessive and ‘re not 
anticipating any new agreements from this summit on stabilizing -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: Wo. What I said was that this spring 
~~ there had been a volatile spring in the dollar, but that it has 
now backed down to a level which it was in April when we had a G-7 
ministerial meeting, at which time we stated that a big rise in the 
Gollar or an extreme decline in the dollar would be 
counterproductive. And we still feel that way. 


Q And no change from the summit on that. 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, we'll have to wait till the 
summit. But you asked me what my opinion was, and that's what it is. 


Q Does the timetable -- in terms of the commercial 
bank negotiations with Mexico, for ae =~ depend upon coming to 
some specific agreement at the G-7 Are you going to ask the 
G-7 nations to come up with a specific ensunt of money to contribute 
to the guarantees for your plan for debt reduction? 


SECRETARY BRADY: ific amount of money -- let me 
shane tale. <> Eeatlb tae Gaeetlis c amount of money that is to be 
added in the form of enhancement to this process is al clearly 
laid out. That's what has taken a certain period of time in order to 
get the IMF and the World Bank to be specific about what amount of 
money they will add to the process. They have done so. The Mexicans 
know exactly what that amount of money is and so do the creditor 
banks as it relates to Mexico. That's on the table. There aren't 
any more. And the Japanese, of course, have added a billion dollars 
of their own money to this process. 
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f the elements to solve this particular 
creditor banks are on the table. 
‘re negotiating right at this very 
moment. The Treasury has had a very active role in those 
negotiations. I'm extremely positive about them. But to pick a date 
at which a complicated set of transactions like that will take place 
~~ take the summit for example -- is foolish. Because that's not the 
important thing. The important thing is to get a transaction done 
and to get it done on a sound basis. 


Q What is the biggest stumbling block to an agreement, 
do you think? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, the biggest stumbling block is 
quite clear -- that this is a momentous occasion for the countries 
and for the banks. The banks are actually say that loans on their 
portfolios with respect to Mexico -- that will sell those loans 
at less than 100 cents on the dollar. And this is the first time 
that that has been ized. The banks have already put a proposal 
down on the table. It isn't one that's acceptable to Mexico yet, but 
they have recognized the fact that this the way to lessen the probles 
for the Third World debt. 


Q What are the stumbling blocks now, though? You're 
talking about when -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: The stumbling blocks now are, they're 
arguing about whether those loans should be -- which were borrowed at 
100 should be 90, 80, 70, 60 -- somewhere in there. And it's an 
enormously important thing for the banks and for the country. For 
the countries, it means they'll have less debt service, less money 
they have to pay the banks every year; for the banks, obviously a 
reduction in their earnings and the value of their assets. So this 
is no joking matter -- it's extraordinarily important to each of 
them, and it takes time. 


Q Well, ‘ve seen both sides if you're actively 
invelved. Would you like to see the banks move, or Mexico? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I think they're both moving. As I said 
before, I'm encour by the transactions and I think that we'll see 
some progress shortly. 


Q Mr. Secretary, have there been sone 
roadblocks in your way on the S&L recovery? What's the timetable for 
that now, and will it be a bill the President can sign? 


SECRETARY BRADY: The timetable commences again on the -- 
as you know, this bill has passed the House; a bill passed the Senate 
one month earlier. Conference starts on the lith or 10th -- lith of 
July, and we're hopeful that that conference will be quick. And 
obviously there are issues to resolve, but that a bill will be on the 
President's desk -- it would be great if it were ready when he comes 
back from his trip abroad. But that may be a little optimistic. 


Q Your comments suggest a very harmonious summit on 
economic issues. Are you putting special gloss on that viewpoint, or 
are there some issues that might prove to be contentious? Can you 
tell us -- 


SECRETARY BRADY: I think that -- I don't want to paint a 
rosy scenario, but the truth of the matter is that economic 
conditions around the world are very, very good, taking the broad 
view over time. I mean, we've had in this country seven years of 
economic progress -- that's nearly true for all of our trading 
partners -- so that, although we may have a yee in describing 
exactly what goes on at the economic summit in terms of precise 
actions, nobody should be mistaken about the fact that we have very, 
very good economic conditions around the world. So let's not try and 











fiddle with the controls too such when you've got that kind of a 


Q Well, is that the view of the other countries, too? 


SECRETARY BRADY: I think it has to be, sure. There sre 
things to do, but when you've had the kind of economic prosperity 
we've had around the world, then I think everybody's idea -- let's 
try and make it better because the process has been so favorable, but 
you don't want to change the throttle settings right now. 

Q 


BRADY: I can't give you a precise answer to 
that. A good many of the -- most of the inputs are in. The process 

now, but it just got there recently; so I can't 
give you an answer to that question. 


Q Aren't you a bit concerned that the amount of aid 
that would be available to Poland will not be enough, that the needs 
are so great there that without a massive influx of funds that there 
will be increasing political instability? 


SECRETARY BRADY: Well, Poland is an enormously difficult 


problem, and the President -- we have tight budgetary constraint in 
the United States. It isn't as if he . baa beans basket of th that 
could be added to this process. Re f mentioned 0 wee. he’s 6 already 


been -~- taken a leadership role in two specific areas: an IMF 
program and a Paris debt rescheduling. And so the United States has 
been a leader in trying to assist Poland. But there isn't an 
unlimited amount of resources. I think the Polish le know that, 
and certainly all of us in this room are familiar with it. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:24 A.M. EDT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'd like to start off with one brief announcement. 


Available in the Press Office is a Fact Sheet on the 
ation 17 November, the terrorist group in 
Greece. This is one of a series of reports prepared by the 
Office of Counter-Terrorism. You can get that at the Press 
Office. 





Be glad to take any questions. 


Q Richard, has the State Department had a chance to 


see the conditions which the Likud Party has now put on the 
election plan? And do you think that those are helpful? 


a As you know, the Israeli Cabinet adopted a peace 
proposal in May. The Cabinet's action constitutes the position 
of the Israeli Government, and we have supported this 
initiative. 


We are continuing our efforts in support of the 
Israeli Government'* proposal, seeing it is providing the most 
realistic way to acvance the peace process. In this regard, 
now is the time for Palestinians to accept the elections 
proposal and to enter into a dialogue with Israelis to flesh 
out the details of the initiative and to make elections and 
negotiations work. 


Q But, Richard, realistically how can you say to 
the Palestinians, accept this peace proposal when Likud has now 
put on conditions, when Shamir has committed himself to 
conditions that the Palestinians have said are an absolute 


non-starter? 


a We deal with governments. I don't want to get 
into the middle of Israeli domestic politics. The point is 
we've been dealing with an Israeli Government proposal. We've. 
been supporting that proposal, and we've been supporting, as 
the next step in working out that proposal, the Palestinians 
should enter into a dialogue and flesh out the details. 
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Q Are you saying, then, that you don't accept 
Shamir's statement as the position of the Israeli Government? 


A I say we deal with governments. I don't want to 
get into the middle of Israeli domestic politics. Let me add 
to that we do think partisan declarations, particularly if they 
appear to be more restrictive or to impose conditions, do not 
advance the prospects for peace. 


Q Are you including in “partisan declarations” the 
conditions attached by the Likud Party? 


a I'm not commenting on those specific conditions. 
I'm not trying to characterize those. I'm just saying that's 
what we think about partisan declarations. 


Are you aware, Richard, that one part -- one 
portion of the Israeli Government is against all of these 
restrictions which were imposed by Mr. Shamir's Likud Party, 
which is Mr. Peres’ party, and the chances are they may 
withdraw in the next twenty-four hours from the coalition in 
Israel? Are you aware of that? 


“ I'm aware that there's an issue here in Israeli 
domestic politics that I said I wasn't going to get into. I'd 
reiterate one more time: We deal with governments, we deal 
with the Israeli Cabinet proposal. We've been working on that 
proposal very actively. 


Q When you say you support their position, their 
initiative -- at the current stage also, with all of the 
restrictions, you are supporting them? 


i) We support the [Israeli Cabinet's proposal, the 
proposal that was adopted in May. That's what we've been 
working on. That's what we expect to continue to work on. 


Q The proposal with the restrictions or with the 
proposal that was presented to you in May? 


a The position we have from the Israeli Government 
is the Cabinet proposal adopted in May. 


Q And you don't feel these conditions will affect 
these proposal elections -- will not affect these conditions? 


a “affect” is a pretty broad term. We deal with 
what the Government has given us. 


Q Have you taken into account at all what the Prime 
Minister of Israel has said publicly within the last 24 hours? 


4 I said -- 
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Q He's part of the Government. He's the head of it. 
a True, he is. But the Government -- we work with 


governments, not with just parts of governments. We deal with 
governments, and that's what we're dealing with in this issue 
-- an Israeli Government proposal. We intend to keep working 
on it. 


Q Isn't this sort of like the captain of -- 


Q Richard, you seem to be suggesting that a public 
statement by the Prime Minister of Israel does not represent 
the view of the Government of Israel. Is that the impression 
you want to leave here, that you're parsing somehow? That the 
Prime Minister makes a statement and you don't think that's 
representative of the Israeli Government's position? 


o I'm not trying to undercut or characterize that 
statement. I tald you that things said at party meetings -- 
issues and domestic politics -- I'm no: trying to get into. 


I'm trying to deal with a proposal that is on the table that 
we've been working on for some time. [t's an Israeli 
Government proposal, and that's where our efforts have been 
focused and will continue to be focused. 


Q But things change. The United States Government 
occasionally changes its position, and the President of the 
United States occasionally makes statements which reflect the 
position of the United States Government 


Now, the Cabinet position taken a month ago was the 
Government position at that time. I[t has been. Now the Prime 
Minister of Israel has spoken again. You're essentially 
Saying, turn the clock back; don't pay any attention to the 
latest statement by the leader of the Government of Israel. 


a You would have to ask the Israeli leadership -- 
the Prime Minister, I guess -~ whether what he said to a party 
meeting constitutes a proposal by the Israeli Government. We 
have a proposal by the Israeli Government. We think it's 
important. We want to work on it. We have worked on it, and 
we want to continue working on it. 


Q Isn't this kind of a hiding-in-the-sand attitude? 


Q Are you asking the Israeli Prime Minister what he 
meant? 


a I don't have anything specific on that. I'm sure 
we're in touch with the Israelis all the time. 


Q Richard, could I just -- 


Q Are you just hoping this will go away; putting 
your head in the sand until it disappears? 
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a I think Chuck Redman had a policy of dealing with 
serious questions. I think I'll maintain it. 


Q Could I just ask you, Richard, the Palestinian 
leaders, from Tunis to the West Bank, have all said that this 
has slammed the door on the peace process, this has 
demonstrated that the Israelis were never serious about their 
proposal. Are you suggesting that they tone down the rhetoric 
and still go on pursuing this? They seem to consider this 
thing just ruined by the conditions put on by the Likud. 


A I'm not trying to speak for them. I'm trying to 
Give you views of the United States on this issue. 


Q Have you met with the Palestinians in the last 24 
hours? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you expect to have a guidance that's going to 
make some sense later this week? 


You said certain kinds of partisan declarations 
do not advance the prospects for peace? 


A Yes. 
Q What kind of partisan declarations is it? 


A I said that partisan declarations, particularly 
if they appear to be more restrictive or to impose conditions, 
do not advance prospects for peace. 


Q You won't say whether the declarations adopted at 
the Likud Convention yesterday are an example of that type of 
party declaration? 


A I don't want to jump into what happened at a 
particular party meeting yesterday. [ think this comment 
describes a whole series of issues. 


Q Excuse me. The election proposal was that of 
Prime Minister Shamir. Now, Prime Minister Shamir has modified 
it. Can you tell us what's the U.S. reaction to this new 
modified Shamir election plan? 


A I just gave you a U.S. reaction. 
Q No, but you gave us the reaction to -- 
a I just gave you the U.S. position on the election 


plan as presented to us by the Israeli Cabinet, as we've been 
working with it, and I gave you a statement that said we're not 
going to jump into Israeli partisan politics. We do have a 
general view of partisan declarations, and [I gave you that as 
well. 
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Q Let me go back to questions about hoping it will 
go away. Are you advising everybody from this podium, 
including the Palestinian leadership, to just ignore this 
partisan declaration that came from the Likud and stick with 
what was proposed to you and you accepted in May of this year, 
which was the resolution of the Israeli Cabinet? 


—_ I'm not providing any specific advice like that. 
I'm describing the U.S. Government view of the proposal. I'll 
be glad to go over it again, if you want me to. We will 
continue our efforts in support of the Israeli Government's 
proposal. We see it as providing the realistic way to advance 
the peace process. That is our interest. 


Q Will you please mention that proposal, that 
proposal you accepted in May, if you please? Go over that 
again, for the record? 


a I'm sorry, I don't have the details of everything 
here. I think it's a very welcome one -- the proposal. 


Q You're sticking with your position, the earlier 
position which Dennis Ross, and other in the area, when they 
met with Palestinians here and in the Middle East, that the 
Palestinian-Arabs in East Jerusalem have the right to vote and 
they have the right to run for elections and all of these 
details which have been overruled by the Likud Party's 
resolutions yesterday? 


a I'm not going to accept your characterization of 
all the details. I don't have the entire record of what we 
said. I think the authoritative statement on it was in the 
Secretary's speech at AIPAC. 


Q Coming back to the PLO for just a second. The 
PLO issued a statement in Tunis this morning calling for an 


escalation of the intifada and asking for another meeting with 
the United States in the wake of the Shamir statement. Does 


the United States plan to meet with the PLO again to discuss 
this latest statement by the Prime Minister of Israel? And do 
you have any comment on the PLO's call for an escalation of the 


a I'll take them in reverse order. I don't have 
any comment on the quote that you cited there. There are, as 


far as I know, no specific meetings scheduled with the PLO, but 
we do have a dialogue with the PLO in Tunis. [t's an on-going 
dialogue; and, yes, we would expect to have further discussions 
of this proposal. 


Q To go back to my colleague's statements earlier, 
the Secretary of State made it very clear, on several 
occasions, that he would like to see East Jerusalem Arabs 
participating in the voting. Many of the things of which he 
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said that he would like to see happen are exactly what Shamir 
has now overruled. 


? You mean to say that your boss says one thing and 
you're saying something else? 


A No, I'm not. I'm saying I don't have with me the 
entire record of those statements we've made about East 
Jerusalem and voting, and all that sort of stuff. I cited the 
Secretary's statement to AIPAC. I'm sure there are others that 
express a clear view of what the United States' approach is to 
these elections proposals. That view, as far as I know, has 
not changed. 


Q And you stand by all of that? 


A Yes, 

Q And you don't think yesterday's events make any 
change in the formal election proposal of the Government of 
Israel? 

A That's a question you have to ask the Government 


of Israel. I can describe what the United States is working 
with here. 


Q Shamir is a head of state. Do we accept the view 
that when he speaks, he speaks for the Government of Israel? 


A I'm not trying to characterize that. I've been 
asked that in different ways. And to characterize Shamir's 
remarks, you'll have to ask Shamir. 


Q I would like to ask you, but I'm almost afraid 
because it will be rhetorical. Why are you evading the 
question? 


A I don't have an answer for that. I'm sorry. 
It's not a serious question, either. 


Q Do you agree with Shamir that the proposals are 
still alive but intact? 


A We agree. We believe that we have a proposal. 
It constitutes the position of the Israeli Government. We've 
supported the proposal. We'll continue to support the proposal 
in our diplomacy, and we've pointed to the moves that are 
necessary to work this proposal out in more detail. 


Q Can we ask you, what would the State Department's 
reaction be, for example, to the call by the Israeli Government 
to stop the intifada as a precondition to the election 
proposal? What is your reaction to that? 


A I don't have any specific reaction to this -- 
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Q And you don't have any specific reaction to the 
participation of East Jerusalem Palestinians and to the 
election either, do you? 


A I have nothing today beyond what was said before, 
and I said I'll stand by what was said before but I don't have 
the entire record with me here. 


Q On a related matter, Richard. Do you have any 
comment on the incident in which a bus apparently was 
commandeered and driven into a gully on the road from Jerusalem 
to Tel Aviv today? 


A We condemn this senseless tragic incident. This, 
again, points to the urgent need to replace violence with 
dialogue and accommodation. Our condolences goes to the 
families of the victims of the crash, and we wish a speedy 
recovery to the injured. 


Q Do you know the details of that? And what are 
you condemning? 


A We don't have a lot of details. 
Q What are you condemning, then? 


a The reports indicate that a bus plummeted off the 
edge of a highway after a passenger wrenched the steering wheel 
from the driver. 


Q And based on that you're statement is valid? 

A That's right. 

Q Has that been reported by the U.S. Consulate, 
because there is not really clear information. [ was talking 


to Jerusalem and sone «| still themselves do not know the details 
of it. You apparently do know the details? 


A I don't have full details on exactly what 
happened at the incident other than these initial reports. 


Q Richard, do you agree with some points which the 


four conditions stated, as the American Administration -- 
right? You agree with some -- 


A Which four conditions are you referring to? 


Q The Likud points. You agree with some of them, 
right? 


: a I said I'm not going to jump into the specifics 
of what was said. 
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Q Are you happy with adopting some of your 
position, like against -- you are against a Palestinian state. 
So they adopted some of your points, right? 


A I'm not going to try to compare and contrast 
here. I think our positions on these things -- on Palestinian 
states and others -- have been stated many times and they're 


pretty clear. 


Q Can you take a request that we can possibly have 
a briefing on this issue as soon as possible by one of the Near 
East Bureau's specialist who dealt with the Palestinians and 
the Israelis? I would, On the Record, ask Mr. Dennis Ross or 
his deputy to come and speak to us and answer questions. 
Because this is quite -- you know, you are leaving a lot of 
ambiguities in the air and we would like some clear position, 
if you will. | 


Is) Well, I'm sorry you're displeased with what I'm 
telling you. But I will look into the possibility. 


Q Another area. Do you have any reaction to 
Gorbachev's speech today in Europe? And specifically his call 
for talks on tactical nuclear weapons? 


A We are glad Gorbachev is responding to the call 
the Alliance made at the NATO Summit urging the Soviet Union to 
reduce unilaterally its short-range nuclear systems to our 
levels. Gorbachev's response, however, falls short. 


We reiterate our invitation to the Soviets to match 
our unilateral reductions -- that is, that NATO reduced its 
land-based warheads in Western Europe by over one-third since 
1979 -~ by making a real cut in Soviet SNF systems in which the 
Soviet Union has a very large advantage. 


NATO's position on SNF negotiations is clear. Once 
implementation of a conventional force reductions agreement is 
underway, we will be prepared to enter into talks to achieve a 
partial reduction of American and Soviet land-based SNF missile 
forces to equal and verifiable levels. As the Alliance has 
agreed, the negotiating priority in Europe now must be to 
reduce the Warsaw Pact's substantial superiority in 
conventional forces. 


Q May we please have a copy of that statement? 
A Certainly. 


Q Richard, just one other question on the former 
subject, please. Again, my understanding is that you are still 
dealing with the pre-yesterday Likud Party modification. 

Again, are you expecting, or are you waiting to see, if this 
new modified election plan is presented to.the Israeli Cabinet, 
or Parliament, and voted upon and then you would react to it 
once it has gone through those processes, or what? 
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a I'm not asking for anything like that 
specifically to happen. I'm saying that we're dealing with a 
Government proposal. 


Q But he is -- 


a A Government proposal and an idea that we have 
that we think has merit. We're working with that idea with the 
concerned parties, and we're hoping to develop it to flesh out 
its details. 


Q I understand you're not waiting for them. You're 
not asking for them to do it, but you really have not commented 
on it. I'm trying to understand. You're calling the previous 
one the Israeli Cabinet plan. 


A That's right. 


Q Are you waiting to see if this plan would be 
presented to the Cabinet and voted upon and then you would 
react to it, or what? 


A We're not waiting for anything. We're actively 
pursuing the elections idea. We're pursuing it in our 
discussions with governments in the region, in our discussions 
with the PLO. We're working with the parties. We're calling 
upon the parties to help flesh out its details. 


Q One of the parties just fleshed out its view of 
the details yesterday. What do you think of those? 


A Well, you're using “parties” in a different sense. 


Q What do you think of that fleshing-out process, 
huh? 


A You're using the word “parties” ina different 
sense. We're dealing with the Israeli Government. 


Q No, I'm dealing with the Prime Minister of 
Israel. 


a I can confirm that. 


Q He speaks for both parties. Both parties agree 
that he will be the Prime Minister of the Government of Israel, 
and he is Prime Minister of Israel. It really is kind of a 
little bit -- 


A Shamir is the Prime Minister of Israel, but he 
was also speaking at a party meeting, and [I'm not getting into 
partisan politics in Israel. I've said what we think about 
partisan declarations. I've said that we do have a peace plan 
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and an elections proposal on the table that we want to work 
with, that we want to pursue. I've said it's time for 
Palestinians to accept the elections proposal and enter into a 
dialogue with the Israelis to flesh out the details. That's 
the work that has to be done -- to flesh out the details of the 
proposal that is on the table. 


Q If I may take you to somewhat easier ground, if 
that may be. Panama: Do you have any reaction to the 
blockading =i *,e entrance to Fort Clayton by members of the 


Dignity Sat ‘yn? 
A No, I'm sorry, I don't. 


Q And any reaction to the declaration by the 
Panamanian Chancery to the fact that we have an irresponsible 
and provocateur attitude in that country? 


A No, I don't. I haven't seen the statement, so I 
don't have a reaction at this point. 


Q Did you establish any contact with the Sudanese 
Government, the military regime there, so far? 


a I don't have anything specific on that. I'll . 
have to look into it. 


Q If you can look also -- I know you recognize the 
government -- you don't recognize the government; you recognize 
the state, or something like that. Is there a kind of 
recognition issue that arises in any way? 


a The question of recognition doesn't really arise 
in this case. We monitor the situation. We see if a 
government has effective control, and things like that. And 
then over time, we see if we can enter into discussions and 
enter into a relationship with new governments, but there's no 
formal question of recognition that arises. 


Q In Burma, the military seems to be threatening 
the opposition again, and the opposition seems to be turning 
out in the streets. Do you have any view on developments there? 


A Yes. I'd note, first of all, that there have 
been a number of increasingly large gatherings of Burmese in 
the capital of Rangoon. 


At a speech on July 3, an estimated 10,000 people 
defied martial law and attended a rally of the political 
opposition leaders' organization, The National League for 
Democracy. The opposition leader, Aung San Suu Kyi, also spoke 
to a large gathering on July 5. 


The Burmese people's desire for democratic change has 
been evident since last year's iation-wide demonstrations. We 
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hope the present government will avoid violence and allow 
peaceful political expression to take place. 


Q China has announced that it will send its Deputy 
Foreign Minister to be the new Ambassador in Washington. Do 
you see any significance in this personnel change, or any 
comment at all? 


a No, I don't have any opinion or analysis to offer 
on it. They've informed us -- 


Q You haven't been notified of that? 


a Certainly. 

Q It has? 

A Yes. 

Q When? 

A I don't know exactly when, but we've known about 


it. 
Q Have you given the agrement? 


A It's something that I'd have to check on. I'll 
check if we announce those sorts of things. It's our 
understanding that he's coming as Ambassador. 


Q Is Ambassador Han Xu still in this country, or 
did he leave with the othwrs to go back to Beijing? 


A He's still here as far as I know. 
Q Do you know what his new job will be? 
a No, I don't. 


Q A number of Soviet building executives were 
denied entry visas to the United States. And yesterday, in the 
press conference in Moscow, they said that their trip was 
sponsored in part by American Express. Do you have any 
comments on that case of visas, especially in the light of 


recent international agreements on people-to-people contacts 
and exchange of ideas? 


a I'm not aware of the case. If you can give us a 
little more detail about it, we can look into it. Who are the 
people that supposedly were denied? 


Q They are representatives of the building industr, 
of the Russian Federation as well as of the 15 Republics. 


A Okay. We'll have to look into it. 
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Q Still on Soviet-American. Do you have any 
comment to make now on the status of that MiG fighter that 
ended up in Belgium without a pilot? Do you have anything 
further to offer on what the U.S. knows about that case? 


a We've been in touch with other NATO countries. 
There was a meeting at NATO yesterday. The Chairman of the 
Military Committee briefed the North Atlantic Council. 


Our understanding is that the countries whose 
territory was overflown were intending to protest to the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Was there any review of NATO procedures? Did 
everything go as the Alliance would have expected it to go in 
terms of the response? 


a I really don't have any analysis like that. I 
haven't seen anything that would indicate that we felt our 
response was in any way inadequate. 


And still on Soviet-American. What does the 
United States Government think about the experiment in the 
Black Sea to investigate and detect nuclear-tipped cruise 
missiles aboard submarines? 


2) This is the experiment between the National 
Resources Defense Council and the Soviet Academy of Sciences. 
This is a private, unofficial experiment, not related to any 
official U.S. Government activity. 


Our position on verification of sea-launch cruise 
missiles remains unchanged. The Soviet Union and the U.S. 
agreed at the Washington Summit that they would attempt to seek 
mutually acceptable and effective methods of verification on 
limits on SLCMs. Despite our efforts, however, the U.S. has 
not yet found ways to effectively verify limits on 
nuclear-armed sea-launch cruise missiles. 


We believe that issues such as SLCM verification can 
be dealt with effectively only in a government-to-government 
context. 


Q Does the United States Government consider this 
method as one way to attempt to find a way? You said you're 
looking for ways. Would the U.S. participate in an experiment 
of this sort in order to find a way? 


A This experiment is not taking place under 
operational conditions. It does not take into account the 
possibility that the effectiveness of radiation detection 
equipment could be undermined or circumvented by shielding, 
concealment or other counter-measures. 
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It thus could create unwarranted expectations of the 
sizeability to verify the presence of SLCMs. In fact, even 
participants in the experiment have admitted the short-comings 
of the use of radiation detection equipment for monitoring 


SLCMs. 


Although the U.S. has not yet found ways to 
effectively verify limits on nuclear-armed SLCMs, we recognize 
that verification is one of the most difficult problems in arms 
control. Therefore, as part of our overall negotiating effort 
at the START talks in Geneva, we have proposed that the two 
sides make a special effort to work out and to begin 
implementing as soon as possible certain verification and 
stability measures. These measures will enhance our effort to 
achieve an effective verification regime for the START Treaty 
and will contribute to stratetic stability. 


Q Coming back to the previous question, the MiG-23 
that crashed in'Belgium. Do you think the actions of the 
Soviet Government were adequate? 


a I don't really have a commentary on that at this 
point. I would note that we do have civil aviation links, and 
we have diplomatic channels for communicating this sort of 
thing. In response to some reports that there needs to be a 
“hotline” of some kind, we would say that these links would 
have been enough if the Soviets had wanted to communicate with 
the countries involved. 


Q They didn't use the Moscow-Washington Hotline? 
a No. 


Q They didn't use those links either, though, did 
‘ they? Or did they? 


a No, not that I'm aware of. 


Q Back on China again for a second. Any comment on 
the Chinese Foreign Ministry statement issued publicly today 
rejecting the American protest over shooting at the Diplomatic 
Compound last month, calling it a “groundless protest," and 
denying specifically the American allegation that Chinese 
troops were based in a building directly across from the 
Compound and fired at the Compound from that building? 


a We do not. agree with the PRC's version of 
events. Our Embassy officers know clearly what they saw. The 
U.S. protest was one of a number of protests made by foreign 
embassies in Beijing following the incident. 


Q So what happens next? 


a I don't really have any further comment on it. 
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Q Well, are you going you pursue it? 


A I'm sure we will. But how exactly we'll pursue 
it, what we'll do about it, I just don't have any predictions. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


a Thank you. 





(Press briefing concluded at 1:19 p.m.) 
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QUESTIONS TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING JULY 6 


SUDAKR/U.S. RELATIONS 


Q: Have we had any contact yet with the new Sudanese 
government ? 


A: OUR AMBASSADOR, NORMAN ANDERSON, ATTENDED A MEETING WHICH 
GENERAL OMAR HELD WITH MEMBERS OF THE DIPLOMATIC CORPS IN 
KHARTOUM JULY 1. AMBASSADOR ANDERSON ALSO MET PRIVATELY JULY 2 
WITH GENERAL OMAR. AT BOTH MEETINGS, GENERAL OMAR EXPRESSED 
HIS DESIRE TO MAINTAIN GOOD DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH ALL 
COUNTRIES. AT THE BILATERAL MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR ANDERSON, 
GENERAL OMAR EXPRESSED PARTICULAR INTEREST IN MAINTAINING CLOSE 
RELATONS WITH THE U.S.. AMBASSADOR ANDERSON UNDERSCORED THE 
IMPORTANCE THE U.S. CONTINUES TO PLACE ON PEACE AND RELIEF IN 


THE SUDAN. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 6 PRESS BRIEFING 


CHINA 





Q: Has the Department of State received formal notification or 
a request for agrement from the Chinese government for a new 
Ambassador to the US? 


A: -—- NO. WE HAVE NOT RECEIVED A FORMAL NOTIFICATION OR 
REQUEST FOR AGREMENT FROM THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT FOR A 


NEW AMBASSSADOR. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 6 PRESS BRIEFING 


USSR - VISA DENIAL FOR SOVIET TOUR GROUP 





Q: Why did the State Department deny visas to a aqroup of Soviets 
coming to the U.S. on an American Express tour? 


A: -~- AT LEAST 12 OF THE 23 SOVIETS YOU REFER TO ARE MEMBERS 
OF THE OFFICIAL LABOR NOMENKLATURA. THE DEPARTMENT 
DECLINED TO SEEK TEMPORARY WAIVERS OF THEIR INELIGIBILITY 
(UNDER SECTION 212(a)(28) OF THE IMMIGRATION AND 
NATIONALITY ACT OF 1952). WE HAVE ASKED FOR MORE 
INFORMATION ON THE OCCUPATIONS OF THE REMAINING SOVIET 
APPLICANTS. 

-- DUE TO THE CONTINUED LACK OF RECIPROCITY BY THE USSR IN 
ALLOWING U.S. LABOR REPRESENTATIVES TO FREELY MEET IN THE 
SOVIET UNION WITH SOVIET WORKERS, THE DEPARTMENT REGULARLY 
DECLINES TO SEEK WAIVERS FOR SOVIET LABOR REPRESENTATIVES. 
Q: Under the McGovern amendment, isn't it mandatory that the 
Department recommend waivers for aoplicants ineligible solely 
due to membershio in the communist party? 
A: -- NO. IN 1979, CONGRESS AMENDED THE MCGOVE AMENDMENT 


+he_ of The Awem 
ITSELF TO REMOVE FROM TS PURVIEWATRADE UNION 


REPRESENTATIVES FROM TOTALITARIAN COUNTRIES. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
BANDAR SERI BEGAWAN, BRUNET 
JULY 7, 1989 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and Gentlemen, I have a statement that 
I'd like to make, and then I'll be delighted to respond to your 
questions. 





First of all, let me say that I'm very pleased with this trip. 
The group sessions that we've had have been, I think, very 
productive. The bilaterals have been an excellent complement 
to those and have permitted me to develop, I hope, some very 
beneficial personal relationships. I welcome the fact that our 
notion of “creative responsibility sharing" seems to be evident 
in many quarters. I'd refer you to the Multilateral Assistance 
Initiative for the Philippines, the notion of an entity for 
Pacific Rim cooperation, the unity of ASEAN and the Dialogue 
Partners on Cambodia. I think that these common efforts 
represent some very good first steps in laying the foundation 
for increased cooperation in the Pacific. 


Those of you in the United States press know that on the way 
over here I listed seven objectives before we left. I'd like 
to touch briefly on each one of those. 


First of all, I think we've made very clear our full engagement 
and commitment to Asia during this time of rapid change and, 
indeed, some turmoil. And, of course, that was one of our 
objectives. I want to note in that regard that the ASEANs as 


well as most others precent -- I think it's fair to say that 
all of the Dialogue Partners -- stressed the importance of 


maintaining open lines with the People's Republic of China. 
This is perhaps even more important in a time of upheaval. I 
think one of the ASEAN members put it this way: "Take it easy 
with China." This seems to me to reaffirm the measured 
response approach that we have been taking in the United 
States. It reaffirms President Bush's judgment with respect to 
the manner in which we ought to handle this matter. Of course, 
none of us will ever -- can ever or will ever -- accept the 
horrible actions that took place there. But our foreign policy 
must really keep open the possibility of, and indeed encourage, 
Ch ‘'s full return fo the international community. 

conmreact: 


For further 
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The second objective or second point that I mentioned on the ‘ 
way over was the possibility of a global partnership between 

the United States and Japan, and I think the brief stop in 

Japan was a stepping stone toward the building of that global 
partnership. I would refer you there to the close interaction 
between our two governments on the Multilateral Assistance 
Initiative and on the Pacific Rim cooperation idea. 


Third, I spoke about our commitment to democracy and. growth in 
the Philippines. Of course the Multilateral Assistance 
Initiative and our bilateral discussions, I think, are evidence 
of this. In addition to that, President Bush has invited 
President Aquino to visit the United States, and she will be 
coming as his guest on November the 9th. 


Fourth, we conveyed our respect for and interest in working 
with the ASEAN countries on a diverse number of problems. I 
think examples of that are the firm United States support for 
the ASEAN position on Cambodia, our ongoing commitment to play 
amajor role with topics such as refugees. And I hope and 
believe that maybe we touched a new chord with respect to our 
intervention on the issue of terrorism. 


Fifth, I hope that I have been able to establish some good 
personal relationships, as I said I wanted to do on the way 
over here. 


Sixth, I believe that we have begun to move the idea of a 
Pacific Rim economic cooperation entity a step ahead. There 
will be further discussion with respect to this. And I hope 
that we will be in a position -- and I think there's a 
reasonably good chance that we will -- that we will be ina 
position to all attend a Ministerial conference in Australia 
sometime in November or perhaps at the latest, in December. 


And the last objective, of course, that I mentioned on the way 
over here was the idea that I wanted to do what I could to 
communicate to the United States -- the people of the United 
States and the public of the United States -- the importance of 
this region to the United States. Perhaps I need to leave that 
to those of you in the press in terms of whether we're able to 
do that for the short term. In the longer term, however, I 
hope that some of the partnerships we're developing with Japan, 
the Philippines and with ASEAN generally will carry forward to 
create a greater recognition at home of the importance of Asia 
to our future. 


Now I'd be delighted to respond to your questions. 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, have you received an assurance yet 
rom the Soviet Union that they could agree with the idea of 
the United Nations sponsoring a Cambodian peace-keeping force? 
And if you haven't, would you now challenge the Soviets to 
accept the idea? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I don't have to challenge the Soviets to 
accept the idea because in our discussions with them they've 
indicated that that idea would be acceptable to them and they 
have interposed no objection to the idea of a United Nations 
control mechanism or peace-keeping force. 





QUESTION: What role would the United States play in [inaudible] 


SECRETARY BAKER: The United States will be a participant in 
the forthcoming conference in Paris. We have some strongly 
held views about the nature and makeup of the international 
control mechanism. We feel very strongly that it should be a 
U.N. entity or body and that it should be sufficient in terms 
of resources and numbers of people to get the job done. With 
respect to the second part of your question, the United States 
has been committed to the security of this region for quite a 
while. I reiterated our continuing commitment to the security 
of this region, both in the group sessions and in the 
bilaterals I had with Thailand and for that matter other ASEAN 
countries. 


QUESTION: Sir, Vietnam has said it would withdraw in September 
1989. Now, should that happen it [inaudible] result in 
something of a civil war. Would the U.S. continue to aid and 
support the non-communists if that were to happen? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's a very hypothetical and speculative 
question and so I probably should decline to answer it. I'm 
not at all sure that civil war would necessarily result. 
That's one thing, of course, that we think a comprehensive 
settlement of the problems of Cambodia would avoid. It's one 
of the things that we will be seeking to avoid; one of things 
that ASEAN will be seeking to avoid. Once again, let me 
reiterate that there is an almost complete degree of unity in 
the position of ASEAN and the Dialogue Partners here with 
respect to the way in which we should approach the question of 
a settlement in Cambodia. 


QUESTION: It is essentially your view that the Khmer Rouge be 
included in an interim administration? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, it is not essential in our view. It 
happens to be essential, I think, in the view of some other 


major players in this equation. I'm sure that the People's 
Republic of China has some very definite view with respect to 


this. I would refer you to the comments of Prince Sihanouk 
himself of not long ago when he said he would prefer to see 
them represented in the government than out in the jungle -- 
not in a position of dominance or power. And of course we 
definitely do not want to see them in a position of dominance 
in a government. 


UESTION: If I could ask you a question out of area, how 
seriously do the actions of the Likud party in Israel damage 
the Shamir plan for elections in the West Bank? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: We're going to shift gears here pretty 
quickly, aren't we? 





Let me say that the actions of which you speak were the actions 
of a political party. They were not the actions of a 
government. The United States continues to support the Israeli 
Government's proposal for elections leading the negotiations, a 
proposal that was adopted by the Israeli Cabinet on May 14. We 
think that the elections proposal by the Israeli Government 
Gives us a possible way to get to direct negotiations between 
the parties. And it's only by direct negotiations between the 
parties that we will, I think, find our way to peace. Having 
said that, I would have to add that in our judgment, the Likud 
resolutions are not helpful in this regard. Imposing 
restrictive conditions are, I think, obviously going to make it 
more difficult to get to negotiations. And we have urged all 
the parties to avoid this. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on your first trip as Secretary of 
State through Europe, in meeting with European ministers, we 
heard frequently about the fascination with Gorbachev in 
Western Europe. I'm curious, in your discussion here in East 
Asia, do you find a similar fascination with Gorbachev? 


SECRETARY BAKER: To be very honest with you, I did not find a 
similar fascination with respect to the personality of the 
General Secretary. We did have a discussion of East-West 
issues. It was on the agenda yesterday. We had what I thought 
was an in-depth discussion of East-West issues and of the 
rather dramatic changes that are taking place, not just in the 
Soviet Union but in many of the countries of Eastern Europe as 
well. 


QUESTION: Could you specifically name the countries which the 
United States thinks should take part in a conference? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'd rather not get into fingering countries. 

I might name some that, for one reason or another, didn't think 
they ought to participate or didn't want to participate. So I 

really would prefer not to do that. 


QUESTION: Back to Cambodia. Is it the U.S. preference that 
the Khmer Rouge play no role in a new government? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That would be, I think, our preference. But 
I think that we are realistic. I think we understand the facts 
on the ground. And I think we understand also that a 
settlement must be comprehensive. We understand that Prince 
Sihanouk, in our view, at least, should have the major role to 
play. And it is Prince Sihanouk who ha: said that he would 
prefer to see some representation of that group within the 
government rather than having them outside in the jungle 
engaged in civil war. 


QUESTION: Sir, as you look ahead, it seems that the Vietnamese 
are withdrawing from Cambodia. What do you see as the future 
of U.S.-Vietnam relations? Do you see further conditions 
needed before the U.S. would recognize Vietnam? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I certainly don't see the United States 
recognizing Vietnam in the near term. We have always said one 
condition was that they must withdraw from Cambodia. We are 
also interested, as you know, in resolving the POW/MIA problem 
that confronts us, as far as Vietnam is concerned. 





QUESTION: On Pacific cooperation, what are the chances of 
there actually being a conference in November or December 
judging by the response you've had at ASEAN? Do you think it 
would be harmful if the conference would not be organized by 
that time? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me take those questions in the reverse 
order in which you asked them. One, I don't think it would be 
harmful. I think it would be very beneficial if a conference 
could be held within that timeframe, and I think that there is 
a reasonably good chance that that is possible. We had some 
rather in-depth discussions of this concept. Many of us made 
it abundantly clear, I hope, that ASEAN would have to form the 
basis and the foundation for such an undertaking but that such 
an undertaking, we think, would benefit not just Dialogue 
Partners but ASEAN and Dialogue Partners as well. There have 
been entities for economic cooperation and development in 
Europe for quite some time. Asia is growing dramatically. The 
economies of Asia are developing dramatically. And there are 
very good reasons, we think, from the standpoint of those 
economies in Asia, for there to be such an organization or 
entity. 


QUESTION: Is it the U.S. position that China would be welcome 
at that Pacific Rim conference, number one? And what about 
Taiwan? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That presents us, as you well know, with a 
political problem of long standing. It is our sense that such 
an organization would best first be started by the group that 
is represented here. You might want to include a South 

Korean. The creation of that kind of an organization does not 
present you with some very thorny political problems. It is 
our further view that an organization such as this would best 
be utilized and composed of market-oriented economies. There 
has been in recent years some movement toward market principals 
in the People's Republic of China. But I don't think you could 


say as yet that they have a free market-oriented ee: So I 
would think that it might be preferable, in order to get such 


an organization or entity launched, that you would start it 
with a bit smaller grouping. 


QUESTION: So you do not expect China to be in that first -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: The United States doesn't come here with a 
definitive, specific idea. Many people have had the idea for a 
Pacific Rii) cooperation entity. We would like to serve, to the 
extent that we can, as a catalyst for getting this 
accomplished. Clearly China is or will be a major economic 
force in this region; but to get this organization launched, I 





2046 . 


PR. NO. 131° 





think the best way to do it is for ASEAN, its Dialogue Partners . 
and maybe South Korea, which does not present a problem and is 

to be an observer shortly here anyway, to be the original 

parties. 


QUESTION: My first question is, what areas of cooperation can 
Brunei and the United States have? And my second question is, 
in your audience with His Majesty yesterday, what issues did 
you discuss? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We discussed a number of issues, but I really 
would prefer for His Majesty to give you a readout of that 
Since I was there as a Minister and he is a Head of State and 
Government. I would leave it to him to characterize our 
meeting. 





You asked me about bilateral issues. The bilateral 
relationship between the United States and Brunei is very 
good. We would like to see them improve in any way possible, 
and I think Brunei feels the same way. We did talk about the 
importance to both countries of our periodic military visits 
and the visits of our security components. 


QUESTION: Can you confirm your itinerary? Will you go to Oman 
tonight, then visit other European countries, and then attend 
the Paris Summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. We leave as soon as we're finished 
here. We will fly to Diego Garcia to refuel. We will refuel 
and fly to Oman where we will spend a little over one day, 24 
hours. We will fly to Warsaw, Poland, to join the President of 
the United States in his visit to Poland. We will go to 
another city in Poland, we will go to Hungary, then we go to 
the Netherlands, and then we will go home, after sixteen days. 


Thank you all, very much. 


nf 2 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


July 7, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


11:15 A.M. EDT 


MR. HALL: Good morning. We'll now begin a BACKGROUND 
BRIEFING on the President's trip to Poland, Hungary, the stop in 
Paris and the economic summit, and the stop in the Netherlands. The 
briefer will be covering everything except for economic issues at the 


Ee For on information and not for SaSSARNSNRARNN the ERR js 


Q Can you tell us secrets worthy of anonynity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. I just 
have a brief statement and I hope not too discursive, and then we'll 
be happy to take your questions. 


Before and dur the President's first ks Ag 

ue Sabbeeeabeh Gheeeh & Galen 66 Gaahabes 0 boned Taalen Ser the 
future of the continent. A vision endorsed in the NATO summit 
declaration, as you know. As of our effort to move beyond 
containment in East-West relations, we seek to overcome the division 
of Europe and bring Eastern European countries into the commonwealth 
of free nations to make Europe whole and free. 


Conceptually, this is a newly-vivid . os for American 
policymakers. In the past, the desire for an end to Europe's 
erg een division seemed una chably distant. Recent events have 

now brought this ambitious objective into view. As the President 

nag A A — and Hungary, as he participates in the economic summit 

and visits the Netherlands, -— will be encouraging the 
Sasi transition in Eastern Europe, rrying through his 
commitment to a new and intensified level “of American engagerment in 
the future of this vital region. 


Perhaps the most important foreign policy interest in the 
United States is the prevention of major conflict between East and 
West. Eastern Europe, as The New Yorker has put it, is where the 
wars come from. World War II began in Poland, the Cold War began in 
Poland. If the Cold War is to end, it must end in Eastern Europe. 
The West now has an unprecedented rtunity to hel A das about a 
ceful democratic esenssoraation n this region, historically 
been a focal point for conflict. 


The most important political trend of our time is the 
spreading power of the democratic idea. We and the rest of the world 
have seen what happened in Chine. when the communist rulers sought to 
pursue economic reform while crushing regres | efforts to bring 
democratic change. One of the strategic lications of what 

in China is that the communist world is now watching and 
waiting to see which model is valid -- the Chinese one of mixing 
reform with repression, or the Polish and Hungarian one of economic 
and political chenge org ty accomplished. In these 
circumstances, the fate of the brave efforts in Hungary and Poland 





will have repercussions far beyond those countries for the future of 
democracy around the world. 
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So what will we be doing about this? The President is 

on three broad fronts -- first, he will highlight, as he 
did in his Mainz speech, the common values that link the Economic 
Summit Seven, the values that will be instrumental in overcoming 

's division. The economic summit will coincide, as you know, 

with the Bicentennial of the fall of the Bastile in 1789, a symbol of 
the French struggle for liberty. This is also the 200th anniversary 
of the French Declaration of the Rights of Man and the Citizen, and 
of the American Bill of Rights. 


If the last few years have taught us anything, it should 
be that ideas count. And the President will be exphasiz ours. 
The historical symbolism of the President's trip to Poland and 
ee eo. 2 ee ee SS for 
will, + think, tap a great well of popular sentiment in these two 
countries. 


As I was th about how to vivify it, I remembered a 
story which I'd like to mention to you briefly. In our society, with 
its fast pace of change and short attention span, we tend to 
underestimate the power of ideas in the East, the importance of 
historical memory. Incidentally, that's why the communist 

t's tried so hard to rewrite history -- is because there is 
this historical memory in the East. The Czech writer, Milan Kundera, 
tells the story of how, in 1948, the victorious Czech communists 
stood on a platform and, in a famous group picture, one of then, 
Klementis, lent his hat to the new president, Gottwald. Klementis 
was later hanged after a show trial and was erased from the 
ae ge Today in Czechoslovakian history, Kundera wrote, "All 
that is left of Clementus is his hat." 


People in Eastern Europe remember that picture or, just 
as we saw in another country, in the events surrounding the burial of 


Emre Nagy, the ian leader who was executed after the 1956 
revolution. Memories, symbols, ideas all count in Eastern to 
a very great - And that is why the very fact of the American 


President stand in these countries at this particular time and 
talking about their place in history and about freedom, about Western 
involvement in their future is so important. 


Secondly, the President's visit to Poland and Hungary 
will more tangibly the United States in the future of those 
countries, based on their continued progress toward political 
pluralism and economic reform. Although in the end the future of 
Poland and Hungary will depend on the efforts of the citizens of 
these nations, we can and want to help. Our involvement in Eastern 
Europe has no political-military dimension and should not threaten 

- We're all interested in a peaceful process of reform in 
wh Te above all, the Polish and Hungarian people determine their own 
destiny. 


Yesterday, the President hosted a symposium which brought 
nearly 200 leaders from business, academia, and interested 
nongovernmental groups together for an unprecedented exchange of how 
the American private sector can help the shape of future -- future 
shape of Eastern Europe. As for any new measures the President might 
announce while in Poland and Hungary, I'm sure you'll understand I's 
not going to elaborate on those today. 


Q But there will be? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have anything to 
say about that. The President addressed that yesterday and didn't 
elaborate either. 

Q -- addressed it ambiguously for several days. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIAL: Almost done. Almost done. 
Almost done. Sorry. 


Third -- can I just finish and then I'll take -- okay. 
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Third, at the economic summit, the President pee gt Ficgy in 

g the general approach to East-West relations luding, 
ees hed Eastern Europe, and global political issues in addition 
to the economic and environmental matters there. 


Finally, the President will travel to the Netherlands, 
the first time in history that a U.S. President has paid an official 
visit to that country. The President will give a policy address at 
Leiden which will review the trip and the economic t, while 

iv special attention to the U.S. approach toward Western Europe, 
Ynei the enduring commitment to NATO's collective defense as we 
manage the process of historic change in Europe that I described 


So, questions. Thank you for being so patient. 


Q Germany, I suppose, is your country of special 
interest. I'd like a candid assessment from you as to how far the 
United States is ahead of the other countries -- the allies -- in 

German reunification. 


And while you're being candid, peat y » tl 
issue or even a slight irritant? Because if you talk about 
eliminating the division of Europe, the next step inevitably is, what 
Go you do about the two Germanies? There are le around town who 
think only the U.8. is really for a reunification of Germany -- that 
there are a lot of nervous countries in Western Europe that probably 
have a longer memory -- possibly have a longer memory than sone 
people in this country. Can you tell us if that's a problem, and how 
far ahead is the U.S. of the others? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's a 
problem and I don't think we're shead. It's not going to be a major 
preoccupation of this trip, of course, because of the stops involved. 
But the President spoke to that in the Mainz speech. 


Q I was there. I was there. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Spoke to that in the -- 
yes, in the -- so you know -- 


Q He didn't speak explicitly of the unification of 
Germany. He's a little nervous about saying it still. But 
Eagleburger keeps saying it. So tell me where you stand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he said -- no, wait 
a minute. Well, he did actually explicitly speak to it and he -- 


Q -- German people -- he didn't say the Germans -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he said “ending the 
division of Europe and ending the division of Germany" -- was the 
phrase, I'm sorry. And that's our position. As for whether the 
other Europeans feel the same way, should ask them. But I would 
note that some successive NATO summit communiques for years have 
called for an end to the division of Europe and of Germany. 


Q It's not an issue on this trip? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it will be 
a major issue on this trip, no. Our position is clear on the matter. 


Q The legislation for OPIC and GSP for Hungary and 
Poland didn't quite make it to the Senate before they went out, but 
the administration has said several times it's void -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q -- up on the Hill. Will the President at least be 
willing to say he's for it while he's there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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Q And maybe go a little further? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he certainly will 
endorse the legislation that's on the Hill and we'll go on working 
with the Congress to have it pass as soon as we can. 


Q Will you explain that? 
Q Those of us who don't speak in acronyms. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, basic -- this is 
-- I mean, can I just say -- it's in the Hamtramck speech. -- but 
just to say that it is -- I'm sure we can -- someone's pointing under 
your chair, I think. But anyway this is basically -- these steps are 
to increase opportunities for U.S. trade with these regions, 
ievseehaan guarantees and so forth. 


Q Does the administration feel that Congress has to 
act -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we can -- sorry, 
just to go on -- we can get you details of this -- get back to the 
Hamtramck speech 


Q He's not going to be able to bring this with his 
because it isn't done -- is that the point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he won't -- that's 
correct -- he won't be able to tell them that the legislation has 
been passed and signed as had been our hope because it hasn't been. 


q Does the administration feel that you need 
legislation to take these steps? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. And that's the 
reason we have Jy erp ers on the Hill, which as you licitly said, 
almost passed, *t quite make it. And we'll be push hard to 
get it signed as -- passed and signed as soon as we can. 


Q Well, I just want to -- pushed and passed, obviously 
not before the trip. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Why did he not push and -- what's the problen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we did our best. 
It just didn't pass. It just didn't. | 


Q People think that if there are demonstrations -- 
major demonstrations either in Warsaw or Budapest when President Bush 
is there that they would organized bed. by opponents. of of Gorbachev inside 
the Soviet Union who would use to embarrass his 
or Giscredit him. Wheat is your assessment of the oF tan eavenbiel for such 
Genonstrations to take place and what would be the President's 


response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't expect 
demonstrations. We expect the President is going to. get a very warm 
welcome by the pecple of both these countries. 


Q It's clear that economic reforms are necessary 
before expanded aid can go forward to Poland. But what about 
political reforms? Ie that an absolute precondition for any 
expansion of assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the political 
reforms are oy 5 forward very rapidly. If you just think of the 
period between the Hamtramck speech and Sunday night when the 
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President off the airplane -- we've had these two rounds of the 
elections Poland, we have a first freely elected Polish -- or 
legislative body in Eastern Europe and what have you. So they're 
proceeding apace. 


Q But if you look at Poland and Hungary -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I should say that, 
of course, the same thing is happening in different ways in Hungary. 


Q But if you look at -- yes, if you look at Poland and 
ert: I mean, the situation is always fluid. Is there a basic set 
ye A age criteria that must be in place for ary expanded aid to 
ei country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't have a 
blueprint. I don't think the place for such bl ints is inside the 
Beltway. What we do want, as the President said Hamtramck, is the 
continuation of pluralism -- the building of institutions which 
promote pluralism. That's happening in both countries. There's not 
@ set Hammurabi Code for the future of these political institutions. 
They have to create them themselves. But you'll know it and I'll 
know it -- whether they're pluralistic and democratic in character. 


Q The President hasn't said what he's going to offer 
there, but it's clear from what he said that it will be less than the 
request that's been made for something on the order of $10 billion. 


said, the President addressed himself to the question of the 
to 


or from the West, and we'll have to deal with 
those tions when they're there. As you say, they are 
think we can deal with then. 


we 
Q Can you elaborate on why you feel that way? I mean, 
there's obviously some thinking -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot at the moment. 


Q Do you think there is a risk here, though, that 
Bush's presence, given the current unsettled circumstances, could 
contribute to instability -- political instability in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, and in fact we're -- 
of course, we're attentive to the events in Poland, which change day 
day, and we haven't gotten the slightest suggestion of that fros 
Polish government or any of the various parties in Poland. 


Q Sir, I'm just kind of curious. The President, when 
he goes to Poland, is going to be dealing with some real people 
issues, too, including, as we understand it, trying to pave the way 
for some of these important discussions via Little Baseball, 
which is going sround the world. I's just kind of curious as to how 
important are these people issues such as this, according to his, as 
far as paving the way to get down to more substantial issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- as you 
know, when the President travels, he likes to actually interact with 
folks other than those that are in the government. He does it almost 
everyplace he goes, and you've named one example of that. 


Q What does the little league baseball have to do with 
anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have to do with 
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anything? 
? Ho -- in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're not a baseball 
fan. What an indictment. 


Q Following en the question of instability, how 
nervous are you that Poland, both politically and ly, is 
the brink here? I ask that question in the context of 
deep inflation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. You're being 
harassed from -- sorry. 


Q I ask that question in the context of the deep 
inflation that is _— on in Poland, the slew of Western leaders 
’ 


even tighter economic reforms. What your assessment of how such 
Poland can take, really, before the process of instability steps in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, one, of course, 
‘s crystal ball is entirely clear on this. But what I would 
say, if you go back to the period beginning before the roundtable and 
then up -- today, what is striking, at least to me, is the commitment 
ee ee oS owe oo 
s work. 


What we have now after the election of the Parliament and 
the Parliament taking its place is a series of events which look very 
much like democratic consensus-building in the West as these 
candidates try to persuade parliamentarians -- or potential 
candidates to vote for them. So I think the record so far is, as I 
say, 2 ee ee renee of all these elements of Polish 


One would expect to continue to read periodically in the 
morning paper of another event which surprises, as Jaruzelski's 
decision to withdraw from the presidency -- the election for the 
meer wengy Mee But so far it looks as if the parties intend to work 
together maintain the stability, which of course is crucial. This 
broad yoy fy the society is crucial to carrying out the 
‘re committed to. 


Q Could you comment on the political downside for 
Gorbachev of the President's trip to Eastern Europe -- to what extent 
that will guide his public statements or actions while he's there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION SFFICIAL: What political downside 
do you have in sind? 


Q The downside for Gorbachev back home -- politically 
beck home in Moscow. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President has 
said a number of times, even in the last week, that the -- his visit 
to Eastern serves no threat to Mr. Gorbachev, just as Mr. 
Gorbachev's various visits to Western Europe serve no threat to the 
West. And I think, again, what the President said is that this marks 


a new era in East-West relations in » And Gorbachev hisself, 
as you know, in Paris and at indicated, I think, « 
somewhat more comprehensive view of refors in Eastern than he 


had done before and of the importance of it proceeding at its own 
pace and at the direction of the peoples of those countries. 


So we don't anticipate a problem in that respect. 


Q But despite these assurances from you or from the 
President that no security threat should be perceived by Gorbachev on 
thie trip, French officials say that Gorbachev, in private talks, has 
said that he felt that the President's call or suggestion that al) 
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Red Aruy be taken out of Poland was crossing that line. What 
was the behind what the President said? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President was 
asked whether, at i oe Soviet should leave Poland, and he 


said yes. In the Mainz speech, you will recall there was a line that 
the President used which was that the Soviet perception of its 
security is “antique" and the decision -- those troops, of course, 
have been in Poland -- in Czechoslovakia since ‘68 and Poland longer. 


Q -~ American troops in Germany? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen, I'd be happy to 
address thet if you want to get back to the U.S. troops in Germany, 
but just to say that it was seen to be a fairly straightforward 
anever to a straightforward question. 


Q But, I mean, then is he calling for the complete 
Gemilitarization of Eastern Europe? 


Gemocratic institutions and leaders and liaments decide want 
Soviet forces on their soil, that's == with us. But that's the 
point -- whether they're imposed or ‘re there because the 


le want them there, which ebhoushiiee. Helen, the situation 
the Federal Republic of Germany and American forces there. 


are i o> oe ..-y 8-4, wouldn't it make it very 
feasible to say such a thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not -- I don't 
want to express exactly what the President is going to say -- and 
he's on the record on fabnbauken htiae 
-- but not the first time he's said that. 


the greatest , and that will require an enormous 
fon in the Soviet conventional forces on the Continent because 


Q Will he say so in Poland? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll see. I 
*t want to preview exactly what he is going to say, but the point 
I make here is that he's repeated this view that the massive Soviet 
force in Eastern Europe, forward-deployed, heavy-armored, is «a 
Gestabilising fact of the current European security situation, and it 
ought to change. 


Q Ien't there a big difference between the 
conventional arms proposal which seeks rough parity in 
forward-stationed troops and a demilitarization? mean, you seen to 
be saying now what the President is saying, is, unless these Eastern 


Buropean countries want the Red Army on their soil, — shouldn't 
be. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but that's -- I 
mean, I think that's been the view of American presidents for a very 
long time; there's nothing new about that. What's new is that we 
have evolving in these countries the capability of the people to 
Gecide the matter. And, of course, we all appleud that. 


Q If I could just follow this further -- ay 
understanding of the CFE proposal was this ey in the two blocs. 
One might ask, why should the American President be picking which 
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in the East the Soviets should unilaterally withdraw all 
their from. I don't understand the relatioship between the 
proposal for a unilateral withdrawal of all Soviet troops from Poland 
and the NATO proposal which seemed to envision equal levels that -- 
between the two blocs. 
HATO 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but remember, the 

proposal has an element of a U.S.-Soviet manpower ceiling at 

275,000, which addresses the question of Soviet forces in Eastern 
Europe as a first step. But let me repeat -- the President was asked 

@ question: Did he believe that the Soviets should withdraw their 
forces from Poland? 


But I , I think you can find every American 
President being the record on this score. Is his answer meant to 
be no, they shouldn't? Of course, his predecessors -- 
He 


Q was not making this as part of his -- sort of the 
formal structure of the CFE proposal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no -- and he made 
that clear; no, he was not. 


Q I have two questions. One is, how dominant do you 
expect China to be as an issue -- a political issue -- at the summit? 
There are some analysts who are saying that they see that as sort of 
tee Soe And the second is, because Hungary 
is a little farther along ts economic reforms, free-market 
mechanisms, would you anticipate that the United States would be able 
to do more at this point for Hungary in terms of economic assistance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me just -- as 
I say, I'm not going to presage what the President is going to say in 
those countries with respect to assistance. On China, it's going to 
be an important -- obviously important subject of discussion at the 
economic summit. As you know, the political topics are usually 
discussed inforvelly over meals. It's been, obviously, a 
preoccupation o. the President and of the European leaders. The 
Japanese Prime Ninister will be there; the ray Community has 
iesued a statement on China. So I think it will be an important 


subject. 

In what context? 

How will it be -- 
Increasing sanctions? 
In what way? 


~~ any farther than just we don't like what's going 
on there, but we hope we can maintain -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll have to see. 
I think it will be treated in the communique, I would expect, and 
we'll have to see what it says. 


Q What do you mean -- you've got to amplify it a 
little. I mean, obviously China is on people's minds. Can you say 
anything more than that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can say that the 
leaders of the Summit Seven are go to get together and talk about 
it and exchange views about what their respective policies ought to 
be. And as I say, I think there will be something in the summit 
communique on the subject. 


Q Who's the leader on this? The President has staked 
out leadership positions, first at HATO on arms control; now here on 
environment and on economics. Is he trying to sell a China policy to 
the others, or is he ing them to make ts of hin? Is 
there some drive for united action in some way? Could you amplify a 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if the question 
is, will he need to explain our policy to them, I don't think so. I 
think they're well aware of it; indeed, in some cases, their policies 
have followed along behind the President. 


little? 


Q I mean, this policy of measured response -- 


disapproval, but no strong rhetoric, and very, very measured 
° Does he want the Europeans and the Japanese to follow that 
lead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we believe that 
that's the best way to proceed, obviously, and, indeed, that's been 
basically the way the West has reacted to events in China. But I 
don't know whether they'll go further in the communique of the 
economic summit or not; that's one of the things these seven leaders 
are going to be talking about when they're in Paris. 


Q How can you say that there is no threat of a 
disappointed response in Poland and Hungary to Bush's economic offer 
when he goes there, given that Solidarity says they need $10 billion 
dollars and Bush is saying that economic reforms have to be a 
condition for aid, and economic reforms will have the effect of 
removing price controls from basic commodities -- such that for the 
average Pole, for example, the net effect of Bush's proposal will 
mean an increase in austerity for then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whatever the President 
night or might not propose is not yet -- 


Q Well, it has been stated here a number of times that 
economic reforms -- and that includes free-market initiatives which 
includes removing price controls, which have basically been the only 
thing that have made it possible for millions of Poles to survive -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I say, I don't 
want to get into what -- I can't address the tion of what the 
reaction will be without addressing the question of what the 
President might say or do there, which as I mentioned at the outset 
I'm not incl to do. But I'd broaden it and say that my 
impression is -- I haven't been to Poland for 14 months and to 
pay My a , 80 I'm a little out of date, but I do try to keep 
up -- that these countries understand that austerity is 
required in the period ahead. 


But what's happen now is that in both countries, 
institutions of political pluralism are being developed in which the 
ordinary citizen will, the evidence suggests, come to believe that 
his and her interests are being represented through these more 
democratic institutions. Efforts at austerity, especially in Poland, 
failed in the past because the regimes that tried to institute thes 
had no political legitimacy. And that's -- you know the story -- 
*Garrick and Gomulka -- 


Q Solidarity is now saying that their political 
legitimacy is also threatened the depth of the economic crisis. 
That's why they offer this $10 billion figure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. And they're 
concerned about that. I guess all I can tell you now is that we'll 
see after the visit, but we're persuaded that the visits will be 
successful and that we can deal with the issues that you've raised. 


Q At the summit, in the effort to forge some sort of 
unified Western response to changes in Eastern Europe, what are the 
main issues with the allies? Do they not agree on the same 
preconditions the U.8. has? What's the main thing you have to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't put it 
like that. There aren't any major differences, in my view. One of 
the things that I've been struck by, coming back to government having 
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been away a while, is the intensity of the communication and 
consultation on the subject of Eastern Europe between and among 
Western governments. V ly, no day goes by in which we don't 
have communication with one or more of them on developments in 
Eastern Europe. Almost every conversation the President has with a 
European -- this is high-on-the-agenda developments in Eastern 
Europe. 


As one of you suggested in another way, Western leaders 
are visiting Eastern Europe, especially Hungary and Poland, with an 
intensity that hasn't been seen before. Mitterrand was there; the 
President's going; Genscher, the German Foreign Minister, was just in 
Budapest, and so forth. The German Chancellor will be going to 
Poland sometime in the next several months. So there's a great 
intensity of communication. 


I don't discern any serious differences of view. I'd say 
this -- I think the reason is that everybody, as I tried to say in my 
opening statement, everybody understands the historical stakes that 
are at issue here. It's really quite different than any time in the 
postwar period. The opportunities are quite enormous. It's 
obviously a very delicate situation, and all of the leaders of the 
West, I think, demonstrate almost daily their determination to work 
very close together to be sure that their efforts to promote 
pluralism democracy in the market in Eastern Europe are coordinated 
and that one or the other doesn't go off in a way that would reduce 
the chances of success in those countries. 


Q There's been a long-standing difference of opinion 
between the U.S. and the allies over what has to happen, how such 
aid, under what circumstances, whether or not it's concessionary 
oe A gee kind: of things you do for them under particular 
scenarios. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have to say -- I can't 
speak -- I was on the Charles River before the 20th of January, so I 
can't speak before -- in the recent period. But I can say that since 
we arrived, that has not been the case. And, I mean, there have been 
hundreds of messages at various levels back and forth, and that 
really just hasn't been the case. So I just -- 


Q So it would be fairly easy then to coordinate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we want to be sure 
, a8 always in these matters, I think that there's a 

at the political level to do this, and now we have to be 
sure it lemented through the bureaucracies and so forth. 
But I don't discern any major difference of emphasis. And I think 
you can see that from the public statements of the various folks -- 
when Mitterrand was in Poland, when Genscher vas in Hungary, when 
Kohl spoke to this issue in the Bundestag. I think if you put thes 
up, they're all parallel in character. 


Maybe just one more. 


Q Dr. Brzezinski recently proposed to set up a kind of 
international round consortium includ Japan and the Western 
European countries to give aid to Pol and ry. Does this 
administration endorse this idea? He proposed also -- also talked 
about this idea in the summit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me eay that, as the 
President has said twice in the last week, we think that this sort of 





Q What's your reaction to Gorbachev -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry, can you start 


again? 
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Q Would you give us your reaction to Gorbachev's 
speech yesterday, where he talked about also wanting a common 
European home and stated a principle of political self-determination 
for all of Europe, saying that neither ally nor foe should meddle in 
internal political affairs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the common 
home idea we spoke on often -- and the President did so 

again yesterday -- you have a common home, folks should be able to 
move from room to room, as the President put it. As for the question 
of the -- Gorbachev's view of transitions and the transitional 
process in Eastern Europe, he seemed, at least according -- I 
thought, to go somewhat further than he had before. But some of the 
tees re was still hedged with respect to the future of those 
countries. 

Of course, our view is that whatever the people of Poland 
and Hungary and, eventually, the other nations of Eastern Europe 
choose for their own future is perfectly fine with us, and we'd like 
every other country to have the sane view. 


Q How do you think that comment will be received 
elsewhere in Eastern Europe? I mean, will it be received in a 
positive way that might other countries to move in the 
direction of Poland and Hungary 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You should ask the Poles 
and the Hungarians when we get there. 


Q Do you see it as a backwards way to renounce the 
Breshnev Doctrine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. We'd like 
a forwards way to renounce the Brezhenev Doctrine. 


Thank you very such. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 





END 11:45 A.M. EDT: 
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FRIDAY, JULY 7, 1989, 12:24 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements, so I'd be glad to take your questions. 


5 Q In Cuba, that military tribunal has sentenced 
four of the defendants to death. Do you have any comment on 
that trial now? 


a I'm afraid I don't. We've abstained before, and 
I'll have to abstain again today. . 


Q Let me ask you directly: Do you think that, in 
fact, it is about drugs or is it about political dissent? 


a We've refrained from commentary on that point 
before and I'll have to refrain again. I think that's exactly 
the reason why we're not commenting now; sort of trying to 
avoid drawing conclusions like that. 


Q Any of those defendants -- could I just follow 
that for a second? Have any of those defendants contacted the 
United States by any chance? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 
Q There was a report in the London Independent 
today, apparently about some joint U.S.-Soviet action which 


helped to avert a clash between Syria and Iraq in the Middle 
East. Can you say anything about that? 


A I don't have anything on that, no. 
Q Is it not true? 


a To the best of my knowledge, there's been nothing 
like that. You know that we've supported the cease-fire and 
the Arab League initiative, and the Soviets have made some 
statements on that, too. But as far as something specific, 
a averting clashes, there's nothing like that that I'm aware 
of. 
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Q Well, was there -- do you have any information 
about a Greek freighter of Iraqi arms that was headed for 
Lebanon? 


a I don't have anything on that, no. 


Q The Coast Guard says the Panamanian government 
gave them permission to board a Panamanian ship and to 
confiscate over 3,000 pounds of cocaine. Can you tell us which 
government gave the Coast Guard permission -- Noriega's or the 
Panamanian government we recognize in exile? 


a The Department of State requested permission from 


the Delvalle government through the Panamanian Embassy and 
Ambassador Juan Sosa in Washington, and permission was granted. 


Q Can I follow up on Iraq? 
a Okay, let's follow up. 


Q Are you satisfied with Tariq Aziz's assertion 
last week that they will stop sending arms to General foun? 


A I don't have any specific comment on that. 
Q But did you see it? 


a We have said that we thought that arms sales 
should be stopped. 


Q But did you see his statement? It was -- 


A I did see the statement, but I don't have any 
analysis or characterization of whether we're satisfied or 
not. We've said before that we believe arm sales should be 
stopped, people should refrain from provocation and other acts 
that only escalate the tension. 


Q Richard, back on Panama for just a second. 
A We had a question over here. 
Q I'm sorry, okay. 


Andreas Papandreou, for 8 years, has not been 
invited to the United States of America due to his "“pro-leftist 
and pro-communistic ideas,",. according to the press. I'm 
wondering if your government will extend an invitation to the 
new Prime Minister of Greece, Mr. Tzanis Tzanetakis, and, of 
course, to his supporters, Greek communist leader Mr. Harilaos 
Florakis and Leonidas Kyrkos who totally control the new Greek 
government today? 


A I have no way of characterizing the reasons why 
there haven't been meetings in the past, and I have no 
information here on invitations or announcements of meetings in 
the future. 
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Q Back on Panama for just a second: I don't know 
if it really makes sense to ask this question, but you 
obviously assume that the Delvalle government has the authority 
to grant permission for interception of a ship. Is it the 
United States' view that the Delvalle government in exile has 
the authority to grant permission for any sort of military or 
para-military activity, such as the use of Coast Guard forces 
to stop shipping to and from Panama? And if the U.S. feels 
that it does have that authority, has the U.S. requested the 
authority for any additional physical blockade of Panama -- 
interception of any shipping to Panama? 


A This is a drug seizure. This is a procedure that 
we follow with a lot of countries when we suspect that a vessel 
flying their flag is carrying drugs. The Coast Guard gets in 
touch with the State Department; we get in touch with other 
people around town. If we decide we're going to try to board 
the vessel, we go to the government and get permission. 


We certainly do recognize the Delvalle government as 
the Government of Panama, and we recognize, therefore, that 
they have the authority to give us permission and then we board 
the vessel. But it's a specific procedure related to drug 
interdiction. 


Q In the case of a crime like narcotics 
trafficking, why is permission required to board? 


A I'm not sure if it's required or if it's 
diplomatic courtesy, but it's because the vessel is flying a 
foreign flag. We're boarding a foreign country's vessel. 


Q Has the U.S. received any kind of comment or 
protest or commentary of any sort from other authorities in 
Panama, other than the ones the United States recognizes? 


A No, there's nothing. 


Q Richard, just one more try on Cuba. In the past, 
we have deplored executions in that country. Do we deplore the 
present death sentences? 


A I just don't have anything on that. I'm sorry. 


Q Back to the Coast Guard -- a different part of 
the world. Has the Coast Guard seized two Canadian trawlers 
off Alaska, and has the Can:dian government filed a protest? 


a I've just gc‘ :  eial information on this. My 
understanding is that the U.s. Coast Guard seized two Canadian 
fishing vessels on the night of July 5 for fishing in U.S. 
territorial waters near the tip of the Alaskan panhandle. 


The vessels were stopped and escorted to the port of 
Ketchikan, where they're being charged with illegal fishing. 
As for whether the Canadians have filed a protest, that's 
something I'll have to look into and check for you. 
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Q Do you have anything new on the independence 
process in Namibia and all the allegations that have come in 
about the refugees being intimidated by the secret police? 


A I don't have anything new on it, but we had 
something on that. I'm not sure if I used it or not, Frankly. 
But we can get it for you from the Press Office. I think I did 
use it. 


Why don't we go to the back. 


Q Do you have any comments on the expulsion of an 
American citizen from Nicaragua today? 


A I'm not aware of the case. I think you'd have to 
give us some details, and we can look into it. 


Q He was representing, I think, Freedom House. 


qa I don't have anything on it. We'll have to look 
into it. 


Q Freedom House says that he was there as an 
election observer and had registered as such. He had changed 
addresses and that was the pretext given for an order to leave 
the country within 48 hours. 


A Thank you. We'll look into it. We've made no 
secret about the need for foreign election observers and the 
steps that the Nicaraguans have taken in terms of cutting back 
visas and other things in order to prevent people from being 
there to observe the elections. So it would come as no 
surprise, but we'll look into the specific case. 


Q The other day I asked you if you had anything to 
say about the meeting in London between your designated 
Ambassador to Greece, Mr. Michael Sotirhos, and the ex-King of 
Greece, Mr. Constantine Glyxbourg. I asked specifically who 
initiated the meeting, what was the purpose, and if Mr. 
Friedman of your Department was aware of that in advance. 


On June 15, I get the written answer from your 
Department: "An ambassador has not been nominated yet to 


Greece." my question, sir, number 1, since we have a new 
government in Greece, what is the status of Mr. Sotirhos 


today? Number 2, if. you have anything to say on the record 
about the meeting? 


A First of all, let me note that ambassadorial 
appointments are announced at the White House. We'll check 
with them and see if there's been an announcement on an 
Ambassador to Greece. Second of all, I don't have anything on 
any meetings that this gentleman may have had. I'm not aware 
of any meetings, and we'll just have to leave it at that for 
the moment. 
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Q One more question: For 8 years, we witnessed the 
other phenomenon, that your Administration expressed a lot of 
concern, and my colleagues know that -- fears and allegations 
about Andreas Papandreou's so-called leftist and anti-Western 
policies. 


Since the new government of Greece is totally 
controlled today by the communist leader, Mr. Harilaos Florakis 
and Leonidas Kyrkos, I'm wondering if your government has the 
same concerns, fears, and reservations today? 


A I expressed our approach to this interim 
government in Greece over the past few days in briefings. I 
just don't have anything to add at this time. 


Q Richard, apparently the European Court of Justice 
had made a determination in the case of Mr. Soering. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


A This was an extradition request. I can give you 
the background on that, if you need it. The United States 
requested Mr. Soering's extradition from the United Kingdom in 
1986, and in August 1988, the British Government agreed to 
extradite him to the United States. Shortly thereafter, 
however, Soering challenged his extradition in the European 
Commission of Human Rights which later referred the case to the 
European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg. 


Soering is charged in Bedford County, Virginia, with 
the stabbing death of William and Nancy Haysom on March 30, 
1985. Soering is alleged to have killed the Haysoms in an 
argument over Soering's relationship with the Haysom's 
daughter, Elizabeth. 


We have not yet received a copy of the decision from 
the European Court of Human Rights, so I just don't have any 
comment on that decision at this time. 


Q Well, presuming that the report that they've told 
Britain that it would -- that Britain should not extradite him 
to the United States -- I mean, the United States wanted him 
extradited so, presumably, you wouldn't be happy with it, right? 


.) Well, our extradition request remains before the 
British. I understand that they now have a decision to make on 
how they treat the Court's verdict. 


Q And you haven't heard anything from the British 
either? 


A I don't have anything on that right now. I think 
the decision just came down. 


Q On China: Does the State Department have a view 
at this point as to whether American private or semi-government 
or organizations that cooperate with the government, should 
begin returning to have cultural exchanges and scientific 
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exchanges and speech-making exchanges, and so on, with -- study 
exchanges -- with China? Is it time for them to resume that , 


practice? 


A We issued a travel advisory on July 4* that 
continues to advise Americans not to go to China. We described 
the conditions there as unsettled, and we therefore believe 
it's advisable for Americans not to go back to China. 


At the same time, we've stressed many times the 
importance of maintaining a relationship with the Chinese 
people, and we're not asking to cancel the programs or anything 
like that. We're just advising individual American citizens 
that it may be advisable, or it is not advisable for them to 
travel to China. 


Q The USIA is reported to have agreed to return 
some Fulbright scholars to lecture programs in the fall. Since 
USIA is a part of the U.S. Government, I guess they're not 
obliged to adhere to the U.S. travel -- to the State 
Department's travel advisory, but it seems a little puzzling 
that one agency of the U.S. Government would advise Fulbright 
scholars to return when others aren't. 


A My understanding is the same as yours, that these 
people would not be expected to travel in the fall. I expect 
at the time that they plan on traveling, they would have to see 
what the current advice was. But in terms of preparing for 
something that happens several months from now, I said we had 
not cut off programs of exchanges and contacts with the Chinese 
people, because we believe those to have a continuing 
importance to maintain a relationship. 


Q Have the -- have you got any update on whether 
the Chinese have advised you about the new Ambassador, Mr. Zhu? 


a No, we put out something yesterday afternoon that 
said we hadn't received formal notification. 


Q And there's no update on that? 
a No, I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Can you tell me if Pelletreau did meet with 
eneife past week to speak about the peace process or the 


a I can tell you that he did not meet with Arafat. 


He did not. 


> 


Neither this past week nor before, nor this week. 


Q Are there any meetings between the U.S. and the 
PLO now planned? 





*Correction: The latest State Department Travel Advisory was 
issued on July 1, 1989. 
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4 There's nothing scheduled that [I'm aware of, but 
we do have an ongoing dialogue. I don't have anything at this 
point. 


Q There's a report that Secretary Baker has hinted 
that he's not completely opposed to inclusion of Khmer Rouge in 
the coalition government for Cambodia. Can you give us some 
details on that? 


) I can't really at this point. The Secretary 
spoke to it in Brunei. We can get you -- I think -- we should 
have a transcript of his press conference shortly. He spoke to 
it in his opening statement to the ASEAN meeting. He explained 
the points that constitute the basic principles of our policy 
towards Cambodia. We can provide those to you, but we don't -- 


Q Is this a shift in policy that he was so opposed 
to before, and -- 


a I wouldn't characterize it that way. Our policy 
has always been self-determination, a leading role for Prince 
Sihanouk, excluding the leadership of the Khmer Rouge, and 
representation of factions in an interim government based on 
the wishes of the Cambodian people, since that's ultimately 
what.we're trying to support. I don't want to try to 
characterize it too much, but that's been our policy in the 
past and I think you'll see the Secretary's remarks are 
consistent with that. 


Q On the arms control talks in Vienna, there is a 
report today that says that one of the East-bloc delegates -- 
one of the chairmen of the East-bloc delegations -- has called 
for the United States to place the NATO -- or for NATO to place 
its CFE proposal on the table before the current round of 
negotiations concludes, I think, next week. 


Does the West have its proposal in order? And will it 
be presented before the end of this session, or will the 
discussions among NATO allies have to continue until the next 
round begins? 


a I can't predict precisely. I think when the 
proposal was laid out -- and I think it was laid out in 
considerable detail during the trip to Europe -- we said that 
we would get it on the table by the beginning of the round that 
starts on September 7. Whether we can actually do that before 
the end of this round or not will depend on the outcome of some 
discussions we're currently having with NATO allies to work out 
the proposal. At this point, I can't say specifically whether 
it will be or it won't be. But I think the point has to be 
made that we have a comprehensive and a far-reaching statement 
already out there made by NATO and that we would hope to see a 
response to that. 


Q On the Economic Summit: Can you tell us some of 
the names of the higher-ups that will accompany President Bush? 
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i) I can't, really. I think you might ask at the . 
White House what they're putting out on that, but I don't have 
a list with me here and that's something -- 


Q No. They said they're not putting out anything. 


i Well, then, I won't put out anything either. 
(Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 


a No, we have a couple back here, Jim. Sorry. 


Q Back to the Middle East: Secretary Baker today 
criticized Shamir's Likud Party for approving new restrictions 
to the election proposals. He said the Likud Party's action 
was not helpful. Do you have any further comment on Likud's 
position? 


a I don't, really. I have nothing to add to what I 
said yesterday and what the Secretary said in Brunei. 


Q On that subject, a number of Arab newspapers and 
a variety of people who claim to speak for the PLO have issued 
a variety of statements, including some that seem to support 
the action taken on the Israeli bus yesterday. One of them is 
quoted as saying, “This is not terrorism. Whoever defends his 
rights and resists occupation is not a terrorist." That's out 
of Tunis, out of the PLO headquarters. 


Does the U.S. have any comment on the Arab reaction to 
the incident yesterday more generally? 


a We try not to define “terrorism” in theoretical 
terms, first of all.. Second of all, we try not to react to 
every statement that's made in the Middle East. And third of 
all, I'd have to say that I don't have enough facts on the 
incident to say whether we would see that particular incident 
as a terrorist act at this point. 


Q If you -- if we leave aside the question of 
whether that incident is or is not terrorism and just put that 
off for some future determination, isn't there something to how 


people peressre it? And if people describe it as terrorism or 
as not terrorism, isn't that -- or if they encourage that type 


activity, regardless of whether it was terrorism or not -- if 
they encourage that type of activity -- isn't that something 
that the United States would want to take a look at? And 
doesn't it play into the U.S. conditions for continuing its 
dialogue with the PLO? 


a Without knowing who made the statements and what 
exactly they said -- things like that -- I can't comment on how 
it plays into the dialogue with the PLO. I think we've called 
the incident “senseless and tragic." That much is clear from 
the circumstances, and we would expect people who share our 
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concern for peace to express themselves in a similar fashion. 
But I don't think I can go beyond that and comment on any 
specific statement. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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Posted: July 7, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 7, 1989 


‘ CANADA: SEIZURE OF FISHING VESSELS 


Q: Has the Canadian government protested the Coast Guard 


seizure of two Canadian fishing vessels? 
A: YES, WE RECEIVED A DIPLOMATIC NOTE OF PROTEST TODAY. 


Q: Was the Coast Guard action in retaliation for the recent 


seizure of US vessels by Canadian authorities. 

A: NO, THE CANADIAN VESSELS. WERE FISHING IN U.S. 
TERRITORIAL WATERS NEAR THE TIP OF THE ALASKAN PANHANDLE. 
THE COAST GUARD PURSUED THE VESSELS INTO DISPUTED 
INTERNATIONAL WATERS, STOPPED THEM, AND ESCORTED THEM 
TO KETCHIKAN. FOR FURTHER DETAILS, WE REFER YOU TO THE 


COAST GUARD. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


July 7, 1989 


Q: 


to London to meet ex-Greek King Constantine? 


A: 





GREECE: AMBASSADOR SOTIRHOS 
Did our Ambassador to Jamaica, Michael Sotirhos, travel 


THIS STORY IS FALSE. AMBASSADOR SOTIRHOS HAS NEVER MET 


THE EX-KING. 





What is Mr. Sotirhos‘’ status? 
ON JULY 6th, THE WHITE HOUSE ANNOUNCED THE PRESIDENT'S 


INTENTION TO NOMINATE MR. SOTIRHOS TO BE THE NEXT U.S. 


AMBASSADOR TO GREECE. 
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DPC #117 


MONDAY, JULY 10, 1989, 12:50 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one brief announcement, and then I'd be happy to take your 
questions. 


We've posted revised travel advisories for South 
africa and Ghana in the Press Office. The revised advisory for 
Ghana contains new cautions concerning problems for 
missionaries and other religious groups and the possibility of 
arrest for photographing sensitive military and other locations. 


The revised advisory for South Africa notes that the 
political situation remains tense, but travel to the areas most 
frequented by tourists is generally safe, and bomb explosions 
against civilian targets appear to be diminishing in number. 


I'd be happy to take questions. 
Q Who's going to Israel and when? 


A Those are precisely the kinds of details that I 
can't answer at this point. The authoritative version of this 
is what the Secretary just said in the press conference in 
Poland. He said that he will dispatch somebody to go to Israel 
but that final decisions on who and exactly when have not yet 
been made. 


He said, “It's a rumor that I won't confirm here. It 
may well be that he is not being dispatched to the Middle East" 
-- this is on Eagleburger. Somebody will go to the Middle 
East, and so at this point that's what we know. 


Q What did he say about Eagleburger? 


A He said that was a cumer and it may be that he's 
not going. But, as I said, the final decisions on who exactly 


the Secretary is going to send and when they are going to go 
have not finally been made. 


Q Do you have any reaction to what Yassir Arafat 
said in the New York Times today, that he sees the idea of the 
elections as something not worth even considering now, that he 
has real questions about the dialogue with the United States, 
and that he is beginning to question whether it is any longer 
wise to promise not to use violence? 
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A Well, that's a lot of stuff there. I don't have 
any specific comments on those statements by Arafat. I have to 
point out that we continue our contacts with the PLO in pursuit 
of our objectives. Those objectives and the dialogue are to 
advance the peace process and to underscore our expectation 
that the PLO will adhere to its renunciation of terrorism. 


We'll continue to pursue the dialogue, and we'll 
continue to persue proposals that we think can lead to peace. 


Q Can you confirm the meeting on Friday between 
Ambassador Pelletreau and PLO representatives? And who exactly 
did he meet with? 


a I don't have anything here on specific meetings. 
As I believe we've said before, we're not going to give out 
lists of everybody we meet with every time. I can confirm that 
we've had normal contacts with the PLO as part of our dialogue 
-- we have had meetings since the Likud Conference last week -- 
and that we expect to continue our dialogue. 


Q Follow-up on the same question: Do you have any 
comment on the news that contacts with Abu Iyad were suspended 
quietly by the State Department? 


A No, I don't. We spoke to the whole issue of 
meetings with him, I think, a couple of weeks ago, and I don't 
have anything new on that. 


Q Further on the New York Times’ article, Arafat 
appeared to indicate repeatedly, according to the reporter, 
that there was a secret arrangement with the United States 
which he said the United States is violating. Do you have a 
comment on that? 


a No, I don't. I'm not sure what he's referring to 
as a secret arrangement. I'm not aware of anything. 


Q He said a secret deal made in Geneva. 


i) Nothing like that that I'm aware of. 


Do you have any comment on the political 
situation in Israel? Is there any concern here about what's 
happening? 


a I have no comment on that. No. 


Q Rich, anything on the U.S.'s changing attitude 
toward Angola in the IMF? 


A I think the specific issue that was raised was 
how we would vote on Angola's admission to the IMF. 


Let me tell you that the United States continues to 
have serious reservations about admission of Angola to the 
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IMF. We do, however, recognize that President dos Santos has 
taken significant steps towards national reconciliation in 


meeting Jonas Savimbi at Gbadolite and in beginning a dialogue 
with UNITA. 


Q And so what's the conclusion of that then? What 
does that mean? 


a What that means is we continue to have serious 
reservations but we recognize that he has taken some 
significant steps. I'm not trying to forecast a specific vote. 


Q On the same question, what about the issue of 
U.S.-Angolan diplomatic relations being perhaps re-established? 


A I can repeat the basic principles here. As we've 
said on a number of occasions, we have no intention of 
establishing diplomatic relations with Angola before national 
reconciliation is achieved. The process leading to national 
reconciliation is just beginning, and any consideration of 
establishing relations with Angola is premature. 


Q Is Assistant Secretary of State Cohen back yet 
from Africa, or when is he due back? 


A I'll check on that. I don't believe he is, but 
I'll check on it. 


Q Have you all heard anything about Chinese 
students in this country being notified by their “sponsoring 
agencies" -- and I'm not exactly sure what that term means -- 
but that they should come home for re-education? 


. A No, I haven't. I haven't heard anything about 
that. 


Q On China, do you have anything on this Boeing 
deal? Are you characterizing it as an exception or a partial 
lifting of the ban, or what? 


A Well, let me sort of give you the whole story. 
We've reinstated licenses for the export of Honeywell 
navigation systems, which are controlled on the U.S. munitions 
list, in four Boeing 757 aircraft ordered by the Civilian 
Aviation Administration of China for use in commercial 


airliners. We've also authorized Honeywell to repair and 
replace defective navigation systems currently in use in 


Chinese civilian aircraft. 


Our decision is in keeping with the President's intent 
not to disrupt non-military commercial trade with the PRC and 
was based on the fact that these navigation systems are 
designed for inclusion in civil products and are critical to 
the safe operation of commercial aircraft. To have denied 
these exports would have jeopardized the safety of civilian 
airline passengers travelling in China. 
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Q A follow-up on that: Do you have any indication 
that these aircraft or other aircraft that were sent to China 
have been used to ferry troops or any other military purpose in ® 
the past? 
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a No. I've never seen any indication like that. 
Q Can you check into that? 


a We'll look and see if we have aay specific 
on it. Again, I've seen nothing. 


Q Do you have any comment on the way fighting has 
been going in Afghanistan and the apparent victories by the 
Kabul Government there at Jalalabad? 


A Yes. We've seen various reports. The situation 
around Jalalabad remains fluid. I'm afraid that's all I have 
on it. 


Q Anything on an incident this weekend where Cuban 
MIG's refused to chase or declined to chase a small plane 
dropping off cocaine there, and if that indicates that they're 
contradicting their recent promises to beef up drug trafficking? 


a I don't have anything on that specific incident. 
I understand that Customs is still looking into it, and they 
might have something to say today. So I'd refer you to them. 


Q On Cuba also, it seems that the Cuban air 
controllers refused to help a plane on June 24, I believe. An 
American Airlines airbus was trying to avoid a storm, and they 
refused re-routing and several passengers were hurt. 


A We've been asked about that before. I think we 
made a comment on it. I don't have anything new on that 
incident. It was about a week ago. 


and on Lebanon, Lloyds of London reports that a 
Maltese tanker was shelled or torpedoed by the Syrian navy 
yesterday off the coast of Lebanon. 


A I don't have anything specific on that. You know 
that we've called on all parties to lift their blockades, and 
this is the kind of thing that happens when you don't lift them. 


Q Is the United States concerned about India's sale 
of chemicals for chemical weapons to various countries? 


a Let me say the spread of chemical weapons is a 
global problem. It is our hope that all countries, including 
India, which are capable of manufacturing the precursors needed 
to produce these deadly weapons will institute very strict 
controls on their exports. 
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In that vopere. we are confident that the Government 
of India will be taking all measures necessary to control this 


‘ trade, and we are discussing with the Government of India and 
with other countries how to cooperate in that effort. 


So yes, we are concerned, but it's a global concern, 
and I think it's a mutual concern that we share with other 
countries such as India. 


Q The New York Times reported today, though, that 
India had become a primary source of these chemicals, Is this 
true, and what kind of response has India given to your 
expressions of concern? 


a I don't have anything that would compare 
different countries who are capable of manufacturing the 
precursors. There are a number of countries around the world 
that are capable of doing that. And I don't really have any 
way of characterizing the Indian Government's response except 
to say that we, for our part, are very hopeful that we can work 
with the Indian Government to control the flow of these 
chemicals. 


Q On Nicaragua, the General Staff of the Nicaraguan 
Resistance is in Washington. They said they're going to meet 
with State Department officials this week. Is that correct? 


A I'll have to check on it. 


Q Has the U.S. discouraged the Israeli Labor Party 
from pulling out of the government? 


a We have declined to get involved in Israeli 
politics. I'm not aware that we have said anything about that. 


Q To the Labor Party? 
A To the Labor Party or any others. 


Q Has the U.S. Government or the Ambassador there, 
perhaps, been briefed at all on the Botha-Mandela meeting? Do 
you know what went on there, and do you have any views about it? 


A I don't have anything on a specific briefing, but 
I can give you our views. 


We welcome this symbolic recognition by the South 
African Government of the important role Nelson Mandela and 
other black leaders will have to play in the search for a 
peacefull negotiated solution to South Africa's problems. 


We hope the South African Government will take steps 
to create a climate in which such negotiations can take place. 
These would include release of Mandela and all political 
prisoners, the lifting of the bans on political organizations, 
and the lifting of restrictions on other political leaders. 
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Q Richard, is there any decision on de Klerk coming 
here? 
A None that I'm aware of, no. 
Q One way or the other? 
Q Hasn't he been invited? Wasn't it announced that 


he's been invited? 

A Yes. It's been announced by the White House that 
he was invited. The time was not set. I think the White House 
said that he would meet with the Secretary, but no other 
meetings or other scheduling things were set. 


Q He still might see the President? It hasn't been 
decided? 


a That's a question for the White House. 
Q There's no date for when he's coming? 
As far as I know, there's no date set yet. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 
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CENTRAL AMERICA: MEETING WITH RESISTANCE LEADERS 


Q: Is it true that Resistance military leaders are meeting 
with the State Department? 

A: OFFICIALS OF THE NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE, INCLUDING CHIEFS 
OF STAFF, ARE MEETING WITH OFFICIALS OF THE DEPARTMENT'S 
BUREAU OF INTER-AMERICAN AFFAIRS. THIS MEETING, WHICH 
PROVIDES AN OPPORTUNITY TO EXCHANGE VIEWS ON THE CURRENT 
SITUATION IN CENTRAL AMERICA, IS THE LATEST IN A 
CONTINUING SERIES OF CONSULTATIONS WHICH WE HAVE HAD WITH 


RESISTANCE LEADERS OVER THE YEARS. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY SECRETARY OF STATE JAMES A. BAKER Il! 


Victoria Intercontinental Hotel 
Warsaw, Poland 


5:07 P..m. (L) 


MR. FITZWATER: This os is about to begin with 
Secretary of State Baker. He'll have a few opening remarks and then 
take your questions. Thank yey. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, the ral theme 
of this trip is basically a continuation of the sessage from the 
President's HATO visit -- that is, overcoming the division of Europe 
on the basis of Western values, seeking a Europe that is whole and a 
Europe that is free. I think it’s feir to say that we want to convey 
our support for the process of building democracy in Poland and 
freeing the private sector to grow. 


The President has expressed at each of the stops his 
thanks to the Polish people -- to the representives he's set with -- 
for the warath of the greeting, the cr from last night and today, 
the American f » the Statue of Liberty that we saw at the Tosb of 


the Unknown Soldier -- the symbol, for instance, of what the United 
States stands tor. 


During the course of this visit, it's our feeling that we 
are supporting a homegrown reform process. The President has sade it 
very clear -- just finished saking it clear in his meeting with Prise 
Minister Rakowski -- that there is no effort here to divide or to 
disrupt, no hot rhetoric or exhortations. As to the fect that this 
is a own refors » Prime Minister Rakowski said in his 
meeting with the President -- he said, “In your speech, Mr. 
President, you said we're ready to help you if you're ready to help 
yourself.” And he said, “We agree to that and I'd like to put that 


slogan on the walle with your name on it and sine, too, if you would 
agree.” 


I think it’s fair to say that the President recognizes 
that there will be some trying times ahead, but as was symbolized by 
® number of the stops that the President made today -- the Tomb of 
the Unknown Soldier, the Usech lates -- the Polish people have 
faced trying tines before and, with their courage and resolve, the 


Polish nation has tri » For the future, a democratically and 
econosicelly-free will be a stable Poland. 
Q Mr. Secretary, in the six-point there's « 


reference to « $100-million capitelisation fund, let's call it, and 
he says we will encourege parallel contributions at the econosic 
summit. Literally, Go you sean the same emount or all siz nations 
proportionally? Could you epell that out «a little bit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We'd be pleased to e«e other nations 
contribute more if they fe't so inclined in order to assist Pelard. 
but we'd like to see other nations make the same kind of an effort 
toward stimulatine free enterprise in Poland, es we're making with 
that initiative. 
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Q I know the spirit behind it, but would you like each 


of the countries to provide $100 sillion or is it a little looser 
than thet? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We would be very pleased if each would 
provide $100 million. We'd be pleased, in fact, if some of the 
surplus countries wanted to contribute sore than $100 sillion. S60 
there's no specific set amount. 

Q I don’t think that there was any reference to 
comditionality in the President's sention of the six-point progras. 


Does that remain the principle guiding the U.8. economic relations 
with Poland? 


SECRETAKY BAKER: It does, indeed, and in several of the 


The point was made by the 


"70s where we funneled « lot of concessionary and subsidized lending 
t necessary refors effort undertaken. 


the 
Q Mr. pemeery could you tell us a little about the 
i and, in perticular, were there any 
assurances given the President about specific further econonzic 
in the works -- any specifics? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there was a discussion of the 
need for economic reforms, a recognition, I think, on the part of 
Generel Jaruselski that Poland needed, as I've just mentioned, to 
help iteelf if it was going to be effectively he by others. 
There was a discussion generally by the General the challenges 
fecing Poland at this very Gelicate tine. 


The President talked about his overall approach to the 
trip, seking sany of the points thet I've just outlined to you in sy 
ren Bp ge ages Ready. the point that he doesn't come with hot 

c or an effort to divide or disrupt in sind. And the 
President outlined the various elements of the economic asfistance 
package with reepect to which you've received fact sheets. 


Q ge Regent ge Be Bag Rig Anny 
the government or from the Solidarity le you set today, such as 
Mr. Geresek, about the sise of the ieee Are they 

Gisappointed in the scope of it, or pleased 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think they're pleased. I ovilined in 
wy seeting with the Foreign Minister the in some Getail. The 
President mentioned it perhaps more generally in hie meeting with 
General Jaruseleki, and I t thet the reaction from Prise 
Minister Rakowski, in the meeting just concluded an hour or so ago, 
wes positive. 


Much of this, of course, will come from reschedulings in 
the Paris Club, but it will be relief that will be of value to the 
Polish econosy. 


Q Mr. Secre + ere your teres -~- definitions of 
refore the seme eas theirs, what sight those be? I don't have any 
epecificse here es to what refors seans. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the refores would be besicaliy 
those things that they heave been talking about with the International 
ye Fund and some of their official creditors as well. It will 
meen ing ection with r to an infletior rate that is entirely 
too high. It will mean dealing or certainly trying to deal with 
subsiaies. It will be soving to the extent that they can move 
judiciously toward a free sarket econcey fro an econosy thet has 
been a statist model and centrally controlled. They'll have to 
refore -- they'll have to make «a lot of refores. But I think that 
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they are very well aware of this. 


Q Can you tell us why Larry Eagleburger is being 
dispatched to the Middle East? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that’s a rumor thet I won't 
confirm here beceuse it may very well be that he is not being 
éispatched to the Middle East. Don't believe everything you read in 
the peper. But somebody will go to the Middle East in order to . 
Getermine the extent to which the Israeli government is still 


committed to their elections proposal in the aftermath of the Likud 
Party convention. 


Q Why is that necessary? Go you -- why is there a 
question reised in your sind after the Li Party meeting? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the four elements that were 
outlined in the party meeting give rise, at least in our minds, tos 
question about the seriousness of purpose. We've siready 
characterized those, I believe, as unhelpful, so we really want to 
make certain that they ere as committed to this proposal as we have 
been if we're going to continue to strongly support it, es we do. 


1°) Mr. » before this trip «a number of Aserican 
officials briefing us about trip, and a nusber of Aserican 
officials in Burope heve said that they expected an esotional 
outpouring when President Bush arrived in Eastern Burope and several 
people spoke of tens of thousands of le. Are disappointed 
with the cather emall crowds today -- 3, or 4, people -- yes, 
it is I -— ané do you -- 


SECRETARY GAKER: I recognize the voice, but I couldn't 
see the fece. Go shead. 


Q Do you have any explanation of what I think sany 
people would describe as a rather suted reaction? 


SECRETARY GAKER: Well, I'm not sure I would egree with 

your cherecterization of it. I think that the crowds -- as I said in 

opening remarks, I think the reception has, indeed, been ware. I 
Gon't think that we've been disappointed at a1) the size of the 
crowds. It's not some election campaign where we've gone out here 
ané tried to turn out crowds. We're not making efforts to do that, 
and we're pleased by whet we see as « rather om Sage outpouring 
» I thought the 

crowds coming in lest night at whatever it was -- 11:00 p.e. at night 

~~ there were quite a few people out spontaneously. So we're not at 

gill disappointed with the size of the crowd or the enthusiase of the 


Mr. Secretary, os know, the ral pattern of 
to meet with the official Poles and the leaders 
ern leaders have visited Polend. 

President Bush seens to have broken that pattern by heving what could 


E 
i 
L 
: 


be characterised as e unity lunch. How such weight would you put on 
the effort thet you've gade to bring the two sides together as part 
of Americen diplomacy here? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think the two sides pretty well 
came together Guring the Roundtable process. They didn't come 
beceuse of our efforts. They came together before we got 
here. And I think it's rether reserkable, quite frankly, when you 
look at the situation es recently as three sonths ego, that there 
could be thet unity lunch today. 


Q Whoever you send to the Middle East, are they going 
to see the PLO and are the going to see Arafat? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, they will not see any Arab 
countries or representatives. They would be going solely to 
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Getermine the extent now of the Israeli government's comsitsent to 
the election proposal. 


Q Can you tell se who is going to -- 


SECRETARY GAKER: Well, we haven't decided who's going 
yet. We'll make thet decision during the course of the next week, 
ip wouldn't be sade in any event until sosetize sround 


President has spoken sore then once of the need 
to be prepared to eccept sedditional sacrifice 
in the as this restructuring gets underway. Lech 
Walesa has warned that the society is in clear and present danger of 
cheos and uphesevel. How such tise do you estimate that the Polish 
ition, has before something sericus does break 


43 
; 
s 
; 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I's not going to concede that 
something serious will break out. I do think that in accomplishing 
the refors -- ey age econosic reforms -- the political 

to kept mind. One of the things that the 
ident 's os contemplates, quite frankly, is sessistence, to 
t we can render it, with the IMP and with the World 
in forsulating the elements of conditionality that will be 
eubreced in the peckage. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Lech Walesa tomorrow ently is 
going to hand to the President the Solidarity request Western 
eid, which, as you know, amounts to $10 billion. People fros 
Solidarity have esid that they have comsunicated some details of that 
ené thet roughly $6 billion of it is sultileteral debt relief, but $4 
billion is their estimate of the kind of private = that sight 

in. And they don't quite understand why it's dieai in 
the capitals of the West. What kind of reaction Go you think you can 
have tomorrow to the Solidarity plan? 


SECRETARY BAFER: Well, I think you're quite right that 
over half of it would be soney that would come from edditional World 
Bank lend or @ stWidby egreesent with the IMF and some $400 
million of it is probably already in the pipeline as far as the World 
Bank is concerned. 


The eGditionality would be -- we hope there would be sone 
edditionality generated through our enterprise foundation -- the 
point here is thet it is important for Polend to deal with ite debt 
management probles end its secroeconosic policy probles on the one 
hand, but it aleo hes to build « private sector. And in the sedius 
and tere, thet is what is importent. And tnet is why we heve 
Girected our attention and our energies toward the types of things 
that we have directed thes toward. 


Bo one that we've set with so far has intimated tnat they 
expected the President of the United States to show up here with «a 
big wheeibarrel full of dollars. 


Q Mr. Secretary, Governor Sununu, in « television 
interview this sorning, said that it wes important not to give the 
Poles too such eid because, he said, “it would be like putting « 
child in « candy store.” I was wondering if this wes also your view 


— you fear that thie characterization signt be insulting to 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't -- I haven't seen the 
interview and so let se not react to something I haven't even seen, 
or I haven't seen quoted, but let se remind you thet we made « 
sieteke in the 708 -~ all of us -- the international financial 
Community aod the Polish government and the Polish people when ve 
shoveled « lot of money into thie country without any conditionality 
whatecever and with no requirement for refore. i rather suspect -- 
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Q 
million in direct U.S. sid to Poland. The rest, @ of 
msultileteral ections and encouragesent. Has the U.S. basically 
Gecided that the bulk of this ection should be taken by the 
Europeans, that the burden of funding refors in the 
should fall on Western European nations and not the United States? 


SECRETARY BAKER: So, not at all. The United States will 
be very ective in that multilateral effort and we will share -- I 
Gon't know what the exact percentages of the overall Paris Club debt 
we hold, but it’s not insignificant -- and the United States will be 
sharing substantially in the sultileteral effort. 


thet, I might say that in the pest it has been the 
United States that has been the biggest obstacle or bar to getting 
reschedulings in the Paris Club for Poland in edvance of an Inf 
My Ay Fg ft y 4 4 a 
is, we're go to be or -- 
eoeren By 


Q Mr. Secretary, one sore on the Middle East, if I 
may. Do you still feel as y sbout not moving toward an 
international conference now after the Likud decision last week? 

of 


Li 

SECRETARY BAKER: The policy the United States towards 
an international conference has not + Our policy is as it has 
been, that an international conference sight be appropr at the 
right tise. The ri time is not now. We think we should continue 
to pureve the Isreeli government's elections proposal. We have felt 
for some tise thet it hed « great deal of promise. We think it's 
important to determine whet changes, if.any, have been eccomplished 
in the official israeli government position hy virtue of the Likud 
Party conference. 


Q When is the first test of the rescheduling that you 
e today? When does the first peysent towards that need to be 

and whet happens if they Gon't? How do you test whether they 
meet the counitaent? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that rescheduling, in effect, 
extends saturities out into the future. I don’t have in the top of 
my heed here exactly whet those saturity dates are. 


Q Ie interest aleo - 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think we reecheduled interest and 
principal in those, but I'd have to check on that to be certain. 


Q But to be sure thet we don't sake « sistake like the 
"708, when is the firet test of whether they make their paysents? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'11 get you the maturity date. I 
Gon't know whet the rescheduled maturity date is. I'll have to find 
thet out for you. 


Q Mr. Secretary, whet kind of message is the President 
sending to those countries who are not accepting refores, especially 
im the cease of Cube? ry te fag yp. to get the 
a from the United States and is flatiy refusing any kind 

re ° 


SECRETARY BAKER: Cube ie refusing any kind of refors? 
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Q What kind of message is the President trying to send 
ae aes countries in the communist world who are not accepting 
reforms? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Who are not? Well, the message is the 
embargo stays in force. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in connection with this economic fund 
that the President proposed today, is this a form of this consortius 
proprosal that Mr. Brzezinski has been talking sbovt? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It could be compare’ to that, Carl. 
It's basically a concerted effort that we hope to be able to put 
together with the Group of Seven with the sajor industrialized -- 


Q -- some kind of a structure behind it, presumably, 
to -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, but mot e@e ‘ormal as a consortius 
would be. 


Q Can you tell us at this point how soon you expect a 
Paris Club agreement on rescheduling? Ar) how soon did the Poles 
indicate they could be moving and eligibie for an IMF standby 
progran? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I can't answer the iast part of that. 
I don’t know when they thins they aight be eligible for a standby 
program. I think they are «irvady in discussions with the IMF. 


As far as Paris Club epee is concerned, we're 
oe & Sor oS ee that at the c summit in terms of 
getting our colleagues interested in moving forward expeditiously 
with a rescheduling on very liberal terms, but we will have to sake 
sure that they're on board. 


Q So when do you think they'd have an sgreenment?7 
September? 


SECRETARY BAKER: For the Paris Club? 
Q Yes. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Oh, I'd just be guessing, and I don't 
want to do that. We want to do it as soon as we can. I can't tell 
you when that would be -- whether it would be September, October, 
Novenber . 


MR. FITZWATER: The final question. Back here. 


Q What do you expect $15 million to accomplish in 
teras of cleaning up problems in environment? And can we expect the 
President to come up with a sisilar set of proposals when he goes to 
Hungary? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me refer you to the fact 
sheet that has been distributed that will give you the exact deteil 
-- and here it is right here -- on what could be accomplished with 
that $15 million. Ten million of it is to retrofit an existing 
coal-fired plant in the Krakow area with sdvanced clean coal 
ae one million would be for an air quality sonitoring 
network in the Krakow setropoliten area, and four sillion would be 
spent on water quality and evailability. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:27 P.m. (L) 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one statement. 


In recent weeks the Sandinista government has 
committed a number of acts towards the independent press, 
international observers and the political opposition which are 
inconsistent with its professed commitment under the Esquipulas 
Accord to “promote an authentic, pluralist and participatory 
process." 


On June 20, a Sandinista mob in the city of Leon 
attacked two correspondents from La Prensa with rocks and 
rotten eggs. 


On July 7, the Sandinistas cancelled the visa of 
Professor Tony Ybarra, representative of Freedom House, a 
respected independent human rights organization. Mr. Ybarra 
had been in Nicaragua observing the electoral process. The 
visa was cancelled on the false grounds that he had not 
notified the Nicaraguan government of a change of address. 


The Sandinistas denied permission to the United 
Nicaraguan Opposition to hold a march in the city of Ocotal 
which was scheduled to have taken place on July 9. The alleged 
reason for the denial was the fact that the opposition is not a 
political party. The United Nicaraguan Opposition, of course, 
is the umbrella organization of democratic parties from right 
to left which oppose Sandinista repression. 


Sandinista harassment of the press, the opposition and 
observers, whether it be done through brute force or through 
the use of transparent legalisms, must cease if the elections 
scheduled for February 1990 are to command respect both within 


Nicaragua and internationally. Only pravecess free elections 
can confer legitimacy on the political process. 


We urge the Sandinistas to reconsider their current 
course of action. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
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a Certainly. 


Q On the question of Nicaragua, have you seen the 
report that a Cuban aircraft took President Ortega to Caracas 
this week, and does that suggest anything to you? 


i I haven't seen any reports like that, no. 


Q Back on your statement, assuming that the 
Sandinistas don't take your suggestion and cease the harassment 
of press and election opposition, what effect would that have 
on the U.S. -- on the agreement between the Executive Branch 
and the U.S. Congress on aid to the Contras? 


i I can't make any predictions now. That's a 
matter for discussion with the people in the Legislative 
Branch. I believe that discussion is more or less scheduled 
for the fall, and we'll see where we are then. 


We are very concerned about the way things are going 
in Nicaragua and their failure to deal with the opposition 
forthrightly in the electoral protess, as well as the 
restrictions they're putting on the press and on independent 


observers. But where that will be -- and we have to discuss 
this matter in more detail again with Congress -- I don't know. 
Q Richard, the Israeli government continues to 


criticize the United States for not speaking out strongly 
enough on the bus accident in Israel. Do you have any new 
information about that accident or any new comments? 


A Well, let me just say that on the basis of 
available evidence now, it was clearly a terrorist attack. We 
condemned the act last week as senseless and tragic, and, as I 
noted then, our sympathies go out to the victims. 


Q How do you define it as a terrorist attack? Why 
is it a terrorist attack? 


a We've seen reports that the Islamic Jihad of 
Palestine has publicly claimed responsibility. There are also 
other reports concerning the motivation of the individual. It 
just seems clear that it was a terrorist attack, based on the 
information we have now. 


Q But wasn't there also a report that he was acting 
alone and was angry about some action that had been taken 
toward his family? 


a There were reports like that initially. Now 
there seems to be a preponderance of evidence that indicates 
it's a terrorist attack. 


Q So you're convinced that Islamic Jihad is behind 


this? 
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A No, we're not convinced. Actuelly, I should add 
to that -- I mean, the PLO has called it a tragedy. We don't 
know who, if anyone, is really responsible other than this 
individual. But the circumstances of the attack, the way it 
was carried out, the reporting on things that he did before the 
attack and such, indicates it was a terrorist attack. 


Q But at least -- you believe it's a terrorist 
attack. You can't pinpoint the perpetrators exactly, and you 
don't tie it to the PLO, and it's not a reason to cease a 
dialogue with the PLO. Correct? 


A As I said, we don't know who, if anyone, is 
responsible other than this particular individual. 


Q On that, your counterpart in the Israeli Foreign 
Ministry said at a news conference this morning that your 
failure to define it earlier as a terrorist attack was in 
effect a license to kill for the Palestinians who might have 
perpetrated this act. Do you have any reaction? 


A No, I don't. I've said here today that, you 
know, what we see is that it was a terrorist attack. So -- 


Q Richard, while you are -- 
) -- there's no license being offered. 


Q I just don't understand how you can define it as 
a terrorist attack in one sentence, and in the next sentence 
say you don't know who did it. 


f°) Other than this particular individual. 
Q Right. 
if Right. 


Q But if you don't know who did it other than this 
particular individual, and it can't be tied definitely to any 
particular organization, how can you define it as terrorism, 
Richard? It goes against all the pre-defined definitions of 
terrorism that this building has been putting out through the 
years. 


a We don't have one pre-defined definition of 
terrorism. We have a definition of terrorism that we use in a 
Congressionally-mandated report that we put out every year. 
That's used to form a basis for our compiling certain 
statistics that we're required to submit. 


It doesn't mean that there are not other things that 
occur which, based on the circumstances and the information 
available, wouldn't also constitute terrorist acts. 
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Q Still on the Middle East: Anything today on the 
presumed Eagleburger mission to Israel? ° 


6 Nothing new. 


Q Can I follow on this thing? Do you have any 
evidence that he belongs to the Islamic Jihad that you tied it 
in, and you tied it in with the announcement that the Islamic 
Jihad took responsibility of the attack. 


A No, I don't have any specific evidence on that. 
We've seen the reports that the Islamic Jihad has claimed 
responsibility. 


Q And you're giving these reports credibility and 
assessing your judgment that it is terrorist attack based on 
these reports, while in the past you didn't give it -- 


a That's one of the elements. 


Q -- while in the past you didn't give it much 
credibility when they claimed a ldét of other things in the 
territory. 


) I said that's only one of the elements. 


Q Richard, do you consider attacking military 
personnel] -- Israeli military personnel as a terrorist [act]? 
Because there were some Israeli soldiers on this bus. 


A I don't understand the meaning of your question, 
frankly. 


Q Do you consider any resistance against the 
occupation or attacking Israeli soldiers, wherever they are, as 
a terrorist operation? 


a We don't have some broad definition that covers 
every single thing like that. 


Q No, because this incident, you know -- there were 
some soldiers, so you characterized it as terrorism. 


a There were many, many innocent victims of this 


attack. I don't think we need $e single out Israeli soldiers 
as victims. There were a lot of people on the bus, including 


Americans. It was not --— you know -- 


Q This is a war. 


Q I also think you have to be careful about the 
Islamic Jihad appendage, because Islamic Jihad of Palestine and 
Islamic Jihad are not necessarily the same organization. 
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a I said, I think, carefully -- if I didn't, let me 
repeat it -- we have seen reports that the Islamic Jihad of 
Palestine publicly has claimed responsibility. The PLO has 
called it a tragedy. But we don't know who, if anyone, is 
responsible other than that particular individual. 


Q If I may, what's somewhat puzzling is that by 
last Friday when you made that reluctant statement as to 
whether it was a terrorist attack or not, you must have been 
aware of the fact that 14 people got killed, including two 
Canadian tourists. Many got injured, including seven American 
—-- So it didn't seem to be a terrorist attack at the 
time. 


Now you say it is a terrorist attack, but still you're 
not sure who perpetrated it. So it does seem -- and excuse my 
presuming that -- that something has changed perhaps in State 
Department perceptions in the past five days. Whether under 
duress or not, it's for you to say. 


But, obviously, there is nothing -- absolutely nothing 
-~ that you know today that you didn't know on Friday. So what 
has changed your perception? 


a I don't think that's true at all. On Friday, we 
just had the initial reports of the incident, and I said I 
didn't have information at the time that would let me 
characterize it beyond the way I characterized it. 


Q What do you mean by “initial information, " 
because the incident took place on -- 


i There were a lot of different reports. 
Q No. 
i You saw the reports coming out that morning. 


Q The incident took place on Wednesday. It was 
fully covered, dramatically covered, by the American media -- 
television and press. By Friday afternoon, you had been -- you 
must have become aware of the extent of casualties, and so on. 
So what could have been “initial” about 14 people dead and 34 
injured? 


a The difference is that the available evidence 
now, including evidence on the individual and the way the 
attack was carried out, and things like that, indicates that it 
was an act of terrorism. That's the difference. That 
information was not there on Friday. 


I was not in a position to draw that conclusion on 
Friday based on what we knew then. I don't see any 
contradiction. There is still information that we don't have. 
I'm admitting it right here, right now. We don't know who, 
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other than this individual, may have been involved, but there 
is enough information to call it an act of terrorism. 


Q Richard, forgive me if I'm being thick, but why, 
exactly, is it an act of terrorism? What makes this act 
terrorism and, you know, another act that occurred last week 
not terrorism? 


a I hesitate to try to answer that because in the 
process I have to give some sort of definition of terrorism, 
and, as I just explained, we don't have one single one. But, 
one of the things -- the things about this incident are that it 
was, I think, clearly politically motivated; it was clearly 
pre-planned; and, it was clearly an act of violence against 
innocent civilians. I think in everybody's minds that would 
constitute an act of terrorism. 


Q Do you consider killing five Palestinians 
yesterday by Israeli forces an act of terrorism? And do you 
Give it the same weight that you will give to this act which 
was, according to what you say, you don't have clear evidence 
on who has perpetrated this whole’ thing? Do you consider the 
killing of five Palestinians a terrorist act, yesterday? 


i] I'm sorry, I don't have anything on that. 
Q They are civilians. 
i] I'm sorry, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you possibly, with the same breath -- 
understanding to us -- the case of the bus -- make an analogy 
similar to this concerning these five people who were killed 
yesterday and received only one and a half lines in the story 


in the Washington Post today? 


a You'll have to take that up with the Washington 
. I don't have a definition that applies to every 
ncident. I have a definition we use to compile statistics. I 
have information on particular incidents. I don't have any 
particular information on what you're talking about here. 


Q Also, you're taking into consideration the 
circumstances -- the story that my colleague alluded to -- that 


his Soma iy was beaten, without condoning or passing a judgment 
on any of these activities? You've taken the circumstances 


that precipitated this action by this angry, upset Palestinian, 
20-years old? 


A There is no rationale for an act of violence of 
this type. 


Q There's no -- 


a No rationale that justifies this kind of 
terrorism. 
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Q And there is no rationale for the killing of five 
Palestinians yesterday? 


a I said I didn't have any comment on those 
incidents. 


Q Since we are in the area, do you have anything on 
the bombing in Mecca? Do you have any more information because 
the Saudis are not giving too much information? 


A No, I don't, really. Apparently, two bombs went 
off in the city of Mecca yesterday, and I have to refer you to 
the Saudis for details. 


Q Is it terrorism, or what is this? 


A Well, we do have a statement -- our views on 
this. Let me give it to you. 


We are appalled by and we condemn the acts of violence 
committed in the City of Mecca during the sacred Islamic holy 
days. Our condolences go out to the innocent victims. 


Q Still in the Middle East: There is a report 
today that quotes Israeli military intelligence as expressing 
grave concern about the future of Jordan, given the 
deteriorating health of the King and apparently the aggravated 
economic situation. Do you have anything on that? 


2 No, I'm sorry, we don't. 

Q New region: There are various reports today 
about the de Klerk visit. One oars he's coming July 28; 
another says he's not coming at all because the White House is 
not very enthusiastic about seeing him. What can you tell us? 

cy I can tell you that Secretary Baker has invited 
Mr. de Klerk to visit Washington. No date has been set for 
such a visit. 

Q So those other two stories are erroneous? 

a This is the truth. 


Q Is he expected in the next two or three months, 
do you think? 


f°) No specific date has been set. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on a story in 
the DAYAR newspaper quoted in FBIS of the 10th, yesterday, that 
the U.S. Administration suggested to the Israelis to bypass the 
elections of East Jerusalem? This is, you know, last week, and 
the suggestion was that the East Jerusalem Palestinians will be 
compensated for not participating in the elections and this 
proposal was rejected by the Israelis? 
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7 I don't have anything on that. I'd refer you to 
the Secretary's remarks saying that the elections should be - 
free and fair -- free of interference from any quarter; things 
like that. I think that covers the issue. 


Q So this is not -- 


a I don't have anything specific on that report. 
But I do know that we have said very publicly and very clearly 
that we believe these should be open elections, that 
participation in the elections should be as open as possible. 


Q Richard, do you have any response to Soviet 
comments that they like the idea and are in favor of the 
American proposal that verification procedures be tested before 
any new agreement? 


a We welcome this indication that the Soviet Union 
views our initiative on verification and stability measures in 
a positive light. We are pursuing detailed discussions on 
these issues in Geneva and are awaiting specific Soviet 
responses. 


As we've said before, we believe early agreement on 
implementation of these measures would give both sides good, 
concrete results and practical experience. This, in turn, 
would speed the process of resolving outstanding issues and 
facilitate efforts of the two sides to conclude a START 
agreement as soon as possible. 


Q Any date for a first test? 


a No. As I said, we're awaiting specific Soviet 
responses at the conference table. 


Q Has the U.S. proposed a date for a first test? 


& We proposed a series of measures. I don't think 
we proposed specific dates attached to those measures, but we 
did say that we were interested in reaching agreement on those 
measures as soon as we could and getting on with the business. 


Q Richard, to go back to the Middle East: Do you 
have any comment at all on the crisis in Israel over the Labor 
Party and whether it is pulling out of the government? 


a No, I don't. 


Q On a different topic, but I don't know if you 
have any guidance on this yet. Have you gotten the guidance on 
the driftnet fishing dispute? Are you taking that up yet? 


a Many times in the past. What do you need to know? 
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Q Okay. Well, the latest on that is 15 South 
Pacific nations are proposing a total ban on the driftnet 
fishing in a wider region, not just their area. What does the 
U.S. think of this? 


6 I don't have any guidance on that right now. I'd 
be glad to look into it. I think it's an interesting 
suggestion. 


Q Have you received agrement for the new Chinese 
Ambassador to the U.S.? 


a I don't have anything new on that today. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Cuban trials -- 
court-martials of General Ochoa and his colleagues? 


be We are still assessing the dramatic developments 
which have taken place in Cuba over the past three weeks. 


If the Cuban government is indeed serious about 
efforts to combat narcotics trafficking, we welcome its 
contribution. If, on the other hand, trafficking continues 
unimpeded in the wake of the trial of Ochoa and others, then we 
would question the Cuban government's commitment to the 
anti-drug struggle. 


Q And do you think that it has continued? For 
instance, there was this incident over the weekend where a 
Coast Guard plane was kept from shadowing a boat. 


i I think Customs put out some information on that, 
so I won't go into the specific incident. I don't have the 
details on that one. 


I'd said that we're adopting a wait-and-see attitude 
to see if the Cuban government's deeds match its words. We've 
said before that we would welcome any legitimate action by the 
Cuban government to interdict narcotics trafficking through 
Cuban territory, waters and airspace. 


Well, wouldn't that incident over the weekend 
indicate that the Cuban government is not serious about it? 


A It might, if it actually occurred the way it was 
reported. But I think Customs described the incident in more 


accurate detail, and I'm not drawing any conclusions from the 
way it happened. 


Q Do you think the defendants got a fair trial? 
A We don't have any assessment of that. 


Q Richard, are your talks with the Nicaraguan 
Resistance continuing? 
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4 What do you mean “continuing?" We had some , 
discussions in Washington, I think -—- x 4 


Q Yesterday. 


ra -—- yesterday. Are you questioning whether those 
are still going on today? I'll have to check on that. I don't 
think we had the length of time. 


Q Could you give us what you might know about the 
situation in Kabul and in Afghanistan, generally, on the 
fighting? There have been reports of rebel bombs hitting a 
munitions dump, I believe. I even heard that someone said they 
might have hit the Soviet Embassy again. Can you give us what 
you know? 


ia I can give you what I know very briefly. I don't 
have anything on that right now. I'11 look into it and see if 
we have anything we can tell you on it. 


Q Do you know when the U.S. and Soviet regional 
experts will meet to discuss Afghanistan? 


be The meetings on Afghanistan and Iran -- that's 
part of the cycle of the experts talks that the Secretary and 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze agreed to. They were looking at 
dates at the end of the month. I'll have to check and see if 
we're in a position to announce that yet. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation in 
Jalalabad? 


a No, I don't. Yesterday, we characterized it as 
fluid. I think that still applies. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: 7/1 Iq 


JULY 11 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


« DRIFTNET FISHING: SOUTH PACIFIC NATION PROPOSAL 





What was the nature of the proposal made recently by a number of 
South Pacific Nations regarding driftnet fishing in the South 
Pacific? What was the U.S. reaction? 

PROM JUNE 26-28, 16 SOUTH PACIFIC NATIONS, THE U.S., JAPAN, TAIWAN 
AND KOREA MET IN FIJI TO DISCUSS DRIFTNET FISHING FOR ALBACORE TUNA 
IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC. THE MEETING WAS ORGANIZED AND CHATRED BY THE 
SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM FISHERIES AGENCY BECAUSE OF THE CONCERN OVER THE 
IMPACT OF HIGH SEAS DRIFTNET FISHING ON SOUTH PACIFIC ALBACORE TUNA. 
THE 16 SOUTH PACIFIC NATIONS PROPOSED A MORATORIUM ON DRIFTNET 
FISHING FOR ALBACORE TUNA IN THE REGION UNTIL SUCH TIME AS A 


MULTILATERAL MANAGEMENT REGIME COULD BE ESTABLISHED. 
THE U.S. SUPPORTED THE POSITION OF THE SOUTH PACIFIC COUNTRIES. 


THIS SOUTH PACIFIC MEETING IS A REFLECTION OF THE WORLDWIDE CONCERN 
OVER THE WASTEFUL AND INDISCRIMINATE NATURE OF DRIFTNET FISHING, SUCH 
AS THAT PRACTISED IN THE NORTH PACIFIC BY JAPAN, TAIWAN AND KOREA. 
THE U.S. HAS RECENTLY CONCLUDED A MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT 
AGREEMENT WITH JAPAN, AND HAS REACHED PRELIMINARY AGREEMENT THROUGH 


AIT, WITH TAIWAN. 
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Q: DO YOU HAVE AN UPDATE ON THE SHELLING GOING ON AROUND KABUL 
AND THE FIGHTING IN AFGHANISTAN GENERALLY? 


A: --WE HAVE SEEN REPORTS THAT CORRESPOND GENERALLY WITH PRESS 
ACCOUNTS OF THE SHELLING AROUND KABUL. THERE HAS BEEN A 
RECENT INCREASE IN THE INTENSITY OF ROCKETING THERE. 


~-WE HAVE SEEN REPORTS THAT AN AMMUNITION DUMP NEAR KABUL 
EXPLODED, BUT WE HAVE NO CONFIRMATION. 


--REGIME FORCES APPEAR TO HAVE SET UP DEFENSIVE LINES IN 
NEW POSITIONS OUTSIDE THE CITY OF JALALABAD. WE HAVE SEEN 
PRESS REPORTS THAT THE MUJAHIDEEN BEGAN A COUNTERATTACK ON 
SAMARKHEL EARLIER TUESDAY, BUT WE HAVE NO FURTHER 


INFORMATION. 
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MR. FITZWATER: Good afternoon. We'll have a briefing 
-- about to begin. It will be for sound and camera. The briefing is 
by the Chief of Staff to the President of the United States Governor 
John Sununu. Governor Sununu will have a brief opening statement and 
then take your questions. 


Q Speech text? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Speech text will be available -- an 
advance text will be available after the briefing here, including a 
fact sheet. 


I would like to begin by stressing for the President how 
pleased he is and how comfortable he has felt with the warm response 
he has received from the people of the countries he has visited -- 
Poland and Hungary. In particular, he was well-moved by those folks 
that waited in the rain last night for him to say a few words to 
them, and he felt that that certainly represented an affection for 
the United States that is very important to him. 


The meetings this morning with the various leaders of 
the government and the Party here in Nungary went very well. The 
discussions generally focused on the efforts that are being made here 
in Hungary to deal with the details involved in the reforms on both 
the political side and the economic side. They are -- were very 
meticulous in their discussion of the concerns they have to make sure 
that the constitional reforms, the legal reforms and the 
institutional reforms that they are making that impact both of these 
aceas are done in a reflection of what they perceive is the will of 
the people of Hungary. 


They are very much focused on reforms that deal with 
issues of pluralism, the issues associated with privatization and the 
issues associated with getting their nation to a market-based 
economy. The emphasis that they had on those details was underscored 
by their compliments to the President for the approach that he has 
taken in terms of helping Hungary to help itself. And they were very 
positive in their comments about the President's sensitivity to the 
approach that they have taken. 


In particular, one of the phrases that was used was they 
understand that the President -- and complimented him on the fact 
that he has a feel for Europe. And in light of what he will be 
outlining this afternoon, the approach that they have taken is very 
much consistent with what the President has brought to be presented 
to them. 


The discussions not only talked about the details of 
what they are trying to accomplish here, but they did urge the 
President to please convey at the summit the presentations they have 
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made here. The President assured them that one of the reasons he was 
here to hear what they had to say and to get a better firsthand 
feeling for what was going on in Hungary was to be able to convey 
more directly the approach that they have taken. 


I*ll start taking questions. 


Q vid the President tell them what he was going to 
give them today and were they pleased? And what is he going to -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The discussions were in broad teres. 
The President left the detailed presentation to his speech this 
afternoon, and you will get an advance text on that. Rather than my 
go over -- I‘ll go over some of the details and then you can get the 
specifics out of the fact sheet. 


The President will be talking this afternoon about 
support for Hungary's considerable efforts in dealing with its 
economic problems. He will assure them that he will urge for 
concerted Western action at the summit by the G-7 countries, 

Paeg ree pe that one of the goals of Hungary is to attract not only 
institutional support, but support for the private sector here. 


In that respect, the President will propose «a 
Hungerian-American enterprise fund with the first grant cf $25 
million to that fund to help the Hungarians expand their private 
sector, which is already one of the most extensive in East Central 
Europe. 


- he will announce his intention to grant Hungary Most 
Favored Nation status and will announce that he's going to do it 
without the requirement of annual waivers as soon as they pass their 
new emigration law. One of the reasons for having to wait for then 
to pass theic law is that that law is required in order to meet the 
conditions of the Jackson-Vanik Amendment. 


The President will announce funding for a regional 
environmental center in Budapest. This is the center that he hopes 
will provide the focus for East-West cooperation in dealing with the 
environmental matters that are of concern across Europe. And the 
President has announced the establishment of ao Peace Corps program in 
Hungary, centered on assisting Hungarian efforts to develop and 
expand English language teaching. 


In regard to that particular proposal, it is the first 
~~ it will be the first Peace Corps effort in Eastern Europe and the 
first Peace Corps effort in any communist country and reflects a need 
expressed by the Hungarians for assistance in dealing with English as 
a second language. Wow that they have reduced the requirement for 
compulsory teaching of Russian as a language, they have are finding 
that, with the option available, the pressure on skilled teachers in 
other languages was such that they wanted and are very pleased with 
this pacticular assistance. 


Q Governor, what did you mean when you said that 
Poland was far ahead of Hungary in economic and political reforms? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: In particular, that was in reference 
to the fact that Poland had their elections -~- that they had moved to 
open elections and had allowed for a democratically-selected 
component of their government. In Hungary, they are putting together 
the structure that will allow them to move to those elections. They 
indicated today that they felt that the earliest those elections 
could take place is at the very end of this year or into the spring. 


The important this is that they are moving in that 
direction. And the President applauded their desire to get to 
elections as quickly as possible. 


Q Governor, will the President be -- in his speech 
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with the opposition members thia afternoon, will he be announcing any 
U.S. support, financial or otherwise, to hel» opposition parties as 
they try to institut? democracy? 


GOVERHOR SUHUNU: itlo, the President is trying -- has a 
policy of making sure that we do not in any way at all interfere witu 
the interwal structure or internal affairs of any of the nations he 
is visiting. The Hungarians are being meticulous about their own 
approach at supporting a multiperty structure. They have talked 
about those issues. They are sensitive to how they want to do it. 
And there is no way at all that the President in any way will even 
suggest doing anything externally that would interfere with that 
internal detail. 


Q itt. Suaunu, is the $25 aillion grant synonymous with 
the 3130 million that he's giving for private enterprise in Poland? 
And if so, why only a quarter -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the population of Poland is 
about 37 million. I believe the population of Hungary is about lv 
million. And there was rough scaling of four-to-one. It's not an 
ubsolute formula. It ought not to oe taken as a precedent for future 
foraulas, but that was an approzimate way of -- 


Q It's the same program? 
GOVERWOR SUNU.W: It's the same kind of a progran. 


2 Assuaing you participated in meetings, did the 
Soviet ‘Union come up in any context, and how about specifically 
Soviet troops? tas there any reference to that issue? 


GOVERNOK SJNIJNU: There were two contexts that are very 
iaportunt to stress. ftumber one, the President emphasizec again, as 
he has at every opportunity, that he does not feel that what is being 
gone here in any way at all should be seen as an effort to compete 
with Hr. Gorbachev either in style or in substance of what is taking 
place. ‘Cut more importantls, he tried to stress that he applauds the 
efforts being taken by the Soviet Union. He wanted to communicate to 
anc throug the leaders of Nunzary that he wishes lir. Gorbachev all 
the success with perestroika, that he is supportive not only of what 
is taking place in movewent towards refora in Poland and tiungary, dut 
also supports the very significant and important efforts taken within 
the Soviet Union. 


2 Troops? 


GOVERUOR SUNUWU: Je tried to emphasize tiere thet -- in 
saying that of course he would be pleased to see -- when ho had 
answered that he had been pleased to see Soviet troops withdrawing 
from Poland that it was in exactly the same context that he would be 
theilled to see an opportunity occur where U.S. troops that are 
stationed throujhout the world would also be able to be withdrawn, 
that he recognizes that he and ‘ir. Gorbachev have taken a parallel 
tact tu try and stabilize the world in terms of peace anc’ equilibrium 
in the world and taken a tack of trying to reduce troop Jevels in 
various areas, and it was consistent with that that he war taking his 
comment. 


Q Not to extend it, but I take it the discussion is 
general? There's no reference to ‘5S, there's no reference of 
retaliation, there'u no reference you might be antagonizing, going 
too far -- none of that? 


GOVERUOR SUNUNU: ilo. Again, the President tried to 
focus on the fact that he is trying to be a part of an effort to 
stabilize, that he has tried to take a tack and an approach that is 
stabilising in effect, not Jestabilizing, that he has no intention te 
create problems, but to be of assistance. 
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Q Is the President suggesting that he would like to 
bring American troops home from Europe? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the President made clear that in 
proposing the CFE package at WATO, it included the reduction of U.S. 
troops, as well as a reduction of Soviet troops. 


Q I'm talking about withdrawal -- from your comments a 
moment ago, it sounded es if he was interested in withdrawing 
American troops -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The context was in the context of the 
CFE proposal. 


Q And nothing beyond that? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo more than an expression of the fact 
that everyone has a goal towards stabilizing and equilibrium in 
relationships around the world as a whole, but nothing specific. 


2 When you say on a parallel tact with Mr. Gorbachev, 
Gorbachev, Gorbachev is talking about pulling them all out. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The proposal was in the context of 
CFE, and if I suggested to you in any way at all that it went beyond 
that, then I communicated something beyond what was actually said. 


Q Governor, is the $25 million program -- can that be 
correctly identified as direct American aid? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Yes, this is a U.S. grant to an 
enterprise, a Hungarian-American enterprise fund that will provide 
support with a focus towards the private sector, assistance to 
entrepeneurs either to start businesses or to acquire equity 
positions, for example, in state owned businesses. 


Q@ And as in the Poland proposal, are you going to 
present the same proposal to the allies in Paris with the idea that 
they try to match it? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Yes, yes, and the President said again 
that he would encourage participation by European and the Japanese 
governments in support of Hungarian economic reform and participation 
in this particular enterprise fund. 


Q Governor Sununu, the other day you likened the Poles 
to kids in a candy store who couldn't say no. Does that apply to the 
Hungarians, too? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Let me return to the context in which 
that cemark was used. The point was that in the 1970s loans were 
provided and even in the discussions we had with the members of the 
Polish government and the opposition, they acknowledge that the 
utilization of those funds did not always focus on the most critical 
needs that Poland had. That was the point I was trying to make. The 
metaphor may have been bad and I apoloyize for the metaphor. 


The point I was trying to make is that merely repeating 
what was done in the '70s is not, either from the Polish perspective 
or the American perspective, the appropriate thing to do. I 
apologize for the metaphor, but I think the point was correct. 


Q There is no -- as far as I hear so far, there is no 
parallel reference to austerity here, though. There's no call for 
sacrifice -- very, very slight reference. What's behind this? Is 
there some notion that the Hungarians are more wie to making the xs 
kind of cuts in inflation, et cetera, that you'd like to see in both Y 
places? Why is the emphasis so different? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: On the economic side, the Hungarians 
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have brought their economy to a auch different condition than the 
Polish economy. There has been an effort to encourage 
entrepreneurial participation here. They have had a little bit sore 
success in developing a better-balanced relationship between demand 
and supply for consumer goods, among others. They are very much 
sensitive to where they are relative to some of the other Eastern 
European countries. In the discussion it was pointed out by their 
leaders that they consider four nations very much in the forefront of 
reform, particularly economic reform, as well political reform -- 
themselves, Poland, Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union. And I think 
they are quite justifiably prowd of how far they have come even 
before they move on from where they are. 


Q To what extent has the President prepared the way in 
advance consultation with the G-7 nations for the kind of concerted 
action he has now promised both Poland and Hungary? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: In the sense of having communicated 
the kind of direction we would like to take, there has been 
communication on that. In the sense that there is no prepackaged 
deal that we will be walking into to affirm, there is going to be 
additional discussion there. 


: Q What sort of reaction has he had to these ideas of 
his? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think there is an understanding by 
the G-7 countries that they have responsibilities in a number of 
areas, and this is certainly one of the ones that is relatively high 
on their priority list. 


Q Governor, does it require legislation to give 
Hungary the Most Favored Nation status that you're talking about? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don't think -- I think we have the 
authority to do so. The only act -- legislative act is actually on 
the part of the Hungarians who have to pass their emigration law in 
order to satisfy the requirements that already exist under our 
Jackson-Vanik Amendment. 


Q The President can do this on his own? 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: That's right. 


You're not going for a waiver? You don't need 
legislation? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: That's right. But I said the only 
thing that is required is legislation on the Hungarian part so that 
they meet the requirements of Jackson-Vanik. 


Q Precisely what is it they need to -- 

GOVERNOR SUNUNU: They have an emigration -- there is an 
emigration -- a free emigration requirement under the Jackson-Vanik 
Amendment, and in order for them to satisty that they have to pass a 
new emigration law that allows emigration from Hungary if -- 


Q What did they tell you about that? What's their 
timetable for that, do you know? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: They did not give a specific 
timetable, and I can't comment on that. I don't have the answer. 


Q Have they indicated -- 
Q You don't know whether that's imminent? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It is my understanding that they are 
moving in that direction. I do not have a timetable. 
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Q Did they raise concerns about their 
less-than-friendly Romanian neighbors and the refugee problen? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It was done in the context where 
there's just an expression of concern for human rights across the 
board. The United States joins in the concern for human rights in 
all the countries of the world and understands the probleszs 
associated when there are human rights violations of citizens that 
are of one country within another. 


Q When Airc Force One was flying over Czechoslovakia, 
did the President send any kind of message to the authorities in 
Prague? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Not to my knowledge, but I was not in 
the President's compartment when we flew over Czechoslovakia. 


Q Could you talk e little bit more about the 
enterprise funds and how they'll work? How, for exemple, will you 
decide who should receive a direct grant and how will you avoid the 
kind of corruption which has ahaaeel some of the 
government-to-government language? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It is proposed that the enterprise 
fund be managed by a board of directors of prominent Hungarian and 
American citizens with experience both in business and in government 
- — they will, in essence, write the rules for the operation of 
t . 


Q Are we witnessing now the birth of the Bush doctrine 
that says if -- to the communist country -- if you have political 
reforms, you get aid -- if not, you don't get nothing? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: In that context, the birth of the Bush 
doctrine really occurred in his Inaugural address, in which he made 
it clear that we support efforts towards freedom, efforts towards 
political and economic reform, and that actions that actions are 
taken in that direction will receive a reciprocal response from the 
United States. And that was part of a very important message he 
tried to communicate in his Inaugural address on January 20th. 


Q Governor, how would you che.ecterise the East bloc 
trip so far? Has it gone about as good as you all expected? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: As I tried to communicate in my opening 
statement, the President is thrilled with the way it has gone. It 
has not only accomplished what he wanted to accomplish in terms of an 
expression of concern and keen interest on the part of the United 
States with what is happening in Poland and isungary, but in terms of 
seeing firsthand and hearing firsthand the debate that is taking 
place within the fine structures, if you will, of government and 
other institutions in these countries has been a tremendous dividend 
that he is thrilled to have been able to receive. 


Sitting across the table from the officials in Poland, 
the Prime Minister of Poland made a superb presentation of the 
concerns and struggles and what is involved in the decisions they 
have to make; today -- this morning, the presentation by Mr. Nyers 
and the presentations by Nr. Nemeth and the Speaker of the Parliament 
made it clear the kinds of concerns and the debate they have and the 
emphasis they have to give that is unique to the problems here in 
eo and how they have to handle what are unique situations here 
gives him a much better feeling that will allow him, he feels, to 
assess, as the transition goes on, the progress that is being made 
and how they have been able to overcome each of these challenges. 


Q Governor, over the weekend there -- 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Last one. 
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Q -- was a new story about increased political 
repression in China -- as many as 10,000 political prisoners may have 
been taken captive there. Can you give any information to -- from 
the U.S? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The only information I can give at 
this point is, is there was an effort to try and determine whether or 
not the new stories were valid -- that no confirmation has yet been 
received. And until that has really been made clear one way or the 
other, I don't think I ought to comment on it at this time. 


Q If that repression has increased, would the 
President reassess his approach? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The President reassesses that epproach 
on the basis of any information that comes in. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:17 P.M. (L) 
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MR. FITZWATER: Good afternoon. I just have one brief 
announcement before Secretary Baker arrives, and that is that 
President Bush has decided to go ing -- indeed, he is ing at 
= Seas time. Your pool is with him so you'll have a pool report 
on soon 


Secretary Baker will have a brief opening statement and 
afterwards, we've got a fact sheet to hand out on some of the things 
he°s talking about. And he will take questions after his briefing. 


Thank you. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I've two brief opening statements. 
First, I would like to read you the inscription which was on the gift 
thet Prime Minister Nemeth gave to me and to President Bush. The 
inscription reads eas follows: “This piece of barbed wire is a part of 
the Iron Curtain alongside the Hungarian-Austrien border that 
paw represented the division of the European continent into two 

lves. Its dismantling was made possible by the will of the 
Hungarian people and the recognition of peaceful coexistence and 
mutual independence. We believe that the artificial, physical and 
spiritual walle still existing in the world someday shall collapse 
everywhere.* 


The second statement has to do with the President's 
conventional ares proposal. At the NATO summit in late May, the 
sllies committed themselves to tabling a detailed conventional force 
proposal by the opening of round three of the CFE discussions in 
Vienna in September. Tomorrow in Vienna, almost two months ahead of 
schedule, the NATO Alliance will table specifics of that proposal. 
This proposal will implement President Bush's initiatives to extend 
limits to include aircraft and helicopters and to seek lower equal 
levels of stationed United States and Soviet forces. 


As the President said earlier today, one of the key 
—- in — beyond containment is easing the ailitary 
confrontation in Burope. ri tabling this new proposal, we are taking 
a step toward ending the military division of Europe. Our presence 
here in Hungary, and in Poland earlier this week, is part of an 
effort to end the political and economic division of Burope. These 
efforts complement cach other, and we think, Capeenet « advance the 
cause of a Burope which is whole and a Europe which is free. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q The Soviet chief disarmament spokesman said today 
that the Soviets do not think they can meet President Bush's 
Rinetebie for conventional forces reductions by '93. Do you have a 
comment 


Q What was the question? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: They want to repeat the stion. Let 
me see if I have the question right. You said, the Soviets have said 
today that they don’t think they can reach the -- 


Q Conventional -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: -~ the timetable on conventional. Let 
me say to you that the Foreign Minister of Hungary told us today that 
at the recent Warsaw Pact meeting there was general agreement that 
they should not let conventional ares control get bogged down in the 
details. So I suppose maybe there's a difference of opinion between 
the political side and the military side -- maybe. I don't know; I's 
just surmising that perhaps that is the case. 


The Soviets did say, however, that the administration 
was slow in getting its arms control ect together. I think we've 
proven that that was wrong. They said -- or some people said that 
HATO would not be able to meet the deadline that it set for itself. 
And as I've just indicated a0 209s we've not only met that deadline, 
we're going to be two sonths ad 


So I would discount statements or arguments to the 
effect that the timetable called for in our conventional forces 
proposal was unreachable or unrealistic. 


Mr. Secretary, eee. ee us, please, how did 
the Alliance resolve the question of aircraft would be reduced? 
Will the British aircraft be reduced under this initial proposal and 
will the French? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there was a commitment early on 
not to involve the dual-ca le aircraft of France and the United 
Kingdom. And I assume wit t having the exact numbers right here 
before me that that commitment was kept. Let me give you the numbers 
of aircraft, though, because I didn't announce that. If recall, 
the President's proposal was that combat aircraft and hel ters in 
the Atlantic to the Ural zone area be at a level 15 percent below the 
current NATO totel. Those nusbers come out to a total of 5,700 
combat aircraft and 1,900 combat helicopters for each side. 


There will, of course, be definitional problems as 
between the Alliance and the Warsaw Pact when we start talking about 
aircraft and helicopters. 


Q Can I follow up? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. 


7 7 believe that -- having this proposal now on 
the table, do “you th that the President's objective of an 
agreement in six months to a year is still viable, having looked at 
the details of it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it's more viable if we exceed 
by 60 days almost our own original timetable for when we might have a 
specific proposal tabled in Vienna. And that is what we have donc. 
So I think it would argue forcefully that the President's 
six-months-to-a-year timetable was not unreasonable. 


tr. Secretary, I think you said “specifics® » you 
didn't say ail actrees Is there something that hasn't been 
resolved yet, or everything going.on the table? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Everything is going on the table, as 
fer as I know, in terms of our proposal. 


Q And may I ask you, please -- 
SECRETARY BAKER: I just could not answer the question 


NORE 





Z/ 26 


about whether there would be any French or British aircraft involved. 


a = confident there will be no dual-capable French or British 
aircraft. 


Q = » the Soviets seem taken with the idea 
of some edvance work on vitrification for START and I wondered if that 
pleased you and surprised pete ome aes does it say to critics who 
thought perhaps you were finding a ploy to put off START? 


SECRETARY BAKER: As we tried to explain at the tine 
that we came with our verification proposal, it was in no way 
designed to slow down arms control negotiations. It was not foot 
Gragging. We felt then and we feel now that to confront some of the 
ser ious stions of verification in advance sight well move aras 
control ward rather then retarding it -- because some of the 
naughtiest problems we've faced in the pas: «hen we had treaties that 
we've sought to be ratified have been veriiication problems. And it 
is -- we think it is wery good that the Soviets have re 
positively to those proposals we made about advanced verification. 


Q General Scowcroft referred today in an interview to 
@ small exchange between the President and Gorbachev last week. Is 
there -- was there some message that went on, or -- 


SEC’ “*R¥ BAKER: Well, the President is in 
communication witi; :ther heads of state fairly frequently, and we 
frequently don't comment on those communications. 


Q This isn't another head of state; this is the leader 
of the Soviet Union. And it obviously sust have been in reference to 
this trip. Was it -- don't worry, we won't rock the boat, or - 


SECRETARY BAKER: We don't comment on communications 
between heads of state -- 


Q He commented. — 


-* 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, he didn't comment on the 
substance of it or the specifics of it. He may have commented on the 
om ee it took place, but I'm not going to take it any further 
t that. 


Q What kind of preliminary reaction do rs have from 
the summit countries about the proposals that the President's got for 
Poland and Hungary? And do you know of any specific commitments that 
other countries are going to make to these two countries? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that there is a general view 
on the part of the Summit Seven that there are indeed dramatic 
changes taking place in Poland and Hungary -~ changes that move these 
countries in the direction of the values that the West has always 
embraced and holds dear. And I think there will be support on the 
part of summit countries for supporting the political and econonic 
reforms that are taking place in these two countries. 


In terms of specific commitments -- how many dollars 
Country X is going to commit and that sort of thing -- no, we do not 
heave that yet. But we will have some substantial discussions when we 
get to the summit about this. 


Q Do you expect more from some countries, such as 
Japan, West Germany? Do you expect them to put up more -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Some countries are in a better 
position to contribute than other countries are. 


Q If I cowld go back to your answer to Johanna's 
question. I'm not quite sure if you were referring to the Soviet ' 
statement when you said, I discount statements that timetables ere 7 
unreachable. But what I'd like to ask is, do you have some basis on ee 
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the private rather than the public side to give you reason to think 
—— = ~ ree can meet the timetable? Save they given you any 
cation 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I'm not referring to any private 
indication. I was answering a question that I think referred to an 
article that appeared today in The Washington Post, the headline of 
which says, “Soviets Says Bush's Goal Unreachable: More Time Sought 
Por Military Cuts". And what I's saying is that that -- a somewhat 
similar criticism was leveled at our ability to get NATO, in fact, to 
agree to table this proposal within the time frame that we had 
suggested, and the same criticism was leveled at the six-month to 
one-year tise proposal that we put out there. 


What this is referring to, I think, is that they do not 
think even if we got an egreement within one year that they could 
implement it by 1992 of ‘93. As you know, their proposal is to 
implement their reductions by 1996 or ‘97. But it's based on the 
article; it's not based on any private communications. 


Q Mr. Secretary, during your talks here, have the 
Hungecian officials indicated to you they feel the success of their 
refore process is closely linked with what Mr. Gorbachv is doing in 
the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There have been discussions about the 
reform process in those countries in which it is taking place. They 
have -- some of the Hungarian leaders that we have met with have 
indicated that in their view, reform is taking place in the Soviet 
Union, in Poland, in Hungary and in Yugoslavia. They have not tied 
-- and I do not believe they do tie -- the success of their refors 
efforts to success in the Soviet Union. I think it's their view that 
the refore efforts that they're making stand a reasonably good chance 
of success, both political reform and economic refors. 


Q Mr. Baker, before this trip, there was a lot of talk 
about how Bush’s trip -- the President's trip to Eastern Europe would 
compare with Gorbachev's trips to Western Europe. I realize this 
isn’t the reason you're taking this trip, but now that you're about 
to leave Eastern Europe, could you tell us how you think they 


compare? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Oh, I don't know -- as the President's 
indicated, we're really not in the business of gaining this thing, or 
competition, or comparing these trips, or counting the crowds. I 
must say that the warath of the reception here in Hungary, though, I 
think is very, very clear, and quite substantial. I, for one, 
thought the crowds were pretty good -- pretty terrific, as a matter 
of fact, in Poland, and particularly in Gdansk. 


But the point is, it's important if you believe that 
your objective should be to do what you can to see Europe become 
whole and free -- that we become engaged, more actively engaged -- 
with these countries in Eastern Europe that are making these very, 
very fundamental and dramatic reform efforts. And that’s why we're 
here; not out of any idea that we need to compete with General 
Secretary Gorbachev. 


Q If I can just follow up. Since the President talked 
to Gorbachev before he took this trip, would it be -- should we 
assume that he'll also have some kind of exchange with him once this 
trip is over? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ue talks frequently to heads of state 
and corresponds with them frequently. 


Let me say one other thing. The President's been very 
careful to say here, I think, and to point out to you that he is not 
here to disrupt, or to create division, or to, in any sense, create 
problems with respect to the relationship between the United States 
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and the Soviet Unioe or the Soviet Union's relationship with these 
two countries. That's not the purpose of our trip; it is to 
encourage continued homegrown refore and continued sovement on their 
part to those vaives that we hold dear. 


Q WM. Secretary, would establishing « $25 sillion 
investment fund here and $100 sillion in Poland for this yesr -- is 
ewe any msechanise or intention to continue incentives following 

re? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we're rn sore than that, of 
course. I mean -- I suppose you have been briefed on the legislation 
that's moving on OPIC and GSP and what we can do for y by wey 
of MFN if the minute they codify these proposed legislative changes 
they*ve got in mind for emigration. 


So there's @ lot sore there than just seying, well, if 
things go well next year, we'll add another few million to that fund. 
It's the reforms in theic economies that will make them eligible for 
assistance frome the United States. It's those refores thet are 
really important. There are no ific -- if you're asking we, are 
there any specific plans here right now, today to add to those next 
year, there are no such plans, but there are no plans not to. 


Q WM. Secretary, rently in the meeti today with 
the government leaders, the Presi t repeated -- or said for the 
first time what just said now, which is that we're not here to 
cheall Gor ~~ we don't want to be destabilizing. You've 
repeat it here. Did you get messages from these governments -- 
both in Poland and here -- that were concerned that the 
President was going to do that? did they ask hie not to? And 


are you restating this to be assuring on that point? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo. We got no such messages from 
these governments. Wo one asked the President to make those 
statements. It simply lays out the way we feel about the trip. That 
is not the purpose of the trip. 


Q Well, you did say some things before the trip -- for 
instance, pulling troops out of Poland -- thet may have left that 
impression, t - Why the need, do you think, to keep repeating 
that you're not here to do that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know that it’s being 
done out of any sense of need. The point is, that's not the reason 
we're here. And that's one of the things that the President told the 
officials that he meet with. I said it -- I didn’t raise it 
ps et 5 ge ~~ I said it in response to a question that suggested 
ot tw se. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if we can look shead to the econonmic 
sumeit. The Japenese are supposedly prepared to pledge $43 billion 
in new money to the less-developed nations. It seems to almost dwarf 
what the United States is apparently prepared to do in that context. 
Can you give us a little bit of a look ahead as to the kinds of 
things -- maybe in general numbers -- that the United States is going 
to be doing at the economic summit? And comment on what Japan is 
apparently -- 


SHCRETARY BAKER: Well, let me say that I's not totally 
familiar -- I saw that article, but I haven't really analyzed it in 
detail or -- and I'm not sure that all the details have been fleshed 
out by the Japanese government. But this is a good example, I think, 
John, of what we have been referring to as creative 
nage ye gy Merged y The United States is carrying a very large 
share of the cost of defending freedom in the Pacific. There are 
limitations on what Japan can do -- constitutional limitations on 
what they can do militarily. This is one way -- that is through 
assistance with the Third World, cooperation in the international 
financial institutions, overseas development assistance -- that they 
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can shere responsibility with us and with other Western 
industrialized democracies. 


Q@ Do you think that since both President Bush and 
Secretary Gorbachev favor quick agreement or conventional ares and 
believe it can be done in siz sonths to s year -- that it would be 
useful for them to meet within six months to help prod along this 
process? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there will be some further 
talking about that at the ministerial that I'll be having with 
Poreign Minister Shevardnadze in Septesber, close to the tise that 
the U.8. has the Generel Assembly. I don’t want to speculate out 
bere with you now about when that seeting sight or sight not tete 
place. 


Q That meeting being « summit seeting? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I thought thet was what your -- 
the thrust of your question. That was certainly the thrust of ay 
eanewer. (Laughter .) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:10 P.M. (L) 
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WEDNESDAY, JULY 12, 1989, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one brief announcement. 


We have posted a revised travel advisory for 
Mozambique in the Press Office. It warns Americans about 
intensified attacks against the Mozambican Government and it 
contains new cautions concerning crime in urban centers. 
That's available in the Press Office. That's it. 


Q Can you tell us why the Israeli Ambassador was in 
this morning, to the State Department? 


a No, I can't. 
Q Could you check into that, please? 


A I'll look into it and see if we have something to 
say. 


Q Yesterday, in the process of reclassifying the 
bus attack in Israel, you alluded to a PLO comment on that 
event and you said, “Actually, I should add that the PLO has 
called it a tragedy." 


Now, I know that last Friday you expressed reluctance 
to go into the business of reacting to every single statement 
made in the Middle East but apparently you alluded to a 
statement now and it doesn't appear to be the case. Judging by 
a selection of quotations in the past few days from PLO sources 
-- official and less official -- not only Bassam Abu Sharif 
classified the event as a national human reaction but also the 


official PLO news agency WAFA, said that it was a suicidal and 
heroic act. The official spokesman of the PLO, Ahmed Abd 


el-Rahman, said that the Israeli Government should expect more 
violent acts along those lines. 


I mention it not in the context of teasing and 
counter-teasing but rather going back to the stipulations of 
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both former Secretary Shultz and Secretary Baker to the PLO 
that in order to facilitate the continuation of the dialogue, 
would have not only to renounce terrorism but to disassociate 
itself publicly from every specific single act of terrorism. 
Now, you classify that event as a terrorist attack. The PLO 
classified it as an heroic act. 


How can that be reconciled with the original 
stipulations? 


A We'll get you the source of the quote and we'll 
get you the statements that were exactly made -- the exact 
statements that we made at the time of starting the dialogue. 
I think that's the best way to answer the question. 


Q No. I know what the stipulations are. 
A Those are authoritative -- 
Q I'm not asking you to -- 


A Those are authoritative statements, and that's 
our intention of pursuing the dialogue. It's to pursue the 
dialogue to pursue peace, and we made statements about 
terrorism. We made it very clear what our views were, and I'l] 
get those for you. 


Q I think perhaps you misunderstood my question. 
It was not what the wording of the original stipulations was, 
because that is quite clear. I'm asking you now how you 
reconcile those original conditions set by the United States 
Administration with the new statements from the PLO? 


A All I can tell you is, I think we made very clear 
what the elements in our dialogue concerning terrorism were, 
what our expectations were as regards terrorism. I'll be glad 
to get those for you and make them very clear again to you. I 
have nothing here to say new other than we intend to pursue the 
dialogue. The dialogue is designed to advance the process of 
peace. 


Q Could you perhaps get an answer tomorrow? 


A I can get you the quotes this afternoon. I mean, 
that stands. Those are our positions on terrorism. 


Q Do you have anything on the story that the United 
States is encouraging that the coalition in Israel be 
maintained and not broken up? 


A It's just not true. Charges like that are 
blatantly absurd. The United States Government does not 
interfere in domestic politics in Israel. 
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Q Richard, to follow that up a little bit, we have 
two stories in two reputable publications quoting U.S. 
officials in saying that, in fact, that message has been 
passed. Are those stories inaccurate? 


a Yes. We do not interfere in Israel's domestic 
politics. 

Q In that case, why is the delegation going next 
week? 

a The Secretary expressed that very well: to 


discuss the peace proposal and to make sure that we have a 
serious commitment to it. 


Q Would the delegation have gone were it not for 
the Likud conference and resolutions? 


a That's a different question. It's a hypothetical 
one. I don't really know. 


Q Any word yet on who and when on the delegation? 
fi No. 


Q Richard, let me try it another way. If the U.S. 
Government is not taking an official position on the 
continuance of the coalition in Israel, is it possible that 
some U.S. officials have privately expressed their own views? 


a There's nothing like that that applies in this 
case. It just hasn't happened. We've checked. It just hasn't 
happened. U.S. Government officials are not interfering in 
Israel's domestic affairs. 


Q When you give somebody advice, you're not 
necessarily interfering. 


A I don't want to draw any -- I'm not trying to 
draw any fine lines about advice, encouragement, and other 
things like that. I said we're not getting involved in 
Israel's domestic political issues. 


Q Maybe you could answer the question a different 
way. Yesterday, or rather in the last 24 hours, American 
Jewish organizations have appealed to the Israeli Government to 
remain intact to advance the peace process and the elections 
and other things. Do you have any comment on American citizens 
appealing to the Israeli Government on that? 


a No, that's their own business. 


Q A non-—Middle East question? 
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No. One more on the Middle East, please. 
Without saying whether you expressed that view to the Israelis 
or not, does the United States have a preference as to -- or 
any feelings about whether the peace process would be impeded 
by a dissolution of the unity government in Israel? 


a I'm not going to jump into Israeli domestic 
politics and express a preference on what they ought to do in 
their political situation. 


Q Well, I'm trying to separate it out. In terms of 
international diplomacy, would a breakup of the Israeli 
Government be an impediment to continued discussions about the 
peace process? 


a We intend to continue discussions about the peace 
process. We intend to continue to work with the Israeli 
Government on the peace process. But to express something like 
what you're asking me to express would be really indirectly 
jumping into the process of advising them or encouraging them 
or talking about what the coalition ought to do. I'm not going 


to do that. 

Q Do you have anything on more airplanes for 
Pakistan? 

a The Pentagon announced yesterday that it had 


formally notified Congress of a proposed Letter of Offer to the 
Government of Pakistan for the purchase of sixty F-16A/8 
aircraft, ten spare engines, and other supplies, services, and 
training. The estimated cost is $1.5 billion. 


The sale will help to improve the security of a 
friendly country which has been and continues to be an 
important force for regional stability and democracy in South 
Asia. The sale of these aircraft will not alter the basic 
military balance in the region. Pakistan needs this F-16 
package to replace much older aircraft being retired from 
service, to maintain a continuous air defense capability within 
its sovereign territorial boundaries, and to provide for 
operational contingencies. 


Q Just to follow that up, when you say balance, 
how do you arrive at the balance, because India has to defend 


itself from Pakistan and China. How do you decide the balance 
between India and Pakistan? 


A The military situation in the region -- we 
analyzed the military balance in the region, and we determined 
that these aircraft -- for the reasons that 1 indicated; that 
they're replacing older aircraft -- would not alter the basic 
military balance in the region. 


’ Q Richard, how are these aircraft going to be paid 
for? 
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A I don't have anything on that. I think things 
like that we'd be explaining when we went up on the Hill -- 
leave it for then. 


Q The Afghan Foreign Minister is saying they're not 
going to do anything with Mr. O'Brien unless somebody comes 
from the State Department in Washington, that the consular 
official from New Delhi isn't good enough. Do you have any 
response to that? 


4 We have seen that report, but, frankly, it just 
doesn't jibe with what the Afghan consular officials have been 
telling us. The Kabul authorities earlier stated that they 
expected O'Brien would be released some time this week. 


Our consular officer in New Delhi has since been asked 
by the Kabul consular authorities to come to Kabul on July 16. 
We have made arrangements for her to do so, but we're also 
attempting to clarify the conflicting press reports. 


Q Richard, apparently Fidel Castro made a statement 
yesterday about cooperating with the United States on drug 
over-flights. Do you have any reaction to that? 


A We've just received the reports on Castro's 
speech this morning, so we don't have any comment on that at 
this point. I would say on the issue of cooperation, that 
we're monitoring Cuba's narcotics interdiction efforts 
carefully, but it's too early to assess the impact of 
developments in Cuba on our narcotics policy. 


Q Two different topics: First of all, anything new 
on the de Klerk visit? 


a No. 


Q On the Ambassadors who are on hold, is the State 
Department doing anything to facilitate their confirmation? 


vs We're working with Congress to try to get dates 
scheduled and get people confirmed. 


Q Are you submitting any new arguments or answering 
any new questions? 


iz) Submittine, in terms of documentation and things 
like that? 


Q | Yes. 


A I'm not aware of anything like that, but we have 
been in close touch with people on the Hill. 


Q Richard, at the House Foreign Affairs 
Subcommittee hearing, Secretary Kelly was just asked -- I just 
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came from listening to it -- as to whether the PLO -- he had 
received a list, he heard a list of 11 raids conducted by 
Palestinians against Israel, and the Secretary said he knew 
about them. 


When he was asked whether or not the PLO has in any 
way not done anything about this -- not violating conditions -- 
and the Secretary's reply was, “Not one.“ So, in other words, 
the PLO -- it appears from what I heard -- is violating the 
conditions of the agreement for dialogue, and the State 
Department acknowledges that they're not doing anything about 
it. Do you have any additional information on that? 


és I don't. This is the first I've heard. I'm sure 
we'll be interested in reading what Mr. Kelly said, but I'm 
sure he's right. 


Q Well, no, it's pretty close. The second question 
is that in reference to your response yesterday about this bus 
development, shall we say, you said that was clearly a 
terrorist act. Well, what is our response to that? What do we 
do? Have we said anything to the PLO about this? 


A I explained that very fully yesterday. I don't 
see any need to go into it any further. 


Q Has there been any reaction from the PLO? 


I) We've said we didn't know exactly who was 
responsible. I was asked just earlier about the reactions from 
the PLO, and I promised I'd get our source for that. 


Q When will we have that? 

be Look for it this afternoon, if we can find it. 

Q Do you have a -- in connection with that, has any 
Arab Government made any statement of remorse about the 


killings that occurred, or the deaths that occurred, in this 
bus tragedy? 


" I'm not aware of any -- 
Q Can you name any government? 
A -- but I haven't -- you can ask them directly. I 


don't have any quotes here for you right now. 


Q Well, does the information that the State 
Department gets show anything like that, anywhere, any time? 


a I'm personally not aware of anything. We don't 
usually do this kind of research for people, and that's where 
I'll have to leave it. 
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Q Richard, do you have anything on the events in 
Burma -- recent arrests? 


& In the last several days, there have been two 
explosions in and near Rangoon, Burma, which have taken the 
lives of innocent people and which appear to be acts of 
sabotage. The United States Government wishes to express its 
concern at this turn of events, and we call on all parties in 
Burma to shun violence and to make every effort to resolve the 
issues peacefully. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment or more 
information about the source of the explosions in Saudi Arabia, 
because there was a story that Iran is accusing Israel and the 
Saudis in this issue. 


icy We don't have very much more detail. We've seen 
press reports that a group called the “Angry Arab Generation” 
has claimed responsibility for the explosion. We've never 
heard of this organization before, and we cannot confirm those 
claims. The Saudis are conducting an investigation. We'll 
have to look to them for details. 


Q There was a report that Mr. Shamir would like to 
call the Cabinet to a meeting to affirm the May 14 proposal 
that he presented to the United States about the elections in 
the West Bank and Gaza. Does the United States welcome such a 
move in order to alleviate the restrictions of the Likud? 


A That's something for the Israeli Government and 


the Israeli political leadership to decide. We don't have a 
view on it. 


Q This morning in Budapest, Secretary Baker said 
that the United States would table its conventional forces 
proposal in a couple of weeks. Do you have any amplification 
on that? 


a No. I think he said tomorrow. 


Q Did he say that? Well, that's within the next 
couple of weeks, right? 


a Yes. 
Q Anyway, do you have any amplification on that? 


i) I don't have anything more on that. He spoke to 
it at some length, and I think there's more information 
available from the party. What he stressed was that we were 
doing this two months earlier than the original schedule, and 
that was, in our view, a way of making sure the process of 
reaching these agreements would accelerate. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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a 


Q: Can you tell us why the Israeli Ambassador was in the 
Department this morning? 


Ac = THE ISRAELI AMBASSADOR MET WITH ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
FOR INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION AFFAIRS JOHN R. BOLTON 


.TO DISCUSS UN ISSUES. 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY KELLY'S ANSWERS. 
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MR. FITZWATER: If I could have your attention, please, 
we'll begin this evering’s briefing. The briefing will be by General 
Brent Scowcroft, the President's National Security Advisor. He will 
have a brief statement reflecting on the events of the last couple of 
Gays and then we'll take your questions. 


General Scowcroft. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Thanks, Marlin. I don't have a 
formal statement or ne But let me just say, this is a point 
at which the President now is sort of collecting his thoughts and 
impressions over the last three days to present to his colleagues at 
the economic summit. And I think what we've been witnessing in the 
last three days is a really historic set of developments in the 
postwar world. 


We've witnessed two societies struggling hard to change 
and change in directions that, at least in modern times, never 
happened before. And what the United States is trying to do is 
encourage that change. And it's » in a political sense, toward 
political pluralism and, in an economic sense, away from rigid, 
centralized control over the economy -- more in the direction of 
market economies. 


And this process is taking place not only in Poland and 
Hungary, but aleo to a certain extent in the Soviet Union. And what 
the United States is trying to do is to encourage that change -- to 
encourage it in a responsible way, because these two countries find 
themselves now, if you will, in a way, between the two superpowers 
and the United States doesn’t want to do anything which would, in 
fact, lead to instabilities either in those countries or for the 
Soviet Union to feel threatened by what is going on. 


So the President has tried to be very careful to provide 
encouragement for the very fundamental processes now underway, but 
not to do it in a way which was incendiary and could conceivably lead 
to a reversal of the process -- either domestically or because of 
concern from the Soviet Union. 


Q General, what exactly is the President going to ask 
the summit partners to do? He made ogy to carry the ball for 
Poland and Hungary -- carry their plight to the summit. What exactly 
are -- what's the next step? 


GENERAL GCOWCROFT: Well, I think what he's going to do 
is, fircet explain how he sees the situation there and — that 
the developments taking place there are very much in the interest of 
the West and that they should be encouraged responsibly -- that the 
Seven should concert their actions so that each one is not going off 
independently and in their own direction, but to join together and to 
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coordinate their actions toward the countries, to encourage Paris 
Club rescheduling and to support IMF negotiations with the countries. 
Those r.e basically the kinds of things. 


Q Will he ask them to make direct grants or loans -- 
more loans and sore direct grants? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don’t anticipate, no, -- he 
doesn’t have anything like a pledging consortium or anything like 
that in sind. 


Q General Scowcroft, can I ask you to develop that «a 
little bit? When you say that there's no -- apparently, you don’t 
want to overlap, are you asking for specific countries to do things 
with their expertise that is specifically applicable to Poland and 
Hungary? I pean, how specific -- I mean, the U.S. is going to do 
something about Krakow's pollution. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Sure. 


Q Are you going to ask for the Japanese to do 
something the Japanese are especially good at, or the Germans, or the 
French? What is it? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't think we'd be setting 
ourselves up to be the sort of coordinator of all that ourselves. 
But what we have in mind is a kind of clearinghouse so that people 
would process their ideas, their proposals or what it is they plan to 
do so that other people would be aware of it. And we cannot step on 
each other's toes as we go forward to help this process. 


Q General, do you have commitments from all of your 
partners that they will do something or are any of them reluctant? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The summit hasn't started yet. 


Q Well, but you go ir o these things pretty well 
planned. The Sherpas have talked. t's not as though it’s a 
surprise. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I believe there's considerable 
support for what I've just suggested. 


Q Universal? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well I don't know of any objections 
~~ let me put that way. 


Q General, the President today, on Air Force One, 
spoke pretty glowingly about General Jaruzelski pon And I 
wonder if you or the President come away from this meeting with any 
of opinion about whether a return to December of ‘81 is still 
possible in Poland? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, General Jaruzeliski in 19867 
told the President, “never say never.” But I think the President 
came away with a sense that here is a man of serious purpose trying 
very hard to move his country forward. He's come a long way since 
1961. He's taken bold steps politically. Not without some 
constraints, but bold _- I think he recognizes the seriousness 
of the economic problems facing Poland and that there is going to 
have to be a lot of sacrifice. And I think part of the process right 
now -- we're sort of at the point now in Poland, I think, where the 
politics and economics start to come together. And Solidarity is in 
@ position, for example, where politically it can block actions in 
the Parliament because it does control almost 100 percent the Senate, 
so that you can't get the economic program through without political 


support. 
So the two are coming together. And I think the 
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President feels that General Jaruzelski is very much aware of the 
situation and is working very soberly and seriously to move it 
forward. 


Q But as a matter of policy, General, do you think a 
Tiananmen Square-like crackdown is possible in Poland or Hungary? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, you know, it's awfully hard to 
comment in those ebeolutist terms, and I think one of the reasons 
that the President has tried to be so careful in what he has said is, 
for le, not to stand up in Warsaw and, if you will, embarrass 
that regime with their Soviet allies. And I don’t know that we're 
beyond the point where can say nothing is possible. It will take 
careful, thought ful aetlens on everybody's part to sake this historic 
process, of which we're now still on the ground floor, work out. 


Q General, the Cuban government announced today it has 
executed the general of the army and three sore high-ranking officers 
for alleged drug trafficking. I wonder, sir, if you could tell us if 
the United States does have information linking Castro with the drug 
traffic, and also if you believe that this case has political 
implications? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think anything Castro does 
has political implications. I don't want to comment on General 
Ochoa’s connections. You know, I'm not familiar with whether or not 
he does or does not have any drug connections. 


Q COCOM -- +e haven't heard such about that. How such 
Gid that figure in your te.iks in Poland and Hungery? How much is it 
going to figure here? Dors the President come out of Poland and 
Hungary feeling it's time to liberalize the kind of things that we 
can permit to go into the old Soviet bloc? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, it didn't play a very 
predominant role, because most of the things that the Poles and 
Hungarians need is not on the COCOM list. You know, we did -- well, 
we have not liberalized COCOM, but we did propose an ending to the 
a te policy, which means everything has to be considered in 
and of itself. There was some discussion of COCOM, but it didn't 
play @ very prominent role, and I don't think it is that serious «4 
problems with these two countries. 


Q General Scowcroft, do you expect some discussion and 
perhaps somethi in the statement from the summit on the subject of 
the events in China? And in that yoy is there concern by the 
United States that whatever ie said not come down too harshly on 
the Chinese government? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think, ae the President said 
not too long ago, he thinks we're about right on China. I think 
there are proposals for some kind of a statement on China. What will 
eventuate -- that’s one I really wouldn't guess on. 


Q Who's pushing hard for a strong statement? . 


GENERAL GCOWCROFT: I don't know the anewer to that to 
be honest. 


Q Mr. Gerasimov in Moscow today said that the Mr. Bush 
pane Ree Eastern Europe was very positive. ad you expect such « 
reaction? 


GENERAL GCOWCROFT: Well, I think we hoped for such « 
reaction. And I think that -- if that's what Mr. Gerasimov said, I 
think that means that the President did it about like he hoped to do 
it. Because he does not want what we're doing to appear as 4 threat 
to Soviet — a but as a step toward liberating those societies, 
if you will, end in some respecte doing exactly what Gorbachev 


himself ie doing within the Soviet Union. 
MORE 








Q General, did you at any tise talk specificelly aboet 
what kind of sacrifices or political reforms you went from the Poles? 
Did you get down to specifics? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, there was @ general discessice 
of it, yes. But most of the specifics came froe the Polish side. 
There were some discussions where acknowledged the kinds of 
things -- gave some examples of the kinds of things thet would heve 
to be done. And the President made it quite cleer, both is his talks 
with the government and party leaders and with Mr. Walese, thet the 
Poles would have to do this themselves -- that we could be belpfel, 
but really we could help them help themselves. Sut the belk of the 
work had to be the Poles’ in reforming their ow inefficiest ecomcsic 
practices. 


Q Was there any discussion of the possibility of food 
riots this fall and what kind of action the United States would have? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wot that I heard, so. Gell, there 
was some discussion of the need, though, that as they go throug’: this 
restructuring, productivity could for a tise even fall and actual 
output decline, and therefore, they may need to be tided ower with 
something like commodity aid, but not in the sense of ricts, =o. 


Q General, is the President going to be ee 
with his summit partners Mr. Walesa‘'s proposal -— the $10 billice 
oposal -- however you want to call it -- for increased privete 
nvestement in capitalization in Poland? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, the $10 billice wes is « 
letter that Mr. Walesa’s economists wrote up for the Presidest. And 
it was a general notion broken down into IMF, World Senk, direct bent 
loans and so on. What -- in subsequent discussions Mr. Gelese pet 
the emphasia though on private -- by individual of corporate -——- and 
banking investment in Poland. For example, to bey Polish iadestries 
and thus help -- not only give hard currency investszest in Polasd, 
but also helping the privatization of the Polish ecomomy. It eae ia 
that sense. 


Q But won't the President be encouraging his other 
partners to join with his in a so-called concerted effort to try 
do that for Poland? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, you know, I thiak we're soving 
forward step by step on the whole economic thing. The firet is the 
Paris Club rescheduling, then IMF agreement with Polasd. Thee thet 
will free -- both the rescheduling will free up some somey aad the 
IMF and the World Bank will make «a lot sore available end well go 
from there. 


Q General, the President sade some sore comments todsey 
regarding Israeli settlements. Could you please spell cut, whet is 
the administration's apparent message to Isreel at this poiat 


regarding the peace process? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think the seeeaege is thet 
are naturally interested and we have been supporting whet the Iereel 
neent has announced as « process of elections, end we are 
nterested in whether or not there hes been any chenge ia goveraaeet 

policy. I think it doesn't go any farther then thet. 


Q Do you think there has been « change? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What Likud does is « perty setter 
and what we deal with is the Iereeli governsent. Amd all the telk 
about hese there or has there not been 4 change, and ie there aot 
going to be some kind of a delegation, or what have you, to the 
Iereelis was just to ascertain in the wake of the Likud comferesce 
whether or not there has been a chance in Israeli government policy. 
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And I think that's not clear at this point. 


Q Can you tell us something about the bilateral 
meeting today between Bush and Mitterrand? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It was just a -- it was a general 
discussion. The President talked about his trip to Poland and 
Hungary and then went on to cover matters -- Lebanon, Middle East, 
Soviet affairs. 


Q And Mitterrand -- what did he talk about? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The same things. He talked -- well, 
he talked about his meeting with -- (laughter) -- 


Q -- Poland and Hungary? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: -- the same thing, yes. He talked 
about his meeting with Gorbachev extensively and in Poland as well. 


Q Japanese press reports, General, say that today 
Secretary Brady told Japanese Finance Minister Murayama that it was 
very important to have an agreement on Mexico by the weekend. How 
much importance does President Bush put on getting an agreement by 
the time the Summit ends on Sunday? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think we would like very much to 
have an agreement. 


Q General, there were -- seven U.S. military policemen 
were injured today in a terrorist attack in Honduras. Do you have 
any details on that? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don’t have any details as far as I 
know. Wo one has claimed responsibility for it. Apparently it was a 
grenade thrown, and they were military policemen. I don't really 
have any more detail. 


Q And also, there are reports that the Contra forces 
have again begun attacking various targets inside Nicaragua. Is the 
U.S. aware of this activity? Are you being -- are we in contact with 
the Contra forces? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I'm not. I'm not aware of anything 
like that. 


Q General Scowcroft, did I understand you to say that 
we did propose an end to the no-exceptions policy with Poland and 
Hungary? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. * 
Q Is that the first time we've done that with then? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What do you mean, “first time we've 
done it"? Well, the no-exceptions policy was imposed as a result of 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. And at the NATO summit, the 
President proposed that it revert to the way it was before. 


Q General, you've talked a great deal, giving some 
analysis to the situation, and the President's visits to Poland and 
Hungary specifically. But I'm wondering if, in his consultations 
with these various leaders in those countries that he has developed 
any further thinking on Gorbachev's intentions, and how he views and 
you view this trip as bearing on U.S.-Soviet relations? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I think he came away with the 
feeling expressed by the leaders in both Poland and Hungary that 
Gorbachev himself was very important to their own processes, and that 
they therefore thought that the way the President was going about it 


* Question was misunderstood. Reference is to Soviet Union. 
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was about right, that they welcomed his statement that he supported 
perestroika in the Soviet Union, and I think it reinforced the 
President's feelings that he has expressed before, and that is, we 
welcome what Mr. Gorbachev is trying to do, and I think one of the 
reflections of that is what we have all seen in the last three days 
in Poland and Hungary. 


Q Any less skeptical of Gorbachev? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't know that the 
President is skeptical of -- I don’t know that I would use that word. 
He‘s a very complex man, and has many motivations. 


Q Who is? Who's complex? Bush or Gorbachev? 
Q Which one -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Mr. Gorbachev. But I don't know if 
the President is skeptical of him or not skeptical of him; that’s -- 
I wouldn't want to characterize that. 


Q General, the President mentioned that Mr. Gorbachev 
and the ae as well have engaged in their own reform process. 
Have you given consideration to extending the same kind of aid 
package that was given to Poland and Hungary to those countries or to 
other countries in Eastern Europe that follow the same path? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, not at the moment, although in 
his speech in Hamtramck, that's what the President said, that for 
those societies in Eastern Europe who are trying to open up their 
societies, who are trying to turn to both political and economic 
pluralism, we would respond. So I think -- 


Q Can you envision circumstances under which you 
would offer OPIC and GSP to the Soviet Union? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Not at the moment. Well, I think -- 


you know, they would not fall under the GSP eligibility rules in any 
case. 


Q Do you count Yugoslavia as East European? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: East European, but not -- East 
European and communist, but not within the Warsaw Pact. 


Q The President sort of ran it all together today. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, that came from a comment in 
Hungary that they said within the European country, there were four 
reforming societies: Poland, Hungary, Yugoslavia, and the Soviet 
Union; that's where it came fros. 


Q General, did the President discuss with General 
Jaruzelski his decision not to seek the presidency? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. (Laughter.) 


END 5:47 P.M. (L) 
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THURSDAY, JULY 13, 1989, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
don't have any statements today, but I'd be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the executions that 
took place this morning in Cuba? 


A I don't. With regard to the conviction of Ochoa 
and the others, we don't have access to all the evidence in 
this case, so we can't really make a judgment about it. 


With regard to the policy, we can say that we, of 
course, support vigorous prosecution of alleged drug 
traffickers, whoever they may be. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the proposal by 
President Castro for more cooperation with the United States in 
combatting drug trafficking? 


A I think I gave the reaction yesterday, which was 
we were adopting a wait-and-see attitude, and we were looking 
for steps to interdict narcotics trafficking in Cuban 
territory, waters and airspace. 


Q Richard, you said you didn't have evidence -- or 
hadn't seen all of the material from the trial that was used 
against General Ochoa. Is there any indication in U.S. 
documentation, or whatever, that Ochoa has actually been 
involved in drug trafficking? 


A You're using the word “documentation" as a 
substitute for intelligence, because you know I won't respond 
if you say “intelligence.” (Laughter) But the answer is I 
don't have anything, really, to say other than that evidence 
that we've seen from the trial, from the press reports, and any 
other evidence we have doesn't allow us to assess -- make a 
judgment about it. 


Q Certainly, it doesn't allow you to come to a 
judgment that he was involved, does it? 


a That's right -- well, it doesn't let us come to a 
judgment about the trial and the way it was conducted. 
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Q Well, with respect to Castro's proposal, 
yesterday your dodge was that the speech had just gotten in, 
and it was a four-and-a-half hour speech, and that you needed 
time to read it. Well, presumably you have had time to read 
it, but you still haven't come to any conclusions as to whether 
it might be possible to establish a cooperative relationship 
with Cuba on this particular issue. 


A Well, yesterday we wanted to assess the events of 
three weeks, not just a four-and-a-half hour speech, which is 
already very long, and that still remains the case. But I did 
geve you general guidance on our attitude towards this request 

or cooperation or indications of desires for cooperation, and 
that is we were looking for thorough investigation, for 
thorough interdiction of the activity that we believe still to 
be taking place. 


Yes, but, I mean, I think the point is, do you 
plan on talking with the Cubans on this subject, rather than, 
you know, just sort of leaving it up to them to do what they 
want to do? 


A We talk to a lot of countries about narcotics 
interdiction, and things that we know to be going on, etc. I 
assume some of that is taking place. But you're saying talking 
to them about specific negotiations, cooperation, and things 
like that -- that's not really necessary. That's not what 
we're planning on doing right at this stage. 


The desire now is to take a wait-and-see attitude, and 
to see what they do in terms of efforts to combat drug-related 
activity that still continues. 


Q Well, why wouldn't it be useful, for example, to 
exchange information about current drug-trafficking in the area? 


A Well, first of all, the basic point, I think, is 
there's a large amount of information that we've already made 
available on the public record. I could go through a lot of 
that with you if you want to hear it. 


But the main point is that information about possible 
Cuban involvement has been available to the Government of Cuba 
for some time. 


Q What I'm saying is that if they are willing 
possibly to supply current information, why isn't that worth 
exploring? 


A The point is to see what they're willing to do. 
Q Well, how do you do that? 


A And what they're willing to do in terms of 
thorough-going investigation in Cuba, and thorough-going 
interdiction of activities. 
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Q How do you do that without contacting them? 





A We said yesterday, we'd adopt a wait-and-see 
attitude. We wanted to see what activities they really do. I 
mean, you don't automatically start negotiating cooperation 
until you have an indication the other side is really serious, 
and that's what we're looking for -—- 


Q Yeah. My question was not -- 
a -- the indication the other side's really serious. 


Q My question was not framed in terms of 
negotiation, but just simply contact, asking them what are they 
prepared to give in the way of information about current 
drug-trafficking. 


a Well, I've said we have contacts. That's the 
kind of contact we have throughout Latin America, and I 
wouldn't be surprised if we don't have it with Cuba. I don't 
have anything specific here that describes our contacts. 


Q Well, do you have it with Cuba? That's the 
question. 


A Why don't you let me take that question, and I'll 
get back to you to confirm it. 


Q Even though four military officers were executed 
this morning, you still have doubts about the seriousness of 
their intent? 


a We've said that we didn't have enough information 
on the relationship in this particular case to make a judgment 
about this particular trial. That means that without making 
some sort of judgment about the seriousness and merits of this 
case, we can't make a further judgment that it demonstrates 
something larger. As I said, we are looking for other things. 


Q What about due process? Do you have any thoughts 
on that? 


a The same applies, I think. 

Q Surely, you've commented on other Cuban trials in 
the past, and you must have seen enough of this one to know. 
whether it was due process. 


a Well, I think as a basic judgment, due process 
doesn't exist in the Cuban system as we see it. 


Q So it didn't exist in this case. 


A That's the conclusion, yes, that we would draw 
from what we've seen of the trial. But -- well, let me just 
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leave it at that. We're not going to draw conclusions about : 
the merits of the case, and whether it was justified to bring 
him to trial, and that sort of thing. 


Q One of the judges who sentenced Ochoa to death 
was indicted for drug <«afficking in Miami. Have you raised 
the point with the Ci%s: ' 


a Again, 1¢* me go through and say that there is a 
large amount of information on possible involvement of 
officials that's been available to the Government of Cuba for 
some time. Let me go through it with you. 


For example, as early as March 12, 1982, Thomas 
Enders, then Assistant Secretary for Latin American Affairs, 
stated before the Subcommittee on Security and Terrorism of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee that “for the first time, we now 
also have detailed and reliable information linking Cuba to 
trafficking in narcotics as well as arms." 


Enders went on to provide the details of Cuban 
officials’ use of a Colombian narcotics ring to funnel arms as 
well as funds to Colombia M-19 guerrillas since 1980. Since 
that time, we've repeated our concerns on numerous occasions 
before committees of Congress and elsewhere. 


Three federal indictments implicating Cuba in the drug 
trade have been handed down since 1982. Two of the cases have 
disclosed detailed allegations of Cuban officials' complicity 
in the drug trade which, to the best of our knowledge, have not 
been investigated by the Cuban government. 


Representatives of the Government of Cuba have 
consistently, privately and publicly rejected allegations that 
any Cuban officials have been involved in drug trafficking 
since 1959 until the Ochoa - De la Guardia case broke. The 
Cuban government has been well aware of our publicly voiced 
concerns about Cuban officials' complicity in drug trafficking 
prior to the present drug scandal. : 


Fidel Castro's assertion, in fact, contradicts earlier 
official Cuban press statements on the drug scandal. That's 
the charge that the U.S. has not provided any information. 


The official Cuban Communist Party newspaper peas 
in its initial disclosures about alleged Cuban officials 
involvement in drug trafficking, stated that Fidel Castro 
ordered an investigation into Cuban officials' connection with 
the drug trade, in part because of U.S. charges. 


The point I'm making here is that there's been a large 
amount of information available, that we've been making 
available since 1982 in testimony which our courts have made 
available in terms of indictments, and there's a large amount 
of information here for the Cubans to work from. 
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And what I said yesterday applies -- that we're 
looking for them to be thorough in working against drug 
trafficking. 


Q Did the U.S. Government pass information to the 
Cuban government that Ochoa and De le Guardia were involved? 


a No. There's nothing like that that I'm aware of. 


Q Are we you aware of increased drug use in Cuba? 
Could that be a possibility for these public trials? 


Aa We've seen the reports like you have. I don't 
think we have anything special on it, and I haven't -- I've 
nt speculation on the motives for bringing the trial 

orward. 


Q Castro said that during the Reagan Administration 
Cuban officials had tipped off American authorities about a 
supposed plot on the life of then President Reagan. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a The Department has no information on that 
allegation. 
Q Also in Latin America, some Panamanians are 


exercised about a statement they say was made by Marc Cisneros 
who is, I think, the new Commanding General of the Southern 
Command, in which he appeared to acvocate U.S. military 
intervention. Do you know anything about that? 


A I'm not familiar with the statements or the 
complaints about it. I guess you'd have to check with Southern 
Command to get a copy of what he may have said. 


Q It was an interview he gave on the AP, and -—- 


A Again, not to doubt the veracity or accuracy of 
the AP reports, but I think it's best to check with Southern 
Command to find exactly what he said. I don't have any comment 
at this point. 


Q What can you tell us about the conventional arms 
control proposal that was tabled today? 


A I can tell you that it was tabled today and it 
has been, I think, carefully and fairly fully explained by the 
traveling party, and that it's not my intention here to try to 
duplicate that effort. We can try to make available here any 
materials that they might have given us on it. 


Q Will there be further press conferences today 
over there? 
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a Nothing specific that I'm aware of. The 
Secretary gave a rather full press conference on it yesterday. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the 
announcement that the schools will be opened in the West Bank 
soon? 


A We are pleased by Defense Minister Rabin's 
announcement that schools in the West Bank are to reopen. We 
hope this step will, in turn, promote further positive gestures 
a and Israelis which serve to build confidence 
anc trust. 


Q There is a note there that they don't have any 
specific date, and they are into negotiations with the 
Palestinians about that. Do you have any idea if they 
consulted you before or told you about this before? 


A Nothing specific that I'm aware of -- and the 
discussions on the date have to be decided. 


Q While we are in the area, there was a report on 
NPR this morning from Tunis that there are, or there had been 
high-level contacts between Israel and the PLO -- between the 
Likud and the Labor Party's officials. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A Those reports were addressed by Assistant 
Secretary Kelly yesterday in his testimony. I don't have 
anything to add. 


Q Can I follow up on that? There was general 
denial last night that there were no official contacts between 
Israeli government officials and PLO. But, on background, a 
lot of people said unofficial contacts go on all the time. 
What is the State Department's view of “unofficial” contacts 
between Israelis and PLO members? 


a Again, I don't have anything to add to what was 
said yesterday. 


I don't think he addressed -- I know he didn't 
address this. Do you have any information on unofficial 
contacts? Could you look into that? 


a I have nothing to add to what was said 
yesterday. I'm sorry. 


Q Richard, Yasser Arafat made a statement about 
regretting the bus accident. Do you have any comment on that? 


A We have seen the reports that Yasser Arafat 
expressed regret and sadness over the loss of life in the bus 
incident. He also noted the need for all to stop bloodshed. 
These remarks are welcomed. 
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Q In his interview this morning on Air Force I with 
the press pool, President Bush appeared to cast some doubt on 
whether there will, in fact, be a high-level mission going to 
Israel. Is that still the plan as far as you know? 


A I don't have anything new on it today. 
Q You don't have any names or times? 
a No. 
Q 


But you think the United States does plan to send 
a mission to Israel next week? 


A I think we just have to leave it to the party. 
That's where the decisions are being made on this. The 
Secretary spoke to it the other day, the President spoke to 
it. I'm sure their remarks are more accurate than anything I 
could say here. 


Q Is it being reassessed? 


A I don't know, frankly. If it's being reassessed 
-- and then I'm not saying there's any idea in my mind that it 
may be -—- but it would be out there by the people who are 
making the decisions. It's up -- just any information is going 
to come out of there for the moment. 


Q Southern Africa: Anything about the fact that 
Mandela was able to now publish a statement? 


A We're glad to see the release of Mr. Mandela's 


statement. We welcome his reaffirmation that dialogue between 
the government and the democratic opposition is the only way to 
bring peace to South Africa. 


It's our firm conviction that the early release of Mr. 


Mandela from prison would enable him and other black leaders to 
promote peace and to help create a climate that will lead to 
negotiations for a democratic, non-racial South Africa. 


Q Anything on de Klerk's visit? 
A Nothing new. 


Do you have any updates on China -- I mean 
China's sanction of students? 


A I have nothing new on China today. There's 
hearings going on on the Hill, I think. It started at 10:00. 
We had a statement -- Dick Williams made a statement up there. 
I think it's pretty comprehensive. 


Q Do you have anything on the bombing attack at La 
Ceiba, Honduras? 
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a I have the bare-bones information, and I think 


the Defense Department is giving more of it. Let me give you 
the bare bones of what happened. 


At approximately 12:30 a.m. -- that's 2:30 a.m. in 
Washington time -- and unidentified person threw an explosive 
device at seven American military police exiting a disco in La 
Ceiba, Honduras, causing severe injuries to several of these 
men. 


As of early this morning, no claims of responsibility 
have been issued. We condemn the attack and we extend our 
sympathies to the victims and to their families. 


Q There's one report that there had been two 
arrests? 


a I've heard about this report. I don't have 
anything specific on it, but I assume that the police would 
want to discuss with witnesses what happened there, and I 
assume that's what's involved in this report. I have nothing 
on detentions or arrests. 


Q They're witnesses and not suspects? 


A It's for them to characterize it. The assumption 
I'm making right now is that the police wanted to talk to two 
people who were there, but you may be able to find more from 
the Defense Department. 


Q Back on southern Africa: A group called the 
Commission on the Independence of Namibia put out a preliminary 
observer report, in effect, saying that it's not working 
because of South African intimidation of the Namibians and 
calling upon the United States to make some sort of statement 
or gesture to put things back on track. Have you seen the 
report? Do you have anything to say about it? 


A I've heard about the report. I don't have any 
specific comments on the details of the report. But I would 
note that we've made statements about the importance of proper 
treatment of returnees, a full investigation by the U.N. of 
allegations that there were problems with SWAPO's holding of 
people, and we've made statements about the reception and the 
need that there not be intimidation when they arrive in 


Namibia. So I think we're on the record on all aspects of that. 
Q Well, have you seen a copy of the report? 


No, I haven't. 


Q Are you -- is the State Department trying to get 
a copy of the report? 
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a I assume that we have it somewhere in this 
building. If you're looking for commentary on the report, I 
will look into it to see if we have anything, but I think our 
statements on the record about the issues that the report 
raises should stand for themselves. 


Q Richard, there's a story in the paper this 
morning that the State Department received death threats 
against Americans in Ghana because of the death of a Ghanian 
citizen in Prince George's County Police hands. Do you have 
anything on it? 


(1 I have. The Department of State is unaware of 
any threats against Americans in Ghana that are related to the 
Habib case. We have recently issued a travel advisory for 
Ghana which describes accurately the situation there. 


The Department has been in contact with the Prince 
George's County Police to keep abreast of developments in the 
case of Gregory Habib. We have also passed information along 
to the Ghanian government which is naturally concerned in the 
matter involving one of its citizens. 


You all have never warned them that there were 
threats directly related to this case? 


A The only sort of warning or advice about the 
situation in Ghana is contained in our travel advisory. And, 
as I said, we're not aware of any threats against Americans in 
Ghana that are related to this specific case. 


Q Or hostages? The article mentioned that hostages 
had been taken and threatened with death because of this. 


A Again, I've never seen any reports or threats 
like that. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:57 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 13 PRESS BRIEFING 


CUBA: CONTACTS ON DRUGS 





Q. Why does the USG appear unwilling to discuss narcotics traffickins 
with the Government of Cuba? 


A. =~ NARCOTICS IS AN ISSUE OF GRAVE CONCERN TO TEE JNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT. EVEN BEFORE TEE CORRENT SCANDAL, WE SAVE RAISED NARCOTICS 
ISSUES WITH THE CUBAN GOVERNMENT, AS WE EAVE WITH MANY OTZER GOVERNMENTS, 


THROUGH NORMAL CHANNELS OF COMMUNICATION. 





-- WE WILL CONTINUE TO FOLLOW TEIS PRACTICE. THE CUBAN GOVERNMENT'S 


ACTIONS WILL DETERMINE THE SINCERITY OF ITS PROFESSED COMMITMENT TO 


COMBAT NARCOTICS TRAFFICKING. 
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MR. FITZWATER: Good afternoon. This sfteruces’s 
briefi is by the President's Chief of Staff, Gowersor Joke Saueze. 
One reminder: We have a briefing at 7:00 p.s. tomight by Secretary 
of Treasury Orady. Governor Sununu will have very brief openiag 
remarks, and then take your questions. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: A couple of quick itess. The soreiag 
sessions -- this sorning, the President actually 

President Salinas of Mexico. discussed in 

the situation relative to the Mexican debt. The Secretary of 
Treasury was there, the Secretary of State wes there, syself and the 
National Security Advisor. It was really discussed is tbrosed teres. 
They recognize that it is important to both Mezico, the Gaited 
States, and the rest of the members of the summit thet as evesteal 
solution be achieved, but they also agreed thet the quality of the 
solution was sore important that the timetable. 


The President said that he would comtiaee to aerge the 
Secretary of Treasury to provide whatever assistance could be dour ia 
terms of helping out on the negotiations and the diecussices, and 
they agreed to stay posted in termes of easy comtect betwees the ten 
presidents. 
ia 


This afternoon, the President will be e particigant 
the opening ceremony. It will be the first chance for the formnlity 
of the G-7, the summit meeting to begin. The iseves will probably be 
discussed in very broad teres. And then this evening, et the working 
dinner with President Mitterrand, the focus will probebly be ce the 
political iseves. But as in any summit seeting, the Getails of the 
agenda are in the hands of the participants. 


Q Sounds like Mexico is still far free « soleticon — 
the question of its debt -- and it might not be reeched this weekend 
or to put before the summit as a test? 

the 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The question wes relative to 
status of the Mexican negotiations on their debt qeestice. It 
appears that, although they are very close in terus of heviag sowed « 
great deal of distance, that the remaining differesces heve aot bees 
resolved. They've been there virtually et the currest level for « 
number of days. It is the last bit, which is the herd ° 
obviously, and the agreement was that they would = how 
important it was to get it done correctly rather thee to try aud cach 
it so that it would come out as pert of the sumeit. Aad I thiek the 
message that the President of Mexico was trying to comvey wee hie 
concern that people do not sisconstrue the tiseteble, thet there was 
no need to get an agreement, from hie point of view by Gua@ey. ond 
the President agr that there was no need to get aes egree=sest by 
Sunday. 


Q What's the stumbling block? 
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GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, they are in general agreement in 
terms of levels, as I understand it. There will be a briefing 
tonight by the Secretary of Treasury who could probably to into the 
details better. But there is some question as to the timing of 
certain of the transitions that will take place from the levels at 
which it starts and the levels that will take place five and ten -- 
15 years from now. And so the details probably -- there were 
communications over the last couple of days, and by the time the 
Secretary of Treasury briefs tonight, it'll be 1:00 p.m. back home -- 
1:00 p.m. in the afternoon. I think that you will get another day's 
worth of information. And I would defer to the details until he 
comes on. 


Q Does the President think that American banks are 
willing to take a big enough hit on this, or should they dig deeper? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think that's the part of the 
agreement they have come very, very close on. I think the difference 
there is measured probably in fractions of percent at this stage, so 
I don't think that's the hold-up. I think the hold-up is in terms of 
how this gets phased in over a period of time. 


Q But does the President think it's enough? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think as soon as an agreement is 
achieved and I think it is clear that the President would applaud 
both parties for having come as far as they will come when they get 
to an agreement. 


Q Sir, is the United States offering some kind of 
bridge loan in the range of $1 billion to $2 billion, and can you 
tell us about that and the terms? 





GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There have been a variety of 
possibilities of incentives in order to help the parties deal with 
the gap that remains. And one of the possibilities -- it is not 
necessarily a certainty at this point -- was a consideration by the 
United States of a bridge loan of that $1 billion to $2 billion 
magnitude as a way to deal with some of the differences that continue 
to exist. It deals with only part of the differences, and there may 
be an alternative proposed that replaces that as one of the 
suggestions, and I really have to emphasize that until there is a 
final agreement, there is no agreement. And so it is part of the. 
discussions. We have expressed a willingness to be parties to that 
discussion in those terms, but no commitments have been made one way 
or the other. 


Q Wo commitments, but I mean, we are ready to do that? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We are ready to do it if it is what is 
necessary in order to complete the agreement, all other things being 
taken care of. 


Q Governor Sununu, if President Mitterrand proposes a 
North-South summit, is that something the United States would agree 
to? Do we think that would be a good idea? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the issues that are probably 
most appropriate to bring into focus at this time are the issues that 
are more properly put in the context of East-West, and therefore, it 
is probably better to deal with the global issues on one basis rather 
than to complicate them in going into the North-South. So the 
tendency would be not to move in that direction at this time. 


Q Governor, does that suggest that you have a 
direction based obviously on the President's recent trip to East 
Europe and the others, particularly those poorer countries who have 
been here for this celebration are much more interested in your 
looking at them. Indeed, they have much bigger debts. 
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GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, it is clear by looking at-the 

of events of the past six months that the major transitions 
that are providing opportunities for constructive action are taking 
place in areas such as Poland, as in Hungary where significant 
reforms in both the political area, the economic area are taking 
place. Certainly, what is happening in the Soviet Union itself 
provides an opportunity for ac e in the overall character of the 
East-West relationship that has existed over the last few years. And 
so these are opportunities that ought not to be let go by and to 
really call for concerted action, coordinated action on the part of 
the major countries of the world. 


Q And if you'll allow me to follow. There are people 
who are in much dire straits than are the Poles and the Hungarians. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, there are discussions going on 
in a bilateral way with some of those countries dealing with the debt 
issues, dealing with the issues of development. And I think the 
United States would encourage a continuation of discussions of that 
character to try and help deal with their problems. 


Q On the Mexican loan, is all of the money -- the $1 
to $2 billion that you're talking about -- coming from the U.S. or 
are we seeking some help from the summit partners? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, there are no details as to 
whether or not there would be additional participation, but at least 
in the initial discussion stages there was a willingness on the part 
of the United States to discuss the possibility of a bridge loan in 
order to close some of the gap of the difference that remained. 


Q With all of it coming from the U.8.? 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: That was the initial discussions. 


Q Does the United States feel at all sandbagged by the 
French for setting up a situation where the North-South issue comes 
into play? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think that the summit, which occurs 
annually is one in which the major partners get together and talk 
about not only what they are doing in a concerted way, but also get a 
chance to talk about their differences. And it would be a surprise 
if, in the discussions that took place amongst the seven major 
nations of the world, there was any -- only unanimity on each and 
every issue. Go it's not a question of feeling uncomfortable with 
that discussion at all. 


Q Yes, but didn't the United States ask them not to 
set up a situation where it would be obvious that the issue is there? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo. The United States was even a 
willing participant in some of the early celebrations here which 
clearly brought forward and brought to Paris some of the nations that 
you're talking about. So the President did not come here not knowing 
that there would not be heads of state from some of the 
underdeveloped countries of the world present. 


Q Governor, you've stated that opportunity may lie in 
the East-West realm right now, but you haven't really said why an 
opportunity to see the North-South dialogue -- a debtor-creditor -- a 
debtor-industrialized dialogue is not also appropriate. Why does the 
U.8. == 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: One of the critical things that have 
to be done in dealing with the kinds of problems that are associated 
in ome of those nations is the establishment of conditions -- 
criteria and cdnditions within those countries that begin to move 
forward towards economic reform, among other things. And a great 
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deal of that requires that those countries take some initiatives that 
make clear that those opportunities really do exist. There is a 
great deal of opportunity in individual countries. We are moving 
forward with Mexico. There will probably be other countries coming 
forward to take advantage of the general outline and strategy of the 
Brady plan. We want to be active discussors with those countries in 
working out with them their needs. But it can probably most 
effectively be done under the construct of the Brady plan. And the 
Secretary of Treasury will be here this evening and probably able to 
pursue in better detail the advantages and disadvantages to each of 
those individual countries that are involved. 


Q You just want to avoid being ganged up upon, is that 
right? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, I think that in order to 
recognize that there are differences within each of those countries, 
it is better in the interest of the individual countries themselves 
to allow us to tailor solutions to their particular needs. And even 
though there may be a comfort factor on their part in doing it as a 
group, the fact is the most efficient use of resources that are 
available can best be done by tailoring plans on a country-by-country 
basis. 


Q Governor, do you think there's any problem with the 
image that's being sent to the world where you have two events here 
-- one is celebrating a democratic revolution and the second is the 
summit conference that's going to discuss economic problems of the 
Third World and others. And the celebration is being conducted on 
this incredibly lavish scale with fancy dinners every night. And the 
image is one, as some of the French are saying, almost of royalty 
being revisited. Do you think there's a problem with that image 


going out? 


GOVERNOR SUNUDU: I don't think the President sees any 
difficulty at all in the way the French have laid out their plans, 
their celebration and their hosting of the summit meeting. 


Q Governor, can you tell us, is the United States 
going to object if some of its partners want a more strongly worded 
resolution on China? And could that be embarrassing to the United 
— to be in the position of saying don't be too tough on the 
Chinese? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, as you know, the first of these 
summit leaders to speak out and express the displeasure that we had 
against the repression in China was the President. The first to 
impose significant sanctions was the United States. In fact, we have 
gone further along than virtually anyone else in the level of 
sanctions that are there, and the President has no problem at all 
with reiterating and reexpressing the concerns that have already been 
expressed by all seven of the countries involved and reaffirming the 
fact that we would like to see consideration of human rights as China 
goes through its transition period and reexpresses the condemnation 
that has already been expressed by each of those countries for the 
violence that took place in China. 








Q Governor, regardless of what was said in the past, 
what if other people would like to go further than we would in the 
present? 





GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, we know of no specific proposals 
that even brings all of the countries up to the levels that the 
President has gone, much less going further. 


Q Governor, the senior White House official was quoted 
this morning as saying that the package that the U.S. is presenting 
to Poland has been underestimated -- that over the next several 
years, $2 to $3 billion will be given to Poland by Western nations 
and much of it will coma from the United States. Can you give us a 
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sense as to what you view over the next several years the U.S.‘s 
contribution to Poland will be? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, one of the most critical 
concerns in Poland is a rescheduling of its approximately $40 billion 
in debt. And the interest levels in that were in the $4 to §5 
billion a year level. And the rescheduling itself has significant 
value. The United States is one of the creditors involved in that 
debt structure, and as that rescheduling takes place after the 
conditions required for rescheduling are met, there will be a very 
significant contribution by the United States -- probably even more 
significant en toto as the level you've mentioned. 


Q How about in terms of grants and loans? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the grant and loan process will 
take place over a period of time, and it will have two different 
characters: One is the character of the public sector monies that we 
hope will continue to be reflected in the foundation process that has 
been established with $100 million by the President for support to 
their private sector, and in addition to that, the Poles, both the 
government and the opposition, expressed a desire to have private 
sector monies, private investment coming forward. And as they make 
the reforms that are appropriate, I think you will see a great deal 
of United States private sector money taking advantage of investment 
opportunities. But those will be on the basis of individual 
decisions made by private sector institutions to take advantage of 
investment opportunities. 


Q Governor, do you know whether President Bush would 
-- is interested in bringing up at this session, the political 
discussions tonight or else over other meals issues such as Lebanon, 
terrorism, the Middle East peace process -- any of those issues? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the terrorism issue and the 
narcotics issue are two of the items that are of specific concern and 
anticipated as being part of the agenda. The United States is very 
much concerned about getting international cooperation on the 
terrorism issue. We are very much concerned in getting some 
assistance in dealing with the narcotics question, particularly the 
issue of money-laundering. There has been cooperation in the past; 
there will probably be additional discussions if, for no other 
purpose, than to review the status of existing cooperation. 


I can’t imagine that heads of states of these countries 
would get together without addressing at least one way or the other 
some of the major issues such as Lebanon, although I don't know that 
it has been a formally-scheduled agenda iten. 


Q Would you think there might be a statement on 
Lebanon? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don’t know of any draft of such a 
statement that has been already circulated, but that does not 
preclude its possibility from occurring. 


Q Two questions on the possibility of a bridge loan. 
If there is a bridge loan, would it become superior to any of these 
bank loans that are going to be repaid? And two, does the bridge 
loan violate the President's expressed desire not to have the 
American taxpayers bailing out bank loans? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: As far as the first question goes, 
those are the details that would be subject to the discussions coming 
forward as to its priority in the loan structure, if it ever was part 
of an agreement. In fact, its existence as part of an agreement is, 
in itself, part of the discussions that are taking place. So I can't 
even comment on where its status would be. 


Secondly, the issue, in terms of whether it violates the 
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agreement, it would be -- by its very definition, a bridge loan is a 
short-term loan, and in that context does not violate the general 
principle the President has talked about. 


Q Governor, is there any disagreement among the seven 
leaders on the environmental issue? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don‘t sense any disagreement in the 
development of the drafts of the statements that they would be 
considering. They came to a fairly quick agreement on the outlines 
of those. They certainly have to discuss them amongst themselves. 
But it sounds like, from all the preliminary work done by the 
Sherpas, that the leaders -- the seven leaders, the heads of state, 
are on the same wavelength. And I don't think that's going to be a 
difficult issue for them to come to agreement at all. 


Q Can I follow up? idea of building a new 
structure -- bureaucratic structure like an international agency? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It has not been developed as part of 
the discussions at all, and so I would suspect that that is not the 
direction that they are going in. 


Q What's their wavelength? 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: About that long. (Laughter.) 
MR. FITZWATER: We'll take a couple of final questions. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: They've agreed to formalize their 
commitment to dealing with the CFCs by the year 2000. They are 
certainly going to be talking about such items as the process that's 
underway on the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. The 
President and the leaders appear to be in agreement that that is an 
appropriate way to begin negotiations towards a framework convention 
similar to the Vienna Convention on Protection of the Ozone Layer. 
They want to get together on dealing with -- a strategy for dealing 
with the long-term problems of the greenhouse gases. It might 
involve discussion of some of the alternative energy forms, including 
nuclear power. There may be some focus on ways of preventing 
industrial pollution, discussion of how they're going to deal with 
the problems of protection and expansion of the world's forests, and 
there might be some discussion associated with dealing with the 
problems of the oceans, particularly some of the provisions that are 
associated with the International Maritime Organization, and 
certainly, the President will probably talk about some of the offers 
he made while in Hungary, for example, t> establish the environmental 
institute in Eastern Europe. 





Q Governor, Prime Minister Shamir of Israel is quoted 
now as saying the United States understynds Israel's position on the 
election question, and that an envoy or a delegation is not 
necessary. Does that coincide with the state of play of the U.S. 
point of view? 


GOVFRNOR SUNUNU: I thonght that coincided with what the 
President said about not sending a high-level delegatien in his 
interview yesterdsy. That do@s not mean that we will not centinue to 
try end maintain coerdination of informatien and censtantly seek 
whatever ypdates take place as there are fine-tunings of that 
position taking place. And the exchange of information on an issue 
as complex as ‘hat is always necessary, and we will continue to try 
and keep the communication lines as clear and as open as they have 
proved to be in the past. 


Q How do the words you've repeated to us today about 
the importance of reaching a good Mexican agreement fit with what we — 
heard yesterday -- some of us from Japanese briefers -- that there 
was a tacit understanding between Secretary Brady and Murayama to put 
some pressure on the banks? Also, we understand that Secretary Brady 
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has called bankers to encourage them to come to agreement quickly, 
also to raise the level of discussions from start level on up? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the only distinction I would 
make is that “quickly” could mean by Sunday or “quickly” could mean 
sometime next week, or sometime in the next month. The commitment is 
to get to an agreement quickly, and Sunday had been seen by both the 
United States, Mexico, and other members of the summit as a 
misinterpreted deadline by some people. And the clarification that 
we're trying to make here is that Sunday is not a deadline. There is 
no requirement to leave the summit by any party involved. Nobody 
feels an obligation to leave the summit with an agreement. And the 
particular concern was that the artificial deadline might impact on 
the quality of the agreement and all parties agreed that it has to be 
a good agreement -- that it is not just an agreement for the sake of 
signing a piece of paper quickly. 


Let me take one more and then I's getting a signal fron 
Marlin that you've been overfed. (Laughter.) 


Q Governor, with the bridging loan, does that set a 
precedent for the remainder of the Brady plan and other countries? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think that, as I tried to point out 
earlier, that the key to doing this in the most efficient way so that 
all parties have the best access to the resources that are generally 
available -- not only from the United States, but from all the 
countries involved -- is to tailor each agreement to the particular 
needs of each individual country. And therefore, although the Brady 
plan is a broad strategy under which each of these tailored 
agreements can take place, none of the details of any of the 
agreements should be treated as an absolute -- what's the right word 
-- precedent for any of the subsequent agreements. 


Q Governor, just one more on the Middle East, if you 
could -- 


, Q How'd you like the parade? Pretty martial, wasn't 
t? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, it was advertised as a military 
parade and it lived up to its billing. (Laughter.) 


Q I'm a little bit confused on the Middle East. 
Secretary Baker -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: 60 is everybody else. (Laughter.) 


Q But specifically confused. Secretery Baker said the 
other day that he would be sending somebody to determine the degree 
of interest in an e!ection on the part of the Israeli government. 

Now you're seving ivere is no high-level delegation going. Is 
anybody going, as Secretary Baker said, or is nobody going now? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, for example, there will be 
continued contacts at the ambassadorial level, clearly. If there are 
some technical details that require technical expertise from someone 
from here, the Secretary is certainly willing to make -- have those 

le go over. But as of now, there is no plan at all to have any 
high-level people go over. 


Q So this is a change then from what tho Secretary 
said because he said specifically -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don't think it is. 
Q Yes, it is. 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Tell me -- 


MORE 
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Q He said that he would be sending somebody -- 
identity not yet determined -- for the specific purpose of discussing 
with Israel their degree of interest in the election process after 
the -- 

GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, let me tell you, the 
authoritative statement on that is the statement the President made 
on the plane. And if you want to dissect the specific words of the 


statement, then I suggest that you get the transcript of that, and 
that is the definition of our policy. 


Q Well, it is a question of semantics. 
Q Did Israel say, don't send anyone? 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wot to my knowledge? 


END 1:44 P.M. (L) 
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WHITE HOUSE SPECIAL BRIEFING 
JULY 14, 1989 


MR. FITZWATER: 





If I could have your attention, please. This 
evening’s briefing is by Secretary of the Treasury Nicholas Brady. 
Secretary Brady has just come from the plenary session and he will 
dispense with the opening statement this evening and go directly to 
your questions. So without further ado -- 


Q Marlin? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes? 


Q Can you restate briefing rules for people who are not 
familiar with -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, the briefing rules are it’s for sound and 
camera, so it’s live and ready as spoken. 


So, Secretary Brady. 


SEC. BRADY: Thank you, Marlin. I’11 be glad to take any 
questions you might have. 


Q What was the session about? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, as you know, we have a series of sessions. 
This afternoon’s session was on the debt strategy, on IDA 


replenishment, the IMF quota replenishment, items like that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why is the US so resistant to the 
North-South idea that others seem to think is a good idea? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, I don’t think we are resistant to the 
North-South idea. I think that what we feel, that these issues have 
been addressed in the past most adequately by taking them on a 
case-by-case basis. And you don’t get solutions to problems by 
bunching up areas and calling them North and South and addressing 
them that way. The way to do it is the way we’ve been doing it and 
have attempted to do in the debt strategy, which is tackle it ona 
case-by-case basis. We think that’s the better way to do it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you are opposed to a North-South summit. 
Is that correct? 


SEC. BRADY: Sorry? 








Q You are then opposed to a North-South summit? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, at this particular point in time, we think 
particularly on matters that relate to debt, they’re better 
addressed on a case-by-case basis. Each country is different. Each 
has different economic conditions. Each has different levels of 
debt. And we feel that’s the way to go at it. You don’t get a 
better solution to the problem by bunching up a whole region and 
tackling it that way. 


Q Mr. Secretary, France recently forgave the debt of a 
number of French-speaking former colonies en masse. Would the 
United States ever consider doing something like that? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, the President has announced just this very 
recently, I think it’s Section 572, taking advantage of Section 572 
and agreed to forgive in the Subsahara some one-plus billion dollars 
worth of debt, which is -- which was economic aid, out of the $4 
billion -- I think at’s $4.5 billion that we have in that area. So 
we’re doing that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would you tell us where the negotiations 
on the Mexican debt payment (7) stands? 


SEC. BRADY: Certainly. The banks and Mexico are carrying on 
negotiations probably right this minute, Bart, and those 
negotiations have proceeded very far. Whether or not the 
negotiations will proceed far enough to have closure by this 
weekend, we don’t know. We didn’t set any deadlines, but they’re in 
good shape. 


Q Governor Sununu earlier today suggested there was some 
kind of a hangup over timing. Can you explain that? 


SEC. BRADY: Over what? 
Q Over timing, he said, how it was to be phased in. 


SEC. BRADY: Well, I can’t -- I can’t pick out any particular 
issue and ascribe the fact that we don’t have a completed 
transaction at this moment to one issue. When you get finally to 
the bottom of one of these negotiations, there are 25 issues. Not 
all 25 are being addressed at this moment, because you don’t need to 
get into the lesser ones. But there are probably five, Six, seven, 
eight, nine -- I don’t know -- issues which count. And many are 
resolved; some are yet to be taken care of. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what did you get from the Japanese, and 
what did they get from you in your discussions with them? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, the discussions this morning, Peter, were on 
the subject of the structural initiative, and the President and 
Prime Minister Uno agreed that that process should ago forward, that 
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it was a worthwhile one, that we hope for progress as early as next 
spring but certainly this next summer. So the modalities were 
addressed, and the process is underway and thought to be a good 
one. 





Q Mr. Secretary, on a scale from complete harmony to deep 
Givision, how would you characterize the mood at the opening of the 
summit? (Laughter. ) 


SEC. BRADY: I would say, I don’t know as I’ve ever seen 
complete harmony, so I wouldn’t know quite how to judge it, but -- 


Q We can’t hear you. 

Q Louder. 

THE PRESS: We can’t hearwNz 

SEC. BRADY: Have we lost the sound? Can you hear now? 

THE PRESS: Yes. 

SEC. BRADY: All right. I say, I don’t know if I’ve ever seen 
complete harmony, so I don’t know quite how to judge the scale. 
But the mood is very good, very upbeat. I think with regard to 
economic conditions around the world, everybody agrees that they're 
reasonably stable and economies in the G-7 countries are proceedings 
in a growth pattern. And this 1S an economic summit; it does 
consider some other things. But I think the mood is excellent. 


SEC. BRADY: White shirt. 


Q Yes. Were the Mexican negotiations addressed, in 
particular, at the plenary? 


SEC. BRADY: We haven’t had a plenary session yet. 
Q Mr. Secretary, is there any discussion yet on possible -- 


SEC. BRADY: This gentleman right here. 


Q What was this morning’s session? 
, & -—- plenary this morning? 
+ What was the afternoon session? 
SEC. BRADY: This afternoon’s session -- we all split up into 


Various different groups. The Foreign Ministers met, the Finance 
Ministers met, and I believe the Heads met this afternoon, too. 


Q That’s a plenary. 


SEC. BRADY: Well, maybe it is plenary, but we did not meet 
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** altogether. I’m sorry, so I can’t give you -- or I thought you were 





asking if there was a generalized report. There isn’t, because I 
was at the Finance Minister’s meeting. 


Q Gay. By and large, was there any discussion yet of 
possible sanctions against China? 


SEC. BRADY: Not in our session. No, none. 
The lady here. 


Q How does it look to have the leaders of the richest 
countries dining in one room, the poorest countries in another rocm 
when the richest countries are, in many cases, discussing the ocebt 
of the poorer countries? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, I can’t give you an answer to that question. 
I think the -- last night, as I understand it, the President and 
President Mitterrand met with the poorest countries. So, to that 
extent, they were all meeting in one room. I went to another dinner 
where the Finance Ministers and the Foreign Ministers met together. 
So, I can’t give you an answer to that question. 


The lady all the way back here. 


Q Would you say that the interest rate differential which 
we have now between the United States, Japan and West Germany are at 
adequate levels to support a stable dollar? As you know, the doliar 
has moved back towards the April 2nd levels against the D-mark, 
which is good, according to your G-7 -- (inaudible) -- but iat has 
not on the yen. 


SEC. BRADY: I don’t want to comment on interest rate levels in 
various different countries. To large some extent, what the 
interest rate levels are in other countries are provinces of their 
own federal reserves and treasury. However, we are pleased that the 
Gollar is stable, and obviously, the US Treasury is very pleased 
that interest rates have come down over one percent just in this 
last few months. 


Q Mr. Secretary? In this structural impediments 
initiative, will the US budget deficit be on the table and in the 
discussion along with the series of things that were listed under 
the Super 301 package? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, the US budget deficit gets into a lot of 
different areas, but it’s more likely that that will be addressed 
during the economic policy coordination process that exists here 
right at the economic summit. Issues that will be addressed in the 
structural initiative are ones 
such as distribution system in Japan, our own Savings rate, and that 
kind of thing. The macroeconomic issues generally are not discussed 
in the structural impediments initiative. 








QO Mr. Secretary -- 
SEC. BRADY: Over here. 


Q -- has progress been made on coming up with some sort of 
aid for Poland and Hungary? And to what degree has that been 
discussed? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, I think the status on aid to Poland is as 
the President described it on his visit over there this last week, 
and I’m sure many of you were with him. But he put forwara a 
venture fund for companies of $100 million over the next three c° 
four years. 


G What about with other countries? Have we started 
discussions on getting a coordinated approach to additional help” 


SEC. BRADY: WNo,. we haven't. 
Q Will you? Excuse meNz2Z 
OQ Secretary -- 


SEC. BRADY: I think that certainly the President feels 
strongly about his initiative; otherwise he wouldn’t have made it. 
And he feels very strongly. So I know he i¢ speaking to other 
leaders about joining this kind of initiative, not necessarily right 
away in any large group, but he’s urging other countries to come 
forward themselves. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Secretary -- 
Q ~~ the French are well aware of our views on the 


North-South summit, and yet President Mitterrand raised this issue 
again today and he insisted on scheduling the summit at a time when 
he knew there would be the leaders of the foreian netions in Paris 


at the same time and, for instance, the President of the United 
States was seated next to the leader of Bangladesh at the parade 


this afternoon. Is there any irritation on the US side at the way 
Mitterrand has been pushing this issue? 
SEC. BRADY: No. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SEC. BRADY: All the way back. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what kind of commitments did we get from 
the Japanese today, both in terms of their contributing to the debt 
relief ian the Third World and in terms of continuing to produce an 
economic growth level that would take some of the heat off the 
United States? 
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SEC. BRADY: Well. I have to be frank with you to say that the 
meeting with the Japanese Prime Minister was a reasonably short one, 
because it was sandwiched in between a lunch and commitments that 
both the Prime Minister and the President had, as well as Secretary 
Baker and myself. The subject of discussion at that meetins, Ir 
sure you will get from the President's staff itself, but was the 
agreement on the structural impediments initiative, and the 
President also reiterated his strong feelings on the developments in 
Poland and the United States arrangements there. And that was it. 
There wasn’t time to do much else. 


The man in the striped shirt here, lateral stripes. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- (off mike) -- reach closure on the 
Mexican negotiations by Sunday. How important is it that that 
Geadiine be met -- (off mike). And also 


is there any pressure being put on from here to reach an 
agreement? 


SEC. BRADY: Well, I have the utmost confidence that this 
process will work, and it won’t be too long before it does work in 
terms of a transaction between Mexico and its commercial banks. We 
have set no deadline. Obviously, we're -- the leaders of the G-7 
are here in Paris and it would be a suitable event to have that 
arrangement announced while we were here. I don’t either expect it 
or not expect it. I know it’s going to happen promptly, as the 
banks in Mexico have said. And we have erected no deadline as to 
when it should happen. 


Q Mr. Secretary, do you feel that the cost of the 
bicentennial celebration is excessive? And do you think it’s 
interfered at all with the summit meeting? 


SEC. BRADY: That’s not my business. And I think that I have 
been focusing on the tenor and quality of the discussions. To the 
extent that we've had those discussions, I think Lnvey re good. 


Q On the Mexican debt, there are reports that you've been 
calling the US banks and talking to them. Can you tell us what 
you've been telling them? 


SEC. BRADY: Not exactly. But I will say that we have been 
talking with the United States banks for a number of months now, 
almost back to the beginning of this process. As the negotiations 
have become closer and closer together, we have tried to be what 
help we can. But this iS a matter between Mexico and the banks. 
The Treasury can use its facilities to try and help, but it’s up to 
them to decide. 


Q On that question, can you tell us about the bridge loan, 
the one to two billion [dollars]? Are you looking for other 
countries to help with that? 
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SEC. BRADY: Sure. Let me just say a iittle ec 
the bridge loans. because I think there’s a certain amount oc 
confusion. First of all, bridge loans are a facility, * tre 
borrowing country. They don’t come in advance of - 
between the banks and the country itself. When ac 
between a country and its banks, the closing proces 
process. sometimes up to four, five. Six months. 
Treasury and other participating governments will 
that closing process, shorten the time that it takes ~ hve suntry 
to get its money. And we would be willing to do this wit” otter 
countries, if Mexico and their banks can get tccethe: 
and also we have indications that other membes of the o-7*? would be 
willing to join, as well. 


m i 


Q But is the United States willina to bea the s to tect 
billion alone? 


SEC. BRADY: Well. if Nave a bridge -- we Naver t tel*ec about 
that, because we haven't got down to those fine details Sut tre 
figure of one to two billion is in the volume that we 1.@ Cee - 
in the range that we have been talking about Until #we® oet *ineal 
negotiations and know the amount of money that Mewico @+act.w neecs. 
because the final negotiations will come up with that fissure J 
don’t think we should be any more precise than that. 


e) Is it important enough -- 

SEC. BRADY: Somebody over here now. 

Q ~~ that it would be beared -- borne alone” 
SEC. BRADY: What? 


Q But 16 it important enough that the United States wovle 
bear it alone? 


SEC. BRADY: Let's face that when we get there. ne re scot at 
that point. We're talking about it with a number: f other 
countries. and my quess is that’s the way it will turns cwt 


This gentleman over here. 


Q What's the significance of the initiative vou somourced 
between the United States and Japan on trade? Can you tell ws af 
that’s going to break any deadlocks in turnine the trade gde*ic.it -- 
(inaudible) -- ? 


SEC. BRADY: Well. I think it’s always a forward «tec wen weic 


be -- at the time that the Super 301 negotiations were ancce sed by 
Ambassau Hills some Six weeks ago, the structural imoecinmen* 
initiatives were part of that. So it was part of that annowrcenent 
part of a plan that the President laid out, and therefore. Navine -- 


coming into an agreement with Japan as to the outlines of thas 
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* process is a fleshing out of that particular suggestion that was 
made by the President, and now has been agreed to by Japan. 


Q Can I follow that, please? Was this any attempt to 
resolve the potential dispute at tie summit and to -- (inaudible) -- 
it so you can deal with trade differences at another forum? 


SEC. BRADY: No, I don’t really think so. I think the summit 
is a very useful place to resolve a number of things that are open, 
because you get that ability -- your ability to do that is done much 
better in person than it is over long distance telephones and 
without the -- with the absence of face-to-face negotiations. 





This is one of the structural impediment initiatives. It’s 
something that’s been worked on, as I mentioned, in the last s:1x 
weeks. There were meetings in Tokyo four weeks ago. There was 
meetings in New York this last week. And this 1s- just a follow-up 
conclusion to that process, but very much in the order of things. 


Sir? 


Q Can you give us the agenda for tomorrow and what you 
expect to happen? 


SEC. BRADY: With respect to -- ? 

we Economics. | 

SEC. BRADY: Well, we probably may tonight -- 
we have a working dinner, so-called. We will talk about economic 
policy coordination at dinner and the economic conditions around the 


world. I would guess that we will not get through that process 
tonight, so that’ll be up first tomorrow morning. 


Q And environment -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Is environment tomorrow? 


SEC. BRADY: Environment will be tomorrow, too. You’re right. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 

Q In a human sense, is this more like an economic summit 
than some of the most recent ones, been dominated really by 
economic issues? And how close are you to the original -- how far 


have you gotten from the original concept of the relaxed meeting of 
leaders of industrialized countries discussing problems without a 
lot of distraction by ceremony and lavish fireworks? 


SEC. BRADY: I have to be dead honest with you. This is my 
first summit, and so I can’t make a comparison either with respect 
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* to how they started or what they were halfway along the way. I can 
+4 only tell you that I am impressed with the quality of the discussion 
and the intention of the leaders, as I see it, to get on with it. 
I’m also impressed, as I have been for a long time, by the way 
President Bush handles these things, his knowledse of the process, 
his friendly attitudes towards his counterparts, and I think it’s 


producing results. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary, you just said a few minutes ago that you 


wouldn’t commit the United States at this point to go it alone on 
that bridge loan to Mexico. Governor Sununu this morning said of 
that, he said, quote, “We’re ready to do it if at is what is 
necessary in order to complete the agreement.” Was he being 
premature, or are you just being cautious? 





SEC. BRADY: I don’t think either one. I think when he said 
“do it,” he meant to put the bridge loan in place and the momentum 
that goes along with that. When you get to the -- we’ve been -- 
Mexico and the banks have been negotiating since March. Therefore 
they’ve lost about a half of year of financing. Now there’s been an 
absence of funds. It may be a iittle longer before it’s completed. 
You need to bridge that gap; ergo the name “bridge.” And I think 
when he was talking, he was talking about “do it” in the sense of 
getting it going. I don’t think he had any reference -- 


Q So -- but the United States is prepared to do it if 
nobody else comes in to help out? 


SEC. BRADY: I didn’t say that. What he said was -- 
Q It sounded -- 


SEC. BRADY: Well, I don’t think so. I mean, I think, because 
it’s in the area of finance ministers, I think I do know the details 
of it. And this is a process of moving forward and giving to the 
country the help that they need on a short-term basis, and we'll do 
that. Now -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Let’s take a final question. Leo? 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you tell us if, at the opening session 
of the Heads, the President of France did 
formally submit the proposal for a North-South summit, and if so, 
did President Bush comment on it? 


SEC. BRADY: I don’t know the answer to that question. That 
was this afternoon, and I was in my own meetings. 


Q Marlin, can you answer the question? 
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MR. FITZWATER: I1’11 try and find out for you. I have no idea. 
Q But will he reject it when it comes up? 


SEC. BRADY: I think he’ll give the same answer that I did, 
which is that these things are more properly addressed on a 
case-by-case basis. You don’t add to the process of solving the 
problem by bunching up a whole area. The way to solve the problem 
is take on a country-by-country basis, get down to work and solve 
the problem. I wish the Mexican process was working a little 
faster, obviously, but that’s exactly what we’ve done in the case of 
Mexico. And I think it’ll form the basis to go on and do other 
things just exactly in the same fashion. 


Thank you. 


END 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentleman. I 
have no announcements today, so let's go straight to questions. 


Q Prime Minister Shamir of Israel seems to think 
now that there will not be a U.S. delegation coming to his 
country. Is that accurate? 


A As I said yesterday, that's a question I think is 
best addressed by the people who are out in Paris, by the 
travelling party, and I really don't have anything here. The 
Secretary gives a news conference tomorrow. You might suggest 
to your colleagues that they ask him that. 


Q Yeah, that's fine for tomorrow. We're thinking 
about today. Since some of the people who might be on such a 
delegation are in this building, I would think this would be a 
logical place to start. 


A The logical place to finish is with the President 
and the Secretary. The Secretary has been in meetings for the 
last couple of hours, I've talking to the party, and we don't 
have anything new on it. 


Q In other words, you don't know at this point? 
A At this point, I don't have anything to say. 


Q The Washington Post has an interview with Soviet 
officials who are suggesting a zero option for nuclear Cruise 
missiles. Do you have any response to that idea? 


A Well, we've read the reports of General Chervov's 
proposal. However, since the Soviets have not changed their 
position on SLCMs in Geneva, it would be premature for me to 
comment on the idea. 


Q Well, is there a disposition to consider the 
banning of such SLCMs? 


ts) We'll consider whatever is on the table. We have 
a position that's been made known to the Soviets. 


Q But is there a willingness to change our 
position, let's say, because I don't think this is a United 
States proposal, by any means. 
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A That is not the United States proposal. I can go 
into that, if you want me to. , 


Q Sure. What is the current U.S. position? 


a Okay. The U.S. has maintained a clear policy 
with regard to SLCMs. The United States and Soviet Governments 
agreed at the Washington Summit that they would seek a mutually 
acceptable solution to the question of limiting deployment of 
long-range nuclear-armed SLCMs and that they would also seek 
mutually acceptable and effective methods of verification on 
Sea-Launched Cruise Missile limits. 


Despite our extensive efforts, however, the U.S. has 
not yet found ways to verify limits on nuclear-armed SLCMs. In 
the absence of a workable verification plan, the U.S. has 
proposed that both sides make non-binding declarations on 
planned nuclear SLCM numbers. 


Q Of course, zero would be a number that would 
change the whole equation. 


A Well. I don't think it would change the whole 
equation. As we said, first of all, it is not a proposal 
that's been made to us; but second of all, our concerns have 
been based on the inability to find a good way to verify limits 
of any kind on nuclear-armed SLCMs. 


Q Richard, France has forgiven the debts of its 
former colonies, reasoning that this is the best way to deal 
with that debt situation. It's going to have to happen 
eventually, so why don't we just bite the bullet and forgive 
the debts that we have, certainly of Latin American countries? 
Why are we opposed to this? | 


a Just the other day we did a major step for 
sub-Saharan Africa. I don't have the details with me now, but 
it was legislation that permitted us to forgive a large 
quantity of debt for countries that were going to implement IMF 
programs, and we made the announcement, I think, that we would 
do that. 


Q But there are a large number of other countries 
involved, like Mexico. I understand there's a deal in the 


works on Mexico, but it doesn't address the question of a 
continuing crushing debt on that country and certainly on other 
Latin and South American countries. 


A Well, I think I'd have to say that the U.S. has 
really been at the forefront of developing ideas on how to work 
with debt. We've had the Baker Plan, the Brady Plan. We're 
supporting things, various debt for equity swaps and changing 
tax codes to permit debt for nature swaps, and all that sort of 
thing. 


We've been supporting the efforts by Mexico to reach 
agreement with the banks; and, as I said, dealing with the 


’ 
’ 
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poorest of the poor, which was the issue that was actually 
dealt with most extensively at the Toronto Summit last year, 
we've now implemented a proposal that will let us forgive a lot 
of debt for the sub-Saharan African countries. 


So I think we're doing a lot of things in terms of 
debts. It varies, depending on the country. The plans that we 
put out depend on individual countries and their situations. 


Q Why then don't we favor a North-South debt 
conference? 


A Well, as I said, the U.S. proposals generally 
point to the idea of dealing with individual countries and 
their individual situations. I don't really have a position on 
a North-South debt conference here for you. It's an issue that 
was raised in Paris, and it may be addressed there. But 
generally our proposals have always focused on dealing with 
countries and their specific situations. 


Q Richard, there are reports that the release of 
Terry Waite may be imminent. Do you have anything on that? 


A We've seen the reports. We've seen reports like 
this before. It would certainly be very,. very welcome news, 
but we don't have anything that would indicate that that's 
about to happen. 


Q Richard, have you commented on the new Salvadoran 
law that will curb the media in the interests of 
counter-—terrorism? 

A I don't think we have, actually. 

Q Do you have anything in your book on that? 

A No, I don't. We'll look into it for you. 


Q Did you issue any additional information about a 
new Chinese Ambassador to United States? 


fi No, I don't have any new information on that. 

Q Richard, at the time of Mr. Shamir's Likud 
speech, you said that the four condj!: ~s that he set were not 
helpful. Could I ask you -- 

A The Secretary said that. 

Q What? 

nm The Secretary said that. 

Q Everybody said it, from here. Could I ask you to 
address them specifically, though? For example, do you think 


that there could be elections which would not include the Arabs 
of East Jerusalem? 
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A I'm not in a position to go through them one by 
one. We've spoken about elections, about participation being 
as open as possible in elections; the Secretary said that in 
his AIPAC speech. Some of the other points that were raised by 
Likud we have differences with, some of them coincide, but I 
think the important point is that we are dealing with the 
government proposal and that's the basis on which we are 
proceeding. 


Q Richard, since you always talk about the close 
relations between you and Israel, is that a blow -- that your 
ally is refusing to receive an American delegation? 


A I'm sorry? 


Q Is that considered a blow to the alliance between 
you and Israel? 


a Who said that our ally has refused to receive an 
American delegation? 


Q Well, apparently he said they don't want them to 
come. 


A I have seen no such reports. 


Q So they are welcoming, the Israelis are 
welcoming, the visit of the American delegation now? 


A I think from our side this issue is best 
addressed in Paris; and from the Israeli side, they'll address 
it in Tel Aviv. I'm not going to do either of those things. 


Q The Israeli Ambassador was in the building today? 
A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Richard, though, just one question on that 
business of the delegation. Before the delegation was 
reportedly upgraded to include the Deputy Secretary, it was 
going to be just a visit by Assistant Secretary Kelly, sort of 
a reconnoitering trip, if you like. 


If it's turned down, does that mean that Kelly won't 
go as well? 


‘ (A) You're reporting things as being fact when in 
fact they are rumors or just reports; and (b) you're asking me 
to speculate on something that hasn't occurred and may not be 
occurring. So I'm not going to answer it on any account. I 
have nothing on that. 


Q . Does the State Department think that there have 


been contacts between Israeli Government officials and PLO 
officials? 











-5- Friday, 7/14/89 Al go 


A I don't have anything to add to what Assistant 
Secretary Kelly said on the Hill the other day. I do have the 
quotes, I think. He used the word “exaggerated” for some of 
the reports, and he said “I don't think that's reality" when 
asked about official contacts. 


Q But he did say “We have classified reports, and 
I'll be willing to go in and talk to you about those behind 
closed doors." 


A He said, “I don't know of any official dialogue 
taking place. There are reports, both in the press and in 
classified reporting about contacts. I'd be happy to go into 
the latter" -- meaning classified reporting -- “with you in a 
closed session." 


Q Right. 


a But he's saying he's willing to talk about the 
reports that there have been, not talk about contacts because 
he said official contacts he doesn't think is a reality. 


Q But the word “exaggerated” would suggest that 
something which does exist is being amplified out of 
proportion. But the point is that something does exist to be 
amplified. 


A I'm not in a position to talk any more or to say 
any more than what he said. There are reports. You can 
exaggerate a report from nothing. You can exaggerate it from a 
small thing. I don't want to get into semantics here. I'm 
just saying that there are reports around, and everybody has 
seen them. We've seen some others that you probably haven't 
seen. But we're not in a position to say any more than what he 
said. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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¢ EL SALVADOR: MEDIA LAW 





What is your reaction to the proposed £1 Salvadoran law 
which would restrict media? 


WE ARE FOLLOWING SALVADORAN LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS 





CAREFULLY; THUS FAR A NEW LAW HAS NOT YET BEEN PASSED. WE 
UNDERSTAND THAT MUCH OP. THE LEGISLATION UNDER CONSIDERATION 
IS ACTUALLY RE-CODIFICATION OF EXISTING LAW. 


THE LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE BRANCHES OF THE SALVADORAN 
GOVERNMENT ARE SOLICITING THE VIEWS OF THE DEMOCRATIC 
PARTIES, THE CHURCH AND LABOR LEADERS IN AN EFFORT TO REACH 
A CONSENSUS ON THIS DIFFICULT ISSUE. 


WE RECOGNIZE THAT THE NEW SALVADORAN ADMINISTRATION IS 
SEEKING TO RESPOND TO PUBLIC DEMANDS FOR ACTION TO COMBAT 
THE LATEST WAVE OF FMLN URBAN TERRORISM AND ASSASSINATIONS 
WHICH HAVE FOLLOWED THE ELECTIONS. NONETHELESS, WE HAVE 
CONCERNS ABOUT ANY LEGISLATION WHICH COULD HAVE AN IMPACT 
UPON PRESS FREEDOMS, AND HAVE MADE THESE CONCERNS KNOWN TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF EL SALVADOR. 


PRESIDENT CRISTIANI HAS MADE CLEAR HIS COMMITMENT TO HUMAN 


RIGHTS, INCLUDING FREEDOM OF THE PRESS, BOTH PUBLICLY AND 


IN HIS PRIVATE CONVERSATIONS WITH US. 
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MR. HART: We have Administrator Reilly of the EPA who 
will be for sound and camera. He'll have a brief opening statement 
and then be to take your stions. We expect Governor Sununu 
to be here perhaps within a half-hour or so after the Administrator 
finishes his briefing. Thank you. 


ADMINIGTRATOR REILLY: Good morning. Well, if, as the 
President said, 1988 was the year in which the Earth cried, “Enough,” 
I think 1989 and the Paris summit will have to be seen as the year in 
which the leaders of ma industrialized countries heard that cry 
and signaled their readiness to begin to respond. 


The most encouraging « t of this summit, I think, is 
that environmentel policy is beginn to move from the margins to 
the mainstream of concern. The President has had a very personal and 
involved and committed role in ensuring that some of the sost 
significant worldwide environmental issues are discussed at this 
conference, that adequate time is made available to them, and as I 
think a will see reflected in the communique, that he's been 
successful. 


A number of issues that we expect to be discussed over 
the next day and « half are vital of concern to the United States and 
the global environment. There are two kinds of issves, I think, that 
are getting attention. There are the issues that relate to problems 
quite familiar to us in the field of the environment that deal with 
conventional pollution, such as air and water, oil spilis in the 
ocean, protection of forests -- particularly of tropical forests. 


There is another set of issues that is relatively new 
that involves problems of potential destabilization of the planet. 
These vital issues that we dare not get wrong for the basic health, 
and even survival, of the Earth. These have to do with the 
disturbance caused by chlorofluorocarbons in the upper atmosphere, 
the disturbance of the ozone layer, and with the whole collection of 
questions that concerns -- affects global climate change. 





On all of these issues, we see that there is an emerging 
consensus on the part of the leaders of the ernments represented 
here -- consensus that these issues are significant, are important, 
are worthy of concern at the very highest levels of government -- the 
consensus also that the general orientation of policy, support for 
such groups as the Irtergovernmental Panel on Climate Change to deal 
with global climate problems is the appropriste way to address then. 


I think thie ie all positive and I think that it's very 
significant. 


Thies is the 15th summit of the leaders of the seven 
countries here. Wone has ever come close to paying the attention to 
the environment that this one has. The President personally, I 
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think, can take a great deal of the responsibility and credit for 
this. His own first five and a half sonths of office have 
Genonstrated the whole range of initiatives, a very strong concern 
for the environment, and a desire to have a very aggressive policy to 


improve it. 


We have found here that other governments represented are 
quite interested in knowing sore, for example, about the details of 
the very innovative Clean Air Act that the President proposed. And a 
number of issues connected with the environment -- some on the 
agenda, others off -- are being discussed in private conversations. 


All of this is positive, all of this is terrifically 
encouraging. All of thie is, I think, beginning to move the 
environment from the sargins of policy right into the sainstreas 
discussions about esenenle development the probleas of 
debt-structuring issues which, in the t, have not been discussed 
insofar as they relate to environmen probleas. 


Q The question is now -- the critics say there's a lot 
of rhetoric during these discussions and no action at all. What do 
you respond to that? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: It's important to understand, I 
think, the purpose of summits and the nature of these conversations. 
It's not the function -- has not historically been the role of 
governments to come together at summits and set out specific measures 
to reduce, for example, the unemployment rete or the rate of 
inflation. Rather, the point of summit conversations is to identif 
problems, determine general categories of priority, give a degree o 
consensus, if that exists -- identify, sometises, areas of 
disagreement that have to be resolved. That is what's happening on 
the environment. 


The questions that are being discussed here many of the 
countries are agreeing in a very formal way, are very urgent and 
important ones. have to be addressed as a matter of policy. 

reenente will not forthcoming here that will solve the global 
climate issues, obviously, but very important signals are being given 
both to the governments represented here, to the countries which are 
not here -- some of which I think are sore important, of more concern 
in addressing some of these a and I expect that will have a 
lasting significance and influence. 


Q The Canadian government is suggesting some sort of 
common standards for environmental damage. I'm just wondering how 
the American government responds to the need for such « measurement 
and whether you think that might be agreed upon at the summit? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: The United States would welcome an 
increasing harmonization of environmental standards and would, in 
fact, I think, find it of interest in number of areas. We fully 
recognize that, as we move toward harmonization of trade and free 
trade -- and particularly with a country like Canada -- the ential 
consequences of environmental measures to serve as non-tariff trade 
barriers or to impose differential costs on an economy could be of 
concern. 


We would particularly like to hope that the kinds of 
measures the United States has taken with respect to automobile 
pollution are increasingly emulated in much of the rest of the world 
and by some of the other rnments here. We think they're in the 
right direction, they go farther than most other countries have ° 
We find that necessary, and we're going to push them farther, still, 
with the Clean Air Act proposal the President's sade. 


Q A lot of us have emelled the air in Eastern Europe. 
Do you ever see the need for improving the environment tied to their 
need for funding? 
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ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, the President made clear 
that he was prepared to respond to the environmental concerns in 
Eastern Europe. As the peoples of Eastern Europe begin to manifest 
concerns about all sorts of things, we find that among their most 
serious complaints and aggravations are the condition of the 
environment. There's no question that the accumulated environmental 
problems of air and water in some Eastern European countries are 
horrendous. We'd like to be helpful to that. 


We have offered our technology, our expertise, our 
experience, and some fundi to "4! and to Poland. We want to 
engage thes very such in helping them improve the environment. And I 
was very interested to hear the other day that the German Environment 
Minister indicated that one Deutchmark spent on improvement of East 
Germany's environment is probably worth more than five spent in West 
perme & because now the sargin of potential improvement and also the 
significance of the problem is so such greater next door. 


Those kinds of concerns, I think, will cause the other 
European governments here to want to cooperate with us, and some have 
indicated -- the Japanese have indicated -- they want to ae address 
some of the environmental problems that Eastern Europe has right now 


Q Aren't there some issues where these countries are 
close to being able to finalize some international agreements end 
some others that could take several years to put together? Where are 
they close together, and where are they still far apart on some of 
the big issues you mention? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, there is a consensus among 
all of the seven countries here represented that chloroflvorocarbons 
need to be sed out by the end of the century, and sooner if that 
proves feasible. There is also a consensus that the 
Inter rnmental Panel on Climate Change is the opriate way to 
consi the seriousness of the climate change problem, to address 
the scientific questions, look at effects, and try to identify 


response options. 


The groups that are working within the IPCC, including 
the United States, fully recognize that its work will lead to formal 
negotiations about a treaty, about a framework convention on climate 
change. And that consensus has been made, I think, abundantly clear 
here. There are some other sreas that may not be discussed -- I 
think of the NOX convention that the United States just this week 
sent forward and subscribed to. 


Two other countries -- I'm not sure which -- have also 
taken that action, and we hope that the rest of the countries here 
will do the 


se are some instances of specific agreements that are 
significe..:: Avanced, I think, by these conversations. You may 
hear mention of others that will contribute to important meetings or 
to — that are intended to get there in some other areas 
as well. 


Q By the time the summit ends, how, if at all, will it 
have taken the G-7 beyond the commitments that are already on the 
books -~- some things like CFCs and the proper forum for examining 
climate change -- those kinds of looucet 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, it was not altogether clear 
that the G-7 countries were fully of one mind on the IPCC. That is 
something I think that is emerging in these conversations quite 
clearly, end from the point of view of the United States, very 
reassuringly. 


The other questions that are — to be addressed affect 
forestry, the oceans, upper atmospheric disturbance and problems, 
pollution prevention. On any number of those questions, we are 
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either opening discussions within this framework for the 
time -- beginning to identify potential policy seeds and 
specific opportunities, or advancing sose plans thet aay 
been underway. But there will be sore detail om thet toserrer ehee 
the communique coses out. 


I expect, the way, thet the siqnificence of comcer= 
with the environment will be indicated in aeouze 
the amount of attention given in the communique itself te the 
environment. We would expect it will take s quarter to es third 
the document itself, which, as you know, is quite without precedent. 


Q Well, is the communique in any weey going to 
establish a framework for pursuing these other iseuce thet you talked 
ebout -- deforestation -- the sub thet hewe mot gotten this kind 
of at least political attention up until now? 


f 
t 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: In some ceses, there will be 
specific mentions of commiteents to meetings, Gelibereticns Gum the 
road that will indicate that we're going to sowe shes’. There will 
mot be formal conventions, sgreesents, or tr thot 
sort -- at this sumeit with respect to the envircemest axy sore thee 
there will be anything like that on the econcsy 


Q We've seen a split here at thie summit 
question of a North-South conference. I's wouderiag if you" 
getting any sense of how the summit leaders plas to dral with the 
Third World's complaints about as you try to overcome clisste change 

affects 


that affects -- 
ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Complaints sbout whet? 


Q -- as you try to overcome cliaste cheage, it 
their industrial development. 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I believe very euch thet eoue of 
the most important countries whose cooperation ead ievolwesest will 
have to be engaged to solve climate iseves are some of the coustrice 
that are not here. We are very aware, very concerned is the Gaited 
States, that the developing countries whose curve of costribeticn to 
greenhouse gases is likely to rise steeply in the couiag yeers, thet 
some of those countries do not yet accept the ecieace eves of 
chioroflvuorocart us impact on veret a ie cacee, te asp aothiag 
of some of the emerging scientific data "se worricecee shoet 

the 


climate change. 


We, I think, will come owt of this — ell of 
countries here represented -- with a stronger teeet to eugege 
those countries, to begin the diplomatic processes of sorting with 
thes, to invite them to share in the research ead the ecieace, and 
hope to move as « world community on some of these queeeticns, ehich 
we absolutely sust do if we're to address thee. 


If you look at plans, such es countries like Chise herve, 
to double their coal output over the next 10 yeere 
on 300 million new refrigerators, one aust 
refrigerants -- Brasil, India, other such countries — theirs role, 
their participation, their ation, their egreesent to ~~ final 
treaties that are developed will be ebeolutely essential. | 
think we all feel a reinvigorated sense of the seed to commmnicete 
with thes, to work with thes, to bring thee in theoegh the ICE aud 
to operate as « single community on some of these iseuce. 


Q Well, in that regard, would you fied it belgfal to 
heave a North-South summit on environmental sorobliess7 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: If would hope very euch thet theee 
ieeves are not developed in « way thet indicetes « Borcth-Goeth api it . 


The problems of world environmental senegesent exe very sack probiess 
that ought to end up by uniting use rether thee @ividiag «=. Ge ali 
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share the same planet. Eventually, I think, if the science is sound 
and is well-conducted and well-presented, it will bring everybody to 
see the need for the same kinds of policy responses. 


In many of these cases, the policy eoagenses in the 
developing world are fully consistent and reinforcing of their 


economic development aspirations -- I think particularly with the 
conservation of forests. Most of the developing countries that 
harbor significant forests are themselves committed to their 
protection and better management and in some cases, to increasing 
their size. 


Q Could I just follow up? How would such a sumnait, 
bringing together North and South leaders, divide? Wouldn't it 
rather unite them to get around the same table? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: The issues that typically are 
posed when you present a stion as it may affect the rich countries 
and the poorer countries in a very different way can be very 
divisive, I think. We have not yet seen that happen on the CFC 
issue. In fact, there was a great deal of attention and care spent 
in developing the Montreal protocol to provide for different use 
levels in the developing world, versus the developed world. And that 
was both necessary and appropriate and welcomed, I think, by the 
developing world. 


We're going to have to do similar things in the global 
climate question. But I don‘t think a North-South summit is a proper 
way to conceive of that problem. I think that we want to work within 
the international panels and groups that we have and hope to develop 
@ common set of policies. 


Q In Washington, you expressed fear that more 
bureacracy would be created on those issues. After those discussions 
here, is this fear -- do you still fear that, or are you concerned 
about possible development of bureaucracies outside of the U.N.? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, there is no proposal to 
create any new institution, but rather to strengthen and reinforce 
the existing ones. The IPCC is sponsored by the World Meteorological 
Organization, the United Nations Environment Program. They may well 
need more resources in carrying out the increasingly important 
functions that they have, but we don't see the need for any other 
bureaucracy, nor i think will any of the other countries here 
advocate that in the context of the summit conversations. 


Q Some of the environmentalists are looki for a 
20-percent reduction in carbon dioxide emissions by, I think, the 
year 1992, and also more money to help Third World countries avoid 
deforestation. Are those issues going to be specifically discussed? 
Are you -- in particular, the question about money to help Third 
World nations? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: The issues of deforestation, and 
particularly of protection of *ropical forests, which are under such 
stress, I think will receive a good deal of attention here at the 
summit. Gome of the related questions of funding will also, no 
doubt, be discussed. 


But I think it's very important to avoid creating the 
impression that, however much developing countries will want and will 
need help and will, no doubt, get it from many of our countries to 
address some of these environmental questions, it's necessary to 
avoid giving the impression that countries should do only those 
things which the developed world is prepared to fund or finance or 
help them do. 


The kinds of responses to these issues that they're going 
to have to take -- as I say, a of them reinforce economic 
development plans and programs already in some of these countries, 
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others are going to involve more fundamental changes. And it‘s going 
to be in the interest, I think, of every country to take some of 
these actions, just as it is to subscribe to the phase-out of 
chloroflourocarbons. We will . a to be helpful. But we will not -- 
I think certainly at this summit -- be proposing or discussing any 
major new financing mechanisms to do that. 


Q What about carbon dioxide emissions? Are you going 
to be having any specific discussions on how to reduce emissions? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: The first order of business on 
global climate is really to move the IPCC work forward, to get the 
three significant reports on science and defects and responses that 
it's developing, and then to move into negotiations on a framework 
treaty or convention. At that time, it will be appropriate to 
discuss specific measures, protocols, later actions that the various 
countries will want to take. 


I have no doubt that we'll begin to explore. In fact, 
one unique resource that exists in the world that pt aware of are 
the reports by the Environmental Protection » Sone and released this 
summer on responses -- on hypothetical ibilities of things that 
one can do in a country to deal with cl sete change. No other 
country has engaged in anything like that effort. But it's a 
relatively primitive effort still in the sense that it's not had the 
broad discussion or debate that it might. 


A summit is not an appropriate place to make those kinds 
of decisions with respect to the environment any more than it is in 
the economic area. But it will advance those conversations and will, 
I hope, lay a much better framework for this treaty on climate 


Q Will there be any time frame set for that, when to 
begin that? Will there at least be some time frame set? 


ADMIPISTRATOR REILLY: I don't think they -- there's not 
likely to be a specific new date given. But what we are assuming is 
that when the plenary meeting of the IPCC meets in January, we will 
know most of what we need to know. In fact, the October wg that 
the United States advocated, and that now has been agreed to, will 
take place hosted by the United States in Geneva will be the first 
time that 1 expect a lot of countries will begin to put their cards 
on the table and to think about, as we go down this road, where it 
should lead from the point of view of national interests. We'll also 
have a much better sense then of where we stand with some of the key 
developing countries. 


Q Who will be attending this October meeting? Is it 
the Seven -- the G-7? 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, the IPCC is an open-ended 
group to which any country can subscribe. As of a year ago, it 
involved, I think, about 35 countries. I believe it's to 44 now 
that are taking place. I would hope that one very practical and 
near-term effect of the attention given to that issue here will be to 
cause other countries to realize that this is a very important thing. 
This is an issue on which the world is going to be engaged for sone 
time to come and countries, therefore, ought to get involved. We 


hope that happens. 


Q Mr. Reilly, what discussion was there of the Exxon 
Valdez and the cleanup there? Did the President give any progress 
report there to the -- 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: The President is prepared to 
discuss that this afternoon and this evening. And we are very 
concerned to make the experience that we just had -- one that we 
certainly -- that we're not happy to have, but did teach us some 
lessons, available to other countries. We hope that, from the 











a Blbe 


summit, there will come commitment to doing a number of the things 
that need to be done to protect the oceans and to improve technology 
and respond to oil spills -- a problem that unfortunately all the 
countries here are familiar with. 


Q Such as? What steps -- 


ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: I said that I think that the 
countries here will want to be informed about our impressions of some 
of the inadequacies of response control technology. We'll want to 
look at issues of how the world prepares better on a somewhat more 
systematic basis to anticipate and respond to spills, to pre-position 
equipment, to ensure that liability issues are dealt with before the 
fact and not after, and things of that sort. We need a better system 
for doing that than we have, and we will advocate that here. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:15 A.M. (L) 
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MR. FITZWATER: Good morning. We're back. This 
morning's briefing is by the President's Chief of Staff Governor John 
Sununu, for sound and camera. The President will have brief remarks 
and then take your questions. Thank you. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Let me tell you a little bit first 
about the President's meeting with Mrs. Thatcher this morning. It 
was a one-on-one. The President had worked with Mre. Thatcher for 
the eight years he had served as Vice President and had looked 
forward to the meeting. He has great respect for her judgment and 
wisdom and is very much an admirer of the economic progress he has 
made, particularly in the area of job creation. 


They talked about the issues associated with the 
President's trip to Poland and Hungary; they discussed the general 
East-West support programs that they might be involved in; they 
talked about the need for continued support in terms of defense and 
the issues associated with making Europe whole and free. 


In addition to that, oy | had some very ral 
discussions of the political -- the issues involved in the political 
declaration that is currently being discussed right now at the summit 
meeting. It was a meeting that both the President and Mre. Thatcher 
indicated as they came out went very well, and the President was 
really pleased at the general discussions they had. 


The dinner last night, based onthe discussions we've had 
with the President this morning -- he indicated that they talked a 
little bit about the East-West issues. He led the discussion on 
that, particularly the observations he made during his trip to Poland 
and Hungary -~- his impressions of the status of political reforms and 
economic reforms in those countries and his desire to seek support 
here at this summit for concerted action in dealing particularly with 
the issues that were raised in Poland. He hopes that that kind of a 
commitment by the members of the G-7 might be reflected in the 
political declaration today. 


There was also a discussion last night on the debt 
——— and there was hope that the declaration could reflect that 
mn ite language. 


In particular, the language that we would be hoping might 
be achieved in the political declaration includes some kind of a 
focus on the fact that there should be direct assistance to the 
countries by the members of G-7 as long as there is some focus to 
stimulate the private side, whether it be done through inward 
investment, or joint transfers, or transfer of managerial skills. 
That's the language in the proposed declaration and we hope that it 
gets retained. 


In addition to that, the President indicated that we 
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would be providing our enterprise fund and we are hopirg for 
retention of the pes that has been discussed that talks about 
developing concrete initiatives designed to encourage econoszic 


reforms. And those are what we will eventually be part of the 
adoption in the political declaration that they are currently 
discussing. 


He also sought support for an early conclusion of the 
negotiations between the IMF and Poland and that this -- the overall 
Gebt strategy of the Brady plan would be applicable to Poland, 
provided it met the necessary conditions and hoped for support of 
that position in the political declaration as well. 


That language has been discussed in broad terms until now 
and will be part of the detailed discussions that they are now having 
underway. 


Q A lot of this -- the word “consider” pops up and the 
“would” and “will” and “future.” Is there anything that the six 
others specifically pledged here in regard to aiding Poland and 
Hungary? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, they are now discussing it and, 
frankly, I can't -- used the past tense, and I can't say that 
they have done anything until they come out of this meeting at which 
they are both doing the discussing and then making the pr ls for 

ific language and ge commitment. And I have no idea what 
will come out of it. President would be looking for some kind of 
a concerted follow-up, whether it is an agreed-on systes of 
coordination, or a meeting, or something of substance such as that. 


Q Governor, did the draft communique contain a 
commitment to Paris Club rescheduling by the G-7, or to some kind of 
formal or informal coordination process like the one discussed by 
General Scowcroft? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Yes -- the kind of language that is 
involved there is that there was an indication that the summit would 
hope to come to the conclusion that they would support in the Paris 
Club the rescheduling of the Polish debt in an expeditious manner and 
that they would hope that it would be done in a flexible sanner to 
respune to the particular needs that exist now as they are going 
through their econcric refora. 


There was some language of that nature that is bei 
discussed and we would hope that it is retained in the declaration 
that comes out this afternoon. 


Q Ie that likely to be firmed at all in terms of a 
solid commitment, or followed up in the communique tomorrow? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, it is in the language of most 
summits -- it will probably have a commitment to try and achieve that 
over the next few weeks. 


Q Governor, I'm confused a little bit because I think 
I heard the President say specifically in Poland that the U.S. 
package was applicable even if Poland did not sign a deal with the 
IMF. Can you help clear that up? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don't think that's correct. I think 
that @ great deal -- the enterprise package was applicable, but in 
particular, the §300 million-plus of world debt was subject to the 
IMF requirements. 


Can you tell us why you see the IMF requirements as 
eo critical? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the kind of requirements that IMF 
imposes are the kinds of things that firm up internally the 
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commitment to economic reform. It is a tightening up of those things 
that improve productivity, that improve the strength of the internal 
economy, and reflect an economic discipline that IMF has felt all 
along, and the s ters of IMF have felt all along, are critical 
for countries to give credibility -- economic credibility to their 
commitment to make their payments and repayments. 


Q Governor, was the proposal for a North-South summit 
discussed at the dinner last night, and what is the status of it? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don't know of any of -- of that 
discussion -- that did not come out of the debriefing, if you will, 
that we received this morning as we talked to the President. 


Q What is the U.S. position today on that proposal? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It's the same as Secretary Brady 
indicated yesterday -- that, in particular, those kinds of issues are 
best dealt with on a country-by-country basis that reflects the 
particular problems they have plus the particular opportunities for 
solution that may be differing from country to country, depending on 
their natural resources, the projections of economic reform that they 
are making, the level of debt that they carry, the relationships for 
trade that they may have established over the rs, and the other 
things that make virtually all of those countries a particularly 
different situation, one to another. 


Q Governor, if I could follow up on Wyatt's question 
-- Secretary Baker the other day said that there will be a shift of 
emphasis on our approach to rescheduling in that we would no longer 
want a prior agreement with the IMF before we support rescheduling in 
the Paris Club. Now you seem to be indicating something different. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I'm not familiar with the statement 
you're referring to. I do know that it was indicated that, for 
example, the $325 million -- we agree that the $325 million World 
ee funds would be contingent on clearing up the details associated 
with the IMF. 


Q But that’s not a rescheduling cf their foreign debt. 
The President asked fcr $5 billicn in rescheduling on debt -- 


GOVEROR GUNUNU: That's a separate issue from the $325 
million, right. The languige that you will be looking for -- should 
be looking for within the declaration is a little bit softer than 
that and the language ecdresses the fact that we want the 
rescheduling of ths Folirn debt to be done expeditiously and in a 
flexible and forthcoming manner. And I think that provides a little 
bit of relaxation of conditions that would be associated with the 
rescheduling of the alzost §40 billion of debt. 680 on that side of 
the issue there is a softer prospective. 


Q As I understand it, the communique does, in fact, 
talk about China issues and other -- condemnation and recommends -- 
I‘m not sure of the language -- but recommends a withholding of 
future World Bank loans. Is that correct, and to what extent was 
this a subject of contention? Do the French want something stronger 
than what will eventually appear in the communique? 


GOVERNOR GUNUNU: The draft that we feel ought -- the 
kind of language that we feel ought to be retained in the declaration 
is one that again reiterates the condemnations that have already 
taken place of the violent actions, of the repression that took 
place. It urges a cessation of the violence and it again notes that 
each of the member of G-7 have already taken appropriate measures to 
reflect the concern that they have. It suggests the kinds of things 
that have already been done would be continued -- the suspension, in 
some cases, of contacts and some of the economic sanctions and the 
ares trede that have been suspended. It also notes that the 
examination of new loans by the World Bank might be postponed. Now, 
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whether or not that language is retained in the discussions they are 
having now, I cannot tell you. But that is the kind of thing that 
they will be talking about. 


Q How, is it true, as reported, that Francois 
Mitterrand wanted some stronger language in this communique than has 
emerged here so far? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I not sure the word is “stronger.” 
There was some discussion about the asing of some of the 
introductory language there and I think that the consensus that was 
achieved -- or at least in the preliminary discussion amongst the 
sherpas -- was to emphasize the fact that there have been sanctions 
already imposed -- sanctions led by the United States and then 
followed up on by the EC countries and now followed up by Japan. 


It did not -- there was no effort, to my knowledge, to 
add any specific kinds of new sanctions beyond the general gee 
that we have just talked about here as contained in the 1 
I don’t know of anything that would have strengthened the Po 
process. 


Q Can we get back to Eastern Europe just for a second? 
Yesterday used the word “clearinghouse” so far as this 
coordinated approach -- phil - Do you expect org pM 
mechanism to come out of that or is it just a statement of srention 
to act jointly? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, I -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We objected to the word “clearinghouse.” 
We objected to the word “clearinghouse.” 


Q Scowcroft used it the other -- 


Q Oh, was it Scowcroft? Someone used the word 
“clearing house." But forget that. 


Q The point is, will there be a mechanism created here 
or is it just an approach? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, let me talk about the sinisus 
that we would hope for and what we might hope for a little bit beyond 
that. We certainly would like a commitment to concerted action. And 
I think the word that is being used as the language -- part of the 
language of art is “action in concert” or that kind. 


We would like to do that so that there is some focus to 
the effort and so that the resources that are allocated there would 
have the maximum benefit. 


In order to achieve that, we would hope that there is 
some concrete action taken -- either discussion amongst some of the 
ministers or some meeting or some bringing together of the parties 
that are involved here. Whether or not that can be achieved is 
something that you ought to look for when they take the final vote on 
the declaration this afternoon. 


Q Governor, can you tell us what kind of reaction the 
President received to his pr al that the other members of the G-7 
make parallel, similiar contributions to the $100 million fund that 


he's proposed? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, I know they diecussed it and 
there was a good reaction at the dinner last night. As I said 
earlier, what we ought to look for is whether or not the declaration 
retains the ——e that each of us -- each of us would mean all 
members, all ~~ would be developing concrete initiatives to 
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encourage economic reforms and promote more competitive economies. 
We feel that that 1 would be the one that would indicate that 
they do support the kind of thing we did and would continue to be a 
part of that. 


Q Governor, how do you think Poland and Hungary will 
react to this summit? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, I do know that much of the 
discussion in terms of the big numbers that came out -- the billions 
of dollars that were talked about -- a great chunk of what could have 
made a big difference in that represented about §5 billion of benefit 
~~ that’s billion with a B -- $5 billion worth of benefit that would 
come from the rescheduling of the debt. And if there is, in the 
communique, and the commitment that comes out of here, a commitment 
to work towards more flexible rescheduling of the debt, I would 
suspect that it would be seen as a significant move in the direction 
that Poland, in particular, wanted. 


Q Governor, the Senate has passed by more than a 
two-thirds majority str r sanctions on China. Does the President 
feel that his own policy is being undermined at home? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo. I think when the House passed it 
unanimously, or essentially equivalent, that the President and the 
Secretary of State indicated that although they did not think it was 
necessary, they would accept the legislation that came forward, and I 
would -- I haven't seen the details, but I don’t think the Senate 
package is that much different, and so I think the same description 
applies. It's not necessary, but it's acceptable. 


Q There's word that the communique includes Hong Kong 
am Chinese section. Was that put in at the request of the 
British? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I have to defer to -- I don't know. I 
honestly -- I can't give you an honest answer to that, and I can try 
and check on it. They're still discussing it. 


AMBASSADOR BLACKWILL: They're still discussing it. 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: They're still discussing it. 


Q A follow-up on the China question. You said the 
legislation is acceptable to the White House. What does that mean 
oo ~ =: ceca since it goes beyond what you have said was in the 
discussion? 


, GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Probably doesn't mean anything for the 
summit. 


Q Does the United States want to ask the others to 
match -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: No. For example, in the House version 
of the legislation, there was a number of specific exclusions, 
including an exclusion which allowed for the shipment of the 
sircraft, the Boeing aircraft, to China. And so in fact, it included 
the kind of allowance for actions that the President and the 
Secretary of State have permitted to take place. 


Q But you won't ask the others here in the G-7 to 
match the new restrictions the United States, then, would be putting 
on? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, most of what is included in both 
the House and the Genate version -- most, not all -- but most have 
already been imposed by the President. 

Q What about the allies? She's asking you are we 
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going to be in a situation where we have one policy and the other 
six, or four or five of them have another. Is there any -- 


GOVERNOR SUNURU: Well, we hope that they would all adopt 
the same kind of strong actions we have taken. 


Q Governor, our pool report says the President looks 
fatigued this morning. How is he doing? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: He's in a good mood. In fact, as we 
drove over trying to brief -- if anybody was looking in the windows 
watching the President and the Secretary of Treasury and the National 
Security Advisor and the Chief of Staff talk about the meeting, they 
would have probably thought we were exchanging jokes. It was rather 
light-hearted and humorous, and he is certainly relaxed, 
well-prepared, and I know that some of the folks on the street wonder 
what was making the President laugh so hard, and I'm not going to 


tell you. (Laughter.) 


Q During the discussion on the environment, did the 
U.8. record on environment come under discussion or any criticiss? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I know of none. Bill Reilly was here 
earlier. The detailed discussion on the environment did not occur 
last night, so I don't know about the side meetings that they've had. 
But they will be at -- the dinner, I would imagine, would be the 
starting of the environmental discussion followed up the plenary 
session tomorrow is where the environmental sections will be 
discussed at plenary. But I don't know of any discussions they've 
hed. Bill might have, amongst the ministers, had an idea as to -- 
me might have talked about it, and I'm sure you had a chance at 
hia. 


Q On Mexican debt, there's a report that there was a 
meeting with the commercial bankers, I believe in Paris. Can you 
tell us anything about what's going on there? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There's an old story that if you want 
to go from here to there and you keep going halfway, you eventually 
get closer and closer and closer -- don't quite reach it. 6o far, 
we've been going through that process of continually getting -- each 
step of the discussion moves halfway closer and halfway closer. They 
are now about that far apart, and I think that the indications are 
now that in the next few days at the latest, that little gap will be 
jumped over. It is in the dotting the I and crossing the T stage on 
some of the tough details that are important both to Mexico and the 
banks. It is my undersatnding that there will be another meeting 
within the next 24 hours or so, and it is hoped that at that meeting, 
substantially -- most of, if not all of that last gap can be closed. 


Q Are you pleased that the level of participation by 
the banks has gone from junior level to senior level? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It's amazing what happens when you get 
the folks that can make the decisions involved in the process. 


Okay? Have a good day. Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 12:15 P.M. (L) 
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MR. FITEWATER: Good evening. Tonight's briefing is by 
the Secretary of State James A. Baker. Secretary Baker does have a 
statement. As you know, you all have the political declaration. He 
will go through some of the major points -- probably take a little 
longer than normal, and then take your questions. Thank you. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Before I get to the political 
declaration, let me simply cover for you the fact that at the morning 
plenary session, we spent, I suppose, most of the time on the 
political declaration, but we also covered economic policy 
coordination, structwral reform and trade. We then broke for lunch./ 
= 7 afternoon plenary, we covered debt and narcotics in some 

tail. 


With cewpect to the political declaration, I think it's 
@ fitting occasion on the 200th anniversary of the Declaration of the 
Rights of Man and the Citizen that we recall the common heritage of 
Western valves that unite these seven summit countries. As I said 
several days ago when I briefed, the President's NATO summit trip 
ficet highlighted this theme and that's been carried forward at this 
summit. He then carcied that message, as you know, to Poland and 
Hungary, where homegrown reform efforts are turning their socieites 
toward the Western heritage. So it's fitting, I think, that our 
first declaration -- or the first topic covered in the political 
declaration was human right. 


Our common purpose, of course, is to promote these 
rights, to secure the rule of law, to create opportunity and to 
extend the reach of the fundamental freedoms of man. And the 
Geclaration makes those points. 


The East-West declaration, of the four, we probably 
spent most of our time on. That expresses ovr joint commitment to 
help advance the cause of freedom and economic liberty to others in 
Europe who have lived for far too long under the shadow of 
repression. Our seven nations will reach out to these countries and 
in this declaration we condemn those who resist the movement with 
further repression. 


The declaration points out again, as did the President's 
pre-summit trip, that Poland and Hungery are in the vanguard of 
change. Recognizing that political reform has got to be supported by 
economic reform, the seven summit countries apets to act in concert 
to support the opening in Poland and Hungary for both political and 
economic transformation. 


Specifically, the East-West declaration commits each of 
us to developing concrete initiatives to promote the development of 
competitive market-oriented economies. 

Secondly, the enterprise funds that the President 
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announced in Poland and Hungary we think provide an example of our 
effort to build viable private sectors in each of these two nations. 


We agreed to tackle the problem of Poland's debt without 
Gelay, in the Paris Club without waiting for an IMF program. There's 
en express recognition in there that Poland is eligible for 
participation in the strength and debt strategy. 


We er to work together along with other countries 
and multilateral institutions to make our efforts mutually 
reinforcing and more effective in every way that we possibly can. 


And fifth, and very, very importantly, I think, to move 
the process along without delay, we agreed to speedily convene a 
meeting, I think, within a matter of weeks to support -- to concert 
cur support for Poland and Hungary, working -- the summit countries 
that ere not members of the EC working alongside those members of the 
European Community. 


The East-West declaration also acknowledges the new 
policies and the new pronouncements in the Soviet Union. We call for 
the Soviets to translate those announcements into concrete action. 
But because the military imbalances in Europe and Asia continue to 
favor the Soviets, we state the need to remain vigilant and to 
maintain our strat of deterrence based upon a mix of adequate 
conventional and nuclear forces. 


The third declaration in the -- the third topic in the 
political declaration was China. The declaration on China endorses 
the program which the President led the way in establishing. And if 
you take a look at that, you see tha the seven explain their common 
response to the repression that each of the seven countries has 
condemned, and we hold owt ovr common interest in the creation by 
China of conditions that will avoid her isolation. 


We also recognize the concern of the people of Hong 
Kong, and we look to the People's Republic for steps that could 
restore the confidence of the Hong Kong people. 


And the final subject in the litical declaration has 
to do with terrorism. And in this, we confirm our commitment to 
combat terrorism in all of its forms, including, of course, 
state-sponsored terrorisa. 


We take special note this year of the murderous attacks 
on aic travelers and commit to prevent, to the extent that we can, @ 
repetition of last year's tragedy over Lockerbie. Specifically, we 
refer to seeking international regulations forcing the marking of 
plastic explosives so as to make them more easily detectabic. 


Let me say that in summary, we're very pleased with 
these four declarations that together constitute the political 
Geclaration. They reflect our core values and those of our allies 
and friends. The United States -- the democratic experiment was 
conceived in these values. We've sought to preserve, protect and 
promote them, and we welcome the support of others who share then. 


We hac -~- I'm almost finished -- we had extensive 
discussions as well in foreign ministers’ meetings of other foreign 
policy subjects and — which were covered in an oral presentation 
by Minister Dumas as the host Foreign Minister. We have not seen a 
transcript of that yet, so I may be able to answer some questions 
thet Ts have about other areas, but I'm not exactly sure of 
specifically what he said. This was the manner in which this was 
handled lest year and we agreed early on that this is the way we 
would handle regional conflicts this year. 


Final point -- I'd like to say simply that this is my 
ninth summit and this has been, as far as I am concerned, the most 
harmonious and one of the most productive summits that I have 
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attenced -- so such so that I think we might be able to wrap it up a 
little early. Sut the French are the host country and if we do that, 
they'll have the announcement to make. 


How, who has a question? 


Q Mr. Secretary, I'd like to start on this meeting 
you're talking about on the subject of Hungary and Poland. At what 
level will this meeting take place? How will the United States be 


represented? What are the goals? How specific are the goals for 
that meeting? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the level hasn‘t been 
determined, Frank, and the -- frankly, where the meeting is going to 
be held has not been determined because this decision came during the 
course of the plenary meeting today. It was, in effect, negotiated 

plenary session itself. It was not worked owt by the sherpas, 
it wasn’t something that was preplanned, and you can see in the 
political declaration what is said about it. What is said about it 
there is all that has as yet been agreed to. 


But the idea is we don't want to just let this drop. We 
want to follow up on it and we want to follow up on it as 
expeditiously as we can. And we were very anxious -- the President 
was very anxious to get a commitment from the other countries to do 
this and, in fact, had written the heads of state prior to coming to 
the summit, requesting that this action be taken. And we feel very 
fortunate that we were able to get a commitment to this effect. 


Q Are you at all disappointed thet the sininauns 
language, siniaue level that Governor Sununu talked about earlier -- 


1 he cited was action in concert -- is not in the statement? 
age Fk no discussion of concerted action. Talk about support, but 
no action. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, that's not correct. If you'll 
look at paragraph six, I will read it to you. “We agreed to work 
along with other interested countries and multilateral institutions 
to concert support for the process of reform underway in Hungary and 
Poland in order to make our measures of support more effective and 
mutually reinforcing. We will encourage further creative efforts by 
interested governeents on the public and private sectors in support 
of the ceform process. Concerning concerted s ct for reform in 
Poland and Hungary, we call for o meeting with all interested 
countries which vill take place within the next few weeks.” 


It's eeere in there. Wot only is that in there, but 
there's a follow-up meeting called for. 


Q Wr. Secretary, some of us had the impression that 
the idea of having this conference on Hungary and Poland was promoted 
by Chancellor Kohl. Wow, I guess it’s still possible he got it in 
the communique. Was this an initiative of the President? And, apart 
from China, what in this communique bears really the strong mark of 
the U.S.? Where did the U.S. take the lead? 


SECRETARY EAKER: The United States took the lead, I 
think, with respect, as you point out, to China, but also with 
respect to the East-West portion of the declaration. For that 
motter, with respect to human rights and terrorise as well, because 
we've been pushing those two subjects for the political declarations 
of prior summits for a number of summits now. 


But particularily, with reference to the East-West, 
because, after all. it was the President's trip to Polend and Hungery 
thet sized the importance of the homegrown reform efforts that 
are taking place there and the importance of our supporting those. 


To answer specifically your question about who proposed 
this, I've already said that the President requested this in letters 
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- The specific suggestion in the plenary 
but, of course, strongly supported by 


Q What progress, if any, have you sade on the question 
of Third World debt? And specifically, how much support was there 
for President Mitterrand’s position? 


SECRETARY BAKER: For what, John? 


Q President Mitterrand’s position on rescheduling of 
Third World debt. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there was quite an extensive 
discussion on debt this afternoon. Wo particular controversy, I know 
you'll be disappointed to hear. Everybody was pretty such in 
agreement that the strength-in-debt strat that the United States 
has proposed is the course that should be followed. 


There was a ral recognition on the part of sost 
countries that we are aeking very good progress with what we 
determined to do at Toronto about forgiving the debt of some of the 
poorest of the poor. The United States, as you know, is empowered 
now to and will be soon forgiving the hundreds of millions of dollars 
of debt to some of the poorest countries in Sub-Saharan Africa. 
Other countries may -- took note of the fact that they're doing the 
same thing and everyone generally subscribed to the strength-in-debt 
strategy approach to the debt of middle income debtor countries. 


Q But there was no s t for a North-South 
conference or dialogue among the participants? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was a brief -- President 
Mitterrand briefly referred to the fact that he had been requested to 
raise with the Gummit Seven the idea of a North-South conference. He 
said, however, that he had told his interlocuters that it was the 
view of most summit countries that current organizations were 
sufficient; that some of these issues are being addressed in quite 
some detail in other fora -- for instance, development. There will 
be a special sesson on development next year. We ought not to divert 
the focus from that. 


Trade, we're working very hard to accomplish a new 
Uruguay round. We ought not to complicate that with a North-South 
dialogue, and so forth. 





How he mentioned this because he had told some of these 
other countries that he would do so, but it wasn't a matter of debate 
or controversy or consideration with respect to a decision being 
taken here at thie summit about whether or not we'd have such «a 
conference. 


Q So he didn't argue for it -- he just raised it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, no, it was not -- it was only 
raised. 


Q How long did thie discussion last, by the way? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Very brief discussion, Brit. I would 
say mo more than -- I hate to characterize -- I don't remember that 
specifically, but I*d say no more than 10 minutes. 

Q When was that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: When? Well, I think that was this 
afternoon. I think it was thie afternoon as opposed to this sorning. 


Q Mr. Secretary, beth in Poland and in Hungary, when 
the President announced these enterprise funds, he said that he would 
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in the strengthened debt stra - Some coustrics 
making specific economic incentives avaeilabie. 


are 
So I would argue that he did receive whet be 
in this connection, and particularly with respect te this fellce-ce 
meeting. All the details cannot be wrapped =p io o commit like this. 
but now there will be a follow-on seeting thet will Geel in @etail 
with the refors efforts in both of these coustrices aud eegs is ehich 
the summit countries can help. 


Q Did any of thes, however, commit to comutrcibetiaog 
funds similar to the enterprise funds? 


SECRETARY GAKER: Wever -—- we sever seabed ee | 
commit for funds. We sade it clear before ve get to 

this would not be a pledging session, bet we believe ee"ve 
parallel efforts in the forse of commitsents 

efforts that are being undertaken in Poland ead Beegery. 


Q The line in the communique os Chine — aoe 
declaration on China about postponing exesizstics of @erid Seok 
loans -- does that significantly hurt Chine, and if 
And secondly, what do you think the siqnificemce is 
the declaration? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I thiak the ciquificence 
saying it ie that it’s action that has been 

They've all agreed with the teking of thie ectics. 
find my copy of the political declaration — the Chisas portice. 


QO Well, it says the ezeminetice of a=w licews by the 
World Bank will be postponed. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, I's aware of thet, bet 5 can"t — 
I wanted to see the exact language. 


Q That ise the exact language. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, wait « sinete, thaegh. Gow I"ve 
got it. Yes, you know what it says -- hes — cach of ae baw agreed. 
All of these recitations of ections are acticas thet hewe beee taken 
already. Wow, I's not in a position to tox you extest to 
which that ection say or say not hurt =. It &o=” 
that t. I’m not in @ position to seke thet yy; a- This is 
® recitation of the actions that have been taken by Seunit Seven. 
All agreed. 


Q Mr. Secretary, officials in Neshiagtes said before 
we came here that the United States would like « terrerian etetencst 
in the section thet talked about the Lockerbie beabéag to 
specifically cite Iran as responsible for thet tacideat. 
1 is not in thie declaration. Did the Guite® States indeed 
s that? 


SECRETARY GAKER: As far ee I teow, oe eewer eoeght 
thet. I's not aware that we sought thet. 

Q At any point? Even in the -— Geriag the stherype 
process? 

SECRETARY GAKER: During the sherpe process? 5 a= cot 
aware that we sought that during the sherpe process. I thiak oe were 
pretty well pleased with the way the terrociss stetemest cess oat ia 


light of some of the battles we fought « year or ten age ce this 
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issue. But I'm not personally aware that we asked that Iran be cited. 
Q S&So you think we did not? That's your understanding? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think we did not, but I @on‘t know 
everything that was raised in the entire sherpa process. i‘s not 
suggesting that. 


Q On the question of food for Poland, i chat supposed 
to be part of the agenda of the follow-up conference? It's not quite 
-- it's in the same paragraph, but it‘s not explicitly stated here. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it's going i» se dealt with in 
the follow-up meeting, but it was important to us to make it clear 
that the follow-up meeting was not restricted just to the food issue. 
And we did have a little debate about that. So we think we have it 
in such shape that the follow-up meeting will deal with the general 
topic of concerted support for Poland and Hungary, including food. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if I could just understand the 
genesis of that, did Chancellor Kohl bring up the idea of having this 
meeting with -- follow-up meeting to discuss food for Poland and then 
> President said, well, let's broaden that to be all -- some sort 
o -—- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I really can't answer that, not 
because I'm unwilling to. I just -- when we finally got a text back 
typed, it looked like the follow-up meeting was going to deal only 
with food and we wanted it to deal with concerted support and we made 
that case and it carried the day and we were very happy about that. 

I think the Chancellor was very much with us on that. 


Q But did he mention the food specifically when he 
brought that up? 


SECRETARY BAKER: In his proposal, yes. 


Q the countries, Mr. Secretary, that you would 
think would attend this follow-on meeting, is Poland and Hungary -- 
is it contemplated that Poland and Hungary would be among the 
participants? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That was not discussed. And it would 
be my sense of the discussion that that would not be contemplated; 
that the meeting would be of EC countries, summit participants who 
are not members of the EC and all interested countries, as you see 
there -- interested in concerting their support efforts for these two 
countries. ' | 





Q But not the recipients themselves. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Probably -- well, I don't -- there was 
never any discussion of it. I don't know that there would be a 
reason to exclude them, but I don't think it contemplated that they 
would be coming. 


Q Why not? 


Q Since the President has left Poland, Lech Walesa has 
said that a communist president, meaning General Jaruzelski in 
particular, would be acceptable to him. Is that something that was 
urged on either Mr. Walesa or other Solidarity leaders by the 
President, or yourself, other U.S. officials? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Wot to my knowledge, John. We did not 
involve ourselves in the internal political situation there in terms 
of the presidential election. 


Q But could I just ask -- do you think it's a good 
idea, given the realities of today, that Poland continues to have a 


MORE 
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communist President for the time being -- at least in this next 
election? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know, the way they're moving 
toward political reform there, they have reserved a certain number of 
seats in the same for communist party members. So having a communist 
president is not inconsistent with that, but I'm not going to express 
a judgment on whether we think that's good or bad. 


Q Mr. Secretary, while we're talking about internal 
politics, could you clarify what is still a rather ambiguous outcome 
on sending somebody to Israel to find out what their intentions were? 
(Laughter.) It struck me that you thought it needed some 
clarification, and now evidently it doesn't. What happened? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think we've seen a lot happen 
in the course of a week; you're quite right. My view and the view of 
all of us was that we had some genuine concern, frankly, that perhaps 
as a result of the sction the Likud Party, they were in a sense 
devaluing their own initiative. We still think it might be useful to 
send someone -- not right now -- never have had in mind the idea of a 
presidential emissary, as some had misinterpreted things, I think. I 
mean, we're not talking -- and I think we made it very clear we're 
not talking about shuttle diplomacy or Phil Habib getting on an 
airplane and that sort of thing -- and never have been. 


We still think it might be useful at some point, but not 
right now, because Prime Minister Shamir himself has made a number of 
statements that the initiative has not been changed. I think in one 
of them he said it has not been changed one iota. The national unity 
government there appears to be working together very hard to 
reconfirm their commitment to the election proposal. 


Israeli government officials have confirmed to us and to 
others that they are very much committed to the proposal. And the 
last thing I guess I'd say on it is that we've been working very hard 
here in Paris to support the election proposal with the summit 
countries and in meetings with other countries, such as my meeting of 
yesterday with Foreign Minister Megid of Egypt. I hope that 
clarifies it for you. 


Q Well, on that last point, may I pick you up, how 
have you done so far as conversions? It struck -- it seemed the 
United States has been pretty such alone in pushing for -- in 
supporting the Israeli initiative. Do you have friends now? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, we had friends before. It's wrong 
to say how are we doing on converting because we were able, I think, 
to bring a number of countries -- to gain support from a number of 
countries in Europe of the Israeli election proposal, who previously 
had not been supportive. We think we still have that support 

ded that they know that the Israeli government itself is ao A 
bit as committed to that proposal as they were when they advanced it. 
And we believe, based on what we've seen during the course of this 
week and the contacts we've had with Israeli government officials, 
_ they are every bit as committed as they were when they advanced 

t. 


Q ty RY By could you tell us what the steps you 
are looking for fros ma that they could do to restore the 


confidence of the Hiong Kong people? And secondly, could you tell us 
whether there are any discussions of the international government, 
especially British government, commitments to the Hong Kong Chinese 
during the summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, there were discussions cf -- but 
not that I can recall in the plenary session. I've had a bilateral 
meeting with Sir Geoffrey Howe in which we discussed the UK's firs 
commitment to Hong Kong. And I think the steps that are referred to 
in the communique are the steps that many of us -- many of the summit 
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countries have expressed in speaking about the tragic events of 
Tiananmen Square -- the need to reassure the international community 
that the process of economic reform is goi to continue and that 
political repression is going to cease, = it says here in the 
declaration. 


MR. FITZWATER: Final question, please. 


Q Mr. Secretary, was Lebanon discussed at all today 
and is there harmony between the U.S. position and the French 
position concerning Lebanon's special -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There is -- the answer to the last 
part of that question is, there is harmony between the United States 
position and the French position on Lebanon. And the answer to the 
firet part of the question -- was Lebanon discussed today -- is no, 
but it was discussed at quite some length last night at the dinner of 
foreign ministers. 


Q Are these summits still worth all this trouble? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 6:20 P.M. (L) 
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MINISTER VAN DEN BROEK: i think I'm supposed to speak 
in English. Let me say, on behalf of the Dutch government, how 
extremely pleased and gratified we are with the President's visit and 
with his party. And for me, of course, in particular also for 
Secretary Baker being here these days. 


Weedless to say, how welcome the President and his 
American delegation are here, given the fact that the friendly 
relations between our two countries have endured, one can say, 
unintercuptedly for over 200 years. 


And 1 know that many journalists in the past days have 
put the question to me how to explain that it is now the very first 
time that an American president in office visits this country. 1 
must say i've never asked myself that question. But what 1 do know 
is that this visit certainly sets another marker on the long-standing 
friendship between these two countries. And it's not necessary to 
say how welcome it was, how fortunate also it was, at exactly this 
—7 of time where, apart of discussing bilateral relations where we 

*t have any really significant problems, the world is changing so 
much. And it is a great privilege to have a world leader among us 
giving his impressions on a very important meeting that took place in 
the past days in Paris between the seven industrialized -- top 
industrialized countries, having visited Poland on an historical 
visit, being so committed to further working, improving East-West 
relations and making the world, in fact, a safer place. 


1 don't know whether you all had the opportunity this 
afternoon to hear the President's speech in Leiden and how strong he 
signalled the fact to us over here the commitment of the United 
States for the a ty Europe; and needless to say, how badly we 
need this ally. Sut there's more than that. There's more than 
containment. There is shapi the peace constructively in the coming 
era. And again, it's extremely gratifying to hear directly from the 
American President his views in this respect. 


Well, we spoke this morni in the delegations meeting 
about the very important subject of environment. We very much 
welcome the U.S. commitment to such a vigorous approach of the 
environmental problems thet threaten our plenet. We ere talking 
about problems on « planet-wide scale that need a global approach, 
and American leaders ip certainly also there is extremely welcome and 
we to receive «a high-level American representative at the 

& Conference on Atmospheric Pollution and Climatic Change, a 
conference that is being organized in The Netherlands in November 
next. 


We talked, of course, about the other problems that were 











also under consideration at the G-7, like the important debt probles. 
I don't think that the views of the United States and The Netherlands 
run very much apart in this field -- not very much -- in fact, not at 
all. 


We discussed, of course, the international trade 
situation, prospectives for the GATT negotiations, where 1 think, 
again, that our minds run to a great extent parallel where we both 
want the counterprotectionist tendencies. 


We further spoke, of course, about the further 
integration process in Europe and we found it extremely worthwhile 
over lunch to have this very open and informal discussion and where 
the Prime Minister and myself and the colleagues -- de Korte and 
Ruding and Wijpels -- the opportunity of explaining somewhat sore 
of the background thet motivates us to continue with this European 
integration -- what it means to us -- but also what it means to the 
br ft construction of Europe, between East and West. 1 found that 


myself a very interesting exchange. 


Well, some political issues were of course on the agenda 
-- not only East-West relations. We had a few words about China; we 
had some words about what was discussed in Paris on the common 
endeavor to combat terrorisa. 


Well, Jim, 1 have to leave something for you, too. i'd 
better stop. I can only say that so far, so very good. 


Jia. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me just say, ladies and gentlemen, 
that 1 think that was « yo | good summary of the discussions that we 
hed in the meetings just before lunch at lunch with the Prime 
Minister and his party. 


1 should say as well, though, on behalf of the 
President, that we are very pleased and gratified with the reception 
that the President has received here in The Netherlands, the warath 
of the greeting. The President took particular note of the fact that 
the Queen returned and peeeeesey greeted him at the airport. 1 
should expand a little bit on what Hans has said about the close 
cooperation between our two countries, particularly in the area of 
trade where the Netherlands and the United States more often than not 
find themselves on the same side of most al) issues -- trade issues. 
There — no bilateral irritants of any substance between our two 
countries. 


The Netherlands and the United States are actively 
shing for a successful Uruguay round, actively pushing, in fact, 
or the inclusion and coverage of agriculture, which is a very 
difficult trade topic -- most i tant, and I think, significant 
trade problem the world knows ay. 


The close cooperation that I's talking about was 
evidenced particularly at the NATO summit, where the gentleman 
sitting to ay left chaired what turned out to be an all-night meeting 
of foreign ministers to resolve the very difficult question of 
short-range nuclear weapons and resolve it in a manner that was 
satisfactory, 1 think, to all of the NATO countries and which 
recognized the changing conditions -- recognized the reality of 
changing conditions in Europe at the same time that it preserved the 
Geterrent structure and strategy of the NATO Alliance. 


I think that the summary which has been given -- Hans, 
let me simply s here by saying the summary that's been given is 
quite complete and accurate, and I would have nothing further to add. 


Q Mr. Secretary, things are going so well here, 
perhaps I could ask about a part of the world where things aren't 
eoine to well -- Afchanistan. Has the Bush administration decided to 
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increase weapons and other aid to the rebels? And what is the 
response, please, to the Afghan government's request to the United 
States to put pressure on Pakistan to back off? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me answer the last part of 
that first by saying that the policy of the United States in 
Afghanistan has not changed. Our policy is to seek and support 
self-determination for the Afghan people. We support that quest for 
self-determination in a number of ways. The nature and character of 


that support has not changed. 


Q May I ask about the other part -- about Pakistan's 
request -- excuse me -- Afghanistan's request that the United States 
try to influence Pakistan to ease off. 


SECRETARY BAKER: To ease off what? 


Q Well, let me -- we both know they're the conduit to 
keep the war going, to keep the rebels armed to try to bring down the 
Afg goverment. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think I answered your question 
by saying that we support the Afghan le in their quest for 
self-determination in a number of different ways, and the nature and 
character of that support has not changed. 


Q 1 have a question for the Dutch Minister. Did the 
American side raise the problem of burden-sharing in the Alliance? 


MINISTER VAN DEN BROEK: Wo, that was not discussed 
today, which doesn't mean that we don't realize that this is still an 
issue which will be on the agenda for the time to come. You know 
full well what the Dutch opinion is, the opinion of the Dutch 
government in this respect -- that it needs careful consideration, 
and certainly, also in view of the very gratifying progress we are 
experiencing in conventional arms control, and also the contribution 
that results there may give to also, the problem of burden-sharing. 


Q Mm. ny tees would you say what has been decided 
or discussed about the long-time Dutch grievance that they are 
excluded from the seven industrialized country meetings while they 
are generally -- regularly protecting the Dutch dollar by the 
business center bank? 


SECRETARY BAKER: 1 didn't understand the last part of 
the question. 1 think the first part of the question was, could 1 
say what was discussed, if angs nee about the longstanding Dutch 
gtievance that they are excl from the seven? 


Q Yes. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, 1 don't recall that being 
ifically discussed or raised, to be very honest with you, 
although there were perhaps some indirect references to the fact that 
The Netherlands would appreciate it if the Summit Seven -- if they're - 
oeeee to ask The Wetherlands to participate in follow-up actions 
lowing from the summit, it would be a lot easier for The Netherlands 
to do that in every case if they were in on the take-off as well as 
the landing. 


We understand that. At the same time, I'm quite certain 
that the government of The Netherlands understands the function of 
the Group of Seven, why it exists and what it does, and what it does 
beneficially. 


There are no plans, as the President told you yesterday, 
to expand the Group of Seven at thie tine. 


Q -- in fact, it was the same question. 1 wanted to 
have the ré@action of Mr. Gaker to know -- Lf yeu think that the role 
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of The Netherlands, and its economic role in particular, justifies 
The Netherlands being admitted into the Group of Seven -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: You would have -- if you did that, you 
would have about 15 or 20 other applications immediately. it would 
present you with very, very difficult problems and decisions. And as 
I just said, quoting the President from yesterday with respect to 
another nation, specifically, the Soviet Union, there are no plans to 
expand the group of seven. 1 should hasten to add here that we 
Cleariy recognize the commitment of the Netherlands to desocracy and 
free market economic policies in contrast to the Soviet Union. 


Q Mr. Minister, do you foresee a time when the Soviet 
Union will be integrated into the European Community? 


MINISTER VAN DEN BROEK: 1 think that time is still well 
off. But what we do welcome very much is increasing openness from 
the Soviet Union, the willingness which was clearly stated, 1 think, 
also by the letter to the seven of yesterday, not dwelling on whether 
that means wanting to be invited as a member. But what it does show 
is thet things are changing there very fast too, and that there is a 
very great need in the Soviet Union to intensify the international 
economic cooperation and to become more and more, but gradually, «a 
= of the free market system. And we all know that that's not 

Or tomorrow. : 


Q Why is the United States invited for the next -- The 
conference -- conference about environmental questions, as the 
United States wasn't invited for the last Hague conference? And, 
especially, this question because the United States didn't subscribe 
to the result of the last conference. 


MINISTER VAN DAN BROEK: Well, if you ask Secretary 
Baker he was not invited, you'd better ask us why we didn't 
invite the United States. But that question, in fact, has been 
addressed many times so you know full well what the setup was of the 
conference in The Hague at the time of the 24 countries then. 
Weither of the rpowers were invited then. It was representatives 
from all the continents. We said we are not institutionalizing a 
group dealing with atmospheric pollution or what have you. Wo, we 
are trying to establish a group which can catalyze developments in 
order to retackle this problem in the international fora. That is 
why now, in fact, the United States is being invited to the November 
conference that will deal with atmospheric pollution and climate 

in order to bring the whole issue further into the 

inetitutionalized international fora like UNEP. And 1 think that 
both the United States and The Netherlands share the feeling that we 
should try to reinforce those organizations to deal with these global 
problems as such. 


Q 1 just wanted to ask -- in the Dutch presentation of 
the President's speech today, the commentator menti that there 
hed been long-standi ircitation on the part of the Dutch about 
trade barriers to their products that the United States imposes. 
Since Mr. Baker said that you all are in sync on trade, 1 wondered 
Sie — a bad translation or is there some isritation along those 

nes 


MINISTER VAN DEN BROEK: You're asking me? 

Q Yes, I'm asking you. 

MIRIGTER VAN DEN BROEK: I don't feel any irritation, to 
be quite frank. 1 think that in trade, and thinking about the 


importence of the GATT negotiations and making yey A edvancing 
the liberalisation of tr in general, which is to the benefit of 


ell, that there the United States and Holland are very such 
like-minded. We are free trade countries. That doesn't sean that on 
certain ific subjects we may not have a difference of opinion 
time to time. We know what the oreoccuvations of the United States 








are as far as Europe ‘92 is concerned, at least what could derive 
from ‘92 of more protectionism, et cetera, which we say we don't 
want. The United States knows full well that there are 
preoccupations in Europe about the bill 301, in fact, which we 
consider to imply certain risks of more protectionism, et cetera. 
What 1 think is very positive is that these type of disputes or 
imminent disputes can be discussed open and freely and in a very 
friendly and constructive atmosphere. 


SECRETARY BAKER: And if 1 might add to that, the point 
is, 1 think, that our two countries are in the forefront of efforts 
to see a successful Uruguay round and to see a Uruguay round that is 
as comprehensive and broad as it can be in terms of subject matter. 
That's the point I think. 


Q Sir, may I please ask Mr. Van den Broek and 
Secretary Baker to respond to this. Minister, The Netherlands is 
often involved in Middle Eastern affaics in many, many ways and we 
don't even review them. I'd appreciate your assessment of israel's 
curcent position on the election proposal and aposseseabeg to ask 
your reaction to a speech delivered today by Ariel Sharon in which he 
calls for the elimination of the leadership of the PLO. 


MINISTER VAN DEN BROEK: Well, as far as the speech is 
concerned you are referring to, I'm sorry, 1 haven't had an 
opportunity to read that, so that's somewhat difficult to comment. 


In general, The Netherlands government, like the 12 of 
the EEC, want to support a peace process where both the safe and 
secure existence of israel, within a woe borders, is guaranteed 
and by the same token, the legitimate rights which we translate into 
the right of self-determination of the Palestinian people is being 


respected. 


As far as the latest proposals from Mr. Shamir are 
concerned, —a where he has proposed elections as such, that was 
welcomed by the 12. Although, we said, it depends, of course, under 
what conditions those elections can be held. And we lled out a 
number of, let's say, elements which we thought would have to be 
complied with to make those elections acceptable and also for the 
Palestinians and to make these elections successful. 


As far as the statement of Mr. Shamir is concerned, or 
rather the Likud Party specifying, more or less, 8 number of other 
conditions which could not be met in the case of the elections, quite 
frankly, we felt they were not exactly helpful. On the other hand, I 
think we must also recognize that Mr. Shamir until now, and publicly, 
takes the stand that the government statement on the elections in 
Israel still stands and that the other thing is a party issue. 


Now, don't ask me how this would work out in practice. 
Our line is a clear one. We feel as the United States does -- we 
know that -- very much committed to trying to be conducive to further 
progress in these peace negotiations because the people in the area 
~~ and that goes for the Israelis, but that slseo goes for the 
Palestinians -- really by now deserve peace over there. 


Q How about the answer from the Secretary. Sir, I 
addressed my question to both of then. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me just -- let me enewer it by 
seying, 1 think thet the Minister gve you an anewer with which we 
would agree with re t to the question of elections. There may be 
one or two nuances of difference. It would take me a while to 7° 
beck through exactly what he said and -- but you are very familiar 
with the position -- view of the United States with respect to the 
Shamir election proposal. We support it, we have supported it, we 
are continuing to support it. We were concerned when the Likud Party 
adopted its four principles that perhaps they were, in @ sense, 
Gevaluina their own initiative. We have since been satisfied that 
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they remain committed to it as a government and we will continue to 
support it. 


And we support it in our discussions with our 
counterparts. in fact, we have discussed it today, as you could tell 
from the Minister's answer. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the whole -- looking back on the 
President's whole trip in the last week -- the kind of changes he's 
talked about, especially Eastern Europe, have come relatively quickly 
compared to 40-years time since the war. What kind of time frame 
Goes the President see in the coming, say, two to four years? Does 
he think that kind of a pace of reform will be sustained and can you 
do anything to keep the pace of reform moving? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, know whet -- I think he has 
spoken very clearly to what we would like to do to maintain the 
momentum of cefors, so I won't go into all that again. With respect 
to whether or not the pace of reform will equal what it has in the 
last 12 months, 1 don’t know that an could give you a definitive 
answer on that. it has been, in the words of some -- the Minister on 
my left, as a matter of fact, when we were discussing it on the way 
in from town -- breathtaking. 


It really has been, over the course of the past 12 
months. Will that continue? We don't know. Will it slow down? it 
could. We hope it will continue, because significant progress has 
been made. And we will be encowiaging @ continuation of both the 

litical refore and the economic reform in every way that we can in 
h of those countries, and in, if 1 may say so, in the Soviet Union 
as well. As the President said very gee | today in his speech, 
yesterday in his press conference -- we really want perestroika to 
s - We think that will result in a more stable, & more secure, 
and a more open Soviet Union. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the United States has been trying to 
troker an agreement between Mexico and its creditors. Has that 
agreement come any closer in recent days? 


SECRETARY BAKER: They're still talking; we're still 
hopeful. 1 don't have « yo: over the course of the last eight 
hours myself. 1 think the advisory committee and 
representatives of the Mexican government are still meeting perhaps 
as we speak bere. And we're very hopeful that they will arrive at a 
satisfactory conclusion. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 5:41 P.M. (L) 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have two announcements and one statement: 


First of all, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing this 
afternoon at 3:00 p.m. concerning U.S. payment of ex gratia 
compensation to the victims of the [ranian airbus tragedy. 


Second, as you know, Secretary Baker will travel to 
Mexico City on August 7 for the annual meeting of the 
Cabinet-level 8i-National Commission. The Secretary co-chairs 
these Commission meetings with Foreign Minister Solana. This 
meeting will enable U.S. and Mexican Cabinet counterparts to 
discuss major bilateral issues in the context of the overall 
relationship. 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the 
Secretary's plane. This sheet will be taken down and 
applications closed at 12:00 noon on Monday, July 24. 

Q When does he come back? 

Q Is it a one-day trip? 


a I think it's just a one-day trip. Yes. It's 
just August 7. 


Q So he's back on the 8th? 
Q No. He's back on the 7th. 
Q Leave at 8:00, come back at 8:00? 


a That's right. I'm sure that will be in the 
sign-up sheet. (To staff) Won't it? 


Q Not necessarily. 


a We'll go write it in, if necessary, but I'm 99° 
percent sure it's down and back. 


Q There was some speculation as to whether he was 
going to be there overnight. 


a My understanding is based on somewhat old 
information, but my understanding is that it's down and back 
the same day. We'll check. 
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The third is the formal announcement on the [ranian 
Air Flight 655. 


On July 3, 1968, the U.S.S. Vincennes, during a 
surface engagement with [ranian gunboats in the Persian Gulf, 


shot down Iran Air Flight 655. The flight carried 290 
passengers and crew from six nations: India, Iran, Italy, 
Pakistan, the United Arab Emirates and Yugoslavia. 


Although the United States is not liable under 
international law to pay compensation to the families of Flight 
655 victims, on July 11, 1988, President Reagan announced that, 
in accordance with humanitarian traditions of our nation, the 
United States would do so on an ex gratia basis. 


During the past year, the United States has developed 
an appropriate plan for paying ex gratia compensation. On July 
10, 1989, the United States instructed its embassies in India, 
Italy, Pakistan, Yugoslavia and the United Arab Emirates to 
approach the governments in those countries, proposing that 
specific payments be accepted on behalf of their nationals. 


In general, the United States has offered to pay 
$250,000 per full-time wage-earning victim, and $100,000 for 
each of all the other victims. 


The same offer has been communicated to the Government 
of Iran. Unfortunately, during the past year the Government of 
Iran has ignored repeated efforts by the United States to 
obtain information on the families of the [Iranian victims. The 
United States stands ready to make payments to these families 
so long as the Government of Iran permits an appropriate 
intermediary to distribute the funds to the families. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
a Yes. You can. And now I'll take any questions 


Q What constitutes an “appropriate intermediary” in 
the view of the government? 


a I think that's a question we'd rather wait until 
this afternoon to answer. 


Q And have the other governments accepted this 
offer that you've talked about? 


a The contacts with other governments are at 
different stages. We have approached them, but [ don't think 
we have any formal acceptance yet. We do believe the offer 
will be favorably regarded. 


Q Richard, I believe the American Government asked 
a million dollars for each of the Stark victims and received 
over $700,000. Can you explain why it's offering so much less 
for the victims of this incident? 
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Aa That's the kind of question [I think we better 
leave until this afternoon. I'm not the competent legal 
authority on some of these things. 


9 Could you just say what the ballpark dollar 
figure is all told in this? Do you have an idea overall? 


a There's a problem in providing a precise figure 
at this time because we're in the process of confirming with 
the non-Iranian governments involved exactly which victims are 
full-time wage-earners and what the identity and the status of 
various family members are. Furthermore, the Government of 
Iran has provided us no information on the members of the 
Iranian families. So in short the answer is no, I can't give 
one. 


Q Do you have a breakdown on how many of the 290 
were Iranians and how many were non-Iranians? 


a The breakdown of the passengers is as follows: 
There were ten from India. There were 250 from Iran. There 
was one Italian. There were six from Pakistan, 17 from the 
United Arab Emirates, and six from Yugoslavia. 


Q Do you need legislation to make these payments, 
or can the payments be made without the passage of a law? 


a I don't think we do, but, again, let's leave that 
question for legal experts. 


Q Was payment made to any other nationals besides 
the Iranians at the present time? 


a The point that we're at right now is that we have 
offered payment through the governments to the people who were 
victims of the tragedy. And, as I said, so far I don't think 
we really have responses. We expect positive responses, but 
we're at the point now of having offered it through our 
embassies. 


Q You say that only the Government of Iran is being 
asked to find an intermediary to distribute the payments but 
that the other governments are getting the money directly? 


a That's the case, yes. 
Q Would you explain the reason for the distinction? 
a It's a question of relations, and it's a question 


of our desire to make sure that the money goes to the people 
who in fact suffered from this tragedy. 


Q It seems like you're making the assumption that 


the Government of Iran would not distribute the money to the 
victims, to the families of the victims. What is the basis of 
that assumption? 
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a I don't think we have the ability te teow for 
sure. That's one of the questions. The second is we don't 
have a relationship with the Government of Irae. Me havwe to 
find an intermediary. 


Q Is there no way you could simply ask the 
Government of Iran to give assurances and set up some system? 
I mean, must it be through an intermediary’ 


a Apparently we don't think that such a 
satisfactory system could be set up without an istermediary 
that's appropriate. 


Q Has any effort been made to ascertain that. or 


was it from the very beginning of the case that gow wanted to 
find an intermediary? 


a I suggest we leave that questics for somebody who 
has worked on it longer than [I have. 


Q Richard, on another subject. Geo gow awe any 
confirmation that there was a massacre of ose growp of afghan 
Mujahideen by another group? 


a We have heard that 30 Mujahidees. including seven 
important Resistance commanders, were brutally surdered on July 
9. Preliminary reports indicate that they were ambushed by a 
rival Mujahideen commander affiliated with Gelbuddin Sekmatyar 
at the mouth of the Fakhar Valley in Takcar Prowince. 
Afghanistan. The murdered commanders were returming from a 
strategy planning session with Ahmad Shah Massoud 


We deplore this tragic and brutal act. It can only 
play into the hands of the enemies of a free @fghanistas. He 
urge the Mujahideen to focus on the vital werk of improwing 
unity and coordination. 


Ambassador Peter Tomsen, our special enwoy for 
Afghanistan, met on July 15 with Ahmad Zia. ome of Massoud's 
brothers, to discuss the incident. We are alse comtinwing our 
efforts to ascertain the facts of the incidest 


Q What day was it that the actwal massacre occurred’ 


a July 9. 


Q And has it affected the progress of the military 
campaign? 


a Not that I'm aware of Ne 


Q Well, since then there have bece sewereal 
setbacks, have there not? 


a There was fighting around Jalalabad I don't 
think we characterize things as “setbects i think we said 
that the situation around Jalalabad was *f lwid 
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I mean, I would certainly expect something like this 
to affect the progress of their campaign, but as far as I know 
there's been no major reports. 





Q Would it be accurate to describe the people who 
carried out the massacre as fundamentalists? 


A All I can say is that preliminary reports 
indicate that they were ambushed by the rival Mujahideen 
commander, Gulbuddin Hekmatyar. I don't want to try to 
characterize him. 


Q Does it have any consequences for the continued 
distribution of U.S. supplies, aid, support? 


A No. Our commitment to support the Mujahideen is 
very clear. It's been stated many times by the President, most 
recently in a statement during Prime Minister's Bhutto's visi’? 
in January.* The nature and character of our support is 
unchanged, and it will continue. 


Q But if one group is massacring leaders of another 
group, doesn't that incline you to perhaps send less aid to the 
former? 


fe) I can't get into the details of our aid and who 
gets what, things like that. We're looking into this incident, 
and I'm sure we'll draw the appropriate conclusions. But our 
basic support for the Mujahideen and the nature and the 
character of our aid is remaining unchanged. 


Q Isn't human rights a condition for getting aid 
from the United States? 


) I don't see how that comes into play here. There 
are various laws on human rights and things like that. But as 

I said, we'll be looking into the incident, we'll be trying to 

find out what happened, and [I'm sure we'll draw the appropriate 
conclusions for how we support different people. 


Q If Hekmatyar's group massacred others, his group 
would still be eligible for U.S. aid in your view? 


A Again, we have to look into the report. We have 
to ascertain all the facts. What we have now are only 
preliminary reports, and [ can't make any predictions about 
specific aid. In general we don't comment on the specifics of 
our aid, other than to say that our position on supporting the 
Mujahideen and our desire to supply appropriate assistance 

‘ remains unchanged. 


Q Did you say that you'll be looking into who gets 
what? Did I understand you to say -- 
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a I said I would assume that incidents like these 
could affect that. But we don't really talk about that anyway, 
so we'll just have to make the assumption. 


Q Richard, (inaudible) the facts that you just 
described? 


a I'm sorry. I just read a statement on this. I 
indicated what we knew. I[ indicated the information was 
preliminary. 


Q You would not quarrel with the general 
proposition that Hekmatyar has received a substantial amount of 
aid from the United States? 


A I'm not in a position to describe any specifics 
in terms of our aid and who gets it. 


Q Richard, can you talk about the apparently 
increased Soviet aid to the Afghan Government that apparently 
has influenced other decisions? 


a I don't have any adjective like “increased.” I 
can just tell you that Soviet supplies to the Afghan regime in 
Kabul continue at a very high level. 

Q That's not an increased level? 


A I suppose it depends on what you'd compare it 
to. I don't have words like that in my book. 





Q There's a number in the Washington Post, between 
$200 to $300 million. 


A No, I don't have that number. 


Q Richard, is the American aid still being 
distributed through the Pakistani ISI, or is it going directly? 


A We don't get into details of our program. 


Q Richard, since we are in the same area, do you 
have anything on the assassination of the Kurdish leader in 
Vienna? 

a No, I don't. It's something we can look into, I 
think. 

Q Any news on Mr. O'Brien? Did he get out 
yesterday? 

a There's nothing new on Mr. O'Brien. Our Consular 


Officer, I think, is now in Kabul trying to work for his 
release. 


Q Also in that part of the world, has the 
Administration made a decision not to supply [ndia with a 
missile testing device? 
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A The missile testing device is called the CavcTs, 
the combined acceleration vibration climatic test system -- 
sometimes known as “Shake and Bake.“ (Laughter) 


The export license for this system has been denied 
based on our longstanding policy of restricting exports which 
could contribute to missile development and proliferation. 
Specifically, the United States Government is taking a 
restrictive approach to exports that can contribute to the 
development of ballistic missiles. The denial in this case is 
based on the potential uses this system would have had at 
India's Defense Research and Development Laboratory. 


Q What was that? 

A Defense Research and Development Laboratory. 
Q Have the Indians protested the decision? 

A I'm not aware of any such thing. 


Q Following that up, in view of the fact India 
already has a missile, what difference does this make? 


A The denial, I said, is based on the potential 
uses of the system at the laboratory where it could conceivably 
contribute to the development of further ballistic missiles. 
That's the point. 


Q Anything on meetings taking place in Panama 
between opposition and government figures? 


A We support the OAS mission's efforts to 
facilitate direct talks between representatives of the 
political opposition and the Panama Defense Forces. In our 
view, Noriega should take advantage of the opportunity 
presented by the OAS mission's efforts to arrange a speedy 
transfer of power to democratically elected civilian leaders. 


Any other result would fly in the face of the publicly 
expressed desire of the Panamanian people for a return to 
civilian-led democratic rule and the requirements for a 
solution in Panama established by the OAS meeting of Foreign 
Ministers on May 17. 


Our policy is unchanged. There can be no 
accommodation with a Noriega-dominated regime. 


Q Would the United States agree to any proposed 
postponement of the deadline for the OAS mission? 


4 We support the OAS effort to secure a transfer of 
power to democratic government in the shortest possible time. 
We are looking forward to the OAS session scheduled for July 19 
when the mission will report on the results of its efforts. 

Any further questions about the mission would have to be 
addressed then. 
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Q Over the weekend, Richard, there were reports 


that Mr. Shamir and Mr. Arens met with Palestinians from 
Occupied Territories in order to facilitate the elections and 
the peace process. Do you have any comment on that? 


Aa No, I don't. 


Q Mr. Sharon, I think overnight, called for the 
assassination of Yasser Arafat in order to begin the peace 
process. Do you have any comment on such statements? 


i) We haven't seen the complete text of his 
remarks. I'd point out that U.S. policy is to support a 
de-escalation of violence in the Middle East, not an escalation 
of violence. If true as reported, these remarks would 
obviously not help in that process. 


Q Richard, I want to ask a follow-up on Panama. 
There is a letter from three Senators to the President 
adamently opposing any extension of the OAS deadline. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Anything on de Klerk's trip? Supposedly it's on 
for next week now. 


a I have nothing new on the trip. No. 


Q Could you let us know? Could you look into that 
report, please? 


a We'll look into it; if there's something new to 
Say, we'll say it. 


Q Richard, apparently the Government of Israel 
issued a pretty tough statement today about how this is the 
moment of truth between the United States and Israel over the 
U.S.'s deepening ties with the PLO and also something to the 
effect of the United States risking its credibility in its 
dialogue with the PLO. Does the United States have any 
response? 


A I'm afraid I haven't seen the statement, so I 
don't have any response. 

Q Do you have any more information about Somalia? 

a There were religious disturbances in Mogadishu on 


July 14 in which protesters and government security forces were 
killed. The Government announced casualty figures as 32 dead 
and 59 wounded. Our latest reports indicate that the city is 
quiet and the inhabitants are going about business as usual. 


Our Embassy continues to monitor the welfare of 
American citizens in the country. All Americans appear to be 
safe. 
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Although the disturbances probably had an 
anti-government element to them, there was no coup attempt to 
our knowledge. 


Q So why these reports abuu! coup attempt? It was 
fabricated, or what would you -- 


2) I don't know. You'll have to ask the people who 
wrote the reports. 


Q The political leaders of the Contras were here 
last week for talks, and it's been reported in various places 
that the U.S. is cutting off the administrative costs that we 
pay for their offices in Miami either entirely or largely. Why 
are we doing this? Are we doing it? Is this an attempt to 
push them back to Nicaragua? 


A Let me start by saying that no final decisions 
have been made regarding funding for the Nicaraguan Resistance 
office in Miami. Our policy is to encourage the return of the 
Resistance directors to Nicaragua to participate in the 
electoral campaign in coordination with the internal opposition. 


We support the voluntary return of Resistance forces 
to Nicaragua in conditions under which they can take part, 
without fear for their safety, in an open political system. We 


have not and will not attempt to force the Resistance to return 
to Nicaragua, but we insist that conditions be created in 


Nicaragua for voluntary re-integration as called for in the 
Tesoro Beach agreement. 


Q How about the leadership? 


A That applies to everyone. [ said our policy is 
to encourage the return of the Resistance directors voluntarily 
and under conditions which allow them to participate in the 
political process. 


Q You say no final decision has been made, but what 
were they told last week? 


a) I have nothing here that indicates they were told 
anything on funding last week. What we told the Resistance was 
that they should be making their views on Sandinista compliance 
with Tesoro Beach and Esquipulas known to the leaders of the 
Central American democracies. . The goal should be a plan for 
the voluntary re-integration of the Resistance into Nicaraguan 
political life. 


Q Why if it that only or principally the military 
commanders were invited and not the political leaders? 


A I don't have any answer to that. We meet with 
Resistance leaders of all kinds in a variety of places and 
times. This meeting just happened to be with the group who 
came, so I don't have anything particular on that. There's no 
lack of contact with the political leaders of the Resistance. 
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Q What was the reason for the meeting then? 


A We put something out on that last week to explain 
the meeting and what was discussed. I don't have anything 
further at this point. 


Q Well, does this meeting have anything to do with 
the summit that's supposed to be occurring next month in 
Honduras? 


A Only to the extent that that meeting is supposed 
to deal with the peace process and the accords and that our 
contacts with the Resistance deal with the same subject. 


: Q Is there an August 15 deadline that you know of 
on this issue? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q The Sandinistas have stated recently that they 
want to beef up their army or militia to half a million men and 
that this decision is not posing any threat to the United 
States. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I haven't seen those reports, so I don't really 
have any comment here. 


Q Do you have a readout on Mr. A-anson's trip to 
the Central American countries? Does it have anything to do 
with this problem with the Contras? 


A Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
Affairs Bernard Aronson visited Costa Rica, €1 Salvador, 
Guatemala and Honduras between July 14 and July 16. I'm not 
sure if that's the precise order of the countries. You might 
check that. 


This was Mr. Aronson's second trip to Latin America 
since his confirmation. The first was his visit to Argentina 
for President Menem's inauguration. 


Mr. Aronson met with Central American leaders to 
discuss the peace process and efforts to promote 
democratization in Nicaragua, the situation in Panama, and a 
variety of bilateral issues. 


Q Just for the record, he didn't meet with Ortega? 
is) No. 
Q Did he meet with the opposition in £1 Salvador? 


A I don't have any more details than I have right 
here now. 


Q Would you check that? 
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a We'll look into it. 


y Richard, do you have a comment on the bombing of 
a Mormon Temple over the weekend in Chile? 


A No, I don't. I'll look into it and see if we do 
have anything on it. 


Q Also on El Salvador, did you ever come up with a 
comment on their new law that restricts the news media, among 
other agencies? 


A Yes. It was posted. 

Q Did you comment last week -- I forget the timing 
-- on the Senate passage of the House Resolution on China 
sanctions? Were you asked what the Administration's view is? 

A That's interesting. I know that the Secretary 
and the President spoke to this over the weekend. I think 
we'll leave it with them. I'll try to find you those remarks. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 17 PRESS BRIEFING 


KURDS ASSASSINATED IN VIENNA 


Q: Do you have anything on the assassination of the Kurdish 
leader in Vienna? 


A: WE HAVE NOTHING FOR ¥OU ON THAT. WE REFER YOU TO THE 


AUSTRIAN GOVERNMENT WHICH IS INVESTIGATING. 








TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: £14] Fy 
JULY 17 BRIEFING 


P EL SALVADOR: ARONSON MEETINGS WITH OPPOSITION 





While he was in El Salvador did Assistant Secretary for 


Inter-American Affairs Bernard Aronson meet with members 
of the opposition? 


YES. ASSISTANT SECRETARY ARONSON “FT WITH CHRISTIAN 


DEMOCRATIC LEADER FIDEL CHAVEZ MENA AND WITH DEMOCRATIC 


CONVERGENCE LEADERS RUBEN ZAMORA AND HECTOR OQUELI. 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: JULY 17, 1989 
JULY 17, 1989 


CHILE: ATTACK ON MORMON TEMPLE 





Q What can you tell us about an attack on a Mormon temple 
in Chile? 
A: ON JULY 15 A MORMON TEMPLE IN SANT ’AGO WAS ENTERED BY A 


GROUP OF ARMED INDIVIDUALS WHO IDENTIFIED THEMSELVES AS 
BELONGING TO THE “LAUTARO YOUTH MOVEMENT,*° A SMALL, 


VIOLENT EXTRI™ ST ORGANIZATION. THE ATTACKERS SET THE 


* 
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TEMPLE ON FIRE AND LEFT PAMPHLETS. NO ONE WAS INJURED. 
NO AMERICAN CITIZENS WERE INVOLVED. THE LAUTARO “MOVEMENT 


HAD ADMITTED RESPONSIBILITY FOR A SIMILAR INCIDENT IN 


ANOTHER MORMON TEMPLE IN SANTIAGO ON JULY 4. 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
EX GRATIA COMPENSATION REGARDING 
IRANIAN AIRBUS FLIGHT 655 
MONDAY, JULY 17, 1989 


MR. RICHARD BOUCHER: Good afternoon. This is a 
BACKGROUND briefing and attribution will be a Senior State 
Department Official. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. As 
you know, on July 3, 1988, the U.S.S. Vincennes came under 
attack by Iranian gunboats while operating in international 
waters in the Gulf and shot down Iran Air Flight 655. On that 
day, the Vincennes had sent a helicopter on patrol in 
international airspace in response to indications that 
approximately a dozen Iranian small boats were congregating to 
continue an earlier attack on neutral shipping. A group of 
Iranian boats fired on the U.S. helicopter. 


Shortly thereafter, as the Vincennes and another U.S. 
Naval vessel were approaching the Iranian boats, some of these 
boats which had fired on the U.S. helicopter turned toward and 
began closing on the U.S. warships. 


Both U.S. warships engaged the attacking gunboats. In 
the course of the surface engagement, an unidentified aircraft 
was launched from a nearby military airfield and rapidly closed 
on the vancennes: Firmly believing the approaching aircraft 
was part of a coordinated attack on the U.S. warships, the 
vancennes fired in self-defense at the steadily approaching 
aircraft. This was done after sending repeated warnings, to 
which the aircraft and Iranian air traffic control did not 
respond. 


Tragically, that aircraft was Iran Air Flight 655, a 
civilian airliner carrying 290 passengers and crew from six 
nations. The United States announced immediately that it 
deeply regretted the loss of life in this incident, caused in 
no small part by Iran's aggressive conduct. 


The United States is not liable under international 
law for incidental damage caused by the lawful exercise of 
self-defense. Nonetheless, on July 11, 1988, President Reagan 
announced that, in accordance with the humanitarian traditions 
of our nation, the United States would offer compensation on an 
ox-aratia basis to the families of the victims of Flight 655 
who included not only citizens of Iran but also citizens of 
India, Italy, Pakistan, Yugoslavia and the United Arab Emirates. 
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During the past year, the United States has undertaken 
its own investigation and has cooperated fully with the 
International Civil Aviation Organization, ICAO, investigation 
into this incident. at the same time, the United States has 
gathered information on Flight 655 victims and their relatives 
for purposes of developing an appropriate plan for paying ex 


gratia compensation. 


On July 10, 1989, the United States instructed its 
Embassies in India, Italy, Pakistan, Yugoslavia and the United 
Arab Emirates to approach the governments in those countries, 
proposing that specific payments be accepted on behalf of their 
nationals. 


In general, the United States has offered to pay 
$250,00 per full-time wage-earning victim, and $100,000 each 
for all other victims. The amounts allocated each family 
member from these payments vary according to the number of 
family members and their relationship to the deceased. 


As is usual in these matters, before making ex ar 
payments, the United States will receive standard waivers o 
any claims against the United States and its nationals arising 
from the incident. 


The same offer has been communicated to the Government 
of Iran. Unfortunately, during the past year the Government of 
Iran has ignored repeated efforts by the United States to 
obtain information on the families of the [ranian victims. The 
United States stands ready to make payments to these families 
so long as the Government of Iran permits an appropriate 
intermediary to distribute the funds to the families. 


That ends my statement, and [I am prepared to answer 
any questions you may have. 


Q . Could you explain why the United States is 
asking -- is offering less than it asked for the victims of 


the Stark? 


“ We see, other than the fact that there were 
tragic deaths involved in both situations, no similarity 
between those cases. In the case of the Stark, the attack on 
the had no justification in self-defense. There had been 
no prior contemporaneous attack by U.S. or any other forces at 
that time which had occurred against Iraqi forces in the area, 
nor was the Iraqi jet under an imminent threat of attack, and 
no basis existed for the pilot to infer such an attack, such a 
danger. Therefore, the attack on the U.S.S. Stark cannot be 
construed as a legitimate exercise of self-defense. 


In addition to that, the U.S.S. Stark twice notified 
the Iraqi aircraft that it, the aircraft, was approaching a 
U.S. warship. The Iraqi jet had ample time to identify the 
and determine whether it was a legitimate military 


target. 
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I might add, in addition to that, that that led Iraq 
in its note to us to state that the Government of Iraq informed 
the United States that respectful of the requirements of 
international law and concerns for the good relations with the 
United States of America and the friendship between the Iraqi 
and American peoples agrees to give compensation. 


We regard Iraq as legally obligated to pay 
compensation in the case of the U.S.S. Stark, whereas we regard 
ourselves as paying ex gratia. When you pay ex gratia, it is 
inherently discretionary as to the amount you pay, and this is 
@ generous amount for an ex gratia payment, given the fact that 
other standards -- for example, the standards applied in 
civilian aircraft disasters under the Warsaw Convention -- 
range from $20,000 per victim to $70,000 per victim for a 
flight originating and terminating in the United States. 


Q How were these figures arrived at? 


i How was the $100 and $250,000 figure arrived at? 
Could I just add one other thing about the yo 3 tare we 
had very extensive information that was given to the [Iraqi 
Government with respect to each victim. The relative youth of 
each victim, the fact that most of the victims were young 
fathers supporting wives and children, had relatively -- i.e., 
relative to most of the people who were killed in the Iran Air 
disaster -- high incomes; and, therefore, the present value of 
the support streams that they would have paid -- would have 
been expected to pay those people they were supporting; their 
spouses and children -- was much, much higher than would have 
been anticipated in the present case. 


The numbers 250,000 and 100,000 were arrived at after 
extensive discussion within the government by all the agencies 
involved and represent our best judgment as to what is a fair 
and reasonable amount. 


Q Assuming that Iran one day does answer, do you 
have any idea of the range of the total package of compensation? 


a We don't want to try to be specific about that, 
because it will depend upon whether how many wage-earners we 
end up from Iran with, and how many people are not 
wage-earners, and also end up with some people who ma, have no 
relatives at all. Some people that might have been killed 
would have no beneficiaries whatsoever. 


However, if the proportion of wage-earners to 
non-wage-earners for Iranians holds up to be roughly what it is 
where non-Iranians, the package will total roughly $30 
million. 


Q And does that have to be appropriated by Congress? 


A No. Eventually, the money is appropriated by 
Congress in the sense that it's paid by Congress into the 
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Judgment Fund. But there is no need for a special 
appropriation to settle disputes or cases or other matters. 
There are now three pending cases in the United States relating 
to this matter, plus a case pending in the International Court 
of Justice that was filed about a month ago -~- two months ago. 


The Department of Justice has agreed with both the 
Department of Defense and the Department of State that the 
Judgment Fund is available to pay these claims; and, therefore, 
there will be no need for an appropriation. 


However, we have briefed interested members and staff 
on the Hill concerning our intentions in this matter, and, as 
you know, I testified -- as some of you may know, I testified 
last year before the House Armed Services Committee extensively 
on this matter. 


Q But you don't intend to seek any legislation? 


A We do not intend to seek legislation: We don't 
need legislation. Congress is, of course, free to do what it 
feels is appropriate. We think that this is the appropriate 
thing to do. There's no surprise here. President Reagan 
* announced this on July 11 of last year, and President Bush was 
the designee of the U.S. Government when he was Vice President 
to go to the United Nations and speak in favor of this 
resolution; and we have always intended to do this, and we've 
gotten around to doing it after a lot of hard work and efforts 
that are inevitable in this sort of situation. 


Q How optimistic are you that [ran would allow this 
appropriate intermediary, as you put it, to get involved, and 
the money will actually get to the families? 


Qq We hope that Iran will not allow any differences 
that the two nations have between each other to interfere with 
this humanitarian gesture. We are not doing this in order to 
curry favor with Iran. We regard [ran as more responsible for 
this incident than we ourselves are. 


We are not intending to pay for the aircraft. But we 
feel that this is a humanitarian gesture to the people in Iran 
whose lives were adversely affected by this tragedy, and we 
hope that Iran will allow an appropriate intermediary to pass 
the funds to those people. 


Q You said Iran was more responsible than we are. 
Does that mean we're accepting some responsibility inasmuch as 
our weapons -- the radar specifically -- might have been in 


error? 


A We believe that the Commander, given the short 
time he had available to him and the information he had 
available to him, acted properly. But, obviously, we shot down 
the plane, and any time in international law that a nation 
shoots down a civilian passenger plane, that is a very serious 
matter about which any civilized nation would be deeply 





IBA2A”S 


alte 


concerned. And the only nation that has refused to compensate, 
ex gratia even, for the shooting down of a civilian airliner is 
the Soviet Union -- other than Bulgaria also -- but the Soviet 
Union most recently in 1983 with the KAL shoot-down. Other 
nations have uniformly, even if they believe they had no 
liability in these sorts of situations, acted in the manner 
that we're acting. 


Q Could you describe the efforts you've made to 
contact the government in [ran, and whether or not you've 
received any response? Has it been a stone wall, or has it 
been a “this is not acceptable," or just give us a little 
flavor for what's going on. 


A We have no official reaction yet from the 
Government of Iran with respect to this offer. We do know they 
have received it. We have no official reaction. As I said, 
obviously, we can't discuss the channels we have been using, 
but we have passed this message, and we hope for a constructive 
response. 


Q When was the offer passed on to them? 

A At the same time it was passed on to the other 
countries --July 11 -- July 14. I said it in my statement. 

Q Try 10. 

Try 10. 

Q So it was the same day for every country. 

A Sure. 

Q Do you know or do you have the sense that the 


Iranians are refusing to provide the names of the families 
because of the U.S. insistence on the use of an “appropriate 
intermediary" to disburse the funds? Do they find that these 
are linked? 


A We have no definitive information to that | 
effect. I don't know that to be the case. 


Also explain what that phrase means, what the 
United States would like to see set out? 


A It is a very open-ended phrase. We do not intend 
to make this into a way of preventing us from achieving the 
objective we have in mind, namely, to get the money into the 
hands of the victims' families. We say an “appropriate 
intermediary" because we don't want to characterize the 
appropriate intermediary in too narrow a sense. It could be a 
government that both of us do business with. It could be a 
private organization, a charitable organization of some kind. 
It could be a business organization of some kind, such as an 
insurance organization. 
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As long as it is an organization that is not the 
equivalent of the Government of Iran -- because we have no ; 
relations with the Government of Iran -- and we can feel secure 
that the money is going to be paid directly to the individuals 
to whom we wart to pay it, we will proceed. 


Q Let me clear up something: You mentioned a 
pro-rated amount, whether it's 250,000 or 100,000, according to 
the number of family members. Is that right? 


A The actual amount that's paid to individuals will 
depend on the number of family members that an individual 
decedent had. A person who is a wage-earner who only has one 
relative that falls into one of the categories we've specified 
as a recipient, that recipient would get more than if there 
were four such recipients. 


Q But this does not affect -- if there were members 
of a family travelling together, for example, and one was a 
wage-earner, the others were not -- let's say there were a 


total of four -- the relatives surviving would receive $250,000 
for the wage-earner and 100 for each of the others? 


A That's the plan. Yes. 


Q But the disbursement of the money to the 
survivors would depend on the number of survivors? 


A Yes. The number and category of survivors -- 
spouse, children -- and then another category would be siblings 
and parents. 


Q What is the reaction of the governments to whom 
you communicated this offer? 


A We have no definitive reaction from any 
government yet, but generally speaking we expect the reactions 
will be favorable. We may have differences that may be 
expressed, but we certainly feel this is an appropriate offer. 


It's not an offer of a business kind. We do not 
intend to get into any negotiating about the level of the 
offer. This is ex gratia payment, and the President has 
approved these levels, so generally speaking that's going to be 
the level that we'll pay at. If some unanticipated 
circumstance arises, obviously we're going to listen to it. 


Q Do you feel that your chances of getting the 
money through to the families is enhanced by the fact that 
Ayatollah Khomeini is no longer on the scene -- or on the 
earth? (Laughter) 


A I don't know. I'm really not an expert in 
internal [Iranian politics. But anything that might have 
contributed to a better chance of getting the money into the 
hands of the people would be welcome. Of course, if we had 
good relations with Iran, that would be even better, because 
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then we could relate to Iran the way we relate to other 
governments. We just hope to get to the point where we have a 
sufficiently reliable set of circumstances so we can go ahead. 
We want to get this money out there. 


Q If I could follow up, have any of your channels 
with Iran improved any, so that there's even now a slightly 
better chance of getting through? 


A Not that I know of. We've had communications 
through the channels that I'm talking about for a long time. 


Q Did the Stark payments average approximately 
$750,000 per victim? 


A That's roughly the average. Yes. 


I know Iran has filed suit in the World Court 
against us in this case or is talking of doing so. Does the -- 


A No. They filed. 


Q Does the United States recognize the Court's 
jurisdiction? 


A That question is presently under advisement 
within the government, and we should make a decision on that 
relatively soon. 


Q The other governments, although they haven't 
responded to the formal offer, they have been cooperating with 
you in investigating the families, and that's the difference 
between those governments and [ran? Is that right? 


A Some of them have. In fact, let us say all of 
the governments have been trying, but we have now been going on 
with this process for a year, trying to get information about 
all the individuals and their families. 


We have some information about some individuals, but 
overall this effort has failed. It could have gone on much, 
much longer, and we would not have had a satisfactory system 
for payment on the basis of an individual specific analysis, 
which is what we prefer. We would have preferred to do a 
victim specific analysis. 





Having had a year pass, this Administration concluded 
-- and particularly the President concluded, the President 
being very committed morally to this action -- that enough time 
had gone by, and that we should go ahead on a flat basis. 


Q Could you clarify something on this question of 
wanting to use the intermediary with the Iranians, and you've 
come back to the point that we have no relations. When you say 
that, are you trying to make the point that it's a logistical 
problem that is posed, or is it just a question that the U.S. 
does not trust the [ranian Government, relations or no, to pass 
on the money to the families? 
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a We do not want Iran to take the money and not 
pass it on to the families. Whether that's an issue or trust 
or no trust, I don't need to comment on. It seems to me that 
we are not in a position even to get the kind of 
representations from Iran that we would be able to rely on with 
respect to other countries. 


I don't think that there's any doubt that Congress 
also is deeply concerned about not paying to the Government of 
Iran any funds as a result of this incident. During my 
testimony, legislators repeatedly asked us to be sure that the 
money went to the victims in Iran and not to Iran itself. So 
we are following up on that concern. 


Q It really is basically a question of trust. 


A We certainly have our differences with the 
Islamic Republic of Iran. 


When you said, “We have some information on some 
individuals," you mean in Iran or -- 


Aa Elsewhere. 


Q Do we have any information on any of the Iranian 
victims? 


a We have some names and relationships, but we 
don't have the kind of information you need to do a proper 
analysis for victims' specific compensation, such as income 
flow, in order to calculate the present value of a support 
obligation. 


Q Within days of the shoot-down, this decision had 
been made to make payments. I'm curious, why did it 
take a year to finally make a decision -- to announce it? In 
other words, why couldn't you have said within days after that, 
that the payment would be such and such? What took so long to 
decide on the level of the payment? 


a Aan effort to develop a victims' specific set of 
payments. We went out with cables, asked our embassies in 
these countries, asked the people that we dealt with, dealt 
with in our relations with Iran, to get information for us. We 
simply got too little, and it took a long, long time to get 
what we got, and there were many people in the government who 
handled claims work routinely -- some in my office, some in 
other offices in other agencies -- who were firmly committed to 
the normal methodology that we follow; and that is victims’ 
specific analysis. 


The President said, "Okay. Go ahead and try to do it 
the way we normally do it, but there will come a time when, if 
you haven't succeeded, we have to proceed with a formula." 

It's not the preferable way, but it's the only practical way at 
a certain point, and that's what we concluded. 
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Q Would you call this a take-it-or-leave-it offer? 


A No. I don't call it a take-it-or-leave-it 
offer. It is an offer. We hope people will take it. 
Obviously, we're not offering it because we don't want people 
to take it. This is not an opening of a negotiation. 


I have seen dozens of cases during my tenure here of 
over four years now in which people have been paid by a variety 
of nations for wrongful deaths arising in military incidents 
and other incidents. And I have seen many, many payments in 
the range of under $20,000 for a wrongful death -- many. 


In areas of the world that we're dealing with here -- 
and most of the people here come from nations where the average 
income is far below ours -- and the amounts that we're talking 
about are generous by those standards. So we are not at all -- 
I am not at all, and the Administration is not at all 
embarrassed by these numbers. We regard these numbers as 
generous but responsible. 


I don't know -— maybe you've contradicted 
‘yourself. You said you don't call it a take-it-or-leave-it . 
offer, and you also said that this is not open for negotiation. 


A I said I'm not opening a negotiation. Yes. 


Q Right. If an Iranian citizen who happens to be 
interested in taking this offer for the wrungrul death of one 
of his or her relatives is not satisfied with the amount, that 
person has no recourse, is that correct? 


A Oh, they can sue. They have sued. And they can 
continue their litigation. They can seek to try to get more. 


MR. BOUCHER: We'll take one more. 


Q Did the Administration ever consider not making 
an offer to the Iranian victims because of suspicions of 
Iranian involvement in the downing of Pan Am 103? 


a We never considered that option. That was 
repeatedly raised with me during my testimony on the Hill for 
those reasons. We answered then, and we stand by that answer, 
that this is an offer from the United States Government to 
people, human beings, that were adversely affected and 
tragically adversely affected by our actions. And we simply 
see no causal relationship between these two things. That is, 
our paying the innocent victims of an accident brought about by 
the United States and Iran's modifying its behavior vis-a-vis 
terrorism. We do not believe that our being tough on Iranian 
citizens is going to make Iran any softer or any more 
reasonable in terms of its terrorism policy. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:31 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JULY 18, 1989, 12:46 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one brief announcement. I was asked yesterday about the 
trip to Mexico City, and I have checked into it. My 
information was old, and I was wrong. The current plan is to 
go down on Sunday, August 6, and come back on Monday, August 7. 


So with that out of the way, I'd be glad to take your 
questions. Jim? 


Q Yes. Have you seen the reports about a 
breakthrough in the verification methods for chemical warfare 
-- our agreement with the Soviets -- and do you think there's 
anything to them? 





a Yes, I have the report -- I have seen the 
reports. Let me go through the whole issue of what's going on 
in Geneva, and maybe put some context to this. 





President Bush has repeatedly stated his personal 
commitment to the achievement of a comprehensive, effectively 
verifiable and truly global ban on chemical weapons. We have 
been negotiating intensively at the Conference on Disarmament 
in Geneva to accomplish this. 


In parallel with and supportive of these negotiations, 
we've been holding bilateral discussions with the Soviet Union 
on treaty issues. The lith round of these bilateral 
discussions was completed on June 29, 1989. The bilateral] 
discussions focus on technical issues at the expert level. 
Round 11 last month was devoted primarily to U.S. proposals for 
treaty provisions related to the order of destruction of 
chemical weapons stocks and production facilities and to 
challenge inspection procedures. 


Work continued on joint papers on these issues which, 
when approved, will be presented to the Conference for 
consideration for inclusion into the draft treaty being 
negotiated in the multilateral forum. 


We also discussed bilateral data exchange with the 
Soviets as a confidence-building measure in support of an 
eventual global treaty. 
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While these discussions have been productive and 
progress in develcpment of treaty language and 
confidence-building measures has been made, there have been no 
major breakthroughs and much work remains to be done before an 
effective treaty can be achieved. There are in fact @ number 
of difficult issues to be resolved, particularly with respect 
to verification and major differences, in the area of data 
exchange for example, which remain to be reconciled. 


Q Could we have a copy of what you just read there? 
a Sure. 
Q You say there have been areas where there has 


been progress. What areas are those? 


a What we're working on is essentially two things. 
One is draft text that should go into a treaty and 
confidence-building measures. The major issues are on the 
order of destruction of chemical weapons after a ban has been 
achieved and enters into force. On technical aspects of 
challenge inspections, those areas we have worked on joint 
draft texts which are close to completion, and which will then 
go for review in capitals. 


In the area of data exchange, it's an issue where 
we're talking with the Soviets about steps that the U.S. and 
Soviets could take independent of the negotiations on a ban 
that would lead to greater confidence-building and greater 
knowledge about the stocks. 


Q Well, how does the bilateral progress link up 
with the Conference on Disarmament, the worldwide problem? 
Will it be applicable to global verification, including other 
nations such as Iraq? 


a That's right. That's the intention of these 
discussions, that the bilateral work that we do with the 
Soviets is largely technical and expert in nature. But once we 
reach understandings with the Soviets on how to do some of 
these things, then we feed that into the larger multilateral 
negotiation. That's part of their progress. 


For example, our technical discussions on the issue of 
procedures for challenge inspections, if we can agree with the 
Soviets on what are the best procedures, or what are proposals 
for procedures on challenge inspections, then after approval by 
the appropriate people in the capitals, we discuss them with 
our allies, and we'd try Lo move that forward into the larger 
negotiation which deals with the whole issue of the 
verification scheme for a ban on chemical weapons where the 
other issues, the broader issues, of verification are dealt 
with. 
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Q Are you talking just about amorphous progress 
with the Soviets, or do you have something on paper? Do you 
have an agreement in principle on some points? 


a In the area of the order of destruction and on 
challenge inspections, we have joint text -- U.S.-Soviet text 
-- which is largely completed and, therefore, largely ready for 
review in capitals for approval by our governments. 


Q Why is this not a breakthrough, though, to have 
those two things on paper? 


a Because there's a lot of work left to be done. 
You have to complete these specific aspects, and then these 
specific aspects have to be worked into the larger Conference 
on Disarmament where there are many other issues that have to 
be addressed as.well. 


Q But in the context of the U.S.-Soviet 
discussions, is this not a breakthrough? 


“ It's significant progress. It's something that 
we've been working on for some time. This is Round 11 of Lhese 
talks. They've made progress before, but what we have now is 
significant progress in a round, and it's significant progress 
that if we can complete the final details and if we can get the 
approval in capitals, and then we can try to work it into the 
Conference on Disarmament as a whole. 


Q Does what the U.S. and the Soviet Union are 
negotiating -- does it have any standing as a bilateral 
agreement? In other words, if it were to be approved in the 
. two capitals, does this mean that the U.S. and the Soviet Union 
would go ahead as two nations to begin destruction, etc., 
regardless of what the 40-nation or the broader community does 
on chemical weapons? 


a No. What we're working on in terms of the order 
of destruction, the timetable for the destruction of stocks and 
facilities, would be a contribution to the treaty that would 
ban chemical weapons. Once that treaty enters into force, then 
the destruction period would begin. 


What we're talking about is a ten-year period of 
destruction that starts when the treaty -- the global ban 
enters into force. 


Q And how many countries would have to sign on to 
such a treaty before the U.S. and the Soviet Union would 
consider it valid? 


a I don't think we've specified an exact number. I 
think what we've said in the past is that we would expect all 
countries that have a role in this area, and a capability in 
this area, we would expect them to adhere to this. But I'm not 
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sure we've set an exact number that -- you know, once K number 
complies, then it enters into force. That's a technical issue 
that I don't think has been solved yet. 


Q So even though the United States and the Soviet 
Union may agree to a ten-year timetable for destruction and may 
agree to various forms of verification, that will not go into 
effect until many other countries decide to sign on to some 
sort of document that incorporates that. Is that correct? 


a That's correct. What we're talking about doing 
in advance of reaching the full agreement on a global ban is to 
undertake on the part of the United States and the Soviet Union 
certain confidence-building measures. 


Q Data exchanges. 


A Data exchanges is the major one of these that's 
under discussion at this time. 


Q They're far apart on when and how you go about 
that. Is that not correct? 


4 Well, we're still working on data exchange. 
We're dealing with issues of an early exchange of data, and of 
what procedures can be used to verify that data. We've made 
substantial progress, but we're not ther: yet. We don't have 
any program to undertake right now. 





Q On order of destruction, you said over a ten-year 
period. Can you be more specific as to what the language 
actually outlines? Are we talking about ten percent over each 
of the ten years? 


a I don't have the specifics here, and I don't 
think it's useful for us to get into the specifics, because 
that's exactly -- some of those details have to be worked out. 
It has to be reviewed in capitals. [t has to be worked with 
other countries. And at this point I don't think we'd want to 
get into the details. 





Q At the end of that time, the Soviet Union and the 
United States would continue to have some sort of stockpile of 
chemical weapons, would they not? 


A No. We're talking about a total and global ban. 
So at the end of the period, there would be no more stocks 
left. You doubt that? Let me just say ['ll take that 
question. But, that is the goal in the negotiation; to achieve 
an effectively verifiable and truly global ban on chemical 
weapons -- 


Q Can you be more specific -- 
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a -- and the destruction phase has to result in 
that truly global ban on chemical weapons. Now, whether the 
ten-year period results in that, I'll check and confirm for you. 


Q And can you be more specific on the verification 
aspects here? They're quite intrusive, are they not? Can you 
be descriptive of what sort of verification regime we're 
talking about here? 


a Again, I don't think it's -- that's the kind of 
detailed work that has to be finished. It has to be reviewed 
and approved finally in capitals. 


Q Both -- 


a We're talking about the challenge inspection 
regime. We're discussing primarily the procedures for 
inspection and how inspections could be carried out in a 
technical way, and that's a technical contribution to the work 
of the conference as a whole. 


Q What is the progress in the area of challenge 
inspections? Could you elaborate on that a little? 


a Again, it's substantial. We have a joint draft 
text which is almost completed, but which has to be reviewed in 
capitals. 


Q But what does it say? Can you give us some sense 
of what the regime would look like? 


a No. I said I wasn't in a position to go into 
details at this stage until we've actually confirmed them and 
are prepared to move forward. 


Q Do you think it would be easier for the other 
negotiations than between the United States and the Soviet 
Union? What about the other countries? Have you conducted any 
negotiation with other countries or not? 


a The negotiation with other countries goes on in 
the Conference on Disarmament. The U.S. and Soviet talks are 
to make a contribution to that negotiation by working out -- 
among countries that have a certain technical expertise, to 
work out proposals and ideas that the larger group could then 
use in its draft treaty. 


We've also been talking, of course, with our allies 
throughout this process. We keep in close touch with them. 


Q You said there were 40 nations? 


a That's right. 
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Q Taking part in the Conference on Disarmament. 
a That's right. 
Q Is it biological weapons? 
a This work is on chemical weapons. 
Q Where is the work on biological weapons? 
a I'm not sure. I'll have to check. 
Q Does the intrusiveness raise constitutional 
questions? 
“ Not that I'm aware of. 
Q It's not a problem? 
a I don't think so. I think we were very aware of 


the structure of the U.S. Government as we went into this, and 
what we're looking for is a commitment to facilitate 
inspections, or something like that. I don't have the exact 
language. But that's an issue that, of course, the United 
States’ side is very aware of, and we're not going to agree to 
anything that would raise those kinds of issues. 


Q The U.S. has not spelled out in public what 
criteria -— how many nations, what type of nations must sign on 
to the treaty -- before the U.S. is willing to begin the 
disarmament process in this one area. If, for example, Syria, 
Iraq, Libya -- countries like that -- don't sign onto this 
treaty, is it null and void as far as the United States is 
concerned? 


a Well, again, I don't think we've provided a 
specific number of countries that have to adhere to the ban, 
nor have we provided specific lists of countries that have to 
adhere to the ban. What we've said is that a substantial 
number of all the major players would have to be part of this 
for it to be an effective regime. 


Q And are countries like Libya and Iraq, which are 
known to have fooled around with this sort of thing, considered 
major players? 


a You're asking me to specify through the back 
door. I'm not sure exactly. They are, obviously, countries of 
concern, and that we would not want to be in a situation where 
countries like that could maintain a possibility of developing 
oe weapons. So it would have to be considered as we go 

orward. 


Q Are the Soviets willing to participate in a data 
exchange prior to the signing of the treaty? 














f 
+ 


. 
’ 


| ALYO 


rs 


-7- Tuesday, 7/18/89 


a That's what we're discussing. We're discussing 
an early exchange of data. 


Q And they seem to be interested in an early 
exchange of data, or is that just our proposal? 


a They're interested in an early exchange of data. 
The exact timing of that has not yet been worked out. 


Q But an early exchange of data, as defined prior 
to the signing of an agreement, they're interested in that 
concept? 


a The understanding is that it would be prior to 
the entry into force of the agreement. 


Q How far prior is what's -- like years? 


a How far prior is being worked out. How soon from 
now is being worked out in a positive way. 


Q What about the linkage which -- about three 
countries stipulated that the chemical weapons ban should be 
linked to nuclear weapons ban in the Middle East especially? 


a That's just not a position that we accept. 
Q So you reject it? How -- 
a We believe that a chemical weapons ban is 


important. The President is strongly committed to achieving 
this goal, and that's what we are working for in Geneva. 





Q But how you expect them then to put this 
condition of linkage? How you expect them to be active in 
negotiation? 





a Well, that's for them to explain. 6ut I would 
point out that a large number of countries, including some of 
these countries that have been mentioned here, participated in 
the conference in Paris in January where the international 
community as a whole reiterated the need to control chemical 
weapons. 


Q New topic, or have you drained this one? Some 
southern African questions. Anything yet on de Klerk's visit? 


a No. 
Q Okay. The OA -- what? -- Organization of African 


Unity has called for oil sanctions and other sanctions against 
South Africa. Any comment on that? 


a I don't have anything new to say on that. No. 
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Q Okay. Anything on what's going on in Namibia? 
There's some more controversy. De Klerk is going down there 
again. 


A I don't have anything specific today. I think 
we've addressed in the past the concerns that we had about 
things there, and we've been working with the parties in the 
United Nations to make sure that the process evolves simoothly 
and according to plan. 


Q Is it getting any better or any worse than your 
assessment? 
A I'd hesitate to characterize it other than to say 


that things are going forward along the lines that was planned, 
and there are glitches along the way that we try to smooth out 
when they occur. 


Q Do you have anything to say about Mandela's 
birthday? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Another African one: Has the U.S. determined 
what it's going to do in the Board of Governors of the IMF 
today about Angola? Today's the vote. 





A I should have checked. I don't know. [I'1l have 
to check on it. 


Q Could you get a word for us? 
A Yes. 


Q Richard, what will be the State Department 
position if Congressional attempts will succeed by Israel's 
friends to stop the U.S.-PLO dialogue? 


A That's speculative. [I don't have anything to say 
on that right now. There are things in Congress relating to 
the U.S.-PLO dialogue, and we're in discussion on those 
proposals with the Congressmen and Senators involved. 


I see some officials off the record or on 
background in some of the stories in the papers sounded their 
displeasure with such attempt by some Congressionals. Will you 
be specific as to these reports, if they are true or not? What 
do you make of them? 


A Again, I don't have anything to add. I don't 
usually comment on what officials may be saying on background 
to newspapers. And I'd just say that we're discussing our 
views with the Congress, and we'll be working on it with them. 
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Q But you say this is speculative, but there is 
some actions. There are some amendments, or some legislation 
pending, or presentation of legislation in the Congress, and 
it's not speculative, you know. 


A Well, speculative is what will we do if something 
passes. You know, I'm not going to predict that. We'll follow 
the law if it becomes law, but the point right now is that they 
are proposals. We're talking to the people in Congress about 
those proposals. We're in close touch with members of 
Congress, and I just don't have anything to add to it here. 


Q Does the State Department regard the dialogue 
with the PLO as continuing to be constructive? 


A I think the Secretary addressed that pretty well 
on Sunday, and I'm not going to add to it. 


Q Also on the Middle East, yesterday you were 
uncertain whether Ariel Sharon had talked of the elimination of 
Yasser Arafat. Today it appears from every account that we 
have seen that he did say it. Do you have any observations 


about that? 


A I don't have anything to add to what we said 
yesterday, that we're supporting a de-escalation of violence, 
not an escalation of violence. We don't think that remarks 
like this are helpful in that regard. 


Q And are you doing anything about bringing it to 
the attention of the Israeli Government --- your feelings? 


A I'm not aware of anything specific, but I would 


expect the topic to arise. 


Q Richard, what are you telling the Congress? Are 
you supporting this move? Are you against this? What are you 
telling them? Neutral? 


A I'm not telling you what I'm telling the 
Congress. That's the bottom line. 


Q Richard, the way I read it yesterday, you said 
that you had not had a chance to see the statement as reported 
by Mr. Sharon. 


a That's right. 
Q Did you, or did you not? 


a We saw various reports of the remarks. 


Q Okay. And you're -- 
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A And now based on what we've seen in those 
remarks, I confirm the view that we expressed yesterday; that 
we don't see these statements as helpful. 


Q Yeah. And all you have to say about a threat by 
a former Defense Minister of Israel who's probably second most 
important politician in that country, threatening to 
assassinate another world leader, is that it would escalate the 
violence? Is that really your reaction to it? 


A That's our reaction to it. I think it's a clear 
reaction. I think our views are not subject to much 
interpretation on that point. You'll have to talk to Sharon 
about what exactly he meant. 


Q No. But I'm asking you. I'm not asking Sharon. 
I'm asking you as the State Department Spokesperson. And I 
want a follow-up, please. 


Don't you think that Mr. Sharon may take your response 
as a license to actually go on and do what he has threatened to 
do? 


A Our remarks very clearly say that statements like 
this are not helpful. We cannot support an escalation of 
violence. We cannot support any steps that would lead to 
escalation of violence. We have always s'!ood for a 
de-escalation of the violence in the area. 


Q But the issue is on the other foot, though. I 
mean, I know this is in the realm of speculation, but please 
give me a little space. Had this been the other way around, 
had the PLO said that they would eliminate an Israeli leader, 
you would probably have curtailed the dialogue. So there is a 
-- how you might say -- a great imbalance here in the way that 
you're handling this vis-a-vis the Israelis, vis-a-vis the PLO. 








A I don't see that. First, I don't want to get 
into speculation of who had said what, in what context he might 
have said something, but I think it's -- it's very clear that 
we've condemned violence on all sides. We've condemned calls 
to violence on all sides, and we don't think they're helpful to 
the situation. That's what we're stating here. 


Q It does somehow sound really a little bit, I 
mean, strange that we provide Israel with over $3.5 billion a 
year, and one of its leaders threatening to assassinate another 
leader, and this Government's reaction is that you oppose 
escalation of violence. I just want that to be on the record. 


A Well, I mean, I can't change your perception of 
what's said, but I do want to make very clear that we've been 
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very consistent. We've spoken out. We haven't commented on 
every statement made in the Middle East, but we have said at 
times when people were doing things that we didn't think were 
helpful, we've said that they were not helpful. 


Q I did not get what John asked you. Did you 
communicate any views at all about this to the Israeli 
Government directly about this particular case? 


A I'm not aware of anything specific, but I would 
expect the issue to arise. 


Q Richard, he's a Cabinet Minister. He is not Meir 
Kahane or someone else who could threaten such things. He's a 
Cabinet Minister, and possibly you could be receiving him some 
time in the next few days. And this is -- he's calling for 
terrorism and violence by calling for the assassination of 
another leader. Doesn't this make a way that you should. look 
at it differently from escalating the violence? 


A I guess I don't understand. [ mean, we clearly 
view this statement as not helpful. 


Q Do you condemn such statement, coming from 
anybody. If you condemn violence or terrorism from the side of 
the Palestinians, don't you condemn this call for terrorism or 
violence from the side of an Israeli official? 


A Exactly what he meant when he said it, you'll 
have to ask him, but we cannot support any call for an 
escalation of violence. We'll just leave it at that. 


Q Is that considered terrorism to call for the 
assassination of another leader? | 


a We don't get into definitions of terrorism in 
that way, particularly when they regard remarks and not 
incidents. 


Q Have you had an opportunity in the last 24 hour's 
to further study the cards that are falling on the table in 
Afghanistan, and has the United States made any reassessment of 
the flow of aid and to whom it goes, and for what purpose? 


A We don't have any new details on the incident 
that I talked about yesterday, but [ can reiterate that our 
support for the Mujahideen remains unchanged. 


Q Even though they're killing each other? I mean, 
we go ahead and provide all the bullets and ammunition so they 
ambush each other and blow each other up? 


A There has been an incident. It's a grave 
incident. It's a tragic incident. We have urged the 
Mujahideen to work towards unity, to pursue their struggle 
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together. But we do expect them to continue what they've been 
doing, and that's to continue the struggle for 
self-—determination in Afghanistan, and that's the basis for our 


support. 


Q Yes. And they're continuing their struggle for 
liberation of Afghanistan. They're also continuing their 
struggle for sort of self-inflicted wounds. I quess it's 
puzzling that the United States would continue to provide 
money, particularly to one of the factions which seems bent on 
destroying some of the other factions. I mean, that's a 
reasonable question. 


a I think what you're doing is taking one incident 
and blowing it out of proportion. This is tragic. This is 
serious. This is grave. But it's something that the 
Mujahideen has to overcome. They have to reunite. They have 
to focus on their unity and focus on their struggle. They 
continue to pursue the struggle, and we continue to support 
them in that struggle. 


Q Has there been -- 
A Let's go down here for a second. 


Q Richard, you're portraying this as one incident, 
but my understanding is that there have been dozens of 
incidents like this over the years, and tiiat we're just really 
focusing on this one now. 


I mean, do you -- are you really maintaining that this 
is an isolated incident, and it hasn't been happening before? 


A I'm not sure if there have been any clashes in 
the past. There have been rivalries among the factions. But I 
think the point is that for the last ten years they've been 
united in a struggle against the Soviets. Since the Soviets 
left, they've been united in a struggle against the regime in 
Kabul. They continue to pursue that. That remains the major 
focus of their efforts, and that remains what we support. 


Q Another question. I mean, if you really want 
them to unify, and they're having trouble doing that, why not 
just cut off the aid altogether? 


A I don't see how that would help them unify ina. 
struggle. 


Q It would be strategy to force them to do what you 
want them to do. 


A Well, these are people that we work with, that we 
think we can work with, that we talk to. When we talk to them, 
we tell them, “You have to concentrate on the struggle against 
the regime in Kabul." 
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Q Has the United States Government indicated to the 
various Mujahideen factions that there might be consequences 
regarding U.S. aid or any other kinds of consequences of 
similar incidents to this if they occur in the future? 


A I'm not aware that we've made any threats, but 
we've made our views very strongly known in our contacts with 
them that -- what I said before -- that they have to unify in 
the struggle against Kabul and not hurt their cause by engaging 
in clashes like this. 


Q Didn't you say yesterday that you would draw the 
appropriate conclusions? The implication of that you ieft to 
us, but it sounded like there might be some change in the U.S. 
aid distribution. 


A There may be, but at this point we don't have any 
new details. I don't have any conclusions. I don't have any 
specifics to offer. But the basic goal of supporting the 
Mujahideen, urging them to unite, supporting their efforts at 
self—determination, that remains something we intend to 
continue pursuing. 


Q Has the thought come up that maybe by cutting off 
aid, you would encourage them to unite? 


A Not that I'm aware of. No 
Q Is Mr. O'Brien out yet? 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the South 


‘Korean Defense Minister and the Foreign Minister? Have they 


decided on the FX? 


A I don't have anything on that here. The visit 
was hosted by the Defense Department. I think the news will 
come out of there. 


Q I mean, this is coming. And also do you have a 
position on the Heinz and Dixon bill on FX? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on Mr. O'Brien? Do 
you have him out, yet, of Afghanistan? 


fs) Our consular officer from New Delhi arrived in 
Kabul on the 16th of July -- that's Sunday -- and is awaiting 
Mr. O'Brien's release by the Kabul authorities. The consular 
officer is in direct contact with regime authorities. At this 
point we don't have an exact date for you for his release. 


Q On Afghanistan. When is the next round of talks 
with the Soviets on Afghanistan? 
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A I don't have anything to announce on that. As I 
think I said before, we were looking forussro to some talks. late 
in the month, but I don't have an announcement to make. 


Q On the Middle East again, there has been an. 
escalation of rhetoric in the last couple of weeks. Did you 
address from this podium why there is no American team going 
out in the immediate future to explore the fate of the 
elections and negotiated solution? 


A More important than that, the Secretary addressed 
that very extensively over the past few days. I think that's 
where the views ought to be taken. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the missile 
technology to Qaddafi that will be transferred to Brazil? [In 


today's Washington Times’ story. 


a This deals with reports of a French sale to 
Brazil. We have asked the French Government to clarify reports 
about a French sale of rocket technology to Brazil. The French 
Foreign Ministry has not yet said what, if anything, has been 
approved for transfer to Brazil. 





The Missile Technology Control Regime states that 
there is a strong presumption against the transfer of sensitive 
rocket technology which are classified as Category I under the 
regime. 


If France were to transfer a Category I rocket item in 
spite of this presumption, then the regime sets standards for 
assurances that France would have to require, including that 
the item would be used only for the purpose stated, and that 
neither it nor its derivatives could be transferred without the 
consent of the French Government. 





In addition, in the past we have made known to the 
Brazilian Government our concerns regarding its military trade 
with Libya. But the supposition that French rocket technology 
will flow to Libya is merely speculation. 


Q Is it only Libya or other Middle Eastern 
countries which you are also concerned with dealing with Brazil? 


fs) There are a number of countries around the world 
which raise concerns in terms of the Missile Technology Control 
Regime. We would be concerned about any re-transfers to 
countries that we have concerns about. But [ am only dealing 
with Libya here, because the report dealt with Libya, and we 
tee talked to Brazil, as I said, about its military trade with 
Libya. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:17 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 18 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q. Does the U.S. envision the world-wide elimination of 


chemical weapons following a l0-year period of destruction after 
entry into force of a chemical weapons treaty? 


A. <-- YES. PRESIDENT BUGH HAS CALLED FOR A COMPREHENSIVE, 


EFFECTIVELY VERIFIABLE AND TRULY GLOBAL BAN ON’ CHEMICAL 
WEAPORS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 18 PRESS BRIEFING 


BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


Q. What is happening with regard to negotiations on biological 

Sistensment in Greve or 10 0.8.-00it ome 

A. -- BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS' ARE ALREADY THE SUBJECT OF AN 
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT. THE 1972 BIOLOGICAL AND TOXIN 
WEAPONS CONVENTION (BWC) PROHIBITS THE DEVELOPMENT, 
PRODUCTION, STOCKPILING «£ ACQUISITION OR RETENTION OF 
BIOLOGICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS, AS WELL AS WEAPONS, EQUIPMENT 
OR MEANS OF DELIVERY DESIGNED TO USE BIOLOGICAL AGENTS FOR 


HOSTILE PURPOSES OR IN ARMED CONFLICT. 





-- A REGULAR FIVE-YEAR BWC REVIEW CONFERENCE IS SCHEDULED 
FOR 1991. AT THIS CONFERENCE SIGNATORIEG MAY RAIGE ANY 
CONCERNS REGARDING THE BWC AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION. 


a 
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QUESTIONS TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING JULY 18 


ANGOLA/IMF VOTE 


Q: Has the U.S. determined what it is going to do in the IMP 
Board of Governors’ vote on Angola's admission? 


A: The U.S. has made clear that it could not support Angolan 


membership in the Pund at this time and we voted against the 


membership resolution. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #124 


WEONESDAY, JULY 19, 1989, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I've got one brief announcement: 


We've posted a revised travel advisory for Somalia in 
the Press Office. It urges Americans to defer non-essential 
travel at this time because of recent religious disturbances 
and a government imposed dusk-—to-dawn curfew in Mogadishu. 


Now, with that, I'll take your questions. 


Q Has there been a meeting between a State 
Department official and someone from the Cuban Government on 
the issue of drugs? 


) First, let me say that there are no talks 
underway with Cuba to discuss formal narcotics cooperation. We 
have had exchanges with Cuban officials, including a meeting 
between Deputy Assistant Secretary Kozak and Mr. Arbesu, who is 
the Head of the Cuban Interests Section, on the unfolding drug 
scandal in Cuba. 


We've asked the government of Cuba for the results of 
its investigation into drug smuggling by Cuban officials so 
that we can review the contents and take appropriate action. 
To date, we have received no response. 


Q In any of these encounters, have you asked 
specifically for their cooperation in controlling trafficking? 


a We have asked, as I said, for information on the 
Ochoa trial; and I believe we have said what I've said publicly 
here, that we are looking for serious efforts on the part of 
the Cubans to prosecute people, to investigate allegations of 
complicity and drug trafficking, and to interdict trafficking 
through their air space and waters. #ut, as I said, we haven't 
asked for any specific cooperation or anything like that. 


Q When was this meeting between Kozak and the Head 
of the Interests Section? 


a I don't have the exact date. 


Q Did the State Department advise Admiral Yost to 
hold off on a briefing for Congressman Rangel? 














2253 
-2- Wednesday. 7/19/89 


7 I don't have anything specific on that. I would 
note that Congress is going to hold two hearings on the drug 
scandal next week. I'm told the House foreign Affairs , 
Committee's Task Force on International Narcotics Control will 
be holding hearings on Tuesday, July 25. The Senate Foreign 
Relations Subcommittee on Terrorism, Narcotics, and 
International Operations will hold hearings on Wednesday, July 
26. The Department has been invited to send a witness to 
testify in both those sessions. 


Q But there was a blind quote, I guess, which 
suggested that someone from the Department thought that the 
U.S.-Cuban relationship might be undergoing some change and 
therefore had the Coast Guard hold off on the briefing. 


a Well, I point out these hearings next week, where 
we're going to send a witness to make clear that we have no 
reticence about going up and discussing this with Congress. 

I'm not aware of any specific request to the Coast Guard. 


Q Is the Department reassessing its reluctance to 
enter into a cooperative relationship with the Cubans on 
combatting drug trafficking? 


i No. I've said before that we're assessing the 
developments that have taken place in Cuba during the last 
three weeks. But, as I've said, what we are doing is 
monitoring the Cuban interdiction efforts to see if Cuban 
actions match their claim that their government is serious 
about combatting narcotics trafficking. That's what we're 
doing. 


Q What are you finding? 


a So far we don't have any conclusions to report. 
We're looking for serious, positive steps; we're looking for 
such things as responses to our request for information on 
Ochoa. There has been no response to that yet. 


Q Were there any other meetings besides the last 
one with Kozak? 


) All I can say is that, yes, there were. We have 
had exchanges with Cuban officials. They have an Interests 
Section here. 


Q Would you like to have a meeting with a 
higher-level Cuban official on this issue? 


a There are no plans for such things that I -- I'm 
not aware of any plans for such things. 


Q It wasn't quite the question. Would you like to 
have such a meeting? 
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o I want to steer you away from focusing on 
meetings. There are no plans for such a meeting that I'm aware 
of. The point is that we're looking for serious and positive 
steps. We're looking for responses to what we've asked them 
for so far. 


Q Do you see any improvement as far as interdiction 
on the part of the Cubans? 


i Again, I don't have any judgment to make other 
than to say we're monitoring the situation. We're looking for 
such steps, but I have no conclusions to draw at this point. 


Q The King of Saudi Arabia can't make it. 
Something to do with Lebanon is the stated excuse or reason. 
What is the King's involvement in Lebanon that you know of that 
keeps him from keeping his date with the President? 


A He's part of the tripartite Arab League committee 
that the Arab League set up in order to try to resolve the 
problems in Lebanon. It's a very important effort, and I think 
the White House's statement yesterday said that the President 
expressed his understanding and his wishes for success of the 
committee's effort. 


Q I'm just wondering how much tact is involved and 
how much other reasons there might be. Is he dissatisfied with 
his arms package? Is he dissatisfied with the way you're 
playing Israel this week? 


a You'd have to ask him those sorts of questions. 
I think the explanation is clear. The efforts with Lebanon are 
on-going. The Arab League has been active. They've had 
emissaries out in the region. That was what the King said was 
the reason that he couldn't come. 


Q Do you think that their mission will be 
successful? So far they are deadlocked and it's a failure. Do 
you think it's still -- 


) We hope it will be successful. I can't make a 
good prediction in the Middle East, so I'd just have to say 
that we support the effort. We believe it's very important. 
We think it's the best road to peace, we support it, and we 
hope it will be successful. 


Q But apparently they are asking the Americans for 
more support, not only, you know, by word; by some other means 
you should support them. That's what some reports said. 


a I'm not aware of any such request. 


Q Could I check with you on today's reading on 
meetings with the PLO? Any in prospect? Any been held we 
haven't been told about lately? 
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A I don't have anything here on plans for meetings 
with the PLO. We have a dialogue. We meet all the time. We 
don't give out lists of every single meeting we have. 


Q Do you give out lists of who you meet with? 


A We respond to questions, if asked sometimes; but 
generally we have an on-going dialogue out there. We expect to 
have meetings. 


Q Well, who has been the point-man lately? 

A You know, Mr. Ballaoui has been the major contact. 
Q Any contact with the Chairman yet? 

A None that I'm aware of, no. Let's just say no. 


Can I get back to Saudi for a minute and just 
say, is there any concern, any reporting from the Embassy you 
could perhaps share with us, about the domestic situation in 
Saudi Arabia? There have been bombs going off during this holy 
period. Would you think that that has anything to do with the 
King's postponement? I mean, it's only a postponement of the 
trip, not a cancellation. 


A I've seen nothing like that. I have absolutely 
no reason to doubt that the reason is what the King said. As I 
said, these are very important efforts -- efforts which we 
support strongly -- and we want them to go forward. If the 
King believes that he can better serve the cause of peace by 
supporting and working on those efforts right now, it's 
something that we would support. 


Q And to continue, if I can, in the same region. 

The even—handedness of your approach in the Israeli-Palestinian 
issue has come under some criticism following the repeated 
characterization of Ariel Sharon's words as “unhelpful” rather 
than anything else. Do you still stick with the fact that what 
he said about his threats to assassinate Arafat -- or eliminate 
Arafat -- were unhelpful? Is there any change in the semantics 
from the State Department? 


a We've addressed that, I think, fairly extensively 
over the past two days. I don't have anything new to say now. 


Q US AID is taking money from the American 
University in Beirut and the American Hospital and allocating 
it to building schools and training settlers, especially 
military training for settlers, in the West Bank. Do you have 
anything on that? 


A The funding for that program is done under fairly 
strict guidelines that lay out the purposes of the funding and 
the kind of institutions that can be funded. I quess I better 
leave to AID the explanation. 
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Our feeling is that the funding that they proposed 
follows those guidelines. There were questions raised in 


° Congress, and they'll be explaining them to Congress. But this 
has no implications for settlemerts policy or anything like 
that. 


Q What kind of implication does it have on Lebanon 
because the AUH, the American Hospital there, is saving 
thousands of lives there a year. Doesn't it send the wrong 
signal about your commitment for your last symbol in West 
Beirut, your presence there? 


A Again, it's not a policy issue, really. It's a 
question of a limited amount of funding, funding that's done 
according to guidelines of the kind of institution that AID is 
supposed to be supporting with a program. They follow those 
guidelines in setting it up, and I'll have to leave the 
detailed explanations to them. 


Q You see the guidelines as not being violated by 
this request to fund two schools -- religious schools -- inside 
Israel or religious institutions? Doesn't this slap 
continually with separation between church and state, according 
to the U.S. Constitution? [Sic] 


A The guidelines make very clear that we don't fund 
activities which are primarily religious in nature. I don't 
know enough about the schools to describe exactly how that 
applies in this case, but I'm told that the guidelines were 
carefully followed in these cases, that the funding requests 
are consistent with those guidelines, and that AID is 
—-- any questions that might have been raised from the 
H : 


Q So you have no reservations -- the State 
Department has no reservation about the contents of the 
applications for the funding? 


A None that I'm aware of. 

Q On another area, if I might ask you. Do you have 
any comment on the postponement of the vote of the U.S. 
Congress -- the Senate, I believe -- on Jesse Helms' amendment 


to the State Department budget regarding the breaking of the 
dialogue between the United States and the PLO? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Anything on the OAS mission in Panama and the 
apparent agreement to discuss the resignation of Noriega? 


A We have supported the efforts of the OAS 
mission. As you know, we believe the central question is the 
departure of Noriega from power. These questions will be 
addressed at the OAS meeting this afternoon, and we look 
forward to hearing the reports from the mission. I think we'll 
, have a more formal statement at the meeting, which we will make 
available, that will go into those views in more detail. 
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Q Who will represent the U.S.? 


A Who will represent us is -- I don't have anything . 
here for you now. I can't tell you at this point. 


Q It's not the Secretary of State? 


A Again, I don't have any yes's or no's on 
individuals right here now. 


Q On that subject, can you give us information 
about a meeting between a member of the United States 
delegation to the OAS and a member of the Panamanian delegation 
to the OAS? 


A I can. You're referring to a Mr. Dachi. I'll 
start off by stating clearly there is no secret channel through 
Mr. Dachi, nor has there ever been. Mr. Dachi is a USIA 
officer who serves as Deputy Representative to the OAS. He's 
served in Panama. He's well known to many Panamanians. 


Mr. Dachi, in a conversation with the accredited 
Deputy Panamanian OAS Representative of the Noriega regime, 
mentioned that he knew General Noriega from his previous 
service in Panama. 


The Noriega regime may have misconstrued these casual 
remarks, either intentionally or unintentionally, to suggest 
that Mr. Dachi would be a U.S. channel to Noriega. Such claims 
might well have been a regime ploy to convince the Panamanian 
opposition and the OAS that the U.S. was negotiating behind 
their backs. This was not true, and it is not true. 


Q Speaking of casual encounters, do you have 
anything on the casual encounter between Mr. Aronson and Mr. 
Tinoco in Argentina on about the 8th of July? 


A Mr. Aronson has had no substantive discussions 
with Nicaraguan officials. It remains U.S. policy that such 
discussions would be inappropriate and that the Nicaraguan 
Government should be talking to the civic opposition, to the 
armed Resistance and to its regional neighbors. 


Assistant Secretary Aronson on two separate occasions 
has declined requests for meetings in Costa Rica and Argentina 
made by Daniel Ortega. 


Mr. Aronson has encountered Deputy Foreign Minister 
Tinoco three times at social events, two of which were prior to 
his confirmation as Assistant Secretary. In all cases, the 
conversations were brief and casual. Any attempt to 
characterize them as a substantive dialogue would be false and 
misleading. 


Q Lawyers in the United Arab Emirates for the 
families of the victims of the Iranian plane are calling your 
compensation offer inadequate. Do you have anything on that? 
And some of them are planning to sue in the United States. © 
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A The U.S. offer of compensation has been made to 
the governments concerned. It is under consideration by those 
governments and the families. We've asked for the normal 
eeere of claims in connection with the compensation we have 
offered. 


er. If the U.S. compensation offer is not accepted and 
individuals instead sue in U.S. courts, that is their 
prerogative. However, as we have previously indicated, the 
United States has no legal liability for this tragic incident, 
and we would not expect any recoveries against the United 
States to be obtained in U.S. courts. Our compensation offer 
is made on an ex gratia, voluntary basis. 


Q Have you heard anything from Iran on that offer? 
A No. 


Do you have anything from the Department on a 
computer sales decision to the East-bloc which, as you know, is 
opposed by the Secretary of Defense? 


A That's been explained at great length by the 
Department of Commerce. I have a couple of sentences which in 
effect are just a brief summary of the reasons. Let me explain 
them to you as we understand them. 


The proposed decontrol of the lower level of personal 
computers was the result of a determination that such computers 
were widely available and no longer practical to control. This 
is consistent with our efforts in COCOM to modernize the 
control lists and support legitimate non-strategic trade. 


Q You're not concerned here in the Department that 
it could upgrade Soviet military capability? That seemed to 
concern the Secretary of Defense. 


A I haven't seen what the Secretary of Defense has 
said on this, so I'm not really in a position to comment on 
that. We see this as legitimate non-strategic trade. We 
completely support the objective of controlling strategic 
trade. But this is an area where we think these low-level 
computers are widely available and not practical to control. 


Q Why did you decide to vote against the Angola IMF 
membership? 


A We could not support Angolan membership in the 
IMF on economic grounds. Details would have to be referred to 
Treasury for an explanation. 


Q You can't explain that rationale? 
f Well, I don't have any more economic details. I 


mean, I don't have the full economic analysis of this. It's a 
question of the status and nature of the Angolan economy. 
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Q Are you saying then -- I mean, did the State 
Department concur in this decision, or was it wholly Treasury? 


A I believe we concurred in the decision. I should 
make clear this is a separate matter from our support for the 
peace process in which the Angolan parties are engaged. We 
have welcomed that process. We have welcomed the steps that 
have been taken by President dos Santos and Jonas Savimbi to 
move towards national reconciliation. 


Q But are you saying there was no political 
consideration at all in this decision? 

A I said this was made on economic grounds. 

Q Do you have anything to say about the account in 


the Post this morning about Congressman Savage and his 
activities in Zaire? 


A No, I don't. 





Q Is the State Department's IG looking into that? 


A I know he has been contacted about it. Let me 
take the question then and see exactly what he may or may not 
be doing on it. 


Q Are you concerned that North Korea is developing 
a nuclear capacity, and have you talked about it with the 
Russians and the Chinese? 


A Let me start by saying that there have been a lot 
of reports about what North Korea may or may not be doing, and 
I don't want in any way to comment or confirm reports. Reports 
appear to be based on intelligence information and things like 
that, and we won't comment on that. 


I will tell you that we have discussed the matter of 
nuclear safeguards, nuclear developments, in North Korea 
frequently with other countries, including the U.S.S.R., Japan 
and the Republic of Korea. They share our interest in seeing a 
safeguards agreement concluded promptly. The U.S. and other 
involved governments are encouraging the IAEA -- International 
Atomic Energy Agency -- in Vienna and the Government of North 
Korea to work towards this end. 


Q Could you tell me what information you have, if 
any, about the situation of the Palestinian woman from 
Milwaukee who was arrested in israel on the 17th of July? Her 
daughter apparently was -- the soldiers claim that she was 
throwing a stone at the soldier, and the family claims that she 
was just giving the peace sign. 


a I don't have any specific information on the 
case. I wasn't aware of that specific case. But we'll look 
into it. Do you have the name? 
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Q Yes. It's Naja Salem. 


A Okay. We'll look into it and try to get 
something. 


Q Do you have any information on the treatment of 
ethnic Turks in Bulgaria? Anything new on that? 


A I have nothing new on that. We've made 
statements in the past; we've made strong statements in the 
past. We very much condemn the actions that are being taken by 
the Bulgarian Government. We've raised it with the Bulgarians 
and publicly. 


Q Two days ago the Sandinista Government announced 
that they were going to beef up their militia and army to half 
a million men. Do you have any comments on that today? 


A I don't. I'm not aware of the reports. I quess 
we'll look and see if we have something on that that we might 
say. 


Q Do you have any information about the date and 
the venue of the international conference on aid to Poland and 
Hungary? 


A No, I don't at this point. Plans are underway to 
get something going quickly. 


Q But there is no development you can tell us about? 
a No. 
Q I mean, you haven't picked a place, you haven't 


picked a date, you haven't picked the people who are going to 
be there yet? 


A I don't think that kind of stuff is settled. 
That kind of stuff is under discussion between the people who 
were at the Summit and who are getting the meeting together. 


Q Do you have any situation report or comment on 
the Soviet coal miners strike? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Anything on de Klerk today? 
a No. 


Q The Argentine Foreign Minister is in town today. 
Does the Secretary plan to meet with him and have a bilateral? 


A That's something I'll have to check on. 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 19 PRESS BRIEFING 
FUNDS FOR AMERICAN UNIVERSITY IN BEIRUT 
Q. USAID is taking money from the American University in 
Beirut and the American hospital and allocating it to 


building schools and training settlers in the West 
Bank. DO you have anything on that? 


J 
A. THE AMERICAN UNIVERSITY IN BEIRUT (AUB) HAS BEEN 


ALLOCATED $3.5 .MILLION UNDER USAID'S AMERICAN SCHOOLS AND 





HOSPITALS ABROAD (ASHA) PROGRAM. IT IS THE LARGEST SINGLE 
ALLOCATION OF THE PROGRAM, AMOUNTING TO TEN PERCENT OF 
FUNDS AVAILABLE WORLDWIDE FOR THIS FISCAL YEAR. USAID ALSO 
HAS ALLOCATED AN ADDITIONAL $2.5 MILLION TO THE AUB FROM 


OTHER AGENCY SOURCES. 


NONE OF THE INSTITUTIONS IN ISRAEL SELECTED FOR 
- PUNDING UNDER THE ASHA PROGRAM IS LOCATED IN THE OCCUPIED 


TERRITORIES. 














Z2bA 


Posted: July 19, 1989 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 19 PRESS BRIEFING 


ISRAEL - ARREST OF MRS. SALEM 





Q: What do you have on the arrest of an American by Israeli 
Defense Forces because her three-year-old daughter held up two 
fingers and made a “v" sign? 

A: -- ON JULY 17, IN BEITEN, WEST BANK, ISRAELI DEFENSE FORCES 

ARRESTED MRS. NAJWA SALEM, A U.S CITIZEN FROM MILWAUKEE AND 
A LEGAL RESIDENT OF THE WEST BANK, REPORTEDLY IN CONNECTION 
WITH SOMETHING DONE BY HER 3-YEAR OLD DAUGHTER. A 


CONSULAR OFFICER FROM OUR CONSULATE IN JERUSALEM VISITED 





MRS. SALEM AT THE MOSCOBIYA (moscow-BEE-ya) PRISON IN 


JERUSALEM ON JULY 18. 


-- WE HAVE EXPRESSED OUR CONCERN ABOUT MRS. SALEM'S ARREST 


TO THE GOVERNMENT OF ISRAEL AND ARE SEEKING HER RELEASE. 
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THURSDAY, JULY 20, 1989, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement on Burma. 


We understand that troops have prevented free access 
to the houses of Aung San Suu Kyi and Tin Oo, leaders of 
Burma's principal opposition party. We also understand that at 
least 42 persons were arrested yesterday in the wake of 
pro-democracy demonstrations in Rangoon. 





The United States Government is deeply disturbed by 
this latest in a series of actions taken against Burma's 
largest political party, which casts serious doubts on the 
Burmese government's repeated promises to hold free and fair 
elections by May of 1990. 


The United States calls on the Burmese authorities to 
allow Aung San Suu Kyi and Tin Oo freedom of movement and 
expression, and to release other political prisoners. We also 
hope that the Burmese government will permit the political 
activity essential for the holding of democratic elections. 





Now I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q What else is in the book? (Laughter) No, do you 
have anything on executions in Somalia this morning? 
Apparently they have been rounding up a lot of people. 


A No, I don't. We have seen some reports, but I 
don't have anything specific to say at this point. 


Q Do you have anything new on the Coast Guard and 
Marine Fisheries Service pursuit of the Taiwanese driftnet 
vessels, and any response to your request to board those ships? 


A Currently the U.S. Coast Guard cutter Morgenthau 
is in pursuit of the Sung ching No. 1 which is headed west 
approximately 1,000 miles from Midway Island. The U.S. flag 
vessel Redfin is pursuing the Ta Foong No. 11 which is headed 
southwest, approximately 700 miles northwest of Midway Island. 
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The U.S. has reiterated through the American Institute 
in Taiwan the seriousness with which we view this case, and the 
urgency of a reply to our request to board the vessels to seek 
further evidence of their illegal salmon fishing activity and 
to escort them until they can be turned over to Taiwan 
authorities for enforcement action. 


Q Another question -- a follow-up. The driftnet 
agreement that we signed with the Taiwanese, which was 
initialed, what stage is that at right now towards formal 
signing? 


a On June 30, representatives of the American 
Institute in Taiwan and the Coordination Council for North 
American Affairs initialed an referendum agreement pursuant 
to the Driftnet Impact Monitoring, Assessment and Control Act 
of 1987. 


I guess if you're asking the question, you know a 
little more about the details of the agreement, so I won't go 
into that unless somebody wants them. 


Let me just add that last Thursday the American 
Institute in Taiwan delivered a letter to CCNAA in Washington, 
proposing that this agreement be put into force, and we're 
currently awaiting a response from Taiwan. 


Q Just one more question: Have they asked -- has 
the Taiwanese government asked for any kind of help in 
enforcing their own laws on restrictions on driftnet, regarding 
their own vessels? 


a That's really what this whole activity is about. 
I don't know if you would characterize it as their asking us 
for help in enforcing their laws. We have an agreement on 
things we can do together to coordinate this fishing basically 
or control this fishing. And in cases where problems arise, 
such as this one, if we contact each other and make sure that 
laws are enforced, and depending on the actual situation, it's 
prosecuted in different places. 


Q How far are these Coast Guard vessels going to 
follow them? I mean, all the way to Taiwan, or do they have 
sort of a limit on their mandate or -- 


A I don't think so. I think we're in the Pacific 
Ocean, and there's a lot of room to follow people there. We 
intend to pursue these vessels and to stop them, because we 
think they were involved in violations. 


Q What's the situation on working out a compromise 
with the Senate on the dialogue with the PLO, and what's the 
Administration's position on efforts to curb that dialogue? 
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fe I don't have anything to add to what the 
Secretary said last night on “MacNeil/Lehrer." He addressed 
both those issues. I think we'll leave it to that. 


Q What's the status of the efforts to work out a 
compromise? 


A The Secretary said last night there's no deal. 
As far as I'm aware, that remains the case, but he also 
declined to get into details on our discussions up on the Hill, 
and I'll not do that either. 


Wasn't there a move to come up with language that 
would be short of certification and also eliminate the category 
of those who are accessories to terrorist acts? 


6 I think -- to the extent the Secretary addressed 
those things last night, I'll leave it at that. To the extent 
that going beyond it would get into our discussions with people 
on the Hill, I won't go beyond it. 





Q Richard, do you have more information, besides 
the one that you posted, on the Palestinian-American woman from 
Milwaukee? When will she be released from an Israeli jail? 
What do you have on it? 


a I was told just before I came in here that we 
have heard that she may have been released already. I don't 
have -- I can't give you an official confirmation on that. 
We'll look for that this afternoon. 


Q Do you have anything on the elections in Poland, 
by any chance? 


a The White House gave a statement yesterday, anc 
the Secretary addressed it. I can give you a copy of the Whice 
House statement. 


Do you have any comments on the amendment that 
was introduced by Senator Connie Mack calling for a restoration 
of a Cuban embargo which applies to the American—owned or 
controlled foreign firms abroad? 


a No, I don't have any comment on that. 


And, also, do you have any comments on the 
plebiscite that was called for on Cuba by the same Congress? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Richard, anything on Mr. O'Brien sitting in 
Afghanistan? 
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A Our Consular Officer remains in Kabul working for 
his release. At this point, we don't have an exact date. 


Q What about demand for a letter -- official letter 
-- or further demands that they seemed to have made? 


a There have been various reports. We've tried to 
help her out where necessary. She was sent there by us. 
There's no question that she's there at Washington's request. 
and, as I said, she's working for the release of Mr. O'Brien. 


A Tehran newspaper today apparently dismissed the 
U.S. offer in the Vincennes case as a pittance. Do you have 
any reaction to that? 


a I saw the report. We're still waiting for a 
response to the proposals we made. 


Q Official response, you mean? 
is) Yes. 


How about a decision from this building on 
jurisdiction, whether the United States would accept 
jurisdiction in the Iran case before the World Court? 


A It's a question I'll have to check on. 


Q Back to driftnet: Has Japan, Taiwan, or South 
Korea agreed to put transponders on their fishing vessels? 


a The agreement with Taiwan provides for 
substantial new enforcement measures including U.S. boardings 
and inspection of Taiwan commercial driftnet and transport 
vessels by the United States Coast Guard, installation by 1990 
of 100 percent satellite position-fixing transmitters on Taiwan 
driftnet fishing and transport vessels, and a strengthened at 
sea and in-port enforcement activities by Taiwan. So that 
includes this question of transmitters. 


The Japanese agreement has something about that in it 
as well, and I'll get you the details. 


Q Do you have anything about reports of a letter 
from the United States to Prime Minister Shamir? 


a It was reportedly a Presidential letter. I'1)] 
leave it to the White House Lo comment. 


Q Richard, do you know anything about an 
extradition -- I've also checked at Justice, but they suggested 
I try here -- an extradition of an Israeli of Iranian origin 
from England to the United States, having something to do with 
arms sales to Iran? Have you been aware of anything? 
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& No. Do you have a name? 


Yes, I do. 


> 


Why don't you give it to us and we'll check. 


Q Anything on the OAS and Panama? And can you 
confirm that Noriega tried to contact Eagleburger? 


a On the OAS meeting, the meeting began yesterday 
at the OAS. It was recessed at 1:10 a.m. this morning. It was 
scheduled to resume today at 11:00 a.m. 


The Foreign Ministers heard the report of the OAS 
Commission which traveled to Panama last week. The report was 
specific in its condemnation of Noriega. It stated: “The 
continued presence of General Noriega as Commander-in-Chief of 
the Defense Forces has been identified by supporters and the 
opposition as one of the factors, if not the factor, which must 
be addressed." ‘ 


Deputy Secretary Eagleburger headed the U.S. 
delegation. He read a formal statement in which he reviewed 
the abuses by General Noriega and called for concerted 
hemispheric action. He stressed that it's time to end the 
crisis in Panama and the suffering of the Panamanian nation. 


We can give you copies of Eagleburger's statement. 


As to the issue of whether -- what was your exact 
question -- I'll let you state it. 


Q Anything you have on reports that Noriega tried 
to contact Eagleburger? 





6 It's an erroneous report. It's apparently the 
result of some misunderstanding. The fact is that Noriega did 
not try to phone Eagleburger. There was no rejection of a 
phone call from Noriega to Eagleburger. Actually, had Noriega 
tried to call Eagleburger, the Deputy Secretary of course would 
have rejected the call as inappropriate. The fact is there was 
no attempt. 


Q But what did happen? 

a Again, you asked me about the report. The report 
that Eagleburger might have talked with Noriega is just 
erroneous. It's just not true. 


Q Did any Panamanian official tell Eagleburger that 
Noriega was trying to contact him? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 
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Q Back to the OAS: They apparently have concluded 
by giving them an extended mandate until August and using ‘ 
September 1 as a deadline. Is that an acceptable outcome to 
the U.S.? 


a I'm sorry, did you say they concluded? 

Q Concluded -- yes. 

These things sometimes work faster than I expect. 

Q You heard it here first. 

a Let us get you something, then, on the actual 
outcome, since I hadn't seen the declaration that might have 
been made. I have to look at it. We'll get you some 
commentary later. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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Posted: July 20, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 20 PRESS BRIEFING 


SOMALIA/EXECUTIONS 





Q: There are reports that Somalis were being rounded up and , 
executed this morning. Do you have any information or conment’ 


A: WE ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE REPORTS AND HAVE ASKED OUR 


EMBASSY IN MOGADISHU IO 100K INTO THEM 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 20 PRESS BRIEFING 


ISRAEL - ARREST OF MRS. SALEM 





Q: Has the American woman arrested because of something done 
by her three-year-old daughter been released? 


A: -- OUR EMBASSY IN TEL AVIV AND CONSULATE GENERAL IN 
JERUSALEM REPORT THAT TODAY, JULY 20, MRS. NAJWA SALEM WAS 
RELEASED FROM DETENTION. PRELIMINARY REPORTS INDICATE THAT 
MRS. SALEM WAS RELEASED WITHOUT CHARGE AND WITHOUT BAIL, 


BUT WE CANNOT YET CONFIRM THIS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 20 PRESS BRIEFING ° 


IRAN: AIRBUS CLAIMS 


Q. Will the United States participate in the case recentlty 
brought by the Government of Iran before the Court for the Iran 
Air Flight 655 shootdown? 


A. We have not yet reached a decision in that matter. 


' 
° 
*» 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 20 NOON PRESS BRIEFING POSTED: July 20,1184 


DRIPTNET FISHERY AGREEMENT WITH JAPAN: TRANSPONDERS 


Q: What are the provisions in the new driftnet fishery agreement with 
Japan relating to transponders? 

A. JAPAN HAS AGREED TO INSTALL SATELLITE TRANSMITTERS ON ITS 
ENFORCEMENT AND/OR RESEARCH VESSELS OPERATING IN THE NORTH 
PACIFIC, INCLUDING THE JAPANESE SQUID DRIFTNET FISHING AREAS, FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SUPPLEMENT LNG THE PLANNED U.S. TESTS OF THE 
EFFECTIVENESS OF THE DEVICES IN THE 1989 FISHING SEASON. A TEAM 
FROM THE UNITED STATES IS IN TOKYO THIS WEEK TO DISCUSS, AMONG 


OTHER ISSUES, THE DEPLOYMENT OF THE TRANSMITTERS. 


IF IT IS PROVED APPROPRIATE, AFTER CONSIDERATION OF THE RESULTS OF 
THE 1989 TESTS, AND CONSIDERING THE VIEWS OF THE UNITED STATES AND 
CANADA, THE JAPANESE GOVERNMENT WILL ASK THE SQUID DRIFTNET 
FISHING VESSELS TO INSTALL A SUBSTANTIAL NUMBER OF SATELLITE 


TRANSMITTERS IN 1990. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 20 PRESS BRIEFING 


U.S. EXTRADITION REQUEST 


Q. What are the circumstances surrounding the extradtion of 
Javid Naghdi, an Israeli citizen of Iranian extraction, from 
the United Kingdom? 


{ 
A. The United States Government requested the extradition of 


Javid Naghdi in October 1988, under the terms of the U.S. - 





U.K. treaty, for violation of Federal narcotics and customs 
laws. He was extradited to the U.S. on June 30, 1989. He is 


currently in custody in central California. 
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FRIDAY, JULY 21, 1989, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have several announcements to make. I think it's four. 


The first is a housekeeping announcement: The Press 
Office is being carpeted this weekend. If you need to reach 
the Duty Officer between 9:00 and 1:00 tomorrow morning, call 
the Operations Center, 647-1512; or call directly at 647-7405. 


The second concerns U.S.-Soviet regional experts' 
talks. As part of our on-going dialogue with the Soviet Union 
on regional questions, U.S. and Soviet experts will meet in 
Stockholm July 31 and August 1 to discuss Afghanistan. We also 
expect to raise issues related to Iran. The U.S. experts will 
be headed by Assistant Secretary of State for Near Eastern and 
South Asian Affairs John Kelly. 


The third concerns legislation passed by the Senate 
yesterday. We are certainly pleased that the Senate, like the 
House, has expressed its clear support for the Administration's 
strategy in Cambodia. Our approach supports the efforts of 
Prince Sihanouk and the Non-Communist Resistance in Cambodia to 
achieve an acceptable settlement of the tragic Cambodian 
conflict, a settlement which includes the total and verified 
withdrawal of Vietnamese forces, measures to prevent a Khmer 
Rouge return to power, and self-determination for the Cambodian 
people. 


This step is especially timely given the upcoming 
conference on Cambodia to be held in Paris. We believe the 
amendment will strengthen prospects for a success negotiated 
solution. 


And the last announcement concerns Afghanistan. We 
are pleased to confirm that Tony O'Brien, the American 
journalist held for a month by the Kabul regime, was released 
earlier this morning. We expect him to depart soon for New 
Delhi in the company of our consular officer, Rennie Smith, 
whom we had sent to Afghanistan in connection with the case. 
The outcome is very welcome news. 


With that, ['ll take your questions. 
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Q Was there any quid pro guo for that release? 





A No. 

Q Do you have any idea why the Afghan Government 
dropped the charges that they had against O'Brien? 

A I'm not sure they ever made charges against 
O'Brien. 

Q Accusations -- public? 





A No, I don't. You'd have to ask them. 


Q There are reports that he was released following 
an appeal by Yasser Arafat. Anything on that? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Was there -- were there any discussions with the 
Soviets for their help on his case? 


A I believe we raised the issue with the Soviets. 
I wouldn't characterize it beyond that. 


Q What about the Congress, the other decision 
besides Cambodia? The PLO -— do you have a public announcement 
or so? 


A While the Administration thinks the amendment 
that was voted last night is unconstitutional, it is far less 
offensive than Senator Helms' amendment and ensures that we can 
continue our dialogue and thereby give diplomacy a chance. 


Q Can you say why you think it's unconstitutional? 


A Better scholars than [I would have to do that. 
I'm sorry, I can't. 


Q So you will not abide by the rules of it? 
A I'm sorry -- 


Q Since it is not unconstitutional, will you abide 
by the parameters they put. 


a At this point, that question is very 
hypothetical. The provision has not even passed into law yet. 
It's just been passed by the Senate. 


Q Does this mean that you would not be meeting 
again with Abu [yad? Or how is this going to circumscribe what 
you do? 
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| A As I said, the provision is not even law yet. 
That's a hypothetical question. And, as I said, we believe the 
provision ensures that we can continue our dialogue. 





Q Do you think that the House will also pass it? 
Are you -- 


a I don't make predictions. 


Q So what you're saying, on the basis of the 
amendment that was passed, you are not changing your behavior 
in terms of dealing with the PLO in any way? The dialogue 
continues in the manner and the fashion and with the people you 
so choose, is that correct? 


A The dialogue continues -- you know, we've stated 
from the podium that we're not going to get into who we are and 
who we are not meeting with at any specific point. But our 
dialogue continues. The provision is not yet law, and I'm not 
making any predictions about what will happen if it does become 
law. 


Q At the White House yesterday, Marlin Fitzwater 
said that, basically, it's up to the PLO to decide who will 
talk to us. Is that something that -- is that a statement that 
you agree with? 


A I don't have anything to add to it. It's 
something that's been said before, but he said it in a more 
exact way than you did and I'd refer you to his words. 


Q On those fishing boats -- the Taiwan fishing 
boats which are being chased across the Pacific -- there's a 
report that they have now refused to let the U.S. Coast Guard 
board. Do you know anything about that? 


A I don't. But the fact that we had to chase them 
rather than to stop them and talk to them more or less implies 
that they refused at the beginning to let us board. [I don't 
have any update on that. I think the pursuit continues, from 
what I saw this morning. 


Q Have you taken it up with the -- what is it? -- 
Coordinating Council? 


a Yes. I think I said yesterday that we had taken 
the matter up -- not only once but twice -- by the American 
Institute in Taiwan and to the Coordination Council for North 
American Affairs. 


Q What do they say? Do they want to cooperate, or 
A At this point, I don't have any specific response 


that [ can characterize for you. [t's something that we've 
taken up twice that we feel strongly about, and we feel 
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strongly that action in this case would be a way of making our 
agreement that we've initialed and not yet signed -- making 
that a more active instrument. 


We're asking them for the right to board these 
ships on the high seas? Is that essentially what we're asking 
them for? 


a That's essentially what we're asking for, yes -- 
at this point -- and then you get into questions of 
prosecution. At this point it's to stop and board them and put 
them under escort and then make sure that appropriate 
disposition occurs. 


Q So, Richard, the pursuit continues? 
A That's my understanding, yes. 


Q Richard, are there anymore details finally now 
about what you've been able to discover about what happened in 
the incident in Afghanistan where Gulbuddin's people ambushed 
Masoud's people? 


a No. At this point, I don't have anymore details. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the crackdown in 
Somalia against the opposition there? 


A There are credible reports that summary 
executions have taken place in Somalia over the past few days. 
We are very disturbed by these reports. We are directing our 
Embassy in Mogadishu to raise our concern with the Somali 
Government and to ask it to act to ensure that civil liberties 
and human rights are fully protected. 


And any other steps you will do? Will you 
withhold assistance to them, or anything? No actual reaction, 
I mean? 


A Well, Somalia is currently under the Brooke 
Amendment that prohibits most aid to countries that haven't 
repaid past debts. Future aid levels would have to be 
determined in light of developments and in consultation with 
the Congress. 


Q What about the military assistance? 


A I don't have anything on that beyond what IT've 
just told you -- future aid has -- 


Q But, Richard, what exactly happened? Do you have 
any details on what happened that you're disturbed about? 


a I don't have a lot of details at this point. 
There are credible reports, as I've said, that summary 
executions have taken place in Somalia over the past few days. 
I don't have any -- 
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Q Do you have an estimate on the numbers? 
a No, I don't have an estimate on the numbers. 


There's differing reports on that. 


Q Does the Secretary plan to attend the Cambodia 
meeting in Paris? 


rs) I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q The meeting in Stockholm -- what specifically 
does the United States want to talk to the Soviets about 
concerning Iran? 


a I don't think I want to get in advance of these 
meetings, in particular, into too much detail on them. We 
haven't gone into detailed readouts after the meetings, so I'll 
just decline to do that now. S8ut I think our policies and 
views of Iran are very clear, and we would expect to raise 
those with the Soviets. 


Q Which views are you talking about? You mentioned 
Iran specifically, so obviously we're interested in why Iran. 


a The whole aspect of our relationship -- the 
Soviet relationship and how we view relations with [ran and 
Iran's activities, there's a lot of stuff there. But beyond 
that, I don't want to get into any details of it. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the Turkish 
gentleman from Georgia who was caught spying? 


a No, that's a legal case. 
Q Is that Justice? 


a I'll leave that to them. Let's go over here. 
Robert? 


a Do you have any new observations about the 
detentions in Burma? 


a Yes, I do. The Burmese authorities formally 
announced July 21 that Aung San Suu Kyi and Tin Oo, the leaders 
of Burma's largest political party, have been placed under 
indefinite house arrest. 


Two days before, the government also announced the 
establishment of military tribunals which can impose summary 
judgments, including the death penalty, for those found to be 
defying martial law. 


The United States Government condemns these repressive 
measures against legitimate political opposition. Once again, 
we call for the Burmese Government to release Aung San Suu Kyi, 
Tin Oo, and all other political prisoners. 
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Q Richard, are you leaving open the possibility 
that the Secretary might fly out of here Sunday or Monday to go 
to Paris to attend the Cambodia conference? 


a I'm not trying to hint one way or the other. I'm 
just saying I don't have anything on that now. 


Q The Turkish and Greek Cypriot leaders continue 
U.N.-mediated talks. A Greek Cypriot woman tried to cross into 
the Turkish Republic of Cyprus. They violated the border. Do 
you comment on this? 


a Yes, I can. About 500 Greek Cypriot members and 
supporters of the Women's Walk Home Organization crossed the 
ceasefire line into the U.N.-controlled buffer zone in the old 
walled city of Nicosia July 19. This was part of a 
demonstration marking the fifteenth anniversary of Turkish 
intervention on the island. 


One hundred and thirteen persons, including three 
foreign journalists, were arrested by the Turkish Cypriots. 
The three journalists were released July 20. We understand 
that other detainees will be released in the next few days. 
We've called on all concerned to act with restraint and to 
cooperate with the U.N. in restoring the status quo in the 
buffer zone. 


~ Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one announcement to make: 


Secretary Baker will head the U.S. delegation to the 
opening session of the International Conference on Cambodia 
which begins July 30 in Paris under French sponsorship. 
Secretary Baker will arrive in Paris on July 29 and will depart 
on July 31. The conference will then break into working groups 
which will meet throughout the month of August. 


At the:international conference, Secretary Baker will 
join our ASEAN partners, the Japanese Foreign Minister, the 
other four Permanent Representatives of the Security Council 
and the Foreign Ministers of Australia, Canada, India, 
Zimbabwe, Yugoslavia, as well as Laos and Vietnam. The 
Cambodian factions will also attend and are meeting this week 
to try and narrow their differences. 


We hope our collective efforts can become another 
example of how we, the Soviets and others can work together to 
resolve regional conflicts. 


The withdrawal of the Vietnamese army from Cambodia is 
scheduled to take place on September 30, 1989. The withdrawal 
of the Vietnamese occupation force has been a longstanding goal 
of the United States and of our ASEAN partners. With an 

‘internationally-verified Vietnamese withdrawal, we hope to see 
the beginning of an end to the tragedy that has beset the 
Cambodian people for years and the beginning of the transition 
to genuine Cambodian self-determination. 


We seek a comprehensive settlement in Cambodia. Such 
a settlement must address both internal and e: ternal aspects in 
order to ensure peace in Cambodia. In particular, a 
comprehensive settlement has three elements: Lhe verified 
withdrawal of Vietnamese forces, prevention of a Khmer Rouge 
return to power, and self-determination for the Cambodian 
people. 


Given the legacy of warfare in Cambodia and the 
tragedies of the past, it will be difficult to achieve peace, 
but it is necessary to try. It is time to at least try to end 
the suffering of the Cambodian people. We hope the day is near 
when the Cambodian people will be able to live in peace and 
achieve true self-determination. 
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Just for your information, a sign-up sheet has been 
posted in the main Press Office for those of you wishing to go 
with the Secretary on this trip, and the sheet will be taken 
down at 12:00 noon on Wednesday. 


Q Margaret, could we have a copy of that, please? 





a Sure. 


, Margaret, can you tell us where Mr. Bloch is 
these days? 


4a No, I cannot. 
Q How long has he been suspended from his post? 
A Can I start -- since we're going to discuss Mr. 


Bloch -- by saying that, as has been reported publicly, mr. 
Felix Bloch is currently under investigation by the FBI. The 
Department will address your questions on this matter subject 
to two constraints: 


(1) First, that the investigation is a law 
enforcement matter under the jurisdiction of the FBI, and the 
Department will not be able to comment on the investigation. 


(2) Mr. Bloch has not been charged with any offense; 
and in addressing any questions on the matter, the Department 
will be mindful of his rights to privacy. 


Q But as a personnel matter, how long has he been 
suspended? 


A Since June 22. 


Q And has he been allowed to carry out any duties 
representing the State Department since then? 


A No, he has not. And if you're going to ask me 
about his Atlantic Council appearance, we understand that that 
was something that he did directly with the Atlantic Council 
and was a private matter, not the Department asking him to go 
speak on behalf of the Department. 


Q Could you clarify his access and comings and 
goings? He was suspended June 22. What does that mean? 


3) His building pass. 


Q His building pass was lifted, was taken? 


2) Yes. 

Q Has his pay ever been suspended? 

Q When you are put on administrative leave, it does 
not affect your pay. 
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Q All right. And he has no pass. Does that mean 
he did not come in and out of the building? People can come in 


as visitors. People come in and -- 





. a He has been in the building recently to collect 
his personal effects and close out an account at the Credit 
Union. He was under escort by an agent of the Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security. He did not return to his office. 


Q It was that one occasion? 


A To be perfectly straight with you, my 
understanding is he has been in the building on more than one 
occasion. To our knowledge, on the occasions he has been in 
the building he has been with an escort from the Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security. 


But can you in some way describe what he was in 
the building to do? I mean, you gave us one example. 


A That's the one positive example that I know of. 
Q I mean, the one specific example you know of? 


a Correct. 


But do you happen to know if he came into the 
building and in some way was dealing with colleagues about the 
nature of his business -- I mean, you know, his State 
Department functions -- or do you mean he was just in to see 
what's in the cafeteria? 


a To our knowledge, it was definitely not on his 
State Department functions, since he's under an administrative 
leave. 


Q Okay. So let me back it up a little, please. So 
as of June 22, he really ceased being a Foreign Service 
Officer. Right? Ceased functioning as a -- 


A I don't know the legal definition -- 


Q Well, I don't mean tore up his papers, but he 
ceased doing what he does for a living -- right? -- at the 
State Department? 


A He is on administrative leave. 


Q Well, when was the State Department -- or when 
were investigators, or whatever -- when was there some 
suspicion that he might be involved in something not too good? 
In other words, how long did it take to suspend him from the 
initial suspicions? 


a That's one’question that unfortunately I cannot 


answer. 
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Q Margaret, on what grounds was he placed on 
administrative leave? 

A It's another question that I cannot answer. 

| Q Margaret, your statement on Friday indicated a 

breach of security had occurred. 

A Yes. 

Q Could you explain to us why he has not been 


placed under arrest or charged if you've already determined 
that a breach of security had occurred? 


A Those are two questions that also I cannot answer. 


Q The President said this morning, talking to 
reporters, that he was aggrieved by this. How does the 
Secretary of State feel about it? 


A The Secretary of State would characterize his 
feelings exactly as the President did, and I would note that 
the President was speaking in the hypothetical and was very 
careful to say he was not specifically accusing this individual 
or speaking specifically on this case but in the hypothetical 
on what his feelings were should someone ever breach our 
national security. 


Q When you say he's continuing to be paid, that 
means all of his retirement benefits, ali his medical 
insurance, all of that is still functioning at a regular level? 


A Correct. Administrative leave is a term used to 
refer to an authorized absence from duty with pay and without 
charge to leave. 


Q Margaret, was he actually filmed or taped handing 
over a briefcase or anything to a Soviet agent in a foreign 
city? 

a That's another question that I cannot answer. 

Q Could we get a biography on Mr. Bloch? 

a Yes. I'll be glad to post it. 


Q Margaret, if I understand correctly, before going 
to Vienna he was a State Department Inspector. Can you tell us 
what an Inspector does in the State Department system? 


a I don't know. I'1l be glad to take it for you, 
though, and write out for you a description of what one does. 


Q Margaret, there have been some reports that Mr. 


Bloch was under suspicion years ago and that he may have 
engaged in questionable activities as long as a decade ago. 
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Can you say whether there were any earlier suspicions 
in the Department and whether it should cause us any alarm that 
this man was promoted to a sensitive position -- DCM in Vienna 
-- I think in 19837 


A The only part of your question that I'm at 
liberty to be able to answer is that he was our DCM. [ can't 
answer any part of the first part of your question. 


Q One of the accounts described this DCM job in 
Vienna as being extremely significant. I mean, it sounded like 
he was the key man in the Foreign Service. Can you give us 
some -- maybe it's a little excitement, with the suspicion -- 
but can you provide, if not now, some notion of what his 
function was so far as East-West contacts? And what does a DCM 
normally do? I thought he was just the Deputy Ambassador. 


A That's a pretty important job. 


Q Sure, it is; and we have a hundred of them or 
something. Is this a particularly sensitive job? 


A A DCM or the DCM in Vienna? 


Q In Vienna. 


A I've never heard the DCM in Vienna characterized 
as particularly sensitive. But you know from your years of 
experience here, and I know from just my observations of seven 
months, a OCM is a very responsible, impr rtant job in an 
embassy post. He's the number two person. 


Q Margaret, in the process of administrative leave, 
what's the next step? Do you wait until the investigation is 
completed, or how long do you keep him on administrative 
leave? Is there some determination that has to be made? 


a That unfortunately falls in the category of 
something that I just cannot answer. All I can say is that he 
is on administrative leave and his building pass was revoked. 





Q Is there any limit to administrative leave -- I 
mean, a time period that you can keep someone on? 


A That I don't know. I'11 be glad to take that and 
find out in a hypothetical case. I don't know the answer to 
that -- how long it can go on. 

Q Does he travel on a diplomatic passport? 

a I don't know. I'll be glad to ask for you. 


Q Was his passport lifted? 
A 


I don't know. I'll ask. 
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Q May I ask a question not related to espionage 
charges but to his usual business? Was Mr. Bloch trying to 
mediate or did he mediate communication between the fustrian 


President and high-ranking U.S. officials? 


A I don't know what you're asking me. 
Q Pardon? 
A What are you asking me? I mean, our DCMs in 


numbers of countries meet with high-ranking officials of the 
countries they're serving in, so that's not unusual. 


Q Did he mediate -- 
A What do you mean by “mediate"? 


Q It's not usual for the Austrian President to have 
contact with high-ranking U.S. officials, so that's my 
question. That's my point. 


A Then you're aware of something that I'm not. I 
know that our ambassadors, in every country we've been in with 
Secretary Baker, do have contacts with the heads of those 
countries, with the Foreign Ministry, with the Foreign 
Minister, with any number of officials in any number of spots 
in those governments. Just like they do here when they visit 


here. 


Q I know there are a lot of questions about this, 
but could we just very briefly ask about Lhe Middle East and 
then go back to Bloch, because Bloch's going to go on for a 
long time. 


A It's up to you all. 


Q Could we just get a reaction to the [sraeli 
Cabinet decision? 


a Sure. And then, Mark, I know you have a question. 


We welcome the Israeli Cabinet reaffirmation of its 
May 14 proposal for elections and negotiations, and see in this 
the commitment of the Israeli Government to move forward a 
comprehensive resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict. We 
continue to support the proposal and will continue efforts to 
bring about dialogue between Israel and Palestinians in the 
West Bank and Gaza to structure elections and launch 
negotiations. 


Q Any details on the Kelly trip to Israel? 


A Any details on what? 


Q Ambassador Kelly's trip to Israel? 
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a Ambassador Kelly has always, just as all new 
Assistant Secretaries, planned -- for lack of better words -- a 


get-acquainted, orientation, etc., trip into that region. If 
it's been scheduled, I'm not aware of what the dates are. But 


it's something that we've said many times previously would 
happened, so there's no news in that. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that Shamir 
met with some PLO-supported Palestinians? 


a No, I don't. But I believe the Prime Minister's 
staff person responded to that on behalf of him yesterday. 


Mark, you had a question? 
Q Was Mr. Bloch a key person dealing with the issue 
of technology transfer to the Soviet Union, and could the loss 


of information involved in that have been a serious compromise 
of U.S. security? 


A I would not characterize him as being a key 
player. No. 


Q Is there anything to prevent Mr. Bloch traveling 
abroad if he wished to do so? 


a I don't know the answer to that question. 
Q Could you find that out? 
A Yes. 

Q Coming back to technology transfer, did he play 


any role in the decision to relax the controls on technology 
transfer to the Soviet Union? 


a On the “no exceptions” policy? 
Q Yes. 
A That was a decision that was made by the 


President upon the recommendation of this Secretary of State 
and other Cabinet officials. And as many of you know in this 
room, all those individuals were very familiar with this issue 
from their prior experience. 


Q I'm sorry, could I follow up on that? Did he 
play a role in the decision? That was my question. 


a A number of offices within the Department as well 
as other government agencies were involved in providing the 
information upon which the Administration based its decision. 
Mr. Bloch was one of many, and not the primary coordinator, 
involved in this process. 
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Q Margaret, last week your statement mentioned that 
a security breach was believed to have occurred. Can you tell 
us anything now about what that security breach might have 
been? And anticipating your answer on that, I'll follow up 
right away. (Laughter) 


Q Let's hear this eloquent response. 





Q Is the Department doing something to trace back? 


a That would fall in the category of the 
investigation which unfortunately I just can't get into, what 
the investigators are or are not doing. I'm really honestly 
not trying to be difficult. I just cannot do it. 


Q Is this being investigated by the State 
Department as well as by the FBI? 


A No. The Bureau of Diplomatic Security is, of 
course, assisting the Federal Bureau of [Investigation and the 
Justice Department. That is their role. 


Q Did you say why he was put on administrative 
leave? 


a I did, I believe, on Friday, and I can't remember 
if I brought the exact words with me. We didn't state a | 
literal, specific reason why in our announcement on Friday, 
which I can re-read for you if you want me to. 


Q Would you, please? 


a Sure. The Department of State's Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security is coordinating with an FBI inquiry into 
reports of illegal activities involving a State Department 
employee and agents of a foreign intelligence service. 


The subject of this inquiry is Mr. Felix Bloch, a 
career Foreign Service officer currently assigned at the State 
Department as Director of the Office of Regional 
Political/Economic Affairs in the Bureau of European and 
Canadian Affairs. Mr. Bloch has been placed on administrative 
leave, and his State Department building pass has been 
withdrawn pending resolution of this matter. 


The Federal agencies involved are pursuing the inquiry 
thoroughly in order to identify the extent of the compromise of 
security which has occurred and appropriate legal steps. 


Q That says he went on administrative leave because 
of reports. That's a little non-specific. Did the State 
Department come upon something itself or did you get reports 
internally from the government? I don't understand what that 


means. 
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A I promise I'm not ducking: [I've asked all these 
questions this morning, and I've spent a lot of time with 
lawyers and a lot of time with other people. That is a 
specific question that I asked this morning which is what I 
call a “step" question, and I was specifically told I cannot 


get into it. 


Q Well, what I'm saying is, did this action 
initiate in the State Department, putting aside the fact that 
“reports" can mean anything? 





A Are you asking, did we take our own initiative to 
put him on administrative leave? 


Q Yeah, yeah. 


a To the best of my knowledge, I would have to 
assume so. The FBI can't put one of our people on 
administrative leave. 


Q No, no, no, but you could hear about something -- 
two things are possible, at least: that the State Department 
would hear something that it would find alarming and say “Hey, 
let's keep this guy out of the building," or the State 
Department internally, through its own internal means, can come 
upon some information and decide to act. I don't know which it 
is in this case. 


a And it's something that I cannot answer, how this 
all started, which is basically what you're asking me and which 
I'm prohibited from answering. 


Q You've got to stop talking to the lawyers. 
Q That was your mistake. (Laughter) 
Q Margaret, can we get away from Bloch for a minute? 


Q No. Margaret, do you have a response to a Senate 
Intelligence Report that was released last week saying that the 
State Department has been derelict in protecting secrets, 
national security secrets? 


a I honest can say I haven't heard about this, but 
I'll look into it. It hadn't come on my radar screen yet. 


: Q Sort of a follow-up on that. Are you worried 
that this case is going to harm the image of the State 
Department overall and complicate relations on the Hill? 


a I can‘t speak specifically to this case. In a 
generic, hypothetical [sense], obviously it certainly isn't 
helpful, beyond the State Department, for our country. 


Q Margaret, would you discuss, or fill out the 
phrase “rights of privacy?" You say you can't discuss this 
fully because of Bloch's right of privacy. 














 ) 


-10- Monday, 7/24/89 


a That's right. 
Q What rights of privacy does he have at this point? 


A He's an American citizen and under the same 
rights of privacy that you and I have under our laws. 


And they are very specific. Even when, as you all 
know, we get into other types of cases concerning employees 
overseas, et cetera, there are certain times where we can't 
even tell you what their names are until they have given us 
permission under the rights of privacy to release their names. 


Q The process under which he was put on 
administration leave and linked to accusations of breach of 
security, how are his rights protected, his privacy protected, 
under the procedure that was followed? 


a There are certain other questions -- that's why I 
started with these two constraints -- that I could be asked 
here at this podium that I am not at liberty to answer, one of 
which was, which Jim asked me, what is his whereabouts? I 
cannot answer that question. A number of issues fall under 
that category legally, is my understanding; and I'm prohibited 
from answering them. 


Q Has anyone else been placed on administrative 
leave, or is anyone else under investigation, from the State 
Department? 


a Not that I'm aware of, no. 


Q Apart from being not allowed to come to the State 
Department, is he under any other sort of constraint of any 
sort? 


A Not that I'm aware of or that I can comment on. 


Q For example, is he required to check in with 
anybody here, with Diplomatic Security, at any particular 
interval since he's still apparently working for -- 


a That falls in the category of questions that I 
can't answer. 


Well, since he's still apparently working for you 


folks. 


How do you pay him? 
You put it in the hollow of a tree (Laughter) 


Does he come to pick up his check? 


oD © © 


Or in a pumpkin? (Laughter) 
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A Mine is direct deposit to my bank. Now I don't 
know how he gets his. I don't physically go somewhere to get 
my paycheck. 


Q Well, I want to come at this another way. I'm 
interested in what prompted the State Department to discuss, to 
the *xtent it has, the case of a man who hasn't been charged or 
ind: °.4 or really accused of anything except there have been 
accounts in the press. Did the State Department come forward 
because there were accounts? Why is the State Department 
prepared, to the extent you are, to discuss the case of a man 
who hasn't been charged with anything, with any crime, and he's 
been on administrative leave since June 22? 





a What we have verified for you is what was 
reported Friday night -- parts of -- that this gentleman is on 
administrative leave and that his building pass has been 
revoked. Now I guess we could have asked not to even answer 
those questions and stood up here and said we can say nothing 
versus trying to be able, within the legal constraints, to say 
what little we can say about this that is obviously out there. 


Q Right, but State must have known -- well, 
obviously you knew he was on administrative leave weeks ago, 
right? 


a Correct. 


Q And State withheld the announcement until there 
was a published or a broadcast report, «rect? 


a It was not our intention -- 
Q That's what ['m driving at. 


a Correct. It was not our intention to be 
discussing this. But faced with it, why not be forthcoming 
with what you can be forthcoming with? 


Is anyone else on administrative leave currently 
for suspicion of illegal activities? 


a Not that ['m aware of. 


Q Margaret, is there any procedure or understanding 
that you're aware of that would prevent Mr. floch From coming 
into the building today or being in the building right now? 


a If he is coming -- there are two ways, and I'1l 
be perfectly honest with you. If he's coming in the building, 
as I have stated, he will be escorted by someone From 
Diplomatic Security. B6ut I will be perfectly honest with you, 
anyone of us can leave our pass at home and call one of our 
friends and say “Hey, I left my pass at home; clear me in." So 
I can't tell you that there's an ironclad, one hundred percent 
guarantee that he cannot come in here. I'm just being honest 
with you. But it is not anticipated that that's what's going 
to happen. 
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I've told you of the instance I know when he was in 
here. And if he is coming in here, it is going to be under 
escort, to our knowledge. 


Q You said in that one instance that he did not go 
to his office. Is it the policy now that he cannot return to 
his office, physically return to his office? 


4 He's on administrative leave, so I don't really 
know. Since he's gotten his personal affects and closed out 
his credit union account the one time that I know of, that I 
can talk about, he was in here, why is he going to go to his 
of fice? 


Q Did he go to his office? 


Q If there's any substance to the possibility that 
he were an intelligence agent, there might be something he'd 
want in his office for some reason. What I'm asking is, is he 
barred from going back to his office space? 


A He is not barred that I'm aware of from coming in 
this building with an escort from the Diplomatic Security 
Bureau of this building. 

Q Is he allowed to leave the country? 


a I've been asked that, and [ said that I did not 
know. I hadn't thought to ask that, and I'd be glad to check 
into it. 


Q But that one time -- well, the one specific time 
you told us why he was here, didn't he gv into his office to 
get his stuff out? 


a Yes, he must have. 


Q I thought you said he got his stuff but it wasn't 
in his office. 


a That's right. It makes sense. I guess he would 
have had to, or maybe somebody packed it for him. I'll go find 
out. 


Q If he's on leave and hasn't been charged -- 

A Administratively. 

Q If he's on administrative leave and hasn't been 
charged, why would he close out his account? Why would he need 
to come and get all of his things out of the building? 


a I don't know. I really don't know. 


Q Has his security clearance been suspended or 
revoked? 
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A That's a subject that unfortunately [ cannot 
discuss. 


V Wait a minute. Didn't you say his security 
clearance was revoked? 





a No. The building pass was, and administrative 
leave. 


Q You said security clearance. That was Friday's 
statement. I don't have it Front of me, but -- 


a I do. Wait a minute. What we put out on Friday 
night was "Mr. Bloch has been placed on administrative leave 
and his State Department building pass has been withdrawn 
pending resolution of this matter." 


Q Margaret, do you know the circumstances of his 
recent travel? 


a What do you mean? 


Q Whether he travelled in recent months to Europe, 
where he went, and what the purpose of those trips was? 


a No. And if I did, I'm sure I couldn't comment on 
it. 


Q Was he at all involved in planning the 
President's Economic Summit trip and privur trip to Poland? 





a I don't know. 


Q Margaret, three persons, including an Australian 
and an Indian, were arrested in Buffalo, New York, for 
illegally trying to smuggle out some super-—computer parts, the 
final destination of which was the Sovict Union. Do you have 
anything on that? 


a I hadn't heard about that. 


Q Margaret, can I go back to the Middle East, 
please? 


a Sure. 


Q The Israelis, when they reaffirmed their original 
proposal --— the May 14 proposal -- apparently also attached 
sort of a condition saying that the intifada had to be over | 
before the election could go forward. Do you have any comment 
on that, because that is a departure from the original May 14 
proposal? 


a I'm not aware of that. What I'm aware of is that 
they had a reaffirmation of the May 14 proposal. 
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Q Okay. What about Beirut? Do you have anything 
on the status of the situation in Beirut at the moment? 


a Not really a status, other than that we deplore 
this latest resumption in fighting and consequential loss of 
life. And as we have said many times, we urge restraint on all 
parties and support for the Arab League's initiative. It is 
imperative that all sides adhere to the ceasefire, lift the 
blockades and open all the ports, avoid all provocations and 
refrain from military escalation. 





Q Do you have any details of Assistant Secretary 
Kelly's appearance tomorrow? 


a Where is he appearing? 


Q I understand he's going to be at the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee. They've requested him to be there. 


ry I'm not aware that he's appearing there. 


Q Do you have any comment on the announcement of 
the resignation of the Prime Minister of Japan? 


a I have a brief one. The election held Sunday is 
part of the democratic process in Japan. It's an internal 
political matter. We would note, however, that the U.S.-Japan 
relationship is based on a broad range of shared interests. We 
will continue to work closely with the Government of Japan to 
resolve outstanding bilateral issues and -nhance areas of 
cooperation. 


Q Margaret, a few months ago the State Department 
said that Mr. Uno is an excellent statesman. Do you believe it 
still now? We think it's a very stupid comment because most of 
the Japanese knew that Uno is not excellent; also, he's not a 
statesman. Just because he became Prime Minister, he is not 
excellent so he's not a statesman. 


i) I think it would be totally inappropriate for me 
to characterize the Prime Minister of Japan. 


Q Thanks a lot. 


o Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:23 p.m.) 
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Posted: July 24, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 


THE OFPICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 


Q: Can you tell us what an inspector does in the Stat# Department 





system? 


A: THE OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL AUDITS, INSPECTS AND 
INVESTIGATES THE PROGRAMS AND OPERATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
THE OFFICE SENDS INSPECTION TEAMS TO REVIEW OPERATIONS OF EACH 
OVERSEAS POST APPROXIMATELY EVERY THREE YEARS. THE INSPECTION TEAM 
REVIEWS THE IMPLEMENTATION OF FOREIGN POLICY AND THE ADMINSTRATION AND 
MANAGEMENT AT POST, AS WELL AS THE COOPERATION AMONG U.S. GOVERNMENT 


AGENCIES UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHIEF OF MISSION 
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Posted: July 24, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 


ADMINISTRATIVE LEAVE 


Q: Is there any limit to administrative leave? A time 
period that you keep someone on? 

A: THERE IS NO LIMIT TO ADMINISTRATIVE LEAVE. TERMINATION 
OF ADMINISTRATIVE LEAVE I§ AT THE SECRETARY'S DISCRETION: 


» 
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Posted: July 24, 1989 


JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 


INVESTIGATION OF FELIX BLOCH 





Q: Can he still travel abroad? 


— —- DEPARTMENT HAS NOT IMPOSED ANY TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS ON 
MP. BLOCH. 
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| Posted: July 24, 1989 
JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 


INVESTIGATION OF FELIX SLOCH 





' Q: Was his Diplomatic Passport lifted? 


A: HE VOLUNTARILY SURRENDERED HIS DIPLOMATIC PASSPORT. 


» 
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Posted: 3/24/99 


JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 


SENATE INTELLIGENCE REPORT ON EMBASSY SECURITY 





Q: Do you have any reaction to the Senate Intelligence Committee 
Report that says the Department of State is derelict on security? 


A: SINCE THE SIGNING Of THE OMNIBUS DIPLOMATIC SECURITY AND 
ANTI-TERRORISM ACT OF 1986, THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS MOUNTED A 


MAJOR WORLD-WIDE PROGRAM TO IMPROVE SECURITY AT ALL DIPLOMATIC 
POSTS. THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS MADE EMBASSY SECURITY A TOP 

PRIORITY IN THE PAST FOUR YEARS AND WILL CONTINUE TO DO SO. THE 
DEPARTMENT DOES NOT AGREE THAT THE FACTORS LISTED IN THE REPORT 

PLACE OUR EMBASSY SECURITY AT RISK. 
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JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 


INVESTIGATION OF FELIX BLOCH 





t 
Q: What ace the constraints on Bloch's movements? 


A: THE STATE DEPARTMENT HAS NOT IMPOSED ANY CONSTRAINTS ON MR. 
BLOCH'S MOVEMENT. 
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P Posted: July 24, 1989 


JULY 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 


INVESTIGATION OF FELIX BLOCH 








Q: when did Bloch remove his personal effects? 


A: ON JUNE 27, MR. BLOCH CAME TO THE D STREET ENTRANCE OF THE 
STATE DEPARTMENT TO PICK OP HIS PERSONAL BELONGINGS FROM HIS 
SECRETARY, WHO HAD PACKED THEM FOR HIM. 
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JULY. 24 PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 





PROCEDURES FOR REMOVING A SECURITY CLEARANCE 





Q: What are the procedures for removing an employeds security 
clearance? 


A: WHEN THE BUREAU OF DIPLOMATIC SECURITY HAS INFORMATION WHICH 
RAISES DOUBTS CONCERNING AN EMPLOYEE'S ELIGIBILITY POR A CONTINUED 
SECURITY CLEARANCE, UNDER' THE PROVISIONS OF EXECUTIVE ORDER 10450, 
WE ARE OBLIGATED TO SUSPEND THAT SECURITY CLEARANCE PENDING AN 
INVESTIGATION, REVIEW, AND EVALUATION TO ENSURE THAT A CLEARANCE IS 
CLEARLY CONSISTENT WITH THE INTERESTS OF NATIONAL SECURITY. 

IF A DECISION IS THEN MADE TO REVOKE OR REDUCE THE SECURITY 
CLEARANCE OF A STATE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEE, THE BUREAU OF DIPLOMATIC 
SECURITY WILL INFORM THE EMPLOYEE OF THE REASONS AND INTENT FOR THE 
REVOCATION OR REDUCTION THE CLEARANCE. ONCE INFORMED OF THIS 
DECISION, THE EMPLOYEE HAS AN OPPORTUNITY TO COMMENT ON THE DS 
PINDINGS. 

ONCE THE EMPLOYEE'S COMMENT HAS BEEN RECEIVED, THE BUREAU OF 
DIPLOMATIC SECURITY WILL EVALUATE THE COMMENT AND REVIEW THE 
SITUATION ONCE AGAIN. IF THE DECISION TO REVOKE OR REDUCE THE 
SECURITY CLEARANCE IS UPHELD, THE EMPLOYEE HAS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
THE DECISION TO A BOARD OF THREE SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS; THE 
UNDER SECRETARY FOR MANAGEMENT, THE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF PERSONNEL, 
AND THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR DIPLOMATIC SECURITY. 
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Taken Question 
7/24/89 


Bloch Case: G-7 Summit Planning 





Q: Was Pelix Bloch involved in planning the President's 
Economic Summit trip and prior trip to Poland? 
' 


A: <+ THE OPPICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY POR ECONOMIC 
APPAIRS (£) WAS IN CHARGE OF DEPARTMENT PLANNING POR THE 
ECONOMIC SUMMIT. MR. BLOCH'S OFFICE, ALONG WITH OTHER 
APPROPRIATE OPPICES IN THE DEPARTMENT, REVIEWED AND PROVIDED 
COMMENT ON THE MATERIAL DEVELOPED BY THAT OFFICE. 


~~ THE EUROPEAN BUREAU'S OFFICE OF EAST EUR ?EAN AND YUGOSLAV 
APPAIRS TOOK THE LEAD IN PLANNING THE EAST -JROPEAN PORTION 
OP THE PRESIDENT'S TRIP. MR. BLOCH'S OFFICE WAS NOT 


INVOLVED IN THAT PROCESS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #128 


TUESDAY, JULY 25, 1989, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief announcement to make, 
please. 


I'm pleased to announce that the President has 
approved a special contribution of $2 million in response to 
the International Red Cross appeal for Lebanon. This aid will 


be used to provide emergency medical and relief supplies to the 
victims of the conflict in Lebanon. This money is in addition 
to our on-going aid programs and an earlier allocation of 
$500,000 in emergency assistance. 

I'll be happy to take any of your questions. 


Q Margaret, before we go to other things, have you 
seen the reports of a plane being shot down in Angola? 


“ No. 

Q Could you look into it? 

a Sure. 

Q The reports are that it was shot down by rebels, 
non-governmental forces, and in the past the United States has 
been associated with them. 

On the Bloch case, has the State Department contacted 
the Soviet Union and specifically asked them not to try to 
secrete him out of the country? 


a I can't answer that question, Jim. 


Q Margaret, does the Secretary intend to discuss 
this issue with Mr. Shevardnadze in Paris? 


i) Not to my knowledge 


Q There's a story from Vienna in which the 
Chancellor says he was informed by the American Ambassador a 
couple of weeks before the report surfaced With that, or with 
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whatever else you might be able to tell us, can you give us 
some idea of how the United States -- who the United States 
advised and something about what the notification contained? 


Evidently, there was some need felt to tell countries 
about the problem. Can you give us anything on that? 


a I wish that I could, and I wish that I could be 
more forthcoming on this entire subject. I honestly cannot. I 
can restate for you the two principles and guidelines that I 
had yesterday, which you all don't need me to restate. I'm not 
trying to be difficult. This is an investigation. I really am 
honestly prohibited from answering a number of the questions 
that I know you've got and legitimately want to ask me -- and 
it's your job to ask -- I just can't answer them. That one 
falls in that category. 


Q That isn't really a highly sensational question 
because it doesn't really deal with the nature of the 
investigation. B6ut, however -- 


a But I'm prohibited, as I was yesterday, when I 
believe you're one of the gentleman that asked me this, on 
going into the details and discussing, “When did this start; 
who told who what?" That, in my mind, falls in that category 
and I just generally -- I just can't do it. 


Q Are you prohibited from talking principally for 
intelligence reasons or for matters involving a legal 
investigation into individual rights? 


a This is an investigation, and the FBI is the lead 
agency on this, not the State Department, and it's 
predominantly -- this is an investigation. 


Q However, if the United States Government warned 
the Soviet Union to keep their mitts off this guy while this 
investigation is continuing, that doesn't seem to be part of 
the investigation. That seems to be something that the State 
Department would have said to the Soviets which ought to be no 
problem to address. 


a The State Department has had no contact with the 
Soviets regarding the Bloch investigation 


Q Regarding Bloch, or just regarding the 
investigation? 


i) Regarding the Bloch investigation 


.) Or Bloch himself? [I mean, if you're guing to 
slice it very thin, you could draw a distinction 


a The words that [ am authorized to say are the 
ones that I just said The State Department has had no contact 
with the Soviets regarding the Bloch investigation 
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Q So that doesn't rule out contact with the Soviets 
concerning Bloch himself, as in “Keep your hands off?" 


“4 The way I would interpret this is the way that -- 
I think it's fairly clearly written -- is that we have not had 
any contact with the Soviets regarding the Bloch investigation 
-- the State Departmer,. 


Q But “investigation” is the subject --— I mean the 
object -- of the verb. 


a Come on! 
Q Never mind. 
What are we doing here? 


Q He's trying to feel if you have cleverly skirted 
the issue in some way by saying, “Okay, we've talked about 
Bloch but not the Bloch investigation." I gather that you are 
trying to say the subject of Felix Bloch has not come up 
between the U.S. and the Soviets. Is that correct? 


a I'm going to say it one more time: “The State 
Department has had no contact with the Soviets regarding the 
Bloch investigation.” 


Q The investigation. 


Q You see, there's a loophole in that big enough to 
drive a Zil through. 


Q a correct story though. (Laughter) 


Q Do you know what the restrictions are on Soviet 
diplomats who are based in Washington, for example? Are they 
free to climb on an expressway and drive all the way to New 
York City without -- there used to be a certain mile limit 
around Washington that they had to observe in terms of how far 
they could go. Can they just climb on an expressway now and 
drive back and forth between New York City? Is that perfectly 


a I don't know I remember in one of my earlier 
briefings that came up concerning the U.N., and [I vaguely 
remember the guidance on that, I don't know concerning 


Washington 
Q Can we examine what the travel restrictions are? 
a What the rules are? Yes 


Q Or must they notify the State Department if they 
are moving outside of the 25-mile radius? [ think that's what 
it is -— 25 mile radius 
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“ That's what it was in New York, as I remember 
from the guidance. 


Q Is it possible you could tell us what the 
Secretary of State feels about lie detector tests? There was a 
network television report last night that strongly suggested 
that Mr. Shultz's objections to lie detector tests may have 
caused a security problem; that maybe incidents like this 
wouldn't happen if you could strap a lie detector on everybody 
and ask him questions. You want to try your hand at that one? 


4 Sure. It's easy. Several of your colleagues 
here who covered Secretary Baker when he was then Chief of 
Staff at the White House know all too well what his views are 
on the polygraph. He has been on public record a number of 
times on his views on this during the Reagan Administration and 
they were not that dissimilar from Secretary Shultz's. He is 
not one who ascribes to the use of polygraph tests and believes 
that they can definitely be abused. 


Q Mr. Shultz had several objections. 


a Secretary Baker has had all through his tenure in 
the Reagan Administration --— and I did check with him this 
morning -- and his views on this subject have not changed. He 
also has objections to them. 


Q The civil rights of government workers, important 
as it is, aside, Mr. Shultz also thought these aren't very 
effective; that they don't really serve any sure purpose in 
crime prevention. Is that something Mr. Baker also believes? 


a: He would not disagree with that. In fact, if you 
go back and look at the record in the Reagan Administration, 
Secretary Shultz and then Chief of Staff Baker were two 
officials who -- in their discussions on this subject -- were 
right there together on their views on it. 


Q Can I just try the same report? I forget who it 
was. I don't know if he's the current or the former head of 
the Foreign Service Association, a sort of -- in an interview 
with him -- blended into the piece where the man was making the 
assertion that State Department employees aren't basically 
candidates for espionage networks, that they're reliable 
citizens and it's highly unlikely that State Department 
employees would work against their country. Is there any view 
on that from the Secretary so far as -- can you count basically 
on -- this case aside, can you count basically on the loyalty 
of State Department people? 


The piece suggested that maybe the man is being naive 


Q Would the Secretary endorse the integrity of the 
Foreign Service? 
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Q Is this case sort of the aberration and not 
something that you would expect to -- 


A Without commenting on this case or making any 
characterization of this case, of course, the Secretary has the 
full confidence of the career Foreign Service here, the Civil 
Service, and the political appointees. 


Q Two Federal officials visited the Bloch house in 


Chappaqua, New York, this morning. Were they State Department 
people and, if so, why were they there? 


A One, I have no idea about what you're asking me, 
and if I did, I couldn't answer it. 


Q The President talked about the Bloch case with 
Congressional Republicans this morning. And while they didn't 
say specifically what was talked about, Congressman Gingrich 
indicated this case is evidence that our counter-intelligence 
badly needs to be beefed up and there's some talk about some 
amendments to do that later this week. 


Do you have any comment on that whole question of 
whether or not the State Department would welcome a beef ing-up 
of counter-intelligence? And any evidence that this case is -- 


4 I'm unaware of what the President said this 
morning. You're telling me something that I haven't seen. Are 
you saying he commented on this, or that the Congressman 
commented? 


Q This is Congressman Gingrich coming out and 
making a conclusion from the Bloch case that 
counter-intelligence could use some beefing up. 


A I guess, generally speaking, in any department 
and any issue you want to get in, you can always look at things 
and see if things can be done better without specifically 
commenting on this case. There's always room for improvement 
in any area in any of these departments. 


Q Margaret, can you confirm whether the Soviets 
were, in fact, surveilling Bloch before the story came out? 


4 I don't have any comment on that other than the 
one statement that I made. 


Q Can you confirm whether an arrest is imminent? 
A I can't. No, I cannot answer that question. 
Q Margaret, one of the answers you put out last 


night said that Mr. Bloch has given up his diplomatic passport 


a Correct -- voluntarily gave it up. 
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Q And does he have another non-diplomatic passport? 
A I can't answer that question. 

Q Could you find out? 

A I've tried. I can't answer the question. 

Q You don't know, or you can't answer? 

A I know the answer. I cannot answer it. 

Q Is this a privacy concern? 

A Yes. 


To the best of your knowledge, if he decided to 
leave this country, would he be free to take a plane out of 
here? 


A Yes. And we posted something on that last night, 
if you want the literal language. 


Q I do. 


Aa The State Department has not imposed any travel 
restrictions on Mr. Bloch. 


Q Do you know how he's getting paid? 


a What do you mean? 
Q His pay continues, doesn't it? 
A Yes. 


Why has the State Department not imposed any 
travel restrictions on Mr. Rloch? 


i) Because it hasn't. 
Q Pardon me. 
) Because it hasn't. 


Well, why not? I mean, there's headline news 
about possible involvement with espionage -- 


A You weren't here yesterday, but [ went through 
two explanations. One of which is Mr. Bloch has not been 
charged with any offense; and in addressing any questions on 
this matter, the Department will be mindful of his rights to 
privacy. I went through this in great detail yesterday He 
has been put on administrative leave, and his building pass has 
ae pulled. Those are the two actions this Department has 
taken. 
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Q But he's still getting paid. Do you happen to 


a Yes. 
y -- how he gets his -- 


a And I explained what happens when someone gets 
put on administrative leave yesterday. 


Q No, no. Yes, I know, but the mechanism -- 
A They don't lose their pay. 


Q You didn't have the mechanism yesterday. He's 
closed down in the Credit Union. Do you -- 


Aa Excuse me? 


Q His account in the Credit Union was closed down. 
I just wondered how his pay comes to him. 


A I don't know. I just didn't ask. That's his 
business really. 


Q You say the State Department has not imposed any 
travel restrictions on Bloch. Are you speaking for the US. 
Government here or just this tiny little part of the overall 
bureaucracy? There are other agencies that could prevent him 
from leaving this country. 


A Then you'd have to direct your questions at 
them. I'm speaking for the State Department. 


Q Only this part of the bureaucracy, not for the 
U.S. Government. 


a The question came at me, “Has the State 
Department prohibited him from traveling.“ My answer -- ['m 
answering for the State Department. I'm not answering for 
anybody else. 


Q Margaret, back to your statement of the State 
Department has no contact with the Soviets regarding Bloch. 
The same question. That means only the State Department, right? 


A That's correct. 


Q How much damage could Bloch have done to American 
national security? Can you answer that? 


a I rannot answer that question. 


Q Has anybody else been put on administrative leave? 


A In this Department? 


(3 
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Q In the State Department, with some possible 
connection to this case? 


a With possible connection to this case, not that I 
know of, no. In the Department, there could be other people on 
administrative leave that have nothing to do with this. I just 
don't know. 


Q How do you characterize today's meeting between 
Secretary Baker and the Korean Foreign Minister? 


A They are having a working bilateral, and then 
they're having a working lunch, and they will discuss a whole 
host of subjects, including bilateral and regional issues. 


Q And from the U.S. perspective, is there -- what 
are the most pressing issues or agenda between the two 
countries? 


a I don't have their exact literal agenda for you. 
I'll be glad to see if we can get a readout after their working 
lunch. 


Q Margaret, apparently Chinese student leader Wuer 
Kaixi and a former aide to Zhao Ziyang, Yan Jiaqi, arrived in 
the United States today. And last night the Chinese Embassy 
here issued a statement complaining about that. Has there been 
any kind of a formal protest tq their presence, first of all? 
And, second of all, do you have any idea what kind of length 
chere is to the visas that they've received for the visit? 


2) I'm not aware that they're in the Uniled States, 
and I'm not aware of tite protest, but I'll look into it for you 


Q Margaret, the talks between the Cambodian 
factions have broken down this morning in Paris. What are the 
prospects for the Paris conference to come off, and is it worth 
Secretary Baker's time and energy to go over there if the 
Cambodian factions themselves can't -- don't even want to sit 
next to each other? 


A His plans as of this briefing have not changed. 
We're still planning on leaving on Friday afternoon. 


Q Does the State Department believe the prospects 
for any kind of success at the Paris conference are hindered or 
damaged or impaired by what's transpired this morning? 


a We understand that no agreements were reached 
between the two leaders during their talks yesterday. They 
appear to remain divided over the crucial issue of power 
sharing. We believe that it is important that the parties 
narrow their differences. We will try to help advance the 
process during our forthcoming participation in the Paris 
conference beginning, as [ said, on Friday. 
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As I said yesterday, it will be difficult to achieve 
peace, but it is necessary to try. It is time to at least try 
to end the suffering of the Cambodian people. 


Q Does the United States support Prince Sihanouk's 
demand that the Khmer Rouge be represented in a coalition 
government? 


A Our position on this is as I stated yesterday. 
Our policy has three parts which, if you want, I can restate 
them for you, which has been the policy for weeks. 


One, the verified withdrawal of Vietnamese forces; 
Two, prevention of a Khmer Rouge return to power; and, 
Three, self-determination for the Cambodian people. 


Q But that doesn't really address the question. 
Because the question is, should they have a share of power? I 
had the problem with that yesterday, and now it's a real 
problem. 


A Okay. 


Q Nobody thought for a moment that the U.S. wants 
the Khmer Rouge to take total control of Cambodia and resume 
what they had done in years past. The question is, is there a 
coalition -- does the U.S. support the notion thai the Khmer 
Rouge can't be shut out entirely? 


A I'll state for you our policy which we gave to 
you on June 28, which has not changed. We believe that a 
durable solution to the Cambodian conflict must include a 
series of workable and effective measures, including 
international monitoring mechanisms to ensure that the Khmer 
Rouge will be contained. 


For example, the discredited senior Khmer Rouge 
leaders most responsible for despicable crimes against the 
Cambodian people, including Pol Pot, must not be allowed to 
participate in the political process or play a role in a future 
Cambodian Government. 


The Cambodian parties themselves must make the final 
decisions on these measures as they negotiate a comprehensive 
ett lement agreement. 


Q "Contained" is a tough word, a highly ambiguous 
word, and, of course, as you know, there were totally divergent 
interpretations of that statement at the time. 


It sounds like -- maybe you can say this -- 
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A And also in fairness these people are in Paris 
right now, either meeting or breaking up or talking or trying 
to get together. We're getting ready to go and participate 
with a lot of other Foreign Ministers from around the world. I 
don't know how much more helpful I can be to you. 


Q Well, I think “contained” means that they can be 
-- if the Cambodians decide to have the Khmer Rouge in the 
government, it's okay with the U.S. Government so long as the 
Khmer Rouge doesn't have the upper hand, and so long as Pol Pot 
doesn't directly serve in the government. That's the only way 


I could read that. 


a Based on the words that I have used, I can't tell 
you that your interpretation is wrong. 


Q But is Secretary -- 


A We said self-determination for the Cambodian 
people. 


Q Is Secretary Baker's statement at the press 
conference in Brunei still applicable? 


A Off the top of my head, I don't remember 
literally what he said. Did he say something different than 
this? 


Q No. But he clarified it, I think. 


Aa (Ms. Tutwiler handed a transcript) Secretary 
Baker said, “And, of course, we definitely do not want to see 
them in a position of dominance in a government." So that 


hasn't changed. 


Q He said it was unrealistic to leave them out of 
the coalition, but that the United States would prefer to have 
them out, if that was possible. 


A Then the Secretary's statement still stands 


Q I have a question. Have there been any further 
informal contacts by U.S. officials with Cuba on the question 
of cooperation on fighting narcotics trafficking? 


A Any further ones than the ones that Richard told 
you about in the briefing last week? No. 


Do you have anything on the subject, whether the 
United States will continue to advise the Cuban Government 
about its knowledge of high-level -- 


A What might be more helpful to you is -- Mel 
Levitsky is testifying this afternoon at 1:30 on the Hill, and 
he will have a number of details on this subject for you. 
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Q Margaret, there's a report out of Kuwait that 
American representatives of this government have met with 
representatives sent by Rafsanjani from Iran to discuss 
hostages; that there have been two meetings. 


a I haven't heard anything about it, but I'll call 
the Bureau and ask for you and look into it. 


Q Okay. 
Q Thank you. Whoops. 


Q One question, Margaret. Since we are on the 
subject of narco-traffic, Daniel Ortega has announced that the 
Contras were doing some drug trafficking themselves, and this 
came after the Government of Costa Rica had announced to bar 
Oliver North from entering Costa Rica. Do you have any 
comments on that? 


A I haven't seen those reports, and I'll be glad to 
look at it for you. 


Q A question here on driftnet and the Taiwanese. 
Do you have any updated information on the Taiwanese response 
to a request to board their fleeing vessels, and also any 
cooperative -- the nature of the cooperative ventures belween 
the two governments on apprehension and enforcement? 


fs The authorities on Taiwan are dispatching a 
vessel to transport appropriate Taiwan enforcement authorities 
to rendezvous with the Morgenthau and to take custody of the 
Sung Ching Number 1. Until the Taiwan patrol vessel arrives on 
the scene, the U.S. Coast Guard cutter Morgenthau will continue 
to follow the Sung Ching Number 1. Once the Taiwan enforcement 
agents arrive, U.S. personnel will accompany them in boarding 


the Sung Ching Number 1. 


The Redfin was obligated to break off the pursuit of 
the Ta ong Number 11 over the weekend in order to take the 
evidence collected and the arrested Taiwan fishermen to a U.S. 
port in a timely manner. We have indicated in the strongest 
terms to the authorities on Taiwan that we expect all the 


vessels involved will be immediately recalled to Taiwan and 
subject to the severest possible action. 








Q Do you have any timeframe as to when this will 
happen and where they're located? 


a I don't have an exact timeframe, and, mo, T don't 
know where they're located. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING JULY 25 


REPORTED PLANE CRASH IN ANGOLA 





What is your reaction to reports that UNITA downed a plane 
on a domestic flight on Sunday, killing 42 people? 


WE ARE UNABLE TO CONFIRM REPORTS THAT AN ANGOLAN PLANE WAS 
SHOT DOWN OR THAT UNITA IS RESPONSIBLE. HOWEVER, ANY 
REPORTED VIOLATION OF THE CEASEFIRE TO WHICH UNITA AND THE 
MPLA AGREED IS A MATTER OF GREAT CONCERN TO US. AN 
EFFECTIVE CEASEFIRE IS CRUCIAL TO A SUCCESSFUL DIALOGUE 
BETWEEN UNITA AND THE MPLA, AND WE URGE BOTH PARTIES TO 
REACH AGREEMENT QUICKLY ON MECHANISMS TO PREVENT VIOLATIONS 
FROM OCCURRING. 








TAKEN QUESTION 


JULY 25 PRESS SPLEFING 


TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS ON SOVIETS 








Q: What are the restrictions on Soviet diplomats for 


travel between Washington and New York? 


A: AS A GENERAL RULE, SOVIETS OFFICIALLY ASSIGNED TO THE 
U.S. ARE RESTRICTED TO TRAVEL WITHIN A 25 MILE RADIUS OF 
WASHINGTON. THEY AKE SIMILARLY RESTRICTED TO TRAVEL 
WITHIN A 25 MILE RADIUS OF NEW YORK CITY, AND WITHIN THAT 
RADIUS, HAVE TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS IN CERTAIN AREAS OF NEW 


JERSEY. 


MEMBERS OF VISITING SOVIET DELEGATIONS MAY OR MAY NOT 
BE RESTRICTED TO TRAVEL WITHIN A 25 MILE RADIUS OF THE 


DESTINATIONS NOTED IN THEIR VISAS. 


SOVIET DIPLOMATS WISHING TO TRAVEL BEYOND THE FREE 
MOVEMENT ZONES IN WASHINGTON AND NEW YORK MUST NOTIFY THE 
STATE DEPARTMENT'S OFFICE OF FOREIGN MISSIONS IN ADVANCE 
OF TRAVEL. NORMALLY, NOTIFICATION MUST BE MADE TWO FULL 
WORKING DAYS IN ADVANCE, BUT TRAVEL BETWEEN WASHINGTON AND 


NEW YORK IS CONSIDERED “CORRIDOR TRAVEL" WHICH REQUIRES 


ONLY Of é FULL WORKING DAY'S NOTIFICATION. 





THERE ARE CERTAIN AREAS BEYOND THE 25-MILE RADIUS 
AROUND WASHINGTON TO WHICH THE SOVIETS CAN TRAVEL WITHOUT 
PRIOR NOTIFICATION, PROVIDED THE TRAVEL BEGINS IN 
WASHINGTON. THESE INCLUDE KING'S DOMINION, FRONT ROYAL, 


AND WILLIAMSBUHRG IN VIRGINIA; AND, ANNAPOLIS, OCEAN CITY, 


AND PIONEER POINT, A PETREAT NEAR CENTERVILLE, IN MARYLAND. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





. Question Taken at the July 25 Daily Press Briefings 


FOREA: VISIT OF FOREIGN MINISTER CHOI HO JOONG 





Q. What can you tell us about today's meeting between the 
Secretary and Korean Foreisn ‘iinister Choi Ho Joonc? 

A. -- TRE SSCRETARY AND FOhgIGS MINISTER CHOI CONDUCTED A 
USEFUL AND PRODUCTIVE EXCEANGE ON AN EXCEPTIONALLY BROAD RANGE 
OF TOPICS OF INTEREST TO SOTH OUR COUNTRIES. THEY DISCUSSED 
MULTILATERAL, REGIONAL, AND BILATERAL ISSUES, INCLUDING 
SECURITY AND TRADE NATTERS. THE EXCHANGES WERE CORDIAL AND 


CANDID. 


-- THE DISCUSSIONS COVERED THE STATE OF OUR 3ILATERAL 

RELATIONS - INCLUDING U.S. TROOP PRESENCE, SOFA REVIEW, AND 
YONGSAN RELOCATION; ECONOMIC ISSUES SUCK AS THe ALAR ON 
GRAPEFRUIT SCARE, DRIFTNET FISKING NEGOTIATIONS, CIVIL AVIATION, 
MARKET ACCESS FOR U.S. BEEF AND OTHER U.S. AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS; 
REGIONAL ISSUES SUCH AS POLICY TOWARDS VIETNAMESE REFUGEES, AID TC 
THE PHILLIPPINES, PACIFIC BASIN COOPERATION. AND, OF COURSE, 


NORTH/SOUTH DIALOGUE, U.S. AND KOREAN RELATIONS WITK CHINA, THE 


SOVIET UNION AND EASTERN EUROPE WERE DISCUSSED. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at the July 25 Daily Press Briefing 
‘ CHINA: YAN JIAQI AND WU'ER KAIXI 





Q: Has the Chinese government protested the presence of Wu'er 
Kaixi and Yan Jiagi in the United States? 


A: -- WE ARE NOT AWARE OF ANY CHINESE GOVERNMENT PROTEST 
REGARDING THIS MATTER. 


Q: What is the time limit on the visas of these two persons? 

A: -- VISAS ARE USED BY THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE IN DETERMINING WHETHER OR NOT TO ADMIT FOREIGN 
VISITORS. ONCE A VISITOR HAS ENTERED THE UNITED STATES, 
THE QUESTION OF THE DURATION OF HIS OR HER STAY IS 


SUBJECT TO THE DETERMINATION OF THE INS. 
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TUESDAY, JULY 25, 1989 


Question Tal t the N F Brief; 
LRAN/HOSTAGES: KUWAIT REPORTS IRAN-U.S. MEETING 
Q: Anything on a press report out of Kuwait that U.S. 


officials have met twice with representatives of Rafsanjani 
recently to discuss the hostages? 


A: 


--THE STORY IS WITHOUT FOUNDATION. 


Pal 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted at: Fhs/39 


NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE: DRUG ALLEGATIONS 





Q. Do you have any reaction to charges that members of the 
Nicaraguan Resistance were involved in drug trafficking, as 
alleged in the report of the Costa Rican Legislative Assembly's 
Special Commission on Narcotics? 
A. -- We have seen preliminary reports of the charges. Past 
: a 
allegations of narcotics involvement by the Nicaraguan 
Resistance have been investigated by Congressional Committees. 
The Nicaraguan Resistance itself has taken action in the past 
when two members were ejected from the movement for narcotics 
activities. We are prohibited by law from providing support to 


any Resistance elements engaged in activities involving 


narcotics. We have and will continue to fully implement the 


law. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #129 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 26, 1989, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have no statements. I'll be happy to 
answer any of your questions that I can, 


Q Do you know anything about a memo purported to 
have been sent by the United States to the Israeli Government 
about the PLO's views on accepting the Israeli election plan 
for the West Bank and the Gaza? 


A I can tell you that there is no such U.S. 
memorandum. Obviously, we have been working with all sides to 
support the election concept and to initiate a dialogue between 
Israelis and Palestinians in the territories. We're pressing 
for movement in this regard. 


There's no such memorandun. 


Q I'm sorry, you qualified it the first time. You 
Said there is no such direct -- 

A I said, “There is no such U.S. memorandum." 

Q Oh, U.S. Could it have perhaps come from some 
other agency other than the State Department? 

A I've never thought about that, but I -- 

Q Well, the White House? 

A Well, no, we'd know about that. 

Q Could it be a non-paper? 

A No, I'm not being cute with it. There is no U.S. 
memorandum. 

Q Let's put aside the memorandum. Let's assume 
there's no memorandum. 

A There isn't one. 

Q I know there isn't, as a matter of fact. I also 


know there's -- (laughter) 
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& So do I. (Laughter) 
Q I also know there's a summary -- 
Q Can I quote you? 


Q -- can we leave out the word “memorandum” and get 
off that note. 


A That was the question I was asked. 


Q I know. Now, we've disposed of the memorandum. 
So memorandum or not, has the United States summarized the 
PLO's position, and has this position been conveyed to the 
Israeli Government, and doesn't this position reiterate 
Palestinian demands that Israel give up territory as part of 
any overall settlement? And does the State Department think 
that in some way this advances the peace process? 


& Can you make your question shorter? 


Q I'll break it up. Has the United States conveyed 
to Israel the Palestinian, the PLO, position as it now stands 
on holding elections? 


A I'll answer you this way by saying the PLO has 
told us privately, as it has said publicly, that it supports 
the election concept as part of a comprehensive peace plan. 
However, the PLO has put a number of conditions on its support 
for elections which would prejudge the outcome of a negotiated 
solution. 


These conditions are not acceptable to us. This is a 
key issue which we continue to discuss in our dialogue with the 
PLO. 


Q Can you give us -- you know, the PLO position is 
not all that mysterious. But can you tell us what conditions 
they've attached that the State Department finds unacceptable? 


A I can tell you one, but it's not limited to, 
which is an independent Palestinian state as a guaranteed 
outcome. 


Q Right. And the State Department, I know, has the 
same position. Are there any other -- can you give us any 
other conditions? 

Q She works for the State Department. 


Q No, I mean, in that case, you and Israel are on 
the same wavelength, but you're not always on the same wave. 


A No, that's the only one that I can be specific on. 
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Q That's why you selected that probably, because 
it's not a contentious issue between the United States and 
Israel. But how about the PLO asking for Israel to give up 
territory in exchange for peace? The U.S. has no objection to 
that, so what else is unacceptable? 


7 This is the only one, Barry, that I can state for 
you. 


Q Did the Israelis find these conditions as 
unacceptable as the Americans do? 


A Maybe they could answer that better for you than 
me speaking for them. 


Q Did the United States convey these thoughts that 
you've just mentioned to the Israelis in some form? 


A What you're trying to ask me is, “Are we a 
mediator?* I've said before that we're not. 


Q No, no, no. I'm just asking a very simple, 
direct question. Did the United States convey these PLO 
thoughts to the Government of Israel? 


A I'll get you -- I don't know specifically. I 
know what my instincts are, but I'd rather have a literal 
answer for you. 


Q Would you? 

A Yes, And I'll get it immediately after the 
briefing for you. 

Q Margaret, putting aside the question of a memo, 
whether there was any such memo, the question -- 

A There really wasn't. 

Q Well, that's fine. But the question really is, 


has the U.S. served in any kind of interlocutory role -- how 
about that? -- between the PLO and Israel? 


A I'd rather honestly and truly check before I 
guess and speak. I know what my instincts tell me. I know 
what common sense tells me, but I really -- this is, as you all 
know better than I do, one of the most sensitive subjects we 
deal with. I'd really rather check before I answer. 


Q Well, could you tell us if this process, whatever 
it is, has in any way advanced prospects for holding elections 
or for finding a settlement? 


A What do you mean? What process? 


l, I mea by 's b ee 
stuff hes novel in’ sone vay —= fously, there's been some 
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A We said earlier this week that it was helpful -- 
the recent meeting where they reaffirmed the May 14 meeting in 
Israel. I've just told you the PLO has told us privately, as 
it has publicly, that it supports the election concept as part 
of a comprehensive peace plan. You know that we wholeheartedly 
endorse Prime Minister Shamir's election concept. You know 
that we've been working with others in the region, plus the 
involved parties. You know that we're working in our 
dialogue. I don't know exactly what you're asking me. 


Q Well, here's what I'm trying to do. You've said 
about the PLO on a positive -- in a positive way that it 
supports -- it's told you it supports the election process. 


A Concept. 

Q You've told us in a negative way there are 
conditions that are unacceptable. 

A Correct. 

Q So when you add the plus and the minus, do you 


come out with neutral, or has the process overall been helped 
by this? Are you any closer to -- is the situation any closer 
to the holding of elections or to setting the stage for 
elections? 


A That I couldn't characterize for you except to 
say that it's an ongoing process; we're still working at it. I 
just listed the most recent thing that happened, that we 
characterize this certainly as a positive. So I couldn't 
characterize for you that we're closer, or that we've moved 
backwards, or that we're staying stagnant. We're still 
definitely, actively working it. 


Q Margaret, can I pursue that also for a second? 
Is the U.S. in its dialogue with Israel defining in any way the 
settlement -- the overall settlement that is talked about as 
part of the election concept? 
Is the United States -- 
Is the U.S. defining -- 
-- dictating to Israel is what you're asking me? 


I didn't say anything about dictation -- 


ry» Oo F+ DO °F 


What it should be? 


Q I'm asking whether the U.S. is defining the 
outcome, the final settlement, that the U.S. thinks would be a 
good way of having things end up? 


A I think that would be for the parties to resolve 
ty themselve; not for the United States to be telling the 
e 


part 
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Q There's a report out of Tunis, quoting PLO 
official Abd Rabbo, as saying that the Soviets had told them 
that the United States may agree to accept the position of 
tying the elections proposal with some guaranteed final outcome 
for the status of the territories. 


The story I saw didn't speak specifically to the idea of 
a Palestinian state, but said “some final guaranteed outcome.” 
Can you say if the United States has made some representation 
along those lines to the PLO? 


A I haven't seen that report, and I'm not aware 
that the United States has. But I will go ask the literal 
question for you -- has or has not. 


Q I've got a couple of things on the PLO. Can you 
tell us when the United States had its last talk with the PLO, 
and when the next one might be held? And then I want to ask 
you about the -- 


A Pormal talks? 


Q Well, contact. I mean, contact more than just a 
handshake at those social events where you always seem to run 
into a PLO official. I mean a formal talk with the PLO -- I 
mean a contact with the PLO about issues, about substance? 


A The last formal talk -- I can't remember what the 
date was. Do you remember, Richard? I just don't remember 
it. Was it June 6? Off the top of my head, I don't remember 
the last one. I do not know of one that is presently or 
currently scheduled. 


Q All right. Now, let me ask you about yesterday's 
statement. 
B Yes. 


Q The President says through the State Department 
that he will take into account the sentiments in the Senate. 


A In the Congress, 


Q It's an incredibly ambiguous statement. Does 
that mean that the President will observe the legislation and 
so will the State Department, and there will be no further 
talks with Abu Iyad? 


A As the statement said yesterday, the President 
strongly believes that legislation that tries to restrict or 
manage the conduct of diplomacy is an infringement on 
Presidential prerogatives and is unconstitutional. 
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While he will continue to view the PLO amendment on the 
State Authorization Bill and provisions like it as 
unconstitutional, he acknowledges the widespread sentiment in 
the Congress that produced this legislation. “embers of 
Congress should know that this sentiment and concern will be 
taken into account as we pursue our policy. 


On your specific question on will he be -- or will we be 
meeting in our dialogue in the future with Abu Iyad, the answer 
is, as I've told you before from this podium, that we do not 
say and are not going to say who we do and do not meet with. 


But I preface it by saying what we said to you yesterday 
is the President definitely takes the sentiment of the 
Congress, and their concerns will be definitely taken into 
account. 


Q Well, one construction of saying you are taking 
something into account is to have a meeting with Abu Iyad and 
say, “Son-of-a-gun, I know the Senate won't like this.* 
Another construction is, “The Senate won't like this. I think 
they acted unconstitutionally, so I'm not going to do it.” 


Now, those are two opposite -- 
A I understand. 


Q -- results, and that statement is either 
ambiguous because of the constitutional issue or it's ambiguous 
because diplomacy is slippery. So I'm trying to figure out if 
you're going to follow the Congress's legislation, or if you're 
just going to mull it over and do whatever you've been doing 
before for your own purposes? State Department, I mean. 


4 I understand exactly what you're asking me, and I 
don't have a better way of formulating it than the two points 
I've pointed out, which are the President believes strongly 
that this piece of legislation is unconstitutional. That's 
number one. And, number two, he acknowledges the widespread 
sentiment, and he will certainly take this into account when he 
— his policy. I know what you want me to do. I can't do 

t. 


Q Margaret, back on the memorandum, there was nv -- 


A Wait a minute. Okay. The memorandum that 
doesn't exist. Correct? 


Q There's no U.S. Government memorandum. Did the 
United States transmit to Israel a memorandum or document from 
another source? 


a I don't think they would play that kind of game 
with me. There is a memorandum. From the people that I know 


that would k 
never have be 1 A -- tat ens would nie pesete misledam ghey, 
believe them when they tell me there is no U.S. memorandum. 
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Q But maybe from another source? 
- I just don't think they would be that cute with 


me. I think they would have said, “Margaret, be careful, that 
there is X.° I mean -- 


Q Well, Robert's asking the question essentially of 
whether the U.S. conveyed to Israel directly or indirectly, 
through a third or fourth or fifth party, a PLO piece of paper, 
for example, or an Egyptian piece of paper that summarizes the 
PLO position, because the U.S., of course, does talk to both 
Israel and Egypt. Those are the kinds of questions we're 
getting at. 


A I personally am unaware of such a thing happening. 
Q Margaret, how extensive is it -- 
A On your question, Ralph -- excuse me -- of asking 


me if the United States asked a third party or fourth party or 
fifth party to give on behalf of us -- I believe is what you 
just asked me -- I am unaware of that. 


Q I wasn't asking whether any of those parties 
conveyed a document from the United States. What I think we're 
trying to get at is, is the United States, through other 
parties, perhaps Ecypt, perhaps other countries, conveying the 
views of the PLO to Israel and vice-versa -- conveying the 
views of Israel to the PLO and, in effect, serving as an 
intermediary in negotiations between the PLO and Israel? 


a There are a lot of people involved in this region 
of the world, and, as I said earlier in response to Barry's 
question, we have conversations and have been -- as you know, 
this Secretary of State and this President -- actively engaged 
in this region, in this issue. 


So if you're asking me a broad-based, generic question: 
Have we ever discussed with X our thoughts on this subject? 
And then a hypothetical, has X ever told it to xX? Of course, 
something like that could go on. 


Q Okay. We've discussed “our® thoughts, meaning 
U.S. thoughts. Has the U.S. -- 

x We're engaged in this. 

Q Okay. Has the U.S. in those conversations 


discussed the PLO's thoughts with people other than the PLO who 
would be expected to convey it to Israel? 


a It is many numbers of discussions. You can 


discuss what the PLO has said. You can discuss what Israel has 
said. You can discuss what Jordan has said. You can discuss 


what Egypt has said. You can discuss your meeting with 
Shevardnadze. I mean, I don't understand exactly what you're 
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asking me. Any number of those scenarios could come up in any 
number of these meetings with any number of different officials. 


Q Margaret, the story actually says that the 
document, or whatever it was, was relayed to Israel by Soviet 
Envoy Gennady Terrasov, who reportedly met an aid to Perez this 
week in Paris, according to reports out of Jerusalen. 





Now, is it possible that the Soviets relayed to them 
some memorandum, document, or whatever, or description of the 
U.S. = 


A I read that report, and the gentlemen in this 
building who I turn to for help in this area have read that 
report, and I have no reason to believe that they would mislead 
me. There is no United States memorandun. 


Now, I did not literally say, “Did it ever go from any 
other country in the world?*® But I just -- I trust that, 
having read that, they would have said, “Be careful, it is 
another way." 


Q There is, of course, always a summary of the 
discussions that we have -- that the U.S. has with the PLO. 
When the U.S. has formal and informal meetings with the PLO, 
there is a summary discussion, and that very well could be the 
kind of document that's in question here. There is a summary 
document every time we have one of those discussions. Whether 
or not it's put in memorandum form may be a moot point. That's 
the kind of summary which appears to have been moved. 


A I will be more than glad to go back and re-ask 
this question santa if you would like. 

Q This process isn't over, correct? 

a What process? 

Q I mean, you have lots of reasons -- well, you 
have lots of reasons for talking to the PLO, but one of them -- 

AK Is our dialogue over? 

Q No, no. The process of trying to somehow bring 
the PLO into approving this election process. 

A We are definitely working. We think this idea, 
as I've said many times, has merit -- 

Q Right. 

a -- is worthwhile, is worth pursuing, is worth 


working on, which is what we have been doing. 


Q Okay. 


A Nothing's changed as far as that is concerned. 
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Q And you've been doing that with the PLO, and you 
just described -- 
A We've been doing it with a lot of people in the 
region. 
Q No, no. But we're interested, obviously -- this 


whole -- I know -- but we're interested in whether the PLO and 
Israel are inching closer together through the good offices of 
the United States. And you described pluses and minuses in 
shorthand -- 


* And I declined to characterize for you -- 

Q Whether it’s an overall gain or an overall loss 
or on neutral. 

» Correct. 

Q Okay. That being -- even taking that into 


account, is this process going to continue -- this attempt to 
bring the two together? . 


a I have no reason to believe that it would end. 
Why would we stop trying? 

Q I have no idea. But you must have some basis for 
continuing. 

» That would seem to me, until -- 

Q And I'm trying to get you to -- you don't want to 


announce the meetings any more, so I'm trying to get a notion 
of how eager the U.S. -- 


» No. I just said I don't know of one that's 
scheduled. 

Q Well, we -- 

aN Every time I've announced one. 

Q No, no. But I say, we're asking now in the 


context of something that's going on. So if you're not going 
to see them for two and a half months, it would mean you're not 
really excited. 

A I didn't say that. 

Q No. So can you give us some idea of how quickly 


you're going to get back to them on this subject? If you can't 
give us a date in the next couple of weeks, will there be -- 


a On what subject? 


The subject of the election that we've been 


Q 
talking about. 
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2 I'll see what I can find out -- if there's a next 
scheduled formal meeting. 
Q Or informal mee-ing. 
Q Contact. 
Q Contact will do. 


Q Margaret, the Soviets have been advising the PLO 
indirectly and directly to accept the election proposal or to 
facilitate the election proposal. 


Could this memo from the -- if there was such a memo -- 
could this be a sense of bilateral meetings between the United 
States and the Soviet Union on the level of Shevardnadze and 
Mr. Baker possibly; that they relayed this statement or i 
position to the PLO, that there is such a thing? 


A That's an entirely hypothetical question. I have 
never made a secret of the fact that when Secretary Baker has 
met with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, this is one of the 
issues that they have -- not this memo -- that they have 
discussed the region, Middle Bast peace. I've never made a 
secret of that. 


I've tried to answer as honestly and straight forwardly 
as I can. I know of no such memo. So your answer -- did the 
Soviets send a memo for us? -- of my knowledge, no. There's no 
memo. 


Q Do you welcome this story that appeared yesterday 
or overnight that Mr. Shamir met with -- I don't know if 
someone addressed this or answered this or asked this question 
-~- four Palestinians from the West Bank, that they reported 
that they are affiliated or directly sympathize with the -- 


7 Yesterday I was asked about that, and I said I'd 
leave it up to the Israelis or the Prime Minister's office to 
characterize who he is or is not meeting with. It's not my job. 





Q But isn't this an atmosphere that you would like 
to encourage, directly or indirectly, to have such meetings 
after the setback with the Likud Party? 


a We would not discourage the Prime Minister from 
meeting with Palestinians. That's not how you asked me the 
question. 


Q Just Palestinians. 
X That's my answer, and you know why. 
Q Margaret, what does the United States Government 


do to keep the Israelis informed of the dialogue and the 
substance of the dialogue with the PLO? How are they debriefed? 
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4 I'm sure we've got various means and methods that 
fall under the category of how we deal diplomatically with 
countries, and I don't have a literal tit-for-tat answer for 
you. But I'm sure it's no different than how we deal with 
other countries diplomatically. There's various and sundry 


means. 

Q But we do this both orally and in writing. 

A It would be my guess. It's how we deal with most 
countries when we do all of our business. 

Q Including the Abu Iyad neeting? 

a You also have meetings with people. I mean, 


there's all -- you know this better than I do. There are all 
kinds of different avenues in diplomacy. 


Q But we do make it a standard practice to keep 
them debriefed on a timely basis. 


7 I didn't answer that question. I'm not going to 
get into what we do with information that we have in our 
dialogue. 


Q Do you tell them who in the PLO you met with? 

A I've never asked that question before. I don't 
know. 

Q Because it might have some bearing on whether 


they would credit what you tell them, if you've heard it from a 
top guy or a secondary guy, or whatever. Could you ask if the 
Israelis are informed -- who this PLO position was outlined by 
-- as it happens in these meetings? Not this specific one 
necessarily, but as PLO positions are outlined, do you tell the 
Israelis who outlined it; how much weight it might carry? 


a Ahuh. 


Q A question on Mr. Bloch, which is, I gather from 
the State Department publication -- in-house publication, that 
he was addressing a conference of diplomats in mid-May in Paris 
on EEC-92. I'm just curious, if there were suspicicas against 
him, why was he out there representing the State Department? 


a You, unfortunately, weren't here earlier this 
week, and we've missed you and we're glad you're back. But I 
am unable to answer questions concerning his travel -- past 
travel. 


Q You can confirm that he -- 


A Because it is an investigation, I cannot answer 
questions, I promise. We went through two days of this. 


Concerning his past travel schedule or speaking schedule, or 
his whereabouts, and as everybody knows, I just can't do it. 
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Q Well, actually you have answered some questions. 
A The Atlantic Council one I did answer. That is 
correct. 
Q But as his role as a public diplomat in public 


meetings, you don't acknowledge that he exists or did exist in 
those meetings? 


A Yes. But what I can't do is put out a schedule 
for you of where he has been for the last X number of months. 


Q No. But I think Roy's question is that in 
mid-May he was representing the U.S. Government in a fairly 
high-level session in Europe, and what you're saying, I gather, 
is that you won't even confirm that he was there, even though 
the State Department's own publication says he was there. 


A Let me take the question and check with the 
lawyers for you, because it gets me down the road of -- I've 
confirmed one trip; then tomorrow why can't I confirm six other 
ones, 


Q Related to that -- 


A And earlier this week I was just told -- I 
promise, Roy -- I couldn't get into the man's trips. 


Q June 22, we know, is a marker when he was 
suspended from his job -- 


A Sorry. And another point, Roy, which I couldn't 
get into, which we had tried to, was when did this 
investigation begin. So you're assuming that we knew in May, 
and I can't answer any of those questions. 


Q All right. But June 22 is a marker when his pass 
was -- 

A Right. Building pass, administrative leave. 

Q So I think it's a logical assumption that 


everything didn't happen one minute before the pass was taken 
away. I'd like to know if at any point prior to June 22, were 
any of his duties -- were his duties circumscribed? Was he 
prevented from doing or barred from handling certain functions 
of that office that he had previously been involved with? 


A I'm sure I can't answer that question, but I'll 
try for you. 

Q Please. 

Q About Japan. I'll ask an easy question. 


A Great! 
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Q So did you get any information about the next 
Japanese Prime Minister or Uno? But you would say, “I don't 
know." So I shall change my question. Next meeting that 
(inaudible) has no ability to contact with such information. 
What can you say about this question? 


A I have no comment on the next Prime Minister of 
Japan. I cannot say. Thank you for your easy question. 


Q Congress yesterday passed some legislation on 
restricting or sanctions -- on sanctions should a foreign ~ 
country that's receiving U.S. aid export missile technology. 
There's a very wide margin in the vote -- 470 to zero, I think 
-- and today two Senators, Gore and McCain, introduced similar 
legislation into the Senate. 


I know this has been on Secretary Baker's agenda, and 
I'm just wondering what comment do you have on the legislation 
which is in one House approved and the other is pending. 


A I don't have a comment for you, and I'll see if I 
can get you one. 


Q The Portuguese News Agency is reporting that the 
Angolan Government says that despite the shooting down of a 
plane -- they say by UNITA -- they intend to continue the 
talks. Do you have anything further on this? 


A On the plane? 
Q On the shooting down of the plane or on the talks? 
A No, we don't. We posted something yesterday 


afternoon which said that we could not -- we didn't have any 
details on it, and as of when I came down to brief this 
morning, we still don't. 


Q What is the current state of the talks? Are they 
ongoing, are they recessed? When are they to resume? 

A I don't have that with me, but I'll be glad to 
post it for you. 

Q Back to Bloch, would the State Department like to 
see Mr. Bloch leave the -- travel outside the country? 

A We've put no restrictions, as you know, on his 
travel, 

Q But is that -- 

A Imposed no restrictions. 


Q -- because legally you couldn't, because he can't 
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A Excuse me? 
Q I'm sorry. I don't know if you have the 
authority to put restrictions on his travel. 
A The legal authority? 
Q Yes. If he hasn't been indicted. 
A I've never asked. I asked the question which you 


all had asked me before, and the answer I got that I could say, 
which is the one I used yesterday, is as I remember, that the 
State Department has imposed no travel restrictions on Mr. 
Felix Bloch. 


Q But I wonder if it had the authority to impose 
those -- you may be saying -- you also impose no restrictions 
on what he eats for dinner. I don't know if you had it within 
your -- 


A Or where he picks up his paycheck, which you 
wanted to know. 


Q That's right. Well, he can't pick it up in his 
office, because he doesn't have a pass unless he comes with an 
escort. 


I mean, I don't know. This comes up every day that 
there are no restrictions on his travel, and I wonder why this 
is -- 


A The State Department. 


Q The State Department, indeed. And I wonder if 
the State Department has legal authority to impose restrictions 
on a passport on travel by somebody who hasn't been accused -- 
who hasn't been indicted or arrested, or whatever, or convicted 
of a crime. 


A I don't know if the State Department has the 
legal authority to do that. I'll be glad to ask. 

Q Please, 

Q Margaret, has his passport been revoked? Was 
that already covered in some other -- 

A I did that the other day. He voluntarily handed 
in his diplomatic passport. 

Q Does he have another passport? 

A That's a question that I cannot answer. 

Q Because of privacy. 

A Because of privacy. 
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Q Okay. But can we assume that if there are no 
restrictions on his travel, that if he has another passport, it 
hasn't been altered? 


A There are three types of passports in our 
country: diplomatic, official and personal. 

Q Right. 

A Diplomatic and official are issued by our 


government. I can only speak to a diplomatic passport which he 
voluntarily handed in. I am prohibited from answering whether 
he even has a personal passport. 


Q But my personal passport has restrictions in it. 
I can't travel to certain countries. 

A It has restrictions on where you can travel. 

Q Right. And, therefore, my question is: If he 


has any other travel documents -- and you're saying that you 
have placed no restrictions on him -- we can assume that no 
restrictions have been placed on his passport, if he has 
another passport? 


A You can assume that the State Department -- 


Q But no other agency has the authority to -- at 
least my impression is that no other agency has the authority 
to affect a foreign travel document like a passport. That's a 
document issued by the State Department. 


Q The State Department has the authority to put 
restrictions in passports. 

A On passports. 

Q Right. 

Q Not individual passports. 

Q Well, no, but, I mean it has -- 

Q So what? 


Q I mean, that's what his question was, I'm just 
trying to interpret here. 


Q Okay. So the bottom line is the State Department 
has imposed no travel restrictions on -- 

A On Mr. Felix Bloch, 

Q -- on Mr. Bloch. Okay. To your knowledge, does 


any other o7eney of the U.S. Government have the authority to 
place trave 


restrictions on him outside of the U.S.? 
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A I don't know what other agencies can do. You'd 

have to check with then. 
Q Okay. Can you tell me whether Secretary -- do 


you know -- can you say yet whether Secretary Baker will have a 
meeting in Paris with Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, 
and, if so, can you discuss the agenda for that meeting at all? 


A I can confirm that he will meet with the Foreign 
Minister on Saturday afternoon. I do not have a specific time, 
and I do not have an agenda for you other than to point out 
this is not a full-blown Ministerial meeting, and it will 
probably last for longer than one hour in length. - 


Q It won't or it will? 


A It will. It‘s currently scheduled, but I don't 
have the literal times for you, and the meeting will be held at 
the Soviet Embassy. 


Q Por example, would it be reasonable for us to 
conclude that the Middle East would be a topic that would come 
up at that meeting, or when you say it's not a full 
Ministerial, are you suggesting that any discussion would be 
limited to -- 


A I mean, it will probably be -- as the first one 
was in Vienna, the first part of the meeting will probably be 
what we characterize as one-on-one with interpreters, and then 
probably joined by a smaller group of people. 


Q But -- 


A A Ministerial in my mind is like what's going to 
happen in September where you have working groups. You take 
the whole kit and kaboodle. This is not -- it's a smaller 
group meeting plus his one-on-one with him. 


Q The Secretary has said many times that he expects 
to discuss with Shevardnadze in September the question of 
whether -- the question of a timing and whether or not to hold 
a summit meeting. Has that time -- has the timing of that 
discussion changed at all? For example, would that topic come 
up this weekend? 


A It could. But the Secretary just answered that 
question in Brunei, and his answer is the same as it's been 
since January. 


Q His answer to that question in Brunei presumably 
was before this meeting was scheduled. 


A This meeting, though, does not -- there's a 
number of things that the two Poreign Ministers have to discuss 
other than a summit meeting. 


But you can't tell us what they are at this point. 
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A You can assume they'll discuss a whole host of 
bilateral and regional issues. There's not a specific agenda 
yet. 


Q But not a summit. I mean, that's one of the 
bilateral issues. 


A I just answered that by saying that could be one 
of the things that they discuss. Sure. Why not? 


Q The Administration's nomination for Ambassador to 
Spain squeaked through the Foreign Relations Committee by just 
one vote, and critics are charging that these appointments are 
unqualified, and that the only reason they're nominated is 
because they're being rewarded for making large campaign 
contributions. Do you have any response to that? 


A One, what I'd like to do is set the record 
straight, so that we all understand it. This President decided 
in January -- and he's publicly said it, and the Secretary of 
State has publicly said it -- that his policy for his tenure as 
President concerning Ambassadorial appointments would be 
one-third political, two-thirds career Foreign Service Officer. 


As of July 21, there are 87 FSO appointments, which 
makes 65 percent. There are 47 political, which is 35 
percent. What you need to remember is that the President also 
made a decision to keep in place those senior career Foreign 
Service Officers who are currently serving in Ambassadorial 
posts. That is a Presidential decision, just like the 
appointment of a political appointee, since the President 
decides all Ambassadorial posts. 


So our ratio right now is 65 percent to 35 percent. Our 
goal is 33 percent. So we have a little bit more to do -- two 
percent more to go. 


As to the Reagan Administration, on January 20 when we 
came in here, their percentages were career, 63 percent; 
non-career, 37. So we're two percent under where the Reagan 
Administration was in January. 


Q What about the -- 


A And may I point out one other thing? Many of 
these political appointees that you're discussing would fall in 
the category of people who, I think, are without question 
respected across the board, as in Vernon Walters, who is a 
political appointee, 


There are any number of these people who do not fall in 
the category of what you were describing yourself. Arthur 
Davis in Panama, Jim Lilley in China, Governor Robert Orr who 
was a 16-year Governor of the State of Indiana, Shirley Temple 
Black who I think everyone would agree served beautifully in 
her former post as an Ambassador. So all of them are not as 
you characterized. 
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Q Well, some of them are duds. (Laughter) 

Q Well, is silence affirmative? 

Q There are number of them out there whose 
competence has been challenged by the entire Committee 
practically. 

A I guess that could go on in any Administration. 


The Senators have every prerogative and every right to question 
this. That's what the confirmation process is about. The 

President has and continues to stand by his nominees. I don't ° 
know what else you would like me really to say about it. 


Q Excluding the holdovers retained by President 
Bush -- 


A It's not fair. Those are decisions. It is no 
different than a decision on a political appointee. Por 
instance, he has extended the term of Frank Wisner, an FSO in 
Egypt. He extended the term of Mark Palmer in Poland. Those 
are decisions, Robert. That's fair game. 





Q Hungary. 


A Sorry. Hungary. That is a decision, and the 
decision also is the ratio that he will have during his tenure 
as President. So it's:not fair to pull out the other ones in 
my personal opinion. 


Q The 87 include holdovers, is that right? 


A Includes decisions the President made to keep 
those people in their posts who were serving in those posts 
since January whose terms have not expired. As you know, 
normally an FSO stays in a post as an Ambassador for three yers. 


Q Can you give us the number of holdovers, FSO's 
and non-career? 

Q Out of the 87, 

A I don't have that broken down. 

Q Can we get it? 

A I'd be glad to. 


Q One of the objections, of course, seems to be 
that the political appointees get all of the high visibility, 
plum country appointments. 


A I think Mexico is a very, very important country. 
Q Well, no doubt about it. 
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a There are a number of these that the President 
has changed, as every President does. Some were formerly 
political; some were formerly FSO's. He's jumbled up what he 
wanted to. The next President will jumble it up a different 
way. Presidents before him jumbled it up before that. That's 
a President's prerogative. 


Q Well, can we have lunch now? 


Q So perhaps in the next Administration all of the 
political appointments will go to small third-world nations? 


B There will definitely be some changes in what the 
next President wants to do, and how he wants to divide it. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're more than welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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U.S.-PLO DIALOGUE 


Q: Did the United States convey to Israel the PLO condition 
for elections that Israel trade land for peace? 


A: --NO. 


Q: There is a report out of Tunis quoting Yasser AbdRabbo as 
saying the USSR had told him the U.S. may agree to accept a 
position tying elections to a guaranteed final outcome for the 
status of the Occupied Térritories. Is there any truth to this 
representation of the U.S. position? 


A: --NO. 


Q: When is the next meeting, formal or informal, with the PLO? 
A: --AMBASSADOR PELLETREAU MET EARLIER TODAY WITH HAKAM 


BALLAOUI TO DISCUSS SEVERAL ISSUES RELATED TO THE DIALOGUE. 


Q: Who in the PLO outlined to the United States the PLO's 
reported counter-proposal on elections? 


A: --WE DO NOT GO INTO THE DETAILS OF OUR DISCUSSIONS WITH 
INDIVIDUAL REPRESENTATIVES OF THE PLO. OUR DIALOGUE IS 
WITH THE PLO AS AN ORGANIZATION. 


--THE PLO HAS STATED, IN PUBLIC AS WELL AS PRIVATELY, THAT 
ELECTIONS MUST BE PART OF A COMPREHENSIVE SETTLEMENT. THE 
CONDITIONS THEY HAVE ATTACHED WOULD MAKE PROGRESS 
IMPOSSIBLE, HOWEVER. FOR THIS REASON WE ARE CONTINUING OUR 


DIALOGUE IN AN EFFORT TO MOVE THE PEACE PROCESS FORWARD. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING JULY 26 


STATUS OF MPLA-UNITA TALKS 





Q: What is the current status of the Angolan talks? 


A: THE MPLA-UNITA TALKS WERE RECESSED ON JULY 22 AND ARE 


SCHEDULED TO RESUME IN ZAIRE ON JULY 31. 


& 
4 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


JULY 26 DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


TRAVEL OF FELIX SLOCH TO PAPIS 





Q: Can you confirm that Felix 3loch traveled to Paris in mid-May 
to address a European economic officers conference? 


A: While the July issue of state Newsletter mentions a 
trip by Mr. Bloch in May to Paris, in order to avoid 
. touching on any issues related to the investigation 
underway, we must refrain from commenting or confirming 


any reports of Mr. Bloch's travel. 














FB“F 
TAKEN QUESTION 


wednesday. July 26. 1989 Pested: July 26, 199 


PELIX BLOCH: PASSPORT RESTRICTION 





Q: Gan the State Department revoke or Limit the passport of a 
person who has not been convicted of a crime? 


A: YES. UNDER TITLE 22 OF THE CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, 


SECTIONS 51.70 AND 51.71. A PASSPORT MAY BE REVOKED, 


RESTRICTED OR LIMITED IN A NUMBER OF DIFFERENT 


CIRCUMSTANCES. = 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JUEY 26 PRESS BRIEFING 





CAREER AMBASSADORIAL APPOINTMENTS 





Q: How many ot the 87 career ambassadors were asked to stay 
on by President Bush? 


' 
A: OF THE 87 CAREER AMBASSADORS, 53 WERt APPOINTED TO THEIR 
POSTS DURING THE REAGAN ADMINISTRATION AND WERE ASKED TO REMAIN 


IN THEIR POSTS BY PRESIDENT BUSH. PRESIVENT BUSH HAS ALSO 


APPOINTED 34 CAREER AMBASSADORS. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 350 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
INDEX 





Thursday, July 27, 1989 


BRIEFPER: Margaret Tutwiler 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 


Introduction of Press Office Director 
Mark ite ppb eh bb bbe boabosdddebeocdeceeccceces 
Department of State Bicentennial... cccccccesces 


~ 


MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS 
PLO conditions on election plan...cccccccseseses 2 
US support for Shamir election proposal........+ 2 
Pelletreau-Ballaoui meeting....ssee-. eeeeeeeeeeee 2- 
US contacts with USSR on Middle East.....ssceeee 5 
Alleged “memorandum® on US-PLO dialogue......... 6 


DEPARTMENT 
INVESTIGATION OF FELIX BLOCH 
Department's role in investigqation.....csceseee 6 [7] 
Reported questioning of other PSOS.....ceceeeese 7 


Secy's views on use Of pOlygraph...ccccccceseee 9 
Cooperation with Austrian Government.....seeee- 9 fe} 


Senate report on Embassy security...........+.+. 9[£) 
Inspector General testimony on security.......+.+ 7- 
Decision on Moscow BMDASSY..ccccccccceseeseseses 10 it) 


CHINA 
Reported AmEmb request for dependents’ return... 10 


CAMBODIA 
Secy's meetings at Paris conference.....seeeeeese ll 


SAUDI ARABIA 
Readout on Secy's meeting with Prince Salman.... uy fa 


CANADA 
Pishing dispute re: US scalloper Bountiful...... 12-13 





APGHANISTAN 
Policy on supply of arms to Mujahideen.......... 13-14 


CUBA 
Cooperation with Cuba on narcotics trafficking... 14 
Castro speech calls US “greater threat"......... 14 
Possible normalization of relations with US..... 14 











235/ 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #130 


THURSDAY, JULY 27, 1989, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good morning everybody. I have two 
things that I'd like to mention. One, I'd like to introduce 
you all to Mark Dillen who is the new head of our Press 
Office. Mark replaces Dennis Harter who is going over to 
China as the Department's Consul General in Guangzhou. Mark 
comes to us from USIA. He most recently served in Rome as 
the Press Attache. He's also served in Moscow, Belgrade, and 
Washington. I just wanted to officially welcome him aboard. 


My second statement is: 200 years ago today President 
George Washington signed into law the first Executive 
Derartment created under the Constitution called the 
Department of Foreign Affairs. On September 15, 1789, the 
President signed additional legislation changing the name of 
the agency to the Department of State. The Secretary has 
issued a Department notice to all employees marking today's 
anniversary. A text of the notice and a facsimile of the 
Original act of Congress is available in the Press Office. 


Did you get every word of that, Barry? 


Q Did we get an extra fifteen minutes in the 
cafeteria? 

Q Copy? 

Q So is he going to come down and wave the State 


Department flag or something? 


A No, but we have a display in the C Street 
entrance that you can go look at. 


Q We'll be there, right? 


Q Yeah, right. 
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A Okay. I'll be happy to answer any of your 
questions. 


Q Jim? 
A Jim's not here. Barry? 


Q No. Maybe Reuters has a question. I've given up 
on trying to get anything on Bloch from you. 


Q I'll pass on Bloch. Can you say if the PLO has 
indicated to the United States that it was softening or 
moderating in any way its conditions on the election proposal? 


A The United States is working on a realistic 
approach to elections, and we believe there is serious 
engagement on the Shamir election proposal. Beyond that, I'm 
not going to characterize anyone else's position. 


Q Do -- 


A I have one more paragraph. Frequently, in the 
Middle East, there are press reports which may or may not 
characterize accurately a party's position. History shows 
that one should not base judgments, policies, or actions on 
what may be inaccurate or unauthorized statements. We deal 
with official statements and actions as they are relayed to 
us through official channels. 


Q When you talk about serious engagement, are you 
speaking specifically of the PLO? 


A I'm speaking about -- we are engaged with a 
number of parties in the region and other interested 
parties. As you know, we are engaged -- as we have been, as 
you well know -- for quite a while in our wholehearted 
support of Prime Minister Shamir's election proposal, 


Q We have been engaged seriously, but we have 
sometimes felt that the various parties have not been 
engaged. You seem to be implying that both sides now appear 
to be seriously engaged in something. Is that a qualitative 
difference? | 


A That's not an intended qualitative difference. I 
said that I'm not going to characterize anyone elses position. 


Q We believe there is -- can you repeat that? “We 
believe there is serious engagement" -- in what? 


A Serious engagement on the Shamir election 
proposal. 


Q By? 


4352, 
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Q Between, by, among? 
A By a number of interested parties. 


Q In all fairness, Margaret, you were asked a 
question about the PLO's position and that was your answer. 
So your answer related to a question about the PLO's position? 


A Correct. I'm not going to characterize anyone's 
position. 


Q But the U.S. is talking to the PLO. Does the 
U.S. consider it helpful that Shamir is talking to 
Palestinians who may or may not be influenced by PLO 
positions? 


A The Prime Minister himself spoke to this subject 
for 30 minutes last night on T.V. in Israel. I have 
characterized, and we have not changed the fact that the 
Prime Minister or the Israeli Government speaking with 
Palestinians is helpful. 


Q Can you say anything about Ambassador 
Pelletreau's meeting yesterday with the PLO? 


A Yes, I can. It was a one-on-one meeting. It 
lasted for one hour. 


Q Can you tell us what they discussed? 
A No. 


Now, your statement today, does this reflect 
yesterday's meeting that the parties are seriously engaged? 
Because you didn't make the statement yesterday in response 
to some of the questions. 


A Yesterday, when Barry asked me when their next 
meeting was, I did not know. I found out for you. I posted 
it yesterday afternoon. 


Q But does your statement today about the serious 
engagement of the parties reflect yesterday's meeting, or 
does -- I assume it covers yesterday's meeting? 


A I guess. 


Q You didn't make the statement yesterday at noon. 
You're making it today. Something has intervened. Namely, 
there's been a meeting. It's not accidental that you're 
making the statement, is it? 


53 
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A It"s not accidental that I'm making the 
statement, no. But to assume that the general statement I 
made relates specifically and was prompted because there was 
a one-on-one, one-hour meeting between Ambassador Pelletreau 
and Mr. Ballaoui is your conclusion. I'm not trying to draw 
that conclusion for you. | 


Q Well, when we asked yesterday what the PLO's 
position was, you cited a position of several months ago, and 


A I didn't cite a different one today. 


Q And you did not use the phrase you used today, 
which is “seriously engaged." Has something happened in the 
meantime to give you this new phrase? 


A I don't believe -- if I did, it was certainly not 
intentional that I led anyone to believe yesterday that the 
parties are not engaged. Our dialogue has been going on, as 
you know. Our dialogue still goes on. They just met 
yesterday. So I think you're trying to read something here 
that I'm not trying to send. 


Q So the fact that you are saying today, “we 
believe there is serious engagement in the Shamir election 
proposal,” when asked about the PLO meeting yesterday, is not 
meant to express any particular difference in the intensity 
of the negotiations -- 

A Correct. 

Q -- or the seriousness of the negotiations? 

A That is not my intention. 


Q Yesterday, you said that the PLO had attached a 
number of conditions to their -- 


A Correct. I named one. 


Q One. Yes, you named one. Is that still a PLO 
condition? 


A Yes, and I am not at liberty to name the rest of 
them. 


Q They haven't changed that at any time that you 
know of? 


A Not that I know of, no. 
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: Q Just -- if we can close a small loop. There 
shouldn't be any problem with this. You said yesterday that 
the U.S. would keep pursuing the election proposal -- 


A Right. 


Q -- with the PLO. There was a meeting yesterday. 
It seems quite logical that that would be something you would 
have done yesterday. Can we at least -- can you say that 
yesterday, as in future meetings with the PLO, the U.S. will 
try to get support for this election proposal? 


A It would seem that it's pretty obvious to me in 
our dialogue that our ultimate goal -- as it is for a number 
of other individuals in any number of different countries -- 
is peace. In our dialogue, we do not get into what we 
specifically and literally discuss. We haven't done that in 
the past. I don't have permission to do that today. 


I can't tell you what Ambassador Pelletreau's 
instructions were, what he discussed, what they discussed 
yesterday. You can draw your own conclusions. I cannot do 
that because once we start, there's no end to it. 


Q Oh, boy, you opened the door. You say peace is 
the ultimate goal of a lot of folks out there. 


A Well, of course it is. 

Q So you talk to the PLO about peace? Are you 
convinced that the PLO's goal is peace? Is that one -- are 
they one of those parties who have that as their goal, do you 
think? 


A I believe the reason that the United States is 
involved in the dialogue is to bring peace to this region. 


Q Nobody questions that. 

A I do not speak for the PLO, 

Q No one questions what the U.S. objective is. I 
wondered how many other folks out there you think are 
peace-minded? 

A Well, I would certainly hope a lot of them. 


Q Are there parties included from outside the 
Middle East other than the United States? 


A Are there what? 
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Q You said -- you talked about parties engaged. 
Are there parties from outside of the Middle East other than 
the United States? 


A You'd have to refer your questions to whatever 
specific parties you're talking about. There's no secret, 
you know, that in many bilaterals that the Secretary has had, 
he has told you all that the Middle East has been discussed 
-- whether it has been with his counterparts in Western 
Europe, whether it's been with Minister Shevardnadze. Any 
number of people around the world have an interest in this 
region of the world. 


Q So they are all engaged, including the Soviet 
Union -- 


A I cannot speak for whether they are engaged or 
not. You'd have to refer your specific questions to whatever 
specific country you're interested in. 


Q One of the unanswered questions, you remember, 
yesterday was whether the United States had discussed with 
the Soviets what the U.S. understanding is of its own 
discussion with the PLO. Notice, I didn't use the word 
"memorandum. * 


A Correct. 


Q Can you tell us today, now, whether indeed there 
was such a discussion possibly in the context of that July 
14-15 meeting between Polyakov and Kelly-Ross? At that 
regional meeting, did the United States make the Soviets -- 
give the Soviets some account of -- summarize for them -- the 
U.S. talks with the PLO, because that's -- the original story 
has the Soviets engaged in that way? 


A I can't tell you that Ambassador Kelly and 
Ambassador Ross gave them a summary. But by the same hand, 
Barry, the meeting was on the region. I cannot tell you that 
they did not discuss different parts of the puzzle. It would 
just make common sense to me. 


Q New subject? 


: Q Margaret, in your answer to an earlier question, 
you said, “Frequently there are press reports." As I 
understood you, you said, “That may be accurate or 
unauthorized." Is that the phrase you used? 


A I'm sorry, I meant to say “inaccurate or 
unauthorized statements." 
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Q Can you characterize the press reports that were 
in the Israeli press yesterday? Were these inaccurate or 
unauthorized or both? 


A You have to call the Israelis. 


Q Well, they did involve the United States and they 
characterize -- 


A Well, I've characterized for you as strongly as I 
can, and I'll repeat it again today: The United States has 
not passed any paper whatsoever on the U.S.-PLO dialogue, 
memorandum or otherwise, to the Government of Israel. If 
various sources are circulating stories in the media to float 
trial balloons or for any other reason, you should ask them 
why they're doing it. 


Q New subject? 

A Sure. 

Q Let me try on Bloch. 
A On Bloch? 


Q Yes. I've got a string of questions for you, you 
can do what you like with them. Mr. Bloch was seen in New 
York City today, followed very closely by the FBI. Can you 
tell us why Mr. Bloch is still free? 


7 I would refer you to the agency which has the 
lead on this -- the State Department does not -- and refer 
that question to them. 


Q Is the State Department conducting a thorough 
investigation of Mr. Bloch's movements and contacts prior to 
his being suspended? 


A I answered this question the other day and said 
that the State Department's role is that the Bureau of 
Diplomatic Security is assisting the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 


Q Are State Department officials who worked with 
Bloch being questioned about Bloch and his contacts in Vienna 
and at his other overseas postings? 


A That falls in the category of this is an 
investigation. I cannot answer. 


- S 
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Q Are any other Foreign Service Officers who had . 
been associated with Mr. Bloch currently under investigation 
or under review by the State Department or any other federal 
agency? 


A Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Are steps under way to improve the State 
Department's own surveillance of its people in sensitive 
posts overseas? 


A I answered this question the other day, and I 
said that in a totally 100-percent hypothetical 
generically-speaking sense, if the State Department ever has 
reasons to believe that there is something lacking in our 
security, I am sure that the Secretary and the officials here 
would take the appropriate measures. 


Q The Senate Intelligence Committee denounced the 
State Department for failing to comply with the year-old 
order to improve counter-intelligence efforts at Embassies. 
Why is the State Department in the language of the report 
engaged in bureaucratic in-fighting instead of compliance 
with the anti-espionage plan? 

A Are you asking me about the IG's report? 

Q I'm asking you about Senator Boren's report. 


A Then I don't have a statement on Senator Boren's 
report. 


You have no reaction to this denunciation by the 
Intelligence Committee of the State Department's security 
efforts? 

A No. But I'll be glad to get you one. 


Q I'd like to have that. Now, what about the IG's 


A What about it? What's your question? 


Q What have you got on that? 


A Today the Inspector General will testify that 
most of the issues raised in their study a year and a half 
ago have been addressed, and improvements have either been 
made or are well under way, and I'd refer you to his 
testimony which was given, I believe, this morning. 











2359 


-9- Thursday, 7/27/89 


Q Is it true that under State Department 
regulations that an unauthorized contact by a Foreign Service 
Officer with a Soviet official is not a crime but is a 
violation of regulations which can result in the denial of 
pension and severing from the Department? 


A I don't know. 

Q Can you find out, please? 
A Be glad to. 

Q Thank you. 


Q Margaret, how do you characterize the reaction of 
the Secretary to the leakage of the story on Mr. Bloch? 


A As I believe I characterized the other day, his 
was very similar to the President's when the President 
expressed himself in the Cabinet Room. 


Q I'm talking about the leakage. I'm asking about 
the leakage. 


Q The fact that the accusations have been given to 
the -- 


A Whether it's this case or any case, I don't know 
of any government official that views leaks fondly. 


Q Did the leak come from inside this building? 
A I have no idea, 

Q Is an effort being made to find out? 

A I have no idea. 


Q If you find him, will you fire him? Shultz used 
to say -- (laughter) 


Q Have you already answered this week or last week 
the question of whether Secretary Baker is either 
reconsidering or considering the question of lie detectors 
for State Department employees? 


A I was asked that question one day this week, and 
no, he is not reconsidering it. And I expressed his strongly 
held views since the first term of the Reagan Administration 
concerning polygraph tests. 


Q Those views are? 
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A Those views are basically -- paraphrasing -- that . 
he does not believe that it is a very reliable tool. 


New subject? 


Q 

Q I heard that before. 
A I know you know. 

Q 


I was familiar with it. 


Q The Viennese press is reporting today that the 
U.S. Government has sent a list of names to the Austrian 
authorities, asking them to inquire if they ever observed Mr. 
Bloch doing untoward things? I'm curious -- do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No. 


Q Is the Austrian Government cooperating with the 
United States in the investigation? 


A Unfortunately, these questions fall within the 
category of the investigation. I just cannot answer them. I 
don't know the answer to that. I haven't bothered to even 
ask, because I can't answer these questions. 


Q Well, just for the record, when the United States 
talked about West Germany and its investigation on chemical 
weapons material sales, and so on, there were many statements 
from this podium talking about how cooperative the West 
German Government had been in that case. My question was 
whether the Austrian Government is being likewise cooperative 
with the U.S. effort? 


A I do not know. Every time I try to get answers 
for questions that you all ‘ave every right to ask -- and I 
totally 100-percent understand why you're asking them -- I am 
told by legal authorities, “no*. So I've stopped asking. 


Q This applies to whether he even made these 
speeches? 


A Excuse me? 


Q This applies to even whether he went to Europe at 
the end of May? 


A We posted the answer yesterday. 


Q Oh, you did. I didn't see it. 





—_ 





236 / 


-ll- Thursday, 7/27/89 
A Yes. They wouldn't let me answer it. 
On a related matter, perhaps related, slightly 
related -- 
A Yes. 


Has the Secretary made a decision yet on the 
question of the construction or destruction of the U.S. 
Embassy building in Moscow? 


A No. A decision on that has not been made. 

Q Can you tell us anything about the timeframe for 
that decision? It seems to me back in January when he 
testified on it -- 

A That's right. 

Q -- he implied that a prompt review would be made. 

A And then he also said that he wanted to 
personally see it when we were there, and we were there -- 
when? -- in May. I can't remember. 

Q Right. 


A May. I haven't checked lately on a timeframe, 
but I'll be glad to for you. 


Q What response has the Department made to what we 
understand are requests from the Embassy that dependents be 
ailowed to return to China? 


A Our dependents? That is something that is under 
review, 


Q And do you anticipate an answer soon? 
A Yes, 

Q Today? 

A Not that I know of today. 


Q Margaret, will Secretary Baker be meeting with 
the Chinese Foreign Minister this weekend, and will the talks 
go beyond the situation in Cambodia? 


A As of today, there is no scheduled meeting with 
the Foreign Minister from China. 
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Q But what is your expectation? 


A I don't really know. As I mentioned yesterday, 
it's our understanding -- and the French are in charge of the 
seating -- is they are going to be seated beside each other 
at the conference in the conference room. So for me to tell 
you that they're not going to see each other would be 
ludicrous. They are. 


As far as -- is there going to be a scheduled, formal 
bilateral meeting? I don't have an answer for you. 


Q Well, will the Secretary use the opportunity to 
talk about events in China as well as Cambodia? 


- My instincts would be, of course, he would. 


Q Do you have an update on the Cambodia conference 
itself? Will there be one? 


A As far as I know, we're leaving tomorrow at 5 
o'clock. Yes, 


Q Well, I know, but, I mean -- 


A As far as I know, unless something's changed that 
you know. 


Q But, I mean, among the parties to the Cambodian -- 


A No. I don't have an update other than the 
guidance I gave for the last two days. 


Q Margaret, can you say anything about the 
Secretary's meeting this morning with the Saudi Prince? 


A I'll be glad to post it. I haven't seen him 
since then, and I don't know, 


Q Do you have anything on the Canadian-U.S. fishing 
boat confrontation this morning -- or yesterday afternoon? 
It came up this morning. 


A Yes, I do. According to Canadian Fisheries 
Enforcement authorities, the U.S. scalloper Bountiful was 
sighted at approximately 1:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, on 
July 26, with its gear in the water 7.5 miles within the 
Canadian EEZ. 


When Canadian authorities requested the Bountiful to 
heave to for boarding and inspection, the fishing vessel 
refused and a pursuit was ensued. 
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The Canadian Government made a formal request for U.S. 
assistance and U.S. authorities made repeated attempts to 
contact the Bountiful by radio. The Bountiful reportedly did 
not acknowledge these transmissions. "The Canadian Government 
then asked, and the U.S. has agreed, to investigate the 
Bountiful for possible violations of U.S. law once the vessel 
enters U.S. territorial waters. 


Q It's in U.S. territorial waters now, right? It's 
just off the coast of Nantucket. 





ah I don't know where it is now. 


Q Do you acknowledge that it was fishing in 
Canadian waters? 


A I've acknowledged that it was sighted at 
approximately 1:00 p.m. on July 26 with its gear in the water 
7.5 miles within the Canadian EEZ. 


Q Okay. And, if so, what's the position right now, 
as far as the U.S. State Department goes? 


a The United States Government has agreed to 
investigate the Bountiful for possible violations of U.S. law. 


Q I'm just thinking of the -- more of the 
moment-by-moment thing? What happens this afternoon, for 
example? 


A I'm not trying to be flip, but I'm not following 
this moment-to-moment. I mean, this is all I have for right 
now. If you want to check with the Press Office later this 
afternoon, we can see if there's an updated guidance for you. 


Q Before the Secretary meets with Mr. Shevardnadze, 
could we possibly have a statement of what U.S. policy is on 
American weapons being supplied to the Afghan rebels? 

Whether that supply is in any way correlated or related to 
Soviet weapons shipments or Soviet stockpiles left behind, 
whether Pakistan is the conduit, and whether there's been any 
change in the flow of weapons? 


A I'm not sure that I can answer all that. 


Q Well, there used to be a stated policy. 


A I'll be glad -- I will be more than glad to ask 
for you. 
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Q Yes. I mean, in the previous Administration, the 
policy was the U.S. would do proportionately what the Soviets 
are doing. I don't know that's any more the case. 


& Okay. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the situation 
in the Sudan? 


A No. 
Q Lebanon? 
A No. 


Q On Cuba, does the Administration feel at any 
point that cooperation with Cuban authorities on drug 
trafficking might be in order? 


A I believe that the Assistant Secretary, Mr. 
Levitsky, testified two days this week and is testifying 
again on this subject. For our policy and all the literal 
details on it, I'd refer you to his testimony. It's been 
quite extensive, and in fact he also was on several networks 
yesterday, too, speaking on it. 


Q Margaret, do you have any reaction to Castro's 
speech yesterday, saying that the U.S. under the Bush 
Administration is a bigger threat than it ever has been 
before? 


a Yes, I do. It's absolutely ridiculous to suggest 
that the United States is a threat. The biggest threat that 
the United States poses to the Castro Government is as an 
example of what people can achieve, given political and 
economic freedom. 


Q You could have read that after your George 
Washington statement. ({Laughter) 


Q How are we moving along the pass toward 
normalization of relations with Cuba? 


A We're not doing any such thing, and that is not 
the policy of this Administration. 


Q Just kidding. 
a Okay. I didn't know. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 27 PRESS BRIEFING 





SENATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE REPORT RE SECURITY 


Q: Do you have any comment on the Senate Intelligence Committee 


Report that denounces the State Department for failing to comply 
with the year-old congressional requirement to improve counter- 
intelligence at our embassies abroad? 


A: TEE DEPARTMENT DOES NOT AGREE WITK THE PREMISE OF YOUR 
QUESTION THAT COUNTER—INTELLIGENCE HAS NOT BEEN IMPROVED AT OUR 
- EMBASSIES ABROAD. 


SINCE THE SIGNING OF THE OMNISUS DIPLOMATIC SECURITY AND ANTI- 
LEKKUKLSM ACT OF 1986, THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS MOUNTED A 
MAJOR WORLD-WIDE PROGRAM TO IMPROVE SECURITY AT ALL DIPLOMATIC 
POSTS. THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS MADE EMBASSY SECURITY A TOP 
PRIORITY IN THE PAST FOUR YEARS AND WILL CONTINUE TO DO SO. 


THE REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE GIVES THE 
DEPARTMENT CREDIT FOR SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS IN i:ANY AREAS, INCLUDING 
COUNTER~INTELLIGENCE. 


THE DEPARTMENT EAS ESTABLISHED AN AMBITIOUS COUNTER- 
INTELLIGENCE PROGRAM. IT OFFERS HIGHLY SPECIALIZED TRAINING 
FOR SECURITY OFFICERS, MORE AWARENESS TRAINING FOR CIVILIAN 
PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO OUR EMBASSIES, AS WELL AS TAILORED TRAINING 
FOR SUCH GROUPS AS MARINE SECURITY GUARDS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 27 PRESS BRIEFING 


UNAUTHORIZED CONTACT WITH SOVIETS 





Q: Is there a Department, regulation that prohibits unauthorized 
contacts between U.S. Dipl®Omats and Soviet citizens? If so, would 
a violation of this regulation result in a separation from the 
Department and a loss of pension? 


A: THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS A POLICY GOVERNING CONTACTS 
BETWEEN OUR EMPLOYEES AND FOREIGN NATIONALS FROM CERTAIN 
DESIGNATED HIGH INTELLIGENCE THREAT COUNTRIES. THE POLICY AND THE 
COUNTRIES TO WHICH IT APPLIES ARE CLASSIFIED AND CANNOT BE 
DISCUSSED IN DETAIL. THE DEPARTMENT RESPONDS TO VIOLATIONS OF 
THAT POLICY ON A CASE 8Y CASE BASIS, AS APPROPRIATE FROM A 
SECURITY STANDPOINT. 
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[22) 


AUSTRIAN AMBASSADOR MEETS THE DEPUTY SECRETARY 
Q: Mr. Eagleburger met today with Austrian Ambassador 
Friedrich Hoess. Was this to discuss the Bloch case? 


A: NO. THE AUSTRIAN AMBASSADOR COMES IN PERIODICALLY TO MEET 


WITH SENIOR DEPARTMENTAL OFFICIALS. 


- TODAY'S MEETING, WHICH WAS SCHEDULED AT THE AMBASSADOR'S 
REQUEST, HAD BEEN SCHEDULED FOR SOME TIME AND WAS DEVOTED 


XR 
TO EUROPEAN POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC ISSUES. 


- THE BLOCH CASE WAS NOT DISCUSSED. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
JULY 27 PRESS BRIEFING 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING 





Q: Do you have a timeframe for the decision on the new Moscow 
Embassy? m 


A: WE HAVE NO SPECIFIC TIMEFRAME FOR THE DECISION ON THE NEW 
MOSCOW EMBASSY. VARIOUS OPTIONS ARE BEING STUDIED, AND WE 


HOPE TO REACH A DECISION IN THE NEAR FUTURE. 
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FRIDAY, JULY 28, 1989 


Q: 


[23 
; 
PRINCE SALMAN'S MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY 


Do you have a readout on Prince Salman's meeting yesterday 


with Secretary Baker? 


A: 


--THE SECRETARY MET JULY 27 AT 10:00 A.M. WITH HIS ROYAL 
HIGHNESS, PRINCE SALMEN OF SAUDI ARABIA. UNDERSECRETARY 
ROBERT KIMMITT, POLICY PLANNING DIRECTOR DENNIS ROSS, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR NEAR EAST AND SOUTH ASIAN AFFAIRS 
JOHN KELLY AND DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY EDWARD GNEHM 
PARTICIPATED. PRINCE BANDAR, AMBASSADOR OF SAUDI ARABIA, 
AND THE SAUDI MINISTER OF MUNICIPAL AND RURAL AFFAIRS, 


IBRAHIM AL ANGARI, ATTENDED WITH PRINCE SALMAN. 


--THE MEETING, WHICH LASTED 45 MINUTES, COVERED A RANGE OF 


BILATERAL AND REGIONAL ISSUES, INCLUDING THE MIDDLE EAST 


PEACE PROCESS, LEBANON AND AFGHANISTAN. 
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TAKEN QUSSTION July 27, 1989 


e 


FISHERIES ENFORCEMENT INCIDENT 





Q: Where is the U.S. fishing vessel BOUNTIFUL, which was 
involved in an enforcement incident with Canada yesterday? 


A: -- THE VESSEL HAS RETURNED TO ITS HOME PORT OF NEW 
BEDFORD, MASSACHUSETTS. 
x 
Q: What will happen in the U.S. investigation of the incident? 


A: -=-- ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITIES ARE INSPECTING THE VESSEL FOR 





POSSIBLE VIOLATIONS OF U.S. LAW (LACEY ACT). BASED ON 
THE RESULTS OF THEIR INVESTIGATION, U.S. OPPICIALS 
WILL DECIDE WHETHER EVIDENCE EXISTS TO WARRANT 
PROSECUTION. 
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JAH N 


Q: Before the Secretary meets with Mr. Shevardnadze, could we 
possibly have a statement on what US policy is on American weapons 
being supplied to the Afghan weapons? Whether that supply is in any 
way correlated or related to Soviet weapons shipments or Soviet 
stockpiles left behind, whether Pakistan is the conduit, and whether 


there's been any change in the flow of weapons? 


A: -- WE DO NOT GO INTO THE DETAILS OF OUR MILITARY 
ASSISTANCE TO THE AFGHAN RESISTANCE. AS THE PRESIDENT SAID A 
NUMBER OF TIMES (MOST RECENTLY IN HIS STATEMENT DURING PRIME 
MINISTER BHUTTO'S VISIT IN JUNE), THE UNITED STATES WILL 
CONTINUE TO SUPPORT THE MUJAHIDEEN'S STRUGGLE FOR 
SELF-DETERMINATION AND FREEDOM FOR THE AFGHAN PEOPLE. 


-- LET ME REMIND YOU THAT THE SOVIETS ARE CONTINUING THEIR 


AIRLIFT OF GOODS TO AFGHANISTAN, PARTICULARLY MILITARY GOODS. 
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FRIDAY, JULY 28, 1989, 12:18 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have any statements. I'1l be 
happy to take any of your questions. 


Q You don't have any statements? (Laughter) 
A If nobody has any questions, I can go to Paris. 


Do you have any comment on the Israeli raid into 
Lebanon and the seizure of the pro-—Muslim Hizbollah leader -- I 
mean, pro-Iranian Hizbollah leader? 


A We have seen these reports of the Israeli 
operation and are still seeking details. 


Q Have you tried calling the Israeli military? 
A I didn't say that. 
Q Their phone's in the book. 


Q There has been speculation that possibly Israel 
did this in order to use this leader as someone to trade for 
hostages in Lebanon, including U.S. hostages. Presumably they 
wouldn't do that without some consultation with Washington. 


A There is no connection between this operation and 
the hostages. We hold those responsible for the taking of 
innocent hostages fully responsible for their safety. These 
people, forcibly detained against their will, have been held 
far too long. We continue to call on their kidnappers to 
release them safely and without condition immediately. 


Q I'm a little confused. If, on the one hand, you 
say you're still seeking details about this operation, how can 
you then say for sure that there's no connection between this 
and hostages? 


A Because that is what -- if you want me to put it 
this way -- we're assuming, if that helps you. On your 
hypothetical question, you said it's reported that this may 
have to do with hostage-for-hostage. All I'm saying is that, 
in our opinion, there is no connection between this operation 
and the hostages. 











29 IY 


-2- Friday, 7/28/89 


Q So you don't know that for sure, but you assume 
it? 


a Well, I have to say that I'm assuming it -- if 
you're holding me to that on a hypothetical question, as you 
say, that is “reported." 

Q Are you saying that -- 

Q What's the basis -- 

-— there's no connection at all between -- that 
the U.S. had no prior knowledge of this, that it was not 
consulted? 

A No. 

Q You're not saying that? 

A I'm saying the U.S. was not consulted or involved. 

What's the basis of your assumption this has 


Q 
nothing to do with hostages, since the Israelis have seized 


meek a to exchange for other hostages for at least forty 
years 


A I really don't have a lot further to say on 
this. I'm not here to say much more than what I have just said. 
Q How do you see the elections in Iran? 
Q Can I stay on the same question? 
A Sure. 


Q Does the -- the most prominent of the people that 
have spear enee been taken by the Israelis, do we know ne 
about this person? Is he also now in an innocent hostage 


A The person that was taken -- my understanding of 
the correct pronunciation -- is Obaid. He is a member of 
Hizbollah and a leader of that organization in south Lebanon. 
Hizbollah, as you know, is a known terrorist organization which 
seeks among its goals the destruction of Israel. Mr. Obaid has 
reportedly played a role in Hizbollah military and terrorist 
operations against Israel. 


Q So he's not an innocent hostage? 

a I don't have enough information to characterize 
for your second question, and I'm not going to get into that. 
I've said that we have seen the reports of the Israeli 
operation and are still seeking details. 


Q Has he played a role in the kidnapping -- 


a Excuse me? 
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Q Has he played a role in the kidnapping of Major 
Higgins? 


“A I don't have anything else for you on Mr. Obaid 
other than what I've stated. 


Margaret, in the past you have called for an end 
to the destructive cycle of violence in Lebanon. Do you think 
that this is true -- this is contributing to the cycle of 
violence, as I believe the British Foreign Office said it is 
today. I mean, do you think -- 


A We still call for the end to the violence, as you 
know, in Lebanon. Our policy has not changed, and in fact we 
take note that the latest escalation in fighting is the worst 
since the shelling, port closings and fighting began last March. 


We deplore the grievous loss of life which has 
resulted, and we urgently call on all parties to take immediate 
steps to halt the fighting, re-establish the cease-fire and 
resume efforts under Arab League auspices to move the process 
of reconciliation forward. 


Q I'm asking whether this particular incident -- 
the kidnapping of this official -- contributes to the cycle of 
violence in your opinion. 


A I've stated what our position is on the cycle of 
violence in Lebanon. I'm not going to characterize that for 
you that way. 


Q Let me ask you my question now, Margaret. How do 
you see the elections in Iran? And whether you see if 
Rafsanjani's rise to power as president is going to help in 
normalizing relations between the U.S. and Iran? 


a I don't have a comment for you on the elections 
in Iran. 


Q Okay. On a separate issue, how do you see the 
situation between India and Sri Lanka? 


a We understand is that President Premadasa 
announced today that India had agreed to begin withdrawing 
troops from Sri Lanka. He said that Sri Lanka and India would 
hold talks on a timetable for the exit of all Indian forces. 


We welcome this development and hope that India and 
Sri Lanka will be successful in reaching an agreement on a 
timetable for withdrawal that minimizes bloodshed while 
recognizing’ Sri Lanka's sovereignty and independence. 


Q Margaret, do you have any confirmation now about 
whether a plane was shot down in Angola? 


A I forgot to ask this morning, to be honest with 
you. I don't know. I'll get it for you. Nobody brought it up 
this morning. Sorry. 
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Q Do you have any response to the criticism of 
Secretary Baker by the Customs Commissioner? 


“A No, I don't. 
Q Margaret, does Secretary Baker have any plan to -- 
fi Any what? 


Q Any plan -- any scheduled plan to hold bilateral 
talks with the Chinese Foreign Minister Qian Quichen in Paris? 


A The Secretary has no scheduled plans to have a 
bilateral meeting with the Foreign Minister. 


Q Then does the President's decision to suspend the 
top-level exchange between the two sides apply to such meeting, 
if there is any -- in case it occurs in Paris? 


A In case it would occur, the President never in 
his policy said that we had cut off relations with China which, 
as you know, includes diplomatic relations. So, no, it would 
not fall into the specific sanctions and policies that the 
President has had. After all, he is Secretary of State. 


Q Is the Secretary interested in a meeting with the 
Chinese Foreign Minister? 


a As I mentioned two days this week, as the French 
have done the seating, the Secretary is seated beside the 
Foreign Minister from China, and so they will, obviously, see 
each and see each other for quite a long time during this 
conference. 


Q He's not interested in having a private bilateral 
away from the conference? 


A He is not interested in having a formal bilateral. 

Q The New York [ines has a story saying that the 
PLO is linking the ng of elections with an indication or a 
promise, or whatever, of an Israeli withdrawal from the 
territories -- from the land -- linking elections with the 


acquisition of land. Do you have any other details or comm 
on that? 


6 Other than what I went through all week? Any 
additional guidance? 


Q Exactly. 


a No, I don't. It's the same as it was yesterday 
-— our guidance. 


Q Margaret, going back to what you just said about 
the Secretary not being interested in having a formal bilateral 
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with the Chinese Foreign Minister, hadn't you said earlier that 
the meeting with Shevardnadze is not a formal bilateral 

either? I¢ there a possibility, in other words, that the two 
may meet outside of the conference hall where they'll be 
sitting next to each other? 


a There is always that possibility. There's no 
final schedule. 


Q Is there a preliminary schedule? 


A There's a preliminary schedule, and there's no 
scheduled meeting on there. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Soviet's denying 
any connection with Bloch? 


A No. 


Q Anything on the New York Times story this morning? 
fi No. 


Q Anything new on the decision to send dependents 
back into China? 


A No. 


Q Or on the travel advisory? 
i) No. 


Q Do you have a reaction to a report that appeared 
in London on something to do with Pakistan, the Prime Minister 
talking about the nuclear issue with the French President? And 
I believe, according to what the secret documents had in them, 
she was trying to establish some kind of a nuclear weapons 
program linked with the French. How does this affect the U.S. 
relationship, especially her commitment here just about a month 
ago that she doesn't want the bomb or doesn't want to continue 
the weapons program? 


be Number one, I unfortunately have not seen that 
report, and I don't have anything for you on it. 


Q Do you have anything on the continuation of 
oppression in Somalia? 


a Do I have anything on what? 


Q The continuation of killing of people by the 
Government of Somalia? 


a No, I don't have anything on that today. 
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Q Back to the Israeli raid: Is there any feeling 
here as to whether this will help or hurt the chances for the 
release of American hostages? 


A As I tried to state earlier, which is really my 


only statement on this, in our opinion we see no connection 
between this operation and the hostages, as I answered Carol's 


question. 


Q But that was in the context of whether the United 
States had advance knowledge and coordination. But my question 


is -- 
A And I answered that. 
Q -—- what the impact will be on the hope of the -- 
A I'm not going to speculate on that with you. 
Sorry. 


Q Does the United States have any evidence to 
suggest that Major Higgins is still alive? 


a I haven't asked that question. I don't know. 


Q Were you asked yesterday about Fidel Castro's 
speech Wednesday night? 


3) Yes. 


Q Okay, I wasn't here. 


a Yes, I had a statement yesterday. 
Q I'll look it up. 
be Sorry. 
Q Thank you. 
Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 
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[23] 
ANGOLA: DOWNED AIRPLANE 


Q: Do you have any confirmation now about whether a plane was 
shot down in Angola? 


A: AT THIS POINT, WE HAVE NO FURTHER INFORMATION ON IT 


FOR YOU. 
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FM AMEMBASSY PARIS 

TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 9439 

INFO USIA WASHDC 6661 

UNCLAS SECTION 01 OF O8 PARIS 24757 

DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 

DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE 

HOUSE FOR MRe FITZWATER AND MRe POPADIUK 

USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

EeQe 12356: N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKER» JAMES A III) 

SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPT. 

OFFICIALS FOLLOWING BAKER SHEVARONADZE BILATERAL 

le FOLLOWING IS CLEARED TRANSCRIPT OF BACKGROUND 

BRIEFING ON BILATERAL MEETING HELD IN PARIS ON JULY 

299 19899 BETWEEN SECRETARY BAKER AND FOREIGN MINISTER 

SHEVARONADZE- 

2. BEGIN TRANSCRIPT: 

SENIOR OFFICIAL: UNFORTUNATELY: SECRETARY BAKER WANTS 

US BACK UPSTAIRS WITHIN THIRTY MINUTES. SO» WE*LL 

MAKE OUR STATEMENTS BRIEF AND TRY TO ANSWER ALL OF 

YOUR QUESTIONS. THIS IS ON BACKGROUND AS SENIOR STATE 

DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS. 

UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 

PAGE 02 PARIS 24757 O1 OF 08 3013202 

Az: WELLe AS YOU PROBABLY ALREADY HEARD, WE MET FOR 

ABOUT THREE HOURS AND TEN MINUTES OVERALL. THERE WAS 

ABOUT TWO HOURS OF JUST THE MINISTERS»: THE OTHERS WERE 

NOTETAKERS. I WOULD CHARACTERIZE - I WOULD 00 THIS 

VERY QUICKLY - THE DISCUSSIONS AS SORT OF FALLING IN 

THREE DIFFERENT CATEGORIES. ONE CATEGORY WAS 

FOCUSSING ON THE QUESTION OF WHEN THE NEXT MINISTERIAL 

WOULD BE AND WHERE IT WOULD BE. SECOND CATEGORY 

REALLY WAS GEARED TOWARDS PERESTROIKA AND WHAT WAS 

GOING ON WITHIN THE SOVIET UNION. AND THERE WAS AN 

EXTENDED DISCUSSION ON THAT WHICH I WILL GET INTO IN A 

LITTLE BITe THE LAST CATEGORY WAS A REGIONAL 

DISCUSSION» TALKING ABOUT ALL THE VARIOUS REGIONS OF 

THE WORLD. ARMS CONTROL CAME UP ONLY IN A VERY 

LIMITED WAY» RIGHT AT THE TAIL END OF THE DISCUSSION. 

SO WHEN THE GROUP DISCUSSION BEGAN - WHICH WENT ON FOR 

ABOUT AN HOUR I WOULD SAY - IT FOCUSSED FOR PROBABLY 

55 TO 56 MINUTES OUT OF THE 60, MORE THAN THAT, 60 
UNCLASSIFIED / 


PRS-O1 


PAGE 


23%! 

. 06/21/90 131149 PRINTER: HI 
89 PARIS 24757 
: UNCLASSIFIED 
MINUTES OUT OF 709 WAS GEARED TOWARDS REGIONAL 
ISSUES. ONLY AT THE VERY TAIL END, DID ARMS CONTROL 
ISSUES COME UP AT ALL. 
LET ME TOUCH BRIEFLY ON EACH OF THE CATEGORIES. AT 
THE BEGINNING OF THE DISCUSSIONs BOTH MINISTERS TALKED 
ABOUT THE TIMING OF THE NEXT MINISTERIAL. AND THEY 
SETTLED ON THE WEEK OF THE 18TH. THEYe THENes GOT INTO 
THE DISCUSSION, IN FACT THE SECRETARY RAISED THIS - 
THIS IS ONE ON ONE - RAISED THE POINT THAT THE TwO OF 
THEM HAD DISCUSSED AT THE LAST MINISTERIAL IN MOSCOW 
ABOUT HOW IMPORTANT IT WAS FOR THEM AS THEY HAD AGREED 
TO GO OUTSIDE OF THEIR NATIONAL CAPITALS WHEN THEY 
MET. THAT IF YOU ARE GOING TO BUILD BROADER BONDS OF 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 03 PARIS 24757 01 OF 08 3013202 
FRIENDSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLES AND ALSO BUILO THE PERSONAL 
TIES BETWEEN THE MINISTERS, IT WAS A GOOD IDEA TO SORT 
OF CHANGE THE LOCALE, CHANGE THE ENVIRONMENT AND ALSO 
GIVE EACH SIDE AND EACH MINISTER A CHANCE TO SEE MORE 
OF THE OTHER*®S COUNTRY. AND IT WAS IN THAT SPIRIT, 
THAT HE THEN SUGGESTED THAT THERE MIGHT BE A MEETINGe 
IF THE SOVIETS WERE AGREEABLE, THAT COULD BE EXPLORED 
OUTSIDE OF THE CAPITAL AREA AND THAT®S HOW HE 
SUGGESTED WYOMING. AND I THINK HE GOT A FAVORABLE 
RESPONSE FROM SHEVARONADZE~. IN FACT, THE NOTETAKER 
AND THE INTERPRETER BOTH SORT OF VISIBLY BRIGHTENED AT 
THE PROSPECT OF VISITING THE AMERICAN WEST. BUT, THEY 
CONDUCTED THAT DISCUSSION AS YOU MIGHT IMAGINE IN AN 
EXTRAOROINARILY RELAXED AND FRIENOLY ATMOSPHERE. 
Q@: IS JACKSON HOLE THE FAVORITE SPOT FOR THAT IN 
WYOMING? 
Az I OON*T KNOW. 
Q@: O00 YOU HAVE A LOCATION YET? 
A: WE DON'T. 
Q@: OOES THE SECRETARY HAVE A RANCH THAT THEY MIGHT 
HAVE MENTIONED? 
A: WE HAS A RANCH THAT IS ON THE WESTERN SLOPE OF THE 
WIND RIVER RANGE; IT*°S ABOUT 15 MILES FROM BOULDER, 
WYOMINGs WHICH HAS A POPULATION OF APPROXIMATELY 75 
PEOPLE. I WOULD NOT STEER YOU TO THAT HE IS GOING TO 
HIS RANCH. HIS RANCH HAS ONE OLO CABIN ON IT THAT WAS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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USED BY TRAPPERS» THAT WAS BUILT AROUND THE TURN OF 

THE CENTURY. THERE*®S NO RUNNING WATERe NO PLUMBING, 

MO ELECTRICITY ecce 

Qs THEN THE SOVIETS WOULD FEEL RIGHT AT HOMEce> 

Az IT°S IN A REMOTE AREA; IT HAS A LITTLE DIRT ROAD 

AND THE ONLY WAY TO GET TO IT IS IN 4-WHEEL DRIVE 

JEEPSe SO I WOULD STEER YOU AWAY FROM THEIR GOING TO 

HIS RANCH. 

Q> WHERE DO WE HAVE TO GO IN THE SOVIET UNION TO 

REC IPROCATE? 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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Az WHE THOUGHT THAT IT WOULD BE A UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY 

FOR NOT ONLY THE FOREIGN MINISTERe BUT THEIR 

DELEGATION TO SEE THE AMERICAN WESTe ecco I MUST SAY 

THAT MRe SHEVARDNADZE*S RESPONSE TO THIS WAS REALLY AN 

IMMEDIATE ONEs IN WHICH HE SAIO THIS IS SOMETHING 

WHICH VERY MUCH APPEALED TO HIM, THE IDEA OF HAVING 

SUCH A MEETING OUTSIDE THE CAPITAL VERY MUCH APPEALED 

TO HIM; THE NOTION THAT ONE WOULD, IN FACT» BE PART OF 

A PROCESS THAT CONTINUES TO EXPOSE EACH OF THE 

MINISTERS TO MORE PARTS OF THEIR RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES» 

ANDO I THINK ALSO THE PERSONAL SIDE OF THIS WAS VERY 

IMPORTANTs SO HE RESPONDED RIGHT AWAY. THE SECOND 

BROAD CATEGORY WAS SOMETHING THAT SHEVARDNADZE CHOSE 

TO RAISEs AND THAT WAS THE WHOLE QUESTION, THE WHOLE 

ISSUE OF PERESTROIKA AND WHAT WAS HAPPENING WITHIN THE 

SOVIET UNION. AND HE RAISED IT BY SAVING THAT HE KNEW 

THAT THERE WAS A LOT OF INTEREST IN THE UeSe IN WHAT 

WAS GOING ON IN THE SOVIET UNION, HE KNEW THAT THE 

STRIKES AND THE NATIONALITY QUESTIONS HAO OBVIOUSLY 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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CAUGHT THE ATTENTION OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE AND 
OTPERSs AND HE FELT IT WOULD BE THE USEFUL THING FOR 
HIM TO TALK A LITTLE BIT ABOUT PERESTROIKA AND THE 
PROCESS OF RENEWAL. AND HE MADE A SERIES OF 
POINTS--THIS WAS A VERY LONG DISCUSSION AND I°M TRYING 
TO GIVE YOU AN OVERVIEW IN ABOUT 5 MINUTESe SO I°M 
GOING TO GIVE YOU WHAT I THINK WERE THE KEY SORTS OF 
POINTS THAT HE OUTLINED IN WHAT WAS A VERY EXTENDED 
DISCUSSION. 

I DION*®T TIME THIS PART OF ITs BUT YOURE TALKING 
ABOUT A 2 HOUR MEETING BETWEENQTHE MINISTERS: OF WHICH 
PROBABLY THE FIRST 15-20 MINUTES WAS ON MINISTERIAL» 
DATE AND PLACE AND THINGS OF THAT SORT, ANO ALMOST THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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ENTIRE REST OF IT WAS GEARED TOWARD THE SUBJECT. I 
THINK THE ESSENTIAL POINTS THAT WERE RAISED WERE THAT 
HE SAIDe NUMBER ONE, THAT THE SOVIET UNION WAS REALLY 
AT A CRUCIAL STAGE NOW IN ITS DEVELOPMENTs AND HE SAIO 
THE ONLY WAY TO DESCRIBE THE PROCESS WAS THAT IT WAS A 
REVOLUTIONARY PROCESS» ANO THERE WAS REALLY NO OTHER 
WAY TO TALK ABOUT IT. AND THATs AS ONE PROCEEDED IN 
THIS REVOLUTIONARY PROCESS» ONE OF THE THINGS THAT HAD 
BECOME QUITE APPARENT TO THEMs TO HIMe IN PARTICULAR, 
IS THAT THE PROCESS OF POLITICAL RENEWAL WAS 
PRECEEDING AT A GOOD DEAL FASTER PACE THAN THE PROCESS 
OF ECONOMIC RENEWAL. HE EVEN SAIDe SUGGESTED THAT 
PEOPLE IN GENERAL IN THE SOVIET UNION WERE PERHAPS 
AHEAD IN THIS REGARD THAN MANY OFFICIALS. 

ANOTHER: SECOND POINT THAT I THOUGHT WAS NOTEWORTHY IS 
THAT HE CALLED ATTENTION TO THE STRIKES AND HE SAID 
OBVIOUSLY THEY ARE AN UNUSUAL PHENOMENON WITHIN THE 
SOVIET UNION, BUT THEN HE TALKED A LITTLE BIT ABOUT 
THE CONDITIONS OF THE MINERS AND HE TALKED ABOUT WHAT 
Iv IS THEY ARE ASKING FOR AND HE SUGGESTED THAT HE 
FELT THAT THIS WAS ACTUALLY QUITE REASONABLE. AND HE 
NOTED IN PARTICULAR THAT THOUGH THE MINES HAD SPREAD, 
AND THAT IN SOME CASES ONE HAD SEEN STRIKES GUT OF A 
SENSE OF SOLIDARITY» THE FACT IS THAT NOBODY AMONG THE 
MINERS WAS CHALLENGING PERESTROIKA OR RENEWAL>s AND HE 
CHARACTERIZED THIS MORE THAN ANYTHING ELSE AS A 
PROTEST AGAINST THE BUREAUCRACY. 

I THINK A THIRD POINT IS THAT HE SAIO IT*S CLEAR THAT 
THEY HAVE A NUMBER OF PROBLEMS OF THE SOCIAL AND OF AN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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ECONOMIC NATURE, THAT THEY WERE VERY DIFFICULT, THAT 
THEY HAD TO BE MANAGED, THAT IT WAS GOING TO TAKE SOME 
TIME TO MANAGE THESE EFFECTIVELY: AND HE DION*T TRY TO 
CREATE A FALSE SENSE OF OPTIMISM, BUT HE DID SAY THAT 
THEY HAVE REASONS TO BE HOPEFUL BECAUSE NOT ONLY 00 
THEY SEE CHANGES IN THE MINDS OF PEOPLE IN THE SOVIET 
UNIONe SUT WE ALSO SAID THERE ARE ENOUGH SCATTERED 
PLACES IN SOME OF THE REGIONS WHERE IN FACT THE NEW 
THINKING. THE NEW STYLE» THE NEW MECHANISMS ARE 
REPLACING THE OLD, THAT SHOW THAT THEY CAN BE 
SUCCESSFUL OVER TIME, AND WE CALLED ATTENTION TO A 
NUMBER OF DIFFERENT REGIONS WHERE, IN FACT, THERE WERE 
NOT FOOD SHORTAGES» THERE WERE NOT HOUSING SHORTAGES, 
WHERE THE ESSENTIAL PRINCIPLES OF TAKING ON MORE LOCAL 
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RESPONSIBILITY WERE BEING UNDERSTOOD AND ACTED UPON, 
AND WHILE THERE ARE FAR TOO FEW EXAMPLES OF THESE 
SUCCESSES» NONETHELESS THEY EXISTED IN PLACES LIKE 
KHAZAKSTANs AND HE SAIO THAT WAS FROM THEIR 
STANDPOINT» AT LEAST SOMETHING THAT MADE CLEAR THAT 
THEY WERE ON THE RIGHT PATHe AND IN THAT NOTE, I 
THINK IT°*S IMPORTANT: I THINKs TO HIGHLIGHT THAT HE 
WAS SAVING THAT THIS WHOLE PROCESS IS IRREVERSIBLE, 
THAT IT*S NOT JUST THAT THEY ARE COMMITTED TO ITs, BUT 
THE PROCESS ITSELF IS IRREVERSIBLE. AND HE ALSO NOTED 
THAT THE COALMINERS THEMSELVES HAD ALSO SAID THAT THE 
PROCESS WAS IRREVERSIBLE. WE -- I MIGHT JUST NOTE AS 
WELL» THAT HE RAISED IN THE CONTEXT OF TALKING ABOUT 
THE IRREVERSIBILITY OF THE PROCESS» SOME OF THE 
REFORMS THAT ONE SEES TAKING PLACE IN EASTERN EUROPE 
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AND HE DION*T GO INTO GREAT DETAIL» BUT THERE AGAINe 
HE SAID THAT IN PLACES LIKE POLAND AND HUNGARY THIS 
WAS A PROCESS THAT WAS MOVING FORWARD AND IT WAS A 
POSITIVE THING: AND IT WAS CONSISTENT WITH PERESTROIKA 
WITHIN THE SOVIET UNION, AND WE ALSO SAIO IN THAT 
REGARD THAT THE PACEs THE MOVEMENT. THE PROCESS IN 
THESE COUNTRIES WAS SOMETHING THAT WAS UP TO THEMs AND 
THE DECISIONS THAT THEY WERE TAKING WERE AGAIN THE 
DECISIONS THAT WERE LEFT UP TO THEM. WE SAID IT WAS 
NOT SURPRISING THAT SOME OF THE COUNTRIES IN EASTERN 
EUROPE WOULD BE ATTRACTED IN PARTICULAR ON ECONOMIC 
ISSUES TO THE WEST» AND HE SAIO THAT IF THE SOVIET 
UNION IN FACT WERE TO BE A GOOD COMPETITOR, IT HAD TO 
MAKE ITSELF MUCH MORE ATTRACTIVE. 

I MIGHT JUST NOTE THAT THE SECRETARY MADE A COUPLE OF 
POINTS THROUGHOUTs AND AGAINs I THINK THAT THE 
HIGHLIGHTED ONES ARE: NUMBER ONE, WE VERY MUCH WANT 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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TO SEE PERESTROIKA SUCCEED, IT IS IN OUR INTEREST AND 
IT IS IN THE WORLD*S INTEREST TO SEE PERESTROIKA 
SUCCEED. WHILE HE NOTED: AND SHWEVARONADZE HAD MADE 
THIS POINT AS WELL» THAT THIS WAS SOMETHING THAT 
DEPENDED ON THE SOVIETS FIRST AND FOREMOST» HE SAIO TO 
THE EXTENT TO WHICH WE CAN CONTRIBUTE TECHNICAL ADVICE 
ON HOW ONE DEALS WITH ECONOMICS. WE WERE PREPARED TO 
DO SO. THIS IS SOMETHING THAT THE SECRETARY HAD 
RAISED BEFORE, I THINK IN THE MOSCOW MINISTERIAL IN 
MAYs AND AGAIN SUGGESTED THAT IF THE SOVIETS WERE 
INTERESTEO IN ANYTHING WE MIGHT HAVE TO OFFER IN TERMS 
OF HOW ONE DEALS WITH SOME OF THESE INTERNAL ECONOMIC 
PROBLEMS» THAT THIS WAS SOMETHING THAT WE*D BE 
PREPARED TO OISCUSS WITH THEM IF THEY HAD THAT 
INTERESTe ONE OTHER POINT I SHOULD MAKEe IS THAT HE 
ALSO NOTEDe SINCE SHEVARONADZE HAD RAISED THIS ISSUEs 
THAT WE HAD BEEN IMPRESSED BY WHAT WE HAD SEEN DURING 
THE PRESIDENT*S TRIP TO BOTH POLAND AND HUNGARY. IT 
HAD HIGHLIGHTED THE IMPORTANCE OF BOTH POLITICAL AND 
ECONOMIC REFORM GOING HAND-IN-HAND, THAT WE WERE 
TRYING TO SUPPORT THAT REFORM PROCESS TO THE EXTENT WE 
COULD, BUT THAT THE PRESIDENT HAD OBVIOUSLY MADE VERY 
CLEAR THROUGHOUT THAT IN SUPPORTING THAT REFORM 
PROCESS WE WERE NOT TRYING TO CREATE PROBLEMS FOR THE 
SOVIET UNTONs AND SHEVARONADZE ACKNOWLEDGED THAT AND 
APPRECIATED THAT FACT. I°Li JUST CONCLUDE BY SAVING 
THAT WHEN WE WENT INTO THE GROUP DISCUSSION, AS I 
SAIOs THE FOCUS WAS REALLY ACROSS THE BOARD ON 
REGIONAL ISSUES. AND AT THE VERY TAIL ENDs ARMS 

, CONTROL WAS MENTIONED BUT NOT REALLY DISCUSSED. 
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FM AMEMBASSY PARIS 
TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 9442 
INFO USIA WASHDC 6664 
UNCLAS SECTION 04 OF O08 PARIS 24757 
DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE 
HOUSE FOR MRe FITZWATER AND MRe POPADIUK 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE OIRECTOR 
EeO~ 12356: N/A 
TAGS:OVIP (BAKER, JAMES A III) 
SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPT. 
Qs CHURKINe IN HIS LITTLE READOUTs MENTIONED THAT 
THEY GAVE YOU AN AIDE-MEMOIRE SUGGESTING A MEMORANDUM 
OF UNDERSTANDING ON HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES AND THAT BAKER 
WAS VERY INTERESTED IN THAT AND WANTED TO PROCEED WITH 
THATe IS THAT SOMEHOW IN LIEU OF THE REGULARIZATION 
OR INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS PROBLEMS THAT 
WE HAVE WANTED TO SEE? 
A> NOs I WOULD NOT SAY SO AT Alle I THINK THE LATTER 
POINT YOU ARE MAKING IS PROBABLY THE STARTING POINT OF 
A DISCUSSION ON THISe HUMAN RIGHTS HAS OBVIOUSLY BEEN 
AN ISSUE THAT WAS PUT ON THE AGENDA BY USe AND WE 
HAVE SEEN MOVEMENT IN THE SOVIET POSITION OVER TIME. 
WE HAVE MADE IT VERY CLEAR THAT WE WANT TO GO BEYOND 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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HAVING TO DEAL ONLY WITH LISTS AND TO DEAL WITH IT IN 
A MUCH MORE STRUCTURAL INSTITUTIONAL WAY AND THE 
IMPORTANCE OF SEEING THE SOVIETS CHANGE THEIR LAWS IN 
INSTITUTIONALIZED CHANGE IS VERY IMPORTANT» BECAUSE 
THAT*®S ONE OF THE WAYS YOU MAKE THOSE CHANGES 
IRREVERSIBLE. WOT HAVING SEEN THIS PAPER: THEY JUST 
HANDED TO USe WE HAVEN*T HAD A CHANCE TO LOOK AT IT. 
THERE*S NO WAY TO KNOW EXACTLY WHAT*S IS GETTING AT. 
THEY WERE SUGGESTING THEY WANTED TO CONTINUE TO 
DEVELOP MORE OF A COMMON BASIS ON WHICH TO DISCUSS 
THIS ISSUE TO THE EXTENT TO WHICH THEY ARE CLEARLY 
RESPONDING TO I THINK SOMETHING THAT WE*VE PUSHED FOR 
SOMETIME AND HAS BEEN IN THE FOREFRONT OF OUR AGENDA. 
I THINK THAT*®S POSITIVE. BUT, IT*S VERY HARD TO 
COMMENT BEYOND THAT BECAUSE THEY DION*T DESCRIBE IT. 
THEY SIMPLY GAVE US A PIECE OF PAPER. 
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OTHER SENIOR OFFICIAL: WE WERE JUST HANDED THESE 
PAPERS IN THE COURSE OF A DISCUSSION AND I JUST 
CHECKED. WE RECEIVED TWO PAPERS. NOT ONE ON THIS 
SUBJECTe THEY PROPOSED THE IDEA OF A MEMORANDUM OF 
UNDERSTANDING ON THIS SUBJECT, BUT WE DID NOT RECEIVE 
A PAPER ON IT. 

Q: WAS ONE OF THEM A PAPER ON ECONOMICS AND THE OTHER 
On Cues ? 

Qs: AND HOW SPECIFIC YOU CAN BE ON WHAT THEY WANT» AND 
AS SPECIFIC AS YOU CAN BE ABOUT WHAT AR. BAKER MEANS 
WHEN HE®S OFFERING TECHNICAL SOMETHING OR ANOTH”*? 

Az I CAN*T BE VERY SPECIFIC ON WHAT IT IS THE’ ‘ant 
BECAUSE FOR ONE THING WE HAVEN*T EVEN SEEN WHA’ IT IS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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BUT AGAIN IT°S NOT MY IMPRESSION THAT IT WAS A PAPER 
ON ECONOMICS. 

OTHER OFFICIAL: WE WERE GIVEN TWO PAPERS AND WE WERE 
TOLD THE TOPICS OF ONE WAS A SERIES OF BILATERAL 
TOPICS. AND THE TOPIC OF THE OTHER WAS DEALING WITH 
CHEMICAL PROLIFERATION. SO THERE WAS NO PARTICULAR 
REFERENCE TO A PAPER ON ECONOMICS. BUT THEN, YOU MAY 
WANT TO ANSWER THE OTHER QUESTION. 

Az WHAT I WAS GOING TO SAY THATs ALSOs WHEN THEY 
HANDED THESE PAPERS OVER», THEY WEREN*T PART OF THE 
DISCUSSION PER SE- IT WAS SORT OF AT THE TAIL END OF 
THE MEETING IN WHICH THE MINISTER SORT OF SAID: 

@WE°VE ALSO GOT THESE PAPERS WHICH WE WOU LIKE TO 
EXCHANGE WITH YOU." AND I WOULD JUST NOTE THAT IT IS 
NOT UNUSUAL IN THESE MEETINGS FOR BOTH SIDES TO 
EXCHANGE PAPERS. I MEAN THAT®S NOT UNUSUAL AT ALL 
AND ESPECIALLY IN A MEETING OF THIS SORT» WHICH WAScece 
G@: OID YOU GIVE THEM ANY PAPERS? 

Az WE OIO GIVE A NON-PAPER ON CENTRAL AMERICA. 

Qs WHAT®S THE UcSe TRYING TO ESTABLISH WITH REGARD TO 
CENTRAL AMERICA? 

Az: WE USUALLY DON*T GO INTO THE DETAILS OF WHAT WE 
MAND OVER. THE GENERAL SPIRIT OF IT IS TO FOCUS ON 
THE NEED FOR DEMOCRATIZATION WITH NICARAGUA, FOR 
NICARAGUA TO LIVE UP TO THE PROMISES THAT IT*S MADE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT ANDO WHITE 
HOUSE FOR MR. FITZWATER AND MRe POPADIUK 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 
EeQe 12356: N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (BAKERs JAMES A III) 
SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPT. 
WITH REGARD TO ESQUIPULASs TO MAKE THAT PROCESS GO 
FORWARD TO CREATE A LEVEL PLAYING FIELD FOR THE 
OPPOSITION: AND SO FORTHe I DON*T KNOW WHETHER YOU 
WANT TO ADD ANYTHING TO THAT? 
Ate NOe 
Q: WHAT ABOUT THE LETTER FROM GORBACHEV TO BUSH ? 
As WELLs LIKE MANY OTHER THINGS WE WERE HANDED 
(GIGGLES}]) YOU*RE HANDED A PIECE OF PAPER AND SOs 
WE*VE BEEN HANDED THAT. 
Qs: YOU KNOW THE SUBJECT OF THAT LETTER? 
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Az I HAVEN®T HAD A CHANCE TO READ ITy SO I OON*T KNOW 
WHAT *Secece 


Q: IN THE UeSe PAPER ON NICARAGUA OR IN DISCUSSION, 
DID SECRETARY BAKER EITHER IN WRITING OR ORALLY MAKE 
ANY FURTHER EFFORT TO PIN DOWN THIS SOVIET DECLARATION 
THAT THEY HAVE STOPPED SUPPLYING WEAPONS TO NICARAGUA 
ANDO WHAT IS THE UseSe JUDGEMENT ON THAT? 
Az I THINK IT*S SAFE TO ASSUME THAT WHEN ONE TALKS 
ABOUT CENTRAL AMERICA, YOU ARE TALKING ABOUT 
NICARAGUA, YOU ARE GOING TO TALK ABOUT THE MILITARY 
SUPPLIES THAT ARE GOING IN THERE AND THIS IS AN ISSUE 
WE*VE RAISED BEFORE WITH THE SOVIETS AND THE SECRETARY 
RAISED IT AGAIN IN THE CONTEXT OF WHAT*S IS GOING TO 
TAKE TO PRODUCE A SETTLEMENT AND THE STEPS THAT ONE 
NEEDS TO TAKE AS WELL TO INSURE THAT THE SANDINISTAS 
ARE MORE LIKELY TO RESPOND AND LIVE UP TO THE PROMISES 
THEY*VE MADE. 
OTHER OFFICIAL: THE SECOND PART OF THE QUESTION WAS 
IS WHAT IS OUR POSITION GNeoe I MEAN OUR POSITION HAS 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 10 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
BEEN STATED A NUMBER OF TIMES. WE DONT BELIEVE THAT 
SUPPLYING MILITARY SUPPLIES TO THE SANDINISTAS HELPS 
THE PEACE PROCESS OF ESQUIPULAS THAT WAS AGREED TO BY 
THE FIVE CENTRAL AMERICAN NATIONS. WE ARE NOT 
SUPPLYING MILITARY AIO TO THE RESISTANCE AND IN THE 
PAST» THE SOVIETS WERE CONTINUEING TO SUPPLY LARGE 
AMOUNTS OF MILITARY AID. SO» WE BELIEVE THAT NEITHER 
THEY WOR THEIR ALLIES SHOULD SUPPLY SUCH AID NOR 
SHOULD THE AID BE SUPPLIED TO THE FMLN IN EL 
SALVADOR. 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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| Qt I GUESS MY QUESTION REALLY WAS DO YOU THINK THAT 
TWEY°VE STOPPED AS THEY SAY THEY HAVE? 
| «AEs GUESS THAT ON THIS POINT I°D SAY THAT THE JURY 
IS STILL OUT. 
Q: CAN YOU COMMENT ON THAT SCORE, CAN YOU JUST 
BRIEFLY JUST GIVE A STATUS REPORT AFTER THIS MEETING 
ON THE AIO TO THE AFGHAN REGIME SITUATION? DIO THE 
UsSe BRING THAT UP? WAS THERE SOME SORT OF 
CONSTRUCTIVE RESPONSE FROM THE SOVIETS AT ALL ON THAT 
SUBJECT? 
ANOTHER Q: ON THAT SUBJECT» WAS THAT BROUGHT UP BEFORE 
OR AFTER THE DISCUSSIONS ON CENTRAL AMERICA? 
Q: I OON*T REMEMBER THE EXACT TIME OR THE EXACT 
SEQUENCE OF WHEN THAT WAS BROUGHT UP. I JUST DON'T 
REMEMBER THAT. 
ANOTHER OFFICIAL: WHILE YOU°RE TRYING TO ANSWER THE 
QUESTION, I WILL TRY TO FINO IT. 
SENIOR OFFICIAL: ANOTHER OFFICIAL SAIO THAT IT WAS 
AFTER. IN ANY WAYs THE DISCUSSION ON AFGHANISTAN WAS 
ALSO NOT THAT LONGs AND IT WASe I DON*T RECALL 
ANYTHING BEING DISCUSSED ABOUT ARMS SUPPLIES. THE 
FOCAL POINT ON THEIR SIDE WAS TO SUGGEST THAT IT WAS 
TINE TO PUSH FOR A SETTLEMENT ANO THAT ONE SHOULD NOT 
BE PUSHING FOR A MILITARY SOLUTION TO THIS PROBLEM. 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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FH AMEMBASSY PARIS 
TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 9444 
INFO USIA WASHOC 6666 
UNCLAS SECTION 06 OF O8 PARIS 24757 
DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE 
HOUSE FOR MRe FITZWATER AND MRe POPADIUK 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 
Ee0e 12356: N/A 
TAGS:OVIP (BAKER. JAMES A III) 
SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPT. 
ANDO WE MADE IT VERY CLEAR THAT FOR OUR PARTs WE WANT 
TO SEE A POLITICAL SETTLEMENT. WE THINK THAT*S THE 
ONLY WAY AND THAT WE ARE NOT INTERESTED IN A REGIME 
THAT IS GOING TO BE HOSTILE TO THE SOVIET UNION, BUT 
WE ALSO MADE THE FUNDAMENTAL POINT THAT THERE*S SIMPLY 
NOT GOING TO BE A POLITICAL SETTLEMENT AS LONG AS 
NAJIBULLAH IS IN POWER. IT*°S A SIMPLE FACT OF LIFE 
THAT THE MUJ ARE NOT GOING TO DEAL WITH HIMe SOe TO 
TRY TO MAKE HIM AN ELEMENT OF A POLITICAL SOLUTION IS 
TO DEAL WITH SOMETHING THAT SIMPLY IS NOT POSSIBLE 
FROM OUR STANDPOINT. 
TO ANSWER YOUR QUESTION, THE CENTRAL AMERICAN TOPIC 
WAS FIRSTs AND THEN THE AFGHAN FOLLOWED ITs IT WAS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 02 PARIS 24757 06 OF O08 3013242 
PART OF A WHOLE SERIES OF REGIONAL TOPICS, IT WAS A 
BROAD-RANGING AGENDA. 
Q: AND FOLLOWED ON IMMEDIATELY? eee 
Az: YES~« 
Q: COULD YOU COMMENT ON -- JUST BRIEFLY -- ON THE 
STATUS OF THE DISCUSSION THE MIDDLE EAST? WAS THERE 
ANY KIND OF A MOVEMENT ON THE PART OF THE SOVIET UNION 
THAT WOULD BE CONSIDERED CONSTRUCTIVE OR HELPFUL ON 
THAT FRONT. 
A: I THINK THAT WHAT WE GOT WAS PRETTY MUCH A REPLAY 
OF THINGS THAT WE HAVE HEARD BEFOREs ALTHOUGH THEY 
AGAIN WERE--AND WHEN I SAY THAT I SHOULD SAY THAT WE 
HAVE SEEN IN OUR DISCUSSIONS OVER THE LAST FEW MONTHS 
THAT THEY HAVE GIVEN MUCH MORE ATTENTION TO THE 
ELECTIONS PROPOSAL. AND HERE AGAINs THEY DISCUSSED IT 
ALTHOUGH THEY DISCUSSED IT AS IN THEIR EVESs AS PART 
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OF A SEQUENCE OF STEPS THAT COULD AT SOME POINT 
INVOLVE AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE. ANDs THE 
SECRETARY MADE VERY CLEAR THAT WHILE OUR POSITION ON A 
CONFERENCE IS UNCHANGED, THAT THE FOCAL POINT NEEDS TO 
BE ON THE ELECTIONS» RIGHT NOWs AND NOT ON THE 
CONFERENCE. AND THAT, GIVEN THE EFFORTS THAT WE ARE 
MAKING IN THE REGION AND WITH THE EUROPEANS»: AND WHAT 
WE FEEL IS SIGNS THAT THE ELECTION CONCEPT IS BEING 
SERIOUSLY CONSIDERED AND DISCUSSED, THAT THAT*S THE 
BEST ROUTE TO BE FOLLOWING, AND THAT IT*S NOT GOING TO 
BE VERY PROOUCTIVE TO BSE FOCUSSING ON DIFFERENT ISSUES~- 















Q: WHERE DO WE STAND RESPECT TO A SUMMIT, ARE WE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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CLOSER TO MEETING THE UeSe CRITERIA FOR A SUMMIT THAN 
WE WERE LAST MAY? ANY PROGRESS MADE IN THAT AREA? 

A: I REALLY THINK THAT BAKER--THE SECRETARY» ANSWERED 
THAT WHEN WE WAS OUT IN FRONTceeHE ALSO SAID THAT WE 
WILL BE DISCUSSING THE TIMING OF THAT AT THF 
MINISTERIAL IN SEPTEMBER. 

Q: SHEVARONADZE TALKED ABOUT A WORK PROGRAM, THINGS 
OF SUBSTANCE THAT HAD TO BE ACCOMPLISHED BY THE NEXT 
MINISTERIAL AND THEN IF IT IS POSSIBLE» TO HAVE A 
SUMMIT RATHER SOON? WHAT IS IN THIS WORK PROGRAM, 
WHAT 00 YOU HOPE TO DO? I MEANs IS A CONVENTIONAL, 00 
YOU EXPECT TO HAVE SOMETHING ON CONVENTIONAL ARMS FOR 
EXAMPLE. DISCUSSED AT THE MINISTERIAL? 

Az I THINK WHEN THEY TALK ABOUT A WORK PROGRAM, THEY 
REFLECT THE ENTIRE SPECTRUM OF RELATIONS: AND THEY 
HAVE BEEN INTERESTED IN SORT OF WORKING ACROSS THE 
BOARD ON VARIOUS ISSUES AND OBVIOUSLY THE FACT THAT WE 
SPENT AS MUCH TIME AS WE DID TODAY ON REGIONAL 
QUESTIONS IS A PRETTY GOOD INDICATION OF WHERE THAT 
TENDS TO BE IN TERMS OF OUR DISCUSSIONS. AND I 
WOULON*Ts I WOULD SAY THAT HE WAS NOT SPECIFIC IN 
TERMS OF ANY PARTICULAR WORK PROGRAM, BUT I THINK 
THAT IT PROBABLY RELATES TO ALL THE ISSUES THAT WE IN 
FACT OISCUSSED TODAY. 

Q: CAN YOU SPEAK TO HIS ASSESSMENT THAT THERE WOULD 
BE A SUMMIT RATHER SOON IF THERES PROGRESS ON SEVERAL 
ISSUES» IN SEPTEMBER? 
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FM AMEMBASSY PARIS 

TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 9445 

INFO USIA WASHOL 6067 

UNCLAS SECTION (’ OF O08 PARIS 24757 

DEPARTMENT FOR tA AND PA/PRESS 

DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE 

HOUSE FOR Me FITZWATER AND MRe POPADIUK 

USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

EeDe 12356: N/A 

TAGS:OVIP (BAKERs JAMES A IIT) 

SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPT. 

A: I THINK THE -- WOULD YOU LIKE TO FOCUS ON THE 

RATHER OR THE SOON? 

Qs THIS HAS TO DO WITH A COUPLE OF THINGS IN ORDER TO 

CLEAR THE WAYece 

As I THINK WHAT THE SECRETARY SAID IS WE EXPECT TO 

GET INTO THE DETAILS AND TIMING OF THAT IN THE 

SEPTEMBER MINISTERIALe SO THAT GIVES YOU THE HANOLE 

THAT YOU NEEDece I1°M NOT GOING TO GET INTO THE EXACT 

TIMING OF IT 

Qs THE UeSe ARMS RELATIONSHIP WITH IRAN» HAVING THE 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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SOVIET ARMS RELATIONSHIP WITH IRAN» DID THAT COME UP, 

BUT LET ME TRY AGAINe ON ECONOMIC PAPERS ASIDEs WHAT 

DID THE SOVIETS SPECIFICALLY ASKe IF ANYTHINGs, OF THE 

UeSe TO ASSIST IN PERESTROIKA? 

Az THEY DID NOT ASK ANYTHINGse SPECIFICALLY OF THE UeSe 

Q: AND SO FAR AS WHAT BAKER OFFERS THEM, HE OFFERS 

THE VAGUE NOTION OF SOME TECHNICAL HELPeececlT WAS A 

GENERAL OFFER? 

A: IT*S A GENERAL OFFER» AND IT RELATES MORE TO 

YOUVE GOT INTERNAL ECONOMIC PROBLEMS» YOU*RE TRYING 

TO ENGAGE IN A DECENTRALIZATION PROCESSs YOUVE 

EXPRESSED AN INTEREST IN PRIVATIZATIONs THERE ARE A 

LOT OF THINGS ASSOCIATED WITH MARKETS» THOSE KINOS OF 

ISSUES. 

Q: ONE OTHERs THIS WAS SOMETHING YOU REPORTED IN THE 

OTHER MEETING, ALLEGEOLY HE ALSO SAID THAT THEY 

UNDERSTOOD THAT THE CHANGES THAT HAD TO BE MADE IN 

THEIR REFORM MOVEMENT OR ECONOMY HAD TO BE MADE BY 

THEMs THAT THEY WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR IT» THAT IT WAS 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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IN THEIR HANDSe NO ELSE WOULDece 
A: WRRRBRBRR SAIO THAT BEFORE... CAN I MENTION ONE 
OTHER PCINT TO JUST FOLLOW UP ON THAT? THEY HAVE 
UNDERSCORED THAT POINT SEVERAL TIMES» THIS IS NOT THE 
FIRST TIME THAT THEY HAVE MADE THATs IN ONE OF THE 
MINISTERIALSs ANO I THINKe NOT AT THIS TIMEs BUT JUST 
TO GIVE YOU A KIND OF CONTEXT FOR THESE DISCUSSIONS, 
THEY*VE GONE OUT OF THEIR WAY TO SORT OF NOTE THAT 
THEY*VE LEARNED THE LESSONS OF THE PAST. I MEANs 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 03 PARIS 24757 OT OF 08 3013252 
WHEN WE WERE IN EASTERN EUROPE, ONE OF THE POINTS 
THAT WE WERE MAKING IN TERMS OF THE KIND OF ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAMS AND SUPPORT PROGRAMS THAT WE WERE THINKING 
ABOUT FOR EASTERN EUROPE, IS THAT WE LEARNED THE 
LESSONS OF THE 1970°S. WELL» THE FLIP SIOE OF THAT IS 
THAT THE SOVIETS HAVE LEARNED THE LESSONS OF THE 
1970°S AS WELLe THE BREZHNEV PERIOD, WHAT THEY CALLED 
THE ERA OF STAGNATIONs WAS CHARACTERIZED BY THINKING 
THAT YOU COULD GO AHEAD AND IN A SENSE> GET THE 
OUTSIDE TO SOLVE YOUR INTERNAL PROBLEMS, ANDO PRODUCE 
MODERNIZATION FOR YOU. ANDO WHAT HAS COME THROUGH VERY 
CLEARLY IS THEY LEARNED THE LESSONS OF THE PAST» SO 
THEY UNDERSTAND VERY CLEARLY THAT THEY ARE THE ONES 
WHO HAVE TO TAKE THESE HARO DECISIONS» AND ONE OF THE 
MESSAGES FROM TODAY WAS I THINKs THATs INCREASINGLY IN 
THEIR EVESe THE SOVIET PEOPLE UNDERSTAND THAT, MAYBE 
NOT ALL THE SOVIET BUREAUCRATS UNDERSTAND THAT. ON 
THE OTHER QUESTION OFeceeTHE ISSUE DID NOT COME UP, IT 
IS GOING TO BE DISCUSSED IN STOCKHOLM. 
Q: ABOUT CAMBODIA, CAN YOU TELL US WHERE, WAS THERE 
REACHED A NARROWING OF THE DECISIONS» O10 YOU GET 
ANYWHERE ON THE CAMBODIA ISSUES» THAT YOU*LL WANT TO 
BE DISCUSSED HERE IN THE NEXT SEVERAL DAYS. 
Az: I*LL GIVE YOU MY GENERAL IMPRESSION, YOU MAY WANT 
TO ANSWER THISe (OTHER OFFICIAL)« “Y IMPRESSION IS 
THAT ON THE GENERALITIESs THERE*S SOME CONVERGENCE. AS 
WE GET INTO MORE SPECIFICS+ THERE MAY BE LESS 
CONVERGENCE. THE SOVIETS ARE AGREEING WITH US THAT IT 
IS IMPORTANT TO ACHIEVE A COMPREHENSIVE SETTLEMENT NOT 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLAS SECTION 08 OF 08 PARIS 24757 
DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE 
HOUSE FOR MR. FITZWATER ANO MRe POPADIUK 
USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 
EeQo 12356: N/A 
TAGS:OVIP (BAKER» JAMES A ITI) 
SUBJECT: BACKGROUND BRIEFING BY SENIOR STATE DEPT. 
A PARTIAL SETTLEMENTs THEY STILL TEND TO PUT MORE OF A 
PREOCCUPATION ON THE INTERNATIONAL ASPECT, MEANING THE 
WITHDRAWAL» ANO SEEM TO BE A LITTLE LESS PREOCCUPIED 
WITH INTERNAL ARRANGEMENTS» AND FEELING SOMEWHAT THAT 
YOU LEAVE THAT TO THE KHMER FACTIONS AND OUR VIEW IS 
THAT IF THAT*S LEFT TOTALLY TO THE KHMER FACTIONS 
THAT*S NOT GOING TO BE A PRESCRIPTION FOR TRYING TO 
MAKE ANY REAL HEAOWAY. 
OTHER OFFICIAL: JUST TO SUPPLEMENT THAT WITH Two 
OTHER POINTS: WHEN THE SECRETARY ASKED THEM ABOUT 
THEIR VIEWS ON SOME OF THE INTERNAL RECONCILIATION 
ISSUESe FOR EXAMPLE» POWER SHARING, MINISTER 
SHEVARONADZE SAID THAT IN HIS VIEW NATIONAL 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 02 PARIS 24757 08 OF 08 3013252 
RECONCILIATION NECESSARILY MEANT SHARING OF POWER, 
OBVIOUSLY THE SHARERS TO BE DIVIDED AMONG THE PARTIES 
WAS GOING TO BE A DIFFICULT QUESTION. HE ALSO WAS 
HELPFUL ON THIS SECOND POINT--HE HADs BEING HERE A 
LITTLE BIT EARLIER THAN US» HAD HAD SOME MEETINGS WITH 
SOME OF THE OTHERS IN INDOCHINA AND THE SECRETARY 
GENERAL» AND HE TALKED ABOUT HIS IMPRESSIONS ON THOSE 
MEETINGS AS WELL 
OTHER OFFICIAL : THIS IS THE LAST QUESTION... 
Q: IT SEEMS CURIOUS TO ME THAT ARMS CONTROL GOT SUCH 
SHORT SHRIFT HERE» ALTHOUGH I REALIZE IT*S BEING 
DISCUSSED IN ALOT OF OTHER PLACES. WAS THERE A SENSE 
THAT THINGS ARE MOVING ALONG JUST FINE, FOR EXAMPLE, 
ON CFE? ANO THEREFORE THEY DION*T NEED TO TALK ABOUT 
IT HERE» OR DID YOU GET ANY KINO OF A FEELING THAT 
THAT®S GOING TO MOVE ALONG AND THAT THEY*RE GOING TO 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
COME BACK IN SEPTEMBERes. 
A: I THINK THAT THEY*VE MADE CLEAR THAT THEY ARE 
PREPARED» AT LEAST WE BELIEVE THAT THEY ARE PREPARED 
TO RESPOND POSITIVELY ON THIS» THEY*RE SAYING THEY*RE 
GOING TO RESPOND POSITIVELY AND THEY*LL BE COMING BACK 
WITH A RESPONSE. NOW, WE*LL HAVE TO SEE WHAT THAT 
RESPONSE IS. I THINK IT RECEIVED RELATIVELY LIMITED 
ATTENTION BECAUSE THERE WAS A BIG AGENDA THERE» AND 
THEY HAD A LOT OF OTHER THINGS THAT THEY WERE 
INTERESTED IN DISCUSSING. 
As SAID THAT THERE MIGHT SE SOME CONFUSION» THIS 
IS ON GROUND» IN CASE PEOPLE HAON*'T HEARD ME THE 
FIRST TIME AROUND. OEFINITELY ON BACKGROUND AS A 
SENIOR STATE DEPT. OFFICIAL. 
UNCLASSIFIED . 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 03 PARIS 24757 08 OF 08 3013252 
Qt (INAUDIBLE) IF IT*S THE NEXT SESSION OF CFE AND 
NOT THE MINISTERIAL, YOU'RE REFERRING TO ? 
At NOs BUT I THINK THEY ARE MAKING CLEAR THAT THEY 
WILL SE COMING UP WITH THEIR RESPONSE TO WHAT WE HAVE 
TABLEO RELATIVELY SOON. 
Q: (INAUDIBLE) AND THAT WAS AT THE CFE OR AT THE 
MINISTERIALS? 
At I WOULD PRESUME IT WOULD BE AT THE CFE» IN VIENNAy 
BECAUSE YOU*RE TALKING ALLIANCE TO ALLIANCE. ee 
CURLEY 
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A. We discussed with Sihanouk the matter of K.R. participation 
in a transitional gov ° 
is avare of them anyway. He 

basically are, "I’d rather have then 
inside tent than I would 
we did not discuss, as I indicated to J 
with countries the specific sensitive questions of military 








assistance. 

Q. See 6) Fap Sate Sap Sees Salay Contaant chen Ciey ese cum 
a strong military force? 

A. Well, there is a feeling on the of all of the countries 
here that should not be the force. There is no 


country that is arguing that the Khmer Rouge should be the 
dominant force in a transitional government -~ none. 


Q. (IMAUDIBLE) is one thing, and actually curtailing silitary 
operation is another. 


A. Well, the Chinese with that position in the context 
of a ive settlement. They will work to accouplish 
that. t is, that the dominant force not be the Khmer Rouge, 
but be the government headed by Sihanouk. The Chinese, after 
all, you have to remember are very close to Sihanouk ané very 
supportive of Sihanouk. 


Q. Standing just abovt vhere you wage on Priday evening, you 
ave us your prescription for fa. One po was an 

late ceasefire -- the first time we had heard that from an 
American official. Yet, on your speech there wasn’t any 
immediate ceasefire anymore. 


A. Let me explain it to you. 1 you standing right here 
the five elements of a comprehensive settlement. One which is 
“- an immediate ceasefire. I didn’t call for that in iselation 
as a series of steps. I said as a pert of a compehensive 
settlement. Once you get an agreement on a settlement, then 
sone ee , >- fom negee A coasefire. ety. saying we . 
should go re v no agreement try to agreenen 
and try to implement, alone, a ceasefire. I really 
think you misunderstood what I said. 


Q. Why didn’t you mention it in your speech? 


A. I mentioned the ceasefire in ny » I didn’t mention 
immediate, because I didn’t want people to draw the erroneous 
conclusion that you evidently drew from what I said here on 
Priday. The point is we @ ceasefire as a part of a 
rehnensive settlement and when that settlement is reached, we 











it to be an immediate ceasefire. 
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A. We discussed sous of these 
inte detail on that. I really sheul 


steps that -- 
Q. Where does it go from here? 


A. Well, ve’ll Beve to see. You asked me, did we discuss 

fic ? Yes, we 4id. One of the ints I made vas 
dle the stration, the President, to preserve this 
relationship, if possible, we can’t do it alone. We are poins 
to need some help. We are te need some help fren ’ 
and need to understand the way in which the American people 
relate what in China. We're go to need some help 
in terme of their course of action that is -- not turning 
inward and net becoming isolated, as f mentioned earlier. 


Q. What about Colonel Higgins? 


A. We'll bring back and hand cut the President’s typed comments 
he made in Chicago. 


Q. How about what happened? What do knew about vhat 
happened? - 


A. I know what I basically teld you there outside the building. 
I know whet is in the Pres ‘oa etatenent. I know we are 
es tee El ae eae see going to mee: at 2:00 
Wash n time and what else I know, I’m not in a position to 
discuss vith you. 


Q. Wouldn’t you expect an international response because of his 
UN role? 


A. I’m net going to (IMAUDIBLE) with you about that. 


oH ~ you take part in the N8C meeting while you are on this 
plane 


A. It will be a little difficult from here, but I will be 
talking to people. I can’t get inte that. 


Q. Did you say at what point you were told about Higgins. Was 
it before or after the Qian meeting? 


































A. TI can only tell you that I have talked to the Boss today. 

















we different readings froa your message is. 
lled criticism of Iereael for what it did? Ie i 
just a generic dislike for abduction? 


A. I’m not criticising Isreel for what it did. That’s not the 
intention. What I said I think was -- that v 
k ing, in our view, are not the route to peace and that’s 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me make one announcement, then I'll address the matter of 
Colonel Higgins and then we can go onto questions. 


The announcement relates to a joint statement that was 
issued by the United States and Vietnam concerning the program 
that will commence in October 1989 for the resettlement in the 
United States of released re-education center detainees and 
their close family members who wish to emigrate to the United 
States. We'll have the full text of the joint statement. 


I will say this is a statement that we welcome in the 
announcement. The two sides expressed great satisfaction with 
the results achieved and expressed hope that the first group of 
3,000 persons for resettlement in the United States under this 
agreement will depart Vietnam before the end of the year, after 
processing is completed. 


So that entire statement is available in the Press 
Office. 


I'm aware of your intense interest in Colonel 
Higgins. At this point all I really can do is to note that the 
Secretary has described the threats to execute Colonel Higgins 


. @$ outrageous and uncivilized and an affront to the entire 


international community. 


The President spoke for all of us when he expressed 
his deep sense of outrage at these reports, calling it 
"terrorism," but I have nothing further that I can add at this 
point. 


So that said, let me take the questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the offer made by Mr. 
Rabin in Israel this morning? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Isn't it a violation of or isn't it a departure 
from U.S. policy concerning dealing with kidnappers? 


A I said I'm afraid I don't have anything to add at 
this point. I wouldn't want to try to characterize that. 
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Q Was the U.S. aware that [Israel was going to make , 
this offer? 


A I'm afraid I don't have anything on it. 


Q Richard, will there be a National Security 
Council meeting today? 


a The President, in his statement, spoke of meeting 
with his senior National Security advisors. [I don't have any 
date and time or exactly what that meeting will entail, but it 
will be a high-level meeting to discuss the situation. 

Q When is the Secretary due back? 


A The Secretary is due back this evening. 


Q Have you issued or are you considering issuing 
any travel advisories for Americans in Europe or other parts of 
the world? 


A Nothing at this point. 


Q The wire service says that a United Press 
International reporter, as well as some other Western 
reporters, had seen this two-minute tape of Higgins; and they 
say in the story they were sure the dead man was Higgins. Do 
you have any confirmation from government sources that it was? 


A We have seen the reports, but at this point we 
don't have any independent information or confirmation of 
what's in the tape. 


Q When do you expect that you will have officials 
to look at it and be able to determine whether in fact it's Mr. 
Higgins? 


A I just don't know. I don't know where the tape 
is and how soon we'll see it. 


Q Can you indicate if there is an increased state 
of readiness on the part of embassies or at military 
installations where the U.S. is based in the Middle East? 


A Our embassies naturally take appropriate 
precautions when something like this occurs, so I'd expect that 
they're making sure that their level of security is 
appropriate. But I don't have anything further for you on that. 


Q Do you feel that Israel unnecessarily jeopardized 
the lives of American citizens by kidnapping Obaid without 
presumably consulting the United States? 


a I wouldn't want to comment or try to characterize 
that. Sorry. 


Do you have any comment on Senator Dole's 
criticisms of Israel along those same lines? 
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a No, I don't. 


Q There were reports that Colonel Higgins may have 
been killed some time ago. Do you have any intelligence you 
can share now, in light of today's developments, as to whether 
or not you think he was «live as recently as yesterday? 


a No, I don't. We were aware of those reports, but 
I don't have any information on that. 
| Q You did not know whether he was alive or dead as 
of -- 
A I don't have any way of confirming whether those 


reports are true. 


Q What are you doing now to determine, one, if the 
gentleman is alive or dead or recovering the body or contact 
with any group? Is this a passive role, or what are you doing? 


A We'll do what the President said we would do; and 


that is, he's called a meeting of his Nationai Security people, 
first to establish to the best of our ability if the report is 


true. 


Q How do you do that? How do you establish to the 
best of your ability? 


A Well, we collect as much information as is 
available and then we analyze it. 


Q What is the U.S. doing in New York at the U.N. 
with the Security Council's consultations? And do you expect a 
Security Council meeting shortly -- today? 


A I don't have anything specific on that. 


Q Can you say whether the U.S. has been in touch 
with any foreign government after the threat was received to 
try to use their influence against the carrying out of the 
threat? 


A I'm sorry, I can't. 


Q Who will represent the State Department at the 
NSC meeting? 


A I'm not sure it's an NSC meeting. I'm sure it 
will be at senior levels, but I don't know for sure who's going 
to go. 


Q Are you likely to make an ID without a body? 


A Again, that's an area of speculation I'm not 
willing to get into. 


Q Will Secretary Baker be returning earlier than 
7:00 as a result of this development? 
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i There are limits on the ability to reschedule 
things. They will be coming back as planned. 


~ And that time is what? 7:00? 


a Yes, but I think they were running a little late 
in Paris, so I don't think they'll be on time. They'll be back 
this evening. 


Q Do you think the President's meeting with the 
National Security advisors will await the return of Secretary 
Baker? 


A That's a question for the White House, but the 
President indicated he wanted to get on it right away. 


Q Richard, would you state -- perhaps restate -- 
fundamental U.S. policy on hostages and how to liberate them 
and how to retaliate? 


a That was done by Margaret on Friday. I don't 
really have any new things to add to that. What she said on 
Friday was that we hold those responsible for the taking of 
innocent hostages fully responsible for their safety. That's 
our basic position. 


Q Didn't she also say their release should be 
unconditional? 


A That has always been our position. 
Q Is there any change in that position? 
A Not that I'm aware, no. 


Q So then you would be against the Israeli proposal 
to condition their release on the release of Obaid? 


a I said I wasn't going to comment or speculate on 
the -- 


Q But I mean it follows logically, doesn't it? 


A I said I wasn't going to comment or try to 
characterize our position on the Israeli proposal. 


Q When you say that you hold hostage-takers fully 
responsible, that's the passive side. What is the active side 
of that policy? 


a Again, the President said he wanted to get 
together with his National Security people and review the 
Situation. I'm sure they will review what we might do. 


Q But I meant fundamental American policy on the 
active side. 
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a Fundamental American policy on the active side 
has always been to call for the release of hostages. The 
taking of hostages, innocent civilians, is not justified. 
We've always called upon kidnappers to release them safely and 
without condition. 


q What if anything is the Department of State doing 
between now and the time the President meets with his National 
Security advisers? 


a We are following the situation very closely. 
We're getting together whatever information we can, and we'll 
be prepared to contribute to the discussion. 


Q Do you have any information you can share with us? 
a No. I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Does this heighten your concerns for the safety 
vf other hostages in Lebanon? And have you received any 
warnings regarding their welfare? 


a I'm not aware of any other threats or warnings, 
and I wouldn't want to characterize the level of our concern. 
That's something that I'm sure they'll want go over in the 
course of the day. 


Q This group -- the Organization of the Oppressed 
on Earth -- are they known to be holding any of the other 
American hostages? 


A I believe they are. I don't have the specifics 
here with me now. 


Q You don't know which hostages? 
a No, I don't. 
Q New subject? 


Q Just a follow-up. You said you didn't -- you 
weren't aware of any threats against the other hostages, but 
didn't the statement today refer to “the worst is yet to come," 
something like that? 


A I haven't seen the full text of the statement. 
What I've seen didn't have any specific threats. But, again, 
we'll have to defer for later in the day if there's more 
information available. 


Q Will:you brief again? 
A I don't think so, no. 


Q What actions, if any, did the Department take 
from the time of this warning for the proposed execution until 
today as far as working with the Swiss or third parties, what 
have you? 
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A I think I already answered by saying I'm not . 
going to get into any contacts that we may have had on this 
subject. I said we're following the situation closely. We 
have been following it closely. B8ut I don't have anything to 
add on that. 


Q Richard, do you have a task force set up on this? 


A We have people who are following the situation. 
I don't have any specific way to characterize that now. 


Q Has the U.S. urged Israel to cut loose the Sheik 
over *he weekend? 


a I just said I'm not going to get into any 
exchanges we may have had with other governments on the issue. 


Q Try a new subject? 
A Sure. 


Q There are reports over the weekend that the 
Administration is doing everything it can to prevent the 
demobilization of the Contra force on the border in Honduras. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


A Well, I can give you the U.S. position, which is 
that any demobilization and repatriation plan must be 
consistent with the Esquipulas Agreement. The Esquipulas and 
Tesoro Beach agreements require that a process be established 
that will allow Resistance members to re-integrate into 
Nicaragua with full guarantees of their security and civil, 
political and property rights. 


The burden is on the Sandinistas to create these 
conditions and to allow a mechanism to be established to ensure 


- these conditions exist. Thus the timetable for repatriation 


depends on Sandinista action to create the conditions that will 
permit the Contras to have some confidence that they can return 


to Nicaragua with freedom and safety. 


Q Do the conditions exist? You're implying that 
they don't. 


a Well, at this point I think we have been fairly 
vocal in our criticisms of the way the election process is 
going in Nicaragua and of what is taking place there. We don't 
think that Nicaragua is in compliance with its commitments, and 
we think that it should be in compliance with its commitments 
for such conditions to exist. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
decision to limit house demolitions? 


A A very brief one. We are plese to see any 
action which strengthens due process fcr Fa.¢+:inians in the 
occupied territories. 
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Q Going back to the Higgins' affair, is it 
completely out of the question to ask if there's any way that 
the U.S. might retaliate? 


a It's not a question I'm prepared to deal with at 
this point. 


Q What assistance, if any, is being offered to the 
Colonel's family? 


a I don't have anything specific for you on that. 
I'm sure we're in touch with the families, but no specifics. 


Q Last week a Connecticut woman was killed by 
poachers in Kenya. Is there a travel advisory to Kenya; and, 
if not, are people being warned before going there? 


A There is a travel advisory on Kenya. We posted a 
travel advisory in the Press Office. I think it actually went 
up this morning. (t advises Americans that there have been 


instances of attacks on tourists in certain parts of the 
country, including in some national parks. 


Q Richard, one more on Higgins, if you will forgive 
me. The last Administration early on declared that its policy 
vis-a-vis the taking of American hostages or harm to Americans 
overseas would be one of “swift and effective retribution." Do 
those words appear anywhere in the guidance you have in front 
of you? Is that a policy you can reaffirm today? 


a I've read you the guidance I have in front of 
me. I think the Secretary's and the President's statements 
were clear; they were strong. I don't want to try to add to 
them, and I don't want to try to get into speculation about 
what we may do. 


Q On Felix Bloch, in 1985 an Administration 
proposal was put forward for the use of polygraph tests for 
senior Foreign Service Officers, which was rejected at the 
time. The question is, had that proposal been adopted, would 
Felix Bloch have been included in those subjected to the lie 


detector test? 


a That's a very speculative question. Margaret, I 
think, last week expressed very clearly the Secretary's view on 
the polygraphs, and I can give you that record if you need it. 


Q Well, this is a specific question with regard to 
a specific policy proposal that was circulated at the time, and 
it's simply a question of who would have been included under 
et proposal. Could you take that as a question to see if 
that can -- 


iy I don't see any need to take it. It was not a 
policy that was adopted, and I think the matter stands for 
itself. The Secretary's views on the polygraph were very 
firmly expressed by Margaret last week. We can get those for 
you. 
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Q One more question: Any reaction to Von Raab's 
criticism of the State Department not putting the fight against 
drugs at high priority? 


a No. I don't have any reaction to that. 


Q Richard, a final question on a very much lighter 
note. Any comment on the State Department “Watch Report” that 
says the State Department doesn't monitor closely its travel 
advances, citing the case of a Mr. Ludwig von Beethoven who 
received nearly $10,000 in travel advances, traveling under 
Security No. 1234567897 


a I hadn't heard anything about that. We'll look 
into Ludwig's case. (Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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STATE DEPARTMENT TRAVEL ADVANCES 


Q: Any comment on the State Department “Watch Report” (Washington 
Times. 7/31] that says the State Department doesn't monitor 
closely its travel advances. citing the case of a Mr. Ludwig von 
Beethoven who received nearly $10,000 in travel advances, 
traveling under Security No. 1234567897 


A: -- THE ARTICLE IS PARTIALLY CORRECT ABOUT THE SITUATION THAT 
EXISTED AT THE TIME OF HEAR INGS BY THE COMMITTEE ON GOVRERNMENT 


OPERATIONS IN APRIL, 1988. 


-- HOWEVER, THE SITUATION HAS IMPROVED SUBSTANTIALLY IN THE 
MEANTIME. TRAVEL MANAGEMENT IN THE DEPARTMENT HAS UNDERGONE 
EXTENSIVE REORGANIZATION AND WE HAVE IMPLEMENTED MANY INITIATIVES TO 
STRENGTHEN CONTROLS. AS A RESULT, TOTAL OUTSTANDING ADVANCES HAVE 
BEEN REDUCED BY NEARLY 50%, DELINQUENCIES HAVE BEEN REDUCED 
SUBSTANTIALLY, AND RESOURCES HAVE BEEN INCREASED TO PROVIDE FOR 


ENHANCED MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL OF THIS PRIORITY DEPARTMENT FUNCTION. 


-- AT NO TIME WERE FUNDS DISBURSED TO A MR. BEETHOVEN. THIS 
SUSPENSE ACCOUNT HAS BEEN AUDITED BY BOTH THE GAO AND A PRIVATE 


ACCOUNTING PIRM, WITH NO INDICATION OF FRAUD UNCOVERED. 
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MR. FITZWATER: All right, let me just. bring you up to 
date in the sense of -- since the President's return to the Oval 
Office. Had a very brief session, really just to organize the 
afternoon. The President is making phone calls, going over papers 
SS FRENS SEED SEQESSS SS UES GleS Cie. Let me get ay other 
paper here. 


Q All related to this matter, Marlin? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 
Q Who'd he call? 


MR. FITZWATER: Not entirely. There are some other 
SP ass have the FSX issue for you' in a few minutes. All 
r ’ e-- 


Q You mean he's going to veto the FSX today? 


MR. FITZWATER: The President has already expressed his 
outrage. You have his words from Chicago as well as from the South 
Grounds upon his arrival. His concern now is to thoroughly and 
responsibly review the information at hand, to receive the 
assessments of his senior advisors and to ensuré that close 
monitoring of the situation continues. The President's utmost 
concern is for the lives of the hostages. 


We will have a meeting at 5:30 p.m. -- which the 
President referred to on the South Grounds -- in the Cabinet Roon. 
It is not a National Security Council meeting, but rather will 
include a number of staff people, national security advisors 
certainly, the Secretary of Defense -- Under of State 
because Secretary Baker is still in Paris, although he'll be back 
probably around midnight tonight, which was his normal return tine. 
And other Cabinet members that the President chooses to call. 


Q So there's an ad hoc group who'll be putting 
together an approach in this meeting then, huh? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 
Q Scowcroft coming back? 


Q Quayle? 


MR. FITZWATER: General Scowcroft has been in Colorado 
briefing former President Ford in one of his routine updates of ' 
former idents and he will be returning -- is returning -- will be 


here later thie afterncon. 
9 Marlin, is that @ change from his oric,inal schedule 
-= Boeewereft 
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MR. FITZWATER: I don't know what his -- I don't know. 


will you tell us who's in the meeting when you 
finally get the list? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, we'll try and do that this evening. 
Q Who did he call when he arrived?. 
MR. FITZWATER: The President, after he returned, called 
Baker, who was just landing in Shannon, Ireland. He called 
Webster at the CIA, Under Secretary Eagleburger -- just to get 
the latest information from then. 


We still do not have confirmation on the death of Colonel 
Higgins. We have seen the videotapes, as all of you have, and -- : 


Q Has the President seen those videotapes? 
MR. FITZWATER: Just on television, yes. 


Q Ie there any way, by just looking at that 
television, for our experts to know when that picture was 


MR. FPITSWATER: Well, I don't know what all the 


intelligence techniques are. I mean, in this day and age, I would 
expect a certain amount of ability along those 1 , but 1 expect it 
on the quality of the film and so forth. But I think they 


can tell a good deal about that sort of thing. 


Q Can you set the scene for when and where the 
President saw this tape? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, it's been running every few minutes 
on CNN all day long, and his television set is in his office just off 
the Oval Office. 


Q What do -- 

Q And that's where he first saw it? 
Q Back in the White House? 

MR. FITSWATER: Yes. 

Q What about -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Just to back up a little bit, if ‘re 
interested, you probably already know this. Since you were with hin, 
i Se ae See eee it than I do. But he was first told of 

is incident at approximately 9:50 a.m. I guess he was in the 
meee Maye just getting ready to go out on the speech. He 
mely said he wanted to return to Washington -- simply felt that 
it was appropriate to be here because he knew this would a time of 
concern. 











Q Marlin, 9:50 a.m. Ie that Eastern or Central Tine? 


MR. FITZWATER: Central. I mean, give or take five or 10 
minutes. I mean, I don't know the exact time. And he just thought 
it was appropriate to be here in Washington and to consider this 
matter from the White House. And so the return was made. 


Right after the » which was about 11:00 a.a. 
Central Time, he did call Robin Higgins, again, as he related to you. 
on the South Grounds, his concern, told her that we didn't 


have confirmation at that time and said he admired her strength and 
courage in thie situation and offered his sympathy to her. 


The -- from Air Force One, a little after 1:00 p.m., he 
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called Perez de Cuellar, Secretary General of the United Nations, and 
asked that he demand a return of the body if indeed he is dead and 
Cuellar was hopeful still that 
have any private knowledge. He 
said he would do what he could. 


We have very little new information to offer at this 
time. The reason for the meeting be held at 5:30 p.m. was to give 
a chance for all the appropriate agencies to pull together their 
ere po make an assessment as best they could and bring it to 
that session. 


wn 80 + ah ay ao niente be to wait. The > indicated out 
on grounds t ve something -- or we t have 

something afterwards, but I can't promise that. We'll just have to 
wait for the meeting. 


Q Marlin, how are you treating this latest threat on 


: 
§ 
i 
z 
E 
: 


Cicippio? 
Q And Terry Waite? 
Q And Terry Waite? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we treat any threat as a serious 
situation and repeat the statements that we have made all weekend, 
that we hold those people who took them responsible for their safety, 
urge their immediate release, and find that these threats are just 
simply another extension of the barbarous act that has already been 
alleged and that we have the tape of for Colonel Higgins. 


Q If I may follow up, Marlin, Pp ae what does it 
mean when you say we hold them fully responsible? That presumes that 
some — action is going to be taken, or is it just empty 
rhetoric 





MR. FITSWATER: Well, we don't speculate on actions, but 
the government certainly expresses its interest, its concern, its 
will, and we consider matters from all perspectives, but we 
can't speculate on what actions might be taken. 


Q Marlin, had the President contemplated his options 
and had any discussions with aides or consultations about this before 
this morning? 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, over the -- 


Q Because the threat was present before this morning's 
events, so -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


Q -- what did he -- has he been thinking about this 
all weekend or what? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, yes, the President, of course, was 
at Camp David this weekend. As know, on Sunday we released a 
statenent ror if any of you oe oe ne ily a a 
kidnappers o cy tye — responsible for r safety. 
We thoee who have influence with hostage holders to do 
everyenin ee ee Se SP ED CERES WS Cyeee Gaeuagee os 

cans. , 


At the same time, that méssage in varied forms was also 
relayed directly to all of the relevant parties in the region. 


Q Rafsanjani? 


MR. FITZWATER: And I won't mention y ay — 
countries or individuals, but you may be assured t everyone who 
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has a stake or has an influence in the hostage matter was notified by 
the American government of our concerns, our intentions and our 


policies. 
Q What are our intentions? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, the ones that I simply stated -- 
qheus ons overall interest in holding responsible whoever is 
lived. 


Q I just want to follow up, Marlin, if I can. We're 
given to believe by what you say here now that the President's coming 
back to and ——Y off this trip was really an effort to 
do the te thing and display the appropriate sense of concern 
patho thin to eet hack here te the White Bouse ce thet he 
can quarterback some course of action. What ‘ve told us now about 
the weekend raises at least the possibili t some course of 
i y indeed havé been t ahead of time. And I's 

amore S° See, © Sense oF ch is ch and how we should weigh 
ion, which inevitably engenders expectations 
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You mean retaliation? 


MR. FITSWATER: I won't @peculate on a course of action. 


Q Did he talk to Secretaries, say, Baker, General 
Scowcroft, anybody about how to deal with of this nature 
over the weekend? 


MR. FITSWATER: The President? I don't know what staff 
the President talked to over the weekend. But you may assume ve 
wouldn't be sending communications to private foreign parties without 
those individuals being involved. 


Did the President speak to the Israelis over the 
weekend? Did he to them today on his -- before he came back to 
Wash -- about Rabin's hostage swap offer? And has he spoken to 
them since he's returned or -- 


MR. FITZWATER: The President has not spoken to then 
~ yoy S They, of course, are aware of our position. They're aware 
of the ident's comments eae | regar’'n7 Israel's action. And 
ee oe Coe oe Se See on ' Soncerns on this 
ma . 











Q Did communicate the Rabin offer to the U.S. 
government in any way before it was made public? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, we had no prior knowledge. 
Do we want them to release -- two questions. One, 


Q 
you haven't mentioned Secretary Cheney. Will he or Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs be coming to this meeting at 5:30 p.m.? 
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MR. FITZWATER: I don't have a list, although I assume 
they will, yes. 


Q And, until yesterday, was President Bush confident 
that Colonel Higgins was still alive? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think we've ever been able to say 
otherwise and that still is our situation. We've never known the 
exact status of any of the kidnapped hostages. But we always assune 
that they are alive unless we have information to the contrary. So 
it has always been our working assumption that he is alive. 


Q The deadline has been set in the case of Cicippio, I 
believe, for tomorrow night. They've already made good on one 
deadline. Is this situation not somehow different from past hostage 
crises that we've faced before? And does it require the President to 
issue some sort of warning about Cicippioc? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, there also are warnings in the wire 
services this afternoon about Terry Waite. I don't know whether 
there are others or not. Certainly that's all a part of our 
consideration, but I would not comment with any specificity with 


regard to any one hostage. 


Q I've two ions. The first is -- you know, 
Senator Dole got up sort of blasted the Israelis on the Senate 
floor this a barically blaming them for this murder. Do we 
agree -- dces the White Kouse agree with Dole and do we want them to 
release the Sheik Obeid -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we wouldn't speculate on what we 
wanted Israel to do. 


Q You said they understood our attitude. I mean, do 
they know what -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, understand our position -- 
that we don't negotiate with terror > 


Q Yes, that is a general -- 


Q But what about blaming him though? What about what 
Dole said? I mean, he says put us in this awful ition. They 
never consider what's going to to Americans -- t kind of 


th 
do share the Senator's concerns, but we would not make any direct 


comment on his statements other than to t the President's words 
of Friday where he said that he did not kidnapping and violence 
helps the cause of peace. 


Okay, second question. 
Marlin, are you saying many people here in the white 
country in general? 


MR. FITZWATER: Oh, they know who they are. 

Q Can you give us -- 

Q I was talking -- 

MR. FITSWATER: Yes, seriously, I wouldn't try to nane— 


names. 
Q -- some sense of the feeling of urgency in these 

meetings with the of a second American hostage being hanged 

tomorrow at 11:00 rn Time? They clearly carried through on this 


threat. There is reason, therefore, to believe they're going to do 
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another one. What is the feeling here a a cee =~ the tine 
pressure that you're under? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I think the anpeney is self-evident 
by the nature of the act and the nature of the situation. And, in 
that sense, we have had to live with this urgency for many months. 


Se 6 Vea Sores Sore o: Seeeeeieny tee Sagese Se Sere Se 
endure -- certainly the families, certa Sey Se people of this 


country, certainly the government. oo Sey Bee Se the 
sense a the situation that we've gale gual aca the threats 
ahead of us. 


But, by the same token, we have to consider this 
situation from a realistic stenteolak. and that realiss is also 
something we've had to live with for the better of two or three 
~on ge ged AR By. tA FR hostages are being 
held or who is holding them or who the perpetrators are and and that 
intelligence in that area is very difficult. 


So there are a lot of very difficult issues here that 
make one yA wig A cautiously with other countries, but nevertheless, 
Sales. it <e eupeny of our personal outrage and our national 


. Q Are you saying those realities apply here in this 
case 


MR. FITZWATER: I think those realities apply in every 
case, as far as I know. 


Marlin, since the President did criticize the 
Israeli nidumeten doesn't it follow that he would favor his release 
-- the release of the sheik Obeid? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I just don't want to speculate. 
I don't have such more here. 
Q I'm not sure if this has cone before. 
state for the record the Bush administration policy on ae 
with terrorists? 


MR. FITEWATER: We aré opposed to negotiating with 
terrorists. 


Marlin, an official from Iran today han his 
sonore a sorrow, whatever for the death of 
Colonel Higgins. Has there been any direct communication between the 
U.S. and Iran since this report came out? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I would only repeat first of all -- 


or the words of Bob Gates on Air Force One where he said 
that we've ye felt the Iranians do have a of influence in 
this situation, al we're never quite certain the degree of 
seubeek os how Gach influence that 1c. an ak are aware 
of this situation, of our interest, and they are rty in the 
region and certainly are aware of poseibit ties here. And 
if they can help, we'd sure like them to 


Q Does the U.S. in any way hold Iran -- 
MR. FITZWATER: We'll be back at 5:30 p.m. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:55 P.M. EDT 
#83-07/31 
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MR. FITZWATER: The President met with his security 
advisors this morning from 11:00 a.m. until around 12:30 p.m. to 
review the latest information on the situation in the Middle East, to 
hear status reports from his advisors and to generally assess the 
situation that we find today. 


We continue to consider the matter of Colonel Higgins. 
The tape recording has been secured and is being reviewed, but we 
still cannot offer any confirmation of his death or the circumstances 
surrounding it. 


The attendees this morning included the President and 
Vice President, of course; Secretary Baker, who has returned fros 
Paris; Deputy Eagleburger; Cheney; Admiral Crove, 
the Chairman of the Jo Chiefs of Staff; Webster, Director of 
the CIA; NSC Advisor Scowcroft; Attorney General Thornburgh; Chief of 
Staff Sununu and Deputy NSC Advisor Bob Gates. 


I might just add parenthetically that for the President, 
for Secretary Baker and for Admiral Crowe, they have been a 
number of hostage situations and responses over the last severa 
years and they br considerable experience to reviewing these kinds 
of problems. I ion that only to emphasize the importance that 
everyone acknowledges in taking the time to fully ascertain the 
facts, to give a thorough assessment of the situation, to coordinate 
and diplomatically contact our allies and anyone else who has 
information on these kinds of issues and to generally give the matter 
a very thorough kind of assessnent. 











I'm sure you've all seen the statement that the President 
issued last night, so I don't need to go into that egain. But 
suffice to say the situation today remains about the same. We have 
eB eg BR. Bh ghey A oy We have no 
confirmation of those and, i ’ of the reports are 
conflicting and called from different locations and two different 
sources, and so we really are very reluctant to comment with any 
degree of confidence in the timing or any of the specificity of those 
threats. Nevertheless, are troublesome and very discouraging to 
us as we follow this situation. 


The President is personally very concerned, very involved 
in directing the review of this matter. He has expressed his 
personal outrage and openly has talked about the frustration in 
dealing with this kind of situation. 


I think with that I'll turn it over to questions. The 
daily schedule, as know, is relatively blank with the exception 
of Congressional Barbecue tonight. 


Q Were any decisions made today on any of the options? 
And one official is being quoted that military action is within the 


MORE #84-08/01 








—————————— Ll 
142¢ 


-2- 
realm. Is that the way you see it? 


MR. FITZWATER: This session was primarily informational 
and assessing.the knowledge that we have and knowledge that we would 
like to have. We never discuss options -- certainly not military 
options -- and I just can't go into that aspect of it. Obviously, in 
any review of the situation like this, there are options of every 
kind that are considered and discussed, but there is nothing that I 
can report today in terms of any change in course. 


Q I mean, have there been any decisions? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, not that -- probably not that would 
qualify in terms of announceable decisions, no. But on the other 
hand, there are always a series or ——— of decisions that are made 
in terms of further analysis, further review, avenues of exploration 
-- that sort of thing -- that are made. 


Q Marlin, what are we telling Israel about this swap 
idea that they've raised? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we point simply to our policy. Our 
policy has been very clear, that we do not = ate for the release 
of hostages. We have -- the President has two or three 
statements now -- I believe at least three public statements of sone 
length and those sentiments have been expressed privately to all of 
the countries in the region as well as a number of other countries 

diplomatic channels. We have continuing and close contacts 
with Israel on this situation. 


I would say just as background to that that Israel is a 
eee ally of the United States. We have an enduring and vibrant 
relationship and interest in continuing their security, and that 
certainly has not changed and will not change. And we have been in 
close contact with Israel in the last few days on this situation. So 
they have been kept aware of our position and they know our policy on 
these matters. 





Isreel is a sovereign -- just one addendum -- Israel is a 
sovereign nation. They have a different policy with regard to 
a tay oe Regge we have. But they are fully aware of our feelings on 
s matter. 


Q Could you give us a little background the 
President's statement of last night -- why it came at the time that 
it did and to what extent it was aimed at Israel, to what extent it 
-- I mean, it's one of those statements that would seem to be an 
articulation of an obvious wish on the part of the United States 
government. How did it come about that he releases such a statement 
as thie in the middle of the night? 





MR. FITZWATER: The timing was such that we -- when the 
President concluded his —— with the congressional leaders it was 
around -- I don't know, actually -- 7:00-7:30 p.m. last evening -- 
something like that. The President returned to the Residence at the 
time we put the lid on. And subsequent to that there were, of 
course, private review continuing an assessment by the intelligence 
agencies and by National Security Advisor Brent Scowcroft, Governor 
oe Bob Gates and others -- certainly other departments and 
agencies. 


Of particular concern on their mind at the time, and as 
it still is, were the threats of death to other ,» and the 
fact that we had a continuing concern in that area led thes to 
believe that a statement like this could be — in terns of 
showing all the countries or parties in the region a way to reduce 
tensions, to making clear our overall position and to hopefully have 
= impact on those who sight be contemplating those kinds of 
actions. 


The statement was discussed with me at about 10:00 p.m. 
-- G€id some more review after that and I think I called it out to the 
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wires at about 10:30 p.m. So that's essentially the background of 
how it came about. But I would say primarily it was focused on the 
situation we find then and now of continuing threats against 
hostages, the. fact that we still have eight hostages in captivity, 

the fact that we don't know their status and that we believe, or at 
pa we certainly hope, that there are those in the region who would 
like to take some actions to reduce tension. 


Q Marlin, is it fair to take that statement to mean 
that the United States would think it consistent with it or 
appropriate in light of it -- for Israel to release its captive with 
or without release of other hostages? 


MR. FITZWATER: We wouldn't try to tell any other country 
what to do. We would make our policy clear in terms of hcw we would 
conduct ourselves and how -- what our at‘itude would be on this 
paw 9 ve ~~ and we have done that. But that would be the limits of our 
guidance. 


Q But what does a statement from the President of the 
United States saying that hostages should be released sean to those 
who might be holding American hostages? I don't understand what's in 
it for them. Why does that encourage them to be any more civilized 
than they've been so far? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we have seen the beginning of -- 
indeed, are in the middle of a cycle of viclence and threats that 


whole circle sround the in the Middle East. And we would 
hope that one of the parties there or all of the parties there 
would see this an an ity to break that cycle and to find 
reason to release the as the best way of preventing any 


further bloodshed of any kind. 





Q Wasn't this a call on Israel to release this guy? I 
mean, that's got to be what was meant here, right? 


MR. FITZWATER: Waen't it a what? 
Q A call on Iereel to release the Sheik? 





MR. FITZWATER: It's a call on anyone who is holding 
hostages to release then. 


Q And including Israel to release the Sheik? 


MR. FITZWATER: It's a call on all the countries in the 
region who -- 





Q It waen't very subtle. 


MR. FITEWATER: It's a call on all the countries of the 
ion who have hostages to release them and try to create « 
different environment in that area. 


Q Marlin, there are some reports -- 
Q Can I follow up? Can I follow up? 
MR. FITZWATER: Sure. 


Q Was there any concern that, in issuing a statement 
like that, it would look as we were pressuring Israel to do 
that and, therefore, = foe some kind of a vi to the terrorists 
-- gaying, look, the U.S. is leaning on its ally Ierael for this, we 
-- you know, victory -- terrific? 


MR. FITZWATER: We continue to repeat, first of all, the 
President's words of ay! night -- that we do not believe 
kidnapping is in a =. nterest of the peace process in the 
ion; that our | not to negotiate with terrorists for their 
release or to dea tage takers. And out of that policy it 
seems to us @ very saeaeen kind of plea to ask all countries in the 
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region to release their hostages and change the environment. 


Q Marlin, do we regard the Sheik es a hostage or as a 
prisoner? Israel says he is a terrorist they have taken prisoner. 
We certainly seize terrorists, let's say, in the wake of the Achille 
Lauro and did it proudly. Wow, is he a hostage or a prisoner? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't want to dictate any political 
terms for political purposes. It's fairly clear his status to all 
and you can apply most all those terms in one way or another. 


But, Marlin, could you clarify? Because the 
Israelis make the point that they regard him es a prisoner. If he is 
a prisoner, he's not covered by the President's plea. If he's a 
hostage, he is. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I think it's pretty clear he vas 


ane Beyond that, it's not in our interest to worry about 
semantics. The situation is clear to everybody. 


Q Marlin, isn't this a strange time to be having a 
barbeque? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, Sarah, we didn't pick the timing of 
either of these events in terms of their relationship to each other. 


Q Why don't they call off the barbeque? 


MR. FITZWATER: The barbeque has been scheduled for «a 
long time. I emphasize that, although today's business is a little 
shortchanged because we intended to be out of town. For all 
practical purposes, we are still conducting the day's business here. 
It's not business as usual, but on the other hand, I see no need to 
cancel this event in view of these activities. The President 
continues to sonitor them and will continue to do business at hand in 
concert with tonight's events. 


Q Any coverage of that? 
MR. FITZWATER: It will be standard pool coverage. 








Q Well, semantics could count in this case because it 
sounds like in your statement and from what you've said here today 
that you're equating Israel's holding of the Sheik to whoever's 
holding of our hostages. Are they one-in-the-same sort of situation? 


MR. FITZWATER: Again, I's just not willing to play the 
titles game. I would repeat our policy -- that we do not believe 
that we should negotiate for hostages. And I don't think you have to 
get into definitional terms to understand what that policy means. 





Q An Isreeli official -- I think it was Ambassador 
Netanyanu -- said they have been interrogating Sheik Obeid and 
ting a lot of very valuable information about the hos taking, 
nelud the involvement of other countries, and he specifically 
menti Iranian involvement. Have we learned anything fron the 
interrogation that's been going on? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I can't comment on our intelligence 


exchanges of information in that regard. We just are not prepared to 
say. 


Q But if we are able to establish Iranian involvement 
with Colonel Higgins, does that mean then that we can hold Iran 
ible in such the same way we did with Libya when we learned of 
their involvement in that German nightclub bombing? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I just wouldn't want to speculate 
on thie particular case, Pat. We've always said that we've felt Iran 
had «a deal of influence on the hostages and on the hostage 
situation, but we're not prepared to go beyond that. 
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Q Marlin, in the last 24 hours, have you gotten any 


encouraging signals or signs of cooperation from either the 
government of Iran or the government of Syria? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, as I said, we've had a number of 

exchanges with the parties in the region. We have -- those have been 

our ambassadors, or through cables, or through other kinds of 
communications. It's very difficult to characterize -- I wouldn't 
charecterize any individual report. I would say overall that we have 
found a good deal of sympathy for the situation. We have had 
expressions of support and an interest in helping, but I wouldn't 
want to attribute those to any specific source. 


Q Is there anything beyond expressions of support? 
MR. FITZWATER: Like what? 
Q Any action? Any intervention? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, not -- I couldn't report any 
specific comments or reactions to that effect. 


Q If you said the schedule is blank -- no meetings 
other than the barbeque -- would any other seet then be related 
to this and did the President have any other seet ? 


MR. FITZWATER: He is having other meetings today, yes, 


but ‘re all internal staff meetings -- seetings on S&L and 
disability and -- 
Q Lucas. 


MR. FITZWATER: -- Lucas and those kind of things, but 
not on this issue, no. 





Q He's not meeting with any outsiders from third 
countries or anything? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wot to my knowledge, no. 


a Marlin, do 7 ak y Se —_ Sheik Obeid was 
nvo of Hi we why are we not 
seeking his fhe kidnapping Sesttibien rather than his release? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know what evidence we have, 
Gerry. I've not heard that discussed. 


Q Marlin, on another point, if I could -- is there « 
division among the President's senior advisors on how tough to be on 
Israel on this matter? 


MR. FITEZWATER: The President's advisors are all in 
agreement on our attitude towards all of the countries in the region, 
including Ierael. We have had contacts with thes. There is no 
question about our relationship with Israel, about our lasting and 
ee ye py By A+- And the contacts that have been sade 
back and f have been described and discussed, and I don't think 
there is any difference of opinion on how that has proceeded. 


Q Marlin, on Friday the United States’ ition was 
that the Israelis hed not -- we were not willing to call this «a 








kidnapping or a -- the Sheik. Wow, today you've said it's 
pretty clear he was kidnapped. aS ee the 
definitions here, crossed the line in policy, and do we now classify 


it as one of these two things? 


MR. FITZWATER: I have not seen definitional issue 
raised such as thie. Your questions here «are firet exposure I've 
had to this. It has not come up in any of the meetings with the 
President. The President and others have referred to this various 
ways from the very beginning as kidnapping, hostege-taking, et 
cetera. So I am -~- it's a non-issue as far as I have heard in terns 
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of the internal discussions of the administration. 


Q So the President's statement then, ve can assune, 
does apply to. the state of Israel. You're nc’ seeking any semantic 
escape hatch concerning the Shiek? 


MR. FITZWATER: The statements speak for themselves in 
terms of the words that are used. I don't think when they were made, 
either Friday night or yesterday or today, that any of them were made 
with the thought in mind that they gave us escape or they gave us 
cover or anything like that. 


Q Well, on Friday the President explicitly did not 
discuss Israel. He gave a general answer, which you know was worked 
out in advance -- the same answer that Baker gave -- which was 
designed to avoid addressing this issue. That's the point. 


MR. FITZWATER: I've never heard that discussed. I don't 
know -- the President -- 


Q When you say “all countries -- * 


MR. FITZWATER: The President's statement -- let me read 
these to you. The President's statement on Friday was -- which vas 
off-the-cuff and at a conference, not in advance -- 
said, "I don't think kidnapping and violence helps the cause of 
peace.” There's the word "kidnapping." The President's statement on 
July 3ist was, again, off-the-cuff at the arrival back in EN 


where he said, ate tate teak El ts ee a a ee --" And 
let's see, I don't know that I need to read all th —— 
me like it uses all of the words that we had talked about. 





Q Marlin, would it be fair to say that the statement 
last night -- 


MR. FITZWATER: The one last night does too. 


— -- applied to Israel and all other countries in the 
region 


MR. FITZWATER: I would say the statement last night 
applied to all countries in the region, but I would not name any 
specific country. 


Q And not excluding any? 
MR. FITZWATER: I wouldn't name any countries. 


Q Marlin, lest night an Iereeli official said 
that he was Secctetely confident the ident didn't sean that 
Isreel should unilaterally release the Shiek without some kind of 
exchange. Is he wrong in assuming that? 


MR. FITZWATER: We believe the statement speaks for 
iteelf in terms of the President wanting all the hostages released. 
Our policy is clear on not trading or negotiating or swapping 
hostages, and that's not an issue that anyone should sisunderstand. 








Q Marlin, you said the statement speaks for itself, 
you said a few sinutes ago you hoped the statement was a helpful 
vay to reduce tensions. Are you trying to signal that we're not 
— to make any military atteck or any -- is the President trying 
signal there's no threat, don't kill the hostages? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not sending signals. I's simply 
ing that the statement is clear, that we believe the best way to 
tension in the area is to release the hostages. 


Q Marlin, in the timing of the statement released last 
night, was it just sort of the natural evolution of events as you 
explained it? Are you saying that there was no concern at all that 
the President might look weak if he didn't have something to say this 
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morning in light of what had been said in the driveway by 
congressional leaders and others? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. We're not concerned about that. 
Q Nobody discussed that at all? 
MR. FITZWATER: Wo, never. 


Q Marlin, this new cycle of violence that you referred 
to was begun with the abduction of Obeid. Has the U.S. directly 
conveyed to Isreel our concern, displeasure, anger, whatever, over 
that abduction and the fact thet it put American lives in jeopardy? 


MR. FITZWATER: As I said, we have hed contacts with 
parties in the region since this abduction was first made public, and 
the public statements that we have made have all been expressed 
privately. The countries in the region are all familiar with our , 
position. And again, we don't discuss specific diplomatic exchanges, 
but you may be assured that all of the countries in the region are 
avare of our feelings on this matter. 


Q Ie the U.S. concerned that the Israel did not 
consult with the U.S. prior to the abduction, one, or prior to this 
last-minute hostage swap that was offered? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we've hed any number of exchanges 
since then. We did not have prior knowledge of the action that they 
took, but we've had numbers of discussions since then, which I's not 
at liberty to go into. 


Q Marlin, I was just handed a piece of wire copy here 
-- it's Reuters out of Beirut that says Lebanese kidnappers of 


Cicippio said Tuesday they've del killing his for 48 hours in 
to "friendly eppeals.* ,» are any of these is 

eening Gizestiy from the United States government? Is this 

government in contact directly or indirectly with the kidnappers? 


MR. FITZWATER: We don't know who the k are, 80 
obviously the anewer is no. By the same token, the Pres ‘s 
statement last night wes transmitted, again, to any number of parties 
in the region and his other statements have been made available 
through any number of sources. We certainly hope that the ki rs 
ere aware of our position and of the President's appeal last night. 
But, beyond that, I can't draw any correlation. We just don't know. 





Q Do you draw any correlation from such a conclusion 
-- from such a comment? 





MR. FITZWATER: Well, only the general one, that ve 
ultimately for the release of all the prisoners. And it's difficult 
> Se = inion on Gelay or any new deadline because ve 
feel should be no lines, there should be no hostages, and 
we call upon these countries to totally release the prisoners. 





Q Does this conform with our knowl ? Do we know 
that this has been delayed and have we heard about Terry Waite or -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We don't. We do not have independent 
confirmation -- 


Q Did he bring you news then? I mean, did you not 
know about this until you heard this wire story? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I'd not heard about that. 


And we do not have confirmatory knowledge of any of the 
other threats, as far as that » The other threats that have been 
called in to redio stations news reports -- we have the sane 
information that you have from the press, but we have no independent 
confirmation of any of those. 
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Q But have we had a friendly response from Iran or 
Syria or a cooperative -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm just -- we just cannot compromise -- 
we cannot characterize our diplomatic exchanges with them. Again, we 
would confine it to say that we have talked to all the parties; we 
have had responses from, I think, all the parties that we've talked 
to; but we just cannot go into specifics. 


Q Marlin, how does the equation change if you find out 
that Higgins had been murdered earlier and it was not directly 
related to the Israeli kidnapping? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I just don't want to offer 
speculation on that point. We don't have any information or 
knowledge that would confirm his death or the timing of his death, if 
it's indeed -- 


Q But was this discussed in the meeting -- the idea 
that -- how does everything change if it is determined? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we just aren't willing to speculate 
on those kinds of questions. We are studying the film and looking 
for better answers, seeking out other experts and other opinions, 
trying to come up with better answers. But at this point, ve aren't 
willing to engage in speculation about other scenarios. 


Q Marlin, one of the parties that has said he would 
intervene with Iran on behalf of the hostages was Soviet Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze, who is in Tehran. Have we talked to the 
Soviets in any way and asked for their help -- if they could be of 
some help in the hostage situation? 


MR. FITZWATER: Secretary Baker met with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze on his recent trip. I don't know the exact t of 
their meeting. had general discussions. And certainly everyone 
is aware of the Soviet influence in various parts of the Middle East, 
but we did not ask them for specific intervention. On the other 
hand, they certainly are aware of the problem, aware of the 
situation, and we would like anyone who can be an influence for 
release of the hostages to do what they can. 


Q Marlin, there's been a lot of comment that the 
reason that the kidnappers of the U.S. hostages are exacting such a 
high price or have threatened to do so is because they are fearful of 
the amount of information that the Israelis are going to be able to, 
or maybe already have, exacted from the Sheik, given his position 
within the organization. Why wouldn't -- shouldn't we assume -- you 
have refused to comment on intelligence relations, but why shouldn't 
we assume, given all that you said earlier about the good relations 
between the U.S. and Israel, that this information that's —s 
forth from the Sheik is being provided the United States since it 
concerns U.S. citizens? 


Q Maybe it is. 
MR. FITZWATER: Well, I just simply can't comment on 
intelligence matters like that and what kind of information we do 
- We certainly have been talking to Israel. We have close 
ties with them in this area, obviously. But we just are not willing 
to speculate on what kind of information has been transpired here. 


Q So you're not saying speculate -- you know, but you 
just can't say, isn't that right? 


Q In the past, Marlin, did we not -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not willing to speculate with you. I 
mean -- what do you mean? 


Q I mean, well, you say speculate, but is it more a 
matter that you can't disclose? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Well, that we wouldn't disclose, yes. 


Q. Marlin, in the past, did we not get offers from Iran 
to return the hostages if we were to give them their assets which had 
been frozen over here? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I generally recall that. of 
course, I recall, over the last two or three years, offers of every 
kind to that effect, so I don't know what that means. 


Q So those assets have already gone now to some other 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know the exact status of those, 
Sarah. I'd have to check those. 


Q Are you going to do anything about that and is this 


MR. FITZWATER: We have always said and, indeed, it is 
our policy not to trade for hostages or negotiate for hostages or to 
pay for hostages. And we have continually -- 


Q Doesn't it -- 


MR. FITZWATER: -- let me just finish -- ve have 
continually maintained that there is not a relationship between the 

and Iranian assets. There never have been and our policy 
continues that there won't be. 





Q Marlin, what was the President's reaction to the 
Senate Judiciary Committee's killing Lucas' nomination and how soon 
will he nominate someone else to the job? 


MR. FITSWATER: The Committee's action on Mr. Lucas is 
pies Re mag A egy We felt Mr. Lucas was 
idate. He is a good man -- felt he deserved better treatment and 
Geserved that position. And in terms of where we go from here, we're 
ee on ee OS a en ee ee at this 
t ° 


Q Would you consider a recess appointment? 


Q Marlin, Senator Dole has suggested that the 
President appoint him as -- I think Lucas as a recess intment, 
which would put him in the job until December 3ist. Is t 
possible? Is that under consideration? And was that worked out in 
advance with the White House or did Dole free-lance on this one? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know whether he had any 
discussions with the White House, or not. Wo decisions have been 
made, however, about either Mr. Lucas’ future or how ve night 
approach the job at the Justice Department. We were informed of the 
Committee's action late this morning -- I think it was around 10:50 - 
10:55 a.m. The President immediately went into this other peeting at 
11:00 a.m. He has not had a chance to focus on that, or at least he 
wouldn't have up until around 1:00 p.m. 








Q Has anyone talked to Heflin about this? 

MR. FITZWATER: Wot to my knowl + I don't -- I'm not 
sure I can say that though, Brit. You mean like last night or 
yesterday -- 

Q Yes. I mean, did you ever try to get him -- 

MR. FITZWATER: I don't know, I don't know. 

Q Marlin, if - get a confirmation on the reported 
delay, could you let us know 
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MR. FITZWATER: Yes, I will. 


Q Is the President satisfied with the amount -- the 
level and the quality of the American intelligence in the Middle 
East? Is it better than it was when the kidnapping started four or 
five years ago? 


MR. FITZWATER: We're satisfied that our intelligence 
community is doing the best it can and that it has very 
intelligence where it can. But, obviously, we would always like to 
have better, and it is a fact of life that intelligence about this 
situation is very difficult. 


Q But is it any better than it was maybe four or five 
years ago? You say you still don't know who's holding the hostages 
or where any of them are. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think that speaks to our 
information gathering as much as it does to the nature of the 
situation. Those of you who have looked into the situation there in 
Lebanon and, particularly in Beirut, are aware of the way the hostage 
takers can move around and change locations and the natural 
pe a that are offered them by the environment there. And this 

s not a matter for self-criticiss, but rather is a — difficult 
situation on the ground that we deal with as best we can 


Q Marlin, two questions -- one logistics, one 
substance. On logistics, will the President have remarks at the 
barbecue? About what time should they appear? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe he has any formal 
remarks. He always sakes a few informal remarks at sone point. 
We'll take the pool in for his remarks, whatever they may be, but I 
don't know when that would be. 


Q No guesstinmate? 
MR. FITZWATER: No. 


Q Okay. On ete David Jacobsen, former hostage, 
- might be aware, was hi y critical this morning of 
istration ro! in deal a with the issue, saying it's 
been handled all wrong for several years now both 
aduinistrations; that it should be under the control of the Justice 
Department as a criminal matter rather than a foreign policy matter; 
that this business of not knowing who the kidnappers are is 


sophistry, that we know who they are and ‘re operating under a 
number of different names, but we know who are; that we should 
be talking to them; that -- just as the FBI police customarily 
talk to rs, not necessarily giving them what they want, but 


talks to them during the course of kidnappings. Will you comment on 
his views? 


MR. FITZWATER: We certainly welcome his views in the 
sense that as a former hostage he has a lot of insight into how that 
world rates. We disagree with many of his points of view, but he 
certainly is free to ress them and we would not take issue with 

oy frustration t he must feel as a former hostage in 
wanting the release of all hostages and in hoping there are other 
techniques. 


On the other hand, we have had great and long experience; 
there is a lot we do know. And we have had many, oS Sa 


le in the region who have had information or who tried to be 
lpftul, or who have been a part of various rnments who have 
1 into thie matter. So our rience is voluminous in this 


area and we think we are ay best course that tries to seek 
release of the hostages alive also prevents future hostage 
taking. And that's one of the main foundations of our policy -- of 
not negotiating with hostage takers -- is that the minute you do that 


-_ every ki r license to grap somebody in any part of the 
world and hold thes tage. 
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Q How such has the President been hampered by the 
Iran-Contra scandal, with people thinking they can get us to 
negotiate after all, no matter how many times you say it's our policy 
not to? 


MR. FITZWATER: I doubt any at all, frankly. I just 
doubt it. 


Q On that general theme, not about Iran-Contra, but 
I'm wondering whether or not the President, by dramatically -- 
intentionally or not -- cutting off his trip yesterday, coming back 
here, clearing the decks -- not that they needed it -- of all other 
issues and having this very public series of meetings, repeated 
expressions of concern, over and over and over again about it, does 
not advertise to the captors the extent to which they can take over 
the agenda of the very top levels of the United States government 
through these terrorist actions. And there have been episodes in 
which many sore Americans were killed than were killed yesterday in 
which the President made ropriate expressions of concern, attended 
funerals and whatnot, but did not himself for days on end 
with it. I wonder whether or not it's helpful. 


MR. FITZWATER: I would turn to the other side of that 
issue in the sense of -- what the President did was return to 
Washington because he thought it was a He did not think 
that he should be out of Washington @ speech at a time when 
Americans are concerned about the ve tes of their fellow citizens 
be held in Lebanon. And to that extent, he did not return to 
Wash to administer a crisis situation or to convene ~~ crisis 
management operation. 


Q But I think the world could have been mistaken for 
thinking otherwise in view of the events of the last two days, don't 





you? 

MR. FITZWATER: They could have been, but we tried to 
prevent that -- first of all, he did return for the symbolic 
reason of tell g America that he cared and that America cares and 
that we treat the Couneli mest seriously. He did not call a 
National Security Council , but rather held an informal 
meeting of his isors. It was held in the Cabinet Room as normal 


meetings to consider this issue might be held. There were -- the 
meeting with congressional leaders was at their request. It was not 
meant to -- called us or summoned by us or held to brief ther on 
a oe oe r was at their request to consult on the 
situation. 


The President has been conducting other work. There's 
not been public meetings because none were scheduled due to the trip, 
but there have been a variety of other internal kinds of issues. It 
has not preoccupied the government on a full-time basis. We are 
continuing with the barbecue tonight, and we do not want to portray a 
crisis atmosphere. But we do want to portray one of concern and one 
in which the government shares the concern of the American people for 
the citizens held hostage. 


Q Marlin, do you think -- does the administration want 
the Israelis to take the lead in releasing the hostages? And did we 
contact the Israelis prior to releasing the statement last night? 


MR. FITZWATER: We've contacted the -- 

Q On that issue? 

MR. FITZWATER: -- Israelis on -- two or three tinmas. We 
won't discuss the specifics. Did you miss the first half hour of 


this briefing? But we have had general discussions with them; they 
are aware of our views. 





Q Can I just follow up his question? John, would you 
mind? We've got a lot of leverage -- 


MORE #864-08/01 














ZY 3¢ 


- 12 - 


MR. FITZWATER: Please don't make me go through this all 
again. 


Q We've got a lot of leverage with Israel -- both 
political and financial in terms of the massive amounts of U.S. aid 
that goes to Israel every year. Are we prepared to use any of the 
U.S. leverage with Israel to encourage them to release the Sheik? 


MR. FITZWATER: Again, we have had discussions with 
Israel; they are aware of our views. We continue to consult with 
them on any numbers of issues. But our relationship is one where ve 
do not threaten each other, we do not hold up our assets to each 
other, we do not have to flaunt our relationship. It is long and 
strong and last and it is going to remain that way, and ve 
to t with them as a friend and ally. 2 


inue 
' Q Marlin, when you said that -- at the top of the ; 
briefing -- that the tape had been secured, were you referring to a 
copy of the tape -- were you referring to a copy of the tape -- the 
copy that was received there or what? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know the technical answer to that 


Q Marlin, with all of the experience the U.S. has had 
th the Middle Zast -- the contacts, the knowledge -- do 
you know who the kidnappers are beyond a title or titles? 


MR. FITZWATER: I would just -- that's what I was trying 
to say to -- I don't know, Bill or up here -- that we have 
of course a lot of knowledge of the Hezbollah, of the organizations 
that are operating in Lebanon and in Beirut, a Be Ge mers eg 

le who have been involved in terroriss, terrorist activities, 
ncluding kidnapping, plane bombings, et cetera, knowledge of their 
organizations and what have ey That does not mean that we have 
specific information on who has kidnapped individuals or who has done 
individual acts. In fact, we do not. 





Q Marlin, you came out of a meeting here and you read 
a statement in which you emphasized that = action would be the 
result of extensive consultation, matters vill be thorougly assessed, 
and all the rest. Has the President and his security advisors then 
concluded that a military response simply is not feasible due to the 
risk involved? 


MR. FITZWATER: We wouldn't comment on any conclusions. 
We continue to monitor the situation, look at it closely. 





Q There was an unconfirmed report last night that 
Higgins’ was dumped behind a ital in Beirut and possibly 
carried off Syrian troops. Do we anything at all about 


MR. FITZWATER: We do not have any knowledge of his 
whereabouts. I was going to see if I had something on that specific 
report. I think that has -- there was a report that his body was 
turned over to a hospital in Beirut and that was not true. But we 
don't have any other information. 


Q Ie it still our position that Higgins may be alive? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I would say that we cannot confirm 
his death. On the other hand, there certainly is a lot of 
probability that that's the case. 


Q Marlin, the things that Jacobsen said is that 
the State rtment has ava out -- rewards out for information 
leading to capture of those involved in the Achille Lauro 
incident, the Pan Am bombing and so forth, but no rewards whatsoever 
for information leading to the revelations, the capture of the 
terrorists responsible for holding the U.S. hostages in Lebanon. Is 
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that true, and if so, why? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think it is true. I think we 
have a reward system for information leading to the release of the 
hostages. I'11 have to double-check that, but I think that we do. 


Q Marlin, I want to try definitional one last tine. 
The Israelis claim that the Sheik is a terrorist and that they seized 
him as a terrorist. How is that different from our seizure of people 
after the Achille Lauro? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm simply not going to get involved in 
definitions or that kind of discussion. 


Q Along the lines of not wanting to portray a crisis 
atmosphere, was the decision earlier today to release the information 
about =e movement part of that plan to show things more or less 
as normal 


MR. FITZWATER: The decision earlier today on Friday's 
movement -- what do you sean? 


Q The thing about the baseball game. 

MR. FITZWATER: Oh. 

Q Was that part of that? 

MR. FITZWATER: Wo, no, it had no relationship at all. 


Q Marlin, what's the highest level of American-Israeli 
communications since Friday -- the highest official level? 


MR. FITZWATER: We don't describe -- or we won't say who 
we've been dealing with, but at high levels. 


Q Just to make sure I understand -- you referred to 
all nations in the area. In these diplomatic communications that 
have gone beck and forth, have we made direct contact with the 
Iranian government? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. As you know, we don't have direct 
a oo ee Ga Any contacts are through third 
parties. 











Q Have we made that indirect contact? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I don't want to confirm individual 
countries we've dealt with, but if we did that's who it would be 


Q This —— Mr. Rostenkowski, in an interview with 
The Wall Street Journal, said he was to unveil a package -- a tax 
package that involved indexing capitel gains. Was this something he 
came up _- on his own or is this because of the consultations with 
Mr. Brady 


MR. FITZWATER: You'd have to ask him the genesis of it, 
I don't know. Clearly Dick Darman and Secretary Brady and others 
have been in continuous contact with the Chairman in «a number of 
diecussions and negotiations, but I would leave it to him to describe 
the parentage of the idea. 


Q -- is it acceptable to the administration? 

MR. FITZWATER: We don't have any ific positions -- 
just to say we're negotiating, discussing, we'll continue that 
process. 

Q Would there be any contradiction in the U.8s.' 
position on the Israeli kidnapping? The U.S. has protested this in « 
way, but at the same time, apparently welcoming any evidence the 
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Israelis may get from them. Is that a contradiction in that 
principled position? 

MR. FITZWATER: Well, that's your characterization, and 
not one we would subscribe to. We have not said the nature of our 
discussions or the nature of any information received. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:03 P.M. EDT 
$84-08/01 
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MS. TUTWILER: I don't have a statement for you. I[ 
will be happy to take any of your questions. 


Q Are you aware of the statement given on the hour 
about the postponement in the execution call for Cicippio? 


A The 48 hours? 

Q Yes. 

A I just saw it before I came out. 
Q Do you have any comment? 


a None that is different than what Marlin just made 
at the White House. | 


Q What did he say? 


a He basically said, as was relayed to me about 
three minutes ago, that we, obviously, could not welcome a 
delay since we are, obviously, calling this as outrageous 
behavior and for this -- these people not to be threatening to 
do what they're even doing. But I'll refer you to Marlin's 
statement. He just made it, that's what I was just told. 


Q There's a report that Israel is conducting some 
secret contacts on the issue of the hostages. Have you been in 
contact with the Israeli Government, and what have tuwey told 
you about this? 


a I don't know anything specifically about any 
secret contacts they have had. We've been in contact with 
Israel very closely over the last several days. 


Q Did you ask them to release the kidnapped Sheik, 
or what? ; 


a Excuse me? 


Q Did you ask the Israelis to release the kidnapped 
Sheik, or what? 
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A No. We have not. 
v Why not? 


A Because you know our longstanding policy on 
hostages, and you know that Israel understands the United 
States' policy on the matter of hostages. Israel as a 
sovereign nation has a different policy. 


Q I thought our position was that hostages should 
be released. 


a We make no concessions to terrorists holding 
official or private American citizens hostage. This policy is 
the firm position of our government, and is strongly supported 
by the American public. 


Q How about the hostages the Israelis are holding? 
Shouldn't they be released? 


A I just said that Israel as a sovereign nation has 
a different policy. 


Q But the President last night called on everyone 
to release those they are holding, if I'm not mistaken, so why 
haven't we asked that the Sheik be released? 


a The President's statement that was released last 
night speaks for itself, and I have nothing to add. 


Q What is the difference between the policy of the 
United States and Israel regarding hostages? 


: A I will only state our policy. If you'd like, 

I'll state it again: We make no concessions to terrorists 
holding official or private American citizens hostage. This is 
the Firm position of our Government, and it's strongly 
supported by the American public. 


Q So Israel's free to do what it wishes regarding 
hostage-taking, even though it endangers the life of Americans 
held hostage in Lebanon. Correct? 


A That's your interpretation. I said that Israel 
as a sovereign nation has a different policy, and that Israel 
understands the United States' policy on the matter of hostages. 


Q Margaret, would the United States like to have 
the Sheik extradited here to -- because there's been some 
reports that he was --~ had a hand in Higgins' abduction. 


A I haven't heard anything along those lines. 


Q Would you take that, then? There's been some 
calls in Congress for the United States to do that. 
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a There has? This morning? I wasn't aware of that. 


Q Well, will you take that, then? Both the policy 
and the tradition -- 


A I'll be glad to look into it. 


Do you consider the kidnapping of the Sheik by 
Israel legal or illegal, or do you have any view of it? Is it 
kidnapping; is it hostage-taking? You have nothing to offer to 
characterize Israeli action? 


a I have told you that Israel as a sovereign nation 
has a different policy. The President last Friday 
characterized what his opinion was on kidnappings. The 
Secretary of State -- I believe it was yesterday in Paris, 
which was Monday -- reiterated the President's words, and 
further than that I have nothing to add to it. 


Q Margaret, Iran is also a sovereign nation. It 
also has a different policy on kidnapping. But we have been 
fairly free in our condemnation of the Iranian policy. 


a That's a question? 


Q Well, why is it different than Israel? Why are 
Israeli kidnappings and hostage-holdings different than Iranian 
kidnappings and hostage-holdings? 


A I didn't say that they were. I've said what the 
United States' policy is. I've said that Israel has a 
different policy. Obviously, [ran has a different policy, too. 


Q But we're calling on Iran to do everything they 
can to release hostages. Are we not calling on the Israelis to 
release their hostages? 


) I told you that the President's statement speaks 
for itself from last night, and that I don't have anything to 
add or interpret to the President's statement from last night. 


Q Have we sent any messages to [srael, Margaret, 
asking for clarifications about the value of holding the Sheik 
or anything else like that? 


A We are in close contact with Israel and have been 
over the last several days. As we do in any other number of. 
circumstances, I cannot get into the specifics or details of . 
our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Can you say at all whether this -- any of these 
messages could be construed as a protest? 


a The what? 
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Q Whether any of these messages could be construed 
as a protest of the holding of the Sheik? 


a That would be leading me down the path of getting 
into our diplomatic exchanges which I just simply cannot do. 
and, as you know, we really don't do it in any number of 
instances. I'm not just ducking it on this one. 


How would you characterize this morning's meeting 
between the President and Secretary and the other advisers? 
What was the tone or substance of the meeting? 


a You're going to find this hard to believe, and I 
rode back with him. I didn't ask him that. I[ was dealing with 
other questions. He was there. The meeting, I believe, began 
at 11:00. I met him upstairs in the West Wing, I believe it 
was around 12:20, and thet was not one of the things, to tell 
you the truth, I even asked, because as a rule you know the 
Secretary of State -- even when he was Secretary of the 
Treasury, when you covered him, and back as Chief of Staff -- 
never characterizes those type of meetings ever. So I didn't 
even bother to ask. 


Q I just meant in -- okay. 
i) I know. Maybe Marlin has something. 


Q But I meant in a general sense. You know, Marlin 
characterized last night's meeting as informational -- 


a I know. That would be appropriate since it's the 
President's meeting, and maybe Marlin has indeed done it. He's 
briefing right now also. 


Q Margaret, does the Administration think it would 
be helpful if Israel released the Sheik? 


a I told you that the President's statement last 
night speaks for itself. I have nothing to add to it, and I 
cannot get into what our diplomatic exchanges are on this 
issue. I have told you that we are in close contact, and that 
we have been over the last several days. 


Q Is the Administration aware of Israel's 
negotiations or discussions with anyone in the area? Are they 
keeping the U.S. up to date? 

a We are in very close contact with Israel. 


Q And they are telling the United States the status 
of negotiations? 


a I can't characterize it, because that falls into 
confidentiality of diplomatic relations and exchanges. But, if 
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we're in close contact -- and we have been over the last 
several days -- certainly, it would lead you to believe we are 


discussing this subject, generally speaking. Sut the specifics 
of it, I'm just not at liberty to be able to get into. 


Q Margaret, would the United States have preferred 
to have been told in advance of the kidnapping of the Sheik, 
and has it informed Israel that in future such circumstances it 
would like to be informed? 


o As I said last Friday, if you refer back to the 
transcript, we were not informed in advance. ¢ have said again 
today, Israel is a sovereign nation, and I cannot answer the 
hypothetical of “in the future". 





Q Citing Friday's incident, would the United States 
have preferred to have been informed in advance? 


a That gets into “Israel is a sovereign nation", 
and I characterized it when we first found out about this on 
Friday as that the United States did not have advance 
notification or was not told in advance, and [I'm not going to 
answer for you with 20/20 hindsight after the fact or project 
into the future with a hypothetical. 


Margaret, do we have any information on the 
situation with Terry Waite? As you know, there was also a 
threat on him yesterday. 


a I'm aware of that threat, and, no, I do not have 
any new information for you. 


Q Can you say anything about options -- whether any 
have been ruled out? 


a We haven't foreclosed any. (Laughter) I had to 


find the exact words. And, as you know, we don't publicly 
discuss these things. 


Q Is Mr. Shevardnadze carrying a message from 
Secretary Baker to [ranian authorities? 


a We've told the Soviets what we've told everyone. 
We've sent a message to everyone by saying that there can be no 
excuse for the killing of hostages. This is outrageous 
behavior. It is uncivilized and excludes those who take this 
action or support it from the community of civilized nations. 


Q Did Mr. Shevardnadze indicate to the Secretary 
that he would be willing to see what he could do about our 
hostages in talking to the [ranians, or did we ask him to see 
what he could do about it? 


a You're not going to like my answer to either one 
of your questions, but that falls into the category of “I can't 
get into the specifics of diplomatic communications and 
exchanges." 
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Q Another subject. Has the Secretary made a 
decision about sending U.S. dependents back to China? 


a No. He's not made a decision. 
Q Is that decision imminent? 


i) It would depend on your characterization of 
“imminent.” That is always something that is an option for the 
President and the Secretary of State to make. S8But I can't 
characterize for you when/if he will change that decision. and 
wed follow-up question will be the travel advisory which would 

ve to go hand-and-foot with it. 


Q Well, if, as you have acknowledged, it's been 
under discussion recently --— 


a That's correct. 


Q -~ is there reason to believe that there will be 
a decision in the next, say, couple of weeks? The near-term, 
let's say, defining “near-term” as the next couple of weeks? 


a Correct. There's always that possibility. And, 
of course, the United States Government would have to keep 
under review its policy. These people, who are our employees, 
are over there without their dependents, without their loved 
ones and at some point you would have to assume, at some point 
in the future, that dependents will be reunited with their 
loved ones who are serving in our embassy and consulate offices 
in China. IL've told you the truth, it is under review. What I 
can't do for you is give you the time frame on exactly when and 
if the President and the Secretary of State will decide to 
change their policy on that and lift it. 





Q Does it have to be a change in the policy of the 
Chinese Government before the dependents are allowed to go back? 


a They will take a number of factors into 
consideration, one of which it goes without saying would be the 
safety of United States dependents who would be serving in that 
place and there will be other factors that they take into 
consideration that will go into the decision-making. 


Q Margaret, was this particular issue discussed 
with the Chinese Foreign Minister yesterday? 





a Not to my knowledge, but I didn't ask, Carol. 
Okay? ' 


Q Okay. 


Q Pardon me if this was asked. I came in late. 
But is the United States appealing through third nations to 
Iran to use its influence to end the killing of hostages? 
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A I did answer the question on -- if you're asking 
me have we sent a message to Iran. The answer is, yes, through 
our established channels and we have sent the same message to 
Iran that we've been sending to everyone, which is saying that 
there can be no excuse for the killing of our hostages. This 
is outrageous behavior. It is uncivilized and excludes those 
who take this action or support it from the community of 
civilized nations. 


Q Is that all the message that's been sent? Have 
there been any either appeals or warnings addressed to I[ran? 


A I could not characterize it as “warnings.” I can 
characterize, as I would all of our demarches and messages, as 
being to anyone who can lend any help in this situation and use 
their influence, to please do so. 


Q When was it sent, Margaret? 

A I don't know. But there have been numbers of -- 
this is not the only one that you should focus on. There are 
numbers of messages diplomatically that are going to a number 
of countries around the world asking for any help that anyone 
can do in this situation to help. 

Q In the last couple of days? 

A Sure. In this situation. 


Q Has there been a response in the last few days, 
particularly Iran or Syria? 


A On those two, I don't have an answer. : for you just 
because I don't know. 


Q Will you take that, please? 

A Yes. 

Q Can you say who has been willing to help? 

A I couldn't characterize for you anyone that 


hasn't been; and all of you have read the wire copy of all the 
nations of the world who are out speaking on-the-record 
condemning this action, condemning what's going on. Any number 
of nations you can choose from are all on the wire copy. 


Q Would you characterize the Iranians as having 
been helpful? 


A I wouldn't characterize it any way. I've just 
answered the question for you honestly: “Have you sent a 
message to Iran." I said, "Yes, through our established 
channels," and I told you what our policy was in all of the 
messages that we're sending to everyone. 
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Q How do you interpret the different messages 
coming out of Iran? 
A I haven't seen the messages coming out of Iran. 
Q Do you have anything new today on an ID on 


Higgins and the time -- 
A What do you mean an “I0?" 


Q Was it Higgins? Is it a hundred percent 
confirmed? 


a No, I cannct do that for you. The intelligence 
community has a tape that they are studying. As of yet, they 
have not concluded definitely that the individual depicted i: 
indeed Colonel Higgins. 


Q Do you know where they got the tape? Is it -- 
A No, but I know they received it yesterday. 


Q Do you know whether it is an original or a 
first-generation copy, or whether it was taken off of 
television? The question is of a technical quality. 


A I understand. My understanding was that it is a 
copy. I do not know where we got it from. All I know is the 
intelligence community has a tape and that they are studying it. 


Q Is there any new information on when the death 
may have occurred? 


A No. If you're getting into the speculative 
reports, that possibly Colonel Higgins could have died earlier, 
pr re aware of these reports. We are not able to confirm any 
of them. 


Q Do you regard it as a possibility? 





A We're not willing to say that. We're just aware 
of these reports. , 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment or any details 
on the U.N. envoy who is planning a trip to try to bring the 
ed back? 


A No, other than I believe -- I was told the United 
Nations has itself issued a press release announcing this with 
the gentleman's name. I'd refer you to the U.N. 


A new subject. Adolfo Calero had some rather 
unkind things to say about the Administration's support of the 
Contra bureaucracy, that it was undermining the leadership in 
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Miami in an effort to, in effect, liquidate the Contra 
organization. Are you aware of those remarks? Do you have a 


response? 


: A No, I'm not. Several of you in this room know 
that we flew all night last night; and I am sorry, the one 
subject I tried to get up for you today was the situation 
concerning our hostages. I'll be glad to take your question, 
but I'm going to be honest and straightforward. I have not 
prepared on any other subjects today. [I've had about three 
hours' sleep. 


Q On this subject, is the U.S. Government convinced 
that the threat to kill Cicippio comes fro. . people who are 
holding Cicippio? 


: a I don't know. I didn't ask that question. We 
are aware of the threats out there. 


Q Can you say what the intelligence community is 
looking for on the tape they have? 


A No. 


Do you have any report on the Soviet-U.S. meeting 
on Afghanistan last night? 


a No. 

Q Was this subject brought up at that meeting? 

A What subject? 

Q At the Kelly -- at the meeting in Stockholm? Was 


the subject of this problem with the hostages brought up with 
the Soviets in that meeting? 


A I don't know. But just as we're using all kinds 
of channels -- and I have just confirmed to you that, yes, we 
had sent a message to the Soviets -- it would not be unusual, 


since he is there meeting, for it to come up, but that John is 
our sole channel on this. I wouldn't steer you in that 
direction either, but it would not be unusual, it would seem to 
me . 


Q Is Mr. Kelly going to Israel tomorrow? And do 
you know when he's getting there? 


a I didn' t ask that question this morning. But, as 
I said last week, Mr. Kelly has always been scheduled to go the 
first week in August into the region on his first trip into the 
region. I believe I announced three countries last week that 
he was visiting on his first trip as the Assistant Secretary 
for. this region of the world and this Bureau. Whether he is 
still going, I don't know and I hadn't heard he's cancelled. 
If he has, I'll be glad to take your question and find out for 
you. 
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Margaret, over the weekend, one of the hostages 


-- former hostages -- said this morning that over the weekend 
there had been reports that there was moves afoot for a hostage 
release, and he said that it was Terry Anderson. 


Q 
A 


> #& 


> 


(Press briefing concluded at 2:08 p.m.) 


I have not heard of those reports. 


Could you look into that? 


I don't know anything about it. 


Could you look into that? 
Sure, I'll look into it. 
Thank you. 

Thanks. 


Have you 
heard of those reports? Do you know anything about it? 
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HUSTAGE THREATS: U.S. CONTACTS 


Q: Has the U.S. received any response from Iran or Syria 
regarding the threat against the hostages? 


A: -- I AM NOT GOING TO DISCUSS OUR DIPLOMATIC COMMUNICATIONS. 


Q: Was Terry Anderson wes about to be released this past 
weekend, as some reports tllege? 


A: -- WE HAVE NO INFORMATION THAT TERRY ANDERSON WAS ABOUT TO 


BE RELEASED. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 1 PRESS BRIEFING 


CENTRAL AMERICA: STATE UNDERMINING CONTRAS? 





@ 


Q. Do you have any reaction to charges by Adolfo Calero and 
other Nicaraguan Resistance figures that the Department of 
State is trying to undermine the Nicaraguan Resistance 
leadership? 


A. <-- THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE IS NOT TRYING TO UNDERMINE THE 
RESISTANCE. IT HAS BEEN WORKING WITH THE RESISTANCE -- 
INCLUDING THE RESISTANCE MI BI TARY FIELD COMMANDERS -- TO ENSURE 
THAT THE MOVEMENT'S VIEWS ON SANDINISTA COMPLIANCE WITH THE 
TESORO BEACH AND ESQUIPULAS AGREEMENTS ARE KNOWN TO THE LEADERS 
OF THE CENTRAL AMERICAN DEMOCRACIES BEFORE THE UPCOMING CENTRAL 


AMERICAN SUMMIT IN TELA, HONDURAS, AUGUST 5 - 7. 
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MR. FITZWATER: We don't have much time because of the 
1:15 p.m. 

Q Well, you can stay here. 

Q You can stay. 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, most of you have to go and I don't 
really have that such to edd, anyway. Wo sense -- 


Q Give us everything you have. 
Q What happened in this morning's meeting? 


MR. FITSWATER: Let me just cover that -- first of all, 
the President is going to meet with the Bahraini Minister of Foreign 
Affaires at 1:15 p.m. We'll have open photo, writing pool at the top. 


The President did meet again at 11:00 a.m. this morning 
until approximately 12:15 p.m. or 12:20 p.m. with his advisors on the 
situation. He received an update from the various members on 
the tus of our knowledge. I woul ge hee much has 
are to 


changed in action since, but we 
situation in the Middle East, as vel to assess all of the policy 


options. 





d say 
-- we 
1 as 


You are aware of a variety of ship movements that were 
confirmed by the Pentagon yesterday. Many o 

that were scheduled to take place anyway. With of them, the 
time frame is only off a little bit. But my overall guidance to you 
is not to read a lot into those movenents. 


Q What are they for then? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, as I said, of them vere 
scheduled to take place anyway. of them relate to the training 
exercises and the planned missions t they were on to begin with. 
And, again, I would not attach a great deal of significance to then. 


Q Well, why hurry them up? 
MR. FITZWATER: Well, one was four hours, for example. 
Q Pardon nme? 


MR. FITZWATER: One was four hours, for example. If 
there's any hurry-up eat all it was essentially just we are in a 
period of some uncertainty in the world, a period where various 
activities are being assessed. It always pays to operate with the 
appropriate amount of preparedness, but I wouldn't go beyond that. 
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Q Well, that would come to the question of, if you're 
not accelerating these timetables -- considering the situation, that 
would raise the question, if you're not accelerating these timetables 
for operations, why not? 


MR. FITZWATER: I think we're about where we want to be. 
The ships are there. Some have left a little early, but generally 
speaking, they're in appropriate places. I couldn't answer that 
question without commenting on military operations, which we aren't 
prepared to do. 


Q Marlin, can we save the life of Cicippio? 


MR. FITZWATER: We're not aware of any change in the 
condition or the status of Mr. Cicippio or any of the other hostages. 
We don't have information on then reggae & We have heard 
threats about him and about Terry Waite, which we have no way of 
independently confirming or having any direct knowledge of. So as 
far as we are concerned, there is no change in his status. 


Q Well, it was the Israeli Ambassador? 


Q Marlin, if Cicippio or some other mesees y were 
killed, would the likelihood of military action increase 


MR. FITZWATER: I wouldn't speculate, Gerry. We take the 
situation as we're faced with it. As you know, we have been involved 
in a series of informational and assessment meetings and keeping 
abreast of the situation while conducting other kinds of affairs as 
well, and we'll continue to do that. 


Q Marlin, can you provide some insight into how the 
Giplomatic contacts are going, whether there have been new ones 
today or new initiatives, what you're hearing back from Soviets 
and other Arab states in the region? 


MR. FITSWATER: I can't give you any details on our 
discussion. We don't discuss diplomatic responses except to say that 
from the beginning we have had a very active of contacts with 
countries in the region -- other countries, allies and so forth -- to 
discuss the situation, to bring pressure to bear, to ask them to use 
whatever influence they have, to discuss the status of their 


knowl , to ascertain any special information that might be 
available. 


Those contacts obviously are continuing. It's pretty 
hard to go into -- well, I'll say we wouldn't want to go into 
detail, but can be assured t the State Departzent, through our 
diplomatic ls, is making every overture possible. 


Q Has the President made any more calls today? 

MR. FITZWATER: The President has made some calls, which, 
again, we would not want to go into, but he is calling various 
leaders as appropriate to apprise them of the status of our review, 
as well as to seek any information they may have. 

Q Who has he called, Marlin? You gave us two names 
yesterday -- the Pope and the Turkish Prime Minister. Who has he 
called today? 

MR. FITZWATER: Well, I would prefer not to go into names 
=e in order to not divulge our information, so we simply won't do 
that. 

Q What about regions? 


Q Did the President meet with the Israeli Ambassador? 
Why was he here? 


MORE #84-08/02 














Ll 
2ay57 


MR. FITZWATER: He was here to have a 
previously-scheduled lunch with Bobbie Kilberg of the Communications 
Office. 





Q Did the President -- 
Q Did he meet with anyone else while he was here? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, did not meet with -- or at least as 
of five minutes -- with the President or NSC Advisor or Deputy 
NSC Advisor. As far as I know, he's not scheduled to. 


Q Marlin, what do we think the role of Iran is at this 
point? A Ray AR, EA A 
responsibility we're placing on their shoulders? And any more on the 
communications, indirect or direct, with Iran? 


Q Question, please? 
Q Iran. 


MR. FITZWATER: We have always believe¢ that Iran has a 

2 of influence over the Hezbollah and the situation in Lebanon 

Beirut. Other countries obviously have a degree of influence as 

well. Syria has a sizable cont there, has a more direct 

presence. They actually control parts of the city and parts of the 
a. So both of those countries have a direct role. 


Q Well, there is some sense that a great deal of your 
diplomatic effort is aimed at getting Iran specifically to order 
their people to back off. 


And the other question is, do you know Cicippio is alive? 


MR. FITZWATER: a ghd hy 4A 
another of any of the hostages, in terms of ir ition. 


Q Well, what about Iran? Ie that the focus of the 
Giplomatic effort? 


MR. FITZWATER: We assume -- let me back » We assume 
they are all alive until we are able to confirm otherwise. 


On Iran, I would say that our interest in this matter 
Giplomatically extends to a r of countries, a number of parties 
in the region who have an interest. I would not give one is 
over another. Their aspect has been overplayed in some stories. 
Rather, there are any number of possibilities here for people who 
have influence. 








Q Anything new learned from the study of the Higgins 
SSSreee? se Sasee SS See song 88 t have been dead, whether that 
was his? Any new information at all 


MR. FITZWATER: We have no new conclusions to report. 


Q Marlin, have we asked the Israelis to release the 
Sheik -- I mean, directly asked them to do that? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, we have not. | 

Q We have not asked them to release the Shiek? 

MR. FITZWATER: Wo, no. 

Q Marlin, er back to the President's calls, if you 
can't give us names of specific leaders or countries, can you 
characterize at all -- were these leaders in the region or was he 


calling European leaders to ask about -- to share information and see 
what they mey hevd learned? Any characteriration you can give us 
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along those lines? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, really all of the above. He's talked 
to leaders from the region, from the Middle East -- 


Q Is this today? 
Q Did he talk to Shamir? 


MR. FITZWATER: -- from the allies. Wo, over the last 
several days. 


Q What else is Bush going to be doing on this today? 
I mean, does he have other meetings, is he making more calls? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, nothing else planned. I wouldn't 
anticipate any more meetings or actions today. 


Q No tel calls? Is he spending any time on this 
at all for the rest of day? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think eo. He has a full 
afternoon of meetings. Let's see here. We have -- 


Q Can you give us some sense of what -- 
Q How about -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Florida Governor, Illinois candidate for 
governor, environmentalist meeting, Governor Sununu. So at least up 
through about 4:00 p.s. 


Q Could you give us a sense of what proportion of his 
time is now being devoted to dealing with the hostage matter and the 


a a ee SS Cane s being devoted to other matters 
now 


MR. FITZWATER: I couldn't give you definitive 
numbers on it. I would say that he is having a lot of other meetings 
and issues to consider. is morning he hed a statement on the 
Disability Act. We see a full schedule of meetings thie afternoon; 
probably won't have anything on this this afternoon. We don't have 
any meetings scheduled for tomorrow. S60 it -- 


Q There is not one of those big meetings tomorrow? 


MR. FITTWATER: <-- is not a ing force, 
certainly. I'm prepared to -~- well, rit -- 


Q Yesterday you seemed to cast some doubt on the 
veracity of the threat against Cicippio, ing you hed no way to 
measure its authenticity. The history of t Hezbollah . 
with the ible exception of Higgins and Buckley, is that deadlines 
for my pty Hh tA yt $e oy 
postponed. How seriously are you taking thie threat inst 
Cicippic? Do believe it's genuine and that there is a good 
chance he could be executed tomorrow? 


MR. FITEWATER: I do not accept your characterization of 
my comments » We said yesterday that we take these threats 
seriously that is the same case today. I added rday and I 
repeat today, however, ee So <> ae information about 
them; we have no direct information about the validity of the threats 
or how they could or would be carried out. But thet dees aot neen ve 
don't take thes seriously. 


Q Are you operating under the eseumption that the 
threat is ine and that he would die at 11:00 a.m. tomorrow 
morning unless something elee happens? 
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MR. FITZWATER: We take the threats seriously and ve 
continue to monitor the situation. 


Q Marlin, what is the ne geen egg ® analysis of the 


conflicting reports that, on the one hand, there's a report this 
morning that that Iran has gotten the message and that it's 
pressuring the ho to the lives of the Americans, 


léders 
and then there's another story quot sources there as saying that 
if any military action is taken, they'll all be killed? 


1 
MR. FITZWATER: I would say that we have conflicting 
, just as you do; that it's very difficult to read the 
situation there in terms of all the various sources that are speaking 
out on these matters and there are conflicting reports. 


Q Do you think that Iran has gotten the message? Do 
you have any way to confirm that Iran got -- 


MR. FITZWATER: You mean gotten the message in terms of 
knowing our position and how we feel about it? Yes, there's no doubt 
about that. 

Q What makes you say that? 

MR. FITSWATER: Well, there's no doubt about that -- 
because we've sent them messages, just ne Rat Ine gga mm 
in the A, al messages. We've had diplomatic discussions. re's 
no question 


Q But do you see «a response that they have told those 
people to spare the lives? 


MR. FITZWATER: I can't judge their response, but I have 
no question that they know how we feel. 


Q How many leaders did the President speak to today? 
MR. FITSWATER: We're not willing to say, but he's spoken 
Q Marlin, are of the diplomatic channels being 


pursued today actually new and different from the ones pursued 
ee oe ee Oo SD Senay Cee SS eens 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, that's hard to + There are so 


many diplomati« channels that have been pursued in of 
— Ah. — overtures and embassies in various countries 


making 
7 us information -- those kind of things -- that it's ey 
rd to say what's new and what's old at this point. We're talk 
to a number of people. I don't think we can racterize it that 


way. 
Have the PLO indicated a willingness to help, 
Marlin? 
MR. FITZWATER: I'm not aware of any discussions with the 
PLO. 


Q We have not been in contact directly or indirectly? 


MR. FITEWATER: I just -~ I'm not aware of any. I don't 
know whether ve have. 


Are the options -- have the priorities and the 


Q 
pes changed at all? Is Ts diplomacy : now the leading option to get 
s 


a of the hostages? the military epkion still on the 
. 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, diplomacy has always been the 
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and the appropriate course to be pursued in these 
f cases from the very beginning. Diplomacy is always the 
to seek international action of whatever 
very beginning, we have had extensive outreach 


military situation stays the same -- that is that 
it's always under review, but we don't speculate on military actions. 


Q Marlin, given all of the reports of the amount of 
information that the Israelis are getting from the Sheik, would you 


being held, and things of that kind? 


MR. , Rh y-~y- Well, again, it's pretty difficult to try 
so te degrees and gradations of good, better, best. We have 
information. We always want better information. Our knowledge 
the minute. But there's always a good deal that we don't 
ie ales the hostage situation. 


What is the President's goal ri now with these 
meetings and with what he's doing? You senti efforts to get the 
hostages released, but that's not been a priority, and in this 
situation, is he just try to keep Cicippic other hostage 
from being killed thie week? Is he just responding the Sheik's 
abduction by the Israelis? What is goal right now; what are they 
trying to accomplish? 


MR. FITZWATER: yf RAW REY 

been -- to ensure the safety of ican hostages and their release. 

ee oo oo We continue to work to 
goal. 


Q But haven't had seetings aa. day with the 
Secretary of State, Secretary of Defense, et to get the 


MR. FITEWATER: We have had people working on it 
continually for at least six, seven years. 


Q Well, what happens next? You said there's no 
meeting on his schedule tomorrow, even theugh there's a deadline for 
a When doves he plan to meet again 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, there will be updates as necessary, 
but nothing scheduled. 


Q So there's no formal meeting scheduled in the near 
future at all? 


MR. FITZWATER: No. 

Q Why not? 

Q Ie there a time when Bush is to make sone 
kind of decision as to what he's going to do? If he's going to wait 


MR. FITEWATER: We don't impose any artificial deadlines. 
We just continue to monitor the situation, to work it diplomatically, 
to continue to pursue 411 the avenues that we have before us and 
respond and make decisions as the tise is right. 


Q Marlin, is the President disa inted that the 
Teraelis have chosen not to release Sheik Obeid 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, they're a sovereign state. We 
don't tell them what to do. They are aware of our position on 
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and these kinds of situations, but we don't register 
any characterization on their motives one way or another. 


Q Marlin, I believe you said there would be 
these regular te meet - I would like to know if the decision 
not to hold one -- not to schedule one tomorrow is because they've 
decided there is nothing particular that they have to say or talk 
about tomorrow or because there's a deliberate effort to lower the 


another meeting is needed, why, it will be held. But at this point 
we didn't th it was necessary. 


Q Marlin, without talking about all the le that 
the President's called, has he called the President of Syria today? 


MR. FITZWATER: Again, I don't want to say who he has and 
who he hasn't called. 


Q Shamir? 


Q Marlin were just ing that Israel is a 
sovereign state -- we don't tell ehen whae to do. Senator Dole 


for the second , blasted the Israelis and blasted their 
tree-lancing. Do you feel his comments are helpful, harmful, or you 
have no comment? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't have any comment on Senator Dole. 
He's free to say whatever he wanted. 


Q Did the President speak to him about that? 
MR. FITEWATER: No. 


Q You don't want to suggest that a lot of people share 
his views -- that his second blast was -- 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, I said that earlier. That's 
probably still the case. 


Q Was the White House aware that he was a oe 
what he was going to say either yesterday or the day before 


Q You put us in a very strange position of puzzlenent 
here. The man has a deadline on his head tomorrow and you say you're 
not going to » Are you trying to take this crisis away from the 
white totally? And what are you really trying to do? You act 


House 
like nothing is on the front burner and, you know, that this is all a 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, we're — to this situation 
as well as any number of other issues. it clearly is one of 
priority importance and we're dealing with it in a methodical and 
lanned + The meetings that have been held clearly indicate the 

Segres of involvement that the various officials of 

edministration have. This is simply the best way we see to deal with 
the problems. It has nothing -- 


Q You said we're getting information oo minute -- 
pore Fee information every minute. Are we getting it from the 
Iereelis 


MR. FITEWATER: From all sources. 
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Q Marlin, you said that -- there's a history in the 
Middle East that this group holding Cicippio -- that Iran, in fact, 
clearly has influence over that geascoutes group. To what degree 
does we U.S. believe that they influence the group that's holding 
Cicippio? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I just can't give degrees of 
influence or specific groups. They have influence, but there are 
various factions. Sometimes it appears to be greater than others, 
sometines less. There's just no way to give a quantifying account of 
that. 


Q Marlin, are there any plans or does the President 
feel any obligation to report further personally to the American 
people on the situation and on his deliberations this week? 

MR. FITZWATER: Well, he is rting through me every 
day this week. He's had other public meet , but the American 
public is getting a fairly full a through the news media of 
events to this point and I'm sure there will be more opportunity. 


Q Is that a no -- that there are no plans for the 
President to personally -- 


MR. FITZWATER: That's a yes. I'm doing a great job 
here. 


All right, at this time the open photo-writing pool 
should form at the double doors leading to the Colonnade. 


Does the President take questions at that event and 
will he -- 


Lucas. 
What about Lucas? 
What about Lucas, Marlin? 


o 8S oO oO 


We got conflicting statements about a recess 
appointment. Could you clear it up? 


MR. FITZWATER: No comment. We're still assessing our 
options. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 1:15 P.M. EDT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have a statement. ['1l be 
happy to try to answer any of your questions. 


Q What do you have to say about the status of the 
diplomatic efforts concerning the hostage situation in Lebanon? 


A Our diplomatic efforts are continuing. They are 
on-going, and we're still very much involved in them. 


Q Have you heard anything back from the Soviet 
Union following your request to the Soviets to intercede on the 
U.S.'s behalf or to assist during Soviet Foreign Minister's 
visit to Iran? 


a Not that I'm particularly aware of. 


Q Margaret, Rafsanjani and Soviet Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze apparently issued a statement condemning terrorism 
and expressing regret over Higgins' reported death. Do you 
have any comment on that? Do you see this as some sort of a 
breakthrough in terms of Iran? 


A I have a comment on it, to say that we are 
pleased with this statement and call upon President Rafsanjani 
to act in accordance with its spirit. We remain convinced that 
Iran is in a unique position to bring significant influence to 
bear on those who hold the hostages and call upon it to do so. 


Q What's your analysis of why this statement was 
even put out? It seems to be quite unusual for Iran. Can you 
go any further in terms of how the United States is reading 
this? 


A I don't have a better interpretation for you 
other than to say we noted it and we were pleased with it. 


Q Do you think that statement has anything to do 
with the change of government or the change of government 
officials in Iran? 


a That would be speculative for me. The only way 
that I can characterize it is to say that we definitely noticed 
it and we definitely are pleased with it. 


Q But it does represent a major departure from -- 


i) Sure. That's obvious. 
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And? You have nothing to say but that you're 
pleased? 
A That's correct. 


Q Does the U.S. now have any direct -- 


A Excuse me, Ralph. And the second part that I 
said: that we call upon them -- they are in a unique position 
to use their influence -- to carry through on the spirit of 
their statement. 


Yes, Ralph? I'm sorry. 


Q That's okay. Is the U.S. having any direct 
contacts with the [Iranian Government on this subject? 


A No. You know we don't deal with Iran directly; 
and you know that we have established channels which I spoke to 
yesterday and that we had sent a message or messages to them 
through our established channels. 


Q I just thought that since the statement was 
unusual and unique perhaps there might be a change in the U.S. 
position on that score as well, but there obviously has not. 


A If they've changed our policy, I'm not aware of 
it. 


Q Could you amplify what you mean when you say that 
Iran is in a “unique position" to use its influence? 


i) As you know, our government believes that Iran 
has communications with Hizbollah and these different croups, 
so they certainly have more communications with them than we do 
or with many other nations. And that is what we mean by “they 
are in a unique position" to communicate with these people. 


Q Does the U.S. Government believe that [ran has 
some degree of control over Hizbollah or other similar groups? 


A I didn't say “control,” and I wouldn't want to 
characterize it that way, but they certainly do have avenues of 
communications with them that we don't. 





Q Any response from Syria on a similar entreaty on 
our part? 

a All of our responses -- ours going out, our 
exchanges and any responses coming back -- fall into the 


category of diplomatic exchanges and confidentiality that we do 
not discuss. I can't lead you to believe that we are not 
hearing back from the demarches from a number of places where 
we have sent them over the last several days. What [I am 
prohibited from doing, unfortunately, is getting into what's 
contained in them and what people are saying back to us. 
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Q Israeli officials are saying that, as a result of 
these contacts we're having with countries such as Syria and 
Iran, there's a basis for some optimism about the release of 
foreign hostages being held in Lebanon. Do you have anything 
to say about that? 


A The President is certainly, since this incident 
began, trying to use every means -- diplomatic initiatives, 
pressure, consultation, messages, etc. --— with a whole host of 
people to get a positive result. I would hate to be premature 
and tell you that everything is hunky-dory. Until our hostages 
are all safe and released, I can't characterize it as that; but 
I also can't put for you that we're terribly, terribly 
discouraged. 


Q So you can't say that you're terribly, terribly? 


A I could not say that we're terribly, terribly 
discouraged either. I can't characterize it either “overly 
optimistic” or “extremely discouraged." We are still, as I 
started off by saying, continuing very diligently to work a 
number of avenues to apply pressure for the safety of our 
American hostages and, obviously, the release of these hostages. 


Q Any incentives being offered as well as pressure? 


a That would fall in the category of deal-making, 
and you know our policy on deals. 


Q What kind of pressure? 


A What goes through normal diplomatic channels is 
something that I cannot get into and describe to you. That 
would also fall into what we are saying to these peop’ and [ 
just can't characterized it for you. 


But the world is putting a lot of pressure on these 
people. The Pope has spoken out on this. The Soviet .Union has 
spoken out on this. The Japanese have spoken out; the United 
Kingdom. I can't think of a country that hasn't spoken out, so 
the international community was horrified by that video and is 
putting pressure out. 


Q Any progress through either the U.N. or the 
Vatican in acquiring the body of Colonel Higgins? 


a No, there 18 not. ine Secretary Generai, as yuu 
AnnUW, SaGAU YUSTErUay Liat tte wuuau ve senuanyg -— 4 UMLLeVE AC 
rererreu ty a8 mis UNOersecretary, ano tne international neu 
Cross, A VBALEVE, AS @i1SU trying tu neip. ine rope, a 
unoerstano wnen i came out nere, just 1ssueo some type or 
statement on tnis. 4 oon’t nave it wWitn me. 2O tne vatican is 
aiso speaking out on this. I can't say if they're actually 
sending someone to help. I[ just don't have the information in 
front of me. 
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Q We're talking a lot about getting back the body . 
of Colonel Higgins. Have you yet ascertained that this in fact 
was Colonel Higgins? 


A We cannot confirm that it was Colonel Higgins in 
the video. Forensic specialists continue to examine the tape 
to try to determine the identity of the man, the time of death, 
and the actual cause of death. We are engaged in efforts to 
recover the body of Colonel Higgins if he is in fact dead. 


Q Can you tell us anything about those efforts to 
obtain the body? 


A Not other than to tell you that we are seeking 
the help of the International Committee of the Red Cross to 


recover the body; and, as I mentioned, the U.N. Secretary 
General has also sent the Undersecretary to that region. 


Q Margaret, there are reports that a plane landed 
in Tel Aviv with the Red Cross -- a civilian plane. Is that 
one of our planes? The Red Cross says it's not theirs. Do you 
know anything about it? 


a I haven't heard about that. I don't know 
anything about it. 


Q What are we to make of all the naval ships that 
are being called back from port calls and sent out into the 
Mediterranean? 


A Marlin just answered that question in his 
briefing. Basically he said you shouldn't draw any 
conclusions. As far as my comments, I don't have any to add, 
and I would refer you to the Department of Defense. 





Q Can you comment on a report that the American 
note to Iran was a very tough one, in which it says that Iran 
would be held as culpable as the terrorists if anything 
happened to the American hostages? And also a report that it's 
believed that the reason the death sentence was extended was 
because of this message to Iran? 


A I, unfortunately, cannot characterize a message 
that we have sent through our established channel to the 
Iranian Government for you, and I can't speculate on for what 
reason these people put -- and not the Iranians, the Hizbollah 
-- an extension on this horrendous death threat that they have 
on the other gentleman. [ can't speculate on why they did that. 


Q Margaret, you said a minute ago that the U.S. 
believes Iran has considerable influence over the 
hostage-takers. 


A We do. 


Q If something bad happens to another hostage, will 
you not then hold Iran responsible for that for the same reason? 
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aq We would hold whoever is responsible for this 
responsible. I mean, I don't know exactly how to answer this. 
Right now Iran, as we all started out this briefing by saying, 
came out with this statement basically deploring this, saying 
this was tragic, it was horrible. So I'm not aware that the 
United States Government has said that Iran is responsible, if 
indeed this is Colonel Higgins, for this brutal killing of 
Colonel Higgins. 


The man that was taken, Obaid, is of Hizbollah, which 
is in Lebanon which -- if this is indeed Colonel Higgins and if 
indeed the Israelis come up with the information that says that 
he did this, then it's them. Do you see what I'm saying? 


So I can't stand here and tell you that our government 
has said publicly, privately or in a message Iran is 
responsible. But I have said that Iran has a unique ability to 
communicate with these people that we do not have -- to use 
their influence to secure the safety and the release of our 
hostages, just as the United States has unique influence in 
some areas of the world where other countries don't. No one, I 
think, can argue that they have an influence in this with this 
group or this area. 


Q Do you consider the Iranians to be influential in 
communicating to those whom the U.S. holds responsible, but you 
don't consider Iran to be responsible for what happens to the 
hostages? Is that correct? 


A We have said many times before that Iran has 
influence with the hostage-holders in Lebanon. [Iran should use 
that influence to obtain the immediate, unconditional and safe 
release of all the hostages. 


Q When you say “established channels" in the 
communication with Iran, does it include Japan and Switzerland 
as was reported in the newspapers? 


A The only established channel that the State 
Department publicly acknowledges is the Swiss channel. 


Q What happens if [ran doesn't use its influence? 
a That's a hypothetical. 


‘ What is Secretary Baker's view of the use of 
military action by the United States in situations such as 
this, either to take action or to threaten action? What does 
he think about that? Does he think that's useful? Does it 
help apply the pressure that you spoke about earlier, or does 
it hinder that? 


a I haven't asked him that question, Ralph, ina 
situation like this or this particular situation, so I don't 
want to get out here and speculate without having asked him. 


Q Could you take that question and perhaps come 
back with a response at some point? 
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a I'll be glad to see if he wants to answer it. My 
instincts would tell me that he won't. (Laughter) 


Q Can you tell us anything about Assistant 
Secretary Kelly's visit in Israel? Is that in any way related 
to the hostage incident? 


A No, it is not. And, as I said many weeks ago, he 
was scheduled to make his first preliminary trip into the 
region as the new Assistant Secretary for this area in the 
first week in August, and that has not changed; we saw no need 
for it to change. He indeed is in Israel today. I cannot give 
you his travel plans; but I can retell you, as I stated several 
days ago, that he still intends to visit Jordan and Egypt. 


Q He has not had and is not having any 
conversations with Israeli officials or with anyone in the 
Middle East on the subject of the hostage matter? 


A I did not say that, Ralph. Your question asked 
if that was why he was going there. This has been a long- 
scheduled trip. 


Q I think my question asked whether it was related 
to that, but in any case -- 


A Obviously he is a United States' official. He is 
an Assistant Secretary of the State Department. [ cannot 
envision that this subject would not come up in any number of 
meetings he's having in that country and in the region. 


Q Can you tell us the results of any of those 
meetings? 


a I'll be happy to see if there's some kind of 
readout. 


Q Yesterday you said, Margaret, that the United 
States and Israel differ over how to handle -- 


A Have a different policy. 


Q Have a different policy. Could you help us on 
that at all? What is the difference, as the United States sees 
it? 


rs) I can state for you our policy again on hostages; 
I do not have before me [srael's policy on hostages. And I can 
go through what I went through yesterday, which hasn't changed 
today, which is that Israel understands the United States' 
policy on the matter of hostages. Israel as a sovereign nation 
has a different policy. [I'll be glad to read our policy on 
hostages, which is a longstanding policy that was not developed 
just in this particular instance. 


Q But, I mean, when you say there's a difference, 
isn't it incumbent on you to say what the difference is? 
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A No. I think it's only incumbent upon me from 
this podium for the State Department to speak for the State 
Department and say what our government's policy is concerning 
hostages. They can go enunciate their own. 


Q Would you go ahead and state that policy for us, 
please? 





a Our policy? 
Q Yes, please. 


A The United States' policy concerning hostages is 
that we make no concessions to terrorists holding official or 
private American citizens hostage. This policy is the firm 
position of our government and is strongly supported by the 
American people. 


We hold those responsible for the taking of innocent 
hostages fully responsible for their safety. These people, 
forcibly detained against their will, have been held far too 
long. We continue to call on their kidnappers to release them 
safely and without condition immediately. 


Q Margaret, that policy -- I realize you're the 
State Department in the United States -- but that policy does 
very distinctly say “American hostages," “holding American 
hostages." What about your policy to those people who are 
holding hostages who are not Americans? 


A I haven't asked that specific question. I only 
have our United States' policy on our hostages. 


Q Margaret, in view of the difference that you cite 
between the Israeli policy and the U.S. policy on hostages, is 
the Israeli Government cooperating fully with the U.S. policy 
on dealing with hostages? 


A As I mentioned yesterday, we have been and are in 
close contact with Israel and have been over the last several 
days concerning this issue. 

Q With all respect, that wasn't the question -- 
whether you've been in contact with them. Are they cooperating 
with -- 

fs) Do we coordinate our policies on hostages? 


Q No, no. Is Israel cooperating with the United 
States in the U.S. policy with which Israel, you said, differs? 


A I'm not sure what you're asking me. 


Q You said Israel has a different policy on 
hostages from that of the United States. 


a Correct. 
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Q Is Israel cooperating with the U.S. policy on ’ 
hostages? : 
: a I'm sorry. I don't mean to be thick. I'm not 


exactly sure what you're asking me. 
Q Well, I'm not so sure how to -- 
cy I mean, our policy is -- 


Q I'll think about how to rephrase it and get back 
' a little later. 


A Our policy is for the safe and unconditional 
release of our hostages. Our policy says that we do not deal 
with terrorists. I'm not sure what you're asking me. 


Q It also says that the U.S. doesn't think 
| kidnapping is helpful and, for one other example -- 


a The President spoke on Friday, and the Secretary 
of State did on our trip and parroted the President's phrases, 
that we do not believe kidnapping and violence leads to peace, 
if that's what you're asking me. I don't have any further 

: interpretation of that. 


Q Are the Israelis taking actions that the United 
States is asking Israel to take in connection with obtaining 
the release of the hostages? 


a If you're asking me -- are we involved in some 
type of deal-making? -- no, we are not. That would violate our 
policy. We do not deal over hostages. 


Q Could you find out whether in fact you do have a 
different policy if the hostages that have been taken are not 
American citizens? 


@ Uh-huh. But I'm still not willing and won't be 
to enunciate Israel's policy on hostages from this podium. 


No. This is different from that. There are 
Brits; there have been West Germans; there have been all kinds 
of people. 


Q Are you asking Israel to unilaterally release the 
Sheik and the other hostages? 


a No, we are not. 


Q Why not? 


i] Because that would fall into deal-making. The 
terrorists are demanding that this gentleman be released, and 

: that would fall into the area of the United States 

participating in a deal with terrorists. We do not do that. 
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Q The {sraelis, however, are offering to trade -- 
A And we are not -- excuse me. And as I said 


yesterday when asked the question “Are we pressuring Israel to 
do this?" I said no. That answer is still the same today for 


the same reasons. 
I'm sorry. Yes? 


Q Israel is offering to trade the Lebanese Shi'ites 
that they're holding for a number of hostages being held in 
Lebanon. That would amount to a deal. Would the United States 
approve of that, disapprove, be indifferent? 


a That is something that the Israeli Government is 
doing. The United States Government position on deal-making 
and on hostages is the position that it is. 


Q But we wouldn't object if Israel made its own 
deal with Iran? 


a The only way I'm going to answer that question is 
to say that you know what our policy is on hostages. ['1ll 
restate it for you if you'd like: We do not participate in 
deals. 


Q In the TWA case in 1985 we said we didn't make 
deals, but it appeared some kind of deal was made. Israel 
released Lebanese hostages, and the TWA plane was released. Is 
there an analogy here? 


a This is a big duck, but it's an honest one. I 
was at the Treasury Department in ‘85. I do not have the 
information at my fingertips on that, so I can't answer it for 
you. 


Q Too bad it wasn't a cash ransom. 
a I was at Treasury. (Laughter) 


Margaret, how is the U.S. characterizing what the 
Israelis did? Do we characterize, as they've said, as an 
apprehension? 


a I'm unaware that we have characterized it from 
this podium or from the White House podium. The only thing 
that I could refer you to are the Secretary of State and the 
President's words, without me interpreting them or without any 
further elaboration from me. I don't have a characterization 
adjective to put on this for you. 


Q Margaret, you know, earlier you called and 
yesterday you called on Iran to exercise its influence with 
hostage-holders to take certain actions. And you've laid on 
Iran a certain responsibility at least to exercise its 
influence, if not to actually do anything about the hostages. 
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The Arabs have often called upon the United States to 
exercise its influence with Israel to take certain actions. 
Have there been any such calls from Arab countries at this time 
on the U.S. to take actions with regard to Israel's kidnapping 
of the Sheik? And is the U.S. exercising its influence in that 
regard? 


a I'm unaware of any Arab calls to the United 
States for such a thing that you've asked, and I've said very 
openly yesterday and again today that we are in close contact 
with Israel and have been over the last several days. And 
we'll continue to be so. 


Q Are you exercising your influence with Israel? 


a What I believe you're asking me is: are we 
pressuring Israel to do something? And my answer yesterday to 
that was no, and my answer today to that is no. 


Q And what is it that you're asking Iran to do with 
regard to the Hizbollah? You're asking them to -- 


a As I said yesterday when asked the question, we 
have sent a message to everyone, including Iran, saying that 
there can be no excuse for the killing of hostages. It is 
outrageous behavior. It is uncivilized and excludes those who 
take this action or support it from the community of civilized 
nations. 


I have said today that we have asked Iran to use their 
influence. I don't understand what more I could say about it. 


Q I'm just trying to understand the distinction 
between what you're asking Iran to do and what you're doing 
with Israel. 


a Well, Ralph, there's a big difference in 
relations that you know as well as whee in this room. We 
have full diplomatic relations with Israel. 


Q Right. 


“a We have no diplomatic relations; we have economic 
embargoes; we've had years and years and years of a very 
different type of relationship with Iran. So there is a big 
difference, starting there. 


Israel is our ally. I have said just as clearly and 
plainly as I possibly can, we are talking, communicating, at 
all kinds of different levels --— cables back and forth -- in 
close contact with Israel. 


Q My question was about Iran's exercising of 
influence with its allies. 


a What's the question? 
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Q The U.S. is asking Iran to exercise influence. 


A We're also asking anyone in this situation who 
has influence with the people who hold the hostages to please 
use it in a constructive and positive manner. 


Q And my question simply was that the U.S. has been 
asked in the past, and I think probably is being asked now, to 
exercise its influence -- U.S. influence -- with its ally, 
Israel. You've just told us that, no, the United States is not 
putting any pressure on Israel. We're in contact with them, 
sending lots of cables back and forth, but not exercising 
influence, pressure. 


a Pressure to do what, Ralph? 


Q To do comparable -- whatever it is that you're 
asking the Iranians to do with their allies. 


a Which gets back into the suestion which ['ve 
already answered, which is basically you're asking me 
pressuring them to release Obaid. I have really tried to 
accurately and fairly answer that. If we were doing such a 
thing -- which I am categorically saying we are not, as I said 
yesterday -— that would be dealing. We don't deal on 
hostages. We just don't. It's just a fact of life. So we're 
not doing what you're suggesting with Israel. 


Q On the reverse, then, are we asking [srael 
specifically not to release him? (Laughter) 


A No. 


Q How about a Lebanese complaint at the United 
Nations? A letter was sent to the U.N. Secretary General 
complaining about the Israeli kidnapping. Has the U.S. 
oo on that subject with the U.N. Secretary General at 
a 


°) I don't know about that letter and hadn't heard 
about it. 


Q Margaret, you said that you're asking everybody 
with any influence to use it. Are you satisfied that other 
Arab states in the region are using their influence, like 
Syria, for example? Saudi Arabia? 


f°) Yes, we are. 
Q And what evidence do you have that they are? 
a I can't answer that question, but [I can answer 


for you that there are people who are definitely trying to use 
their influence in trying to help -- we have reasons to believe. 


Q Margaret, the Arab League effort to bring some 
sort of peace to Lebanon seems to have collapsed. 
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A Right. 


Q What does the United States see as the next 
step? And how do you see the collapse of this effort affecting 
efforts to protect the hostages in Lebanon? 


A I don't have a way to draw the two together for 
you. I do have a statement on the Arab League -- for lack of a 
better word -- failure in Lebanon. 


We urge the Arab League not to lay down its burdens 
despite the enormous difficulties it has encountered. We are 
disappointed that the Arab League has not received the 
necessary cooperation from all parties to the conflict, both 
the Lebanese and Syrian, to end the immediate fighting, lift 
the blockades and address the underlying political issues. 


Q Margaret, what's the status of the U.S. Embassy 
in Lebanon? Is the Ambassador on post in Beirut? 





a Yes, as far as I know. 


Q Do you have anything on Kelly's meeting with the 
Soviets on the -- 


a A readout? 
Q -- on the Iran situation? 
a No, [ don't. My understanding is he did some 
type of press conference yesterday, and I can try to get you a 
transcript of that. But further than that, [I don't have a 
readout on it. ’ 
Q Thank you. 


a All right. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:35 p.m.) 
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PRESS STATEMENT 
August 2, 1989 


BURMA: HUNGER STRIKE OF PRINCIPAL OPPOSITION LEADER 


--‘ THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT IS CONCERNED OVER REPORTS 


THAT AUNG SAN SUU KYI (AWNG SAN SOO CHEE), WHO IS UNDER 
HOUSE ARREST BY THE BURMESE MILITARY AUTHORITIES, HAS 
BEEN ON A HUNGER STRIKE SINCE HER ARREST JULY 20. WE 
UNDERSTAND THE EFFECTS OF THE HUNGER STRIKE HAVE LEFT 
HER WEAKENED. ete eam SHE FEELS THAT IF SHE IS TO 
BE DETAINED, SHE SHOULD BE GIVEN THE SAME TREATMENT AND 
BE DETAINED IN THE SAME LOCATION AS ABOUT 20 OTHER 
RECENTLY ARRESTED SUPPORTERS. 


WE CALL ON THE BURMESE GOVERNMENT TO RELEASE AUNG SAN 
SUU KYI AND HER FELLOW DETAINEES. IN OUR VIEW, GIVEN 
HER PROMINENT PLACE IN BURMA, A FURTHER DETERIORATION 
OF HER HEALTH WOULD BE A MOST SERIOUS MATTER. 


WE ARE EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR HUMAN RIGHTS, THE SAME 
VALUES WE HAVE EXPRESSED SUPPORT FOR IN OTHER COUNTRIES 


ALL OVER THE WORLD. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY BRIEFING 


Q: 


A: 


ISRAELI CAPTURE OF OBEID: LEBANESE LETTER TO UN 





Lebanon's UN Representative has sent a letter to the 
Secretary General denouncing the Israeli operation in which 
Sheikh Obeid was captured. Has the U.S. communicated with 
the SYG on this subject? 


-- THE U.S. HAS BEEN IN FREQUENT CONTACT WITH THE 
SECRETARY GENERAL AND HIS STAFF CONCERNING THE APPARENT 
MURDER OF LT. COL. HIGGINS AND THE STATUS OF THE OTHER 
HOSTAGES IN LEBANON. HE HAS PLAYED A VERY POSITIVE ROLE IN 


THIS MATTER. 


-- WE HAVE NOT COMMUNICATED SPECIFICALLY WITH REGARD TO 


THE LEBANESE LETTER, WHICH HAS BEEN CIRCULATED AS AN 


OFFICIAL UN DOCUMENT TO ALL UN MEMBERS. (Copy attached) 





























a 
Os iastructions from ay Government, I regret to iaform you that on Friday. 
28 July 1989, at 1 o.m.. am Isreeli commande unit tramsposted by helicopter eatercd 
the village ef Jibehit in southers Lebescoe end kidnapped Shaikh Abdel Karia Obeid, 
whe was returniag te his hoac, together with two of his relatives, asd killed one 
other iahobitast of tbe village. 


The Lcbusese Goveramest condemas this now act of terrosisa. which it considers 
« criae committed by Terael eyuiast Lebanoe and its residents and « [lagrant 
vielation of Lebeson's sovereignty end territoriul iategrity. as well es s shocking 
attach om the physical woll-bulag and dignity of an eminent clergymen, an actica 
that contradicts al) buses rights ead the rulos and convastivas of isternaticas) 
law. 


the Lebenese Covernmal bolds Isreel srespeasible fer the fate of the pucsoas 
whe wure sbéucted ond demands thoir iamediate cvuivase. 


i should be greteful if you would arrange ter the text of this letter to Ww 
ef the Coneral Assembly. under item 37 of the provisional 





agendas, and of the Security Council. 
(Signed) Chewkhi CuuvEeui 
Depety Permenent Bepreovalative 
Chargé G'attaires a.i. 
° a/44/i6e. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #135 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 3, 1989, 1:10 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief announcement to make. 
There will be a BACKGROUND briefing this afternoon at 3:00 p.m. 
in this room on the Central American peace process and the 
upcoming regional summit. 


Q Is that 3:00 o'clock? 


A It's 3:00. It had been posted earlier as 3:30. 
It's at 3:00. With that, I'll be happy to take any of your 
questions. 


Q Do you have any observations about the Cicippio 
tape which was released this morning? 


a We have no reason to doubt its authenticity. 
Several of his relatives have seen the tape and have said that 
they believe that it is him. 

Q How about the wording? His or somebody else's? 

A I didn't specifically ask the question on the 


wording, but if we believe that it is him -- I just haven't 
asked if anyone believed it was his voice. 


Q Not his voice, but his words. 


a I didn't ask that specific question. 


Q Margaret, apparently there's a rumor that's 
rattling the markets today about a hostage being shot. Have 
you folks heard anything about that? 


a I have not heard a thing about that. 


Q Margaret, do you have any observations to make 
about what it is that Cicippio says in his statement? 


a The only statement I have for you is that this is 
@ cynical manipulation. If there is any positive at all, it's 
positive that there has been a delay in this deadline, but it 
is also a very cruel and inhumane situation for the individuals 
and their families. 
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The United States calls for the safe and unconditional 
release of our hostages. 


a. Thursday, 8/3/89 


Q Has the U.S. engaged in any further conversations 
with Israel on the subject of Israel's negotiations or desire 
to negotiate for the release of the hostages? 


A As I've said every day this week -- and it's 
seer, wee today -- the United States is in close contact with 
Israel. 


Q Margaret, if any of the other hostages are 
heey what is the U.S. saying about a military option at this 
point 


a As you know, we do not discuss military options. 
We don't discuss options, and we don't foreclose any options. 


Q Margaret, has the United States told Israel that 
the U.S. would not like to see it negotiate a trade of the 
Sheik for the Western hostages? 


a As I said yesterday, the United States does not 
deal. That is our policy concerning terrorists. And, as I 
have said every day this week, the United States has not put 
pressure on Israel to release Mr. Obaid. 


Q Has the United States said that it would not like 
to see Israel release Mr. Obaid; that it would not like to see 
them do that? 


a The United States, as I said, has a policy on 
hostages. Israel as a sovereign nation has a different policy. 


Q Margaret, could I just ask you, please -- and I 
may be going over ground that you've covered in the last couple 
of days while I've been absent -- has -- did the United States 
receive or any United States official receive any notice prior 
to the kidnapping of Mr. Obaid that it was about to take place? 


A Absolutely not. And in fact every Israeli 
government official has said the same exact thing. 


Q Would you have liked to have received word before? 
A I don't have an answer for you on that. 


Is John Kelly now involved in negotiations with 
the Israelis about the hostages or -- 


a John Kelly is not in the Middle East as a 
negotiator or as a mediator. John Kelly has had this trip 
planned for many weeks. It is his orientation visit into the 
region, and that is exactly what he is there doing. It goes 
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without saying, obviously, this subject is being discussed, but 
his travel plans have not changed and he will be moving on into 
the other areas of the region that he had always been scheduled 


to visit. 
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Do you have that schedule? 

We can't release it. 

Did he extend his stay in Israel? 

Did the U.S. Government -- 

Wait a minute. I've got two things going at once. 
Did he extend his stay in Israel apparently? 


Excuse me? 


oD >» © ®>» © © B® & 


Did he extend his stay in Israel? 


A No, he did not. He is exactly on the schedule 
that was set several weeks ago. 


Margaret, is the U.S. Government preparing 
possible criminal charges against Mr. Obaid on the chance that 
he could be extradited? 


a I would refer you to the Justice Department 
concerning those types of matters. 


Q Margaret, is the Department of State interested 
in seeing him extradited, if possible? 


a I think that's a premature question. That's the 
only comment I could make on it, that it's premature to be 
answering that type of question, and I just have to refer you 
to Justice. 


Q Margaret, can you clarify conflicting reports 
about when Colonel Higgins may have died? There are some 
reports that he was alive as recently as a few days ago. 


A On Colonel Higgins, we still do not have 
confirmation that Lieutenant Colonel Higgins was killed, or, if 
he was, when. 


Q Has the Government of Iran or Rafsanjani been 
helpful in any way in postponing the execution of hostages? 


A We have been in touch with Iran through a variety 
of channels, and at this time have no reason to believe that 
Iran is not dealing with this matter in a serious way. 


Q Are they being helpful, though. The question is 
not are they being serious, but are they being helpful? 
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A I don't have any other further characterization 
of Iran, other than the one I've just given. ‘. 


: Q The Government of Iran today said they've been 
™ warned by the United States -- 


a Who said? I'm sorry. 


Q The Government of Iran said today it has been 
warned by the United States but didn't elaborate in the matter 
of the hostages. Do you have any comment? 


Q Back to Ralph's question: Could you clarify or 
take the question as to what you mean by “serious"? Is it 
serious in a positive way, helpful way? 


A I can't do that for you. 


Q You can't? I mean, that says nothing. Of 
course, they're serious. 


a It says more than I've said the rest of this week. 
Q No. It's less than you said yesterday. 
a I disagree. 


Q What about the Syrian role? Do you see it also 
serious or what? 


a Of course, we have been directly in touch with 
Syria. As you all know, we have full diplomatic relations with 
Syria. They have expressed to us a desire to try to be helpful. 


Has the United States -- you said that the United 
States had been in contact with Iran through a number of 
different channels. Has the United States sent any messages 
since the one on Monday? 


a That would be something that I could not answer 
for you. 


Q Has there been any direct contact between the 
U.S. and Iran on this matter? 


a No. As you know, we don't deal directly with 
Iran. 


Q The other day you said that one of the contacts 
or the main form of contact was through the Swiss. Now you're 
saying a variety of channels. Can you be more elaborate on 
that? 
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‘ a No. I cannot. 


There's a report that Secretary Baker has winked 
at the idea of a hostage swap. What's your response to that? 


a You cannot appropriately draw a conclusion that 
the message as a whole was a tacit approval. You cannot pick 
one or two words only out of the entire message. It was a very 
balanced message. The message made clear: one, it is the 
policy of the United States Government not to negotiate with 
terrorists. Two, Israel as a sovereign state has a different 
policy. Three, as a result of these differing policy 
approaches, the United States can neither concur in nor cbject 
to the proposed action. Four, we cannot authorize action on 
our behalf. 


I would like to note, as Defense Minister Rabin said 
on Tuesday, “Our policy is different, and, therefore, the 
decision is ours and ours alone." 


Q So if Israel succeeds in cutting a deal, some 
sort of hsotage swap, including for our American hostages, we 
won't object to that? 


A If it had been our intent to tacitly approve, we 
would only have said we simply don't object. An incorrect 
construction has been put on the overall message. The bottom 
line is the United States made it clear that while we could not 
take a position on this proposal, either for or against, our 
statement was balanced on purpose to explain why we could not 
take a position on either side of the issue. 


Q Why couldn't the United States take a position 
against it since it is, after all, the U.S. policy to be 
against it? 


A I don't have really any further clarifications 
for you, other than to say I have said what the entire message 
said. I have said that the message stated our policy. * have 
said that the message said what we cannot authorize. I have 
tried to explain it, and we think it's a balanced message. 


Q Yes. But while it's fairly clear the reason why 
you can't concur in it, it is not so clear why you can't object 
to it, since it contravenes U.S. policy. 


a I said that Israel as a sovereign state has a 
different policy. As a result of these differing policy 
approaches, the United States can neither concur in nor object 
to the proposed action. 


Q We often object to the policies of other 
sovereign states. 
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A Well, this is the message that the Secretary 
sent. It's a very clear message. It is certainly in line with 
our policy, and I really don't have any further clarifications 
of it. 


Q Margaret, the people holding Joseph Cicippio 
extended their deadline. One could surmise from that, that 
that is because there is some sort of diplomatic activity, or 
recent diplomatic activity, going on. Would that be a proper 
surmise, that there are some new avenues opening up within the 
past eight to 12 hours? 


a I couldn't lead you towards new avenues. I would 
refer you to what the President said yesterday: “We're leaving 
no stone unturned in the diplomatic campaign to secure the 
release of our hostages." 


You know that Secretary Baker and the President have 
said, as we have from this podium, we are working very hard on 
the diplomatic front. And, as the President also said 
yesterday, he has had assurance after assurance from world 
leaders that they are doing all they can to help. 


Q Margaret, to follow up on that, are you -- do you 
have some optimism now that with this extension of the 
execution deadline, we're going to see more extensions or get 
into that cycle and eventually dropped? I mean, is that -- 


a I don't know. I characterized for you earlier 
what our reaction was to this deadline, and I don't have a 
further characterization than that. 


Q Was the extension of the deadline, though, was it 
as a result of Iranian intervention in this or Syrian 
intervention? 


a It seems to me you'd have to ask the people who 
are holding our hostages. 


Q Margaret, in past statement of policy on 
terrorism, the United States has added words such as, “We will 
continue to urge other countries not to make concessions." Can 
you square that with what appears to be a hands-off stance on 
Israel's willingness to negotiate for the release of hostages? 


a Israel has a different policy concerning hostages 
than the United States. Israel is a sovereign nation. 


Q Margaret, the Kuwaiti Government holds 17 
convicted terrorists in jail. They're called the Dawa 17. In 
the past, the United States Government urged that government 
not to release -- make a deal on hostages. Is the United 
States Government willing now to drop that insistence with the 
Kuwait Government? Would it take a hands-off position toward 
Kuwait? 
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a I'm not aware of the Kuwaiti situation. I'm sure 
I should be. It's just one of the things I have not come 
across and learned since I've been here, so I really don't have 
an answer for you. I'm not prepared for an answer, and I don't 
want to answer your hypothetical, because I don't know all the 
background to it. 


Q Let me then ask you this question, put it in 
conceptual terms. If Israel's a sovereign country, government, 
that can make its own decision, would that not in principle 
extend to every other government, every other country? 


A I'd really rather decline not answering your 
question until I learned what is the situation in that 
particular country. 


Q Margaret, what is it you would like to see Iran 
doing in this situation, and do you have any sense that they 
are doing it? 


A The only comment I have on Iran is the one that I 
gave you a few minutes ago: that we have been in touch with 
them through a variety of channels and at this time have no 
reason to believe that Iran is not dealing with this matter in 
a serious way. 


And, as I said yesterday, I'd refer you back to the 
transcript, which we went over and over, as far as Iran using 
their influence in this particular situation. 


Q Margaret, you used a double negative there. 
6 I'm sorry? What? 


You used a double negative. Iran -- “we have no 
reason not to believe that Iran is doing this in a serious 
manner." Is Iran dealing with this in a serious -- do you have 
reason to believe that Iran is dealing with this in a serious 
manner? 


A I believe what I said -- and maybe 1 misspoke -- 
at this time we have no reason to believe that Iran is not 
dealing with this matter in a serious way. 


Q Should we take it that you have evidence that 
Iran is doing something serious about the hostage situation? 


a That backs me into characterizing further than I 
am at liberty to do with this statement. 


Q Margaret, but that's a very peculiar construction 
to use a double negative to characterize what Iran is doing or 
not doing here. Can you say that in fact they are dealing with 
it in a serious fashion? 
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A I don't believe -- unless I'm missing something 
here -—-— that I am saying that. The statement to me is 
perfectly clear. 


Q The statement is -—- 


A But what I won't do, and I'm not at liberty to 
do, is to further characterize anything about Iran. 


Q Well, if I can just -- 


& So this statement, unfortunately, whether we all 
like it or not, is the statement I have, and it's the statement 
I've got to stick to. 


Q If I can just try one more time. 
A You can try. 


Q When you say, “We have no reason to believe they 
are not dealing with it seriously," any English teacher would 
tell you that the reverse of that is that, well, you must 
believe they are dealing with it seriously. And I'm asking 
you, is that in fact the United States' position? 


Aa That is what I believe this statement is saying. 


- Q It's just a very peculiar construction. That's 
all. 


a Well, it's the construction we have, and we're 
going to have to live with it today. 


Q Margaret, you made reference earlier to President 
Bush receiving assurances after assurances from a number of 
world leaders. Could you perhaps tell us whether -- what other 
~~ which world leaders he's had assurances after assurances 
from, and has the U.S. Government been in touch with any world 
leaders, for example, today, on this subject? 


f°) I'd refer you over to Marlin to characterize the 
President's -- or fill in the assurances of assurances from 
world leaders. That is exactly what the President said 
yesterday. I personally do not know them all, but the White 
House -- I'd just refer your question over there. 


Q Has the Secretary of State been in touch with any 
foreign leaders today on this subject? 


A Today? Not to my knowledge. 


Q Margaret, can you tell us how helpful the Soviets 
have been? 
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; A We have heard back from the Soviets, and they, 
‘ too, have indicated a desire to be helpful. 





Q When did you hear back from the Soviets? 


a I don't know. It's sometime, I'm sure, in the 
last 48 hours. I didn't ask. 


Q Can you tell us what we asked them to do? 

A No. It's pretty obvious, though. I said this 
the other day. All nations we've called on who can use any 
type of influence in this situation in this region to please do 
so and help. 

Q Well, have they been helpful? 


7 I just characterized. They have indicated a 
desire to be helpful. 


Q That sounds like do something in the future. 
Have they done anything over the past two or three days? 


A I would have no reason to tell you that they have 
not been helpful. 


Q Do you have any reason to tell us that they have 
been helpful? (Laughter) 


i] I know what you're going to do? (Laughter) 

Q What have they done for us lately? (Laughter) 

és They have indicated a desire to be helpful, and I 
have confirmed that, yes, we have heard back from them. That's 
all I have to say on the Soviet Union. 

Q Margaret, can I try Iran again? 

6 Sure. 

Q Can you offer us any assessment of kind of what 
the structure is of the Iranian Government? I mean, who's in 
charge there? Is Rafsanjani in a position now to help us on 
this? 

Wasn't he just elected the other day? 
But is he -- 


He was sworn in today. 


> © 6 ®? 


Was he? 











A¥E4 


Q He was sworn in today. yes. Sut there are some 
who say that the Iranian Government has several power centers; 
that it's unclear who controls what; that it's not at all clear 
that Rafsanjani would be the person that we would have to get 
to help us if we needed someone there to help us. 
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Can you offer any -- does the Department have any 
analysis of what kind of -- what is the power structure? 


i If we do, I haven't seen it, and I wouldn't want 
to stand out here and speculate with you. 


Q Margaret, trying to follow up on that: does the 
fact that we've seen a four-hour delay in the execution 
deadline -- does that provide some evidence that the Iranians 
are dealing with this matter in a serious way? 


a I would have to refer you to the people who are 
holding our hostages to ask them why they had a delay. I've 
characterized our reaction to the delay. Talk to them. I 
mean, how am I supposed to know, sitting here, what made them 
put a delay on it. 


Q Margaret, another semantical question: in regard 
to the Soviets and the Syrians, you say they have expressed a 
desire to be helpful. In the case of the Iranians, we're 
talking about serious. Can you tell us the difference between 
serious and helpful in this situation? 


A No. But I can tell you, as you know, I have a 
different statement for each of the three areas that you just 
mentioned, and I cannot further characterize the statements 
that I have for each of those three countries. 


Q Can you tell anything about the Israeli role in 


this whole matter? Are they being helpful? Are they being 
serious? What are -- 


a Are they being serious? 


Q What are the Israelis doing? Are they keeping us 
informed of what they're doing? 


A As I've said many times, and it's true again 
today, we are in close contact with Israel and have been all 
along over the last several days. 


Q So we could list Iran as being serious, Soviet 
Union as being helpful, and Israel as being in contact. Is 
that correct? 


i) Let me put it to you this way: We're dealing 
with a live human being. I can't imagine anyone that's 
civilized not taking it seriously. 
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Q Margaret, I know you said that according to U.S. 
policy we cannot condemn or condone what the Israeli 
Government's posture is in dealing with the terrorists, but, if 
they come back to us -- since they are dealing with a situation 
in which American hostages are involved -- and ask for our 
opinion about what they should do in this circumstance, since 
they are an ally c ours and we do provide a significant amount 
of money to them, would we offer them an opinion? 


A The Israelis are really very well aware of what 
our policy -- longstanding policy is concerning hostages. As I 
mentioned yesterday, Secretary Baker spoke earlier this week 
with Foreign Minister Arens. He again reiterated our policy as 
I »ave expressed today. In the message that he sent to our 
Ambassador, Ambassador Brown, he expressed our policy. 


So you're asking me to get into a question that I'm 
really not going to entertain or get into. Our policy really 
is our policy. It is the policy that he is certainly 
implementing, and it is the policy of our government. 


Q So we give them no guidance. 
A Those are your words; not mine. 


Q Margaret, are there any negotiations underway 
between Israel and anyone involved in the hostage-holding of 
which the United States is aware? 


A That we're aware? 


Q Is the United States aware of any negotiations 
between Israel and anyone else regarding freedom for the 
hostages? 


A If you're talking about something that is 
confidential that the Israeli Government is doing, I'm 
certainly not aware of it. The Israeli Government has been 
quite open, and their Prime Minister and other Government 
officials have said what their proposal is. They've said it on 
TV. 


Q Well, it's one thing to say there's a proposal; 
it's another thing to say that somebody's actually talking 
about that proposal or negotiating over it or even discussing 
it. 


A If we have intelligence information like that, I 
certainly wouldn't be able to discuss it, and I'm certainly not 
aware of it. 


Q I'm not asking about intelligence information. 
You said earlier the United States and Israel are in constant 
contact, and I thought that perhaps the Israelis might have -- 
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a They are. They're our close ally and friend, as : 
you know, of many, many years. 2 


Q Right. I thought they might have told the United 
States something about it if there were any such discussions 


underway. 
A I told you if they are, I don't know about them. 
Q Margaret, could I just clear up a point, please? 
A Sure. 


Q You said, “How am I supposed to know why they put 
a delay on?" Does that mean that the United States has no idea 
why the captors of Joseph Cicippio have lengthened the deadline? 


A It would seem to me, common sense-wise -- and 
maybe I'm missing something here -- the individual or 
individuals that are holding Americans know why they make a 
decision to change something and the status of that. I am not 
at liberty -- I do not know what made whoever is holding Mr. 
Cicippio change and have a four-hour delay, make a tape, make a 
tape available. 


I don't know, and I don't see how the United States 
Government is the one who should be the one to say why they did 
xX. Do you see what I'm saying? So I'm not trying to be cute 
with you. That's all I have to say. 


Q And I'm not trying to be accusatory. I'm just 
trying to get the straight information as to whether or not we 
know why a delay has taken place. 

A I don't have an answer for you on that. 

Q Is there any -- you may have answered this 
before. Is there any evidence of Syrian helpfulness in trying 
to solve this situation? 

A The only answer I have on Syria today is the one 
that I gave a little bit earlier that I'll be glad to repeat if 
you'd like me to. 

Q That's okay. 

a Is that it? 

Q Anybody else? Thank you. 

6 


Thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:34 p.m.) 
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MR. MARK DILLEN: This is, as you know, a BACKGROUND 
briefing by a Senior State Department Official on this 
weekend's Central American Leaders Summit. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I was going to say 
that a Senior Department Official couldn't show up, so here I 
am in his place. 


Let me just say a few words of introduction and then 
take questions. The summit is going to be held on the second 
anniversary of the Esquipulas Treaty, and we think it offers an 
important opportunity to make progress on the agenda of 
Esquipulas. 


As you know, the Treaty is a comprehensive document that 
was signed by all five Central American Presidents, and it's 
meant to end the conflicts -- that's plural -- in Central 
America, and it confers a multiple number of obligations on the 
various governments that I would like to describe briefly to 
you, because those are the subjects that will be addressed at 
the summit. 


First is democratization, and in particular the 
Government of Nicaragua took on a responsibility to hold free 
and fair elections which under Esquipulas have to be held under 
conditions that meet fairly stringent tests -- access to media, 
full freedom of political organization and activity, 
international supervision. 


The second commitment under Esquipulas is the non-use of 
territory to support subversion or aggression against a 
neighboring state. 


Third is a process of national reconciliation in each 
country where it is appropriate that will allow for the 
voluntary re-integration of insurgent forces back into 
constitutional processes and democratic life under conditions 
that will guarantee their safety and their person and 
property. And hopefully when that set of processes are moving 
ahead, there will also be a process to allow refugees to return 
to the countries from which they have fled due to conditions of 
conflict. 
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and, clearly, the broad goals of Esquipulas are to bring 
democracy and peace to Central America. President Arias, when 
he announced the agreement, said without democracy in Central 
America, there can be no peace. 


afin 





On the eve of the second anniversary of Esquipulas, if 
we look at the compliance within the region -- and particularly 
on Nicaragua, because I think most observers would agree that 
Nicaragua was the source of the problem originally -- on the 
issue of democratization the Sandinistas agreed at Tesoro 
Beach, which was a follow-up agreement to hold new elections a 

ear earlier than their constitution would have required, we 
ave been hoping and we continue to hope that they will 
establish a set of processes that will be judged to be fair and 
free. 


I think you have to recognize that there is a certain 
built-in disadvantage for the opposition parties, because they 
are running against the state. The Sandinistas do not make a 
distinction between their political party and the institution 
and organs of the state. So the army in Nicaragua is a 
politicized army -- it's the Sandinista army -- and the 
Interior Ministry and other functions of government are at the 
service of one of the political parties that will be contesting 
in the election. 


That makes it doubly difficult for the opposition to 
compete. Nevertheless, to their credit they are competing. We 
had hoped that the rules of the election would have been 
established through a process of direct dialogue between the 
government and the democratic opposition, and we urged the 
Government of Nicaragua to initiate such a dialogue prior to 
the establishment of the rules. They declined to do so. 


They also had an obligation under the Tesoro Beach 
agreement to establish a Supreme Electoral Council which would 
oversee the various rules and regulations, and the creation of 
regional councils. And Tesoro Beach said that that Supreme 
Electoral Council should be balanced. Most observers believe 
that the government did not meet its obligation to create a 
balanced Electoral Council. 


There have also been some incidents in recent weeks that 
we find disturbing. The democratic opposition was denied a 
permit to stage a demonstration in Ocotal. Very recently -- I 
think last weekend in fact -- a Congressional observer 
delegation was denied the right to peacefully witness a 
political rally, even though representatives of other 
governments attended, and there was no threat to their security. 


With regard to the provision of Esquipulas, Article VI, 
Non-Use of Territory, the Government of Nicaragua seems to take 
the position that this provision only applies to neighboring 
states but not itself. It continues to supply weapons to the 
FMLN guerrillas in El Salvador. In fact, our information 
indicates that the number of deliveries of weapons to the FMLN 
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has substantially increased since the United States ended 
military aid to the Resistance. That's a clear violation of 


the Esquipulas Accord. 


Secondly, the FMLN has its command and control 
operations on Nicaraguan territory -- broadcasts Radio 
Vinceremos from Nicaraguan territory. Those are also 
violations of the Esquipulas Agreement. 


With regard to the issue of national reconciliation and 
re-integration of the Resistance, I would note that over the 
last year the human rights organization “America's Watch," and 
as recently as April 1989, has pointed to “a pattern of summary 
executions committed by government forces against suspected 
Contra collaborators.“ And in this April 1989 press release, 
they say, “Recent investigation by America's Watch has found 
such executions to have continued. Most murders were 
apparently committed by forces of the DGSE of the Ministry of 
Interior. Some were attributed to the EPS, which is the 
Sandinista Popular Forces, the Nicaraguan Army." And they went 
on to say, “These executions are too numerous to be isolated 
cases, and their continuation strengthens our impression that 
government forces are engaged in a pattern of violent abuses in 
this region." 


I point this out because it also corresponds to 
information we receive, which is that the Sandinista Army 
continues to conduct what are essentially search and destroy 
operations in northern Nicaragua that are aimed at the family 
members and supporters of the Resistance. That is hardly the 
kind of action that the government should be taking if it wants 
to create the conditions that would allow the Resistance to 
re-integrate back into Nicaraguan civilian life. We hope that 
they will in fact embrace and engage in a process of dialogue 
with the Resistance and negotiate the processes and conditions 
that would permit their Resistance to return under safety and 
security and with democratic liberties. 


Finally, the Esquipulas Agreement also confers 
obligations or makes requests upon governments outside the 
region, and specifically in Esquipulas and in Tesoro Beach the 
five Central American Presidents called on outside governments 
to halt any military supply to irregular or insurgent forces. 


The United States is in compliance with that request. 
The United States ended military support for the Resistance. 
We support a ceasefire, and, as you know, under the Bipartisan 
Accord we have agreed in instances where forces of the 
Resistance have been shown to be engaged in offensive military 
operations, to end humanitarian assistance. 


I would note that in both Esquipulas and Tesoro Beach, 
humanitarian assistance is specifically permitted. 


We are disappointed to see that Cuba, which according to 
a U.N. representative with whom I recently spoke, supports the 
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Esquipulas Agreement, continues to violate this request by the 
five Central American Presidents by continuing to provide 
substantial quantities of weapons to the FMLN and £1 Salvador. 


-4- 


The Soviet Union also has indicated publicly that it 
supports the Esquipulas Agreement, and the United States hopes 
that it will take actions to demonstrate that commitment and 
use its influence with its allies to persuade them also to 
refrain from violating this request from the five Presidents to 
end military support to irregular forces. 


I'll take questions now. 


Q There was a letter several months ago from 
Secretary Gorbachev to President Bush, promising to cut off aid 
to the Sandinistas. Do we have any evidence whatsoever that 
they've done that or even decreased the amount of aid? 


A If you take total Soviet-bloc military aid to 
Nicaragua, there is no evidence that the total amount has 
decreased. There is some evidence that the relative amounts 
from various members of the Soviet-bloc have changed, so that 
you could point to a diminution of -- potential diminution of 
some Soviet shipments. But they appear to have been 
compensated for by shipments from other Soviet allies. 


Q Well, have the Soviets cut off all aid, and this 
has been compensated by its bloc allies? 


a No. 
Q It hasn't cut -- 


:) No. They have talked about reducing certain 
portions of miiitary assistance and somewhat narrowly defined. 


Q Can you quantify this for us in some way? 
A No, I can't. 


Q Implied in your answer is that the Soviets are 
playing some sort of trick here and cutting back on their aid 
and having their allies increase their aid. Is that what you 
intend to imply? 


a No. We're not accusing the Soviet Union of playing 
a trick. I'm just noting the facts. We are engaged in a 
series of ongoing discussions with the Soviet Union on Central 
America. We mould note that both governments are publicly 


committed to the same Treaty and to support the provisions of 
the same Treaty Esquipulas. And we believe this is an 
important test of Soviet new thinking; that this is an arena 
that is visible to the American people and the Congress, and it 
is an opportunity for the Soviet Union to demonstrate its will 
to remove East-West rivalries from a regional conflict, to 
honor and cooperate in supporting the requests of a series of 
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governments who have asked outside powers to refrain from 
supplying weaponry. And we are going to continue to talk to 
the Soviet Union about this, and we hope that they will also 
see this as an opportunity. 


Well, if I could follow it up, then you sincerely 
believe the Soviets are trying to reduce their weapons, and 
it's just those bad old other people in the Eastern bloc who 
keep increasing on their own, or what? 


a What's important to the United States is the 
results on the ground, and, therefore, if a reduction in some 
Soviet supplies have been compensated by an increase in 
supplies from other Soviet-bloc allies, that is not a very 
constructive response, and it does not indicate strong will to 
support the Esquipulas Agreement. So we would like to see 
additional steps taken. 


Q At the risk of being argumentative, what's 
important is not the number of weapons on the ground; what's 
important is evidence of Soviet new thinking, as you have said 
time and time again. Do you see evidence of Soviet new 
thinking if in fact they are cutting back their own supplies 
but allowing other East-bloc allies to build up their supplies 
in such a way as to take up the slack? Is that evidence of new 


thinking? 


A What the Central Americans are looking for is 
peace, and what they've asked the Soviet Union and other 
outside governments to do is to help them live in peace by 
stopping the militarization of their region, and specifically 
weapons to irregular forces. 


So I doubt that the Soviet Union will receive much 
credit from the Central Americans and others if the total level 
of weapons that is going into the region from the Soviet Union 
and its allies remains the same. 


What kind of an agreement do you expect to emerge 
this weekend in terms of dismantling the Contra camps in 
Honduras? 


A The issue is not dismantling the Contra camps per 
se, but national reconciliation and re-integration of the 
Resistance back into Nicaragua, and that requires a process 
that will allow that to take place. And that issue will 
clearly be addressed at the summit. How it will turn out is 
not entirely predictable. There is a dynamic, as you know, in 
these meetings. ) 


The five Presidents are poses to meet, I think, for two 
and a half to three days, and they will clearly negotiate out 


and discuss these issues and try to arrive at some sort of 

agreement that reflects a consensus among five governments who, 
obviously, do not see eye to eye entirely on these issues. And 
I would note that one of the governments doesn't see eye to eye 
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with the four democracies on many of these issues. So the 
exact shape of an agreement with regard to re-integration of 
the Contras is difficult to predict. 


But the facts are that what Esquipulas requires is that 
a process be established that would allow the Resistance to 
voluntarily return to their homes to live in peace and security 
and freedom. We support such a process, and we hope that the 
plan that they develop is consistent with that. 


The problem can't be solved on paper. It has to be 
solved in reality on the ground, and, frankly, it is not clear 
that the Sandinista Government really wants to embrace national 
reconciliation and re-integration of the Resistance. Their 
narrow goal appears to be simply to take away their weapons and 
let them scatter to the winds. 


That is not what the Esquipulas Agreement requires. The 
Esquipulas Agreement requires, as I said, a process of national 


reconciliation, and we think it's badly needed within Nicaragua 
as well as other countries in the region. And that's only 
going to happen with an authentic process of the Government of 
Nicaragua talking to the Resistance, taking their legitimate 
concerns into account, establishing a process whereby 
confidence can be built on both sides; they can begin to return 
with some confidence that their safety and security will be 
verified by an independent means. 


That's the kind of process that ought to be reflected in 
an agreement, and that's the only kind of process that will 
work. So to some extent, the summit is a test of Sandinista 
will to comply with Esquipulas. 


Q What does our Government do if there is a decision 
there to begin the process of dismantling the camps before this 
process -- what you're describing -- is completed? 


a I don't know what you mean, “dismantling the 
camps." This process is an integral process. The process of 
demobilization and the process of repatriation are joined, and 
we're encouraged by the fact that the Resistance has made it 
clear that they're willing to discuss these issues, and they're 
willing to return once their legitimate security and democratic 
rights have been addressed. And that process can start when 
the Sandinistas agree to engage in it. The timetable is really 
up to the Government of Nicaragua, if and when they are willing 
to allow these people to return and protect them and guarantee 
their __ as Esquipulas and Tesoro Beach require. Then 
presumably a process of voluntary repatriation can begin. 


Q Let me pursue that for a moment. Is it your view 
that demobilization, under whatever plan is adopted, should not 
begin until after, (a) a national dialogue that includes the 
Sandinistas and the Contras, or (b) until after the elections 
in February? 
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A We think in reality it will happen as part of a 
process that includes national dialogue and includes the other 
elements that I just laid out -- the conditions that will 
guarantee the security and democratic rights of the Contras; 


verification of those rights. 


The timing of that is dependent on the will of the 
Sandinista Government to make it happen. If they wish to 
encourage the Resistance to return prior to the elections, they 
have the means to do so. But the burden is on them to prove 
that unlike the current actions of their army which America's 
Watch characterizes as summary executions, they are ready to 
engage in the serious process of national reconciliation to end 
the abuses against the Resistance and their families, to 
encourage them to return, to protect their property rights, to 
protect their security. So that process can begin when there 
is a will to make it happen. 


Q Well, now, some Contras and some conservatives on 
the Hill have said that there should be no demobilization 
initiated before the elections, and they even believed that 
they have a commitment from President Bush that that is the 
policy of the Administration. Are they misunderstanding the 
Administration's position? 


a I don't think they're misunderstanding the 
Administration's position. The Administration's position is 
demobilization and democratization are linked. That's what the 
Bipartisan Accord says. We spelled that out very clearly in 
our agreement. And the timetable, I would repeat, cannot be 
arbitrarily determined. 


As you know, we have encouraged some of the political 
leaders of the Resistance to return to take part in the 
elections. This is a voluntary process, and if conditions 
permit other members of the Resistance to voluntarily 
re-integrate prior to the elections, that is perfectly 
consistent with the Bipartisan Accord. But I think what you're 
reflecting is a certain skepticism which is warranted that 
those conditions may not exist until after the elections. 


But that again, I would repeat, depends on the 
willingness of the Sandinista Government to create those 
conditions to allow for verification, and I think that will is 
what is at issue here. 


Q Senator Dodd seems to believe that postponing the 
thing until after the elections would make the Accord a “dead 
letter" -- quote, unquote, as he said. I wonder whether you 
look at it in different ways as to what the Accord says about a 
timetable? 


rs) Well, let me read from the Accord. 


Q I mean, I know what it says, but I wonder what you 
say to Senator Dodd about this? He says that the members, 
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especially in the House, will cut off the aid after November 30 
under the fetal clause, if there is a decision to begin the 
demobilization after the election in Nicaragua. 


| a Again, I would repeat that our position is not that 
there is some arbitrary timetable when re-integration can 
begin. That really depends on the will of the Sandinista 
Government to begin a process of national reconciliation and 
re-integration, and I think the Resistance has said that also. 


Q One question, getting back to this issue of Soviet 
aid: At what point is the U.S. ready or might be ready to say 
the Soviets are flunking this test on their new thinking? 
Therefore, we are going to bring the pressure up and try to 
link this to other issues around the world. 


A Clearly, the opportunity for the Soviet Union to 
demonstrate new thinking is now, and we've had serious 
discussions with them. They are frank and useful and candid, 
without polemics, and we think they've been constructive. 
Those discussions will continue. 


As you know, Secretary Baker raised this issue with 
Minister Shevardnadze in Paris. I'm going to have another 
discussion with my Soviet counterpart in London next week, and 
we think the Soviet Union has, at least rhetorically, addressed 
this issue in a serious way. But, clearly, actions speak 
louder than words, and we are hopeful that the Soviet Union 
will use its influence, not only by taking actions on its own 
but with its allies, to support the peace process. 


If you look around the world, there have been some 
dramatic developments in longstanding regional conflicts when 
the superpowers have agreed to cooperate to defuse East-West 
tensions, to use their influence with others, to end 
longstanding conflicts, to promote national reconciliation, to 
bring peace. 


Central America needs such attention urgently. The 
conflicts there have gone on for a decade. There has been 
enormous suffering on all sides, and, clearly, what the Central 
American governments want and what Latin America is looking for 
is new thinking on all sides. 


The United States has demonstrated its commitment to 
Esquipulas. We are in compliance with the Treaty, and we think 
that it's an opportunity for the Soviet Union to prove its 
commitment also. 


MR. DILLEN: I think we have time for one more question. 


Q A follow-up on the Soviet pledge: As you said, 
they very narrowly defined military supplies, as I understand 
it, to be just weaponry. Are they even meeting that narrowly 
defined pledge to not send the Sandinistas any more weaponry as 
opposed to materiel and other things? 





: . 1500 


A To some extent, that depends on one's definition of 
weaponry. We have noticed that there has been a certain change 


in some supplies to the Government of Nicaragua, as I said 
before, but we have also noted that other Soviet allies seem to 


have compensated. So, therefore, the net effect seems to be 
difficult to discern. 


Q Would it be possible for you to brief us tomorrow 
on Mexico? 


a On the Binational? 
Q That's right. 
i) I don't have any plans to. 


Q Could you say something now, say two minutes, of 
what you expect will be the highlights of the Secretary's trip 
to Mexico? 


i) I don't want to say what the highlights will be, 
but maybe the Spokesperson tomorrow will be prepared to do 
that. But I would say that there are very important 
developments going on in Mexico, and this Administration has 
enormous respect for President Salinas' leadership. 


Clearly, in the economic field he's taken courageous 
steps to reform and restructure the economy of that country. 
And we, as the President and the Secretary of State have said, 
have no more important relationship than the U.S.-Mexican 
relationship; and in many ways, both through 
government-—to-government context and indirectly through 
business context and people-to-people context, that 
relationship is growing stronger and becoming more significant 
on both sides. 


So the Binational Commission is a formal recognition of 
that fact and a mechanism to strengthen those ties. I think 
the level of attendance on behalf of both governments reflects 
that. As far as the individual issues that will be discussed, 
maybe the Spokesperson tomorrow could address that a little bit 
more. You can come to Mexico and see for yourself. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:35 p.m.) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
INOeE XxX 


Friday, August 4, 1989 


250/ 


BRIEFER: Margaret Tutwiler 


Subject 


MEXICO 
Secretary's Travel to Annual Meeting of the 


U.S.-Mexico Binational Commission ............ 


LEBANON 


Diplomatic Efforts on Hostages Continue ....... 


--Reaction to Iranian President Rafsanjani's 


Remarks on Release of Hostages .............. 
--U.S.-Iranian Contacts/Messages .............. 
--U.S.-Iranian Relations .... 2.2... ccc ccs 
--Iranian Support for Terrorism ............... 
--Red Cross Involvement in Hostage Efforts .... 


--~Secretary's Diplomatic Efforts/Conversation 
With Israeli Foreign Minister Arens Today 
--U.S. Not Pressuring Israel to Release Obaid 


--Other Countries Efforts re: Hostages ........ 


HAITI 


AID Announcement re: Economic Aid .........665. 


BURMA 


Visa Denial for Burma Student ............6666. 


KENYA 


s: Cn CM, cocccebecdbeccesccdseceosec 


CHINA 


Status of U.S. Travel Advisory ...........6665. 
Status of Decision on Return of Dependents .... 
Health of Deng KXiaoping's Health .............. 


MIDOLE EAST 


Assistant Secretary Kelly's Whereabouts ....... 


ANGOLA 


en oe Cn Ms <n 6 Ween 686 tbecseese 


ETHIOPIA 
Assistant Secretary Cohen's Trip 





250% 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #136 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 4, 1969, 12:47 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief statement that I'd 
like to make: 


On August 7 the Secretary will lead the U.S. 
delegation to the annual meeting of the Cabinet-Level 
U.S.-Mexican Binational Commission, which will be held in 
Mexico City. Other U.S. participants include Treasury 
Secretary Brady, Attorney General Thornburgh, Commerce 
Secretary Mosbacher and Trade Representative Carla Hills, as 
well as other officials. 


The delegations will break into smaller working groups 
for discussions of immigration, narcotics, legal matters, the 
environment, border cooperation, trade and investment, cultural 
relations and financial cooperation. 


Secretary Baker and his counterpart will sign a 
proclamation recognizing the centennial of the U.S.-Mexico 
International Boundary and Water Commission, a search and 
rescue agreement, and a diplomatic note providing for the 
construction of a new international bridge. 


The Secretary looks forward to this meeting. The size 
and rank of the U.S. delegation is indicative of the importance 
which the U.S. Government attaches to U.S.-Mexican relations. 


At 2:00 p.m. today we will have a full press kit in 
the Press Office that has a lot more detailed information for 
you. 


I'll be happy to take any of your questions. 


Q Now that Mr. Cicippio has had his reprieve, could 
you tell us the focus of the U.S. diplomatic efforts concerning 
the hostage situation? 


a Our diplomatic efforts continue. The suspension 
is an encouraging and hopeful development, but our concerns for 
releasing the hostages remain. We are continuing our 
diplomatic efforts, urging many parties to use whatever 
influence they have to end once and for all the continuing 
hostage ordeal. 


Q President Rafsanjani of Iran said today that if 
the United States wants the hostages freed, it must ask Israel 
to release Sheik Obaid. 
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a We do not have a full text of President 
Rafsanjani's remarks, and we are reacting cautiously to the 
reported excerpts. However, based on the excerpts we have 
seen, President Rafsanjani's remarks appear to be moderate and 
are therefore encouraging. 


Q But is there a possibility that you would, 
indeed, consider asking Israel to release the Sheik? 


a As you know, we are not putting any pressure on 
Israel, and they have a different policy concerning the 
situation than the United States. . 


Q But if that is Iran's condition for freeing all 
the hostages, would the United States consider it or talk about 
it, negotiate on it? 


“ We do not negotiate concerning hostages. 


Q Margaret, does the moderate tone of President 
Rafsanjani's remarks suggest that the United States might open 
some sort of a tentative dialogue with that government in order 
to resolve this matter? 


a As I said yesterday, we have been in contact with 
the Iranians through various channels on the hostage 
situation. Today we would characterize it that we have reason 
to believe that Iran is genuinely engaged and no reason to 
believe that its engagement is not focused in a positive 
direction. 


I have just said to you, also -- the encouraging 
comments -—- how we described President Rafsanjani's comments; 
so in answer to your question, any improvement in relations 
between us will be contingent on Iranian willingness to act 
responsibly in the world arena, to include an effort to resolve 
the hostage issue once and for all by producing the release of 
all our hostages, and by also making it clear that they have 
turned away from support of terrorism. 


Q May we have a copy of that statement, please -- 
that answer? 

a Sure. 

Q Can I also ask about President Rafsanjani's 


comment that suggested that the resolution of the hostage 
matter should be part of an overall settlement to the Lebanon 
problem? I think that was the phrase he used -- “the Lebanon 
problem." 


Is the United States prepared to engage in ar... 
additional or new diplomatic effort to resolve the political 
and religious problems in Lebanon at this time? Or does the 
U.S. see those two things as being related, and is it ready to 
engage in that issue again? 
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A I'm not sure -— and I'm sure it's my ignorance -- 
that I understand what you're asking me. 


Q Rafsanjani indicated that the resolution of the 
hostage crisis was related to solving the political problems in 
Lebanon -- more broadly than just the hostage matter. The U.S. 
for the last few months has focused on the Arab League effort 
in Lebanon -- 


A That's correct. 


Q -- and you had some comments to make yesterday 
about the apparent failure of that effort in Lebanon. Is the 
U.S. prepared, perhaps in response to Rafsanjani or perhaps 
without relation to Rafsanjani, to re-engage the United States 
directly in some kind of effort to resolve the political 
disagreements in Lebanon, to restore a government there, 
perhaps to reallocate the power wi'hin that government and so 
on? 


; A I think what I'm going to have to do -- and I do 
understand your question, Ralph, and I appreciate your 
repeating it -- is to tell you that concerning President 
Rafsanjani's statement this morning, the excerpts and the parts 
that we've seen, the only comment I have on that I've made. I 
would refer you to -- the President apparently did a photo op 
this morning; and he is on the record, one part of which I have 
that said, “I want to explore it to the fullest," referring to 
President Rafsanjani's statement. So that would really be 
about all I could do for you. 


Q He said, I believe, that an improvement in 
relations with [ran depends, among other things, on evidence 
that Iran has turned away from support of terrorism. 


A Yes. 


Q Does the U.S. have evidence that Iran has 
recently supported terrorism? 


a I don't know about recently, but I know that they 
have certainly -- and I want to be careful here, so what ['d 
rather do is post the words that I'd say to characterize it 
because I do not know what has been said from this podium 
before concerning Iran and terrorism. It hasn't come up since 
I've been here, so I'll get that for you and post it. 


Q Has there been any kind of message received from 
the Government of Iran, other than the ones that we've seen 


publicly? Has the U.S. received any message through diplomatic 
channels? 


“ A direct message? 


Q Either direct or indirect, other than the public 
one that we've all -- that you've been referring to here, and 
sO on. 
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A As I said yesterday -- and it's true today -- 
there have been various channels where there have been 
messages, and I couldn't characterize them for you as messages 
that have been received, have not rece’.ved answers. 


Q Uh -- 
a In other words -- 


Q Okay. In other words, the traffic is going both 
ways through those channels? 


A Yes. 


Q So the U.S. and Iran are exchanging messages 
through intermediaries? 


A I have said all week long, and it's still true, 
we have, as everyone knows, an established channel to the 
Iranians. The United States Government does not deal directly 
with Iran. I went further yesterday and used the phrase 
“various channels." 


Q Wait a minute. The focus of these questions has 
to do with whether the channels are being used by both ends of 
the telephone. 


a You can assume that if someone has delivered a 
message for us, there have been in some instances answers back 
to those message. 


Q From? From Iran, as opposed to from the channels 
that you're -- 


A From the person who carried the message -- the 
middle person. Iran does not deal directly with the United 
States, so the only way we could know what the response was was 
from our intermediary. 


Q Margaret, through these channels of 
communication, are you getting any kind of idea what it is that 
Iran would want if there were to be an overall settlement of 
this issue? And has Iran raised the issue of the assets frozen 
in the United States? 


A That's a speculative question, and one that I'm 
not prepared to get into. 


Q Can you tell us whether -- 


Q Either they have or they haven't. It's not 
speculative. 


A I'm not going to get into what is going on 
through our established channels or the various other channels 
that I've mentioned but cannot name concerning this. I've 
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tried to characterize for you today, which is different than I 
characterized yesterday, our statement on Iran. I have tried 

to answer what it would take for an improvement in relations, 

and I really cannot go further than what I've been able to say 
today. 


Q But -- 
A It's speculative. 


Q Is the United States prepared to resolve the 
issue of the assets as part of an overall settlement? 


A I'm not trying to be difficult. That is a 
speculative question or a hypothetical question or, for sure, a 
question that I am not prepared to answer today. 


Q Are you able to tell us whether the public 
statement issued by President Rafsanjani accurately and pretty 
much completely reflects the responses that the United States 
has received through the channels you referred to -- the 
intermediary channels you referred to? 


a I couldn't do that. I could tell you, as I tried 
to state, we do not have a full text of President Rarsanjani's 
remarks and we are reacting cautiously to the reported 
excerpts. And, you know, I cannot -- whether it's with [ran or 
any other number of countries that we deal with -- get into 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Margaret, on the point of the conditions for 
improvement of U.S. relations with Iran, the first one, as I 
recall it, was an effort on the part of Iran to resolve the 
hostage issue. Could you give any further definition of what 
you mean by an “effort"? Is it the kind of thing that they 
apparently have done in the past several days, or are you 
thinking of some much broader activity? What kind of effort is 
it the United States is looking for on their part? 


A Other than characterizing, which I've done -- and 
I'll do again, which are new words that I'm using today 
concerning your question on Iran -- I can't go further than 
this, and I cannot go further than what ['ve already stated in 
response to an earlier question on this subject. I just simply 
can't do it. I'm not trying to be difficult. 

Q Margaret, how has -- 

A Do you like my double negative today? 
Q You used it again today. 
A 


That's right. We knew you'd notice. 


y 2) 


Has the situation vis-a-vis the hostages and our 
relations with Iran changed since the election of President 
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Rafsanjani? Do we feel that his election has brought about a 
changed situation which makes it perhaps easier to deal with 
the Iranians than in the past? , 


A I have said that President Rafsanjani's remarks 
appear to be moderate and are therefore encouraging. I believe 
I'm correct -- I know Marlin did -- that the President used the 
word “encouraging” today; and since he spoke to this subject i 
this morning, I'd really refer you to his transcript. That's 
the best way I know how to answer you. 


Q I think I know what you're going to say to this, 
but would you care to comment on the report in the New York 
Times that the President had all but decided to take military 
action in the event that an American hostage was killed? 


A You're right in that I cannot, as you know, 
discuss any type of military options at all, or the subject. 

Q Margaret, has there been any change in the 
readiness on the part of those vessels that have been 
positioned? 

A Since I can't ever comment on any military 


options, I never knew what the state of readiness was or was 
not. So I don't know. I guess you could ask maybe the 
Pentagon which stays up on that. I don't know. 


Q Margaret, can you tell us what dealings, if any, 
there are between the United States and the International Red 
Cross with regard to the hostage matter? Is the United States 
engaged at all with the [RC? 


A Earlier this week I was told, and I'm almost 
positive I said here from the podium, that the International 
Red Cross was engaged in trying to recover this body for the 
United States or for the international community. And I have 
no reason to believe that they're not still doing that, as the 
U.N. Under Secretary General is; and I believe I read yesterday 
that the Vatican's office is also trying to help. 


Other than that, I don't know of their involvement, 
and I didn't think to ask in the last 48 hours. 


Q Secretary Baker last night referred to the eight 
American hostages in his live television interview. Did he say 
that because he is certain that Colonel Higgins is dead? 


q No, he did not. Secretary Baker was ot asked 
the question on that TV program if he or the Depart or the 
government had an opinion on Colonel Higgins. As you \now, and 
it's still our same guidance today, we cannot confirm that 
Colonel Higgins is dead. 


What Secretary Baker literally said was that we have 
eight American lives at stake “at the very least," which would 
lead you to believe there are more than eight. He also said in 
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the same sentence “because we have eight other hostages 
there." So clearly in his mind he was talking about more than 
eight. 


Q Margaret, the new words that you gave us and the 
new attitudes or the new messages, is that being conveyed 
through the intermediaries today and to Iran in response to 
Rafsanjani, or is that being given to us so that we'll convey 
it to Rafsanjani? Is there something more specific going to 
the President of Iran, in other words? 


A Welcome to the State Department. 


I cannot answer these types of questions because they 
fall into the category of we do not discuss our diplomatic 
exchanges. As far as are we sending Iran this message of new 
words that I'm using today that were different than yesterday, 
one form is from this podium. 


As far as what is privately being communicated -- is 
or is not -- I don't want to lead you one way or the other -- 
through our established channel, which you know is the Swiss, 
or various other channels which we said we're using. I just 
cannot characterize or get into it. 


Q Are any attempts being made to get in direct 
contact with Iran? 


A To get in direct contact? 
Q Yes. 


a That would be a change in policy, it would be a 
Presidential decision, and [I am unaware of any such decision. 


Q Can you tell us if the Secretary is making any 
contacts today to advance the diplomatic activity that has 
already been set in motion? 


a The Secretary received this morning a phone call 
from Foreign Minister Arens. Other phone calls that he's had 
today -- I can't think of any concerning this situation. But, 
as Marlin has said, as the President said and the Secretary of 
State said, this hasn't stopped our concern. I've said today 
that our strong diplomatic efforts are continuing and that they 
are going to continue. Nothing has stopped on that front. 


Q Can you be any more specific about his plans for 
contacts over the weekend? 


A Speaking to foreigners? There are no specific 
plans of him to either have meetings or phone calls over this 
weekend. 


Q Do you have any comment specifically on Algeria's 
role and the contacts the United States has had with Algeria on 
this matter? 
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Q Another subject? ‘ 
A Sure. 
The Agency for International Development is 
announcing today that it is awarding -- or the Government has 
decided to give economic aid for the first time in quite a long . 


time to the Government of Haiti. 


Could you -- I don't know if you have it now; if you 
don't have it, maybe you could obtain it for us later in the 
day --— explain why the United States Government has now decided 
to start again giving aid to that government? 


A Sure. I don't have anything with me. I haven't 
seen it, and I will definitely get you something. 


Q And on another one, do you have any comment on 
the reports that the State Department and the U.S. Government 
is unwilling to grant permission for a Burmese dissident to 
come to this country because it is concerned about the reaction 
of the Thai Government? 


A I had that for you yesterday, and I'd be glad to 
hand it to you after the briefing. I didn't bring it out here 
with me. 


Q Marc<ret, on another subject, is the U.S. 
considering or has it introduced a travel advisory to Kenya a: 
a result of the deaths of some American tourists there by 


bandits? 

a I can't remember. We did, didn't we? Yes, we 
did. 

Q We have put a travel advisory on Kenya, is that 
correct? 


MS. HOGGARD: It's posted. 
MS. TUTWILER: It's posted in the Press Room. 


Q How about the travel advisory on China, by the 
way? Any changes in that? 


a There are no changes today. No. 
Q How about next week? 
A That's a hypothetical. 


Q How about U.S. dependents -- dependents at the 
Embassy? 


a Excuse me? 
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Q Embassy dependents? 


a Embassy dependents are tied up also with the 
travel advisory. Both of those decisions are under review. 
When the Secretary makes the decision, I'll be the first one to 
let you know, and we'll announce it. 


Q Do you think he'll make a decision next week? 

A He could; he could not. He's not going to make 
it today. 

Q There are reports that an American is missing in 


Sri Lanka. You got anything on that? 
A I haven't heard about that. No, I don't. 


Q How about Deng Xiaoping's health? There's a wire 
service report that he is seriously ill with cancer and ina 
northern resort city. So far it's unconfirmed. Do you have 
anything on it? 


a No. I haven't heard about that. I'll ask the 
Bureau to look into it for you. I hadn't heard. 


Q Margaret, the Foreign Minister of Argentina said 
in an interview today that he wants to move to restore full 
diplomatic relations with Britain. Have you seen that, and do 
you have any comment on that? 


Aa No. I obviously didn't do a good job of reading 
all the wires this morning. Sorry. 


Q I think we'd be remiss if we didn't ask this. 
question: You told us that Secretary Baker had a conversation 
today with Foreign Minister Arens. Can you tell us anything 
about that conversation? 


A We do not discuss private phone conversations; 
but as far as characterizing it for you, they both reiterated 
their strong desire to stay in touch. Both reiterated how hard 
they're working in this situation. Other than that, I can't 
really go much further for you. It's not fair to the two 
gentlemen who had a private conversation. 


Q Well, a private conversation -- it was a 
conversation government to government. They weren't talking 
about having a barbecue in Texas, presumably. (Laughter) 


Is there any indication -- does the United States have 
any indication that the Israeli Government is negotiating with 
anyone over the release of Sheik Obaid? 


a I don't know because we're not involved in those 
negotiations. 
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Margaret, does the Secretary of State intend to 
go ahead with vacation plans for next week? 


a For next week? 
Q Yes. 


a That's right. He's going to Houston. This is 
correct. Yes. 


Q He's not changed his plans at all? 


A His plans for this weekend have not changed. His 
plans for part of next week have not changed, and his August 
vacation, which is a two-week block, has not changed. 


Q What are the dates of the August vacation? 


A They really prefer us not to say it from this 
podium. I'll be glad to give it to you right afterwards. 


Q Margaret, did that convers*- 2 %n with the Israeli 
Foreign Minister take place after the comments of Rafsanjani 
had been noted or before? 


a I really don't know. It was this morning. I 
don't know. 


Q Can you take that question and let us know? 
That's a fairly factual matter that -- 


a I'm not sure that we know exactly when Rafsanjani 
made his comments. I can go look in a log and -- 


Q But the question wasn't when he made his 
comments. The question was when his comments were noted by the 
United States Government. 


a I'm sorry. What is your question? 


Q You did say that you all have noted Rafsanjani's 
comments --— excerpts of Rafsanjani's comments. I just want to 
know whether the telephone conversation between the Israeli 
Foreign Minister and the Secretary took place after his 
comments were noted. 


is) I will see if I can post a specific time that 
Secretary Baker spoke on the phone to the Foreign Minister. 


Q Can you tell us whether the interrogation of 
Sheik Obaid -- 


o Just one more thing. Since we don't keep a 
literal phone log and a literal time, I'm not positive I can do 
that. I can definitely tell you it was before 12:00 noon, but 
I will see if someone wrote down a time. [I doubt it, though. 
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Q Are the Israelis passing on to the United States 
whatever they are learning about the terrorists from Sheik 
Obaid? 


a That falls in the category of debriefinas which 
this Department has preferred that I not get into. 


Q On the Angolan peace talks which stalled for a 
while, it looks like they might get underway again tomorrow. 
Anything on that? And, when they do get underway, will the 
U.S. have a presence there -- continue a presence there? 


a I don't have an update on that for you. I'll be 
‘Glad to take it and post it for you. 


Q Yes. And especially on whether we'll have 
someone there. 


a I don't know the answer, and I'll ask the Bureau 
to tell you. 


Q Could you please tell us where Assistant 
Secretary Kelly is today? 


a He is in Egypt. 


Q Margaret, what's the purpose of Mr. Cohen's visit 
in Ethiopia? He arrived this morning, I believe. 


Aa He did. That's true. He arrived in Addis Ababa 
today for a three-day visit. Ouring his stay he expects to 
meet with President Mengistu and other Ethiopian officials. He 
was originally scheduled to visit Ethiopia on his trip to East 
Africa in late May, but the visit was postponed because of the 
attempted coup there. This is a rescheduling of that visit. 


Q Margaret, you said that Secretary Baker is not 


planning to make any telephone calls or have any meetings this 


weekend. Is this sort of being put on hold over the weekend, 
or what exactly -- 


i) Absolutely not. 
Wheat can you tell us -- 


The question was, are there any planned ones. 


Q 
a 
Q Right. 
a 


But specifically it came at me with any foreign 
leaders. I'm answering honestly; there are no planned phone 
calls -- [e.g.]}], “At 3:00 p.m. on Saturday, you will talk with 
so and so.“ Of course this is not on hold; and, as you know, 
when every Secretary of State travels an entire communications 
package travels with him. He has communications from these 
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p.=ces where he is sleeping. So he's not out of contact and 

could get back here should there be any type of emergency, 

because, as you know, a Secretary of State travels on military . 
aircraft. So he certainly is not going to be out of touch. 


Q Can you give us any other details about other 
diplomatic efforts over the weekend aimed at resolving the 
hostage problem? 


A I'm sure that he will continue as he has, 
starting when we were in Paris, to be very much involved in 
this. I cannot point you to a specific, but I can also tell " 


you he is not going to not be engaged. 


Q You're having fun with that double negative, 
aren't you? (Laughter) 


A What do you want me to say? 


Q Your failure not to use a double negative did not 
go unnoticed. (Laughter) 


Q Margaret, did your statement of yesterday that 
the United States will not condone or object to the [Israeli 
hostage offer -- can we take it that that applies in response 
to what Rafsanjani said this morning about putting pressure on 
Israel? 


A I'm not sure I understand the connection. I know 
that Secretary Baker himself answered this question last night 
on the TV interview he did concerning the “concur in or object 
to." And I'm not sure how you re trying to link it to what 
Rafsanjani said. 


Q Rafsanjani urged the United States to put 
pressure on Israel to release the Sheik. 


A and I said earlier thet we have not seen his 
entire comment. We've only seen tiese excerpts. [ do not have 
an answer to that specific question. 


Q Was that subject a subject of discussion between 


A Excuse me. I'm sure it would fall into the 
category of negotiating. I've said before, every day this 
week, we are not putting pressure on Israel to release Mr. 
Obaid. 


Q Can you tell us whether the subject of Sheik 
Obaid's status and freedom was a subject of discussion during 


any of the three phone conversations Baker has had i+ °vens 
this week? 
a If what was? 


Q If the status of Sheik Obaid and his freedom was 
a subject of discussion? 
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: a If I knew the answer to that, I'm sure I could 

not answer it from this podium. And I am sure it goes without 
e saying, which you k iow, that in his three phone conversations 
of course the situation has been discussed. I have been 
telling the truth. Not the Secretary, nor the President, nor 
anyone in this Government that I'm aware of is putting pressure 
on Israel to release Mr. Obaid. 


Q Do you have anything new on Syrian or Soviet 
efforts to resolve the hostage situation? 


“ Not really. My statement that I said on Syria is 
the same statement that I have for today. I don't really have 
anything new for you on the USSR. As I told you yesterday, 
they have indicated a desire to be helpful, if possible, and to 
continue their efforts in that regard. 


Q The Syrians reportedly put all their artillery 
batteries in the area on high alert yesterday or the day 
before. I'm not sure. Did they ask the United States whether 
or not it was planning to take military action, and did we 
respond? 


a I don't know. 


Q Margaret, did you respond to the Soviet offer of 
help? 


a As you know, the President, in’ fact in his 
statement last night, thanked everyone who had been helpful. [ 
have, in all of my characterizations, no reason to believe that 
they have not been being helpful, as I stated earlier this week. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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Posted: August 4, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING AUGUST 4 


ANGOLA: UNITA/MPLA TALKS 





Q: Do you have anything new on the Angola National 
Reconciliation talks? 


A: THE TALKS BETWEEN UNITA AND THE MPLA ARE SCHEDULED TO 
RESUME IN ZAIRE ON AUGUST 5 UNDER THE MEDIATION OF PFISIDENT 
MOBUTU. 


* 
* 


Q: What is the U.S. role in tne talks? 

A: THE TALKS ARE THE RESULT OF AN AFRICAN INITIATIVE AND THE 

U.S. HAS PLAYED NO ROLE IN THEM. HOWEVER, WE STRONGLY SUPPORT 
THE TALKS AND BELIEVE THAT THEY ADVANCE THE PROSPECTS FOR THE 


ACHIEVEMENT OF GENUINE NATIONAL RECONCILIATION AND PEACE IN 


ANGOLA. 





























SECRETARY BAKER: 
MEXICO, SINCE THAT IS THE PURPOSE OF OUK TRIP. I AM TALKING O8 


I WANT TO SAY A WORD OR TWO FIRST ABOUT 


THE RECORD, UNLESS I GO ON BA PIRST, I DON'T THINK 
THE UNITED STATES HAS A RELATIONSHIP WITH ANY COUNTRY THAT I8 
ANY MORE IMPORTANT THAN OUR TIONSHIP WITH MEXICO. 1 THINK 
THAT THE 60 CALLED "SPIRIT OF HOUSTON" HAS GOTTEN THE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE SALINAS AND BUSH ADMINISTRATIONS OFF 
TO A VERY GOOD START. THE TIONSHIP USED TO BE 
CHARACTERIZED AS ONE OF MANAGING IRRITANTS, AND WE WOULD LIKE 
TO BUILD ONE THAT COULD BE ERIZED AS CREATING COMMON 
OPPORTUNITIES. THE PRESIDENT SPOKEN IN THE PAST OF THE 
FACT THAT HE UNDERSTANDS AND APPRECIATES THE IMPORTANCE OF 
MEXICO, COMING AS HE DOES FROM . HI6 COMMERCE SECRETARY 
COMES FROM TEXAS AND SO DOES HIS SECRETARY OF STATE. IN 
ADDITION TO THAT, I THINK IT IG IMPORTANT TO NOTE THAT HE HAS 
GRANDCHILDREN WHO ARE 50% MEXIGAN. 6&© I THINK THAT THERE 18 A 
REAL APPRECIATION ON THE PART GF THIS ADMINISTRATION ABOUT THE 
IMPORTANCE OF THIS RELATIONSHIP. THE LAST THING I WOULD SAY Gal 
THAT SCORE IS THAT I THINK THAT IS EVIDENCED BY THE FACT THAT 
YOU HAVE GOT PRACTICALLY HALF OF THE CABINET COMING LOWN HERE 
FOR THIS BINATICNAL MEETING. DW I WOULD BE DELIGHTED TO TAKE 
YOUR QUESTIONS. 


Q: MR. SECRETARY WHAT 1S YOUR CTION TO THE REPORTS TODAY 
ABOUT THE OFFER TO SWAP CICIPPID POR 300 PALESTINIANS AND 150 
LEBANESE. 


A: WELL I THINK YOU KNOW WHAT QUR POLICY I6 IN THAT REGARD. 
THE WELL ESTABLIGHED POLICY OF UNITED GTATES 16 THAT WE 
DON'T NEGOTIATE WITH TERRORISTS, BECAUSE WE THINK THAT IF THE 
U.6. WERE TO GET INTO THAT ap a WOULD SIMPLY SEE A LOT MORE 












AMERICANS TAKEN HOSTAGE AROUND WORLD. 


Q: MR. SECRETARY IT 18 ONLY TH 
SAY THAT IT I6 OK FOR THE I6 
A DIFFERENT POLICY, BUT IT IS WN 
ONLY MEAN MORE HOSTAGES. ARE Y 
THAT DIGASSOCCIATES THE U.S. FR 
THAT THE STATED POLICY OF I6 
NEGOTIATE FOR THE RELEASE OF H 


NLY VEILED, A THIN FIG LEAF TO 
.I8 TO DO THAT BECAUSE THEY HAVE 
OK FOR US BECAUSE IT WOULD 
PREPARED TO SAY SOMETHING 
THE APPARENT POSSIBILITY . . . 
WHICH 18 THAT IT WILL 

AGES. 
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A: AGAIN, I THINK WE HAVE Y STATED WHAT OUR POLICY IS ON 
THIS ISSUE. OUR POLICY IS THAT WE CANNOT CONCUR IN, NOR OBJECT 
TO, ISRAEL IMG IT'S OWN POLICY. THEY ARE, APTER ALL, A 
SEPARATE, IGW NATION, AND I WOULD DISAGREE WITH YOUR 
CHARACTORIAT THAT IT IS A THIN FIG LEAF. THERE HAS BEEN 
THIS AL DIFFERENCE IN POLICY APPROACHES OF THESE 
TWO COUNTRIES TO THIS PROBLEM QUITE SOME TIME. 


Q: 16 THE UNITED STATES GIVING ANY ADVICE TO ISRAEL OY THE 
NEGOTIATIONS OR 18 THE UNITED StATES SITTING SIMPLY ON THE 
SIDELINES OF YSSQe NEGOTIAT! cvs 


As THE UNITED ‘STATES AND IS ARE CONSULTING VERY, VERY 
CLOSELY R WITH RESPECT TD THE WHOLE RANGE OF ISSUES THAT 
ARE InVa ' y ¢ 


Q: (IMAUDY -- BUT THEY HAVE THEIR OWN POLICY AND WE CAN'T 
OBJECT TO IT? . 


A: THEY HAVE THEIR OWN POLICY 68 THE ISSUE WITH RESPECT TO 
WHICH YOU ASKED THE QUESTION. T 16 CORRECT. 


Q: DOT AND THAT SOMEHOW THE UNITED STATES BE INGULATED 

PROM THE OPPRESSION ELSEWHERE I§ THE WORLD THAT THE U.S. HAS 

NEGOTIATED, EVEN THOUGH YOU ARE'!CONSULT:NG CLOSELY WITH A 

COUNTRY THAT ‘{@ NEGDTIATING. 
G.3 


As AS A MATTER OF PACT, WE ARE'NOT NEGOTIATING. THERE ARE TWO 
DISTINCT THINOS THAT YOU ARE TALKING ABOUT HERE. CONSULTING 
WITH A COUNTRY ‘THAT PURSUES A PGLICY OF NEGOTIATICN IS NOT 
TANTAMOUNT TQ NEGOTIATING YOURS 


Q: MR. GRECRETARY, HOW DO You ABOUT EXTRADITING SHEIK 
OBEID PROM IGRAEL TO THE UNITED |STATES. 16 THIG SOMETHING THAT 
YOU RECOMMENDED OR COULD CoNcuR |IN? 


As THAT I8 A MATTBR THAT FALLS UNDER THE JURISDICTION CF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. I WOULD [SIMPLY SAY OCNLY THAT THE 

PRESIDENT, OF COURSE, HAS COMP 
RESPONSIBILITIES, SOMETIMES C 
RESPONSIBILITIED I8 THIS AREA, 
RESPONSIBILITY TO SET THE FORBI 
AND HE BAS HYS LAW BMFORCEMENT 
THINK IT I8 PREMATURE, FRANKLY, 
BEPORE SOMEONE HAS EVEN BEEN 
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HAS A CONSTITUTICHAL 
POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES 
PONGIBILITIES AS WELL. I! 

O TALK ABOUT EXTRADITICH 

ED. 
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3< 
Q. I8 THIS BOMETHING THAT IS 


Ar You WiLL ‘ove TO ASK THE 
THIS MATTER 1S WITHIN THE JURI 
Q: DO YOU AVE ANYTHING YOU 
LAST WEEK THAT THT PRESIDENT 
IF CICIPPIO KILLED? bo Y 
CALLED, MATE? 


UMP ORT 
2 ge 
SAY ABOUT St _ 


Q: mR. SEcHETARY, DO YOU FEEL 
THE END HERE C8 THIS HOST 
RELATIVE MISM ABOUT WHERE 


Ay IT 18 PAACTLY THE SAME AS 
YESTERDAY. | 


Q: MR. SECRETARY, YOU SAID THE UNITED STATES AND IGRAEL 
ARE CONS CM THE HOSTAGES! DID THE UNITED STATES OFFER 
ANY ADVICE ad TRE NEGOTIATIGNS TO ISRAEL? 


A: WHAT f THE UMITED STATES AND ISRAEL 
ARE CONSULT ABOUT THE WHOLE EZ OF ISSUES THAT ARE 
INVOLVED £ + ISSUES INVOLVING THE MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESE, 
ISSUES INVOLVING LEBANON, ISS INVOLVING THE HOSTAGES. BUT 
WE ARE NOT Inc TO Is WHAT THEY SHOULD OR SHOULD NOT 


DO WITH RESERGY TO SHEIK = 


ING CONSIDERED, THOUGH? 


ARTMENT OF J"ISTICE THAT BECAUSE 
ICTION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 


SAY ABOUT ALL THOSE STORIES 
PREPARED TO USE MILITARY FORCE 
THINK THAT THOSE LEAKS, SO 










ATE, BUT I HAVE NOTHING TO 


T WE ARE AT THE BEGINNING OF 
E THING. WHAT 16 YOUR LEVEL OF 
ARE NOW? 


PRESIDENT ANNOUNCED FOR YOU 


































S A UNIQUE OPPORTUNITY THAT I6 
ATES, TO PERHAPS SOLVE THE 
BEFORE IT BEDEVILS THIS 

YOR THE REST OF [ITS TIME. I THINK THE PRESIDENT 
Y YESTERDAY, OR MAYBE EVEN 
T HE WAS ENCOURAGED SUT 

NOT GOING TO LEAVE ANY STONE 
TO EXPLORE ALL POSSIBILITIES. 


OM OF NEGOTIATING, QUOTE, 
STATES PREPARED TO MEET 
TRAN OR SYRIA OR ANY CF THE 


At I HAVE Py YRELING THAT THIS 
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IRAN, PROVIDED, 
THINGS: DO WHAT THEY COULD TO 







FOR STATE-SPONSORED TERRORISM. 
T ARE VERY CLEAR AND HAVE BEEN 


BLE) . 


Q: MR. SECRETARY . . . (INAUD} 





At DOES ANYONE HAVE ANY QUESTIONS ON MEXICO OR ANYTHING ELSE 
IN THE REOIQH? 





ICY RECENTLY DIRECTLY TO IRAN? 










DRUG TRAFFICKING. THEY SAID 
ADMINISTRATION 16 BEING TOUGH BROUGH WITH MEXICO. DO YOU PLAN 
TO PURSUB THIS AREA WITH THE 


A: I'M Hor GURE IT I8 A QUESTI 
VIEW THAT THE SALINAS ADMINI TION I6 MAKING VERY GOOD 
PROGRESS IN THE AREA OF NARCOTICS AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT. HE HAS 
TAKEN SOME COURAGEOUS LAW ENFORCEMENT STEPS. YOU WILL NOTICE 
THAT THE COMGRESGIQGNAL PROCEDURE THIS YEAR WITH RESPECT TO 
CERTIFICATION POR MEXICO WAS A GOOD BIT LESS COMBATIVE AND 
CONTENT 1 0U8 IT HAS BEEN IN. PAST YEARS, AND I THINK THERE 
WAS A RECOGNITION. GM THE PART THE PEOPLE, NOT JUST IN THE 
EXECUTIVE BUT IN THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH A& WBLL, THAT 
MEXICO 18 DOING A MUCH BETTER JOB IN COOCPERATING WITH US, AND 
WE WITH THEM, IM THIS WHOLE OF WARCOTICS AND DRUG 


OF BEING TOUGH. IT IS OUR 
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ENFORCEMENT. NOW THE ATTORNEY GENERAL WILL BE DOW! HERE, THE 
DIRECTOR OF THE FBI WILL BE HERE, AND SO WILL THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINSTRATION. THEY WILL ALL BE 
EXPRESSING THEMSELVES ON THI§ ISSUE AS WELL. 







THAT RAFSANJANI I6 DOING 
AGES ASIDE FROM HIS SPEECH AT 


Q: DO YOU HAVE ANY INDICAT! 
ANYTHING TO HELP FREE THE H 
FRIDAY PRAYERS? 


A: I AM NOT GOING TO GET INTO WHAT WE MAY OR MAY NOT KNOW AS A 
RESULT OF OUR PRIVATE, INDI COMMUNICATIONS WITH THAT 
COUNTRY. 


THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 








~) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE i 
202 


° DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
eae INDEX 
‘ 
f ’ Monday, August 7, 1989 





BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 


Subject Page 
ANNOUNCEMENT 
Travel Advisory for Sri Lanka .................. i. 2 
CHINA 
Status of Travel Advisory ...............255005. 1 
NEW ZEALAND 
Resignation of Prime Minister Lange ............ 1-2 
LEBANON 
US Policy re No Negotiations/No Concessions to 
ES ee ee eee 2 
Continuing US Diplomatic Effort toward Release 
7 ie p26 ce eens hae sees ek bei don 6000.0 ¢ 2, 5, 6-7 
Israeli Statement re No Deal if Israeli Soldiers 
ET Te ee Tee ee PETTITT ETITe 2 
Latest Offer by the Hostage Takers ............. 6 
No Confirmation of Higgins Death ............... 6, 7 
ICRC/UN Help in Recovering Body ................ 6-7 
CENTRAL AMERICA 
Summit Meeting in Tela, Honduras ............... 2 
US Position on Demobilization of Contras ....... 2-3 
Sandinista Agreement with the Opposition Parties 3 
Agreement re FMLN in El Salvador ............... 3 
Status of Soviet Arms Supplies to Nicaragua .... 4 
Alleged US Pressure on Honduras ................ 6 
CUBA 
Detention of Human Rights Leaders .............. 4 
Editorial Charge US Not Taking Drug Cooperation 
ee SE ont Cb ib os ch 66 6b bs Hees Cdesece 7 
IcJ 
US-USSR Preliminary Agreement on Arbitration 
in Certain Terrorism/Law Enforcement Cases ... 4-5 
ARMS CONTROL 
End of Round XI of START Talks ..........000005. 5 
Date for Next START Round .... 2... ccc eee eee 5 
ETHIOPIA 


Ee er er ee 7 





252L 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #137 


MONDAY, AUGUST 7, 1989, 1:39 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon everyone. I'm sorry I'm 
late today. I hope everybody had a chance to get a little 
lunch before we started. 


Lut me make one brief announcement, and then I'll be 
glad to take your questions. 


We have posted a travel advisory for Sri Lanka in the 
Press Office. It advises Americans to defer unnecessary travel 
because ot political tension in the country and the widespread 
potential for violence. You can get a copy of that in the 
Press Office, as I said. 


Q On that point, what is there different about the 
situation now than has Leen the case for months regarding Sri 
Lanka? 


a My understanding is the basic change was that the 
previous advisory advised on different areas of the country, 
some being safer than others, and that this advisory largely 
says that the conditions of potential violence exist throughout 
the country. 


Q So, in other words, it's gotten worse? 

A It's gotten more widespread is the way to put 
it. But there's no area of the country that we would indicate 
people should go to without taking appropriate precautions. 
You'll see in the travel advisory what we're saying. 


Q Does the travel advisory for China remain in 
effect? 


a Yes, it does. 


Q Any idea -- 


Aa I have no timetable on a decision on that. I 
think Margaret said last week that it remained under review. 
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Q Before we get into all the Middle East, can we 
take care of New Zealand? Do you expect any policy change as a 
result of the Lange resignation? 


ra I wouldn't use your words, but let me say that 
U.S. policy remains to deal with New Zealand as a friendly, 
non-allied country. We are hopeful, however, that Prime 
Minister Lange's successor will reassess New Zealand's 
anti-nuclear policy. We hope he will address with us the 
differences between our two countries on security-related 
issues. 


Q Just back to Sri Lanka. Did the article in the 
New York Times about the American girl who is missing and whose 
parents waged this effort to find her -- did that have anything 
to do with the travel advisory? 





i) It didn't specifically, although it's a symptom 
of the kind of things that can occur in the unsettled 
conditions; and the unsettled conditions are the reason that 
we're putting out the travel advisory. 


Q Richard, on the Middle East, what is the U.S. 
doing, what can the U.S. do, to expedite an agreement between 
Hizbollah and Israel? 


‘ If you put it in those terms, we're not engaged 
in any process like that. The Secretary, I think, spoke to 
this fairly extensively yesterday. The best thing for me to do 
is, I think, to quote his words. He said that “The well 
established policy of the United States is that we don't 
negotiate with terrorists." 


Q So the role remains passive? 


i No. The role remains one of active diplomacy to 
secure the relea 2 of our hostages; and we're actively pursuing 
diplomacy with states in the region, with friendly countries, 
and with international organizations. 


Q Richard, what's the United States' reaction to 
the Israeli position that if there ‘s a deal which doesn't 
include the United States guys -- the American guys -- the 
Israelis will go ahead? And if the deal that's offered doesn't 
include Israelis, the Israelis will not go ahead with the 
exchange? 


fe Again, the only thing that I can refer you to is 
what the Secretary said, and that's that we're not engaged in 
negotiations of a deal; we're not part of any discussions of a 
deal. Our policy is that we can't concur nor object to Israel 
pursuing its own policy. 


Q Can I ask you what the U.S. position is on what's 
going on in Honduras right now -- the summit? Would we support 
an agreement to end the Contras and get them out of Honduras? 














re 


) 
V\ 


=3- Monday, 8/7/89 


fot Well, what's going on in Honduras is still going 
on in Honduras. And at this point I don't have any reaction 
because, as I understand, there's been no final resolution down 
there. 


Q Do we have any advice for the Honduran President? 


é Well, I can tell you we've had a long-standing 
position on the issue of demobilization, for example, where we 
said that the Esquipulas Agreements and the Bipartisan Accords 
have always embraced the voluntary reintegration of the 
Resistance forces that would be made safe by the creation of 
democratic conditions inside Nicaragua. The timetable will 
depend on Sandinista steps to create those conditions. The 
burden is on the Sandinistas to move forward to create a 
society where all can participate safely in the democratic 
process. 


Q And in the light of the agreement with the 
opposition announced -- was it yesterday or the day before? -- 
have those conditions been created? 


bs The concessions that were made by the Sandinistas 
to the democratic opposition prior to the summit we see as a 
victory for all the democracies, including the United States. 
We have been collectively pressing for a dialogue between the 
Sandinistas and the opposition and for changes in Nicaraguan 
electoral laws. At this point the Sandinistas have responded 
to that pressure. 


These are initial first steps. We must now be sure 
that promises are kept and that they are implemented. Many 
more changes are needed to ensure a fair and free election next 
February. We should keep in mind the underlying situation -- 
that is, that the opposition as a group is small and, 
relatively speaking, poor parties competing against an entire 
state apparatus. The playing field is certainly not level. 


We're happy with these first steps. They've come in 
response to collective efforts on behalf of democracy, but 
= efforts need to continue because much more remains to be 
one. 


Q Nicaragua today is saying that the United States 
was trying to sabotage any agreement in Tela by pressuring the 
Salvadorans into pushing for a parallel agreement on the FMLN 
guerrillas to the disbanding of the Contras. 


) I don't quite see any merit to -- well, I don't 
see any merit to those kind of charges. The cessation of 
Nicaraguan support for subversion in E] Salvador is a key 
element to the Central American peace process. ‘t's an issue 
that the Central Americans must address if the process is to 
move forward. This is one of the topics under discussion at 
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Tela. But we'd note that the Esquipulas Agreement calls for 
all signatoriés to cease aid to irregular forces in neighboring 
countries, and so far Nicaragua has failed to honor that 
provision of the accord. 


The point being made here is that it's not a question 
of some U.S. pressure. It's a question of whether Nicaragua is 
prepared to abide by the accords at Esquipulas. 


Q Apparently Secretary Baker, on the plane going 
down yesterday, had some words to say with respect to the 
Soviet performance on their statement that they have ceased 
supplying weapons to Nicaragua. Since we haven't got that 
available, could you tell us either what he said or what the 
State Department's post.tion now is on that question? 


“ I don't have anything new on that question. And 
in looking at the transcript of what the Secretary said on the 
plane, I don't see that the subject came up. However, we'll be 
Glad to look into it and see if there is something on it. 


Q Okay. Well, it may be .cmething that somebody 
else told a reporter on the plane. But could you sort of see 
if there is some new statement that could come out? 


a I will if there's anything new to say on that. 
We've stated our position many, many times, I believe. 


Q Could I ask, on Cuba, does the State Department 
have any reaction to the reported detention of three Cuban 
human rights leaders? 


rs) Well, we understand Mr. Elizardo Sanchez and 
turee associates have been arrested. These arrests come as yet 
another flagrant human rights violation in the Cuban 
Government's renewed crackdown against human rights activists. 
We hope concerned members of the international community, 
including the United Nations, will join us in condemning not 
only Sanchez's arrest but also the continued imprisonment of 
other prominent human rights ‘eaders. 


Q Excuse me, do you have four, a total of four 
people arrested or three? 


a I was told Mr. Sanchez and three associates have 
been arrested. 


Q You don't have the names of the others? 


I) I don't have the names of the others at this 
point. 


Q Have the U.S. and the Soviet Union reached an 
agreement on the arbitration at the International Court of 
Justice? 
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a First. let me point out that nothing has been 
finalized. We have reached a preliminary understanding with 
the Soviet Union on submitting disputes arising under seven 
treaties to special five-judge chambers of the International 
Court of Justice. Those treaties are in the area of 
counter-—terrorism and drug enforcement. Other treaties may be 
added to this regime in the future. 


Q When was the preliminary arrangement reached? 


ia I don't have the answer to that here. I'll have 
tc look for it. 


Q Can you tell us what the agreement is? 


A well, as I said, it's a preliminary understanding 
on submitting disputes arising under seven treaties to the 
special five-judge chambers of the International Court of 
Justice. Those treaties are in the areas of counter-terrorism 
and drug enforcement. 


Q When you say “preliminary understanding on 
submitting these disputes," is there some definition of when 
they will be submitted and when they will not be submitted -- 
that is to say, in what cases these will or will not go forward? 


a Yes. That's the nature of the understanding. It 
covers certain treaties, and the disputes under these treaties 
would be submitted. I'm not aware of any qualifications on 
it. If you want a list of the specific treaties, I'm sure I 
can get that for you. 


Q Okay. 


Q Do you have any observations on the closing of 
the START talks today and the nuclear testing talks tomorrow in 
Geneva? 


a Well, let's deal with today's closing today. As 
regards the closing session, the closing of the START talks, 
this session of the talks, we believe, has been a positive 
one. The most significant development was the tabling of our 
new measures designed to accelerate work in the START 
negotiations on verification and stability issues. 


While no formal agreements were reached during this 
round, we are confident that discussions concerning the new 
proposai and other issues have provided a foundation for 
significant progress when the negotiations resume. 


Q When ere they supposed to begin, do you know? 


a The next round of the nuclear and space talks 
begins on September 25 in Geneva. 
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Q You're not going to deal with NTT today? 
a Let me try to deal with it tomorrow. 


Q I might as well give it a try on hostages. This 
intense diplomatic effort, is it bearing any fruit? 


o I just don't have any way of characterizing it at 
this point. I think in all these things we make our efforts, 
we try as hard as we can, and we have to see what results 
actually come out. 


Q And the latest demand, the latest offer, to free 
Cicippio in exchange for all sorts of other people, do you have 
a reaction to that? 


a No, I don't, for reasons which I think have been 
explained --— the fact that we don't negotiate. 


Q Can you give us some indication of what is going 
on now? It was said from that podium on Friday, I believe, 
that this effort wasn't standing down but was going to 
continue. What is happening as it continues? 


6 We're continuing our efforts. We're continuing 
to be in contact with various parties in the region, as I said 
before, with government and with international organizations. 


Q Did Secretary Baker make any telephone calls or 
meet anybody over the weekend on this subject? 


a I don't have any specifics on that, just that we 
are continuing our efforts and we continue to be ir touch with 
other governments. 


C Back to Central America for a minute. What kind 
of rressure, if any, is the U.S. applying on Honduras to drag 
its feet in these talk. in terms of dismantling the Contras? 


a I'm not aware of any such pressure. Our views on 
demobilization -- I stated them again today -- they're very 
consistent with what we've stated all along. I think the 
governments are very aware of what our views are, and many of 
those governments share the same view. 


Q I'ma little confused about what the policy is on 
Higgins' death. Are we saying he's dead” Are we trying to get 
his body back? Are we saying we don't know? What's going on 
there? 


i We have not reached any definitive conclusions on 
that. There were videotapes that were being analyzed, and my 
understanding is that that analysis continues. 
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Q How long does it take to do the analysis of these 
tapes? 


6 I don't know. 


Q Have we asked the Red Cross to try and help get 
the body back? 


fn I think I can only say that we've been touch with 
a variety of international organizations on the issues that are 
there. The U.N., of course, has mounted a special effort, 
sending Marrack Goulding out there. We support that effort. 


Q On the Goulding mission, it was described as 
first just trying to get the body back, but he's had a lot of 
other talks. Is it broader? Has the United States asked him 
to do something broader than just trying to get the Higgins 
body back? 


ict I just can't get into details of what we've asked 
specific individuals or governments to do. So I'm just not in 
@ position to answer your question on that. 


Q Last week you said a variety of parties in the 
region has been helpful. You mentioned Syria, for example. 
Does that continue to be the case? 


a I don't have any new characterizations for you of 
individual parties, so I think we'll just have to leave it with 
what was said last week. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that in fact 
there is a body te come back, because some of the forensic 
reporting suggests that if this man was Higgins he died some 
time ago? If he did in fact die some time ago, there may not 
be a body for you to get back. 


ia Well, those are all possibilities; and, as I 
said, we have not reached any definitive conclusions. 


And do you have any reason to believe that there 
is a body to actually retrieve’? 


I) Well, other than that someone was in the 
videotape, there is certainly more evidence to be there. But 
we have reached no conclusions regarding the status and the 
fate of Colonel Higgins. 


Q Another Cuban question: The Cuban official 
newspaper today said the United States wasn't taking very 
seriously the Cuban offers to cooperate in the war on drugs and 
that this also showed that the United States didn't want to 
normalize relations. Has there been any analysis of that 
editorial or reaction to it? 
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- I don't have any reaction to that specific , 
editorial. I'd just mention that over the past several weeks 
we've commented many times on the need for the Cubans to take 
serious efforts to combat narcotics trafficking. 


Q On a different area altogether, Assistant 
Secretary Cohen was in Ethiopia recently and expressed some 
hope that relations could improve. Can you from this podium 
explain why you think relations might improve between the U.S. 
and Ethiopia? And is the United States preparing any tangible 
demonstration of those improved relations? 


“ No, I don't have anything specific on ‘that at 
this point. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:55 p.m.) 
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JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE BY 

THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 

SECRETARY OF STATE 

AND 
HIS EXCELLENCY FERNANDO SOLANA 
MEXICO MINISTER OF FOREIGN RELATIONS 
AND OTHER MEMBERS OF THE U.S. — MEXICO DELEGATION 
FOLLOWING THE SEVENTH MEETING OF 
THE U.S. —- MEXICO BINATIONAL COMMISSION 
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SECRETARY SOLANA: The impression held by us in the Mexican 
delegation is that the broadness of the agenda on which we worked 
today, the ievel and depth at which the various tropics were treated, 
is really without precedent in our Binational Meetings. In fact, we 
thought over, negotiated, discussed, exchanged points of view, and 
found points of agreement on an agenda of eleven points in seven 
different meetings. In all the meetings of the morning and the 
afternoon, there was an atmosphere of mutual respect, of cordiality 
and of intelligent analysis of the problems and opportunities we have 
as neighbors, and of willingness to obtain concrete results. It was 
a frank dialogue in which no points were ignored. 


As you have just seen, six important documents were signed. But many 
topics were touched upon above and beyond the documents signed. The 
Joint Communique, which is being distributed expands upon the 
information in this regard. Certain new themes caught the attention 
in a positive way of the Mexican delegation. I will give you only a 
couple of examples. 


With regard to drug trafficking, the sense of responsibility with 
which the American delegation is already treating the problem of drug 
consumption, I think this is something which allows us to be much 
more optimistic with regard to the joint accomplishments which we can 
achieve in the fight against drug trafficking. We have to face it in 
its different aspects of production and trafficking, but consumption 
is equally fundamental. 


Another example is the exchange of diplomatic notes on immigration 


matters. This will allow us a significant improvement in the 
protection of Mexicans who live on the other side of the border. Of 


For further information contact: 
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course, this will work both ways. But it was very important for 
Mexico to have a somewhat broader framework, and some improvements 
were made in this regard. 


Great advances were made in the preparation for the trip President 
Carlos Salinas de Gortari will make to Washington, which as you know 
will take place starting October 3, as has been announced. We think 
that the agenda which we have begun to prepare -- some matters were 
dealt with today, others were left for that occasion -- will make 
this trip especially important. 


Perhaps best of all is that for all the matters taken up, permanent 
fora for discussion and negotiation have been established. I believe 
that this meeting confirms the political will on the part of both 
governments to recognize problems and opportunities in a mature and 
calm manner. Two countries as different as the United States and 
Mexico, living se closely together, have problems and opportunities. 
I believe it behooves us to analyze these problems with respect, 
mutual trust and in a spirit of cooperation. And we need to define 
these opportunities to jointly and equitably make the best of them. 


This is a very general outline of the Mexican delegation's view of 
this Seventh Binational Meeting between our two countries. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Mr. Secretary, let me say on behalf of our 
delegation that we think that this was a very productive and a highly 
successful meeting. I'd like to thank the numerous officials on both 
sides who put in a lot of hard work to make this possible. I think 
it is fair to say that we have today carried forward the Spirit of 
Houston which was established by President-elect Bush and Salinas 
when they first met in November in Houston. 


It seems to me, Mr. Secretary, our two Presidents saw a special 
opportunity. They were two newly elected presidents of two great 
nations, two great nations whose futures are bound together with full 
respect for one another. President Bush has said that there is no 
country with whom the United States has relations that is any more 
important to the United States than Mexico. 


I think that the sheer breadth of our discussions today is testimony 
to the very close and interdependent nature of this relationship. 
Now, of course, as we said in the closing plenary, we cannot stcp 
here. I would hope that this meeting would serve as a building block 
in a new structure of even closer cooperation between the United 
States and Mexico across the full range of the issues that make up 
our agenda. 


As you have just aptly pointed out, the next step will be when 
President Salinas visits President Bush in Washington on October 3. 
I know how much President Bush is looking forward to this visit. 


I would like to single out, if I could, Mr. Secretary, for special 
mention the pro-growth economic policies that the Salinas 
administration is implementing with great foresight and with great 
courage. We think these are very important; we think that these make 
possible the kind of dialogue we had today in a whole range of areas 
-— trade, investment, debt and so forth. 
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As the Secretary has told you, ladies and gentlemen, and as you have 
just witnessed, we have signed some agreements as well, some 
agrtements that touch on various points of this relationship. One of 
these involved a bridge crossing between Mexico and Texas over the 
Rio Grande. And in a way, Mr. Secretary, I think that bridge is 
symbolic of the linked future that Mexico and the United States are 
destined to share. I think that today it is fair to say that we made 
progress toward assuring that that future is a prosperous and bright 
one for our people. 


We have just come from a very gracious lunch hosted by President 
Salinas. So let me close, if I might, with special thanks to him, 
with special thanks to you, Mr. Secretary, and with special thanks to 
the other members of your delegation who made our visit so warm and 
so productive. Thank you. 


QUESTION: It has been pointed out that the main problem is drug 
consumption. Mr. Baker recognized that sixty percent of ali the 
world's drugs are consumed in the United States. Our country has had 
a serious problem: certification. What measures will be taken by 
the Government of Mexico to do something about that policy, and what 
steps could the United States Government take to do away with the 
policy of drug certification? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL ALVAREZ DEL CASTILLO: Of course I believe that the 
relations between Mexico and the United States in the area of drug 
trafficking have changed significantly this year under the 
administration of President Salinas. Of course there is no question 
as to who is to blame, consumer or producer. The relationship has 
fundamentally changed; it has been transformed into one of 
coordination and collaboration. 





Consequently, we are all united in the struggle against this modern 
phenomenon of criminal activity, which is truly exceptional in its 
economic power, in the way in which it damages public health and the 
security of the state, and with which we are all involved 
internationally. The fact that a country, within its sovereign 
powers, could pass a law -- with which we may or may not agree -- a 
law consistent with its system, to take for itself the right to 
certify other countries, is debatable. But for us this phenomenon is 
irrelevant because we do, out of conviction and will continue to do, 
whatever is necessary to combat the plague of drug addiction. 
Fortunately, Mexico has a very small number of addicts, but it must 
aid those who have more. And, above all, it must also eliminate the 
production of those types of drugs which are present in our country. 
I believe this must be our view of our future problems. Thank you. 


QUESTION: As you know, the presidents of the Central American 
republics have said today that they have reached agreement on a plan 
to demobilize the Contras, so two questions about your reaction to 
that: Is this in your view the end of the Contras and will the 
United States help carry out that demobilization plan, or will the 
United States place obstacles in its way? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, first let me say that we have not seen the 
agreements that have been reached at Tela, so I am not able to 
comment on the specifics of the demobilization plan per se. Let me, 
though, say that the United States and the Central American 
democracies hav~e for a long time been seeking a direct dialogue 
between the Government of Nicaragua and the internal opposition. We 
have been asking that that take place. We think it is important to 
the peace process that that occur, and the Government of Nicaragua 
has been resisting these calls up until very recent days. 


We are pleased now to see that there finally is going to be a 
dialogue between the internal opposition and the Government of 
Nicaragua. Certain promises have now been made about preparations 
for the holding of elections in February of 1990. It is quite 
important that those promises be followed by action, that the words 
be followed by action. So we are very pleased with the steps that 
the Government of Nicaragua has taken to establish a dialogue with 
the opposition and to move toward procedures that might permit a free 
and fair election. 


I am not able to comment with specificity as yet upon the details of 
the demobilization plans since I haven't seen it. But let me say 
this: It is a promise of Esquipulas that any demobilization or 
repatriation would be first of all into safe and democratic 
conditions, and second of all would be voluntary. And I do not think 
for one minute that the Central American democracies would do. 
anything to change the terms of the Esquipulas Accord which they 
themselves have put forth. 


QUESTION: There was some talk of an agreement on extradition of 
money launderers from Mexico, and there was apparently no accord on 
that signed. I would like to know why and also why no accords were 
signed on drugs or immigration at all. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Why don't we let Attorney General Thornburgh take a 
first crack at your question, and there will be a response over here. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL RICHARD HORNBURGH: With regard to extradition 


matters, there is in effect an extradition agreement between the 
Governments of the United States and of Mexico, and it has been 
utilized to the advantage of both parties in the past from time to 
time. The extradition of money launderers, like that of an offender 
within either country, is subject to that treaty and remains so 
following our discussion today. 


One of the important agreements reached between the Attorney General 
of Mexico and myself today was to form a study group, a working group 
of prosecutors within our respective departments, well versed in the 
technicalities of extradition to ensure that this treaty and this 
process are utilized to the mutual advantage of both our countries. 
Therefore, beyond the reaffirming of the existence of the treaty and 
the commitment to form this working group, there was no need for any 
additional action to bring money launderers or any other offenders in 
either country within the reach of the current law. 
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SECRETARY SOLANA: Perhaps Attorney Alvarez del Castillo would like 
to add sometring to this. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL ALVAREZ DEL CASTILLO: Yes. What we discussed was, 
in a nutshell, what Attorney General Thornburgh has said: a review 
of the treaty with, i believe, both parties' intention of making it 
faster and more efficient when prosecuting infractions of all types, 
while protecting the basic freedoms of citizens of the United State 
as well as of Mexico. That is all I want to add. 





QUESTION: Up until a few month ago, Central America was considered 
the main source of tension and conflict in the relations between 
Mexico and the United States. Now we see that the topic isn't even 
mentioned in the agenda directly. 


I would like to know whether sources of real conflict have been set 
aside in this Binational Meeting. There was, of course, great 
optimism, and I would like to know if there were disagreements on 
some topics. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me simply say that the Foreign Secretary 
and I discussed a range of political issues in a bilateral meeting 
that we had in his home the night that I arrived, issues involving a 
number of regions and areas of the world, not just Central America. 
We discussed Central America as well. I will let the Foreign 
Secretary speak for himself, but I think there is more of a 
congruence of views between the United States and Mexico with respect 
to the policy approach that the United States is now following 
regarding Central America then there was before. 





I am sorry to disappoint you, but I really don't believe that the 
divergencies and the differences of opinion that you seem to welcome 
and are seeking are really there anymore on that subject, although I 
will let the Foreign Secretary speak for himself. 


SECRETARY SOLANA: Of course, it was a binational meeting in which we 
emphasized binational issues. With regard to regional issues or 
political problems in other areas of the world, we talked and 
exchanged viewpoints and information. It is true that we are not in 
complete agreement in all our views, in particular in some cases 
having to do with Central America. However, we agreed that it was 
useful to exchange our points of view, as we have been doing for 
several months. I believe we have been doing this in an atmosphere 
of the most complete respect with regard to our agreements and 
differences. It is useful to know the arguments that each country 
has with regard to issues of this nature. 


QUESTION: On the other side of the border from Coahuila, a proposed 
nuclear simulation/explosion has been a question of concern, 
particularly among environmentalists. What agreements were reached 
regarding this issue in the conference today? 


SECRETARY SOLANA: This has been a matter of considerable 
commentary. Although it was not a specific item in today's agenda, 
it has been commented on. Mexico has explained its position on this 
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matter, and we are working on it through the appropriate diplomatic 
channels. We have received a very cordial and interested reply from 
the U.S. Government. I reiterate that we are working on this matter 
to ensure that any experiment of this nature will not affect Mexico's 
natural resources, in this case underground waters, and much less the 
health of persons anywhere on the border. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me just add to that, this is not a nuclear 
explosicn. We are of the view that there will be no collateral 
damage. But we have made no final decision to go forward and Mexican 
concerns are very important to us. As the Foreign Secretary has just 
indicated, we will be taking those into account. We will be working 
this through diplomatic channels, and we will be proceeding only in 
close consultation. 


QUESTION: This the hundredth anniversary of the International 
Boundary and Water Commission, and one of the agreements signed today 
recognizes this fact. However, the boundaries and water treaty 
signed by Foreign Ministers Cyrus Vance and Santiago Reol during the 
Lopez Portillo Administration has yet to be ratified by the U.S. 
Senate. I would like to know what is the status of this treaty? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what has happened to the treaty and its 
ratification is that we haven't been able to secure ratification from 
the Senate yet. We are continuing to work on that. And just as we 
have not yet received ratification of the Mutual Legal Assistance 
Treaty, which we in the Executive Branch of our government think is 
very important. And we will continue to work on Senate ratification 
on both of those treaties. 





QUESTION: We would like to ask what has been Mexico's response with 
regard to the U.S. proposal to set up mechanisms to control money 
laundering, such as banking laws? There has also been some talk that 
the United States is going to suggest the possibility that it be 
allowed to enter Mexican territory to control drug trafficking 
planes. Was this issue discussed, and was there any answer on the 
part of Mexico on this matter? 


SECRETARY SOLANA: Regarding the second point, it was not discussed 
at this meeting because Mexico's position has been made very clear in 
that it will not accept such a suggestion. Mexico is carrying out 
its greatest efforts, and will continue to do so, in the fight 
against drug trafficking. But Mexico feels that each country should 
be responsible for such a struggle within its own territory. 





With regard to the problem of money laundering, and what was 
discussed, perhaps Attorney General Alvarez del Castillo or Secretary 
Aspe would care to comment on this. 


FINANCE SECRETARY ASPE: A very brief comment. The U.S. Treasury and 
Mexico's Finance Ministry have established a working group that has 
been working on the specific issue of exchanging information. As you 
know, in Mexico the only illegal activity relating to money 
laundering is tax evasion. But there is no specific category for 
crimes of this type -- as the Attorney General can explain later. 
Therefore, during the last two months we have been working on the 
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first step of exchanging information. It is going to take some time 
to go through the details, and afterwards the executive branches of 
both nations must agree on terms, and the senates should ratify 
them. This is my comment regarding the section dealing with 
information. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL DEL CASTILLO: I would simply like to make the 
following clear: It is true ** * one of the ways to trace funds from 
money laundering is through t«» itws. But it is also possible to 
prosecute someone for illegal © =.nexplicable enrichment. These 
problems are subject to irivest.gation in concrete cases. This would 
be my comment. 


QUESTION: I have a question about the Tijuana Ditch that was 
controversial several months ago. My question is if the United 
States Government plans to go forward with the ditch and, if not, 
what alternative there is because I understand that the ditch 
initially responded to environmental concerns of Mexico before it 
became an immigration issue? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It is my understanding with respect to tat 
particular matter -- and let me simply say that I am not the expert 
on it and I am not sure that we have anybody up here at the table who 
is, but it is my understanding that it is on hold and we are still 
looking at the situation and reviewing the prospect of the 
construction of that ditch, and again, closely consulting with the 
Mexican Government. I am not in a position to tell you here today 
whether or not we will go forward with it or not. But we have put it 
on hold. 


CRETARY ANA: I would only add that we have indeed been 
consulting through diplomatic channels, and that our concerns have 
been taken into consideration. This project would be carried out in 
U.S. territory, thus it is a decision of the U.S. Government. 
However, the concerns put forth by the Mexican Government have been 
listened to. 


QUESTION: I want to ask you about the agreement on immigration, 
perhaps we could have more details about this agreement. It seems 
that the U.S. delegation was particularly interested in reaching an 
agreement to control the immigration of third-country nationals 
through the U.S.-Mexican border. Was something achieved on this 
issue? 


SECRETARY SOLANA: The matter was discussed, but the exchange of 
information was discussed more than were control issues. Migration 
from third countries to Mexico or through Mexico, or vice versa, is a 
regional concern, and we think that the exchange of information 
leading to concrete measures is useful so long as peoples' rights are 
always protected, especially when they are in Mexican territory. 
Therefore, we thought it was beneficial to establish a group that 
would set up formal mechanisms to exchange information that would 
help us to analyze this problem, because we do not understand it well 
-- at least as far as specific figures are concerned. We have a 
general idea, but it is a problem that is happening right now; and we 
want more systematic and complete information. We think that with 
this exchange of information we can make progress on this issue. 
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QUESTION: What is the nature of the agreement? . 


SECRETARY SOLANA: We have exchanged notes to begin this information 
exchange. There are more details in the Joint Communique. 


QUESTION: I wonder if Mr. Reilly could tell us what the effects of 
ammonium nitrate are on subsoil conditions, because that apparently 
is what the detonation outside of Del Rio is suppose to be. 
Secondly, I would like to ask whether we can interpret this drawine 
together between Mexico and the U.S. as something that might extenu 
further south with time and eventually manifest itself in an 
expression of similar respect for Central American nations and 
leaders that have beneficial side effects for the American taxpayers 
by sparing the expenses of repeated long-distance phone calls placed 
by President Bush to leaders taking part in summit meetings such as 
Tela, Honduras, apparently in efforts to influence their decisions. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it's a statement. I'1l answer the first 
question because it was a question, but I'll refer it to Mr. Reilly 
who is the environmental expert. 


EPA ADMINISTRATOR WILLIAM REILLY: We are obligated by applicable law 
in the United States to assess very carefully the environmental 
impact of any activity that is likely to have a significant impact on 
the environment. Whether this contemplated simulation is such an 
activity remains to be seen, and there is a lot more to be determined 
about it. But if it is, in fact, a lot would have to be done to make 
sure that it is not going to have adverse consequences for the 
environment before it is permitted to go ahead. We consider that we 
are obligated under agreements with Mexico to consult very closely 
and to inform the Mexican Government about any such effects. This is 
within the area covered by our agreements, and we fully intend to 
comply with those agreements. 





QUESTION: Three major issues have not yet been addressed. One is 
the elimination of protectionist barriers by the united States; two, 
the new investment flows toward Mexico; and three, new tourism flows 
toward our country. 


FOREIGN MINISTRY SPOKESPERSON: Will you be good enough to answer the 
first two questions, and will you, Secretary Gonzalez, answer the 
third one? 





COMMERCE SECRETARY SERRA: With pleasure, very briefly because I 
understand there is more detailed information in the Communique. 





On trade, which is your first question, there was a very productive 
session with Ambassador Carla Hills in which a number of issues were 
addressed. Discussion of issues that fall within the macro agreement 
which governs the trade relatio.is between Mexico and the United 
States had a short-term focus on issues dealing with the steel 
industry, intellectual property and textiles. We reached significant 
agreements in these three areas and made sure that there will be 
specific proposals for the summit between Presidents Salinas and 
Bush. 
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With regard to the long term, within that same understanding we 
reached with Ambassador Hills, we agreed that we have to make an 
effort to give an additional push to that agreement -- a framework 
agreement that at present is a forum for consultations -- to see if 
we can turn it into an agreement for action that will permit us to 
eliminate barriers and promote access to markets. 


Regarding investment, we ~lso had a very productive meeting with 
Secretary of Commerce Robert Mosbacher in relation to the new foreign 
investment regulations in Mexico -- very detailed report on the 
characteristics, but also an agreement to carry out promotional 
events among investors in a joint form between our two governments. 


SECRETARY OF TOURISM HANK GONZALEZ: With regard to strengthening the 
flow of tourism, we spoke with Secretary Mosbacher in an extremely 
cordial climate, and with a spirit of cooperation and good will, 
about a strengthened flow of tourists between our two countries, 
about promoting together -- the U.S. and Mexico -- a strengthening of 
the flows from other continents toward the U.S. and Mexico, and about 
fostering joint U.S. and Mexican investments in infrastructure and 
construction of tourist facilities. 





QUES” ION: I want to ask Mr. Baker if the U.S. Government will 
supp rt the demobilization agreements that the Central American 
presidents may have reached in Tela, Honduras, or if such support 
would be subject to any progress attained in the commitments that 
President Ortega may have with the Nicaraguan opposition? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I have already said that I haven't seen the details 
of the agreement that was reached. It is my understanding that an 
agreement was reached in Tela just an hour or so ago, and I haven't 
seen the details of that agreement. Let me say, the only conditions 
that I think the United States would put on in such agreement are the 
very conditions that the Central American democracies themselves put 
on this issue in the Esquipulas peace agreement --— that is, that any 
repatriation must be voluntary, and it must be a repatriation into 
safe and democratic conditions. So there must be safe and democratic 
conditions by the very terms of Esquipulas itself, which seems to me 
to argue quite strongly that there should be performance of the 
promises by the Government of Nicaragua if there is to be 
repatriation. 


That's not commenting on the specifics of the plan because I haven't 
seen the plan. But I am quite sure that we would want to see it 
carry through to the commitment of the Esquipulas peace accord, which 
the four Central American democracies themselves subscribed to. 


FOREIGN MINISTRY SPOKESPERSON: Thanks to all of you. The final 
Communique will be available at the exits. 





nee * 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Once again I have to say I'm sorry I'm late. And I don't have 
any announcements, so we'll go ight to questions. 


Q Anything on Mickey Leland? 


a Let me try to fill you in on the situation. The 
Ethiopian Government began a search and rescue operation at 
first light today. That's 6:00 a.m. their time, about 11:00 
o'clock last night our time. 


They had received a report that an aircraft, 
presumably Leland's, had tried to land yesterday at an airstrip 
near Dembidollo, some 80 miles northeast of its original 
destination, but that the aircraft was not able to land because 
of bad weather. The search is concentrating on that general 
area. 


There are a number of airstrips in the vicinity. 
They're in very isolated and inaccessible areas, and this might 
explain why there has been no radio contact with the party if 
it did make a forced landing. 


At this point the aircraft have returned to Addis for 
the night, and they will have to resume their search in the 
morning. 


Q How many aircraft were in the search? 


A Well, according to the reports from our Embassy, 
the Ethiopian Air Force planes are retracing a route between 
Addis and the refugee camp that was the original destination. 
The aircraft of the Ethiopian national airline are 
concentrating on the area where the plane is said to have 
attempted to land yesterday. Bush pilots are searching the 
area. Two helicopters have been dispatched to search an area 
oeaet to it, and an Ethiopian Air Force C-130 has been added 
as well. 


So I guess all I can tell you is that quite a number 
of aircraft are involved. 
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Q You have no rough total, Rich, on that? You said 
reports it tried to land. Was this plane seen attempting to 
land, or was it heard attempting to land? Was it a visible 
sighting or just -- 


o I don't nave th? actual details of that report at 
this pceint. 


Q Did the plane ever have any -—- I mean, 


presumably, now it has no working radic contact. Do you know 
if it ever did? 


a It has an emergency transmitter aboard which is 
set to a universal emergency frequency. The Embassy was told 
that there is a transponder on the aircraft as well, but it may 
not have been turned on. There are no ground stations between 
Addis Ababa and the airstrip at the refugee camp, so they may 
not have turned it on. And, as you say, at this point we 
haven't had radio contact, so we don't know if their radio is 
working. 


Was the emergency radio used? 


Not that I'm aware of. No. 


oD ve» 


Who made the sighting of the plane yesterday? 


6 Again, I don't have the details of that report. 
I asked, and they weren't able to get them to me in time. 


Q You're not clear if it was actually a sighting or 
just someone heard an -- 


a I'm not sure if it's a sighting or if it's heard 
or whatever, but apparently people reported that an aircraft 
tried to land at this airstrip up-country. We're not even sure 
if it did land there. 


Q Can you give us the identities of the people who 
were on the plane? There's been some confusion about who was 
and who wasn't there. 


f°) Well, Congressman Leland was accompanied by 
Committee staff members, and I believe the Committee has given 
a list of that; and an aide to Representative Ronald Dellums. 
The plane was also carrying two AID employees, the wife of one 
of these employees, and an Embassy officer. There were at 
least two other passengers, plus the pilot and the copilot. 


Q No names? 
A No. 


Q Were the AID employees from Washington or from 
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& From Addis, I believe. 





—" Q° Two other passengers --— any more details about 
them? 


a No. I don't. As I remember it, they were 
Ethiopians, I believe. I'll put it that way. 


Q The total on the plane? 
a The total is i4. 
Q Richard, was there -- 


Q Can you characterize how high up the officials of 
the Ethiopian Government were who were on the plane, without 
naming them? 


a No. I can't. I don't have that information. 


Q Has the U.S. offered to assist in the search, and 
to what extent? 


a We have offered to assist in any way we can. Let 
me tell you a little more about what we're doing. We're 
working very closely with the Ethiopian Government on the 
ground. They have a task force set up out at the airport. 
We're involved in that. 


We have -- our Charge' d'affaires in Addis has 
reviewed the situation with the Ethiopian Foreign Minister this 
morning. The Ethiopians have requested a specialized search 
aircraft, and we're currently in the process of trying to 
respond to that request. 


We've established a 24-hour monitoring group in the 
Department to follow the situation and to pass on information 
to people. We've been in touch with Mrs. Leland, with the 
Congressman's office, and with Congressional leadership to keep 
them information on that side, and we're also contacting the 
families of the others on board. 








Q What type of specialized search aircraft are you 
talking about? 


I don't have the details for you now. 
Who has been in touch with Mrs. Leland? 
The Department has basically. 


Secretary Baker? 


> © > © ® 


Secretary Baker also talked to her this morning. 
He's down in Houston. He talked to her. 
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Q As families are notified, aren't you able to let 
their names be published? 


= I think the answer to that is yes, but at this 
point I'm not in a position to give you the names. 


Q Does this specialized search plane -- does that 
mean a U.S. plane that will be f] wn by U.S. pilots has been 
requested? 


a They have requested some specialized search 
aircraft, and I think what we're doing is we're in the process 
of identifying an aircraft and questions of U.S. pilots, and 
stuff like that will come at that point once we've founc the 
appropriate aircraft. 


Q Singular or plural? More than one aircraft has 
been requested? 


a At this point I think it's only one, but, as I 
said, we've offered to assist in every way that we can. We've 
been in very close touch with them. They've said they would 
call upon us for anything they thought was needed, and there's 
obviously the possibility that we would supply more. 


Q Was weather suitable for a search? 


a I don't have the exact characterization, but 
there were difficulties with the weather, I know. The search 
was conducted during the daytime, but there were still some 
weather difficulties. 


Q Was it conducteo despite the weather -- was it a 
problem in the search today? 


a Yes. I don't have with me the characterization 
of how bad the weather was. I'll try to get that for you. 


In the back? 


Q Same country, slightly different subject. 
Anything on the Cohen visit and how our relations are with 
Ethiopia generally since his visit a few days ago -- that ended 
a few days ago? 


i) Well, let me give you a brief readout. Assistant 
Secretary Cohen gave a departure statement at the airport in 
Addis Ababa. He said he had a long and in-depth discussion 
with both President Mengistu and Foreign Minister Berhanu. 
These discussions were comprehensive. They covered all 
subjects of interest to Loth governments. 


Mr. Cohen made clear our continuing concern regarding 
the Ethiopian Government's human rights record and our desire 
to see both sides in the Eritrean conflict seriously engage in 
@ peace process. 
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We believe that as a result of these conversations, 
the U.S. and Ethiopian Governments have a better understanding 
of each other's position, and we hope to continue the dialogue 
in the future. 


Q Was the Eritrean conflict mentioned? What about 
the other groups that are -- no mention of the other groups 
that are in conflict there or -- 


A Well, I think that's a peace process that we 
think can be engaged upon that we put particular emphasis on, 
but I'd refer you back to what I said: that they covered a lot 
of subjects -- all subjects of interest to bott governments. 


Q Do you have anything on the possibility of 
upgrading the relationship? You have not had an Ambassador 
there for a long time. 


A Well, one of the purposes of the visit was to 
determine if there are prospects for improvement in the 
relationship. But at this point I can't assess the results, I 
think, until Assistant Secretary Cohen comes back and gets a 
chance to talk to the Secretary. 


Q Are we through with the Ethiopians? 

No. One more here, please. Richard, do we have 
again any indications at all that this was an area of any 
hostile activity, if there was any -- 

A I was told it was not. 

Q Is the area through which they flew or might be 
expected to have flown an area served by aircraft at any time, 
such as to know what the flying weather is generally in that 
area? 

A Do you mean is it a regular air route? 

Q Yes. 


A Not that I'm aware of. It's to a fairly distant 
border point. 


Q Are there other airplanes in that area who would 
fly regular -- 

a I'm not aware of any other regular flights in 
that area. 

Q What can you tell us about the general area where 





the plane -- a plane was sighted trying to land yesterday? I 
mean, what kind of strip is it? What's the terrain? 
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A I don't really have a very detailed readout, 
other than that it's a remote area. It's a very inaccessible 
area. It is an area where there are a number of airstrips, and 
that many of the areas are very isolated, and that makes it 
very difficult to locate people. 


Q How as this sighting reported to -- 


A I've been asked that question several times. I 
will try to find out. 


Q I mean not how did somebody see it -- did 
somebody see it or hear it, but how did it get back to Addis 
Ababa and -- 


A Let me see if I can find more details on the 
report. This morning all we knew was that there had been a 
report. I didn't have the details. 


Q You talked about the weather hampering the 
search. Can you tell us whether the weather would also have 
hampered this plane from taking off? 


A Yes. There were inclement weather conditions at 
the time they took off. I think their departure from Addis was 
delayed some two hours to begin with. So there was bad weather 
in the area when they took off yesterday. 


Q So it is possible that the plane is on the ground 


and everyone is safe and just not -- they're not taking off 
because of -- 
A That's right. There are a number of 


possibilities, and at this point we just don't know. 
Q New subject? 
Q Do you have -- 
A Okay. One more on Ethiopia. 


Q Do you have a time when that sighting was made of 
that possible plane? 


A I'll try to put that into whatever we can get on 
amore detailed report of the sighting. 


Q And where is Cohen going on to? When he's back, 
he's got to report, but where is he going? When is he expected 
back? 


A At this point he's consulting with Foreign Office 
officials in London, and he's on his way home. So we expect to 
see him soon. 
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Q Are you ready for a new subject? 
A New subject? 
Q One more question. Sorry. Any idea as to why 


there's been no radio contact, if there is this emergency 
transmitter on the plane? 


A No. There's all kinds of possibilities. 


Q Would the weather be a factor, or is that radio 
not affected by weather? 


A I think there's all kinds of possibilities, and I 
don't want to speculate on one particular one. It could be a 
busted radio. 


Q Does the Department have any comment on the 
editorial in the Tehran Times today which offers Iran's help in 
releasing the -- in getting the hostages released in exchange 


for the U.S. arranging to have whatever assets may still be 
frozen here delivered back? 


A I don't have any comment on the specific 
editorial, but let me tell you a little bit about the assets. 


The matter of Iranian assets is pending before the 
Iran-United States Claims Tribunal. These matters are in fact 
being resolved at the Tribunal which covers its business in a 
legal and technical manner. These issues and the process of 
resolving the questions of the assets have no connection or 
linkage whatsoever with the hostage issue. 


Q But if Iran sees linkage -- 


A We believe that the claims and the assets are 
being handled by the Tribunal. We don't see a linkage with the 
hostages. 

Q Do you have more background on the claims 


themselves? How much money is at stake, and so forth? 

A No, I don't, except for the fact that there was a 
figure of $4 billion cited in some reports, and we don't know 
the basis of that figure for $4 billion. 


Could you put something out on that, Rich, for 
just a little background, please, on the amount? 


A The amounts involved, and what the assets are? 


Q Right. 


a I'll look into it and see if we have something on 
that. That may be one of the purposes of the Tribunal to 
determine exactly what is involved. 
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Q This has been before the Tribunal seven years -- 
I mean, six -- 
A For some time, and it's a process of resolving 
individual claims. 
Q And what are the obstacles? You told us 


sometimes there were some Iranians attacking some judges, and 
so on. Can you tell us some of the obstacles which -- 


A I don't have anything specific on obstacles. 
This is a legal process. It's a very technical process, and 
it's the business of the Tribunal to work through the claims in 
the cases before them, and to work them out. 


Q Can you tell us how much money the Shah had paid 
up front for military equipment at the time that all of this 
was frozen off? 


A No, I can't. But if we have an answer to this 
question of the total of assets, we'll try to look to see if 
that's involved. 


Q New subject? 


Q One more question on this. Does the Tehran 
Times' editorial change the situation in terms of our seeing no 
inkage between the hostages and the assets? 


A No. It doesn't. Our position has always been 
that the hostages should be released. We are engaged in 
intensive diplomatic efforts, as I said yesterday. It's to 
obtain the release of all the hostages. 


So I think that position has been made clear both here 
and elsewhere that we expect our hostages to be released, and 
that's not through deal-making or any other way. It's through 
release. 


Q But does the linkage which the Iranians are 
demanding prove without any doubt that they have complete 
influence over the hostage-taker? Doesn't that make sense? 


I can't draw that conclusion at this point. 





A 
Q Ready for a new subject? 
a 


New subject? 


Q Yes. What is our view or position on the 


decision of the five Central American Presidents in regard to 
disbanding the Contras? 
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A Let me first, if I can, talk about the agreement 
in general. The Tela agreement specifically endorses four 
essential provisions of the Esquipulas Accords which are 
strongly supported by the United States. 


The agreement, first of all, stresses the need for 
continued democratization by Nicaragua. 


Second, it reaffirms the requirements of states in the 
region to stop the use of their territory to aid subversion in 
neighboring states. 


Third, it makes clear that demobilization of the 
Nicaraguan Resistance is a voluntary process which depends on 
Nicaraguan willingness to create safe, democratic conditions 
for the return of the Resistance forces to Nicaragua and 
establishes mechanisms for independent verification of those 
conditions inside Nicaragua. 


And, fourth, it calls for the demobilization of the 
FMLN in E1 Salvador, and its reintegration into democratic 
processes. 


We applaud the efforts of the democratic Presidents of 
Central America to reaffirm these essential points. 


Now, words must be followed by actions by those who 
continue to violate the Esquipulas Agreement if democracy, 
security and peace are to come to Central America. We hope 
that those governments and groups which have refused to abide 
by the commitments of Esquipulas will now comply with the 
summit mandate. 


Specifically, the United States calls upon the 
Government of Nicaragua to end search-and-destroy operations 
against Nicaraguan Resistance supporters and families inside 
Nicaragua, and instead to begin a direct dialogue with the 
Resistance without preconditions aimed at setting the 
conditions that will allow the Resistance to integrate 
voluntarily with guarantees of their security and their 
democratic rights. 


And, second, to stop the escalating flow of weapons 
from its territory into El Salvador and shut down the FMLN 
command and control and radio facilities which are now located 
inside Nicaragua. 


Q Did the meeting last Friday represent a start to 
the dialogue which you said should come about? 


A Which meeting? You're talking about the dialogue 
-- the meeting between the internal opposition and the 
Sandinistas? We talked about that yesterday. The Secretary 
also talked about it yesterday evening in Mexico City. He said 
we're pleased that that has started. He said these are welcome 
steps but they're only initial steps and there's much more to 
be done. 
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Q Richard, first off, do you have copies of that 
statement you just read? 


A Yes. 


Q We can get those afterwards. Secondly, your 
statement did not address whether or not the United States 
supports the call for the disbanding of the Contras. Could you 
address that for us? 


A Let me address the question of the demobilization 
of the Resistance. 


First, let me point out that both President Arias and 
President Azcona said yesterday that the demobilization process 
must be voluntary. That is our view as well. 


The United States, under the Bipartisan Accord, is 
committed to the democratization and peace process called for 
in Esquipulas. We're committed to support a process of 
voluntary reintegration of the Nicaraguan Resistance under 
safe, democratic conditions. 


The reality of the new timetable and the summit 
agreement is that it is going to have to depend on actions 
taken by the Nicaraguan Government to create those conditions 
which were specifically referred to in the summit plan; and on 
the voluntary actions of the Resistance, to comply with the 
plan's provisions. The role of the U.N. underscores this point. 


The U.N. has made it clear it will not use force to 
disarm the Resistance. So the question is: how do you make the 
process work as called for in Esquipulas? What Esquipulas 
envisions is a process of national reconciliation which would 
allow the peasant combatants of the Nicaraguan Resistance and 
their families to reintegrate themselves into a constitutional 
process of the country with guarantees for their political 
rights and their safety. There is a lot to be done. 


Let me note that Americas Watch reports in yesterday's 


washington fost that “a pattern of violent abuses by the 
Nicaraguan Government forces" existed between 1987 and 1989 
against Resistance supporters and family members. It cited 89 


political killings or disappearances since 1987. So the 
Nicaraguan Government must fundamentally change its policies to 
make this process work. 


Q It was widely reported before yesterday that 
Secretary Baker, Assistant Secretary Aronson, and possibly at 
an earlier point also -- although I'm not that clear on that 


one -- President Bush, attempted to dissuade the Central 
American Presidents, friendly to us, from taking this decision. 
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Do we -- I understand all the qualifications. Do we 
think the Contra forces should be disbanded before the 
 * elections that are scheduled for next February? 





A That's not really the point. That's not the way 
we look at it. We have supported the process. This is a step 
in a process which depends on Nicaragua taking the steps 
necessary to make the Resistance forces want to return to 
Nicaragua under safe and democratic conditions. We support 
that process. We support the steps being taken in that process 
by the Central American Governments. But most of all, we think 
that the burden is on the Sandinistas to make it happen by 
taking the steps -- many steps -- that are necessary to bring 
about safe and democratic conditions. 


Q Well, if we support the process, why did the 
United States oppose the setting of this particular timetable? 


A I didn't say that we did. 
Q Well, can you -- 
A First of all, I think -- 


Q Did we oppose it? Did we attempt to dissuade 
people that the -- 


A Let me point out that the five Presidents agreed 
to come up with a joint plan for demobilization of the 
Resistance on February 13, 1989. That plan was supposed to be 
prepared in 90 days. So it's no surprise at all that a plan 
was agreed to on August 7, and that was part of a process that 
we had always supported. 


Secondly, let me point out the summit agreement is 
part of a package. There are some elements we're very pleased 
with such as the inclusion for the first time of a demand that 
the FMLN end its armed struggle. Other elements we're 
satisfied with such as the focus on the voluntary character of 
demobilization and the requirement for verifiable conditions. 
The timetables are part of a process which depends on the 
creation of acceptable conditions. We don't think this 
represents some kind of surprise or some kind of setback for 
1s. The key now is to make the process work. 


Q Let me try it one more way, if I can. Secretary 
Baker has at various times, including (inaudible) said on the 
public record, if I recall correctly, that he did not believe 
the Contras should be disbanded or broken up as a unit or 
removed from their bases in Honduras until after the election. 
Does he still feel that way? 


a I don't have those exact quotes with me, and I'd 
have to look at them to see if your characterization is correct. 
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The record is replete with it, going back to -- 
including his statement that the United States was not a party 
to this agreement to come up with a disbanding program within 
90 days and therefore was not bound by it. He has said all of 
that on the record. 


A Again, I may not be as familiar as you are with 
all the statements that are being made on the record. The 
point I want to make is that the timetables and the issue of 
before and after the elections, and that sort of stuff, is not 
something that we focus on specifically. What we focus on is 
the process and the steps needed to make the process work. 
We've always supported a process of voluntary reintegration. 
And that process, we've always said, depends on steps to be 
taken inside Nicaragua to make it work. 


Q Let me ask you one last question. Do you have 
any reason to believe that the setting of this timetable might 
lead to new calls in the Congress for an ending of U.S. aid 
this fall, or setting of conditions that, we'll say, that U.S. 
aid can only be used for disbanding and resettlement? 


A Well, we've worked very closely with the Congress 
on the Bipartisan Accords and on the continuing implementation 
of the Bipartisan Accords, including the issue of aid. 


The Congress voted humanitarian assistance through the 
February elections. The leadership made it clear at that time 
that they were committed to providing the assistance for that 
period, absent, in Chairman Fascell's words, “exceptional 
circumstances." We agreed to a review of the assistance on 
November 30. So we've always been working with the Congress. 
We continue to work with the Congress on the aid program. 


Q What happens on November 307? I'm not quite sure. 

A That was the date at which we agreed with the 
Congressional leadership to review the status of the 
implementation of the Bipartisan Plan. 


Q So it's not necessarily true that aid will flow 
automatically until February. 


A That's right. That was part of the original 
order. : 


Q There's a review process that has to take place 
first? 


A That's right. 


Q Has the United States decided how to vote? will 
it vote for -- in the U.N. Security Council -- for the 
establishment of this U.N. force on the Honduran-—Nicaraguan 
border? 
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A We have to see what comes up. But I do want to 
stress that we intend to support effective verification by the 
U.N. and by the OAS since they're mentioned as well in the 
accords. 


Q Richard, in the past, the United States has taken 
the position -- this was most recently the case I believe when 
people were talking about U.N. jurisdiction over the question 
of whether the United States had illegally mined the harbors in 
Nicaragua -—- that primary jurisdiction over questions affecting 
hemispheric security belong to the Organization of American 
States and not the United Nations. Do you see any conflict 
with that position and what you just said? 


A No. I don't because I wouldn't characterize the 
position the way you did. I said we intend to support 
effective monitoring both by the U.N. and by the OAS. That's 
what the Central American Presidents called for, and we'd 
support that. 


Q Richard, what would be the technique to determine 
the voluntary nature of any demobilization or departure? 


A Well, that's something that has to be looked at. 
The best thing is for the Nicaraguans to sit down with the 
Resistance and to work out the conditions, to create the 
conditions to determine what the conditions that will be 


necessary. 
Q You said the Nicaraguans. You mean the 
government and the Contras? 
Aa The government of the Sandinistas. 
Q And if there are some Contras who are not 


confident about the conditions inside Nicaragua, what would 
then happen to them? What responsibility would the United 
States Government have toward them? 


A At this point, that's a hypothetical question. I 
don't think we want to get into it. I just want to 
re-emphasize that the important thing is to make the process 
work. To make it work, the Sandinistas have to act and they 
have to act fairly quickly to create the proper conditions. 


Q You said that the agreement does not represent 
some kind of surprise for the United States. Did the exact 
timetable --— was the exact timetable expected as well as the 
general agreement on demobilization? 


A We've been in touch with many of the parties all 
along. We keep in close contact with the democracies down 
there. I can't tell you we knew all the exact dates in advance 
or anything like that, but I've also said the important thing 
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is not to focus, I think, on specific dates and timetables and 
before-and-after scenarios. The important thing is to focus on 
making the process a voluntary reintegration under safe and 
democratic conditions. That's the important part of it. 


Q What's our position on using the aid voted by 
Congress to help in demobilizing the Contras? 


A It's something we'd want to work very closely on 
with the Congress, but I think we've said all along that it was 
humanitarian assistance for the Resistance and that it could 
also be used for the purposes of demobilization if that became 
appropriate. 


Q So if the proper conditions came about, we 
wouldn't necessarily oppose? 


a No. We said all along it was a possibility. 


Q You said there were some elements of this 
agreement we supported. What are the elements of the 
Administration -- what elements are not supported by the 
Administration? 


> I don't have a good and bad. I just have degrees 
of good. We're very pleased with the inclusion of the demand 
on the FMLN in its armed struggle. We're satisfied with the 
focus on the voluntary character of demobilization and the 
requirement for verifiable conditions. I don't have any other 
characterization of different parts for you. 


Q Are there parts of it that we do not support; we 
do not welcome? 


a I think I've tried to make very clear from the 
start of this that we support this process. We have supported 
this process. This is another step in a process that we've 
always supported, and it is the process of democratization, 
steps towards peace, and steps towards reintegration on a 
voluntary basis under safe and democratic conditions. 


Q Do you support the December 8 date? Do you 
support that date? 


& I declined to focus on specific dates, and I'll 
do that again. 


Q When you say, “We've always supported it," are 
you speaking for the Reagan Administration as well? 


a Let me go back to “we,” since I've been here. I 


don't want to go too far back, but the Administration currently 
in place has made very clear its views on this. 
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Q Richard, you said a iot of this depends upon the 
efforts of Nicaragua to create conditions for voluntary 
reintegration. What, in your judgment -- what kind of a record 
does Nicaragua have on keeping its word? What competence do 
you have in them to carry through on this? 


a To date, we've expressed our concerns about the 
way the electoral process is going. We've also welcomed the 
recent changes that they've made through their dialogue with 
the Resistance. 


I think it's important that the international 
community -- ourselves, and others -- keep the focus on 
effective monitoring, on watching carefully, and on making sure 
that the commitments that have been agreed to are, in fact, 
implemented. 


Q What leverage do you have on the Nicaraguan 
Government to carry through with this? 


A I wouldn't characterize it as "leverage" by the 
United States on the Nicaraguan Government. I would 
characterize it as commitments made, clearly, by the Nicaraguan 
Government as part of the process that the Central American 
democracies that we and many others in the world expect them to 
mean. 


Q Panama has just asked the U.N. -- from the 
Security Council -- to discuss the alleged intimidation and 
aggression by U.S. troops. Have you seen those reports? 

A No, I haven't. 


Q New subject; new part of the world -- can I? New 
Zealand: Do you have anything on Mr. Palmer? 


i) We congratulate Mr. Palmer on his elevation ‘o 
the Prime Ministership. The United States looks forward to 
productive dealings with New Zealand under his leadership. 


Will you have discussions with high-level New 
Zealand officials on defense matters? 


fs We have said many times that we would welcome New 
Zealand's return to full participation in the ANZUS Alliance. 


Q That wasn't the question. 


6 We said yesterday that we look forward to 
discussions of security issues with New Zealand officials, but 
I don't have any specific announcements on any expected changes 
at this point. 
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Q Regarding Israel, an American was wounded in an 
attack on a settlement. Do you have any information on that -- 
the identity, hometown, and condition? 


7 No. All we really have is the media reports that 
are coming in at this point. We don't have any further 
information that we can add. 


Q You haven't had access to her? 


a I believe we have but the American citizen has 
not signed a Privacy Act Waiver, and we cannot therefore 
provide any personal information on her. 


Q Can you at least give an idea of how seriously 
she was wounded? 


a I'm afraid I can't. 


Q Is there any limit on the length of time that a 
Foreign Service Officer may be put on leave of absence with pay 
pending an investigation? 


A We answered that question, didn'' ve, a week or 
so ago? We'll get you the answer again. I don't remember 
exactly what it was. 


Q Do you have any other comment on the status of 
the investigation of Mr. Bloch? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Richard, back to the Middle East. Do you have 
anything on the renewed fighting in Beirut? 


a The latest indiscriminate shelling in the Beirut 
area shows a callous disregard for the lives of innocent 
people. We again call upon Syria, clearly a direct party to 
the fighting, and the various Lebanese factions for an 
immediate ceasefire and the lifting of all blockades and the 
initiation of a dialogue for the political reconstruction of 
Lebanca. 


Q A follow-up. You've called «n the Arab Committee 
to resume its mediation efforts in Lebanon. Have you heard 
anything from them? Have you seen any indications that they 
will resume those efforts? 


a I don't have anything specific to report. You'd 
have to talk to them on that. I would say that we are talking 
to all the parties in the region to see where we can go next. 
We continue to believe that the Arab League is in the best 
position to bring about peace in Lebanon. 
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ia Anything at all on the reports that the PLO 
Chairman is planning to come to the States, planning to apply 
for a visa? Has he applied? Do we know anything about that? 
A We're not aware that he has applied for a visa. 


Q Anything on Iranian claims that they broke up a 
spy ring involving Americans? 


i) We don't comment on that sort of claim. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:56 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 8 PRESS BRIEFING 


ETHIOPIA: CONGRESSMAN LELAND’ S PLANE 


Q: Waé the weather suitable for a search? 


A. ETHIOPIA IS STILL IN ITS RAINY SEASON. THERE CONTINUES TO 
BE EXTENSIVE CLOUD COVER IN THE PRIMARY SEARCH AREAS, WITH POOR 


GROUND VISIBILITY FOR THE SEARCE AIRCRAFT. 
x 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 8 PRESS BRIEFING 


ETHIOPIA: CONGRESSMAN LELAND'S PLANE 


Q: What can you tell us about the plane that was reported 
Circling over Dembidollo? . 


A: LOCAL RESIDENTS HEARD A PLANE CIRCLING NEAR THE TOWN OF 
DEMBIDOLLO IN HEAVY RAIN MONDAY BUT THE PLANE FAILED TO LAND. 
IT IS UNCLEAR WHETHER BHE AIRCRAFT IS THE ONE CONGRESSMAN 
LELAND AND HIS PARTY WERE FLYING IN, BUT SINCE AIR TRAFFIC IS 


TIGHTLY CONTROLLED AND NO OTHER PLANE WAS EXPECTED IN THE AREA, 
IT IS PRESUMED TO HAVE BEEN THE SAME PLANE. 
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Taken Question 
August 8, 1989 


can: aims 


Q. What amounts were transferred in 1981 under the Algiers Accords, 
are in various escrow accounts, and are being claimed in the 
Iran-United States Claims Tribunal. 


A. Under the Algiers Accords, which resolved the hostage crisis in 
1961, a claims settlement process was established. The Iran-United 
States Claims Tribunal in The Hague was set up to arbitrate certain 
Claims between the two Government and certain claims of nationals of 
each country against the other country's Government. Escrow 
accounts were set up for payment of Tribunal awards to U.S. 
Claimants and bank claims. 


In 1981, $9.975 billion was transferred by the United States. Of 
that, $1 billion was placed in a Security Account to pay awards of 
the Iran-U.S. Claims Tribunal to U.S. nationals and the U.S. 
Government, $3.667 billion was placed in Dollar Account No. 1 to pay 
Claims of bank sydicates of which a U.S. bank was a member, and 
$1.418 billion was placed in Dollar Account No. 2 to pay 
non-syndicated U.S. bank claims. The remaining $3.89 billion was 
transferred to Iran. All Icanian property not under arbitration at 
the Claims Tribunal was ceturned to Iran in 1981. 


Currently, the Security Account contains $500 million; @ separate 
Interest Account holding interest on the Security Account contains 
$106 million; Dollar Account No. 1 contains $11.9 million and Doliar 
Account No. 2 contains $800 million. 


The claims of U.S. nationals against Iran before the Tribunal are 
for billions of dollars. The claims of Iran against the United 
States Government before the Tribunal are for billions of dollars. 


Q. What did the Shah pay up front to the United States for military 
hardware? 


A. It is impossible to answer that question. The Iranian Poreign 
Military Sales Program spanned over 15 years and was massive. By 
1979, the Program consisted of over 2800 contracts with a cumulative 
value of over $20 billion. Money was paid to the United States into 
a Trust Pund as each contract was entered into, and the Pund was 
drawn down ae the contracts were implemented. In essense, this was 
@ moving target. Further, the precise amount needed to pay off 
obligations under military sales contracts involves complex legal 
and accounting issues and is being arbitrated in the Clains Tribunal. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #139 


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 9, 1989, 1:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good morning everybody. Sorry to keep 
you waiting. Good afternoon, I know. 


I have one brief announcement to make, please. After 
careful review, the State Department has decided to modify its 
travel advisory on China and authorize the return of U.S. 
Government dependents to China. These decisions were based on 
our assessment that security conditions have improved, though 
the situation is still more unsettled than before the 
imposition of martial law in May. 


The new travel advisory continues to recommend that 
non-essential travel to China be deferred until further 
notice. For Americans who do travel to China, it makes several 
recommendations. I will be glad to post the new travel 
advisory after this briefing, and that includes all of the 
various recommendations. 


Q Can you tell us when -- I'm sorry, can I follow 
that up, George, for a minute? 


Q Go ahead. 


Q Can you tell us when -- it says that dependents 
will be permitted to return. Is there a timeframe as to when 
they would be -- is that effective immediately? 





A Sure. Many of them are in the United States or 
in other countries. They have to get flights, so this could 
take several weeks. There are approximately 260 American 
dependents, and we estimate it could take them several weeks 
for all of them to be back. They have been gone for over two 
months. They left on June 7. 


Q And can you say anything more about the 
circumstances in Beijing and elsewhere in China that permitted 
you to make this decision? 


A This has been constantly under review, and it was 
determined in consultation with our Ambassador at the Embassy 
there that now it is, as I described it, better than it was in 
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June or July and that now was the time to let these 260 
individuals return to their families. They've been gone for 63 
days. 


Q Why is it better? 


A That determination was made by our Ambassador who 
is on the ground and the best to judge this. And in 
consultation with the officials here, the Secretary of State 
and the President were obviously consulted on this, and this is 
the decision they made based on what's going on on the ground. 


Q I wonder if you can look at and say “This is why 


it is better -- this is what the improvement is?" 

A We obviously think there's an improvement or we 
wouldn't have done this. What do you want me to pinpoint for 
you? 


Q Well, anything that says why it is better -- 
they're not shooting in Tiananmen Square -- or give me an idea 
and an example. 


A Our Ambassador and our personnel at the Embassy 
there on the ground determined, through whatever measures they 
chose to determine this, that it was now appropriate for this 
decision to be made for these dependents to be allowed to 

: return. I cannot give you a pinpoint, literal, specific. I'm 
sure it was a combination of factors based on their intelligent 
assessment there on the ground in Beijing. 


Q Margaret, has the United States received any 
assurances from the Government of China with regard to 

) protection of American citizens in general or perhaps 
diplomatic dependents, specifically? 


A I don't know of any unusual assurance that 
they've been given other than the normal assurance that our 
personnel have in any number of places. But I'm not aware of a 
specific intervention or a specific message that the Ambassador 
carried on this specific issue. 


Q Has there been any resolution of, let's say, 
debate over what occurred on -- I've forgotten what the date 
was now. I think it was June 4th but I'm not sure -- with 


regard to shots being fired at U.S. diplomatic residences and 
so on? Have the U.S. and China resolved that at all now? Is 
there some conclusion reached to that? 


A If there's a conclusion reached on it, Ralph, I'm 
not aware of it. I know exactly which instance you're talking 
about. As I believe we said at the time, our Ambassador made a 
very strong protest on behalf of our country. I have never had 
any other follow-up on it. 
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Q I guess the reason I'm asking about it is, if 
there has been nothing specific said or done with regard to 
that incident -- where I thought we last left it was that the 
U.S. thought it had been essentially a hostile attack -- and if 
nothing has changed about that, my logical question would be 
then why let the dependents go back if there's been no 
resolution of that episode, no assurance given by the Chinese 
in the wake of that episode? 


A I'll be glad to take your question and find out 
what, if anything, they told us in response to our Ambassador's 
strong protest. 


Q And, finally, if I could also ask whether 
Secretary Baker discussed this subject of revising the travel 
advisories and returning diplomatic dependents to China with 
the Chinese Foreign Minister when they met in Paris last week? 
Did they discuss it? 


A I don't know an answer to that specific 
question. It would not seem to me unusual that the subject 
could have come up, but I don't have an accurate answer for you. 


Q Margaret, why were these dependents coming back 
to China? Where will they come back to China from? Did they 
come back to the United States or did they go to posts 
somewhere in the area? 


A My understanding is the vast majority of them are 
back in the United States. At first many of them went to Tokyo 
and to Hong Kong. Some might have stayed in those locations, 
but the vast majority are back here in the States. 


Q New subject? 
A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything new on the search for Mickey 
Leland's plane? 


A I have several pieces of information that I'll be 
glad to share with you. The Ethiopian government resumed its 
search and rescue operation at 6:45 a.m. Addis time, that is 
11:45 p.m. last night our time. 


The aircraft carrying Congressman Leland and his party 
probably had several hundred miles of range available beyond 
its original destination. For that reason, the search has 
extended across the border into the Sudan. 


I will be glad to post for you all today the names of 
all of those people who were on board. [I would also like to 
tell you that the Ethiopian government has provided 11 
aircraft, both longer and shorter range for the search. The 
planes are operating out of the Addis airport and also from 
fields closer to Gambela. 
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In addition to the air effort, the Ethiopians are 
providing foot patrols on the ground. 


What the United States is doing is from the moment we 
learned of this incident, our Embassy in Addis made clear that 
we were prepared to provide any assistance in the search for 
Congressman Leland and his party. 


The Acting Secretary recommended yesterday and the 
President has authorized that a medevac aircraft be sent to 
Addis. The aircraft is carrying a 20-man medical team, as well 
as search and rescue, weather, and communications personnel. 
These search and rescue personnel aboard probably will serve in 
an advisory capacity, as needed by the Ethiopian government. 
The plane is expected to arrive in Addis this afternoon. 


The Department of Defense is sending a number of 
aircraft to the area to assist in the search effort. Two 
HC-130 aircraft will be deployed from the United Kingdom later 
today. One will have a paramedic rescue team aboard. The U.S. 
team will be carrying a tactical satellite communications 
package to facilitate communications within Ethiopia and with 
the U.S. commands coordinating the operation. 


The Department of Defense is considering sending a C-5 
cargo plane carrying five UH-60 helicopters. In addition, we 
have suggested and the Ethiopians have agreed to an overflight 
of the area by a U-2 photo-reconnaissance plane. A C-21 
aircraft will be sent to provide support for that overflight. 


The State Department is sending temporary support 
personnel in the areas of communications and administration to 
assist the Embassy in coordination and handling of this 
undertaking. 


The Speaker of the House has authorized House Sergeant- 
at-Arms Jack Russ to travel to Ethiopia as his personal 
representative to assist search efforts in any way he can. The 
Department welcomes the Speaker's representative and is 
facilitating his travel to Addis. 


Q Will the Speaker be bringing any security 
personnel from Congress willing to assist in the search and 
rescue? 


A The Speaker's not goinc. The Sergeant-at-Arms is 
going. 


Q Not the Speaker, the wr. sant-at-Arms. Forgive 
me, I'm sorry. 


A My understanding is that he is going alone, but I 
don't know. You'd have to call his office. 


Q Margaret, has a task force been set up here at 
the State Department on this? 
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A It's called a monitoring group. It was set up, I 
believe, if not Monday night, on Tuesday. 


Q Do you have a total of the American personnel 
involved? 


A Yesterday the figure that we had was 14. I 
believe that's the same number. 


Q I'm sorry, involved in these air flights to the 
area -- the equipment, the aid groups? 


A No. The Defense Department might. I don't. 


Q Do you know if Sudanese personnel are involved in 
the search in Sudan? 


A Not that I know of. 

Q Margaret, on sort of a broad aspect of it, has 
the government here drawn any conclusions about the fate of the 
plane? 

A No. 


Q You don't know whether it -- I mean, don't assume 
that it's crashed or don't assume -- 


Correct. 
-—- that it made it some place else? 


A 
Q 
A That's right. 
. And I presume dead or alive has also not been a 


conclusion? 
a That's correct. 


Q Has the search ended for the day in Ethiopia? 
And how was the weather today? 


A The weather today was clear this morning with the 
chance of clouds in the late afternoon. According to our 
Embassy, the weather is fair to good in the Gambela area where 
the plane was supposed to have landed. And as far as the time 
change right now, I don't know. I'll get it and post it for 
you. 


Q If they stopped? 


A If they stopped it, I didn't think to ask that 
before I came to brief. Sorry. 


Q In view of the somewhat technical nature of the 
material you've just read about the airplanes and so on, could 
we please have a copy of that? 
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Sure. 
(Inaudible) 


I don't know. 





SD r? SD) ®D 


Today's search yielded nothing, as far as you 
know? 


A As far as I know, it yielded nothing. 


Do you know if any of the equipment that is going 
is the specific aircraft the Ethiopian government requested -- 
called a special search aircraft with metal detection 
capability? 


a On the metal detection aircraft, after looking 
into the feasibility of the use of metal detecting aircraft, we 
were advised by the Department of Defense that such aircraft 
were unsuited to this situation. 


Q In seeking the agreement to bringing in the 
support aircraft and the photo-reconnaissance and what-not -- 
agreement from the Ethiopian authorities -- was any trade-off 
made, or are you going to share information with them that's 
collected, whether it has to do with the aircraft or not? 


a The Ethiopian government, as I've said, has got 
ll aircraft up. They've got foot patrols out. They could not 
be more diligent in helping us in this. I'm not sure what you 
mean. 


Q They, though, would have to “ave given you the 
okay to bring in all of the other additional stuff, including 
the photo-reconnaissance aircraft. What I'm asking is, as part 
of that agreement, is there any -- is any agreement made on 
sharing, for instance, the photographs collected whether or not 
they show the plane that's currently being searched for? 


a I'm sure that everyone who is involved in this 
search will be sharing their information with each other. 
We're there, after all, working together. 


Q Well, I had a question earlier about Sudan. If 
you've got a possibility of the plane having strayed into the 
Sudan, are you getting cooperation from the Sudanese government 
if you need to send your reconnaissance planes over there, 
too? What's the status with the Sudanese government, as well 
as Sudanese personnel? 


a I didn't ask that question. I can't imagine that 
there would be any problem. I'll be glad to post it 
immediately afterwards. No one indicated this morning there 
was a problem, so I'm assuming there's not. 
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Q Is all of this U.S. equipment still standing by, 
or has the Ethiopian government now asked that it be used? 


A The Ethiopian government has not only welcomed 
our assistance, they asked for our assistance. They are 
working with us in our assistance. We have suggested several 
-- the Department of Defense suggested several types of 
aircraft, or this special medical unit, to let them know of 
what types of facilities and equipment and manpower, et cetera, 
that we have. So I would characterize it -- it's been a 
sharing operation. It hasn't been them saying at all, “Please 
don't come help.“ They could not have been more responsive -- 
"We're helping. Yes, we can use some help that you have that 
we don't have." 


Q To follow up Jan's question briefly, though, you 
specified that the U.S. has reached an agreement with Ethiopia 
for a whole variety of reconnaissance and so on, but you also 
said that the search would have to extend into Sudan because 
the plane had a range of reaching there. 


a That's correct. 


Q Had similar agreements for photo-reconnaissance 
and perhaps other kinds of search and rescue operations been 
reached with the Government of Sudan to extend those operations 
over Sudanese territory? 


a I don't have an answer. I'll be glad to post it. 


Q But also the reason for the question was that the 
Defense Department said earlier that at this point the Embassy 
was saying that the Ethiopian government was -- planes were 
doing the search very well, and that the U.S. planes might not 
be needed. They were just being sent there on standby. And 


.has that been changed? There's no longer a standby? They're 


being used now? 


A Some of the planes that I just listed for you, I 
said the Defense Department is preparing -- I mentioned one 
specific plane, which has several types of medevac equipment on 
it, is being sent. I said it was supposed to arrive this 
afternoon. I cannot answer for you and I'd refer you, I guess, 
to the Defense Department on whether every one of these 
suggestions that we have offered is going to be indeed 
utilized. [I'm not there. As I said, we're sending in 
additional personnel to coordinate this on the ground. 


I don't know. I'd refer you to the Defense 
Department, and maybe tomorrow or later this afternoon I can 
literally tell you which exact airplane is being used. 


Q So this list is just being offered, and it won't 
necessarily be used in the search? 
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A When we post this -- so I don't have to bore you 
with reading it again -- you will see that I was very specific 
and literal in saying which airplane was due to arrive when. I 
used the words “are prepared to send.“ I used the words “are 
sending." Since it's such a lengthy list -- if you don't mind 
-— I mean, I'd be glad to read it again, but why go through 
that. 


Some of these things are in motion. Some of these 
things might just be there as backup. I've said how many the 
airplanes the Ethiopians have out. They have foot patrols out, 
and an enormous amount of resources are being called upon and 
used from both the Ethiopians and our government to try to 
assist in this search for the Congressman and these other 
Americans. 


Q Do you have any idea in terms of the provisions 
that were on that plane, is food or water a concern? 


a I don't know. 


Q Margaret, do you know how extensive the foot 
patrols are and what they would be doing? 


a What they would be doing ~- without being 
sarcastic -- is out searching. 


Q Well, they were engaged for a while in spreading 
to certain villages to tell the villagers of their desire to 
hear of anything that they might have heard, and then after 
dark, of course, that might be abbreviated. Do you know of any 
activity on the ground after dark? 


A No. I don't know. 


Q And how extensive are the foot patrols? 





A I don't know. [ just know that the Ethiopians 
have deployed them. 


Q Are they by the army? 





A I don't know. 


Q Do you know, Margaret, whether -- you said we're 
going to share the information that we pick up from these 
reconnaissance aircraft, and so forth. 


f°) If one of our airplanes detects something on the 
ground, I can't envision that they would not radio that back to 
-- whether it's Ethiopian or American -- to help if they spot 
something. That's what I mean by sharing. 


Q Okay. But reconnaissance photos have, in 
addition to being reconnaissance photos -- in addition to the 
value of looking for Congressman Leland, they might also have 
military uses -- 
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a I understand that. 


Q -— for the Ethiopian government. Are we going to 
share that as well? 

A John, you know that we're here -- there are 14 
Americans® that are missing -- we're there on a specific 


mission. We are trying to be helpful. There are 14 of our 
citizens* who could be in a very desperate situation. We're 
there trying to help. We are not there on any other purpose 
than to try to use equipment that we have that might prove 
helpful to find this airplane and these people. That is what 
this is about. 


Q Well, is that a, "No, we're not going to share 
the military information"? 


a I can't imagine what the two have to do with each 
other. We're there on a special mission. That's all I really 
have to say about it. I mean, you're asking me something 
that's a total hypothetical, that has nothing to do with the 
reason the plane was sent, and I didn't think to ask. I'll be 
more than glad to ask, but I think common sense would tell you 
that if it's not something we normally do, why would we do it 
in this situation. 


Q Well, then when you said, “I'm sure everyone 
there will be sharing their information" -- 


A Sharing information concerning finding these 
American citizens and this airplane. That is what this entire 
exercise is about. 


Q The names that you post, will they be the names 
of everybody on the plane, and when will you post them, please? 


A We can post them immediately after this. 
Q Will it be the names of everybody on the plane? 


a I do not have the name of the Ethiopian pilot and 
co-pilot. I do not have the name of an officer from the 
Foreign Ministry nor a foreign national employee. But I have 
all the American names. 


Q Margaret, it was my understanding that five of 
those 14 people on the plane were Ethiopian nationals, not 
American. 


a I'll be glad to post it for you. I don't have it 
broken down that way. 


Q In other words, eight Americans or nine Americans 
if my arithmetic is correct. My other question is, what role, 
if any, is the current political situation in the area playing 





"Note: There are 14 passengers. 
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in the United States' decision to help so quickly and with so 
much equipment? 


A I delieve that the reason the United States -- as 
the President of the United States said yesterday in his speech 
-- is helping in this is -- whatever number of Americans. I 
was told the number 14. If it's incorrect, I apologize -- and 
the United States Congressman. That is what this is about. 
This is not politics. This is not military reconnaissance. 
This is helping to find some of our fellow citizens. It's 
quite complicated and quite simple. There is nothing else 
going on here but trying to assist. 


And the Speaker of the House, as I said today, is 
sending the Sergeant-at-Arms. It's just not into politics or 
other areas, it's very focused on what we're doing. 

Q Acknowledging the range of the plane past the 
original destination, is the search being expanded to cover any 
of the rebel—held territories? 

I don't know. 
New subject? 


Sure. 


The President's interview with The Boston Globe 


SD > S&S FP? 


yesterday -- 
a Correct. 


Q -—- was reported by some other news organizations 
as — -- with him having suggested that he would negotiate 
for the freedom of the hostages. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


a I believe that Marlin spoke extensively on that 
this morning from the White House on behalf of the President. 
I don't really have anything to add. The President in the same 
exact interview stated very clearly what our policy is. [t's 
the same policy that was enunciated from this podium 
yesterday. Our policy has not changed. 


Q Marlin also made mention of a number of indirect 
contacts with Iran in recent days, I think was the phrase he 
used. Can you tell us more about when those occurred, and how 


tho. urred? 
4 No. 
Q Have there been any contacts in the last two or 


three days, for example, while the Secretary was traveling? 


a I really think that I'd rather refrain from 
getting into -- because that will open up a door, and I'll be 
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. asked every day when exactly are we having our indirect 
contacts --— and refrain from answering that. 


We have said that we have used various channels. We 
have said that we're continuing to be diplomatically engaged. 
I just don't think that it would be wise for me to characterize 
every time we do this or pinpoint a specific date. I'1l be 
glad to check for you and see if I'm wrong in my instincts. 


Q Another subject? 
4 Yes. 


Margaret, yesterday the PLO -- the Fatah Congress 
in Tunis voted to continue armed struggle for the liberation of 
“all Palestinian territories occupied by Israel." Does the 
United States have any comment on that resolution, and does it 
in any way impinge on the United States’ dialogue with the PLO? 


a I have not seen the resclution, and [ have no 
reason to believe that our dialogue has changed. 


Q Anything new on the security situation in Lebanon? 
a On the security situation? What do you mean? 


On the fighting? Any escalation on the fighting 
within the Syrian and Lebanese armies today? 


a I don't have anything particularly new for you 
today. 


Q Do you have any comment on the bombing attack 
that occurred in south Lebanon? 


a The bombing attack -- 


Q In which some Israelis were wounded and perhaps 
killed? 


o We have seen the reports that the terrorist group 
Hezbollah claimed responsibility for the suicide car bomb 
attack against an Israeli military convoy near Marjayun in 
south Lebanun. There were a number of [Israelis seriously 
injured, but details are too sketchy right now for me to 
further characterize it. 


We obviously condemn this attack, which comes at a 
time of intensive and widespread international efforts to 
resolve the hostage crisis and thereby reduce tensions in the 
region. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Wait a minute. I'm sorry. I didn't realize you 
were about to do that, George. 
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A Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything further to say about the 
status of a U.S. criminal investigation into Sheik Obaid's 
participation in terrorist attacks against the United States 
now that the U.S. has formally concluded that Colonel Higgins 
was, in fact, killed, and that that tape represented him, and 
so on? 


A No. I unfortunately don't. I'd just refer you 
to the Justice Department. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the status of 
Operation Staunch against Iran? Is that operation still in 
effect? 


A I've never heard of that operation. Sorry. I 
don't know what it is. 


Q Okay. That's the one in which the U.S. was to 
deny military assets to the Government of [ran or Iraq. 


A I'm just not familiar with it. I'1l be glad to 
take your question and post it. I just don't know anything 
about it. 


Q According to an article carried in yesterday's 
Washington Post, the U.S. considers the Christian Lebanese 
orces as a terrorist organization along with Hezbollah and the 
Islamic Jihad and others. Does the U.S. Government consider 
the Christian Lebanese Forces a terrorist group? 


A I don't believe that we've ever called them 
that. No. 


Q Neither did the article. 

Q The. Singapore Government is offering to pay for a 
share of the cost of U.S. bases in the Philippines. Are you 
negotiating that kind of thing with the Singapore government? 


A I had something earlier this week on that, and 
I'll post it for you after the briefing. 


Q And another thing on Asia: Do you have any 
comment on the political development in Japan? 


) On the what? 


Q The new Minister and new Cabinet -- new Prime 
Minister and new Cabinet. 


A On the new Prime Minister, we congratulate Prime 
Minister Kaifu on his election, and we note that he has 
emphasized that Japan's relationship with the United States 
will continue to be the pillar of Japan's foreign policy. We 





S735 


-13- Wednesday, 8/9/89 


look forward to working cooperatively with the new Prime 
Minister and his government to strengthen U.S.-Japan relations 
and deal with international issues of mutual concern. 


Q On Cuba, I'm aware of Richard's comments 
yesterday on the arrest of several human rights activists 
there. Is there anything further the U.S. is doing or -- 

A I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Okay. And is there any likelihood that Secretary 
Baker would return to Paris at the end of this month to attend 
the conclusion of the Cambodia conference which is still going 
on there? 


Aa He's not scheduled to. 


Q Does the State Department have a list of 
terrorist organizations operating in Lebanon? 


A I don't know. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:55 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING AUGUST 9, 1989 


Q: When did the search for Congressman Leland and his party 
begin this morning? When did it end? 


A: THE AERIAL SEARCH TODAY BEGAN AT DAWN, APPROXIMATELY 6:00 
A.M. LOCAL ETHIOPIAN TIME (11:00 P.M. LAST NIGHT EDT), AND 
ENDED AT DUSK, APPROXIMATELY 6:00 P.M. ETHIOPIAN GOVERNMENT 
PLANES HAVE BEEN PREPOSITIONED IN THE AREAS OF THE SEARCH SO 
THAT THEY CAN BEGIN THEIR SEARCH EFFORTS AT DAWN TOMORROW, 
WEATHER PERMITTING. THE SEARCH EFFORTS TODAY PRODUCED NO NEW 
INFORMATION ON THE POSSIBLE WHEREABOUTS OF CONGRESSMAN LELAND 
AND HIS PARTY. 


-- SEARCH EFFORTS BY FOOT AND BY RADIO ARE CONTINUING AT NIGHT. 


Q: What can you tell us about the foot patrols? 


A: POLICE OFFICERS, PRISONS’ OFFICERS AND FARMERS HAVE BEEN 


ORGANIZED INTO FOOT PATROLS WHICH HAVE BEEN CONTINUING THE 
SEARCH AT NIGHT USING FLASHLIGHTS. THE FOOT PATROLS HAVE MADE 
IT POSSIBLE FOR THE SEARCH TO CONTINUE AT NIGHT AND FOR 
SEARCHES TO TAKE PLACE IN AREAS INACCESSIBLE BY PLANE. THE 
POOT PATROLS ARE ANOTHER EXAMPLE OF THE EXCELLENT SUPPORT WE 
HAVE BEEN RECEIVING FROM THE ETHIOPIAN GOVERNMENT IN OUR 
EPPORTS TO LOCATE CONGRESSMAN LELAND AND HIS PARTY. 


-- RADIO COMMUNICATION HAS BEEN USED THROUGHOUT THE DAY AND 
NIGHT TO ENABLE THE AERIAL AND LAND SEARCH PATROLS TO EXCHANGE 


INFORMATION. 














Q: Has the U.S. Government been in contact with the Sudanese 
Government regarding the search and rescue effort? 

A: WE HAVE CONTACTED THE SUDANESE GOVERNMENT TO REQUEST 
OVERFLIGHT CLEARANCE FOR THE SEARCH AND RESCUE PLANES BEING 
PROVIDED BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. WE EXPECT TO RECEIVE AN 
ANSWER AT ANY TIME. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 10, 1989, 12:34 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief statement to make. I 
would like to draw your attention to a special statement 
released yesterday by NATO Secretary General Woerner, which 
strongly criticizes the Bulgarian Government for its policy of 
forced assimilation and repression of its ethnic Turkish 
minority. 


You are all aware of this tragic situation. At latest 
count, over 250,000 Turks have fled Bulgaria for Turkey as a 
result of this policy, which is a flagrant violation of human 
rights obligations accepted by Bulgaria. 


The United States feels very strongly that the 
Government of Bulgaria must meet its human rights obligations, 
cease the religious and social persecution of its ethnic 
Turkish minority, and provide an orderly departure with dignity 
and personal property for those who wish to leave Bulgaria. 


Together with our NATO allies, the United States will 
continue to seek every opportunity to express its concern over 
the entire Bulgarian human rights situation -- involving not 
only the problems of the ethnic Turkish population, but of 
individual Bulgarian human rights activists as well. 


I'll be happy to take any of your questions. 


A newspaper in Iran today is reporting that the 
United States is expected to begin indirect talks with Iran. 
Is there any truth to this story? 


és We already have indirect communications with the 
Government of Iran, which I've said many times, through our 
established channel, the Swiss, as well as other governments 
which, as you know, I've refrained from getting into the 
specifics. 


It's our position, as we've said publicly many times, 
that the United States Government is prepared to engage in a 
dialogue with authorized representatives of the Government of 
Iran to discuss the issues that divide us. 


However, any improvement in relations with Iran 
depends upon that government stopping its support for terrorism 
and taking action to bring about the immediate, unconditional 
and safe release of U.S. citizens held hostage by 
Iranian-supported groups in Lebanon. 





-2- Thursday, 8/10/89 2578 


fa) But this dialogue with authorized representatives 
has not started as yet, right? 


A No. 


Q Have you gotten any indication that Iran was 
prepared to start a dialogue, meeting the conditions that you 
set forward? 


a No. I couldn't say that we have any indication 
to that effect. They know this is our longstanding policy. 
It's been said publicly many times, and we've reiterated it 
again today. 


Q So, therefore, nothing has changed in regard to 
discussions regarding the hostages? 


A Nothing has changed of what I've been saying for 
several days --— we have had various channels of indirect 
communication with the Iranian Government. We've only named 
one publicly, and that's the Swiss. Nothing has changed. 


Q The Iran paper mentioned Pakistan as a possible 
mediator. Have you been using Pakistan as a mediator, and was 
the Pakistan Ambassador here today? Is he here now? 


fa If the Pakistani Ambassador is here today, I 
don't know about it, and Pakistan, just like all the other 
countries I've refrained from naming, falls into that category. 

Q You mentioned that you reiterated -- 

Q Falls into what? 


é The category of various channels that we don't 
name, that we don't discuss at all. So I have no comment on it. 


Q Is that a channel? 
A No. 
Q Wait a minute. The Tehran Times has said that 


talks are going to -- indirect talks are going to begin within 
the next few days. 





A That's correct. 

Q I mean -- well -- 

fa That's what they say. 

That's what they say. Now, I mean -- 


I've given you my answer. (Laughter) 


oD ?7e> 


Can you confirm or deny that this is the case? 
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6 Our answer is no different than what it has been 
in the past. We have said up front, very publicly, we have had 
various channels indirectly, for lack of a better word, passing 
a@ message or messages -- I'm not going to get into how many -- 
to the Government of Iran. 


Q Yeah, but passing messages is -- 

& That's all we have to say on it. 

Q -- not talks. There's a distinction. 
A That's all I have to say on it. 


Q Margaret, can I just try to dance on the pinhead 
of ambiguity -- 


a Sure. 


-- as a former Spokesman once said. Your 
statement about the U.S. position implied a distinction between 
engaging in a dialogue with authorized representatives on the 
one hand, and engaging in an improvement in relations with Iran 
on the other hand. 


I'm either -- maybe I'm making too much of that 
distinction, but it seemed to me as though that statement said 
that the conditions you listed applied only to the question of 
improving relations with Iran and not to the question of 
engaging in a dialogue with authorized representatives. 


Could you help me decide whether that is a distinction 
worth merit, or if I'm just dancing on the pinhead of ambiguity? 


fa You're kind of close to dancing on the pinhead of 
ambiguity. I've restated what our policy is in order for our 
government --— stating that we are prepared to engage in a 
dialogue. I have also stated the caveat, which we stated 
several times last week -- 


Q To improving relations. 
is) Correct. 


Q As opposed to engaging in a dialogue. Or are the 
two things the same in the U.S. Government's view? 


A I think I would characterize it in my 
interpretation of it as they certainly would go hand in hand. 


Q So that essentially in order for the U.S. to 
engage in a dialogue with an authorized representative, the two 
conditions you listed must be met. 


fe That's what I think I said. Any improvement with 
relations with Iran depend upon that government stopping its 
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support for terrorism and taking action to bring about the 
immediate, unconditional, safe release of our U.S. citizens 
held hostage. 


Q Are they doing that? 


Q But before those conditions are met, the United 
States is prepared to begin a dialogue. Is that not correct? 
For the beginning of a dialogue, we don't have to see Iran 
ending its support for terrorism or acting energetically to 
resolve the hostage crisis. The dialogue in fact could be used 
to fulfill one or both of these conditions, couldn't it? 


A I think that, unless you all are confusing me -- 
and I don't think I'm confused -- I am stating what our 
position is on having -- or what we are prepared to do to 
engage in a dialogue with authorized representatives of the 
Government of Iran. I then say, “However, any improvement in 
relations," and I put those two caveats on it. 


Q Well, is an improvement of relations a separate 
thing from a dialogue or not? This is where we don't quite 
seem to follow you. 


A I don't understand how better you want me to 
describe this. 


Q Well, okay. Let me put it this way-- 

A I have said we have had indirect communications. 

Q Right. 

a I have stated what our public policy is 
concerning having a dialogue. I have said in order to do that, 
however, we have two caveats: terrorism and release of our 
hostages. 

Q All right. Okay. 

i) So what is it that you want? 

Q But now wait a minute. The caveat -- 

Q You didn't say in order to do that -- 

Do the caveats apply to having a dialugue or 
improving -- with authorized representatives or improving 
relations? This is where I'm -- I'm not sure which of the two 
these track back to. 

A If I state one paragraph and I say, “however, " 


and it's following it, it makes sense in my mind that one is 
following the other for a reason. 


Q Maybe you're smarter than I am. 
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A No, I'm not. 


Q I need to have it explained to me. I need to be 
told. : 


a I don't think you do need to have it explained. 


Q Margaret, is Iran stopping its program of 
supporting terrorism? 


A Is Iran what? 
Q Is Iran supporting terrorism? 
A Is Iran supporting terrorism? 


Q Yes. State-—supported terrorism. Is it an 
advocate of that? Is it supporting terrorist actions? 


2) I'll get for you and post what was the last time 
we spoke on that, which is our definition out of our -- 
whatever it's called -- the pamphlet on terrorism. So I'd 
rather have it literally verbatim out of that book for you. 


Q Has the United States received from Iran through 
any channel an indication of a designation of an authorized 
representative, as you used the phrase, or anything? 


A No. 


Q Margaret, could you tell me, does the U.S. still 
hold Iranian assets? If we do, what are they, and how much are 
they worth? 


A The other day Richard was asked this question, 
and we steered you off of a number that had been in the press, 
which I believe was -- what was it? $12 billion or $4 billion, 
or something? 


We don't have a number that we've given out, and we 
also had an elaborate explanation of what was going on with 
these assets at the Tribunal, and I'd just as soon refer you 
back to whatever we said on the record or get it for you again 
-- it's very legal and very technical -- and just post it. 

Q What was the date of that? 

Q Can you post it? 

A Sure. I'll be glad to. It's a whole page. 


Q Margaret, to follow up on that, without getting 
back into all the escrow accounts, and all that business -- 


Aa Right. 





2582 


-6- Thursday, 8/10/89 : 


Q Would you agree to the general principle that 
once that Iranian claims process goes through and all the 
claims are paid or settled in some way by the Tribunal, that 
the United States has no objection -- in fact, thinks that all . 
the assets of the Iranian Government should go back to Iran 
when that effort is over? I mean, isn't that the whole idea of 
the Tribunal? 


i I don't know the policy answer for that. I'll be 
glad to ask the lawyers. 


Q But, Margaret, the U.S. in gaining the release of 
the hostages in 1981, signed an agreement with Iran which said 
that if and when all claims were settled, the rest of the money 
would go back to Iran. Is that still U.S. policy? 


a I don't know if it's still U.S. policy. I will 
be more than glad immediately after the briefing to get the 
lawyers to get you the answer. I don't know. 


Q New subject, if I may? 
a Sure. 


Q Can you give us an update on the hunt for Mr. 
Leland, and particularly on reports that the Embassy believes 
it has got an electronic signal from his downed plane? 


te We have reports that an emergency locator beacon 
signal has been picked up in an area southeast of Addis Ababa, 
some 32 kilometers from the town of Goba which is the capital 
of Bale Province. It is nighttime in Addis Ababa, and the 
Ethiopian authorities have dispatched patrols from the nearest 
town to the area in question. 


We are trying to determine whether the equipment on 
board the aircraft carrying the Congressman and his party would 
have emitted such a signal. 


Q How was that signal picked up? 


i The signal was picked up -- we were informed by 
the National eget Command Center that the signal was picked 
up by a satellite belonging to NOAA. NOAA runs the weather 
satellites used for famine early-warning systems as well as 
weather satellites over the U.S. 


I should caution you also that there are some 
questions about this signal. This signal is not in an area 
where Leland's party was expected to be, and it is not on the 
caeeeaaee which is expected from the transponder aboard the 
aircraft. 


Q He had an emergency transmitter on his plane. 
Does that in any way coincide with this type of signal that 
they picked up? 
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4 I don't know the technical answer on that. All I 
know is that to caution you all on -- we do have some questions 
about this signal. 


Q How far away is it from the flight path or from 
the area where the plane was expected to have traveled? 


A I don't have a literal answer on that. I just 
could locate for you what I said, where the signal was, and I 
stated that it was not in -- the signal is not in an area where 


Leland's party was expected to be. 


Q Is there any speculation about what other kind of 
device could emit such a signal? 


A Not yet. This just very recently happened when 
we learned about it. 


When are the people on the ground expected to get 
there? I mean, like how far is it from the nearest town where 
these people were dispatched to go to this site? 


A I don't know. We got as much as we could for you 
as fast -- we learned 15 minutes before I came out here. I 
don't know. 


Q When will the results of the U-2 flight flyover 
be known? 


a When will the results be known? 
Q Yes. 


a I'm not sure how long it takes them to do that. 
To update you on the status of all our airplanes, I'll help you 
with the following: The U.S. medevac plane is in Addis Ababa. 
It brought in medical search-and-rescue and communications 
personnel. Two U.S. C-130 aircraft arrived in Ethiopia today 
from the United Kingdom. As they flew into the country, they 
conducted three hours of search operations over the area where 
Congressman Leland and his party are presumed to be. These 
aircraft will continue to be used in the search operations. 


An overflight of the area was conducted by a U-2 
airplane today. A support aircraft for this flight -- a C-21 
-- is now returning to its base. A C-5 aircraft is on its way 
from Eglin Air Force Base in Florida to Ethiopia with four 
UH-60 helicopters. This airplane is also carrying Congressman 
Wheat and Congressman Ackerman and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House. 


Q Of the aircraft you have in the country now, are 
any equipped to fly at night to try and isolate this signal, to 
pick it up, or is anything being done on night flying? 


A On night flying? 








2S84Y 


-8- Thursday, 8/10/89 


Q Yes. You said the search has ended for the day? 
Or have you got any air search? 


a Right. I don't know the answer on night flying. 
I know that yesterday I said the Ethiopians had 11 airplanes 
they were using. Today, they're using 12. 


I also have a better description for you today -- 
someone had asked me what the foot patrols were doing. I have 
a better description of what they're out doing. 


Q Well, could you take, however, to see if there's 
any night flying anyway? 


a My understanding, to be honest with you, up to 
now is that these airplanes had not been fliying at night and 
that they have come down when the sun went down. 


Q Yes, but I think you were speaking of Ethiopian 
Government or relief agency aircraft, were you not? And 
perhaps U.S. military aircraft -- 


6 I'll see if the U.S. military is flying at night. 


Q Margaret, are any of the resources that the U.S. 
has put into this effort being redirected in light of the 
information on the signal that was received today? 


a I'm guessing, Ralph, because, as I said, 1 just 
learned this. I'm sure that they're sharing the information 
and going to look at the area, but that's a guess. I would 
have to assume that they were. 


Q And just to give you the opportunity to say what 
you'd like to say, would you tell us what the foot patrols are 
doing, please? 


a Police officers, prison officers, and farmers 
have been organized into foot patrols which have been 
continuing this search at night using flashlights. The foot 
patrols have made it possible for the search to continue at 
night and for searches to take place in areas inaccessible by 
plane. The foot patrols are another example of the excellent 
support we have been receiving from the Ethiopian Government in 
our efforts to locate the Congressman and his party. 


Q Margaret, what's the situation with the Sudan? 
Did you get permission for the overflight? And how cooperative 
is the Government of Sudan being in helping -- 


7 The Sudanese Government has given clearance to 
extend the search zone into its own territory. 


Q Did the U-2 fly over -- 


6 Excuse me? 
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Q Did the U-2 fly over Sudan as well? 
ra I didn't ask that question. I don't know. 


Q When you say the support plane for the U-2 is 
coming back to its base, does that mean that the results of the 
U-2 flight, the photographic results, are coming back to the 
base on that support plane? In other words, will they be 
analyzed in the United States, or is there some -— has a 
facility been established in Ethiopia where that information 
can be processed and utilized immediately? 


a I don't know. 
Q Do you know where the U-2 is based, Margaret? 
o No. And if I did, I wouldn't say. 


Q Could you take, or did you take that question as 
to the foot patrols that went out tonight -- how far away they 
are from this area of the purported signal? 


a How far they're going out? 
Q Yes. 
i Okay. 


Q Margaret, another topic. Is the United States 
urging Israel not to retaliate against the car bomb attack for 
fear that it might have an impact -- a negative impact -- on 
the hostages? 


i Marlin got that question this morning and 
answered it on behalf of the White House. And his basic answer 
was that that would fall into the category of something that. 
we're basically not going to get into but that it would be -- I 
believe his exact words were something like, that would be 
something for the Israelis and not for us to be telling them 
one way or the other. 


g Margaret, coming back for a second to the Iran 
negotiations or dialogue issue. President Bush said yesterday 
that he didn't want to miss any signals. 

“a Right. 


Q I think I'm accurately paraphrasing, if not 
exactly quoting. 


a That's right. 


Q Does the U.S. consider the publication of this 
article in the Iran Times today to be a signal? 
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A It would be unproductive for me to speculate on 
Iranian intentions. What matters is Iranian action. It is 
important to remember that Iranian leaders have influence over 
the hostage takers in Lebanon. Iran should mate every effort 
to use that influence to ensure that all those kept hostage are 
‘released. We certainly hope that the message has gotten 


and doesn't pay and that the hostages are not nor will they be 
leverage for bargaining or deals. 


If Iran is truly interested in improving relations 
with the U.S. and with the West, there is a very simple test. 
It can exert its maximum effort and its known influence to 
release all hostages. That is the test of a real change in 
Iran's policy on hostage-taking. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Sure. 


Q Can I follow that also by asking whether you have 
any comment on reports from Lebanon -- and I believe also from 
Syria -- that Hezbollah officials -- for lack of a better word 
-- will be meeting in Tehran very shortly with the Foreign 
Minister -- I'm sorry -- will be meeting in Damascus with the 
Foreign Minister of Iran? 


A I have not heard about that. 
Q «New subject? 
A Sure. 


Q What do you have on the Contra leaders in Miami 
seeking political asylum in the United States? Do we look 
favorably on that request? 


A Wait one second. We understand that nine 
Nicaraguan Resistance leaders are in the process of adjusting 
their immigration status with the U.S. Immigration and 
Naturalization Service. After they have adjusted their 
immigration status, it is their intention to return to Central 
America and travel throughout the region to present their views 
and assist in any negotiations which may follow from the Tela 
accords. At present, they face difficulties in such travel as 
they are not able to obtain Nicaraguan passports. And if you 
want, I will post their names. 


Q What kind of adjustments are being undertaken? 
A Excuse me? 
Q What kind of adjustments are being undertaken? 


f This is as far as I can go with discussing these 
individuals. 
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Q Yes, but you're not characterizing these as 
asylum cases because you cannot comment on asylum cases? 

f lo, I cannot do that, as you know. 

Q Because you cannot comment on asylum cases. 

6 We do not comment on asylum cases. That is 
correct. 

Q So is it accurate for us to conclude that since 


you're commenting on these cases, they must not be -- 
therefore, they must not be asylum cases? 


A I can't help you draw your conclusions. I can 
just say that in this particular instance, I have these words 
for you on these individuals. 


Q We'll remember it next time there's an asylum 
case. 


A I know. 

Q Have they not been travelling on U.S. passports? 
A I don't know how they've been travelling. 

Q What is their immigration status, by the way? 

A I don't know. 

Q Can you find out what they are now? 

A I'll find out. I will. 

Do you expect other Contras to apply for asylum 
or to apply for U.S. visas as a result of the Tela accord, 
despite the fact that the Contras are saying that they're not 
going to put down their weapons? 

A Not that I particularly know of. But to tell you 
the truth, that subject has not come up in a meeting where I've 
been. I'll be glad to ask if the Bureau has a more distinct 
answer for you. 


Q How many have applied for a visa? 


fs I don't know. I haven't been into the visa issue 
with that Bureau. I'll be glad to go try to get you an answer. 


Q But the number nine is accurate for the 
adjustments, right? 


fe For the adjustments? Yes. 


Q Another subject? 
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Yes. ° 
Margaret, do you have -- 


Will you post the names, please? 


> © © ®? 


Yes. We have the names. We can post them. 


Margaret, do you have any characterization today 
of the American reaction to the Fatah Congress that concluded 
in Tunis yesterday morning? 


a Yes, I do. The political program issued by Fatah 
raises questions about Fatah's commitment to accommodation, 
understanding, and peace. This statement's derogatory rhetoric 
on Israel, its tone of confrontation and violence, and its 
preference for unrealistic principles and solutions instead of 
practical ideas for peace are unhelpful. 


In the meantime, we are studying the document further 
in an effort to have a clearer understanding. We will continue 
our dialogue with the PLO to determine whether the PLO remains 
committed to the undertakings of last December regarding 
recognition of Israel, acceptance of UNSC Resolutions 242 and 
338, and denunciation of terrorism; and to determine whether 
the PLO is prepared to take practical steps towards peace. 


Q Does that mean, then, that the phrasing of their 
final resolution about the eventual liberation of all 
Palestinian territories occupied by Israel is causing you some 
concern? 


a We have not seen the entire document, and that's 
why I've put the caveat in there -- that is the truth. On 
press reports and first information that's coming out, we 
characterized it the way that I'm doing, saying if those are 
true, they're basically not helpful. 


What specific parts causes us problems, I do not have 
it broken down, and I know that we've not seen the entire 
document. 


Q Will there be a meeting soon with the PLO to do 
what you said you wanted to do, which is check out their 
commitment in December? 


a There's not one scheduled that I personally know 
of or that I'm aware of, but I'll be glad to check and see if 
they've got one coming up. 


Q Have you communicated this opinion to the PLO? 
Has there been a phone call, or has there been something 
between you and Tunis to tell them that you find the rhetoric a 
problem? 
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A I don't know the answer to that because I didn't 
think to ask John Kelly. But since we haven't seen the whole 
document, it would seem to me you'd wait until you had the 
whole document to study and analyze that and then you would 
communicate what your views and thoughts are. 


Well, to follow up on that, it would then seem to 
me that you wait to see the entire dialogue before putting out 
a press report -—- a press statement that says that it raises 
questions vis-a-vis the rhetoric if you haven't seen all of the 
rhetoric? 


A On what we've seen we had a comment. 


Q Right. But that, for sure, you would have taken 
that up with them? 


a They might have. I just didn't ask. I don't 
know. 


Q Can we also have a copy of that, please? Would 
you post that? 


a Sure. 


Q Anything on the expansion of U.S.-Soviet human 
rights talks to include social issues? 


4 Yes. And also, just so that we could be clear, 
some of you who traveled with us to Paris know, there was not a 
paper handed to the Secretary by Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
on human rights. 


Following up on discussions between Secretary Baker 
and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, we have been discussing with 
the Soviets expanding our exchanges on human rights and 
humanitarian issues. Foreign Minister Shevardnadze suggested 
in Paris that the framework for these discussions be recorded 
in a Memorandum of Understanding at the September ministerial. 
We are considering this idea, but we'll have to see in more 
detail what the Soviets have in mind. 


Robert? 


Q Do you have any comment on the events of the last 
couple of days in Panama? 


fs) What is the more specific question you've got? 


Q Can you give us a statement of the facts and any 
reaction to it? 


fe As far as if you want to know the specifics of 
exactly what happened at Fort Amador yesterday, I'd refer you 
to the Department of Defense for specifics. If you're asking 
me -— I believe I heard you say the word “provocation. " 
Whether this incident was deliberately provoked or not, we will 
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continue to exercise our treaty rights relating to protection - @ 
and defense of the Canal. At the same time, we will do ° 
whatever is necessary to ensure the safety of American 

citizens, including our military personnel in Panama. ° 


Q There are reports of another incident today, I 
believe. Do you have any facts about that? 


a I don't have any facts about that yet. 


Q Was Foreign Minister Khan of Pakistan in the 
United States recently, and did he see the Secretary or the 
Acting Secretary? 


A I don't know if he's in the United States. 
Q He's not now; he was recently, I thought. 


A Was? I'd have to go back and look on Baker's 
schedule. I don't know about the Under Secretary's. I don't 
keep up with his schedule. 


Q Will you take that question? 
A Sure. 


Q Margaret, going back to Central America. Do you 
have any readout on Bernie Aronson's talks with his Soviet 
counterpart in London? 


Be No, we don't. He just left for London last night. 


Q Can I ask about Burma? Has the United States 
reversed its decision not to let that Burmese student leader 
into the country? You remember the case last week? 


fe Right. 


Q . She was about to be deported back to Burma by the 
Thais. 


A What I have for you is: we have been told by the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service that humanitarian parole 
has been granted to permit Yuzana Khin, and one other Burmese 
student to come to the U.S. I'll refer any further questions 
on this to the INS. That's what I have as an update on that. 


Robert? 
Q Can you confirm the report in the Washington Post 


about disagreements in the U.S. Embassy in Pakistan over 
Afghanistan policy? 


A As you know, it would be highly unlikely for me 
to get into any types of personnel matters. I would point out 
to you that the President named a new envoy to that job with 
the rank of Ambassador, so it's natural that you would have a 
change in position. 
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Q Is the United States disappointed with how the 
Mujahideen are doing? 


a Are we disappointed? I wouldn't say that we were 
disappointed, no. Our policy on Afghanistan and the situation 
there remains the same. I can restate the policy for you, if 
you like. But, no, I wouldn't characterize it as that. 

Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 10 PRESS BRIEFING 


IRAN: CLAIMS 


Q. Under the Algiers Accords of 1981, did we agree that 
after all claims were settled, all remaining funds would return 
to Iran? 


A. THE ALGIERS ACCORDS PROVIDE THAT THE FUNDS REMAINING IN 
THE ESCROW ACCOUNTS CREATED BY THE ACCORDS WILL BE TRANSFERRED 


TO IRAN WHEN ALL THE CLAIMS THE ACCOUNTS SECURE ARE RESOLVED. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
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EE, 








ETHIOPIA: CONGRESSMAN LELAND'S PLANE 


Q: Are the U.S. planes going to be used for night flying? 


A: THERE ARE NO PLANS TO USE THE U.S. PLANES AT NIGHT. 
NIGHT-FLYING IS NOT SUITED TO THIS PARTICULAR SITUATION WHERE 
ACTUAL SIGHTING IS CRUCIAL. 


Q: How close are the Ethiopian patrols to the area from which 
the radio signal came? 


A: THE NEAREST TOWNS TO THE AREA ARE GOBA, APPROXIMATELY 20 
MILES TO THE EAST AND GURE, ABOUT THE SAME DISTANCE TO THE 
WEST. THE ETHIOPIAN GOVERNMENT HAS DISPATCHED FOOT PATROLS 
FROM THESE TOWNS. WE DO NOT KNOW EXACTLY WHEN THE PATROLS WILL 
ARRIVE IN THE AREA OF THE SIGNAL BUT THEY INTEND TO CONTINUE 
SEARCHING ALL NIGHT. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 10, 1989 - TAKE® QUESTION 
PLO PROGRAM 


: Have you briefed the PLO on the U.S. reaction to the program 
. aan at the end of the Fatah conference? 


A: --WE HAVE NOT MET WITH ANY PLO REPRESENTATIVES 
SINCE THE RELEASE OF THAT DOCUMENT. 


Q: When is the next meeting? 

A: --THERE IS NO MEETING SCHEDULED AT THIS POINT. 
HOWEVER, WE WILL DISCUSS OUR REACTION TO THE 
DOCUMENT WITH PLO REPRESENTATIVES THE NEXT 
TIME WE MEET. 
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AUGUST 10.1989 
Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing 


PAKISTAN: MEETINGS WITH DEPARTMENT PRINCIPALS 


Q: Was Pakistani Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan in Washington 
recently? Whom did he meet with? 


A: --FOREIGN MINISTER YAQUB KHAN WAS IN 
WASHINGTON LAST WEEK ON A PRIVATE VISIT. DURING 
HIS STAY HE PAID CALLS ON VICE PRESIDENT QUAYLE 
AND NATIONAL SECURITY ADVISOR BRENT SCOWCROFT, 
AND SAW INFORMALLY DEPUTY SECRETARY OF STATE 
LAWRENCE EAGLEBURGER, UNDERSECRETARY FOR 
POLITICAL AFFAIRS ROBERT KIMMITT AND OTHER 
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS. 





: Was the Pakistani ambassador Zulfikar Ali Khan at the State 
today? Why? 


A: --AMBASSADOR ZULFIKAR ALI KHAN CAME IN TODAY TO 
SEE ASSISTANT SECRETARY KELLY. THE MEETING WAS 
AN OPPORTUNITY FOR ASSISTANT SECERTARY KELLY 
TO BRIEF THE AMBASSADOR ON KELLY'S DISCUSSIONS 
ABOUT AFGHANISTAN WITH THE SOVIETS IN 


STOCKHOLM. 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 11, 1989, 12:13 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Good morning. I have one brief 
announcement I'd like to make. 


The United States condemns the indiscriminate 
slaughter of innocent people and the renewed use of heavy 
caliber weapons, such as the 240 millimeter mortar which are in 
the Syrian arsenal. Weapons such as this are particularly 
destructive, reaching deep into shelters and inflicting 
casualties among non-combatants. 


We again call upon Syria, an active participant in the 
fighting, the Lebanese armed forces, as well as the various 
Lebanese factions for an immediate cease-fire, the lifting of 
all blockades, and the initiation of a dialogue for the 
political reconstruction of Lebanon. 


The escalation and the shelling, and the dramatic 
increase in casualties give urgent impetus to our call for the 
Arab League to overcome the obstructions facing it and resume 
its efforts on behalf of the people of Lebanon. 


Q Margaret, have you had any talks with the Arab 
League lately to try to press your message of continuing their 
initiative in Lebanon directly? 


a I believe those talks go on, but I'll go check 
for you if there's been something recent. But I know that, as 
you know, we support their effort and we stay closely in touch 
with them and are extremely supportive of what they are trying 
to do. 


Q Margaret, there have been complaints this morning 
from Ms. Newsom, who is Congressman Leland's press secretary, 
about a bureaucratic breakdown in the search efforts there. Do 
you have any comment on it? 


a What my comment would be is that I -- as I know 
the President and the Secretary of State do -- deeply and 
sincerely empathize with the frustration, with the tension, 
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with the situation she's having to deal with. I would also say 
that it is true, as she herself stated, that the President has 
said on the record that he is personally very, very interested 
not only in the Congressman, but in the other eight Americans. 
The Secretary of State has said it. 


I also would like to give you, which might be helpful, 
an update of what equipment is there, what is going in, and 
what new things we're doing, if that's okay with you. 


Q May I just ask you, before you do that, do you 
feel there is merit in her complaints that there has been 
bureaucratic and organizational breakdown on the ground in 
Ethiopia in the search efforts? 


a No, I would not be able to characterize it that 
way. And, in fact, one fact that we are calling -- or someone 
in the task force is calling --— and letting her know now, is 
‘she apparently had some misinformation. There has not been any 
cancellation of any helicopter flights. That was one thing 
that she had mentioned. And I'm sure in the communications 
between various numbers of people that are involved in it, it 
was just a busted signal. But I personally have checked with 
the Pentagon and talked to them this morning and that just 
simply is not true. 


Q She also said that there should be more crews for 
helicopters, for fixed-wing aircraft, so there could be more 
search efforts. What is your response to that, please? 


a I'm not the Pentagon and I'm not a military 
expert. I'm not ducking you. I'd refer that specific question 
to them. I would note that the Pentagon has told me there are 
160 DOD personnel on the ground in Ethiopia. In addition to 
all of the equipment that I have told you that we have sent 
over there, the C-141 from Germany has a 35-person medical 
team, has one weather forecaster, two search and rescue 
planners. 


We have sent two HC-130 search and rescue aircraft 
from the United Kingdom, each with a parachute team. We have 
sent a C-141 with spare parts and support equipment for the 
HC-130s. Our U-2 aircraft is going back today for its second 
photo-reconnaissance. You should know that those will be 
continuing daily. 


We have sent a C-21 to transport U-2 film to a 
processing facility in Europe. We have a C-5 with four MH-60 
helicopters, crews, and support personnel, plus a C-141 with 


support equipment. 


In addition, they are sending two HC-130s. They will 
depart Eglin Air Force Base tonight and another C-141 is being 
loaded at Eglin Air Force Base and will leave today with 
support equipment and supplies. 
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I also will tell you, the film from the first U-2 
flight was sent to Germany yesterday evening. Much of it has 
already been processed and is now being interpreted by photo 
interpreters. They are expected to issue their first reports 
later today. If there is any possible evidence of the Leland 
plane, a report will be issued immediately. 


However, to conclude that the plane cannot be found in 
the photos will take longer because they are searching 
approximately 40,000 square miles from the first flight. There 
are many extra photo interpreters looking at this film. 


Q Where are they, Margaret? 
o They don't want us to discuss where they are. 


Q Can you clarify the information about the radio 
signals that were picked up? Have they now been completely 
oe -- both of them; either of them? What is the status 
of that 


o Pretty much so that's the case, yes. 
Q Both of them have been discounted? 
6 Both of them. 


Q Is there any idea what might have been emitting 
those signals? 


a No, we don't know. 


I also wanted to point out one other thing. Two 
members of Congressman Leland's staff are in the building now. 
They are visiting our task force so they can see firsthand what 
all is involved and what is going on. I also can tell you that 
the task force has not only been in touch with the 
Congressman's staff, as has our Congressional affairs Office, 
but we have been in touch with all of the other family members 
of the other eight Americans. 


Was this visit arranged after the news conference 
on the Hill this morning? 


a No. Janet [Mullins] told me it was something 
that was arranged prior to that. 


Q Excuse me. Do you have the names of the two 
staffers? 


i) No. 


Q Would it be possible to get a photo-op of the 
task force? Can we take a look at it? 
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I think that they don't ever let that go on 
here. We've had that come up once before during China and I 
was told no. I will be glad to ask, but I think that's the 
rule here. 


Q Is it a 24-hour-a-day task force? 


A I'm pretty sure it is, yes. Usually, when they 
call a task force, it's 24-hours a day. 


Q With the Leland staff members over here today, is 
this the first face-to-face contact there's been? Has there 
been a problem with communication between the task force, the 
State Department, and the Congressman's of fice? 


A I would definitely steer you away from that. 
Janet Mullins and her staff have every day briefed us on it. 
They have been in constant contact with various members of the 
Congressman's staff. And, again, I'd point out, there are 
eight other Americans who also have family members here. [iy 
don't necessarily have staffs, and the task force has also been 
in touch with them. But since Janet's office handles 
Congressional relations, she has been the point person, or her 
and her staff, with the Congressman's office. 


Q Margaret, just a point of clarification: In 
terms of expanding the search effort, what you've announced 
today is two more planes from Eglin? Is that how it's -- or 


has it expanded beyond that? 


A I have listed the equipment that is already 
there, and [ have said the additional equipment that is being 
sent. 


Q And is it those two planes alone, or have I 
missed something? 


A I said those two planes. I also said the U-2 
photo-reconnaissance flights. [t was going to fly again today, 
and will continue on a daily basis. 


Q And is there any thought to perhaps sending more 
assets, more resources there? 


mn Don't forget what the Ethiopians are doing. I 
said yesterday that they had between 10 and 12 helicopters 
out. I said they had these foot patrols out. I said they had 
their villages dealing with radios. So you have to remember, 
there's an enormous amount. Again, I would restate, the 
Ethiopians have just been incredible in all the help and the 
support that they have given to this effort. So you have their 
operation also going. 


Q Margaret, did the Secretary of State discuss this 
with someone from the Leland staff? 
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a No. He had talked to Mrs. Leland, as I 
mentioned, on Tuesday when he was in Houston. 


Q But he's not been contacted during this current 
flurry of discontent with -- 


a No, he has not. 


Q Will the U-2 pass today go over some of the same 
ground that the previous one did, or will it focus on any new 
areas? 


a I think that those types of decisions are being 
made by the people who are in charge on the ground and 
coordinating there. I don't have that level of detail for you. 


I do have an answer for you from yesterday about night 
flying. There are no plans to use the U.S. planes at night. 
Night flying is not suited to this particular situation where 
actual sighting is crucial. 


Q Margaret, two housekeeping points on that: 
Yesterday you said that there were 12 planes the Ethiopians 
were sending up. Today you said 12 helicopters. 


3) I misspoke. I'm sorry. That was helicopters. 
That's what I meant to say. 


Q Okay. Super. The other one is when this first 
began you said that it was a monitoring group upstairs, not a 
task force. 


ia} That's correct. 
Q When was it upgraded, and what's the difference. 


A I was told this morning that it was upgraded. 
It's called the Leland Task Force. 


Q What's the difference between a task force and a 
monitoring group? 


A I don't know. 


Q Just on a basic level, can you give us any 
understanding -- which I'm sure is what the Congressman's staff 
is going through -- is how with all this effort, all these 
people, all this technology, something like this can just fall 
off the face of the earth for five days. Is it that -- 


A I personally am not familiar with the terrain in 
Ethiopia. It must be very difficult, and we're doing 
everything that we can. I've listed the enormous amount of 
military personnel we've sent over there -- how many planes 
have been in the air, how many Ethiopians have planes or 
helicopters in the air, people on the ground. 
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At one point the Ethiopians -- their government 
committed over 1,000 people to the search on the ground. So, I 
mean, I don't know how to really answer your question. They're 
trying. 


Q You say that there's 160 DOD personnel on the 
ground. Where are they from? Where did they get there from? 
Where were they brought from? 


4 A breakdown of wherever those people are from? 


Q Were they brought in from the States or bases 
overseas? 


4 I believe it's a combination of both from my 
previous briefings this week. 


Q Aside from the search for Leland, can you tell me 
generally what U.S. policy objectives are in Ethiopia, given 
the continuing hunger problem that Leland was addressing and 
the internal civil conflict that's happening there? 


A I don't have that with me. I'm sorry. I'll be 
glad to post it for you. 


Q Could you do that, please? 


A Sure. 

Q Can we have in writing the new list of equipment 
today? 

A Sure. 


Q And also who is in charge of the American side of 
the effort in Ethiopia? Who is calling the shots? 


A I believe that it would be fair to say that our 
Charge there who is, obviously, with the State Department, is 
working closely in cooperation with the Ethiopian government -- 
after all, we're operating in someone else's country -- in 
coordination with the Pentagon. I do not have the name of the 
individual who the Pentagon designated as in charge. 


Q Do we not have an Ambassador in-country in 
Ethiopia? What's the status of that? 


fs No, we do not. We have a Charge. He is -- 
Q So he is the ranking American diplomat. 


A That is correct. 


Q Do you have any better idea in terms of how much 
provisions they had on that plane, and at what point the 
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concern of them running out of water or food will enter into 
the search? 


a What we have been told is that the provisions 
that were on the Leland aircraft were a box lunch for each 
member of the party, one or two cases of soft drinks, and three 
to five gallons of water. The aircraft also carried the 
standard emergency medical kit. That's all. 


Q Do you have any estimate of how long that would 
last? 


A All I have for you is what we know -- what we 
have been told was on there as far as provisions. 


Q You said the previous satellite signals have now 
been pretty much discounted. Has there been -- this morning 
there was another satellite pass. Has anyone -- has anything 
come out of that? And with the batteries in this transmitter, 
are we now assuming that -- after five days, I've heard 24 to 
48 hours is what they're expected to last, is the satellite 
method of picking up a signal pretty much being discounted now, 
and we're turning to searchers, or -- 


A I don't know how long the batteries go for. You 
know a piece of information I don't have. We're waiting to 
hear whether NOAA reports any further transmissions from future 
satellite passes. It's the only thing I really have for you on 
what NOAA is doing and the satellites. 


Q But we're not giving up on that method? 


A I don't think you could ever give up on any 
method or anything. 


Q Margaret, is the situation on the ground, now 
that you've got all the people that can possibly be there -- I 
meen, is it saturated, based on all the Ethiopians and all the 
Americans and other people who are there looking? Is there any 
way to get more people in there even if you -- 


A I don't think that I really could characterize 
that from here. I do know that the Pentagon told me that 
anything that has been or will be requested is being provided. 


Q Is the search area changing now? I mean, are we 
going --- do you know anything about that? 


a) Again, I don't have the level of detail on that, 
of which specific areas they are in, or they're searching right 
now. I don't know. 


Q Another subject? 


a Sure. 
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Q There's a Chinese woman whose name escapes me, 
who escaped herself from China some months ago and is going on 
trial in Los Angeles today or having a hearing, because she 
entered the country with a false passport. I understand the 
State Department has some view on the disposition of her case, 
if she should be allowed to stay or not? 


a They might, but they haven't told me, and I 
haven't heard about it. 


Q Thank you. 


A I'll take your question and try to post it for 
you. 


Q The Chinese Ambassador was in today for a 
farewell call. Can you say anything about that? And I also 
notice that the Assistant Secretary is going to lunch with the 
Chinese Ambassador today. It seems as if U.S. relations with 
China seem to have almost gone back to a normal pattern. 


A This one is very easy for me to characterize for 
you. This is a gentleman that Secretary Baker first knew in 
either 1975 or '76. It's 100 percent a personal farewell call. 


Q Did he meet with Baker, not just Kimmitt? 
Because this schedule says -- 


Q He's not on Baker's schedule. 


A Well, he's coming in to have a farewell call with 
Baker. That's who I thought you were referring to. 


Q Okay. 
A And it's strictly personal, based on a friendship 


that they've had for many, many years. It's a one-on-one 
meeting. 


Q Do you want to characterize U.S.-Chinese 
relations? 
a The President has characterized them for us a 


number of times, and I just refer you back to the text of what 
he has said. 


Q Margaret, is Deputy Foreign Minister Bessmertnykh 
of the Soviet Union in town, and is he meeting with officials 
in tunis building to plan the ministerial meeting next month in 
Wyoming? 


a Yes, he is in town, and he has a bilateral 
scheduled this afternoon with Secretary Baker, and you're 
correct to characterize it -- that it is a meeting prior to the 
September ministerial. 
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Q Is it strictly a planning session? 


a It's to go over, I think, a number of items prior 
to the ministerial, one of which could be logistics and 
planning, etc. 


Q Are you any closer in giving us details on the 
plans for that meeting? Location and -- 


A No. In fact, our pre-advance team just got back 
last night, I believe, around six or seven, and we have a 
meeting this afternoon. 


Q Were they looking at several different places, or 
were they just looking at one place? 


A They predominantly looked at one area, but they 
have several different scenarios from my one phone conversation 
with them from out there, and nothing has been nailed down. 

But we're aware of your needs, and, in fact, Kim [Hoggard] is 

planning to have a meeting with some of you all next week once 
these decisions are made -- I think it's next week -- to take 

care of your needs. 


Q Margaret, the United States Government asked the 
Syrian government to help them in efforts to -- on the 
hostages. Can you characterize the Syrian approach? Are they 
being helpful? Are they -- would you like to see them doing 
something more? 


A What I have is not really anything new from what 
I've said on other days. The United States Government, through 
its Embassy in Damascus, approached the $;"ian government 
regarding the American hostages in Lebanon and reports of the 
death of Colonel Higgins. 


We have continued our contacts to try to assure that 
Syria will do everything possible to assizt in a successful 
resolution to the hostage crisis. 


Q Do you have anything on an update on the search 
for the body of Colonel Higgins? 


A No. We don't have anything new. 

Q And anything at all on Israel's comments over the 
past 24 hours about the hostages, the deals, etc., that Shamir 
has been talking about? 

A No. 


Q Do you have anything new on the Soviet role in 
trying to free the hostages? 


a No. 
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Q Anything further to add on the assessment of 
whether the editorial in yesterday's Tehran Times was 
authoritative? 





a A simple answer: No. 


Q Have there been any further diplomatic efforts on 
the part of the United States through the existing third-party 
channels to communicate with Iran, other than your public 
statements yesterday? 


a I don't have anything to add to what we said 
yesterday. 


Q Have any arrangements been made to use Yaqub Khan 
as an intermediary with the [ranians? 


A No. 


Q Nothing at all from the Iranians yet? No 
authoriative response from the [ranians? No official reply?’ 


A Reply to what? 


Q Well, you said yesterday from here, and from the 
White House, that you would be willing to have a dialogue with 
Iran with no preconditions, but you were waiting for an 
authoritative response from Iran. Has there been any sign of 
anything that's authoritative yet from Iran? 


a No. 


Q Do you have any comments on the latest statement 
made by General Noriega? 


ms I don't know which statements you're referring to. 


Q He said that he's planning to stay regardless of 
what the United States wants and -- 


A I haven't seen those statements, but you know 
what our feelings are on that. They haven't changed. 


Q Thank you. 
a Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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’ QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING AUGUST 11, 1989: 





ETHIOPIA/POLICY OBJECTIVES 


x 
QO: Generally, what are U.S. policy objectives in 
Ethiopia, given the continuing hunger problem that Leland 


was addressing and the internal civil conflict? 


A: AS ASSISTANT SECRETARY COHEN SAID IN HIS DEPARTURE 
STATEMENT AFTER HIS MEETING EARLIER THIS MONTH WITH PRESIDENT 
MENGISTU, OUR OBJECTIVES VIS-A-VIS ETHIOPIA ARE THREEFOLD: 

TO SUPPORT IN ANY WAY WE CAN THE DEVELOPMENT OF A PEACE 
PROCESS TO END THE WAR IN ETHIOPIA; 

TO SEE AN IMPROVEMENT IN THE COUNTRY'S HUMAN RIGHTS RECORD: 

AND TO ENCOURAGE ECONOMIC REFORM TO ENABLE ETHIOPIA TO 


BECOME SELF SUFFICIENT IN FOOD PRODUCTION. 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 14, 1989, 12:23 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
don't have any announcements, so I'll be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q I think the meeting with the PLO in Tunis has 
just started. [s that right? Or has it finished, and do you 
have anything to say about it? 


i) I think it just concluded, or concluded 
recently. Let me go over what I have to say about it. 


Ambassador Robert Pelletreau met today in Tunis with 
representatives of t+» PLO. This was the fourth round of the 
formal dialogue; it began at 12:00 noon local time. 


The focus of this round, like previous meetings, was 
on getting a positive Palestinian response to the Israeli 
election idea. We continue to believe that through an 
Israeli-Palestinian dialogue progress can be achieved in moving 
the process forward to elections and to \eace negotiations. 


Q Did you get any satisfaction from the PLO on 
either (a) the election proposal or (b) on their response to 
the Fatah political statement last week’ 


a I don't have a full readout at this point on the 
meeting. As we said last week, we intended to raise the Fatah 
political program; and we understand that Ambassador Pelletreau 
did raise the subject at today's meeting. 


Q Who is the PLO representative? 


f°) It was the usual people. [t was headed by Abd 
Rabbou. Ballaoui was there. I don't have the full list. 


Q But not that other fellow, [yad. The usual 
people sometimes aren't the usual people. 


A Well, I don't have the full list. [ just 
understand that these two people are there. We can try to get 
more later on the rest. 


Q I guess it's kind of early, but can we try to get 
a notion of how their response or their atmospherics, or 
whatever -- or their lack of response -- compares to the last 


time, when you remember in principle they were for the idea but 
the conditions were described here by the State Department as 
unacceptable. 
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i As unacceptable, that's right. 
Q Have they changed from that? 


a Again, [I don't have a full readout of the meeting 
yet. I can't give you any details about their reactions. I 
know what we raised, but I don't have the details of their 
reactions. 


Q Well, in our raising it then, how did we take 
into account -- you've had some time to think about their 
response, their last response. How did the U.S. present its 
position? Any differently? Oid you have something to say to 
their conditions? Did you address the issue any differently, 
since you know basically how they stood last time you brought 
it up? 


a I can't go into any specific differences we might 
have had in our approach this time. [ would emphasize what has 
been our approach all along, and the main point that we would 
emphasize on the elections idea is that it requires an 
Israeli-Palestinian dialogue to move the process forward. 
That's where our emphasis is placed right at this moment. 


Q Richard, just to be clear on where things stand 
at the moment, you said the focus of the discussion was the 
election proposal, but the U.S. did raise the political 
announcement made last week by the Fatah Council. 


a That's right. 


Q Has the U.S. decided on the basis of the 
discussions today whether the response was at least 
satisfactory enough to continue the U.S.-PLO dialogue? 


a I don't have any way of characterizing the 
particular response at this point. I told you we didn't have 
the full readout of the meeting yet. I[ would expect that the 
dialogue would continue. This is part of an ongoing process to 
achieve progress on these points. We don't necessarily expect 
a specific breakthrough at each particular meeting. It's part 
of an ongoing process of pushing the idea, of supporting the 
idea, of discussing the idea, and, as we've said before, 
discussing practical ways to advance the process of peace. 


Q All of that's true, but a couple of days ago the 
State Department said that it wanted to essentially put the 
PLO's feet to the fire to see whether the commitments it .made 
in December still hold. Does the U.S. believe those . 
commitments still hold? 


i) I don't have a full readout of the meeting. But 
in saying that we wanted to put their feet to the fire, we 
wanted to see if the commitment still held. We didn't say that 
if they don't, we'll stop. We said if they don't that becomes 
or remains a very principle focus of the dialogue. 
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Q Richard, obviously your ability to answer a lot 
of the questions is hampered by the fact that you don't have 
this full readout. Is it possible that we can get something, 
either from you or somebody else, later today? 

oa That may be possible. We'll try. 

Q There's a lot of interest in this, and -- 


a I'm sure there is. We'll try to look into 
getting some sort of readout up this afternoon if we can do it 


Q All right. What would the modus operandi be of 





that? 
“ We'd write it up and pass it out. 


Q Richard, you have a couple of times said that it 
requires an Israeli-Palestinian dialogue. Is the United States 
presenting any suggestions as to how the Palestinians could be 
selected for such a dialogue? 


a I don't know of any specific suggestions on our 
part. 


Q Did you say who initiated the meeting? 


a No, [ didn't. [ don't have that information 
here. We'll look into it. 


Q You don't know how they qt together. And, 
secondly, you said “the focus." Were there other issues, and 
specifically was there any reference to terrorism and the 
hostage problem in the conversation? 


a There were certainly other issues because we 
raised the Fatah political program with them; and, as many of 
you know from our statements of last week, some of the concerns 
that we expressed at that program related to statements about 
armed struggle. It relates to terrorism. So I would say that 
that issue did come up, but other issues [ don't have here. 


Q Hostages, you don’t -- 
i) [I'm not aware of any discussion on hostages. 


Q And I'm sorry, I wasn't here last week, and I 
don't want to take your time. But when you talk about a 
reaffirmation -- the U.S. looking for a reaffirmation of their 
commitment, their commitment to what? 


a What we said last week -- what Margaret said last 
week -- was we will continue our dialogue with the PLO to 
determine whether the PLO remains committed to the undertakings 
of last December regarding recognition of I[srael, acceptance of 
U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and denunciation 
of terrorism, and to determine whether the PLO is prepared to 
take practical steps towards peace. 





26/2 


= = Monday, 8/14/89 


Q Well, except for that last vague reference, what 
would supporting a specific election proposal have to do with 
what they said in December? In other words, they could be 
committed to everything they were in December and still not 
like the election proposal, could they not? 


A Again, yes, those are all possibilities. I don't 
have the readout of what it is they -- 


Q So what did you want them to do today -- to 
reaffirm their commitment to accept Israel's existence and 
reaffirm their renunciation of terrorism? Is that what you 
wanted? 


“ What we've said was we looked for basically 
reaffirming a commitment that lies at the basis of the 
dialogue. But the dialogue, as we said before, is about 
advancing the peace process. We see the best way to advance 
the peace process as being the elections idea and an 
Israeli-Palestinian dialogue to work on that idea. 


Q I don't know how literally to take this 
reaffirmation. In the previous Administration, you wanted 
everything from the PLO said publicly. They could reaffirm 
their commitment, [I take it, and just sort of say it to 
Pelletreau, and that's good enough? Is that your point? Is 
there no longer a need for a public announcement by the PLO of 
where they stand on various things? 


oe I'm not aware of any specific requirement to say 
some things publicly and some things not publicly. The bases 
for our working on this dialogue with the PLO are these 
commitments that they made. In studying the statement last 
week -- as I think we said -- we wanted to have a clearer 
understanding of some of the issues that the statement raised 
in our minds, and in particular we wanted to reaffirm the 
commitment as part of the continuing dialogue. 


Q Richard, away from the dialogue in Tunis, is the 
PLO one of the parties involved in discussing the hostage 
crisis in Lebanon? 


a We've avoided getting into specifics of whom 
we're discussing the hostage crisis with, and [ think [I just 
have to avoid that at this point. I'm not trying to give a 


hint one way or the other. But I do have to avoid getting into 
details of how we're engaging in those discussions. 


Q Do you have any statement on Lebanon, on the 
S ian attacks on east Beirut? 


Q If we could stay with the PLO for a minute. 


a Stay with the PLO for a minute? Okay we'll go 
back to that. 


Q Did you receive any kind of application, written 
or verbal application, for Arafat to come to the United Nations? 
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A There have been none that [I'm aware of. 


Q Is it possible that the PLO has prepared a 
memorandum on its political statement, on the Fatah political 
statement, which it submitted at this meeting and therefore 
made it the focus? 


A Any number of things are possible. 
Q Did the PLO do this? 


A I don't know. I don't have the full readout 
yet. As [ said, ['ve only been able to tell you so far the 
issues that we raised. We'll try to include that in anything 
we get out in terms of a readout this afternoon. 


Q On Beirut, do you have anything in regard to the 
intense shelling and the ground fighting? And also, have you 
had any response from the statement Friday regarding Syria's 
role and calling for restraint? 


A Is that essentially the same question that we had 
back here? 


Q I have a follow-up. 
Q Try it again. 


A Okay. On the situation ir Lebanon, we note that 
Syrian-supported forces have joined the latest ground fighting 
in Lebanon. This represents an irresponsible escalation of the 
violence. Syria and its allies should refrain from any further 
escalation and accept immediately international and Arab League 
calls for a cease-fire and for the lifting of the blockades. 


Likewise, the forces under General foun and the 
Christian militias should observe the cease-fire and join in 
efforts to begin the process of political reconstruction and 
reconciliation under Arab League auspices. 


Q Are you now putting the onus, the main blame for 
the escalation in fighting, on Syria? 


A I think the statement speaks for itself. We've 
criticized very specific actions taken by the Syrians that we 
think have been an irresponsible escalation of the violence, 
but there are other things that other parties should do as well. 


Q It now seems obvious that the two sides are bent 
on annihilating each other. Aside from statements of concern, 
does the United States have intention of getting more actively 
involved in peacemaking? 


A Well, we are actively involved. We continue to 
believe that the Arab League is in the best position to bring 
about some solution to the problems in Lebanon. We're 
supporting other efforts that are being nade. We understand 
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that there is consideration being given to a U.N. Security 
Council meeting. The U.S. supports efforts to bring the issue 
of fighting in Lebanon to the Security Council, and we are 
consulting closely with other members of the Security Council 
and with the Secretary General in this regard. 


Q Can you be any more specific about the exact 
activity that the U.S. is pursuing? 





a I can't really. It's a very broad activity. 
We've been in touch with a whole host of countries -- a large 
number of people. We've discussed the situation with Arab 
League members, with others in the region, and with allies all 
over the place. I don't have a whole list of the specifics, 
but I would state that it's an active and it's a broad-based 
effort. 


Q What if the Syrians don't desist in this 
irresponsible escalation? 


A We'll have to see where we go next. I mean, 
that's a job for the whole international community, for many 
others. 


Q What kind of resolution do you expect to come 
from the Security Council, if the Security Council is aiid to 
meet? A call for a cease-fire, or what? 


A At this point [ don't have anything specific. 
Yes, I would expect them to support efforts to achieve a 
cease-fire and reconciliation there. But how exactly they 
might do that, I don't know. 


Q Is the U.S. Government still dealing with both 
governments in Lebanon there on the diplomatic level? 


A We continue to deal with all the parties. 


Q Without recognizing any of them as the legal 
government of Lebanon? 


A We haven't changed anything in terms of 
recognition. 
Q Has the U.S. Government sent any special messages 


to stop, at least to stop on the part of the Syrians the 
attacks? Because they had two attacks yesterday within the 
last 48 hours, and there is one underway now. Has any message 
been sent to stop such things or just general condemnations of 
violence? 


A I don't want to get into specific details of 
specific messages. [I think I just have to tell you that we are 
in touch with all the parties, including the parties directly 
involved in the fighting. 
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Q You referred earlier to the Arab Leacue. fhe 
Arab League has designated a tripartite committee composed of 
three Foreign Ministers of Saudi Arabia, Morocco and Algiers; 
and they've not too long ago thrown their arms up in the air 
and said that they failed, they couldn't get any further. And 
the U.S. Government is supporting the Arab League. 


They obviously failed, and they blamed to a good 
extent Syria for obstructing its mission. So where does that 
leave us? Are we going to continue supporting them, or are we 
going to have maybe more decisive action? 


a We had a statement that was issued at the time -- 
I think last week, if not the week before. I can get you a 
copy of that. Our view remains that the Arab League is in the 
best position to bring about a solution to the problems in 
Lebanon. 


Q But they can't make any progress. 


A We leave them to say where they go next. We're 
in touch with them. We're trying to support their efforts if 
they can continue. 


Q I'm quoting them. I'm not making a statement on 
their behalf. 


A Again, I will quote them properly, and we'll give 
you our statement that we made at the tine that they issued 
their statement. But I don't have anything really to add to 
that now. 


Q Can you go over U.S. policy a little bit on 
foreign intervention? What [I'm saying is, if you're calling it 
irresponsible for Syria to participate directly in the 
fighting, does the State Department have a position on Syria 
supporting one side and Iraq supporting the other? Do you find 
that objectionable, maybe even irresponsible? What is it you 
don't like? You don't like that they got into the actual 
fighting. But what is the U.S. position on them fighting 
through proxies? 


A What [I've talked about here is the escalation of 
the violence by Syrian-supported forces. 


Q Right. 


A So what I've talked about here is the escalation 
of the fighting, not just by Syria but Syria and its allies who 
we believe should refrain from any further escalation. So I'm 
not trying to divide things. [t's the escalation of the 
violence; it's all people who are contributing and 
participating in the violence. We think they should stop. 
We've had a longstanding policy that urges people to respect 
the cease-fire and to de-escalate the violence. 
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Q Well, as [ understand it, the Christians are 
fighting to get Syria out of Lebanon. Is that an objective 
that the State Department shares? If not necessarily by force 
of arms, would you like to see Syria leave Lebanon? 


A We've always called for the withdrawal of all 
foreign forces. 


Q Richard, in view of the physical layout in the 
Beirut area, to what extent has the increased Syrian shelling 
threatened U.S. interests in Beirut? Is the Embassy in any way 
affected, the remaining Embassy? Has there been any danger to 


A I don't have a specific update. From time to 
time there are shells that land close to our facilities there, 
and when that happens we raise our concerns with various people 
and try to ask them to make sure that we don't get hit. 


Q But that's not part of the message that the U.S. 
has sent to Syria about irresponsible action -- to avoid 
hitting the U.S. personnel there? 


A The statement today, if that's what you mean by 
the message that the U.S. has sent to Syria, is about the 
escalation of the violence. It's based on humanitarian 
concern, on concern about the situation overall in Beirut. 
It's not a specific call having to do with our facilities. 


Q You frequently call on Syria for help with the 
hostages. Is that help still being solicited? Can you tell us 
what kind of response you're getting? Can you tell us if this 
war of annihilation, as it's been descrived -- and it sure 
looks that way on television -- if that has added further 
concerns about the fate of the hostages? 


A I don't want to get into specifics about what we 
said to specific countries about the hostages. We have asked 
all parties who have influence to exercise their influence. 
Clearly the unsettled situation in Beirut makes the situation 
with regard to the hostages more difficult. But I don't have 
any specific comparisons or relationships to draw at this point. 


Q Richard, is there any change in your attitude 
towards Syria as a main party playing in Lebanon? 


A Well, we've issued a very specific statement 
today, and [I'll leave it to you to draw any conclusions about 
our attitude. 


Q That's what I'm asking about. If you are saying 


that they are a ty ap cod are you still behind them as 
playing a role in the Lebanon problem? 


a I guess I don't quite understand your question. 
Clearly Syrian forces in Lebanon contribute to the problem. 
We've said here today that Syrian-supported forces have brought 
about an escalation in the ground fighting there. 
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Q It has been said so many times from this podium 
that Syria has a part to play in Lebanon and that you recognize 
this fact. Did you change this view, or I am mis-expressing 
things? 


A I don't think your language is quite right, and I 
can't remember the exact language on it, so [I think [I'll have 
to refrain from -- 


Q How do you characterize this -- 


A We said something last week about the Syrian 
influence in Lebanon as being something that could help 
contribute to the release of the hostages. We'll get that for 
you. 


Q How do you characterize the Syrian role in 
Lebanon, if you will? 

a) I don't have an overall characterization for you 
today. 

Q Can we have one latter on, shortly after the 
briefing? 


a I'm not sure if there's anything productive to 
put up on it. ['ll look into it and see if we have anything. 


Q Do you expect any French r presentative coming to 
the United States or high-level contacts between France and the 
United States? 


A We have been in close touc': with the French over 
the past few days, as in the months past. I don't know of any 
specific French representative at this moment. 


Q Do you have any reaction to comments from 
Khamenei today that Iran will never negotiate with the United 
States? 


A I don't have any specific reaction. I'd say the 
statement points out once again the need to avoid commenting or 
reacting to every specific statement that comes along and to 
instead do what Margaret did last week and that's emphasize the 
important things for steps, actions, to be taken to release the 
hostages. 


Q One thing Margaret did say last week was that the 
United States was prepared for direct talks with [ran. Other 
members of the Administration were saying the same thing in one 
form or another, yet Khamenei says “No one in the Islamic 
Republic will hold talks with you" -- "you" being the United 
States of America. Is this worth a comment? 


a I don't see any need for a particular comment, no. 


Q You commented on the Tehran Times editorial which 
was less authoritative, one would suppose. 














261¥ 


-10- Monday, 8/14/89 


- Our position on contacts, direct and indirect, 
has been longstanding. [t's unchanged, and [ think we just 
have to stand by it. 


Q Sir, do you have an update on any effort to 
remove the bodies of Congressman Mickey Leland and the 15 
others, and the Congressional delegation that is headed there, 
and where the bodies may be brought back to in the U.S.? 


a Okay. I don't have all the details on that, but 
let me go through what [ do have on the situation in Ethiopia. 


I assume by this time that you've all seen our 
statement of yesterday in which the Secretary and the 
Department expressed their sadness and their sympathies to the 
families. 


In Ethiopia, U.S. and Ethiopian personnel have started 
work at the crash site. We understand, because of the 
difficult terrain and condition of the aircraft, recovery of 
the bodies will require at least two days of good weather. 


Plans are to remove the bodies first to the forward 
base at Gambella and then take them from there to Addis Ababa. 
Weather at the crash site is poor. Wreckage is located in very 
rough terrain on a 70 degree slope. Some recovery team 
personnel are on site, but weather is impeding the flow of 
personnel into the area. If the weather clears and progress is 
as expected, there is a good change som» remains could be 
removed from the crash site by Tuesday, iugust 15. 


A mixed U.S. and Ethiopian security force of eight 
people are at the crash site overnight. The primary forward 
operating base has been established at Gambella rather than at 

embidolo as planned yesterday because Gambella's south 
airfield has a hard surface runway and better facilities. 


Another point is that a helicopter landing zone has 
been established approximately a half mile from the crash site. 


Let me just say, in sum, that officials on the scene 
believe that the recovery will be a slow and a laborious 
process because of the weather, the rough terrain, and the 
steep incline of the slope where the wreckage is located. 


Q Do you have any sense whether or not forensic 
work will be done at U.S. facilities in Europe or whether the 
bodies will be brought back directly to the U.S.? 


i] I don't have any specifics on that at this 
point. There are some forensic personnel in Ethiopia, and they 
will have to determine, I think, what happens. 


Q Have helicopters been able to land at the crash 
site yet? 
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A [ don't know specifically. They have established 
a landing zone about half a mile from the crash site, but I'm 
not sure if there are any helicopters there at this time. 


Q Do you know if a forensic team has been lowered 
so that we can have an accurate count of the number of bodies? 


A There are people trying to do that work at the 
site; but [I'm not sure how to describe them, whether they're 
medical personnel or forensic personnel. Maybe it's the same 
thing. I'm not sure. 


Q Have any additional bodies been located since the 
initial examination yesterday? 


a At this point, not that I'm aware of. I don't 
have anymore details on that. 


Q Has the Ethiopian Government formally or 
officially asked the State Department for any help in the 
investigation into what exactly caused the crash? And if you 
have any details on that? 


a We don't have any details yet on what caused the 
crash. The U.S. National Transportation and Safety Board has 
offered to assist in the Ethiopian Government's investigation 
of the crash, and this offer has been accepted by the Ethiopian 
Government. A team of U.S. experts, including air safety 
investigators and advisors from the Boeing and Pratt & Whitney 
Aircraft Companies will depart for Ethiv»ia today. They expect 
to arrive in Addis Ababa late tomorrow. 


Q Do you know when White House officials and the 
Congressional delegation will be departing? 


a No. At this point, I don't think there's any 


specific information on that. The progress in the recovery of 
the remains will determine when and how those people can go out 


to accompany them back to the United States. 


Q And what is the weather problem? Is it simply 
rain, or is it -- 


a It's rain, cloudiness, just generally bad 
weather. I don't have any more detailed weather reports than 
that. 


It's still not known whether the remains will be 
aes ww directly back to this country or will be routed through 
Europe . 


a At this point I don't think that's been 
determined. 


Q Do you know if you have compiled a list of the 
names of the Ethiopians on board? 
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A We don't have that. [ think you'd have to get 
that from the Ethiopian Government. Last week we said that the 
aircraft's manifest had 14 people. We understand the Ethiopian 
Government announced that two additional Ethiopian officials 
joined the party at the last minute. We don't have names of 
those. 


Q We understand that the family members of the 
victims were notified by the State Department. Could you tell 
us who called Mrs. Leland and whether she received a call from 
the Secretary or not? 


Aa The Secretary talked to Mrs. Leland at some 
length on Saturday. [ know he called again on Sunday, but she 
was not able to take the call. I'm not sure if they ever did 
manage to talk to each other. 





Q I'm sorry. You said he called her or she called 
him? 


A He called her again on Sunday, but she was not 
able to come to the phone. Sut [ would say the task force has 
been in touch with all the families, and our Congressional 
people have been in touch with the Leland staff. 


Q At this point, does it look like 16 people is the 
final death toll? 


A That's what we think. There were 14 on the 
manifest plus the two other Ethiopian of! icials that we've 
heard about. 


Q Do you know of a request for a field hospital -- 
I presume a mobile field hospital -- to be established at Addis 
to take care of preliminary forensics work? 


I) I understand that's a possibility. [ don't have 
anything definite for you on it now. 


Q Are the Ethiopians checking to see if there are 
any additional of their nationals on this plane? Or are you 
confident this is it, as far as Ethiopians? 

a Until they locate everything -- everyone -- at 
the crash site, I guess we won't know for sure. But at this 
point we're fairly confident that this is the total. 


Q Do you anticipate NTSB investigators will be on 
the scene shortly there to look at that crash site? 


A I think I just said that they would be there. 


Q Do you have a timetable for that? 


A Late tomorrow, arriving in Addis Ababa late 
tomorrow. 
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. New subject? 


Q No. Is the cooperation that the U.S. has 
received from Ethiopian on this likely to affect relations 
which were historically not very good? 


o We certainly hope that the spirit of cooperation 
that has existed during the search and rescue effort will 
extend to the issues that have divided the United States and 
the People's Democratic Republic of Ethiopia in the past 


Congressmen Ackerman and Wheat and U.S. Charge Houdek 
had a productive meeting with President Mengistu this morning 
Earlier this month, as you know, Assistant Secretary Cohen 
visited Ethiopia. At that point he characterized his 
discussions with Ethiopian officials as positive and the 
beginning of a dialogue which could lead to better relations. 


Q Just clarify, please, who was going today? I 
think you said there were representatives from Boeing and Pratt 
& Whitney and, as well as them, representatives From the NIS8? 


a Yes. I said a team of U.S. experts, including 
air safety investigators and advisors from Boeing and Pratt & 


Whitney will depart for Ethiopia tomorrow and they -- the whole 
team -- expect to arrive in Addis Ababa late tomorrow. 


Q How many people are we talking about? 


i) I said -- sorry, will depart today and expect to 
arrive late tomorrow. 


I don't have the number here. i'm sorry. 


Q When were you told about the two additional 
passengers? When did the Department learn about that? 


A [t was late last week. [I don't have the specific 
time. 


Q Are there any obstacles in improving relations 
with Ethiopia? 


a We've talked about that before. I think I'll 
just have to stand on the statements we made last week about 
the status of relations after Assistant Secretary Cohen's 
trip. We can get you a copy of that. 

Q Why officials from Boeing and Pratt & Whitney? | 

i) Boeing owns de Havilland Aircraft Company, which 
is the maker of the Twin Otter airplane that the Leland party 
was using. Pratt & Whitney made the engines for the airplane. 

Q Another subject? 


a Okay. 
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Q Is Assistant Secretary Aronson back From his 
talks with the Soviets on Central America? And can you say 
anything about them? 


a The answer to the first part is yes. He was on 
TV yesterday, so I know that. And the answer to the second 
part is no. We've avoided giving detailed readouts of these 
talks with the Soviets. They're expert-level discussions of 
the regions involved, and I think I'll have to decline at this 
point to give you details. 


Q You can't say if you've gotten any greater 
assurances of the level of Soviet and Soviet-bloc assistance? 


a I want to avoid giving any details of those 
discussions; but [ think Assistant Secretary Aronson, in 
declining to do the same thing, also made some general comments 
yesterday which [ can get to you. 


Q Richard, there are reports out of China that 
authorities there are considering sending students out for a 
year, or perhaps two years, of re-education out in the rural 
areas. Do you have any comment on that? Do you see this as a 
human rights violation? Have you any reaction? 


I don't have any reaction to that. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the resignation of 
P.W. Botha as President of South Africa ‘this afternoon? 


Sy) No, I don't, not at this point. 


Q Do you have any statement to make as far the 
future of U.S.-South African relations are concerned in light 
of the impending change of government? 


4 No. I just heard about the resignation right 
before I came in here. We can check and see if there's 
anything to say, but at this point I don't have anything. 


Q Thank you. 
Q Wait a minute. 


Q Anything more on preparations for the ministerial 
in Wyoming? Has the site been selected? And are you having 
difficulties because of the unusual locale? 


a No, I don't have anything more on that now. 
Margaret, I think, told you last week that as soon as we had 
some kind of details to offer we'd get together and explain 
what we knew to you. 


You said earlier that there are on-going U.S. 
talks with all parties concerned. I know we have an Ambassador 
in Syria. But is there any planned or any scheduled meeting 
between high-level U.S. officials like Mr: Kelly or Secretary 
Baker's designee to meet with Assad or any of his people? Any 
high-level -- 
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oe I'm not aware of anything planned. 

Q No? 

a Not at this point, no. 

Q Still on the Middle East, any comment on the -- 
there's a@ newspaper report this morning saying that Sheik Obaid 
has told the Israelis that at least two of the soldiers the 
Israelis seek release of are dead. Do you have any comment on 


that, how it might affect the hostage situation? 


o I don't have anything on that, no. I think 
that's something for the [sraelis really to deal with. 





Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 14, 1989 


ARAB LEAGUE EFFOKT IN LEBANC 





ae 


Q: What do we have to say about the Failure of the Arab League 
effort in Lebanon? 


A: TO REPEAT WHAT MS. TUTWILER SAID AT THE DAILY PRESS BRIEFING ON 


WEONLSDAY, AUGUST 2: 
' 
x 


"WE URGE THE ARAB LEAGUE NOT TO LAY DOWN IIS BURDENS, 
DESPITE THE ENORMOUS DIFFICULTIES [IT HAS ENCOUNTERED we 
ARE DISAPPOINTED THAT THE ARAB LEAGUE HAS NOT RECEIVED THE 
NECESSARY COOPERATION FROM ALL PARTIES TO THE CONFLICT, 
BOTH LEBANESE AND SYRIAN, TO END IHE IMMEDIATE FIGHTING, 


LIFT THE BLOCKADES AND ADDRESS THE UNDERLYING POLITICAL 


ISSUES." 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #143 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 15, 1989, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
don't have any statements, so let's go right to auestions. 


Q Has the United States notified the World Court 
and Iran that it would accept jurisdiction in the case of the 


Vincennes? 
a Yes, we have. 
Q Can you explain why? 


a Let me say, first of all, the President decided 
that the U.S. will appear and will litigate Iran's claims in 
the International Court of Justice. State Department Legal 
Advisor Abraham Sofaer has been appointed the U.S. agent for 
this case. 


You asked why. 
Q Right, yes. 


a Iran is suing under the Chicago and Montreal 
Conventions in which we agreed to the submission to the Court 
of various civil aviation disputes. We will contest Lran's 
suits on jurisdictional grounds and on the merits. S8ut we 
recognize the Court's authority under these two conventions to 
determine whether it has jurisdiction. 


Our participation is aimed at challenging Iran's 
assertions. In any event, the Court will proceed with the case 
whether we participate or not. By appearing, we will be able 
to present our case and protect U.S. interests most effectively. 


Q Of course, the Court also dealt with the 
Nicaragua case even though the United States didn't participate 
in that and it didn't change the U.S. position. 


a We did appear in the Nicaragua case in order to 
enable the Court to determine whether it had jurisdiction. The 
Court's decision in that case, we found, was untenable since 
the U.S. had never agreed to its jurisdiction over cases of the 
type involved in the Nicaraguan complaint. 
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The Court's decision in the Nicaraguan case also 
challenged our inherent right of self-defense, so we withdrew 
from the litigation. In this situation, we accepted that the 
Court has jurisdiction over certain disputes involving these 
two conventions. We're going in to contest the jurisdiction of 
these particular cases, that that does not apply in the 
particular case that [ran has brought. 





Q Does this decision have anything to do with the 
recent U.S. decision to work with the Soviet Union in World 
Court matters? 


A Only to the extent that it shows the U.S. desire 
to work within the Court. ['1ll try to get you something more 
detailed. 


The decision to participate in this case is supportive 
of the goal of the discussions that we've had with the Soviets, 
and that is to-develop a realistic approach to the jurisdiction 
of the Court that will promote greater use of the Court. [t 
shows once again our willingness to support the work of the 
Court in appropriate cases. 


Further, one important element of the approach being 
discussed is to encourage acceptance by the permanent members 
of the U.N. Security Council of the Court's jurisdiction under 
a number of multilateral and bilateral «qreements that already 
provide for recourse to the Court to re.vlve disputes arising 
under those agreements. The Chicago anid Montreal Conventions 
are two such treaties. 


Q So just to be sure I understood what you just 
said, it sounded to me like what you're saying is, in these 
cases the United States thinks the Court does not have 
jurisdiction. But in the same breath, you said you're 
participating in the proceedings of the Court to contest 
jurisdiction because the U.S. wants to set an example for other 
U.N. members to show them that they should accept jurisdiction 
of the Court. Is that correct? 


A We're participating in this in order to show our 
willingness to support the work of the Court in appropriate 
cases. What we're contesting in this case is not that the 
Montreal and Chicago Conventions have certain cases which have 
to be dealt with by the Court but rather that this Iran case is 
not among them. So participation and contesting the Court's 
jurisdiction in these cases is a way, I'd say, of defining what 
we said -- develop a realistic approach to the jurisdiction of 
the Court. 


Q Could I also ask you -- 


A And that's also the goal of what we're doing with 
the Soviets -- trying to define a realistic approach to the 
cases under jurisdiction of the Court. 
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Q You also mentioned that you were -- I think you 
said you were going to be challenging the [Iranian contentions 
in this case not only on the jurisdictional basis but also on 
the merits. Can you tell us a little bit on what meritorious 
bases you're contesting the Iranian contentions? 


A Well, in this case, the USS Vincennes acted on 
the belief that the airliner was a hostile “military aircraft. 
The mere fact that this belief was erroneous does not alone 
make the actions of the Vincennes unlawful. 








Nothing in the Chicago or Montreal Conventions 
deprives any party of its inherent right to self-defense and 
the surrounding circumstances makes the commander's belief 
reasonable. 





Q So because the commanders believed they were 
under a threat, they were not acting unlawfully in acting in 
self-defense to what they believed was a threat even if it -- 


A That's right. The commander was exercising his 
right of self-defense. He had a reasonable ground to believe 
that that was the case. 


Q Richard, on the compensation issue there, that 
the United States has offered, have you gotten any further 
response either from Iran or from any of the other countries 
involved concerning what the U.S. has ot fered? 


A I don't have anything on other countries. We 
continue to hope that [ran will do the right thing for its 
citizens, but Iran has not officially informed us of its 
position yet. 


Q Does the United States reserve the right at any 
point during the World Court proceedings to withdraw if things 
begin to go against the USA -- rule that they do, in fact, have 
jurisdiction and they rule against the United States? 


A At this point, that's a very speculative question 
that I don't think we need to get into. 


Back to the compensation for just a second. You 
hope that Iran will do the right thing for its citizens but it 
hasn't stated its position yet. Does that mean that Iran has 
not told the United States yet how the U.S. could funnel | 

: compensation funds directly to the families of those who were 
, on the plane? 





A That's essentially what we asked for. We asked 
for -- we made an offer of compensation, an ex gratia offer of 
compensation to those who suffered from the tragedy. We have 


not gotten an official response yet from Iran, and that's what 
we're looking for, a response to that offer which would include 


the mechanism for payment. 
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Q How would that -- how does the U.S. expect that 
response to be stated? Would that be stated in a court 
proceeding? Would it be stated through diplomatic channels, or 
publicly? 


A We've stated, I believe, through the third 
parties, through the indirect diplomatic channels that we use. 


Q Could I ask Brian's question another way? By 
agreeing to appear before the Court in this case, does the 
United States accept that if the case -- if the Court should 
decide that the United States owes money to [ran, the U.S. 
would have to pay it? 


A Again, I just can't speculate on that kind of 
thing. That's down the road. 


Q I don't think it's a speculative question. It's 
a legal question. 


. A No, it's not a legal question because the Court 
hasn't made a decision to your hypothesis. 


No. But by agreeing to appear before the Court, 
is the United States accepting that the Court has the right to 
demand payment of damages if it decides against the United 
States? 


A Again, it seems to me a very hypothetical 
situation, and I'm just not going to answer it at this point. 
You're asking me to speculate on what may happen if the Court 
does such and such. It obviously would depend on what the 
Court decided and not decided and when it decided. it. 


I'm not asking you to speculate on what the Court 
will do. I'm asking you if the United States agrees to appear 
before this Court, it has accepted the Court's right further 
down the line, if it should decide to levy fines against the 
United States? 


A It's much further down the line than we are. I'm 
sorry, but that's not a question that I think I can entertain 
at this time. 


Q Let me try it a different way, Richard. The 
United States is going to enter the courtroom and enter 
Pleadings on the issue of jurisdiction. 


A Yes. 
Q The U.S. is going to take a certain point of 


view, and that point of view, you stated today, will be that 
the Court does not have jurisdiction in this specific case. 


A That's right. 











24 20 


-5- Tuesday, 8/15/89 


Q By entering the pleadings and by entering the 
Court on the issue of jurisdiction -- putting aside completely 
the question of the merits of the case; strictly on 
jurisdiction -- does the U.S. therefore submit itself to a 
decision of the Court on the issue of jurisdiction? 


A I don't think you can say that this is an 
irrevocable decision binding us to whatever happens. We have 
an inherent right to self-defense. We wouldn't accept 
limitations on that right. But what we would do, in the actual 
case of any specific Court decisions, is a hypothetical 
decision, a hypothetical situation because, obviously, what we 
will do would be determined by the nature of those decisions. 


By entering the case and making arguments about 
the issue of jurisdiction -- if you leave open the possibility 
that if the Court decides against you on the question of 
jurisdiction, you're then going to walk out of the case. That 
strikes me as kind of a two-faced attitude about it. If you're 
going to go in and argue against jurisdiction, then you seem to 
be at least submitting yourself to the Court's decision-making 
process on that specific subject, if not on the question of 
compensation or any subsequent issue. 


A This is a rather complicated legal issue, I'm 
sure you understand. [I don't know to explain it. I'm not sure 
I understand it. I think the point is that we do have rights 
outside of what goes on in the Court and that whatever happened 
in the Court would have toc be -- our decision -- would have to 
be balanced by a variety of factors, not just what happened 
within the Court. 


Q Another subject. Could you explain the State 
Department's, or the U.S. Government's concern about Soviet 
missile tests near Hawaii? What has been done about it; how 
you feel about it? 


A Be happy to. I take it that means you want the 
full readout? 


Q Yes. 


A On August 7, the Soviets informed us that they 
would be conducting missile tests into the Pacific near the 
Hawaiian Island chain during the period August 11-21. The 
specific impact areas. are a rectangle approximately 1,200 miles 
northwest of the Hawaiian Islands and a 30 nautical mile radius 
circle located approximately 1,200 miles south of Oahu. 


On August 8, the U.S. Government expressed its deep 
concern to the Soviets over the planned tests and we urged that 
Soviet plans be modified. 
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In response to our concerns, the Soviets informed us 
on August 9 that the missile tests would be conducted strictly 
over water -- not over any U.S. territory -- and that they 
would involve only international waters and airspace. 


We did not find this response persuasive or 
sufficient, because a Soviet missile test to the southern 
impact area would pass over the Hawaiian [sland chain. 
Consequently, we expressed our concerns a second time to Soviet 
authorities, underscoring that this is not solely a legal issue 
but an issue involving political and safety considerations. 


Once again we strongly urge the Soviet Government to re-examine 
its plans. 


On August 1l, the Soviets fired a test missile from 
Tyuratam in the USSR. The missile impacted in the South 
Pacific some 1,250 nautical miles south of Oahu. 


The Soviets then cancelled their notice to airmen and 
mariners on August 12, indicating that they intend to conduct 
no further tests at this time. 


Q Well, did the test on August 11 go over U.S. 
territory or any land area? 


A It passed over the Hawaiian Island chain. I'm 
afraid I'm not in a position to provide anymore detail on its 
trajectory. 


Q When your say “Hawaiian ciiain," does that mean 


over the islands or over some water area between islands, or 
what? 


A It's the kind of detail I'm not able to provide. 


Q Does the U.S. consider the missile to have passed 
over U.S. territory or water or airspace? 


A I'm afraid that's not the kind of detail that ['m 
able to provide. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A It passed over the chain. That's as much as I 
think we can say. I'll look into it and see if we can get you 
anything more. I know this doesn't -- it doesn't answer the 


question precisely, but it, as you might expect, relates to our 
ability to determine precisely where a missile is at a precise 
time -- 

Has there been a subsequent exchange -- 

-- and we're not in a position to say that. 


-- with them? 


> 5&© we» & 


I'm not aware of any subsequent exchanges after 


that. 
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Q Well, now you've had this exchange and they've 
fired this shot and now they've called it off, what's >» ys. 
attitude about the whole thing, now that it's seemin: = ver? 


A Well, our attitude is that this kind of rissile 
testing is not helpful as we raised it with the Soviets. One 
shot occurred, one firing occurred. We're glad that there are 
not apparently going to be any more in this area at this time, 
but we'll need to continue our concerns and, if the situation 
arises again, I'm sure we'll make our concerns known again. 


Q Could we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Q What kind of missile was it? 


A Well, ['m afraid I don't have that. ['ll see if 
that's something we can get for you. 


You were notified -- you said August 7 was the 
first notification, is that correct? 


A That's right. 


Q Is that in accordance with -- aren't there 
agreements between the U.S. and Soviet '/nion specifically on 
the question of advanced missile notifi: ation? Wasn't that one 
of the agreements signed, [ think, last year at the summit, if 
I'm not mistaken? I could be wrong about where it was signed. 


A I didn't precisely look into agreements and 
understandings. I'm told that this notification was consistent 
with past practice, both in the types of notification and the 
time that we got it. 


Q Do you want to say anything today on Mr. de 
Klerk's elevation, and what you expect from him? 


A Well, let me say, first of all, that the party 
politics in South Africa is clearly a South African internal 
matter. But I think I can address your second question, and 
that is that, as we've stated before, we look forward to an 
active dialogue with the new South African Government as part 
of our efforts to promote real negotiations, leading to a 
non-racial democracy in South Africa. 


— Q What does the U.S. expect from him in terms of 
releasing political prisoners or changing apartheid rules? 


a We've put out stuff on that before. My 
preference, I think, rather than to read the whole thing again, 
would be just to make a copy available afterwards. 
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Q Does the active dialogue that you referred to a 
moment ago include a refreshed or renewed invitation from the 
U.S. Secretary of State for a meeting between the United States 
Secretary of State and now-President -- or President-designate 
de Klerk? 





Aa At this point what I can say is we look forward 
to maintaining an active dialogue. The level of that dialogue 
will be determined mutually in our discussions with the new 
government. 


Q Is there anything further about the possibility 
of improved relations with Ethiopia that was mentioned 
yesterday? 


A No. I don't really have anything further today. 
I.think the remarks yesterday stand. 


Q Is there anything new about the situation to get 
the Congressman's -- 


A Our Embassy in Addis Ababa reports the weather 
over the crash site today is cloudy and warm. Retrieval teams 
have completed an evacuation of the remains from the crash site 
to the forward base at Gambela. The remains are being 
transferred by Ethiopian aircraft to Addis Ababa where a . 
temporary mortuary unit has been set up at Bale airport. The 
remains in fact arrived in Addis Ababa at 11:15 our time, and 
examination of the remains has begun. 


Early this morning a Department. of Defense plane 
carrying additional pathologists and mortuary equipment 
departed Andrews Air Force Base for Addis Ababa to supplement 
the personnel already in Ethiopia. 


National Transportation Safety Board officials and 
safety experts have arrived in Ethiopia. Their examination of 
the crash site will begin tomorrow. 


Q Has the delegation -- the White House and 
Congressional delegation departed, or will it depart soon? 


A The delegation -- the date that the delegation 
would depart has not been set. It can't be set until it 


becomes clear as to when the bodies can be brought home from 
Ethiopia. 


Q Does the dispatch of the mortuary team mean that 
there's a change in plans about taking the remains to Spain 
before they come back to the United States? 


3) We understand that the forensic work is going to 
be done in Addis Ababa. People I talked to said that would 
probably mean the aircraft wouldn't stop in Europe, but I don't 
think the final flight plans are set at this point. 
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Q I just want to ask this sort of for the record: 
Is there any indication in the investigation that has proceeded 
thus far of foul play in any way in connection with this 
incident? 


a There's absolutely none that I'm aware of. 


Q Did you ever discuss whose budget this entire 
operation comes out of, and is there any way to estimate the 
cost of it? I know that sounds callous, but I['m curious. 


A I don't know, and as for the estimates of costs I 
guess Defense Department might be able to do that. It's mostly 
their assets, but I'm sure that hasn't been a major 
consideration so far. 


Q It's one Stealth bomber down the drain, right? 


Q Along that line, are you aware of whether the 
search aircraft and the helicopters and the U-2's and the other 
assets that had been there have now been pulled back and sent 
back to their original -- 


A I haven't seen any major changes in the status of 
things on the ground. I think most of the aircraft are still 
there. I'm not sure if every single one is, but most of them 
are there, and there are, indeed, other aircraft going in with 
pathologists and others. 


Q With the completion of the evacuation of remains 
from the search -- crash site, is there any firmer, final total 
number on the number of bodies that were on there? There has 
continued to be confusion about how many -- 


A I think that's something that has to be 
determined by the work being done in Addis. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the American 
attorney arrested in Londonderry? 


A No, I don't. I just saw the reports, but I don't 
have anything for you. 


Q Any further comment or commentary today on the 
situation in Lebanon? There has been, I guess, another 
exchange uf verbiage between General foun and Syrian 
representetives and the Syrian military role? Any comment on 
that? 


A The’ President spoke this morning, I think, of our 
very deep concern about the situation there and about the 
efforts that we're making. I just repeat what I said 
yesterday, that we believe that all sides, Muslim and 
Christian, should accept immediately international and Arab 
League appeals for a cease-fire and a lifting of the blockade. 
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Q Richard, General foun has tied his acceptance of 
a cease-fire to the departure of Syrian troops from Lebanon. 
Are you satisfied -- is the United States satisfied with this 
condition? 


A I don't think it's for me to comment on specific 
conditions involved. We've supported an effort by the Arab 
League and by others to try to resolve issues like this -~ the 


various demands on each side. 


Q What's the U.S. analysis of whether or not the 
Syrians could actually take control of Beirut, and what would 
the U.S. do if that happens? 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q Poland? 


Q Do you have anything on this report that there 
was an aborted, covert rescue operation for the hostages in '86 
-— 1986? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any -- does the State Department have 
any knowledge or any role in it at all? 


A It's just -— I don't have anything on it. It's 
not something we really need, I think, ‘o comment on. 


Q In Poland, Lech Walesa has announced that he's 
willing to accept the job as Prime Minister. Do you have any 
commer’. on that? 


A I only have a general comment on the situation in 
Poland, because it won't surprise you to hear that we think 
that questions involving the Government of Poland are properly 
an internal affair. We do note that Poland faces a difficult 
period of transition from a state dominated by one party to a 
more pluralistic and democratic system. This process must be 
managed within Poland itself. The formation of a new Polish 
Government is an internal matter for the Polish people to 
decide. We hope that a new government will be formed as soon 
as possible. 


Q Is that an admonition to the Soviet Union to stay 
out? ; 


A I wouldn't call it an admonition, but I think it 
states very clearly our view that the Government of Poland is a 
matter for the Polish people to decide. 


Q Do you have any specific reaction to a Pravda 
piece that appeared today or yesterday, saying that Walesa was 
interfering with parliamentary democracy and pursuing a 
dangerous course? 
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a No, I don't. 

Q You don't view that as interference? 

a I'm sorry? 

Q You don't react to the Soviets’ criticism of -- 


ra I state U.S. views which I think are stated very 
clearly here. 


Q Returning to Iran for a minute, you said that the 
exchanges between the United States and the [ranian Government 
on the Vincennes shootdown have been through third parties. 
Would the United States in this case welcome direct talks with 
Iran -- would prefer those to the court case or other means of 
discussing this problem? 


f°) I think our position on direct talks and indirect 
talks, etc., with Iran has been fairly clearly stated. I don't 
want to try to interpret it and manage it for any specific 
situation. I think the fundamentals of that approach are clear. . 


In this case we have approached Iran through third 
parties. We're looking for another party, I guess, who could 
make sure the compensation reached the victim, and that's what 
we're doing there. 


Q Richard, did the United Siates send any kind of a 
message to Tehran with the Pakistani Foreign Minister? 


) I don't want to comment on any details of the 
exchanges that we've had with other governments concerning the 
hostages, so I'm going to have to forego the option of 
commenting on that question. 


Q Richard, do you have any fuller readout today on 
the talks yesterday with the PLO? 


a No, I don't. We've provided you the statement 
issued after this -- 


Q Right. 


A -~- the meeting by Ambassador Pelletreau. I think 
that answers most questions. 


Q But is the United States losing patience with the 
refusal of the PLO so far to accept the election proposal? 


A I wouldn't characterize it that way. I think 
only what Pelletreau stated yesterday is accurate; that we 
continue to pursue the dialogue. 


Q How long will you continue? 


fs) We've never set any specific timetable on that. 
I just can't give you that. 
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Q So indefinitely -- 


4 The dialogue goals are to advance the peace 
process, reaffirm certain principles about renunciation of 
terrorism, and we intend to continue the dialogue as long as it 
can contribute to those goals. That's about as good as [ can 
do for you on that. 


Q There were a number of unanswered questions 
yesterday which [ think pretty much went -- continued 
unanswered following the release of Pelletreau's statement 
about the aspect of the discussions that dealt with the Fatah 
Council resolution last week. 


You did say that the issue came up, and there was a 
veiled reference to it in Pelletreau's statement. Can you say 
anything further about how that issue was dealt with at the 
meeting, and what the response might have been? 


a I can't really, Ralph. I've looked over the 
history of what we've said on these things before, so [I'm not 
just basing it on what we discussed yesterday. B8ut we have 
refrained from trying to characterize the PLO positions in 
these discussions. We have told you what we've raised. We've 
told you approximately where we think the dialogue stands, and 
that's what Pelletreau's statement does. So I don't have 
anything to add to it. 


Q Was the United States satisfied that the PLO 
remains committed to those three principles they endorsed in 
December 1988? 


a I can't use words like you used. I'd say what 
Pelletreau said yesterday: that we continue the effort to 
advance the peace process on the basis of firm principles -- 
principles that have been enunciated before. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 15 PRESS BRIEFING 


MORE ON SOVIET MISSILE LAUNCH NEAR HAWAII 





Q: Does the U.S. consider that the missile went over U.S. 
airspace, land or territorial waters? 
A: -- IN THEIR AUGUST 9 RESPONSE TO US, THE SOVIETS STATED 
THAT THE MISSILE TEST WOULD NOT GO OVER U.S. 
TERRITORY, LAND OR AIRSPACE. 


' 
x 


-- WE ARE NOT IN A POSITION IN DISCUSS DETAILS OF THE 
MISSILE'S FLIGHT. 


-- AS FAR AS THE U.S. IS CONCERNED, THIS IS AN ISSUE 
INVOLVING POLITICAL AND SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS. 


-- WE TOLD THE SOVIETS WE DO NOT LIKE THE IDEA OF HAVING 





AN OFFENSIVE SOVIET MISSILE SYSTEM FLYING SO CLOSE TO 
U.S. TERRITORY. THAT IS THE CENTRAL ISSUE RATHER THAN 





ANY DETAILS OF THE MISSILE'S FLIGHT PATH. 


Q: What kind of missile was involved? 


A: -- IT WAS AN INTERCONTINENTAL MISSILE. WE HAVE NOTHING 
FURTHER TO ADD BEYOND THIS. 














26 39 


Posted: August 15. 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 15 PRESS BRIEFING 


UK: ARREST OF AMERICAN CITIZEN 





* 
Q: Do you have any information about the arrest of an American 
citizen in Ireland today? 


A: -- MARTIN GALVIN, AN AMERICAN CITIZEN, WAS ARRESTED AUGUST 
15 IN LONDONDERRY. MR. GALVIN I[S UNDER AN EXCLUSION ORDER 
PROHIBITING HIS ENTRY INTO THE UNITED KINGDOM. 

-- A U.S. CONSUL wAS OT YET VISITED “R. GALVIN TO OBTAIN 
THE REQUISITE PRIVACY ACT WAIVER. 


-- WE HAVE NO FURTHER DETAILS. 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no statements or announcements today, so I look forward to 
your questions. 


Q Could you clarify what the U.S. position is 
regarding Noriega? Must he leave? Are you backing away, as an 
Administration, from that position? 


A We've always said that he must leave power. 
We've always said that there can be no accomodation with a 
Noriega-dominated regime. [ don't have anything really to add 
to that today. 


Q Do you see -- is there a flicker of a change or 
do you see the policy as being totally the way it was a month 
ago, two months ago? 


A I think our statements have been very consistent 


Q The United States Government or the Bush 
Administration? 


A The Administration. 


Q Because in the previous Administration the 
Secretary of State wanted, and said so, that Noriega leave the 
country as well as leaving power. 


A Well, since I've been around, since the OAS 
effort has been underway to achieve a democratic transfer of 
power, the Secretary said, the President said, we've always 
said there can be no accommodation with a Noriega-dominated 
regime. The goal of our policy was for Noriega to leave power. 


Q So Noriega could stay in Panama and you'd be 
happy as long as he was out of power? 


A I'm not going to try to embroider upon the 
statements. The OAS work is on. There are meetings down in 
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Panama; the OaS-assisted talks among the Panamanian opposition, 
the regime and the defense forces, resumed on Aucust 14. The 
OAS mission is to report on August 23. We actively support 
that process. And, as I said, what they're doing is to achieve 


the democratic transfer of power. 


Q How do you define a “Noriega-dominated regime?" 
He's sitting out there on a military pension, or will he still 
dominate the place, or what do you -- 


A Well, I think -- 


Q How do you define his power or lack of power? 

A I think it's self-explanatory. Any regime that 
he has the ability to dominate. 

Q By what means? 

A The actual mechanisms and details that are to be 


worked out are subjects that are under discussion now in 
Panama, and I don't have anything at this point to add. I 
can't give you a broad definition. 


Q Couldn't a democratic transfer of power be a 
contradiction in terms if, in fact, the democratic process gave 
or presented itself as wanting to maintain him in power? 


A That's clearly not going Lo be the result because 
the May 7 election results were very, very clear. The 
Panamanian people have already determined who they support and 
who they don't support, so it's not a situation that would 
arise. 


Q If Noriega leaves power, will the United States 
continue to seek his extradition? 


A The President spoke about extradition and 
apprehension yesterday. I don't have anything to add to that. 


Q He spoke of kidnapping. He was asked about 
‘kidnapping which apparently is okay for Noriega but not for 
Israelis kidnapping PLO people. 


A Bringing people to justice. He has spoken about 
that before. He spoke about it again yesterday. ; 


Q Alright, but would you address “extradition, " 
which is more of a legal approach than bagging somebody and 
carrying them bodily away? Does the U.S. feel there's a basis 
for trying to extradite Noriega? 


” The man has been indicted. The President has 
expressed that he feels he has a duty to bring people who are 
indicted to justice. I don't have anything to add to those 
remarks now. 


a) 
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Q Mike asked you before -- it really is a relevant 
question because even in Cambodia -- I say “even" because we're 


talking about Pol Pot -- the U.S. policy is they don't want the 
Pol Pot people to dominate the government but, what the heck, 

if some Pol Pot supporters are in some transitional government, 
the U.S. would live with it. Could you address that -- is that 
your type of approach, so far as Noriega and his people are 
concerned? 


A Well, our focus has always been on General 
Noriega and the very few people that he has put in power. We 
have said -- the President has said -- that we have no quarrel 


with the Panamanian Defense Forces. So [I don't think there's a 
comparable situation, certainly, between Panama and Cambodia. 

I just have to say that we can't accommodate a regime that 
would be dominated by Noriega, but the details of the transfer 
of power are being worked out now by the OAS and by the talks 
in Panama. We'll see next week what their report is. 


Q On that, the previous Administration always felt 
that having Noriega in Panama would preclude any possibility of 
having a government that he would not dominate. Can I ask you 
again, then, whether the U.S. wants Noriega out of Panama? 


A You can ask me again but [ just have to tell you 
that I'm not in a position to embroider or go beyond the 
statements that we've made. We've always said the key is for 
General Noriega to leave power -- 


Q Well, let me put it this way -- 


A -- and I just have to keep saying that, and say 
that the details of the transfer of power are being worked out 
and that's what we expect to happen. That's the key to the 
whole issue. | 


Q Would the U.S. be satisfied with a new President 
in Panama by September 2 or 3, whatever the date is, if Noriega 
stays as the head of the Panamanian armed forces? 


A That's a hypothetical question. It gets back to 
the same thing. I think common sense would dictate that if 
Noriega was in charge of the armed forces that he would still 
have the ability to dominate the regime, and therefore it's not 
a scenario that we would -- 


Q That goes back to this question: How do you 
define “dominating a regime?" 


a I don't have a broad definition that covers all 
possibilities, because I say the details of how the democratic 
transfer --— that those are being worked out. I don't have a 
broad definition that covers everything. As I say, common 
sense would dictate that if he's still chief of the armed 
forces, that would not result in the transfer of power to 
democratic forces. 
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Q Excuse me. Are you saying that the United States 
Government expects an arrangement soon whereby Noriega will 
transfer power? You say that the details are being worked 
out. Is this what we expect to happen? 


A No, I'm saying just what is happening now. The 
OAS effort is underway. They continue to work for a political 
solution in Panama. The OAS-assisted talks among the 
Panamanian opposition, the regime and the Panama defense forces 
resumed on August 14. The OAS mission will report back to a 
meeting of the Foreign Ministers in Washington on August 23. 


The U.S. actively supports the OAS process, aiming at 
a genuine transfer of power by September 1, including the 
departure of General Noriega from power. 


Q Do you have reason to believe this will happen? 


A I'm not making any predictions. We'll have to 
look for the report on the 23rd and see where we are. 


Q You're translating from Spanish with the word 
"wait" and “expect” -- they're the same verb, right? I mean 
“expect” and "hope." You really mean “hope?" 


A This is an effort that's underway, that's been 
underway, that we're supporting. I'm not in a position yet to 
say that they've achieved results or that they're predicting 
specific results, but we continue to support this effort. It 
has a certain timetable to it. We'll just have to see what 
they have on August 23. 


Q Well, you say that the President has said he has 
no quarrel with the Panamanian Defense Forces. Does that 
include everybody since various other officers of the Defense 
Forces have been identified in testimony before grand juries as 
involved with Noriega in the narcotics trade; and, in addition, 
various members of the armed forces were openly involved in 
what we claim was the election rigging? 


A No. Clearly, it doesn't address itself to every 
single last member of the Panama Defense Forces. We've spoken 
of -- 


Q Well, we're talking about the senior command of 
the Defense Forces. If he leaves and they all stay, what has 
changed, really? 


A Again, you're asking me for a definition of what 
exactly changes when this happens and that happens, and those 
are things that have to be worked out. We've said we've 
supported a professional army, the Panama Defense Forces as an 
institution. We see it has a role to play in the country. But 
that role should not be the dominating power. 
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Q But is it playing that role? 

A Well, with Noriega in charge, clearly not. 

Q Has it played that role in the past? 

A I don't know as much of the past as you may, but 


I expect it has. 


Richard, will the United States be represented at 
the Foreign Ministers level at the Foreign Ministers meeting on 
August 23? 


A I don't know exactly who will represent us. I 
think the Secretary won't be in town, but I'm sure we will be 
represented. 


Q I'm tempted to follow up on a line of questioning 


that Barry sort of touched on earlier, just because it -- the 
President's statements yesterday left me with the same sort of 
concern. 


Can you explain what the distinction is that the 
President seemed to be drawing yesterday between his feeling of 
compunction to go after -- to pursue the legal process against 
aman that he obviously regards as a criminal in Panama -- 
General Noriega -- while at the same time expressing the 
reluctance that he did to go after a man who is a criminal in 
the Middle East who is in the hands of a country that we do 
have an extradition treaty with, namely, Sheik Obaid? 


What's the distinction between those two legal points 
that the President seemed to want to draw yesterday? 


A I'm not sure I can answer that for you. I think 
you'd have to address yourself more directly to the White House 
to find out exactly what the President was thinking. He made 
remarks about two different situations. They don't seem to me 
incompatible. But if you want an explanation, I think you'd 
have to get it there. 


Q They're different situations because they're in 
different parts of the world? What is it about the situations 
that are different? In both case crimes appear to have been 
committed against U.S. citizens or against U.S. interests. 


A Well, for one, the legal status is different. 


Q In one case, there's an indictment. In the other 
case there's no indictment? 


3 a Yes. In the other case there's not. But there 
may be more that he was thinking of. 
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Q Another topic, if you're finished with Noriega. 
a Sure. 


Q On the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone: 
Congressman Solarz has been going around the South Pacific 
saying he would renew his call for the Administration to sign 
the Treaty of Rarotonga. What is the status of the 
Administration's thinking on that and on the policy review of 
the South Pacific? 


A We've told you that the issue was under review, 
and I can confirm that it remains under review and no final 
decision has been taken. 


Q I don't have a follow up, but I'd like to ask 
about the Middle East. Syria, you asked publicly to relent, to 
cease and desist. The war seems to be spreading still 
further. Has Syria been deaf to your entreaties? And, if so, 
are you going to do anything about it, as a government? 


A We've addressed ourselves specifically to Syria's 
role in the last several days. So I don't think I have 
anything to add specifically on Syria. We've clearly called 
upon them, as other parties, to adopt a cease-fire. 


Let me make some broader comments on what is happening 
and what we are doing with the Security Council. 


First of all, I believe we've made clear many times to 
all sides in the fighting that there can be no military 
solution to the problems of Lebanon. This applies to all 
parties in the conflict. 


The U.N. Security Council's statement of last night 
goes to the heart of the matte’ and it has our full support. 
We also note that the Arab Leeyue has renewed its call for an 
immediate cease-fire. The fact that the U.N. Secretary General 
took the unusual step of requesting Security Council action, 
and the Council's midnight deliberations last night, reflect 
the seriousness of the situation and the urgent need for 
immediate action to end the tragic suffering in Lebanon. The 
senseless bloodshed there has gone on for far too long and it 
must cease. 


We urge in the strongest terms that all parties abide 
by the Council's call for a total and immediate cease-fire. 
The Council also appealed to all parties to take necessary 
steps to consolidate the cease-fire, to open lines of 
communication and to lift all blockades. We urge that such 
steps be taken immediately. 
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We join the Secretary General in urging the Arab 
League to resume its efforts to arrange a cease-fire and to 
seek lasting solutions through political reconstruction and 
reconciliation. Let me note that the disbanding of militias 
and the withdrawal of all foreign forces must be part of this 
process. 


Q Richard, last night, General foun on 
MacNeil/Lehrer refused to abide by a call for a cease-fire. So 
do you have any comment on his refusal? He said he has to 
achieve his end. 


a There have been various statements made -- 
various reports -- about what General foun said at one place or 
the other, and various reports of what other parties might have 
said. At this point, all I really can say on those is that we 
urge in the strongest terms all parties to abide by the 
cease-fire and to adopt it immediately. 


Q Should the U.N. Secretary General take any 
further action in the view of the United States, such as 
appointing an envoy to try to organize the cease-fire, or to 
organize its immediate aftermath? Should the U.N. do anything 
about the withdrawal of forces from Lebanon? I may have missed 
-- you may have commented on that, but [I didn't hear it. 


A I didn't comment specifically on that. If you 
look at the statement that was issued, the Security Council did 
ask the Secretary General to pursue all appropriate contacts in 
liaison with the Arab League Tripartite Committee to ensure 
observance of the cease-fire. , 


The Council President said that the adoption of the 
statement was without prejudice to any subsequent action. But 
at this point, I think the chief thing is for the parties to 
take heed of the calls of the U.N. Security Council, of the 
Arab League, and of many states to adopt a cease-fire. 


Q But I guess what I was getting at is, does the 
U.S. think that the U.N. should become involved -- the U.N. 
already has a peacekeeping force in Lebanon. It has a very 
specific and defined role in a portion of the country. In the 
view of the United States, does the situation call now for a 
U.N. Peacekeeping Force, for example, or a cease-fire observer 
operation of a broader nature in Lebanon that the Arab League 
couldn't accomplish, that the’ U.S. can't accomplish, that 
France can't accomplish? 


a At this point, I haven't seen any discussion of 
that. It's not in the U.N. Security Council's statement. I 
think the key point in the U.N. Security Council statemert is 
it puts all the members of the Security Council firmly on 
record in calling for the cease-fire and supporting efforts by 
the Arab League, and that those are the primary efforts. As we 
said before, we believe the Arab League is best positioned to 
work out a cease-fire, a lifting of the blockades, and 
reconciliation in Lebanon. 
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Q There also have been some reports that Iran was 
going to become more directly involved in Lebanon. Do you have 
any thoughts on that, or any assessment of the situation? 


A No, I really don't. Certainly, anyone who was 
thinking about becoming a more direct party to the fighting 
should take heed of these calls. 


Q And have you had -- has the United States had any 
direct contact with Syria recently over the fighting? 


A We've had continuing contacts with Syria through 
our Embassy in Damascus. [ can't tell you exactly when the 
last one was, but it's been an on-going process of discussion. 


Q Can you say anything about the nature of the 
contacts, and whether you've gotten any satisfaction from 
Syria, as you called for a cease-fire? 


A No, I can't really characterize those talks. 


Q But the U.S. at one point several years ago had 
an embargo. It was attempting to prevent the shipment of 
additional weapons into Lebanon. Is that effort continuing? 
Is the U.S. making a diplomatic effort now to broaden the 
prevention of the flow of heavy weapons and sidearms into 
Lebanon? 


Aa For a matter of some months, I believe, we've 
called upon all sides to exercise restraint, not to introduce 
weapons into this conflict. I think that's been part of our 
diplomacy all along. 


Q But also for those same number of months, the 
weapons seemed to have continued to flow into Lebanon. Are 
there any steps the U.S. could take with nations such as Iraq, 
for example, with whom the U.S. has had in recent years 
improving relations to prevent the flow of weapons there? Are 
you doing anything now that you can tell us about on that score? 


A I'm not aware of anything specific on that 
point. I'd just say that our diplomacy continues. We continue 
to consult with all the parties, all the countries in the 
region, to urge what we've been urging -- it's a cease-fire, 
including that and all the other parts that are necessary to 
make up a stable cease-fire. 


—Q Richard, do you see the hosting of Syria of the 
meeting between Velayati and the other Lebanese factions as 
escalating the war or de-escalating it? 


i I really can't predict the results of the 
meetings yet, and I haven't seen anything out of it so I can't 
characterize it now. 
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Q You have no evaluation of it? They call it the 
Council of War, and so on. 


a Not at this point, I don't. 


Q Is there a cease-fire now? What is happening 
now? Because foun earlier said he would accept a cease-fire 
and apparently it broke down again. 


a That's a very interesting question which I'm sure 
we'll all want to answer as soon as we can. But, as I noted 
before, there have been different statements, different reports 
about what people are supposed to have said. 


Q Richard, what effect has this had on diplomatic 
efforts to secure the release of the hostages? Has this 
process been interrupted by the new fighting? 


A The process of our diplomatic contacts to secure 
the release of the hostages has not been interrupted. It 
continues. I think it's clear that the problems on the ground 
in Lebanon make the situation more murky and more difficult. 
But I'm not aware of any specific effect. And I would say that 
our diplomatic efforts and exchanges continue on this point. 


Q Have the prospects for their release been impeded 
because of this? 


A I don't really have any way of gauging the 
prospects at any given point. I try to refrain from doing 
that. I don't have a way of saying they've gotten better or 
worse because I haven't been able to really examine it exactly 
or characterize them at any specific point. 


Q Richard, you may have been asked this. I've been 
away for the past couple of days. But have you any comment on 
Israel's decision to categorize the license plates of the cars 
of south Lebanon? Is this sort of creeping annexation -- the 
fact they went and changed -- they've put [Israeli jurisdiction 
over the south Lebanese? 


A I haven't had any comment on that. It's 
something that we can look at. I'm not sure if we would have 
something to say. 

| Q Could you look into that for me? 

A I'll look at it and see what we think of it. 

Q I'd like to go back to the hostages; specifically 
Colonel Higgins. Oo we have any new word as to the progress on 
getting his body back? 


A I don't think there's been anything new, no. 
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Q And is the U.S. Government satisfied in terms of 
the U.N. effort in getting Higgins’ body back thus far? 


A The President spoke to that, I think, yesterday. 
He mentioned that he had called the Secretary General and 
thanked him for the U.N. efforts. 


Q Can you say that there has been any response on 
the part of Syria, as one of the countries we're talking to, 
about the hostage situation? That specifically they lay off or 
putting any pressure on them vis-a-vis their military actions 
in Lebanon as a condition for doing what they can to aid the 
release of the hostages? 


A Well, over the past few days we've avoided 
linking the two situations. We haven't established any 
relationship. 


Q You mean in our discussions with them? 


A In our discussions. Well, in my statements 
primarily. Our call for the release of the hostages and for 
those with influence to use it. [t's not based on other 
considerations. It's an unequivocal, unconditional call. But 
I've avoided, I think, going into details on the exchanges on 
the hostages, and I can't characterize Syrian responses to what 
we've said. 


Q Richard, still on Lebanon. For some months last 
year, the U.S. engaged in a fairly intensive diplomatic effort 
to achieve a consensus of some sort within Lebanon among the 
religious and political factions as to how the government ought 
to be organized there. Is there any comparable effort underway 
now? Is there any effort underway now to deal with the 
internal political and religious situation in Lebanon in which 
the United States is involved? And your comments about the 
U.N. Security Council effort seem to limit the U.N. role in the 
U.S. view to dealing with a cease-fire and the sort of military 
situation on the ground. What happens -- shouldn't there be 
some sort of -- shouldn't you lay out some sort of ideas about 
what should happen if there is a cease-fire? 


A The statement that [ read in the beginning of 
this discussion, I think, make clear -- well, let me repeat 
it. “We join the Secretary General in urging the Arab League 
to resume its efforts to arrange a cease-fire and seek lasting 
solutions through political reconstruction and reconcilation." 
That's the long-term process that the Arab League was engaged 
in that we have supported, that the U.N. Security Council 
members are supporting in their statement, and that many other 
states have supported. That is clearly part of the process. 
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But there is a grave and urgent humanitarian concern 
over the fighting now. The first step in this whole process 
has to be an immediate cease-fire. 


Q Richard, leaving aside for a moment the -- or 
notwithstanding the U.N. and the Arab Leaque's efforts and the 
U.S. calls, could you characterize how the U.S. views the 
situation in Lebanon? Is it with deep pessimism or -- what do 
you think the prospects are? They look pretty bad to many 
people. 


a It's not a situation that I can make predictions 
or estimates or the prospects on. It's a very tragic 
situation. It's a very difficult situation, and it's one that 
I think, as we say in here, shows an urgent need for immediate 
action. 


Q Back to Central America. Do you have any 
response to Ortega's announcement of plans to release the 1,500 
former Contra -- people who are linked to the Contras? 


a Well, the release of political prisoners is 
always a welcomed development. However, I should note that the 
continuing imprisonment of political prisoners in Nicaragua is 
a violation of the Esquipulas Agreement, which requires 
signatories to issue decrees of amnesty which “shall establish 
the provisions to guarantee the inviolability of life, freedom 
in all its forms, property, and the security of the persons to 
whom such decrees apply." Since Esquipulas has been in effect 
for over two years, this step is long overdue. 


We urge the Sandinistas to release all political 

' prisoners, including the 6,000 political prisoners they still 
hold and the remaining 39 National Guardsmen who have been 
imprisoned since 1979 in violation of the Sandinistas' 
commitments under Esquipulas to free them. 


Q Richard, on a related development, does the U.S. 
have any view on the operations by the Honduran Army to cordon 
off the Contra camps near the Nicaraguan border? 


A I should have asked again today. When there were 
reports yesterday, I looked into it and we didn't have a lot of 
information on it. So I'll look into that again. Again, let 
me get the facts for you and then we'll figure out what we 
think. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the departure 
of the current Chinese Ambassador in Washington and his series 
of meetings with U.S. officials? Any messages the United 
States is sending to the Chinese Government through those 
meetings? 


“4 No, I don't. We've described those, I think, as 
a round of farewell calls. 
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Q New subject, Richard. Last month there was the 
announcement that all kinds of computers were being made 
available to the Soviet Union and China. Yesterday, a new list 
was posted. In that listing, all kinds of yet further advanced 
computers including laptops and OS-2s. Why was there a change, 
and what does it mean? 


a It's a topic that's been addressed, I think, 
before by the Commerce Department. I'll have to leave it them. 
They have jurisdiction over this area and licensing. 


Q The Pentagon does do, but in a different way. 
A They do, that's right. 


Q So you're still lined up with the Commerce 
Department, the State Department, when it comes -- 


a We're leaving statements to the people who have 
the lead in this issue at this point. 


Q Could I go back to the Middle East and ask you -- 
not physically -- but ask you -- 


Q Any time you like. 


a Certainly not Lebanon -- Lut ask you if there's 
an analysis in this building, or one that you're aware of, as 
to Syria's objectives in Lebanon? And if there is, could you 
tell us what the U.S. thinks the Syrians are trying to do? 


Because to hear you talk about factions and all, it 
sounds like you're talking about last year. Syria seems to be 
a little more active than they were last year. What do you 
think they're up to? 


a I don't have an analysis that I can share with 
you on that. 


Q There are Lebanese who think Syria's trying to 
take over their country. Does the U.S. share that view? 


a I think, if you want to know what the Syrian's 
are up to, I'm afraid you're going to have to ask the Syrians 
and see if you can get an answer from them. 

Q Has ‘the U.S. asked the Syrians? 


A We have discussed the situation in Lebanon many 
times with the Syrians. 


Q Have they ever told you what their objectives are? 
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a I'm not in a position to really go into those 
details, and it's not for me to offer an analysis of their 
objectives. 


y Do you have a reaction -- 
A I was going -- well, OK -- 


Q -- on the anniversary of the Berlin Wall, to the 
editorial in the DDR party newspaper saying that the Wall 
should stay up because all the conditions that led to its going 
up in the first place continue to exist, and the fact that 
Pravda subsequently endorsed that position taken by the East 
German Communists? 


a I don't. I believe the White House issued a 
statement on the anniversary of the Berlin Wall. I prefer you 
to -- 


Q But that was prior to these comments. 


a I think our views on that are well expressed. 
From what I saw that the White House put out, we've always 
called for the tearing down of the Wall, and we don't think any 
conditions justify its existence. 


Q Are you a little surprised that this, with all 
the talk of a common European home and sv» forth that's been 
coming from the Soviet Union, that Pravda would make a 
statement like this? 


a No. To put it simply, no. We have a couple more 
over here. 


Q Back to Higgins. Other than that personal letter 
by the Secretary General, the U.N. has really done nothing. 
Are you satisfied with the actions they've taken concerning 
Higgins’ death? 


a I already told you what the President thinks 
about this. 


Q Nothing more? 


a He wants to thank the Secretary General, I think 
it's only right for me to thank him too. 


Q Is there any new assessment as to when Higgins 
died? There was uncertainty. Is there still uncertainty? 


a I'm not aware of any new analysis on that. 


Q If I may ask about Congressman Leland, will the 
Secretary be attending his funeral this weekend? 














2654 


Wednesday, 8/16/89 
-14- 


a I wasn't aware of the arrangements for the 
funeral, so I can't answer at this point. 


Q Is there any sort of timetable for return of the 
bodies as yet? 


a What we understand is that the U.S. forensic team 
is in Ethiopia and began its work today. They have estimated 
that it may take up to five or seven days to complete the 
process of examination and identification of the remains. 


Q Why will it take so long? 
a The experts say so. 


Q Is there a problem with the Ethiopian Government 
as far as -- 


a None that I'm aware of. 


Q Has the United States offered any support to the 
United Nations in its pursuit of the Lebanon solution, such as 
cooperation with military support, or transportation or 
anything of that sort? 


a I'm not exactly sure what you're asking about. 
We've supported the U.N. presence, such as it is, in Lebanon. 
We've supported the sending of the U.N. envoy on the Higgins 
matter, Marrack Goulding, we've supported the efforts in the 
Security Council. 


Q In what way have you supported the efforts in the 
Security Council? 


a With our vote, with our presence, with our 
speeches. 

Q But no other -- 

a That's the way things happen in the Security 
Council. 


Q Okay, but no other -- you haven't offered the 
Security Council or the U.N. Secretary General any other kind 
of assistance in pursuing the mission that you've asked the 
U.N., or you support the U.N. undertaking? ' 


a There's nothing that I have that indicates the 
U.N. has ever asked or has any call at this point for any 
material assistance or is undertaking anything like that that 
would require new material assistance. So I don't think the 
question arises. 


Q The Pakistani Foreign Minister, Yaqub Khan, is 
traveling to Tehran today and then to Damascus. Is he carrying 
any messages from the United States on hostages? 
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A Yesterday and today I've avoided going into 
details of our exchanges with other governments about the 
hostages. Just have to stick to that, sorry. 


Q Richard, why has the United States refused to 
grant visas to six Cuban journalists who were supposed to go to 
Puerto Rico to cover a baseball tournament? 


A Let me look into it and get back to you. We have 
a policy on issuing visas to Cuban officials. I guess we'd 
have to look into the identity of these journalists. If you 
can get us any more details, we'd be glad to look into it. 


Q When you do, tell us if you are relying on the 
McCarran Act. The law was revised, since it used to block 
nature writers and other people from coming to the United 
States because of their political views. 

A We'll cite the law that we're operating under. 


Q Thank you. 


(The Press Briefing ended at 1:05 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 16 PRESS BRIEFING 
CUBA: V DENIA 


Q. pia the State Department deny visas to seven Cuban journalists 
planning to cover the Intercontinental Baseball Cup in Puerto Rico? 
A. A 1985 PRESIDENTIAL PROCLAMATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 212 (f£) OF 
THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT, TITLE 8, USC 1182, DECLARED ALL 
CUBANS EMPLOYED BY THE CUBAN GOVERNMENT OR HOLDING OFFICIAL 
PASSPORTS. WITH THE EXCEPTIONSOF THOSE ASSIGNED TO DIPLOMATIC 
MISSIONS, TO BE INELIGIBLE FOR VISAS. AS A MATTER OF PRACTICE, THE 
DEPARTMENT OFTEN GRANTS EXCEPTIONS TO THIS PROHIBITION TO CUBAN 
SPORTS DELEGATIONS, AS IT DID IN THE CASE OF THE 42 MEMBERS OF THE 
CUBAN NATIONAL BASEBALL TEAM CURRENTLY IN PUERTO RICO. 


TWELVE CUBAN JOURNALISTS, ALL EMPLOYEES OF CUBAN GOVERNMENT 
ENTERPRISES, REQUESTED VISAS TO COVER THIS ONE EVENT. AFTER 
REVIEWING THE APPLICATIONS, THE DEPARTMENT GRANTED EXCEPTIONS TO 


ONLY FIVE OF THE JOURNALISTS. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 17, 1989, 12:42 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements, so I'd be glad to take your questions. 


Do you have any observations about recent 
developments in Poland you can share with us? 


A We have nothing specific to offer on the meetings 
which are going on in Poland today. We welcome progress in the 
formation of a government which would enjoy broad popular 
support, but we emphasize that this continues to be a matter 
for the Polish people to decide. 


Poland faces a difficult period of transition from a 
state dominated by one party to a more pluralistic and 
democratic system. The process must be managed within Poland 
itself. We continue to support the roundtable agreements and 
the process of democratization which is taking place. 


Q I'm sorry. On the first or the second sentence. 
It wasn't clear to me. You say you are looking for a 
government that would meet popular support, or you know this 
process does meet popular approval? 


A We welcome progress in the formation of a 
government which would enjoy broad popular support. We welcome 
the progress that's being made in this process. 


Q Gotcha. 
A As I said, we've supported the process all along. 
Q What are your concerns about Soviet intervention 


in this process? 

A I really don't have any comment on that. As I 
said very clearly, it's a matter for the Polish people to 
decide, as it clearly ought to be. 

Q Richard, can you say if we have been in contact 
with the Soviets on this directly to make sure it's not a point 
of contention? 

A Nothing that I'm aware of. 


Q New subject? 
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@ A Sure. 


Q Any comments on the movement of French aircraft 
to the coast of Lebanon? 


A No, I don't. 


| Q Nothing on that? There is no coordination with 
the French with regard to their movements? 


A We've been talking to the French. We've been 
consulting with the French about Lebanon, as [ said yesterday, 
for some time all along, but nothing specific on the aircraft 
carrier movement. 


Any comments on the reaction of the Syrians to 
the National Security Council resolution for a cease-fire? 


A Well, let me make a comment on this -- the call 
for the cease-fire and the way it's being received. We 
understand that General foun has accepted the call for the 
cease-fire, and we would urge all parties to accept and observe 
the cease-fire immediately. 


Q You understand that General foun has accepted the 
call for the cease-fire without any preconditions? 


a That's my understanding of it. We noted 
yesterday that there were different reports of what he said, 
but we see here that he has accepted the call for the 
cease-fire. 


Q Okay. So he's accepted -- in the U.S. view he's 
accepted the call for a cease-fire without requiring a 
timetable for Syrian troop withdrawal, in the U.S. view. 


A In the U.S. view he has accepted the call that 
was made by the U.N. for a cease-fire. That didn't have 
conditions on it. 


Q Richard, on Poland, two questions. First of all, 
if a government should -- a non-Communist government should be 
-- a government dominated by parties other than the Communists 
should be formed in Poland, would the United States be willing 
to look again at the level of aid and at the position it takes 
on loans and guarantees? 


a The economic steps that we were going to take 
with Poland, I think were decided, were premised on the 
unrolling -- the development of this process of democratization 
in Poland, and as that process unfolds, we're going to want to 
carry out those steps. I'm not aware of any specific idea that 
would change them based on a government that's formed. It's 
more support for this process that's going on in Poland. 
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Q So it doesn't make any difference in terms of our 
economic view -- our view of how much we help Poland, whether 


it's Walesa or a Communist general who's running the country? 


A We're not picking the candidates. The Polish 
people are doing that. As I said, we're supporting the 
process, so that's what I have to stick with. 


Q And you said that -- on the question of 
non-interference, the U.S. keeps stressing that other countries 
should not interfere in the process of the Poles deciding their 
government. Why does the U.S. keep stressing this? 


a Because you keep asking. Because it's a 
principle that we strongly support. The whole process of 
democratization is one of the Polish people taking into hand 
their own destiny, and it's a process that we strongly support, 
and we say so. 


Q Why is there any reason to think that that's not 
what's happening? 


A: Well, there's history, one might say. Maybe 
that's the best answer to your question. 


Q Any particular chapter in the history? 


A You know as well as I do what the history of 
Poland is. But, you know, you're asking me to say that we're 
trying to put out some specific warning, because we have some 
specific fear. I think -- we support this process. This is a 
process that the Polish people are engaged in. We support it. 
We've always encouraged it, and we want to make clear -- 


Q I'm sorry. I didn't mean to break in. 


a We want to make clear that that's our view. You 
people keep asking; we keep saying that is our view. 


Q Well, in all fairness to the questioning, 
Richard, you were not asked -- when you made your first 
statement today about a process being up to the Polish people, 
the question you were asked was "Do you have any comment on 
recent developments in Poland?" So you were not asked about 
fears, and you volunteered the suggestion that this is -- the 
point that you now say you were stressing, which is that this 
is up to the Polish people. 


You're right. We are trying to get you to say why you 
are making that statement, and you now say that you're doing it 
because of history. Well, what is it that the United States 
sees in Polish history that makes it want to state voluntarily, 
repeatedly, that this is a process up to the Polish people and 
not up to anybody else. 
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Q Let me try to answer two questions at once. The 
first reason why we say it's up to the Polish people is because 
we have a very strong principle of not interfering in other 
countries' internal affairs. So if I'm asked to comment 
specifically on party maneuvering, on who's going to be Prime 
Minister, on this candidate, that candidate, what's going on 
with the coalitions, and that sort of thing, [I'd say it's for 
them to decide. Okay. That's the first reason why we say it. 


The second reason why do we say it when we're -- why 
is that the reply to the question and what about the Soviet 
attitude, that's where [ would invoke history and other factors 
to say that that basic principle for us of non-interference 
applies for everyone else as well. 





Q I think what some of us are trying to get at is, 
does the United States have any reason to believe at this time, 
at this point in history, that the Soviet Union is considering, 
thinking about, the possibility -- 

a The answer to that question is no. 

Q Richard, in recent days have you been in direct 
contact with Moscow on this issue of Poland, and can you say 
anything about those contacts? 

A I was just asked that. 

I'm sorry. 
I'm not aware of any contacts. 


Back to Lebanon, if I may. 





Can we do one more on Poland? I'm sorry. 


> 5» & ve> & 


Okay. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the prospect of 
the fact that this process taking place in Poland -- which is 
taking place at the -- you know, with the -- in a negotiation 
between the people of Poland and the Communist Government of 


Poland --— now appears to be resulting in a change -- a 
a change in the type of government that's operating 
there 


I think David was trying to get at that earlier. The 
meetings are now over. Walesa has finished his meeting with 
Jaruzelski in it. It appears that there's going to be a 
non-Communist government in charge in Poland for the first time 
in 40 years. Do you have any comment on that prospect? 
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A Well, at this point, as you say, it appears that 
these things are going to happen. The process is not completed 
yet. There's not a new government. That's why I said we 
welcome the progress towards a new government which. can enjoy 
broad popular support. 


I think for the moment that's as much as I really can 
say about it. But it's a process that is ongoing and at 
various stages we've always encouraged the general process but 
not had comments on the specific steps that were taken one day 
to the next. 


More on Polish aid. At what point would the 
United States consider raising the aid level to Poland? You 
said that that's apparently not under review now. When would 
you do it? What would it take? 


A I really can't answer that. That's trying to 
project something down the road. What we have to say is that 
we're working to implement the President's initiatives that 
have been announced so far. We expect to propose the 
authorizing legislation to the Congress when it reconvenes in 
September. 


I think at this point where we are now that these 
steps -- we've got to get them completed and see that those 
initiatives be carried through completely. 


Q You've been asked a couple of times whether the 
U.S. has been in touch with the Soviets on this. Has the U.S. 
remained in touch with Lech Walesa on this -- I mean, in a very 


current basis? Is it staying in touch with him? 


A Yes. I think our Ambassador was on TV last 
night, and said he talked to him yesterday. We're talking -- 
we follow the situation there and that means keeping in touch 
with the people involved. 


Q Does the U.S. offer any advice to him when it 
talks with him? 


a We don't. We monitor the situation and follow 
the situation. It's not for us to give advice. 


Q Have we ever received any assurances from the 
Soviets in meetings between the Secretary of State and 
Shevardnadze, for example, or at other level, that they would 
not interfere in the political process in Poland? 

A Nothing specific that I'm aware of, no. 

Q On the situation in south Lebanon, Israel -- 


Q Can we take a filing break to get the Polish 
stuff out? 
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Is there a consensus? What does that mean? 
To leave the room. 


It hasn't happened to me before. 


oD >» © >? 


| In theory, it used to be that nobody could leave 
while the briefing was in progress. 


A Okay. The question is, do we continue or do we -- 
Q Yes. 
A In that case, we continue on to Lebanon. 


Q On the situation in south Lebanon, [srael this 
week had -- there were two events involving Israeli presence in 
the south. The first one was registering the vehicles and the 
Israeli law. And the second one is putting Sheik Obaid under 
administrative detention. 


Aren't these in violation of the Geneva Convention, 
that an occupying power cannot do anything that changes the 
situation in the occupying land? What's the position of the 
United States on this? ' 


A I really don't have a posi'lion for you on those 
things. 


Q Can you look into it to see what's your policy on 
that? 


Aa We looked into one of the questions of vehicles 
yesterday, and we really didn't have anything to say about it. 


Q What about -- I'm sorry, just a minute. The 
Obaid situation: They're detaining him under the laws -- the 
British Mandate laws -- which apply for the occupied parts of 
Palestine. Isn't this extending something that wasn't there? 
Lebanon was not under the French -- the British law. How can 
you extend a law that is applying under British law to -- 
what's your policy on that? 


a This seems to be a legal issue that does not 
directly involve the United States, as far as [I can tell. ['1ll 
look into it but I really doubt that we have anything directly 
to say about it because it isn't directly involved with us. 


Q Because you always said that you support 
Lebanon's sovereignty. Isn't this against Lebanon's 
sovereignty for an occupying power to do such things there? 
You should have a position if you support the sovereignty of 
the country. 
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A ‘Again, I'm not certain that that really directly 
involves the views or the interests of the United States. 
We'll look at it and see if we have any comments to make, but 
I'm not going to promise anything. 


Q Staying with Lebanon: Have you been conveying 
any warning messages from Israel to Syria with regard to the 
situation in Lebanon? 


A Nothing that I'm aware of like that, no. 


Q Richard, do you have anything there that -- do 
you have an analysis, a judgment on how well the fighting -- is 
there a lull in the fighting? Is it increasing? Who is or is 
not answering the call for the cease-fire? 


A Well, I talked about who accepted the call for 
the cease-fire. 


Q I know. But what is the effect on the ground? 


A The status of things on the ground: I have to say 
that we regret that the cease-fire has not yet taken hold. We 
believe the Security Council's call for a cease-fire should be 
accepted by all parties to the fighting. 


As I said yesterday, there can be no military solution 
to the problems in Lebanon. We think this message should be 
understood clearly by all the parties to the conflict. 


Q And to whom are you directing that, or who is not 
answering the call to uphold the cease-fire? 


a We're directing that to all the parties in the 
conflict. 


Q I know. Well, are some parties answering the 
call for a cease-fire? The Syrians -- 


a I said before that we understand that General 
foun has accepted the call for the cease-fire. We urge all 
parties to accept and observe the cease-fire. 


Q So by inference, everybody else involved in the 
conflict is not? 


a Well, and -- that's right. But he's included. 


Q Does the U.S. Government have any plans for the 
phase after a cease-fire is implemented? A hypothetical. 
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A I'm not sure what you're asking about -- we've 
always supported efforts -- international efforts -- 


particularly the efforts of the Arab League to secure an 
immediate cease-fire and then take all the other steps that [ 
mentioned yesterday that involve the process of national 
reconciliation. That remains the long-term goal, the plans 
that we have are to support those efforts and to urge the 
parties to accept them and cooperate with them. 


Q So you don't have new ideas to put on the table 
in case a cease-fire will take place? This is my question. 


a We've been supporting the efforts of others, of 
the Arab League, and that continues to be our position. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the New York 

Limes story this morning that there is tension between Israel 

the United States and that an explosion is possible at any 
moment? 


2) You all know that we consult closely and 
frequently with Israel, and naturally we have many contacts in 
the wake of recent events in the Middle East. 


Regarding reports alleging strains in our relationship 
with Israel, let me make clear, there has been no shift in our 
relations with Israel and our commitment to Israel's security. 
We are allies with mutual strategic interests. 


Q A question that ['d like to ask you about -- the 
report -- is that on the morning of August 1, our Ambassador, 
William Brown, delivered a copy of the cable with six questions 
to Prime Minister Shamir and one copy to Defense Minister 
Rabin. Arens apparently didn't get any, according to this, if 
you read this report right. 


a We don't comment on reports of specific cables or 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q You don't comment on this. Just one more point, 
if I may come to it. If Israel brings legal charges against 
Sheik Obaid -- or Obeid, however -- his presence in the United 
States is the last thing Washington actually wants, 
Administration officials said. Have you anything on that? 


a We don't comment on everything that an 
aeuinictration official might say. The President spoke about 
these things yesterday or the day before. 


Q It wasn't quite clear from what the President 
said as to whether he has asked the Justice Department to look 
into the possible indictment of Obaid, or whatever. Any action 
by any part of the United States Government? 





24 66 


io Thursday, 8/17/89 


a It was pretty clear to me. I can give you what 
he said. 


Q What was clear? 


a It was pretty clear to me what the President 
said. I'll get you a copy of it. You can read it again. 


Q That he's against it? Against extradition? 


a No, he didn't say that. Let me get a copy of 
what the President said. 


Q Well, I have the transcript, and I couldn't make 
out -- 


a It's worth reading. His remarks stand on their 
own. There was no ambiguity about it. 


Q Just a follow-up on the question with regard to 
the relations between the U.S. and Israel. Your short 
statement and reply to my colleague's question doesn't deny any 
strains. If you take any kind of alliance or friendship 
between two countries, there are strains sometimes. Are there 
strains in the relations between the two countries? 


a I don't know how to make it more clear. There's 
been no shift in our relations with Israel. That's what I said. 


Q This talks about your position towards Israel. 
But it doesn't talk about the relations between the two. There 
is something different between one part (inaudible) in 
combination -- 


a It talks specifically about our relations with 
Israel. That's between the two. 


Q Are you denying -- 


a I think you're finding ambiguity where there 
isn't any. There is no shift in our relations with Israel. 


Q But am [ correct to interpret this as denying any 
strains in relations between Israel and the United States? 


A I just have to keep saying what ['m saying here: 
There’ s been no shift in our relations with Israel. We have.a 
close, we have an abiding and enduring relationship. We 
consult closely. That's the nature of the relationship. 


Q Then [I can explain it the other way? 


a I'll have to use my words, not yours. I think 
it's pretty clear. 
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Q There's no wedge between the United States and 
Israel as a result of this situation with the hostages? 


a Everybody's got different words for it. ['ve got 
some words that are very clear. 


Q May I have a copy of that, please? 

“ I don't want to get everybody else's words -- 
Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 

a You can have a copy of that statement. 


Another subject, Richard. Do you have any report 
on the situation in Beijing? There are reports coming out of 
the Cinese capital that troops have been pulled out and that 
the Chinese are getting ready to lift martial law? What 
specifically is the situation around the U.S. Embassy there? 


a I've seen those reports. I don't have anything 
on them. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that some 
military leaders have been rounded up? 


a I've seen those reports; don't have confirmation. 


I just want to get back cuncerning the question 
of Israel and U.S. relations. When the Under Secretary 
General, Goulding, came back from Lebanon concerning the 
hostage situation, he was pretty tough on Israel but yet really 
had no tough words on the terrorists and the countries that 
support state terrorism. Do you have any view? Do you think 
it was appropriate for him to come down on Israel, as such? 


a I don't have any comment further to what we said 
yesterday about appreciating -- what the President said and 
what I said about appreciating the efforts they've made. 


Q Richard, the other half of Roger's question: 
What is the security situation at the U.S. Embassy in Beijing 
these days? 


a I don't have anything new on that, but I'm not 
aware of anything unusual. | 


Q Your comments yesterday on Noriega have been 
characterized in the media as representing a new position by 
the U.S.. Do you think that that's how it should be 
interpreted? 
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A Well, when I start remarks by saying, "We've 
always said this and we've always said that,” I don't think I'm 
leading to that sort of characterization. Marlin said this 
morning, I think, what he has said before, that Noriega must 
leave power and preferably leave Panama. Common sense dictates 
that that would be the best way of making sure he can't 
manipulate the process. But we've always said, we supported 
the transfer of power. We supported the efforts of the OaS to 
get a full and complete transfer of power. 


Q But as he said this morning, you would also say 
that what you meant to say yesterday was no different than the 
U.S. position -- the policy has been -- 

i] I wasn't changing anything yesterday. 

Q One more on Poland. Are you surprised at the 


speed of the reform toward democracy in Poland and encouraged 
by this speed? 


a I don't think I have any comments on the 
particular speed of what's going on. We're encouraged by the 
process. We're supporting the process. 


Q Have the bilateral chemical weapons talks with 
the Soviets begun yet? And do you know when they will end? 


a I'll have to get that for you. I had something 
yesterday. I forget the exact dates. If they haven't begun -- 
they were beginning towards the end of this week. [ don't 
remember -- 

Q It's supposed to be a 10-day round? 

a Something like that; a short round. 

Richard, anything on Mr. Bloch's case? 
No. 


Anything new? 


> 5 7Fs> & 


No. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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Question taken at Daily Briefing of August 17, 1989 


U.S.-SOVIET BILATERAL CHEMICAL WEAPONS TALKS RESUME 


Q. Can you give us the status of the U.S.-Soviet bilateral 
chemical weapons talks? 





A. -- On August 17 the United States and the Soviet Union opened 
the twelfth round of bilateral talks on Chemical Weapons in 


Geneva. Ambassador Max Friedersdorf heads the U.S. delegation. 


The talks are scheduled ta last until August 28. 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 18, 1989, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [I 
have no statements. Let's go right to questions. 


Q What about Poland? 

Q Too tough? 

Q That's a very pointed question. 
a 


I'll just say we've followed closely the reports 
from Warsaw. These reports indicate President Jaruzelski has 
agreed to the formation of a non-communist led government and 
that he will soon make his decision on who he believes should 
be the next Prime Minister. 


We would welcome progress in the formation of a 
government which would enjoy broad popular support. But, as [I 
said, the specific choices on the coalition continue to be a 
matter for the Polish people to decide. That's where we seem 
to be today. 


Q Yesterday you said that there hadn't been any 
reconsideration of the U.S. aid package to Poland. Has that 
changed? 


A There's nothing specific that I'm aware of. I 
think Marlin addressed this as well in the same terms this 
morning. We've got a lot underway to do the steps the 
President has already announced, and our priority right now is 
to carry out those things. 


Q Do you remember the -- I'm sure you do -- you 
remember the tough conditions that the President set down for 
that rather modest aid package, essentially insisting that they 
get with a capitalist-type of economy. Those demands were made 
when communists were running Poland. Will those demands apply 
to Solidarity, who you like a little better and maybe don't 
want to be as tough on? 


A I don't think you described them properly, 
calling them "demands" or anything else. What was set out was 
that our program for Poland was to be used under conditions 
that would make its use effective. 
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Q Well, for one thing you want to knock food 
subsidies . Now, that's rather rough. 


A We did it in the context of --— the President said 
this would go forward in the context of economic reform and a 
lot of other steps that are very important to make sure that 
the money that we give and the aid that we give is used well. 


Q All right. But whatever they are -- conditions, 
demands -- are helpful hints. Do they still apply? 


a Yes. 


Q What kinds of advice are you offering the party 
at this time -- the Solidarity Party? 


a I said yesterday we're not giving advice. We're 
following the situation closely. 


Q Has there been any intensification or, even if 
there hasn't, can you give us a status report on our 
consultations with our West European Allies on progress towards 
putting together a loan package for Poland? 


A Well, I think the best thing is to let me go 
through all the things that we've announced and tell you where 
they are. 


The first is the concerted international efforts. The 
Summit-7 agreed to a program of “concerted efforts" to promote 
reform in Poland and Hungary. Twenty-four countries attended 
the first meeting on August 1 at which food assistance was 
Giscussed. The next meeting is scheduled for late September. 


This is a long list. [I'll read it for you, but I will 
give you copies afterwards. I assume people will ask, so I'll 
agree right now. 


The Polish-American Enterprise Fund: The President 
announced that he would request an appropriation of $100 
million for the establishment of a Polish-American Enterprise 
Fund designed to promote private-sector development. We expect 
a request authorizing legislation as soon as Congress 
reconvenes. 


Food Aid: We're donating 16,000 tons of food this 
year under the Aid to Poland Act of 1988. [In addition, the 
President has announced that we will provide an additional 50 
million in surplus commodities in Fiscal Year 1990. 


Debt Rescheduling: The President has stated that the 


U.S. will support a generous and early rescheduling for Poland 
in the Paris Club. 


World Bank Loans: The President has encouraged the 
World Bank to move forward with two economically viable project 
loans -- one on industrial development and one on agricultural 
development -- which total $325 million. 
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The Environmental Initiative: The President announced 
a $15 million program to fight air and water pollution in 
Kracow. Administration agencies are working to implement this 
initiative. 


The Department of Labor is working a labor initiative. 


The Administration has sent to Congress a request for 
legislation to authorize the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation to operate in Poland and Hungary. 


A bill is being considered in Congress now which will 
grant Poland Generalized System of Preferences tariff treatment. 


And finally, the Private Business Agreement: We have 
submitted a draft of the Private Business Agreement to the 
Polish Ministry of Foreign Economic Relations for discussion. 


Q On debt rescheduling, you said the United States 
had supported generous rescheduling. Do you have the details 
of that, or have they been made public? 


A I don't have any details at this point, no. 
Q Could you check on that to see if they are? 


A We'll check on that, yes. Let me make sure it's 
clear that the U.S. will support a generous and early 
rescheduling for Poland in the Paris Club. So the first thing 
we'll check on is whether the Paris Club has actually had the 
meetings yet. 


Q On tariff reduction, does Poland have or will it 
have under this plan Most Favored Nation status? 


a It has Most Favored Nation status, I believe; and 
this will give it a GSP treatment for some items. 


Q What does that mean? 


A GSP is a generalized system of preferences that 
are programmed for certain countries, certain commodities; it 
provides even lower tariff treatment to aid in their 
development. 


Q Are you pleased or satisfied with the Soviet 
“hands-off" response so far? 


Aa I don't really have a characterization of it for 
you. We have seen various statements by the Soviets. I['ll 
just have to leave it at that; I don't have any particular 
reaction. 


Q How about the progress of the preparatory work 


for the meeting between Baker and Shevardnadze in Wyoming next 
month? 


" I don't have anything at this point. 
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Q Do you have any comment on a report that a plan 
to capture Ochoa, one of the drug kingpins who was in 
Venezuela, was scotched by the U.S. Ambassador there at the 
time? 


A As Ambassador Wright stated in the article, the 
plan to capture Mr. Ochoa was uncoordinated. It did not have 
the approval of Washington agencies, the Embassy in Caracas, 
and the Venezuelan Government. 


The Department insists, as do other law enforcement 
agencies, on well-coordinated foreign drug operations. There 
are a number of well-coordinated cases which have resulted in 
the conviction of major traffickers, and these were the results 
of sound planning and good coordination. Such coordination 
ensures that we advance our anti-narcotics objectives while 
avoiding unnecessary risk to U.S. agents and to personnel 
overseas. 


Q The whole Senate hearing was about indications 
that there was a lack of cooperation amongst U.S. anti-drug 
agencies. What does this tell us of cooperation at the high 
levels if this, in fact, was not an adequate plan? 


a I'm not sure what this is. You mean this 
particular case? 


Q Yes. 


Aa - I don't think this particular case tells you 
anything about cooperation at high levels. The fact was it was 
something that was not coordinated with other law enforcement 
agencies, with the Embassy in Caracas, and the Venezuelan 
Government. It didn't seem to me to be at a high level; it was 
basically on the working level and the operational level. It 
wasn't a coordinated plan, and that's why it wasn't carried 
forward. 


As far as coordination at the high levels, we've 
pledged ourselves to good cooperation. We've all stated our 
interest in combatting drug trafficking; and I think you'll see 
that part of the President's drug initiative -- the appointment 
of the Drug Czar and the development of a full Administration 
plan -- is designed to ensure that there is such cooperation. 


Q On Lebanon, specifically or generally -- however 
you wish -- but apparently King Hussein of Jordan is trying 
some initiative of his own with Saddam Hussein of Iraq and the 
PLO. Anything on that, or on any other development? 


A I don't have anything on that particular thing. 


Q Like, do you like it? You don't have that? [t 
doesn't sound like it's a full-blast Arab League thing. It 
sounds like one particular government making a special 
independent effort. 
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a At this point I just don't know enough about it 
to really comment on it one way or the other. As you know, the 
most urgent thing, the most important thing, is for people to 
accept a cease-fire. 


Q Do you think you can achieve a revival of the 
effort of the Arab League through the tripartite committee? 


a What the Arab League tripartite committee does 
next is really a question for them to decide. In our diplomacy 
and in our public statements we've strongly supported any 
efforts they could make to resume their activities. 


Q Richard, there's a report that the Arab League 
has in fact decided to get back into the process ina 
full-blown way and that they've put forward some sort of a 
master plan and this has been discussed with members of the 
U.N. -- the Permanent Members of the U.N. Security Council. Do 
you know anything about that? 


A I don't know anything specific about that, no. 
Q How about in general? 


i) Well, in general all I would say is that we would 
welcome any resumption of their efforts. 


Q But the United States is not aware of any 
specific effort by the Arab League? , 


a Let me check on that. That's something we should 
look into. 


Q Assuming the Secretary of State will remain in 
Wyoming, is there word yet on who will represent the U.S. at 
the OAS meeting next week -- the Foreign Ministers Meeting? 


a I would expect that Mr. Eagleburger as Acting 
Secretary will try to go. 


Q To go back on Lebanon, Syria has said that arms 
shipments to General foun must stop. Is the United States 
prepared to call on Iraq to stop its assistance to the 
Christian forces? 


a I don't think you have to say “prepared to." I 
think we've always called for everyone to avoid steps that 
would escalate the violence, including the introduction of 
major new weapons systems. 


Q You haven't spoken specifically about Iraq, 
though, recently. I don't recall. 


a They are included, as others are as well. 


Q Do you have any new assessment of Syria's 
behavior? It's a few days now since you accused them of -- 
whatever the word was -- irresponsible escalation? 
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A Well, let me just describe the situation as we 
see it now, and that is that we have reports that 
Syrian-supported forces, including Amal and Druze elements, 
continue to shell ports inside the Christian enclave. The 
pert has drawn retaliatory artillery fire from Christian 
elements. 


We feel there is no justification for continued 
military action in the face of urgent international appeals, 
and we urge all sides to implement immediately and observe the 
cease-fire on all fronts. 


Q There have been a couple of -- well, some number 
of meetings, several meetings, in Damascus. Any additional 
ones? I mean, you keep saying this, and nothing seems to take 
hold. Do you have further meetings, or are you just relying 
now on hoping that your public statements will be heeded? 


A We continue to have meetings with the various 
parties. As I said, we continue to support the efforts of the 
Arab League. There was a U.N. meeting just the other day. We, 
together with other members of the international community, I 
think, continue to voice very strongly the need for the parties 
to observe a cease-fire. 


Q In your statement just now you didn't say Syrian 
forces, so you think only Druze and Shi'ite forces are shelling 
the Christian enclave? There were no Syrian forces 
participating in these attacks? 


a The reports that we have today are that 
Syrian-supported forces continue to shell ports inside the 
Christian enclave. We've spoken on other days about Syria as a 
direct participant in some of the exchanges. 


Q Yeah, I noted that, too. Can we take it a step 
further? You did the other day. Does that mean Syria has 
stopped its direct involvement? Are you able to say that? 


a No, I'm not really because this is a matter of 
what the reports indicate is happening in the last 12 hours, or 
something like that. That doesn't mean that there's been any 
definitive step one way or the other. All it means is that 
shelling continues and we want it to stop. 


Q What happened in the last 12 hours? 


A The reports that are coming in on what's going on 
in Beirut today. That's all I'm saying today. I'm not trying 
to let somebody in or out of the responsibility. ['m just 
describing what's going on there. 


Q On another subject, if you don't mind: Can you 
confirm reports that the last Cuban troops are about to leave 
Ethiopia? 
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A No, I can't confirm the reports. We would 
certainly welcome that. The troops don't belong there. 


Q Are you just not familiar with the report, or are 
you -- 


a We've seen the reports, but I don't have any 
particular independent confirmation of them. 


Q Do you have a current statement -- I mean, a 
current estimate of the number? And what about Jimmy Carter's 
involvement? I assume you support that. 


a I think the numbers, when I inquired, were rather 
unclear. I'll see if we've got anything more detailed. No. I 
don't have any current estimates of the numbers. 


As far as the effort by President Carter, I think 
we've talked about that before; but let me just restate that 
former President Carter's peace effort in Ethiopia is a private 
one. We fully support it, and we wish it all the best success. 


Q Did he have a meeting with the State Department 


on certain points, especially about Eritrea or about southern 
Sudan, or so on? 


- We've been in touch with him. We've talked to 
him when he made his trips to the region and such, and I 
believe we're still in touch with him now. But I do want to 
say it is his private effort and one that we fully support. 


Q Will the U.S. Government be providing any support 
or assistance to him in the mediation effort? 


a Nothing particularly that I'm aware of, no. 


Would the United States Government welcome the 
withdrawal of this indeterminate number of Cuban troops? 


A Absolutely. We said they don't belong there, and 
we'd like to see them leave. 


Q Are Soviet advisers still there, do you know? 
a I don't have anything on that. 


Q There was a combo of Soviet advisers and Cuban 
troops that helped the government the last time we looked. 


n I'm just not aware. I'm not sure what the 
situation is. 


Q Do you have any stand on or position on Eritrean 
independence, because lately in the Arab press there are 
reports that some representative of the Popular Liberation 
Front of Eritrea met with State Department officials. Do you 
have any stand on that? 
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A I'm not aware of any formal position on that. 
We've said that we urge both sides in the Eritrean conflict to 
seriously engage in a peace process. 


Q Which leads to what? Independence? 


a Which leads to peace. How that is arranged is 
for the parties that are involved in the negotiations to decide. 


Q kcal, but on the Palestinians you say you are 
against, for example, independence. Are you against 
independence of the Eritrean or the same -- 


4 Again, I have to say as far as I'm aware we don't 
have a formal position. If we do, I'll get it for you; but 
that's not the key to the situation. The key to the situation 
here is to achieve peace. 


Q Isn't the United States Government on record as 
being against the dismemberment of Ethiopia and for its 
territorial integrity? 


a Some of you may go back much longer than I do. 
Let me look it up and see if we have a formal position on that. 


Q Richard, Kabul yesterday said that the Mujahideen 
apparently had acquired a new type of U.S.-made rocket. It 
sounds like it's a cluster bomb. Has the United States 
provided the rebels with any new kind of equipment of that sort? 


os I can't answer that question for you. We never 
go into the details of our assistance. 


Q No, no. You have. 


Q You apparently went into details about the 
Soviets. 


Q The State Department has said they will provide 
new weapons. The specific question we are facing is whether 
you're providing this weapon which looks a whole lot like a 
cluster bomb. 


i) We have said that we will continue to support the 
Mujahideen in their struggle to achieve their self- 
determination. We have said very frequently -- I have said it, 
and others -- that we're not in a position to go into the 
details of our assistance program. 


Q You also said with guns that kill -- not just 
cheering them on. And the position is and has been stated, 
maybe mostly on an airplane, that the Soviets have increased 
their aid, their military aid, and the U.S. will respond 
accordingly. Now we have a specific question about the Afghan 
Foreign Ministry spokesman talking about a particularly deadly 
weapon. 
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A I have to say what we've said before, that we're 
just not in a position to go into the details of our assistance. 


Q Well, the puzzling thing is that we seem to be so 
willing to go into detail about what the Soviets are providing 
to their allies in this. Why the inconsistency? Why the -- 


a I'm being absolutely consistent with what we've 
said before. 


Q Well, yes, but there is a double standard here. 


i You may draw that conclusion. I don't remember, 
myself, having talked in detail about Soviet assistance other 
than to say that it continued at very high levels. But, in any 
case, what we've said is what we're able to say; and in this 
case we are not able to say that much about the kinds and types 
of our assistance to the Mujahideen other than we're very 
firmly committed to supporting them. 


Q Do you have anything new on Burma? 
i) No. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Wait a minute. A couple more on Poland, if I 
may. You seem to be rather circumspect, considering that there 
is a prospect of the first non-communist Prime Minister in the 
Soviet-bloc ever. Is the U.S. worried that if it talks too 
much about this, it might somehow not come to pass? 


“ No, I wouldn't describe it that way. I['d just 
say that there's a process that's unfolding. It has several 
steps to it -- many steps to it. We've encouraged that 
process. We've supported the process. We've been ready to 
state any time anybody wanted it our satisfaction, our belief 
that it was an important process for the people of Poland. But 
I don't need, I think, to have to come up with new words every 
time the process unfolds. 


Q But mere satisfaction? I mean, isn't it a cause 
for rejoicing that there is going to be the first non-communist 
Prime Minister? 


a The State Department doesn't dance in the 
streets. I'm sorry. (Laughter) 


Q And if Congress should in September come back and 
say $100 million is simply not enough, or $115 million or 
whatever it is, is the Administration now considering what it 
will do? 


a I gave you today the long list of things that we 
are doing. Many of those involve legislation, and we'll 
definitely want to work with the Congress on the legislation 
and make sure it satisfies the views of both us and the 
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Congress. But I'm not trying to hint that some review or some 
openness, other than to say that it's logical to assume we have 
to work this through Congress. But you're asking me 
hypothetical things that I haven't seen yet. 


Q Can you give us an idea of where the G-7 or EC 
pool that was agreed to at the G-7 meeting to come up with a 
package of aid to Poland stands right now? Have they scheduled 
any more meetings? 


a I just spoke to that. 
Q I'm sorry. I just came in. 


a Okay. You'll see it, and we'll give you copies 
of the whole detailed list of what we're doing. 


Q On China, I think there was a question yesterday 
if you were able to confirm the reports that the Defense 
Minister was arrested, and you didn't have any information at 
that time. 


a I have nothing further to my non-confirmation of 
yesterday. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 18 PRESS BRIEFING 


POLAND: PARIS CLUB RESCHEDULING 





Q: De you have any details on the status of debt rescheduling 
for Poland? 


A: -- THERE HAVE BEEN INFORMAL CONTACTS BETWEEN THE PARIS 


CLUB AND THE POLES ON TECHNICAL AND SCHEDULING ISSUES. 


-- WE EXPECT THERE MAY BE SOME DISCUSSION AMONG MEMBERS 


| 
AT THE NEXT PARIS CEUB MEETING. 


oo AS YET, THERE IS NO TIMETABLE FOR FORMALLY TAKING UP 


THE POLISH DEBT ISSUE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 18 PRESS BRIEFING 


ETHIOPIA: CUBAN PRESENCE 


Q. * Can you give us an estimate of the number of Cuban troops 
and military advisers in Ethiopia? 


A. DURING THE HEIGHT OF THEIR INVOLVEMENT IN ETHIOPIA IN THE 
LATE 19706 AND EARLY 1980s, THERE WERE PROBABLY 12,000 TO 
17,000 CUBANS IN ETHIOPIA. IN RECENT YEARS, THAT NUMBER HAS 


DROPPED TO APPROXIMATELY 35300 TROOPS AND MILITARY ADVISERS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 18 PRESS BRIEFING 


ETHIOPIA: ERITREAN CONPLICT 


Q. Does the US support Eritrean independence or the territorial 
integrity of Ethiopia? 


A. THE UNITED STATES CONTINUES TO SUPPORT THE TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY OF ETHIOPIA. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
CHIEF OF STAFF GOVERNOR JOHN SUNUNU 


August 21, 1989 


The Shawmut Inn 
Kennebunkport, Maine 


11:12 A.M. EDT 


MR. FITZWATER: Let me just do one quick housekeeping 
announcement, and then we'll get started. First of all, we have a 
sign-up sheet for the trip on September Ist to Washington for the 
President's meeting with Prime Minister Kaifu and also a schedule 
which you'll have this afternoon. 


Secondly, Mrs. Bush is leaving Kennebunkport at 8:00 
a.m. in the morning to return to Washington for a routine eye 
check-up related to Graves Disease, and the eye check-up is at 10:45 
a.m. She'll be back here in Kennebunkport by about 2:40 p.a. 


Q When? Tomorrow? 

Q What day is that? 

Q Where? 

MR. FITSWATER: Tomorrow at Walter Reed. 


Thicdly, the President's speech on his national drug 
strategy is now scheduled firmly for Tuesday, September Sth at 9:00 
p-m. from the Oval Office. 


And lastly, the Office of Management and Budget will be 
releasing today the initial sequester report to Congress. Copies are 
available at the OMB and they'll have a briefing there this morning 
of some kind. You may want to alert your offices in Washington. 


Q When is that? Tomorrow? 
Q Can you give us a time on that? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't have a time for a briefing, but 
they'll have les available at 11:00 a.m. Washington time in the 
OMB Public Affairs Office. I have one here. Unfortunately, 
that's all I have. Sut I cecommend you refer this back to your 
financial writers, if possible. 


With that I'd like to introduce the President's Chief of ' 
Staff Governor John Sununu, who has come up from New Hampshire to 
brief the President this morning, and he'll take your questions. 


ee 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Thank you. Let me just make a couple 
of comments about the morning brief. The morning brief focused on 
the drug package. The President made his final decisions on that 
err: We sent the decisions back down to the folke in Washington. 
They'll be preparing the fact sheets and the speech for Septenber 
Sth. And most of the details are consistent vith what you've seen. 

I do not want to undermine the President's opportunity to make the 
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oo ge on the Sth. With most of the materials and, in conjunction 
th that, there will probably be a release on the day of the Sth of 
the yom -- either the day of the Sth, or right after the speech 
on t ° 


There was also a review of some of the events taking 
place around the world and the President received some material on -- 
we like to put it in the context of additional homework on some of 
the domestic issues that we will be considering when he gets back in 
September in teres of either legislation or speaking again on issues 
that have already been sent up as legislation. 


I*1l open it up to questions. 


Q Can you tell us what issues those are that he got 
the homework on? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, in conjunction with the drug 
¢ we talked a little bit sore about the crime package, the 
ect that thet probably has to be revisited and refocused on. It is 
pact of the overall package there. We talked a little bit about the 
report thet was in one of the press r ts about the revived 
interest in the earned income tax credit. It was the basis -- the 
earned income tax credit was the basis of the President's child care 
qeeneree and I have since followed that up with @ call to some of our 
egislative people to start reviewing what oach we will be taking 
in September to bring focus beck to the President's child care 
peckage and try and redo the pac that is on the House side now 
more consistent with what the President sent up. 


Q Governor, what time did the meeting start, how long 
did it last, and do you have another meeting planned today? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Ho -- just let me give you an overall 
outline of the way we are doing some of this and then I'll come back 
to the ifics of today. The general approach we have taken with 
the President here is, he gets a brief every morning from either the 
Deputy Advisor for National Security Bob Gates, who is Hf here for 
the first half, and then efter that, Brent Scowcroft will be up here. 
There will be a daily brief from thes. About two, three, or four 
Gays a week, I will oo beck -- bring up some of the 
details on the domestic issues -- the issves associated with the 
speech, the issues associated with legislation. 


Anéd so I will be up here less frequently than they, but 
they will do the daily brief. I telk to the President on the phone 
just about every day a le of times to follow up on things that 
ere ha ing either beck in Washington that need a decision or that 
he t to be briefed on. 


This morning, I came up, the briefing started at about 
6:00 a.m. It ended about 9:35 a.m., 9:45 a.m. -- it was about an 
hour and a half. 

Q That was just you and he, or is thet all the -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Ho, that was Bob Gates, myself, and 
the President. 


Q Governor, did you discuss the latest -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Let me just sake sure he's finished, 
ané then I'll come -- 


Q And you have no other meeting scheduled with hia 
today? You're done as far -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo, I told hia -- there were a couple 
of things thet he asked me to check up on, @ couple of on that he 
was going to review, « couple of pieces of paper. And I will 
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probably call him this afternoon, exchange information this afternoon 
that way. There may be some materials FAXed back and forth. We use 
both the telephone and the FAX. 


Governor, did you discuss the new threats against 
the U.S. a, ané is there a U.S. position on then? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the position is as always; we 
are not ing to react to each new threat. The policy remains 
» and the President underscored that we hold the hostage 
takers responsible for the safety of all the hostages and we call 
upon them to release the hostages without any preconditions. That's 
been the policy; it will continue to be the policy. 


Q Se reiterated that today? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: When we talked about the informsetion 
that was aveilable, the consensus was no change, and no change means 
we go with our old policy. 


Q@ So you did discuss hostages with the President 
today. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We discussed the news reports of the 
added threat to a couple of the hostages. 


> consider the French silitary presence off 
aches @ tasien ae met the hosteges? And if so, are you in contact 
with the French government on that? 


GOVERNOR SUWUNU: Wo. President Mitterrand said that 
there is no intention to intervene. Sie comment, I think, speaks for 
iteelf, and we don't have any other comment. iIt is basically our 
ay hy to -- to try to not increase attention on the hostages, 

t will remain policy. 


Q Governor, the Attorney General said yoy that 
if the President of Colombia wanted U.S. tr thet would be 
interested in doing that. How receptive is President to that 


idea? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, I think what the Attorney 

Generel wes eddressing was the standard commitment that we do not 
cule out options on an issue as serious and as important es the drug 
issue, particularly as it involves those areas that are incipel 
sources for either the drugs or the processing. But we have received 
no requests from President Barco at this time and there's -- with no 
request in place, there's no ides as to what might be asked for. 
Obviously, any decision that would be sade would be made in concert 
and -- but there was no intention at all with the Attorney General's 
statement to further what is our standard position of retaining -- 


Q We would not make the first overture in this? We 
would wait for Colombia to -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think in a case like -- in the kind 
of situation that exists in Colombia, you have to wait for an 
initiation of that from them. We would not, in any way at all, 
attempt to do a that might be considered interfering in what 
is a very difficult situation for thes considering the level of 
violence that exists there as a result of the drug situation. 


Q Well, the President said at his lest news conference 
thet he is considering sending additional militery essistence to 
Colombia, Peru, and Bolivia. Will he address this in greater detail 
- his oe on September Sth? Can you tell us what he might have 
in wind teres of, if not troops, other forms of m/ litery 
assistance there? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Colombia now gets about $15 million « 
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year in economic and ailitary assistance that might be considered 
applicable to their effort in dealing with the drug problem. In the 
speech on the Sth, the President will address not only the dosestic 
side of the plan, but in broad, general terms -- not in specific 
terms because specific teres would really be more appropriately 
discussed in terms of actions just as they are taken -- but in broad 
terms, we'll talk ebout our willingness to vote additional funds in 
to make resources available to countries who have needs. 


Q Governor, the President had dinner on Saturday night 
with Trammell Crow, who I understand is just beck from China. Did he 
take any messages to China for the President or bring any beck for 
the President? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I did not talk to the President about 
that, but to sy knowl he took nothing and brought nothing beck. 
I heve heard no on in either direction in any of the 
éGiscussions we've over the last few weeks. 


Q Did he at least brief the President *Sout what he 
sew in Beijing and the meetings he had there? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think he have written the 
President a note, but I'm not positive of t. 


Q Governor, did discuss in the meeting this 
morning the emergence of Rafsanjani's Cabinet in Iran? And what is 
your analysis of how the conflicting voices that you've discussed 
emanating from that country are settling out? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: It is obvious thet the Iranian 
government is going through « transition in which the various 
factions ere vy for positions within the Cabinet. There is no 
clear message as thet will work out, end we want to do nothing 
my will be considered trying to indicate a preference one way or 


The fect is, is that it will probably teke «a lot longer 
than might have been anticipated for the Cabinet selections to take 
Plece, and we are watching the process go on. 


Q What ere the implications for that in terms of 
seeking the release of the American hostages? 


GOVERNOR SUNUFU: Well, the key to eny kind of an 
improved relationship with Iren is Iran expressing and taking actions 
thet indicate «a willingness on their part to become part of the 
collegial structure of lew-abiding nations. And that will have to 
follow from the restructuring of the neent and the actions that 
they then teke in an effort to try reestablish constructive 
ng not only with the United States, but with other 
countries. 


Q What is the state of communication with the 
Colombians et this point? You say there has not been any specific 
request from them, and yet the Colombians now have rounded up 
thousands of le, Ts open to extredition procedures. How far 
ané how fast is that moving? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There have been, over recent sonths, 
the treditional contects through embassies and that will probably 
continue. But no specific messeges other then vevel 
government-to-government correspondence have been received. 


Q But if he is rounding up all these people down 
there, he's got to do something with them and he's only sort of 
setting up a situation where there could be even more sesessinations 
and bloodshed. Wheat kind of assurances does Barco have from the U.S. 
that you are able to do anything of aesistance quickly? 
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GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, we are, in essence, waiting to 
see if there is any follow-up to the ections he took. In particular, 
he took the action which was permitted under the Constitution which 
waived the extradition process I believe for 60 days, and he 
certainly has to decide what he would want to do or not want to do in 
teres of communicating with the United States. He say choose not to 
be seen as requesting aid from the United States. That's certainly a 
choice thet has to be made by Colombia, by the President of Colombia 
himself, and we are doing nothing that will be construed as 
interfering with the flexibility that he has and the decisions he has 
to sake. 


Q But just to try and tie this up, is it the U.8.'s 
assessment that this can be handled within Colombia? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think our assessment is that any 
initiative to do anything differently must come from the Colombians. 


Q Given the President's statement of Saturday, would 
we be right in assuming thsi he was especially incensed that the -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Which -- give me a reference -- 


Q ~~ the statement talking about wanting the Justice 
Depertment to follow events in Colombia. Cen you just tell us from 
your contect with him, was he especially angered by the fact that 
they assassinated a presidential candidate down there? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There is no stion that the 
assassination of a presidential candidate in the process of -- 
perteking in an election process is ebhorrant to any nations of the 
world that believe in the democratic ss as a way of electing 
leeders. Violence of that kind, whe it's an election or not, is 
terrible, but it's perticulerly terrible when it is -- as « nation 
goes through the process of democratically choosing its leaders. The 
President's statement reflected that. Since then, actions have been 
teken by the Colombian government. It is clear that they ere 
concerned, they have been concerned. gp AD yh RA 
Gifficult period of time internally, and it is isportent that we 
recognise that the kind of climate they operate in requires that they 
be allowed to determine any character of change in interaction or any 
change in the pace of interaction. 


Q But if I cowld just follow Charles’ question, the 
question really is, at what state of stand-by, if you will, do you 
ob tes of the United States government ready to respond in 
Co e 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: If you're asking whether we have any 
wilitery units ready to go in, the answer is, there are none ready to 
go in. There is no question thet any rc et would have to be taken 
on @ long-term besis. It is not the kind of @ situation where they 
would for anything to happen immedistely. There has been no 
indication of their desire of that and we have in no way prepered for 
thet kind of a request. We assume that « request for additional 
essistence would primarily be focused on saterial and resources, 
easeets we could provide to them, and thet e111 indications to date 
heve been thet y heave good faith, great faith in the or! of 
their personnel if they have the appropriate equipment to able to 
Geal with the probles. 


Q On Poland, hae the President ever met the gentleman 
who is about to become Prime Minister? And over the weekend, has he 
sent any kind of messages to Walesa or to the Solidarity group either 
in congratulations or pledging support? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We tried to ascertain whether any of 
the meetings that we hed included Mr. Mazowiecki, and it appears that 
he wes not rt of the lunch in particler. The President, to my 
knowledge, not met him. And any actions that we take, any 
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response that we teke will be extremely low-key until the 
liementary confirmation takes plece on Wednesday. They ought to 
entitled to make the decision final and firs before we respond 
with any kind of a comment. 


Q Mr. Sununu, beck to Colombia end the drug plan 
that's coming out on the Sth, without getting into the details of 
what the plan is going to include, what type of impect do you think 
the pley will have on the drug cartels in Colombis? What type of 
pressure will it bring? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The drug plen -- obviously, the focus 
of the drug plan is on the domestic side and on interdiction at the 
U.8. borders. It involves dealing with the issues associated with 
lew enforcement within our country, with rehabilitation and 
essistence to those who are sddicted to drugs. It deals with 
progress on education, end that's the primary thrust. But there is a 
component of edditional assistance for countries around the world 
thet mey esk for some economic or aid in terms of assets to allow 
them to continue to fight the probles. 


Q Will the drug cartels in Colombia, South America -- 
will they feel the plans? will they -— 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Will they what? 


Q Will they get pressure from the plen? Will they 
feel its impact et all? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think the key to that is the fact 
thet « reduction of demand in the United States and alleviation of 
the ease at which yy - ere distributed and used throughout the 
country will reduce revenue that flows out of this country to 
those. So obviously, that kind of an impact will be felt. 


Q One follow-up if I may. If you do extradite some of 
these drug barons or leaders from Colombie to the United States, do 
you think or do you fear an increased violence in the United States 
ay egeinst U.8. prosecutors, U.S. judges when you try to deal 
thes 


GOVERNOR SUPUNU: I think the decision on the extradition 
will heave to come from the Departeent of Justice and I don't think 
that that decision will be impacted one wey or the other by a concern 
thet -—- this country does not make decisions based on threats, this 
country mekes decisions based on what's right and wrong. 


Q But somehow you have to eddress that, don't you, 
that view it as a threat? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think thie country is always prepared 
to deal with issues like thet. 


Q Governor, there's been some controversy in New 
Hempehire caised by the anti-Seabrook groups sbout thie fund -- the 
New Rempehire Yankee paid the state for working on the evacuation 
—y Can you tell us, did have eny role in deciding bow this 
was to be dispersed, do you heave eny response to the 
questions that -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The fund was created under a lew passed 
in 1961, two years before I became Governor. The lew wee « lew thet 
carried « Catch-22 in it. It required any work thet was done that 
could be interpreted as being in teres of the plan to be paid for by 
funds that would be assessed to the company. 


The letter of the lew was followed, the Attorney Generel 
was very such « pert of that to make sure that we 414 it. The 
Catch-22 is, is if the state did work -- that could be associated in 
reviewing the plan. Without those funds being charged, the estate 





would be sccused of supporting finanically ectivities that were to 

ns S SS Gee So the Catch-22 is, is that, in 

following the law, build the money beck as required under the 

law, and if you fail to fo that, the charge would have been -hat the 

company was being subsidized by the state. Every single billing 

there was done according to the spirit and letter of the 1981 law. 
Q 


Including David Carney’s charge -—- Mr. Carney's 
GOVERNOR SUBUWU: Including Mr. Carney’s Guring the 


period it wes charged. Tere was « pericd of time where the state 
was involved in review of plans, participation of the -- in the plans 


was -- pert of the rement was participation in the plans by the 
Governor's Office, thee things were done always in conjunction 
with guidelines establishd for the billing by stete egencies thet 


both the letter and spirit 


a sinute in. Senetor 
t a sort international 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I'm sorry, who? 


Q Senator Biiien -- if there wes a request fros the 
Colombian government, the U.S. would go in and just take these drug 
Gealers. Do your comments this sorning reflect that sort of thing, 
have there have been no discussion of that kind of action? Ho 


request? Wo planning? 


GOVERNOR SUNUMU: I would say that any consideration of 
that kind of action would not be discussed publicly since part of 
thet kind of ection is not ti kind of og Re you want to 
announce. But I know of no ipecific plans ing with Colombia in 
thet respect at all. 


Q Just Colombia? 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Desling with South America in that 


reepect at all. 
Q United Hations troops have been put on « state slert 
al the Lebanese-Iereeli border in to an Iereeli buildup. 


Ie the U.S. in communications with Iereel about that buildup and have 
they informed us of their intentions there? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We're not in epecific communications 
about anything of that nature, but, as always, ell eitwations over -- 
thet are teking plece in the Niddle East ere being reviewed and 
examined and, as yet, nothing ee teken place thet is felt to warrant 
any specific communication or vontect of thet nature. 


Q Governor, last week Marlin said that the President 
in September was going to take to the road 12 to 14 days. Is he 
going out to sell the drug strategy progres or is he -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo, there are « couple of thi 
involved in that trawel. There are a couple of -- the Presi 
wants to try end hit es many of the centennial states as possibile. 
There are « number of states in thie country celebrating their 100th 
yeer of edaission and we hit « ‘ew of thes. We will hit « couple of 
more. It is -- may not be important to you, but it's important to 
those states. And the President -- 


Q How many electcral votes in these states? 
(Laughter .) 
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GOVERNOR SUNUNU: They're actually quite emall. You 
remember North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, I believe, fits in that 
category -- the state of Washington. So I think a couple of the 
stops have to do with thet. Part of it does focus on -- there will 
be some focus on the legislation that will be before Congress 
including the drug legislation. But part of it is part of the 
regional visiting that the President has felt he wants to do during 

s firet year. 


Q Governor, the communists in Poland have indicated 
that they want sore than two Cabinet ministries and they're pushing 
for a larger role in the government. At what point does the United 
States feel -- — @ role is the United States willing to 
accept from the ste and still consider the government « 
noncomssunist coalition? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Those are all Polish decisions that 
will be made by Poles and this country will not in any way et all try 
ané either comment on or suggest « preference one way or the other. 
That's an internal decision and the worst thing we could do would be 
to try and indicate a preference one wey or the other. 


Q Governor, when you spoke of Colombia and fighti 
drugs and whatever, you spoke in teres of resources, sesets saterial. 
Does that mean troops would be the lowest priority on the list? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I think the tradition in the Western 
Hemisphere hase been a reluctance on the part of anybody to ask for 
troops end I think there's a reluctance on the part of the President 
to commit troops unless the situations are extreme. And, therefore, 
I would expect that at least the initial interactions would not 
involve such decisions. 


Q Governor, has the situation in Iran dampened the 
recent efforte, whatever they may be, to get the hosteges free? And 
what's the latest on the third country negotiations? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There continues to be hope that Iran 
will, when it completes ite transition, make efforts to participate 
more fully in the normal relationships thet exist amongst countries 
of the world -- law-abiding countries. And we continue to have 
that that will take eoeee over « lod of time. We understand it's 
going through ite difficult transition and, in this particular case, 
we hope thet tise will be a contributor towards « constructive 
movement in that direction. 


In terms of the epecific iseve associated with the 
hostages — now, that, too, requires that we wait to see what 
— will flow from the reorganization, the transition that is 
taking plece there. We would hope thet anyone who hase hostages 
recognizes the policy of thie country is to urge all those who do 
hold hosteges to release thes and there really can be no linkage 
between the release of hostages and some of the matters that have 


been reised. 

Q Just to follow, does that meen that efforte to free 
the hoet are sore or lees on hold until the situation in Iran 
clears up 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo, we continue to sake both -- 
primerily the indirect contects thet are necessary to urge those that 
hold the hosteges to release thes. We will continue to urge ali 
governments in the eres thet have the capacity of influencing those 
who hold hoeteges to sake those releases. We continue to work with 
our sllies to try and encourage those who hold the hostages to 
underetand thet that's « very constructive sove considering the 
climate in the Middle East today. 


Q You said that troops wouldn't be considered unless 
the situation wee extrese. Don't you think the situation in Colosmbie 
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is extreme? And you also seem to be taking a slightly softer tone on 
this than the Attorney General did. Is that intentional? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The best le to determine what the 
level of the conditions ere that exist in Colombia are the Colombians 
themselves. We have received no from Colombians to date for 


any edditional assistance. And until they sake such a request we 
really can't interpret it. 


Q Governor, wouldn't you say, though, that the fact 
thet the Attorney General said the things that he did meaty &- gives 
the impression that the United States is at least lett 
open and et least saying to the Colombians, hey, ue hind 62 want you 
to invite us? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: A reiteration of a current policy 
should not be considered as a new policy, and the Attorney General 
reiterated what is the American icy -- that we close no doors, no 
options on dealing with an issue of this kind. 


Q Governor, the drug programs has been reported as 
involving cuts in serial epraying of coce and sarijuane crops in 
South American countries. if es ie true, is thie due to the fact 
thet there aren't funds available for crop substitution ans and 
that also such crop substitution programs require subsidies for these 
crope that we would be politically opposed to? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Ho, I think most of -- I think the drug 
progres focused on using the resources in the sost effective way 
possible, and sost of the countries involved, there are ap oF of 


cooperation and participation for irredication or Arr of 
thet was felt could perhaps be done differently than — 
the epreying progres. The spraying es is not elisinat 


completely, but there -- as I underst it, there ere a of 
it thet were effective and components that weren't. Those components 
that weren't effective, it is sy underetanding, were recommended for 
not being included in the drug package that Mr. Bennett's put 


Q Well, in the coverage of this, it wee said that the 
problems with the program is that it would drive peasants into the 
hands of the narco terrorist organizations and so forth because 
they"re crops were being destroyed. That would imply that -- 


GOVERNOR GUNUNU: I think what that iaplies is that the 
Gecisions on crop spraying will be done on & country-by-country and 
region-within-the-country-by-region basis. 


Q Governor, back on Lebanon, is it the 
adainistration's understanding that the French -- or belief that the 
French movements off the Lebanese coast do not put eseure on the 
hosteges there? You said it was the policy not to increase pressure. 
Ana hase there been direct communication between the U.S. and French 
governments about the purpose of the ships there? 


GOVERNOR GUNUNU: I don't know of any direct 
communication other than notification thet took place, and the fact 
is, ie that the French have made it clear that they have no intention 
to intervene and that the ships are there serely to assist French 
nationale if they want to leave. And it's certainly their 
prerogative and their right and they are certainly not operating 
inconsistently at all with our policies in doing that. 


Q Governor, what will the U.S. extradition, as far as 
Colombia is concerned -- President Barco has announced a change in 
the extradition status -- what is the U.S. specifically going to do 
in thowee areas and will we renew our request for the extradition of 
Pablo Escobar? 


GOVERNOR GUNUNU: The Attorney General is currently 
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reviewing the extradition situation on a case-by-case basis. He 
hopes by this afternoon or tomorrow to have some information as to 
what actions we sight take in light of the about 60-day window that 
exists for extradition. 


MR. FITEWATER: Can we take a final question. 
Q And the Escobar case, in particular? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don't know the anewer to that. I did 
mot talk to the Attorney General about the Escobar case. 


Q Governor, you said that the drug progras is 
consistent with what you've seen. Without giving an exect soney 
figure, what we've seen is an increase of about « billion dollars 
trom previous programs or from the current progras -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the current program itself was an 
increase of a billion dollare from the one before it. So what you 
are talking about, as has been well-reported, is a programs thet will 
be in the range of $7.5 billion to $8 billion per » and that is 
<p eoryaead higher than levels of usage of funds the past in 
thie area. 


Q This is soney that's soved from other programs 
around? I sean, it's not considered new soney? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: All the programs will be consistent 
with the budget agreement arrived at between the edsinistration and 
Congress, and any reallocation of funds will be defined in the 
Getailed material provided about September Sth. 


Did he make that decision this sorning as well? The 
reallocation decision? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Some, but not all. There's still -- he 
made it in the sense that directives went beck to Dick Daerean to do 
either this or that. And so the decisions are virtually compiete, 
but there are still some little loose ends that Darean to finish 


Q If I may, related to that, when you said that you 
hed to revisit the crime program, does thet entail --in conjunction 
with drugs, you're going to heve put sore into the crise programs than 
you wanted to or shift -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Ho. When I said revisit, we were 
talking about focusing on it and putting the crise package as 
esented in -- as part of the overall effort to deal with the drug 
seve. They both go together, they both go hand in hand. The crise 
progres will not be redone, but there may be some augeenting of it in 


the drug peckege. 


Q What do you mean, sugeenting? That sounds like 
redoing. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There may be some edditional funds 
,» there say be some edditional funds spent in areas that you 
might consider part of the crime peckege. 


Q Can you in way et thie stege provide « littie 
early light on thie September Sth speech? Ie it a call to ares? is 
it an appeal to the nation? 


GOVERNOR GUNUNU: As soon a8 I get & good snewer to that 

stion -- there are four or five versions thet are being winnowed 
and I don't want to be premature in iasionting one or the other. 

I would | probably in a week or 10 Gaye, certainly by the Sth -- 


(laughter. 
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Q Governor, under earned income tax credit, is the 
President prepared -- you said you discussed this with hia this 
morning -- is he prepared to endorse that as an alternative to his 
sinieus wage proposal, or are you still talkirc about just doing it 
at the sargins in child care *nd so forth? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: The e»rned income tax credit is very 
much « part of the child care pack ye, particularly those aspects of 
the peckege that the President himself sent up. On the sinisum wage, 
the sinisum wege is still $4.25 and six-sonthe training wage. That's 
an ebsolute requirement. And it appears that the sessage is finally 
getting through to Congress on that. 


Q So you're not prepared to endorse an EITC as 4 
subst itute? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Wo. If there is a -- I think the 
President, in his veto sessage, included a suggestion that an EITC 
component of that could be considered, but that the net effect in 
teres of the minimum wage side iteelf, $4.25 was the limit and « 
six-month training wege had to be part of that. Whether you deal 
with needs, in particular needs of working sothers with an EITC 
component and build that in, for example, ae part of the child care 
peckage, he's willing to look at that. And if people want to sddress 
pert of that within the minimum wage package, if it's consistent with 
what he has sent up in the past, he is willing to look at it. 


Q Governor, there are r te from the Middle East 
that Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan of Pakistan is going to be traveling 
to Washington soon to report on his meetings with the Iranians and 
the Syrians. Can you confirm that visit? 

GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Nobody told me about it. 

Q Yes, but is it happening? 

MR. FITZWATER: The short anewer is, no. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:44 A.M. EDT 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Welcome back to those who are back. Let me make two 
announcements, if I can. 


The first is on the occasion of the 2ist anniversary 
of the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. Twenty-one years ago 
today, Warsaw Pact forces under Soviet leadership invaded 
Czechoslovakia and crushed the efforts of the people of 
Czechoslovakia and their leadership to move towards political 
reform and greater freedom. 


During the "Prague Spring” of 1968, Czechoslovakia 
embarked upon a program of political, economic and social 
reform that offered great promise for a better and freer life 
for all the nation's citizens. The “action program" of 1968 
established the precedent of a ruling party seizing the 
political initiative and embarking on a reform program while 
tolerating and encouraging growing social pluralism. 


During that Prague Spring, the government under 
Dubcek's leadership enjoyed genuine popular support, and its 
policies began to regenerate legitimacy for the Party as a 
political institution. A generation later, reforms underway 
elsewhere in Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union draw much of 
their inspiration from the failed attempts at the Prague Spring. 


A new generation, too young to have firsthand memories 
of 1968, has since grown to adulthood in Czechoslovakia. 
Neither this generation nor the rest of us should dismiss those 
days as remote history. The hopes of that Prague Spring and 
the events of that tragic August remain relevant to all those 
who live in freedom or hope to do so. 


On this important and sad anniversary, with positive 
signs of change in Hungary, Poland and the Soviet Union, it is 
our hope that the people and Government of Czechoslovakia will 
recall the events of 1968 and, together with their neighbors, 
will display a greater tolerance for freedom of expression and 
assembly in accordance with their Helsinki commitments. 


Q Do you have anything on the arrests yesterday of 
people who wanted to observe the occasion? 
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2) Let me sort of go over what the situation is 
today then. The Czechoslovak government has not reevaluated 
the 1968 invasion. It has stated that it will not tolerate 
opposition on this anniversary. 


There is a heavy police presence in Wenceslas Square 
and at checkpoints around Prague, but we have no reports of 
incidents today. Our Embassy reports that approximately 30 
youths were detained by police yesterday when they attempted to 
gather near Wenceslas Square. Despite easing of travel 
restrictions on some of its citizens over the last year, the 
Czech government has not made significant gestures in the area 
of reform and human rights. 


Q This may be a drafting problem, but did I hear 
you correctly in the last sentence of that statement that you 
read that you hope the people of Czechoslovakia will display 
wee tolerance? 


a We hope that the people and Government of 
Czechoslovakia will recall the events of 1968. 


1 Q The problem is not the people of Czechoslovakia, 
as I understand it. 


Well, the problem is that the nation as a whole, 
the people as a whole, need to understand what happened in 
1968, and, yes, that the government should display greater 
tolerance: each to do what's appropriate for himself. 


Q Since the lesson of 1968, as far as most of the 
rest of the civilized world understands it, was the intolerance 
of Czechoslovakia's neighbors to internal change, I'm wondering 
if your message is not misdirected? I can clarify that if you 
think it needs clarification. (Laughter) 


A I know what you're saying. [I don't think the 
message is misdirected. It's -- the principal thing, I think, 
to draw from '68 is the government and parties have to 
encourage reforms and see reform go forward. Yes, some of 
those governments and parties that didn't do that in 1968 were 
the ones outside, but there were also people inside the country 
that took over after the Soviets invaded. 


So it's -- you know, I take the point, but the point 
is that reform is an important process, it's a historic 
process, that needs to be respected by all, internal and 
outside. 


Q Indeed it is. Since Czechoslovakia's largest 
neighbor 21 years ago thought that the pace and extent of 
reform were too much for it to tolerate, I wonocer if we're not 
being invited to draw a similar comparison to present events in 
Poland, for example, and does the United States feel that 
there's a risk of a repetition of 1968, or some sort of 
repetition? 
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4 We addressed those sorts of questions last week. 
I'm not trying to invite you to compare with other places. I 
note in here that the Soviet Union, Poland and Hungary are 
among the countries that are implementing reforms and showing 
greater respect for the beliefs and the visions of their 


citizens. 


Q One last sort of thing, carrying this to its 
logical absurdity. Since we don't seem to be -- or the State 
Department doesn't seem to be so much concerned about the 
invasion of ‘68 or the progress of reform inside 
Czechoslovakia, I wonder if it would not be remiss of the 
Soviets to -- if it would not be appropriate for the Soviets 
and the other reforming countries to exercise pressure on 
Czechoslovakia to pursue reforms in conjunction or at the same 
pace as the Soviet Union and Poland and Hungary? 


4 What they decide to do directly with 
Czechoslovakia is up to them. I would note that all those 
countries are participants in the Helsinki process and 
adherents to that, and we all are pledged to supporting human 
rights and greater freedoms. 


Q Did you have another -- 


a Go on to the second announcement? This concerns 
a memorial service for those employees of AID and State who 
were killed in Ethiopia. 


A memorial service will be held for Agency of 
International Development and Department of State personnel on 
Wednesday, August 23, at 11:00 a.m. on the steps of the Lincoln 
Memorial, honoring those killed in Ethiopia while accompanying 
Congressman Mickey Leland. 


Those honored are Agency for International Development 
employees Gladys 0. Gilbert; Thomas J. Worrick and his wife 
Roberta; Foreign Service National Ato Debebe Agonafer; and 
Department of State employee Robert W. Woods. 


In case of rain, the memorial service will be moved to 
the Dean Acheson Auditorium in the Department of State at 11:00 
a.m. on the same day. The 23rd Street entrance will be open to 


the public during that time. 


Those interested in expressions of sympathy or 
contributions should contact the Office of East African 
affairs, Agency for International Development for more 
information. Their number is 647-5235. 


Q Could you give the home towns of the Americans on 
that list, please? 
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A Yes. We'll look into it and see if we can get 
you that. 
Q Do you know anything about the arrangements of 


the arrival of the remains? 


Aa All nine U.S. passengers and all seven Ethiopian 
passengers on the airplane that was carrying Mickey Leland have 
now been identified. The Department of Defense is making 
arrangements to carry the remains of the U.S. victims back to 
the U.S. The aircraft is expected to depart Addis Ababa 
tomorrow morning at about 11:00 a.m. Addis Ababa time. The 
plane will overnight in Frankfurt tomorrow evening. It is 
expected to arrive at Andrews Air Force Base at 3:00 p.m. on 


Wednesday. 
Q New subject? 
A New subject. 


Q Richard, what does the State Department think of 
the idea of sending American military forces to Colombia? 


A I reaily don't have anything to add to what the 
Attorney General said yesterday, other than to note that at 
this point we have not received any request for U.S. military 


assistance. 


Q Yeah, but it's not really clear what he was -- 
there's a certain unclarity about what ie meant. Could you be 
a little more specific about what it is we might or might not 
be willing to do? 


a I can't really. He said what he meant, and it 


was -- as far as [I read it -- it was a statement of things that 
we've said before. As you know, we have on occasion provided 
military assistance to countries in southern -- Central America 


-- South America, I quess. The one in Bolivia, Operation Blast 
Furnace, is the one I was thinking of. U.S. troops go 
primarily as military advisers. 


Q But we are prepared to send forces on that sort 
of operation to Colombia? 


a I just have to go back to what the Attorney 
General said yesterday. He said, “We'd consider requests for 
assistance." 


Q Do you have further words on the sweep of arrests 
and things that have occurred in Colombia over the weekend? 
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a Yes. The Government of Colombia has announced a 
number of vigorous measures in response to the recent murder of 
Senator Galan as well as of judicial and police officials. We 
hope that the perpetrators of these vicious crimes will be 
found and brought to justice. The arrests over the weekend 
indicate the commitment of the Colombian government and of its 
leaders to firm action against drug traffickers. 


Should persons wanted in the United States be 
arrested, we are, as the President said in his statement 
Saturday, ready to coordinate their extradition as 
expeditiously as possible. 


Q Any U.S. role in helping to round up drug 
traffickers in Colombia and the arrests over the weekend? 


a There's none that I'm aware of. 


Q Have we officially offered to send in teams, that 
you're aware of, to the Colombian government instead of their 
asking that we offer? 


- A I'm not aware of anything specific like that 
that's going on. We have always cooperated and worked with the 
Government of Colombia in the past, so I would expect that we 
would continue to do so. But ['m not aware of any specific 
requests for teams or anything like that. 


Q Are there outstanding warrants for anybody 
physically in Colombia? 


A There are several extradition requests for 
Colombian drug kingpins which are pending, but I have to refer 
you to Justice to get the exact nature and the exact number. 


Q Do you have any increased concern about the 
safety of Americans? 


A No. We have a very extensive travel advisory on 
Colombia that's already out, and [I think that covers the 
situation. 


Q Is that going to be revised in the face of this? 


a I'm not aware of any steps to do that. [I think 
if you look at the advisory, you'll find it's pretty firm, it's 
pretty catego"... \ about all the dangers that are down there. 


Q ‘" Cyprus: The other day the Greek and the 
Cyprus governmen.s have sent a message to your government 
against the Turkish Cypriot authorities’ decision to grant 
illegally a kind of citizenship in two Bulgarian families of 
Muslim origin which have left Bulgaria and have settled in the 
occupied by the Turkish forces area of Cyprus. I'm wondering 
what was the answer of your government? 
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a I'm afraid I don't have anything on that right 
now. We'll have to look into the case and see if there is 


something to say. 


Q Lebanon: Another threat by the Revolutionary 
Justice Organization against a couple of American hostages. [t 
apparently did name one or present the picture of Edward Austin 
Tracy. Any reaction to that threat? 


a I don't have any specific reaction to the 
specific statements. As you know, we've tried to avoid a 
back-and-forth. 


Let me take the occasion, though, to remind you of our 
very basic policy, that is that we hold the hostage-takers 
responsible for the well-being of all hostages. We expect 
those with influence over the hostage-holders to use that 
influence to ensure the continued safety of all the hostages 
and to assist in their unconditional release. 


Q How are conversations going with Iran on the 
subject of hostages? Has there been further communication with 
the Iranian government over the last several days? 


A Our diplomatic efforts continue. I don't have 
anything new to update on that other than to say that they 
continue. We have avoided going into specifics before. 


Q Richard, what does that phrase mean, “We hold 
them responsible for the well-being of the hostages?" We 
haven't done anything to retaliate for Cvlonel Higgins. Could 
you elaborate on, really, what the phrase means? 


A Well, that they shouldn't think that they can 
somehow link the fate of the hostages to some outside event; 
that they are the people directly responsible for the health 
and well-being of the hostages. 


Q Is there any kind of coordination with the French 
regarding these naval maneuvers that they are undertaking? 


) Well, we've been in touch with the French on the 
situation in Lebanon. But you really have to talk to them 
about their naval maneuvers. 


Q Do you have any readout -- 


A They've spoken and said that they were there for 
the protection of French nationals and that they had no 
military objectives. 


Q And do you have any readout about this meeting 
between Ambassador Matlock, in the Soviet Union, and Soviet 
Minister Bessmertnykh this morning? 
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No, I don't. 


They talked about Lebanon; do you know? 


> © 2? 


No. 


Q How about the fighting in southern Lebanon today 
and Israel's movement of forces into the security zone? 


a We've seen some reports of that. I don't have 
any independent confirmation of what's going on right now. 


Q Any reaction or assessment of the changes in the 
formation and the composition of the [ranian government? 


a No. 
Q Cabinet. 


Q How about Poland today? Do you further comments 
on the state of negotiations there? 


A Well, we won't get into the specifics of the 
coalition and who is being chosen and who's going to 
participate in the government. We've said very clearly those 
are matters for the Polish people to decide. 


The Polish constitution calls ‘tor the President to 
nominate a candidate for Prime Minister and for the Sejm to 
approve. That's where we stand now. 


Let me say that we do fully support the democratic 
process in Poland and the spirit of dialogue and restraint 
which has made these historic events possible. We hope these 

- events mark the beginning of a new era for Poland, one 
consistent with the democratic traditions and aspirations of 
the Polish people. 


Q Is there any reconsideration on the US. aid 
package or the rescheduling of debts? 


a I don't have anything new to what I said last 
week and what Marlin said last week. 


Q Does the U.S. believe that economic sanctions on 
Poland through the ‘80s played any role in bringing about this 
new era? 


a I'm afraid I just don't have an analysis of that 
for you. I'm sure there were a whole number of factors, but 
we've always given credit to the Polish people and to their 
desire for a more pluralistic and open system, and I think 
that's where the principal credit has to go. 





2702 


-8- Monday, 8/21/89 
Q Well, have economic sanctions worked in Poland? 
Aa Again, I don't have any analysis for you at this 
time. 
Q How closely in touch are the U.S. Government 


representatives in Poland with people like Lech Walesa as these 
negotiations go on? Is there a lot of dialogue between -- 


7 There's been a lot of contact by our Ambassador 
and there have been several Congressional delegations, or at 
least -- yes -- [I think there was one there late last week [ 


think there's another one this week, so we've been seeing the 
people in the government and with Solidarity on a fairly 
regular basis to keep up to date on what's going on. We're 
Following events very, very clesely. 


Q Do you have anything on the Angolan allegations 
of cease-fire violations by UNITA? 


A We have repeatedly urged the South African 
Government -- oh, gosh! 


Q Keep going. 


a Wrong one. (Laughter) You can ask me that 
next. “We have repeatedly..." -- boy, that was a good one. 
You can get that one next, Connie. Okay? 


I'm sorry, can we start again? (Laughter) There have 
been numerous violations of the cease-fire by both sides. We 
have urged both sides to complete the n-gotiations under 
Zairean mediation for a comprehensive and verifiable cease-fire 
as soon as possible. 


Q Any more on that one? 


A That's it. Connie, you want to ask about the 
defiance campaign? 


Q Surprise. Yes, yes, the various crackdowns, 
please. 


a Let me say that we've repeatedly urged the South 
African government to permit peaceful expressions of political 
dissent. The current crackdown on peaceful political 
protesters can only complicate South Africa's transition to a 
post-apartheid society. 


Q One more in the area: Senator Dole is promising 
continued support for Jonas Savimbi. Is there anything new in 
that? What is the status of the U.S. promises? 
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a I don't have anything new. I'm not @Qware there's 
been any change in our position. We've said that we would 
support him until genuine national reconciliation is achieved 


Q Is there any intention to have a travel advisory 
for Kenya as a result of the murder of the guy from -~ adamson 
from “Born Free?" Are you able -- 


a We put up a new travel advisory for Kenya about 
10 days or two weeks ago, advising people of the dangers. 


Q And there is no further update as 4 result of 
current events? 


a There is none that ['m aware of I wasn't aware 
of the case that you're citing. 


Q But he was murdered over the weekend 


The Afghan qovernment says it's discovering new 
kinds of U.S. weapons. Ary comment on that? 


A No. 


Q UPI quotes Japan's Kyoto News Agency as saying 
that the Japanese Prime Minister Kaifu is scheduled to visit 
Washington September 1. Oo you confirm the report? 


a The White House announced it last week. 


Q Any readout on the situation in the negotiations 
in Panama between the OAS, the government, and the armed forces 
and the opposition? The opposition was up here today and they 
suddenly cancelled a luncheon they were going to have with 
reporters. Any readout as to why that happened? 


i) No, [ don't. You'd have to ask them for that. 
The discussions in Panama continue. The report is August 23. 
As you know, they're working on the transfer of power. 


Q Is there any readout on the debate over U.S. 
bases in the Pacific, or Asia-Pacific region, and the offer by 
Singapore to put bases there? 


a To just update you or review where we are with 
Singapore, we and the Government of Singapore have been 
discussing the possibility of greater security cooperation for 
some time. We've made no cilecisions nor any commitments with 
regard to how we might follow up on these discussions. 


I think we posted something a few weeks ago and that 
remains valid. 
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Q Are these based on the assumption that the US. 
might lose its facilities in the Philippines, or are these in 
addition to the Philippines? 


a There is no connection with the bases in the 
Philippines. This is a separate discussion of mutual security 


Q Do you have a status update on the Philippine 
situation -- the bases? 
a President Aquino has indicated on several 


occasions that discussions on the Future of our facilities in 
the Philippines may begin by the end of the year. Ths *xact 
timing has not been determ’ ed. We look forward to beginning 
those discussions. And a‘ I said, the date will have to be set 
by mutual agreement. 


Q Concerning Panama, the Cuban newspaper Granma 
reported today that U.S. high-ranking officials met with Latin 
American diplomats last Friday to warn them that Washington 
could take unilateral military action in Panama. Can you 
confirm those reports? 


a No, I can't I just don't have anything to say 
on that report. 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1 90 pm.) 
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MS. GLEN: We better start with the most important 
announcement of the day, and that is John Mashek wants you ali to 
know there's a softball practice today at 5:00 p.a. 


As you know, the President ran this morning, from the 
pool report. Today he is expected to continue athletic activities -- 
tennis and boating and swiaming. 


Q Wo golf? 


MS. GLEN: Wo plan at thie time. But stay close to your 
beepers. 


Some of hie family will be departing today, so I suspect 
he'll -- they'll all stay close to Walker's Point. Mre. Bush comes 
back this afternoon at 2:30 p.s«. 


And we don’t have any other announcesonts. 


Q Alize, there have been some published reports now on 
thie Alaska trip. What can you say on that? 


MS. GLEN: Well, we just haven't otficially announced it 
yet. I think they're looking into some things for a trip, but 
nothing is firm yet. 


Q How about the other states, the other western states 
that Governor Sununu mentioned yesterday? 


MS. GLEN: There's a survey team out right now, but 
there really isn't anything firm yet. 


Q Are you going to issue a statement on Mra. Bush? 


NS. GLEN: I don't think so. You'll have to check with 
her office this afternoon, probably after 3:00 p.m. I think her -- 
she was having routine checks. 


Q Alize, Thornburgh, apparently, last night in a 
speech in Hew York reiterated some of the things yesterday thet 
Sununu eddressed yesterday about military aid and so on. Ie there a 
~~ Giftferent views within the administration ebout thie prospect? 
Why is Thornburgh continuing to reiterate this point? 


MS. GLEN: Wo, no. I mean, I think that we're always 
prepared to give Colombia the assistance and support that they 
request, but, as it was made clear in the statement we put out last 
night, he hae not requested any military assistance at this time. 
But we're fully supportive of his efforts and hie commitment to 
ending the drug trafficking in that country. 
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Q Did the President offer military assistance? 


MS. GLEN: Wo, he didn't, and nor did President Barco 
request it. 


Q Alixe, that statement last night seemed to be a 
little stronger than that -- not at thie time, but that it will not 
be necessary. I mean -- 


MS. GLEN: Well, as the Attorney General and the Chief 
of Staff pointed out, we are there to stand behind them and help them 
in the waye that they feel necessary. But President Barco was 
obviously wanting to make clear from the press reports he had read 
that that type of request had not been made. 


Q Well, it seemed that both governments were trying to 
make clear that it was not going to happen. Is that correct, or -- 


MS. GLEN: Right, right. 


Q Alixe, Colombians have taken into custody Martinez 
Romero, a& Medellin Cartel figurehead or whatever. And he's under 
indictment in the United States. Will the U.S. seek to extradite 
him? 


MS. GLEN: You'd really have to talk to Justice about 
that. I'm not sure where the extradition process is and how exactly 
it will work. I'd have to refer you to Justice. 


Q Alixe, can you confirm that the United States is 
going to give Colombian judges the sare kind of antiterrorist 
training that our diplomats receive? 


MS. GLEN: I saw that report, and we're unaware of any 
-- are you talking about a specific team going in there? 


Q Yes. 


MS. GLEN: We're not aware of any team going there. We 
can offer that kind of assistance if requested, but at this point, 
there's no ouch request that's been made. 


Q  Thornburgh's people and DEA people have talked about 
a list of about 100 drug suspects that are being reviewed for 
extradition. Do you know who these people are, if they're currently 
under indictment, if they're merely suspects, and whether in fact we 
can extradite someone who has not been formally indicted? Do you 
have any sore on who this group of 100 is? 


MS. GLEN: I really don't; I'm sorry. Again, I think 
Justice has been -- as was announced the other day, they were looking 
into the whole extradition process. 


Q Can you tell me what the President means by 
appropriate assistance? What has Barco asked for? What have we 
given him? What are we about to give him because he's asked for, 
other than military help? 


MS. GLEN: I mean, there has not been any specific 
request made. I think that the expression of support for his 
intentions has been very clear. We are very encouraged by President 
Barco’s commitment and, clearly, the people of Colombia are 
encouraged by the President's recent actions and crackdown, but there 
haven't been any specific requests for anything other than the United 
States hase always been doing since this crackdown. 


Q Are we anticipating any requests? 


MS. GLEN: Wo, but, like I said, we are always prepared 
to help. And it will depend on what specifics they're asking for to 


MORE 
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see what we can provide. 


OQ Alixe, what's the President referring -- or what's 
Merlin referring to in hie statement where he says the President 
reiterated U.S. intention to render appropriate assistance as rapidiy 
as possible? What is that? 


MS. GLEN: Well, it will depend on what specifics 
they're asking for. I mean, we'll provide training. In the past, 
DEA agents have worked with their appropriate counterparts in 
training, in research, in operations like that. 


Q Is some of that tied into the drug package that's 
going to be announced next sonth? 


MS. GLEN: Well, I mean, the drug package will deal with 
interdiction efforts and international cooperation. Sut, again, no 
specific requests have been made and I'm not aware of the specifics 
in the drug package that will be announced on September 5 vis-a-vis 
this country. 


Q Alize, within the phone call, Barco made a point of 
saying, let's put an end to this talk about troops coming in here. 
You seem to be suggesting that there was no discussion at all about 
what he might want or Bush on the other hand saying, here's what we 
can do -- just absolutely no discussion of specific assistance? 


MS. GLEN: Wot that I's aware -- not of any specifics, 
Q Alixe, is it easier or harder to do a briefing like 
thie when your mother is standing in the back of the room? 
(Laughter. ) 
MS. GLEN: Hi, Momi Much easier, Mom. (Laughter.) 
THE PRESS: Thank you. (Applause.) 
END 10:39 A.M. EDT 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I've one very brief announcement. 


We are posting in the Press Office an announcement 
concerning rail travel in Northern Ireland. It has to do with 
advice to travelers and measures being taken by the authorities 
there. 


That's the only announcement. You'll see the full 
text, and we'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Has the State Department heard a report from the 
OAS Commission in Panama? 


A The report is due tomorrow at the meeting. 

Q * Yeah, but their Commission came back over the 
weekend. Have you any idea of what they have accomplished or 
did not accomplish? 


A We've been keeping in touch with a lot of parties 
both here and in Panama, but I think we'll have to let the 
report speak for itself tomorrow. 


Q And is this meeting, as far as the State 
Department is concerned, the last gasp for multilateral action? 


A Let me tell you what we think about the meeting. 
I don't think you'll find the words “last gasp" in there. At 
tomorrow's meeting, the Foreign Ministers will hear the report 
of the Special Commission on their efforts to help achieve 
Noriega's departure and a transfer of power in Panama to 
democratic government. We understand it's scheduled to start 
at about 3:00 p.m. That's what [ have on the meeting. 


. Q The U.S. regards this as a significant milestone 
in the continuing struggle with Panama, or are they just ~-- 
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A We've supported the OAS mission. We supported 
the mandate that they have to achieve a transfer of power. 
We've stated very clearly that for that to occur, Noriega must 
go. We stated very clearly our policy, that there will be no 
accommodation with a Noriega regime. 


Those factors still hold true. We're looking forward 
to the report tomorrow to see what they've been able to achieve 
in terms of the transfer of power and the other elements of 
their mandate. 


Q Who will be representing the U.S. at the meeting 
tomorrow? 


A I expect it will be Mr. Eagleburger, but the 
scheduling of these things goes back and forth. 


Q Richard, the Peruvian President, over the weekend 
-- I think in an op-ed piece in the New York Times -- made a 
rather -- what he himself I think termed a bold suggestion that 
the U.S. speed up the timetable for handing over the Panama 
Canal in order to assure Noriega's departure. Do you have any 
comment on that? 





A I don't, really. We've always said we stand by 
the treaty the way it's written. I've never heard any 
discussion of changes.. 


Q New subject. 
A New subject. 


Q On Colombia: What is our view on the 
extraditable status of one Eduardo Martinez Romero? 


A One Eduardo Martinez Romero is charged in a 1989 
indictment in the northern district of Georgia -- Atlanta -- 
one of the indictments growing out of the Operation Polar Cap 
investigations. 


We are consulting with the Government of Colombia on 
the best way to bring this money launderer for the Medellin 
Cartel to justice in the United States. Although Martinez is 
not a major figure, we are pleased with his capture and look 
forward to bringing the major kingpins before the U.S. criminal 
justice system. 


Q Do you have anymore details on the offenses of 
which he's accused? 


A No, I don't. I think you'd have to get that from 


Justice. 
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Q Do you have anything on what measures are being 
taken or may be contemplated in conjunction with the Colombian 
Government and this new burst of activity it's gotten into. 
How can the United States take advantage of this, since we 
claim that two-thirds or more of the cocaine entering the 
country does come from Colombia? 


A Let me review, if I can briefly, the drug 
programs that have been going on with Colombia. 


The U.S. has supported Colombian eradication and 
interdiction programs for several years. The entire narcotics 
budget for Colombia is $10 million in FY-1989. Colombia 
receives additional support for its anti-narcotics programs 
from the State Department's Regional Aviation Account from 
military assistance funding and from export-import bank credit. 


The U.S. Government works with the Colombian 
Government in the areas of interdiction, law enforcement, 
eradication, and judicial protection. 


Q Just before you leave those numbers, could you 
say how much this additional support from the Aviation Account 
is worth? 


A I don't. I'm told it's a regional account that 
provides a number of aircraft and those aircraft are used in 
different countries, and it's hard to break down how much goes 
to each country. 


Q Would you go over that last sentence again -- 
"They worked together in... .?" 
a In the areas of interdiction, law enforcement, 


eradication, and protection of judges and judicial personnel. 


Q Will the extradition -- will there be a request 
for the extradition of Martinez? 


A And, as I said, we're currently discussing with 
the Colombian Government what's the best way to bring this man 
to justice in the United States. 


Q Can you tell us what parts of the existing 
programs, or what new programs -- first of all, has there been 
an expedited effort to make funds and other sorts of things 
available to the Colombian Government; and what additional 
things might be going on? 


a A lot of these programs are on-going, and so they 
will continue. The program of protection for judges and 
judicial personnel is a program that's kind of been in the 
Pipeline since about April, and that's being expedited. 
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Q What is that program? How do we help with that? 


A Let's see what sort of details I have on it. I 
don't have a lot of details here on it. It's a program that 
helps with training and with advice and support so that they 
can better protect their judicial personnel. 


Q How much money is involved in that one? 


A It's a $5 million Congressional earmark from the 
Omnibus Drug Act of last year. 


Q Who does the training? 
Aa I don't have those details with me. 


Q And that's just direct to Colombia? Not to any 
other countries? 


A That's my understanding, yes. 


Q You say you're discussing the best way to get the 
guy to the United States. But President Barco has said that he 
is setting up a program of fast extradition. Why are we not 
grabbing the mettle, to use a cliche? You know, the DA, in the 
past, has been very anxious to -- whenever they have a chance 
-- to grab somebody and get them on a plane? 


A I think this says that we are active. We are 
consulting right now with the Government of Colombia on how to 
bring this guy to the United States. 


Q This is being -- something going to happen in the 
next few days? 


A I'm not sure how the wheels of justice move in 
this area, but it's certain that we want him in the United 
States. We want to prosecute him here, and we're discussing 
with them how to get him back here. 


Q But you say you're not sure. To use a favorite 
State Department term, if you take the Colombia Government's 
statements at face value, there is a “window of opportunity" 
which could close -- no? Who's doing this? Who's doing the 
speurenne” Who understands and knows the legal ramifications 
of this? 


A Well, I think if you want legal ramifications and 
details about extradition and how it operates, you're going to 
have to go to the Department of Justice because they are the 


experts. 
Q Well, who's discussing, he asked? 


fe) I think we're doing it through our Embassy down 


there. 
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Q So it's through the State Department? 


A Now whether it's Embassy officials or whether 
they're Justice officials, I just don't know at this point. 


Q To come back to John's question -- 


A Your implication is that we're somehow just doing 
something lackadaisically here. I'm sure that's not the case. 
We are trying to get this guy back here. 


Q No, no. The implication is this -- 


A And we're down there talking to the Colombians. 
We've got people talking to the Colombians right now on how to 
get this guy back here and prosecute him. 


Q No. The implication is this -- that I've been 
asked by people who I work for who say, “We've been reading in 
the newspapers the last two days about how the Colombian 
Government is very anxious to crack down and do something very 
quickly and very fast on this and the statements being made by 
the State Department and others in the U.S. Government tend to 
be rather vague. Can you ask them to clarify what it is that 
they are doing, and how anxious and how quick they are to 
respond tc this?" That's the implication. 





A The specifics of extradition and how one goes 
about assembling all the material from different prosecutors on 
who has been indicted and where they are and how to get them 
out of Colombia and the legal briefs, and all that sort of 
stuff, that is stuff that has to be done by the Department of 
Justice and they're the ones you have to ask about it. 


I just want to make clear that we do have a very firm 
commitment to bringing these people to justice and that we are 
actively pursuing the opportunities to -- 


Q Well, is it possible we can get somebody who can 
give us some specifics on this, Richard? This is really very 
vague. 


A The specifics of extradition are with the 
Department of Justice. 


Q But it is extradition the United States is 
seeking? 


fs) We're seeking to get this guy back here. I 
assume that means extradition. 


Q There are no -- 


A Maybe the legal people have some other terms for 
different other things, and so [I can't speak for the legal -- 
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Q The thing is that the formulation leaves open the 
possibility that there are other means than extradition to 
bring this fellow oack to the United States and face justice? 
This is, I think, what we're talking about. 


A That's the kind of legal and judicial question 
that I can't answer. Whether it has to be formal extradition 
or whatever, the legal experts are not here, they're not in 
this building. They're at the Department of Justice. 


Q But if the discussions are going on through the 
U.S. Embassy in Bogota, then the State Department is not what 
you might say “at a distance” from what's going on here. There 
are cables and things that come in that talk about this. They 
don't send the cables to the Justice Department; they send them 
here. 


A John, I have no quarrel with what you're saying. 
Q I know. I'm trying to get information -- 


4 We're trying to get involved, and I'm trying to 
tell you that we're definitely involved. [t's just that ['m 
not in a position to give you the full legal explanation 
because we don't have the full explanation -- 


Q Right. That's what I'm asking you, if you can 
get somebody who can? 


a I think you have to get that person from the 
Department of Justice. 


Q Is there an interagency team working on this, and 
what agencies of government are working on this? 


a I think it's primarily us working with the 
Department of Justice. 


Q Richard, according to the Colombian Ministry of 
Justice, there are some 12,000 people rounded up in this 
crackdown. Does this raise any concern in the State Department 
about human rights violations? 


A I don't think we've seen any charges or 
accusations that they weren't being handled in accordance with 
judicial procedures. 


Q Are you investigating whether there's anybody 
else among those 12,000 that you might like to get up here? 


a I'm sure we are. I don't have anything specific 
on that. But if there's anybody else that we can get, as I 
said, there's a process of presenting requests and extradition 
papers and ail that sort of stuff. Anybody that we think we 
can prosecute here, I'm sure we'll try to get back up here. 
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Q Do you know how many Colombians are wanted by 
U.S. authorities? 


A Again, I don't have the total numbers on that. 
That's something that Justice keeps track of. 


Q Richard, are you saying, then, that the State 
Department is serving mainly as a conduit for information 
between Justice and the Colombian Government, and that you all 
are not involved at all in choosing extradition or in that area 
of behavior? That you're just an information conduit? 


A I can see if I can try to get you a better 
description of our role. My understanding is that we're more 
than just message carriers and errand boys. We are involved in 
the process and discussing with the Government of Colombia how 
to do this, but the legal expertise and the information from 
the indictments and who's wanted and the names on the lists and 
all that sort of stuff, that's being done by Justice. 


Q At what level is the coordination with Justice? 
What hierarchical level? Do you know? 


A There are basically working relationships between 
our lawyers and our desk people and working people at Justice. 


Q On Panama --- 
Q This is Assistant Secretary level. 


fe Yes. Bureau to bureau, Assistant Secretary level 
primarily. That's where the operational work is. 


Q Do you have any comments on the President's 
conversation with the President of Colombia today, or are you 
just going to pass, that off to yet another agency of the 
government? (Laughter) No barb in that question. 


a No barb in that question. The White House issued 
a statement on it. I can read it for you if you want me to, 
but it was a statement about the phone call. I don't have 
anything to add. 


Q Could you? 
Q Please. 


a What the White House said was, “The President 
this evening called President Barco of Colombia to express 
condolences for the loss of Presidential candidate Luis Carlos 
Galan and so many leaders of Colombia. The President assured 
President Barco of his strong support and expressed his 
admiration for the steps he has taken to restore law and 
order. He reiterated the United States' intention to render 
appropriate assistance as rapidly as possible. 
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"President Barco indicated he had read press 
speculation about the use of U.S. troops in Colombia. He 
affirmed to the President that U.S. troops would not be 
necessary." 

The call took place at 8:06 p.m. E.0.T. 

Q Yesterday. 

a Yesterday. 


Q During the Redskin game. (Laughter) 


fe Do you have any comment on John's coverage of the 
Redskin game, or will he leave that to some other reporter? 
(Laughter) 


Q He'll pass it off to another department. 


a Let's go over here. 

Q The National Association of Arab-Americans in 
Washington sent a letter to Secretary of State -- urgent letter 
yesterday -- about the 14-year-old Palestinian-American -- or 


American-Palestinian who reportedly was killed in the West 
Bank. And in the letter also there was a story about two other 
missing Palestinian—Americans -- American-Palestinians, one 
18-year-old and one 16-year old. 


Could you please tell us something about this 
communication, and what did you hear from the Israelis about 
this whole issue, this tragedy that happened? 


a I'm not aware of the two other cases that you're 
speaking of. On August 17, a member of Amjad Hussein Jibrin's 
family reported his disappearance to our Consulate in 
Jerusalem. The youth, an American citizen, was born in 1974 in 
the state of Colorado and has been residing in the West Bank in 
the Town of €1 Bira. 


Early on the morning of August 19, our Consulate in 
Jerusalem was informed that the body of the boy had been found 
in the vicinity of El Bira. Our Consulate in Jerusalem has 
visited the Jibrin family and has offered them our condolences 
and assistance. 


U.S. Embassy officials have requested that Israeli 
authorities conduct a full and prompt investigation into his 
death. We extend our heartfelt sympathies to the Jibrin family. 


Q Are you satisfied with -- so far there were a 
couple of reports yesterday in the Washington Times about 
Israeli army investigation, that they say that he was not 
killed by the Israeli soldiers. The answer that Israel gave 








/ 
37/7 
-9- Tuesday, 8/22/89 


you about the murder or death of this youth, Amjad, is it 
acceptable to the United States, or you have -- you're going to 
be hearing more from the Israelis about this issue? 


A Well, first, I understand the jurisdiction in the 
case has been transferred to the National Police. I'm not 
quite sure what that means. But I would note that we're 
continuing our contact with Israeli authorities about the case, 
and we have not yet received an official response to our 
request for an investigation. 


Q And about the two others who are missing? You 
know, that --— I can provide you with this -- (document handed 
to Mr. Boucher). 


a If you would, we can look into it. 
Q You consider this -— this is something more of 
threatening to Arab-Americans -- or Palestinian-Americans who 


visit their relatives? I just came back last Friday, and [ was 
not exposed to such thing, but there was some -- you know, some 
concern now growing into the Arab-American community to try to 
visit their relatives and come back. 


A Well, we're very concerned about this. We've 
made a point of asking for unrestricted Consular access to make 
sure we can visit the families and talk to them. We've 
insisted on that. I don't have any general comments to make 
about several cases, because, as I said, I'm only aware of one. 


Q Doesn't this strike you funny that the [Israeli 
army is cordoning the house of this family in El Bira and not 
allowing anybody to visit the family to share with them the 
sorrow, except the lawyers and possibly the Consular Section of 
the Embassy or the Consulate in East Jerusalem? Doesn't this 
look funny? 


a Well, I don't have any comments on whether it 
looks funny or not. I would just say what [ briefly said, 
that our Consular officials have been in touch with the 
family. The Consulate reports as you do, that the area around 
the family home has been declared a closed military zone, and 
that access has been impeded, and we have again requested 
Israeli authorities to assure our unrestricted Consular access 
to the American citizen parents of the dead American youth. 


Q Well, on this issue, it was discussed last year, 
I believe, when there was a Mclean, Virginia, citizen of the 
United States with her children who went to visit, and she was 
impeded, and she was returned to the United States, and her 
children. And I believe there was consultations between the 
United States and Israel, and there was sort of maybe a 
protocol or a memorandum of understanding about treating the 
American citizens of Arabic background who visit their 
relatives differently from this brutality and this arbitrary 
regulation now. 
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a ['m not familiar with any protocol or what 
happened last year. I quess we can look into that and see if 
that affects this particular case. 


Q Richard, on Panama, after the September 1 
elections, will we recognize Guillermo Endara as the new 
President, and if Noriega appoints a new President, will -- 
what specific action will be taken? 


a I don't have any predictions for September 1. 
We're still looking forward to the OAS report tomorrow and 
we're hopeful that they can achieve the transfer of power. I 
would say that our policy of not accommodating with a 
Noriega—dominated regime is not something that's going to 
change on September 1. So if he appoints someone, I think that 
would still apply. 


Q What are the chances now that Secretary of State 
Baker will be going back to Paris for the conference on 
Cambodia? 


vs I don't have anything new on that. There's 
nothing scheduled that I'm aware of. 


Q On Cyprus, it was reported today that the 
Turkish-Cypriot leader, Mr. Raouf Denktash, rejected the U.N. 
plan for a solution to the Cyprus problem. Do you have any 
comment on that? , 

6 We have seen the reports of Mr. Denktash's public 
statement, but we have no formal notification of any decisions 
that might have been taken by the Turkish-Cypriot “legislative 
assembly” regarding the negotiations. The U.S. continues to 
support strongly the good offices mission of the U.N. Secretary 
General. We believe that the negotiations conducted over the — 
past year have created an opportunity for real progress in 
achieving a solution to the Cyprus problem. 


We hope that both sides will continue to cooperate 
fully with the U.N., and we hope that the talks will resume 
shortly. 


Q This is another easy question. The Japanese 
Prime Minister will come September 1, and also the Japanese -- 
the new Foreign Minister come with the Prime Minister. So that 
Secretary Baker will discuss with the new Japanese -- the 
Foreign Minister. What kind of agenda you are preparing, or is 
there any guidance? 





Also, secondly, the State Department couldn't give 
high assessment to the new Japanese Prime Minister, Mr. Kaifu, 
because the State Department said the former Prime Minister Uno 
is excellent statesman. At this time the State Department 
didn't say that Kaifu is an excellent statesman. Is there any 
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difference of the assessments? If so, we can't help to think 
the State Department thinks Uno Government will be an internal 
government -- they will think so. 


a Let me try to take it backwards. [I don't have 
any predictions on how long any particular Japanese Government 
might last. I wouldn't read too much into the different words 
that we used. We have a very high regard for the Japanese 
Government and the importance of the relationship, and we look 
forward to working with Mr. Kaifu on statesmanlike issues in a 
statesmanlike manner. 


And, finally, on the agenda that we're preparing for 
the visit of the Prime Minister and the Foreign Minister, I 
don't really have any specifics, other than to say that as far 
as I know the plans are to have a broad-ranging and very 
substantive discussion. There's some particular issues that 
concern us now like Cambodia and the Philippines' initiative, 
but we have a very broad agenda. The Secretary has spoken 
about the global partnership with Japan, and I expect that 
would figure prominently as a way to characterize the 
discussion. 


Q Two on South Africa right from the headlines of 
the Post Anything on the new wave of arrests in South Africa 
today | 


a No. I don't have anything today. 


Q Okay. Anything on new terms by the ANC to 
reinstate “peace talks" with South Africa? 


Aa Let me make sure this is the right one. Yes. 


There is much that is encouraging in the proposal. 
Many of the points in the ANC document parallel our own public 
statements. We've repeatedly urged all parties to the South 
African conflict to reject violence and commit publicly to a 
process of peaceful negotiation leading to the establishment of 
a non-racial and democratic post-apartheid society. 


We have long stated that this is a South African 
problem which will require innovative South African solutions, 
and we have urged the South African Government to create a 
political climate conducive to real negotiations with 
legitimate black leaders. 


Q Anything new today on some of the topics 
yesterday -- UNITA, Namibia? Anything you'd like to offer. 


a No. 


Q Iran, hostages, Lebanon, Iranian statements 
Anything there? (Laughter) 
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“ Do you have a question? 
Q Yes. Do you have any reaction to the Iranian 


News Agency's apparent endorsement of apparent threats to the 
hostages in the event of a Western military intervention in 
Lebanon? 


A We spoke about those threats yesterday. 
Q These are new threats. 


a I really don't have anything to add. We said 
that we didn't intend to respond to every specific threat that 
was made. 


Q Do you have a comment on a GAO report that says 
sanctions are not being properly imposed, and that the State 
Department failed to provide the Customs Department with a list 
of products that are banned under the 1986 law? 


i) I can get something more detailed for you on 
that, but let me just say that we've provided to Customs 
everything that was required under the law. We've cooperated 
very closely with them in administering the law. 





Q What country are you talking about? 
i) South African sanctions. 


Q Back to Colombia, Richard. NBC last night 
obtained a tape, apparently made by the narco syndicates in 
Colombia, and it shows hit squads being trained by Israelis and 
South Africans. Actually, you hear an Israeli officer speaking 
in Hebrew, and that's translated into Spanish. 


Do you have any confirmation that there are I[sraelis 
and South Africans training these hits squads, and, if so, have 
you made any protests or asked the Israelis and South Africans 
to get their citizens out of Colombia? 


a At this point I don't have much to say. We're 
looking into the reports. I don't have confirmation for you, 
but we would be very concerned about the possibility that 
foreign nationals were assisting the criminal drug cartels in 
Colombia. 


Q~. Have you been in touch with Israel and South 
Africa on this? 


a I think at this point we're still looking into 
reports, so I can't give you any specifics. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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KEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 22 PRESS BRIEFING 


DEATH OF PALESTINIAN-AMERICAN YOUTH 





Q: What about the report that two friends of Jibreen -- Haithem 
Mohamed Sherif Suleiman, American Citizen, 18 years old; and Mohamed 
Ali el-Keishi. US permanent resident. 15 years old -- were arrested 


by the Israelis? 

's 
A: TWO PRIENDS OF AMJAD JIBREEN -- ONE AMERICAN CITIZEN. ONE 
PERMANENT RESIDENT -- HAVE BEEN REPORTED MISSING IN THE WEST BANK. 
WE HAVE RAISED THESE REPORTS WITH THE ISRAELIS. US PRIVACY ACT LAWS 


DO NOT ALLOW US TO DISCUSS THESE CASES FURTHER. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 22 PRESS BRIEFING 


.  ARAB-AMERICANS IN WEST BANK 


Q: Do you draw any comparisons between the cases of 
discriminatory treatment of Arab-Americans by Israel reported two 
years ago and the death of Amjad Jibreen? 


A: --WE SEE NO CONNECTION BETWEEN THOSE CASES AND 


THE TRAGIC DEATH OF MR. JIBREEN. 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 23, 1989, 12:50 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have no announcements, so I'd be glad to take your questions. 


Q Do you know anything about the story concerning 
the Colombian Medellin folks who allegedly have fled to Panama? 


A I can't confirm those press reports, but I would 
note that it is certainly true that Panama has been a haven in 
the past. In the period immediateiy after the murder of 
Colombian Justice Minister Lara in 1984, Cartel bosses were 
reliably reported to have stayed in Panama City. 


Noriega has turned Panama into a major center for 
money-laundering and transshipment of cocaine. In addition, 
Noriega has provided material support, including weapons, to 
the drug bosses and their terrorist allies such as the M-19. 


The recent wave of assassinations in Colombia 
tragically illustrates the threats posed by narcotics 
traffickers to the democracies of this hemisphere. Noriega's 
proven willingness to aid the international drug cartels is a 
clear threat to hemispheric security. His departure and the 
creation of a democratic government in Panama is vital if the 
fight against drugs is to succeed. 


Q What do you think his prospects are? What do you 
think the prospects of that are? 


fs) I'm not going to give predictions and estimates. 
We'll see how the work of the OAS went, and we'll see what 
happens. 


Q There have also been reports on that same 
information that Nicaragua may have been involved in giving 
refuge to some of these drug lords. Do you have anything on 


that? 

A I don't have anything specific on those reports 
either. I can't confirm the whereabouts of these people at 
this point. | 


Q If that was going to be proven true, would that 
affect the situation of Nicaragua and the peace process and the 
image in general that's been developing? 
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A That's speculative at this point. If it were 
true, I'm sure we would be equally concerned. We think that 
drug trafficking represents a threat to the country's neighbors 
and the whole hemisphere, and we think it's important that 
people not give any such support. 


Q And, finally, there have been reports previously 
to this of Nicaraguan involvement in drug trafficking, even 
with high officials of that government. Do you have anything 
to say on that? 


a I don't have anything new at this point. No. 


Q Where does the extradition request process stand 
at this point with Colombia? 


A CFficials from the Department of State and 
Justice are engaged in consultations with Colombian officials 
to determine the requirements necessary to complete the 
extradition process under the emergency decree. 


Late yesterday the Department of State instructed our 
Embassy in Bogota to present a provisional arrest request for 
Eduardo Martinez Romero to the Government of Colombia, so that 
he can be returned to the United States to stand trial in 
Atlanta on charges of money-laundering for the Medellin Cartel. 


Today, Embassy Bogota is making provisional arrest 
requests for the “top 12" fugitives which Attorney General 
Thornburgh listed yesterday. These requests are the basis upon 
which the Colombian Government can arrest the fugitives. 


As the Attorney General said, we've circulated the 
names of the most wanted traffickers on the INTERPOL network to 
alert law enforcement agencies worldwide that the US is seeking 
these individuals for prosecution. 


We are instructing our Embassies to support these law 
enforcement efforts through appropriate diplomatic channels. 
The U.S. is continuing to prepare formal extradition packages, 
including supporting documentation, against the 12 and against 
Martinez, and we are continuing to determine what other 
individuals believed to be in Colombia are fugitives from U.S. 
justice. 


We also expect to meet this week with senior Colombian 
Government officials to continue our discussion of the details 
of the extradition process. 


Q Meet there, or meet here? 


A I'm afraid I car't go into details on that. 
We're trying to avoid too much focus on specific meetings and 
individuals because of the security situation. 
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Q How senior? 
A Very -- very senior. 
Q Is there a plane that has been sent by the U.S. 


Government to Bogota to whisk away -—- 


A I'm not aware of any. I don't know for sure, I 
guess, is the answer. 


Q Is a U.S. C-130 sitting on a runway down in 
Bogota? 


A I don't know anything about those reports. I 
just have to leave it at that. 


Q As this confrontation with the Colombian drug 
lords materializes, is there concern that U.S. officials may be 
in danger? Are there any security measures being introduced, 
special? 


A We won't talk about our security measures. I 
would say that our people in Colombia and in other places where 
this threat exists have always been on a high state of 
readiness or care in their security procedures, and I'm sure 
that continues. 


Q What about aid requests? Has there been a 
specific request for specific things from Colombia yet? Where 
does that --— the money and equipment and all of that -- stand? 

A I don't have anything on specific new requests 


here. We outlined yesterday, I think, the programs that we 
have underway, and that we are doing with Colombia, and the 
President said -- I believe again today, as he said to 
President Barco the other night -- that we stand ready to help 
them in any appropriate way. 





Q But it wasn't clear whether there had been a 
specific request for specific things. 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q What about the status of dependents of Embassy 
employees? Has that changed in any way? Are they there? will 
they be brought out? Have they been brought out? 


a I'm not aware of any changes. Are they there? I 
guess it's something I ought to look into, but I'm not aware 
that there's been a change in recent days. I assume they are 
there. 


Q Besides these bilateral discussions, is the 
United States talking with any other countries in Latin America 
about the situation in Colombia? 
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a I said we were instructing Embassies to 
coordinate with other governments on law enforcement activities. 


Q Has there been any particular specific threats to 
the U.S., to our people in Colombia, in the wake of the 
crackdown, down there, inc vocal support of Barco? 


a Nothing speci hat I'm aware of. 


Q And there have been no incidents that you are 
aware of? 


a Again, no. 


Q Richard, is there anyone else among the 10,000 
people who have been rounded up in Colombia that we would like 
to extradite besides Martinez Romero? 


A I haven't gone through the whole list of the 
10,000, so I can't say for sure. I mean, the process of those 
arrests and the processing of those people is under Colombian 
law. It's a matter that the Colombians decide. Our interest 
is in the kingpins and the people that are indicted in the 
United States. So the process from our point of view is of 
identifying those who were already indicted or who we have 
information on, who we consider fugitives, and then presenting 
those. , 


I'm not aware of any other specific, named individuals 
among the 10,000, but, you know, I'm not sure anybody sat down 
with the whole list yet. The point is that we present a 
request for provisional arrest or extradition, and the 
Colombians then determine if they have that person in custody, 
or what they can do to get that person in custody. 


Q Do you have information today about third-—country 
nationals training folks in the Medellin Cartel that you didn't 
have yesterday? 


A I don't have any new information. As I said 
yesterday, we're very concerned. We are looking into it. I 
would note an Israeli Ministry of Foreign Affairs statement 
which denies [sraeli Government involvement. 


The statement said that if there are Israeli citizens 
involved on their own, they may be subject to Israeli law, and 
that Israel will take all possible steps to prevent such 
activities. 


Q What about wiretapping of Emoassy communications 
by terrorist groups? 


ve We're not aware of any attempts to tap the phones 
of the U.S. Embassy in Bogota. 
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Q Have there been any contacts with any other 
governments, asking for aid or help in trying to find if these 
people have Fled into those countries? Spain was mentioned, 
for example, in one of the reports. 


A Let me go back to what I said to begin with. 
We're instructing our Embassies to support these law 
enforcement efforts through appropriate diplomatic channels. I 
won't get into individual countries, but we are pursuing this 
with other governments as well. 


Q On the Colombian situation with the third 
nationals, have you heard anything from South Africa, and have 
you spoken directly to the governments of Israel and South 
Africa? 


a There is nothing on either of those questions 
that I'm aware of. No. 


Q New subject? 
a Yes. 
Q Has the U.S. heard from Pakistan following 


Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan's visit to Iran to sort of 
negotiate on behalf of the hostages? 





" A I'm afraid we've avoided going into specific 
channels, specific discussions of Iran, with different people. 
I don't have anything to say on that. 


Has the U.S. been talking to Pakistan regarding a 
role that Pakistaii could play after the release? 


A I don't have anything to say on specific 
countries as regards the hostages. I'm sorry. 


A Panamanian opposition leader said this morning 
that the negotiations for Noriega's departure had failed. Do 
you have any reaction, confirmation, comment? 


A No, I don't. I think the determination of that 
is really going to be made by the OAS when they hear the report 
this afternoon. We'll have to await that. 


Q Can we return to Colombia for just one moment? 
The provisional arrest request, how does that differ from an 
extradition request? What -- 


A Funny you should ask. 


Q It just so happens you have’? 
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s Provisional arrest requests often initiate the 
process of extradition. Such requests are presented through 
diplomatic channels. They outline the charges against the 
fugitive and the factual basis for such charges. Under 
Colombian law and international legal practice, provisional 
arrest requests provide a basis to arrest a fugitive and then 
to detain him for a substantial period of time. That is, 30 
days or even more. 


We expect that the Government of Colombia will 
continue its efforts, as part of its crackdown against all 
aspects against narcotics trafficking, to arrest and detain 
Colombian narcotics traffickers. Upon arrest of these 
fugitives in Colombia by Colombian authorities, the extradition 
process would continue under the emergency decree issued by 
President Barco on August 19, 1989. 


Based upon Embassy Bogota's discussions with Colombian 
authorities, we believe that extradition would then be 
accomplished swiftly in accordance with this decree. 


Q So it's a precondition for extradition. Could 
you have extradition without a provisional arrest request? 


a It's a way to provide grounds for them to detain 
somebody, and so to the extent that a man is still a fugitive, 
it's a condition -- it's a step that we have to take to ask 
them to arrest him or to detain that person, and then the 
extradition requests are filed. 


Whether, if they already have somebody in custody, you 
need to go through this anyway, I'm not sure. It's something 
legal experts would have to answer, and it may be one of the 
details of how this process works that we're discussing still 
with the Colombians. 


Q It's a way to lay down a marker to Colombia, is 
that not correct? 


A It says, “We want this guy." 
Q "Hold him." 


A "Hold him. We'll get you the rest of the papers 
to extradite him." 


Q I'm sorry. In the case of Martinez Romero, do 
you have any -- are you able to forecast -- you talked about 
swift extradition. Are you able to give us any sense of how 
much time would elapse before he's brought to this country? 





a No, I'm not. 
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Q But “swift,” then wouldn't apply to him? 


“ No. “Swift” would apply to him as well. But I 
can't give any number of days or expected arrival or flight 
numbers, or anything like that. 


Q On South Africa, there's some more tear gassings, 
and so forth, connected with the anti-apartheid campaigns. Do 
you have any comments today? 


a I don't have anything new today. I spoke about 
it a day or two ago. 


Q Okay. I guess Bishop Tutu and a group of school 
children were tear gassed. Can we get a reaction? 


o We've seen the reports, and we've expressed our 
support for peaceful demonstrations before. 





Q Do you have any observations on what is happening 
in the Baltics today? 


Q The demonstrations on the SOth Anniversary -- 

A The 50th Anniversary, and all that. 

Q -- and yearning for independence, and so forth? 

rs) Well, I can recall for you our policy on the 
Baltics. I will say the U.S. does not recognize the 
incorporation of the Baltic states into the USSR. We firmly 
support the peaceful efforts of the Baltic peoples to regain 
control over their own political and economic destinies. 

Do you know whether under U.S. policy U.S. 

diplomats and consular officers can make official visits to the 
Baltic Republics? Could you check on what the policy is now? 


Aa I'll check on the policy on that. We don't have 
official meetings, but I'll have to check on the other aspect 
of visits. 


Q It's covered under Leningrad. 
Q Do you have anything specific -- 


a Those are still official -— our people in 
Leningrad. 


Q Do you have anything specific on the 50th 
Anniversary of the Ribbentrop-Molotov Pact? 


a No. If you like, I would reiterate our policy on 
the Baltics, if you want me to. 
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Q In years past the United States has always spoken 
out on this anniversary. Why suddenly do we just repeat our 
policy? Are there -- 


i I'm just not familiar with the practice in years 
past. In year “present” it was decided that there was no need 
to commemorate. 





Q Time to turn back to the old newspaper. Okay. 
Yasser Arafat's saying the PLO may reconsider its plan if the 
U.S. and Israel spurn its plan. 


5 I have no specific comments on the words he used, 
and what exactly he said. I would say only that the PLO has 
undertaken specific commitments in its acceptance of Israel's 
right to exist, its acceptance of U.N. Resolutions 242 and 338, 


and its renunciation of terrorism. 


It was in this context that the US opened its dialogue 
with the PLO in December of last year. All parties to the 
conflict should be motivated by a desire to move the peace 
process forward. 


Q Any assessment on how those talks are going with 
the PLO? 


A No. 


Q And on Angola -- anything on the peace situation 
there, or peace talks there? 


i) Something specific? 

Q I'll have to go back to the newspaper. (Laughter) 
You might want to ask me about -- 

Q I've got my headline, if you want. Go ahead. 


i) Reports of what the OAU, the 8-nation summit, did 
in Harare. 


Q What did the summit do in Harare? 


A The Harare Summit endorsed the peace process and 
expressed its confidence in the mediator. However, it appears 
that the Summit's reiteration of what had been agreed to at the 
Gbadolite Summit includes some elements to which in fact UNITA 
may not have agreed, and which were not included in the 
Gbadolite Declaration. 


National reconciliation in Angola can only be achieved 
by agreemeit of UNITA and the MPLA through direct 
negotiations. We expect another round of these negotiations to 
be scheduled in Kinshasha shortly. 
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I would note that Jonas Savimbi announced over the 
weekend that he has instructed his delegation to sign a 
cease-fire agreement. We have urged doth parties to move 
rapidly to sign and to implement an effective cease-fire and 
move to negotiation on the central issue of how to achieve 
national reconciliation. We remain confident this can be done. 


Q Thank you. I couldn't have said it better 
myself. (Laughter) 


Q On Colombia again, there was an editorial in The 
New York Times today that described Colombia's drug fighting 
equipment and personnel as woefully inadequate, and said that 
the United States should be offering more. 





Has Colombia -- you've been asked this already -- but, 
once again, has Colombia asked for any help? Does the U.S. 
think that Colombia has the manpower and tools to do the job? 
Or y this all being held for the President's speech September 
Sth 


a On the question of whether they have the manpower 
and tools to do the job, they obviously have the manpower and 
tools to arrest a very large number of people to get some of -- 
at least one key individual into custody and to begin the 
process of extradition. So I wouldn't fault them for their 
efforts or for their abilities. 


I would say that we've always tried to help other 
countries with whatever they think they need. I think the 
President reiterated that today. 


Q Have they asked for -- 

a I don't have any information here on specific 
requests and reactions. We've got a program that's ongoing. 
We've done some things. I spoke yesterday, I believe, of our 
efforts to expedite one program that could be expedited, and we 
will continue to support them in any way that they see fit. 


Q Do you have a comment on the telephone talk 
between Gorbachev and Polish Communist Party Chief? 


A No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:08 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 23 BRIEFING POSTED: August 23, 1989 





COLOMBIA: STATUS OF EMBASSY DEPENDENTS 





Q: What is the status of personnel at the U.S. Embassy in 
Bogota? 


A: THERE HAS BEEN NO CHANGE IN THE STATUS OF PERSONNEL AT THE 


EMBASSY. NO MINOR DEPENRENTS ARE ALLOWED TO ACCOMPANY 


EMBASSY PERSONNEL AT THIS POST. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 23 BRIEFING POSTED: August 23, 1989 








BALTIC STATES: TRAVEL RULES FOR U.S. DIPLOMATS 





Q. Do American diplomats ‘gravel to the Baltic states ? I€ so, 
what do they do there ? 


A. U.S. DIPLOMATS TRAVEL REGULARLY TO ESTONIA, LATVIA, AND 





LITHUANIA TO PERFORM CONSULAR DUTIES, ASSIST AMERICANS WHO MAY 





BE IN NEED, AND CARRY OUT THEIR FUNCTIONS OF REPORTING ABOUT 








EVENTS IN THOSE COUNTRIES. HOWEVER, DURING SUCH TRIPS THEY DO 





NOT MEET WITH SENIOR REPUBLIC COMMUNIST PARTY OR GOVERNMENT 





OFFICIALS. TH{S BAR TO HIGH-LEVEL CONTACTS FLOWS FROM THE U.S. 








POLICY OF NOT RECOGNIZING THE FORCIBLE INCORPORATION OF THE 
BALTIC STATES INTO THE USSR. FROM TIME TO TIME WHILE IN THE 
BALTIC STATES, OUR OFFICERS MEET LOCAL OFFICIALS AND OTHERS, 





INCLUDING ENVIRONMENTALISTS, SCHOLARS, CLERGYMEN, AND 


PARTICIPANTS IN THE NEW PRO-REFORM MOVEMENTS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #150 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 24, 1989, 12:59 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement and one statement. 


The announcement is that, available in the Press 
Office is a Fact sheet on the Japanese Red Army terrorist 
group. This is one of a series of reports prepared by the 
Office of Counter-Terrorism. We've put out a number in the 
past. This is the one on the Japanese Red Army. 


The statement concerns South Africa: The United 
States Government has repeatedly urged the Government of South 
Africa to permit the fullest possible expression of political 
dissent. We call on all parties in South Africa to reject the 
continuing cycle of violence. One of the tragic results of 
this violence has been that now soon after large numbers of 
detainees had been released, the government has begun to 
re-arrest key opposition leaders. 


A prominent example was the detention last week of 
Mohammed Valli Moosa, a leading figure in the banned United 
Democratic Front who had been working to organize a conference 
of anti-apartheid organizations to discuss the crucial issue of 
negotiations with the government. 


Current events in South Africa serve to underline the 
need, which we have long advocated, for the government to allow 
all sides to freely voice their opposition. We again urge the 
South African Government to create a climate in which real 
negotiations with legitimate black leaders can take place. 


All sides should avoid actions that may reduce the 
changes for an early start to negotiations. We call on the 
South African Government to exercise maximum restraint in the 
use of force against peaceful, political protesters. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Richard, on another subject. Now that the 
Organization of American States' special session failed to come 
to any agreement on action to take against Noriega, what does 
the U.S. Government plan to do? 
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A I really don't think I can speculate about our 
future actions. I would note that our commitment to the . 
transfer of power to democratic forces in Panama, the 
commitment that was in the OAS Agreement which the President 
and others have expressed many times, that remains very firm. 
Our view that there can be no accommodation with a Noriega 
regime remains very firm. 


At this point, I don't want to speculate on what our 
next steps may be. 


Q Well, without specifically talking about what 
steps, can you say that the United States now has abandoned its 
hope for multilateral actions? 


A The OAS meeting resulted in the possibility -- 
first, there's an Inter-American Commission on Human Rights 
visit to Panama that's scheduled for an early date from the OAS 
meeting. That remains a multilateral tool, a multilateral 
instrument of determining. 


Q If Panama consents? 


A If Panama consents. The OAS meeting declared 
that this special consultation of the Foreign Ministers remains 
aoe and can be reconvened at any time. But, obviously, 
Noriega remains in power at the OAS meeting. The OAS mission 
has made its efforts, and the key to solving the problem is for 
Noriega to be willing to discuss the terms of his departure. 


I would envisage that it would take something like 
that for the OAS to get involved again. 


Q So you haven't answered the question. 


A Because he put the question in such stark terms. 
Our emphasis on the OAS and the mission has not, at this point, 
led to the result we hoped it might achieve. But the OAS 
possibility remains open. It's just not, one might say, as 
active as it has been for the last few months. 


I would point out that Acting Secretary Eagleburger 
made clear yesterday that we don't think the OAS efforts have 
been in vain. They have focused attention on Noriega, and that 
each member country now must deal with the problem. He said, 
"If the terms of the OAS mandate have not been met by September 
1, then the Noriega regime will have declared itself to be an 
outlaw among civilized nations and we should treat it 

accordingly." 


Q The OAS possibility still remains open, you 
said. Is this one of several options that the Administration 
is considering? 








2740 


-3- Thursday, 8/24/89 


A Our policy all along has been one of certain 
actions we felt the U.S. Government should take and certain 
actions which we hope that other governments would take 
individually, and actions that the OAS might take on a 
multilateral basis. I'm just noting the fact that the OAS 
option remains there. But the key to the problem is still 
Noriega. Our other measures or sanctions remain in place. Our 
standing by the treaty and our exercises to ensure that our 
rights under the treaty are respected, those remain. 


Q Are you considering tightening the embargo? 
A I don't want to speculate on next steps. 


Q Specifically, what happens after September 1 to 
the Panamanian Embassy in Washington? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


" Q The Ambassador says he's turning it over to you 
all. 
A To me? 
Well, to the Department of State. You're the 
Spokesman. 


A I don't have anything on that, on September 1. 


Q He says he's going to lower the flag, turn the 
key, and hand it to officials of the U.S. Department of State. 


A Again, I don't want to speculate at this point on 
what we'll do about the recognition question on September 1. 


Does the State Department think that U.S. 
military exercises in Panama have been helpful? Are they 
regrettable? Are they not helpful, as the Special Commission 
apparently found out last night? 


A We believe very strongly that the Commission's 
efforts were undone by Noriega's evident refusal to negotiate 
his own departure from power. We will continue to assert our 
rights and meet our responsibilities under the Panama Canal 
Treaties. 


Q Is the criticism of the United States contained 
in the report of the Commission? 


a I just have to reiterate what I said, that the 
Commission's efforts were undone not by something that we did 
but by Noriega's refusal. 


Q But that's a total non sequitur? 
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A No, it's not. 


Q’ That's not the question. The report states that 
the U.S. military exercises carried out in Panama had a 
negative impact on their efforts to bring about a solution and 
went on to say, well, they couldn't say whether these exercises 
were illegal or not, they found that they had happened at an 
inopportune time. And then it also further went on and called 
for an ending of U.S. sanctions and other -- do we accept that 
or not? 


A No, we do not accept that. We believe the 
Commission's efforts were undone by Noriega's refusal to 
discuss the terms of his departure from power. 


If, as Mr. Eagleburger said last night, on 
September 1 Panama becomes an outlaw nation, what changes in 
the U.S. approach to Panama will occur? 


a Changes that I'm not inclined to speculate on at 
this point. 


Q New subject? 


Q No. One more. The mission also suggested that 
the United States establish diplomatic relations and end the 
sanctions. What is the U.S. reaction to that? 


A Our policy on that remains unchanged. We've long 
said there can be no accommodation with a Noriega-—dominated 
regime in Panama. But I would note that Acting Secretary 
Eagleburger said clearly last night, "Nothing would please my 
government or the American people more than to end the measures 
currently in place and to re-establish normal relations with a 
democratic Panama." 


Q The mission also said in its final report that 
nad there been more time, it believed that it could have 
achieved its mission, its goal of arranging a peaceful transfer 
of power. Does the United States agree with that? 


A I would just note what I noted before, that there 
do remain possibilities for OAS action that were left open by 
the OAS meeting last night. The key was and has been Noriega's 
departure from power. 


Q In the past, there have been many ultimatums by 
the United States on this matter and it frequently acceded to 
give the multinational efforts more time. Is there a 
consideration of really giving more time this time, or is this 
a final date? 


A You mean a specific new mandate, or something 
like that? That was not produced by the meeting last night. I 
would note that the September 1 deadline is the deadline of the 
Panamanian Constitutional process, and that's what the goal has 
always been. 
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Q Richard, is there some special significance to 
the term “outlaw state" or “outlaw nation?" Is that a 
quasi-legal status that allows us to wipe them out? 


a I've never heard a lawyer use words like that. 
No, I think it's just a very clear expression of Noriega's 
position in the hemisphere based upon his support for drugs, 
his human rights violations, his failure to respect the will of 
his people. He's basically thumbing his nose at the rest of 
the hemisphere. 


Q The word does have a certain implication. One 
can do things to an outlaw than one could not do to an 
upstanding member of the community. Is that not right? 


A I'm not going to join you in speculating along 
those lines. 


Q Did the visit of the Colombian Foreign Minister 
have anything to do with Panama, or did they have anything to 
do with Colombia? And if the latter, then can we talk about 
Colombia? 


A He was up here for the meeting of the OAS 
Ministers. I think he chaired it, as a matter of fact. 


Q To the building? 
A Oh, his visit to the building? 
Q Yes. 


A At his visit to the building this morning, he met 
with Acting Secretary Eagleburger. They discussed both the 
situation in Panama and the fight against drugs. 


Q And what did they talk about in the fight against 
drugs? Did he request an immediate release of money, or what? 


A I don't think I really have anymore details for 
you on that. No, I'm afraid I don't have any specifics on that 
meeting other than that they discussed those subjects. 


Q (Inaudible) for example, which is under physical 
assault from that? 


A I didn't say they didn't discuss something. They 
discussed Panama and the fight against drugs and Colombia's 
efforts against drug traffickers. I'm sure they discussed 
those things in great detail. 


Q We've now made the transition with Colombia? 


A We have. 
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Q Good. Can you straighten out this business about 


funds that the United States is or is not providing, how much 
we are spending, what it's for, what hasn't been delivered, why 
hasn't -- all the stuff that their Justice Minister is 


complaining about? 
A I'd be glad to, John. 
Q Good. Terrific. 


A First, let me say that the United States 
recognizes Colombia's critical need to strengthen its judicial 
system and to protect its judges from narco-terrorist attacks. 


The Judicial Protection Program, which were the funds 
and the programs that you seem to be confused about, and which 
I spoke about on Monday, is a $5 million Congressional earmark 
in the 1988 Drug Abuse Act. 


The Department of Justice announced yesterday that the 
Department of State is transferring $2 million to the 
Department of Justice for training for judicial security 
forces. This is the first part of this program to be 
implemented. We expect to begin the training courses ‘soon. 


In this matter, the Department of State has policy 
oversight for the training program but the Justice Department 
will oversee the actual training activities. 


An additional $500,000 is being allocated for the 
purchase of security equipment. That's out of that $5 
million. That leave $2.5 million available, and we're looking 
with the Colombians at ways to program those funds. 


Q What is “security equipment"? What is that? 


A I don't have a list of that at this point. Some 
of the specific items, I think, remain to be determined. 


Q How about the reports that their Justice Minister 
said the Amer‘can Ambassador said they couldn't use them for 
armored vehiri-s which he seemed to feel was critical? 


) I'm not familiar with those reports, and it was 
my understanding that some of this would be used, probably, for 
armored vehicles. 


Q Well, I mean, she's quoted in the paper this 
morning saying they wanted to buy armored vehicles to transport 
judges and their families and were told by the U.S. Ambassador 
that the money can't be used for that purpose. 


a I will get you a definitive statement as to 
whether the money can be used. It's my understanding that it 
can, but we'll confirm that. 
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Q Richard, is there any delay in the spending of 
this money in your view? Is it -- is this a normal time lag 
between when Congress earmarks something, and you can get it 
out? Is there any thought that perhaps the situation was not 
all that critical until just recently? 


A Well, we're all interested in making these things 
work as fast as they can. I would note that planning for the 
program has been under way for some months. It has taken time 
to implement, in part because of a decision we took with the 
Government of Colombia that a multilateral approach was 
necessary. 


The European Civil Code Justice System is more 
analagous to the Colombian system than the U.S. one, and, 
therefore, the Europeans have experience with judicial 
protection in this area. 


We held meetings in April and June of this year with 
Colombian officials responsible for judicial protection, as 
well as with representatives of European countries which have 
experience in this area, including Spain, Italy and the United 
Kingdom. 


Information obtained in those consultations has been 
incorporated into the program. So the planning process has 
been somewhat complex; maybe more complex than just a bilateral 
program. 


I think that it's important to stress that taking the 
time to design a program that's tailored specifically to the 
very complex situation in Colombia is in the long run the best 
way and the most judicious use of the $5 million. 


Q Has a single cent been spent of this money? 
2) It depends what you mean by “spent.” 


Q Has Colombia benefited in any way from this fund 
yet? 


A As far as I'm aware, the equipment hasn't been 
transferred, the training programs haven't quite started yet, 
and things like that. It's still a program in the planning 
stages. The money is moving through the bureaucratic process 
of allocation and obligation and all the other funny words they 
use. But it's being directed at the problem, and the people 
are talking. They're going down there. 


Q Could some of this money be used for 
anti-terrorist training, such as is given to American 
diplomats? Is that likely? 
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a I think you'd have to try to ask the Justice 
Department about the actual training activities and the kind of ° 
training that they're giving. Their statement yesterday, I 
think, outlined it in fairly good terms. 


Q Also, Richard, in the past there's been a lot of 
talk about whether the United States should do more to assist 
the Colombian economy to find alternative means of earning 
foreign exchange and things so it would not be so dependent on 
money that comes from the illicit drug traffic. 


Can you tell us what the status is of any other U.S. 
aid programs that might be underway with Colombia, and also 
what is the status of the dispute we're having over the coffee 
agreement where in July the Colombian Government was accusing 
the United States of taking positions that would shrink their 
coffee earnings? 


A We spoke the other day, I think, about the 
various aid programs we had underway, of which this training 
and judicial protection is only a part of it. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A No. I went down a list of areas that we were 
working in -- interdiction, eradication, judicial protection, 
and something else. 


Q Yeah. But that's all drugs. 


A Okay. So I think we'll let that stand in terms 
of describing the drug -- the aid programs that we have. Let 
me look for you the other economic aid programs that we may 
have. 


Q How about the coffee? 
A And coffee -- I don't have anything at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on the acts of violence in 
which the Cartel presumably has been retaliating against the 
government and a number of other parties in the last 24 or 46 
hours? 


A I would note that the attacks, as I'm told took 
place largely yesterday evening in Colombia -- this shows once 
again the threat that the Government and the institutions of 
Colombia are under. And that is why we're making these efforts 
to work with them and why we admire greatly the efforts that 
they're making to combat drug trafficking. 


Q Does the United States perceive the Colombian 
Government to be at risk as a result of this? 
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i] Clearly, Colombian officials are at risk by there 
attacks. Do you mean is the government going to fall or falter 
or disappear or be wiped out? I would not say anything of that 
type. But, clearly, government officials in Colombia -- 





Q Be made so unstable as to be unable to function 
as a government? 


A I think there are no signs of that. 


Where does the extradition business with Martinez 
stand? 


A Eduardo Martinez remains under arrest in 
Colombia. We are working to meet Colombia's requirements to 
move forward on his extradition to the United States, but I 
cannot say exactly when he will be extradited. 


Q Is there some kind of arbitrary time limit by 
which the paperwork has to be finished? 


a There's not an early time limit. I think I 
explained yesterday that the provisional arrest request that we 
made allowed them to hold people for a longer period of time -- 
at least 30 days. And so it's during that period that we're 
preparing the extradition papers and formalizing the process. 


Q Has the rash of violence in Colombia in the last 
24 hours, in particular in the attacks on the governing 
political parties, the attacks on all the different 
institutions -- has that sobered or hastened the process at all 
of trying to provide them with some sort of help, or they're 
basically on their own during this state of -- spasm of 
violence, and it's their problem. We'll help in the long run, 
but don't expect much in the way in a hurry? 


a Well, I'd say we have been helping in years 
past. This year we have programs already underway. The events 
over the last week or so have led us to want to accelerate and 
expedite any of these programs where we could do so, and we 
continue to stand by them and support them. 


Q You keep saying “expedite” and “accelerate,” and 
I'm still sort of in a fog as to what it is that's been 
accelerated. I don't see any sign that anything has been 
accelerated. 


A Well, I think we've talked about the judicial 
protection program and how we've moved to allocate the monies 
Quicker -- start defining some more of the details of the 
program. The Justice Department issued the release yesterday, 
and I think that's certainly a program that's been accelerated 
and expedited. 
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Q What's the delay in preparing the papers for 
extradition, which should not have taken the American 
authorities by surprise? 


A Well, there haven't been papers for extradition 
prepared since the Supreme Court decision that made extradition 
no longer possible. These procedures, I think, are being done 
under a Presidential decree, so we have to make sure they match 
what the Colombians need; and, frankly, there's just a lot of 
paperwork. 


Q And it's been several days, has it not? 
A Yes. 


Q Is there any thought being given to withdrawing 
American dependents of Embassy personnel? 


a We put out something yesterday afternoon that 
there had been no change. I'm not aware of any. 


Q Do we have many dependents there? I know a lot 
of people aren't allowed to take dependents, so -- 


a We have no minor dependents at the post, I think 
what it said, what we put up. 


Q Which means basically that wives are -- 


A The spouses are there but no children. 

Q Would you evacuate a spouse if he or she 
requested it? 

a where? 

Q From Colombia? 

A I'm sorry. What was -- 


Q If you haven't made a decision to withdraw 
dependents, wil] the State Department pay for those who wish to 
leave -- dependents who wish to leave Colombia? 


) It depends exactly on the circumstances, but 
generally there has to be a decision to withdraw dependents 
before we automatically authorize the funding for people to 
leave. But, as I said, at this point there's been no change. 


Q You were saying on the meeting this morning 
between Eagleburger and the Colombian Foreign Minister, they 
discussed the situation in Panama. Was that in the context of 
what the OAS did, or is that in the context of drug trafficking 
and the effort to find these fugitives? 
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A I don't have the details of that meeting at thi: 
point. I'm sure they discussed the OAS. I'm sure they 
discussed drug trafficking and the campaign being -aised by the 
Government of Colombia and the need to find these criminals. 
I'm not sure if in that context they got to Panama or not. 


Q Anything further on the reports that some of 
those being sought in Colombia for drug-related offenses have 
taken refuge in Panama? 


a I don't have anything new today. Yesterday we 
said that Noriega has given refuge to people like this in the 
past, and we wouldn't be surprised if he did it again. 


Q Does the fact that the drug cartels have 
apparently today officially declared war on the government on 
this extradition issue and the crackdown -- does that represent 
a turning point as far as the U.S. is concerned, or just sort 
of business as usual? 


a Well, it certainly heightens the concern about 
security, both for the Colombian Government and for ourselves. 
It dramatizes, I would say, what we've long known, and that's 
that these drug traffickers represent a very concrete threat to 
the institutions of the Government of Colombia. But we've 
known that they were a threat before. So it's not a turning 


point per se. 
Q Okay. Thank you. 
Q One more -- 
Q Wait, wait. 


Q One more question. Do you have anything on a 
possible East German defector, yesterday or tocay? 


a No. 


Q Is there anything more on the Palestinian- 
American who was killed in the West Bank? Do you have anything 
more on that? 


a We understand that a private pathologist engaged 
by the Jibreen family has had an opportunity to examine the ~— 
remains of Mr. Jibreen. His findings are that Mr. Jibreen was 
killed by a single gunshot in the back, and that there were no 
signs of torture or other brutality. But we are still awaiting 
the results of the Israeli investigation into this tragic 
incident. 


Q Are you satisfied with what the Israelis have 
done so far? 
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A I can't characterize it at this point, other than 
that we're waiting for the results of their investigation. 


Q Do you have any comments about the Polish new 
Prime Minister? He was legalized today. 


a The President issued a statement this morning, 
and I think we'll leave it at that for the moment. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:26 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION rosreo, Fugust 24, 1484 


¢ 


COLOMBIA: EQUIPMENT PURCHASES FOR JUDICIAL PROTECTION 





What kind of equipment can be purchased with the $500,000 
mentioned in the Judicial Protection Program? Does this 
include armored cars? 


THIS MONEY WILL BE USEQ TO PURCHASE NON-LETHAL EQUIPMENT 

x 
WHICH WILL COMPLEMENT THE TRAINING AND TECHNOLOGICAL 
ASPECTS OF THE PROGRAM. THIS MAY INCLUDE ARMORED VEHICLES, 


BOMB DISPOSAL EQUIPMENT, RADIO DIRECTION FINDERS, PERSONAL 


PROTECTION EQUIPMENT, AND FORFNSIC LAB EQUIPMENT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
8/24 PRESS ‘BRIEFING COLOMBIAN COFFEE 





Q:, What is the status of the dispute we are having over the 


coffee agreement which Colombians state threatens to shrink 
their coffee earnings? . -. 


A. WE ARE NOT INVOLVED IN A BILATERAL DISPUTE WITH COLOMBIA 
OVER COFFEE. WE HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN INTERNATIONAL 
NEGOTIATIONS TO FORMULATE A NEW INTERNATIONAL COFFEE AGREEMENT 
TO REPLACE THE ONE WHICH EXPIRES SEPTEMBER 30 OF THIS YEAR. 

THE U.S. AND SEVERAL oruen COUNTRIES PAVOR SOME MAJOR CHANGES 
IN A NEW AGREEMENT, INCLUDING LARGER EXPORT QUOTAS FOR COLOMBIA 
AND OTHER PRODUCERS OF MILD COFFEE. WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE 
RECENT DROP IN PRICE HAS BEEN A HARDSHIP FOR COLOMBIA AND OTHER 
COFFEE PRODUCERS IN LATIN AMERICA, AFRICA AND ASIA. WE REMAIN 
WILLING TO RESUME NEGOTIATIONS AND TO CONSIDER ANY PROPOSAL FOR 
AN AGREEMENT THAT SOLVES THE TWO MAJOR PROBLEMS WITH THE 
CURRENT ICA: DISCOUNT SALES TO NON-MEMBERS AND INSUFFICIENT 


AVAILABILITY OF THE TYPES OF COFFEE THE U.S. CONSUMER PREFERS. 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 25, 1989, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have two announcements. 


The first concerns driftnet fishing agreements. On 
June 30, the American Institute in Taiwan, representing the 
American people, initialed an ad referendum agreement with 
Taiwan's Coordination Council for North American Affairs. 
We're pleased to report that the agreement was signed yesterday 
after a careful review by both sides. We'll put up a more 
complete announcement in the Press Room if anybody wants 
details of what the agreement contains. 





The second concerns Colombia. President Barco of 
Colombia has implemented a major effort to control drug 
trafficking in that country. Extradition of drug traffickers 
under indictment in other nations is a major element of this 
program. On August 24, drug traffickers launched a violent 
campaign in an attempt to force President Barco to rescind his 
newly established extradition policy. 


The U.S. is confident that this campaign of 
intimidation will fail. However, in light of the violent 
retaliation by drug traffickers, Americans traveling to 
Colombia could expose themselves to extraordinary personal 
danger. The Oc< partment of State strongly urges Americans to 
avoid visiting Medellin, the headquarters of the drug 
traffickers "cartel." 


Americans who must travel to Colombia should refer to 
the travel warning of June 2, 1989, by calling area code (202) 
647-5225. after arriving in Colombia, U.S. citizens are urged 
to register with the U.S. Embassy or the nearest Consulate. 


I'll take your questions. 


Q Have there been any specific threats toward 
Americans? 


A We do not have any specific or credible threat 
information, but we believe that the overall situation, as 
discussed in our travel warning of June 2, remains basically 

_ unchanged. 


Q Do you have an official presence in Medellin? 
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A None that I'm aware of. 


Q I just wanted to ask, still on Colombia, about 
the $2.5 million remaining in that $5 million earmarked fund. 
Is that ready to be announced? 


A That's, I think I said, money that's still 
available to be spent as we decide with the Colombians how it's 
best to be used. 


Q And have you decided? 


A I have nothing new on that particular amount 
right today. 


Q Richard, that's a two-year program, wasn't it? 
The second half of that can't be obligated until -- as I 
understood in talking to people yesterday, until the new fiscal 
year begins. Is that correct? 


a I don't have that information with me. 
Q It was $5 million for two years, as I understand. 


A I'd have to refer back to what we said the other 
day about it. 


What about additional aid over and above that 
amount? 


A I don't have anything new for you now, but, if I 
can, let me go through what we have been doing. There seems to 
be some sort of feeling that we're not doing things. 


From the beginning of the crisis in Colombia, we've 
been working with the Colombian Government to provide the 
assistance they need. The President told President Barco on 
Monday that we would provide appropriate assistance as rapidly 
as possible. 


We've provided the Colombians earlier this week with a 
requests for provisional arrest which begin the extradition the 
process for major drug kingpins. We've been working all week 
to define the procedures for extradition with the Colombians 
and to provide extradition papers so that formal extradition 
can take place swiftly. 


Extradition and Colombian seizures of assets of the 
drug lords are key elements in our attack on their activities. 
We have also accelerated and expedited the programs which we 
had underway to assist Colombia. We've moved money forward, 
and we'll soon be sending people to Colombia for the judicial 
protection program. 
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Two Bell 212 helicopters are arriving in Colombia 
today to assist the Colombian police and military in their 
“ efforts. These helicopters are from the State Department's 
Regional Anti-Drug Air Wing. We've been in close contact with 
~ the Colombian Government in Bogota and in Washington to 
determine their needs and to determine what we can supply. 


This is an intensive and courageous effort on the part 
of the Colombians, and one in which we're actively supporting 
them. We will continue to stand with the Colombian Government 
and people as they deal with this problem which affects us all. 


Q In addition to the helicopters, though, is there 
other aid that's forthcoming? Any kind of emergency aid that 
might be -- 


A All I have to say at this point is to emphasize 
what I've said, that we're in very close contact with the 
Government of Colombia, and that we're working to determine 
their needs and what we can supply. I don't have any 
announcements for you right now. 


Q Those helicopters and the other accelerated aid, 
does that come out of that $10 million fund that has already 
been appropriated? 


A No. The helicopters are from a regional funding 
that we use to support the number of aircraft that are used in 
the region. 


Q That doesn't count against the 2.5 million or the 
5 million? 


a That's right. 


Q Are we giving them those helicopters, and what 
will they be used for? 


A My understanding is that they're basically on 
loan, and that they're used by the authorities of the country 
for -— by the police and military authorities -- for their 
anti-drug operations. I think it's mostly to transport people. 

Q Who flies them? 


I don't know for sure. I'll have to check on 
that. 


Q DOS personnel flew them in the other -- 


A I'll have to check on that. 


Q Any update on the paperwork on this malefactor in 
-- under arrest in -- 
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a Mr. Martinez? 


Q Yes. 


A Okay. With .egard to the case of Eduardo 
Martinez Romero, we're working closely with the Colombian 
Government to make sure that our extradition request complies 
with the requirements cf the new Colombian procedures, but I 
don't have any further details at this moment. 


Q Justice was saying late yesterday that the 
deadline was Saturday, and that they expected to have the 
paperwork done by then. 


A Well, we do expect the paperwork to be done very 
quickly. I'd note that, you know, people here and I'm sure in 
other agencies have been working until 10, 11, 12 at night, 
every day this week to do this stuff. And one of the key 
points right now is to make sure it complies with exactly what 
the Colombian Government needs under its Presidential decrees. 


We have submitted the provisional requests for arrest 
which, it is our understanding, permit the Colombians to hold 
these people for some time longer. 


Q Would it be possible to get from the State 
Department a description of what those new procedures in 
Colombia require -- those new extradition procedures? 


A I don't think we can provide that. I think 
that's something that we're discussing with the Colombians. 


Q Going back to the answer you read about the 
accelerated aid and the helicopters, you also mentioned we will 
be sending personnel to Colombia for the judicial -- 


A Part of that judicial protection program. Yes. 


Q Those will be Americans? 
a Yes. 


And they will be going as what? Part of the 
State Department's expanded -- 


eB We've talked about the -- we and, I think, 
Justice have talked about the activities under this judicial 
protection program. They include training, they include some 
equipment, and things like that, and they're going down for 
that program. 


Q Are these DEA or State Department or Defense? I 
mean, what -- 
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a Again, what we read yesterday said that we have 
policy guidance, and Justice carries it out, so I think they're 
largely Justice Department people. But whether they're 
exclusively, that I don't know. 


Q Do you know how many people are going? 

a I'm not going to provide details of numbers or 
timing. 

Q You're not going -—-— how many are going down to 
Colombia? 

a I'm not going to provide details of numbers or 
timing. 


Q Why not? 


a We don't want to call -- highlight any specific 
individuals or their travel plans, given the security situation. 


Q Do you have any information about cartel members 
that may be hiding out now in Brazil? Have you been in touch 
with the Brazilian authorities? 


a At this point I don't have any new information on 
that. No. 


Q about Greece, do you have anything to say about 
George Koskotas' extradition to Greece which has been decided 
yesterday by the U.S. Court in Boston? 


A As you say, the Federal Magistrate in Boston 
yesterday found Mr. Koskotas extraditable. Mr. Koskotas may 
seek judicial review of this decision. As it's still before 
the courts, we don't have any more to say at this point. 


Q One more question: The Greek Government 
protested to your government the other day about separate 
violations on two different dates over the Greek national air 
space over the island of Crete by U.S. military aircraft. In 
one incident, one of your aircraft was intercepted by the Greek 
jet fighters. Do you have anything to say about the incidents 
and the protest? 


a No, I'm afraid I don't. 


Q And the last one: Finally, the so-called Turkish 
Assembly yesterday rejected U.N. involvement for a solution to 
the Cyprus involvement. Any comment about it? 


a Nothing beyond what I said the other day about 
our support for the U.N. efforts. We fully support it. 
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On another subject: Now that the election of the 
Polish Prime Minister has become final, have you any comment? 


A The White House issued a statement yesterday, 
which is the most authoritative one. I had a piece of paper 
that I forgot to bring today -- to put it frankly. Let me put 
it up for you. We'll get it up right after the briefing. 


Do you have anything on the Cambodia talks in 
Paris? And do you know who yet is going to represent the 
United States? 


A For the past month, we've been participating in 
the Paris Conference which is seeking a resolution to the 
tragic conflict in Cambodia. 


Secretary Baker went to the opening Ministerial 
plenary session July 30 and 31, and he pledged our commitment 
to seek a comprehensive settlement which would provide the 
basis for the establishment of a peaceful, neutral and 
democratic Cambodia. 


As a result of the diligent efforts of most of the 
participating countries, particularly the co-Chairmen, France 
and Indonesia, some progress has been made. There's a general 
consensus on the need for a comprehensive settlement. The 
conference has dispatched a U.N. fact-finding team to the 
region to gather information in preparation for the 
establishment of a U.N. sponsored international control 
mechanism and peacekeeping force. 


In spite of these achievements, there's been little 
progress in resolving the central issue in a viable settlement 
to the Cambodian conflict: That is, the establishment of a 
transition Cambodian Government, led by Prince Sihanouk, which 
would guide the country to genuine democratic elections. 


Prince Sihanouk has demonstrated admirable flexibility 
in attempting to resolve this key power-sharing problem. 
Unfortunately, his reasonable attitude has not been 
reciprocated by Hanoi or the Phnom Penh regime. 


At this point therefore a comprehensive settlement is 
not in sight. Based on our assessment of the work of the 
conference thus far, Secretary Baker does not plan at this time 
to return to Peris for the August 28-30 Ministerial session. 


Q Will no one be at that session? 


a Well, assuming there are no late dramatic and 
positive developments at the conference, Assistant Secretary 
for East Asia and the Pacific, Richard Solomon, will represent 
the United States at the Ministerial session. 
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Q Just one follow up: What, specifically, do you 
reproach Hanoi and Phnom Penh for this? 


A I think the statement says it: for not 
exhibiting the same flexibility that Prince Sihanouk has over 
the power-sharing arrangements. 


Q Where does that leave us, Richard? 
A It leaves us in Washington. 
Q Where does it leave them? 


A Where does it leave it? It still leaves -- as I 
said, I think certain progress has been made on the outlines, 
the understanding for a Cambodian settlement, the fact-finding 
mission that has gone and done its work. But it still leaves 
the key problem essentially where it was, and that's the need 
for the parties themselves to work out a power-sharing 
arrangement before the rest of the international pieces can 
fall into place. 


Q Did the conference continue? Do the negotiations 
continue? Will there be a U.N. peacekeeping mechanism? 


A Well, at this point, I don't think we're in a 
position to say since there are a few more days for the 
conference to run, and I suppose the parties out there will 
have to decide what they do after the session on the 28th to 
the 30th. 


Q What will the control mechanism do? 


A I don't have a lot of that detail with me here. 
Basically, it's to establish and supervise the withdrawal and 
to supervise the status of the various forces and the 
mechanisms chat are in place to move towards genuine elections. 


Q You draw a distinction between a peacekeeping 
force and a control mechanism, and I just wondered what the 
difference was? 


A I'll have to check on that. I'm not sure that I 
drew the distinction. I'm not sure whether the “and" is that 
it's a U.N. control mechanism and peacekeeping force, or if 
they're two different things. We'll check on that. 


Q Does Vietnam appear to be complying with its 
commitment to withdraw troops on the promised schedule? 


i Right now. I don't have anything on the status of 
Vietnam's troops. 


Q How do you evaluate the Kaifu government after a 
new sex scandal that occurred this week? 
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A I don't have anything to say on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Kim Dae Jung being 
implicated in a spy scandal? 


A No, I don't. 


Do you have any comments on the legal proceedings 
that ve taking place in Havana against seven military officers 
today 


A No, I don't. 
Q Can you find out for -- 


°) We'll look into it and see if we have anything to 
say. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that Soviet 
warships have been dispatched off the coast of Lebanon? Do you 
know anything about that? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Richard, concerning the reports a few days ago 
that Israeli mercenaries were involved in training Colombian 
drug cartel people, is the United States satisfied -- you said 
then that the United States would be seeking -- it would be 
discussing it with the Israelis, trying to find out more about 
it. Is the United States satisfied with the Israeli answers on 
this question? And what can you tell us about it? 


a First, I said that we would be in touch. Our 
Embassy in Tel Aviv has been in touch with the Israeli 
Government about these reports. 


I would note several recent public commitments by 
Israeli officials to investigate fully the reports and to seek 
to prosecute any Israelis accused of wrong-—doing. 


Q But is the United States Government satisfied 
with the answers that its getting as to whether or not -- as to 
what this is? 


a Yes, we are. I think we're happy that they've 
made these commitments to prosecute fully and to investigate 
fully and try to prosecute anybody they can. 


Q After having spoken with them, are you convinced 
that there were, indeed, Israeli national mercenaries training 
drug cartel people? 


A I don't have any specific confirmation. I think 
that's something that the Israelis have been investigating, and 
the reports out of there seem to indicate that they believe 
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that is -- that there have been people, but I think that's 
something for them to investigate, to determine precisely. 


Q Do you have anything the South African component 
of this issue? 


a I don't have anything new, no, not on the South 
African side. 


Q (Inaudible) British? 
A No. 


How about Mulroney's visit, the Canadian Prime 
Minister's visit? Do you have anything to say? 


A That will be handled by the White House. 


Q Do you have anything on Angola, and the reports 
of renewed fighting and does the United States -~ do you have 
evidence of some kind of a government offensive? 


a What are you looking for? 
Q If you had some comment on -- 
a On the fighting? 


Well, the breakdown; the cease-fire and the 
fighting? 


a Okay. On the cease-fire, let me note that the 
UNITA communique that was issued recognizes that an effective 
cease-fire has not taken hold in Angola. Violations have taken 
place on both sides. 


In order for there to be an effective cease-fire, 
there must be a comprehensive cease-fire agreement. Such an 
agreement would be in the interest of both sides and we urge 
them to resume negotiations under Zairean mediation leading to 
such an agreement. 


Q Can you -- you clarified yesterday in terms of 
the way that the Harare Summit had recapitulated the Gbhadolite 
Agreement. But when Mobutu signed the Harare statement, there 
seems to be some confusion -- if he was the mediator of the 
original cease-fire agreement and then he signed it, a list of 
things which he felt were in that agreement? 


is) Well, our statement referred to things that the 
Harare Summit had mentioned that we -- that at least UNITA -- 
did not feel were in the Gbadolite Agreement. I can get the 
specifics on that for you. 
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Q Does the United States have any evidence that 
South Africa continues to supply the Angolan guerrillas, as 
President dos Santos of Angola asserted this week? 


A I don't have anything on that at this point. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 25, 1989 BRIEFING POSTED: August 25, 1989 





COLOMBIA: ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE AID 


Q: Ig the $5 million for the Administration of Justice 
Program/Judicial Protection Program for two years? 


A: NO. IT IS NO YCAR MONEY, MEANING THAT THE FUNDS SHALL 


REMAIN AVAILABLE UNTIL EXPENDED. 
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Posted: August 25. 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 25 PRESS BRIEFING 


COLOMBIA: HELICOPTERS 


Q. Who will fly the two Bell 212's we sent to Colombia today? 


A. U.S. CONTRACT PILOTS WILL FLY THE HELICOPTERS WITH COLOMBIAN 
CO-PILOTS. ONCE COLOMBIAN PILOTS ARE FULLY TRAINED, THEY WILL FLY 


THE HELICOPTERS. 
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Posted: August 25, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the August 25 Daily Press Briefing 


CAMBODIA -- INTERNATIONAL CONTROL MECHANISM 


Q: What is the difference between an International Control Mechanism 
and an International Peacekeeping Force? 


A: -- “INTERNATIONAL CONTROL MECHANISM" IS A TERM CURRENTLY 
BEING USED TO DESCRIBE AN INTERNATIONAL PRESENCE IN 
CAMBODIA TO SUPERVISE, MONITOR, AND VERIFY THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF A — SETTLEMENT. WE BELIEVE 
THAT AN INTERNATIONAL PEACEKEEPING FORCE UNDER U.N. 


AUSPICES WOULD BE A NECESSARY COMPONENT OF AN EFFECTIVE 


MECHANISM. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


AUGUST 25. 1989 BRIEFING POSTED: August 25, 1989 





CUBA: TRIAL OF GENERAL ABRANTES 





Q. What is the State Departments opinion about the trial now 
underway of seven Cuban officials accused of corruption and 
abusing their posts? 


A. -- THE ARRESTS JULY 31 OF EX-INTERIOR MINISTER ABRANTES 
AND OTHER MINISTRY OFFICIALS AND THE SUBSEQUENT 
DECISION TO PROSECUTE THEM APPEAR TO BE PART OF AN 
ONGOING CAMPAIGN TO PURGE OFFICIALS ON GROUNDS OF 
ALLEGED CORRUPTION QR NARCOTICS TRAFFICKING 
ACTIVITIES. THIS CAMPAIGN BEGAN IN JUNE WITH THE 
ANNOUNCEMENTS OF THE ARRESTS OF GENERAL OCHOA AND 


OTHERS. 


-- WE DON'T KNOW WHAT THE EVIDENCE AGAINST THE ACCUSED 
CONSISTS OF, SO WE CANNOT COMMENT ON THE 
APPROPRIATENESS OF THE CHARGES OR THE CUBAN 


GOVERNMENT'S DECISION TO PROSECUTE. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #152 


MONDAY, AUGUST 28, 1989, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
have no announcements to make so I'd be glad to take your 
questions. 


Q Was the Colombian Minister of Justice in to see 
anybody at the State Department today? 


A I don't have her full schedule. I don't think 
she's been in so far, but we were still checking to make sure, 
frankly. But we do expect that she'll have meetings here and 
at Justice -- 


Q Do you know anything about her -—- 


A -- in the next couple days. Precisely when she 
sees whom is not determined, as far as I know. 


Q Do you know anything about her resignation or 
non-resignation? 


2) I would only note that the Colombian Government 
has said very clearly that she has not resigned. 


Q What would be the purpose of her meetings here? 

A I think we said last week that we were hoping to 
Giscuss details of the extradition procedures, and, of course, 
I'm sure we'll discuss the overall situation. But the idea is 
to concentrate on extradition and how the process can work. 


Q There are reports that her 3-year old son has 
been the target of threats. Have you heard that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q You don't know if she's come here with her full 
family or if she has come here alone? 


f Again, I don't know for sure. 


I 
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Q How great is the danger, do you think, for this 
woman? 


a Well, there's -- I think -- serious danger. 
There have been incidents of violence, but I don't really have 
any analysis of any specific threat against her. 


Q She has good reason to feel -- to fear for her 
safety? 


a Yes. 


(a) Is it possible for the United States to expedite 
procedures for people who are in danger in Colombia and are 
seeking safety here? Is there any effort underway to make it 
easier for them to stay here if they choose or to come here? 
I'm thinking of government officials or judges or journalists 
or other people who may have been targeted. 


A I'm not aware of any special steps being taken in 
that regard. 


Q Richard, can you clarify Mrs. de Greiff's 
status? She's here on an official visit and intends to return; 
is that correct? 


a That's our understanding. She's here on an 
official visit for official business meetings. 


Q And will return? 


i) It's our understanding, yes. 
Q She's not seeking asylum? 
A You have to ask her about her travel plans. 


There's been no request for asylum. 

Q Is the U.S. Government -- 

i) Let's let him follow up first. 

Q Just getting back to -- I think his name is 
Martinez -- with the papers -- I believe the papers were filed 
for his extradition for the Colombians? 

i) That's right. 


Q And the Attorney General says he's expected to be 
handed over to us this week? 


a I don't have anything to add on that. 


Q The United States Government, I mean. Not we 
journalists. 
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Aa That's my understanding, but I don't have 
anything to add to what the Attorney General said yesterday or 
that. 


Q Who is de Greiff going to meet with in this 
building? Is she going to meet with Eagleburger, or is she 
going to meet with -- 


& We haven't set the meetings -- the schedule. At 
this point we don't have the full schedule. 


Q Is the U.S. Government providing protection for 
her while she's here, a special kind -- 


is Frankly, I don't know. And I think if I did, I 
wouldn't say, so we'll just have to leave it there. 


Q Richard, are you sure the meetings are going to 
be here or is there a possibility that they might be at a 
location outside the building? 


a There's always that possibility. We expect her 
to have meetings with people from Justice and State. As I 
said, until we set the -- until the whole schedule is fixed, I 
can't tell you any details of when and where and who of the 
meetings. 


Q When is that likely to be? 
a Sometime during the day. 


Q Also on Colombia: Do you know anything about the 
current status of the coffee agreement? 


a We've put up something on the coffee agreement 
last week. I don't have anything additional at this point, but 
it's a subject -- let me add that it's a subject we have 
discussed with the Colombians, but I don't have anything new at 
this point to say. 


Q I understand that Mr. Eagleburger is going to 
Kennebunkport tomorrow. Do you know what time that meeting is 
scheduled for? 


a Sorry, I don't. We'll try to get you the answer 
on that one. I think the White House announced that one, so 
actually you ought to get the details from them. 


Q Well, can you tell us what the purpose was, that 
they announced? 


a According to someone who listened to the White 
House transcript, and the details will be there I guess, it's 
to discuss the drug strategy. 
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Q The drug strategy? 


5 Yes. He's one of the people going up for a big 
meeting the White House is having on the drug strategy. 


Q Do you know how Eagleburger is going? Is he 
flying, and what time? 


6 No, I'm afraid I don't. 


Q Can you give us a report about Israeli citizens 
assisting drug lords and Israeli citizens who are fighting the 
drug war in Colombia? 


a I discussed that last week. At this point, I 
don't have anything new. 


Q I ask becavse there was a report this morning 
that Israel is involved in fighting the drug war with the 
Colombian authorities with the assistance of the United States, 
or in coordination with the United States, if you can? 


A I don't have anything specific on that. You'd 
have to ask the Israelis, I think. 


Q There's a wire service report this morning that 
the World Tourism Organization appears likely to give the PLO 
associate status. What will the US do if the PLO is permitted 
to joir? I understand we're opposed to that move. 


Q Let me repeat the position that we've stated in 
regard to PLO applications to other organizations. 


First, I'd note that on July 7, the PLO submitted an 
application for membership for “Palestine” in the World Tourism 
Organization. The U.S. is opposed to admitting the PLO or 
"Palestine" to the World Tourism Organization. 


In our view, the self-declared state of Palestine, 
which we do not recognize, does not meet the generally accepted 
criteria under international law for statehood, and thus does 
not qualify for membership in international organizations. Nor 
do we believe that bestowing legitimacy upon the 
self-proclaimed "State" would advance the efforts to promote 
peace in the Middle East. 


We're convinced that the final status of the occupied 
territories can be determined only through negotiations, not 
through unilateral acts that prejudge the outcome of such 
negotiations. The declaration of Palestinian statehood was 
such a unilateral act. 
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We've made our views known to the World Tourism 
Organization Secretariat, and we are consulting closely with 
like-minded friends on how best to block these PLO efforts 
which we will continue to oppose vigorously. 


Q Okay. But assuming that they are granted this 
associate status, then what? 


ca I think our views are very strongly stated here. 
Q I mean, is there a threat to withdraw? 
a In the past, where funding was involved, we've 


talked about withdrawing funding. But for this organization, I 
think we have to look at the specifics about how it works. 


Q Can I get a copy of that statement? 
Sure. 
Q Is that attached to the U.N.? 


A I don't know that for sure. It has some 
different status than the full U.N. It's not a full U.N. body. 


Q Is there U.N. -- U.S. funding involved? 
A I'll go look at that; I'll find out. 


Q How much does this organization receive from the 
United States -- 


a That was just the question I was asked, and I 
will look at that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the PLO Chairman, 
Yasser Arafat's news conference in Jordan, about the US 
dialogue with -- dialogue with the United States and his 
statements about the next course of the intifada will be 
possibly an escalation of the intifada? 


A We reacted to some of those statements when they 
appeared in the documents from the Congress, from the Fatah 
Congress last week. I don't have any specific reaction. 


Q This is separate, this is separate from -- 
a I don't have any specific reaction to those 
statements. 


Q Has Arafat applied for a visa to come to the U.N.? 


a Not that I'm aware of, no. 
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Q Do you have any guidance on that subject? 


“ Aas far as I'm aware, Mr. Arafat has not applied 
for a visa to come to the U.N. That's for the -- . 


Q No, how would the United States receive such a 
visa? 


a That's a hypothetical question. 


Q What's the reaction to the Israeli raids 
yesterday on Lebanon? 


a These incidents underscore again the urgent need 
for security arrangements which will ensure stability and 
security for northern Israel and southern Lebanon. Incidents 
of violence in this region are part of a cycle which has caused 
needless suffering to Israelis and Lebanese alike. 


Q Another subject? 


Q Does this create problems, do you think, for 
American hostages? The last time Israel took some sort of 
action -- in the case of Mr. Obaid -- why we had the Higgins 
death. Is there any reason to fear some connection there? 


é We don't think there's any connection at all. 


Q Is the United States being kept current on the 
Soviet attempt to mediate some sort of a Syrian withdrawal? 


i We've kept in touch with the Soviets. I don't -- 
there have been reports of various proposals and, frankly, we 
don't have the details of proposals like that; but we've kept 
in touch with the Soviets on Lebanon. We note, in particular, 
the Secretary's -- when the Secretary was out in Moscow, they 
issued a joint statement on Lebanon. So it's been a subject of 
Giscussion that we've tried to keep up to date on. 


Q From what you do know about it, does the United 
States support the goals that you've heard about? 


a Well, some of the elements that we've heard about 
have elements of commonality with our approach. I'd be glad to 
review for you our approach on this. 


The United States has long endorsed the withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon and the establishment of a 
political dialogue. We believe that the best chance for 
success in this effort is through cooperation with the Arab 
League's proposal. We urge all sides to give their full 
support to this effort. 


Q Can we return to Central America for just a 


moment? 
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i Certainly. 


Q Last week you were asked a number of times about 
the location of some of the drug barons: “Was it in Panama? 
Did you have any knowledge?" Do you have any better knowledge 
as to where these guys may be, and are you seeking any 
particular specifics on them? 


. I don't have any new information on where these 
guys may be. We have contacted a variety of countries, and we 
said we would get the names out through Interpol. That's been 
done, and we're in touch with a variety of countries ahout what 
we can do if we can find them. 


Q Do you continue to be satisfied with Israel's 
explanation as to what its counter-terrorist training gentlemen 
were doing in Coiombia and what the Israeli Government is doing 
about it? Do you have further comment on that? 


a I don't have anything further on that. We spoke 
about that last week. 


Q Yes, I know. 
i We stand by those; nothing to change. 


Q I'd like to return to Colombia, if I could, for a 
second. Do you -- does the Bush Administration -- has the Bush 
Administration issued any kind of warning to public officials, 
or is there any kind of pian for increased security in the 
event that this extradition takes place? 


a We have issued a new travel warning to the 
general public. That was done, I think, on Saturday. A copy 
should be on the board. It may have just gone up this morning. 


I'd note that the travel warning was issued following 
a decision by the Embassy to limit official travel to Colombia 
to essential business. This was a precautionary measure we 
took for the Embassy. 


I would note, we don't have any specific threat 
against either official or private Americans. But given the 
heightened level of confrontation between the Colombian 
authorities and the drug traffickers, we believed it prudent 
for private U.S. citizens to avoid non-essential travel just as 
the official travelers are doing. 


Q Have you -- has the Bush Administration been in 
contact with any public officials to encourage them to increase 
their security in the event of this extradition? 
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i Do you mean public officials in the United States? 
Q Yes. 

A Well, I'm just not aware of anything like that. 

Q Let me rephrase it then. 


+ It would be done by a variety of different 
agencies and individuals. I'm not sure we would have anything 
on that. 


Q Are you aware of any threats against public 
officials in the United States by the cartel? 


é No. This statement here, I think -- I'm not 
aware of any specific threats against private or official 
Americans. I think that applies in the United States as well 
as Colombia. 


Q Do you know when the weapons that the President 
announced on Friday are going to begin flowing? Do you have a 
better handle on how many Americans are going to have to 
accompany those weapons for various training? 


i) I don't have any numbers on how many people would 
accompany those. I think the details of the equipment and the 
trainers will have to come from DoD since they're involved in 
the arrangements and the shipping. On Friday when it was 
announced, they said that some of it could go down very quickly 
-- @ week, two weeks. 


Q I'm sorry if you were asked this already 
directly, but I missed the top of the briefing. Is Monica de 
Greiff in this building now? 


i That's a more precise question than I got 
earlier, but essentially what I said earlier was that I don't 
have the schedule. As far as I know, she hasn't had any 
meetings in the building yet, but we'll be -- we expect to meet 
with her, State Department and Justice Department cfficials. 


Q Well, it was my understanding she's been at the 
Justice Department, so are you saying this is a meeting that's 
taking place between both Justice and State, or are they 
separate meetings? 


" We expect her to have meetings with both Justice 
and State Department officials. I don't have the full 
schedule. I'll see if we can get something later in the day. 


Q They won't be simultaneously? 





A No. I'm not aware of any specific plans like 
that, although I wouldn't be surprised. 
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Q All right. I'm confused. Simultaneous meetings 
or one meeting after the other? 


a No. What I've heard discussed so far is separate 
meetings, but I wouldn't be surprised if various parties from 
one side attended the other side's meetings. 


Q Okay. So who will attend the meeting with her? 


. It's not categorical. And I don't have details 
of who she's meeting with. I think we've said as little as we 
can about the schedule so far. I just don't have the details 
of her schedule. You might try the Colombian Embassy. But, if 
we have anything we can put out, I'll do that later. 


Q Why is the United States detaining a leader of 
the People's Mojahedin of Iran at the L.A. International 
Airport? This guy was picked up and detained six days ago and 
has not yet been chargea with anything. 


i I think you'd have to ask the people who are 
detaining her. 


Q It's a “he.” 


a It's a police matter. It's a matter for the 
people in L.A. 


Q "Him." 
fe "Him." Sorry. 


Q What is the US view on the Soviet Central 
Committee's warning to the Baltic States that their nationalist 
actions could result in grave consequences? 


i I don't have anything specific to say on the 
statements that were made in Moscow. I can reiterate one more 
time our view of the status of the Baltic States, and that's 
that the United States does not recognize the incorporation of 
the Baltic States into the USSR, an action which flowed from 
the Molotov-—Ribbentrop Pact. 


We firmly support the peaceful efforts of the Baltic 
peonsee to regain control over their own political and economic 
estiny. 


Q Do you have ——s on the detention of two U.S. 
fishing vessels by Nicaragua 


a The Sandinista navy has seized two U.S.-owned 
fishing boats, fetes _Drean and the Pescadora. This occurred 
on August 23. The U.S. Embassy in Managua has reported that 
the boats and eight crew members were being held in the 
Caribbean port city of Bluefields. Because of Privacy Act 
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restrictions, we cannot release the owners’ or crew members‘ 
names at this time. No formal charges have been made against 
the boats, owners, or crew members. 


The Nicaraguan Government stated the boats were taken 
into custody after a routine boarding revealed the crews did 
not have proper documentation. The Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry 
has said it would detail the reasons for the seizures in a 
diplomatic note. We have not yet received the promised note. 
Two Embassy officers are on the way to Bluefields -- I guess 
traveled to Bluefields on August 25 to investigate the incident. 


Q Have they been given Consular access? 
is At this point I don't have an update. 
Q Can you tell us their home port? 

i Afraid I can't. 


Q Can we shift to Pakistan for a moment? Do you 
aoe anything on the missing Pakistan International Airlines 
plane? 


a We have no further word on the fate of a Pakistan 
International Airlines flight which disappeared on the route 
from Gilgit to Islamabad on August 25. We're in touch with the 
a of the two Americans believed to be aboard the missing 
plane. 


The Government of Pakistan is continuing its search of 
the scheduled flight route. The Government of India is 
assisting in the search on its side of the border. 


Q What about any U.S. personnel involved in the 


search? 

a None that I'm aware of. 

Q Any comments on the trials that are taking place 
in Havana? 


a We put something up on that Friday. 


Q On diplomats, the American Foreign Service 
Association is suing to get more information about the 
competency of political friends appointed as diplomats. Do you 
have any comment on this or on their capabilities? 


a No. I don't at this point. Wo. 


Q Do you want to issue some sort of resounding 
support of the political nominees? 
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A We've talked before -- Margaret has talked 
before, I think, extensively about the nominations, about the 
commitment of the Administration to increasing the number of 
Foreign Service appointments, and about the qualifications of 
the nominees. So I don't have anything to add at this point. 


Q Could we return for a moment to the fishing 
boats? What does the Privacy Act have to do with where these 
boats are homeported? 


4 I didn't say I didn't have the information 
because of the Privacy Act. I said I didn't have the 
information. 


Q Oh. All right. Thank you. That's a different 
matter, then. 


“ In the back. 


Q Richard, what about the resignation of Prince 
Sihanouk from the Cambodia talks in Paris? 


i) I don't have an analysis of the significance of 
Prince Sihanouk's resignation. As you know, we've supported 
and continue to support a pre-eminent leadership role for the 
Prince in any Cambodian settlement. 


The outlook for the conference achieving a 
comprehensive settlement at this point is not good. There has 
been little progress in resolving the central issue in a viable 
settlement to the Cambodian conflict. That is, the 
establishment of a transition Cambodian coalition government 
led by Prince Sihanouk which would guide the country to genuine 
democratic elections. 


Prince Sihanouk has exhibited flexibility in 
attempting to resolve this key power-sharing problem. We 
continue to urge Hanoi and Phnom Penh regime to negotiate 
constructively and to reciprocate Prince Sihanouk's flexible 
attitude on power-sharing. Such flexibility on the part of 
Hanoi and Phnom Penh is essential to bring peace and stability 
to war-torn Cambodia. 


Connie? 

Q Southern Africa. There's a million different 
questions to ask. First of all, anything on Mr. de Klerk's 
meeting today? Any comments on that? 

a No, I don't. 


Q Okay. What is your assessment of what is 
happening with the Angolan cease-fire? 


a We welcome statements from UNITA that it is 
prepared to observe the cease-fire. As we've stated before, we 
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urge both sides to conclude negotiations on a comprehensive and 
effective cease-fire agreement. Such an agreement would open 
the way to negotiations on political issues and national 
reconciliation. 


Q Anything else on Angola before I go to -- that 
you'd like to offer? 


ra Anything else you want to ask? 
Q I'm stuck. I can't think of anything. 
o Okay. Let's go on. 


Q Okay. South Africa. The Washington Times’ 
article, saying that Administration officials are giving Mr. de 
Klerk about six to nine months to make some progress before 
stronger sanctions are imposed, any comment on that? 


fs I don't have anything mew on that. No. 
Q Do you want to help me out on Angola? 
i Sorry. 


Richard, back to Beirut: Does the French 
decision to withdraw its navy from Beirut -- from the Lebanese 
shore and the Bush-Mitterrand telephone discussions -- does it 
affect the American strategic -- 


“ The American what? 
Q The American strategic setup in this area? 


be I was not aware of the French decision, but I 
think before we'd just noted French statements that it was a 
humanitarian mission to begin with, and, therefore, it had no 
relationship to the tensions or the strategy of solving the 
crisis. 


Sorry. What was the other question? What was the 
other aspect of that? 


Q I just wondered if there is any change or any new 
setup of the American -- 


a No. I can only tell you what the White House 
reported on the call. You asked about President Bush's talk 
with President Mitterrand. President Bush expressed his 
concern for the general situation in Lebanon; reiterated US 
support for efforts by the Arab League to resolve the crisis. 
The President commented on the U.N. cease-fire in Lebanon and 
agreed to keep the U.N. spotlight on the problem. 


Q Richard, have you received any more information 
from the Israelis about the Palestinian kid who was shot on the 
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18th of August and the three other missing Palestinians? I 
know you had a meeting last Thursday with some Arab-American 
organizations and more information they brought you about some 


more missing people. 


A I don't have anything new on that today. I'll 
look. I'll ask and see if there is anything new to report. We 
talked about it again on Friday, I believe. 


Q On Angola -- 
A Let's go over here first. 


Q I would like to know U.S. position regarding the 
non—aligned movement which is meeting in Belgrade early next 
month? Can I have a copy of that? 


A I'm sorry. I don't have anything for you on the 
non-aligned movement, here. You're asking for general policy 
towards the non-aligned movement? 


Q General policy. 


F I'll see if we've made any pronouncements about 
that. I'm not sure that we have. 


Q Any progress at the chemical weapons talks? You 
know, the bilateral ones that closed today? 


A They're having their last meeting today. I think 
it may be still going on in Paris at this point. They were 
going to meet this afternoon. There is nothing particular to 
report. There's no agreement or anything like that announced. 


Q One more wrinkle on Angola: The African 
countries seem to be doing all the mediation. What role, if 
any, is the United States planning? 


A We clearly have very strong links to some of the 


parties. We have been encouraging a cease-fire in our 
discussions with them. We've been helpful where we can. But, 
as you note, it's largely an African-led effort which we try to 


support. 


Q There are reports coming this morning according 
to which a Communist rebel in the Philippines admitted having 
taken part in the murder of a U.S. Army major over there. I 
wonder what do you plan to do? Do you plan to ask for 
extradition, or do you plan to let the Philippines deal with it? 


A I'm not aware of those reports. [I'll look into 
them for you. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DAILY BRIEFING 





WTO: U.S. PAYMENTS 





How much does the U.S. pay to the WTO, and is WTO part of 
the UN system? 


-- U.S. ASSESSMENTS TQ THE WORLD TOURISM ORGANIZATION 
XN 
(WTO) ARE BETWEEN FOUR AND FIVE PERCENT ANNUALLY. 
-- FISCAL 1988 - $285,000 


FISCAL 1989 - $267,000 


oo OUR FISCAL 1990 ASSESSMENT WILL NOT BE KNOWN UNTIL THE 


GENERAL ASSEMBLY (NOW MEETING) ADOPTS THE BUDGET. 


ales THE WTO IS NOT PART OF THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM. THE 





WTO IS AN INTER-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION ESTABLISHED 


IN 1975, WITH ITS HEADQUARTERS IN MADRID, SPAIN. WTO 


HAS APPROXIMATELY 100 MEMBER STATES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 28 BRIEFING POSTED: Aucust 28, 1989 





COLOMBIA: MEETINGS WITH JUSTICE MINISTER 





Q: What can you tell us about Colombian Justice Minister de 
Greiff's meetings with U.S. officials? 


A: STATE AND JUSTICE DEPARTMENT LEGAL EXPERTS MET WITH 
MINISTER DE GREIFF TODAY. SHE IS MEETING THIS AFTERNOON 
WITH ATTORNEY GENERAL THORNBURGH. OTHER MEETINGS WITH 
U.S. OFFICIALS REMAIN TO BE SCHEDULED. 


AT THE MEETINGS THE U.S. OFFICIALS AND MINISTER DE GREIFF 
DISCUSSED LEGAL reste AND OTHER JUDICIAL MATTERS. 
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AUGUST 238 BRIEFING 





TAKEN QUESTION 








NICARAGUA: CONSULAR ACCESS TO DETAINED AMERICANS 


¢ 


Did officers from the U.S. Embassy in Managua get consular 
access to the detained American crews of the two fishing boats? 


-- YES. ACCORDING TO EMBASSY MANAGUA, THE EMBASSY OFFICERS 
WHO TRAVELED TO BSLUEFIELOS VISITED WITH THE AMERICANS. THE 


AMERICANS ARE IN GOOD HEALTH AND AWAITING RESOLUTION OF 


THEIR CASE. < 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #153 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 29, 1989, 12:41 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one announcement to make concerning Bulgaria. 


As a result of the continuing abuse of human rights of 
Bulgaria's ethnic Turkish community, which has caused some 
310,000 Bulgarian Turks to flee to Turkey, the Department is 
recal'ting Ambassador Sol Polansky to Washington for 
consu.tations. The ongoing abuse of human rights of Bulgarian 
ethnic Turks by the Government of Bulgaria remains an issue of 
serious concern to the United States Government. The U.S. has 
made its views on this matter known to the Government of 
Bulgaria both publicly and privately, and President Bush has 
spoken several times to Turkish leaders to express our strona 
support for their efforts to end this tragic situation. 


The U.S. has also been active in securing NATO support 
for a strong statement, deploring the human rights problems in 
Bulgaria, and we are exploring refugee aid to the Government of 
Turkey. 


Q These abuses have been going on for a long time. 
What has changed recently? 


a The situation has just continued to get worse, 
the repression continues, and we have made statements in the 
past and, as I said, supported NATO statements. 


Q That's precisely the point. You've made 
statements in the past, but now you appear to be going beyond 
mere statements. What has changed? 


A Well, I think the most crucial thing is that 
nothing has changed; that the repression of Bulgarian Turks 
continues, and that with the pressure on them, the exodus 
continues. 

Do you have figures on the exodus, numbers? 
310,000.so far. 


Have left Bulgaria. 


> 5 > & 


Bulgarian Turks have fled to Turkey. 
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Q Those are all to Turkey. Any other sanctuaries? 
a I'm not aware of any major flows to other 


places. I presume there are some. 


Q Can you describe the kind of repression that the 
U.S. Government is objecting to? What is the problem? 


i There's been a variety of things, again, that 


we've spoken about in the past, and [ think we've raised them 
in the NATO statement and our statements. There are things 


like this failure to respect the rights of the minority; 
failure to respect their language, their names, their customs. 


Q Do you have anything on the -- 


Q Just one more on that, just for the record. 
Could you give us the Ambassador's name again? 


” Sol Polansky. 


Q Does the U.S. have any view on whether Turkey 
should accept the Bulgarian Turks without Limit or whether 
restrictions are permissible? 


a As I said, we're explorin, the possibility of 
refugee aid co Turkey. We certainly shure their concern about 
these people. I don't think either the Turkish Government or 
we have set any Limits on the numbers that can come. 


Q My question is still with the same subject. 

a Yes. 

Q Do you have anything on the conditions in the 
Turkish prisons? There were reports that the conditions in 
Turkish prisons are really almost inhuman. 

A Well, that's a separate issue. That's an issue 
involving Turkey and its human rights situation. I don't have 
anything new to address on that today. 


Q Is the border between Bulgaria and Turkey still 
open? I thought it was closed. 


a My understanding is that it's still open. 


Q Are the Turks still organizing the escape 
routes? In other words, some months ago they were actually, | 
think, bringing in airplanes. Are the Bulgarians cooperating? 
Let me rephrase the question. Are the Bulgarians still 
cooperating with the Turks as they were a few months ago in 
permitting emigration? 
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A I'm not sure the Bulgarians have been 
cooperating.- Turkey has sought to regularize this and to reach 
some understandings with Bulgaria on how this flow could be 
handled in order for Turkey to receive these people in a more 
orderly fashion, and I'm not aware the Bulgarian Government has 
accepted those offers. 


Q So what is the current situation? 


i) [I don't have anything on that situation, other 
than to say that Turkey has tried to make this a more orderly 
process, and the Bulgarians have so far not taken them up on 
the offer. 


Q Richard, can you shed some light on the history 
of relations between Turkey and Bulgaria besides this exodus? 
How it was before the -~ 


q No. I can't. I can't, because I don't know, and 
I don't think we get into explaining relations between two 
other countries. 


Q Why do you think this exodus -- this massive 
exodus and expulsion of Bulgarian Turks is going on? 


a I addressed that before. It's because of the 
oppression by the Bulgarian Government °F this national 
minority. 


Q Has Turkey made an appeal to you to make that 
statement -- to take that position? 


a We've been in close consultations with the 
Turkish Government about this. Our statements in the past and 
this one as well are based on basic humanitarian concern and a 
desire to see the commitments that the Bulgarian Government has 
entered into in the Helsinki process and elsewhere -- to see 
those things respected. 


Q Besides recalling the Ambassador, what other 
major steps you are going to do? 


Aa At this point that's what I have to announce. 
Q Richerd, has he left yet? 


a I don't think he has. 


Q I'm trying to get a little deeper into the 
problem as the State Department sees it. Are you using the 
phrase “Bulgarian Turks” -- is the problem a nationalist 
problem or more of a religious problem? These people have been 
in Turkey for hundreds of years, and you're still calling them 
Turks, as if they really belong in another country. 
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a I'm calling them “Bulgarian ethnic Turkish 
community.” 


¥ All right. 


cs And Bulgarian Turks. Turks, not as a 
nationality, but as an ethnic. 


Q As an ethnic group? 
a Yes. 
Q Is that the problem? People from another nation 


that aren't being absorbed willingly into their new country? 
Or is it a religious problem? 


i) I don't think we would describe it that way. 
We've described it as an ethnic minority whose rights are not 
being respected, and who are being oppressed. 


Q Well, what right would they have -- what are they 
seeking, as you understand it, that you support? 


a Well, I mentioned some of the examples before. 
I'd note that documents under the Helsinki process have a whole 
series of commitments for countries to respect -- cultural 
rights, language -— you know, names, and things like that. If 
you want more detail on the situation, we'll look for the human 
rights report or else get you something separate. 


Q What I really am asking is if it isn't a 
religious collision more than a cultural --— an ethnic collision? 


Aa I don't think we would describe it that way. No. 


Q Richard, may I ask about the gesture and the 
function of the recall of the Ambassador? In the past, say in 
China in June, the United States -- the State Department 
resisted public calls, congressional calls, to pull back the 
Ambassador, because you want him there, you know, at a moment 
or peril or, you know, decision -- for reporting and other 
purposes. 


What's the difference here? What's -- 

A Well, just as you say, it does depend on the 
individual situation in a given country. This is a diplomatic 
step that we felt was appropriate to take in order to register 
our concern with the Government of Bulgaria. 


Q Was this subject discussed with the Soviet Union? 


a I don't know, frankly. 
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Q Did you have any consultation with the NATO 
authorities on this matter? 


a This has been an issue that NATO has been 
following and working on, and NATO issued a statement not too 
long ago -- a joint statement from NATO. 

Q Since then (inaudible). 


“ Since then, I'm not aware of anything new. 


Q Are you aware of any other NATO countries 
planning to recall their Ambassador -- 


3) [ don't have anything on that right now. 

Q -- or is this a unilateral step by the United 
States? 

a Right. 


Q Might the U.S. Ambassador return before the 
problem is alleviated? 


) He's being recalled for consultations. Normally, 
that means that he will go back. 


Q And does the United State. think the Soviet Union 
could do more than it has done to help alleviate the problem? 


a I don't have any reading right now on the Soviet 
attitude. 


Q New subject? 
a New subject. 


Q Since we're talking about deportation, do you 
have anything on the Israel? decision to deport five 
Palestinians over the weekend? 


a We deplore these latest deportations. As we've 
said on numerous occasions, we are opposed in principle to 
deportations. They are contrary to the fourth Geneva 
Convention. Moreover, these measures corrode the atmosphere 
within which the peace process must be moved forward and make 
it more difficult for [Israelis and Palestinians to engage in 
constructive dialogue. 


Q Richard, you have been issuing these statements 
following each Israeli expulsion of Palestinians. The Israelis 
apparently are not heeding your calls. I mean, you recalled 
the Ambassador from Bulgaria, but you don't raise issues like 
that with the Israelis? How come? 
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a We have no plans to do that, I'm sure. 


Q Of course. I didn't expect that. But, I mean, 
is it going to be just another statement in a series of 
statements? 


“ When we're asked about these things, we express 
our views. fIhat's all I can tell you. 


Q Also on Israel: Anything new today on the 
Colombian-Israeli situation? 


a I don't think we have anything new on that 
actually. No. 


Q Has the British Government at all --— have we been 
in touch with the British Government at all on the reports of 
their people being involved in training? 


a Yes. We have been in touch with the British, and 
we've asked the British Government to look into these 
allegations, as we have done with other governments. 


Q When were you in touch with them? 


i i'm not sure exactly. [ can look into that and 
try to find out. 


Q Before you leave that, has the United States 
received any of the information from the Colombian officials 
about the documents that they've prepared in outlining just 
what they believed Israeli and British training involved? 


a I just don't know. It's something we can look 
into, but I'm not sure what -- some of the newspaper reports 
indicated there were intelligence documents, at which point we 
would probably not say anything. 


Q Could we go batk to the basics? Could you tell 
us who the Colombian Justice Minister met with this morning, 
how long the meeting lasted, what did they discuss, what this 
$19 million will specifically encompass? 


i) am I allowed to forget one of your questions at 
my liberty or not? 

Q No. You can come back. (Laughter) 

a Let me note that we're working intensely with 


Colombian authorities. Officials of the State Department and 
Justice Department will be meeting with Colombian Justice 
Minister de Greiff today. She had meetings already with Mary 
Machari, the Acting Legal Adviser; Sheldon Krys, the Assistant 
Secretary for Diplomatic Security. We also expect her to meet 
with our drug experts. 
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Q Are there any plans for her to meet with Kiomitt 
or Eagleburger or more senior-level officials? 


a At this point, nothing is scheduled, but [ would 
expect there to be other meetings with State Department 
officials. 


Q What about the request for $19 million? What's 
the reaction? 


a We've just gotten the request. We're certainly 
trying to help Colombia in any way we can. We're evaluating 
the request, we're looking at it, and to the best of our 
ability we'll try to accommodate the request. 

Q Would you be a little more specific than the 
Justice Minister was? She said they wanted money for metal 
detectors, for courtrooms and for armor-plated automobiles. 
What else is involved in that? 


a That's pretty specific. I don't have any other 
details on the request at this point. 


Q What funds would those come out of, Richard? 


Aa Again, part of the evalue«'ion of the request is 
to find the money to pay for it. 


Q Were there meetings today’ 

“ Excuse me? 

Q Was the meeting here in the building? 
.) No. 


Q When you say you just got the request, was it 
received this morning? Is that -- 


a She said she made it this morning to the official 
she met with. 


Q She did? 
a Yes. 


Q Richard, do you know of any U.S. citizens 
involved in Colombian drug dealers? 


i) I'm sorry? U.S. citizens? 


Q Indulgent (sic) in the Colombia drug dealer 
operations, or whatever? Sort of fortune training or 
participating -- 





7792 - 


-8- Tuesday, 8/29/89 


4 At this point [I haven't seen any information that 
americans might be there training, but, of course, Americans 
are involved in this. President Barco made that clear 
yesterday in his statement, and the indictments that we have in 
this country of Colombians often involve Americans. 


Q Richard, going back to what you said, you don't 
know where the money is coming from. fhis morning Mrs. de 
Greiff said that the money -- that the $19 million would be 
part of the $65 million. 


“ No. Wo. 

Q No? 

“ In addition. 

Q Oh, in addition. I'm sorry. 

a I think those kind of, you know, details of 
paying for it and making the package -- that's what we're 
evaluating. That's wnat we have to put together -- what's 
appropriate. 

Is it your understanding that the $19 million is 


just for judicial protection -- is that her purview -- or is it 
broader than that? 


“ That's my understanding 


Q As part of that, Richard, she said thet she's 
going to go back, but has she asked the United States for 
asylum for her -- or safe haven for her son and her husband? 


a You'll have to ask her that question. 

Q On the issue of equipment and personnel that 
might be going to Colombia, would U.S. troops in any 
circumstance accompany Colombian troops in an advisory status, 
or anything like that? 


a That question has been answered multiple times 
over multiple days. I really don't have anything new to say. 


+ Okay. Well, then let me ask you this, because -- 


a We've talked about trainers going down with the 
equipment, and that's all we've talked about 


Q Well, the Pentagon said that you would have an 
answer to -- in sort of a follow-up -- and that is, are there 
any restrictions, any sort of limits on what American personnel 
might do there? and then the Pentagon said specifically this 
morning that the State Department would answer that question 
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ra They did, did they? 
Q Yes. 


a Again, I can only refer you to the statements 
that have been made over the past several days. We're sending 
trainers down with the equipment that's being sent. They're 
not there to engage in any sort of combat operations. 


Acting Secretary Eagleburger addressed it on 
television yesterday morning. [That's exactly what he said. 
There's nothing new to say about it. 


Q Richard, going back to the [sraeli -- 
Q Can I come back to Colombia? 
a Can we go to the back first? 


There are reports out of Bogota that American and 
Colombian officials have shown President Barco the names of 
individuals, including two former Ministers, one current 
Presidential candidate, and several journalists, who have been 
on the payroll of one of the drug lords. These documents -- 
based on the documents that were seized at Rodriguez Gacha's 
home and taken from his safe. 


Does the State Department have the names of those 
people? 


“ I don't have anything on that. I'm sorry. 


Q To go back: Also, the Interior Minister of Peru 
said today that he had asked the United States for more aid to 
help them combat the Colombians that he believes are coming 
into their country because of the Colombian crackdown against 
drug lords. Have we received a request for new aid from Peru? 
and if so, how much was it? 


a I don't have anything specific on that. I'm not 
aware of any specific request. I can check into that. [ would 
note that the White House has described the drug strategy and 
said that it will have a component for international aid. 


Q Mrs. de Greiff seemed to be optimistic about the 


possibility of getting the additional $19 million. Was she. 
given any assurances by the American officials she met with 
this morning after she made her request? 


You have said that we will try to accommodate her 
request, or words to that effect. Was she told this? 
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fs) I don't have that detailed a readout on the 
meetings. What I said is to the best of our ability, we will 
try to accommodate the request. We are very firmly committed 
to supporting the Colombians in their effort. 


Q [I have just one more question here on this set. 
Over the past day or so Administration spokesmen have been all 
over the lot on whether or not Mrs. de Greiff had offered to 
resign. The answer given to us, or the questions to that 
effect, were that the President of Colombia had said she didn't 
resign. Now, she herself today said that she was not resigning 
and had never considered resignation. I was wondering if this 
came as a Surprise to you? 


A So what's your question for me? 
Q Did it come as a surprise to the Administration? 
A No. 


Q That she had been here for five days in the 
country and we finally find out that she's never resigned? 


A Really, this whole question of resignation is 
something for her and her President and her Government to 
address. It's not something I need to get into. 


Q Could [ just ask you a clarification, please? 
Back on the meetings: Did I understand you to say that this 
afternoon there may still be a meeting scheduled with 


higher-level State Department officials, or did you just leave 
it open? | 


A I didn't say “this afternoon." I said that we do 
expect that there may be other meetings with State Department 
officials, but at this point I don't have anything scheduled. 


Q And you don't know if it's this afternoon? 
A That's right. 
Q Different subject? 


Q Do you have anything on the guerrillas in 
Afghanistan fighting each other? 


A Excuse me? 
Q The guerrillas in Afghanistan fighting each other? 
A We have seen the reports of fighting. We've 


discussed with the Resistance the importance of unity and 
continue to urge them to work toward their common goals. 
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Q Richard, do you have anything on the efforts made 
by the Soviet Union to try to find a solution in Lebanon 


through their envoy? 


A I don't have anything new on that. We addressed 
that briefly yesterday, but I[ don't have any details at this 
point. 

Q Do you know if he discussed -~ if the Soviet 


envoy discussed in Lebanon the hostage problem? 
A I would say you'd have to ask the Soviets. 


Q Back on Afghanistan: Are you confirming that 
there has, in fact, been clashes between the various Mujes? 


A At this point, all I can say is that we've seen 
the reports. 


| Q And do you have anything to confirm that as many 
as 300 of them may have been killed in these clashes? 
q No, I don't have confirmation of any details. 
Q Back to Lebanon. Do you have anything new on the 


renewed fighting yesterday and today in Beirut? 
A Let me see. No, I don't, really. 


Q Just back to Colombia for a second, if I may: 
There's a fellow who is one of the financiers for the drug 
dealers in Colombia. His name is Abraham Mauat or Majat, 
something like that. Do you know if a request has been filed 
for his extradition? 


a I don't have anything new to say on extradition. 
This is a legal process that has to be carried out, and ['m 
just afraid we're not going to be getting into some of the 
details as it proceeds. So [ don't have anything specific on 
this individual. 


Q Anything further on when Martinez Romero, or 
Romero Martinez might be arriving? 


A I'd have to say again that it's a legal process 
that has to be carried out, and [ don't have anything further 
on it. 


Q Does the State Department have a view on the 
concept of amnesty in the context of Colombia? There have been 
proposals by people alleging to represent the drug dealers, 
saying that if we could just sit down and talk and work out an 
amnesty program, the war with the drug lords would end. 


Does the U.S. -- 
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A Again, that's a question for the Colombians to 
address. And, in fact, the Minister of Justice addressed the 
idea this morning. 


Q Going back to the Martinez case. There are 
reports out of Colombia which continue to insist that there is 
a 7-day deadline, which is today, in terms of Colombian law. 
Do you still maintain that there's a 30-day interval now? 


A I don't have anything new on the procedures. I[ 
don't think -- well, the Minister addressed the procedures this 
morning but it was in Spanish so I didn't really understand the 
exact details of it. Maybe some of our colleagues can tell us 
if she did that specifically. But our understanding is that 
the procedures can be carried out and that there's no -- 


Q And there's no deadline? 


A -- no problem, at least; no immediate problem 
that I'm aware of. 


Q Do you have any -- does the State Department have 
a position or a reaction to the leaders in the Baltic Republics 
pulling back a little bit in an attempt to work out some 
compromise with the Soviets? 


A I don't have anything new on that. 


Q I would like to have a follow-up on my question 
with regard to discussing hostages with the Soviet Union, the 
Soviet envoy in Lebanon. 


It's well known that the Soviets do not have any 
hostages in Lebanon, but do you expect them to discuss hostages 
without you being informed in advance? 


A I just have to go back to what I've said before, 
and that's -- on the issue cf hostages, we've had wide 
diplomatic efforts to encourage other countries to do what they 
can, to use their influence; and we've avoided getting into 
specifics of individual countries. So I can't address it 
specifically in terms of the Soviets. 


Q Are you encouraged by the Soviet efforts in 
Lebanon the same way you characterized the Arab League efforts? 


A I repeated our policy on the Arab League 
yesterday. We remain committed to the Arab League's efforts. 
We believe the Arab League is in the best position to reach a 
settlement there. We addressed the Soviet and French proposals 
that were being reported yesterday. 


Q On South Africa: Anything today on the increased 
election violence? 
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A . No. 

Q Anything new on the Angolan talks? 

A What do you want to know? 

Q What's the status? Do you have a status update 
on where the cease-fire stands or doesn't stand? 

4 No, I don't have anything new on the status of 
the talks. 


Q Same place. Anything on the renewed fighting? 
The cease-fire has actually broke down. The fighting is kind 
of picking up ina trickling sort of way. Anything on that? 


A Well, let me talk about the fighting briefly. 


Q And is the U.S. continuing to support UNITA? If 
the fighting starts up again and they start running low on 
ammunition and whatever, are we continuing to support them? 


4 We have -- let me take your second question 
first. We have said often, and I've said it in recent days, 
that we remain committed to supporting UNITA until national 
reconciliation is achieved, so there's «o question of that. 


As far as the fighting goes, there have been numerous 
violations of the June 24 cease-fire. these military actions 
continue. There has been fighting, in particular in the Cuito 
Cuanavale where the MPLA has undertaken offensive action in 
UNITA-controlled territory. 


We again urge the parties to complete negotiations on 
a comprehensive cease-fire agreement that would effectively 
terminate all hostilities and permit negotiations on national. 
reconciliation to proceed. 


Q Another topic. I have about three or four other 
questions. 


On the Philippine bases, the increased opposition 
expressed in the Philippines Senate: Do you have any response 
to that? 


a No, I don't. 

Q On this lawsuit against the political appointees, 
‘hat I mentioned yesterday, anything on that today? Will you 
e discussing that at all? 


a I don't have anything specific on the lawsuit. I 
think maybe we're getting a little carried away with this topic. 
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The President appoints people that he has confidence 
in that he wants to do the job. Some of those people are 
Foreign Service, some are political appointees. They've done 
well by the Foreign Service -- they've done well by me -- and 
they're committed to increasing the numbers of the Foreign 
Service. We've given you the two-thirds/one-third ratio. 
They've reaffirmed the people who are in place, the Ambassadors 
who are in place. I think they've just done very well all 
around, so [I don't see what all the fuss is about, frankly. 


Q It's not about the quantity of this lawsuit. 
It's about the quality of the political appointees and the fact 
that the certificates of competence are kept secret by the U.S. 
Government. [That's -- 


a That is -- the issue of individual Ambassadors 
is, of course, something that the Senate addresses in the 
hearings. Let me just go back to what I said, that I think -- 
you know, the President appoints people that he has confidence 
in, he thinks can do the job, and there are a variety of 
qualities that may be necessary to do that. 


Q But the point of the lawsuit is not about the 
issues which you have just responded with there about keeping 
secret the certificates of competence. 


A I don't want to get specifically into a lawsuit. 
So I'm just making general comments on sort of the fact that 
this issue keeps coming up again and again and again. 


Q Are you offended by the Doonesbury cartoons? 
A I won't comment on Doonesbury. That's the policy. 


Richard, do you have any comment on th? story in 
the Washington Times today that if the United States will 
refuse to give Arafat a visa to enter the United States and 
address the United Nations in New York that the Arabs will be 
asking for the convening of the United Nations in Geneva like 


last year? 





R I'm not going to speculate on hypotheticals. At 
this point we have not received a request for a visa. 


Q Do you have a comment on the Washington Times 
editorial of today asking the United States Government to press 
Israel to have a full investigation about who killed Amjad 
Jibreen? 





A Well, let me note that we understand that the 
Government of Israel is still investigating the case. We're in 
regular touch with the officials in charge and with the 
families. 
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Q Do you have any information about the three other : 
Palestinian-—Americans -- U.S. citizens, two of them U.S. ‘Ki 
citizens and one permanent resident -- who are also missing and 
nobody has heard from them since the 18th of August -- [ 
believe, the 18th of August? 


4 I don't have anything new on them either. We 
have been in touch with the authorities and we have been in 
touch with their families as well. 


Arab-American organizations, Richard, are 
disturbed about the 1] ck of enthusiasm on the part of the 
United States Government, especially the State Department, to 
show some compassion or understanding of this issue which is 
very tragic, very important, whether it's Amjad or whether it's 
the others missing. Will you please have the State Department 
come out and be as concerned about these people as they are 
concerned about other people in the world? 


nm I just don't think there's any lack of concern on 
our part. We've discussed this issue many times. We've been 
in very close touch with the families. We certainly understand 
the tragedy of the situation and their agony. We've been 
talking to their families. We've been Following up with the 
Israeli authorities. We urged the [sraeli authorities to . 
conduct a full investigation. ['m just noting today that 
they're doing that. 


Q Can we have possibly somevune who will give us 
much more information about this, even if on background. It 
doesn't have to be on the record. 


a I'm sorry, I don't have any more information at 
this point. 


Q Two U.N. reports on South Africa: One that said 
that U.S. firms are leading the withdrawal from South Africa. 
Do you have any comment today that U.S. business interests -- 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q Also, there's something about a Security Council 
resolution regarding Namibia accusing South Africa of failure 
to comply with the Namibian peace. Does the U.S. have any 
comment about that? 


A No, I don't. I'm sure that once the resolution 
is taken up, we'll get you copies of our statements at that 
point. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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Taken Question 


August 29 < 





Q: 


A: 


Bulgarian Treatment of Ethnic Turks 





what specific acts of repression have the Bulgarians 
committed against its etnnic Turk population? 


-- SINCE THE EARLY 1980'S, THE BULGARIAN GOVERNMENT HAS 


ENGAGED IN A SYSTEMATIC CAMPAIGN OF FORCIBLY 
ASSIMILATING ITS srente TURKISH MINORITY. TURKISH 
DRESS AND LANGUAGE, AS WELL AS MOSLEM RELIGIOUS 
PRACTICES HAVE BEEN OUTLAWED, AND ETHNIC TURKS HAVE 


BEEN FORCED TO SLAVICIZE THEIR NAMES. 


ETHNIC TURKS WHO PROTESTED WERE IMPRISONED 
WITHOUT TRIAL AND TREATED WITH GREAT 2RUTALITY. IN 
LATE MAY, BULGARIAN AUTHORITIES USED /IOLENT FORCE TO 
BREAK UP PEACEFUL DEMONSTRATIONS BY PROTESTING ETHNIC 


TURKS WITH NUMEROUS DFATHS, INJURIES AND ARRESTS RFSULTING. 


IN JUNE, THE BULGARIANS BEGAN SENDING TRAIN AND BUS 
LOADS OF TURKS OUT OF THE COUNTRY WITH FEW 
POSSESSIONS AND PASSPORTS VALID FOR TRAVEL ONLY TO 
TURKEY. TO DATE, NEARLY A THIRD OF A MILLION ETHNIC 
TURKS HAVE BEEN FORCED INTO TURKEY OR HAVE FLED TO 
TURKEY TO ESCAPE REPRESSION. THIS REPRESENTS THE 


LARGEST FORCED M'GRATION OF PEOPLES IN EUROPE SINCE 


JUST AFTER WORLD WAR II. 
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What has the United States done about it? 


WE HAVE MADE NUMEROUS DEMARCHES TO BULGARIAN 


OFFICIALS. 


WE HAVE INVOKED THE FIRST STAGE OF THE CSCE HUMAN 


t 
DIMENSION MECHANISM.™ 


ON JUNE 12, WE CANCELLED STATE DEPARTMENT 
APPOINTMENTS FOR A VISITING DEPUTY TRADE MINISTER, 
AND ISSUED A PRESS STATEMENT CONDEMNING BULGARIA'S 


ACTIONS AND CALLING FOR THE REPRESSION TO CEASE. 


ON JUNE 26, THE WHITE HOUSE ISSUED 4 STATEMENT 
DEPLORING BULGARIA‘S BLATANT VIOLATIONS OF THE HUMAN 


RIGHTS OF ITS CITIZENS. 


ON AUGUST 10, THE PRESS SPOKESMAN CALLED ATTENTION TO 
A STATEMENT ISSUED BY NATO, WHICH CALLED ON THE GOVERNMENT OF 


BULGARIA TO OBSERVE FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN RIGHTS FOR 


ALL ITS CITIZENS. 


TODAY, AUGUST 29, AS A DEMONSTRATION OF OUR 
DEEP CONCERN WITH BULGARIA'S TREATMENT OF ITS TURKISH 


MINORITY, WE ANNOUNCED THE DECISION TO RECALL OUR 


AMBASSADOR TO SOFIA FOR CONSULTATIONS. 
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BRITISH MERCENARIES IN COLOMBIA 





l. @Q. When did we contact HMG about possible involvement of 
British nationals in training gunmen for the Colombian drug 
cartels? 

A. THE STATE DEPARTMENT MADE ITS INQUIRY WITHIN THE LAST WEEK. 
2. Q. What additional information can you provide us about 
the Bri .sh response? 

A. THE PARLIAMENTARY UNDER SECRETARY IN THE FOREIGN AND 
COMMONWEALTH OFFICE, TIMOTHY SAINSBURY, RESPONDED TO REPORTS IN 
THE BRITISH PRESS ABOUT THE INVOLVEMENT OF BRITISH MERCENARIES 
ON AUGUST 24. MR. SAINSBURY SAID THAT HMG HAD DISCUSSED THE 
MATTER WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF COLOMBIA AND AGREED THAT ANY 
MERCENARIES APPREHENDFD IN COLOMBIA WOULD BE TRIED UNDER 
COLOMBIAN LAW. HE POINTED OUT THAT THE UK DOES NOT HAVE 
LEGISLATION TO DEAL WITH THE ACTIONS OF BRITISH MERCENARIES IN 
A THIRD COUNTRY. HE ALSO STATED THAT THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT 


WOULD DO ALL IT COULD TO HELP COLOMBIA IN ITS CRUSADE AGAINST 


DRUGS. 
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MR. POPADIUK: Cood afternoon. This is an ON THE RECORD, 
for sound and camera briefing by Gereral Scowcroft. As advertised, 
the subject matter is the upcoming visit of Prime Minister Brian 
Frulroney of Canada and Japanese Prime Minister FKaifu. I believe the 
as has a few opening remarks, and then will teke your questions. 

you. 


GENERAL. SCOWCROFT: Good afternoon. I's sorry to keep 
you #11 waiting. Our meeting went a little longer than we expected. 


Let me just say a few remarks at the outset about the 
meetings the President is going to be having with Prime Minister 
Mulroney anc Prime Minister Kaifu. The Mulroney visit, which starts 
tomorrow afternoon, is a private visit. Mo agenda -- a chance to 
reJax, a chance to exchange views in view of all the things going on 
in the world -- Poland, Lebanon, Colombia end so on. It's a good 
opportunity to discuss a variety of orgoing issues. 


As you a)l1 know, the President and the Prime Minister 
have known each other for a number of years. The President visited 
Canada in February, his first foreign visit as President, and they 
reviewed the full agends, both bilateral and international iseves, at 
that time. The Prime Minister came down in May to dedicate the new 
and beautiful Canadian Embassy, and they had a meeting end a lunch at 
that time. This is the third meeting between them besides, also, the 
NATO summit and the economic summit, where they had a chance to chat. 


There is a close similarity of views between the two 
heads of government on world affairs, and a kind of a unique personal 
closeness and frankness in exchanging views. 


As close neighbors, shering a long and open border, of 
course, there are obviously always a number of bilateral issues. 
They're in basically pretty good shape. The Free Trade Agreerent is 
now being implemented, and the consultation and problem-solving 
mechanisms are now in place and are operating, designed to deal with 
any problems quickly and in an amicable way. 


The U.S. Clean Air Act has set us on the road to dealing 
with one of the other major problems between us, that is the issve of 
cross-border pollution, acid rain and so on. Besides that, I think 
they will discuss, as I said, a number of the international issues, 
for example in this hemisphere the recent problem of Colombia and the 
“ssessinations, an’ President Barco's determination to go after the 
tug cartel. 


With respect to the Japanesce visit, the new Japanese 
Priwe Minister will be coming here. The President will go down on 
the ist of September to meet with him. He will arrive, I think, 
tomorrow in San Francisco. He will be in Washington from the 3lst of 


MORE 





2yo¥ 


August through the 2nd of September, and there he plans to meet with 
congressional leaders and do the traditional things like laying a 
wreath at the Tomb of the Unknewn Soldier. Then, I believe he plans 
to go to Boston, take in a Red Sox geme, among other things. 


It is customary for new Japanese prime ministers to visit 
Washington early on to establish a personal relationship with the 
President. And that, of course, is also very much in the U.S. 
interest. This is one of our most important international 
relationships, and it is important that the two esteblish thir kind 
of close contact, and that's really the purpose of the visit at this 
particular time. 


Some of the focus -- much of the focus will be on 
important bilateral issues between the two of us. This meeting takes 
Place just before the American tear travels to Tokyo to leunch the 
structural impediments talks. And, following that, of course, there 
will be talks -- trade negotiators will meet with the Japenese on the 
Super 301 issues. 


So there will be a kird of a preliminary discussion of 
the overall economic agenda. In addition, the range of international 
issues, including the situation in the Far East, cooperation, what is 
heppening in China, Cambodia, internaticnal Third World debt issues. 
The two will have a meeting in the morning followed by a lunch after 
which the President will return to Kennebunkport. 


I might just add a word. The Presicent has already said 
a few things about the meeting this morning. It was a meeting te 
review the drug strategy before the President's speech next Tuesday. 
As you can see by the participants, the focus of the meeting was on 
the international sepects of it, and within that, the particular 
attention wes to Colombia and how we're going, and the package that 
we have offered to the Colombians in coordinating the issues there. 


So it was just @ general rceview to make sure that things 
were falling into place for the President's speech next Tuesday. 


And with that, I'd be happy to take your questions. 


0 General, can you describe to us -- is there a 
national security directive component of this plan, and what are the 
-- can you tell us -- what can you tell us about the internationa) 
ramifications of this plan the President will -- 


GENEPAL SCOWCROFT: Well, of course there is an 
international part of it. It focuses on an Andean Drug Strategy, and 
I'm not going to obviously preempt the President and tell ycu what 
the details of it are now, but in part, what's happening in Colombia 
is an acceleration of what was already planned for the international 
aspects of the drug strategy. 


Q General, Monica De Greiff's requesting another $19 
million on top of the $65 million package alreacy. Was that 
discussed, and what's the administration's point of view on upping 
the package the President already announced? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, it was not discussed. As a 
matter of fact, I just heard of it. We're now in discussions with 
the Colombians over the $65 million package. We've put it together 
based on the funds that were available end what we thought that the 
Colombians would need in order to undertake the operations that they 
have in mind. They're now discussing with us the kinds of things 
they think we need, so what this $19 million is exactly -- if it's an 
additional -- it's not clear to me because I think we have not 
finished right now -- hopefully by the end of -- today or in a day or 
two -- exactly the composition of the package that we've already 
asked them. 60 I can't really offer any more. 


Q So you're not closing the door on the possibility, 
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though, that you might -- 


GEPERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, we want to do everything we can 
to help the Colombiens. We think this is a very important issue. ¥e 
ell have a major stake in going after the drug cartels, and the 
Colombians ere bravely standing up now to take ther on, and we want 
to do everything we can to help. 


0 Can you tell we where things stand on extraditions, 
and wes that raised today, and what are the prospects for any of the 
people being sought by the United States being extradited, either 
this week or before -- in time for the President's speech so he can 
point to then? 


GENERAL SCOPCROFT: I don't have any additional details 
on extraditions. I think you can assume that discussions are going 
forth. 


Q Can you say anything sbout « timetable -- when you 
expect the first? 


0 Back on the $19 million, she says this is separate; 
it would be used for such things as bullet-proof cars and 
magnetometers for courtrooms. That can't be included in the $65 
million military assistence. 


GENERAL SCOWCPOFT: Well, there are different posgress 
here going on. The $65 million is really for the Colombian military 
to help in their effort. In addition, there is sowething like a $5 
rillion package that goes to protective services for judges, 
government officials and so on. And there's also another small pot 
to go for other things. So there are a number of different kinds of 
packages, and I don't know where her $19 million -- as I said, I just 
heard about it. I really can't say where it comes yet. 


Q But does that sound like a figure out of line since 
the $5 million was earmarked for security -- this is the $19 million 
on top of that for the kind of security assistance that she's arking 
for? 


GENERAL SCOWCPOFT: I don't know. I really can't say. iI 
just really don't know whet it is she had in mind. 


Q General, there have been reports that the 
President's drug strategy plan would include an estimated $300 
million in economic and military aid for the Andean countries to help 
them fight the drug war. Vas there any decision today to increase 
that estimated figure? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, that figure, I think you can 
assume, has already been increased by the fact that we have given 
Colombia $65 million. 


Q But other than the $65 million, was there a cecision 
teday to increase -- above $365 million, then? 


GPNERAL SCOVCROFT: Wo, this was not a decision meeting. 
This wes a review of where we are and is everything in place. This is 
a strategy that's been proposed and been developed over a number of 
months, and obviously, when we implement it, it will be adjusted 
— on the realities and how things develop. But no, it wasn't 
today. 


Q Will the President ask Mr. Mulroney to help 
Colombia? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I would anticipate that that might be 
raised, and I think the President might ask all of our friends and 
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allies to belp. This issue was raised at the economic summit, you 
may remember, and « number of the heads of government expressed their 
concern sbout the issue of drugs and about the spreading of the drug 
scourge to Europe. 60 yes, I would think that might be raised. It 
would be reasonable. 


Q A those lines, Canada, over the years, bas been 
fairly active in sending its military forces to participate in 
various United Nations and others sorts of peacekeeping efforts. And 
presumably, there wouldn't be quite the same sensitivity in Latin 
America to Canadian troops helping out as there might be American 
troops. Is there anything on the agenda along those lines -- the 
possibility of Caneda providing some additional personnel or rilitery 
aid to Colorbia? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: President Barco has made it ite 
clear that he is asking for equipment, he's not asking for military 
forces, and that he's quite confident that the Colombian police and 
ermed forces can deal with the problem. So that's where I would 
leave it right now. 


General, that being the case, what was Def nee 
Secretary an referring to this morning when he talked about an 
increased U.S. military presence in the area? If he's not talking 
about troops, what is he talking about? 


GEPERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I unfortunately didn't hear 
what he said this morning. You're talking about -- he was one of the 
morning programs? He was not talking about an increared military 
presence in Colombia other than a training presence. In other words, 
if we provide the military equipment, we're going to provide training 
that goes along with it. But that's all that we're taltine about for 
Colombia at the present time. 


Q Does that apply to other -- the other Andean nations 
as well? I mean, no troops anywhere else? 


GEPEPAL SCOWCPOFT: That's the way it is right now, yes. 


0 General, when you use the term “Andean strategy,” 
just how extensive is that, what does it entail, and how will it be 
implemented? Can you give us some -- 


GENERAL SCOVCROFT: Tune in next Tuesday. 


8] Vell, but you're throwing out the term without any 
definition to it. 


GENERAL SCOWCPOFT: Yes. Vell, let me put it this way. 
About -- don't hold me to the figures -- but about 80 percent of all 
of the cocaine that comes in the United States comes through 
Colombia. So Colombia is not just « small embattled country that 
happens to be threatened by drug cartele; it is the pipeline where 
most of the drugs are refined, most of the cocaine is refined, and 
it's the pipeline from which it comes to the United States. Much of 
the cocaine is grown in Peru and, a lesser degree but importantly, in 
Bolivia. So the Andean Strategy deals with really the heart of the 
cocaine problem, and that's why the focus is on those countries. 


Q In the international component, will you be 
addressing other areas of the globe as well? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, but no so importantly; the 
initial focus will be on cocaine. 


General, can I get you to expand or clarify a couple 
of things? I thought you ¢id use the phrase when you were describing 
the Andean strategy the first time, as an acjustment’ being discussed 
this worning. And yet, when Jim asked you basically the same 
question you described it again as a review. Can you tell us if you 
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talked about the $300 million figure today and if the President is 
adjusting his Andean strategy at all to respond to what's happened in 
the last week? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, the adjustment I was talking 
about is, we had the strategy in place, then this Colombian thing 
comes up. The adjustment is how what we're doing now for Colombia 
fits into what we had planned to do in the strategy. It's that kind 
of adjusting that takes place. I don't want to give any particular 
dollar figures right now for it, but that's not -- 


Q But he is reacting, changing, adjusting his original 
strategy to respond to the crisis. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, yes. 


Q General, the Andean strategy -- you said the way it 
stands now there are no troops being offered. But in the past we 
have flown -- used our helicopter pilots to transport the Bolivian 
ae0 Seams into the growing areas. Is that envisioned if they ask 
for it? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, you know, I wouldn't rule out 
American forces in that sort of thing, although that's not envisicned 
at the present time. But in terms of troops, you know, the pilots of 
helicopters flying people around can be military or non-military. 
That's not a military function, and that's what I was talking about. 
But in Colombia -- the only military we're talking about in Colombia 
is training. 





Q Prior to the problems with Colombia in the last 10 
days or so, the focus of this drug strategy was supposed to be on the 
user, and certainly that was a point that President Barco brought up 
last night. Can you say that the program is still aimed at the 
domestic user, or has Colombia overshadowed that -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No, I don't think Colombia has 
overshadowed it. But one of the reasons for this meeting is that 
Colombia is a new ingredient in the overall strategy, so that that 
needed to be discussed and fit into the international part of the 
strategy. But I would say, you know, the strategy is predominantly 
Gomestic, not international. I think you're right, there has not 
been that kind of a change there. 


I'll take a couple more. 


Q General, what can you say about your knowledge at 
the present time as to whether any of these 12 most wanted, or most 
wanted drug lords are seeking asylum, or have obtained asylum 
actually, in Panama? And what are your plane, on @ related issue, 
after September lst when Panama no longer has a president in any 
recognizable form, as we view it? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, we have some reports about the 
whereabouts of some of the cartel kings, but we don't have anything 
confirmed at the moment. There are reports. 


Q Do you believe that some of them are in Panama? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It's possible, it's possible. And 
yes, a new situation will exist after the first of September in 
Panama and then we will have something to say about that in a cay or 
sO. 

Q When is that? 


Q When will you have something to say, and will you 
recognize Endara the president of Panama? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I dont’ want to say that today, but 
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before the first we'll have something. 
One more. 


General, can you give us some sense of what the 
President will be doing between now and next Tuesday when he unveils 
the plan? Are there still major decisions to be made or is the 
question now just deciding what he wants to say to the nation? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: No, there are not major decisions to 
be made. The strategy is in place, he's crafting his speech and 
deciding exactly how he wants to present it. But there are not major 
decisions left to be made. 





MR. POPADIUK: We'll take one more question. 


Q General, can I follow up on what he was asking about 
the extradictables? There are reports out of Colombia today that 
some of those want to now negotiate with the Colombian government, 
with the United States government, and get out of it that way. What 
would the United States position be on negotiating with any of the 
narcotics traffickers listed by the Justice Department? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't want to get into the Attorney 
General's business, but from a foreign policy standpoint, I would 
think it would be negative. 

One more. 

General, did the President discuss these reports of 

Israeli and British mercenaries aiding the drug cartels in Colombia, 
and have you made any overtures to the governments involved to crack 
down on them? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, it was discussed briefly, and 
yes we have, and thank you very much. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:15 P.M. EDT 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 30, 1989, 12:44 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Hello everybody. [I don't have any 
statements to make. 


Q Why is the United States calling for a special 
session of the Organization of American States tomorrow? 


A We have requested tomorrow's meeting to review 
the charges made against Noriega in response to the invitation 
made by the Panamanian representative at the August 23-24 
meeting of consultation of Foreign Ministers. 


Q What charges? 


A This was while I was on vacation, so I have to be 
careful here. This was -- at the last time that Deputy 
Secretary Eagleburger attended on our behalf, which was when I 
was not here. 


The Panamanian apparently made some type charges, and 
Deputy Secretary Eagleburger is going |. be responding to 
those, and he will be representing us tomorrow. 


Q I see. I presume about the military operations 
in Panama? 


A I wouldn't presume that. 


Margaret, could you just stay on that? The | 
Foreign Minister of Panama had asked the United States if it 
had any clear evidence of drug involvement by Noriega, if it 
would please present it in an open forum. Is this meeting to 
present evidence that he: either been presented previously on 
the Hill or evidence that is part of a sealed indictment 
against Noriega? 


A Not to pre-empt what the Deputy Secretary will be 
saying .tomorrow, I'd really rather not answer your question. 
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Q Well, Mr. Price's letter to the OAS has already 
spoken of his intention of presenting a summary -- I don't know 
if the word was “allegations" or “evidence." What happened 
last week is the Panamanian asked the U.S. to back its 
allegations up with evidence. 


A That's correct. 
Q As Barbara suggested. 


A That's right. I'm not trying to be cute with you 
all. 


Q I quess the question is, will -- 


Q I've been specifically asked not to pre-empt what 
Mr. Eagleburger is going to do tomorrow. That's why I'm not 
being Forthcoming in answering you. 


Q What -- 


A I'm also, if you've noted, not steering you off 
of what you've asked me. 


Q Sure. I guess the basic question is, will this 
be about drugs? Is that what -- 


A That would be a fair assuuption. How's that? 
Q All right. I'm sorry. Someone else's -- 


Mr. Eagleburger said, in the last session, that 
after the first of September, Noriega -- the Noriega government 
is going to be considered an outlaw regime and treated as 
such. Do you plan to take any unilateral actions beyond the 
first of September? 


A As far as what the United States Government will 
do on the first of September, ['d just ask you to wait until 
the first of September for whatever might or might not be 
announced, to be announced at that date by whomever is going to 
be announcing it. 


Q But something is going to be announced or a plan? 


A On September 1 -- [I'm just not at liberty to oe 
into this with you today. On Friday, I will be. 


Q Another subject. 
Q Still to go back on Noriega: Will there any 


discussion of money laundering in Panama? Would you steer us 
away or not steer us away from that at the OAS meeting? 


a With Mr. Eagleburger tomorrow? 
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Q Yes, yes. 


A That specific part of it, I don't know. I did 
know the answer to Jim's question; I knew the answer to Barry's 
question. Yours, specifically, I've not heard mentioned. 


Q Have you decided what the United States is going 
to do about the Panamanian Embassy in Washington? 


A Not that I'm aware of, no. 

Q Can you state how the situation changes in Panama? 
A Excuse me? 

Q Can you say _ the situation in Panama changes 


Seoveaher 1, or what the U.S. thinks should happen on that date? 





A That is a very fair question, as all of these 
are, but I am not at liberty, today, August 30 -- [ believe it 
is -- to answer what the United States Government is or is not 
going to do on September 1. 


Q Apparently -- 
A I will be prepared on September 1. 


Q Apparently Sosa, the Ambassador, has some 
meetings today here at the State Deparliient. Do you know with 
whom and about what? 


A I haven't heard about that. I don't know 
anything about it. ['11l be glad to ask. 


Q Why, in the U.S. view, is the conference on 
Cambodia in Paris falling apart? 


A Excuse me? 


Q Why, in the U.S. view, is the conference on 
Cambodia in Paris apparently falling apart? 


A I don't know who has characterized it as that. 
But I could tell you -- as far as our comment on the conference 
-- that the Paris Conference did not produce the results we had 
sought which were, as you know, a comprehensive settlement. 
But progress was made toward the important goal of a free and 
° independent Cambodia. 
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We recognize that the Cambodian conference Faced a 


difficult task from the start. Progress was made, but, 
unfortunately, not enough for a comprehensive agreement. 


In Cambodia, however, any progress is welcome and we 
should build upon it. There is still much to be discussed 
among the Khmer parties involved in the conference and 
therefore we hope that the parties will continue to Focus their 
attention on dialogue rather than on the battlefield. 


Q Well, could you address whether the U.S. view of 
the Pol Pot regime, or the -- the Khmer Rouge is the word I was 
looking for -- whether the U.S. position on the Khmer Rouge and 
the Vietnam-backed government's view were in collision? And is 
that the cause of the debacle? 


Evidently, the government in Phnom Phen did not want 
any Khmer Rouge in transition, at least, and Mr. Baker's 
position was no permanent role, but in transition, that's the 
way life is; maybe they'd have to be part of a transition. Is 
that the killer? 


A Our position has not changed -- which I believe 
is the first part of your question on the Khmer Rouge -- which 
is the position you stated of Secretary Baker's, which hasn't 
changed. 


On participants in the confere:ice and maybe why they 
could not come to the comprehensive settlement, great efforts 
by most participants at the conference, especially the 
co-chairs France and Indonesia, led to .ome progress. We 
regret, however, that it was not possible to achieve a lasting 
settlement due to the failure of the Vietnamese and Hun Sen 
regime to negotiate constructively on key issues. 


Q Was the Khmer Rouge one of those key issues? 


A That specific question, I don't know, Barry. 
I'll find out for you. 


Q Could you please restate the U.S. position on 
Khmer Rouge participation, which you said has not changed? 


a Yes. The United States remains unalterably 
opposed to a return to power of the Khmer Rouge. A durable 
solution to the Cambodian conflict must be based on a 
comprehensive settlement which includes effective measures to 
ensure this murderous group will be contained. 


Our strong preference would be that there be no Khmer 
Rouge participation in future Cambodian governments. However, 
the U.S. would continue to support Prince Sihanouk if he 
believes that Khmer Rouge elements, along with members of the 
Heng Samrin/Hun Sen regime, should have an interim role. 
Nevertheless, we have made clear that our ability to support 
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any Cambodian government is directly and inversely related to 
the degree of Khmer Rouge participation, if any, in it. 


Q Yesterday, the Justice Minister of Colombia said 
that she would like $19 million of money to deal with the 
judicial protection business. This morning, Eagleburger 
apparently emerged from his meeting with her saying that maybe 
the $19 million is not going to be necessary. 


Can you interpret what he's talking about? 


a What I can say is not much more, specifically, 
than we had yesterday and, as the President said, the details 
are being worked out. As you know, there is her request, which 
she said yesterday, of the $19 million. There is the $5 
million that you know of from the State Department and the $65 
million that the President authorized from the Defense. 


If -- this is a hypothetical -- if some of the things 
that might be on her list are already on another list, that is 
what we're trying to work out on the dollar amounts. So we 
can't tell you emphatically, yes, there's an additional $19 
million she's asking for, if that helps explain it. 


Q It's still not precisely clear to me whether ‘she 
was asking for a $19 million beyond the $5 million, which had 
already been earmarked or whether that ‘ive is part of it? 

a That's correct. 

Q It's beyond? 

A It's not clear -- that's right. 

Q It's not clear -- 

A It's not clear to anybody; that's right, until we 


know -- I mean, I'm not being funny or sarcastic with her -- 
until we know exactly what elements she has and what she needs 


that might already be covered somewhere else, we cannot say 
it's an additional $19 million. 


Q Well, can you specify -- 


Q Margaret, you're saying -- this is not clear. I 
heard her yesterday. ; 


a Because it's = 

Q I thought it was quite clear. I think people who 
were at that news conference thought that it was quite clear 
that she was specifying -- 


A It is quite clear. 
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Q -- that this was for equipment over and above the 
$5 million that has already been appropriated. 


A It is quite clear what she is asking for. ['m 
not arguing with that. If under the $5 million or the $65 
million, some of the things that she is asking for are already 
being taken care of, you're going to come to a figure that's 
not $19 million. Those details are being worked out. 


Q Is it not true that last week Mr. Boucher 
announced that the first tranche of the $5 million, which is 
$2.5 million -- it's a 2-year program -- $2 million of it is 
going to go to training and only an additional $500,000 would 
be available to buy equipment? 


a Five hundred thousand is $500,000. That's what 
I'm saying is -- 


Q But that doesn't cover -- 
fn ~- no one has yet -- 


-- the kind of equipment she's talking about like 
armored cars, and things like that. 


No one has yet, the emphatic answer that you 
would like, yes, this is exactly what it is. We are working on 
it. The President spoke to this yesterJay. General Scowcroft 
spoke to this yesterday. Our willingne,.s to do everything that 
we can to help is the Administration's policy. None of that 
has changed. But for me to be able to ome up here and 
accurately give you an answer, we can't do it right now. 
There's not anybody, that I know of, that can do it right this 
second. 


Q What you're trying to say is the $19 million that 
she asked for might be included in Bennett's package? 


A I'm saying some of it could be -- no, I didn't 
say Bennett. I said there are a number of different packages, 
some of what the detail of that she may be asking for could be 
being covered under two other things that the Administration is 
already doing. That's all I'm saying. 


The announcement from the White House last week 
specified the type of equipment to be covered in the $65 
million get It made no mention of protective equipment. 
It was all primarily for interdiction. 


A Well, if they did that last week, they could be 
looking at different things today. All I'm saying is, I have 
checked with people who know and those people say that there is 
not -- we cannot give you the detail that you would like. I'm 
_ trying to be ornery or not helpful. It happens to be a 

act. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 











2¢I6 


-7- Wednesday, 8/30/89 


Q How about the details of the request itself? 
a Of her's? 


Q How many bullet-proof cars is she looking for? 
How many armored cars to do the job? 


a I don't have that list. I'll see if I can give 
it out. 


Q That sort of gets to my question in that how did 
she arrive at this $19 million? Did she present a list with 
prices, you know, out in the margin, or -- 


a I have no idea. 





Also on Colombia: Has the State Department 
decided to further reduce the staff of the Embassy in Bogota? 


a No. 
Q No? 
a No. 


Q How about dependents? 


A Our Ambassador in Bogota has authority to take 
appropriate steps. 


Q Which means -- what? 


a Which means what it says. He has authority to 
take appropriate steps. I think you were called last night -- 
we did put out an additional travel advisory. I think it 
around 7:30 last night. 


Q No, I didn't see that one. 


a We called. I don't know they talked to. Yes, we 
did. I can read you the new travel advisory if you want, or we 
can re-post it. Read it? 


Q Read it. 
a The Department of State warns that due to recent 


events Colombia's security situation is unsettled and likely to 
remain so in the indefinite future. 


The Government of Colombia's aggressive actions 
against narcotics traffickers have resulted in increased 
violence in some areas. American citizens, even if not 
re targeted, could find themselves victims of 
violence. 
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The Department of State recommends that all 
non-essential travel to Colombia be postponed indefinitely. 
Although Americans have not yet been the target of any 
violence, visitors and Americans, resident in Colombia, should 
carefully re-evaluate whether it is essential that they remain 
in Colombia at this time.* 


The Department believes it would be prudent for those 
who deem their presence non-essential lu seriously consider 
leaving. Those who deem travel to Colombia essential should 
contact the U.S. Embassy or the U.S. Consulate immediately upon 
arrival. 


Q Margaret, could I just ask that when these things 
come up late, that they be distributed to those of us who were 
foolish enough to stay here late? 

a Yes, I was told that you all were called. 


Q Well, I saw this on the tube yesterday and then I 
looked at the piece -- 


:) This didn't happen until 7:30 last night. 





No, no. It's not an argument. I left at 6:30, 
and I caught the last few pieces of paper that come flying out 
of the Press Office kind of late, and t':is wasn't among them. 


f°) This wasn't a Press Office fault. This wasn't 
approved by 7:30 last night. 


No, no. I'm not blaming anybody, but I just say, 
having heard it on the tube, I assumed that the tube was wrong. 


fe I'll find out who in your office was talked to. 
I know who in my office made the calls. 


Q Because, you know, this is part of the story. 
fe I know. 
Q Just out of curiosity, I mean, 


semi-administratively, why 7:30, since one of the purposes of 
putting out a travel advisory, I believe, is to try to 
communicate to a large audience of the American public -- 


a That's correct. And as -- 


Q -- and that particular time of release doesn't 
exactly assist in furthering dissemination. 





*Correction: Wording of Travel Advisory reads as follows: 
"... carefully re-evaluate whether it is essential that they 
travel to or remain in Colombia at this time." 
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A But you don't want to put something out unless 
you feel it's necessary. And we've said -- and I believe 


Richard did all this week -- that the situation has been under 
constant review. aA decision was made at that time at night. 
and rather than wait until this morning -- which we had an 


option to do -- the new travel advisory was sent to our 
Embassy, and we thought it only prudent and wise to inform the 
public, and so we did simultaneously -- at the same time § =[ 


didn't choose the time that it happened. That's what time it 
happened. 





Q Realizing also it's kind of strange -- while 
we're on procedure -- that the U.S. Embassy in Panama would 
announce that the U.S. is asking for an OAS meeting, and the 
Press Office at the State Department is unable to talk about it 
12, 16, 18 hours later, and then the OAS announces the 
meeting. So State Department came in after the U.S. Embassy 
and after the OAS. I don't know what exquisite simultaneity 
you're looking for, but could we -- 


a Well, I can make it even better. 


I mean, could we at least hear about it if the 
folks down in Panama are told about it? 


A I couldn't agree with you more, and I'd have to 
tell you that to even make it more silly, before we came out 
here today, [I wasn't going to be able |, confirm that it was 
Larry (Eagleburger) who was speaking. ‘So, I mean, you figure 
that out, which [I've now done. 


Q Before we leave this, could I ask you this, too -- 
Q Is he Deputy Secretary or Acting Secretary? 


a He's Acting Secretary. Secretary Baker does not 
return until tomorrow afternoon. 


Q Could I just ask you two technical questions on 
Colombia? You said that the Ambassador has the authority to 
approve whatever steps he thinks prudent. Has he taken any 
steps such as asking the dependents of American personnel to go 
home? 


a For security reasons, we would really rather not 
get into an enormous amount of detail on that. I can say that 
that could definitely be something that he could be in the 
process of implementing. 


Q And on another -- excuse me, John. 
Q Go ahead. 


Q And on another part of that, you said that 
Americans thus far have not been targets, but if I remember 
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just the last travel advisory, it seems to me that several 
american businesses -- some in Bogota -- had already been 
bombed, and that at least one American had been kidnapped 


a Have Americans been bombed? 


Q An American business firm -- that there were 
several; that it's not just an isolated incident. 


i] Maybe Richard spoke to that. [fhat's one detail 
that I'm not up to speed on. I'm sorry. 


Q Well, Margaret, isn't it true that for several 
years there have been -- the number of American dependents in 
Bogota from the Embassy personnel have been almost down close 


to zero? 
a It's a very low number. That's correct. 
Anyway, there's almost nobody there. 


I just want to pin down what that announcement 
means. 


a Which announcement? 


Q I gather, then, that the itate Department and the 
Ambassador are urging the remaining dependents to get out. Is 
that right? 


a I've tried to answer your direct question as best 
as I can, and I've laid down a predicate of security 
considerations. And I've answered the question with security 
in mind by saying our Ambassador in Bogota has authority to 
take appropriate steps. 


Q Will Mrs. de Greiff be seeing the Secretary when 
he returns? 


a Not that I know of. There's not a request in. 


Q President Arias -- (inaudible) -- humanitarian 
aims for the Contras until the elections. Do you have anything 
on that? 


i) Yes. We are pleased that President Arias 


recognizes the importance of maintaining U.S. aid to the 
Resistance through the February elections in Nicaragua as an 
incentive to democratize. 


It is up to the Sandinista government to fulfill its 
promises of political reforms and lo create conditions that 
would demonstrate the seriousness of their previous pledges. 
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The Bipartisan Accord reached in February between the 
Administration and the Congressional leadership underscores the 
United States’ responsibility to the Resistance. 


You had a question? 


Q Margaret, is Ambassador McCarthy is Beirut these 
days? 





a Aas far as I know Yes. 


Is he participating, somehow taking part, in the 
discussions with the French and Soviet envoys? 


a I would assume that he's as Fully engaged as he's 
always been. He's been very involved there. I'm not exactly 
sure what you're asking me. 


Q Don't you have any concerns with the security 
situation in Beirut or with the bombings and shellings all the 
time going on? 


a Of course, we're always concerned about security, 
and we believe that appropriate measures are always taken to 
ensure the safety of our personnel that are there. 


Q Do you have any response 'o the report in leading 
Swedish newspapers that the Swedish Secret Service has 
wiretapped the home of the leading Sovi:t official in 1986 and 
has conclusive evidence that the Soviets knew in advance of the 
plans to assassinate Olaf Palme? 


A I haven't seen any such report. 

Q Do you know if the State Department or any other 
agency of the U.S. Government has been in contact with the 
Swedes about this or with the Swedish Secret Service? 


a Since I haven't seen the report, I couldn't 
comment. I don't know. 


Q On Africa, do you have any statements on Namibia, 
either the Security Council vote last night, or the report by a 
Congressman and some other group that South Africa is blocking 
the elections? 


rs) Which question do you want first? 


Q Whichever one's the most convenient. 


a On a response to the Commission that was down 
there, we share the optimism recently expressed by the U.N. 
Secretary General that progress continues to be made, and that 
free and fair elections will be held on schedule in November, 
under U.N. auspices and in accordance with the U.N. settlement 
plan based on Resolution 435 and subsequent agreements. 
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There have been problems in implementation of the 
transition. We do agree that changes need to be considered in 
the draft electoral law. The U.N. has responsibility for 
overseeing the elections, and the Special Representative 
continues to meet with Namibian and South African authorities 
to resolve differences in finalizing the election law. 





We have no doubt those discussions will prove 
successful. The fact is that progress continues to be made in 
resolving the problems of implementation. 


Your second question was on a reaction to what 
happened to the Security Council vote yesterday, on Tuesday. 
After nearly two weeks of debate and after lengthy negotiations 
over the text, the Security Council unanimously adopted a 

-resolution which called on all parties concerned to implement 
fully the U.N. settlement plan for Namibia. 


As we stated in our explanation of vote, we have 
worked closely within the Security Council with other U.N. 
members and with interested parties in Namibia in the belief 
that the success of a Namibian settlement depends in large 
measure on the unity and cohesiveness of the Security Council 
in this issue. 


There's a text available in the Press Office of the 
full statement. 


Q Two more on South Africa, if I may, on the 
growing violence, and today there was a problem with Mrs. 
Tutu. I think she was arrested. Any statement? 


A I haven't heard about that. 


Q Okay. And also Reverend Chicane claims that he 
was poisoned when he was in the United States? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q On your answer to the first of those questions 


about Namibia, would it be possible to get examples of the . 
changes the United States thinks should be made in the draft 


electoral law? 
A I don't know. I'll ask. 


Q Margaret, have you received any more information 
from the Israelis about the Arab-Americans under arrest by 
Pe Israel and the missing people who have been reported in the 
news in the last couple of weeks? 





a We haven't received any new information. We 
understand that Mr. Jibreen's two friends are in Israeli 
custody. We requested access to one of them, who is an 
American citizen, a week ago but have not yet been permitted to 
see him. 
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Privacy Act considerations do not allow me to make any 
further comments about his case. As a matter of principle, 
U.S. policy is to insist on prompt consular access to U.S 
citizens arrested overseas. 


Q You mean that since he was the second -- 


A These are on the two gentlemen that [ believe you 
asked Richard about yesterday. 


Q Yes. Since then that the American citizen who is 
under Israeli arrest now, has been detained by Israel, you have 
not had a consular contact with him since then? 


A Correct. 
Q And you are asking for this right now. 
A That's what I think [I just said. 


When do you expect the consular section will be 
seeing him? 


A I don't know. 


: Q Margaret, could we return to Colombia for just a 
moment, please? 


A Back to Colombia. 


Q In your answer about the $19 million, I wonder if 
-- the figures aside, if you could say whether the United 
States, as I understood you to say, is willing in principle to 
provide the equipment she needs, whether or not this amounts to 
whatever number, dollar figure it comes to? Is the United 
States willing to provide Colombia with the equipment that Mrs. 
de Greiff requested yesterday? 


A : I'll refer you to what the President said at 
Kennebunkport yesterday -- 


Q He said very little yesterday. 


-- “we will cooperate with Colombia to the best 
of our ability. . 


Q Is that a "yes"? 


A That has not changed this inorning. 


Q 
A 
Q 


Is that a "yes"? 
You know we're trying to cooperate. 


I know you are, but -- (laughter) 
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A We are. I'm not being funny. 
Q One more question on Colombia: Do you have 


anything on the ETA for Mr. Martinez? 
A The what? 


Q The expected time of arrival in the United States 


of the man we're -- whose extradition we're requesting? 
A No. 
Q I mean, the United States is requesting. 


A Right. No. 


Margaret, there's another drug financier, Abraham 
Mujata, I think his name is. Has there been a request for his 
extradition? He's been arrested in Colombia. 





A I don't have anything specific for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on British and Israeli 
citizens being involved in training -- 


A We don't have an update on that from what Richard 
said yesterday. 


Q Margaret, on this question, there was a report 
from Jerusalem saying that the Israeli frime Minister said that 
the Colombian government did not ask the Israeli government to 
investigate the presence or the assistance of some Israeli 
former security officers in the Colombian drug cartel. Had the 


United States requested Isr- give a -- to investigate the 
matter and bring this to ti= «°.: tion of the U.S. Government, 
since you are spending mili. o° dollars -- you're going to 


spend millions of dollars in asz:.sting Colombia? 


A I don't know a specific, literal answer to that.. 
I'll be Glad to see what kind of answer I can get you. 


Q Can I get a clarification in response to my 
question about -- 


A Sweden? 


-- the reports on the Swedish Secret Service 
wiretaps of the Soviet official who had prior knowledge of 


Plans to assassinate Olaf Palme. 


You said, "I haven't seen the report of that," but 
this -- | 


A I haven't heard about what you were reading. 
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Q Okay. But you can't say that the State 
Department isn't aware of it, since this was in newspapers in 
Sweden on August 24 and has been in the Frankfurter Allgemeine 
Zeitung and msior papers all over Europe. 








A Weli, I was having a wonderful vacation in 
Birmingham, Alabama, on August 24, so [ wasn't here and not 
aware of this report, and I don't know. I'm answering you 
honestly. I don't know. I've never heard of the report you're 
referring to. 


Q Can you inquire as to what response the State 
Department has, if any, to this report and to whether inquiries 
have been made to confirm its accuracy? 

A Sure. 

Q And that would be posted? 


A If there's anything the State Department has to 
say about it. 


There's probably no guidance on this, but if you 


could look into it. New Zealand -- the new Prime Minister says 
the U.S. was petty in shunning a political dialogue with New 
Zealand over the port -- the ship issue. Do you consider that 


the U.S. was petty, and is there any change in policy regarding 
talking to him? 


A I'd rather not comment on something that I 
haven't seen, and I'll be glad to see if the Bureau wants to 
put something out for you. 


Q Margaret, is the United States considering the 
extradition of Roberto Suarez Gomez, also known as “the King of 
the Coca," to the United States? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Back to Beirut, there were press reports in the 
Middle East that the United States -- 


A There were press reports where? 

Q Press reports in the Arab world that the United 
States is thinking of scaling down its diplomatic presence in 
Beirut because of the deteriorating security situation. Any 
comment on that? 

A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the recent shelling 
yesterday, the fire on that oil tanker? 


A I think that Richard answered that yesterday. 
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Q No. 


A He didn't? I do have something for you. The 
United States deeply deplores the Syrian attack on the fuel 
transport ship Sun Shield off the coast of Lebanon with 
apparent loss o ife among the crew. This incident points out 
the immediate need for all sides to accept the cease-fire, lift 
the blockades, and allow a process of political dialogue to 
begin under Arab League auspices. 


Q Anything on the Arab League? 


A No, not today. 





Q Thank you. 


a Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:14 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


. PANAMA: SOSA MEETING 





Q: Is it true that Panamanian Ambassador Juan Sosa is meeting 
with officials at the department today? Whom is he 


seeing? What will they Giscuss? 


A: AMBASSADOR SOSA IS MEETING WITH ACTING ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
KOZAK TODAY. THEY WILL DISCUSS THE STATUS OF EFFORTS TO 
BRING ABOUT THE END OF NORIEGA'S DICTATORSHIP AND THE 


CREATION OF DEMOCRACY IN PANAMA. - 











2827 


Posted: August 30, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: 


A: 


‘ COLOMBIA - KIDNAPPED AMERICAN 





Do you have anything on an American kidnapped in Colombia? 
-- ON AUGUST 22, OUR EMBASSY IN BOGOTA LEARNED THAT A U.S. 
CITIZEN HAD BEEN KIDNAPPED ON AUGUST 5. WE WERE INFORMED 
OF THIS BY THE AMERICAN'S FAMILY. 
-- THE U.S. CITIZEN'S FATHER HAS LARGE LANDHOLDINGS AND 
OPERATES CATTLE RANCHES IN COLOMBIA. 
-- THE KIDNAPPING HAPPENED IN THE DEPARTMENT OF CORDOBA. 
CORDOBA IS THE SCENE OF FREQUENT KIDNAPPINGS BY THE POPULAR 
LIBERATION ARMY (EPL) OF RANCH OWNERS FOR RANSOM. 
-- SO FAR, THE KIDNAPPERS HAVE MADE NO RANSOM DEMANDS. 
-- OUR EMBASSY HAS CONVEYED TO THE FAMILY OUR CONCERN. THE 
FAMILY HAS INDICATED THAT THEY WANT TO KEEP THIS A PERSONAL 
MATTER, FOR THE TIME BEING. 


Could the kidnapping be a way of retaliating against the U.S. 
by druq traffickers? 


-- AGAIN, CORDOBA IS THE SCENE OF FREQUENT KIDNAPPINGS. WE 
BELIEVE THIS CASE IS MOST LIKELY ONE OF A MEMBER OF A 


WEALTHY ‘“AMILY BEING IN THE WRONG PLACE AT THE WRONG TIME, 


RATHER THAN THE TARGETING OF AN AMERICAN. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 31, 1989, 12:07 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I[ don't have anything. 


Q Will you have advance copies of Mr. Eagleburger's 
speech? 


Aa We're working on getting those for you at 3:00 


Q Not before? 

Aa Definitely not before. We're trying. 

Q 3:00 p.m. here or 3:00 p.m. at the OAS? 

A 3:00 p.m. here. 

Q Will they also be distributed there, Margaret? 
a 


I don't know. Do we distribute them there also? 
It's open coverage there. 


MR. DILLEN: It's open coverag~. 
MS. TUTWILER: But are we taking copies over? 
MR. DILLEN: Yes. 


Q Since that's where many of us will have to be, 
that would be -- 


A Okay. We'll make sure. Yes. 


Q Ma'am, would you ask the reporters to speak up? 
We can't hear. What are you going to have at 3:00 p.m.? 


A A copy of Acting Secretary Eagleburger's remarks 
to the OAS meeting today. 


Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 
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~ Margaret, could I just ask technically, is 


Eagleburger also going to carry a packet of documents of 
evidence or things like this, in addition to his speech? will 


there be something like that available? 
Aa A visual? Not that ['m aware of. 


Q Are you still keeping your powder dry on how the 
U.S. is going to approach events Lomorrow in Panama? 


Os Yes. 


Q You do not care to describe in any fashion what 
our perspective is on that? 


a Not today. 


Q The Panamanian Ambassador is turning the Embassy 
over to State Department custody this afternoon. Do you have 
any observations on that subject? 


Aa No. I would refer you to -- it's our 
understanding that he has a press conference, or their Embassy 
has called a press conference at 1:30, and beyond that we 
really just don't have a comment. 


Q Secretary Eagleburger wili be developing new 
information on drug-related charges against Mr. Noriega, or is 
this going to be kind of a going over of what happened in the 
Florida grand jury? 


a I'd really prefer to leave that to his remarks 
this afternoon than announce them here. 


Q On Colombia, do you have a reaction to the 500 
curfew arrests? 


a I haven't heard about that, so, no, I don't. 
Sorry. 


Q Do you have any information about the U.S. 
position with regard to rice in Japan? This was an issue that 
apparently may come up tomorrow between the Japanese Prime 
Minister, Mr. Kaifu, and President Bush and others in the 
Administration? 


A No. 
Q Do you have anything at all on -- 


A This is going to be an easy briefing for all of 
us. 


Q You have nothing at all on the occasion of the 
visit of the Japanese Prime Minister? 
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A . No. 

Q Will there be a briefing before -- 
Will there be a briefing tomorrow? 
Before his visit. 


Before his visit? 


oD re 


Yes. 


4 No. Not that I know of. He's arriving this 
afternoon. Secretary Baker is meeting him, as is the standard 
custom, at the Reflecting Pool, and his meetings with the 
President are scheduled in the morning. There's no briefing 
here that I'm aware of. 


Q Margaret -- 





a May I say this: I understand that the White 
House, I believe, briefed and said that they would be briefing 
enroute back to Kennebunkport on the plane. 


Q Could you tell me the reason why Mr. Kaifu cannot 
go down to Kennebunkport? There are many of the Japanese now 
feeling some kind of discriminating pol.cy toward Asian 
leaders, because many of the European leaders could go down to 
Kennebunkport, but no Asian leaders couid not go to 
Kennebunkport so far. Why he cannot go there? 


) Your question would probably be best addressed to 
the White House, and I'm sure that this was worked out between 
the two governments, and that this was mutually what both 
governments wanted was to meet here and have an Oval Office 
meeting. But that's my assumption. I refer you to the White 
House. That would be better for them to answer. 


Q Yes. But why was he not invited to Kennebunkport? 


a There have been any number of people since 
President Bush became President on January 20 who have not been 
to Kennebunkport. 


Q Is the U.S. withdrawing personnel or dependents 
from Bogota and, if so, why? . 


a The Ambassador has authorized the evacuation of 
our dependents. 


Q When was that authorization granted? 
is) When did it -- 
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Q When was it effective, or when did he act? 


io} It was effective late yesterday afternoon. 
Q Any reason for that? 
a And the Embassy in fact confirmed it late 


yesterday afternoon. 
Q And why did he act in that regard? 


i) For the reasons that [ had been stating earlier 
yesterday, for the security situation, and he thought that it 
was a prudent and wise decision to make. 


Q Has the situation changed? 


i) There is not a specific thing -- again, we went 
through this, I believe, on China -- but I can point to -- but 
it was an overall review, evaluation, of the situation there on 
the ground that the Ambassador determined this would be a wise 
and prudent decision to make. 


Q Since yesterday, do you have further indications 
that Americans may be the targets of any sort of violent 
attempts in Colombia? 


a No. We do not. 
Q Have dependents started leaving? 


a That is a question that I will prefer in this 
situation to not answer anything concerning numbers, concerning 
questions you might have on when they're leaving, how they're 
leaving, etc., until after the fact. 


Q What are the concerns about the remaining Embassy 
personnel, and what kinds of extra safety precautions are you 
taking for them? 


a There are always precautions and especially extra 
security precautions that are being taken right now, but if I 
said what those specific things were, it could compromise those 
people, and so I cannot get into specifics. fut you can 
definitely rest assured that our Ambassador there and the 
people there are doing everything to ensure their security. 


Q Where does the U.S. stand on the $65 million in 
military equipment that is supposedly going to be sent to 
Colombia? As of several days ago, we were continuing to wait 
for the Colombians to help us designate what it is that 
Colombians need. Where does that stand? 


a The Defense Department is the best person to 
answer this, but I can tell you that parts of that package 
should be arriving in the next several cays, but I cannot 


pinpoint the day for you. 
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Q So the United States has received specifics now 
from the Colombian Government, so they're beginning to gear up 
to ship. Is that what you're saying? 


a Again, not trying to duck you, but because I was 
out of town, I know what's being sent, but I don't know if it 
was because Colombia requested it, or this is what we offered, 
or this is what was worked out between the two of us. fut Tf do 
know that very shortly it will be there on the ground. 


Q What parts arrived first? Can you tell us what's 
being sent? 


a They really asked me not to get into it, but I 
can steer you towards that it's going to be very shortly I 
can also help you by telling you that when the Defense 
Department is ready and the Embassy, that they will let you 
know in advance so your colleagues can be there to know about 
it. 


Q Could you confirm if Ambassador Hubbard is soon 
going to be replaced by William Clark in India? 


A No. I could not. That would be a White House 
announcement. 


Q Do you have anything on e«tradition of Colombians 
to this country? 


A No. 


Q Margaret, on the Colombian drug cartel, as a 
concerned party the United States was trying to stop this 
traffic. Mr. Rabin, Israeli Defense Minister, had a news 
conference yesterday, and he said he found some security 
officers have violated the law -- broke the law. Are you aware 
of these things, and have the Israelis so far provided you with 
evidence that they are going to stop or clamp down or recall 
all of their personnel in Cvlombia? 


a I don't have anything really to add, other than 
what we've said for the last couple of days concerning both 
Israel and the United Kingdom. I don't have anything new for 
you, and, if their Defense Minister spoke to this yesterday, [ 
ee refer you to what he had to say of what his country is 

oing. 


Q But you have no concern that this is -- 


A I didn't say that. I[ said we don't have anything 
new to add to what the record has that I said yesterday, and I 
believe Richard said on Monday. 
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Q On the same territory, there are reports that -- 

brought out in [Israeli press that an Israeli security officer, 
former intelligence officer -- his name is Mike Harari -- has 


been a chief supporter or chief adviser to Manuel Noriega in 
carrying on a lot of things which are contrary to what the 
United States wants, including drug trafficking, including 
laundering of money, and other things. 


Are the United States aware of these things, or you -- 


& I haven't heard anything about that. ['ll be 
glad to look into it and see if we have anything for you. 


Q Do you have anything on China being cited at the 
U.N. in Geneva today on human rights violations? 


a Yes, Ido. The U.S. Representative at the Human 
Rights Commission, Subcommission on Prevention of 
Discrimination and Protection of Minorities, is an independent 
expert and, as such, is not subject to instructions from the 
United States Government. 


Q Who is the person? 


A The person's name is Judge William Treat. My 
understanding of this is that whoever the U.S. Representative 
is to this group is nominated by the Se etary of State. This 
gentleman was nominated by Secretary Shultz last year and then 
the nominee is elected by the U.N. Commission on Human Rights. 


When this person is there -- that's why he's described 
as an expert -- he is expressing his own expert opinion and is 
not subject to instructions from the U.S. Government. 


Q Does the State Department concur? 


Q Does the Department agree with his views in this 
particular matter? 


Aa The only thing I have to say on this is that he 
-~ as I've explained the system as it exists -- he does not 


represent, or does not receive instructions from the United 
States Government. He's expressing his own expert views. 


y My question is whether -- 
a I know what your question is. 


Q Whether you read his conclusions and whether you 
agree with this? 


Aa On this subject, this is all that I have to say. 
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Q Do you have anything more to say about the 
conclusion of the Cambodian conference other than what you said 


yesterday? 


A Not a whole lot new. Wait one second. The 
United States welcomes the progress which was made at the Paris 
Conference and hopes that it will serve as a basis for further 
negotiations leading to a comprehensive political settlement of 
the tragic Cambodian conflict. 


The conference participants have agreed that the 
co-presidents, France and Indonesia, will continue to 
facilitate the efforts of all parties to work toward this goal. 


In addition, the co-presidents have agreed to consult 
with all participants within six months regarding the 
reconvening of the conference. We believe that all parties 
should now redouble their diplomatic efforts to find a peaceful 
solution to the Cambodian problem. 


Q In your statement yesterday, the Department 
blamed Vietnam and the Cambodian Government of Mr. Hun Sen for 
the failure to reach agreement there in Paris. What effect 
would you expect that the actions or inactions, as the case may 
be of the Vietnamese Government, would have on the prospects 
for a normalization of relations with the United States -- 
between the United States and Vietnam? 


A I don't have an answer for you on that. I'11 be 
glad to ask somebody. [ don't know, Don. That would be 
speculative of me and I don't want to guess. 


Q Have we sent any messages or indications that you 
) For normalizing relations? 
Q Well, no. The question is, have we given any 


indications of U.S. displeasure to Vietnam other than what you 
said yesterday? 


A Not that I personally am aware of, but I don't 
know. I'd rather check with the Bureau. As you know, 
Assistant Secretary Solomon has been over there. I don't know. 


Q Margaret, what was the rationale of the United 
States abstaining of the Security Council yesterday due to the 
fact that they were against the deportation of Palestinians 
from the West Bank? 


a The United States, as you know, does not believe 
that repeated resort to the Security Council will help address 
the underlying problems of finding peace or facilitate 
negotiations between the parties. We are opposed, as you ; 
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stated, as a matter of principle, to deportations as contrary 
to the provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention, provisions 
which apply to the Occupied Territories of the West Bank and 


Gaza. 


Deportations are unhelpful because they corrode the 
atmosphere in the region, making it more difficult for Israelis 
and Palestinians to engage in constructive dialogue and thereby 
move the peace process forward. 


I'd also point out that the United States Mission at 
the U.N. issued a press release yesterday on this subject and 
on this vote. 


Q But you have been exercising, I believe, quiet 
diplomacy besides the statements, you know, that -- 

A Excuse me? 

Q You have been exercising diplomacy of stating 


your opposition to the deportation, but Israel has been going 
through. So far, I think 56, or even more, Palestinians have 
been deported by Israel in the last few months despite your 
objection. What measures, other measures, the United States 
Government could undertake to try to stop this new turn to the 
negative instead of the positive in the West Bank between the 
Palestinians? 


A That would be speculative for me. 


Q Is it just the repeated votes on this issue that 
the U.S. doesn't feel are helpful? 


A Correct. These kinds of resolutions aren't going 
to solve the problem. We're interested in taking practical 
steps that produce progress. You're right. In other words, 
we're continuing to do this. 


ah Q But with the strong views of the United States, 
the U.S. doesn't feel, to vote in a public forum such as that, 
that it would add further pressure to stop the deportations? 


A Ambassador Pickering expressed our reasons for 


the way we voted yesterday. I've tried to just explain it. 
And beyond that, I really don't have anything further. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
A Sure. 


Q Is the Administration considering the banning of 
Panamanian flag vessels from U.S. ports as a Further sanction 
against Noriega? 


= I haven't heard anything about that. 
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Q It's being rumored in Panama. 
a I don't have a comment on a rumor. [ don't 


independently have any knowledge of it. I never heard about it. 


Q Do you know if there will be an announcement on 
additional sanctions tomorrow? 


A On the subject of Panama and tomorrow, I really 
have nothing to say. 


Q This question wasn't answered yesterday. What is 
the mission of Mr. Derwinski in Poland? And why is he going 
there? 


A I had it all for you yesterday. I didn't bring 
it today, but I didn't get asked it yesterday. ['11l go get it 
for you after the briefing. 


Q Margaret, you have -- yesterday, you said that 
the United States didn't obtain access -- consular access -- to 
the second U.S. citizen of Palestinian origin. He's in 
custody, in Israeli custody. — 


Had the embassy, or rather the consulate in East 
Jerusalem, obtained access to him? Did they meet with him in 
the last 48 hours? 


A No, they haven't, and we have made it very clear 
that we want to see him. 

Q And it has been two weeks, more than two weeks 
since -- 

A I don't know the exact timeframe, but I've 


answered your question correctly: No, they have not, and we've 
made it very clear that we want to see him. 


Q And did you receive now all the specifics, or 
rather the information and the evidence about the 14-year old 
Amjad Jibreen who was killed in Israel -- who killed him, when, 
and what with? 


A I don't know. I haven't asked that question. I 
don't know the answer to that. 


Q And how do you feel yourself about this whole 
thing, that it is the. 16th of August and we are now the 3lst of 
the August and nobody knows who killed Amjad Jibreen? 


i) I don't know what the Bureau knows and doesn't 
know. I know that our consular officials and our officials 
there in the country are doing everything they can to get the 
information. This is an Israeli investigation, as I believe I 
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stated yesterday, and so those would be our feelings of how I 
stated it yesterday and today. It's an on-going investigation. 


Q But your point of view about the whole tragedy, 
how do you express it? How do you express that? 


A If you're concerning the 14-year old, Mr. 
Jibreen, I think that anyone would say that the loss of a 
l4-year old life is tragic and heart-wrenching. 


Q When do you anticipate that the State Department 
is going to announce the location of the bilateral meetings 
between the Soviet Foreign Minister and the U.S. Secretary of 
State? When is that meeting and the location going to be? 


A Not before Labor Day, and [ will try to get the 
announcement for you as soon as possible. 


Q Thank you. 


I have one more question, please. I would just 
like to ask whether the State Department is considering sending 
anymore helicopters besides the two that it has loaned to 
Colombia from your Task Force down there? 


A How many helicopters? I don't know. 
Q It was announced here sometime ago that on that 
day you were sending -- and we've seen the pictures -- two Bell 


helicopters from the State Department's Regional Task Force. 


A Richard announced that we were sending them the 
day that he announced it. 


, Q Yeah, they're there. And the question I'm asking 
now is, since I know there are quite a few other helicopters in 
that group, are anymore of them going to be sent and loaned to 
Colombia? 


A I don't know. I'll if I can answer you, or, if 
not, if the Pentagon can. 


Q The U.S. has withdrawn from an international 
coffee agreement that had kept coffee prices high. As a 
result, the prices have gone down and the legal legitimate 
economy of Colombia has suffered as a result. Do the reason or 
justification for hurting the legal side of the Colomb“an 
economy at a time when we're trying to fight the illegal side? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Can you lake it? 
“ Yes. We've spoken on that subject before, 


several times from the podium. It's on the record, but I'll go 
see if there's anything new to add to it. 
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Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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:usted: September i, 1569 
TAKEN QUESTION 
AUGUST 31 PRESS BRIEFING 
ISRAELI MERCENARIES IN COLOMBIA 


Q: What is the United States doing to ensure Israe/i investigation of 
their citizens involvement in training drug cartel members in Latin 
America, and specifically the activities of one Mike Harari? 

A: --WE HAVE SEEN PRESS REPORTS ALLEGING THE 
INVOLVEMENT OF SEVERAL ISRAELI CITIZENS IN THE 
TRAINING OF DRUG CARTEL MEMBERS IN COLOMBIA 
AND PANAMA, INCLUDING &FORMER COL. MICHAEL 
HARARI. THE ISRAELI FOREIGN MINISTRY HAS 
ANNOUNCED THAT THEY TAKE ALL OF THESE 
ALLEGATIONS VERY SERIOUSLY AND ARE 


INVESTIGATING THEM. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 31, 1989 
MR. POST: Good afternoon. I’m Robert Post, and as Executive 
Director of OSTP, I’m standing in this afternoon for Dr. Allan 
Bromley. Dr. Bromley sends his sincere regrets that he could not be 
present today, particularly since he regards this meeting as a 
Significant milestone in the actions being taken by the United 
States on Global Change in the Earth’s environment. 


On his behalf, I’m happy to announce the release of this 
administration’s research plan for research in US global chance. 
While the budget presented in this plan focuses exclusively on the 
upcoming fiscal year, we’re confident that the framework presented 
and provided in this plan would provide a framework and set the 
stage for program planning for global change research in future 


years. 


The plan is quite thorough. As stated in the transmittal 
letter, the scientific objectives of the research plan are “to 
monitor, understand, and ultimately predict global change’, end of 
quote. This comprehensive 196-page report is the result of an 
intense and prolonged interagency effort under the coordinating 
framework of OSTP. The level of interagency cooperation has been 
Virtually unprecedented, and it bodes quite well for our future 
progress, future scientific progress in understanding and predicting 


global chance. 


I would now like to introduce Dr. Dallas Peck, the Director of 
the US Geological Survey, and also the Chairman of the OSTP 
Committee on Earth Sciences. This Committee coordinated the 
research report that you have right now. Dr. Peck will be 
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® introducing the members of the task force which worked on this 


report, 
and also, he will be answering -- directing answers to any questions 
that you might have regarding the report. 


MR. PECK: Thank you. Can I do it from here or -- 
MR. : The podium, please. 


MR. PECK: The podium? Well, thank you Bob. As Bob said, I'm 
Dallas Peck. I’m Chairman of the Committee on Earth Science and 
when I’m not doing that, I’m Director of the US Geological Survey. 
The Committee on Earth Science has been in existence for a little 
over two years and this research plan is the latest product of the 
committee. I’d like to say a little bit about what happened over 
the last two years. Very shortly, I’1l be introducing Bob Corell 
who’s going to describe is somewhat more detail the report, and 
introduce the working members of the committee, who have been really 
working intensively the last couple of years. 


This has been some of the closest and most intense cooperation 
among different agencies that I’ve always ever been involved with. 
It’s a -- been a quite remarkable process. Global change is a large 
complex, scientific problem, and is still largely not understood. 
Solving the unknown, so that we can attempt prediction, is going to 
require an interdisciplinary approach, and a joint effort of 
agencies working together -- by the way, including OMB -- that 
fortunately has marked the progress so far. It’s also going to 
require intense cooperation with the whole university community, and 
with the National Academy of Sciences, which has participated to a 
great extent working with us in developing this research plan. And 
it’s going to involve international cooperation because this is 
truly a global problem. 


Many of you have seen the previous document, the white one we 
call it, called “Our Changing Plan of the US Strategy for Global 
Change Research’, which is included in your briefings materials; and 
it was released as part of the President’s budget last January, in 
this very room. The research plan we’re releasing today and 
embargoing until tomorrow, spells out the details of implementing 
that plan. 


The research plan does a number of things. It describes the 
ongoing federal government’s global change research program and the 
responsibilities of different federal agencies. It sets priorities 
-- priorities for immediate decisions about the mix of projects and 
programs in the program, and also the basis for longs term 
setting of priorities. But we all have to keep in mind this 1s a 
living document and a living program, and we’re going to be 
modifying that on the basis of the research. It develops the FY ’90 
research program with the goal of providing policy-makers the 
necessary information for decisions. 


Bob Corell, who is the chair of our Working Group on Global 
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“ Change, is going to describe the research plan in more detail. But 
before I turn it over to him, I want to introduce the 
representatives of the Committee on Earth Science Agencies who have 
worked so intensively -- they and others from those agencies -- over 
the last year on this report. 


And I’1ll just read them. And if -- because they don’t know -- 
if somebody would -- can you just hold up your hand so that they 
know the famous Mike Hall -- I mean, probably they all know that, 
but -- (laughter) -- that’s Mike Hall, from NOAA, who’s Vice 
Chairman of the Working Group and a good member of the committee. 


Dixon Butler, from NASA. 


And we’re very sorry that Bob Watson isn’t here -- Bob Watson 
from NASA -- because he played a very large role in developing this 
document. 


Cortney Riorden from EPA. 

Bill Summers from USDA. 

Doyle Frederick from the US Department of Interior. 

Bill Sullivan from State. 

Ted Kress from DOD. 

John Jens (ph) from CEQ. 

And, of course, Bob Correll. 

I’1l be turning it over to Bob. And after he finishes his 
talk, we’ll open it up to questions. And I’d ask each of you to 


identify yourself before we -- before you ask your question. 


So, Bob is chair of the Working Group on Global Change. He’s 
from the National Science Foundation. And now it’s his. 


MR. CORRELL: Thank you very much. I appreciate the chance to 
share with you the work of many, many people in these agencies of 
the United States Government that have brought to together this 
research plan. 


GS 


First, I want to make it clear that what we’re talking about 1 
the science planning -- the science program that underpins the US 
and the United States federal interests in global change. It all 
began, as Dallas indicated, with the publication in January -- 
they ’re supposed to dim the lishts so we can see these things. It 
all began in January with a short description of what our science 
objectives are, what 1s our agenda, 
where are we headed with respect to a scientific program of research 
to underpin the United States’ federal needs to address global 
change agenda. The problem is well understood by this group that 
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- there are changes in the climate system, there are changes in the 


global environmental system, that both have natural and increasingly 
evident man-induced changes that will have profound impacts on our 
economy, on the style and approach to life that we have in this 
country and abroad. This document is the next step in the evolution 
to help us in a coordinated fashion address a national response to 
these issues that will feed into policy planning and development 
within this government that addresses economic issues, developmental 
issues, and so forth. 


It 1s premised on the observation that the evidence is 
increasingly on the scientific table that change is occurring. We 
do see changes in the greenhouse gas concentrations. Trace gas 
emissions from man’s activities are beginning to rival those of 
natural origin. Global water resources are clearly under stress, 
and so forth. So these are the kinds of underpinning issues that 
are inherent in this particular document. 


The science community with whom we work -- the National 
Academy, the science community through other bodies, such as ICSU. 
the International Academy of Sciences, in effect, have helped 
tremendously in giving the scientific underpinning for this 
document. And as I indicated earlier, the ability to separate out 
what is a natural variability, how does this climate naturally 
behave, iS crucial to our ability to separate out and pul} out 
man-induced activities that do, in fact, influence global change. 


The document is also nested in a much larger framework within 
the federal government. We’re addressing the scientific agenda, but 
that agenda is related to how this nation as a government and as 
peoples address such questions as the impact of those changes on our 
economic structure; how do those impact our international and 
foreign relations; and, ultimately, how can we as a nation and other 
nations in the world develop response strategies that are 
responsible and responding to those changes? 


So, we sit in the right side of this diagram -- I should say left 
Side of this diagram with a scientific agenda. 


I also want to make it clear that we’re sitting in a framework 
that 1s not only federal agencies workings. I see John Perry in the 
back of the room, who is the executive for the Global Change 
Committee in the Academy, with whom we work on a daily basis, and 
whose efforts are also reflected in the content of this document. 
The CES is the federal agency machinery for putting it together. 
And on the international front, there are programs like the 
international geosphere/biosphere program, the world climate 
research program, and others, that are the international expression 
and the coordination through which we work internationally. 


When we set out, we describe what it iS we’re about. what is 
the goal of the program. It 16 to gain an understanding in how this 
magnificent planet ticks, how it works, what are the interactions 
between the various components, and working at levels that are 
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~ different from our experience because the dynamics of the science 
tends to be at the interfaces between our more comfortable 
biological, chemical, physical understanding of natural processes. 
And how those interrelate, how they interconnect, is essential to 
the framework we set here, and that that framework, as we begin, 
over the decade ahead, to more clearly understand how it works, will 
naturally feed into policy formulation and decisionmaking in the 
larger sense of the United States government. 


The program sets forth a global-scale strategy that involves 
satellite systems, NASA and NOAA; involves land-based systems of 
other agencies; in fact, involves a total effective resource that 
this government can bring to bear on this dramatic question. 


We have set for ourselves threesimple goals. 
First, the ability over the decade ahead to document, to measure, to 
monitor, to observe how this planet really works; that is. to 
measure its behavior. Second of 1l, this program seeks to 
dramatically increase our understanding of how this planet 
functions. What are those interacting physical, chemical, 
biological processes that control the environmental envelope within 
which we have the privilege to live. And finally, leading us to 
both a better conceptual understanding of how this planet works, and 
the ability to predict ahead changes that are likely to occur both 
from natural sources that we can measure and from those that are 
brought about by human-induced change that is a natural consequence 
of the style of life that we on the planet have elected to follow. 


So this research plan is the feceral agency's science program 
What does it do? First of all, it defines quite clearly what the 
nature of the program is all about. Secondly, it does an in-depth 
review of the current status of federal agency programs related to 
global change research. Thirdly, it sets priorities. Fourthly, at 
provides a framework, a common book, if you will, from which all of 
uS read as we develop our programs within our agencies that address 
the scientific issues essential to understanding global change. 


In doing that, we set forth seven scientific areas that are not 
the classical disciplines of chemistry or physics or physical 
oceanography, but are the first level of integration that occurs 
between these disciplines, such as bio-geo-chemical dynamics. How 
CO2 functions in its biological, in its physical, and in its 
chemical sense, and Similarly, through an entire array of scientific 
areas of research. In fact, this document is built around those 
seven scientific elements. 


As I indicated, the first thing it does is an in-depth review 
of 
where we are. It takes one of these scientific areas, such as 
Climate and hydrologic systems, and takes an in-depth review of the 
strengths of our program, the weaknesses of our current program, 
sets forth high priority research needs, and sets the 1990 
initiatives and augmentations for observing, understanding, and 
predictive modeling. And it does that for all seven of the 
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scientific areas, piece by piece, agency by agency. And in the 
document, you’ll be able to follow that and see where it is that the 
United States Global Change Scientific Research Program is set. 


Probably one of the most interesting aspects of this 185 a-- 
from our perspective, anyways -- a first -- first time attempt to 
put a priority framework within which we're going to all agree to 
function. Ina sense, it’s to set the criterion by which we can 
measure how well we're doing, whether our program measures up to the 
scientific requirements. And it’s set ina three level scientific 
framework of priorities: some strategic ones that apply to 
everything that we do; some integrating ones that are essential to 
the accomplishment of the tasks; and finally, a set of scientific 
priorities for each of those seven areas, that range from climate 
and hydrologic systems, which are the highest priority issue to be 
addressed by the program at this time, proceeding across to 
biogeochemical questions, to ecological systems, to our ability to 
unravel the past through paleoclimate records, ice cores, deep “ea 
cores, coral cores, et cetera, the role of humans in this process, 
the role of solid earth processes, such as volcanism, and finally, 
the solar influence, the ultimate heat pump, that makes this whole 
system work. 


The strategic priorities are things of this nature: that the 
program is -~ supports broad US interests and is connected 
internationally; that it does seek to separate out natural from 
human-induced change. It focuses on those important interactions 
that occur between the disciplines of science, the institutions of 
government, the institution of international cooperation, etc. a 
very important part of what we’re doing are those interactions <-- 
interdisciplinary nature of the science. 


Finally, that it produces an environment in which burdens are 
shared, that the VUrited States does not do this alone. We do it 
with our colleaguss internationally. We apply the best of our 
resources -- inte:ilectual -- our equipment, et cetera. And it 
encourages full participation within the United States and amonast 
the countries of the world, i.e@., the Third World as an example. 


The intearating priority is that everything we do must meet one 
or more of these priorities. It has to address the documentation 
issue; it has to address the studies to enhance our understanding of 
controlling processes or that it leads to better and improved 
conceptual or a predictive model. those things <-- one or more 
must be characterized by any efforts that we undertake. 


The next side is busy, and it i¢ taken directly from the 
document. I just want to suggest that you look at it aS a4 mosaic, 
and you can look at -- it is there on the document. These are the 
science priorities; these are the seven areas of the scientifi: 
framework, ranaing from climate and hydrology to solar influence, 
and within which we have identifed the key Scientific issues and 
questions that must be addressed ina priority framework. This. side 
of the diagram is higher priority than the riaht. The top of the 
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- list is higher priority than the bottom. 


And let me give you 4n example, and pull out climate and 
hydrologic systems. In the document. you'll see this broken out in 
this framework where each of these are the priority issues, hiaohest 
to lowest. Each of those. for example -- (it?) is pulled out -- the 
role of clouds -- is analyzed of what are the key scientific issues 
that have to be addressed -- and similarly. with all the other 
parts, page after page -- to try and give us a solid intellectual 
framework within which we can judge the science programs that we are 
undertaking. 


Where does this all lead? It 16 to try. over the decade ahead 
to forecast, in time and space and in relationship to the human 
impacts, global and climate change. to predict things that are aoinge 


to occur on time scales of weeks to centuries. It is our view that 
within the decade ahead some of the inter-annual variance that 
occurs in such things as El Nino -- southern oscillation -- call it 
what you will -- we ought to 


by the mid-'90s or shortly thereafter. have reasonable predictive 
capability so that that set of predictions can be rolled back into 
countries, their economies and their planning and the individuals 
and industry that must know of those benefits. 


You all know that in 1982 and ‘83, the El Nino produced 
profound impacts of climate and weather change, not only in the US 
but throughout the world. We think Similarly there will be otter 
examples that will roll out over the decade ahead as we move more 
closely to an understanding of how it works so that we ll move to 
decadal projections, et cetera. 


That’s where the whole program i¢ headed. That's Now it can 
interface back to the policy-making community within our aovernment 
and within the agencies who are very much a part of the CES process. 


and it is with that background that 1°11 turn the meeting back 
over to Dallas Peck, and I think we'll open the floor for questions. 
Thank you. I°l1]l leave thas liaht on until the others. There we Go. 


MR. PECK: So, do we have some questions? 


MR. CORELL: And if I might encourage the agency participants to 
join us on the stage $0 we can -- 


MR. PECK: We need all the help we can get. 


Q Is this now a permanent part of the aovernment. or do you 
have a time frame under which you'll make some sort of policy 
recommendations based on what you learn? 


MR. PECK: Our goal is not to make policy recommendations but to 
develop the scientific understandina so that the policy apparatus 
can make those decisions. 











G Well. is it arrelevant to -- I mean is there some point 
where you will tell the White House -- (inaudible) -- 


MR. PECK: Well, my feeling is you really need a close 
relationship, you see, between the research establishment and the 
policy apparatus because you want to be conducting research that's 
relevant to the policy decisions that have to be made. On the other 
hand, you don’t want the results to be filtered through a policy 
screen. So wa’re working, for example, quite closely with the 
intersgovernmental panel 
for climate change. It’s headed by Fred Bernthal (ph) at the State 
Department, and it involves all the nations of the world, because I 
emphasize this is a global problem. And the three workings groups 
under that -- one has to do with appraisal, what's the climate 
Situation, sort of a researching part -- that’s headed by a John 
Holton in Great Britain. 


The second one has to do with effects -- EPA is very active. 
The Soviets have the lead on that. 


The third has to do with policy response, and that’s headed by 
Pe-nthal (ph). 


Q Yeah, I’m familiar with that. I’m just not quite sure 
that I understand exactly -- is this a permanent reorganization of 
scientific research within the Federal Government? 


MR. PECK: Well, I don’t think anything is permanent. But 
certainly it’s going to take a decade of *°mphasis and continuation 
of research to get and develop a firm understandins. 


G And will there be some kind of a report that you submit, 
or how will this -- I don’t understand exactly -- 


MR. PECK: When there’s a series of reports, I quess that sets 
priorities. We're participating -- and Bob Watson who is very 
active in NASA was very active in this report <-- has been very 
active in IPCC Working Group 1, doing a @lobal assessment of the 
status of the climate and the trends. And <-- 


MR. CORRELL: Dallas. 
MR. PECK: Yeah. 


MR. CORRELL: I think it’s going to come out on a case-by-case 
basis. The committee has been workina under what miaht b called “a 
new paridigm,” and I think Dallas alluded to that. We're tryins to 
work really in parallel with these other entities and informational 
flow back and forth, sort of in real time. Many of the people on 
this stage are members of the some of the policy-ora@anizins 
committees for the US and abroad. ¢o that that information can be a 
part of the decision process, can be available. But others will be 
by case report: stratospheric ozone, for example -- there is a 
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5? new report that will be out fairly shortly if it’s not already on 
the street, an international 
assessment of the status of stratospheric ozone. 


The US, and this committee, in particular, through Bob Watson 
was very active in the development of that. So this scientific 
information can flow directly. I think you’re going to see a series 
of those kinds of documentations occurring, sort of in real time, as 
issue by issue it becomes more apparent that the scientific evidence 
is prepared to address that particular issue. 


MR. PECK: Also, we’re a committee under the -- under the FCC 
(?), the Federal Coordinating Council, and I report to the 
President’s science advisor, Allan Bromley, in that role. And 
that’s sort of the avenue to the Domestic Policy Council, or the 
National Security Council, or whatever White House apparatus is 
erected to cover policy issues. 


(Calling on reporter) Back there. 


Q I think we’re trying to find out, as information is 
developed will there be a routine manner for it to become public? 
Will it be published in scientific journals? Or will it just be one 
scientist talking to another scientist? 


MR. PECK: Well, as in every program, the goal 1S a variety of 
avenues, and a lot of it’s going to be in scientific journals. Some 
of it will be in the popular science press. Some of it will be in 
memoranda or briefings for members of Congress, or policy level 
members of the administration. 


Q You don’t have a regular program for publishing findings 
or +--+ 


MR. PECK: No. And keep in mind, we’re sort of a confederation 
of agencies, all of whom are involved in this. We’re not a big, new 
bureaucratic entity. God forbid -- 


Q But some of these agencies are more aggressive 1n making 
their work public than others. So, can we expect to see a lot more 
from one agency just because it’s in the habit of issuing public 
reports? 


MR. PECK: I’m only -- you agencies that aren’t very 
good at that, do you want to try? (Laughter). 


MR. RIORDAN: I think the process -- Cortney Riordan, EPA. 
I think the process is still evolving. We’ve had experiences in the 
federal government with cooperative research programs where there 
has been a committment to periodic, the annual reports, some of 
which have been procedural, some of which have been substantive. [ 
think right at the moment, this group has achieved, I think, a 
tremendous feat in just getting a coordinated plannina document 
together that I think is done a tremendous job 
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in terms of prioritizing the scientific uncertainties and mobilize 
the agencies to address that. In terms of publication of results, I 
would expect that there may be some more formalized process adopted 
at some point in time, but right now, we as an agency and others 
would continue to operate independently in producing the results of 
our research and expect change to modify that as (inaudible). 


MR. PECK: At some time, we may come to an annual report or 
something like that. There’s a certain: amount of legislation going 


through that mandates that, and it makes a certain amount of sense. 


MR. CORELL: There’s another way in which the committee process 
Will relate to this. AS an agency develops a new report, and a 
good example of which have been recent reports by EPA, the 
committee has been very much involved in the review of those 
documents, so that they are really a broad representation of the 
knowledge we have in the federal government and in the scientific 
community, but it does come out through one of the agencies that is 
the key player in that particular area, say the impacts report. 


MR. PECK: Okay. Over there. 
Q Helen -- (last name inaudible) -- from New Scientist. 


MR. PECK: Oh, yes, that reminds me. She did it right. Please 
introduce yourself after this. 


MR. : And can I get you to -- since you will be speaking 
the most, perhaps to go to the podium even though it’s a little more 
uncomfortable. 

MR. PECK: Well, I will move up closer to Corell. 
Q Is this working? 
(Brief discussion of microphone logistics not transcribed. ) 

MR. PECK: Go ahead. 

Q What is the framework of priorities going to mean in 
practice? Will you use that for deciding how to allocate funds to 


the competing research programs? 


MR. PECK: Yes. Corell can go on in great and ultimate detail 
on that, but we’re going through a process now -- secret, secret -- 


MR. CORELL: The simple answer is yes. The more complicated 
answer goes as follows. The agencies obviously have a normal budget 
process for the development of their programs, but a new entity has 
been brought anto this picture to produce a coordinated, integrated, 
US global change scientific research program, and the committee is 
responsible for doing that. The committee is preparing and will 
submit to OMB in the days ahead a plan that it recommends for the US 
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.* global change program for the FY °91 budget. We’ve been intensely 


in meetings looking at how this research plan helps us sort out the 
priorities of where we as agencies put our emphasis in our programs 
and in our budgets. 


So, the bottom line is that the committee has that 
responsibility, working through the President’s science adviser and 
over to OMB to put an integrated fiscal plan that underpins this 
research program. 


MR. PECK: Of course, the ultimate decision is the President's, 
helped by OMB. So they will be setting a sort of broad magnitude of 
the program in the context of resources and other needs. Yes? 


Q Coming back -- 
MR. PECK: Uh-uh. Who? 


Q Sorry. Larry Mosher (ph), the Lowery (7?) Quarterly 
Newsletter. 


MR. PECK: Okay. 


Q Coming back to the question on the relationship between 
agency reports and this committee, EPA’s recent remedial draft 
report by Daniel Leshoff (ph) and Mr. Tespits (ph), for instance. 
Did that go through this committee and reflect any imprimatur from 
this committee, or is that an independent act by EPA? And what 
about future reports and policy recommendations? 


MR. PECK: Let Courtney talk to that. 


MR. RIORDAN: That was the “Stabilizing the Atmosphere’ report 
which is concerned primarily with mitigation -- how might one 
mitigate the emission of greenhouse gases and stop the increase in 
the concentrations in the environment? 


Q Yeah. 


MR. RIORDAN: And that type of study is not physical, 
biological, chemical sciences -~- that would come out of the 
oversight of this committee. It, rather, comes under the oversiaht 
of -- at the present time, policymakers within our agency. 


There are proposals to find a mechanism for reviewing those 
kind of documents from the point of view of the federal government, 
but nothing concrete has yet come up. It’s very <-- there's active 
discussions going on at the moment, which Dallas actually was <-- 
initiated some of those discussions because he recognized that gap 
in oversight -- 


MR. PECK: So that we could address it more thorousghly, but 
those discussions are still going on. 
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Yes? 

Q Ken Mason (ph), Monitor Radio. When you first began 
presenting the anformation, Bob Corell, I got the impression -- 
first, I thought that all seven categories were -- is it seven 


categories or -- 
MR. PECK: Yeah. 


Q -~- were about the same, and they were just broken out for 
category sake. But one slide you had up there showed that they’re 
prioritized even among the categories. How did that prioritization 
happen? I’11 pick on solar because it was at the bottom. 


MR. PECK: Yes. 


Q Did it reach the bottom because we just don’t have that 
much information, or because you don’t think the information is as 
valuable as other information? So -- you know -- how did the 
priorities happen? 


MR. PECK: Good. That’s a good question. The committee has 
worked extensively with the Academy of Sciences, Committee on Global 
Change; with the committees and structure of the International 
Geosphere-Biosphere Program; the World Climate Research Program; and 
a whole host of others. And there are, within that framework, a 
variety of documents that help us sort out what priorities might be. 
And, in fact, this document is an attempt to integrate the best 
scientific knowledge we have today 
about the key questions that need to be asked and that can be asked. 
The solar influence is a good example. We -- our understanding of 
that process is relatively weak. We think it’s going to take a 
long period of time in the scientific community to enhance that 
understanding, so we’re encouraging a program of research. But if 
you want to look at, say, the climate models, what are the key 
questions that we need to get at right now? For the role of clouds 
is very dramatically important. It 1s addressable in the near time. 


So those priorities are not just intellectual priorities. They 
have to do with can we do it? Are we ready to do it? What are the 
cost issues that are likely to be associated with those? And in 
working up this priority framework, we worked with the Academy. 
About 50 members of the scientific community helped us review it. 
And I think the best way to think of that document is that it is the 
1989 edition of our best understanding of the scientific questions 
and our preparedness to address them. 


MR. PECK: Over there. 


@) Gordon Prelude (sp7?), Science Trends. I was thinking of 
the National Acid Precipitation Assessment Program, which keeps 
Calling for more research on acid rain, and they have been more or 
less outrun by political and technical events. I wonder how this 
differs from that. I don’t mean to sound clever now, (laugher) but 








* I mean the approach. Well, being a member, I 


MR. RIORDAN: I can’t remember. Maybe I’ve heard for all 
these years. It 1s coming to an end. It was a 10-year research 
program that was authorized by Congress and funded by the agencies 
through their individual appropriations, and they’ re coming to a 
close. Very definitely. 


And a lot of the research that was ultimately generated in 
that program, I think, were instrumental in coming up with a 
decision to do -- make some control decisions on the acid 
deposition. But that program was developed in the heat of very 
strong political controversy. As you know, the US and Canada were 
engaged in some actual negotiations relative to possibly reducing 
the precursors of acid deposition at that point in time. But in 
reviewing the situation, Congress and the policymakers 
decided they wanted more information, specificaliy identified 
certain things they wanted researched. I think we’re a little 
earlier on in the process in some ways than Global Plannina(?). I 
don’t think that the policymakers are able to stipulate a 10-year 
program as being able to deal with their -- 


MR. PECK: And it may be that our research program will be 
overtaken by events. 


MR. POST: I think that one thing that needs to be emphasized 
-~ it’s already been brought out, but what’s different or 
distinguishes this particular effort is the degree to which the 
agencies have sat down in the same room for months and months, 
talked with each other, showed each other their research programs, 
looked at those and compared those with the overall objectives, and 
worked out something where each agency has talked with each other, 
they’ve agreed that they’re going to work together for a collective 
end. They don’t stop being agencies, they don’t stop having their 
own programs, they don’t stop publishing their R&D results, as 
they’ve done before. But the big difference, and really is 
virtually is unprecedented, is the degree to which the agencies are 
now sitting with each other and talking about a common objective. 


MR. PECK: (Okay, with that I agree?) 


Q Chet Liner (7) with the Gannett Newspapers. Getting back 
to the who’s in charge here question, would it be fair to say that 
your structure is sort of analogous to the National Space Council 
that sifts out a bunch of -- (inaudible) -- comparable programs? 


And secondly, I don’t see, although we've only had a half an 
hour to look at this, I don’t see International Space Year or NASA’s 
Mission to Planet Earth mentioned. 


MR. PECK: Well, thas Eos thing is mentioned in quite a lot 
of detail. In fact, I think it relates to five of the seven mission 
categories, so Dixon can speak eloquently to that point, I suspect. 
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MR. BUTLER: I think what you see here is that there’s a shared 
common purpose amongst this set of federal agencies and the people 
involved in them and the scientific communities which they relate to 
both domestically and internationally. That common purpose 1s to go 
understand global change. And that leads to a sense of motivation, 
a sense of commitment, and a, really, depth of cooperation that one 
does not always find in efforts merely to keep agencies from 
tripping over one another. We’re 
going well beyond that type of coordination. The plan you have in 
front of you, to an extent, deals with the current year. We’re in 
the planning years of the Earth Observing System, which is basically 
the first half of NASA’s Mission to planet Earth. That mission is 
certainly very much integrated into the strategy -- the strategy 
in that -- in Mission Planet Earth, and particularly the Earth 
Observing System are harmonized. The elements that NASA will bring 
forward as part of its Mission to Planet Earth are being right now 
coordinated through this committee, through this process. It will 
be a part of the budget strategy of which Bob Corell spoke. We 
have (7) intended to use the term “Mission to Planet Earth” in this 
particular context, but it’s basically there. And what’s nice is, 
in this context, the full sense of the program -- because NASA has 
always recognized that there is substantial ground-based efforts 
that are required and go well beyond what NASA is responsible for -- 
that all of us here can probably (get at ?) very nicely. 


MR. PECK: Also, this is not the end all, be all. The thing is 
that there, of course, has to be international programs, and we have 
to relate through the National Academy to the International 
Geosphere-Biosphere Programme, and to the World Climate Research 
Programme. So, this is just part of the effort. 


MR. SULLIVAN: Certainly not all of the international programs 
that are related to the GCRP are indicated in this document. Wwe 
didn’t even make an effort to try to identify all of them. There's 
too many of them, and you’d just have a long, long list. We tried 
to relate it moreso in the text, to the actual research activities 
and the relationship of some of them. We hope to improve it and 
strengthen it next year. 


MR. PECK: Okay, the lady in the second row. 


Q It’s not clear to me how you intend to use your list of 
priorities. You Sit down to talk priority and «ay, "“We’re 
going to do this. Let’s bid (7) between the agencies on who 


tackles it.” And then you go down to the next one and make sure 
each of them are covered inorder? Or does every agency look at it 
and say, “Well, we’re each going try and attack number -- objective 


one, and next year we’ll try to do objective two -- 
MR. PECK: No. It’s not that. 
Q Okay. 


MR. PECK: That way, but -- 
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MR. CORELL: It’s both -- ina sense, both a bottom-ups process 
where agencies come in and say, we’re prepared in this timeframe 


to put this program before the CES as a component to meet objectives 
five, seven, you know, thirteen, and so forth. So we end up with an 
ensemble of research programs, which we then work with the agencies 
and go back and forth and back and forth, so that we hone it down to 
the point where we have a totally integrated program. That process 
1s underway for FY ‘91, and it 1s both top down in the sense that 
the priorities are set here, but bottoms up because ultimately these 
programs are housed within agencies. And in some cases three or 
four agencies will be working together to address a single issue. 

In other cases, it’ll be one agency; but it’s on a case-by-case 
basis and this document provides the integrating framework, so that 
we can all, you know, have the same criterion against which to 
measure what we're doing. 


MR. PECK: But it’s been kind of a healthy interaction, so that 
as a result of that interaction the agencies have evolved their 
programs to fit better into that framework andto meet the needs. 


MR. CORELL: Just to give you an example, in recent 
UJiscussions, agencies are revising their own internal pricrities so 
that they can address things that they're uniquely prepared to 
address, that no other agency can address. As a consequence of this 
process, it 1s dynamic. And we’re right in the middle of the final 
phases of dealing with the FY ‘91 recommendation to OMB which, by 
the way, will result in another document which we'll be prepared to 
share with you in January that will accompany the President’s budget 
for FY ’91, which will take this document and convert it into a 
budget program for FY ‘91. In fact, we're looking with time 
horizons of five and ten years out, so we’re not just looking at one 
little small part. 


MR. PECK: Here. 


Q Philip Butz (ph) with the New York Times. It says here 
there’s a budget increase from about $134 million to $190 [million]. 
How much of this 1s areal increase and how much is relabeled 
programs from other situations? 


MR. PECK: ‘tainly from an OMB perspective -- whether it’s 
new money, a le’ sepends on where you are -- from OMB’s perspective, 
I think it’s new money. I think from a Geological Survey <-- putting 
on a director Geological Survey hat -- it was new money because -- 


not to say we didn’t have budget cuts elsewhere in the program, but 
if we hadn’t requested those funds we wouldn’t have gotten those 
funds, and when OMB had to pass back to the department, they did 


what they called -- they fenced that, put a littie fence around it 
and said, “Department, keep your bloody hands off." So it was 
really pretty new money. (Laughter.) The world is shades of aray. 


(Laughter. ) 
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But keep in mind that’s just the focused program, there’s an 
enormous contributing program now. For example, the Geological 
Survey does stream gaging, we’ve been doing it for a hundred years. 
So we have all these records of flow in rivers; well, that’s part of 
the record of climate chance. NOAA does all sorts of charting and 
weather observatories, and so on. A lot of that as not focused on 
this program, but they contribute. So the total program 1s about a 
billion dollars worth. 


Yes? 


Q Bob Davidson (sp?), Wall Street Journal. Following up 
on the budget numbers: 
First of all, how are you doing in FY’90? What are you 
looking for in ’91? What’s your 10-year estimate of what you’re 
looking for? 


And then the question of -- you were sort of -- alluded to 
allocating what comes under this stuff. I mean, I was thinking of 
the Eo System, for instance. My understanding is that currently, 
this year, it’s $100 million plus -- maybe that’s ‘90, I’m not sure 
-=- but $100 million plus already. And NASA’s only down here in ‘89 
and °90 for $14 million in’89 and $4 million in ’90. It just seems 
that there’s an enormous amount of -- (inaudible) -- to either 
inflate or deflate the money in ‘89. 


MR. PECK: Well, what’s in the book is FY’90 -- funds. What -- 
the exercise we’re going through with FY’91 -- that’s the year where 
the plan is for OMB to consider a new start for Eos. And so -- 
that’s -- that’s been considered. And those budget levels, I would 
guess, are administratively confidential. 


Q What about 10 years -- 


MR. PECK: But -- but, I think, even at the most pessimistic 
look, we’re looking at substantial increases. And I don’t think I 
can say any more than that. But, Mr. Post, would you like to 
address that? 


MR. POST: Yeah. I would just like to emphasize that it is 


administratively confidential -- anything pertaining to 1991. 

Q What about 10 years? I mean, 10 years iS a rough 
approximation -- 

MR. POST: Well, it really is -- the same principles hold in 
anything that relates to planning beyond 1990 -- at this poant, is 
-- you know -- internal to the administration. 

Q Could Mr. Butler address the Eos -- 


MR. BUTLER: Yes, be glad to. The numbers in the report are 
basically NASA’s numbers for the advanced technology development of 
the Earth Observing System -- “advanced technology development” 
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'* being NASA’s term for -- (inaudible) -- get ready when the -- 
(inaudible) -- becomes significant enough to you to actually have 
specific money going to a specific mission. So, those are the (ES?) 
numbers. NASA has been spending money cn development of the polar 
Platform for the use of the Earth Observing System. We've been 
spending money on certain other instruments to get them reacy, but 
those things are at least in the context of FY’89 and '90 -- have 
been considered part of the contributing program. This was the 
specific focus -- the Eos money per se. 


Q Can you say that this was our own budget? If you had 
Eos 1190, how much is it for NASA and how much is in here -- 1990? 


MR. BUTLER: In the -- (inaudible) -- I believe the number's 
21. If one were to consider -- it’s hard to say -- one considers 
the full range of monies being spent on the polar platform -- all 
the instrument preparations and everything. One gets a number 
which -- it’s hard for me to put a specific figure on because I'm 
not a part of the space station program per se, but it comes up 
closer to the kinds of figures you mentioned. It’s about 50 million 
[dollars], but a lot of that money is actually getting this 
approved polar platform going. It’s in a more advanced stage of 
funding -- 


MR. PECK: Before we get into trouble with OMB, let’s move on. 


a) Yeah. Leonard David, Ad Astra Magazine. Could you tell 
me what you consider the timing when the Global Change Program 
would end? How do you know when you’ve accomplished your goals 
planetarily and somehow -- (laughter) -- is this a program that will 
be a never-ending budgetary commitment? 


MR. PECK: Anybody want -- ah, good old Mike. 


MR. HALL: (Off mike) -- It bears on the questions that have 
come up about what are the tangible results of this (that will 
really happen? ) 


It’s not possible for any of us to say when the program will 
terminate. I’m sure this will be here in 10 years. Whether it will 
be here in 30 is pure speculation. But the larger scientific 
endeavor that together we are building, which 1s supposed to lead to 
an improved partnership between human beings and planet Earth, 
partnership that has economic payoff, agricultural payoff, and so 
on goes -- (inaudible) -- in agency roles, agency budgets. [t 
starts soon. We are grappling with the creation of a line of 
tangible information projects that are done regularly, and done by 
consensus at time scales of interannual to interdecadial. It’s no 
longer possible or wise for one agency to do that job, because, in 
making that choice, it’s eliminating a large percentage of the US 
intellectual talent pool. 


But, basically, agencies, through this (program?), are 
generating the long-term commitments to information projects on 





(several continents?) that ought to go on indefinitely. By analosy, 
it wouldn’t have been fair in the 1950s to ask those who were 
beginning to develop numerical weather prediction when they would 
be done. They never finished. They got numerical weather 
prediction going. We all benefit from it four times a day (and we 
go on with our lives?), and many people are working to improve it 
constantly. This must look like that ian (our future?) and I'll 
encourage you to judge the extent to which that view 1s correct, but 
you know as much -- (inaudible). 


MR. PECK: Okay. Let’s have some other questions. Any over 
here? 


Okay. The lady in the back row there. 


Q How 1s Congress providing the fiscal 1990 money that 
you’ve asked for for these programs? 


MR. PECK: I can’t speak for all the agencies. My impression 
is -- oh, that yes and sometimes an embarrassment of riches. 
Sometimes perhaps more than we even ask happens at times. 


Yes. 
Q I’ve heard global change described as everything from 
greenhouse warming to continental drift. The one thing occurring on 


a time scale of decades or centuries and the other one millions of 
years. Could somebody venture a statement as to what is global 
change, and why, if it’s always occurring, are we suddenly 
interested? 


MR. PECK: You want to take that one, Bob? 


MR. CORELL: That’s a question we’re constantly asking 
ourselves, and that’s why we spend a good deal of time trying to put 
a set of definitions. 


In both the January document and in this document, you'll see 
an attempt on our part to define these problems carefully. And 
that’s why we selected those seven scientific elements and some very 
careful definitions about what’s in each of those elements. And you 
really have to read your way through it. To put it Simply, it is 
not everything from greenhouse glass issues to continental drift. 

In terms of solid-earth processes, it 1¢ a series of solid-earth 
processes that role back into time scales that are more like decades 
to centuries, to maybe several several thousands of years. That 
doesn’t mean some of those long-time-scale processes aren't 
important; it’s how they roll back. Volcanism is important because 
volcanoes put large volumes of small particles into the atmosphere 
which can frankly change the character of the chemistry of the 
atmosphere, the light transmission, et cetera, et cetera. 


So, you can go through a whole series of these arguments, and 
pretty soon you’ve bound the problem. And the best way to do that 
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a is to look at the definition of each of those seven elements. And 
then I think you can get a sense of where we’re going. We're not 
trying to look at everything that changes on planet Earth. 


MR. PECK: And part of it is to look at what -- what sort of 
understanding and predictive capability do we need to get in order 
to make policy decisions? And so really the program is focused on 
developing that understanding and predictive capability. 


MR. CORELL: Mike? 
MR. HALL: One more thing -- 


MR. CORELL: Can you speak up, Mike? 


MR. HALL: I’m sorry. The tail end of that question about “why 
do this now” and wondered why we should, there are reasons. The 
first of them is because now we’re uniquely able to do something 
that’s going to profit all] of us; 20 years ago we could not. That 
alone is reason to mount this program, which will pay for itself 
many times over. Beyond that -- 


Q Why is FERC(?) [Federal Energy Requlatory Commission] -- 
I’m not sure if I understand what you mean by -- 


MR. HALL: Well, the ability to document changes in tie system 
and predict them makes you better able to adjust your human 
institutions to those changes, whether natural or human (reducing?) 
Some changes that are happening that are happening we'll simply have 
to get used to. 


The second reason for starting program is that the 
last couple of decades have made it abundantly clear that we 
ourselves, through our activities, are adding to change. We are 
changing the system, forcing change, and we have to ask if we want 
to do that. If we don’t, can we change ourselves in ways to lessen 
that effect? 


So, there are really two reasons for mounting this; reasons 
of reaction to the threat, but equally reasons of exploiting a new 
opportunity. 


MR. PECK: And the technical and scientific capabilities and 
organization -- computers and satellites and all that. Yes? 


Q Clouds is -- 

MR. PECK: I didn’t catch the name? 

Q Phil Hills (sp), the New York Times. Clouds is the 
number one priority in the full list here, but there’s not much 


about clouds in that book. Can anybody give us some reason why 
clouds 1S number one? What specifically -- (inaudible)? 





7 





2tc0 


MR. HALL: Okay. The members have been -- (inaudible) -- 
in priority. An enormous amount of sifting of possibilities took 
place before that figure was drawn. And there are very many things 
that aren’t on that figure at all. So, to be there, is to have 
passed a preliminary screenings after rigorous review. Nothing in 
that priority structure is therefore precluded. Those are the 
(things?) that we identified as essential. The priority structure 
is simply a reflection of what we attack first. 


Clouds is where it is, and I won’t arque that it’s more 
important than (emission circulation?), but clouds and the role of 
water they put in the atmosphere are central to the problem of 
predicting climate and understanding weather change, and we know 
perhaps less about how that works than any other part of the 
problem. It’s a strong statement that, if not true, it’s nearly 
true. 


Now, it’s interesting -- why then doesn’t the plan expound at 
length on -- attack on the cloud problem. Because we have not yet 
designed an enlightened attack on cloud -- (off-mike) -- and that’s 
what we’re trying to do. It’s terribly important, and the lack of 
specificity in the plan is actually a reflection of why it’s so 
terribly important, because (we’re so ignorant about i1t?7). 


MR. PECK: It’s a little like the song “Both Sides Now.” The 
fact is clouds kind of increase the temperatures in some ways by 
being a blanket effect, and decrease the temperatures in other ways 
by intercepting solar radiation. Yes? 


G Roland Crane (7) with -- (affiliation inaudible). 
Because there’s been a lot of 
difficulty with terms -- not here, but outside -- and people get 
frightened by some of the things they hear in the (Times?) and so 
on -- I wanted to nail down that Bob Corell said -- exactly what he 


Said and did not say. He said something to this effect that this 
group recognizes that there are changes in the earth's climate 
system, both natural and man-made, that change 16 occurring. What 
he did not say is, there’s global warming. Is that right? 


MR. CORELL: That is correct. 


MR. PECK: And I think what he's perhaps referrina to i1¢ the 
change in the earth's atmosphere which we're measuring at the 
observatory on Mauna Loa and a iot of other places around the world. 
But CO2 and methane increasing almost monatomically. 


It’s getting on, so we'll handle about one more question, aNZzad 
then I think we’ll pack it in. 


Q Steve McGilly (ph) from the Chronicle of Higher 
Education. Who's going to hold the agencies accountaally developed 
a@arelationship written down between OMB and the Cm)mittee. and 
between OSTP and the Committee, that does, in fact, hold us 
accountable. We must be able to demonstrate in any of the 
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® documentation we forward, that what we’re doing clearly relates to 
this plan, meets the priorities. We have, ina sense, an informal 
contractual relationship with OMB to hold ourselves accountable. 
So, it’s my view that the agencies themselves will do it, that OSTP 
Will do it, and clearly OMB will do it. 


MR. PECK: One last question. 


Q Does it rely at all on cooperation or support from the 
educational or the private sector? I know that your focus here was 
to get the government ag&ncy to work it in -- 


MR. PECK: That’sh 
and education that’s needed to fill this program. And a number of 
industries are also -- a number of industries are also doing 
monitoring and gathering environmental data that’s relevant to the 
program. So -- 


Q But -- 

MR. PECK: -~ we need to do more -- we need to do a ict more 
there. 

ie) Have you -- 


MR. CORRELL: On the industry front, we've had a number of 
meetings -- another one coming up next waek -- with key industry 
leaders to work that integration with the industrial sector. With 
the educational institution, it’s a natural because the scientific 
priorities here grew out of the community largely in the academi:< 
world and in the laboratories of the government.NZ So, there is no 
real definition between government and academic inetitutions, and 
they’re integrally involved in the document by virtue of its 
existence. 


MR. PECK: I think we've done it now. That's not to say you 
can’t come up and ask personal questions -- 


MR. CORELL: Yes -- thank you. 
MR. PECK: -=- but let’s call the meeting adjourned. 


END 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1989, 12:19 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED). 


MS. TUTWILER: [ have two announcements to make. One 
is, as we all know, Monday is a federal holiday. We plan to 
observe it. The Press Of Fice will be closed, and there will be 
no briefings. 


My second announcement: Contrary to what I said 
yesterday, that I would not have an announcement before Labor 
Day concerning the Baker-Shevardnadze meeting, things have 
changed, and [ do have one to make. 


The Ministerial will be held on Friday, September 22, 
and Saturday, September 23. The site will be Jackson Lake 
Lodge, located in the Grand Teton National Park. We will also 
make use of the Berol AMK Ranch. Jackson Lake Lodge is located 
36 miles northeast of Jackson, Wyoming, and five miles north of 
Moran, Wyoming. Berol AMK Ranch is located approximately 10 
minutes from Jackson Lake Lodge. It is a five-room log cabin 
that was built in 1937-38. [t sits on Tenny Lake. 


The press filing center and other press facilities 
will be located at the Snow King Resort in Jackson Hole, 
Wyoming. 


A little bit more information on these two sites. The 
Jackson Lake Lodge is an independently owned and operated 
concessionaire within the National Park. It is owned by the 
CSX Corporation of Richmond, Virginia, under the name of Grand 
Teton Lodge Company. 


The Berol AMK Ranch is owned by the National Park 
Service and leased by the University of Wyoming National Park 


Service Research Center. It is ona locally historical piece 
of land known as the Sergeant Johnson property. 


The discussions between the two Ministers will cover 


the full &.S.-Soviet agenda, including human rights, regional 
conflicts, bilateral matters, arms control and transnational 


issues. 
I'll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


. Q How do you spell "Berol"? 
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A The correct spelling is 8-e-r-v-l. And then the 
next word is “AMK." 


-2- Friday, 9/1/89 


Q All capitals? 
A Yes, all capitals. 


Q The original schedule was the 18th to the 20th, 
and you're saying it's now the 22nd and 23rd. 


A I believe in Paris that Secretary Baker said we 
were looking toward the week of September 18. These are the 
dates that are mutually agreeable ito both parties. 

Q When will the principals come in? 

A That is really unresolved. Tentatively, we're 


goine to try to go out on the 21st, but that detail is yet to 
be resolved. 


Q Will they come straight back to New York, or will 


A Secretary Baker will probably be going straight 
to New York. [ can't speak for Minister Shevardnadze yet. 
That also is to be worked out. 


Q On Sunday, the 24th. 

A On Sunday, the 24th. 

Jim? 

Q Are you finished with your announcements? 
A I'm through. 


Q What is the United States going to be doing 
different about Panama as of today? 


A Different? I couldn't tell you anything that 
we've done different, or say anything really beyond the 
Presidential statement that was released this morning from the 
White House. You've got it? 


Q What will the United States do about routine 
diplomatic contacts, consular issues? tow about commercial 
contacts? How about the transfer of funds from the Social 
Security fund that the United States 16 paying into? 


A You know that the Presidential statement said 
this morning that we will not recognize Lhe Noriega regime; 
that we are going to keep moving forward, and that we will not 
permit the will of the Panamanian people lo be Lhwarted by 
Noriega. 
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We have taken various steps since Noriega's coup 
d'etat of February 1988 to press for a return to democracy: no 
military assistance to Panama, pending democratic reforms, a 
continued ban on payments to the regime under the International 
Emergency Economic Assistance Act; suspended tariff preferences 
and no sugar quota. 


President Bush said yesterday, and again in his 
statement today, that these measures will remain in place Our 
Ambassador will not return to Panama, and we will have no 
diplomatic contact with the Noriega regime 


We are considering additional actions, as is mentioned 
in the Presidential statement, but [ have no details for you on 
them. 


Q Margaret, what are you going to do? You say 
you'll have no diplomatic contact. Wow are you going to deal 
with things like when U.S. diplomatic personnel must go to 
Panama on official U.S. business? How are Lhey going to get a 
visa? What are they going to do for diplomatic license plates 
for their cars, and things Like that? These are all questions 
that have been asked in the past, and answers have not been 
Forthcoming. 


A They've been asked before I got here. As far as 
the status of our U.S. Embassy, we intend to continue 
non-recognition of any Noriega-controlled regime, and we intend 
Lo continue operating our mission as we have been doing since 
February 1988. Ambassador Davis, as you all know, was recalled 
in May after the regime annulled the election. As L've stated, 
he will not return, and we do not plan any immediate changes in 
the level of Embassy staffing. 


Q But you say you'll operate as before. That means 
you will accept visas issued by the Noriega-controlled 
government for personnel going there, so that they can get into 
the country. 


A To be honest with you, John, visas I didn't think 
of this morning, or license plates. ['11 be glad to ask the 
Bureau and see if we can post something. 


Q See if they will finally answer this question. 


a Sure. I don't know. But I didn't think about it 
this morning. , ) 


Q I mean, it's -- you know, it's an open secret, 
but they've been unwilling to address it for -- 


4 They might not, but I'l] be willing to ask them 
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Q The President indicated additional measures were 
being considered. What's the language in Lhere? That's in the 
middle paragraph. 


A Right. 


Q Anyway, so they're being considered, but they're 
not being implemented? You have no new steps pressuring 
Noriega to announce today? Just the rhetoric of the President? 


A [ have no new Steps Lo announce Loday. The only 
thing we have is the White House statement made this morning. 
I believe it was released around 10:00. 


Q What happens to the money that was in the 
accounts - Panamanian government accounls that were turned 
over under the control -- put under the control of Delvalle and 
Ambassador Juan Sosa? What happens to that money now? 


a I don't know, and I'll see if they'll give me a 
direct answer for you on that one. 


Q What are you going to do with the Panamanian 
Embassy property? 


a The Panamanian Embassy property -- plus, you 
know, they have consulates here, too, -- other buildings that 
they have. On their embassy, on what we're going to do, 
yesterday, as many of you know, the Aubassador requested that 
the Department “assume custody" of all Panamanian diplomatic 
and consular property in the United States “in order to 
preserve and protect the property for the benefit of the people 
of Panama." 


The Department of State has the authority to do that 
under the Foreign Missions Act, and we have done so. We did sv 
yesterday, late on Thursday. ; 


Q The consulate in Tampa, I think it was, was run 
by a diplomat who was linked to Noriega. Will that be taken 
over as well? 


A My understanding is that what the Panamanian 
Ambassador did yesterday was, as [ stated -- their Panamanian 
diplomatic and consular property in the United States. So I'm 
assuming, but I'd rather ask for you. [ haven't asked 
specifically about Tampa. 


Q In other words, we will maintain an Embassy -- we 
will continue to maintain it, but we will not allow the 
government presently in control in Panama to maintain a 
diplomatic presence here. 


a We don't recognize that government. That's my 
understanding. 
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Q So they will have nobody here; we will have a 
presence there. That's the way it's going to -- 


A Our status there doesn't change, and theirs has 
changed. 


Q Will the representative of the government that we 
don't recognize be allowed to come to Washington to attend OAS 
meetings? 


a That's a question I didn't anticipate. I don't 
know. 


Q Is it anticipated that the U.S. Government is 
going to take additional steps in the next few days against 
Noriega? 


a Take additional steps in the next few days? 
Q Yes. 


A That would be speculative for me. I can't lead 
you that we are or that we are not. 


Q The President said the United States will 
continue to take other steps. 


o That's right. But he di: i't say what they were 
or when they would be announcing them. 


Q Do you know when, though’ 
a No. 


Q Do the statements today by the White House and 
the State Department mean there will be any change in the 
enforcement or administration of the existing sanctions? 


3) No. I believe if you refer to the President’ 
statement, in paragraph two, he says, “The United States will 


continue to take other steps, including the tightening of 
measures to deprive the illegal regime of funds that belong to 
the Panamanian people." He does not go on Further to explain 
what those are, so I'm not in a position to do it for you 
either. 


Q That's in the future. That's not anything that's 
being done today -- announced today? : 


a There's nothing that's going to be, that I know 
of, that's going tc be announced today 


Q But is there any action that's going to happen 
today which you're not going to announce? He says that -- 
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A No, none that [ know of. 
v -- that you're going to tighten -- 
A That [I know of. 


Q -- you're going to tighten procedures, and you're 
saying, “Yeah, maybe we are, but we have nothing Lo announce, 
and I know of nothing that's really happening.” 


a { have nothing to announce or nothing to add tu 
the Presidential statement. I do not -- the State Department 
does not. 


Q That's right. And the State Department does not 
know of any additional actions which are being implemented 
because of what the President said this morning. 


a The State Department -- certainly, Secretary 
Baker would be aware of what, if anything, the President might 
be considering for decisions in Lhe Future. So it would be 
misleading to say the State Department is not informed. 


What we're not prepared to do today, the State 
Department, or it's my understanding the White House, is 
announce anything further than the Presidential statement of 
today. 


Q But my question has to di with sometimes you 
announce -- you don't announce things 

“ -- that are going to happen. 

Q -- but the government doves things -- 

is Right. 

Q -- even though you don't announce it. 

Sy That's correct. 


Q What I'm trying to get at here is, there is 
nothing that is happening that you are not announcing. 


I There is nothing that is happening that I am 
personally aware of, that ['ve heard anything about, or know 
anything about. 


Q In regard to the matter of payment, Secretary 
Eagleburger in his speech to the OAS yesterday said that in 
response to a humanitarian request from the government of 
former President Delvalle, the United States has been making 
the Social Security payments for Panamanian employees of the 
Panama Canal to the Noriega-controlled cegime Will that 
continue? 
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a I don't know that it won't continue. 


Q Well, Eagleburger said yesterday that Noriega has 
been looting this money. [s it going to be permitted that he 
will continue to loot this? 


a I don't think that we've -- if Larry said that he 
has been looting it, [ don't think that we've been ia the 
position, obviously, if he's been doing this, to have prevented 
it since he came to power in february 1988 Su [ don't know 
how to answer your question. 


Q Well, what are you going to do about the problem 
that he raised? 


a That Larry raised? 
Q Yes. 


i) I don't know about that specific problem. I'1] 
ask. 


Q Do you see any repercussions with regard to the 
Panama Canal Treaty as a result of the new measures taken 
yesterday? 


a Nothing specific that I could tell you, but it, 
obviously, isn't helpful. 


Q Margaret, has the United States asked Israel to 
persuade a former [sraeli intelligence officer, Mike Harari, 
who is one of Noriega's advisers, to leave Panama and make 
himself available to American officials For questioning? 


2) We saw this report before I came down here, and 
we don't know anything about that. 


Q What --— that we have made such a request? 


a Right. And the people that [ called and asked 
before I came here, they knew nothing about that report. 


Mr. Sosa, yesterday, in saying goodbye, was asked 

about the status of the staff of the embassy here and the 
various offices across the U.S, and he said that each person 
would have to make an individual decision on where they were 
going to go, whether or not they were going to stay here, 
whether or not they were going to ask for asylum, et cetera. 
Do you have any kind of information or readout on those staff 
persons? Specifically, have any asked for asylum? If so, how 
many? If and when they do, is a list going to be posted, and 
are any of them receiving any kind particular protection? 
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A I don't know anything specifically about their 
staff. But you know that, whatever country it is, we do not 
discuss asylum. And I do not know if they have asked or if we 
are supplying them with extra protection. [ don't know. 


Q What do you mean, “you don't discuss asylum?" 
a We don't discuss asylum cases, as you know. 
Q Sure, you do. You mean you don't discuss -- you 


always announce when somebody has been granted asylum in 
response to a question. 


a My understanding, since I've been here since 
February, we don't discuss asylum cases. ['ve said it every 
single, solitary time. 


Q Unless you decide otherwise? 


a Correct, which happened once, since I've been 
here. 


Q Margaret, normally, I think the practice is, when 
there's a big statement on Panama, Lhere's always some 
disclaimer or reassurance included that the United States 
intends to abide by the Panama Canal Treaty. There's no such 
reference in the President statement. I wonder if -- 


Q Yes, there is. 


Q Is there? Okay, a second question. (Laughter) 
The President said he was confident th- other governments 
would imitate our actions. Do you know of any other 
governments? 


a Yes, I do. 
Q Who? 


2) A number of countries, including most of the 
major Latin American countries, such as Venezuela, Peru, 
Uruguay, Colombia, 6razil, Chile, and Argentina have withdrawn 
their ambassadors. 


Others, such as Great Britain, have issued strong 
statements calling on Noriega to step down. We expect further 
actions in the coming days in response to Noriega's defiance of 
the OAS call for a democratic. transfer of power, and in 
response to his naming a new government wholly outside the 
Panamanian constitution. 


Q Margaret, although the State Department, or other 
parts of the U.S. Government, did not announce it, the 
Noriega-controlled government recently served papers of formal 
notice on the Administrator of the Panenma Canal of its 
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intention -- of its nomination of this Panamanian to become the 
new Administrator of the Canal on January 1, we have been 
formally served with that notice. What are we going to do 
about it? 


a All I remember off the top of my head, John, is 
that this came up sometime before [I went on vacation and we had 
a statement for you. I'll go back and look at the record, or 
I'll get it back for you. [ don't have anything on that today 
for you. 


Q Is it our intention to forward his name to the 
Congress? 

fe) I don't have an answer for you on that. 

Q Do you have any guidance concerning the 


allegations made by Noriega's people at the OAS yesterday? He 
had his Ambassador to the OAS and his lawyer there. 


a They responded to what -- 


Q Well, for example, at one point, I believe it was 


his lawyer said that the United States offered to drop the 
indictments against Noriega if Noriega would agree to leave 


A As you know, I think the President himself has 
addressed that, that has never been un -r consideration. The 
President has been on the record, I believe, a number of times 
saying that. 


Q It was in the last Administration -- George 
Shultz -- 


Q Not a consideration under George Bush, is what 
you mean. | 


Q George Shultz said that we -- 


a Yes, George Bush; this Administration. 


Q But you represent the U.S. Government, not just 
the Administration. 


) Well, the head of the U.S. Government is George 
Bush. | 


Q I know, but there have been other heads of the 
U.S. Government, and the accusation by the Panamanian was that 
the U.S. Government -- not George Bush -- has, in the past, 
made these offers, so on and so forth. 


a Oh, I don't know about the past. Sorry. I only 
know about what's going on here since we've been here. 
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Q Margaret, the latest developments were not 
anticipated somehow by those who had written the treaty. So do 
you believe that these developments may necessitate sume kind 


of restyling of the treaty? 


a That's a totally hypothetical “vestion, and I 
just don't have anything For you on that. 


Q Does it put any kind of freeze on the 
administrative side of the Panama Canal Treaty? 


a I don't have anything specifically for you -- 
it's speculative -- concerning the future, past September 1, 
concerning the treaty. 


Q On Panama: Is there any government or president 
of Panama whom the United States recognizes now? 


a No. The President's statement makes that clear, 
and I believe that we've made it clear. If you want a specific 
statement on the new person, we've stated yesterday, and we'll 
state again today, that we do not recognize a Noriega regime. 
Noriega's latest puppet president is an unknown within Panama 
with no political following, whose chief qualification for the 
position seems to have been his long-time friendship with 
Noriega and his slavish loyalty to the dictator. 


Noriega's naming of a so-calleJ provisional government 
is completely outside Panama's constit:.: ion, and is, in effect, 
a thinly disguised coup d'etat. Noriega's is an outlaw regime. 


Q You mean the events of yesterday were a coup 
d'etat, in effect? 


) A I think we're referring to since February 1988, 
the whole ball of wax. 


Q Margaret, does the fact that you've declared 
Panama's current regime an outlaw regime in any way change the 
way the United States will behave towards Panama? 


°) As I've tried to explain earlier, Tf believe our 
Embassy is going to be operating as it has. We're not 
returning our Ambassador, as the President's statement says. 
Again, I cannot give you a specific -- some specific measure 
that's being taken or will be taken that would make things 
"different." You see what I'm saying? 


Q Will Ambassador Davis continue to be carried on 
the rolls as the U.S. Ambassador to Panama without being 
present there, or is he leaving the government? 


rs) I have no idea if he's leaving the government. 
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Q He's an outside appointee. 
A I have absolutely no idea if he is leaving the 


government. I didn't think to ask that question. I assume 
it's going to stay the same as it stayed since the President 
recalled him -- when was that? In May? 


Q In May. 

a In May. 

Q Margaret, do you know of a previous -- 

A {'m assuming. ['1l be glad to ask the Bureau for 
you. 

Q Do you know of previous cases when the United 


States was having its embassy in operation as usual with an 
unrecognized regime? 


a Do I personally? I'm not the best person to ask 
that. 


Q (Inaudible) 


a That's what I thought of, but I wasn't sure. 


Q Will you take Lhe questi 1, please? 
i) Sure. 
Q Do you have any comment . reports from London 


that a meeting is in the planning between Yasser Arafat and 
Secretary of State James Baker in November? 


A In November? 


Q Yes -- building encouragement of Eurcpean 
capitals and European countries? 

a There's no such meeting. 

Q And do you have any comment on the report, or 


rather the Evans & Novak column this morning, about a paper 
which was presented to the President by Admiral Scowcroft about 
the need to move ahead in a different way before time will 
elapse on the peace process in the Middle East? 


a Whether there was or was not such a paper, our 
policy concerning the Middle East has nol changed. 


Q They are talking about now that the dialogue 
between the United States and the PLO i» edging to collapse? 
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:) Our whole policy has not changed, and ['m nut 
confirming whether there was or was not a paper, as reported in 
that article. 


S I wasn't here yesterday, but I read in the papers 
that you made a statement about the Palestinian American in 
Israel that has been imprisoned. Since the statement, have you 
heard anything From [srael? 


o We talked again yesterday to the Israeli 
officials, and they have assured us that we will be scveing the 
gentleman shortly. 


Q Any comment on the agreement reached between Chad 
and Libya? 


a No, I had something for you the last two days, I 
didn't bring it today. We'll post it. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the arrest of Bishop 
Desmond Tutu? 


a Yes, I do. We ave made our deep concern known 
to the South African government about the arrest of archbishop 
Tutu, his wife, and a number of others. We have asked the 
South African government for a full report on the incident. 


We have been informed by the South African government 
that Archbishop Tutu and the others are not being charged at 
this time and should be released soon. 


Once again, we urge the South African government to 
permit the peaceful expression of political dissent. 


Q Can [I also ask you one more about the same 
thing: Do American officials in Jerusalem know what this young 
person is charged with? What is he in prison for? 


a I don't have an answer for you on that. I just 
have an answer to -- that our consular officials have raised 
this daily with the Israelis and that they have assured us 
yesterday that we will be seeing him shortly. 


Q They didn't set the time for that? 





A Excuse me? 

Q They did not set a time? 

a I do not have a time to @nnounce, no. 

Q Will you let us know, please, when they will meet 
with him? 


a I will let you know 
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Q Back on South Africa: Do you have any other 
comment on treatment of political demonstrators by the South 
african government in the last day or two? 


7 None other than the United States has long 
supported the peaceful expression of political ideas we 
condemn South africa's system of racial segregation and urge 
the South African government to permit peaceful expression of 


political dissent. 


Q On Japan: Japanese officials have given a 
detailed briefing on Lhe meetings with Secretary of State Baker 
today. Should we take that as the authoritative account, or 
would you like to give the U.S. account of the briefing? 


Al We're not guing to do a detailed briefing. We're not 
going to do it From this podium, because we don't want to 
pre-empt the President and the Prime Minister. As you know, 
they both have departure statements and they're having lunch 
right now. 


I have a general statement for you concerning 
Secretary Baker's meeting this morning. [t was a working 
breakfast for an hour and fifteen minutes with the Foreign 
Minister. 


Both Ministers shared their view of the importance of 
the U.S .-Japan global partnership and their discussion 
reflected the range of our common interests. I can tell you 
that there was a full discussion of bilateral issues, regional 
issues and global issues. 


Later today, if you want, after the Presidential 
statements, we'll be glad to get you a more detailed, thorough 
readout on Secretary Baker's breakfast with the Foreign 


Minister. 
Q We should call you on that? 
a The Press Of fice will put it out. 
Q Don't call us. 
a I'm getting ready to start the Labor Day holiday 
Q Thank you. 
i Thanks 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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PANAMA: REACTION TO NEW REGIME 





Q: What will the United States do about routine diplomatic 
contacts, consular issues, commercial contacts, and license 
plates? 

A: AS THE PRESIDENT'S STATEMENT SAID, WE WILL NOT HAVE ANY 
DIPLOMATIC CONTACT WITH THE NORIEGA REGIME. WE HAVE HAD NO 
DIPLOMATIC CONTACT WITH THE NORIEGA REGIME SINCE FEBRUARY 
1986. WE INTEND TO PROVIDE CONSULAR SERVICES IN PANAMA AS 
WE HAVE DONE UP UNTIL TODAY. THE RESOURCES OF OUR CONSULAR 
SECTION IN PANAMA WILL CONTINUE TO BE DEDICATED TO 
PROTECTING THE INTERESTS OF U.S. CITIZENS. 

Q: In response to a humanitarian request from the government 
of former President Delvalle, the U.S. has been making 
social security payments for Panamanian employees of the 
Panama Canal to the Noriega regime. Will that continue? 
Will we permit Noriega to continue looting this money? 

What happens to the money to che Panamanian government 
accounts that were turned over to State Department custody? 

A: == MR. EAGLEBURGER ADDRESSED THIS IN HIS OAS SPEECH AUGUST 
31. SOCIAL SECURITY DEDUCTIONS FROM WAGES OF PANAMANIAN 
CITIZENS, WHICH HAD BEEN BLOCKED FROM THE NORIEGA REGIME 
AND PLACED IN AN ESCROW ACCOUNT, ARE BEING TRANSFERRED TO 


THE NORIEGA REGIME FOR HUMANITARIAN REASONS. WE ARE DOING 





THIS AT THE REQUEST OF FORMER PRESIDENT DELVALLE. WE 
REGRET TO SAY, HOWEVER, THAT THE REGIME IS STEALING THOSE 
PUNDS RATHER THAN USING THEM FOR MEDICAL AND RETIREMENT 





COsTs. 
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-- OBVIOUSLY WE WANT TO SEE OUR EMPLOYEES RECEIVE THE 
BENEFITS THEY ARE ENTITLED TO AND ARE PAYING FOR. IF THAT 
SITUATION IS NOT CORRECTED, IT WILL BE NECESSARY TO REVIEW 

¢ THIS HUMAN sARIAN EXEMPTION. AS REGARDS OTHER FUNDS OF THE 
GOVERNMENT OF PANAMA, THEY WILL CONTINUE TO BE PAID INTO 
GOVERNMENT OF PANAMA ACCOUNTS, WHICH DRAW INTEREST, IN 
ORDER FOR THEM TO BE AVAILABLE TO A NEW, DEMOCRATIC 
PANAMANIAN GOVERNMENT. 


7 
aR 

Q: Will the consulate in Tampa, which I believe was run by a 
diplomat linked to Noriega, be taken over by the State 
Department? 

A: FORMER AMBASSADOR SOSA REQUESTED THAT WE ASSUME CUSTODY OF 
ALL PANAMANIAN DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR PROPERTY IN THE 
UNITED STATES, AND WE HAVE DONE SO. HOWEVER, NONE OF THE 
CONSULATE BUILDINGS WERE OWNED BY THE GOVERNMENT OF 
PANAMA. THEY HAVE BEEN RETURNED TO THEIR OWNERS. 


Q: Will the representative of the Noriega regime be allowed to 
Washington to attend OAS meetings? 


A: YES. WE INTEND TO HONOR OUR RESPONSIBILITIES AS THE HOST 


COUNTRY FOR THE OAS. 
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Has the United States been formally served with a notice by 
the Noriega regime concerning the nomination of a 
Panamanian to become the next administrator of the Panama 
Canal? What are we going to do about it? 

THE U.S. DOES NOT ACCEPT DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE FROM 
OTHER THAN RECOGNIZED GOVERNMENTS. WE WILL BE PLEASED TO 
RECEIVE A PROPOSAL FROM A RECOGNIZED, DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT 


OF PANAMA. 


Will Ambassador Dlwis continue to be carried on the rolls 
as the U.S. Ambassador to Panama without being present 
there, or is he leaving the government? 


HE REMAINS OUR AMBASSADOR. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [ have one quick housekeeping matter. 


As some of you may know, there was a sign-up sheet 
that was posted, [ believe, on Friday in the Press Office. for 
those of you who plan to cover the U.S.-Soviet Ministerial in 
Wyoming, please sign up as soon as possible as we will close 
the sign-up sheet for hotel space at the Snow King on Friday, 
September 68. I'd really urge you, please, to take the time to 
put your name on the list. That's it. 


Q That's it? 
A Yes. 


Q - Starting with South Africa, do you have anything 
on the arrest of Bishop Tutu and other church leaders? 


A We understand that Archbishop Tutu was held once 
again by police and then released again without being charged. 


Q And what do you think about that? 


A The United States has long supported the peaceful 
expression of political ideas. We condemn South Africa's 
system of racial segregation and urge the South African 
government to permit peaceful expression of political dissent. 


Q And as far as your information was concerned, 
this was a peaceful demonstration that ended ir these arrests? 


A I don't know, Jim, how to characterize -- I'm not 
familiar with the demonstration. The new news that I have is 
that, just like what happened on Friday, he was arrested and 
then he was released and was never charged in either case. 


Q New question: I[s Ambassador Ledogard staying in 
the State Department job? He's been running the arms talks in 
Geneva and evidently he's being replaced in that job. 


t That would be a White House announcement, 
wouldn't it? 
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Q Not if he's staying in the State Department and 
not if the Washington Times is correct, because he's being 
pushed out because he didn't get along with Lhe Secretary of 
State. I would think it would be a State Department matter 


what happened to Ledogard. 


A I didn't see the article that says that. As far 
as those appointments, [ thought that the arms control types of 
people were White House announcements. 


Q I just meant if he's getting another State 
Department job as a senior diplomat? 

A Is he a career person, Barry? I[ don't know. 

Q He must be, he's been here forever. 

i I would -- without confirming whether the 
President is or is not making a change -- I would assume if he 


is in the FSO system, that just like everyone else, he then 
goes and is reassigned somewhere. I just don't know personally 


if he's career or political. 


Q - New subject? 


~~ 


a Sure. 


Q Margaret, this morning Prime Minister Shamir's 
spokesman announced that he has received a letter From 
President Bush in which President Bush is alleged to have 
turned down Israel's request for U.S. aid to rehabilitate 
refugee camps in the occupied territories until there is 
progress on the peace talks. Can you tell us anything about 


that? 


i) I'm sorry, John, you always seem to have a knack 
for doing this. I haven't seen or heard anything about this 
this morning. I'll be more than glad to go back upstairs and 
ask the Bureau for something. 


Q Can I complicate it a little bit further? 
a Yes. 


Q There are reports in Israel that Egypt has 
proposed -- President Mubarak has suggested changes, 
modifications in the Israeli -- call it “peace plan" if you’ 
want -- election plan that has U.S. backing and that, indeed, 
Mubarak's suggested changes have Baker's backing. Baker has 
told them such and, indeed, the Secretary is Lrying to get the 
Egyptians and everybody else to work to get the PLO along with 
this. Do you know anything about this? 
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A I know a little bit about what you're talking 
about. but I don't think that I'm free to talk about it here at 
this podium. I'll be glad to try to get what I[ can for you, or 
see what I can say about this. I think it's going to fall into 
the category of diplomatic exchanges. 


The only thing I can tell] you generically, which is 
unhelpful to you, is that, as you know, the Secretary and the 
people who work here on his behalf and on behalf of the State 
Department, the Administration, are still definitely engaged in 
the region. B6ut as far as specifics, I just don't think I can 
do it. 


Q Well, let me break this down. Let me just ask 
you about the first part then. Does the U.S. endorse 
modifications proposed by Egypt? That can't be in the nature 
of diplomatic exchanges because you endorsed the [sraeli plan 
publicly. Do you endorse the things that Egypt wants to do to 


that plan? 


a Before I answer that, I'd rather check. Okay, 
fair enough? 


Q +- Sure. on 


a I think I know what the answers are, Barry, but I 
just can't get out here and guess. 


Q Last week I asked you if you could confirm or 
deny -- and you said you can't confirm or deny -- the paper 
which was presented to President Bush by the National Security 
related to this issue. 


a You asked me about a paper -- what? 

Q Yes, in the column of Evans & Novak last weck, 
you said you cannot deny and you cannot confirm there was such 
a paper. 

a Oh, in the Evans & Novak column. Okay. 

Q This is -- 

a That was on a paper that was sent to -- 

Q To the President. 


a -- the President up at Kennebunkport. Correct, I 
did say that. That's right. 


Q Do you have any other -- 


Anything new on that paper? 
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Q Yes. 
a No, I don't. 
Q Isn't this -- it could be related to this issue 


over the modification that Egypt is trying to -- 


a If such a paper exists and such @ paper ever came 
to the President, ['m not going to say what it does or does not 
say. I know exactly what Barry is asking me. I just don't 
know what the Department would prefer for me tu say as the 
answer on the record to his direct question, so I'll find out 


As far as the paper that was mentioned in that column, 
I really don't have anything to add to what I said on Friday. 


Q Margaret, is the State Department drafting plans 
to bar or sharply limit the number of Soviet Jews entering the 
United States? 


a It is well known that the Administration is 
conducting a review of Soviet emigration policy. We are not 
prepared to announce any policy decisions at this time. But I 
would point out to you, John, that the United States remains 
strongly committed to the freedam of emigration. The Soviet 
Union, a CSCE signatory, has definite obligations in this 
regard. 


I'll give you some facts and Figures that might help 
you also. Through the end of June, 71,951 Soviets have 
emigrated from the Soviet Union. We expect more than 50,000 
Soviets will apply to emigrate to the United States this year. 


In the past, we have been able to take care of these 
emigrants within our refugee ceilings which have, as always, 
been generous. The numbers this year far exceed recent levels 
and naturally have required further steps. We have raised 
refugee ceilings and proposed new special immigrate legislation 
to take care of more of these people. 


For others, we have authorized -- which many of you 
are familiar with -- parolee status, which, while not offering 
the financial support of refugee status, does provide the 
opportunity to enter the United States. We continue to work on 
this problem in order to accommodate as many of these migrants 
as we can. 


Q Yeah. All that's on the record. The question 
is, though -- you haven't answered the question. Does the 
United States favor limits on Soviet Jews entering the United 
States, and would it like to see them diverted to Israel or 
other destinations? 
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is You're asking me to comment on 4 piece that [ 
believe was in yesterday's publication, and I have no further 
comment on that or directly on the question you've just asked 
other than what I'm at liberty to say today. 


Q So it's fair to say that you are not denying that 
report? 


a It is fair to say that it is well known that the 
Administration is conducting a review of Soviet emigration 
policy. 


Q That is not the question I asked. Let me ask the 
question again. 


a I understand. I can't answer your question. 

Q Can you deny that report or not, or do you refuse 
to? 

is) I don't have a comment on that report. 


Q The number you gave is 71,951. They emigrated -- 
or those are emigres to this country? 


a I have got through the erd of June -- have 
emigrated from the Soviet Union. 


Q Here, do you know? 

a Do you know, Richard. 

MR. BOUCHER: In general. 

A In general. 

Q In general, here to the U.S.? 
“ To the U.S., Richard? 


Oh, in general. The whole thrust of the story is 
whether you're overioaded with emigres or not. Can someone 
tell us how many Soviet Jews have been brought into this 
country this year? 


i) I'll find out. Is that something that we 
normally give out or -- 


Q Because a lot of them are stacked up and they go 


MR. BOUCHER: I have the estimate in there of 50,000 
for the whole year. 
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Q Oh, that's for the whole year? [I thought that's 
beyond the 71,000. That's the estimate of Soviet Jews coming 
to the United States this year? 


a Is that what that represents? Richard says it 
does. 


Q Does the Secretary plan -- the Judiciary 
Committee is going to hold a hearing on this subject, on this 
and other immigration questions on, I believe, the 15th of 
September where it's traditional -- this is an annual event -- 
where it's traditional for the Secretary of State to testify on 
U.S. immigration policy for the year ahead. Ooes Secretary 
Baker plan to testify at that hearing? 


A We just went over his Congressional upcoming 
requests, and to be honest with you, that was not one. So if 
it's a tradition, it hasn't gotten through the system yet, so [ 
can't answer. We just had a Congressional meeting on Friday 
night. We went over every pending request, things that we 
might generate, and there was nothing in there like that, so 
I'll be glad to find out for you since you state that it's done 
every year. We'll go check it out. 


Q - Margaret, I'm unclear on this 71,000 figure. You 
say through June. Surely, that's not ‘89? 


a This was given to me frow the immigration bureau 
here at the Department. I'm assuming ‘that it is. 


Q He means not just Jews. tut even so, implicit in 
it -- I mean, Jews are in second place now in immigration. 6ut 
in numbers, that would be a world record -- 

a I thought you said through ‘69. 


. -- if this is your figure I don't understand 
the figure. 


Q Is that just Jews or everybody? 


a I believe that it's everybody. I thought you 
said the year ‘69. I'm assuming it's the year ‘89, right? 


That's why, Richard, I don't understand. If you say 
the 50,000 is Soviet Jews, our guidance does not say it's 
Soviet Jews. 

Q (Inaudible) 


‘ My understanding is it's the total number, but we 
can go and get better clarification for you. 
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Q Do you have anything new on the case of the 
Palestinian-American boy who was killed? 


a Of the one that was killed? No, I do not 
Q and how about the others who -- 


A The other, our consular officer saw this past 
weekencg. Because of the Privacy Act, I cannot give his name, 
but I can report that he is in good health. But he was seen 


Q How about the other one who was a permanent 
resident? Oid the consular section request to meet with him? 


os That's the one I'm referring to. 
Q No. You said the citizen -- 


a There are two. There's one that's an American 
citizen. The other one, ['m not aware is an American citizen. 


Q No, he's a@ permanent resident of the United 
States -- that they requested to meet him, or to meet with him 
because -- 


ms I only know about the one I'll have to go check 
on the other one. I know that that one was seen over the 
weekend. I don't know a specific day, so I will go find out. 


Q As a permanent resident, [( think he's -- 


a I've only been asking about one since last week, 
since this began, so that's the only one [ have a report on. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything in reaction to the 
hints from Tehran and Beirut -- [ranian leaders suggesting thal 


in response to an unfreezing of their assets, they would be 
more cooperative on the hostages? And maybe more specifically, 


I wonder if you could tell us, what is the State Department 
doing now to break the hostage deadlock? 


“ In answer to the second part of your question, 
the State Department, as it has been, is always pursuing 
diplomatically the unconditional and safe release of all of our 
hostages. 


In response to the first part of your question, I 
believe Marlin answered this yesterday on Air Force I, coming 
down from Kennebunkport. I don't have anything to add to what 
he said yesterday. 
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+ Specifically -- I mean it's a follow-up on 
Peter's questions -- specifically, do you have any comment on 


Sheik Fadlallah's interview today in the Washington Post in 
which he asked -- 





a No. 


Q Do you have anything on the State Department 
plane that was attacked in Colombia over the weekend? 


Aa Yes. What I have is that it was a C-123 
transport plane, part of the State Department's regional 
anti-narcotics air wing. It was on the ground for repairs at 
the civilian airport in Monteria, Colombia, about an hour 
outside of Bogota. 


A small explosion was heard at 4:30 a.m. on September 
ird. The entire cockpit of the aircraft was destroyed. We are 
conducting a joint investigation with the Colombian government 
to determine the cause of the explosion. No group or 
individual has yet taken responsibility for the incident 


Q Were any Americans there at the time? Were they 
injured? What's their status?.. 


a There are no Americans thit were injured. I 
can't answer if any Americans were aro: od the area. 


Q Margaret, are there any plans to pull out 
non-essential American employees at the Embassy at this time, 
given the level of violence has escalated? 


a Are you speaking to Colombia? 
Q Yes. 


a Our dependents have left and they are all out, 
which I said last week T would tell you when they were all 
out. They are all out. The number, they'd rather me not be 
specific about. It's less than 40 people. [ also told you I'd 
answer how they came out. They came out by commercial aircraft 


Q Is there any move Lo bring out non-essential 
Embassy employees? 


a No. 

Q Two. other topics: On de Klerk's speech, claiming 
that it's now time for apartheid to go, do we have any comment 
on that? 

is) I don't have a comment on his speech, no. 
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+ Also, changing topics on the diplomats --— the 
political appointees for diplomats, ABC's *20/20" had an 
interesting feature Friday. Does the State Department have 
anything more to say on the qualifications of the diplomats or 
the American Foreign Service lawsuit for competency? 


i) I didn't see the "20/20" piece, but I do have 
something you might find interesting concerning ambassadorial) 
appointments and whether they're qualified or not. 


There was an instance of the President removing a 
highly-respected senior Foreign Service Officer serving in a 
prestigious post seldom held by FSOs, and replacing him with a 
man who had been defeated for the Senate in the previous 
election. This was condemned in an editorial in a major news 
publication in our country, which said in part, “There seems to 
be nothing in his record that qualifies him for this highly 
important position." 


Many of you probably didn't see this editorial nor did 
|. It appeared on December 12, 1970. The President was 
Richard Nixon. The ambassadorship was the United Nations and 
the defeated Senate candidate was George Herbert Walker Sush 


Q So what does that prove? 


i) It proves that there's nut an answer to all of 
this stuff. You can find instances on both sides. Your 
question to me was the continuing question we continue to get 
Are people qualified or not qualified? [That's one example of a 
political appointee who I think many pevple would say was 
qualified. 


Q But he left the Foreign Service He went back 
into political works. 


i He wasn't ever in the Foreign Service. 


Q Maybe he didn't agree with him. He went out of 
the diplomacy and went back into politics 


Q Who wrote the editorial? 


Q Are we suppose to be encouraged or discouraged by 
this? (Laughter) 


io) It's the same question that we get, that I expect 
we are going to continue and continue and continue to get. 
It's a new response. 


Q Why do you think you're going to continue to get 
this -- why do you expect that you're going to continue to get 
this question? 
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‘ Because it seems to be something that continues 
~ But why? Is there -- are the reasons 


groundless? Do they just come out of the burning bush? 


i You know my opinion would be that they are. You 
know others believe that they're not. So we'll continue the 
debate, I assume. 


Q That's the extent of your replying to the aFfsa 
lawsuit? 


a She didn't ask me about the AFSA suit. 


Q Yes, I did. 


a I'm sorry, I didn't hear that part of it. The 
lawsuit -- [ don't have a comment on the lawsuit. In fact, 
someone had said last week -- have they even brought a lawsuit? 


Q They're about to. 


i My understanding here last week, is that it 
doesn't even exist yet. 


Q Are there any second thoughts about the 
competency of these three nominees who have been on hold, who 
are having a difficult confirmation pr. ess? 


Aa No. 


Q The Middle East: In Beirut, there was a 
demonstration of Lebanese Christians lately in front of the 
U.S. Embassy. 


a Correct. 


Q They accused the U.S. of being friends with 
Syria. I'm asking you these questions because [ usually cover 
the Pentagon and I've seen a Syrian Information Ministry 
delegation at the Pentagon a couple of months ago. I've 
learned also that U.S. military personnel are going to Syria on 
a routine basis. Could you exactly give us some precisions 
about what exactly is your policy toward Syria? 


a I don't have a specific statement for you on our 
policy toward Syria You know we'vc said from this podium many 
times that we call on all foreign forces, including Syria, to 
stop the violence there in Lebanon. So other than that, I 
don't have anything new to add today. 
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Q Does the State Department -- sorry -- ['m 
wondering, with the arms talks resuming Thursday in Geneva, and 
you remember the President had the somewhat, some would say, 
wildly optimistic predictions of completing an agreement in six 
months to a year. Oo you have a prediction perhaps, by the 
Secretary of State as to the outlook, or the State Department 
as to the outlook? 


a I don't have anything in that area for you today, 
and I don't think it would be wise of me to make a prediction. 


Q I just wondered if there's been some reassessment 
of how quickly, you know, six or eight major issues could be 
resolved among 23 nations? 


o It's an area that I know that Secretary Baker 
held a meeting on Friday on. He's holding another meeting 
today, so I know that he definitely has, as he always has, an 
interest in this and is working the issue. Sut as far as 
making predictions for you, or saying something new here today, 
I don't have anything new for you. 


Q Could you tell us who went to the meeting, 
especially if James Woolsey went to the meetings? 


a He did not, and it was an internal meeting with 
some people with Secretary Baker. 


Q And without General Scowcroft, by the way? This 
is a Department meeting? 


a Internal -- departmental. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything to say about a 
change in policy in Afghanistan as far as arming the Resistance? 


a We do not discuss our arms policy towards the 
Afghan resistance groups. Our basic policy has not changed 


As you know, we back a political solution for Afghanistan that 
ensures self-determination for the afghan people, the 
establishment of a broad-based representative government in 
Kabul and the return of the refugees in dignity and honor. We 
remain fully committed in our support for the Resistance. 


Q Does the United States Government welcome such 
reports coming from Libya about the cut-off of assistance to 
revolutionary groups and also to terrorist organizations? 

a I don't have any -- 


Q The story in the paper this morning. 
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A I know the story, and I don't have anything to 
say about Libya. 
Q You were asked last week about the agreement 


between Libya and Chad and you said you will post an answer. 
A Didn't they post it? 
Q I don't know if it was posted or not. 
7 You have to look. 


Q No, I looked, but it wasn't there this morning, I 
don't think so. 


A They were supposed to post it last week. I'll 
see if there was a busted sig: a! 


Q Margaret, do you have a comment on the 
U.S.-Japanese economic talks in Tokyo? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Wait a minute, Barry. Wait a minute. I came in 
late and maybe you've already answered some of these 
questions. Have you said anything about the curtailment of 
emigration from the Soviet Union? 


A Yes, sir, I did. 


Q You have. Have you said anything about whether 
or not the State Department will be in contact with Cardinal 
Glemp when he comes to the United States? 


A I wasn't asked that question, and I'm unaware of 
it. I'll be glad to find out for you. 


Q Will you find out? 


A Sure. 


| Q There's a story that some Palestinian radicals 
put to death 15 Arabs. Have you something to say about that? 


aq I haven't seen that story. I'll be glad to take 
your question and look into it. ;' 


Q It was the New York Times this morning. 





A Okay. I'm sorry it's one of the things I missed. 
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Q It's on Page 6. There's a story also that Arafat 
had said something about curtailment of the slaughter of Arabs 
who are siding with the idea that there ought to be peace 
between Israelis and Arabs. Have you seen anything on that? 


A No, sir, sorry. 


Q Will you look into that as well? 


A Yes. 
Q Thank you. 
A Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 
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Can you tell us how many people have emigrated from the 

USGR this year, their religious and/or ethnic breakdown, 

where they went, and how many emigrated to the United 

States. — 

-- DURING THE FIRST 9 MONTHS OF FY-1989 22,462 SOVIET 
EMIGRANTS ENTEFED THE UNITED STATES AS REFUGEES, 2,894 


FROM MOGCOW AND 19,568 FROM ROME. 


-- FOR FY 89, WE ESTIMATE THAT TOTAL U.S. ADMISSIONS OF 
{ . 
SOVIET REFUGEES WELL BE BETWEEN 36,000 AND 37,000. 


-- THE PRESIDENT WILL SOON FORWARD TO CONGRESS A SPECIFIC 
PROPOSAL FOR REFUGEE ADMISSIONS FOR FY 90. WE 
ANTICIPATE THAT THE PROPOSED LEVEL OF REFUGEE 
ADMISSIONS FROM THE SOVIET UNION FOR FY 90 WILL BE 
HIGHER THAN IN FY 89. 


-- IM ADDITION TO REFUGEE ADMISSIONS, BETWEEN OCTOBER 1, 
1988 AND JULY 31, 1989, 997 U.&. IMMIGRANT VIGAG WERE 
ISSUED IN MOSCOW TO SOVIET CITIZENS. 
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DURING THE FIRST.9 MONTHS OF FY-1989, THE USC ALSO 
OFFERED PAROLE ADKISSION TO 11,500 SOVIET NATIONALS WHO 
HAD BEEN DETERMINED NOT TO BE REPUGEES -- 6,40C IZ 
MOSCOW AND 4,900 IN ROME. 


THE TOTAL NUMBER OF SOVIETS EMIGRANTS ENTERING THE U.S. 
AS REFUGEES DURING THE PAST 4 YEARS IS AS FOLLOWS: 


1965 640 
1966 787 
1987 3,694 
198€ 20,421 


WE DO MOT HAVE CURRENT FIGURES ON SOVIETS EMIGRATING TO 
THIRD COUNTRIES. THE USG KEEPS STATISTICS ACCORDING TO 
COUNTRY OF NATIONALITY. WE DO NOT COMPILE OFFICIAL 
STATISTICS BASED ON ETHNIC OR RELIGIOUS AFFILIATIONS. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
DIRECTOR OF OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY 
WILLIAM J. BENNETT 
; AND 
DIRECTOR OF OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 
RICHARD G. DARMAN 


The Briefing Roce 


MR. FITZWATER: This afternoon we have with us William 
Bennett, who is Director of the National Drug Control Policy and the 
President's Drug Czar; and Richard Darman, who is Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget. 


Bill will give a brief overview of the national strategy 
that his office has developed, and then Dick Darman will have a short 
presentation, and then we'll take questions and ansvers. 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: Some of you are already familiar with 
elements of the strategy. Let me just give you a brief overview of 
it and tell you why we think it is worthy of consideration. 


First of all, the national strategy, for the first time 
tries to bring together the disparate pieces and disparate areas of 
the goverment's effort against drugs together so that we all act as 
one. The stories of turf rivalries and other things are legion and 
this was one of the reasons for the creation of my position and for 
the formulation of a strategy. 


We all now act as one. We proceed from the same basis, 
from the same set of assumptions, and are subject to the sane 
overarching policy. We ere also now clearly subject to the will and 
interest of ‘tthe President of the United States, who has embraced this 
issue and this strategy or, indeed, will do so tonight. Clearly this 
is a matter of presidential concern and that makes everyone in the 
ranks and all departments and agencies pay attention. 


‘The strategy proceeds from a rationale which, in the 
past, was misusing. What we had in the past was a lot of departments 
and agencies — things, good things, very good things -- catching 
bad and putting bad guys in prison, and seizing cocaine and 
making life difficult for traffickers. But these efforts were going 
on often independently of each other and not in a coordinated way. 
This is not, obviously, the absolute end of all enmity, of all turf, 
of all stepping on toes. Competition and efforts to rove things 
will mean that we will see some more of this. But it is now less 
likely to happen, and when it does happen it will be resolved because 
there is an office of policy. 


What else is distinctive about ‘he strategy? The 
rationale from which the strategy proceeds and what is critica) to 
understand the strategy is that we identify the chief and seminal 
wrong here as drug use. Drug use, we say, is wrong. There are lots 
of other things that are wrong, such as money-laundering and crime 
and viehense in the inner city, but drug use itself is wrong, and 
that means the stretegy is aimed at reducing drug use. If you go 
from the very beginning of the strategy where we say drug use is 
wrong to the very end where we talk about our measurable objectives, 
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1 see the measurable objectives are in the language of drug 
-- or at least many of them. That's what we mean to get at. 


What does that mean specifically? It means efforts 
across the board, from source country to user accountability. Some 
-- maybe even some of you have said -- that in the 
there will be less of one thing and more than another. 
s strategy. There will not be 
- There will not be less emphasis on 
treatment. There will be a good deal more of some things -- sone 
things will be held fairly steady, but there will be a good deal sore 
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: 
6 
3 
5 
g 


Two things in icular: an.offshore initiative, an 
Andean stra where we will seek to help President Barco, for 
example, in his efforts, and help other governments as they sake 


countless times by the experts, by people in the field, where this 
country got off the track in the late ‘60s and ‘70s was believing the 
only le worthy of attention were the major traffickers and the 
kingp and not the individual user. We call for sanctions at every 
point in the system, at every link in the chain. We think there 
ought to be more sanctions on the leaders of the cartel and we think 
there ought to be more efforts of kingpin pursuit and money 
laundering and middle managers and also the user. 


Immediately in talking about the user, people have said, 
“Where are you going to -- how are you going to have sanctions 


against the user when your jails and prisons are already filled up?" 
Two points. One, you can exercise sanctions without putting people 
in jail. You take away their drivers' licenses, you can fine 


3 can 
thes, you can take away their automobiles if they're using their 
automobiles to buy drugs or to store drugs, you can inform employers 
and employers can fire them, and you can do a whole lot of other 


government will understand what we mean by user accountability. From 
now on, schools and colleges must not only have tee they sust 
act on those policies. They sust have clear policies of no use of 
illegal 4: and they must act on those policies. We'll be setting 
legislation about that where they will lose federal funds -- not 
just federal education funds, all federal funds. So that indicates 
our seriousness on that issue. 


5 


We talk about testing in the workplace and we're calling 
immediately for the implementation of the federal order on testing of 
government employees. 


Two other things not to be forgotten: We're adding an 
additional $20 million for money laundering. We think that money 
laundering, a very complicated business, is the lifeblood of the 
) gi -y here and we need to make # wuch better effort than we have 

n the past. 


Second is the effort in public housing. We think that, 
as Secretary Kemp has pointed out, there's no point of redecorating 
and improving public housing for drug dealers. Let's clean out 
public housing, let's make it habitable for people who want to live 
their lives drug free and then make the improvenents. 


So we proceed on the four major fronts: Prevention and 
education; the international aspect now -- a new effort -- the Andean 
initiative; law enforcement continues to be a high priority, as you 
saw with the President's crime package; we will recommend to the 
limit of authorization, $350 million, to state and local law 
enforcement to help people in law enforcement get the job done. 


Now one of the first priorities in terms of time is to 
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restore lawful public control of public places. There is no point 
talking about education programs or treatment programs or counseling 
programs where the Earth is scorched. Where people are living in 
terror and fear, of drive-by shootings, there's not such point 

about bringing in counselors, because the counselors won't 
come in if they're afraid of being shot at. 


And finally, treatment. We plan to spend a substantial 
amount of money, an increase for treatment. We want to make 
treatment more accountable; we also want to make it more accessible, 
and we want to find out what works. 


That's a pretty quick summary. Why don't I pass to Dar 
-- Dick Darman and take your questions. ~ 


Q Dar? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Dar and Czar is one of the -- thank 
you, Czar. (Laughter.) I'l] try to have about four minutes’ worth, 
I hope, of comments and touch three topics. First, the principles 
that should be applied in developing a funding strategy for this 
overall stra + second, a few observations that amount tc a funding 
summary; and third, a specific discussion of funding offsets that 
we're proposing. 


First, with respect to the principles that should guide a 
funding seseten. we believe it useful to be guided by four general 
principles. First, in a serious var on drugs, discussions about how 
to provide necessary funding are secondary. They should not distract 
SS oe the primary, more fundamental issues that a strategy 
Bust e 


Second, funding constraints should derive from ordinary 
tests of prudence, rationality and program effectiveness, more than 
from an arbitrary a priori drug budget limit. 


Third, at the same time however, fiscal responsibility 
demands that we attend to overall federal spending limits. The 
bipartisan budget agreement set those limits and should be honored, 
and it should be honored without resorting to phony budget gimmicks. 


The fourth -- and this follows from the others -- as the 
bipartisan budget agreement spending limits are approached in the 
appropriations process, increases identified for the war on drugs 
should be offset by restraint in other areas of spending. If the 
notion implied by the term “war” is to be taken seriously, funding 
for the drug war should be treated as more important than funding for 
several other areas. The flip side, of course, is that some other 
program areas should be treated as less isportant. 


Those are the four general principles. I'll come to 
their application in a minute. But first, let me say a few words 
about the overall funding picture. 


First, with respect to Fiscal Year ‘90, the expenditures 
involved ere large by any measure for the overall strategy -- $7.9 
billion in budget authority. They represent « substantial increase 
-- about $1.5 billion more than requested by the President on 
February 9th; about $2.2 billion more than was enacted for Fiscal 
Year ‘89. That's approximately a 40 percent increase -- it's a 39 
percent incrense Fiscal Year ‘'9¢, as being requested today relative 
to '89 as was actually enacted. 


I would note that that $2.2 billion increase alone is 
ivalent to what was the entire federal drug effort as recently as 
Fiscal Year ‘#6, to give some sense of proportion. The increases are 
distributed widely, but with the heaviest new emphasis on corrections 
domestically, and on the Andean strategy, as t:he Czar has noted 
internationally. I'd refer you to Page 113 of the red book for «a 
convenient summary of the budget categories o!f interest and how they 
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compare year by year in proposal period by proposal period. 


I'd also suggest that you might want to take a look at 
Enclosure 2 of my letter, which is a summary of specific edditional 
budget apendzents that we are transmitting to the Congress today. 
Those total $716 million above and beyond what's been previously 
proposed as apendzents, and the categories of expenditure are 
all identified that enclosure, too. 


The combination of those, Page 113 and Enclosure 2 of sy 
le\ er, will be a convenient way for you to look st where is the 
money going and what are the increases; I won't repeat that. 


I should note one thing -- that beyond 1990, the 
President commits to a $2 billion, 5-year program for the Andean 
region. He will refer to that in the speech. I don't believe it's 
included in the funding tables, which apply only to Fiecal Year ‘90. 


Q Extra? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Yes. It depends -- why don't we get to 
all that in just a minute? It's five years, okay? 


Finally now, let me say a word about offsets. You have a 
copy of the letter which I have transmitted just in the last 
half-hour to the Appropriations Committ«: Chairman and the ranking 
members. It discusses our approach tc «ding. It identifies, as I 
have noted, $716 million in additional formal budget amendszents for 
Fiscal Year '90 to be added to our pending F ——. 
$6.4 billion, and our pending request for the President's $1.2 
billion crime initiative, of which $0.8 billion is drug-related. The 
combination of those is what gets you to $7.9 billion. 


So as of tonight close of business, budget amendments f 
everything in the President's strategy will be before the Congress. 


This isn't a will-come-later approach, it's all going to be there 
today. 


The letter also identifies suggested offsets for the nev 
requests. Let me make one technical point. We are not obliged to 
suggest these offsets. If you take all of our proposals and all 
previous requests by the President, we are still below the ceiling 
set by the bipartisan budget agreement. But the Congress has already 
marked up appropriations bills at hicher levels than we requested. 


So what we're saying is, if the Congress were to ask us 
how would we propose to offset given what they want to do in funding 
as represented by the marks to date, we are telling them in advance 
here's what the offsets are; that's what's in the letter. So the 
offsets aren't technically required of us, but we're volunteering 
ther to show that it can be done, and it can be done without 
significant adverse effect on most of the things that I think people 
would care about. 


Let me be more particular. For example, we're proposing 
a $15 million reduction in what they are proposing to appropriate for 
something called “postal revenue foregone." This is a program that's 
subject to abuse. The Senate has actually proposed to cut it by $30 
million, the House sero. We're saying spiit the difference; cut that 
by $15 million. 


Another example: $320 million for HHS interis 
assistance, as it's called, related to immigration legalization 
costs. This is a program for which something on the order of $800 
million a year has been appropriated for the last couple of years, 
but the states have not been able to spend anywhere near that amount 
of money. And so there are unobligated balances accumulating. We're 
saying use those unobligated balances, delay this additional 
expenditure. That's another offset -- $320 million. 
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You'll see one listed there, $50 million for public 
housing operating subsidies. Let me make something clear about this. 
We asked for $1.7 billion in housing subsidies. The Congress is 

iv yr Rhy A Re fe plus an edditional 
os llion which we believe in good faith is not necessary. There's 
technical estimators. What we're saying is, 


cake that $75 million -- , we'll take it -- but allocate $50 
million of it for the ific purpose the Czar referred to, which is 
Soe @ oa See rether than just increasing the subsidy 
beyond what's necessary 

We're ing an offeet from Defense, which we'll 
contribute to the strategy for Fiscal Year ‘90 of $132 million 
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we can find offsets within this vast $1.2 trillion budget to help 

nes oe ee a: We've done that above and beyond thec« . 
is persuasive on that point. 


I should edd one final point about this business of 
staying within the budget agreement. We've made some suggestions. 


intend to work cooperatively and constructively with the Congress to 
> & os ee The President, the Czar and I have all said 
this to the oneal leadership today. We've said to then, 
ve've proposed the t the toughest way with the offset approaches. We think 
it can be done, as I've suggested, without adverse ispact. 


If they wish to approach this differently, there are a 
couple of other epproaches that some congressmen have advanced. One 
is represented in the Senate by Senator Nunn that deals with existing 
unobligated balances. With modifications in that approach, we're 
willing to explore whether that could be applied. Another suggested 
by Senator Dole over the weekend is the across-the-board percentage 
cut in appropriations eas a way to finance this. If one were to 
follow that approach, and fund the whole crise initiative as well as 
this drug strategy, it could be done, depending upon the base, with 
an across-the-board percentage cut of less than one percent. 


So we're willing to explore other alternatives. We have 
shown that it can be done with offsets. The important thing -- the 
important thing -- is that the strategy should be substantively 
sound, should be funded relatively promptly, and that it fit within 
the bipartisan budget agreement. We believe that all of that can be 
Gone. Thank you very such. 


Q Mr. Darman, you're saying then that there is -- you 
just have a blueprint for the funding, you haven't really proposed «4 
funding plan? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Wo, quite the opposite. We have 
specific budget amendments for every single proposal in the strategy 
~~ every single one -- $7.9 billion, account by account, every one at. 
the Congress tonight. So it is as specific a funding plan as one 
could possibly have. 


What I have said is, in addition to that, if the Congress 
wishes to appropriate, in the manner that they have suggested by the 
marks within committees to this point, if you take what they are 
marking plus what we suggest, you will then be above the bipartisan 
budget agreement limits. So, we've said if you want to get back down 
below the limits, here are the specific offsets that will get you 
back below. 


So it is a complete funding plan. What I was trying to 
suggust with sy final commente was simply that if that approach is 
not fully satisfactory, we intend to find another one working 
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tively and constructively, consistent with the first principle 
which is that this is secondary, and the most important thing is to 
get the substance of the strategy right. 


Q What's the current congressional mark on drugs - 
DIRECTOR DARMAN: Six. 
Q The current appropriations bill is a six? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Yes, but that's a -~ it's roughly six, 
but you heave to remember, the House has ected and the Senate hasn't 
fully acted, and the House hasn't yet a all of its action and 
sco on. So it's apples and oranges t's roughly $1.8 billion or 
$1.9 billion below what the  Seanhéent is proposing in terms of the 
current congressional appropriations mark. 


Q Mr. Darman, according to the table ettached to the 
- RA ny K RB fh By LUT RG ER. 
understand this correct] 9th budget proposals 
combined with the $1.2 b ere com initiative announced in May, 
brought you to a total proposed of $7.1, roughly, billion dollars? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: For drugs -- 
Q for drugs, I understand. 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: -- counting only $800 million of the 
$1.2 billion as drug-related. 


Q Right, now -- 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: There's another $400 million that's not 
drug related. 


Q Exectly. Wow, what you're = today amounts to 
an edditional expenditure of eguentastele $700 million to bring you 
to a total of $7.8 billion. 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Roughly $720 million -- 
Q -- $720 million -- thank you. 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: -- to bring you to roughly $7.9 
billion. 


Q So what's new -- that's what consists of new 
substance added in today's plan, or the plan announced today? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Wo, that's what's new budget amendments 
in today's plan. There's a very large amount of substance that 
doesn't involve appropriations, in terms of the types of carrots and 
sticks involved in -- 


Q I didn't mean to imply that it was only money. 


Q May I ask you about the Andean strategy -- the $2 
billion? How is that to be distributed, what is ste purpose, what is 
it supposed to do? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Well, I don't know if I should -- let 
me say this subject to the Czar, supplementing what I vould have to 
sey. With respect to the Andean strategy, I think it's .svortent to 
differentiate Fiscal Year ‘90 and the remaining years. * . Fiscal 
Year ‘90 we have an extremely specific plan for Colombia, Bb ):ia and 
Peru. We'd be more than happy if you really would wish to br«*t out 
the numbers country by country and purpose by purpose there .- for 
Fiscal Year ‘90. That's all fully developed here and it totais 
$261.2 million for Fiscal Year ‘90 for those three countries. 
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up to the total of Ay billion 
a ae ig oP — pen — oy Igy RE RG, @ock your 
ion. One is that -- that is, in terms of the specifics -- one 

that not all of the specifics for the out-years have been settled 
- oy partly because the specifics are contingent upon performance. 

For example, you'll find a reference to economic assistance that 
would come in the out years. The concept would tie the economic 
assistance to specific performance related to the curtailszent of 
transit of drugs. 


How, we can't know exactly what the azsounts will be until 
we see what the-specific performance . We know what the total is 
we're willing to allocate for the purpose. There's @ second reason 
that we're not discussing the out-years which is that parts of what's 
involved are classified. ‘ 


Q Can you talk a little bit, without getting into -- 


DIRECTOR BENWETT: Let me just add to whet Director 
Darman is saying. The package ve're talking about, in its large 
features, is economic and military assistance -- and other forms of 
assistance as appropriste. You see the kind of military assistance 
we have in mind. You've hed the last two weeks to take a good look 
et that -- there's a good, palpable example. 


The kind of economic assistance ve're talking about would 
be economic assistance -- not likely to Colombia, but to Peru and 
Bolivia -- Colombia doesn’t have that economic problem. But we want 
to see Peru and Bolivia step up to the plate and do -- take sone 
actions against the drug traffickers, analogous to the kinds of 
things that Colombia has done. Wot exactly, it's a different 
situation, but we want to see a seriousness on the part of those 
governments as well -- or increased seriousness. That's the kind of 
thing we have in sind. 


I think if you look at most of the scholarly literature 
on this, which we've looked et, what people will say is, the 
countries of this region need to make the fight themselves as best 
they can, but they need assistance from the United States. The 
assistance should come in a variety of ways, and I think it 
reasonable and sensible to prudent for some of that assistance to be 
conditional on good faith efforts. 


Q Surely you're not ss thet $2 billion over 
five years divided by three countries going to achieve such 
success in terms of weaning these countries off of the sulti 
billion-dollar illegal drug trade? 


DIRECTOR BEWWETT: Which multibillion dollar drug trade 
are you talking about? If you're talking about the 
multibillion-dollar drug trade that operates between South America 
and the United States -- if you're adding it 411 up and you see $2 
billion against various numbers that have been thrown out, most of 
those numbers, I think, are not reliable. 


It doesn't look like very much, but remember, if we take 
on this effort, we don't have to replace the salaries of the cartel 
Goller for dollar; that's not our responsibility. And the $100 
billion number that's been thrown around in the United States, a lot 
of that money -- most of that money -- stays in the United States. 
It stays with the middlemen, it stays with the street dealers. The 
amount of money that's going back into Colombia is such, such less 
then that. I don't know what estimates we're using, what numbers 
we're using, but it's more like single-digit billion dollars. 


Q When will we feel the impact of this plan? When 
will there be some evidence that it's -- 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: Well, we have in the beck the 
measurable objectives, and they are two-year objectives and 10-year 
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ectives. Theat doesn't sean things couldn't happen sooner -- 
couldn't happen sore quickly, and I hope they will. If 
heppens sooner, we'll know about it, we'll be talking about 
it. that should happen, we hope ri avey, will be 
pessing the legislative -- the passing the legislative 
packages thet we're recommending to thes, then we'll see. It 
takes « while. 


Q The price of coffee is plummeting in Colombia and 
all over the world. That's a disincentive for farmers, peasant 


farmers, to in the coffee business. They can make a lot sore 
Boney ing coca leaves than post other commercial -- so what's 
the United States doing on other fronts to try to help these people 


have real incentives to grow other products? 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: The point you make is a good one, and 
that's the kind of thing we're going to look at. But bear in sind 
that the price of coca is falling pretty dramatically, too, and there 
are some people who are ting out of that business. Wot many; not 
early - But the k of fector or fact you describe is the 
kind of th we're going to take into eccount. 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Could I add one point at the risk of 
being corrected, since it's not really my responsibility? Just on 
this point, I think it would be a mistake to judge the Andean 
strategy in isolation. The whole epproach that the Czar is talking 
about and the President is talking about tonight has to be viewed -- 
ite unusual virtue is its comprehensiveness. It's integrated. 


The leadership in Colombia, as well as this government, 
are saying that we have to address the demand side of the probles 
within the U.S. as well. So to answer your question, you're not 
ultimately going to solve that problem by working only on the 
Colombian end; you've got to work on both ends. And what I think is 
significant about the strategy is that a way of looking at it is, to 
say that interdiction has risen substantially in the ‘80s to where 
we've @ more viable approach to interdiction. But you've still 
got this enormous generation of supply on one end, and you've got 
this big demand on the other. And the strategy is working more 
effectively on the demand end and back at the source. You have to 
look at both pieces, and only if you get both pieces is there sone 
reason to think that either one would have a chance of success. 


Q Director Darman, do you intend to drop spending 
domestically to offset the $2 billion increase in spending in South 
America? In other words -- 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Wo. Wo, no. That $2 billion will come 
out of the international and defense accounts, principally. A very 
emall amount of the overall money might come out of the DEA for its 
ordinary overseas operations. But the larger portion will come out 
of international and defense areas, not out of the domestic programs. 


Q If that's the case, sir, does that not indicate that 
over the next five years you don't really expect to cut into demand 
Gomestically too such? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: I'm sorry to say I don't follow the 
question. : 


Q You've got a five-year, $2 billion program in the 
Andes. You don't ._ Yo expect demand to diminish substantially 
here over the next five years. 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Well, it's not my business, I'll let 
the Czar anewer thie. But I personally don't expect the drug problem 
to be entirely gone within five years. 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: Wo, I don't understand the premise of 
the question. If we are successful in achieving our objectives, and 
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period. ys halfway to where we say we'll be in 10 years in that five-year 
a | still talking about seven sillion users of illegsl 
@ willion or @ million and « half users of cocaine 
alte. on chet'e still « pretty significant amount of demand. That 
still suggests pressure at «11 points in the spectruz, including 
South America. 


Q Could you talk about carrots and sticks for the 
stetes -- 


DIRECTOR BENRETT: Yes. 


Q ~~ what you think are the sost significant ones for 
states, for employers, for schools? 


DIRECTOR BENWETT: Sure. First of all, a genere) 
misunderstanding that most of the money that we are proposing is 
matching money -- only five percent of the new money that we're 
proposing is matching money. Most of it is not matching end will not 
require a matching component. Carrot money, money for state and 
local lew enforcement, we do want to get that money to the states. 
The treateent money -- we want to get that money to the states, block 
grante and so on, and these are things that we need to attend to -- 
the public housing money. 


We do require states to take testing seriously. Let me 
read it to you exactly. I have the provision here: “Require drug 
peas of prisoners, parolees and arrestees as a condition of 

iving those funds." That's one. 


There's been such discussion about the irement that 
states revoke the drivers’ licenses of people arrested or convicted 
of drug offenses. And let me clarify that. This was not a matter 
which I pressed the President hard to do and he didn't go with me on 
when we came to the final meeting of the Domestic Policy Council on 
this issue. I told the President, based on the discussion that I'd 
heard, it seemed to me you could call it either way. And after some 
discussion and consideration, the President decided to call it by way 
of exhortation -- making it an exhortation rather than a stick. This 
means, of course, we can still come back if we want to encourage 
states to do this and we can even come back and | not enough states 
have done it, so we may consider putting some conditions on highway 
funds slong these lines. But there are a lot of ernore out there 
who are passing and leading this kind of legislation already. So it 
seemed to us, let's deal with encouragement and exhortation. 


If the states don't act, we're going to have to do more. 
But it seems to me that states have every interest in acting and 
being t ron this issue and adopting user accountability statutes 
and the like. If some don't, they're going to very soon learn « very 
interesting lesson about the drug trade. If a whole bunch of states 
passed t legislation and five or six don't, those five or six are 
going to find a very interesting change in their quality of life. 


I was in Portland, Oregon and they were having « bit of « 
state identity crisis for a while out there about what they thought 
about drugs until they realized -- this was from their own words -- 
that as Darryl Gates and the LAPD was driving drug dealers out of LA, 
they were moving up to Portland, where -- drug dealers read the 
nevepapers -- they found the laws were much more congenial to their 
kind of business. 


So if you start to press on thie business -- and what we 
propose is pressing at every -- and on every link in the chain at 
every point -- but some state decides to opt out, it's going to soon 
find new reasons for opting back in. 


Q Mr. Bennett, do you have more or less money for the 
drug interdiction program along the border? 
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DIRECTOR BENNETT: | Sorry? 
Q 1s there more or less money? 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: More. Despite reports to the 
contrary, there is slightly more money for the drug interdiction 
program. There is not less money. 


Q Director Bennett, the drug strategy anticipates a 
lot more demand for treatment as a result of user sanctions and wes 
efforts. There are elready waiting lines for treatment, and no 
treatment in some communities. Do you really believe that the money 
you've 7 one to increase treatment will handle the problem as you 
now see it? 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: The treatment pattern is -- it's 
heterologous. It doesn't make any sense. There's not much logic to 
the treatment systen. 


Q Could you spell that, please? 
Q Put it on the lower shelf. 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: It doesn't make much sense. It's 
incoherent. (Laughter.) Heterologous: other logic. 


You do have waiting lines in some places, and in other 
places you have vacancies. This is the non-logic of the system. You 
go to New York and look at that system, look at the Newsday series on 
the treatment system in New York, and you find some places where 
people are dying to get in and very eager to get in and can't get in. 
And there are other places with open beds; they can't attract people. 
There's one hospital with a reputation for a long waiting line, and 
we were told by addicts that the reason everybody wants to go there 
is because they can go there and get their methadone, no requirement 
of counseling, no requirement you straighten out your life, you just 
get your methadone and leave. This is the terrible inconsistency. 

We need some consistency, some rationality. 


I want to answer your question. If -- Bruce, correct ne 
if I'm wrong here -- but if, when we put forward our funds, if state 
and local governments come up in the same proportions that they have 
in the past relative to federal funds, we will have $700,000 -- 


MR. CARNES: Six-hundred-fifty to 700,000. 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: Six hundred-fifty to 700,000 treatment 
slots. if we are talking, as most clinicians are talking, about 1.5 
million to two million people who are in serious need of treatment, 
you can handle that number of people over the course of a year, 
because yo. don't need to use the facility for the whole year for 
many people; you can figure two or three people to a slot, since most 
of it is outpatient. So that's a significant increase in the 
— We're going from 287,000 slots -- isn't that -- wasn't that 

t «= 


MR. CARNES: Three hundred and twenty-four -- 
DIRECTOR BENNETT: <~- 324,000 slots now to something -- 
MR. CARNES: About 650,000 to 700,000. 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: -- to something like 650,000 to 
700,000. So that's getting us very close. The clinicians -- if you 
want ballpark figures here, the clinicians we've talked to estimate 
the problem in the following way: You've got something like four 
million people out there who are using illegal drugs more than 200 
times a year, and have a real problem. Of those, the clinicians say, 
about a million, probably with the help of husband or wife or 
employer or priest or neighbor or kids, could get off it by 
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themselves. It would require great effort, but they could do it by 
themselves. Another million are so addicted or so inclined this way 
no treatment and no kind of therapy is going to help them. The 
remaining two million is the population that most of the clinical 
people think are accessible by some kind of treatment. So what you 
want to do is get the numbers of slots up so that you can get as many 
of those people as possible. And you're right. If what happens is 
what we propose to happen in the criminal justice system, you'll see 
increased interest in those slots. And we'll come back and probably 
propose more treatment later on. 


Q You've tried to portray this as a big increase in 
the budget for drug programs. But, in fact, when you look at the 
outlay figures and you look at what's been proposed earlier this 
year, for Fiscal ‘90 you're proposing, I think, about a 15 percent -- 
but 15 percent of the new outlays is new; 85 percent was already 
proposed earlier this year, according to the table that Mr. Darman 
just told us. . 


Now, given those figures, aren't people going to look at 
this and say the rhetoric is wonderful, the goals are admirable, and 
the money is totally inadequate? 


MR. FITZWATER: No! (Laughter. ) 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: I don't think that ordinary people 
would think that §7.9 billion is a small amount of money. 


Q But if the outlay is -- 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: I was trying to answer this question 
earlier, and let me try. The reason that the outlay number is 
smaller is because such a large portion of the increase is for 
prisons. And the characteristic of spending on prisons is that 
budget authority, which is what really matters for getting the prison 
built, has to be committed now, but it takes three years to actually 
plan and go build the prison. So the initial expenditures, which are 
what outlays are, are rather small for prisons and they rise very 
rapidly in the out-years. 


Most people, in looking at discretionary prograns, 
certainly the Congress, say the test is budget authority. That is 
telling you what you actually are committing. Outlays are the rate 
at which the money actually goes out the door and it varies. 
Salaries go immediately; prison construction takes years. So the 
budget authority is the $7.9 billion and it's a substantial increase. 
Now, so is the other if you look over time, but it's not as much. 


Q Director Darman, if this is as an important a war as 
you're saying it is, why was it necessary to impose a constraint on 
your beginning thinking that it meet the bipartisan budget agreement? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN 
that is pending. 


We've done that with every proposal 


Q Well, except for the savings & loan. 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: No, sir -- not correct at all. The 
savings & loan fit 100 percent within the bipartisan budget 
agreement. It was specifically negotiated as part of the bipartisan 
budget agreement. It was understood that its funding would fit 
within the budget agreement and it does. And that's true of 
everything else that we've proposed from the cleanup of nuclear 
weapons production facilities, which some people said couldn't. 
possibly be fit, and so on done the line -- it fits. 


Q Why is that important? 


Q Director Darman, to follow a question on the huge 
expense for prisons, how much money are you setting aside to feed and 
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care for all these people you are going to be warehousing in these 
jails? Aren't you simply arresting people, putting them in jail and 
then building a bigger problem further up the road, because of the 
high expense of incarcerating people? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: The prisons have to be constructed 
before you pay the operating expenses that you're talking about. So 
in Fiscal Year '90, all you see is the budget authority for the 
prisons. The operating expenses have the characteristic -- that 
money goes out the door right away. It's more like salaries and as 
you say, food and so on: And it's incurred only after the prisons 
are built and there are people in the prisons. So those expenditures 
aren't in Fiscal Year ‘90. 


Q Have you thought that far out, though? 


DIRECTOR DARMAN: Yes. But as you see the Drug Czar and 
the strategy itself says that for the out-years, they have identified 
the Se priorities, but the specific funding for Fiscal Year '91, 
‘92, '93 will not be provided until the January budget and the 
February drug strategy. 


Q Is that construction or operating costs, though -- 
in the out-years? 


In the out-years there are both, but you don't have the 
additional operating costs until you've already done the 
construction. © 


Q Is that construction money or is that -- what is it? 
DIRECTOR DARMAN: That's construction. 


Mr. Bennett, here's a numbers question for you. You 
say there's four million serious addicts in this country and that two 
million of them are accessible, they can be treated. Are the other 
two million then either going to die of their addiction or end up in 
prison, and that's why you're building all these other prisons? 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: No -- 
Q Is that what the strategy is? 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: No. The other two million -- as I 
said, one of those million, the treatment community, the clinical 
community, believes doesn't need treatment; that if you send a signal 
-- and one of the things that this strat and this speech of the 
President is to accomplish is to send a signal that we're no longer 
tolerant of drug use, that this is it, this era is over and the 
country's had it -- that these people will shape up. 


Survey after survey tells us that many drug users will 
stop if they think they can -- that they'll be caught and they'll be 
punished. Many of these addictions are, in fact, less addictive than 
nicotine. Many Americans have quit cigarettes, many successfully. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Name one. : 
DIRECTOR BENNETT: And my hat's off to them, all of then. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Both of then. 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: Both of them. It's true, people can 
do this. There are other people who are going to need help. Of the 
one million, some will be in prison, some are going to die, and some 
will probably be wandering around. We don't know what happens to 
crack addicts five, six years out. Many people think they die; many 
people think they become heroin addicts; many people think they 
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become homeless. But it's a pretty -- it's clear that you can't save 
everybody. ; 


In terms of the prisons, let me make a point about the 
cost benefit because, no doubt, someone is going to come along and 
say that $20,000 a year for a prison cell could be used to send that 
person to Brown. I don't know how Brown feels about that, but that 
aside, there's another argument here that's very important. 


The Buresu of Justice has estimated that the cost of not 
putting a drug felon in prison is $200,000 to $220,000 a year to 
society. These numbers -- the Chief in Dallas took me through these 
numbers the first time -- $60-a-day crack habit, you've got to steal 
$600 to feed your $60-a-day habit because you fence and you get 10 
percent of what you've stolen -- $600-a-day over a year is $215,000. 


One crack addict with a $60-a-day habit, which is not 
extraordinary -- you can have $100, $500-a-day habit -- can wreak an 
awful lot of havoc in society and a lot of costs. 


Q Are you satisfied with the money in this package -- 


DIRECTOR BENNETT: Yes, I am satisfied with the money in 
this package. And I wanted to follow up on the ceiling business. 
When I got this assignment I was not given a ceiling. I, of course, 
was asked to recognize that this is Fiscal ‘90, that there's a budget 
agreement, to be prudent. But I was not told to come in at any 
certain number or was I given a ceiling. I was told to write a 
strategy and to put together a budget to pay for it in Fiscal ‘90, 
and then to begin work on '91, '92, '93. 


MR. FITZWATER: Thank you very much. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:48 P.M. EDT 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I[ have a statement to make concerning 
Beirut. At midnight last night, Washington D.C. time, 
September 5, 7:00 a.m. Beirut time, September 6, we evacuated 
all United States Government personnel from Beirut on a 
temporary basis because local circumstances no longer permit 
the Embassy to function effectively. We have a responsibility 
to ensure the safety of our personnel. 


We plan to go back to Beirut as soon as conditions 
permit. The evacuation does not represent a lessening of our 
intention to try to help Lebanon in its time of trouble. We 
will be consulting with friendly Arab states, our European 
allies and the Soviet Union, as well as Lebanon's neighbors, on 
how to try to achieve a cease-fire and an end to all blockades 
and the beginning of a political reconciliation process. 


We are committed to working with others to try to end 
the on-going tragedy in Lebanon. The ‘nited States is not 
abandoning Lebanon. 


We regret having to evacuate (he Embassy and the 
actions by General foun and his followers that made it 
necessary. 


Q You're referring to the demonstrations? 


A Yes. I have what [ think would be helpful -- 
another part of the statement -- which would lay out for you 
the reasons of why this action was taken 


The President and the Secretary's policy has always 
been to maintain our Embassy as long as useful work could be 
done. But for five months, the Embassy has been unable to go 
to Muslim west Beirut, because of shelling and bad security 
conditions. 


General Aoun told journalists that he would not 
receive Ambassador McCarthy until McCarthy presented his 
credentials to foun, one of two competing governments. 
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On September 5, a demonstration with 1,000 people was 
organized around our Embassy and a “blockade" was declared by 
the organizers. The demonstrators said that this blockade 
would continue until the United States Government did the 


following four things: 


One, presentation of McCarthy's credentials to General 
Aoun. 


Two, recognition of General foun as the “sole 
legitimate authority in Lebanon." 


Three, arrival of a special envoy from the United 
States. 


Four, the United States to force Syria to lift its 
blockade of the Christian enclave. 


The demonstrator leader told the crowd that U.S. 
personnel could enter and leave “at their own risk." He said 
the blockade would move closer to the Embassy and an indefinite 
next step would take place September 6. 


A telephone caller threatened to shoot down the 
September 5 scheduled helicopter support mission, and shortly 
thereafter the demonstration organizer took credit for 
preventing the helicopter mission. 


We were told yesterday by reliable journalists on the 
ground that General foun said that Lebanon needed a good dose 
of “Christian terrorism." 


Aas General fAoun's threats and implications about the 
U.S. grew nastier, the Department and the Embassy were in close 


touch throughout the Labor Day weekend. 


On Friday, September 2, General foun told the French 


newspaper Figaro that perhaps he should take "20 American 
hostages." 


Secretary Baker spoke by telephone to Ambassador 
McCarthy on September 5. On the morning of September 5, 
Secretary Baker mei with the President who gave his approval to 
evacuate. At 2:00 p.m., Washington time, following his 


conversation with Ambassador McCarthy, Secretary Baker met in 
the Oval Office with the President, Secretary Cheney, General 
Scowcroft, Chief of Staff Sununu, and Assistant Secretary 
Kelly. They discussed alternative means of implementing the 
evacuation and activated the military chain of command. 


Assistant Secretary Kelly was in repeated contact, 
more than a dozen times, yesterday with Ambassador McCarthy, 
throughout the day and the night, consulting the Secretary 
frequently for guidance as details were worked out with the 
Ambassador. Secretary Baker himself chaired approximately 8 to 
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10 meetings yesterday on this subject and the course of the 
evacuation on September 5. 


Q Can we have copies of both of those, please? 
m Sure. 
Q Margaret, for how long a period of time -- you've 


just given us an extraordinary description of the contact the 
Secretary and other senior U.S. officials have had with 
Ambassador McCarthy on the subject of an evacuation. for how 
long a period of time has an Ambassador McCarthy been -- I want 
to say suggesting -- or asking for consideration of such an 
evacuation? 


A This really started to evolve over the Labor Day 
weekend and came to a head, as [ described, yesterday. 


Q The Embassy had not recommended even a partial 
evacuation of U.S. personnel prior to last, let's say, Saturday 
or Friday? 


a No. 
y How many Americans were pulled out? 


A The number that I can give you is approximately 
30 Americans. The military used four helicopters, one of which 
was on standby; only three of which landed on our helicopter 
pad there at the Ambassador's residence. They were taken, as I 
believe many of you know -- the first stop was in Cyprus. They 
are, it's my understanding, enroute to Frankfurt. The reason 


they've gone to Frankfurt is they have better commercial 
aircraft here to the United States. 


My understanding is that all of them in the next Few 
days are coming here to the States. 


Q If they're coming to the States, why do you 
describe the evacuation as “temporary?” 


Aa Because that's our intent. 

Q Well, I mean -- with the Marines pulled out, 
there was also a lack of affirmation by the U.S. Government 
that anything permanent had really happened. 

Q They were redeployed. 


y They were redeployed. I don't think they've ever 
gone back, for example. 


If you want to send a signal that -- whatever that 
Glowing sentence you had about “we'll be back some day," why 
didn't -— why weren't these people kept in the general area? 
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Why weren't they kept in bases in Italy, in Cyprus, in Greece, 
Souda Bay. Aren't you sending a signal that you've washed your 
hands of Lebanon? 


“ That is not at all the signal that we are 
sending, that I intend to send, that the President or the 
Secretary of State intends to send. That's not what our 
statement says. Many of these people, [ believe the majority, 
-— I'd have to check this fact -- I know the Ambassador has 
been serving there without his wife and family. Since they've 
been asked to leave temporarily, what is the harm in them 
coming home and seeing Lheir Family? 


I have said that this is a temporary order, 
instruction, something that was carried out. [ think [I have 
plainly stated, and painted a fairly accurate picture, of why 
it was wise and prudent to take such action. [I don't know ula! 
else the Government would have done. 


Q Well, your statement puts the onus virtually 
entirely on the Christian forces and threats to the Embassy 
and, in fact, a threat to take hostages. 


But if we can roil back a minute and talk about U.S. 
diplomacy for a minute, your statement suggests that the U.S. 
is going to be active or newly active. Do you have any new 
approaches, new twists, new turns? You've mentioned the Soviet 
Union. What does the U.S. intend to do now that they haven't 
done before, and unsuccessfully before, to stop the fighting in 
Lebanon? 


4 I don't have something new that we're going to 
try to Go. You remember when Secretary Baker met in Paris on 
the Cambodian conference with Minister Shevardnadze, it was 
suggested that Dennis Ross and Mr. Tarasov get together some 
time. That meeting is taking place in the next two days in 
Europe. This will be a subject that [I'm sure that Dennis will 
bring up. 


I have stated that this is an area where we are going 
to stay definitely involved. This obviously makes it more 
difficult. It is not something that the United States is 
abandoning, as I said. 


Q One last fast question. Until now, you've 
deferred -- 





A In fairness -- Barry, as you know, King Fahd . 
himself yesterday -- the White House confirmed it -- he had to, 
for the second time, or chose to, cancel his visit here to the 
United States because he's working on trying to get this 
cease-fire. So, there are many ways and avenues that the 
United States can continue, as I tried to lay out, to stay 
involved. 
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Q Well, speaking broadly, the United States has 
deferred until now to the Arab League to try to bring about a 
cease-fire. Plainly, this hasn't been accomplished. fhe 
French have tried some initiatives. 


i A lot of people are trying. 


Q The U.N. has tried. In a broad sense, wil] the 
United States continue to look to others to play a leading role 
in this area and sort of step back a bit and stay off stage? 
Or is there some new urgency that will move the Bush 
Administration to play a more direct role in Lebanon? 


A [ do not know of some new emergency -—- 
Q Urgency. I'm sorry. 


A Urgency. I know that our policy has not 
changed. You know that we've stated here a hundred times that 
we support the Arab League, we call for a cease-fire, we call 
for a lifting of the blockades. None of that has changed. 
What has changed was a definite security consideration there on 
the ground by our Ambassador and for Americans citizens. 


Q Margaret, what will be left -- is anyone being 
left behind to manage the residence or the complex there, or is 
it just going to be taken over? 


a We have Lebanese guards uiio will remain on the 
payroll. The property is ours and we cvurtainly hope that they 
will be able to take care of our property, but no Americans are 
there. 

Q Margaret, can you say anything about our 


conversations with General foun? Ambassador McCarthy 
apparently said to him, “Look,” -- or what did he say to him, 
and what was -- 

a We did not give him advance notification of this. 


You didn't? 


o 


Did not. 


Q You didn't warn him that if the demonstrations 
and threats didn't stop -- 


i) He had plenty of warnings about that. But on the 
specific -- on our actions we took last night, he was not given 
advance notice. 


Q And when the United States said to him, "Stop the 
demonstrations, we don't approve of this," what was his 
response? 
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fe They didn't stop. 


Q Margaret, you quoted extensively the different 
remarks that he has made that were of concern to the U.S 
Government. What conclusions do you draw from those kinds of 
remarks? What has happened here to this man? [s he now the 
primary villain as far as the U.S. concerned? He was someone 
that the U.S. Government was spilling over with praise for wo! 
so long ago. What's happened here? And how does the U.S. now 
view him? 


Aa I don't have a literal description of how we view 
him other than referring you to -- as I said in my statement -- 
our action that we had to take last night was regrettably taken 
by actions taken by General foun and his supporters, and [ gave 
literal and specific quotes from the General. To be perfectly 
candid, something had changed with him, it would appear, from 
his own quotes. 


Q Margaret, the United States has often said that 
it remained in Beirut and felt -- and the Secretary himself, [ 
think, has said it was important to remain diplomatically in 
Beirut, in order to stay in touch with all of the factions, all 
of the religious and political sides in that civil war. 


How does the United States plan to conduct its 
diplomacy on Lebanon now without -- apparently without having 
that line of contact that it has felt was so important up until 
yesterday? 


Aa As I tried to explain earlier, it is definitely 
~— we're at a disadvantage not being there on the ground. § That 
was our first choice. That had been what the President and the 
Secretary had said was important, as long as we could do our 
work there. One, our work was being impeded, and, two, the 
security concerns that came to fruition yesterday, after 
building over the Labor Day weekend, a decision was made that I 
can't help but think was very wise, very prudent. Common sense 
would tell you, get your American citizens out of a potentially 
very serious situation. 


And as far as how we're going to continue to work, 
I've tried to express -- which is the truth —- we are going tu 
continue to work, I guess for a lack of a better word, via long 
distance. We have other Ambassadors there in different 
neighboring states. We will continue to work towards a 
cease-fire in Lebanon. 


Q Does the Secretary consider the decision that the 
White House -- that the Administratio, made yesterday -- to be 
something of a retreat in U.S. policy on Lebanon? 


A No, I haven't heard that expressed at all. 
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Q Is somebody going to be acting for you in 
Lebanon, then? Even if the Embassy is going to have your 
guards there, and maybe one or two Foreign Service nationals, 
and whatever, you're going to need somebody, surely, to let you 
know what's happening. Are you going to he using the good 
offices of, say, our government -- the British Government -- or 
the French, or somebody else? 


a A very good question that I did not think to ask, 
and I'll be glad to ask for you. 


Q Would you? Thank you. 


Q What would be the conditions, Margaret, under 
which we would return? I mean, if General foun, for instance, 
apologized or -- can you give us a little better idea? | 
understand that you can't say specifically, but what would - 


a I'm just using common sense here -- if we were 
convinced of the safety of our personnel there. Obviously, 
something changed where we no longer had confidence in the 
safety of our American citizens. 


We've said this is temporary. It would seem to me 
that someone, something changes in the opposite direction where 
we are assured, to the best of anyone's ability, especially in 
a situation like exists in Lebanon today, that our American 
personnel, to the best our ability, would be assured of their 
safety. 


Q Margaret, did we --the evacuation of all our U.S. 
citizens, were any Lebanese nationais who worked in Lhe Embassy? 


a My understanding from Assistant Secretary Kelly 
is that there were only American citizens. 


Q And were there any problems during the evacuation? 

a None. 

Q Were there any women involved --~ of those 
evacuated? 

oe Women? 

Q women. 


a I think I have heard of one woman, but I'd like 
to check that for you. 


Q May I ask about the security force that we've 
engaged to protect the Embassy? Can you tell us some details 
about that, its personnel? 


A I don't have any details on it. 


Q Could we get something? 
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ia [I'll try for you. Sure. 


Q Margaret, who are the friendly Arab states, for 
the purpose of this statement? 


a I don't have a list for you. I'll be glad to see 
if they want to elaborate further. 

Q Do you consider Syria among them? 

A [‘'ll get a list for you. I don't have a list fur 


you. This is how it was characterized for me 


Q How do you see the impact of this evacuation of 
your Embassy in east Beirut on the Lebanese Embassy here in 
Washington -- the status of the Lebanese Embassy in Washington? 


io) Our evacuation of our Embassy was a security 
concern for the personnel there. [ don't believe there is a 
security concern here. 


Q Margaret, in all the discussions you've described 
-— the detail -- the description you've given us of the 
internal discussions here and the discussions with Ambassador 
McCarthy -- did anyone make the argument, with any strength, 
with any force, that despite it all the United States ought to 
remain for the reasons that the U.S. had remained? Or was it 
an open and shut case? 


a From time to time of wher I've been here, when 
there have been -- you know, we've commented before when our 
Ambassador's residence was shelled. 


Q No, I mean in the last -— this last weekend and 
then on; since the demonstrations took form, since these 
threats that you say were -- 


a We tried to lay out a case here, which is 


literal, of what changed. And what [ was trying to say was, 
many times since I've been here our Ambassador's residence has 


been shelled. There has been a tightening of ‘ension, there 
has been maybe a security concern. 


Obviously, for the Ambassador on Lhe ground, who has 


been there many, many months -- he didn't just arrive and all 
of a sudden say, “Oh, lets' leave" -- he determined, as all wof 
our Ambassadors do -- in consultation here -- on the ground, it 


is time for us to do this 
Q It's pretty much a united position? 
a Absolutely. There were no differences. 


There was no -- I mean, people are allowed to 
have ~ifferences of view. 
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a On this one, there wasn't. I asked that question. 
Q But on this one there wasn't? 


a The Ambassador was fully in support of this, 
fully -- 


Q Was the initiative his, Margaret, or was it the 
Secretary's? 


A The initiative was a combination of his, and the 
Secretary's, and Assistant Secretary Kelly, and a number of 
people -— we were all getting this information coming in, and 
this was all, after all, being escalated on us ina Fairly fast 
time track. 


They were standing there looking at a thousand 
demonstrators. They also pulled cars around to the entrances 
to our Embassy, saying this blockade is going to stay. It was 
not getting more pleasant. It was getting, as [ described it, 
nastier. 


Q Were there any requests by other foreign 
nationals or diplomats from the Western allies to the United 
States to assist them to leave Lebanon? 


A We did not give prior notice on this. They were 
notified after the fact. So, the answer to your question would 
be "no." You should also know, as far as Congressional 
notification, Secretary Baker called the leadership this 
morning from his home very early, aft» the fact also. 


Q But with this seriousness of the situation, do 
you expect to anticipate that the British or the French, or 
other Western nationals, might leave? 


A They'd have to answer those questions. 


Q Margaret, this is the first time in 15 years of 
war in Lebanon that the United States is literally driven out 
of Beirut. Now, you talked about an impendina step -- 
threatening step -- that the demonstrators threatened they 
would be taking on September 6 -- today, that is. Are you 


implying -- 
a That would have been today, if we had been there. 


All right. Are you saying that the United States 
could have faced the situation in Beirut similar to the one 
that it faced in Tehran in 1979, that all the American 
personnel would be taken hostage by Aoun's supporters? 


A I read the literal quotes of what was said. I 
told you what was going on. You can draw your own 
conclusions. But why would you leave someone in a situation 
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where that possibly could happen? Who knows. [t's a 
hypothetical. 


Q All right, but now -- 
A We certainly were getting enough warnings. 
Q Okay. Now, will the United States still consider 


the General as a de facto player on the Lebanese scene, or are 
you -- 





A As a player? 


Q Yeah, as a de facto player; not necessarily as a 
legitimate player. But I mean as a de facto player, will you 
be in contact with him via the Ambassador here who represents 
him? 








A I don't have an answer to that question: . Are we 
going to be in contact with him? [ don't know. 


Q Margaret, the relations between General Aoun and 


the American Embassy in Beirut have gone through ups and 

downs. This is the most down point of it. Do you expect it to 
come up again, or this is the end of it? This is the end of 
the relations with General Aoun? 


A That's speculative and it's hypothetical, and I 
Stated several times, this is a temporary -- 


Q This is temporary for -- 
A It's temporary. 


Q -~ for Lebanon or temporary for General Aoun? 





A I'm speaking about -- I thought you were speaking 
about -- when you said this is the most down it's become, I was 


speaking toward the action the government took -- our 
government took. 


Q When you say it's “temporary,” realistically, 
that could be a very long time, could it not, considering the 
chaos which exists on the ground and the -- 


A If the security consideratiois for our personnel 
there do not improve, and threats are made against their 
safety, who knows how long it's going to go on. But I would 
not envision the Ambassador recommending or the State 
Department or the President sending them back as long as that 
still exists. 


Q Margaret, were any U.S. personnel injured 
recently in Lebanon, or doing the evacuation? 
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A None. 

Q Was any U.S. property damaged? 

3) During the evacuation? 


Either during the evacuation or in the last two, 
three, four days or so prior to the evacuation? 


A We had one report -- but I couldn't get many 
details --- on just a car that was somehow damaged yesterday, an 
Embassy car, but no one was hurt. But I couldn't get all the 
details on it, so that's why [ didn't use it. 


Q Would you look into the status of the Lebanese 
Embassy in Washington? As you well know, Prime Minister Salem 
al-Huss in west Beirut informed the United States and informed 
Ambassador McCarthy in Beirut a while ago, that the Ambassador 
here does not represent him; and at that time Prime Minister 
Huss would contact Ambassador McCarthy in Beirut to relate to 
him his views so that the Ambassador in Beirut would relay them 
to Washington. 


Ambassador McCarthy himself is out to Beirut. What 
would that do to your dealing with the Ambassador here who 
represents the General? 


A I'll be glad to take your question. 


Q Well, let's go to the past tense of it. Was the 
embassy here notified? 


A Was the embassy here notified? I didn't ask 
that. I don't know the answer to that. 


Q Two questions: Was the Lebanese Embassy re 
you talking to the Ambassador of Lebanon? Were you in tour! 
with him in advance of this announcement? And if you maintain 
contacts with the Christian forces, or the Christian segment of 
the community in Lebanon, who is it you're going to be talking 
to? 





A I'll be glad to take your second question, too. 
I'm guessing, but I want to get it right for you, so we'll 
check. Since we did not notify our other allies, and we did 
not notify General Aoun, I would be surprised if we notified 
him, but I will be glad to check for you. I don't know. I 
didn't ask. 


Q Is it likely that Ambassador Bouhabib, who is the 
Ambassador here in Washington, will be called into the State 
Department, or has already been called into the State 
Department, to hear the views of American officials about what 
is going on on the ground there and what General Aoun is up to? 
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A I don't know. I'll ask. 


Q Margaret, clearly, there was a concern for the 
safety of the diplomatic personnel there and 


A That's what prompted this. 


Q -- prompted this. But it seems to me that there 
is a danger -- and I would simply ask you this -- of appearing 
to giving into the threat of terrorism. That's basically what 
has happened here, it sounds like to me. 


Anyone, who knows Beirut, knows that that Embassy has 
probably been threatened by anonymous phone calls and 
non-anonymous phone calls everyday for the last 15 year... Al 
one point it was even protected by the PLO. 


Why this particular threat are we now, in a sense, 
Giving into? 


A I think you can always play 20/20 hindsight, to 


be honest -- and you know this area as well as anybody in this 
room -- an educated decision was made based on, not just one 
anonymous phone call -- and that's why I believe it was in 


response to an earlier question that Barry asked me. I've been 
out here many times talking that the Ambassador's residence has 
just been shelled. Different things have happened there. 


I believe that it was a combination of different 
activities, actions, words, that had the Ambassador and the 
people here say, “Let's not wait and test this; let's take 
action," and they took it. You can always second-—quess it. 
You can always do 20/20 hindsight. I'm not being sarcastic 
with you. But this is a decision they made. They have no 
regrets about their decisiun. They think it was the correct 
decision to make, and they did it based on the safety of those 
Americans. 








Q I guess what I mean is, in your own 
deliberations. I understand that logic, and it's perfectly 
logical -- with someone sitting around, "Now, wait a minute, 
once we do this, Hezbollah and all these other militias who 
have been actively pursuing a policy of driving the United 
States out of Lebanon for the last decade are really going to 
be popping champagne, if they drank champagne?" 


A They may be popping champagne, but [I'd hate for 
us to be sitting here with 30 dead Americans, 30 Americans 
taken hostages. Those are Americans, and they're serving their 
government over there. 


Q Isn't the decision based on -- in the past, the 
U.S. has always had a feeling that the host government was, in 
some way, going to vaguely cooperate in protecting the 
Embassy? This time the host government doesn't appear -- or 
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what is left of the government -- doesn't appear to be 
cooperating at all. Isn't that one of the major distinctions 
that was made in this case? 


4 Major. 


Q Margaret, the original site of your Embassy in 
Beirut was in west Beirut -- 


Q (Inaudible) 
5 I was going to say that, but -- what? 


Q The original site of the American Fmbassy in 
Beirut was in west Beirut. The one you evacuated this morning 
was temporary. When you talk about going back to Beirut, are 
you talking about going back to the temporary site or to the 
original one? 


A I don't have any answer to that. 
Q Will you take the question? 
A Sure. 


On a broader question of where the U.S. policy on 
Lebanon stands right now, are you in a position to state for us 
what does the United States think ought to happen now: “The 
Arab League continue; should all foreiyn forces still wilhdraw; 
7 yee nave any words about Syria; anything to say about fAoun's 
orces? 


AQ Our policy, as I stated a little bit earlier in 
my opening statement, has not changed. We want a cease-fire. 
We call on all parties, as we have any number of times from 
this podium, including Syria, to do what they can to stop the 
fighting. We've called for an end to the blockade. We 
continue to urge restraint on Syria and their acceptance of the 
Arab League proposals for an immediate cease-fire and the 
lifting of the blockade on Lebanese ports. 


Our policy has not changed. What changed was a 
security situation on the ground concerning our American 
personnel there in Beirut. 


Q Margaret, what, if anything, does this mean for 
your hostages in Beirut? 


A For the hostages, our policy on hostages has not 
changed either, and we continue to make every effort for the 
safe and early release, unconditional release, of our hostages. 


When you say this is purely a security 
consideration, I'll put it to you that in the area, it will be 
interpreted as a “slap in the face" to the Christian forces and 
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a major victory for the Syrians and their Muslim communities 
there who, of course, are holding your hostages -- Lebanon 
being a (inaudible) area -- quite a lot of people will 
interpret this as an attempt to curry favor with the Muslims 
and the Shi'ites. 


Are you willing to state on the record, explicitly, 
that the decision to evacuate had nothing to do with attempts 
to win back the American hostages and that it was purely a 
security consideration? 


4 It was a security consideration. 


Q Margaret, do you consider the failure of the Arab 
League mission in Beirut, which was announced a few days ago, 
as a factor which also added to your decision -- contributed tu 
the decision to -- 


fs) There are no games I'm playing here. The 
decision was made -- and I tried to lay it out as detailed and 
as literally as I could -- on why the decision was made. It is 
very clear-cut and simple. 


A decision was made. It was not a flip decision. I 
named how many meetings Secretary Baker had, how many times he 
talked to the President, how many people were involved. This 
was not something they just flip did and said, “Let's leave." 
It was given very careful thought. This started building over 
the last four days; over the Labor Day weekend, as I[ explained, 
and this is the decision that was made. 


Q Now, (inaudible) and chaos increasing in Lebanon, 
where this decision identifies the seriousness of the 
situation. Will you be asking Israel to possibly decrease the 
tension through stopping or ceasing their earlier bombardment 
or aerial sorties throughout the skies of Lebanon, as happened 
just a few days ago? 





i) As you know -- and it comes as no surprise to you 
-- Israel is one of the countries that we, obviously, always 
talk to about the situation in Lebanon. I stated earlier that 
we talk to our allies, we're talking to other Arab nations 
there. We continue to talk on this. We continue to support 
the Arab League. We continue to call on a cease-fire. I[ don't 
know how many times I can kind of say this. 


Q The statement makes reference to consulting with 
the Soviet Union. | . 


a And I explained what I meant by that. 
Q Maybe it passed me by. Is there -- 


a Dennis’ meeting in Europe. 
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Q Oh, I see. 
a the most immediate face-to-face that is going 
on. 
Q where is that meeting? 
A We don't want to say where it is, if you don't 
mind. 


Q They will discuss only the situation in Lebanon 
only, or will they discuss -- 


a As you know, their original meeting was scheduled 
to discuss the Middle East. That still is the area they will 
be discussing. This, obviously, will come up. 


Q Who is the Russian counterpart? 

rs) ‘His name is Tarasov. 

Q Gennadi Tarasov? 

a I don't know his first name. I can post it for 
you. 

Q Margaret, there are allegations on the radio 


station affiliated with General foun that the evacuation of the 
American Embassy is a kind of prelude io a ground assault by 
the Syrians -- again, it's East Beirut. Do you have any 
comment on that? 

a No. 

Q Another topic. 


Q Can we take a filing break? Go off and deal with 
this Lebanon situation. 


a And then what do we do? 


Q Then you can continue. But we, at least, would 
be able to unload some of this. 


Q Whoever wants to leave can leave. 
A Yes, that's fine. 

Q On another area. 

i) Sure. 


Q Do you have anything about two American 
journalists injured in a bomb blast in Colombia? 
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A In Colombia? 


Q Yes. 


a No, I haven't heard about that. I'll take it, 
though, and see if the Bureau does. 


Q Can you say anything about Israeli Defense 
Minister Rabin coming to the United States? There are reports 
out of Israel that he's arriving, I quess, either today or 
tomorrow for talks with Secretary Baker? 


u Has his office officially announced this? 
Q I forget the sourcing of it, but it is -- 


fa I think it would be more appropriate, to tell you 
the truth, if his office officially announces it 





Q I think they did officially announce it, but I 
can't tell you for sure. 


Q It's official now. 


a He's officially announced it? 


Q Yes. 
a Yes, he's coming here. (Laughter) 
Q Can you explain why -- the reports out of Israel 


say that the United States is now putting their emphasis on 
Rabin in trying to get the -- 


a I can't really answer for him why he's coming 


here. I know that he has a scheduled meeting with Secretary 
Baker on Friday that has been on Secretary Baker's calendar for 


a very long time. 


Q And who sought the meeting? 


a I can't really remember, to tell you the truth. 
I would guess it's part of Foreign Minister Rabin's trip, so 
that he would have -- I'm sure he's seeing other people other 


than Secretary Baker. But, again, I'm guessing. I'd just call 
the Israeli Embassy. 


~ 


Q Do you have anything today on that letter that 
the Israelis now say was sent to them by President Rush on the 
rehabilitation of the Palestinian refugee camps? 


A Yes. I have to refer you to the White House 
about Presidential correspondence, but I can give you our 
policy on refugees. 
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The question of the refugees cannot be separated From 
the search for an overall solution to the Arab-Israeli 
conflict. The United States is fully engaged in trying to move 
the process forward and will continue those efforts. 


The United States has long been deeply concerned about 
the refugee situation in the occupied territories. For this 
reason, the United States supports the efforts of the U.N. 
Relief and Work Agency operating there. 


In FY-1989, the United States not only contributed the 


maximum amount its constrained refugee budget would allow, 


$61.3 million, but also twice used the President's emergency 
fund to contribute an additional $4 million to UNRWA. Sizeable 
contributions were also made to other organizations dealing 
with refugees in the occupied territories. 


Q But when Prime Minister Shamir was here in April, 
as part of his four-point peace plan, he not only proposed 
elections, but also a multilateral aid effort led by the United 
States to rehabilitate and assist the Palestinian refugee 
camps. Are you saying that the United States is not prepared 
at this time to move forward with that component of a plan 
until elections take place? 


a Let me take that and get an answer for you. 


Q In this area, Maragret, also, you were asked 
yesterday if you have something on Egypt's modified proposals 
for a peace process in the area after the eventual stalemate of 
Mr. Shamir's proposal, and you said you will take the 
question. Do you have anything on this? 


No, I don't have anything today on it. 
(inaudible) 


We're not going to post anything on it either. 


oD > DD PDP 


Maragret, do you have anything on the Iraqis? 

The Independent yesterday in London published a story which 
said that 700 people were reported dead after an explosion to a 
missile depot, not very far from Baghdad. The Egyptians have 
confirmed that there was such an explosion. The Independent 
ony American diplomatic sources. Do you have anything on 
that 





A No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, there's been a report from Burma that 
ll people have been sentenced to death for their parts in the 
demonstrations last year. In addition, there's been a comment 
in the New York Times editorial page two days ago Liial the 
United States has failed to provide asylum for some of the 
democracy protestors, who were largely -- [ mean, they were 
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encouraged by statements by the United States. Have you any , 
comment on this? 
4 I have one brief comment. Since July 20, the 


Burmese authorities have been arresting large numbers of 
opposition political party members throughout the country. We 
estimate these arrests to be in the thousands. 


We subsequently have received reliable reports that 
some of these political prisoners have been tortured while 
under detention. The United States Government condemns these 
acts of repression. We hope the Burmese government will take 
immediate steps to end the torture of those under detention and 
release all political prisoners. 


Q Margaret, is the Secretary of State -- 
Q One follow-up question on that? 
Q ° Sure. 


Q Is there anything else that we can do besides 
issuing such statements? I know we have very little leverage 
in Burma, but is there a possibility that we will take this up 
before the United Nations, or move in any other way to raise 
the level of this debate to stop Burma from doing these things? 


A I'm not aware of us taking it up before the 
United Nations or any other avenue, bu: I'll be glad to check 
for you with the Bureau. 


Q Margaret, is the Secretary aware of a letter from 
something like 180 to 200 members of Congress regarding U.S. 
policy toward Iran? And does he have any comment on that? 


A He may be. I'm not. [ haven't heard of such a 
thing. I'll ask. 


Q Today is election day in South Africa. Do you 
have any comment on that occasion? 


Aa On the occasion? 
Q Of their election? 
a No. 


Q Does the U.S. consider the elections in South 
Africa to be free and fair? 


A No -- the right to strike is widely accepted 
throughout the democratic world. We have repeatedly called 
upon the Government of South Africa to permit the fullest 
possible expression of peaceful political dissent. 
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Today's September 6 election offers part of the South 


african com~™inity a chance to voice its views. The majority 
must be given an opportunity to peacefully voice theirs 


Q So you did have a comment? 
i He gave me a hook to say it. Sorry, George. 
Q Do you have any plan for Secretary Baker to see 


General Sharon of Israel, who is in the city? 
fs Not that I know of, no. 


Margaret, do you have anything to say about the 
U.S. meeting China to discuss their membership in GATT? 


A Yes. China has been discussing the possibility 
of acceding to GATI with the U.S. and other GATT members for 
more than two years now. The Chinese officials asked to visit 
the U.S. as part of a longer trip that would take them to 
Europe to discuss similar issues with the European Community. 
The date for the meeting is not yet fixed. 


The United States has agreed to meet at the working 
level with officials from the Chinese Ministry of Foreign 
Economic Relations and Trade to discuss issues related to 
China's interest in becoming a member of GATT. This meeting 
will provide an opportunity to exchange views, but is not in 
any sense a negotiation. 


Q I presume then, because of the way you phrased 
that, that you would not consider this another crack in the 
Bush Administration's declaration of an end or suspension of 
high-level contacts? 


fs) That's right. We consider these contacts to be 
consistent with U.S. policy. 


Q Margaret, does the State Department have any 
comment on an Israeli newspaper, or rather a Hebrew newspaper, 
published in New York report saying that Israeli reserve 
officer Avigdor Bengal said to the paper that the United States 
wants Israel out of Colombia because the Israeli defense 
industry succeeded in selling weapons to Colombia better than 
the United States? 





a I haven't seen that report, and I don't have a 
comment on that. 


Q Can. you take the question, please? 
a I'll look into it. 


Q Speaking of Colombia, has the United States 
agreed with the Colombian government, its Justice Minister, or 
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other Colombian Justice officials to limit the potential 
sentence of Mr. Martinez when he is -- if and when he is 
extradited to the United States --— to limit his sentence to 


essentially the maximum which would have been allowed under 
Colombian law rather than the maximum that would be potential 
under the U.S. law? 


a I haven't heard anything like that, Ralph, but 
I'd refer you to the Justice Department who probably would be 
in a better position to answer that type of question. 


Q Do you have anything on his extradition? 
os Nothing. 


Q Do you have anything on a possible timetable for 
Martinez’ extradition? 


a No. 


Q Nothing new at all? What is your understanding 
of his status? 


A I have nothing at all on that subject. 


Q Any comment on the possibility of peace talks in 
El Salvador? 


iz Any what? 
Q El Salvador. 


a Yes. At the recent Tela Conference, the Central 
American Presidents called on the FMLN to demobilize and 
reintegrate into Salvadoran society. We hope that the FMLN 
will live up to the requirements of the Tela Accords. 


In his inaugural address, President Christiani offered 


to hold talks with the FMLN without preconditions. We support 
the President's offer and hope that the FMLN will now enter 


into discussions with the Government of E1 Salvador with a 
constructive attitude. 


Talks between the government and the FMLN could help 
end the violence and lead to resolution of the problems which 
have plagued £1 Salvador for a decade. We note, however, that 
the FMLN staged a major ambush yesterday killing 16 Salvadoran 
soldiers and that FMLN terrorists have burned more than 40 
privately-owned buses over the past month. 


The FMLN must cease the violence in order for the 
talks with the government to have a chance at success. 


Q Do you have anything on a meeting held here 
yesterday involving the international partners involved on a 
space station program? 
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“ [I can post something for you on that. 
Q On drugs again, for a second: Does the State 


Department believe there has been any dimunition in the Flow of 
cocaine into the United States through southern Florida, or, 
more generally, from any southern ports in the last four to six 
weeks or so? 


a I don't know, Ralph, but I'll be glad to ask them. 


Q Now that the text of the agreement between Libya 
and Chad was already announced, do you have anything to comment? 


i) No. 


Q One more on the Washington Post arms control 
story. Do you have any comment, as the talks resume tomorrow, 
on the status of the U.S. initiative to achieve an agreement 
within six months? 





Q Anything about the proposal to station monitors, 
for example, for either side of the Iron Curtain? 


a NATO has diligently been following up on the 
decisions taken at the summit concerning CFE. As you know, a 
central element of those summit decisions concern the inclusion 
of aircraft and helicopters and U.S.-S viet manpower reductions. 


Specific proposals were tabled by the Alliance on 
these elements on the 13th of July. NATO has been working over 


the summer on other elements, including verification and 
stablization measures, and we expect to be able to table these 


in the round of talks beginning tomorrow, September 7. 


An important element for this round that opens 
September 7 is the Soviet response to the important material we 
have already tabled. 


Q Does that mean essentially the U.S. will wait 
before tabling any further details on the items you just 
mentioned -- verification and stablization? The U.S. would 
expect to see a Soviet response to the proposals which had 
already been tabled? 


a I don't want to frustrate you, but beyond what 
I've said today, I really don't have anything more to say. | The 
talks begin tomorrow, and that's all I have to say on that 
today. Sorry. 

Q Okay, thank you. 


A Thank you all. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:23 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 

Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 6, 1989 

LEBANON: EVACUATION 

Q: Where there any women among the evacuees? 
A: --THERE WAS ONE WOMAN, THE WIFE OF AN EMBASSY 

CONTRACTOR. PRIVACY ACT PRECLUDES THE RELEASE 

OF ADDITIONAL INFORMATION. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
SEPTEMBER 6 PRESS BRIEFING 


BEIRUT: SECURITY FORCE GUARDING THE EMBASSY 
Q. Can you give us any information regarding the security force 
assigned to protect the U.S. Embassy in Beirut? 
' 
A. THE LOCAL CONTRACT GUARD FORCE IN LEBANON IS HIRED DIRECTLY BY 


THE EMBASSY ON AN INDIVIDUAL BASIS. THEIR PAY WILL CONTINUE. THEY 


ARE STILL PROTECTING U.S. EMBASSY BUILDINGS IN BEIRUT. 
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Question taken at the noon briefing September 6, 1989 
@ 

What is the status of Ambassador Bouhabib and his 
embassy? How does the Department communicate with Dr. 


Huss? | 


-- Ambassador Bouhabib's status remains unchanged, since 
the evacuation has not altered the formal status of 
U.S.-Lebanese diplomatic relations. Ambassador Bouhabib 
remains accredited to the United States as Lebanon's 
ambassador, having been appointed by President Gemayel, 
and is received frequently in the Department. Ambassador 
Bouhabib communicates with both sides of the government of 


Lebanon, through the Foreign Ministry. 


-- Before the present deterioration in the situation in 
Beirut, we regularly communicated with both General Awn 
and Dr. Huss, although contacts with West Beirut in recent 
months have been limited to telephone conversations due to 
the violence. We also see often Lebanese officials from 
both sides who travel to the United States. We intend to 


remain in contact with both sides. 
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September 6, 1989 


Question Taken at Daily Briefing 


UNGA: HUMAN RIGHTS IN BURMA 


Q: Do we intend to do anything at the United Nations regarding 
human rights in Burma? 


1 
R 


A: THE UNITED STATES IS ON RECORD AS EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER 
HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS IN BURMA. WE ARE ARE LIKELY TO RAISE 
OUR VIEWS DURING THIRD COMMITTEE DEBATE OVER HUMAN RIGHTS 


VIOLATIONS EVERYWHERE IN THE WORLD. 
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QUESTION TAKEN POSTED: SEPTEMBE® 7, 1989 
SEPTEMBER 6 PRESS ERIEFING 


COLOMBIA - U.S. JOURNALIST INJURED IN BOMB BLAST 








Q: Do you have anything on two American journalists injured in a 
bomb explosion in Colombia? 
A: -- OUR EMBASSY IN BOGOTA REPORTS THAT ON SEPTEMBER 6 IN 
MEDELLIN A BOMB EXPLOSION IN A RESTAURANT INJURED TWO 
AMERICAN JOURNALISTS. ONE JOURNALIST'S COLLAR BONE AND 


SHOULDER BLADE WERE BROKEN AND THE OTHER'S LEG WAS BROKEN. 


-- THEIR EMPLOYER, UNIVISION, MEDICALLY EVACUATED THEM TO 


MIAMI ON SEPTEMBER 7. 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DACLY PRESS BRIEFING 
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Thursday, September 7, 1989 
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please. The first one is on the South African election. 


party's victory at the polls and for leading his party to win 
its mandate for real change in South Africa. Apartheid must 
end. The elections themselves once more underscore the 
systematic denial of political rights to the majority 
population in South Africa. 


what the new South African Government will do to begin the 
process of change. Promises of reform must be followed by: 
concrete, specific action. We are committed to working with 
all parties to bring the South African sovernment and black 
South Africans together in a substanti.l effort to end 
apartheid. We therefore are prepared .» work with the new 
government towards this end. 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #159 
THURSOAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 1989, 12:44 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [ have two statements ['d like Lo make, 


We congratulate Acting President de Klerk on his 


The international community is carefully watching 





The most important first step in the process of change 


is dialogue between South Africans. To begin this dialogue, we 
believe that the following steps will be necessary: 


The release of all political prisoners, including 


Nelson Mandela and Walter Sisulu, and the return of political 
exiles; 


Lifting the state of emergency and associated 


restrictions on political activity and freedom of association 
for the black opposition; 


| The unbanning of all political organizations, 


including the ANC; 


an end to violence from all sources. 


We urge the new South African Government to move as 
quickly as possible to create the conditions for dialogue to 
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begin. We hope all parties will take advantage of this 

opportunity to pursue negotiations on a peaceful process of 
constitutional change leading to non-racial democratic 

government. 


Q It's a very forceful statement. D0 you have any 
specifics at this early stage so far as what the United States 
might do to dovetail its program with the new South African 
Government? [Is there any suggestion of a special emissary or 
visits by high-level officials -- 


A No. 
Q -- or is it too early to get into? 


a ['d say that [ don't have anything like that 
that's planned, or that I'm aware of or know of at this moment 
today. 


Q More specifically, what did you mean by saying 
“We are prepared to work with the South African Government?" 


A Exactly what I think it's intended to mean, that 
we are prepared to work with this new government towards doing 
all the things which I mentioned in my statement. 


Q Well, what sort of input do you foresee from the 
U.S. side? 


A I think going beyond my .:atement today, I'd 
rather not be more specific about literal specifics of what we 
are doing. I have expressed an attitu:.... I have expressed 
what our policy is. [I have expressed our reaction to this. 
But as far as a literal specific beyond that today, I don't 
have something specific for you. 





Q Well, for instance, would the United States 
consider lifting some of the economic measures in return for an 
easing of political conditions in South Africa? 


A That would be a condition that I don't have an 
answer for today, that I'm prepared to answer for you. 


Q A follow-up on that. Margaret, yesterday -- 


A If that were true, Jim, to be fair, that would 
probably be someone else's announcement, not mine. 


; Both yesterday and today in your statement you 
cast doubt upon the legitimacy of the elections. Yesterday, 
you said they weren't free and fair and today the elections 
themselves underscore the problems of representation in South 
Africa. 


, Does your questioning of the election process in South 
| De ak leath:the United States to question the legitimacy of the 
neu | 


vernment?.. . | 
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A No. I think that our point is that, as we've 
said -- and I've said it three times this week -- that we have 
called and we have taken note of the fact that everyone did not 


participate in this election. 


Q But in your view that's okay -- it's okay for the 
new government -- 


a I didn't say it was okay. 


Q -- it's okay For the new government to take power 
and to have the support of the United States following such 
elections? 


a We have said repeatedly that we strongly believe 
the majority must be given an opportunity to peacefully voicv 
their views. 


Q One more -- 
A Everyone did not participate as we all know. 
Q But you said the same thing about Panama, for 


example, and yet you rejected the results of that election 
categorically because of fraud in that case. 8ut you were 
saying that the votes were not fairly counted. Not everyone 
was able to cast a vote the for the ri: it guy. There seems to 
be -- you're congratulating the winner  »f this election, on the 
one hand, and you're saying, “yeah, but everybody didn't get to 
vote." In other cases, you don't recociize the validity of an 
election when everybody doesn't get to ote. 


A They're two separate, different situations. 

They're two separate, different countries. Everyone in the 
world witnessed Noriega steal the election and they called the 
election the fraud. There were any number of observers that 
were down there. This is a totally different situation. We 
have expressed over and over again, repeatedly here, what our 
yet and opinions are of apartheid. I did it again today. 
It exists. 


This is a different situation. I have said that we 
have expressed a desire to work with this government. I don't 
know news else to fairly characterize it. 


Q Margaret, should the black citizens of South 
africa, including the -- and organizations representing then, 
including the ANC .-- respect the results of this election, the 
way the United States apparently is doing, by congratulating 
the new leadership? 


A That wouldn't be for me to decide. That's for 
them to decide. And maybe it would help you if I restated for 
you what our policy towards South Africa is. 
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Our policy is guided by five principles, which have 
been enumerated previously by the Secretary. They are (1) our 
commitment to an end to apartheid; (2) assistance to blacks in 
South Africa; (3) active U.S. diplomacy to resolve conflicts 
and support economic development in southern Africa; (4) 
consultation with our allies to support change in South Africa: 
and, finally, working with Congress to develop a bipartisan 
approach towards South Africa. 


As I noted in the press statement I read today on the 
elections, we are committed to supporting negotiations to 
peacefully bring about a non-racial democratic South Africa 


The United States doesn't usually come forward 
with public prescriptions for what other governments should du 
about their internal situations. Would you describe the 
statement as an attempt to bring pressure on the new government 
of South Africa? I[f not, what is your purpose of making it? 


A I'll let you interpret the statement the way you 
want to interpret it. That is our statement. I believe thet 
the United States, as in any number of people around the world, 
who find apartheid abhorrent, where [ have stated and stated 
any number of times -- I've done it again today -- that is our 
view of it. 


Q Nobody's questioning tha’. I'm questioning why 
-- I'm asking why the United States is going public in such 
detail with what it thinks ought to be done in South Africa. 
Because of your abhorrence of aparthei:, is the answer? 


A I can re-read the statement, which I don't think 
you want me to do of the reasons of why we make -- 


Q No, no, don't read the statement. But there are 
things going on in lots of countries that you say are internal 
matters. 


Aa. There was an election in that country yesterday, 
and we have a reaction to that election. 


Q All right. Can you give us your current, the 
United States current view of the ANC? 


A I don't have a statement for you on that. I'll 


be glad to ask. 


Q Would you, please, because there's been some 
question about what the U.S. thinks of the ANC and whether it's 
a terrorist organization, or entirely one or only partially 
one, etc. 


2) I'll ask for you. 
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Q Margaret, these congratulations and this advice. 
were they transmitted in any other way? Has the President or 
the Secretary of State been on the phone with de Klerk or 
anyone else in recent times? 


a I can't speak for the President because I don't 
know. You can get your colleague at the White House to ask 
Marlin. The Secretary of State has not. 


Q Margaret, has another invitation been extended ty 
Mr. de Klerk to come to the United States? 

) Not that ['m aware of. 

Q Are there any plans to do so? 

A There are no active plans that ['m aware of, as [ 


believe we stated weeks ago, and I'm pulling this up out of my 
memory. And to be honest with you, ['d rather go get the 
record statement that we made at the time because we were on 
the record about that; and [ don't remember the exact literal 
thing right now to say again. R 





Q Well, is it fair to say now that he has faced an 
election -- apparently will be sworn in fully as South Africa's 
new President -- that visit to the United States is less 
desirable than it would have been before when he was just -- 


A To visit the Secretary, o visit the President? 

Q Fither case. 

a I can't speak for the White House and the 
Secretary of State. We were on the record at the time, and ['m 
sorry, I just cannot remember exactly what the policy was -- 


once the other gentleman did not come -- what it was. [ just 
can't remember. I'm sorry. 


Q Margaret, what would you think the likelihood is 
of the Secretary of State going to South Africa? Does it give 
some visible dimensions to this? 


A I've never heard it discussed. 


Q Vance did. Secretary Vance, because of the 
racial situation, thought the United States should play a high 
profile role. Secretary Kissinger did. The two immediate | 
predecessors did. [ just wondered if - 


A I don't know, Barry. It's honestly never come up 


Q Wasn't the South African Ambassador in the 
building today? Did he not get some kind of message? 


A Was he in the building today? [ don't know. 
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Q I recall the schedule. Wasn't he -- 
He's on the schedule for Cohen this afternvon. 


If it's on the public schedule, then he must be 


Q For what? 
a No one had mentioned it. I don't know. 


Q To receive this message, saying congratulations. 
something more? 


A You keep focusing on congratulations. The 
message is a 2-page message. There's more than just 
congratulations. 

Q Margaret, one more on South Africa. Can you 


tell us what the state of play is between the Secretary and 
Congress on the last point of the policy you mentioned --. 
“working with Congress to establish a bipartisan approach?" 

Has there been any agreement reached between the Administration 
and Congress on the question of what to do about sanctions? 


A That's something that the Secretary is going to 
be working on in the coming weeks with the Congress. 


Q Did you specifically add ess yourself to the 
latest violence and the deaths yesterd.y, and the 16 deaths? 


A No, I did not. But I can tell you that we are 
deeply saddened by the reports of these deaths, and we deplore 
the violence which has occurred. 


Q Margaret, is this statement on South Africa meant 
to influence the summit conference of the non-aligned states in 
Belgrade? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 
Q By its timing? 


i) This is our statement to reaction to an election 
that took place yesterday. 


Q My question is. because there were trends more 
pro-Western in the summit conference of the non-aligned 
countries calling for the non-aligned states, who are somehow 
anti-American, to take into consideration the changes to better 
positions by the United States. Do you believe this statement 
would contribute to -- 


“ Our statement is just our statement. I don't 
have a connection with the non-aligned meeting that's taking 
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Q We've kept you from your second statement. 
a Thank you. This concerns El] Salvador. We are 


pleased to hear President Cristiani's announcement that 
selection of the S-member Government Dialogue Commission is 
nearly complete and that talks with rebel leaders may begin on 
September 10 in Mexico. 


We welcome the opportunity for peace that these 
discussions may hold. President Cristiani called for dialogue 
in his inauguration address and we believe it is time for the 
FMLN to recognize that violence and democracy do not mix. 


The fact that the FMLN has agreed to a dialogue is 
also a tribute to the resolve with which the U.S. Congress has 
shown in reaffirming its support for assistance to the 
Government of £1 Salvador and for observance of human rights 
standards. In doing so, it has signaled to the FMLN that it 
will be unable to gain power in £1 Salvador by winning a 
political battle in the U.S. 


Q You finished with tMat statement? 
a Sure. Jim? 


Q Do you know when the Beirut Embassy people are 
coming back to the United States? 


a My understanding is toda,. but we're not going to 
announce their flights. 


Q Why not? 


f°) We just don't wart to. That was just the 
decision that was made. 


Q All at once coming back, or -- 
i) I don't think it's all at once. 
Q How about the Ambassador? 


A He's due to arrive back today, and we're not 
going to announce his flight number either. 


: Q Margaret, the General that you excoriated 
yesterday from the podium says that the State -- that he's a 
victim of propaganda and half-truths. The Lebanese Ambassadur 
here says that the demonstration was peaceful, it didn't 
threaten anybody. And, besides, it was an expression of 
frustration because the United States isn't really as involved 
as others are in trying to end the fighting in Lebanon. That 
when you see the U.N. and the Arab League, and even the Soviet 
Union and France all involved, it's kind of frustrating not to 
have the United States send an emissary or do something more 


visible. 
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Can you react to some of these things? 


a One, if you were going going to question -- which 
is what we played yesterday with 20/20 hindsight -- [ would 
only re eee to what Ambassador McCarthy said, when asked by 
the media when he landed in Germany. His quotes are, "ft just 
seemed that in the last several days it was no longer possible 
for me to guarantee to Washington that the safety of my staff 
was secure.“ That, in my mind, answers that question. 


Your other question, as Far as United States 
engagement is concerned, I[ believe that the President has 
spoken out on this subject, the Secretary of State has spoken 
out on this subject. We have used this podium a number of 
times to publicly call for a cease-fire. 


We have had our Ambassadors and government officials 
in those areas working towards a cease-fire. I think that we 
have been engaged. 


Q Did you hear from the other side of the Lebanese 
Government -- from Selim al-Huss, and the other people 
supported by Syria about the withdrawal or taking your 
diplomats from Lebanon since you withdrew? 


a If we've heard from them, I'm unaware of it. 


Q Do you have any comment .: the announcement the 
tripartite group are going to start tai:ing again -- the 
Foreign Ministers who were talking abou: Lebanon's Future? 


Aa We have heard reports that the Arab League 
Tripartite Committee is about to renew its efforts to bring 
about a peaceful solution in Lebanon. We strongly support 
these efforts and would welcome such a re-engagement. 


Q In his interview with F , which you 


mentioned poorer « General Aoun -- before he raised the 
possibility of taking 20 American hostages ~-- said the United 


States had been exerting pressure on the Christian community's 
friends, and he mentioned the French and -- although he didn't 
mention Iraq, he probably meant Iraq. [ was just wondering if 
you had any comment on this? 


Has the United States been exerting pressure on 
General Aoun's foreign friends to have them take their distance 
from him so as to promote a solution here? 


Aa I don't have an answer to your question. I'll be 
Glad to see if the Bureau has something, but I don't. 


Q Margaret, I believe you have been asked it 
yesterday if any of the Western or friendly embassies in Beirut 
is going to represent the United States or the United States 


interests somehow? 


Le 09 1239" “BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 




















~44¢ 


-9- Thursday, 9/7/89 


A Right. [I don't have an answer to the question. 
I asked this morning, and there's no answer to 4s to who will 
be representing the United States. [t's not resolved. 


Q Margaret, now that someone's had a chance to see 
a text of that hostage-taking remark, the General is quoted as 
saying, basically, is that the United States is not really 
engaged. [t seems to get interested in a problem, if there are 
hostages. Maybe the way to get the United States interested in 
Lebanon is to take some hostages. 


On reflection, do you consider that a threat, to take 
Americans hostage? 





a I think anytime anyone says that, I would view it 
as a threat. 


Q Even the way it was put in the Figaro interview? 
A [I don't think it's a joking matter. 

Q No, I didn't mean joking -- 

a [ don't think it's a matter -- 


wae sae Me a," think it was figurative? You think 
sa era rea 


“4 It's how we characterize it in combination, not 
in isolation, as I explained yesterday It was not just one 
statement. It was not one action. It was a combination of 
events. We took it seriously. 


Q Margaret, just to go back to the question about 
representation. When you say it's not resolved, do you mean 
it's under discussion with other governments? 


A I mean there's no answer to the question. 


Q So, in fact, it may not even be under 
discussion. You may not be leoking for active representation 
in Beirut? 


a There's no answer to the question. 

Q Another subject, Margaret? 

a Sure. 

Q Do you have any comment on a report published in 
Die Welt in Germany today that says the United States, among 
seven or eight other countries, is involved in negotiations for 


a swap of spies with Eastern Europe, including the Soviet 
Union, and other countries, including [Israel and South Africa? 
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A We've seen the report, and we have no comment on 
it. 


Q That's not 4 denial? 
4 we have no comment on the report. 


Margaret, back to Lebanon, if I may. DOuring the 
last few weeks there was news that maybe the Syrians are ready 
to somehow make an assault against the Christian areas. Now. 
it seems they are not. Do you believe they are resiraining 
themselves in response to a U.S. cause, or whatever? 


“ [ don't know whether they are or are not. You 
know what our policy is. You k.iow that we have called any 
number of times, publicly From this podium, for Syria to 
contribute to the cease-fire, to get all foreign forces out of 
Lebanon. Our policy has not changed. 


Q How do you characterize the Syrian behavior now? 


a I characterized Syria yesterday. I don't have 
anything to add to what I said yesterday. 


Q Still on the Middle East. Oo you have any 
comment on a description, perhaps, of what the Secretary will 
talk with Israeli Oefense Minister Rab 1 about tomorrow? 


A No, I don't. It's going Lo be a@ one-on-one 
meeting. I'm not even sure if [I'll have a readout for you 
after the meeting. 


Q Does the United States still consider the Shamir 
election initiative to be the basis for what the U.S. sees as 
the route for progress toward a settlement in the Middle East? 


a Yes, we do. 


Q How about Mubarak's modifications which the State 
Department apparently thinks pretty highly of and is talking up 
among the Arabs in Israel? Have you got some sort of a 
response from them? Ooes it enhance the prospects for the 
Shamir plan? Wave you found that there is some improvement in 
the climate for the Shamir plan with these little 
modifications, this 10-point proposal? 








a I wouldn't want to characterize what the climate 
is concerning this proposal. The only thing I'd feel free to 
do is repeat -- which you all know -- our policy. But to 
characterize, if I say it's good today. then it can be bad 
tomorrow, it can be indifferent the next day -- I don't want to 
go down that road with you. 


v Do you know when you'll see the PLO next? Is 
a on, Rbere @ date yet? 


‘a ee 


Vv iC. * “BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 


’ 
lute fy 








+O @O-O 





946 


otie Thursday, 9/7/89 
Q No. There's not a scheduled meeting that ['m 
awaré of . 
Q Has Arafat -- 
9 Has there been a decision on whether he would be 


granted a visa should he request one, because it's likely he'll 
make a decision and then he'll move accordingly? 


aq That is a hypothetical. He has not asked for a 
visa, and so there -- 


Q You mean people here aren't talking about whether 
Arafat ought to be admitted? Aren't they dealing with that? 


_ They're not going to wait for the magic moment, are they? [t 


must cause someone to think a little bit. 
A Someone might be thinking about it. 


Q But you couldn't share with us what the thinking 
is, right? . 


A I couldn't do that. 


Q Do you have something on the Katyusha shelling 
from Jordanian territory on the Israeli area on the Jordan 
Valley? 


A No, I do not. 


Q Do you have something on Mr. Ross and Mr. Tarasov 
meeting today? | 


A No. 


Q Is it still in a secret place. and is it still 
next week? 


A The only reason we're doing that, honestly, is | 
for security reasons -- not announcing where it is. [I did say 
it was in Europe. But to be more specific, we're just not 
going to do that. 


-Q But you said that Lebanon would be put on the 
agenda. Is the agenda otherwise for Arab-Israeli? 


A The original purpose of the meeting was to 
discuss. the Middle East. Yesterday, I said that it was my 
intuition and instinct that Dennis would discuss this subject. 
I checked with Dennis before he left and he said yes, they were 
going to discuss it. 


Q He's gone, to this undisclosed place? 
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A Yes. I said he was leaving last night. Sorry, _ © 
said that yesterday. 


Friday, is it? 
Excuse me? 


Q 
A 
Q It's suppose to be next week, isn't it? 
A No, no, he left yesterday, [ said. 

Q 


No. I'm sorry, but I thought the meeting was 
next week. I[s it this week? [ didn't -- 


a Yes. 
Q I'm sorry, I misunderstood. 
a He'll be back Friday night. 


Do you have anything on the reports of a shakeup 
in the leadership of the Nicaraguan Resistance? - 


A No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the so-called 
10-point plan of President Mubarak of Fuypt? 


Aa No, I don't. 


Q Back on South Africa: Oves the United States 
support or have any position on the detiance campaign there? 


A On the what? 


Q Defiance campaign by protesters -- blacks 
protesting in the last few weeks? 





A Do we have any what? 


Q Does the United States support that defiance 
campaign? 


A I think that you know that the United States 
supports the principles which we have said -- the principles of 
freedom of speech. We have said over and over again what our 
policies are concerning this, so I don't have anything to add 
to what's been said a number of times in the past. 


Q Can. you give us an idea of how imminent a report 
on refugees is? Will it be Thornburgh on the 15th or will it 
come out earlier -- [ mean, leaked earlier or not? Will it be 


announced earlier *han that? And, secondly -- 


a It might be leaked. [I don't know. 
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Q -- is the report of --is there a reconsideration 
now because a newspaper on Sunday on an extensive account? 
Another Newspaper today, that was apparently behind the First 
newspaper, said that the first newspaper's report forced the 
State Department to reconsider what to do about refugees? 


A You asked me several questions. The first 
question is, when will the Administration have an announcement 
to make? I can't answer that one for you. 


As far as in reaction to the second report that you 
mentioned, I have several things for you. The Administration 
is definitely not proposing to bar Soviet Jews from emigrating 
to the United States. We are not proposing rules to make any 
Soviet Jews ineligible. 


On the contrary, the Administration is seeking ways to 
expand Soviet emigration to the United States. We are seeking 
ways to fairly and equitably respond to the explosion in demand 
because of our slccessful efforts in pressing the Soviets tu 
open emigration. ' 


In FY-89, we expect to receive applications from as 
many as 100,000 Soviet nationals, perhaps half of whom are 
Soviet Jews. In FY-90, we expect that the number of Soviet 
applicants could increase to around a quarter of a million. 


These figures contrast with ‘ .r lower figures of 
previous years. 


For instance, in FY-88, 20,421 Soviet citizens 


immigrated to the United States. In FY-87, the figure was 
3,694. And in FY-86, there were only 787 Soviet emigrants 


arriving in the United States. 





At the same time, we wish to ensure that our limited 
refugee program numbers and funding are apportioned fairly 
among all world-wide applicants. Regardless of the higher 
numbers, family reunification cases will continue to be a 
matter of highest priority. 


To date, we have responded to the burgeoning demand 
for emigration from the Soviet Union in several ways. ['1l 
list threes of them for you. 


(1) The President approved an emergency determination 
to raise the Soviet refugee ceiling for FY-89 to 43,500 -- . 
approximately 40 percent of our world-wide program -- and 
requested $85 million in emergency supplemental Funding. 


(2) The Attorney General authorized parole admission 
for all Soviet applicants who did not qualify as refugees. 


(3) The Administration has submitted legislation to 
create a new class of Special [Interest [mmigrant which could 
allow for normal emigration of an additional 30,000 persons per 
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For FY-90, we expect to further increase the Soviet 


refugee admission ceilings, and that's everything that I have 
on this subject. 


Q Believe it or not, there have been other reports 
on the issue besides the two reports, and I know of one 
personally, which didn't suggest some Soviet Jews would remain 
ineligible, but suggests that because of the backlog, unless 
they had direct relatives -- close relatives in the United 
States -- they might be required to wait six months. 


The thrust of what you're saying is, “Welcome, 
welcome, we expect to admit even more than we have -- 


A and I'm also -- 


-- and nobody will be shut out." But will there 
necessarily be some slow-down in categorizing of refugees until 
you can accommodate to this increased flow? 


A You know that our policy is being worked on. -I 
said that I cannot answer for you when it's going to be 
announced. I think that I painted an accurate picture, going 
back to the ‘86 numbers. We're dealing with a new situation, 
because of our successes in demanding rights in human rights in 
the Soviet Union. Look at the numbers from 700 to a quarter of 
a million in -- what is it? -- five ye-rs or six years. That's 
an enormous difference. 


There are a lot of things to te worked out. I think I 
stated legislation, what the Attorney General is doing; 
different things that the Administration and this country are 
doing to cope with a new situation. It is definitely a 
situation that we welcome, that we've empathized with, that we 
want to help reunite people with their families. But we also 
have to balance it, which I said, in line with other countries 
in the world that also have refugees that want to come to our 


country. 


Q Is it accurate that the Soviet-Jewish exodus 
would use up virtually all the refugee slots available, if they 
were admitted -- if all those that are stacked up in Vienna and 
elsewhere were admitted right now? Wouldn't you run out of 
space? Don't you have a real problem in numbers? The parole 
approaches -- 


A There is a problem in numbers. Look at the ° 
difference in numbers. The Administration is working towards a 
policy that moves’ towards solving this and dealing with a new 
situation that this Administration in this country is 
confronted with. 
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Q You seem to welcome -- the thrust of -- one of 
the points that all these stories make is that it's awkward. 
The United States has pushed and induced the Soviet Union to 
admit -- to permit more people to go and now it's in this 
awkward bind and, gee whiz, it might have to shut off the Flow 
or narrow it. 


You say you welcome it. Basically, you welcome the 
increase, don't you? [s that what you're saying? 


a We said that it's due to our success in pushing 
the Soviet Union on their human rights. So we view it as a 
success. But you have to realistically -- as the Congress 
does, this Administration does -- deal with the situation of 
this enormous outflow and numbers of human needs. 


Q While you work with this problem, is the 
Administration giving any consideration toward working out an 
arrangement that has the effect of Forcing -- is really the 
only word I can think of -- more of these emigres to go to 


Israel? 


A I don't know the answer to that for you. I'll 
check it for you and see. 


Q Speaking of numbers, can we have a copy of that 
thing that you read with the numbers? 


A With the numbers? Yes. 


Q Margaret, do you have any breakdown -- I mean, 


any estimates, for example, of how many of these would-be 
emigrants have family members -- the quarter of a million or 


the hundred thousand? 





A I don't have the breakdown. The Refugee Office 
here may. I'll see if they have it for you. [I don't know. 


Excuse me. Do you have any estimate of how many 
of the 250,000 that you expect in the coming fiscal year are 
going to be refugees -- all, part, a small fraction? 


a No, I don't. I don't have that breakdown. But, 
again, I will see if the Refugee Bureau does. Also earlier 
this week, we posted three pages of statistics that had a lot 
of breakdowns in it that the Press Office has. But I'll see if 
these specific ones are there. And if not, if we even keep it 
this way and if we have it. 


Q But the State Department said it can't -- that 
piece of paper you put out said that you customarily don't give 
figures for different groups, which is kind of weird because 


that's -- 
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A {I believe that the paper said that we do not 
break people down by religious category, didn't it? 


Q I presume you're upholding some principle. gut 
the whole issue has been, how many Soviet Jews, how many ethnic 
Germans, et cetera, how many Pentecostals are getting out of 
the Soviet Union. You're not going to run away from that 
approach, are you? Can't you be as public in your statistics 
as the State Department has been all these years as it 
addresses this problem? You're just giving us. overall Figures, 
and it doesn't -- it only half helps deal with the situation. 


A {['ll find out, (1) if they did it in the past, 
and (2) why it's changed, if it's changed, and (3) if they 
didn't, what is the policy and can someone look at it and sce 
if they can change it. 


Q Well, it makes it easier to write sensibly about 
it in a story. | 


Q Is this another -- 


A I have no idea. 


Q There's one more crucial aspect. Will the change 
be that the private families or the American Jewish groups. will 
have to finance more of the refugees, because there have been 
reports over the months that it would ange that way, so if 
you could let us know. 





A I'll try. 


Q Could we get a copy of some of those South 
African statements, too, that you made in the beginning, please? 


A Sure. 


Q Margaret, on a refugee-related question. 
Congressman Lipinski is apparently writing to Secretary Saker 
requesting a 100,000-persor increase in the allocation of 
refugee slots for Cast Eur: “* as opposed to Soviet emigres. 
Do you have any comment ow tuc request? 


A I guess we'll wait and get his letter that you 
know that he's writing that we don't know he's writing and see 
if I have a comment for you after the Secretary receives it. 


Q Margaret, on the same subject. Are you, by these 
measures, relating to Soviet emigration from the Soviet Union, 
responding somehow to Israeli Government pressure in order to 
let them go to [srael instead of coming to the United States? 


3) I said that I did not have a specific question 
concerning that. I'll be glad to see what the Department wants 
to say on that. All I have to say on refugees today is what 
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I've said. I am not a refugee expert. [ do not have all the 
statistics at my fingertips. [I will be glad to try to ask them 
and get it and post it for you. 


Q Is the subject still a matter of discussion 
between the United States and the Israeli Government? 


A I don't know. ['1ll Find out for you. 


Q On the refugee issue, is there more that we want 
‘the Soviets to do? [Is there -- will this be a subject that 
would -- 

A Human rights, as you know, is one of the five 


subjects that are discussed at the Ministerial. Human rights 
issues, of course, will be discussed in Wyoming. 


Q And, specifically, with regard to -- 


A ‘As they were discussed in Moscow, and ambassador 
Schifter always goes with the Secretary to these meetings and 
chairs his working group. : 


Q The 250,000 people who have made application to 
emigrate, are all of these who have received approval from the 
Soviets to leave? 


A I didn't ask that question. I don't know. 


Q Do you have any comment on the letter which was 
received by Secretary Baker from a bipartisan group of Senators 
or Congressmen rather -- Mervyn Dymally, and others -- about 
dealing with the Mojahedin of Iran instead of dealing with 
Rafsanjani? A story that appeared this morning in the paper 
urging -- 





A I'm not familiar with the letter, and I didn't 
see the story. 


Q -- urging the U.S. Administration to deal with. 
substitute people instead of dealing with Rafsanjani and others 
in Iran. This is the Mojahedin, al-Khalq group -- the Massoud 
Rajavi group -- which -- 


A I'm not familiar with this. I haven't heard of 
Secretary Baker's letter or seen it, and I didn't see a report 
in the paper today. 


Q Can you look through this, please? 
A I'll be glad to see if they want to look into it. 


Q and going back to the visa for Arafat, there were 


reports from Israel and reports from Egypt saying that the 
United States will give Arafat a visa to enter the United 
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States if this will advance the peace process. [This is the 
consideration that, I think, the National Security Council ha, 
presented to the President. 





Will this be the decision, to give the visa, in the 
hands of the Secretary or the President, like last year, for 
instance, with Mr. Shultz and President Reagan? 

A Mr. Arafat has not, as ['ve stated, applied for a 
visa. So to answer or be speculative with you on what the 
United States would do, should that occur, ['m just not willing 
to do. 


Q Do you expect this subject to be raised during 
the U.S.-Palestinian dialogue in Tunis? 


a How do I know? 


Q There could be some kind of preliminary 
discussion about the visa affair without -- 


A Again, this is speculative. 


Q And as long as there is no application, then you 
will not have anything to say about this? 


a That's correct. 
Q Thank you. 
A Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:22 p.m.). 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING serrexeee 2: 1989 

QO: What is U.S. policy on the ANC? 

A: THE ANC IS ONE OF SEVERAL ORGANIZATIONS WITH SUBSTANTIAL 
POLITICAL SUPPORT IN SOUTH AFRICA, PARTICULARLY BUT NOT ONLY 
AMONG BLACKS. IT IS A POLITICALLY DIVERSE ORGANIZATION 
REPRESENTING A RANGE OF VIEWS. AS THE OLDEST AFRICAN 
NATIONALIST MOVEMENT IN SOUTH AFRICA, THE ANC REFLECTS THE 


ASPIRATIONS OF MANY BLACKS FOR A JUST AND DEMOCRATIC SYSTEM. 


-- MANY OF THE POLITICAL OBJECTIVES OF THE ANC, SUCH AS ENDING 
APARTHEID AND ESTABLISHING A NONRACIAL SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT IN 
SOUTH AFRICA, ARE ONES WE SHARE. 





-- HOWEVER, WE STRONGLY DIFFER WITH THE ANC ON SOME OF ITS 
METHODS FOR PURSUING THESE OBJECTIVES. WE HAVE CONDEMNED ITS 
USE .OF VIOLENCE, AS WE HAVE ALL VIOLENCE IN SOUTH AFRICA, 
WHATEVER ITS SOURCE. 


-- WE BELIEVE THE ANC IS ONE OF SEVERAL POLITICAL GROUPS THAT 





MUST BE INVOLVED AS SOUTH AFRICA ENTERS INTO NEGOTIATIONS TO 
DECIDE ITS FUTURE. FOR THIS REASON, WE HAVE CALLED FOR THE 
RELEASE OF NELSON MANDELA AND OTHER DETAINEES. WE HAVE 
ENCOURAGED THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT TO OPEN A DIALOGUE WITH 
MAJOR POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS OPPOSING APARTHEID, INCLUDING THE 


ANC. 














Q29gS > 


0: Does tne U.S. nave contact with the ANC? 


A: WE HAVE LONG MAINTAINED A RANGE OF CONTACTS WITH THE ANC. 
THE BUSH ADMINISTRATION HAS REPEATEDLY INDICATED ITS INTENTION 
TO EXPAND ITS DIALOGUE WITH SOUTH AFRICANS ACROSS THE POLITICAL 


SPECTRUM, INCLUDING THE ANC. 
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Q: What is the status of a visit to the United States by 
Acting President F.W. de Klerk? 

A: WE HAD HOPED THAT MR. DE KLERK WOULD BE ABLE TO ACCEPT 
SECRETARY BAKER'S EARLIER INVITATION TO VISIT THE UNITED STATES 
PRIOR TO THE ELECTION. AFTER THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT 
DECIDED TO POSTPONE THE VISIT, THE SECRETARY INDICATED THAT WE 
LOOKED FORWARD TO A CONTINWED AND IMPROVING DIALOGUE WITH 

THE SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT, AND THAT HE HOPED TO MEET WITH 
MR. DE KLERK AT A MUTUALLY CONVENIENT TIME. 
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TAKEN QUESTICN 
SEPTEMGER 7 PRESS BRIEFING 


SOVIET REFUGEES: RELIGIOUS A.D ETHNIC GROUPS _ 
Q. Do you have a breakdown of Soviet emigration for this 
year? 
A. THE FOLLOWING IS A BREAKDOWN OF 85,250 SOVIET CITIZENS 


FROM MAJOR SOVIET ETHNIC AND RELIGIOUS GROUPS WHOSE DEPARTURE Wr 
HAVE ®°EN ABLE TO TRACK FROM INFORMATION PROVIDED BY OFFICIALS 
OF THE J.S.S.R. AND OTHER FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS . 


JANUARY - JULY 1989 

TOTAL 85,250 
JEWISH 27,200 
ARMENIAN 2,834 
TreNTC GERMAN 49,154 
\ JBLICAL PROTESTANT 6,062 


WE BELLEV®= THAT SOME ADDITIONAL 3000 to $000 OTHER SOVIET 
CITIZENS WHO DO NOT BELONG TO THESE GROUPS HAVE ALSO LEFT THE 
SOVIET UNION DURING THIS PERIOD. 


AS WE NOTED OW SEPTEMBER 6, WE DO NOT COMPILE OFFICIAL 
STATISTICS BASED OW ETHNIC OR RELIGIOUS AFFILIATIONS OF THOSE 
GRANTED ENTRY INTO THE U.S. 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 6&8, 1989, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Hello everybody. [ just have one small 


housekeeping matter. I'd like to please remind you that the 
sign-up sheet for Jackson, Wyoming, comes down today. I[f you 


have not signed up, and you want a room and want to go, please 
sign up. 


Jim? 


Q What's on the agenda today when the Secretary of 
State meets Mr. Rabin? 


a I don't have anything for you specifically on 
that. As I expressed yesterday, it's a one-on-one meeting. 


Q And wiil the Secretary be coming down after that? 


a No. There will not be a readout after the 
meeting, as there has not been in the past when he's met 
one-on-one with officials. 


Q While we're on the Middle East, the Popular Front 
for the Liberation of Palestine says it's responsible for the 
rocket attacks from Jordanian territory on Israel. 


It's affiliated with the PLO. Does that say anything 
about the PLO's commitment to stop terrorism? 


i I would have to just refer you back to the 
statement, as you know, that the United States Government goes 
with, which was the December 14th statement that says the PLO 
denounces terrorism. 


As far as the attack from Jordan, the United States 
deplores the rocket attack launched from Jordanian territory 
against Israel. 


Q Does the United States believe the PLO is 
adhering to its commitment with such attacks? 


a We haven't fiad a change in our dialogue status. 
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Q That means you don't think so? 


A That would seem to lead me to believe that we 
don't, Barry, and that our dialogue continues. 


Q Well, why don't you? Is this terrorism or is 
this just a passing incident? 


A The only comment that I have on the rocket attack 
“from Jordan is the one that I just gave you, without 
characterizing it any further or who did it, etc., that's the 
only comment that I have on it. 


Mr. Murphy was Assistant Secretary of State at 
that point, and he said quite clearly and directly that if the 
PLO resorts to terrorism, the dialogue will be broken. Is that 
no longer the U.S. position? 


A I didn't say the U.S. position had changed. 


Q Well, then, I'm totally in a circle here. [I 
think we're talking in circles. 


A You're driving me in a circle. 
Q I'm not trying to drive you ina circle. Either 


-~- it strikes me you would know if this is terrorism. If it 
isn't, okay. If it is, what about the commitment. 


A I don't believe [ characterized for you -- 
Q I know. 
A -- anything about the rocket attack other than to 


say that we deplore it. You're the one who said it was the 
PLO. I haven't said that. 


Q I say the "group." The group says it did it. 
‘I'm not the one. The group says it did it, and your terrorism 
office says the group -- 


A I don't -- 
-Q Let me finish -- is affiliated with the PLO. 


A Right. 


Q Now, I'm asking you if you consider the rocket 
attack an act of terrorism? 


A On the rocket attack, I do not have for you -- I 
will be glad to see if the State Department does -- if they 
have for you who shot the rockets. Okay? I don't have that 
for you. You're the one who is saying it, that it was by a 
ATCYE affiliated with the PLO. I do not have that knowledge to 
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say for you here today on the record. 





Q Is the United States asking the Government of 
Jordan to investigate the incident and determine who was 
responsible for the rocket attack, since you said it came from 
their territory? 


a I'm sure that our Ambassador there is talking to 
the officials there in Jordan, but I[ have not asked, “fre we 
literally asking for an investigation of it?" 


Q Does the State Department consider the attack to 
be an incident that warrants investigation in connection with 
either the issue of terrorism or with the question of the 
centinuing PLO dialogue? Does it warrant it, even looking 
into, on those two counts? 


A What I have said is what I have to say today on 
this subject, the United States -- 


Q That you deplore it. 
A -- deplores it. That's it. 


Also on the subject of Israel. Do you know if 
the subject of Israeli assistance to the drug cartels in 
Colombia will come up during the Rabin meeting? 


p I don't know. Secretary jaker doesn't have an 
agenda since it is his own one-on-one meeting. There's not a 
prepared agenda that he has. As far as that investigation, the 
State Department does not have a comment on it. 


Q Is the State Department satisfied so far with the 
Israeli explanations? 


A As I just said, unfortunately, on this 
investigation, the State Department does not have a comment 
today on it. 


Q In the case of the rocket attack, or the story 
about the rocket attack, do you think -- 


Aa Of the what attack? 


Q About the rocket from Jordan, supposedly. 
According to a commentary in the Maariv newspaper the day 
before yesterday that Jordan did not find the tracks of the 
perpetrators, and it also says that from another Israeli 
newspaper that the Jordanian government relayed a message to 
Israel through the United States that they are stepping up the 
security along the border with Israel. Are you taking these 
factors into consideration, according to the latest development? 


' a I really wish that [I had more to say for you all 
on the Jordan rocket attack. I simply do not. I haven't seen 
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the report that you're referring to. I have characterized it 
the only way I'm going to characterize it today, and that is 
the only thing that we have to say concerning this subject. 


Q But are you -- do you take this From Jordan tuo 
say that they will step up the security along the. border, as a 
satisfactory answer to the charges that Jordan is allowing 
infiltrators from its borders? 


A I haven't seen that Jordan said that. TI will be 
glad to take your question under consideration and see what, if 
anything, we have to say about that. 


Q Can I just a kind of housekeeping question? 
a Sure. 


Your comment about the Secretary's one-on-one 
meeting with Defense Minister Rabin prompts me to ask whether 
you are establishing a policy of announcing that when the 
Secretary meets personally, in a@ room with only himself and 
another official present, you do not feel it warrants questions’ 
about what is on the Secretary's agenda or what's the purpose 
of the meeting, or anything like that, and that you're setting 
up a situation where when those kinds of meetings occur, 
there's essentially an information blackout on the purpose of 
the meeting and the theme of the meeting and the agenda of the 
meeting and the readout of the meeting’ 


A No. All I'm doing is what's been the case that I 
believe -- and I could go back and be literal and check for you 
-- since we've been here, when the Secretary of State has a 
one-on-one meeting -~- that's between two gentlemen -- he 
routinely, as he did not do at the Treasury Department or as 
Chief of Staff at the White House, go out and have either 
himself or one of us do a briefing of that meeting. 


Q Well, that's not true. With Shevardnadze, he 
meets one-on-one with translators and there is a full readout 
of those one-on-one meetings. 


A My understanding is, as those of you all know who 
travel with us, those are all on background. They are not -- 
it's been my experience --— on the record, on camera. 


Q Will there be a background readout on the 
Secretary's one-on-one meeting with Mr. Rabin today? 


A I will be glad to ask him. [ don't think there's 
going to be, but I will certainly ask him. 


Q Margaret, yesterday -- just some old business -- 
you put out an answer on Soviet emigration, saying that the 
total of Soviet emigres between January and June 1989 is 
71,951. And then it's broken down into Jewish, armenian, 
Ethnic German, and Evangelical Protestants. 
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a Right. 


Q If you add up those figures, it comes to up 
almost 71,000, 45 short of that total. Does that mean to say 
that only 45 Russians, Ukrainians, Azerbaijanis, and others, 
only emigrated last year? I doubt those figures. 


A I doubt that's what was intended. I apologize if 
they've put out -- [ know what sheet of paper you're talking 
about. All I can do is refer it back to the Refugee Bureau and 
ask them what was their intention, what is meant by this. I 
know which paper you're talking about. 


Q And can you check? 


: a It was in response to the question that, I 
believe, Barry asked me yesterday: “Would we break it out?" I 
had said that I thought our policy was, the United States 
Government doesn't ask by religious affiliation. That's 
reiterated in the paper you have. But it said that other 
countries give us this information, so that's the information 
ae gs had. But I will go back and ask why the numbers don't 
match. 


Q Has the Secretary met with Ambassador McCarthy? 
And do you have a readout of that meeting, if it was not a 
one-on-one? 


a He did meet with him this morning at 10:30, and I 
haven't seen the Secretary since he met with him. Assistant 
Secretary John Kelly attended the meeting, and it was in 
Secretary Baker's office. I'll be glad to see if they have 
something that they want to put out afterwards. 


Q Margaret, about the meeting of Mr. Rabin with the 
Secretary, does this have anything to do with the 
political/military Israeli-American committee that usually held 
meetings in Washington and Tel Aviv twice a year? 


A I don't know. As I said yesterday, and I believe 
the day before, I'm unsure of why Defense Minister Rabin 
planned his trip to the United States at this time. Maybe the 
Israeli Embassy could give you more clarification on that. 


I did say, as I've said all week, he's meeting with 
Secretary Baker today. It is my understanding he also has a 
scheduled meeting with Secretary Cheney and, [ believe, with 
National Security Advisor Scowcroft. Those are the only parts 
of his schedule that [ personally know about. 


Q Can you have a look if there is a meeting to be 
held either -- or already taken place -- for this joint 
committee of military/political affairs? 


A Yes. 
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Q Margaret? 
a Yes, Carol? 


Q The afghan government said yesterday that it had 
beaten back the Mujahideen from the city of Khost. I was 
wondering if the United States had any information on this, and 
whether you saw this as another setback for the rebels? 


a I don't have any information for you, and I don't 
have anything on that today. 


Q Margaret, the President of South Yemen says that 
his country is pursuing, through a third country, diplomatic 
relations with the United States. Do you have anything on the 
fact -- I think South Yemen is still on the terrorism list of 
the State Department. Is the U.S. interested in having 
diplomatic relations with South Yemen? 


a I haven't heard anything about that, and I do not 
know -- I'm sorry, off the top of my head -- what our policy 
towards South Yemen is. [I'll be glad to get it and post it for 
you. 


Q On Afghanistan again: In the past, the 
Department has said that the Najibullah government would have 
to resign as part of the prelude to nevotiations on the 
country's future. 


On Tuesday or Wednesday, I noticed that that part of 
the guidance on -- the statement on Afghanistan was not 
included. Does the Department still think that the Najibullah 
government has to resign? 


a I believe how Secretary Baker has expressed it, 
when he's talked about it on the record, is that the Afghan 
Resistance has said themselves that he can be no part of this 
government. It's my understanding that our policy has not 
changed. I don't know which specific piece of guidance you're 
referring to and why it was left out. ['1l be glad to check 
for you, but I'm unaware that it's changed at all. 


Q On Ethiopia: Any comment on the Cuban 
announcement that they're withdrawing the the last of their 
expeditionary force there? 


a Yes, we do. A. Cuban press report, dated 
September 7, announced that Cuban troops will be withdrawn from 
Ethiopia beginning on September 9. 


The press report stated that the decision to withdraw 
was based on a favorable change in the threat that made a Cuban 
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presence necessary in Ethiopia. The report gave no other 
information or a timetable for withdrawal. 


We have no other further details at this time. We 
estimate that approximately 2,500 to 3,500 Cuban troops and 
military advisors are currently stationed in Ethiopia. 


If fully implemented, the total withdrawal of Cuban 
troops from Ethiopia would clearly be a significant step. 


Q What about Soviets and East Germans? Do you have 
any information on that? Has there been any reduction in the 
presence of Soviets and East Germans? The East Germans run the 
intelligence, evidently, and the Soviets aim the rifles for 
them, or tell them where to shoot. Is there any reduction 
there? 


a I don't know, Barry. 


Q On Ethiopia, again: Do you have any comment on 
the peace conference in Atlanta that Jimmy Carter is hosting? 


A We are encouraged by the fact that both sides 
have shown a willingness to begin discussion of a devastating 
war that has lasted almost three decades. We hope that the 
discussions that have begun in Atlanta will lead to a just: and 
durable settlement on terms acceptable to both sides. 


As we all know, President Carter's initiative is an 
entirely private one. Because it is private, we really will 
have to refer you to the Carter Center for any specifics on the 
conference that is going on. 


Q Do you support that private effort? 
a Yes, we do. 


Back to the question about the Cuban troops in 
eos tt af it is a significant step, if a significant step 
actually ‘does come about as they have announced it, will this 


affect the United States' relations with Cuba? 


a We said that it would be a significant step, and 
I can also tell you it would be a positive step. So it 
certainly would help in that area. But as far as how it's 
going to affect our future relations with Ethiopia, I'm not 
prepared to tell you today. 


Q How about with Cuba? 


a I'm sorry. With Cuba? I don't have an answer 
for you on that, and I'd rather not speculate. 


Q Margaret, this is a technicality, but maybe it's 
something that your legal people have looked at. Isn't there a 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 








7966 


-8- Friday, 9/8/89 


law that forbids the exercise of foreign policy by U.S. private 
citizens? 


i) I don't know. I'1l have the lawyers look at it. 


Q Yeah, could you look at it to see if that has 
been checked out? 


a Yes. 


Q Margaret, on South Africa: In response to your 
advice given yesterday to the new President in South Africa, 
the Information Minister yesterday said that they would not be 
able to take those steps because they would lead to chaos and 
bloodshed. Do you have any reaction to that? Do you agree 
with that? 


a I really don't have anything to add to the 
statement we had yesterday, other than we stand by our 
statement. 


Q On Colombia: Some Colombians have suggested that 
one of the best things the government -- the U.S. Government -- 
could do to help Colombians -- 


a Who has suggested it? 
Q Some Colombian officials -- 
a Yes. 


-~- had suggested the best way the U.S. could help 
Colombia is -- in its war on drugs -- is for the U.S. to return 
to a coffee quota system agreement, that they walked out of in 
July, to keep basically Colombian coffee producers from turning 
from coffee to cocaine. 


Has President Barco suggested this at all or written 
to either President Bush or Secretary Baker that the U.S. 
return to the agreement? 


a President Bush has received a conmunication from 
President Barco concerning coffee. The U.S. has already 
expressed a willingness to continue negotiations which show 
promise of solving the problems of the current agreement. 


It would be inappropriate for us to comment on ‘the. 
communication until the President has had an opportunity to 
respond. 


& question, which I don't expect you will have an 
answer to today, but which perhaps you could take and see what 
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the Bush Administration's interpretation is. In the last 
administration, on the ABM Treaty, there was a discussion of 
the “broad vs. narrow” interpretation of how we would view that 
treaty. 


To my knowledge this Administration has never cleared 
up the controversy as to whether or not we believe in the broad 
-- or whether the U.S. believes in the broad or narrow 
interpretation. What is the U.S. Government's position on the 
ABM Treaty, as we begin all the arms talks over the next couple 
of weeks? 


4 You're absolutely correct. I'd rather take your 
question and find out. 


Q Can you also add to that, if possible, what 
Secretary Baker's view is of the SOI program as he begins to 
prepared -- or maybe he has already -- preparing for his 
meeting with Shevardnadze, because, obviously, arms control is 
a key issue? Does he agree with the Vice President? Does he 
agree with the former President? Or does he have his own view 
of the scope of the program? 


A I'll be glad to ask him. 


Q Margaret, could we just go back to Colombia ~ 
second? When you were talking about coffee, are you suggesting 
that these negotiations are now curren’ ly underway, or they're 


about to get underway? 


a No, I'm not trying to lead you in either 
direction other than to restate -- which is my understanding -- 
our policy which is the U.S. has already expressed a 
willingness to continue negotiations which show promise of 
solving the problems of the current agreement. 


Q So that suggests that they are underway? 


a Il will find out for you, literally, if they are 
meeting or are underway. 


Q Could you -- 


a And I said that -- just to be fair here -- yes, 
President Bush did receive this letter from President Barco." 


Q When was the letter? 


A When was the letter? Oo we know, Literally, 
Richard, when the letter was? I don't know. The White House 
just told us that, yes, he has received the letter. And until 
the President responds, I'm not sure that I can answer your 
question, but [ will try. 


Q Can you do that, Margaret? 
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A Sure. 


Could you also ask at what level this has been 





done? 
a What level? 
Q Yes. 


a Okay. And I did say for you that it was 
concerning coffee. So until the President responds, I don't 
know how detailed I can be in an answer to you. 


Q On the Middle East, one other question: Has 
Israel requested financial assistance from the United States, 
as it's been reported, to improve living conditions of the 
Palestinians in the camps? And, as reported, has the U.S. 
turned that down? Can you tell us? 


A I believe I answered that question earlier this 
week, and I'd just refer you back to the record. 


You had a question? 


Q Any progress to report on organizing the Andean 
Summit the President wants to attend? 


a No, I have nothing new t: add to what the 
President said on TV the other night. 


Q I'd like to get a clarification of an earlier 
response that you gave on the reports of the Swedish Secret 
Service having tapes of a Soviet official's telephone 


conversations which indicated that he had prior knowledge of an 
attempt to assassinate, or plans to assassinate Swedish Prime 


Minister Olof Palme in 1986. 


Has this been looked into by the U.S. Administration 


to check out the report? And you have no comment in terms of 
whatever response you got? Or has there been no attempt made. 


to check out the report? 





a As I believe -- when you asked me this question 
earlier this week, I said ['d look into it. And as I mentioned 
to you yesterday, we have no comment on your question. 


Q So the response is “no comment" rather than 
whether or not -- 


a My response is, I have no comment on that 
question, as I believe [I mentioned to you yesterday. 


Q Can I go back to Colombia for a second? 


A Colombia? 
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Q There have been a number of threats made publicly 
over the last couple of days since the extradition of Martinez 
Romero. What does the U.S. think about the threats being made 
by alleged members of the drug cartel in Medellin? And what 
does the U.S. think about the series of bombings and explosions 
and attacks that have occurred in the last few days there -- 
overnight, this past evening, particularly? 


a Obviously, as the President has stated and we 


have stated, we obviously deplore the violence that is going on 


in Colombia. 


As far as -- are you speaking to threats here in the 
United States? 


Q I'll speak to both of them. Some of them have 
been made in Colombia and some of them have been made to, 
specifically, judges in the Bronx, New York. , 


a Correct. 


Q I'm sorry, not the Bronx -- in Brooklyn. Excuse 
me. 


a In Colombia, neither U.S. Government personnel 
nor U.S. private citizens have been the targets of attacks by 
the drug cartels. 


As far as the threats here in our country, they're 
obviously outrageous. 


Q Margaret, there was a story in Reuters today from 
Jerusalem saying that some Palestinian leaders in the West Bank 
are asking, or they want to go to Cairo to urge the PLO to let 
them negotiate the elections with Israel to break the 
stalemate. Do you have any comment, or would you like to take 
the question? 


a We have always said that any parties who can help 
in the process, to move the process forward, any help that 
could be given that would be constructive -- I do not have a 
literal response to the report you're reading to me, that I 
have not seen. 


I said yesterday, when I was asked, I believe by 
Ralph: “Does the United States still support the Shamir 
proposal?" I said, “Yes, we do, that has not changed." 


Is the United States still working towards this? Yes, 
we are. In answer to Jim's earlier question -- I'm just 
speculating -- it would seem kind of ridiculous to assume that 
since Defense Minister Rabin is here today that he and the 
Secretary would not discuss the peace process and what to do |» 
move it forward. 
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But as far as the report you're reading for me, [| 
don't have a specific answer, not having read the report. 


) Margaret, do you have anything on the dispute 
over the Carmelites Convent close to the Auschwitz camp? 


o No, I don't. 


Q Margaret, a follow-up again on Colombia, for just 
a second. Ovoes the United States have any new fresh advice to 
American businesses or private citizens, who may have 
businesses or operations in Colombia, about remaining there? 
Any change in the security advisories, or anything like that? 


A We really don't. Our travel advisory of August 
29th is the same travel advisory. It still recommends that all 
non-essential travel to Colombia be postponed indefinitely. 


Q Has the U.S. withdrawn any additional -- any 
diplomatic personnel? I'm aware of the drawdown of 
dependents. Any diplomatic personnel changes? 


ro No, we have not. We are constantly reviewing the 
situation and no decision has been made to drawdown U.S. 
Government personnel. 

Q Okay, thank you. 

a You all have a nice weekend. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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FOR IMMEDI-.TE RELEASE 
FROM THE STATE DEPARTMENT PRESS OFFICE 


¢ 


SECRETARY BAKER MET WITH U.S. AMBASSADOR TO LEBANON JOHN T. 
McCARTHY AT 10:30 A.M. TODAY TO DISCUSS THE SITUATION IN THAT 
COUNTRY. DURING THE MEETING, AMBASSADOR McCARTHY PRESENTED THE 
SECRETARY WITH THE ER SCR ere THAT FPLEW OVER THE U.S. EMBASSY 
IN BEIRUT UNTIL LAST TUESDAY. THE AMBASSADOR ASKED THE 
SECRETARY TO HOLD THE FLAG UNTIL IT WAS TIME TO RETURN IT TO THE 


EMBASSY. 











Posted 4 P/F 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Bricfing of SEPTEMBER 8. 1989 
ISRAEL: MILITARY TALKS 
When were the last U.S.-Israel military talks? 


A: THE LAST MEETING OF THE THE JOINT POLITICAL 


MILITARY GROUP TOOK PLACE IN ISRAEL APRIL 12-13, 
1989 


~* 
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Question Taken at the Noon Briefing September 8, 1989 


Q: What is our current policy towards South Yemen and our 
attitude towards relations with that country? 


A. --THE UNITED STATES DOES NOT HAVE DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH 
SOUTH YEMEN AND HAS HAD VERY LITTLE CONTACT WITH THAT COUNTRY 
SINCE SOUTH YEMEN BROKE RELATIONS WITH US IN OCTOBER 1969. WE 
HAVE READ WITH GREAT INTEREST PRESS REPORTS OF STATEMENTS BY 
SOUTH YEMENI OFFICIALS, INCLUDING TODAY'S REUTER'S ITEM WITH A 
STATEMENT REPORTEDLY MADE BY PRESIDENT AL-ATTAS TO AS-SHARQ 


AL-AWSAT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted: Sevotember 8, i989 


SEPTEMBER 8 PRESS BRIEFING 


NAJIB'S ROLE IN THE FUTURE OF AFGHANISTAN 





Q: What is the U.S. position on Najib's role in the future of 
Afghanistan? 


A: The U.S. favors a political solution, but such a solution 
will require that the PDPA transfer power to a broad-based 
Afghan government. This is not just a statement of a U.S. 
policy position, but rather a recognition of a fundamental fact 
of the Afghan equation. The Mujahidin will not consider 
initiating a political process leading to a comprehensive 
settlement without the stepping down of Najibullah and the PDPA 
regime. The Afghan resistance will not deal with Najibullah 
and his regime. They regard him as a Soviet puppet. 
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Qesetion taken at Daily Briefing of September 8, 1989 


Baministration posit! : is 


¢ 


Q. What is the current U.S. position on the broad vs. narrow 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty? 


A. -- THE U.S. POSITION HAS NOT CHANGED. IN THE DEFENSE AND 
SPACE TALKS, WE SEEK TO PRESERVE OUR RIGHT UNDER THE ABM TREATY TO 


DEVELOP AND TEST ADVANCED ABM SYSTEMS AND COMPONENTS. 


t 
R 


-- WE MAINTAIN OUR RIGHT, AS REFLECTED IN THE WASHINGTON SUMMIT 
JOINT STATEMENT, TO CARRY OUT “RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND TESTING, 
AS REQUIRED, WHICH ARE PERMITTED BY THE ABM TREATY.” THIS MEANS 
THAT WE WILL NOT ACCEPT ANY RESTRICTIONS ON SDI BEYOND THOSE 


ACTUALLY AGREED IN THE ABM TREATY. 


Q. What is Secretary Baker's view of the Strateyic Defense 


Initiative (SDI)? 


A. -- AS PRESIDENT BUSH HAS SAID, WE ARE VIGOROUSLY PURSUING 
SDI. OUR GOALS FOR SDI AND OUR APPROACH IN THE DEFENSE AND SPACE 
TALKS ARE SOUND AND REMAIN UNCHANGED. THE SOVIETS SHOULD 
UNDERSTAND -- PARTICULARLY SINCE PRESIDENT GORBACHEV HAS 
ACKNOWLEDGED THAT THEY HAVE THEIR OWN PROGRAM IN THIS VITAL AREA 
-- OUR INSISTENCE ON INVESTIGATING FULLY THE FEASIBILITY OF 


ADVANCED STRATEGIC DEFENSES. 


-- WE WILL CONTINUE TO CONDUCT SDI IN A MANNER CONSISTENT WITH 


OUR OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE ABM TREATY. 
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Posted: September 8, 1989 


TAKEw QUEboTIUN 
STPTEMBER 8 PRESS BRIEFING 





os 


International Coffee Agreement Negotiations 


Are there now negotiations underway with Colombia on the 
International Coffee Agreeement (ICA)? If so, at what 
level? % 

ALL COFFEE NEGOTIATIONS ARE MULTILATERAL UNDER THE 
AUSPICES OF THE INTERNATIONAL COFFEE AGREEMENT. 
NEGOTIATIONS ARE NOT GOING ON AT THE PRESENT TIME. 
HOWEVER, WE HAVE EXPRESSED OUR WILLINGNESS TO 

RESUME NEGOTIATIONS WHICH SHOW PROMISE OF SOLVING THE 


PROBLEMS OF THE CURRENT AGREEMENT AT ANY TIME. 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRILE ING 


INDEX 
Monday, September 11, 1989 
BRIEFER: 
Subject 
PLO 


oe ee ee Wee wees eee 
HUNGARY 
Permission for —E. German refugees to leave 
U.S. position on Most Favored Nation status 


AFGHANISTAN 
U.S. meeting with former King 
No change in U.S. policy 


COLOMBIA 
U.S. position on international coffee agreement 


Assassination of former Medellin mayor 
Use of U.S. troops/rules of engagement 


USSR 

Yeltsin visit to U.S./meeting with Secretary 

US interest in Soviet leadership process ........ 
ARMS CONTROL 

Reaction to Shevardnadze criticism ............. 
ISRAEL 

Administrative detention/Palestinian prison camp. 


PERU 
Resumption of Operation Snowcap 
Dismembered bodies 


a oe 2 wae Ceo i ee eC fe wm ee & & & ewe €eaee S&S = 


CAMBODIA 
Paris Conference not considered a failure 
U.S. assistance to non-communist resistance 


ee * © © © 


LEBANON 
Talks on return of Embassy personnel 
Ross-Tarasov meeting 
Situation/Embassy/security 


SOMALIA | 
Gersony report on Somali.human rights abuses 


JORDAN 
Rocket attack against Israel 
Visit of Crown Prince 


e979 


Richard Boucher 


Page 


13 
13-14 











| , 2978 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #161 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1989, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 





MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have no announcements, so I'll be glad to take your questions 


Q Could you bring us up to date, please, on Mr. 
Arafat? As of Saturday, there was no application for a visa, 
and he was telling the Saudis that he'd be in New York end, in 
fact, to attend a planning committee's peace conference. Is he 
ahead of himself? 


i) As of Monday, there's been no application for a 
visa. 


Q I might as well try you, though, on whether the 
United States has the same opinion of Mr. Arafat's eligibility 
as it did last year when he was denied : visa? 


A We haven't made any decision on that. We don't 
make decisions without applications. 


Q Okay. Go ahead, I'm sorry. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the Hungarian 
Government's action vis-a-vis the East Germans? 


is) Sure. The United States Government warmly 
welcomes the humanitarian decision of the Government of Hungary 
to permit East Germans to proceed to the Federal Republic of 


Germany via Austria. 


We also commend Austria for its help and support, and 
we admire the efforts of the Federal Republic to offer a home 
to fellow Germans seeking freedom. 


The unilateral action of the Hungarian Government has 
courageously resolved what threatened to become a human problem 
of great magnitude. [In so doing, the Government of Hungary has 
demonstrated its own commitment to human rights and freedom of 
movement in accordance with agreements reached at the 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 


"ypoo 











3979 — 


=a Monday, 9/11/89 


We know that this was a difficult decision for 
Hungary, but it was the correct one. The aspirations of East 
Germans for freedom and a better life should not be denied. In 
order to remove the conditions which cause so many East Germans 
to flee to the West, the leadership in the GOR should institute 
reforms which will lead to a political and economic system 
reflecting the will and the aspirations of the people living in 
East Germany. 


Q There's a bill on Congress to ease some of the 
restrictions on Most Favored Nation trading status for 
Hungary. President Bush has said that he'd like to keep the 
legislation in place as it is now because of Hungary's 
emigration policy. Do these week's events change the 
Administration's attitude? 


a I can get you something more detailed on that. I 
would say, basically, the President has made very clear that we 
support efforts to provide Most Favored Nation status to 
Hungary on a more stable basis. When he was in Eastern Europe, | 
he said that in conjunction with moves being taken in Hungary, 
and specifically in anticipation that they would be passing an 
emigration law, that he would be prepared to offer it basically 
on a permanent basis so that Hungary would qualify completely 
under the Act -- under the Jackson-Vanik Amendment. So that 
remains our position on it, and ['ll get you a more 
well-crafted version of that afterward.. 


Q There were reports over ‘ihe weekend that the 
United States had sent a senior diplomit to talk with the 
former King of Afghanistan. Could you -- are those reports 


correct? And are you more willing now to talk with him about 
some sort of political settlement? 


A I don't think the second part of your question is 
really operative. We've met with King Zahir Shah before. He 
continues to have a large number of adherents inside the 
country and among Afghanistan's refugee population. 


U.S. representatives have met the King in the past, as 
I said, and we expect to do so again. On Friday, our Deputy 
Chief of Mission in Rome met with the King. I would just note 
that we stay in touch with a broad range of Resistance leaders 


Q So are you saying that this represents no change 
in the U.S. position or no new effort by the United States.to 
explore the possibility of a political settlement? 


A That's right. There's been no change in our 
policy toward Afghanistan. We back a political solution for 
Afghanistan that ensures self-determination for the Afghan 
people, the establishment of an independent government in 
Kabul, and the return of the refugees in dignity and honor. 
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Regarding the regime in Kabul, our goal is the 
replacement of that regime with a government that is acceptable 
to the Afghan people. We view the Afghan interim goverment as 
a key element in the process leading to the achievement of that 
goal. We will also continue to work with the Afghan interiw 
government in distributing the humanitarian assistance. 


Q The U.S. has met with him in the past. Can you 
give us -- SO we can get some notion of whether you're showing 
more interest in him than you have in the past -- can you give 
us some idea when these meetings were? 


A They've been over the period of, [ believe, 
several years. The last one I'm aware of was in the spring -- 
I think about April. 


Q There was nothing since April? 
i] ‘Nothing specific that [I'm aware of. 


Q Really? I thought there were two this year and 
one more recent, but -- 


a Well, that would be one last Friday and one in 
April. That makes two. 


Q Oh, oh, last Friday. Oh, excuse me -- last 
Friday and in April; right. 


a That would make two. I'm not aware of any others 
Q Did he ever see him last year, for instance? 


a I don't have the whole schedule going back into 
history of all the meetings we've had, but [I know we've met 
with him any number of times. 


Q The thrust of the story that occasions all these 
questions was that the United States is a little bit upset 
about the divisions among the Mujahidin and, indeed, being in 
touch with the King represents the search for some sort of a 
national figure that might bring people together and possibly a 
less fundamentalist future for Afghanistan than the Mujahidin 
might bring with them should they succeed in this so-far 
unsuccessful effort to kick out the current government. Any 
basis for any of those theories? 


A Well, all those theories have some basis in the 
policy that I just gave you, that we've always been searching 
for a political solution that involves the establishment of a 
government that has the support of the Afghan people. We keep 
in touch with a large number of people as we discuss those 
things. But that's been our policy all along. Our support for 
the Mujahidin is clear. We continue to view the Afghan interim 
government as a key element in this whole process: We also 
work with -- talk to other Resistance lvaders. 
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Q You have a special emissary now, [ think. 
“ That's right. 


Q He didn't meet with the King? And if not, why 
not? Oidn't you want to elevate it to that level, or what? 


a It's a question I'll have to take. I'm sure -- 


Q Well, all right, it (inaudible) than that. [ 
mean, if you have a guy with a special -- 


a I'm not aware that he was in Rome, but it's a 
question I'll have to look at. 


Q Well, if he's the guy that has the special job of 
trying to sound out everybody, why not he? 


a We have diplomats who know how to do their 
business in Rome as well. ['1l look into it and see if ther» 
were any meetings at this point. 


Q A question on Colombia. Has President Bush 
responded to Barco's request to return to the international 
coffee agreement? And are any discussions taking place right 
now between the U.S. and Colombia on that pact? 


A We've put up something or Friday. As Far «as Lhe 
letter, we'll just have to say the Pre.ident has received a 
communication from President Barco concerning coffee. The U.S. 
has already expressed a willingness to continue negotiations 
which show promise of solving the problems of the current 
agreement. I don't have anything more to say. I'm not aware 
that the President has had an opportunity to respond to the 
letter yet. 


Q On that subject -- on Colombia and related 
matters. Oo you have any reaction to the apparent 
assassination today of a former mayor of the town of Medellin? 


Aa Well, it's another one of these deplorable and 
reprehensible acts that have been occurring in Colombia I 
don't have any other specific policy-oriented reaction. 


Q Do you: have any comment on the report -- the 
recurring reports -- that President Bush intends to allow U.5 
forces to engage in military activity off their usual bases in 
connection with the drug trafficking wir? 


a I'd just call your attention to what Mr. Bennett 
said over the weekend. He said very clearly there is no plan 
for any special forces to accompany troops in Peru or Bolivia 
into combat 
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Q Into combat? 
aA Into combat missions, yes. 
Q How about in -- oh, into combat missions. Qves 


that cover giving them -- U.S. forces giving local forces 
advice while those local forces are engaged in combat? 


“ Well, if they're not going to accompany the 
troops while engaged in combat, then -- they're not guinyg to 
walk alongside and tell them how to do it -— you know, shoot 
over there, look over there. But our -- 


Q Or fly reconnaissance missions in support of 
combat -- 

a -~- trainers and our -- 

Q -- Flight reconnaissance missions in support of 


combat operations, or anything of that sort? 


A [ think it's very clear of what he said. Ilhere 
are no plans for us to accompany troops into combat missions. 
We will have trainers down there. They will be working with 
local forces; they will be training on equipment. I'm sure 
they'll be discussing tactics and things like that as well, but 
we're not going -- 


Q That will be the extent «f their role --~ training 
and tactics? 


a Training and advice. The purpose of U.S. forces 
is for training and advice. 


Q Yet, Administration officials are saying that 
these same American soldiers can accompany local military units 
on training patrols. I'm wondering what a training patrol is 
in the context of the Upper Huallaga Valley which is controlled 
by the Sendero and is pretty good at ambushings. 


What happens if these American advisors get ambushed 
and shoot back? Is that a combat mission or not? 


A I think it's pretty clear what we're saying here. 
Q Oh! 


is) I think it's very unclear for the reasons that 
you're saying what these supposed Administration officials are 
saying. So I would tend to go with what's the most precise 
formulation which is very -- 


Q Or the most recent. 


) Richard, can you say -- 
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a There are no plans for U.S. Government -- for 
U.S. forces to accompany anyone into combat. 


Q Can you state, specifically, that U.S. forces 
will remain at U.S.-controlled bases, bases of Operations, and 
will not venture outside their security perimeter during the 
course of training or any other activities while in these 
countries? 


a Ralph, I don't have specific words like that, and 
I hesitate to make my own formulation, but [ think it's very 
clear. The intention is for them to go to provide training and 
advice. That will be at bases. fhat's where you do that sort 
of thing. There are no plans for them to go into any sort of 
combat role or accompany troops in combat missions. [ think 
it's pretty clear that under those guidelines that it would be 
unnecessary for them to go off the locations of where the 
training and advice is being provided, which I'm sure will be 
in secure places. 


Q Recognizing, of course, the differences between 
countries, we went through this routine a few years ago in £1 
Salvador when 55 advisors went down and there was -- it's 


almost a weekly nudge in one direction or another as to what 
they would do and, ultimately, some of them were attacked in 
aircraft over combat areas and so on, and then it became an 

almost biblical discussion of whether ey were in combat or 
not in combat, and so on. 


So the reason we're asking the questions is to lay 
down whatever markers the Administration is prepared to lay 
down so that in future when things change we'll be able to do 
that. I think you've laid down -- 

2) Okay. Well, let's do that in the future then. 
New topic. 


Another subject? 


> © 


Sure Let's start back there. 


Do you have anything new on the unrest or the 
violence in South Africa? 


is} No, I don't. 


Q Anything else -- any other comments about the 
elections? 
a No. 


What about SWAPO going back to Namibia; anything 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 


on that? 





2IEY 


x = Monday, 9/11/89 


o I don't have anything new on that either. 


Q One other quickie, then. Another topic. On the 
lawsuit, the AFSA lawsuit, against the Ambassadors? Now that 
that it's been filed, do you have any comments? 


a Nc. Now that it's been filed, I specifically 
don't have any comments. 


Q {[ knew you would say that! 


i) It's a legal matter that has got to be solved 
through the process of Liligation 


Q What about Mr. Yeltsin? Anything you can tell us 
about interaction with the State Department? 


is) What exactly is the question? 


Q Well, you know, here he is, you're glad to sve 
him, you're going to invite him to Wyoming? 


A No, [I'm not aware of any plans to invite him -- 


Q Do you believe in pluralism in the Soviet Union? 
Is he making Gorbachev trouble? Is he going to meet with 
Baker; anything? 


a We expect that the Secre'ary will see him. The 
meeting is at Mr. Yeltsin's request. ‘{‘'d note that he's a 


member of the Congress of People's Deputies. Therefore, it 
would be normal for us to see him. 


Q So that will be tomorrow? 


A The details of the schedule have to be worked 
out. It would most likely take place tomorrow afternoon. 


Q Do you have topics that Mr. Baker would be 
expected to talk to him about? 


a No, I don't. But I think we can all assume that 
he'll be discussing the process of change in the Soviet Union. 


Q And threats to the leadership, or not? 
a None that ['m aware of 


Q Has he also asked to meet with President Bush 
Have you got anything on that? 


a You'll have to ask the White House 
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Q Richard, Yeltsin was quoted today as saying that 
Gorbachev has six months to a year to succeed or else he may be 
out, or whatever. Is the United States concerned at all about 
Gorbachev's political future? Is this affecting decisions 
being made in this building? 


a I'm not aware of any specific concern that's 
affected our policy. As you know, the unfolding of this 
process is something that we've always said will be determined 
within the Soviet Union. We're more interested observer. (‘i 
anything else. 


Q Vice President Quayle was quoted this weekend as 
suggesting that the United States would react if the Soviets 
don't grant independence to the Baltics. Is this U.S. policy? 


i) I don't have anything new on that. I['ve 
expressed U.S. policy a number of times. I think the White 
House has as well. 


Q Richard, on Lebanon for a moment. 
Q Wait, before we leave the Soviet Union. 
a Before we leave the Soviet Union. 


Q Could [ just ask you, Sh. vardnadze said today 
that the Bush Administration has faile: to take advantage of 
all the opportunities in arms control ‘hat were opened by 
Ronald Reagan, and he says that it's ri obing the world of any 
significant arms control.agreement. Any reaction to that? 


a I'm not aware of the quote I hadn't seen the 
remarks. As a basic reaction, I would just say that we've been 
out front with new proposals on arms control. The President's 
proposals on conventional forces which were done at NATO in May 
and then turned into negotiating lanquage in July at the 


conventional forces talks were ae a major and 
significant step forward in arms control, and we're currently 


awaiting a Soviet response to those. 


Q Could you post -- back on the Baltics Could you 
post your latest answer on your policy toward the Baltics? 


a Be glad to. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the Israeli 
decision to expand the camp known as Ansar 3 in the Negev? 


a Yes. As we have said many times before, we 
oppose the practice of widespread administrative detention 
Extending the use of this practice does not, in our view, 
further efforts to reduce the confrontational atmosphere in the 
occupied territories 
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Q Well, they recently doub.ied their period of 
administrative dentention from six months to a year That's 
the time that Palestinians can now be taken and held without 
trial. Is what you just said your policy on administrative 
detention, or is there a more expounded version? 


a I think we've spoken, as these various things 
have come across, we've spoken along this line on 4 number of 
specific cases. I think this is a clear policy that we don't 
think the widespread use of administrative detention is a good 
practice. We think it doesn't help the atmosphere which is, as 
you know, one that we've tried to force and push in the 
direction of lessening the confrontation and moving towards 
peace. 


Q Anything on the escalation of violence over the 
weekend in the occupied territories? 


o No, I don't have anything specific. 


Q Richard, back to drugs, please. Was the U.S. 
initiated discussions with the Peruvian Government to send 
Special Forces, as advisors, to the Huallaga Valley? 


a I'm not aware of any discussions on sending 
Special Forces to the Huallaga Valley. [ would note that the 
operations up there have resumed. The resumed over the 
weekend. These are interdiction effor:,. It's called 
Operation Snowcap, which is a multi-co. itry interdiction 
operation jointly sponsored by the Staiv Department and the 
Drug Enforcement Administration. 


The Operations in Peru had been suspended since 
February because of security. These concerns had been 
addressed with the completion of the secure base in Santa Lucia 
and the operations have resumed 


Q Are the American personnel there DEA, or who? 
What are the American personnel at that base? 


a We have approximately 45 logistics personnel -- I 
think these are contractors, basically -- who maintain the 
equipment which supports the Snowcap operations as well as 
about 14 U.S. enforcement personnel advising Peruvian police in 
the Upper Huallaga Valley. 


Q And these people live and stay up there and do 
not go back to Lima? 


a I think “live” is maybe too strong a term, but 
they do remain overnight up there where it's necessary 


Q For awhile they didn't 
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a That's right. Since February, we haven't had 
people remain overnight or conduct operations up there. I 
would note these operations are in conjunction with the 
Peruvian anti-narcotics police. 


Q Richard, do you have a readout on the 
Ross-Tarasov meeting in Europe on Lebanon and the Middle East? 


a No. We haven't been giving detailed readouts of 
these experts’ discussions, so I don't expect one on that 


Q Can you tell us when and where they met? 

a They met last Thursday in Europe. I'1l] have to 
look. I don't think it's a material questiun anymore, but [' 1] 
see if I can give you the date and the place. 


Q Vienna? 


a I didn't ask to see. If we can put it out, we 
will. 





Q Cambodia: Is the United States going to ask 
Congress -- is the Administration going to ask Congress for 
legal aid for Cambodia for the non-communist resistance? 


a You know that I[ can't comment on questions of 
lethal aid, covert assistance, and thiris like that. Sut let 
me go over our policy on assistance for the non-communist 
resistance. 


Let me start by noting that we don't see the Paris 
Conference as a failure. It didn't achieve everything that we 
had hoped. That is, a comprehensive settlement of the 
Cambodian conflict, but it did make some progress. 


We believe we can build upon those gains in continuing 
to work towards a resolution of the tragic situation in 
Cambodia. 


The negotiating process continues with the 
co-presidents of the conference, mandated to consult with the 
Cc ian parties with a view towards reconvening the 
conference. 


In this context, it remains important that we continue 
to do what we can to strengthen the non-communist resistance 
and to enhance its political position. This will not only 
support Prince Sihanouk in pressing the Phnom Phen regime to 
agree to a reasonable power-sharing arrangement, it will also 
help the non-communist resistance to hold its own should the 
Khmer Rouge attempt Lo seize unilateral contral in the future 


Q So when you say “non-communist resistance,” 
you're not including the Khmer Rouge? 
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A That's right. 


Q But you're including the two other -- you would 
define “non-communist" as the Sihanouk people and the Son Sen 
people? 


A That's right. 


Q Richard, in his speech Friday, Assistant 
Secretary Solomon called very strongly for an end to Chinese 
and Soviet aid to their respective allies in this fight. [sn't 
there a certain contradiction in the United States forcefully 
advocating more aid to Sihanouk and his allies while at the 
same. time beating up on China and the Soviet Union for aiding 
its factions? 


4 I don't see any real conflict in that. The 
levels of aid, of course, have been very much different in the 
past. 


Q Could you draw that comparison for us? 


A I don't have the numbers on that. I'll have to 
look at something on that. What we've always said is, we have 
to maintain the aid to the non-communist resistance. [t's 
important that they be maintained as viable members, as viable 
parties to the resolution of the conflict. That's the purpose 
of our aid, and ['m sure that's how th» levels are decided. 


Q But why isn't it a contradiction? 


A Let me try to get you something more on that and 
see if we can compare it in terms of levels. 


Q While you're doing this, do you still expect the 
Vietnamese to leave on schedule? This encourages them to 
leave? Doesn't it discourage them to leave, to assert a 
renewed interest -- now that the conference has broken down -- 
to keep the war going as far as we can’? 


A It's not necessarily a renewed interest in 
keeping the war going. It's a renewed interest, or an interest 
that we've had for quite a time in maintaining the viability 
and the integrity of some of the parties there. It's, as I 
said, something that will not only support Prince Sihanouk in 
pressing the Phnom Phen regime to agree to a reasonable 
power-sharing arrangement but it was something that would also 
help the non-communist resistance to hold its own should the 
Khmer Rouge attempt to seize control in the future. 


Q And you would expect the Vietnamese to leave 
anyhow? 


a) So it has to leave an enduring purpose, a longer 
+ purpose than just the immediate circumstance. 
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Q You don't think this will change the scheduled 
departure, in two weeks, of the Vietnamese troops? 


A I'm not aware of anything that is changing that. 
But we've always said that the withdrawal should be total and 
it should be verified. [It should be something that can be 
verified. 


Q So this policy is like the old policy on 
Afghanistan -- symmetry? If you give arms, we will? 


a) I don't want to start comparing all this stuff. 
Let me just stick with what ['ve stated is our policy on 
Cambodia and stop there. 


Q On Lebanon, Richard. Have you begun discussing 
with the Lebanese Government yet procedures for reinstating the 
U.S. presence in Lebanon? Has there been any contact? 


A ['m not aware of any such discussions. 
Q Did Secretary Baker and Ambassador McCarthy last 
-—- last Friday -- make any decisions about how to deal with 


diplomatic relations with Lebanon, in the interim? 


a [I'm not aware of -- no -- of any specific 
decisions along that line. 


Q So, essentially, the situation is the same as it 
was on the day the U.S. withdrew its -- 


4 That's right. 
Q Any comment, Richard, on the fighting in Beirut? 
A No, [ don't have anything today. 


Q Do you have anything on the possible role for the 
National Endowment for Democracy in Ni: vragua? 


A I don't have anything for you on any specific 
announcements or plans. Let me note that as you know, we've 
been working with the Congress on the bipartisan approach for 
Central America. A key element of that is fair and free 
elections in Nicaragua, and we're consulting with bipartisan 
groups in Congress as the electoral process unfolds. 


Q Richard, do you have -- has the U.S. Government 
reached some conclusions about the Somali Government, based on 
this consultant's report about widespread executions? 


A Let me start of F by saying Lhat the Gersony 
report is one of a number of analyses that Mr. Gersony has done 
For us. We have great confidence in the methodology, which is 
based on extensive interviews in the field. 
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The report describes a pattern of serious human rights 
abuses in northern Somalia, as recounted by refugees and 
displaced persons, from May 1988 through March 1989. 

Atrocities were perpetrated by both sides but, clearly, Far 
more by the Somali army. 


Some of the incidents or patterns of abuse, described 
in the Gersony Report, were previously known to us and the 
Department's Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 
1988, submitted to Congress in January of this year, pointed 
out many serious abuses. 


We conveyed our concern to Somalia and made strenuous 
and continuing efforts to influence it to improve its behavior 
on human rights. These efforts bore some success: most notably 
the release of over 300 political prisoners. While we 
applauded such developments, we've been seriously disturbed by 
backsliding on human rights following the riots in Mogadishu of 
last July, just as we are disturbed by the new information that 
has come to light through Mr. Gersony's research. 


Q Has the State Department determined yet who fired 
the Katyusha rockets from Jordan on [srael? 


A No. 


Q You're not taking the wo: d of the people who say 
they did it? 


a I just don't have any deiails, or anything more 
detailed on that, other than we've seen the reports of the 
claims of responsibility. 


Q And you don't ask -- do you ask about them? Does 
the State Department ask Jordan if they've Figured out who did 
it? 


4 I'm sure we're in touch with people in the area, 
but I don't have anything specific for you. 


Q Do you have anything specific on the Crown Prince 
coming here? Will he see -- of Jordan --- will he be seeing 
State Department people? 


| a No, I wasn't aware of that visit. I'll look into 
it and see if we have anything to say. 


Q Do you have any readout at all on Foreign 
Secretary Major's meeting with Secretary Baker? 


a) No. They're meeting, or eating lunch, I believe 
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Q Following Barry's question, could you also see 
whether or not Crown Prince Hassan's visit signals any 
heightened role or heightened profile for Jordan in the peace 
process? Is he bringing any proposals? Jordan is known to 
want to move things forward, is concerned about the state of 
stalemate. Do you suppose you could check that out, tov? 


4 I'd hesitate to try to predict that he's bringing 
us proposals. [ think that's a question you should ask him. 

Q I will. 

4 I probably wouldn't talk about it too much in 
advance. 

Q Richard, back to Colombia for one second. I 


wondered if you had anything there on attempts to interpret or 
fix responsibility for the number of mutilated bodies that were 
allowed to Float past this DEA base at Santa Lucia? 


| a I don't think we have anything more detailed at 
this point on that. 


Q I wonder if any message was being sent, and by 
whom and for what purpose? 


a) Let me just check a seco ji and see if we had 
anything -- an indication of who did i.. No, [ don't think we 
do. I'll check and see if we have any ing more detailed. I'm 
not aware of anything. 


Q Anything on the Evans & Novak column on Panama 
this morning -- the suggestion that military action of some 
sort may be in the of fing? 

a) No. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 11, 1989 
MEETING WITH ZAHIR SHAH 


Q: Why didn’t Special Envoy Peter Tomsen meet with former Afghan 
King Zahir Shah? 


A: SPECIAL ENVOY TOMSEN WAS IN SOUTH ASIA LAST 
WEEK MEETING WITH AFGHAN RESISTANCE LEADERS 
AND PAKISTANI OFFICIALS. HE RETURNED TO 
WASHINGTON ON FRIDAY TO ATTEND MEETINGS ON 
AFGHANISTAN. OUR DEPU{Y CHIEF OF MISSION IN 
ROME MET WITH THE FORMER KING ON FRIDAY. HE 
HAS MET WITH HIM IN THE PAST AS WELL. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
SEPTEMBER 11 PRESS BRIEFING 


U.S. POLICY ON THE BALTICS 





Q. Please describe current U.S. policy toward the Baltic 
states. 


t 
A. THERE HAS BEEN NO CHANGE*IN LONG-STANDING U.S. POLICY ON 


THIS ISSUE. 


THE UNITED STATES DOES NOT RECOGNIZE THE INCORPORATION OF THE 
BALTIC STATES INTO THE USSR -- AN ACTION WHICH FLOWED FROM THE 
MOLOTOV-RIBBENTROP PACT. WE FIRMLY SUPPORT THE PEACEFUL 
EFFORTS OF THE BALTIC PEOPLES TO REGAIN CONTROL OVER THEIR OWN 


~r, 
” 


POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC DESTINY. 


¢ 


WE HOPE THAT THOSE DIRECTLY INVOLVED IN RIGHTING THIS HISTORIC 


WRONG WILL SEEK THEIR ENDS PEACEFULLY. 
te 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 11, 1989 


“Q: Whois looning after U.S. interests in Lebanon now that the 
embassy ts closed: 


A: THE UNITED STATES HAS CLOSED ITS BEIRUT EMBASSY 
BUT NOT BROKEN RELATIONS WITH LEBANON. WE 
THEREFORE HAVE NOT ASKED ANY OTHER STATE TO 


LOOK AFTER OUR INTERESTS. 
t 
x 


THE LEBANESE EMBASSY HERE IN WASHINGTON IS 
OPEN AND WE CONTINUE TO DO BUSINESS WITH IT. 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Bricfing of September 11, 1989 


~ Q: Whatcan you tel! us about the visit of Jordan's Crown Prince 
Hassan? 


TAKEN QUESTION 


A: CROWN PRINCE HASSAN ARRIVED IN THE U.S. ON 
SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 9. ALTHOUGH THISISA 
PRIVATE VISIT, HE WILL BE MEETING WITH A NUMBER 
OF SENIOR U.S. OFFICIA' S OURING THE WASHINGTON 


LEG OF HIS TRIP. ‘s 


VICE PRESIDENT QUAYLE HOSTED A LUNCHEON FOR 
THE CROWN PRINCE ON SEPTEMBER 11. HE WILL MEET 
WITH SECRETARY BAKER MID MORNING, SEPTEMBER 12. 


f ~~. 
, ~ ww 


HE WILL ALSO MEET WITH TREASURY SECRETARY 
BRADY, AGRICULTURE SECRETARY YEUTTER AND 
OTHERS. 


CROWN PRINCE HASSAN WILL BE DISCUSSING A RANGE 
OF BILATERAL AND OTHER ISSUES INCLUDING THE 
PEACE PROCESS AND JORDAN'S ECONOMIC SITUATION. 


YOU SHOULD CONSULT WITH THE JORDANIAN EMBASSY 
CONCERNING THE REST OF CROWN PRINCE HASSAN’S 
ITINERARY. 
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MS. TUTWILER: [ have two statements. The first is on 
Poland. 


The Polish Parliament has approved a new Polish 
Government. This is an important date in what has been an 
historical process of transformation. The unanimous vote is 
evidence that the new government will enjoy the strong support 
of the Polish people that will be necessary to implement 
successfully its programs. 


All political participants should be applauded for the 
statesmanship which they have displayed in managing a difficult 
and complex process. We look forward to discussions with the 
new government and to hearing about its plans and programs. 

The new government can count on our continued support 


My second statement? My second statement concerns 
Panama. The United States is taking s+ v,eral economic measures 
to deny revenues to the Noriega regime 


On August 31, the U.S. expand d the list of Panamanian 
companies and individuals affiliated with Noriega and his 
puppet regime to which Americans cannot make payments. The 
list is undergoing further revisions and more additions will be 
published soon. 


Yesterday, the Department of Treasury sent letters 
reiterating to all American companies in Panama the 
prohibitions on trade with the regime which apply to their 
businesses there. They were informed that the prohibitions 


will be strictly enforced. 


Panama's 1989 sugar quota of 30,537 metric tons has 
been re-allocated to the other countries that participate in 
the U.S. sugar quota program. The loss of the sugar quota 
denies the regime close to $15 million in revenue. 


In a related action, this morning the USTR announced 
the suspension of the additional quota of 23,403 tons to which 
Panama would have been entitled due to the quota increase. 
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All of these actions are a direct result of Genera] 
Noriega's continued unwillingness to respect the will of the 
Panamanian people by stepping down and permitting the 
installation of a freely-elected government 


Q What is -- the two obvious questions What about 
the old argument that applied to China, that the U.S. is 
reluctant to do things that would hurt the people no matter how 
much of an argument they might have with the regime? and what 
is the objective here? 


A The objective, as you've always known, and what 
has been the Administration's policy, is that Noriega must step 
down. And as far as hurting the people, Noriega is hurting 
them more by staying. 


Q Margaret, on that, could 1 just ask two related 
things? One, when you say that this is going to be strictly 
enforced, could you say what the penalty is for violating 
this? And, secondly, when you say that the sugar allocations 
are going to be reallocated, do you know to what countries the 
quotas will be increased? 


a No, I don't. I'd refer you to USTR on sugar, and 
I'd refer you to the Treasury Department for the specifics on 
the penalties; Yes, they monitor that 


Q Margaret? 
o Yes. 


Q You said that these were new Other than 
expanding this list of companies in the USIR thing, saying that 
you can't have a quota increase when we had already suspended 
the quota anything, those are the only things [ see that you 
could call “new” here. 


” I didn't say I had a specific number What's 
your question? 

Q The rest of them are just reiteratiors or -- 

a We have stated what Panama's 1989 sugar quota 


is. We restated here what USTR has done I have said what the 
Department of Treasury did yesterday, which is that we are 
going to strictly enforce the rules on these American companies 


in Panama. 
Q You mean they hadn't been strictly enforcing them? 


A You know that some of them have not been as 
strictly enforced as they're going to be enforced now 
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Q Margaret, can you be more specific about 
expanding the list »f companies and individuals -- [ mean, are 


you going from 50 entities to a hundred? and how much more 
revenue to Noriega do you expect to effect by this change? 


“ I don't have a list for you Either I can check 
it at Treasury for you or you can check at Treasury, and I 
don't know the estimated revenue, but I'll see if we can get 
something or if Treasury has an estimate for you 


Q Margaret, still on Panama Aside from the 
tightening of some of these sanctions, and so on, is the U.S 
Government involved in any way presently in a diplomatic effort 
to achieve its goal? 


o Anything new oth r than what we have been doing 
over the last several weeks? 


Q Well, the OAS thing seems to be suspended or in 
suspension, or whatever, at the moment. Are there any talks 
going on between the United States and anyone in Panama related 
to this matter? 


a I think it would be a fair characterization to 
say that we continue at different levels in our government to 
have consultations and discussions with other governments in 
the region. 


As you know, we announced las: week -- I believe, off 
the top of my head -- it was eight countries that had recalled 
their ambassadors, and we posted the 1 st for you. I can't 
remember them exactly. I would say that, yes, this is a 
subject that we continue to discuss not only with our friends 
in the region but also other of our allies on what they can 
also do to bring pressure to bear on the policy of “Noriega 
must go.” 


Q Have other allies mimicked the U.S. decisions -- 
on these sorts of decisions -- such as purchase of commodities 
from Panama and business dealings with Panama? 


i) I don't know, Ralph. I['ll ask and find out for 
you. 


Q Another question on Panama In your analysis, 
that preceded this decision, are you convinced that this level, 
this increase in the level of sanctions against Panama are 
enough to make Noriega go? 


a I don't think anyone has the answer to that 
question. You know what our policy is, and that's something 
that would really be for me to speculate That is our policy 
Our policy is not going to change. 
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You would certainly hope that any one of these things, 
or all of them taken as a whole, would contribute to his 
eventually saying he wants to let the people of Panama choose 
their leader. 


Q Has there been any contact between Noriega and 
the United States at any level in recent months? 


a) None that I'm aware of, no. We don't recognize 
his government, so ['m not aware of any. 


Q Another subject? 
A Sure, Barry. 


Q Well, we've had -- or you've had an Israeli 
senior visitor and a Jordanian senior visitor, and [ wonder if 
the State Department detects any interest in Mubarak's 
refinements of an Israeli election proposal? Is that now the 
focus? Is it getting support? 





A On the Egyptian 10-point plan, I have one brief 
statement for you. We continue to encourage all parties to 
find ways to launch an Israeli-Palestinian dialogue to discuss 
the Israeli elections initiative. To the extent that the ten 
points can be helpful, in that regard we welcome Egypt's 
efforts. 


Q I appreciate that. That states U.S. policy. But 
have you got any inkling as to whether it's getting off the 
ground with Israel or Jordan or anyone else? 


A If I did, I wouldn't have a comment on it. This 
is all I have to say concerning this today. 


Q How about the visitors tuday? 

A The Secretary has completed his meeting with the 
Jordanian this morning. I was not in the meeting, and I don't 
have anything for you but I'll definitely get it and post it. 
And who was the other visit you want to know about? 


You mentioned Netanyahu, the Deputy Foreign 
Minister of Israel, whose -- 


A He's never been scheduled that I'm aware of. 
Q Mr. Kimmitt. It's on the schedule. 


A To see Mr. Kimmitt, is what I understood; that's 
correct. ['ll ask Bob. Have they already met, or are they 
meeting this afternoon? 


Q This afternoon. 
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A This afternoon? ['ll ask Bob. 
Q Excuse me -- 
Q Yeah, he's here, but Defense Minister Rabin, I 


had in mind; whether the U.S. has entitled Mr. Rabin in the 
Mubarak arrangement? 


A I really can't help you any further on the 
Egyptian ten points. And as we did not do on Friday as tu 
‘have a readout of Secretary Baker's Rabin meeting nor did the 
Defense Minister, when he spoke with you all when he left the 
building. So I don't have anything to contribute or add to 
what they discussed in their meeting. 


Q Are you planning to put out something, or 
somebody, after Yeltsin? 


fe) After Yeltsin? 


Q About Yeltsin? He'll obviously have something to 
say when he leaves, I assume. 

A Sure. I'll be glad to see if we can, sure. 

Q Can you tell us what -- on that subject, can you 


tell us how Secretary Baker feels about meeting with Mr. 
Yeltsin, what the purpose of his having such a meeting is? 


fe) As Richard said yesterday, this meeting was 
requested by Mr. Yeltsin. [I would cali to your attention and 
remind you that when we were in Moscow for our ministerial, 
Secretary Baker met at that time with three newly elected 
deputies. He has also, as you know, since he's. been Secretary 
of State, met with Marshall Akhromeyev. So this is a 
continuation of his meeting with any number of Soviet officials 


Mr. Yeltsin, we are assuming, will offer the Secretary 
his perceptions and perspectives. Secretary Baker will, 
undoubtedly, have questions. It is not unusual for senior 
levels of our governments -- Senators, Congressmen, etc. -- to 
travel to the Soviet Union to meet with their leadership. This 
is one of their senior people who is here meeting with various 
different members of our Administration. 


As I understand, he met this morning with General 
Scowcroft. I'm not sure of any other Administration officials 
that he's meeting, and he's got Secretary Baker that he's 
meeting with, [I believe, at 2:00 p.m. 


Q Is the Administration concerned at all about what 
message, if any, General Secretary Gorbachev might draw from 
the reception Mr. Yeltsin is being given here in Washington? 


A No, I couldn't characterize it that way. 
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Q Do you want to add any words to Fitzwater being 
“mystified” by Shevardnadze's remarks yesterday? Richard 
Boucher, yesterday, didn't have the benefit of the Shevardnadze 
statement. 


A Marlin said he was “mystified?” 


Q Well, apparently, the Administration is 
mystified. I wonder if Mr. Baker is mystified. He's going to 
see this man in less than two weeks, and the Soviet was rather 
critical of what he called “Administration timidity" on arms 
control and on economic reform. 


A First of all, I'd point out that you should not, 
as we do not, focus only on what was perceived to be the 
negative parts of his statement. It was a very lengthy 
statement. [I can point out for you, which ['m sure you don't 
want me to do, some of the positive parts -- 


Q Oh, one or two would be nice. 


Q[A} -- of what he said. We've got a transcript. If 
you don't, { can make it available for you of his entire 
interview, which is quite lengthy. 


Specifically on U.S. policy, progress in arms control 
has always been important to this Administration. That's how 
we've approached the different negotiai ions underway, and it's 
clear from the steps we've taken. We lave sought to promote 
progress in many arms control fora. 


In START: The U.S. tabled new verification and 
stability measures designed to give the talks an impetus and 
gain practical experience in meeting the verification 
challenges of a future accord. 


Two: Following upon the President's NATO summit 


initiative, we and our allies tabled an expanded proposal in 
July on conventional forces in Europe, doing so two months 


ahead of our own schedule. And I would nete that we have not 
yet heard back from the East. 


Three: In the nuclear testing talks, we have made 
considerable progress on a verification protocol for the 
Threshold Test Ban Treaty. 


Four: We are having productive exchanges with the. 
Soviets in bilateral consultations on chemical weapons. 


Q Are -- I'm sorry. 


A Wait a minute. One more -- sorry. We are now 
preparing for next week's ministerial in which we hope to 
advance all aspects of our overall relationship, including arms 
control. We hope the Soviets will approach the talks in the 


same spirit. 
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Q Would this statement -- the negative aspects, 
would that have an impact on the talks, do you think? 


a I don't think so, no. 
Q Can we have a copy of that list of things, please? 
a Sure. 


. Q Do you have any explanation, Margaret, for why 
Shevardnadze might have popped off this way? 


a Again, I'd tell you to really, honestly, get a 
transcript of his entire interview. There are positive 
statements that are made throughout the interview in addition 
to the ones that we have focused on, meaning the press here in 


the United States. 


Q So this isn't a matter of concern? 
A No. 


Q Margaret, can I go back to the reaction to the 
10-point plan? Are you encouraged by Mr. Peres, Mr. Arafat, 
and President Mubarak working on this 10-point plan? While you 
are saying that you are encouraging all the parties to move -- 
etc., etc., your statement -- by this 10-point plan as an 
alternative to the Shamir plan which is not working, evidently? 


A I don't have anything to add to my statement I've 
made today on the Egyptian 10-point plan. 


Q On the same territory. Have you discussed with 
the Israelis, who have been here in the last few days, the 
issue of doubling the length of the Administration's detention 
of Palestinians and the expansion of Ansar 3, detention in the 
concentration camp in the Negev? I know a colleague asked 


yesterday the question but -- 


a I know, and I thought that Richard -- didn't you 
answer this? 


MR. BOUCHER: We gave our position on it. 


A That's what [ thought. [ don't have anything to 
add to what Richard said. 


Q Did you discuss this with the Israelis? 


A We haven't characterized it, as you know. And [ 
just said again today what Secretary Baker did or did not 
discuss with Defense Minister Rabin. 
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Q But do you consider -- does the United States 
Government consider this as a measure of creating some 
confidence-building by cracking up on -- 


a I think that we've stated what we have to say on 
this particular policy. I believe that Richard did it this 
week -- unless I'm confused -- or it was last week, but I will 


be glad to restate it for you. I don't have it with me, but we 
will post it for you immediately after this. 


Q [ would appreciate that very much, but this is am 
issue of human rights that you are concerned about? 


a I just don't have anything to add to what we have 
already stated from the podium. 





Q Middle East: Do you have anything on the four 
Israeli employees at the U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv arrested? 


a Yes, I do. Our embassy yesterday put out a 
statement, which I will post for you, the gist of which is that 
on September 11, four Israeli employees of the U.S. Embassy in 
Tel Aviv were arrested by the Israeli National Police on 
charges of participation in a conspiracy to purchase U.S. 
Non-Immigration Visas. 


The four employees have been placed on suspension 
without pay. The embassy has cooperated and will continue to 
cooperate fully with the INP's investigation of the case, the 
Department's Bureau of Diplomatic Security and the Office of 
the Inspector General have also been assisting the INP in their 
investigation. Since this matter is still under investigation, 
it would be inappropriate for me to comment further on this 
case, and I'll post for you the Ambassador's press release from 
yesterday. 


Q And one more related subject: Anything today on 
the quotas of Soviet Jews? 


A No, I don't, and basically I would refer you on 
the whole subject of refugees to testimony that will be given 
tomorrow. I'm not going to have a lot of details for you today. 


On Soviet emigration policy, for several months the 
Administration has been reviewing policy and procedures for 
handling Soviet emigration. A number of options for procedural 
changes are being considered to improve our ability to cope: 
adequately with the recent surge in Soviet emigrants seeking 
admission to the U.S., but a final decision has not yet been 
made and I'm not prepared to make one today. 


Q Will one be announced tomorrow on the Hill? 
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a Tomorrow on the Hill is the U.S. Coordinator for 
Refugee Affairs. Ambassador Jewel S. LaFontant will present 
the President's proposal. I'm not sure what exactly she is 
going to be announcing and what level of detail she's going to 
get into, but I'm positive it's more than what I'm going to get 
into here today. 


Q So is this today -- 
a She's - 
Q -— her statement? 
-- testifying tomorrow. 
Q Also on Thursday, is she not testifying? 


a I only know that she's testifying tomorrow before 
the House of Representatives Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Immigration, Refugees and [nternational Law. 


The one on Thursday, John, I'm not sure that it's 
resolved who is going to be testifying. 


And there's also, I believe, one on Friday. 


Q Just to clarify that, you said that she would be 
presenting the President's proposal. Will the President's 
proposal include a decision on how to deal with Soviet 
emigration issues or are you suggesting to us that that aspect 
of the refugee policy is something that is still up in the air 
and will likely remain up in the air even after she testifies 
tomorrow? 


a Because some of these things are under 
discussion, I am not able to tell you emphatically and 
positively what exactly she will or will not be testifying on. 
Some things are still be discussed, in fairness to the 
Administration, and so I just -- today, standing here, I cannot 
tell you she will absolutely say the following. 





Q Do you have any reaction to the increased and 
renewed flow of refugees from East Germany through Hungary and 
Poland? 





i) We don't have anything new to add, Don, to what 
Richard's statement said yesterday on the increased numbers 
overnight. I'll be glad to give you back the statement, but 
there's nothing new we have to add to that of what we said 
yesterday. 


Q Do you have anything on what the Secretary is 
going to be doing on the Hill this afterivoon? 
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s He's up on the Hill on consultations, and [ can't 
remember -- did we post this? 


y No. 
MS. HOGGARD: No. 
a I'm not positive that [I can -- 


Q It's Nicaragua, but I thought you might be able 
to flesh it out. 


Q On campaign funds and a few things. 
is) What I'd rather do, because these are small 
meetings, that's my understanding. Let me -- can I just, 


please, check this? 
Q Sure. 


a OLK. I know what he‘s up there for. I know it's 
a small meeting. But I don't know what, if anything, they want 
to say about it. I don't know. And my understanding is 


they're really small meetings. But, yes -- 
Q The leadership. 
mo -- sure, he's going to the Hill. 
Q Margaret? 


a As of last night, I belivve it was more than the 
leadership -- unless something's changed this morning. 
Last night it was the leadership. 


Q And the rest of this? 


a Yes. So let me go find out where we are with 
Janet. 


Q Margaret -- 
a Hey, John. 


Q -~— does the Administration share Mr. Yeltsin's 
view that Gorbachev has perhaps six months to a year to make 
some effective changes in the Soviet Union? 


A Without commenting on Mr. Yeltsin's view, you 
know that the Administration's view is -- and the President and 
the Secretary of State have said it a number of times -- and, 
in fact, in the entire transcripts of Mr. Shevardnadze's 
transcript that we were referring to earlier, he points out how 
much he appreciates the President's and the Secretary of State's 


support of perestroika. 
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Answering your question on Secretary Gorbachev, they 
have said any number of times that our policy is that we 
certainly hope that he succeeds but that that is not going to 
be based cn what we necessarily do here but on what they do 
there in their land. 


Q But that doesn't -- 


a I have no comment on Mr. Yeltsin's 
characterization of six months to 12 months. 


Q [ have a -- 
a That's his own. 


Q I asked you this question last week and I will 
repeat this. Based on your humanitarian concerns, had the 
United States Government requested or obtained any access to 
the Palestinian-U.S. permanent resident who was held in an 
Israeli jail with the rest -— the two other guys? One of them 
was killed. 





a My understanding is -- and we did have this for 
you last week -- is that our policy is that our consular 
officers always go see people who are American citizens. We do 
not normally see people -- as [I believe you described, this 
young man had a green card? -- 


Q Yes. 


A -- but that we would certainly do everything we 
could to see if we could help. But our policy does have a 
differentiation, and I'll be more than glad to go back and post 
it for you. But that was the answer [ got: that this 
particular case, I believe, if I'm remembering correctly -- 
they said that they would certainly try to look into it. 


Q Thank you. 





Q Has there been some sort of tentative agreement 
between the United States and the Soviet Union on chemical 
weapons concerning verification and inspections, and are there 
any plans put to, Secretary Baker and Shevardnadze to sign some 
agreement in Wyoming? 


A I can't speak to what the Secretary and | 
Shevardnadze might or might not be signing in Wyoming, on the 
second part of your question. And will you ask me the first 
part again? 


Q It was whether there had been some, at least 
tentative, agreement between the two countries on verification 
and inspection provisions for a chemical weapons agreement. 
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+ The only thing I have for you today on CW is that 
the elimination of chemical weapons remains one of President 
Bush's highest priorities. The U.S. and the Soviet Union have 
had, aS you know, 12 rounds of expert-level technical talks. 
These talks are designed to assist progress towards a treaty to 


ban chemical weapons. 


As of August 1, 1989, we and the Soviets had agreed on 
procedures and modalities for conducting short-notice challenge 
inspections work -- continues on other other joint papers, 
including the order in which we will destroy CW stocks. 


In this context, we have alsc discussed bilateral Cw 
data exchange and verification steps with the Soviets which we 
believe would be confidence-building measures in support of a 
global ban. Some work definitely remains to be done on this. 
but we can't predict when it might be finished -- which goes to 
answering your question about Wyoming. I don't have an answer 
for you on that. 


Q Is that the only verification issue on which work 
remains to be done? You mentioned -- 


A I believe -- 


Q -- three others, where you seemed to have pretty 
much reached a conclusion -- closing. 


a I believe, Barry, and th:s is an area that is -- 
you know, [I'm not extremely well grounied in -- the talks deal 
with an exchange of data on various dinensions of CW 
capabilities and on steps related to verification. These are 
under discussion and I cannot go more deeply into this at this 
time. That's really all that I know about it to be able to 
tell you. 


Q Well, let me try anyhow. 


A O.K. 


Q Whether this is a package or whether these 
elements are separable and can be -- if you don't want to talk 
about Wyoming, can be initialed or put into effect separately. 


a I don't have an answer for you because in my mind 
that falls into my mind. And without prejudicing one way or 
the other what Secretary Baker might or might not have for 
Wyoming, I don't have anything further on CW. If there's 
something specifically that you want me to go ask, I will go 
ask the experts here-- 


Q Yes, but there are other -- O.K., please. 


A 0.K.? 
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Q Are there other outstanding issues that need to 
be resolved too, apart from the data problem? 


i) O.K. I'll be glad to ask that. 


Q Thanks. 

Q Margaret, I have a few questions on New Zealand 
Barry, if you want to leave, you can. (Laughter. ) 

a I don't have any answers. 

Q You don't? Could you look into then: Foreign 


Minister Marshall has basically said that the U.S. treats Iran, 
Libya, China, North Korea better than New Zealand. 


Also, and specifically, will any U.S. official meet 
with Prime Minister Palmer when he goes to New York for the 
U.N.? 


A. We expected that you might be asking that Mr. 
Marshall had suggested that we meet with someone when we were 
in the United Nations. And had you asked me that way, I didn't 
have a comment for you on Mr. Marshall's suggestion. 


On the other part of it, we did not see that part, so 
I don't have a comment on that. 


Q If I give it -- 


Q That means that Iran is on a prohibition list, so 
to speak, that the Secretary would not meet with in New York -- 
Panama, Nicaragua? Is there a blacklist, do you think? 


a I know that we don't have relations with Panama, 
so I can answer that one. 


Q All right. 

a I don't know of a specific list. I'll be glad to 
ask (for) you. We don't nave direct talks, as you know, with 
Iran. I would have to go back and dig it all up for you, but I 
mean there are obvious people that we do not meet with. 


Q If I ask a few questions, could you try to get an 
answer today? Would that be possible? 


is) Sure. I can try. . 


Q Well, will Mr. Palmer be able to see anyone? 


The second one is: The Foreign Minister claims he 
can't come to Washington and he can't make contact with any 
senior officials in Washington. Is there any change in that? 
— tn can he go? Can he go beyond the Assistant Secretary 
eve 
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a O.K. I'll be glad to take it. 


Q O.K. And -- 
That's it? 
Q Yes. 
ry Yes, Ralph. 
Q Getting back to Bud's question for a minute on -- 
A Yeltsin? 


-- Yeltsin, he said earlier that Secretary Baker 
would undoubtedly offer some of his views to Yeltsin. 


a No. I said he might have some questions -- that 
Secretary Baker, in response to what -- after all, the way I 
envisioned that this meeting would go, since Mr. Yeltsin 
requested to come see Secretary Baker. Our instincts are that 
he will be giving us his perceptions and thoughts on what's 
going on in the Soviet Union. 


In response to whatever he may be telling the 
Secretary, I had meant -- and if I was not clear, I apologize 
-- that the Secretary then might solicit questions from him to 
Mr. Yeltsin. 


Q What I was going to ask was whether the 
Secretary, you think, would make the point to Yeltsin that the 


U.S. wants Gorbachev's perestroika to succeed. Would the U.S. 
make that statement to a man like Yeltsin who has criticized 
Gorbachev's procedures on it? 

a The Secretary is not going to the meeting with 
any prepared talking points, prepared agenda. But if he was 


asked, he would certainly restate what he believes. And what 
is the Administration's policy is that, yes, we do want 


perestroika to succeed. 


Q Does the Secretary have a feeling or a position 
on the pace of this reform? Nobody questions that the United 


States wants Perestroika to succeed. The question is: Is it 
moving fast enoug 

Yeltsin thinks not -- 

a That's right. 


Q -- and Mr. Baker has some experience in the 
Treasury Department -- 


a Yes. 
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Q -- and other places. Is he anxious about the 
pace? Would he like it picked up? Does he think it's 
comfortably -- 


s To tell you the truth, I've never heard him 
express himself on that subject. And, again, if you asked him, 
he would probably tell you that that is something that would be 
better answered by them and that their system is the system 
that has got to change or adjust or determine it's own pace on 
it. 


Q Well, he probably put a modifier in front of that 
because the United States is trying to do something about the 
pace in Hungary and the pace in Poland. A lot of people think 
not a lot but that there's a minimum package, at least, that 
the President has put forward. So the U.S. has an interest in 
the pace of reform and there's a bi» debate whether Gorbachev 
is moving fast enough. He's about .o seek the No. 1 proponent 
of a faster-paced economy, and I ust wonder if the Secretary 
of State will express or has ar opinion as to how fast the 
Soviets are moving. 


“ I haven't * ard him express an opinion on the 
pace of how the Soviets sre moving. I have heard him express 
his opinion of the direction in which they are moving -- 


Q Yes. 


a But the pace -- it's never come up that I've been 
around that I've ever heard him either ask the question or 
heard him discuss it, so I don't have an answer for you. 


Yes, John? 


Q Presumably, Mr. Yeltsin is going to come here and 
say to the Secretary of State what he's been saying all over 
television for the last couple of days, which is that Gorbachev 
is in deep trouble -- that he's only got six months to a year 
to make all this work or he's going to fail and perhaps be 
replaced by something much worse. Doesn't the United States 
find that troubling? Are we just going to sit back and blandly 
reiterate our policy that we would like to see perestroika 
succeed? How do we react to that? 


a The Soviet Union is a big country. This is one 
individual's opinion that you characterized for me that he said 
last night. I have stated what our Administration policy is. 
the policy has not changed. I doubt the policy would change 
based on a meeting with one person. 


I've also pointed out this is not the first person, 
other than Shevardnadze or Gorbachev, that Secretary Baker has 
met with, nor will it be the last. And I'm sure they're all 
going to have very different degrees of reveal different parts 
of perestroika or address different parts of our regional talks 
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Q If I may -- 

Sure. 
. -— be argumentative -- 
= O.K. 
Q -~ he is not factory worker from Kiev. You -- 
o I didn't say he was. 
Q -- yourself characterized him as a senior 


official of the Soviet administration. 


a Yes. 
Q Doesn't that carry some weight? 
a Of course it does. [ haven't tried to insinuate 


that it doesn't. 


Q Margaret, where is that statement -- the 
Shevardnadze thing? [Is that in the Press Office? The poll 
shows -- 


a It's upstairs in my desk, so I'll have to get it 
for you. It's a transcript of some wire. [ don't know. I'll 
get it for you though. 


Q When Yeltsin says, as he has said publicly -- 
when he says to Secretary Baker that the United States could 
help -- 


i Yes. 


Q -- and he might, presumably, offer some of his 
ideas about how the United could help if it wants to see 
perestroisa succeed, what does the Secretary answer? Is that 

en he says, “Oon't ask us. It has to do with what you do, 
not with what we do?" or does he have another answer for that? 


a He would certainly, as he does to any number of 
people he meets with, listen if he is coming with specific 
ideas, proposals. We don't know; I don't know. 


Of course, he would listen to those. There will be 
some senior people and who are advisers to Secretary Baker who 
are there. If the Secretary -- this is all hypothetical and 
speculative -- should he want to follow up, he will certainly 
direct someone to go look into that -- or that's an interesting 
idea. 


Q Well, do you know if he might have a news 
conference? 
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oa who? 
Q The Secretary of State. I mean here in 
Washington. (Laughter. ) 
A I don't know. 
Q Well, I mean I know we get to see him now and 


then on a trip, but [ can't remember what he looks like. 


4 He doesn't have one planned and there's not one 
that [ ca announce today. 


Q Well, with all due respect, if every time he 
meets with a foreign leader one-on-one, that excludes any 
substantive comment -- 


A Yes. 
Q =- we'd be in a heck of a bind, because -- 
A Yes. 


Q -- people come through here regularly to see the 
Secretary of State -- 


A Yes. 

Q -- one-on-one. Reagan saw Gorbachev one-on-one 
and -~ 

A Yes. 


Q -- you had to have some notion of what they 
talked about. So I[ mean it would be nice if we could maybe 
before Wyoming get some direct remarks from him on Shevardnadze 
and on, you know, Yeltsin and the Middle East and some other 
issues -- if it's possible, because -- 


A O.K. 
Q Barry, he just has them at the White House. 


Q Oh, [ see. O.K. Maybe I ought to go there. 
(Laughter. ) 


Anyhow, thank you. I'm going to lunch. 


A O.K. 


(The press briefing concluded at 1:28 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
SEPTEMBER 12 PRESS BRIEFING 


PANAMA: ECONOMIC MEASURES 





Q. What other countries are taking measures of an economic 


Mature against the Noriega regime? 


A WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY IS 
CONTEMPLATING REDUCING DEVELOPMENTAL ASSISTANCE TO PANAMA. ALSO 
BECAUSE OF THE INSTABILITY ENGENDERED BY THE NORIEGA 
DICTATORSHIP, PRIVATE INVESTORS FROM DEVELOPED NATIONS ARE 
WITHHOLDING OR WITHDRAWING CAPITAL. JAPANESE INVESTMENT IN 


PANAMA HAS DROPPED FROM $2.7 BILLION to $1.9 BILLION DOLLARS 


FROM 1988 TO 1989. 
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SECRETARY BAKER'S MEETING WITH BORIS YELTSIN 





-- SECRETARY BAKFR AND MR. YELTSIN MET FOR 40 MINUTES IN 


THE SECRETARY'S OFFICE. THE SECRETARY BEGAN THE 





MEETING BY TELLING MR. YELTSIN THAT HE WAS INTERESTED 
IN HEARING MR. YELTSIN’'S OBSERVATIONS ON DEVELOPMENTS 
IN THE SOVIET UNION. MR. YELTSIN OFFERED HIS VIEWS ON 
THE KINDS OF CHANGES THAT ARE TAKING PLACE IN THE 
SOVIET UNION, HIS ASSESSMENT OF WHERE THE REFORM 
PROCESS STOOD, AND OF WHAT WOULD BE NEEDED FOR THE 


REFORM PROCESS TO MOVE FORWARD AND SUCCEED: 


-- EXAMPLES: o ACCEPTANCE OF EXISTEICE OF PRIVATE 
PROPERTY 
© IMPORTANCE OF‘A MIXED ECONOMY 
© ENTICING EXTERNAL INVESTMENT IN SOVIET 


UNION 


-- MR. YELTSIN MADE IT VERY CLEAR HE WOULD WELCOME UNITED 
STATES SUPPORT FOR PERESTROIKA. HE DOES NOT WANT AND 
IS NOT SEEKING AMERICAN GRANTS. RATHER, HE SEES GREAT 
VIRTUE IN PRIVATE AMERICAN INVESTMENT IN THE SOVIET 
UNION. SECRETARY BAKER RESPONDED BY SAYING THAT IN 
ORDER TO MAKE. THE SOVIET UNION AN ATTRACTIVE PLACE FOR 
AMERICANS TO INVEST, THE SOVIET UNION NEEDS TO ADDRESS 
PRICE REFORM AND CONVERTIBILITY OF THE RUBLE. THE 
SECRETARY AND MR. YELTSIN TOUCHED BRIEFLY ON OTHER 
TOPICS AND THEN THEIR MEETING WAS CUT SHORT DUE TO THE 


FACT THAT MR. YELTSIN HAD A COMMERCIAL AIR FLIGHT AT 
4:00PM. 














" 3017 


Posted: Seot. 13, 1989 





Taken Question 
September 12 Press Briefing 


U.S.-SOVIET BILATERAL CHEMICAL WEAPONS TALKS 


Q. What is the status of issues under discussion in the 
U.S.-Soviet bilateral chemical weapons talks? 


A. -- THE PURPOSE OF THE U.S.-SOVIET BILATERAL CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
TALKS IS TO FACILITATE PROGRESS IN THE MULTILATERAL CONFERENCE ON 
DISARMAMENT (CD) IN GENEVA, WHERE NEGOTIATIONS ARE ON-GOING ON A 
COMPREHENSIVE, TRULY GLOBAL ," AND VERIFIABLE CHEMICAL WEAPONS BAN. 
THE BILATERALS ARE NOT AIMED AT ACHIEVING A SEPARATE U.S.-SOVIET 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS TREATY. THEY ARE TECHNICAL DISCUSSIONS TO ASSIST 
PROGRESS IN THE CD. 


4 = 
-- IN THAT CONTEXT OF FACILITATING PROGRESS IN THE CD, THE 





U.S. AND SOVIET UNION HAVE HELD TWELVE ROUNDS OF BILATERAL 





MEETINGS ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS SINCE 1985. IN THESE DISCUSSIONS 
BOTH SIDES HAVE PREPARED JOINT PAPERS ON A NUMBER OF ISSUES 
INVOLVED IN A CHEMICAL WEAPONS TREATY. THESE PAPERS ARE INTENDED 
TO CONTRIBUTE TO THE CD DISCUSSIONS, WITH A VIEW TOWARD 
FACILITATING PROGRESS IN THE MULTILATERAL CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
TREATY. 





-- AMONG THE TOPICS ON WHICH AGREED PAPERS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED 
IN THE BILATERAL TALKS ARE PROCEDURES FOR CONDUCTING SHORT-NOTICE 
CHALLENGE INSPECTIONS, AND THE ORDER OF DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL 
WEAPON STOCKPILES. THESE PAPERS WILL BE REFERRED TO THE CD FOR 
ITS CONSIDERATION. OTHER ISSUES MAY ALSO BE DISCUSSED AS NEEDED 
TO FACILITATE FUTURE PROGRESS IN THE CD. 





-- ADDITIONALLY, ON A STRICTLY BILATERAL BASIS, NOT FOR 


¢ 


REFERRAL TO THE CD, THE U.S. AND SOVIET UNION ARE DISCUSSING A 


BILATERAL EXCHANGE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS DATA, ALONG WITH METHODS OF 


VERIFYING THAT DATA EXCHANGE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at the September 12 Daily Press Briefing 


NEW ZEALAND: HIGH-LEVEL MEETINGS 





x 
Q: What U.S. Government officials can Prime Minister Palmer 
see while attending the United Nations General Assembly in 
New York? 
A: WE HAVE NO COMMENT ON THE REPORTED STATEMENTS OF FOREIGN 
MINISTER MARSHALL AND PRIME MINISTER PALMER ABOUT POSSIBLE 


MEETINGS WITH¢U.S. OFFICIALS. . 





Q: What is U.S. policy governing contacts with high-ranking 
New Zealand government officials? 


A: NEW ZEALAND NO LONGER ENJOYS THE SAME ACCESS TO HIGH-LEVEL 
MILITARY AND FOREIGN POLICY OFFICIALS IN THE U.S. 
GOVERNMENT THAT IT HAD BEFORE ITS ACTIONS RESULTED IN A 





LOSS OF ITS STATUS AS A U.S. ALLY. BUT DESPITE OUR 
WELL-KNOWN DISAGREEMENTS, THE UNITED STATES AND NEW ZEALAND 
HAVE PURSUED IN RECENT YEARS PRODUCTIVE DIALOGUE ON ISSUES 


OF COMMON CONCERN. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DACTLY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #163 


WEONESDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 1989, 12:45 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. FUFWEILER: [C€ don't have any statements. [E'1l be 
happy to take any of your questions 


Q [s it true that you have shifted your policy on 
not having high-level cuntacts with the Sandinista government 
in Nicaragua? 


A First of all, I'd like to point out to you that 
we have not had a policy or rule on the level of particular 
individuals who might encounter Nicaraguan officials. So I'd 
like to make that point first. 


As many of you know, about five years ago we tried 
dealing directly with Nicaragua on the issues. Those talks 
didn't produce anything because the Sa linistas would not deal 
seriously and directly with the legiti sate grievances of the 
opposition. That continues to be the «y issue today: 
Sandinista willingness to negotiate di: -ctly and seriously with 


the opposition. ‘ 


Therefore, it remains inappropriate for us to begin 
these kinds of direct talks. ['m sure that you're asking me 
about Assistant Secretary Mullins' participaticn in a CODEL, a 
Congressional meeting that was held in Nicaragua. Yes, she 
attended the git f She accompanied the delegation to 
Nicaragua and she attended all the meetings which the 
delegation had while in + hho tows 


You should know that they met with leaders of the 
United Nicaraguan Opposition and with the Government of 
Nicaragua officials, including President Ortega. 


| Q Did she have any substantive discussions an 
U.S.-Nicaraguan policy with senior - 


A Outside of the CODEL meeting? 
Q Well, ['ll ask outside of the CODEL meeting First’ 


a She had no separate meetings outside of those 
meetings that she attended with the Congressmen. 
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Q In the meetings with the Congressmen, did she 
engage in discussion on substantive issues with senior 
Nicaraguan officials, or was the discussion led by members of 
the Congressional delegation? 


A fhe discussions were led by members of Lhe 
Congressional delegation, but I don't want to mislead you. 
Janet certainly participated in the conversations, in this 
particular meeting with President Ortega and with all the other 
meetings. She reaffirmed our view that the electoral process 
should be monitored by observers of many countries, including 
the United States. 





Q What was the rationale for having such a 
high-level official in these meetings? And were you trying to 
send some sort of a message to -- 


A No, we weren't. [t is not unusual, on 
Congressional delegations, that high-level officials from the 
State Department accompany them. On this particular trip, 
Janet was the one who accompanied them. 


The meeting with President Ortega was not scheduled 
until they were there on the ground, a: d so it was not 
something she had known in advance tha they would be doing 
while they were there. 


Q Did she get prior permis .ion from her superiors 
here before attending that meeting? 


Aa I'm sure she checked with Bernie Aronson. I did 
not think to ask her that question. But, again, it is not a 
policy that was being broken. It was not a rule that was being 
broken. As I've stated -- as you all know, because many of you 
were here --~ Secretary Shultz met with Ortega, I believe it was 
in 1984; and we don't have a policy on an Assistant Secretary 
level or any level -- meeting with Nicaraguan officials. 


Q As a@ practical matter, though, there have not 
been any meetings at that level or higher. 


A I'- understand. And let's also be sure we keep the 
focus on: this was a Congressional meeting. She was an 
attendee, a participant. [t was not her meeting. 


Q Let's ask the question in a slightly different 
way. Is it Secretary Baker's policy now to continue to have 
further meetings at the Assistant Secretary level as a result 
of this conta:t, for example? 

A No. 


there plans to pursue this and have 
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a No. Our policy has not changed. And [ tried to 
restate what our policy is, why we think it is non-productive 
to have these types of -- this was not a State Department 
meeting and not a Janet Mullins meeting -- because we want them 

- and we think it remains inappropriate for us to begin these 
kinds of direct talks, which I stated earlier. 


Our position has always been that issues relating to 
internal Nicaraguan affairs and its relationships to its 
neighbors are the heart of the crisis and must be resolved by 
direct talks among the parties concerned; not through 
negotiations with the United States. 


Q Forgive me for asking again -- 


A [t's okay. 


Q -- maybe ina slightly different way. You say 
it's not -- that there's no decision to have Further meetings - - 
4 That's correct. 


-- because it doesn't change the policy. The 
policy you then explained was that the U.S. thinks negotiations 
with the opposition -- not with the United States -- are the 
way the Sandinistas ought to go. 


If it didn't change the policy, why did it happen? 
And if it did change the policy, then wony not go ahead and have 
more meetings? ; 


A There is not a policy on a certain level of 
United States employees meeting with President Ortega. So 
there is no policy on that. 


I've stated what we believe is how we operate in 
Nicaragua. You know we have a Charge d'Affaires. You know 


that he meets with various levels of their officials there in 
that country. 


Janet Mullins is the Assistant Secretary here for 
Congressional Relations and participated in a CODEL that went 
Nicaragua. When they arrived there, at some point -- I don't 
know exactly when --:the Congressmen were told they had a 
scheduled meeting with President Ortega. As I stated, Janet. 
was on this trip. She attended not only that meeting, but also 
attended the meetings with the opposition leaders and any other 
meetings that the Congressmen were having. 


Q And you said that she did more than attend them. 
You said that during the course of the meeting with Ortega, she 
reiterated the U.S. policy view, which was that the Sandinistas 
ought to be talking with all of the parties? 
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Aa No. I said specifically when asked, "Did Janet 
participate in any of the meetings?" yes, [I'm sure she did 
participate in the meetings. Specifically, in the meeting with 
Ortega, she reaffirmed our view that the electoral process 
should be monitored by observers of many countries, including 
the United States. 


Q Margaret, are you concerned at all about Moscow's 
response to Hungary's action, vis a-vis the refugees From Fast 
Germany, given the fact that this government has had lengthy 
conversations with Moscow about human rights and Free 
immigration? This government has made the puint that there 
should be a free flow among countries. 


Would you have expected Moscow to be more enthusiastic 
about Hungary's decision? 


a I think it would be best for Moscow to 
characterize their reaction. If they've done something new 
this morning, Carol, I'm unaware of it. 


No, it's not something new. Yesterday, they just 
sort of said that they found Hungary's action unusual. I just 
was just wondering whether the United States would have 
preferred to have the Soviet Union embrace -- more fully 
embrace -- what Hungary did? 


2) Without specifically addressing the Soviet Union, 
you know what our country's strongly-held views are on people 
having the freedom of travel, freedom of choice, where you want 
to ~ eg etc., etc. As we all know, they have a different view 
on that. 


Aas far as for me to characterize what their reaction 
was, our two systems have different views of this. 


Q Aa related matter? 
Aa Yes. 


Q Yesterday, you commented -- or the day before -- 


maybe you commented on the Hungarian decision and warmly 


received it, and so on. 
A Right. 


Q Is it the U.S. view that Hungary should leave the 
border open for this kind of transit? 


a I know that the United States, when the Hungarian 
Government started taking down the border, was very, very - 
welcomed it, applauded it. The President, as you know, and the 
Secretary of State, when we were there in Hungary, received as 
their gifts a piece of wire, of the barbed wire. As a matter 
of fact, thé Secretary’ of State -- it's the one official gift 
that I know of that he's gotten that he has in his office. 
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So far as should they keep them open, our obvivus 
answer would have to be, of course, the United “tates would 
want them to stay open. 


Q Well, I meant not just in terms of the barbed 
wire. In terms of the free ability to transit Would - 


ie) Again, I would have to go back to our general 
policy of our Government that is we believe people should hive 
the freedom of movement. 


Q Could you, Margaret - 

a John? 

Q Could | ask you on another ..oject, please? Can 
you tell me what Deputy Foreign Mini- Netanyahu has been 


doing here for the last couple of days in meetings with Mr. 
Kimmitt and today's meeting with Secretary Eagleburger? 


a No, I cannot, other than in @ general statement 
to say that he is obviously discussing the Middle East. 


Q Follow-up on the - 
Does that help? 
Follow-up on the same qu: .tion - 


We'll have to go with that. 


> © 6 °°? 


Lead with it. 


Q A follow-up: The meeting between the Secretary 
and the representatives of the American Jewish Congress. 


a Right. 

Q Has it any link to Mr. Netanyahu's meetings here? 
a No, it does not. Those gentlemen -- 

Q What's the subject of that meeting? 

A These gentlemen are meeting -- { believe it's at 


4:00 p.m. this afternoon - with Secretary Baker. They 
requested the meeting. They have just returned from a trip 
they have taken. I believe it wes to Israel and Egypt. And 
they just wanted to give him a readout on their meeting. 


Q A follow-up on the Netanyahu talks? 
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Q Has he - 





4 I have a lot on it (Laughter. ) 

Q Has he asked the United States specifically not 
to grant a visa to Arafat? 

A [ have no idea. 

Q Have you gotten an application from Arafat? 

A No, we have not. 


Q What's the decision to date on whether to grant. 
him one here? 


a That's a hypothetical. 
Q The decision is a hypothetical? 


a It's a hypothetical question of “What if, should 
he apply?" that we are not or do not plan to answer. 


Q Well, since there has been a change in U.S. 
policy as far as dealing with the PLO ‘s concerned - 


a Yes. 


Q - could we assume that tere might be a change 
in U.S. policy in providing a visa to its representative? 


a I can't help you out on this, other than to say 
he has not applied for a visa -- and on the hypothetical, 
should he decide to or choose to, what the United States' 
position would be. 


Is the United States trying to convince Mr. 
Arafat not to apply altogether? 


a I have told you that he has not applied for a 
visa. We do not have any comments to make concerning should he 
make one, and I'm unaware of any pressure the United States is 
bringing to bear on Mr. Arafat. 


Q Margaret, has Deputy Secretary Eagleburger 
written to the Colombians on the coffee issue? 


a Has Larry? 
Q Yes. 
a I don't know whether Larry has or not, but 


Marlin, [ believe, answered today in response to this question 
‘ » . that the President has not yet responded to President Barco's 
126) Apteer ty ee 
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q Because there's a report that they have a letter 
from Eagleburger saying that the U.S. is willing to, you know, 
accede to their request on the coffee issue if certain 
conditions are met. 


4q I'm unaware of the letter. I'll check into it 
and ask. 

Q Margaret, a senior PLO official is quoted today 
as saying that the United States has dropped its opposition io 
Palestinian exiles participating in negotiations with Israel on 
the election proposal. [s this true? 


a I don't have a comment on it and I can't answer 
For you if it's true or not true. [ just don't have a 
comment. 


Q Is that: You do not have a comment because you 
don't want to respond to that, or do you - 


Ms I don't have a comment because I don't want to 
respond, and [I'd rather go check and find out for you. 


Q Okay. 

Q Margaret, has there been 

Q Can you take that quick qwestion? 
a Yes. 

Q Because - 


a I'll see. I will say I will take it. I do not 
know whether they will want to answer it. 


Q Yes. The question is: Ooes the U.S. think that 
Palestinians who are not resident in the occupied territories 
should be - 


A I understand the question. 
~— permitted to take part in negotiations with 
Israel? 
.«@ I'm just not sure how them Department would want 

it answered - 

Q Okay. 

a - or if they're going to answer it. 

Q Has there been progress recently in the talks on 


chemical weapons? What is the status of those talks now? 
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a Other than the statement that I had for you 
yesterday, I don't have anything to add to that. 


Q Margaret, did the State Department play any role 
in the cancellation of the visit by Cardinal Glemp of Poland? 


a Not that I'm aware of, no. 
Q Do you have any comment on the cancellation of 
the visit? 


a No, [I don't. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the agreement 
that's due to be signed with Nigeria today on drug trafficking? 


a No. I didn't know there was an agreement being 
signed today, so ['ll -- 


Q There is. 


a -- take your question and see if somebody has 
something. 


Q Margaret - 
a Yes. 
Q - India apparently has ‘iecided to pull out its 
peacekeeping forces out of Sri Lanka by the end of the year. 


Does the U.S. have a position or comment on this? And also on 
the unraveling violence in Sri Lanka -- it seems to have become 


the order of the day? 


a I don't have a comment for you today. I'll be 
glad to take your question and post something for you. 


Q Questions back on Europe -- 


a Sure. 

Q -- again for a minute? 

a Where? 

y On Europe -- on East Germany, and the Hungary 


situation and so on. 
a Yes. 


First of all, an item in the news. Is the U.S 
aware of an occupation of the West German embassy in Poland by 
50 East German citizens who are essentially protesting and 
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calling for East Germany to let people go? Do you have any 
comment on that sort of activity? 


A I don't know specifically about that. 


Q Okay. 

A I'll be glad to ask for you. 

Q And do you have any more general comment on the 
U.S. view toward the way East Germany is behaving -- not just 
in this situation, but in general - recently with regard to 
the reforms in the Soviet Union, with regard to emigration 
issues generally - a policy toward East Germany -- 

a Yes. 


-- in light of its currency in the news because 
of Lhe emigration issue? 





a) I don't really have something specific for you. 

Q As a Follow-up to the Shevardnadze interview 
which criticized the United States --- 

A Correct. 

Q -- on the pace of nuclear talks, a major U.S. 


paper today came out and also criticized the Bush 
Administration for dragging its feet on START. And I was 
wondering, in the run-up to the Wyoming meeting, is there any 
hope, or plans or expectations, on the part of the Secretary 
that you may be able to make some movement on START at those 
talks? 


A One, as you know yesterday, and as we stated, we 
did not agree with the characterization -- 


Q Right. 


A -- $0 I don't agree today with the 
characterization in the newspaper. 


As far as just broadly, generically -- broad-brush 
speaking -- as I stated yesterday, the Secretary plans to 
engage and be fully engaged on awhole range of issues: the 
five working groups, and in all of the different components of 
arms control --- taken, if you will, as a basket. 


But [I can't do something specifically for you and 
pin-point in the area of START nor can [ on chemical weapons -- 
or, really, in any of the areas this close and prior to the 
Ministerial -- but to definitely say and to reaffirm for you 


“IE AL, Ange fie) mself, will certainly be engayed in the arms control 
: in abif the areas underneath thie heading “Arms Control" 
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Q Margaret, there are press reports From the Middle 
East that General Aoun of Lebanon is showing a kind of 
willingness to relinquish his post within a framework of 
political settlement for the Lebanese problem. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


4 I don't have a comment on that and I haven't sven 
that report. 


Q Margaret, the U.S. Ambassador to South Africa 
apparently held a meeting today with a number of anti-apartheid 
activists, including Bishop Desmond Tutu. Do you have any kind 
of a readout on that meeting at all? 

A You know something I don't know. I know that he 


had a ceremonial meeting yesterday to present his credentials 
to Mr. de Klerk. I'm unaware of him meeting today with Bishop 


Tutu. 


Q Was there any substantive discussion in the 
meeting with de Klork or was it essentially -- 


A Yesterday? 
Yes. 
It was really a ceremoni. i -- 


Ceremony. 


> & > 


-- meeting to present his credentials. And, of 
course, we would hope and assume that he will have substantive 
meetings with him. 


Q Margaret, have you addressed emigration policy in 
the last couple of days? 


A Many times. 

Q we'll go to the record. 

Do you have anything new today? 

A Nothing. I don't have anything new today. As 
you know, Ambassador Jewel Lafontant began her testimony this 


morning on behalf of the President and the Administration - [ 
believe at 10:00 a.m. up on the Hill. 
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I can tell you that on Friday Deputy Secretary Larry 
Eagleburger will be testifying on the Hill. [I don't have the 
details of the room and where, but we'll post them for you. 


And there is a testimony scheduled for tomorrow on the 
Hill, and ['m unsure who in the Administration will be 
representing us there. 


Q Is Eagleburger on immigration? 
A Yes. 
Q Margaret, what's the basis for two senior 


Administration officials testifying on Burma today? Has there 
been any sort of new interest generated or any basis for that? 


A € have a general statement For you on Burma. [ 
don't know why two people are up testifying on it, but we do 
have some new information that [ will share with you. 


Although unconfirmed accounts of torture of political 
prisoners have been widely circulated for weeks, we now have 
credible, first-hand reports that instances of torture, | 
beatings and mistreatment are commonplace and that deaths have 


resulted. 


These reports relayed account. of cigarette burns, 
beatings and of the use of electrical socks. In some cases, 
prisoners are crowded into small cells in knee-deep water. 
Others are forces to stand in water for long periods of time 
during an interrogation. 





Beginning July 20th, much of the leadership of the two 
most popular opposition parties -- the National League for 
Democracy and the Democratic Party for a New Society -- have 


been arrested. This wave of arrest of opposition political 
party members continues. 


Q Is the State Department going to support the 
Congressional resolution circulating? 


A I'm unaware of a Congressional resolution 
circulating, but as you know, the State Department has spoken 
out many times to call attention to the human-rights violations 
in Burma and to urge the Saw Maung governinent to follow through 
on its commitment to hold free and fair elections next May. 


With regard to the current crackdown, we have issued «a 
public statement and also approached the Burmese government. 
directly to express our concern. 


And I would assume that the tuo gentlemen you 
mentioned, who are up on the Hill, are up testifying on this 
and that we now can confirm these specifics. 
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Q - Do you have anything on the aid program -- when 
it was suspended and that sort of thing? Do you have that 
information there? | 


i) No, but I'll get it for you. 


Q Did you share the view that the diplomatic 
efforts by the U.S. in the Middle East is shifting now to the 
Egyptian 10-point plan - 


A Those are your words, not mine. 
Q - away From - 
A And concerning the 10 points and the Egyptian 


plan, [I have nothing further than what [ said yesterday. 


Q Anything on the planned day of the Nicaraguan 
Resistance? I[t seems to have gotten a cool reception up on 
Capitol Hill, and I'm wondering if the State Department is 


reconsidering. 


A What I'm prepared to talk to you about today is 
Secretary Baker's meeting on the Hill. And that will answer 
part of Pe question, but it's a more elaborate answer and it 
will tell you what he found yesterday onm the Hill -- if that's 


okay with you. 


As part of the Bipartisan Acc: “d, the Secretary in his 
two meetings yesterday said that we would consult with the 
Congress on an ongoing basis about the pursuit of our common 
objectives in Central America -- and particularly in the 
Nicaraguan election process. 


In the course of the past months, we have had a 
variety of consultations at a number of levels. Given the fact 
that the Nicaraguan election process is now moving into an 
important and active stage, the Secretary considered it 
important to speak personally with both Democrats and 
Republicans in both Houses yesterday. These meetings were 
organized by the Republican and Democratic leadership and 
included a number of interested members from the leadership and 
numerous committees. It drew on the core group that helped put 
together the Bipartisan Accord. 


The discussions covered both Nicaragua and £1 
Galvador, although the principal focus was elections in 
Nicaragua and what the United States Government can do to help 
ensure free and fair elections. This includes, in particular, 
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how we can provide financial assistance to ensure a fair and 
free election process and the need for active Congressional 
monitoring between and the elections next February. 

The Secretary made five points: 


-- One, the continuation of humanitarian assistance 


beyond November 30, as was presumed by the Bipartisan Accord 


-- Two, Financial assistance for the election process 
with its many components, including the National Endowment for 
Democracy and the 0.A.S./U.N. effort. 


--~ Three, the President, in consultation with the 
deaderetiid. wished to appoint a bipartisan Congressional 
monitoring group. 


-- Four, in addition to this group, the Secretary 
urged all members of Congress to visit Nicaragua “to flood the 
nation with observers between now and election day." 


-- Five, finally he sought a reaffirmation of the 
United States' message we want to send to the Soviet Union 
about the importance that both the Congress and the Executive 
place on Soviet behavior in Central America. 


Q How did you word that la... point, again? ['m 
sorry. "He sought" -- ? 


A The last one? 


"He sought a reaffirmation of the United States' 
message we want to send to the Soviet Union" -- in other words, 
a united message. 


Has the Administration made a decision then to go 


ahead and use the National Endowment for Democracy? 


a No. The decision has not been made. 


Q Does he have additional consultation planned on 
the Hill? 


A He doesn't have another scheduled meeting right 
now, but I'm sure that there will be additional meetings 
scheduled. 


Q Forgive me; this may seem like an ignorant 
question, but why does he want to flood them with observers 
between now and November, as opposed to just going down -- 


Aa Because when I tried to make that point when I[ 
was mentioning, when you had asked me specifically what Ms. 
Mullins had raised with President Ortega -- is that he has not 


| gaid that he will allow Congressional id: legations to come down 
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there. We very much think that it is important -- as it was in 
Panama, as it is in any number of places where we send them - 
and we very much want a number of Congressional delegations 
going down there to ensure that these are free and fair 


elections. 

Q So essentially he's asking -- 

Q Margaret, did you make a mistake when you said 
November? Do you mean February? 

A {'m sorry, if { made a mistake. [t is between 
now and the election --- sorry. 

Q Between now and February essentially. 

A Sorry. 


Q Okay. That's what I was trying to get at. 
A ['m sorry, Ralph. 

So, essentially, what the Secretary seems to want 
to do, if the Nicaraguan government will not agree to formal 
observer delegations, is to send membe: . of Congress down there 
on the assumption -- 

A Frequently. 


Q ~~ on the assumption that the Nicaraguan 
government would not turn them away, and that they would be -- 


A On the assumption. 


Q -- and they would be a de facto observer group, 
if not an acknowledged one. 





A To be down there to observe and to go frequently 
~- and often. 

Q Margaret, can you be more elaborate on the points 
indicating to financial assistance ~ free elections? How? 

A I cannot give you the details, in response to 


your question, of any decisions that have been made. ['m not 
leading you to believe that the decisions have -- this was just 
a discussion. 


Q On the same region, any comment on the rebel 
proposal -- the cease-fire proposal in +1 Salvador? 
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A Those talks begin today in Mexico. And as [ 
think we stated earlier this week, we are very supportive of 
them. And all [ really have, to add to what we've said 
earlier, is that they begin today and we hope that they are 
successful. 


Q Okay. 
Q Margaret =- 


Q I got another one if nubody else does. On the 


question of financial assistance vis-a-vis the election 
process, you have not ruled out financial assistance to the 
opposition candidate or the opposition party? 


Aa He was there to discuss financial assistance to 
assure that this would be a Free and fair election. 


| Q I was trying to define it a little more and you 
were unable to do so. 


A What type of assistance --- 


Q In other words - 


A -~- is what you're tryin to ask me or where it's 
coming from? 


Q You can support the elec oral process without 
necessarily supporting a particular caididate or particular 
party, and they're two different things. 


A That's right. 


Q And [I was asking whether a decision had been made 


to rule out direct assistance to Mrs. Chamorro, the opposition 
candidate, or to her coalition of parties. 


A I cannot tell you that. [ hoped we have an 
answer for you on that today. But I would also point out that 
if -- and this is an “if" -- if an avenue is chosen, like the 
National Endowment for Democracy, which helps, as we stated 
earlier here on the record -- [ believe we've used an example 
of Chile -- and any number of places where they help ---in- 
>> Pataca you couldn't exactly say you have a level playing 

ield. 


As far as resources, it does take resources to run an 


election. 
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And so these were some of the things that the 
Secretary was discussing on the Hill yesterday. 


Q There's an [International Monetary Fund report 
which apparently recommends that the Soviet Union be admitted 
to participation in the IMF and receive IMF loans and so un. 
Has the United States seen that report? Does it agree with 
it? [Is that common knowledge? 


a Ll haven't seen the report, but L know what our 
policy is - and it's the policy that [ believe is the same as 
in GATI -—- that we do not support that. And I can be more 


elaborate for you and get it, but ['m almost positive. 


Q You do not support, or you have certain 
conditions for this? 


A We have said that the Soviet Union is not in a 
position -- [ believe ['m paraphrasing, so ['d rather refer you 
back to the record -- does not meet the requirements, the 
qualifications, et cetera -- have the type of system -- [ know 
that's in GATT, and I'm almost positive on the IMF. 


Q Did the question come up in the meeting yesterday 
with Mr. Yeltsin? 


A No, it did not. 


Q Margaret, can you tell me if this has been raised 
in the last couple of days when [ wasn't here, but -- 


a All right. 


Q -- on Panama, I read that you have announced one 
or two additional sanctions. 


Have you for the moment decided not to impose any 
further ones beyond the ones you have imposed -- for example, 
the question of Panamanian-flag ships? Has it been decided not 
to use that against Panama? 


a I don't have an answer for you on Panamanian-f lag 
ships, but yesterday what [ did was not announce additional 
sanctions, but I basically announced a stricter enforcement of 
what exists specifically under [EEPA — through the Treasury 
Department and the USTR which made a decision on an increase in 
sugar quotas. So [ did not characterize this as additional - 


Q All right, fine. 


Q Are you going to be issuing a list of Panamanians 
that can't be paid money? 


~ 
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A - Not that [ know of, but [ believe all that's 
handled under Foreign Assets Control] over at the Treasury 
Department. 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
SEPTEMBER 13 PRESS BRIEFING 


EAGLEBURGER LETTER TO LONDONO ON COFFEE 


Q. I understand that the Deputy Secretary wrote to Colombian 
Foreign Minister Londono about the U.S. position on the 
International Coffee Agreement. Can you tell me what the 
letter said? 





A. DEPUTY SECRETARY EAGLEQURGER DID SEND A LETTER TO FOREIGN 
MINISTER LONDONO SEPTEMBER 1, TO FOLLOW UP ON A CONVERSATION 
THAT TOOK PLACE DURING THE FOREIGN MINISTER'S VISIT HERE ON 
AUGUST 24. THE DEPUTY SECRETARY REITERATED THAT THE U.S. LS 
PREPARED TO RESUME NEGOTIATIONS ON A NEW COFFEE AGREEMENT, BUT 
THAT A NEW AGREEMENT WOULD NEED TO ADEQUATELY ADDRESS THE 
PROBLEMS OF DISCOUNT SALES TO NON-MEMBERS AND INSUFFICIENT 
AVAILABILITY OF THE TYPES OF COFFEE THE U.S. CONSUMER PREFERS. 
THIS, BY THE WAY, INCLUDES COLOMBIAN COFFEE. THE LETTER STATES 
THAT WITH GOOD WILL WE SHOULD BE ABLE TO SOLVE THE PROBLEMS TO 


OUR MUTUAL SATISFACTION. 
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Question Taken at Noon Sriefing, September 13, 1989 


6 


U.S./Nicerian Drug Traffickinc Acreement 





Question: 





Do you have anything on an agreement on drug trafficking sicnec 
today between the United States and Nigeria? 


, ' 
Answer: 7 


U.S. Attorney General Thornburgh and Nigerian Attorney General 
and Justice Minister Ajibola signed a Treaty between the United 
States and Nigeria on Mutual Legal Assitance in Criminal 
Matters on September 13, 1989 in Washington. The Treaty will 
facilitate cooperation between the two governments on legal 
matters, including against illicit drug trafficking. 





7, ~ 
The Department of Justice should be contacted for more details. 


(The DoJ Press Release is available in the ress Office). 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING SEPTEMBER 13, 1989 


SWING MEETS TUTU 





¢ 


Q: Did Ambassador Swing meet Archbishop Tutu? Do you have any 
comment on the demonstration Archbishop Tutu led today in 


Cape Town? 


A: -- AMBASSADOR SWING, ALONG WITH OTHER WESTERN 
AMBASSADORS, MET WITH ARCHBISHOP TUTU AND REV. BOESAK 





ON SEPTEMBER 11' TO RECEIVE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
CONCERNING LAST WEEK'S ELECTION NIGHT VIOLENCE IN 
CAPE TOWN. 


-- WE APPLAUD THE FACT THAT TODAY'S EVENTS IN CAPE TOWN 
WERE PEACEFUL. BOTH MARCHERS AND POLICE ACTED WITH 
RESTRAINT. WE HAVE LONG CALLED ON THE SOUTH AFRICAN 
GOVERNMENT TO ALLOW THE FULLEST POSSIBLE EXPRESSION 
OF POLITICAL DISSENT. WE ARE THEREFORE PLEASED THAT 
THE AUTHORITIES AGREED TO ALLOW THE CAPE TOWN MARCH 
TO TAKE PLACE AND THAT ACTING-PRESIDENT DE KLERK HAS 
STATED SO CLEARLY THAT “THE DOOR...IS OPEN” TO 
DISCUSSION WITH LEGITIMATE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 


NON-WHITE MAJORITY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #164 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 14, 1989, 12:43 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me make one announcement. I have a statement on Guatemala 


Extremist violence has been on the rise in Guatemala. 
In recent months, a number of bombs were exploded in the 
capital and several days ago, the bodies of four missing 
university students were found. 


We condemn these acts in the strongest possible 


terms. We have expressed our concern at the highest levels of 
the Guatemalan government and our Ambassador in Guatemala has 


publicly condemned these acts on various occasions. 


That's the statement. [ will take any questions you 
have. 


Q Okay. Well, not on the statement, I haven't, but 


Q I have one on the statem-nt. 
Q Okay, sorry. 


Q Do you have any idea of which side of the 
extremes the violence has been perpetrated? 


a No, we don't. We don't have information that 


would fix responsibility to individuals or groups. Whatever 
the source of the violence, we condemn it. 


Q You expressed your concern to the government in 
hopes that the government would do what? 


a Well, the government is working hard to reduce 
the violence. It is a democratic government. We are talking 
to them about it. [ guess ['d say that by drawing attention to 
it, we are hoping that the perpetrators of the violence would 
think twice, and that we could, in that way, assist the 
government in stopping the violence. 
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Q You have no indication that it is connected to 
the government in any way, to the military, or to the right? 


A As I said, we don't have information that would 
fix the responsibility. 


Q On South Africa: I wondered if the State 
Department has any basis for expecting some solid progress for 
dismantling apartheid? I ask because Deputy Secretary 

‘Eagleburger three times last night -- and you know how guarded 
he usually is in his public statements -- said, without 
providing any, you know, any specifics, that he is hopeful, he 
is very hopeful, in the next few months; and, as you know, 
demonstrators have not been interfered with. I[ know how you 
stand on apartheid, but do you see any immediate or quick fix? 


A I would hesitate to predict anything on the 
timing or on words like “immediate” and “quick." You know, we 
just can't know how long the process will take. 


I would note that after the Secretary's meeting in 
Rome with the Foreign Minister, wasn't it, he welcomed the fact 
and said that there was an opportunity created here by the fact 
that the ruling party was saying that apartheid couid not 
endure and had to be changed. 


We welcomed similar statements that were made 
subsequent to that time. And we do th.nk that there is an 
opportunity here. Of course, the parties have to be willing to 
take advantage of it and to sit down i:: serious negotiations, 
particularly the government with legitimate black 
representatives. 


Q Do you make any connection between the almost 
simultaneous decision of Boris Yeltsin to return to the Soviet 
Union and of Foreign Minister Shevardnadze to include 
Washington and a visit with President Bush on his trip here? 


A No. 


Q Richard, if I could deal with the Middle East for 
a second? Apparently when Deputy Foreign Minister Netanyahu 
was here yesterday and met with Deputy Secretary Eagleburger, 
he asked the United States to be more forthcoming in trying to 
push other states in the region to the support of a peace 
agreement. (A), can you tell us anything about that, and (b) 
what is the United States doing in that regard? 
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a Well, I can't tell you anything about the 
meetings that Deputy Minister Netanyahu had with us. Margaret 
said that yesterday. We just weren't in a position to provide 
a readout. 


I would say what we have been saying for some time, 
and that's that we have strongly supported the elections 
proposal as part of the peace process. We strongly encourage 
the dialogue between [Israelis and Palestinians, and we have 


been very active in our diplomacy -~ we remain active in our 
diplomacy --- to try to help the parties get that off the ground. 
Q Mr. Boucher, an Israeli Foreign Ministry official 


today is quoted as saying that Israel is considering holding 
peace talks with Palestinians nominated by Egypt, thus 
bypassing elections in the occupied territories. And [ was 
wondering if -- this same official, I quess, said that the 
United States and Egypt were working with [Israel on this. 


Does the United States -- is the United States now 
prepared to forgo elections if you can get some sort of other 
delegation of Palestinians to talk to Israel? 


a Our policy remains unchanged, is the only thing I 
can say on that. I'm not sure this was an official statement 
by the Israelis, or whether that was just some official 
talking. But our policy remains unchanged. That's an effort 
that we have underway to move the proce.s from dialogue to 
elections and negotiations. 


Q Are you aware of any talks along this line, as 
well? 


a I am not aware of anything that would change that 
policy. 


Q But that policy was not contradicted by that 
report. I mean, that's a dialogue of a sort. Do you know if 
the United States is endorsing or supporting such meetings, as 
part of --—- I mean, if the policy is -- 


a We are definitely supporting the idea of a 
dialogue between Israelis and Palestinians, that's our policy. 





Q If it comes about in this other way rather than 
elections, you would accept that? 


a No, the process that we have envisaged, based‘ on 
; the Israeli formula, the [sraeli proposal, was that there would 
be a dialogue that would lead to elections that would lead to 
negotiations, as part of the whole process, a political 
negotiating process, I think we call it. I'm not aware of any 
plans to change that right now. 


oy 
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Q The question of the election proposal, the 
proposal for elections, is still the basis for progress on a 
Middle East peace? 


A The elections proposal with the -- as part of 
this political negotiating process, is part of this process of 
dialogue on elections and negotiations. Yes. 


Q Elections are a central -- 
4 Remain the central element. 
Q -- element? 

A Yes. 


Q Could you address the question or the thought 
that the United States agreed to allow Palestinian exiles to 
take part in any arrangement for elections in the West Bank and 
Gaza? There was a story in The Washington Post this morning. 





A I can't really -- we don't have anything specific 
to say on that, other than that we have always said that the 
participation in the dialogue is something for the we 
themselves to determine. 


Q You still hold -- or you still stick with the 
points that were outlined in the letter that Congress and Mr. 
Baker sent to Mr. Arens way back in May about the conditions of 
the elections that it has to be free and democratic and it has 
the participation of the 140,000 Pales\inians in East 
Jerusalem, and a few other things in that letter which was - 


A I don't remember the letter, so I can't comment 
on its specific contents. The Secretary, I think, amply 
described our approach way back in the AIPAC speech, and we 
have made a lot of statements since then, so - 


Q Can you restate the position in light of -- 
because you are not talking about Mr. Netanyahu's meeting, you 
are not talking about Mr. Rabin's meeting, and a few others, on 
a host of other things, and it looks like, you know, the media 
says that you are supporting the ten-point plan of Mr. Mubarak 
over the plan of Mr. Shamir, so can you restate the position, 
or possibly take a question and bring us into focus on the 
whole issue of how you look at the elections? 


A You are asking me to restate everything we have 
said for the last six months, and [I'm afraid [ can't do that 
off the top of my head. 
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All I can say is that our policy on this continues as 
before. We continue to work with the parties to get together a 
dialogue. We have always said that the modalities and any 
specifics of how that's to work, and particularly how the 
election is to work, have to be worked out by the parties 
themselves. And that continues to be our position and 
continues to be the subject of our diplomacy. 


Q Are you concerned, Richard, that the Egyptian 





for formal discussion as yet, apparently because of domestic 
political concerns? 


A Well, let me clarify something about the Egyptian 
ten points, which [ think everybody has seen by now. 


They do not constitute an alternative to the elections 
plan. They represent an Egyptian view of how to get the 
elections and how to make them work. 


Q And yet this week, when Margaret spoke 
positively, mildly positively, about that plan, it sort of 
gives it U.S. approval, out there are ten points there. Some 
are innocuously mechanical and others go to the heart of the 
situation, such as his demand, the Egyptian demand, that [srael 
agree to give up territory for peace as a basis of negotiation, 
which everybody knows Shamir says is unacceptable. 


So, where are you going on this? Do you endorse that 
demand, or do you endorse the fact that Mubarak is making some 
effort to facilitate the holding of an election? 


A Well, I'm not going to get into specifics and the 
pros and cons of individual points. I said they were an 
Egyptian view of how to get the process to work. Margaret said 
over the past few days that we felt this was a very 
constructive effort and one designed to help move the peace 
process forward. I'd have to note that all the parties are 
aware that there are a whole host of issues, a large number of 
issues, that will need to be discussed in a pre-election 
dialogue. 


Q State is not endorsing any particular principle, 
any -- 


a -- or any particular point of the ten points. 
What we are endorsing is what we have endorsed all along, and 
that is the need to get a dialogue going. 


Q Has the United States discussed that ten-point 
plan, the Egyptian view, as you put it, with Palestinians, with 
Israelis, with anyone other than the Egyptians? 
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) A I'm just not in a position to get into the 
details of what we are discussing with other countries on 
this. I have given you the general approach that we have taken 
and that continues to be our approach. 





Q The general approach was to endorse the israeli 
election proposal and to discuss the Israeli election 
proposal. You told us that much about what you discussed with 
other people. But you can't say whether the United States 
talks about the Egyptian plan when it engages in talks? 


i) I just can't get into specifics about what we 
talked about in some of these meetings. [I said we have an 
approach that supports the idea of an Israeli-Palestinian 
dialogue. [t supports the idea of elections, and it then moves 
on to negotiations as part of an overall process of political 
negotiations. 


Q Can you say whether or not the U.S. brought up 
one of the two general proposals which are on the table? 


A As I said, they are not two general proposals. 
We don't see them that way. We think the ten points do not 
constitute an alternative to the election plan. They 
constitute an Egyptian view of how to get things going. 


Q It's another view which is out there in public, 
and you are refusing to say whether it was even raised in 
discussions with Israeli officials. 


A I'm sorry, I just don't want to go into the 
details. 

Q Is there another meeting planned between the 
United States and representatives of the PLO? 

2) I'm not aware of anything specific scheduled at 
this point. 

Q How about the Arafat visa question? Any 
application? 

A Let me reiterate once again that no determination 
has been made about a visa for Arafat because Arafat has not 
applied. 
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Q Richard, a recent FBIS report says that the 
United States has examined all the PLO statements by its 
leaders and the various proponents and members since the 
decision in December of last year to recognize Israel, et 
cetera, et cetera, renounced terrorism, and finds that with 
only one or two minor exceptions, all its statements are in 
fact consistent with the main line Fatah decisions taken at the 
Algiers conference. Israel has maintained, many times, that 


the PLO is speaking with a forked tongue, and says one thing to 


the West and another thing to the Arab world. Your report 
refutes that. 


First of all, have you got anything on that report, 
and, -- 


A No. 


Q -- and, secondly, is it going to become part of 
the U.S. position? [ know that it is being circulated on the 
Hill and that Congress will be addressing the State Department 
on it. 


A I'm not familiar with the report. I wili look 
into it and see if there is anything that we have to say on 
that. 


Q Thanks. 


Q This is a FBIS 27th of July report which was for 
official use only which was leaked to the Washington Jewish 
Week last week, and most likely you know about it. 


A Well, I'll have to look into it and see if there 
is anything at all that we can say about it. 


Can we go back to the ten-point plan? [n light 
of the situation that Mr. Peres himself is supportive of this 
plan, the ten-point Egyptian plan, which means 50 percent of 
the Israeli cabinet or coalition is supportive of this plan, . 
and the news from two days ago on FBIS says that the PLO is 
looking favorably and even Arafat himself, wouldn't you take 
that as a positive thing, as something to begin on, instead of 
hanging on to the Shamir plan, which is not going anywhere? 


A As I said, we don't see these things as 
alternatives. They produce an Egyptian view of how to get the 
process to work. We have always said the parties themselves 
have to determine the details of how the elections process will 
work. Some of these are ideas from Egypt, and that's really 
all we have to say about it. 


Q Richard, can you say which working groups are 
supposed to be meeting here next week in Washington, and which 
days they are meeting? 
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A We and the Soviets have agreed that it would be 
useful for U.S. and Soviet experts to meet on the five-part 
agenda in advance of the September 22nd and 23rd Ministerial. 


Accordingly, U.S. and Soviet working groups will meet 
September 18th and 19th in the State Department. On the U.S. 
side, Under Secretary Bartholomew will chair the arms control 
group; Policy Planning Director Ross will chair the regional 
group; Assistant Secretary Schifter the human rights group; and 
Deputy Assistant Kamman the transnational group. 


The bilateral group, also headed by Mr. Kamman, will 
not meet Monday and Tuesday, as those issues were addressed in 
discussions with the Soviets here earlier this week. 


We are looking toward serious and productive meetings 
between Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. 


These working group meetings will help prepare the 


groundwork for the Ministers' discussions. Group chairmen will 
report the results of their work to the Ministers and will be 
available for further meetings in Wyoming as appropriate. 


Q Are there sub-groups in the arms control group, 
and if so, can you tell us who the chairpersons are of those? 


A [I'm not aware of any. This is all [I have for the 
moment. 


Q Will there be any kind of readouts on these kinds 
of meetings, or -- 


A I don't think so. The readouts will go to the 
Ministers, who will then continue to deal with the issues. 


Q Richard, there is a Hungarian parliamentary 
delegation in Washington. Could you tell us a bit about what 
they are doing here and who is leading them and who perhaps 
they will meet with? 


A Their delegation is headed by Matyas Szuros, the 
Speaker of the Hungarian Parliament. Speaker Szuros and a 
small delegation arrived in the U.S. today, following up on an 
invitation extended by Congress. Speaker Szuros will be 
discussing our bilateral relations, and progress on the 
initiatives announced by President Bush in July. 


_ The delegation will be in Washington September 18 to 
20 and will meet with Deputy Secretary Fagleburger, as well as 
Congressmen on the Hill. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on whether a final 
decision has been made about aid to Poland? 
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A There has not been a final decision. We are 
seriously considering additional measures in support of the 
Polish government. The Administration has already sent to 
Congress a comprehensive economic package. We hope that this 
package can be approved and implemented on an urgent basis. 


As we have stated on previous occasions, we look 
forward to early discussions with the Polish government on its 
plans and its programs. We also expect to work with the 
Congress as our plans go through the legislative process. fhe 
Polish government can count on our continued support. 


Q But have you ruled out additional funding? [ 
realize you have a plan already out there, but have you ruled 
out more money? 


a I said we are seriously considering additional 
measures in support of the Polish government. 


Q But that's not responsive. Additional measures 
do not include -- 


a I'm not ruling out funding. Measures usually 
entail some sort of money or some sort of expenditures. So, 
no, I'm not ruling out -- 


Q What sort of areas? 


a I don't have any details at this point to 
announce, but we are considering other steps we can take. 


Q Richard, has any decision been made on whether or 
not you're going to use the National Endowment for Democracy to 
funnel money - - 


a Margaret -- 
Q -- for the election in Nicaragua? 


A -- talked in detail yesterday about the 
Secretary's consultations on the Hill on the bipartisan Central 
America policy. The National Endowment for Democracy was an 
element of that, and I don't think any decisions have been 


taken. 


Q Apparently, it's run into stiff opposition on the 
Hill. That's why [I'm wondering whether you're going to drop 
that approach, or -- 


A I'm not aware of any decisions. We expect to 
continue the consultations. 
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Q Can I go back to Poland? Before, you had a 
fairly strong position in support of the package that had 
already been proposed and against any new additional 
assistance, and I was just wondering what the rationale is now 
for reconsidering? Is-it political pressure from the Hill, or 


A If I remember what I said before, and Margaret 
and Marlin Fitzwater said before, we had a very strong support 
for those steps the President has announced. And at the point 
that we were being asked, we, at that point, didn't have any 
additional plans. Since then, the situation has evolved in 
Poland, and we felt that additional measures might be 
appropriate and we're seriously considering some. 





Q So the fact that Solidarity is now in control of 
the government, or has the lead in the government, this is the 
key factor? 


a That's certainly a factor. I'm not sure if 
that's the key factor or a more general evaluation of the 
needs, but I think that's an important factor. 


Q The Saudi 0il Minister was in Washington recently 
and raised the idea of the United States leasing Saudi oil to 
fill the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. Was this the first time 
that the Saudis have raised this idea with the Americans? And 
what advantage would there be to the U.S. for leasing Saudi oil? 


A I'll have to get you something on that. We have 
a little bit of information on it that [{ didn't bring with me 
today. But I must tell you the Energy Department is really 
more responsible for it, and you can probably get more details 
and information from them. 


Q I was wondering if the Administration had any 
views about the suggestion posed yesterday by the Department's 
Coordinator of Refugee Affairs that any Jewish emigres who are 
uncomfortable in Rome or Vienna might consider returning to the 


Soviet Union? , 


A Well, I understand she said something more today, 
and I don't have the text of what she said this morning. Let 
me try to make very clear that the U.S. Government has been in 
the lead in seeking to persuade the Soviet Union to permit Jews 
and members of other groups seeking to emigrate to leave that 


country. 


We are also doing our share in providing an 
opportunity for Soviet emigrants to settle in the United 
States. The Refugee Act states, however, that we should 
encourage all nations to provide assistance and resettlement 
opportunities. We are trying to do so. 
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Regarding the Soviet emigrants now in Rome, it is our 
Full intention to work closely with the interested voluntary 


organizations and other countries of possible resettlement to 
find an equitable and humanitarian solution for each of them. 


Q But de you repudiate that statement made by a 
U.S. official, or is that a representation of U.S. policy? 


A No, I don't repudiate the statement. [ think 
what I need to point out is that we have done a variety of 
measures, many of which we've spoken about from here before, to 
make sure that an opportunity is offered to every Soviet who 
wants to come here. 


We've offered refugee numbers which last year will 
probably -- this year, this Fiscal Year, which ends October 1 
-~- will probably involve at least 35,000 -- probably somewhat 
more -- refugees coming to the United States. We've offered 
parole status for all those who don't qualify as refugees. 


We've proposed special immigrant legislation up on the 
Hill that would create 30,000 additional numbers, most of which 
we could use for Soviets. And, of course, we have our regular 
immigration programs. So we have had an effort that attempts 
to offer to every Soviet some opportunity to come here. 


There are pros and cons of different kinds of status, 
and some people are disappointed, but we have also been working 
with other countries to try to make sure that everyone there 
has an opportunity to go to a country of settlement in a very 
humane manner. 


Q But not back to the Soviet Union? 


a People decide. There have been people who have 
decided to go back to the Soviet Union after they were 
disappointed with their status. 


Q Not as a result of U.S. policy? 


A But not as a result of our policy. Our attempt 
is to provide everybody with the opportunity to enter the 
United States and to create as many opportunities in other 
countries, working with other governments to make sure that 
people can be resettled in a humane manner. 


Q Part of what you have done on that is to link the 
suspension of Jackson-Vanik with the codification by the ; 
Soviets of laws concerning emigration from the Soviet Union. 


Many people in Congress are saying that just the 
mechanics of getting such laws passed in the Soviet Union are 
so complicated at this stage that it would take quite a long 
time to achieve and are concerned that pressing economic 
conditions inside the Soviet Union would make it wise for the 
West to suspend Jackson-Vanik early. 
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I'm just wondering if there is any consideration being 
given to something short of a final confirmation of laws 
respecting emigration, some kind of guarantee or something less 
than full codification that we would consider adequate as 
grounds to suspend Jackson-Vanik? 


A I don't have anything new on that. Our position 
on Jackson-Vanik and the Soviet Union is, First of all, to 
follow the law; and, second of all, that there has to be a 
consensus of the interested people if there were to be any 
changes in the status of the Soviet Union under Jackson-Vanik. 
Unless that sort of consensus emerged, we don't have any plans 
for proposals that I'm aware of right now. 


Q Just one more on Colombia: In recent days the 
comments from Colombia about the coffee agreement -- the quota 
agreement -- and reports from Colombia about the nature of U.S. 


assistance in the drug war might lead some people to the 
conclusion that the United States may be sending things to 
Colombia that Colombia really isn't interested -- all that 
interested -- in having to fight the drug war and that the 
Colombians themselves might prefer other methods of fighting 


the drug war. 





Do you have any comment on what the state of 
consultations is between the U.S. and Colombia on the anti-drug 
assistance program, or on coffee talks, or any of these things? 





A Or anything else? 


Q Well, to try to resolve this apparent 
disagreement. 


a Well, I understand your question. We've worked 
very closely with the Colombian authorities, with their police 
and military authorities, in particular, to identify their 
needs jointly and to send down what they need. 


The judicial assistance program, we described, I 
think, a number of the preparatory steps that were taken before 
that program got underway to make sure that we were giving them 
a program.and helping them in an area where they really could 
use the help. 


The money that was -. the $65 million of equipment 
that the President talked about a few weeks ago that we're 
sending down was also discussed extensively with the 
Colombians. We continue to discuss with them. Clearly, we 
meet some of their more immediate needs, and there are other 
needs that are still left that we have to work with them on. 
So we just continue to discuss these things very closely with 
them, to identify the needs and try to take care of them. 
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As regards as sort of what you're saying is a 
different approach, I don't think you can talk about different 
approaches. I think we have to work across the board on this 
problem. That's why the President has a national drug strategy 
that addresses the question across the board. [n working with 
other governments, we do, too. We have expressed our 
willingness to help recommence the coffee negotiations. 


We have various kinds of assistance with Colombia. We 
discuss all these matters with them. 


Q Has the Administration had to change its mind 
about any specific equipment or facilities or services that it 
was proposing to provide to Colombia as a result of Colombian 

- as a result of these consultations in which it became 
apparent that such facilities or services might not be welcomed? 


a There's no change like that that [I'm aware of. 
) But I would say that would be a good thing rather than a Lad 
thing. That would show that we truly are responsive in making 


Q I didn't say it was a bad thing. I was wondering 
if it had happened. 


a I'm not aware of any cases like that. 


Q Can I just ask again -- your answer about 
"consensus" with regard to Jackson-Vanik. There is a 
resolution, co-sponsored by Downey and Moynihan in the Senate 
and House to back the President if he were to make a decision 
to suspend Jackson-Vanik. Is that what you're talking about -- 
if that resolution was to pass, indicating Congressional 
support for a suspension of Jackson-Vanik? This resolution 
proposes one year. Does that mean that that would have an 
influence in terms of a decision to do so? 


a I'm sorry, I'm just not familiar with the 
resolution. I'm not aware that we have a position on it. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on the 
statements by Ariel Sharon, Israel's Commerce & Industry 
Minister, yesterday at the Carnegie Endowment that justified 
his threat to eliminate Arafat and he made an example or claim 
that President Reagan, when he bombed Liby* © years ago -- 
three years ago -- it was with the intent kill Qadhafi - 
the story in the paper this morning? 


i) As far as what the U.S. intentions were in the 
bombing of Libya, I think it was to punish terrorism. I think 
it was well explained at the time. I'm not sure if we got into 
the other questions of Mr. Qadhafi. 


The statements -- [I'm just not really familiar -- 
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Q Well, he justified what he said. He rationalized 
what he said -- to eliminate Arafat in order to assist peace. 


A We spoke about it at the time, and ['1l be glad 
to look that up for you. I think those remarks would apply to 


any renewal of what he said. 


Q Well, coming from a cabinet member of Israel - 
the coalition at the present time -- don't you think this is 
calling for violence and a terrorist enunciation by itself? 


ms { don't have anything new to say. ['m sure our 
remarks that were said the first time would apply to any 
repetition. ['‘1ll just have to get those for you. 


| Q On this area, why did you put out the travel 
advisory yesterday to the West Bank, the warning? What 
justified that advisory - travel advisory to American citizens 
in the West Bank and Gaza? 


Aa I think it was a renewal of an expired one. Is 
that right? I think it was a renewal and an updating of an 
expired one. But the advisory, I think, explains in itself the 
conditions that led us to do it. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good early afternoon, ladies and 
gentlemen. I have no announcements, so I'll be glad to take 


your questions. 


Q Could you tell us what -- how much the U.S. might 
be concerned about North Korea's nuclear capabilities? A State 
Department official is being quoted as being “gravely . 
concerned.“ And believe it or not the South Koreans wonder how 
concerned you are, and want me to ask you that. 


A Well, it's an interesting question. 
Q You want another one? 


a I don't have anything new to express our 
concern. I think we've talked very often in the past about the 
need for North Korea to put its nuclear programs under 
international safeguards. They reached some sort of agreement 
way back in 1985 with the International Atomic Energy Agency 
that they would do that, but so far the actual safeguard 
provisions have not been completed. We really think they 
should do that at a very early date. : 


Q But is there some recent reason for special new -- 


A I don't have any new information on the program, 
or something that would lead me to think that our concerns are 
heightened, but we do have a long-standing concern and that's 
been the reason we've always supported their putting the entire 
program under full and complete international safeguards. 


Q Richard, while we're on proliferation, do you 
have anything on a TASS report that Israel has shot off a 
missile into the Mediterranean about 800 miles? 


A I really don't have anything to offer. We've. 
seen Lhe press reports. 


W No information, no -- 


A Sorry. 
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Q Richard, there's apparently a report in a Beirut 
magazine that the U.S. Embassy in Cyprus paid a $150,000 for a 
video of hostages and for information on Colonel Higgins. [s 
this accurate? 


A We just heard about the report sort of 
mid-morning. We looked into it and initially [I haven't come up 
with anything. But if we do get anything, I'll put something 
out. 


Q So you can't say that it's not true? 


a At this point, [ can't. We're looking into it. 
I haven't learned anything about it yet. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Canadian arrest of 
four persons who are bearing Venezuelan passports? 


a No, [ don't. I'm sorry. 


Q Coming back to the Israeli missile for just a 
second, if I may. 


a Yes. 


Q Do you -- has Israel played a cooperative role in 
the long-standing U.S. effort to control ballistic missile 
technology in the Middle East and elseuiere? 


a I don't really have any way of characterizing the 
Israeli role. I would tell you what I think you know, and 
that's that the United States is opposed to the proliferation 
of ballistic missiles, particularly in the already troubled and 
tension-filled Middle East. We have made this known to all 
countries that are pursuing ballistic missile programs, 
including Israel. 


Q Have you done so recently, in Israel's case? 


A I'm sorry, that's all I have. I can't offer 
anything to help you. 


Q Can I ask you about U.S. policy toward Cambodia, 
which -- it came up on the Hill again yesterday. I was in the 
audience at Georgetown University when Mr. Eagleburger was 
asked a few questions after his speech. He was asked about 
Cambodia, and he said “Our view today is that" -- it was a 
terrible difficult problem, is the context -- but “Our view 
today is that there will have to be some form of coalition 
government with all four parties." He doesn't talk about 
transition. He talks about a coalition government with all 
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four parties. He doesn't enumerate them, but, shoot, he must 
be talking about the Khmer Rouge. 


Now we know from the Hill yesterday there's concern 
that you folks are inclined to let the Khmer Rouge into the 
future there, future government there. Can you tell us if 
there's been any shifts since the Paris meeting? 


a There has not been any shift. I believe what Mr. 


Solomon and Mr. Eagleburger have been saying is entirely 
consistent with our long-standing policy. I'll be glad to tell 


you what it is. 
Q Don't bother, if it's the same policy that - 


a We remain unalterably opposed to a return of 
power of the Khmer Rouge. We believe that a durable solution 
to the Cambodian conflict must be based on a comprehensive 
settlement which includes effective measures to ensure this 
murderous group will be contained. 


Our strong preference would be that there be no Khmer 
Rouge participation in future Cambodian governments. However, 
we have noted that ASEAN and Prince Sihanouk have said that the 
Khmer Rouge elements should participate in a political process. 


Nevertheless, we have made clear that our ability to 
support any Cambodian government is directly and inversely 
related to the degree of Khmer Rouge participation, if any, in 
it. 


Q That's exactly the policy -- 


fs) That's exactly what we've said before. [ would 
add to that, to put Mr. Eagleburger's remarks into this 
picture, that what we've talked about here is the elements of a 
transition government leading to elections. And then what 
happens after elections, of course, depends on the outcome of 
the elections. 


Q That's exactly the policy Mr. Baker took into the 
Paris meeting, but I don't think he expected it to crash to an 
end as quickly as it did. When things fail, sometimes 
participants have to reformulate their policy. 


a There has been no change in this policy and in 
our view of the Khmer Rouge. 


Q Do you know if there's been a decision on the’ 
part of the U.S. Government not to provide funds for the 
opposition forces in Nicaragua, the opposition political forces 
in Nicaragua? 


a Well, specifically, with regard to what's being 
discussed about the National Endowment for Democracy -- let me 
address that first. 
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We believe that the National Endowment for Democracy 
should play an active role in ensuring a free and fair election 
in Nicaragua. We do not intend to ask the National Endowment 
to go beyond election activities permitted by its charter. 


In the past, in the Philippines, in Panama, Poland, 
and Chile, for example, the National Endowment for Democracy 
has gone a long way towards supporting the democratic process. 
We are confident that it can do so in Nicaragua. 


Q But what about the U.S. contribution of Financial 
assistance, for whatever role you foresee, for the National 
Endowment? 


A Well, the National Endowment gets its money from 
the U.S. Government. Clearly, if we wanted to play a role, we 
will make sure it has the money to play an appropriate role. 


Q Would that role include contributing -- would the 
role that you just delineated include contributing funds to the 
opposition in Nicaragua? 


A The charter, as I understand it, of the National 
Endowment, is to support election activities, in a general 
sense. As I said, I'm not fully familiar with its entire 
charter, but I think I did make clear that we don't intend to 
ask it to do anything that's beyond its charter. 


Q Well, the debate -- I don't think anyone on 
Capitol Hill, anyway, is upset or opposed to having the 
National Endowment for Democracy help with voter registration, 
or help with poll watchers, and things like that. I think the 
debate has to do with whether or not it wants to directly 
contribute money to Violeta Chamorro's operation and what that 
may or may not say about U.S. involvement in that election for 
both sides. 


a In addition to what we're discussing about the 
National Endowment, there are options for assisting Mrs. 
Chamorro and the UNO, the Unified Nicaraguan Opposition, 
perhaps through quasi-public or private organizations. There 
have been no final decisions on those sorts of options. 


Q So it sounds to me as though, as far as the 
National Endowment for Democracy is concerned, it has now been 
determined that it will not provide funds to the one specific 
party without providing it to the other specific party? 


A I can't answer that, John, because I'm just not 
familiar with the charter there. As I understand it, the goal 
of the National Endowment is to support an electoral process. 
Whether they have to do that completely in a standoffish way 
and give it to some general organization that, as you said, 
buys flags for polling places or whether they can support other 
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people involved in the process, I just don't know. But I do 
want to make clear that we do not expect them to do anything 
that's not part of their charter. 


Q So far as the U.S. Government is concerned, the 
options are still open beyond the National Endowment for trying 
to find a way to funnel money to Violeta Chamorro's operation 
whether or not she wants it? 


A No, not whether or not she wants it. You were 
good until there. The options are still open to find ways to 
support the United Nicaraguan Opposition, in appropriate ways. 
But any assistance that we would offer would certainly be done 
in accordance with their wishes. They're the ones who need to 
decide what they need and how we can support them best. 


Q Richard, do you know if the State Department has 
any kind of a summary? ['m just ignorant on this subject of 
what -- or forgotten what the role was, what their role was. 
You made reference to the Endowment's role in the Philippines 
and elsewhere. 


Did the Endowment assist specific parties, candidates, 
in those elections, or is there a way -- 


A I think I'd have to say you would have to get 
that from the Endowment. ['11l look into it and see if we have 
any sort of summary of what the Endowment did in these 
different elections that I cited. But ( think, really, as 
regards to the interpretation of their charter and what they've 
done in the past, they're the best source for that information. 


Q What office in this building handles -- deals 
with the National Endowment? Is that International 
Organizations, or -- okay, never mind. 


a That's an issue -- 
Q I'll pursue it. 


m We've been dealing with it largely as a 
Congressional issue in our consultations on the Hill. So the 
people who have been most active have been in Legislative 
affairs and, of course, the Inter-American Bureau. 


Do you have any other additional information on 
the available options, again? You said, to provide money to 
other private organizations? ~~ o 


a Possibilities of supporting it through 
quasi-public or private organizations. At this point, I just 
can't specify since the options -- 


Q But that would be money that would have to be 
appropriated, presumably, by Congress; is that correct? 
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A Yes. I think what we're looking at is 
reprogramming some money, but it would be money that we'd have 


to find. 
Q Maybe from SDI, or something like that? 
a I'm not aware of the sources at this point. 
Q Or the drug war, maybe? 
a That one [ doubt. 


Q Richard, you said yesterday that the United 
States was giving - the Administration was giving serious 
consideration to an increase in aid to Poland, and an hour or 
two later the White House announced a $50 million food aid. 


a A coincidence. 


Q Yeah. I'm wondering whether that comment was 
only about $50 million of food aid or whether serious 
consideration is still being given to other increases in aid to 
Poland? 


A Let me start out by quoting what the President 
said yesterday in the statement, that “this new assistance is 
one element of our continuing effort, working with our allies 
and others, to support the process of .hange that is underway 
in Poland." 


So, yes, the serious consideration to measures to 
support the Poles is part of a continuing effort. We have, 
certainly over the long term, the goal of helping the Poles to 
restructure their economy. In other words, to sort of help the 
Poles help themselves, or get organized to have a more vibrant 
economy. That's largely what the earlier programs announced by 
the President are designed to do -- to support market reforms 
in the private sector, and things like that. 


but, in addition, over the short term, we have to help 
them ensure that there is food on the shelves. They're going 
to go through a difficult transition. That's what some of this 
new food aid is going to help them do. So we're really looking 
at it in terms of short term, medium term and long-term process 
and something that we'll keep in close touch with the Poles on 
as regards their plans, their programs, and their needs. 


Q Well, but is serious consideration being given to 
any other aid, or loan increases, besides the amount that the 
President offered them back when he went there? There was a 
different government in power then. 


a Every time we announce something new, you're 


asking what we're going to announce next. I can't tell you 
what we're going to announce next or when the next steps will 
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come. I just have to tell you that we are committed to a 
program of supporting them in this process. We're in touch 
with them. We're constantly evaluating the needs and the 
situation. I just have to stick with what we've said. We 
continue to view the situation seriously and to try to help. 


Q Richard, have you received so far from the 
Israeli government a full report about the killing or the death 
of U.S. citizen of Amjad Jibreen from last month? 


a I'm not aware that we have. 


Q I'm asking because the National Association of 
Arab-Americans requested From Dick Thornburgh, the FBI 
Director, to launch a probe into the killing. I wonder what 
will be the State Department's position on such a request by -- 


A I saw the request, but it's really something that 
Thornburgh and Justice are going to have to answer. It's a 
question of particular U.S. law. | 


Q And the same organization requested from 
Secretary Baker yesterday -- they handed him a letter -- asking 
that the United States make public its peace plan for the West 
Bank and Gaza to alleviate the suffering and the increased 
detention and the killing between Palestinians and Israelis. 

Do you have any comment on receiving the letter, or -- 


A I'm not familiar with the letter. 
Q It was handed here at the Department yesterday. 


Aa We've made numerous public statements on our view 
of the peace process. 


Q But this leading Arab-American organization, 
which is requesting that you come out forward and say your plan 
public and not just to be satisfied with the statements. 


a I'm sorry, I'm just not familiar with the 
letter. If there's any reply that we can offer, I'll try to 
share it with you, but at this point I'm not aware of any. 


Q Just related to the two Venezuelans who showed up 
in New Brunswick -- the Canadians spend very little money on 
drug interdiction in that area, in those Atlantic provinces. 
But there seems to be cooperation just starting, or they've 
talked about cooperation between the United States and Canada 
through NORAD and various other things on interdicting drugs. 


Do you have anything on efforts to prevent, I quess, 
what happened this week to intercept drug flows between the 
borders? 


a You mean what happened in terms of successfully 
arresting somebody who appeared to be up to no good? 
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Q Yeah. 


A That seems to me a positive step. I know that 
we've been cooperating and coordinating with the Customs 
Service and police officials, and things like that, very 
closely with the Canadians for a long, long time. [I'll check 
and see if there's anything new planned in terms of efforts. 


Q Do you know about right now in the works? 
A Nothing I have right now, no. 


So, no particular reaction to this incident this 
week? 


io] No, I don't, no. It seems to be -- 


Why? I'ma little curious why the folks who have 
been arrested up there with the Venezuelan passports, which may 
or may not be part of a Colombian hit squad, why the State 
Department wouldn't have some comment? You're aware of it? 


Aa Yes. We're definitely aware of it, and we're 
concerned about it. We'll want to know, from the appropriate 
authorities, what these guys were up to and whether it 
represents some kind of threat or escalation. But at this 
point, it's really a matter for the police authorities and for 
our judicial people to be looking at aid to be looking into. 
We'll be interested in what they come up with. 


Q Richard, yesterday I ask:d you about the FBIS 
report on the PLO statements. Were you able to post anything? 
I didn't see anything. 

a No. 

Q Do you have any comment on that report? 

A At this point, I don't. 

Q Will you be looking into it? 


A We forgot to check again this morning, but we are 
still looking into the matter. 


Q Richard, there are some reports out this morning 


that Japan and some other countries are Lifting their sanctions 


against China. I was wondering if you had any reaction to ' 
that? and if there was any change in the sanctions the U.S. 
has in place? 


a I haven't seen the reports. I'm not aware of any 
change in the steps that the President has announced. 


Q The travel advisory remains in effect and all -- 
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Q Following our statements on Burma, the United 
States statements on Burma, has the Burmese government made any 
response, or has there been any positive action following the 
statements that were made earlier this week? 


a It's something I'll have to check on, if there is 
any. I'm not aware of anything specific. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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September 15, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 


¢ 


Q. Any comment on a Beirut magazine report that our 
Embassy in Cyprus paid dollars 150,000 for a videotape of 
an unidentified American hostage. 


A. THERE IS NOTHING TO THAT REPORT. 
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Posted: 9/15/89 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 15, 1989 


FBIS Report 


Q: What can you tell us about the FBIS report on PLO statements on 
Middle East Peace? 


A: WE HAVE SEEN THE ANALYSIS REPORT PRODUCED BY 
FBIS. WE WOULD REFER YOUR QUESTIONS AND 
COMMENTS TO THAT ORGANIZATION. 
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Posted: cepterber 15, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at the September 15 Daily Press 3riefins 


i BURMA -- REACTION TO TESTIMONY/STATEMENTS 





bs mot 
Q: Has there been any reaction from Burma to,recent State 


Department statements or testimony to Congress about the human 
cights situation in that country? 


A: -- WE ARE NOT AWARE OF ANY REACTION AT THIS POINT. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #166 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1989, 12:29 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [ don't have a statement. ['ll be 
happy to answer your questions, if [ can. 


Q Do you have a statement on U.S. policy toward 
Angola by any chance? 


A Toward Angola? We had one that we issued on 
Saturday that you might be Familiar with that ['ll be glad to 
re-read for you. 


The United States Government has long supported and 
actively participated in efforts to bring peace in southern 
Africa. The United States strongly supports UNITA and its 
goals of national reconciliation, followed by free and fair 
elections. 


The U.S. does not accept the concepts of exile, 
amnesty or emigration. Political issues must be settled at the 
negotiating table. We continue to have confidence in the 
mediator, President Mobutu. We urge al] parties to support the 
achievement of genuine national reconcigiation on the basis of 
a peacefully negotiated settlement between the contending 
Angolan sides. 


Q Can you tell us why you're putting out the 
statement? What's the reason for it? 


A I don't know, except I was out of town all 
weekend and was told that we put it out on Saturday, and so I 
brought it with me in case you all wanted it. 


(To Mr. Boucher) Richard, do you know why we were 
asked to put this out on Saturday? 


MR. BOUCHER: Yes. [In view of the summit that starled 
today. —_ 


Q What? 


a A summit begins. today that President Mobutu is 
chairing or hosting, September 18. So prior to the summit we 
decided to issue a statement on Saturday The Bureau thought 
it was important. 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 





3072' 


-2- Monday, 9/18/89 


Q Margaret, you put @ great stress on negotiated 
settlement, and yet apparently Jonas Savimbi did not show up at 
the peace conference, and I was wondering what you thouyit 
about that. 


a You are correct that he is not there today, and 
other than the statement [ had, saying that we urge all parties 
to support the achievement of genuine national reconciliation 
and tec participate, [ don't have much further to say for you. 
But you're correct. 


Q Well, the United States supports him with 
considerable arms as well as politically, and are you 
disappointed or angry that he didn't at least go and sit down 
and talk? 


4 The talks that are going on with him are private 
talks that I[ cannot get into, and [ can't characterize for you 
the United States' view of his not going other than to say that 
we urge everybody to participate. We continue to have 
confidence in President Mobutu. [t would, obviously -- I can't © 
characterize it further than that for you by saying he should 
either be there or not. i can't. I'm just not at liberty to 
do that for you. He's not there. 


Q Have you been in touch with him about his lack of 
presence there? 


“ It is my understanding. 
Q They're in touch with him on that issue? 
i) It is my understanding, this weekend. 


Q Margaret, could you try to get a clarification 
from UNITA? Apparently Savimbi has agreed to two different 
things: either he's going to stay, or he's not going to stay. 
Could you try to find out? (Laughter) It's true. I mean, he 
said those things. 


a I know we tried to answer this before. I don't 
have a clear answer for you today. ['ll see if they want to 
try to get a cleager one, but I didn't come prepared with one. 


Q Can you say why, as you said in your statement, 
the U.S. does not accept amnesty for the rebels? 


is) We went through this before, and we were on the 
record. It goes to Connie's question about final outcomes 
concerning this, and no, [ don't have it here for me other than 
to say we do not accept these concepts as we've stated in the 
past that I remember on two occasions. If you want me to try 
to get something much more detailed for you, [I'll try. 
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Q Could you say how this statement differs from 
previous policy statements on Angola? What's new in that one 
that was -- 


A I don't think there is anything new in this one 
I think there is. 


You do? 


Il didn't. 


Q 

y 

Q Yes. 
y 

Q Okay. 
A 


I'll find out. 


Q Margaret, new subject? Hungary has restored 
diplomatic relations with [srael. Do you have any comments? 


rs Yes, I do. We have seen the reports stating 
this. In recent years, relations between Hungary and [srael 
have steadily improved. We are pleased they have decided to 
restore formal diplomatic relations. We hope that other 
members of the Warsaw Pact will follow Hungary's lead. 


Q Anything about the part played by the United 
States in pressuring Hungary to go to resumption of the 
relations with [srael? 


i) No. I don't have any comment on that. I haven't 
seen those reports. 


Q Was it all the time the policy of the United 
States to put pressure on East European countries to resume 
relations with Israel? 


“4 I'm unaware of the report that you're speaking 
to, so [I don't have a comment for you on it. ['ve said what we 


have to say about Hungary recognizing Israel today, and that's 
all [I have to say. 


Q Onaeasiore on Israel. 
i) Sure. 


Q Anything on the Egyptian proposals? Does the. 
U.S. think the [sraeli Government should accept them? 


a I don't have a view for you whether the Israeli 
Government should accept them. And what is the more specific 
question about the Egyptian plan? 


Q What does the U.S. think about it? 
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Q How about Rabin's visit to Cairo, and what sort 
of outcome do you encourage? 


Q And also what the U.S. thinks about the Eqyptian 
proposal? 


“ We've seen one report before [I came out here that 
said that Defense Minister Rabin had announced that Israel 
accepts to meet and have talks. Based on these press reports, 
which is all we've seen prior to my briefing, we would 
characterize it as encouraging that they had a good meeting, 
but we don't have any details at this point. We would 
certainly welcome the beginning of an Israeli-Palestinian 
dialogue. And, as you all know, our efforts in support of the 
peace process have been devoted to this end for many months 


Q To Follow up on that, apparently -- at least the 
reports that I saw of this meeting said that there remained a 
difference between Rabin and Mubarak on the question of 


Palestinian representation -. the question of whether or not 
Palestinians from outside the Occupied Territories would be 
included. 


Can you say publicly that the United States supports 
having Palestinians from outside the Territories in such a. 
delegation? 


“ No. I can't say that for you, and I cannot get 
into the specific comments by the United States Government on 
various different points that have been printed in our 
newspapers here today. As far as overa]l, if you want to know 
the United States' involvement, as you all know, we've been 
talking with all the parties involved on how to get to and make 
the Israeli proposal on elections work. 


The U.S., as you also know, has been actively engaged 
in trying to promote a dialogue between the Israelis and 
Palestinians in the Territories. First and Foremost, that 
dialogue is aimed in our eyes at creating the conditions to 
hold the elections proposed in the Government of Israel 
initiative. To that end, we have been working with all the 
parties in the area to respond positively to the Israeli plan. 


Margaret, can I ask about something you said a 
little earlier in the response to the question about the 
Rabin-Mubarak meeting? You said you thought it was encoyraging 
on the basis of a press report that you saw that the two ‘ad 
agreed on having an Israeli-Palestinian dialogue. 


Was there ever any doubt in the U.S. mind that Israel 
sought -- that either Israel or Eqypt sought an 
{sraeli-Palestinian dialogue, and wasn't the question really a 
question of who's going to take part in such a dialogue? And, 
if so, if that was the question, then it doesn't seem as though 
there really is anything encouraging about the meeting. 
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A The Rabin-Mubarak meeting? 
. Yes. Since they didn't agree on who would take 
part in a dialogue. I mean, the Egyptians -- the Israelis have 


announced that they've had meetings with Palestinians, and, of 
course, the Egyptians have announced that also. The problem 
has always been who's going to come to this joint meeting 


” That's right 


Q - and they do not seem to have resolved that 
So what is it that's encuuraging about the meeting? 


” Well, our press reports were, our understanding 
was, is that their meeting had concluded, and that Rabin 4ad 
come out -- and I don't know, this is off a press repurt - 


said that they had agreed to hold a meeting in Cairo. [ could 
be totally wrong; it's off one report 


So we - in anticipation that you'd seen the same one 
press report we had seen, this is all we have to characterize 
the Rabin meeting that happened today. ['m sure tomorrow or 
later this afternoon we might have more, but that's all we had 
based on one report in anticipation that you all might ask us 
what was our reaction to that. 


Q Margaret, you're still he ling the United States 
as encouraging or supportive of the She .r Plan, or do you sce 
that the Shamir Plan is coming to a dea end by the adoption of 
half of Israeli Cabinet of the ten poin:: of Egypt? 


o What is your question? 


Q The question is, are you still holding that you 
are working with the Israelis over the Shamir Plan which was 
presented here in April? 


u Absolutely. 


Q But it looks like the Israeli Cabinet now -- part 
of the Israeli Cabinet is completely putting outside that plan, 
because it's not working, and they are looking at the ten-point 
plan of Egypt. idbgre do you stand on this? 


a That's a characterization that you have; a 
formulation that [ don't have. ['ve just stated what the 
United States' policy is. Our policy has not changed. We are 
definitely still wholeheartedly supporting the [sraeli 
Government election proposal and initiative That has not 
changed. 


Q Over the weekend there were also reports that Mr 
Mubarak is going to invite to Cairo Palestinians and [sraelis 
to meet. Does the United States Governwent have any position 
on that? 
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A I don't have a position on that. 
Q Let me try the same question in a different way. 
if I may. 
o Okay. 
Q Do you see the Mubarak ten points as a plan in 


itself or as a complementary to Shamir's plan? 


~ As it's been characterized in our newspapers 
today, which was accurately characterized, their ten points are 
not an alternative to the May 14 [sraeli Government proposal 
The Egyptian ten points signify Egyptian acceptance of the 
concept of elections presented in the Israeli proposal and 
represent an Egyptian view on how to get to elections and make 
them work. 


Q Margaret, is the Administration preparing any new 
plan of its own, since everybody's preparing a plan, or are you 
resigning to the area to have their own plan as suggested today 


in The Washington Post? 


“ No. We're not working on a new plan. 
Q And you are not thinking of a new plan? 
No. 


Margaret, again, are you seeing the ten-point 
plan of Mubarak as a solution to the problem of modality as you 
used to characterize it before? 


a There are a lot of details that need to be worked 
out. I said that I was not going to be able to comment on 
specifically the different proposals in the Eqyptian ten-point 
plan. ['m not going to do that. 


It's obvious that Eqypt supports the concept of 
elections, and the Egyptian view is to make the [Israeli peace 
plan work. I've said what the Egyptians are doing. [I've said 
what the United States is doing. Further than that, [ don't 
have much furtheg.sharacterization for you. 


Q Does the United States accept the Egyptian plan 
as a workable modality or system to get to elections in the 
West Bank and Gaza? 


ve That tends to get me to conment on their ten 
points which [I'm not at liberty to do, 4s a@ basket or as each 
individual point. Sorry. 


Q So we simply have no comment on it -- we, the 
United States, have no comment on it and accept it as one 
proposal. 
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4 It's not a proposal. We have described this as 
the Eqyptian view. 
Q Margaret, may I? On Friday, Assistant Secretary 


Kelly said that the Egyptian ten points are constructive. then 
he moved to a -- 


o I believe Richard said that also on Friday 


Q Yes. But, [ mean, he said that, but the - then 
he rejected one of them, which calls for international 
supervision of the election. Now, what about the nine points’ 
Il mean, you are characterizing one point, and then yuu're 
leaving us in the lurch about the other nine points. 


“ I was unaware of this [ sat in a meeting with 
John this morning for an hour. 


Q No. He said that on the record. 


i) Okay. Well, then he has neglected to let me know 
that, because he sat in @ meeting with me for one hour this 
morning -- (laughter) -- 


Q I mean, he's saying one thing, and now you're 
saying this is only the Egyptian - 


“ And I have my clear instr tions from Assistant 
Secretary Kelly and others on what we a: * and are not going Lo 
discuss. So I will be sure and call hi.» when this briefing's 
over -- (laughter) -- and ask him if he an help me a little 
bit here. 


Q Unless he calls you first after listening. 
a That's correct. (Laughter) 


Q Margaret, can we get some copies of some of 
what's been said -- it would help clarify -- on the Middle East? 


me Sure. 

Q Macggret, new subject? 

a Yes. 

Q A leading Indian newspaper carried a story that 
former Ambassador John Gunther Dean was part of a conspiracy 
along with some senior Indian Embassy officials here that 


resulted in high technology items being surreptitiously 
exported to India Have you got anything on this? 





i) [I haven't heard anything about that No. 
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Q There is supposed to be an investigation going on 
within the State Department itself. 


a If there is one going on, [I'm unaware of it 
and, if I was aware of it, I'm sure the answer would be, "I 
cannot comment on an ongoing investigation. " 


Q Rut is the State Department troubled that in Lhe 
wake of what happened with Felix Bloch and everything else th..! 
here are allegations being made against one of the more senivur 
and experienced career diplomats? 


['m not aware of these allegations. TL'll be glad 
to ask if something is going on with them, if there's any Lruth 
or foundation to them whatsoever; and, if there is, then L will 
definitely put out for you that there's not [' ll find owt 
what's going on. I personally don't know anything about it 


Q And just one more. fhe [ndian Ambassador was 
expected to meet with the Secretary today Has that been 
cancelled or -- 


a 1 thought it was on his schedule. 


Q [t was not on -- 
“ Yes. He's seeing him 
Q And any readout on what | pened at the meeting? 


He was expected to meet this morning. 


a { thought it was this aft «noon. This is this 
morning? 


Q This morning, yes 


ie) No, [I haven't seen him since he met with him 
I'll see if they want to put something out I don't know 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the U.S. -Soviet 
ministerial talks that have opened today?’ 


a No. 
— 

Q No readout? 

No 
Q Can we expect one? 
a No. 
Q Why? 
Q And | suppose no photo opportunity, either? 
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A Photo-op for the working groups? 

Q Yes. 

“ I don't think they do that, do they? I don't 
think so. 

Q Wait a minute 

A Do they? 

Q Why not? 

“ Look, it's not me It's fine with me 

Q Whether or not “they,” - whoever “they” are 


do it, why not? 
" The powers that be 


Q Yeah. They have in the past -- in certain sorts 
of instances done this 


a Done a photo-op? 

Q And in other ones, they haven't. 
a Sure. ['ll ask. 

Q This would be a swell one Lo do. 


Kim says we did. 


Q We did what? 

A That we asked and they said no I'll ask again 

Q Who is the “they” -- the Russians or the 
Americans? 

ne Your American friends 

Q My American friends? 

Your American friends Not to be cute with you, 


Tom, [I really don't have anything You know the working greups 
are meeting. I've asked all the questions you'd like me to 
ask. They have zero to say. | 


They're not planning on saying anything afterwards [ 
asked [ can keep asking and -- 


Q They'll be meeting today and tomorrow, or right 
through Shevardnadze's arrival on Thursday? 
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a The original plan was to meet today and 
tomorrow. I don't know if they will decide to go into 
Wednesday or not. I guess they could, but there's no plan to 


do that. 

Q Without a substantive fill on what they actually 
do, is there a way to figure out, to log how many hours? 

a Sure, I'll ask them 

Q [ mean, do they meet for fifteen minutes and then 


go shopping, or whet? 


A My underslanding -. I can speak for one, for 
instance -- for Dennis this morring Dennis told me he was 
supposed to begin at 10:00. I believe he said go to 12:30, 
reconvene at 2:00 or 2:30 and end at 4:30. fhat's the only one 
-- I just happened to have been with Dennis and asked him [ 
don't know if the others are on the same schedule. But, sure, 
certainly we can do that. 


Q So we have some quantitative notion. 
i) { will. 
Q lf we can know whether all of these groups are 


meeting both days or -- 


a I believe Richard said o: riday there were four 
that were meeting; right, Richard? 


MR. BOUCHER: Yes. 


fe And I checked this morning and it's just still 
the four that are meeting. 


Q (inaudible) 


A lL only know of Monday and tuesday [I haven't 
heard that they'd go on into Wednesday. 


Q Margaret, can I go back to Hungary for a minute 
Over the weekend.ethere was a report that said that the United 
States had been informed by Budapest and by Bonn about 
Hungary's intentions to keep its border open -- to open its 
border and to let the East Germans through Can you confirm 
that? 


a No, I don't have anything tor you on that, and 
it's not something that we were into this morning. ['ll be 
glad to ask. 

Q Would you? 


a Sure. 


Q And also, could you check ‘or me on the -- 
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” It would go without saying that the United States 
would support keeping the borders open. [ know that, but 
whether they talked over the weekend, [ don't know 


Q The report was on -- [ think it was in Saturday's 
washington Post that suggested that the United States had been 
nformed by Hungary before allowing the East Germans to cross 

through into Austria. 


is) [ don't know. 


Q The other thing 1s, what's the current status of! 
Hungary's Preferred Nation Status? 


“ That, I believe - 
Q [s it going to be extended or 


a The President addressed himself to that [ 
believe it was at Karl Marx University when we were in 
Budapest, and basically said when Hungary had codified its 
laws, that the United States would certainly then look at the 
granting of MFN. I don't know where Hungary is in getting 
their legislation in order. ['d be glad to check it for you 


Q Would you check and see whether the actions of 
the past ten days or so have made any difference to Hungary's 
status? 


a It's a legislative matter They have to do 
something within their legislature, and i'm not sure if they've 
met, how far along they are in that pro -ss, so I'll be glad to 
see for you. But it's not connected necessarily to their 
border, like you said. 


Q New topic. Colombia: Over the weekend it was 
reported that President Barco had issued an order for the air 
force to shoot down planes that are carrying drugs or to bring 
them down? Does the U.S. share that policy? 


a I'm unaware of him issuing a statement like that, 
and [I'd rather check for you before [ issue a statement on it 
I'm totally unaware of him doing that. 


Q Do we have any sort of task force or working 
group within the Department looking at potential policies in 
terms of bringing down planes in that malter? 


i) Not that I've heard of since I've been here I 
don't have an answer for you on him issuing something on 
bringing down airplanes 


Q Margaret, can [mw «+ to Nicaragua? 


Q Can I stay on Colombia? Do you have anything to 
say about the attack on the embassy las! night? 
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“ On the embassy? Yes. Yesterday, September 17. 
at approximately 8:55 p.m. local time, a homemade rocket hit 
the northeast corner of the Chancery of the U.S. Embassy in 
Bogota. The rocket did not explode. No one was injured, and 
the building sustained only minor damage. 


The police responded immediately to the embassy f:.d 
at this time, no one has claimed responsibility. 


Q Do you have any further word on the people 
allegedly of Colombian origin who had Venezuelan passports whw 
were arrested in Canada, supposedly on their way into the 
United States last week? They were tho..aht at one point to 
have been associated with the Colombian hit squad effort? 


. oe No, and I think that we had something on that 
last week, didn't we? 


Q Questions were asked at the briefing. 


i We didn't have a lot specific, but we had asked 
last week and they didn't have much on it. 


Q All right, so there's no -- 


A It hadn't come back up. I can go re-ask, if they 
have an update on it. 


Q Nicaragua: There's a new ceport that the Soviets 
are sneaking weaponry, including helicopters, into Nicaragua. 
This is an issue that you've been able to comment on with some 
zest in the past. 


i) I have a zesty one today, too. This is on the 
Soviet Union shipping arms and military equipment? 


Q That's the one. 


a Although the Soviet Union has stated that it is 
not sending weapons to Nicaragua in 1989, the total tonnage of 
Soviet-bloc military shipments to Nicaragua appears somewhat 
higher than for a comparable period last year. 

— 

The level of these shipments is, in any case, well 
beyond the legitimate defensive needs of Nicaragua. [t is 
inexplainable to us why the East Bloc feels that it must. 
provide Nicaragua with even more weapons while a cease-fire is 
in effect than it provided the Nicaragquans when they were 
actively engaged with Contra Fforcns 


The basic pattern in recent years has been 
transshipment of Soviet weapons through Cuba This year the 
weapons out of Cuba has increased dramalically As you know, 
Cuba and Nicaragua continue to supply arms to the FMLN Tle 
FMLN has come to rely chiefly on Soviet Sloc weapons 
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Under the Tela and the Esquipulas Accords, the Centra! 
american Presidents called for countries to stop supplying 
weapons to insurgencies in the region. The U.N. has repeated 
this appeal. We urge the Soviet Union and its allies to meet 
this demand. 


Q If I could ask you to go back to the line about 
total tonnage appearing somewhat higher, is that a reference ‘o 
Soviet or Soviet—bloc? 


a Soviet-bloc 
Q That's Soviet-bloc 
Q Do you have any evidence  - 


Q What about the Soviets? Are the Soviets 
continuing to funnel weapons to Nicaragua? 


) They have told us that they are not. I do not 
have for you what our policy is on it -- this is something that 
we have stated on the record that we accept. [ remember what 
Marlin said about it 


As you know, it goes without saying, this is one of 
the issues, in the three meetings that Baker and Shevardnadze 
have had, that is high on the agenda. 


Q That's why your answer is important. 


a That's correct. It will © on the agenda again, 
either Friday or Saturday. So [ don't ive what you'd like, a 
nice little, distinct answer for you. 


Q Can we ask for you to see if you can provide us 
with a distinct answer as to whether or not the Soviets are 
continuing to provide weapons to Nicaragua? And, secondly, 
what are the tonnage figures you're talking to them about? 


i) If they'll give them out. 


Q And there was also a specific report alleging 
that one or more helicopters had come in. Those weapons have 
been particularly.jmportant in this war. I gather you don't 
have anything on it? 


4 I have nothing on helicopters. 


Not now, but if you could see whether something 
could be said about that. 


) I'll ask. 


Q When you do that, I wonder if you could -- if you 
don't have it with you, if you could get a list of the 
Soviet-bloc countries which are supplying weapons? 
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Okay. if they'll put it out [I don't know ° 
And while you're at it, the types of weapons also? 

If they'll do it. I just have to ask 

Oh, they love this sort of stuff 


Margaret, in the same region, if I may 


> 5 ©} 3s © ® 


Yeah, Robert? 


Q Do you have any comment -- I guess you don't, but 
I just want to make sure -- do you have any comment on a 
published report that the Soviets have supplied three 
torpedo-carrying boats and four helicopters to Nicaragua in the 
last couple of weeks? 


a No, I don't have anything specific on that t*1] 
see if they want to be specific on it That was part of Dole's 
question. 


Q In the same region, just briefly. Do you have 
anything on the talks between the FMLN and the Salvadoran 
Government, or the interview with Villalobos in today's limes? 


a What specifically would you like on Villalobos? 
I mean, yes, I have a statement. If yo ‘d like, I can read 
that to you, if that answers your quest in on what our opinion 
is of what he had to say. 


Q By all means, go ahead. 


a Mr. Villalobos has it backwards. The United 
States provides military assistance to the Government of Fl 
Salvador in order to help democratic Salvadorans defend their 
fledgling democratic institutions. 


Our assistance continues because the FMLN guerrillas 
have refused to end terrorism and assassination and participate 
in the democratic system as called for in the Tela Accords 


Not surprisingly, we approached the Villalobos 
statements about—meace and propaganda with some caution After 
all, he was quoted as saying -- these are his quotes -- “In El 
Salvador, elections are an act of war, not a political act." 
That hardly sounds like a commitment to peaceful 
self-determination 


If the querrillas reach agreement with the government 
to lay down their arms and take part in participatory 
democracy, military assistance at current levels would no 
longer be necessary. We sincerely hope that at the on-going 
government FMLN talks, both sides will agree to a definite end 
to the conflict. This can be accomplished only if both sides 
engage seriously with the goal of achieving agreement instead 
of primarily playing to.a U.S. audience 
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Q Do you have a separate statement with respect to 
the conclusion of the agreement last week on the negotiations, 
or was that incorporated into the statement you just read? 


A I don't have a specific statement on the 
conclusion of the meetings last week. [n Mexico; right? 

Q Right 

= No, I don't 

Q Margaret, a New York City sewspaper published a 
report today saying that Deng Xiaoping has appointed iis 
successor. Do you have any comment on either the New York City 


newspaper report or on the substance of it? 
” No. 


Q You spoke earlier of “our” newspapers I didn't 
know which ones you meant. 


a American. WNo, [I don't. 


Q No comment on the report of Jiang Zemin as ‘ihe 
successor? 


rs Zero. 


Q Going back to the Middle ~ast for a minute. Over 
the weekend an Arab League Committee called for a cease-fire in 
Lebanon and said they had a plan to implement which would 
hopefully see a parliamentry meeting on September 30. Do you 
have any comment? ' 


A I don't have a comment on a September 30 meeting 
Q Do you have also -- 
A -- but you do know the White House put out @ very 


lengthy statement. I believe it was on Saturday. It 
reiterates our policy on the Arab League's efforts. I can 
restate parts of it here for you now. 


~~ 
Q Please. 
a We welcome the Arab League Tripartite Committee's 


decision to renew its efforts to resolve the Lebanon crisis. 
We strongly urge all the parties to take advantage of the Arab 
League's call: abide by the cease-fire, lift the blockades, 
and allow the process of reconciliation to begin. [I'd refer 
you to the White House statement which is an entire page. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the reaction 
made by General Aoun on the Jiddah decluration? 
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a No, because we've seen conflicting reports . 
Y Do you have any comment on news reports, or 


rather Israeli media reports that Egypt's 10-point plan is 
being supported by Secretary Baker? 


” No. ['ve expressed for you what our view is of 
the Israeli view of the election idea, and I don't have 
anything else. [ think [ spoke to this three times last we 


Richard did on Friday. [ just can't go any further than what 
['ve done today and what we did last week. 


Q lhere was a report from Atlanta, Georgia, that. 
former President Jiwmy Carter is going to extend an invitation 
to Yasser Arafat to visit Atlanta and address the Carter Center 
For Middle tast Peace and he's going to obtain a visa For Mr 
Arafat. Do you have any comment on that? 


A [ haven't heard a thing about that. 


Q Any comment on the editorial in the Washington 
Post (inaudible) situation? 





A It hasn't applied. 


Q I'm sorry to be late. May [I ask you about the 
India-Sri Lanka agreement. Anybody ask you about that? 


A Excuse me? 


Q The agreement between India and Sri Lanka, 
whether the [ndian troops will be out by December 317? 


A I don't have anything on that today. I['1l be 
glad to take your question. 


Q Any comment on the editorial of the Washington 
Times relating to the assassination of Zia ul-Haq of Pakistan? 








A The only thing that [ have is that we, apparently 
prior to my getting here, have addressed the investigation of 
the plane crash many times. Since the Government of Pakistan 
completed its report last October, a team of U.S. technical 
experts assisted—Rakistan in the technical aspects of the 
investigation. An FBI team traveled to Pakistan and conducted 
its own research into the crash. Any comments concerning the 
FBI findings or report, ['ll have to refer you over to Llhem., 


Q Thank you 
n Thank you all. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12 57 p.m.) 
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POSTED: SEPT. 18, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING, SEPTEMBER 18, 1989 


KINSHASA SUMMIT ON ANGOLA 





Q. Why didn't Jonas Savimbi attend the September 18 Kinshasa 
Summit? 


THIS QUESTION IS BEST ANSWERED BY DR. SAVIMBI OR HIS OFFICIAL 
REPRESENTATIVES. WE UNDERSTAND, HOWEVER, THAT A DELEGATION 
REPRESENTING UNITA IS NOW IN KINSHASA. 


t 
Q. Why doesn't the Unite& States support “amnesty” for UNITA 
forces or “exile” for Dr. Savimbi? 


A. A LASTING PEACE IN ANGOLA CAN ONLY BE ACHIEVED IN A CONTEXT 
IN WHICH BOTH UNITA AND THE MPLA CAN EMERGE AS WINNERS. THIS 
IS POSSIBLE UNDER THE THREE PRINCIPLES AGREED TO BY BOTH UNITA 
AND THE MPLA AT THE GBADOLITE SUMMIT -- A CEASEFIRE, NATIONAL 
RECONCILIATION, AND NEGOTIATIONS. IN CONT2AST, THE CONCEPTS OF 
“EXILE” AND “AMNESTY” WERE NOT INCLUDED IN THE FINAL STATEMENT 





AT GBADOLITE. IN OUR VIEW, THE NOTION OF ‘AMNESTY" IMPLIES 
SURRENDER BY A DEFEATED FORCE AND "EXILE" FOR DR. SAVIMBI WOULD 
PRECLUDE HIM FROM LEADING HIS SUPPORTERS IN THE PROCESS OF 
NATIONAL RECONCILIATION, WE BELIEVE THAT THESF CONCEPTS ARE 
COUNTERPRODUCTIVE TO THE SEARCH FOR PEACE IN ANGOLA. 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: SEPT. 18, 1989 
PRESS BRIEFING OF SEPT. 16, 1989 


INVESTIGATION OF AMBASSADOR JOHN GUNTHER DEAN 


Q: Is the State Department investigating Ambassador John Gunther 
Dean for allegedly smuggling high-tech equipment into India? 


A: AMBASSADOR JOHN GUNTHER DEAN IS NOT UNDER INVESTIGATION BY THE 


STATE DEPARTMENT FOR ANY REASON. 

















TAKEN QUESTION 
Sept. 18, 1989, Press Briefing 


HUNGARY 


a eee, Saneesy colt the U.S. in advance about opening of borders 
A: -- WE HAVE OFTEN DISCUSSED WITH HUNGARIAN OFFICIALS HUNGARY'S 
PLANS TO OPEN ITS BORDERS, STARTING WITH THE REMOVAL oP 
BARBED WIRE IN MAY OF THIS YEAR, AND HAVE SUPPORTED THIS 
POLICY. WITH REGARD TO ALLOWING THE EAST GERMANS TO LEAVE. 
HUNGARY MADE THE CORRECT DECISION IN A VERY DIFFICULT 
SITUATION. THE GOVERNMENT DID NOT ASK OUR OPINION IN 


ADVANCE IN THIS MATTER, NOR DID WE OFFER ONS. 


Q: Is the U.S. ready to grant Hungary most-favored-nation 
(MFN)? 


A: -- AS YOU KNOW, HUNGARY HAS RECEIVED ‘iFN UNDER A YEARLY 
WAIVER REGIME SINCE 1978. THE PRESIDENT ANNOUNCED 
DURING HIS VISIT TO BUDAPEST IN JLLY THAT AS SOON AS 
HUNGARY'S PARLIAMENT PASSED THE DRAFT EMIGRATION 
LEGISLATION, HE WOULD INFORM CONGRESS OF HUNGARY'S 
FULL COMPLIANCE WITH THE JACKSON-\ 'IK AMENDMENTS TO 
THE 1974 TRADE ACT. THIS ACTION WILL GIVE HUNGARY THE 
MOST LIBERAL ACCESS TO THE AMERICAN MARKET FOR THE 
LONGEST TERMS POSSIBLE UNDER OUR LAWS. 

== THIS IS WHAT COMMERCE SECRETARY MOSBACHER WAS 
REFERRING TO IN BUDAPEST ON MONDAY. 
oe THE HUNGARIAN PARLIAMENT IS EXPECTED TO CONSIDER THE 


DRAFT EMIGRATION LEGISLATION SOON AFTER IT RESUMES 


SESSION ON Sepp MBER 26. 
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Taken Question 
September 18 Briefing Posted: alie/9¢ 
— 


Colombia: Policy on Shooting Down Aircraft 





Q: What is your reaction to Colombian President Barco's 
reported statement that his government will shoot down 
Suspected drug aircraft? 

A: WE ARE AWARE OF THE STATEMENT. WE UNDERSTAND 
COLOMBIA'S DESIRE TO ESTABLISH SOVEREIGNTY OVER ITS 
AIRSPACE. WE UNDERSTAND FROM PRESS REPORTS THAT 
PROCEDURES BEING ADOPTED INCLUDE ADEQUATE WARNINGS AND 
THAT DRASTIC MEASURES WOULD ONLY BE TAKEN AS A LAST 


RESORT. 
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Taken Question 
Septemper 16 Briefing - Posted aliz/es 
—+—-. 





Nicaracua: Soviet Military Assistance 





Q: What is the total tonnage of Soviet military shipments to 
Nicaragua thus far in 1989? Can you break it down between 
the Soviet Union itself and other bloc countries? 

A: THE 41 SOVIET BLOC ARMS DELIVERIES TO NICARAGUA AS OF 
SEPTEMBER 1 ARE ESTIMATED TO TOTAL AT LEAST 12,000 METRIC 
TONS VALUED AT 350 MIELION DOLLARS. IN THE FULL YEAR OF 
1988, THERE WERE 68 SHIPMENTS TOTALLING 19,000 METRIC TONS 
AND 515 MILLION DOLLARS. AT THIS TIME WE ARE NOT PREPARED 
TO GET INTO A COUNTRY BY COUNTRY BREAKDOWN, OR TO CONFIRM 


SPECIFIC WEAPONS SHIPMENTS. 
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PRESS SRIEFING OF SEPT. 16, 1989 


Q: Do you have any reaction to the new’s that India and Sri Lanka 
have come to an agreement on the departure of Indian troops by the 


end of the year? 


A: 


--WE SUPPORT EFFORTS BY THESE TWO FRIENDLY 
DEMOCRATIC COUNTRIES TO DEVELOP A TIMETABLE 
FOR THE EXIT OF INDIAN TROOPS THAT MINIMIZES 
FURTHER BLOODSHED WHILE RECOGNIZING SRI 


LAN®’* N SOVEREIGNTY 
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PRESS CONFERENCE 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, ILLI 
SCCRETARY OF STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SEPTEMBER 19, 1989 


SECRETARY BAKER: Good afternoon, everyone. [ thought [ would 
join you today to share a few perspectives on the upcoming 
Ministerial, so [ have a short statement that ['d like to «= ve 
you, and then I'd be pleased to take your questions. 


These discussions are taking place against a backdrop of » 
significant major changes in the Soviet Union. We recognize 
progress, but we are also alert to the severe challenges and 
pressures which the Soviets face. 


There are no simple or quick fixes to t! se. No one from the 

outside can solve these problems for th: « Having learned the 
lessons of what General Secretary Gorba: :ev calls the “era of 

stagnation,” the Soviets know that it's ip to them to make the 
fundamental structural reforms that are necessary. The General 
Secretary has called it a revolution, and we would agree with 
that characterization. 


So the question is, what can and what should we do. The 
answer, I think, to that is that we should find points of 
mutual advantage, gains that help them, but that also at the 
same time serve our interests. This approach requires, of 
course, some creativity on the part of both of us. 


I think that this Ministerial will reflect that strategy. We 
are now fully engaged across an increasingly broadened agenda 
-- broadened, if I may say so, at our suggestion in earlier 
meetings between us. So let me mention some of the things that 
we are doing that we think are to the mutual advantage of both 
the United States and the Soviet Union 


First, I think it's fair to say that the Soviets can best 
concentrate on internal reform if the external international 
environment is stable and positive. That's one reason why 
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we've urged them to join us in trying to settle regional 
conflicts. It could also save the Soviets billions of dollars 
that we still see spent in a disappointing pattern of support 
for those who fuel conflict -- in Central America, Cambodia, 
afghanistan, Cuba, Ethiopia, and elsewhere. 


Second, arms control could offer the Soviets some real economic 
savings if they respond positiveiy to our conventional forces 
initiative. [I would suggest that it's their turn to move, and 
we hope that they will. 


And I think we stand to make progress across a broad front of 
other arms control issues at this Forthcoming Ministerial. 


We will be offering proposals designed to break the 15-year 
nuclear testing logjam, which could free up to two testing 
treaties for ratification next year. 


In the area of chemical weapons, we have, [ think, a reasonable 
shot at an agreement to exchange data on chemical stocks which 
I think is a first practical step toward achieving real 
controls and eventually a total ban. 

6 
In START, we look forward to a positive Soviet response to our 
verification and stabilization initiatives. Agreement on this 
topic now, of course, would help with ratification later, as 
the President indicated when these initiatives were announced. 
I also expect START to be a major subje:« in the arms control 
letter that Minister Shevardnadze has s.id he would bring. And 
while we had hoped to see this letter i: advance of the 
Ministerial so that we could work on th subjects it raises 
this week, we will and do appreciate movement whenever we get 
it. 


However, to start the ball rolling this week, I am announcing 
today that we will Lift our ban on mobile [CBMs in START, 


contingent upon Congressional funding of our mobile ICBMs. We 
will be instructing our START negotiators in Geneva to work out 


the appropriate details of limits to be applied to mobile ICBMs 
and effective verification measures. 


Now a third way that I think we can make a constructive 
contribution to perestroika is to assist the possible catalytic 
reform processés in Poland and Hungary. And this week I'll be 
speaking with Minister Shevardnadze about our intentions to 
play a positive role in helping those two nations help 
themselves. 


And, finally, I believe our efforts to institutionalize the 
human rights agenda with the Soviets to expand our joint 
efforts on transnational problems such as the environment can 
support glasnost through fostering a pluralistic society in the 
Soviet Union. I will be giving the Minister a list of possible 
environmental initiatives, and I hope that we can reach an 
agreement on a human richts statement, on the rule of law, and 
other topics. 
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We seek to encourage a spirit of openness between the Soviet 
Union and the United States, and that's a spirit that we hope 
to find in Wyoming. 


Now I'd be glad to respond to your questions. Jim? 
MR. JAMES ANDERSON (UPI): Mr. Secretary, could you give us 


some details on what you have in mind specifically on mobile 
missiles? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we want to make it clear, Jim, that if 
the Congress funds the strategic modernization program that the 
President has asked for, we will lift the ban which currently 
is in place in the START negotiations on mobile missiles. 





QUESTION: In other words, you would permit the Soviets to keep 
the SS-25s? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, no, we will lift the ban, but, as I 
indicated, we will instruct our negotiators in Geneva to begin 
discussions upon the appropriate limits and effective 
verification measures with respect to mobile missiles. Se 
those two things will still have to be negotiated out within 
the context of the START discussions. 





T : Mr. Secretary, will the chem:ral weapons agreement 
that seems té6 be in sight include inspe: ion of American 
chemical weapons on West German soil, o: are the Germans 
objecting, and are you going to finesse that issue? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'd rather wait to sew if we can close this 
out, Barry, because there are still a few issues. [ said [ 
think we have a fair shot at this, and that's exactly where we 
are today. You had put your finger on one of the last issues 
to be resolved. But this would involve a two-stage exchange of 
information on locations and quantities of United States and 
Soviet stocks as well as a regime of inspections to confirm the 
data. 


T ; May I try to put my finger on another?. Is a second 
stage to tie in the inspection regime to a 40-nation agreement, 
or will you have -- or do you hope to have an agreement that 
will stand on its own bilaterally, possibly being a model for 
others, but one that can be carried out by these two countries? 


SECRETARY BAKER; Well, we would, of course, prefer ultimately 
to find ourselves in the position of moving multilaterally in 
this area. If we can't do that, then, of course, we will move 
to the extent that we can bilaterally. 


Ralph? 
QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, back on the arms control issue for a 


moment, the United States, if it Lifts its own distaste for 
mobile missiles unilaterally, as you appear to be announcing 
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you're willing to do, would you expect the Soviets perhaps to 
do the same thing with their insislence on controlling 
submarine-launched cruise missiles? Would that be something 
that you'd expect of a reciprocal -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I can't forecast what might be included in 
the proposal that we presume we will see on Thursday. So [ 
really would prefer not to just speculate here with you [ 
just don't know what could be in it. 


As you know, we have major differences with the Soviet Union on 
the question of SLCMs [ don’t anticipate a lot of progress on 
that issue at this Ministerial This has been a very, very 
thorny, difficult problem throughout Lhe entire history of the 
START negotiations. 


QUESTION: But if the Soviets did with SLCMs what you appear to 
be doing with mobiles, you wouldn't have to Face that issue, 
either at this Ministerial or -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: [ can't guess with you about what they might 
or might not do. 


Margaret? 


T : Would you talk to us a little more about what you're 
thinking of vis a-vis Poland and Hungary” Are you anticipating 
a greater level of U.S. support that ta! 5 into account that 
Solidarity is now running the governmen! instead of the 
Communists? 


ZECRETARS BAKER: Well, I think it's fair to say that when the 
President went to Poland and Hungary, we were talking about how 
we might assist a Communist Government in the process of 
reform. Now we are talking about assistance to a democratic 
government seeking to survive, and, therefore, we should take a 
harder look at the problem and at the issue. We are doing 


that. 


You saw just the other day where the President announced an 
additional $50 million in food aid to Poland. We don't want to 
make the same mistakes that the industrialized democracies made 
in the 70's when we funneled a lot of loans into Poland and a 
lot of grants into Poland without insisting upon the 
appropriate economic reforms. 


There are a lot of things that the Poles need to do to help 
themselves. We need to assist in that in every way possible. 
We need to try and move, for instance, a Paris Club 
rescheduling in advance of any requirement for an IMF 
agreement. We need to push to make certain that the 
cooperative effort that was agreed to at the Economic Summit 
goes forward expeditiously. As we are presently doing, I 
think, with Secretary Mosbacher on a trip over there, we need 
to concentrate on the Enterprise Foundation and Fund so that we 
can create a private sector in these countries. This is very, 
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T : But are you anticipating a greater level of US. aid 
than the President announced, other than the food? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We've already bumped it by $50 million. what 
I think we need to do is take a look at requirements and take a 
look at what we can do, because the point you make is a very 
good one. We are now dealing with a democratic government 
seeking to survive rather than a Communist government seeking 
to reform itself, and [ think it's appropriate that we look 
particularly hard at our bottom line and do everything that we 
possibly can. 


But we shouldn't make the mistake of thinking that it's just 
U.S. aid in the form of grants and loans that's going to cure 
the problem, because it didn't cure it in the 70's, and it's 
not going to cure it now, and it's going to take some 
fundamental economic reform in both of those countries. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, since the Soviets seem anxious to 
move ahead on START, is the U.S. willing to move without regard 
to progress in the conventional arms talks, to move on a 
separate track toward a STAR! agreement? 9 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, [I don't think we've ever conditioned 
START and CFE, one on the other. We have a fairly far-reaching 
and ambitious proposal out there on the ‘able as far as 
conventional is concerned, as you know. And, as I indicated in 
my statement, we would hope that the So: ets would pick up that 
offer. This would enable them to save significant amount of 
money and, as you know, some of their p -blems are economic in 
nature. 


T : But there's a widespread perception, Mr. Secretary, 
that because of the problems in the Administration about what 
the position should be in the START talks relevant to the 
sea-launched cruise missiles and particularly the ABM Treaty, 
that it would be easier to move forward on conventional. The 
Soviets, on the other hand, seem to want to push very hard on 
START. Are you willing to make that push? 


ER: As I mentioned in my statement, we're going 
to be moving across the full range of our arms control agenda. 
We're going to be moving in START; we're going to be moving in 
conventional; we're going to be moving in chemical; and we're 
going to be moving in nuclear testing, we hope ~-- in all of 
these areas. 


Now, will we conclude a treaty in Wyoming? The answer to that 
is obviously no. fhat's not the purpose or the Function of 
these meetings. They are to continue to move the process 
forward, and { think if you judge us at the end of the day -- 
hopefully next Sunday -- that you will agree that we've moved 
the process forward substantially across the Full range of our 
arms control agenda. 
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Are there still some major issues in START? You bet there are, 
and they're going to be very difficult to resolve, but we're 


going to keep at it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Senate Majority Leader accused 
the Administration of timidity in the face of unprecedented 
changes in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, and the Speaker 
of the Hungarian Parliament expressed unhappiness with the 
“wait-and-see" attitude on the part of the Administration. 


What's your reaction to those charges? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't think that we can appropriately 
be accused of having a “wait-and-see" attitude. Frankly, [ 
think that the statement, coming as it did on the eve of the 
Ministerial, was unfortunate in its timing. [ also think it 
ignores our approach as [I've laid it out here to you in the 
opening statement that [ just made. 





We have clearly recognized the historic changes that are taking 
place, not only in the Soviet Union but in Eastern Europe as 
well. That's why we are fully engaged, not just on the full 
range of our arms control agenda, but on the broadened agenda 
as well -- environmental problems, drug problems, terrorism 
problems, a whole range of issues that we never used to 
discuss, even with the Soviets. 


That's why we're focusing greater effor:; on regional 
conflicts. That's why we're offering t::hnical economic advice 
on what it's going to take to accomplisi the kind of reform 
that's necessary in Poland and Hungary . id, for that matter, in 
the Soviet Union. ; 


Frankly, we could move forward a lot faster and with more 
effect, it seems to me, if the Congress would act expeditiously 
\ on the President's request for GSP and OPIC benefits for Poland 
and Hungary. 





So I think we have to be careful not to become frantic and rush 
out here to negotiate a treaty on strategic arms, or anything 
else for that matter, that would be non-ratifiable. You know, 
the United States did that recently in the recent past. We did 
it, I think, in the late 70's timeframe, and it turned out to 
be a mistake. I don't think we ought to do it again. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, your statement seems to be implied 
criticism of the previous Administration, of which you were a 
part, inasmuch as they negotiated START to the point at which 
it is now. I mean, is that the way we should take this? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. I don't intend to be criticizing the 
prior Administration of which I was a part. (Laughter) I 
think what's happened is they've taken it a long ways down the 
track. There are about two or three really Fundamental, very 
tough, difficult issues in START that that Administration was 





7" cy) - ; e ‘yj tT! se 
ab a eee 








3 OF7" 
PR NO. 167 
- 


not able to resolve, and that so far we have not as yet been 
able to resolve. But we need to keep negotiating on those, and 
that's the full thrust and import of my statement. 


Jonn? 


QUESTION: How much do you feel your hands are tied because of 
the legislative slowness up on Capitol Hill, particularly with 
regard to the mobile missile issue and the B-2 issue and the 
Star Wars issue? Has that made it difficulc For the 
Administration to even field a coherent arms control strategy 
going into this Ministerial? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I do think it is fair for us to say that we 
have been debating in this country the question of strategic 
modernization for almost 15 or 16 years. It is very difficult 
to negotiate a strategic arms treaty until you know for sure 
what your strategic modernization program and policy is going 
to be. 





So that relates to the question you've just addressed on 
mobiles and to some extent, [ suppose, in a related way on SDI 
and ABM. On the question of ALCMs, which is yet another wsssue 
that's unresolved in the START discussions, it's pretty hard to 
know what limits or what kind of trade you should make on ALCMs 
until you know whether or not you're going to have a 
penetrating bomber such as the B-2. 


So we do need to move together -- the L: ;islative and Executive 
Branches -- if we're going to ultimately reach a strategic arms 
agreement. 


But I want to say in concluding that answer that I hope you 
will look at the progress that is going to be made across the 
full range of the arms control negotiations and not just look 
only at that one negotiation. 


SC EEREE Mr. Secretary, you seemed to have conditioned 
additional aid for Poland on their carrying out reforms. But 


some people have said that this government is not going to be 
able to succeed with a reform program without massive 
additional aid from the West. Could you address that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm not just saying they've got to reform and 
then we'll help them. The President has made it quite clear 
that we want to help the process of reform, and we've made that 
quite clear as well. We want to get OPIC coverage for them so 
that we can encourage U.S. investment in Poland and Hungary. 


We want to give them GSP benefits so that they get the benefit 
of that in their trading relationship. We want to continue to 
be liberal and generous in our food aid and assistance. We 
want to continue to press for a Liberal Paris Club rescheduling 
for Poland in advance of an IMF agreement., and not all 
countries are quite so forward-looking, if I may say so. We 
want to see the implementation of our Enterprise Foundation, 
$125 million proposal. 


“BEST COPY AVAILAB 








3/00 


PR NO. 167 
§- 


I think it's fair to say that we need to assist them, and we 
need to help them over the rough spot. Whether they succeed or 
not is going to depend on their willingness to effect some very 
fundamental and substantial economic reforms. They've got to 
find a way to move to a free market economy. 


QUESTION: Are you going to make Soviet-bloc aid to Nicaragua a 
priority issue during the talks? 


SECRETARY BARKER: We have before and we will again, and we're a 
little disappointed in what's going on down there. So we'll 
make that know. 


QUESTION: Are the Soviets contributing directly to the 
build-up of the Sandinista arsenal? 


SECRETARY BAKER: To the build-up of the arsenal, I would have 
to say yes, if you ask me the question that way. Most of it is 
coming in indirectly but it's material and weaponry that we 
think they could have a significant influence on reducing if 
they so chose. 





Let me say one more time, as I did in my statement: Iheyeare 
spending billions of dollars in regional conflict situations 

that we think could be put to better use to assist the process 
of perestroika. That's what [ mean about assisting them where 
it's to our mutual advantage to do so. It's just one example. 


Don. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, when this min sterial meeting was 
scheduled, it was agreed that one of the topics that would be 
discussed would be the question of a future summit meeting 
between President Bush and President Gorbachev. Now, 
statements from the White House seem to suggest that it's too 
early to talk about a summit meeting. 


Could you clarify your willingness, or the Administration's 
willingness or unwillingness, to consider a summit meeting 
schedule at this time? And what kind of criteria are you going 
to use -- the President going to use -- to determine whether 
you want to proceed with one? 


SECRETARY BAKER What [I will say for you is that it is 
anticipated and intended that we have a full discussion of the 
possibility of a summit. That will take place, as we indicated 
it would, when we broke up, I think, following our meeting in 
Paris. We will have a discussion of when it would be 
appropriate for the General Secretary and the President to get 


together. Beyond that, [ really don't want to go -- 


QUESTION: Is there some feeling that this is too early to have 
a summit? 


TARY BAKER: I don't want to go beyond what I've just 
said. We will have a full discussion of that. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said the Administration is not 
taking a Wait-and-see attitude toward change in Faslern Europe 
and in the Soviet Union. Can you explain, in that context, why 
it has not yet acted on Most Favored Nation for the Soviets, 
and also why you feel the need to talk to Mr. Shevardnadze 
before taking additional steps in Poland and Hungary? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't feel the need to talk to him before 
taking additional steps. What [ said in my stalement was Lhat 


I would be telling him what our approach to Poland and Hungary 
is. I don't Feel a need to talk to him before doing that. 





With respect to MFN, I think we've made it very clear that this 
is one way in which we, [ think, could significantly assist the 
process of perestroika. We made it clear months ago that the 
only thing that was a bar to our moving on MNF was that they 
institutionalize the freer emigration policies which they have 
pretty consistently been Following over the course of the past 
year or so. We're still waiting for that institutionalization. 





There's a good case of, it seems to me, helping others help 
themselves. If they'd simply pass the law, we would be ig a 
oosilion Lo provide MFN. 





QUESTION: But the Parliament, as you know, has a lot of things 
on its agenda and some of the Soviet officials are now saying 
that they don't expect it to happen rig! away. Yet, the 
practice is there. Why doesn't the Adm: nistration do some kind 
of selective lifting or things that are within its purview, or 
it's legal -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Because I think we took a forthcoming and 
far-reaching position on it. We made it very clear months ago 
that we were prepared to do this. I think that there is 
substantial consensus within the United States For that 
approach, particularly when it rests only on their enacting 
legislation. I don't think we ought to change our: position. 


T : Mr. Secretary, despite what you said a moment ago 
about not wanting to rush out and sign agreements, do you have 
any concern, given Mr. Gorbachev's domestic problems, that 
there may be a limited period of time during which you can make 
agreements with this regime in the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY BAKEP; You know we want perestroika to succeed. You 
know we believe it's up to the Soviet people whether or not it 
will succeed and what happens to their leadership. 


Let me remind you that we hope -- hope -- to be able to tell 
you on Saturday night or Sunday that we've got significant 
movement on conventional forces because we hope they're going 
to come back and give us an answer on our proposal. We hope to 
be able to tell you we're going to have good progress on 
nuclear testing, good process on chemical weapons, and some 
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I think that's responsive to the concern that is suggested by 
your question. [t's one reason that we believe in being fully 
engaged across a broad agenda in the U.S.-Soviet dialogue. 


QUESTION: A two-part question: Just in regard to what you 
said, do you anticipate your remarks will have some impact back 
in Moscow now with a meeting going on there, to give a little 
assurance to your willingness to work with Gorbachev? 


SECRETARY BAKER: [ hadn't anticipated that in scheduling 
this. That's not the reason I'm down here. 





QUESTION: My other question is, with regard to Most Favored 
Nation status, there's some debate over whether or not that 
would really improve trade that much between the United States 
and the Soviet Union. And for those who do argue that the 
biggest problems that the Soviets face inlernally pertain to 
the continued stagnation economically there, is there anything 
that the U.S. can do, practically, or that could be done at 
this meeting, perhaps? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, and we hope to do that. We suggested at 
the last meeting that we have an informal dialogue on the, 
subject of economics, generally, and how perestroika works and 
how we wight assist them through technical advice, or 
otherwise, in doing what they need to do to move more toward an 
open warket type economy. 


They've got, as you know, some extraordinarily difficult 
problems involving the convertability of their currency and 
involving a price system. These are th ngs that have to be at 
some time addressed. 


QUESTION: Is that going to be discussed, then, this weekend? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Informally, we will be discussing those, yes. 
Tom. 


: Mr. Secretary, Minister Shevardnadze will be coming 
to the Ministerial from a nationalities plenum. What is our 
position on the Baltic States? Do we support the independence 
of the Baltic States, or would we like -- 


SECRETARY BAKER As you know, it's been the position of the 
United States For some time that we do not recognize the. 
incorporation of the Baltic States into the Soviet Union. That 
continues to be our position. We would hope that whatever 
takes place with respect to that would take place in a peaceful 


manner. 





We do not seek to foster nor would we profit from instability 
in the Soviet Union. So we'd like to sce a peaceful move 
toward independence for the Baltic States. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the spirit of your concern about 
solving regional conflicts, what do you think of President 
Mubarak's 10-point plan to move the peace process in the Middle 
Fast forward? And how do you .issess the United States-PLO 
dialogue at the present time? 


or. 


you ask me the second one later, because I'm going to give you 
a longer answer to the first one than you might have 
anticipated. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me answer the first one and then 


First of all, let me say that we strongly support the 
Government of Israel's election initiative. We would like to 
-- and we have been working toward, ever since I've been in 
this office -- like to find a way to bring about a dialogue 
between Israelis and Palestinians because we don't think there 
will ever be peace in the Middle Fast except through direct 
negotiations. 


We see Egypt's ten points not as an alternative to the Israeli 
Government's proposal. On the contrary, we think they 
represent Eqypt's acceptance of the Israeli proposal and 
Egypt's views on how to get to elections and make it work, how 
to get to a dialogue. 





We are encouraged by the recent diplomatic activity that has 
taken place in this regard, and we inte! to remain actively 
involved and engaged with the parties. 


I have been in touch with both Foreign Ministers -- the Foreign 
Minister of Egypt and the Foreign Minis! :r of Israel -- and I 
would hope that we will, the three of us, be able to meet when 
we're all three in New York at the United Nations General 
Assembly next week to further discuss ways in which we might 
implement the Israeli election proposal. 


QUEST : Mr. Secretary, could you explain more Fully the 
rationale or the reasoning behind your announcement here on 
mobile missiles? There's some arms control supporters -- I 
think Senator Nunn and Les Aspin -- who have urgued that we 
should maintain a ban on mobile missiles that carry multiple 
warheads because they maintain a breakout threat for a START 
treaty while allowing single-warhead mobile wissiles. I gather 
you're not drawing that sort of distinction. You would allow 
both types. 


T AKER: I'm not getting into the question of MIRVing 
or de-MIRVing or any of that right now. If you ask me 
“rationale,” I think, frankly, there has been some confusion 
out there about exactly where the United States was when we 
have a ban on mobile missiles in a START negotiation with the 
Soviet Union and yet we send a request to the Congress for 
authority to build and deploy mobile missiles. I just wanted 
to make that very, very clear. 
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Some have faulted us for maintaining the ban. Others think 
that, well, you ought to maintain the ban until you get 
Congressional -- what we've done here, I think, is to 
accentuate the positive and that's the purpose of the 
announcement. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, Senator Mitchell's criticisms 
yesterday went beyond specifics regarding Poland or Hungary or 
the Soviet Union. In general, I think he was making the 
assessment that the Administration lacked vision and leadership 
and didn't have an over-arching policy to deal with these 


revolulivnary changes. He even went so Far as to say there was 
some nostalgia -- there appeared to be nostalgia for the Cold 
War era. 


Can you address the question more generally than just the 
specifics of what you do want to do in each of those countries? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I thought I addressed it generally in the 
first answer I gave you, because [ told you what we are doing. 
I think that the criticism fails to take that into account. So 
I disagree with the criticism. 





(Note handed to the Secretary) 


I have another announcement for you. I'm surry, where did I 
leave you? 


. 


T : You said you reject the criticism. I'd say it was 
an unusually harsh assessment of overal! Administration policy, 
and I'm asking you to address that? 


SECRETARY BAKER; Well, let me address it this way by saying 
that when the President of the United States is rocking along 
with a 70 percent approval rating on his handling of Fureign 
policy and I were the leader of the opposition party, I might 
have something similar to say. (Laugher) 


Mr. Secretary, back to the question for a moment of 
the instability in the Soviet Union, there seems to have been 
an upsurge in that since your last Ministerial meetings. How 
do those factors enter into your Lhinking on the pace of U.S. 
cooperation with the Soviet Union? 


Do Mr. Gorbachev's internal problems, the difficulty he has in 
getting his economic program off the ground, put limits on 
really what you can achieve? — 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think it enters in in the way in 
which your question would imply because we have, from the very 
beginning, felt that it was important to cooperate where it was 
in our interest as well as theirs to assist perestroika to 
succeed. We've made that very clear, and we have felt a 
certain -- all along -- we felt a certain dynamic in this thing 
to do that without any undue delay. Thut's exactly what our 


+ spogition is now, and that's why we're moving across this full 


range o our, agenda‘ 
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If you're asking me, does it make us frantic because of what's 
happened over the course of the past three months, the answer 
is "no," and it shouldn't and it's not in our interest for it -- 





QUESTION: I meant my question to actually be the opposite. 
Does it tend to make you more cautious and more prudent? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, [ would hope, and again, as we said 
early on in this Administration, I hope that we've been 
approaching this relationship with the proper degree of 
prudence. We talked a lot about the importance of doing that. 
Why? Rercause we can have no assurance with respect to what the 
final result will be. So we shouldn't go out, as someone said. 
do something dumb. 


QUESTION: One on regional? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, and then I've got to go. 


QUESTION: On the Baltics, still. Senator Don Riegle is 
sending you a letter asking you to raise the Baltic question in © 
Wyoming. 


SECRETARY BAKER: We will be discussing that. That's an item 
that we would expect to discuss, the situation in the Baltics. 


QUESTION: Thank you so much, sir. One more on regionals: 
Will you spend much or any time discuss ig the South African 
situation with the Foreign Minister? A:d do you have any 
private indications that the new South (“frican Government will 
make the reforms that you seek in the n-ar future? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we hope they will. They haven't been 
in very long. fs you know, when we congratulated that 
government on its election and caught a little flack for doing 
so, we made it very clear that that congratulation was tempered 
with a desire on our part to see them move expeditiously ina 
whole host of areas having to do with the abolition of 
apartheid. I hope that we will see that. 


We will be discussing the situation generally in southern 
Africa. L'm not sure we will get into detailed discussions 


about the de Klerk government. 


Let me say also that [ can now inform you that allied 
representatives meeting in Brussels today have reached 
agreement on tabling concrete proposals on verification 
information, exchange, and stablizing measures in the CFE 
negotiations in Vienna -- they will table these tomorrow® -- 
together with the proposals that were tabled on July 13. This 
fully implements the decisions that were made at the May NATO 
Summit as a result of the President's conventional forces 
initiative. 


Thank you all very much. 








* Proposals will be tabled on Thursday, September 21. 
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MS. TUTWILER: f[ have one brief announcement ihis 16 
a housekeeping matter. there will be no State Department 
briefing tomorrow. As Marlin just announced, Secretary Saker 
will be doing a briefing at the White House after the 
President's meeting with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. Our 
approximate time for Secretary Baker at the White House is 3:30 
p.m. 


Q Do you have any information on the crash of the 
UTA plane in the African desert? 


a I don't have a lot of additional] information fur 
you that isn't already on the wires. [ can tell you that the 
crash site of UTA Flight 772, as you all know, has been located 
650 kilometers northwest of N'Djamena in central Niger. [here 
do not appear to be any survivors. 


According to the aircraft manifest there were seven 
Americans aboard. I cannot, because o the Privacy Act, tell 
you who those individuals are other thin to confirm that one of 
the Americans was Mrs. Bonnie Pugh, wife of our U.S. Ambassador 
to Chad, Mr. Robert Pugh. . 


Q Have you seen the reports that one group in 
London has taken responsibility For the crash? 


a Yes. 
Q Do you accept that? 


a No. We have seen a number of reports. We are 
unable to verify any of the reports of a possible explosion 
although we are aware that the airlines is now saying a bomb 
was most likely the cause. We have no independent verification 
of claims by anyone that this was a terrorist attack. 


Q Had Ambassador Pugh been planning to take that 
flight, too, do you know? 
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” I don't know. Not that [ know of 
Q Do you know the purpose of her trip? 


A Of her trip? No, [ do not. I know that Hank 
Cohen, who is the Assistant Secretary here for the African 
Bureau, spoke with our Ambassador last night. [ know that 
other officials here have been speaking with him, but [I do not 
know the details of why she was there or if he had, indeed, 
planned to be on that plane. I have not heard that he had 


Q Will the U.S. assist in terms of investigation? 


“ In terms of the investigation, as you know, all 
airplane crashes are investigated. We plan to participate in 
this investigation. Efforts on that are being coordinated 
right now. A team of investigators is standing by in 
Washington to travel to Niger. I cannot tell you the 
composition of that team. [t's all being planned right now 


I could also point out, which I'm sure you all would 
assume, that the United States has personnel there in the 
area. Effort is being mounted and coordinated by the French, 
who have equipment and personnel in the region, and they find we 
are working closely with the governments of Niger and Chad. 


Margaret, what's the basis for U.S. getting 
involved? Did they ask? I mean, this is a French plane in 
another country. Is this -- 


a We've offered our assist..ice, and there are seven 
Americans who are involved. So our pe: ole there on the ground 
have offered their assistance on the ground and also I'm sure 
they're in contact with these families. We're just there to 
help. Americans were involved. | 


Q Did the French ask us to help them in the 
investigation? 


A I don't know which came first. I just know that 


we're helping. 
Q Because it's an American plane, a DC-10? 
i Yes, it's my understanding; yes. 
Q The Privacy Act applies to living Americans, not 


dead Americans, and [ would think you would be able to release 
those names once the next-of-kin is notified? 


A {[ believe that is correct. But when [ asked this 
morning -- could I release these names? -~ they said no. I 
don't know if everyone has been notified. We have used the 
phrase “there do not appear to be any survivors", and until 
someone comes out and confirms that there are no survivors, 
we're just not in a position to put these names out for you. 
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Q Okay, but you will as soon as you can; is that 
right? 

os Absolutely. 

Q Have there been any recent travel advisories for 
Chad? 

None that I'm aware of 

Q Do you have anything on the talks on Ethiopia in 
Atlanta? 

. a Yes, I do We are encouraged by the results of 
the first round. Both sides have shown a willingness to begin 
substantive discussions. This devastating war has lasted 
almost three decades. [t must cease. 


Mr. Carter has accomplished much on the procedural 
framework, and we understand that he will continue in his work 


hS you know, we have been very supportive of President 
Carter's efforts in this area. > 


Q Is the Department --— has it been in touch with 
President Carter since the conclusion of the sessions? [s he 
consulting closely with the Department on this? 


A He has been in touch wit!) Assistant Secretary 
Cohen. 


Q Can it still be said -- should it still be said 
that he's flying on his own or has it moved in the direction 
you're comfortable with? Is there a little more input from the 
Administration? 


a His initiative is still a private one. Yes, 
we've said we're supportive of it. That doesn't bar any 
communications between him and officials here, but it still is 
a private initiative. 


Q Also, the former President was involved in an 
agreement in Nicaragua, allowing the return of the Miskito -- 


a That's correct. 

Q -~- Indians. Do you have any comment on that? 

A Yes. We are very appreciative of his efforts 
there also, and we welcome the accomplishment that he got this 


done. 


Barry, one other thing I forgot to tell you is that we 
have provided some assistance such as conveying some messages; 
it's a fuller answer for you on -- : 
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Q To two other governments? 

a On the Ethiopian situation with President Carter 

Q I'm sorry. Do you happen to know if it's to the 
various factions or to -- 

A My instincts would tell me it's -- 

Q Interested countries? 

A My instincts would tell me it would be among Lhe 
parties that are teeting. 

Q May I ask you about the Soviet -- Secretary -- 


can we go to another subject? 
No. Can we stay on the same subject -- 
All right. Sure. 


-- Barry, just for a second? 


Sure. 


oD © © 6 6 


Does the State Department have any problems with 
private citizens getting involved in fF: eign policy issues? 


i) I can only speak to this -articular instance 
where President Carter is being very h-ipful, and that we 
support it. I can't speak broadly, ge: -rically. There could 
be an instance sometime where maybe there wouldn't be, but on 
this one we have from the first day said that we support his 
efforts. 


Q On Carter and Nicaragua, if you will, just to qo 
back to that for a second: He also made some positive comments 
with respect to the election procedures, at least as they are 
now —— Did you all have any statement with respect 
to that 


a He made a specific proposal concerning exit 
polling, and based upon his proposal, we believe that this 
proposal has merit. I would remind you that in Panama exit 
polling had a key role in preventing Noriega from claiming 
victory in achieving any degree of legitimacy after he 
committed massive voter fraud. In the Philippines, exit 
polling was used, and we are very supportive and believe this 
has merit. And that's the specific proposal that we're aware 
he made concerning the Nicaraguan elections 


Q He made some generalization that [ think was 
quoted in the Post with respect to the program itself for the 
elections, and you greeted it positively. You didn't have any 
general reaction to that, did you? 
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n No. You know that we have called on the 
Sandinistas that they should cooperate fully, and that we are 
for whatever we can do to support Free and fair elections in 
Nicaragua. So I don't have a general big statement for you 


Q A couple of things on the Wyoming and the Soviet 
situation generally. As of yesterday the Secretary said, with 
no criticism, but he did say that there was no advance word 
really on what the letter would say that the Foreign Minister 
is delivering for Mr. Gorbachev 


4 Right 

Q Is that still the case today? 

A Ihat's still the case today, and the President 
the day before, you recall, had said the same exact thing. 

Q [ just wanted to update it. 

Aa It's absolutely the same. 

Q And, of course, he was -- several times on ‘che 


subject of how fast or how slow or how cautiously the 
Administration is moving, but Mr. Gerasimov had some criticism 
again this morning, and it's kind of a long quote, but I'd like 
to see if you want to respond to it. 


He says, “We wart Soviet-Amer, an relations to develop 
at a quicker pace than they have been «-veloping now. We 
think, it's our feeling, we hope we wil’ be dissuaded, but the 
+ eet up to now is that the Americans are a little bit too 
slow." 


Anything to add to what Mr. Baker said? 


A We've seen it. [ saw the quote this morning. 
I'm sure that Secretary Baker doesn't have anything to add than 
what he has said extensively yesterday, and why get in this 
back and forch, tit for tat. Minister Shevardnadze arrives 
here tonight. Secretary Baker, obviously, in my opinion 
painted a very good picture yesterday of any number of areas of 
where we are moving, and so, no, we don't have a response to 
that. 


Q Margaret, do you know when he arrives? What tine? 

Aa My understanding -- but you should please check 
with the Soviet Embassy. It's not my announcement to make. | 
believe it's somewhere around 6:00 p.m. tonight. DOeputy 
Secretary Larry Eagleburger will be meeting him 

Q Is there any event scheduled? 


a None. It's a normal arrival. 
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Q A question on Colombia. Any response by Bush to 
Barco's request on the coffee agreement? 


A My understanding is Marlin just read the letter 
at the White House briefing which is going on right now. IF 
you want me to give you a synopsis of the letter, ['1ll be glad 
to do that. 

Q Did it change the U.S. position at all? 

A The President in his letter ~—- which Marlin, is 
reading -- responded. The President expressed appreciation of 


the importance of coffee to the economies of Colombia and many 
other developing countries, noting that the U.S. played a 
constructive role in the negotiations for a new coffee 
agreement. 


He expressed disappointment that the members of the 
International Coffee Agreement had not been able to resolve 
some fundamental problems. These include sales to non-member 
countries at prices substantially lower than to member 
countries and rigid quotas which deny consumers suf ficien} 
supplies of their coffee of choice. ’ 


The President confirmed to President Barco that we are 
prepared to resume discussions on the Agreement with his 
government at any time. He also expressed hope that a lasting 
solution which is acceptable to major members and respects 
market trends can be found. 


Q Back to Shevardnadze just for a matter of 
procedure. 


A Sure. 


Q Nothing tonight. Tomorrow he sees the 
President. But does Mr. Baker have any time with him 
beforehand, or do you know of any other meetings apart from the 
White House meeting and then, of course, they get on the 
airplane. 


A There is no advance meeting scheduled between 
Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. That 
doesn't rule out the possibility that one could happen, but 
there is nothing scheduled, and their meeting with the 
President, as you know, is at 2:00 p.m. 


Q Do you have anything concerning reports of civil 
insurrection and lawlessness in St. Croix involving the 
afterwath of Hurricane Hugo? 

a No. I don't. Sorry. 


Q ([naudible) -- de Klerk. 
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A Excuse me? 
Q Anything on the inauguration of de Klerk in South 
a No. 
Q Any statement? 


D 


No. 
Q Thank you. 
4 Great. See you all in Wyoming! 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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Wednesday, September 20, 1989 


NIGER: CRASH OF UTA FLIGHT 





@ 


Q: Do you have the names of the American citizens who died in 
the crash of UTA flight 772? 


A: YES. SEVEN AMERICAN CITIZENS WERE ABOARD UTA FLIGHT 772. 





THEIR FAMILIES HAVE BEEN CONTACTED AND HAVE BEEN TOLD THAT 
ALL ABOARD ARE PRESUMED TO HAVE QIED IN THE TRAGEDY. THE 


' 
SEVEN WERE: & 


MRS. BONNIE BARNES PUGH, WIFE OF THE U.S. AMBASSADOR TO CHAD 
MS. MARGARET SCHUTZIUS, U.S. PEACE CORPS VOLUNTEER IN CHAD 
MR. JAMES TURLINGTON, ESSO EXPLORATION 

MR. MARK CORDER, ESSO EXPLORATION 

MR. PATRICK HUFF, PARKER DRILLING COMPANY 

MR. DONALD WARNER, PARKER DRILLING COMPANY 


MR. MIHAI ALI MANESTIANU, ENGINEER 


WE EXTEND OUR DEEPEST CONDOLENCES TO THE FAMILIES “OF THESE 
PELLOW AMERICANS AND TO THE FAMILIES OF ALL THOSE WHO DIED 


IN THIS CRASH. 


Q: Is there any possibility that other Americans may have boarded 
the flight in Brazzaville? 


A: NO. WE HAVE CHECKED WITH OUR EMBASSY -IN BRAZZAVILLE. THE 


SEVEN AMERICANS ABOARD THE FLIGHT ALL BOARDED IN N'DJAMENA. 
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Q: Could anyone aboard the plane have survived? 


A: « REPORTS FROM THE CRASH SITE INDICATE THERE COULD HAVE BEEN 


NO SURVIVORS. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE JAMES BAKER 





The Briefing Room 
4:19 P.M. EDT - 


SECRETARY RAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, I've just come 
from, as you know, the President's meeting with Minister 
Shevardnadze, and I have a brief statement that I'd like to give you, 
and then I'll be glad to take your questions. 





The discussion in the meeting focused on five topics: 
First, a summit; second, recent internal events in the Soviet Union; 
third, regional conflicts around the world; fourth, human rights; and 
fifth, the letter on arms control, which Minister Shevardnadze 
delivered from President Gorbachev to President Bush. 


, With respect to a summit, let me simply say that there 
was a full discussion of a summit, and as I think perhaps the 
Minister told you out on the driveway, we hope to have a general time 
frame for a summit which we could announce during the time that we're 


in Wyoming. 


President Gorbachev's letter is a reply to a letter that 
President Bush sent him three months ago. In President Bush's 
letter, he communicated his desire to make progress on our full arms 
control agenda. His letter also covered the key principles that 
President Bush thought should guide us in pursuing strategic arcnms 
control. The President wrote of the need to reduce the risk of war 
through enhancing strategic stability, especially by working “in 
these negotiations to remove any incentive to attack first." 


In line with this, the President also wrote, "We must 
work to ensure that the forces that remain after an agreement are 
survivable.” 


In response, the Gorbachev letter covers the range of 
arms control issues. It is a detailed and technical reply. Our 
experts are studying its contents seriously, and we expect to be 
discsussing that letter in some detail in Wyoming. 


Let me make a couple of general points, if I might, abou: 
the implications of the letter, and then I'll be glad to respond to 
your questions. 


President Gorbachev shares President Bush's concern with 
increasing strategic stability and insuring survivability. He also 
agrees with President Bush's emphasis on improved verification 
measures. And in Wyoming, we hope to make substantial progress on 
the verification and stability measures which we proposed for START 
in June. 


President Gorbachev also agrees with President Bush that 
we must move foward to ban chemical weapons from the face of the 
Earth. In this regard, the memorandum of understanding which we hope 
to conclude in — on exchanges of chemical weapons data 
represents a serious step forward. 


In closing, let me simply say that I think the letter 
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generally represents a positive response to President Bush's letter. 
We believe that while the negotiations are complex and many difficult 
issues still have to be resolved, we're very hopeful that real 
progress will continue to be made on the full range of our arms 


control agenda. 


. Q Mr. Secretary, Shevardnadze said that the Americans 
presented some new and interesting ideas. Can you help us and tell 
us what they were? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think I alluded to some of 
those in my press conference a day or so ago at the State Department. 
We have, of course, mentioned before the President's Open Skies 
proposal. We have talked about the possibility of reaching a . 
memorandum of understanding on chemical weapons. We have talked 
about the ibility of progress on the nuclear testing talks which 
would permit us to move forward with the threshold test ban treaty 
and the peaceful nuclear explosions treaty; perhaps get those in 

sometime next year to send to the Senate. These are two 
treaties that we've been abiding by for 15 years and that we haven't 
been able to get in shape to send to the Senate. 


These are some of the things I think that perhaps he was 
talking about. 


Q I think he was talking about START, actually. It 
seemed that he was. Did ty resent a new proposal on START outside 
of the banning of the mobil missiles. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wothing that I haven't -- didn't refer 
to in my press conference of a day or s0 ago. 








Q What is your time frame for a summit? I mean, you 
must have some ideas as well. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we do, and we hope we'll be able 
to give you that time frame in Wyoming. I'm not prepared to give it 
to you here today. 


Q Would it be this year? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm not prepared to give it to you here 
today. 


Q Tomorrow? 


Q Can you give us a further briefing on what was said 
on these internal events in the Soviet Union -- what position the 
United States took and what you sought in today's meeting. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the President made it very clear 
that we have a deep interest in what's going on in the Soviet Union. 
He restated our commitment to the success of perestroika, our desire 
to see perestroika succeed. He indicated that he thought that the 
Soviet Union had proceeded very responsibly and in a very measured 
way with respect to changes that are wot place, not just in the 
Soviet Union, but in Eastern Europe as well. He expressed our desire 
to see that type of an approach continue. There was a full 
discussion by both President Bush and the Foreign Minister of the 
economic situation in the Soviet Union. We will be discussing that 
in a great deal more detail tonight, as a matter of fact, on the 
airplane as we fly to Wyoming. 


Q Baltic States come up? 


SECRETARY BAKER: As such, they did not. No. 
Specfically, they did not come up. 





Q Was there any discussion either from the President 
or you or Shevardnadze as to how the U.8. might help Gorbachev 








alo 


succeed with perestroika? 


SECRETARY BAKER: This meeting was about an hour long in 
the Cabinet Room and then there was a smaller meeting that went on 
for maybe another 30 minutes or so. During the course of that time, 
we didn't get into that level of detail, but I expect to get into 
that level of detail with the Foreign Minister during the course of 
this ministerial, as I did during the last ministerial. And I think 
perhaps we will be able to give you a more complete fill on what they 
think we can do and what we think we can do to helr 





There are a number of things I can tel .~°:now: a 
stable international environment is one thing. As. ose with 
respect to their economic problems is another. Ane I don't mean -- 
and there was a statement generally to the effect in this meeting 
that they didn't look for an economic assistance package, but 
technical advice with respect to their economy -- how can they move 
after 70 years to more of an open economy and more of a free market 


systen. 

I mean, those kinds of discussions took place today. We 
will go into a lot more detail in part tonight, as a matter of fact, 
as we fly to Wyoming. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on this question of what it is that 
changed Mr. Shevardnadze's position, he said he hadn't really 
complained about the President moving too slowly, but that he did 
have concerns about the Geneva talks. And, in his words, "Now I see 
certain interesting suggestions which mean criticism helps." 
Obviously he's taken you to task on something and you've answered his 
concern. Can you give us some idea of what that was? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know that I would totally 
agree with that characterization. What we have here is the Soviets 
responding to a June 20th letter from the President, responding on 
the 21st of September. We still are awaiting a complete response to 
the President's conventional forces initiative. So I don't believe 
it's a case of our doing all the responding, Charles. 


Q Well, there must be something that has turned his 
view around here. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't know. You -- 


Q And he's not saying it's because he brought you a 
letter, it's something you did that makes him feel better. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't know. Maybe he will enlighten 
us on what it is that we've done that's made him so happy. But I 
would refer you to him; I can't answer that question. 


Q Mr. Secretary, outside, Minister Shevardnadze 
mentioned a whole list of arms control topics that are in this 
letter, and he mentioned particularly strategic offensive nuclear 
missiles and the ABM Treaty issue. Have you evaluated what Secretar; 
Gorbachev has said in this letter? And can you give us your sense of 
— much movement there really is in this letter on arms control 

ssues? 





SECRETARY BAKER: The letter is ve detailed. It is 
also wery technical. And it does cover the full range of arms 
control issues all the way from chemical and open skies and START and 


nuclear testing and conventional. 

Q How long is it? 

SECRETARY BAKER: It's a fairly “one letter. With 
respect to the subject that you mentioned, I think it's going to 
require a bit more analysis, but we will be discussing that in detail 
with him in Wyoming. Let me simply say that the letter, in some 
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instances, restates long-held Soviet positions; in some instances, it 
puts new twists on those positions. 


Q Mr. Secretary, did the President bring up the 
foot-dragging charge and express his objections to that -- to 
Shevardnadze's charge? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, no, he did not. 


Q Mr. Secretary, as late as -- or earlier -- whatever 
it is -- this week, Bush was saying he's in no rush for a sumnit. 
What happened for you all suddenly to decide that the time is right 
to set a date or a general time frame for a summit? Did Shevardnadze 
specifically ask -- 





SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think the two statements are 
inconsistent. We've been talking -- we had a discussion with respect 
to a summit when I last met Minister Shevardnadze in Paris at the 
Cambodian Conference. The question of a summit cones uP in our 
meetings. I don't think it's inconsistent for the President to say 
he's in no rush and for me to tell you I hope to be able to give you 
a general time frame when we get to Wyoming. 





Q Where will it be? The U.S.? | 


SECRETARY BAKER: That hadn't been decided, but I believe 
it's our turn. That bridge hasn't been crossed. First let's decide 
when we're going to have it. But I think it's our turn. 


Q Mr. nee mw rif did the President and the Foreign 
Minister discuss the possibility of additional U.S. aid to Poland and 
Hungary and what the Soviet attitude would be towards that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, that was not discussed 
specifically, although I believe there is a general understanding and 
approval by the Soviets of the manner in which we have approached the 


dynamic changes that are taking place in Eastern Europe. 


Q Mr. Secretary, were you suggesting that there war 
nothing dramatically new on arms control in the Gorbachev letter? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I'm not suggesting that at all. 
I'm just ty saying that it is a long letter, it is detailed, it 
is technical, it covers the full ranzve of arms control issues. In 
some instances there are restated positions. In some, however, there 
are new twists. And we'll just have to -~ we just got it, so we'll 
have to get into the details a iittle bit later on. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you've seen him long enough -- 


Q Can I ask you on another point whether there was an 
exchange on Nicaragua? And, if so, could you characterize it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There was, indeed, an exchange on 
Nicaragua. There was an -- as I mentioned in opening stutement, 
the President and the Minister talked about regional conflicts. They 
talked specifically about regional conflicts in Afghanistan and in 
Central -- and in Nicaragua. 


Q What about the Middle East? 

SECRETARY BAKER: The Middle East was mentioned, but we 
didn't have time to get into that in detail. I hope to do that with 
the Minister. 

Q On the question of internal problems, was there *~ 

s 


suggestion by the President or by you of what might occur if there 
@ crackdown of any sort in either the Baltice or the Ukraine or Baku? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, there was no discussion in this 
MORE 
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meeting of that subject. I would anticipate that there would be a 
discussion in Wyoming on that. 


Q Were you given any -- Mr. Secretary, were you given 
any assurances on Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We were given certain representations 
with respect to weaponry that was not being shipped into Nicaragua by 
the Soviet Union. And we made the point that notwithstanding that, 
shipments from the Soviet bloc -- Soviet bloc taken as a whole have 
not diminished, that this represented a problem to us, and we will be 
discussing that in quite some more detail in Wyoming as well. 


Q You at least had enough chance to see this lengthy 
letter from Gorbachev to be able to say that there are -- to 
distinguish between longstanding positions and new twists that are in 
it. Can tell us what some of these new twists may be, and does 
their position on the ABM Treaty fall in the category longstanding 
position or the category new twist? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that's going to depend on a bit 
more analysis. In some cases -- in some respects, there's sone 
ambiguity in the letter. And in the space of a one-hour meeting, we 
did not have time to get into that level of detail; we will do so. 
I'm not in a position to tell you that right now. 








Q Mr. Secretary, are you talking about weapons that 
are being shipped, not from the Soviet Union, then, but from Cuba 
into Nicaragua, and have you asked the Soviets to give us specific 
arsurance that they will see to it that the Cubans stop that -- those 
shipments? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The answer to both questions is yes. 
Q And did they say they would? 


SECRETARY BAKER: They demur a bit on that, and they take 
the position that they can't tota'’ly control what happens with 


respect to Cuba. 
Q Do you believe that? 





SECRETARY BAKER: We have some difficulty with that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if you are ac ;eeing to move in 
concept toward a summit, toward setting a date, why? What would be 
the business, the goals of the next summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think it's important that the 
leaders of the Soviet Union and the United States get together 
periodically. It will have been some time if we're looking at 
something into next year, and I'm not saying that that's the time 
frame we're going to give you in Wyoming. But I think it's important 
that they get together from time to time and talk about the full 
range of the problems between these two countries. And we have a 
very broad agenda. It's broader, quite frankly, than simply arms 
control. A lot of this meeting was spent on regional conflicts. And 
I think the President feels that he could productively spend time 
ee about these issues face to face with the leader of the Soviet 
Union. 


Q Would it be a summit to exchange ideas, or to do 
business? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let's first decide when, if, and where 
we're going to have one, and then we'll talk about what it'll 


accomplish. 


Q Mr. Secretary, was Yeltsin's visit mentioned or even 
discussed at all? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: It was indirectly alluded to. 
Q By who? 
Q In a joke? 


aaa SECRETARY BAKER: I think it was alluded to by the other 
8 ° 


Q What was said? In what way? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There are some things that I'm not 
going to repeat out of that meeting. (Laughter.) : 


Q These new twists that you talked about -- can you 
say whether these would represent concessions of some sort - the 
Soviets, or are they simply just a new way of restating that 


SECRETARY BAKFR: I think some of them could be 
characterized that way, but I don't mean to brand all of them that 
way. And let me again say that this is a very serious letter; it's 





received by us in a serious manner. It will ire a lot of 
detailed analysis, because it is a very detailed and technical 
letter. 





Q Can you say which area looks most promising? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I really don't -- I would hate to make 
that because it could be that there would be a different area that 
would be more promising. 


Q Mr. Secretary, after today's meeting and after 
looking at Gorbachev's letter, could you characterize where you think 
eS ly relations stand right now and where you think they're 
headed 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that there has been, in 
the recent past, a general improvement in the relationship between 
the United States and the Soviet Union. I know we are fully engaged 
across a broadened agenda. The agenda has been broadened, as I said 
the other day, at the suggestion of the United States. We're talking 
to the Soviet Union now about things that we never dreamed, not long 
ago, that we would be talking to them about. Counterterrorisn, 

, the environment, these transnational problems. We're into a 
great deal more depth with them, I think, on these regional issues 
than we used to be. I think the relationship is moving forward 
positively. Sure we have some problems between us and this was 
pointed out by both the President and the Minister during the course 
of this discussion. 


Q And if I could follow-up, both you and the President 
have said recently that you would like to see perestroika succeed. 
Your Deputy recently said it's not necessarily for Gorbachev to 
succeed, or at least he indicated that. Does the administration 
ae ew er a between the two? Can perestroika succeed without 
Gorbachev 


i 





SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's a hypothetical that I 
don't choose to answer, Jim. Let me simply on it to you this way: 
It is the position of the President, the position of the 
administration that we want perestroika to succeed and we'd like to 
see the General Secretary to succeed as well because we think, 
frankly, that his success is very important in whether or not 
perestroika succeeds. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 4:36 P.M. EDT 











BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 
AT THE U.S.-SOVIET MINISTERIAL MEETING 
JACKSON HOLE, WYOMING 
SEPTEMBER 21, 1989 


(In Progress) . 


Q: Can you give us any sense of what kind of progress you think 
this (inaudible). There is one report that the Soviets are 


dropping SLCMs -- 


A: Well, Margaret, I think it’s too early to describe what kind 
of progress we made on the nuclear and space issue. I won’t 
speak for the other issues, because this meeting is really only 
now getting underway. 


I think it best to put this meeting and the issues that have 
been discussed, and more importantly will be discussed in the 
context of the process. And I would begin by just pointing out 
that, as you may know, in June, President Bush sent President 
Gorbachev a letter, and the theme of that letter was "Nuclear 
Risk Reduction." In that letter, he outlined a conceptual 
approach to achieving a more stable nuclear relationship, and in 
particular, as you know, he laid out some specific initiatives 
on verifica*ion and stability. 





Today, in ths White House meeting with the President and 
Minister Shevardnadze, he talked about Gorbachev’s letter which 
was a response to President Bush’s letter of June. President 
Gorbachev said he shared President Bush’s goal or vision for a 
more stable nuclear relationship. He endorsed the concept of 
entering into discussions to achieve agreements, specific 
agreements, on verification and stability. And that letter also 
addressed some cf the major outstanding issues in the 
negotiations. 


It is just premature to say whether the points in that letter 
will lead to important progress on those outstanding issues. 
Beyond that, I wouldn’t want to go. 


Q: Did they have a chance to -- 


A: I think that the letter will be discussed in detail, and the 
implications of what it means for some of the specific issues 


here in Wyoming. 
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: Could you describe the tone of the letter? How dic you feel 
about that -- 


A: It was a technical, business-like letter that went through 
the various outstanding issues, not only in the nuclear and 
space arena, but in the arms control agenda across the board. 


Q: The Soviet Fore Minister indicated on the plane this 


have non-ABM components. Is this Administration anymore 
receptive to that kind of approach than the last? 


A: Well, you are correct in noting that the Soviets have, in 
the Geneva talks earlier, discussed such an idea. We haven’t 
yet heard enough of the details of what precisely they mean. 
This was called, in the past, the list proposal. What it was 
pone so to do was to describe what would be or would not be 

tted. You can’t really take a position on that approach 
until you actually look at the specific parameters that the 
Soviets have in ° 


Q: Will they do that this weekend? 
A: Well, we will certainly begin that process. 


Q: You used the word "deadlock" in describing some aspects of 
the Geneva negotiations. The implication is obvious. Do you 
agree that that’s the state of affairs and in the broadest 
sense, did somebody -- my second question -- can somebody 
address the fact that here we are again talking so far only 
about arms control and I thought it was an attempt, as has been 
in the previous Administration, to not make it the focus. Is it 
the focus, and is that the way you want it? 


A: Let me answer the question on "deadlock" and then let others 
address the broader agenda. You’re asking me to comment on your 
characterization of somebody’s report. There has been progress 
in Geneva. In fact, in our working group sessions that took 
place earlier this week in the arms control group chaired by 
Under Secretary Bartholomew, and in our group that specifically 
addressed nuclear space talks, we made progress. 


I think what the Soviets were referring to, Barry, was this 
basic difference between the two sides in which the Soviet Union 
is saying that in order to conclude and implement a strategic 
arms reduction agreement, that we would have to place 
constraints on our options to go forward with strategic defense. 
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In that sense, I think it’s clear to say there are differences 
between the two parties. We will want to clarify those 
differences. The Soviets, in their letter, did address this 
area, this area of the ABM Treaty and its relationship with 
strategic offensive reductions. So we will be exploring that 
broad - But I don’t think it’s correct to say, in the 
general characterization of the negotiations, that there is 
deadlock 


There is this other question on the broad agenda. 


Q: Can I just follow up on that question? Is there a new 


receptivity to this list proposal that you are going to 
entertain what tests can or cannot be -- 


A: We were not prepared earlier on, John, to enter into this 
kind of an arrangement. I think at this state it’s just fair to 
say we need to hear the Soviets out. This meeting is only 
getting underway now, and it’s important right now to clarify 
with the Soviet positions are. 


Q: But there’s a new receptivity on our side to listen -- 


A: I’m not going to endorse that. I think we have to listen to 
what the Soviets have to say. 


Q: What about reciprocal agreements on discussions. I took two 
for the price of one. 


A: We’ll all follow up on your question. Let me make a couple 
of points. The first is, when one talks about arms control, 
it’s important to remember that we have broadened the arms 
control agenda. We’re not focusing only on START. We’re also 
go after CFE conventional arms, CW, and missile 
proliferation, which is an indication of recognizing that there 
are new challenges out there that one has to deal with. 

So when one thinks about arms control, we’re not focusing only 
in a very narrow way on what that agenda ought to be. More 
specifically, in terms of your question, Barry, the discussion 
that the Secretary and the Minister have had to this point 
focused, on the plane, on and on the nationalities 





question. So if you’re, in fact, thinking about what is the 
focal point of the discussions, the discussions that the two 
Ministers have had at this point have been geared much more 
towards the domestic realities in the Soviet Union and how the 
United States can be involved in discussions on that and can be 
offering technical advice, and the like. 
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Let me offer a few comments on the discussion on nationalities 
and then turn it over to my colleague for a discussion on the 
° 


On the nationalities question, Shevardnadze went on at some 
eno ee nay adhe Ae he ecg peep pe Apne Rye 
Soviet commitment now to establishing a new relationship betw. 
the center and the Republic. There was a fairly long discussion 
plane about how Soviet nationalities policy was going to 
and how autonomy was going to become much more the 

eS ee ee ee eee ee eas 
Republics. We can go more that later if you’re 
interested. But why don’t I turn it over to my colleague to 
talk a little bit about the economic side of this. 


Q: Can I follow that up, please, regarding nationalities of the 
Baltics. There was some discussion about autonomy. What’s the 
U.S. position on autonomy in the Baltics? 


A: What I would like to do is sort of focus on the character of 
their discussion. I think the important point is that what one 
had was a very interesting and unusual kind of discussion in 
which you had Shevardnadze tal at some length about some of 
the mistakes that have been made the past, the need to 
rectify those, and a certain willingness to be, I think, very 
candid in terms of talking about how they are now going to be 
proceeding, in terms of developing a whole new formula with the 
relationship between the center and the Republics. The fact 
that you would have that kind of discussion is itself 
significant and important, and it reveals something about a 
degree of trust that has already emerged in this relationship. 
It says something about its overall character. 


Q: Sir, what about reciprocal agreement discussions to open up 
more cities to journalists in each country? 


A: Pardon me? 


Q: To open up more cities to journalists in each country; 
discussions on reciprocal agreements? 


A: At this point, we haven’t had discussions on that. 


A: Just to get this out for people, I didn’t time it exactly 
=G Ley By. £-4—- At. AB]... 2 bee 
two and with two Soviet economists, one of whom is 
actually not a -- he’s a member of the Congress of People’s 


Deputies but he’s best known as a rather -- in terms of the art 
there, “radical,” which means market-oriented economist. We 











talked, in particular, some of the immediate problems with 
monetary stabilization in the Soviet Union. 


Some of the ideas that they were considering for dealing with 
what they refer to as "ruble overhang" and then we went on to 
talk about how some of those features relate to other aspects of 
the economic reform effort, including property relations, 
competitive relations, role of co-ops, a little bit ona 
movement to a safety net system. So it was an informal 
conversation on the whole comprehensive economic program that 
a OO and it was a very frank and open 
discussion. 


Q: Who were the two economists, please? 


A: One of them was Mr. Shmelev. The other is a member of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, whose last name begins with "0" and 
I’m afraid I don’t remember the exact pronunciation. (NOTE: 
Aleksey Obukhov] 


Q: Did Mr. Shevardnadze explain to Secretary Baker anything 
about the leadership changes that have taken place in the last 
several days in the Soviet Union and what they might mean for 
policy in the country? 


= 


He did not go into that. 


Q: Could I take you back to the economy for a second. Did the 
Secretary mostly listen on this occasion of Soviet economics, or 
did he offer any suggestions or his own? 


A: Both he and I offered comments in the form of our analysis 
of some of the problems; not so much directed towards a 
full-fledged economic program. But to give you a flavor of it, 
Part 1 of the idea is that they are considering, as part of a 
monetary stabilization package, is to issue bonds. They’ve 
talked about what sort of interest rate. The type of interest 
rates that Mr. Obukhov has been quoted as discussing struck me 
as rather low, given their purpose, given the implicit inflation 
rates. So that would the type of comment. 


We talked about our observations, for example, on some of the 
difficulties that the co-operatives were facing. It was a 
two-way conversation. 


Q: Have you been able to translate that thoroughly and analyze 
the letter from Gorbachev? 


A: The Soviets did give us an unofficial translation late last 
night. We have, obviously, been examining it. It will be 
necessary, I think, in the meetings here, though, to thoroughly 








a € eee ae 


go the points that are made and, as I said earlier, to 
clarify precisely what it means on this range of issues. 


Q: Would it be fair for us to ask about the letter? 


A: Yes. I just want to add that we have the letter but it’s 
one element of a lot of information positions, work, that’s 
going on across the board -- has been going on. Some of it in 
recent weeks pointed at the Ministerial, over the last two days 
in the working groups, in terms of the range of issues. So I 
think you have to Ee oak toe habenr in thes pecenashive Gs bart of 
a process in which there have been multiple exchanges, including 
starting with the President’s. 


Q: was going to ask about that. To what extent, now that you 
have “this i letter, which is apparently quite lengthy -- I don’t 
know whether you’ve said how long it is, but some of us here 
don’t know how lengthy -- now that you have this letter, hoy 
much of an agenda setting character will it have, at least in 
the arms control segment of these conversations? 


A: I think in terms of the agenda, the agenda was set before 
the letter. The letter is a response to the agenda of on-going 
subjects between us, particularly in the arms control area and 
across the broad front. 


The letter, in effect, addressed the agenda, Ralph. 


Q: The question is, what is Gorbachev’s idea is on each of 
those things will turn out to be the spinning point? 


A: Gorbachev’s ideas will clearly have an impact on this 
meeting. As I was saying before, Ralph, the letter itself is a 
response to President Bush’s letter of June where President Bush 
laid out a broad concept for how we should proceed towards a 
more stable military relationship. I wouldn’t say his letter set 
the agenda. What I would say is that his letter will help us go 
through these issues, issue by issue in what will hopefully be a 
very constructive manner. 


Q: Can I follow that up? Do you agree with Karpov’s assessment 
of the chemical weapons verification of the nuclear testing 
logjam quote are soluble now? 


A: I think we’ve really narrowed things to the point where we 
yg able to make even more progress, good process, on those 


Soluble? That’s what we’re here to see. 
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Q: I’m curious how detailed they’ve gotten. We know that they 
wanted technical advice. Did they ask during the course of the 
discussion for anything in particular or anything specific from 
the United States? Was it simply an informal discussion or were 
modalities for giving them specific help, specific people, 
specific ideas also discussed? 


Q: And what is technical advice? 


A: The person who asked the question has to define what he 
wants by "technical advice." Let me try to answer it a way -- 


Q: What’s the sum total of the advice they sought? Was it for 
you guys, or did they want to go further, and did they ask you 
for specific help that the U.S. could give them to implement 
some of these changes that hopefully it will change? 


A: No. It was an informal discussion but, at least from my 
perspective, got into some interesting detail. When you’re 
talking about what sort of credit programs you have and when 
you’re talking about how you try and stabilize the ruble and you 
harken back to experiences under the NEP, when they put in a new 
ruble form, which was one of the few examples that turned around 
Greshan’s Law, you got into some details. It tended to focus 
primarily on the monetary and fiscal pieces. 


I think what they were primarily looking for is our thoughts, 
ideas, reactions, our own economic experience, and they’re 
clearly in the process of trying to reach out -- not just to the 
United States, but others -- and trying to do some comparative 
analysis and experience of how to deal with these problems. For 
example, they look to the experience of post-war Germany in 
dealing with an inflationary situation. It was detailed but 
it’s not "The United States needs to do this and this and that 
for us." 


Q: On ional issues -- on the airplane -- were there any 
further discussions about the Soviet role in Central America; 
further discussions about their diminishing supplies and also 
were there any special discussions about the Middle East? 


A: No. What I mention, to start with, the discussion on 
nationalities probably went on for a little longer than two 

hours. As a result, what you ended up having, on the plane, was 
re focus only on the nationality question and on economic 
ssues. 


Tomorrow, we will get into a discussion on the regional 
questions. 


(Background briefing concluded) 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1989, 12:52 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: [t's nice to see all the important 
people are here. I have a statement I would like to make, if I 
could. [t concerns Panama. 





On August 23, the Organization of American States 
called for the [nter-American Human Rights Commission to visit 
Panama “at the earliest possible date." Since then, General 
Noriega has been stalling on granting the Commission access. 
His regime has just announced that the Commission may visit 
Panama only after November 1. 


This is clearly designed to ensure that the Human 
Rights Commission's report on conditions in Panama will not be 
ready for consideration by the OAS General Assembly which is to 
begin on November 13. While Noriega uses delaying tactics to 
try to minimize adverse publicity, the human rights situation 
in Panama continues to be atrocious. 


Basic human rights, such as freedom of the press and 
freedom of assembly are denied; scores fF political prisoners 
remain in regime jails. 


We and the rest of the interna:ional community look 
forward to hearing the Commission's report, and we will 
continue to press for the restoration of human rights and 
democracy in Panama. 


Now I'd be glad to take your questions. George? 
Q No questions on Panama. [ just wondered if you 


had a comment on the Arab League plan for Lebanon which seems. 
to be making headway? 





A Certainly. Let me note that we welcome today's 
press report that General fAoun has accepted the Arab League's 
proposal. We hope that this will result quickly in a 
cease-fire by all the parties to the conflict. 


We join with other members of the U.N. Security 
Council which issued a statement September 20th in strongly 
urging all the parties to stop the violence and support the 
Arab League's call to begin the process of reconciliation. 
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Q Do you have any confirmation of repor 
t 
Colombia that the Justice Minister has eet OS $ from 


TZ ; 
ow No, I don't. That's something for them to talk 


Q Was it the understanding of U.S. offici 
.S. icial 
she would be resigning at the time she came to iethidetea? 


a) I don't know anything about it, and it' 
, 1 
matter for them to address. She spoke very Se REPAl utes ens? 7 


was in Washington about her intentions I thi 
:, ink we just h 
to go with her remarks, and whatever she may have te obs sebee 


Q Which were that she was not going to resign. 
A What? | 

Q ‘Which were that she was not going to resign. 
A That's right. 


But she had previously told us and a lot of oth 
journalistic outfits Lhat she was going to resign. oo Soe 





A Well, again, it's not a matter for me to go and 
address. The status of other government officials is for other 
governments to decide and to announce, and we just have to 
abide by what they say. 


Q Would you have any comme:.|. on her resignation? 
Would you be -- 

A Which hasn't been announced yet. Let's wait and 
see if it happens, and, if it does, then we may have some 


comment. 


Q Anything on the aid to the Nicaraguan opposition 
in the political campaign? Has there been a decision made on 
how to. handle that? 





A Yes. There has been. Let me say, first of all, 
that we're still consulting with the Congress on the issue. 
But we have made a proposal to them, to people in Congress, 
which would call for $5 million to go to the National Endowment 
for Democracy. This would be used to provide assistance for 
its activities in Nicaragua. These include election 
monitoring, voter registration, get-out-the-vote drives, party- 
infrastructure building, and other projects. These funds would 
not be used for political campaigning. 


The National Endowment has undertaken similar projects 
in Chile, the Philippines, Panama and Poland, and in fact has 
already been active in Nicaragua. For details I have to refer 
you to the National Endowment. 
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We're asking for another $4 million for other groups 
to support the electoral process. For example, by election 
monitoring -- this would include the United Nations and private 
groups such as former President Carter's; election support -- 
for example, mcney to be used for computerized registration, 
vote counting, etc.; other civic activities; and, if necessary, 
a minimum contribution to satisfy the Nicaraguan Supreme 
Electoral Council's tax on foreign contributions. 


So it's a total of $9 million that we're proposing. 
The intention, I think, was stated very clearly by the 
Secretary the other day. We face a situation where an 
under-funded opposition party is trying to contest an election 
with the other side being a state monopoly -- an authoritarian 
state. It's important that we try to level the playing field, 
as we can, and that our support for democratic institutions and 
for building -- supporting an electoral process is directed at 
that goal. 


Q What government agency would administer the -- or 
deliver the other $4 million that has been pledged? 


A I'm not sure I really have that information. I 
think it all goes to the Agency for International Development. 
Yes. That's my understanding. 


Q You have ruled out any contributions directly to 
the campaign? 


A That's right. This money is not being used for 
direct campaign financing. This is what we have plans for; 
what we're proposing at this time, and so this is what it is. 


I mean, have you ruled out direct campaign 
financing altogether? 


A We have no plans for that -- I guess is the only 
way I could say it -- at this point. 


Q All right. Thank you. 
A “hanks a lot. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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1.40 p.m. 


Q Since you have had an extraordinarily long 
one-on-one, what did you talk about? 


A In the one-on-one, there was a discussion that .-. 
focused on several points....There was-a-discussion-again on a 
summit and its possible timing. 


I reaily don’t have much to add for you here_on_that. 
discussion, just to let you know that there was a discussion 
on that. ; 


There was also a discussion on human rights questions 
and issues, again suggesting that we have an agenda that at 
one level deals with still trying to resolve individual 
cases, but we also have a broader agenda which is designed to 
continue to work with the Soviets to see if changes can be 
institutionalized and the rule of law can be increasingly 
introduced and be made a part of our discussions, as well. 


And then there was a fairly -- in fact, I would say the 
majority of the time was committed to discussion of regional 
issues. And there I think we, from our standpoint, from the 
Secretary’s standpoint, discussed some patterns that we see 
that are not entirely, from our standpoint, in keeping with 
what we think new thinking is supposed to represent. 


By that I mean,the Secretary talked about his 
understanding of new thinking, and he specifically called 
attention to some of the principal elements that one 
shouldn’t seek unilateral advantage; that there have-to be once me 
diplomatic, not military, solutions to problems; and that it 
is very important to try to build a basis for cooperation 
rather than competition. 


And in outlining that view, he simply said that when we 
take a look at some of the patterns of Soviet involvement in 
a number of regional areas; that there is, from our... -__ -.- 
standpoint, a disturbing flow of arms. 


We have seen a surge of arms in Cambodia, plus ve have 
seen no diminution of Soviet bloc arms into Central America. 
We have seen in Ethiopia a surge of arms, and in a place like 
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North Korea, we have seen the transfer of various aircraft. 
And he was suggesting that -- 


Q And in Afghanistan? 


A In Afghanistan, he also said that-the overall- - -- 
flow of arms into Afghanistan, towards anything that is going 
to the Khmer Rouge, and that in Cambodia, there has been a 
tremendous increase in arms that have gone in in the course 
of this year. 


And he raised that, not to say that there is no -- you 
know, that we see no areas ‘where there is movement on the — 
Soviet side in the positive direction with regard to the 
regional conflicts, but simply that this is a pattern that 
doesn’t seem to fit our understanding. of. What new thinking is 


supposed to embody. il 


So the Ministers then had a long discussion on regional 
issues and regional conflicts, -and, you: know, I can’t --- at- 
this point, there wasn’t any effort, I think, to try to 
conclude anything. There was an effort on each side to sort 
of explain respective positions, respective impressions, and 


respective perceptions. 


What was Shevardnadze’s response? Did he 
ae — "Your facts are wrong on these individual 
cases," or did he say, "You misunderstood what new thinking 


is about?" 


A Well, I think that he -- you know, from his 
standpoint, he said that our understanding of new thinking 
was right, that this was in fact what it was about, but that 
he feels that there is not a gap between the theory of new 
thinking and its practice. 


And he didn’t specifically go into individual Ng and 
suggest or counteract or rebut arms questions, but he simply 
suggested that in fact they are trying very hard, from their 
standpoint, to continue to promote a political settlement, 
that they are committed to that, and that they feel that 
there is no -- when they say that they think there is no 
alternative to pursuing diplomatic solutions to these 
military problems, that that remains a core principle of 
their approach. 


Q The Soviets made no promise to change neither 
their behavior nor any individual curtailment -- 
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Q Any individuality? 
Q -- of arms sales? 


THE SPOKESPERSON: They said you need to speak louder 
and slower, please. moet) <ieame. & 


A In the spirit of glasnost, I will speak slowly, 
clearly, and loudly, if not openly. (Laughter) 


I would say that there was a very full discussion of a 
number of different regional questions, and I don’t want to 
get into whether or not there vere specitic ae or 
anything of that sort made:----: :--: --. ia 


I would say that each side probably has a more complete 
understanding of some of the other’s concerns than was the 
case before. 


Q And was there any agreement on all patterns of 
behavior? 

A I’ll take the first row here. 

Q Does any agreement change any particular patterns 


of behavior on regional issues, and will you take it up 
again, or is this now finished? 


A No. There will be a small group discussion on 
regional questions this afternoon, number one -- and number 
two, I think what -- you know, there was a fair amount of 
discussion between the two, as I said, on respective 
impressions and perceptions, and there was also, at the end 
of this, a commitment on both sides to try to isolate the 
areas where we feel there is a gap between, and to see if 
there is some way for us to narrow this gap, there is a way 
to continue to promote the possibility of progress in a 
number of regional areas. 


I should say that there are some regional areas where 
-- or some regional conflict questions -- where there was a 
Clear, convergence of views, and the two Ministers, in fact, 
as an example, highlighted Lebanon, where both felt that we 
had been working actively together, had been cooperating, and 
that that has been very constructive, and the extent to which 
we can produce more such examples and more such cases, would 
be in both of our interests. 


Q Let me get one last follow-up on that, on 


Q Just one more on this, the Secretary has been 
what he wants. Are you ge tting closer to what 
the Secretary has asked for in regard to the Cuban shipments? 
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A I said there was clearly a discussion of Central 
America, and there was obviously discussion of some of our 
concerns. And I guess the only thing I would say is that 
there is a better appreciation on both sides of where each 
is, but I can’t at this point say that, you know, one has any 
clear-cut commitment that one could point to. 


THE SPOKESPERSON: One last question. Yes, Ralph has a 
question. 


Q Did they discuss arms control? If so, did they 
narrow areas other than the ones that have al been 
talked about at great length this week, but not (inaudible). 
Did they talk START issues, for example, that might be even 
closer to resolution? 


A .I would say in the one-on-one, there really was -.- - - 
not a discussion of arms control- questions other-than-to note- --- ~:~ 
that that would obviously be one important agenda in any 
eventual summit or in the summit when it takes place. 


There was a working group discussion on arms control 
that took place after the one-on-one, but the one-on-one went 
on for so long that that discussion really just began and 
— they broke up for lunch, and it will be continued after 


Q Human rights discussions, were there any 
(inaudible) linked to the human rights discussions? 


A No. 
Q What is left to discuss about a summit? 
Well, I think that -- at this point, there is 
aren . not a lot left to discuss. I think that they had a 


discussion yesterday and today, and when they are prepared to 
say something about it, they will. 


Q In other words, the issue has come to closure as 
totally done. 

A No, I wouldn’t say the issue has totally come to 
Closure. When they have something to say about it, they 


will. 

Q Well, wait a minute. Have they agreed that there oe 
will be a summit, but they have not agreed on how to tell the 
world about it. Is that what it boils down to? 


A I wouldn’t characterize it that way. 


Q How would you characterize it, aside from saying 
that .% they have something to say about it, they will talk 
about it. 
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A Well, I don’t think I have much to add to that. 


Q Well, were there any pressures of any kind in 
this one-on-one that you can talk about? 


A Well, again, I think that when you have .-- one of 
the values of these kinds of discussions is that it allows 
the two Ministers a very extensive chance to sort of walk 
through their particular view of the problem, and I think an 
essential first step or precondition to making any headway on 
those kinds of questions is that each side have a chance to 
explore in great depth their particular concerns, and their 
ideas about how one might in fact begin to narrow the ---- - 
differences between the two. ~ 


And if there is one thing that came-through. very 
clearly inthe one-on-one meeting, it-is that each: side is 
committed to trying to focus on how one might remove or 
reduce the gaps that separate us from a lot regional conflict 
questions. — - 





Q Does the setting have any perceptible effect on 
the kinds of discussions that were held in the one-on-one 
meeting today? 


A It was a kind of general discussion. 

Q (Inaudible) on Afghanistan. 

A I think that -- 

Q Was it only Baker speaking about this? 

A No. Minister Shevardnadze certainly outlined + 


number of his concerns about Afghanistan 
Q What were they? 


A Well, I think the main concerns from his 
standpoint are what he sees as too much -- what he emphasizes 
as arms supplies that go to the Mujahedin and that they, from 
his perspective, impede the political settlement, and 
obviously from our standpoint, we make it very clear that 
Najibullah’s presence is something that makes it impossible 
to produce any kind of inter-Afghan dialogue. 


It is not a question of the United States adopting a 
position that no one can talk to Najibullah. It’s that the 
Mujahedin as a fact of life will not deal with Najibullah. 


Q In other words, do not let Najibullah where the 
° inflow of arms would be ? 
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A They didn’t get into a discussion of that 
particular point. 


THE SPOKESPERSON: This will be the last question. 


Q What were some of the environmental issues that . 
they discussed? : ereee! 


A That was not raised in this one-on-one meeting. 


Q Let me ask one follow-up question. Were voices 
raised? Did their hand ever hit the table? 


A No. 
Q Were pictures or graphs shown to each other? 


A No. I mean, this was a discussion-that: was -< 
carried on in an atmosphere that I think was positive. . It eee 
was a discussion that was carried on in a way that 
that these two men have established a working relationship 
that allows them to try to build areas of cooperation, but 
also recognize that if you are going to have a relationship 
oe By truly can build on, you also have to be honest and 
candid. 


THE SPOKESPERSON; Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:29 p.m.) 
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Q The Soviets have just told.us that. there is a.. 
general framework = gee ‘on underground: nuclear testing 
inspection -- you know, the options to use seismic or CORRTEX 
Apparently left over is the threshold for this inspection. 
Does the U.S. have a position as to where the cut-off should 
be? And is this a problem, and will it be resolved here or 
will it be pushed on into the future? 


A I‘ll take it. You step back a little bit. We 
have been for sometime in these talks insisting on a 
particular method of verification of underground tests which, 
to us, was the most accurate and the one th..:. we could be 
most secure of. 


The Soviets had been resisting that. A few weeks ago, 
they took a step toward CORRTEX and raised the question of 
acceptance of other types of verification that could be used 
by either side -- seismic and on-site. After some very . 
careful consideration, we approached the question in terms of 
what could we do from our standpoint to create a framework 
that might provide the basis for pretty quick resolution of 
the issues that are involved in getting to a verification 
protocol, and these treaties have been hanging around for 15 
= So, today, the Secretary did take steps to put some 

deas on the table. 


They related to the package of various verification 
methods. They related to the technical questions of trigger 
yield. We had an initial discussion of them among the 
Ministers and then in the working group. ) 


I should tell you the working group began meeting -- 
that is, the arms control working group that I chair on the 
American side and Ambassador Karpov chairs for the Soviet - 
side -- began meeting immediately after the second arms- 0 at « 
control meeting that Margaret talked about and went from 
about 5:00 to roughly about 7:30. So we continue the 
discussion on that. That discussion still has to go on 
tomorrow. Whether we’re going to be able to reach a 
framework -- I hope we can -- and iron out the questions that 
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remain, but we’ll have more on that for you tomorrow. 


Q Could you explain, or somebody explain, your 
interpretation of what the Russians describe as a "change in 
their position" with regard to SLCMs, saying that now it is 
not necessary to have that as part of the START agreement. 


If they said that, as a claim to us, what does it . 
mean? zs 


A Well, Don, they did lay out some ideas 
concerning SLCMs to us. We had a chance to address some of 
those ideas. We are certainly not completed with our 
discussions on this subject. 


I think the key to the SLCM problem has long been 47°” 
question of whether we could effectively verify any limit on 
SLIMCs. The Soviets have discussed approaches to limiting 
SLCMs, have given us some avenues for those limits. I. don’t . 
want to go into detail in terms of their approaches because 
we are still in the process of unde. standing then. 


What about whether or not it’s in the treaty or in 
some side -- in a document of understanding. Does it make 


any difference? 


A One of the ideas that they addressed would be a 
side understanding where both sides would undertake 
obligations to limit sea launch cruise missiles. However, 
they continue to emphasize that that obligation -- those 
limits -- would have to be verified. We continue to question 
whether or not sea launch cruise missiles can be effectively - 


verified. 


There are several very complicated issues at stake 
here. One is the very real difficulty of being able to 
distinguish between nuclear-armed sea launch cruise missiles 
and conventional cruise missiles. There are the problems of 
interfering with our operational requirements at sea and 
there are the problems of the long-standing U.S. policy of 


neither confirming or denying the presence of nuclear weapons ~: -- 


on board ship. 
Q We understand the last -- 


A What I want to emphasize is, we want to continue 
this discussion, Don, but the question of verification still 
is a major impediment. wees | 


Q The issue is, does it make any difference to you 
whether they have it in the treaty or outside the treaty? 


A We have yet to draw a conclusion on that because 
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the principle question, the principle obstacle is the 
question of verification. I think it’s important to 
recognize two things. One, in earlier discussions with the 
Soviets, both sides agreed that SLCMs would not be limited 
under the central limits of any START treaty. In other 
words, they would not be counted under the 1,600 ceiling on 
delivery vehicles or the 6,000 ceiling on warheads. 


Our position on SLCMs is that they should not be part 
of a START treaty and that instead both sides should make 
non-binding declaratory statements about their plans for 
deploying sea launch cruise missiles as a means of building 
confidence and ensuring that SLCM deployments would not 
circumvent a START agreement. 


Q Also on the subject of vertfication; earlier .- 
today the Soviet spokesman talked about some movement on the 
issue of trial verification. Can you explain what that’s all 
about? | 


A I was asked about the question of movement on 
trial verification. I believe what Jim is referring to is 
President Bush’s initiative of last June, which I was able to 
discuss a little bit last night, which was our initiative on 
verification and stability where we suggested to the Soviets, 
as a means of accelerating the process of agreement on START, 
that both sides would begin to implement now parts of a 
verification regime for a completed agreement. 





We have completed two agreements here in Wyoming. One 
is what the Soviets have called an "umbrella agreement" which 
is a framework for achieving specific.understandings:-.in -the 
area of verification in START that would accelerate the 
process of agreement and also be a learning experience for 
both sides on how to verify this agreement. And, secondly, 
we've agreed on one of the President’s specific measures, 
which is the notification of major strategic exercises which 
include heavy bombers. 


What I think the Soviets are saying is, they are 
prepared to come forward now and discuss with us other 
proposals that we have in this area as well as proposals that 
they might have in this area. 


Q Has there been progress on the defense and space 
issue? Do you think it’s a constructive suggestion to drop 
the demand for a period of non-withdrawal? And is the 
Administration willing to discuss in detail what types of 
tests might be carried out-in‘' space; or is-that off limits as. 
it was in the Reagan Administration? 


A Let me say the following. The Soviets have 
shifted their position on the relationship between completing 
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a START agreement and reaching a defense and space agreement, 
including ABM questions. 





In response to a question from Secretary Baker, 
Minister Shevardnadze said, “They have dropped their linkage 
between completing an agreement at START and achieving a 
defense and space accord. This looks like a positive 
development and it is something we will clearly need to 
Clarify and consider in further: discussions."-In any: event, - 
we have made clear the President’s continuing commitment to 
the strategic defense initiative. We also offered an 
opportunity for Soviet Government experts to visit several 
U.S. facilities conducing SDI research. 


Q Are you interpreting them to say that a START. 
agreement could implement reductions and can-take place — 
without an accord on defense and space? 


A Yes. 


Q Doesn’t this contradict what actually 
Shevardnadze said since he’s been in this country? The first 
thing he’s mentioned, when he mentions arms control, is SDI 
and conformity with -- 


A No, the Soviets have made it clear that they 
are “interested in having both sides continue to adhere to the 
ABM Treaty, as they assigned in 1972, as they interpreted it. 
But let me repeat what I said. In response to a question 
from Secretary Baker, Minister Shevardnadze said they have 
dropped their linkage between completing agreement at START 
and achieving a defense and space accord. —-~ 


Q Let me just clarify something. This is too 
important to mess up. They’ve had a previous position where 
they reserved the right to call off START productions if we 
derogated from their concept of the ABM treaty. So START 
reductions could begin. But if we broke out from what they 
consider to be a proper ABM treaty, they can call off those 
reductions. Are you dropping that demand as well? 


A I will say, the Soviets have shifted their 
position on the relationship between completing a START 
agreement and reaching a defense and space agreenent,.. 
including ABM questions. I might just add, just a fact, the 
Soviets have said that they would not want to implement a 
START agreement until there was an understanding on defense 
and space. i 


In response to a question from Secretary Baker, 


Minister Shevardnadze said that they have dropped their 
linkage between completing agreement at START and achieving a 


defense and space accord. 





- | 3/4 4 


. -5<- 
Q "Complete" as opposed to "implement?" 
A No, no. Implementing. They are saying -- and I 
will say again -- that they will implement a START accord. 
Q What about the question from Secretary Baker to 
Shevardnadze? 
A I can express that by, once again, quoting the 


statement: "This looks like a positive development." 


Q You used the word "implementing" and then 
completing. We’re confused by this distinction. 


A They have dropped their linkage between .-- let 
me change the phraseology so it’s: very clear.--- They have 
dropped their linkage between completing and implementing 
agreement at START and achieving a defense and space accord. 


Q What was exactly the question that Secretary 
Baker asked that precipitated this response from 
Shevardnadze? 


A "Have you dropped your linkage?" (Laughter) I 
think it was pretty much that. 


Q I’m still not clear. Does that mean a START 
agreement could be implemented before a defense and space 
agreement is completed? 


A That certainly seems what I said; very clearly 
what I said. | Pie was 


Q Yeah, nine out of ten times you said it, it 
seemed like it. But once -- 


A As I said in the statement, we clearly need to 
Clarify and consider this in further discussions, and we will 
continue those discussions. 


Q What was the Secretary’s next question? What 
kind of effort -- what did you clarify? 


A We have been spending. a good portion of the day 
discussing and clarifying this position. 


Q In stating his continued support for the SDI, 
did he specify a kind of SDI program in greater detail than ~ 
just generalities? ay oe 


A The President’s commitment to that program is 
very well known, and it continues. 
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Q On the American side, is there a new 
willingness to work with the Soviets to try to define what 
tests can and cannot be conducted in space? 


A I addressed that question yesterday. The 
Soviets, in the past, raised that proposal. We did not at 
that point accept that proposal. The Soviets have come back 
with what seems to be a similar proposal, and we are now 
probing the Soviets on whether.or not their new proposal of 
determining what might be permitted and what might not be 
permitted under the ABM treaty, whether it represents a 
difference with their earlier approach; and those discussions 


are continuing. 


Q If this, in fact, holds up.and is as positive 
as you hope here, what would -you define as obstacles that 


remain -- 


A Let me be quite candid with you. -We’re talking. 
about a very lengthy agreement that’s over 450 pages long. 
There are hundreds of brackets. That is, there are hundreds 
of differences on a variety of issues. Some of them are 
large issues, like SLCMs and ALCMs. Some of them are smaller 
technical issues. We have a variety of inspection issues. 

As you know, we’re trying to reach agreement on the 
verification of mobile missiles. We have to fully explore 
this whole question of the relationship between strategic 
defense and the strategic arms agreement. 


Q What progress was made on START issues today? 


A As I said, this, in the area of strategic 
defense and START, this looks like a positive development. 
Also, we made good progress in moving ahead on the question 
of mobile missile verification. , 


Q On open skies, apparently the Soviet spokesman 
said they will discuss the open skies proposal by President 
Bush and he offered to hold a conference again next year on 
verification issues. Can you tell us something about it? 


A The Ministers did have an exchange-on that ---—- — ---- -- 
which we continue in the working group. The Soviets, in 
fact, indicated that they were positive both about working. 
with the regime and working with the idea of developing a 
ee for open skies and, in fact, attending a conference on 
this subject. This was a good response that we had from 
them; a response to President Bush’s initiative which, in 
some ways, can add an entire new dimension in terms of not......._.. 
only what it can contribute to openness but also in terms of 
the breadth of participation that it can involve in this kind 


of activity. 
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Q Did the Soviets offer any general rationale for 
dropping that linkage? 


A Not that I can remember specifically. I think 
that’s a question best addressed to th: Soviets. 


Q Can you tell us whether there was any progress, 
in your view, in the Soviet ideas on definition of aircraft 


under CFE? Any linkage? 


A Ralph, the alliance, starting with President 
Bush’s initiative at the NATO May summit, has moved very 
rapidly to table a comprehensive proposal in two phases. As 
you know, on the 13th of July, we put down in Vienna, in the 
negotiations, a package of proposals on areannde — 
and U.S.-Soviet manpower reductions::'. : =.:-.: iu: 


Just yesterday, I guess it is, we completed the 
comprehensive proposal by putting down on the. table the other... 
elements which concern verification, information exchange, 
and stabilizing measures. 


We have not yet had in Vienna a substantive response 
at the table, particularly to the aircraft and helicopter and 
U.S.-Soviet manpower proposals that we put down. Obviously, 
we just put down the other elements of the package on 
Thursday, and we have been seeking this from the Soviets. 


What we have had -- first, in Vienna informally and 
now here in bilateral discussions -- and let me open up a 
parenthesis here -- as you know, this is a multilateral 
negotiation. We are not negotiating with the Soviets. We 
are doing what other participants in Vienna do. You exchange 
ideas, you exchange information. 


But in that context here, the Soviets have followed up 
with some ideas, which have not yet been tabled, on aircraft. 
They took a step in that direction in terms of beginning to 
work on the aircraft definition. 


Our view is very simple. From both the standpoint of --° -~- 
trying to limit capabilities and from the standpoint of 
verification, you need to limit all land-base combat 
aircraft. That is the position of the Alliance. It makes ... _. 
sense. It’s straightforward. 


The Soviets started from a position of wanting to 
limit only something called “strike aircraft." . They seemed 
to be in the process of broadening that and switching it to 
an exclusion of something called air defense fighters. But 
in many ways, what they’re talking about thus far, insofar as 
we understand to this point, seems to be only a partial 
response to the initiatives that we’ve been putting forward 
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and one that still doesn’t address the problems of 
capabilities and verification that we think are governing in 
this area, but we’ve got more talk to do on this. 


Q Can I ask a question on regional? I’m struck by 
the fact you have all this progress on arms control across the 
board. But on regional issues you seem to be at loggerheads. 


A I don’t think so. 


Q Can you give us some indication of where you 
think real substantive progress has been made? 


A What I’d like to do is to give you a quick 
overview of the discussions... I think the discussions we had 
on regional, which were very long, because most were 
one-on-one -- which went two and a half hours -- was on 

ional. And also the discussions that we had -this afternoon 
which stretched on for probably two hours -- also on regional 
-- were characterized by a kind of discussion that I think 
reflected a search for ideas as much-as-anything else. 


There’s no question that there is a common acceptance 
of principles. A principle being, are you trying to seek a 
settlement? The real question is, how do you translate a 
common commitment of a belief in seeking diplomatic solutions 
to military problems and to reality. 


What we found in some of these discussions, I thought, 
was a certain greater willingness to sort of explore ideas and 
try to highlight ideas than we’ve seen before. _ 


On Cambodia, there was a kind of interesting discussion 
in which we agreed on the need for a comphrehensive settlement 
but also talked about an arms moratorium as something that 
might be looked at as part of pursuing that. 


On Afghanistan, there was an interesting discussion on 
some ideas that we really hadn’t heard from them before, where 
they an to talk about transitional governments and 
transitional process and a search for a mechanism that mi - 
produce a real self-determination for the Afghans. That 
something that will obviously have to be discussed in encates 
detail witht them. They really didn’t define what they * ant 

these terms. But we really hadn’t had that kind of 
discussion with them before. 


On the Middle East, they were, I think continuing. to 
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move in the direction that we have been emphasizing for some 
time. They agree that there has to be a focus on an 
Israeli-Palestinian dialogue. They also talk about elections 
as being an important step, possibly an important step. They 
also took note of the current diplomatic activity that’s 


designed to put together a dialogue. 


While they didn’t embrace all of that, ‘they made it 


clear that what was going on was something they viewed as 
being favorable. Again, I think that reflects some movement 
on their part. I wouldn’t try to suggest that there has been 
a total elimination of the gaps between us, or we mean all 
the same things by the same terms. But it’s a different 
character of discussion than we’ve had with them before.- 


So as I go across the spectrum of regional issues, it 
seems to me that we had interesting discussions and 
discussions that probably narrowed some of the gaps that have 
been between us. ' 


Q A follow-up to that. Any indication at all that 
a) Ar ee be able to give any kind of help on the hostage 
crisis? 


A Nothing that’s specific. All I can say is that 
they, again, sort of highlighted that that’s an issue that 
concerns them as well. They recognize it and know it remains 
a real concern to us. That, again, is something that in the 
past we haven’t really had | Caren the conversations with 


then. 
Q Did they indicate a willingness (inaudible) 


A No, they did not, but they were talking about a 
transitional government and they are talking about 
self-determination. When they begin to use those kinds of 
terms, you want to wonder whether or not they have any 
flexibility with regard to that. I don’t want to mislead 
you. They gave no indication that they were thinking about 
asking him to step down or supporting that kind of a move. 


Q How much time was spent concerning the political 
prisoners in the West, and what did you talk about?: 


A The question was, how much time was -- 


Q Spent talking about the list: the. Soviets-gave to- -<-: ** 
the Americans of the political prisoners, so-called political 
prisoners in jail in the U.S. and what happened. 


A Not a whole lot. There was about an hour spent 
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on the human rights issue. As I remember, there was not a 
whole lot spent on that, on that particular part of the human 
rights issue. They gave us the list and we said that we 
would certainly look into it, and we did. There was just not 
a whole lot of conversation on.it.... -.: ----——-~—-.. :... . 


On the areas you didn’t mention in your list of 


Q 
interesting discussions of regional i-snes was Central 
America. Was there any useful discussiwn on that subject? 


A There was a discussion that I think I would 
characterize as certainly being serious and I-think useful... = = 


The discussion on Central America focused -- for a 
fair amount of it -- on the. question of arms flows. The 
Soviets made very clear that: they are not -providing. arms to . 
Nicaragua but they also admitted that the Cubans are. They 
drew a distinction between themselves and the Cubans. 


We talked a fair amount about that issue and about a 
sense that the Soviets do have influence in the situation and 
it should be exercised. They did agree that it’s very 
important that no state in the area be supporting a group 
that could be exporting subversion to any other. I think we 
had a more explicit discussion on that than we probably had 


before. 


Q On the SLCM discussion, did you —— up the new 
AKUA class Stealth submarine? 


» The answer to that is no. .__...._. .. 


Q Can we just go back for a minute to the SLCM -- 
the point that the Soviets made. They were emphasizing that 
the Americans greeted their step into letting this be put 
outside of the START agreement or associate it with a degree 
of pleasure. Is it a truly significant positive step? 


A I think it’s premature to characterize it in 
that way. We really don’t SESESSENE. _ what the Soviets 
have in mind. , sa 


I just want to repeat, we do not think that limits 
placed on these systems are effectively verifiable. We 
prefer both sides making apa=~Denseng. | wartamererd ‘ahout their : we oteian 


plans for SICM deployment.:..-.-- .-~ 
So the problem of verification is still there. 


Q The START/SDI question: Are you now feeling 
that Shevardnadze has made this afternoon a major concession 
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that will make a START treaty much more likely, or do you 
feel at this moment that you still have got to clarify this, 
that this was one said at one meeting and you’re not quite 


sure where it stands? 


A His position, as I think I:pointed out in ny 
statement, is clear. But we still have much to do in 
discussing this with the Soviets to understand its full 
implications. It looks like a positive development. 


Q $$ In climbing off their ABM position, did they 
give you any indication that they expect some 
down = line? Why did they. climb off-without something in 
return ee ea 


A That’s a question you should ask me in a couple 
of weeks. . We’re in the midst-of- these discussions. _~You’re 
asking me to step back and undertake some kind of analysis. 


Q Was there anything in the Gorbachev letter that os some 
this was coming? 


A There was some discussion of the ABM Treaty, of 
course, and defense and space. 


Q The linkage? 


A I would say, as explicitly stated by Minister 
Shevardnadze today -- no. 

Q Wasn’t there a Soviet statement at Reykjavik 
that we will not link these two and later it turned out to be 
re-linked? 

A I’m not aware of any statement along these lines 
in the past. 


A Just on the chemical weapons Memorandur of 
Understanding on verification tests and bilateral data 
exchange. I know you’ve heard from the Soviets on this. 


This is in the context of trying.to..do something = 
bilaterally that will be a step toward getting a chemical — + mone 
weapons ban and give the process a lift in an effort to 
regenerate it. We've been working on that here. The Soviets 
have taken some steps that .are helpful...The Secretary 
himself, icularly, has been involved with’ some new.ideas.-‘.04 . | 
We're hop we may be able to do some real business on that 
here. But, again, that’s a matter that I honestly at this 
point can’t tell you whether we'll be able to finish it up. 

That’s our aim, in any e' ent. 
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Q Could you tell us what are the one or two top 
outstanding issues on that? 
A It has to do with some questions that relate to 


the specificity, the specificity of locations that: would be oof a 
_ ed. I wouldn’t want to go- beyond: that-to characterize om 
t. 


A Let me make two different kinds of 
observations. One is, I don’t think it’s an accident that 
every single one of our discussions today went far overtine, 
much beyond what we had planned....One of. the. reasons-for that. - x a 
is that in every single case,..the discussions were-involved,---: . 
were detailed, were serious, and there was a kind of constant 
search for ideas, and there was a constant search to be 
thinking about, all right,:if-there are problems; bow.do you ..._....... =. 
narrow the gaps in those problens. 


The basic theme that I would-cali attention-to thatI 
think is striking is that of candor and openness. You see it 
in terms of how one talks about the military society, foreign 
policy. I think we saw it begin last night in the 
discussions on the plane on nationalities and on 
perestroika. I think you see it also embodied in a lot of 
the proposals and in a lot of the initiatives. 


We have an open skies initiative. We have an open 
lands initiative that has to do with ——,. sone of their 
restrictions on travel. «—s:se es 2 5. 


We’ve invited the Soviets to come and look at our SDI 
labs. The MOU on CW, which involves an exchange of data, is 
another part of that; the verification and stability 
measures, the mobile verification that both my colleagues 
have talked about. 


You look at the totality of those kinds of initiatives 

and one of the things they highlight is openness. One of the get BH 
important things that each side brings to bear and one of the 
important things we’re seeing with the Soviets now, that ve 
haven’t seen before, is more of a commitment to that. That ..... .... 

as something about intentions. That says something about 
building crust and confidence. I think it says something 
about how, in fact, relations are improving across the board. 








Is there any progress toward-.an-egreenent-on--- -—- 
Liceing some travel restrictions by both sides, as 
lified by this visit? 


| A I think there is a good prospect for more in 
that area. 











Q In this Ministerial? 


Q Can you talk about the relationship between the 
two men? 


A I think they were very good.- -- They’ re. certainly 
spending a lot of time together.- 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I really would like to first thank the people 
of Wyoming for letting us share this majestic location for a 
few days. 


The openness of this setting, I think, epitomizes the new 
mature of our talks with the Soviet Union. I believe the 
United States-Soviet relationship is entering a fresh phase. 

We have, in my view, moved from confrontation to dialogue and 
now to cooperation -- joint action on common problems, across a 
broad range of topics on our five-part agenda, 


This has been a productive Ministerial. In fact, Minister 
Shevardnadze told me today that in his view this Ministerial 
was unique from the standpoint both of context and content. 


Our flight to Wyoming, when we discussed the challenges of the 
nationalities problem and restroika, set a tone of openness 
for our subsequent meetings. We followed with United States 
proposals for open skies and open lands, a human rights work 
program to support the development of a more open Soviet 
society, our initiative ©." sreater environmental cooperation 
including exchanges, a , w discussion of the economic 
changes taking place wi. i: ae Soviet Union. 


We also took a series of steps across the full arms control 
agenda to overcome old misconceptions and build trust. In 
fact, Minister Shevardnadze also told me that he thought we 
made more progress across the full range of arms control issues 
than in any prior Ministerial which he had attended, 
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We have translated this new spirit of openness into some 
concrete achievements, too. 


Pircst, the Soviets said they have dropped their linkage between 
completing and implementing agreement on START and achieving a 
Defense and Space Accord. I made clear that the President 
remains committed to the Strategic Defense Initiative and 
offered the Soviets the opportunity to visit SDI research 
facilities. 


Second, the Soviets agreed to dismantle their radar at 
Krasnoyarsk without preconditions, 


Third, we broke a 15-year deadlock by agreeing on the full 
verification regime for the nuclear testing treaties. This 
provides a detailed framework for the possible completion of 
these treaties next year. 


Pourth, we signed a Memorandum of Understanding on a chemical 
weapons data exchange and verification tests, a good, realistic 
step toward addressing the larger task of completing an 
effectively verifiable ban on chemical weapons. 


Piftn, our willingness to lift the ban on mobile ICBMs 
contingent on Congressional approval of funijing for the United 
State mobile ICBM programs, made it possible, I think, for us 
to move ahead on developing verification measures for mobile 
missiles. 


Sixth, based on President Bush's June proposals, we signed an 
umbrella agreement on START verification and stability 
measures, as well as a separate agreement on notification of 
strategic forces exercises. 


Seventh, the Soviets agreed to President Bush's proposal to 
explore the details of an open skies regime at an internationai 
conference. 


Eighth, we explored new ideas about resolving a number of 
regional conflicts. In particular, I believe we share a view 
on the importance of free and fair elections in Nicaragua and 
on stopping support for subversion in £1 Salvador. We also 
both support efforts to promote a Palestinian-Israeli 
dialogue. And we condemn hostage-taking while supporting the 
immediate release of the hostages held in Lebanon. 
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Ninth, we followed up on the encouraging efforts by the Soviets 
to permit refuseniks and others to emigrate freely. We've also 
developed a new human rights work program placing increased 
emphasis on exchanges that could promote the institutions that 
should protect human rights in the Soviet Union. 


All in all, we got a lot of work done. We want to keep on 
going and we shall. 


In that connection, as you know by now, President Bush and 
President Gorbachev have agreed to hold a summit meeting in the 
late spring or early summer of next year. Minister 
Shevardnadze and I will, of course, be meeting in advance to 
try and make that summit as productive as possible. 


Now, before I close I want to make one final announcement. 
President Bush intends to offer a new initiative at the United 
Nations on Monday that will move the world closer to a ban on 
chemical weapons. The President believes that United States 
leadership is necessary to turn good intentions into an 
historic achievement. 


Now I'll be glad to take your questions, 


QUESTION: Yes, Mr. Secretary. You just again said that the 
Soviets removed the linkage between the defense and space talks 
and the START talks. But in what Mr. Shevardnadze just got 
through saying, he said, effectively, that they retain the 
right to withdraw from the START Treaty if they perceive that 
the ABM Treaty has been violated. So they continue to say, 
you've got your choice; you can have a START Treaty or you can 
have the SDI. You can't have them both. 





SECRETARY BAKER: That's not it. I'm sorry. They're saying 
that we can sign and implement a START treaty, whether or not 
we have concluded a treaty on defense and space. 


There is a provision, as you may know, in the START Treaty as 
it is that would permit withdrawal upon a national interest 
determination within six months, Either side could do that. 

So I'm sorry, but I don't think that interpretation is accurate, 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary we were told about the new ideas, new 
suggestions made by Chairman Gorbachev in his letter to 
President Bush. 
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What is the attitude of the American Administration to those 
ideas? Any my second question is, is the American side ready 
to discuss cutting arms not only on land, in air in space, but 
also on sea? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me take the second part of that question 
first. We have some major problems with naval arms control. 

We are situated in a far different position titan the Soviet 
Union. We are surrounded on two sides by major oceans, We 
have been a sea-going power for all of our existence. We use 
our navy to communicate and maintain our lines of communication 
and supply with our allies. 


There's a significantly different physical situation as far as 
the United States and the Soviet Union are concerned when it 
comes to naval arms control. 


With respect to the initial part of your question, I think that 
my opening statement makes it clear that we received many of 
the suggestions and ideas in President Gorbachev's letter very 
positively. We think that some of those made it possible for 
us to move forward with concrete achievements at this 
Ministerial. At the same time, we think we advanced some ideas 
and broke some ground and took some political decisions -- hard 
decisions -- that were necessary to move fvurward in other 
areas. I'm thinking particularly of the nuclear testing talks 
where for fifteen years we have been deadlocked. 


Yes, Ralph. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, with the interpretation you're 
putting on the Soviet announcement about SDI and its connection 
to a START Treaty, you might draw the conclusion that a START 
Treaty is closer to being signed, or more likely to be signed 
sooner or would become more easily negotiated. 


What is your view of how difficult the issues remain and how 
soon a START agreement might be signed? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me say that I think there are some 
cult issues that still remain. We have the issues of 
ALCMs and SLCMs to deal with. 


I think I've said, though, that we believe that this proposal 
is positive. I think I said that it should -- if I didn't say, 
I want to say -- it should enable us to finish and implement a 
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START Treaty without first requiring an agreement on defense 
and space, which has heretofore, we think at least, been the 
position of the Soviet Union. So I think it is a positive 
development. 


Now, you want me to put a time-frame on it. I'm not able to do 
that now except to say that, obviously, we will be working -- 
both sides, in good faith -- to move the process forward as 
expeditiously as possible. 


Margaret. 


UESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Soviets are saying, however, that 
they want at least talks to begin on what kinds of tests could 
be conducted in space that would be permissible under the ABM 
Treaty and which ones wouldn't. 


One: Do you feel that's a precondition for the Soviets? And, 
two, is the United States willing to at least enter into those 
discussions? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't see it as a precondition. I don't 
eve it was presented as a precondition. It is our 
interpretation that it was not so present... 


This is 4 proposal that was made and consi ‘ered in 1987. We 
had some problems with it at that time. ‘'* have agreed to look 
at ail of the elements of this overall provosal and take it 
back to Washington, review it, and give them a detailed 
response at the negotiations in Geneva which are going to 
resume on the 28th of September. The response won't come then 
but it will come as soon thereafter as we can. 


This is a procedure, though, that we had problems with in 1987, 
and it has not significantly changed from what it was then, 


question Mr. Secretary, a two-part question, if I may. 
umber 1: Mr. Shevardnadze suggested that SLCMs not 


necessarily should be included in the text of the START 
agreement. What is your reaction to that? Would it help to 
sign the START agreement? 


And, secondly, what is your reaction to suggestions that next 
year, sometime in the late summer and fall, there should be a 
meeting of the heads of state of Europe, the United States, and 
Canada to sign possibly the Conventional Arms Treaty? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: With respect to the question on SLCMs, moving 

out of a START Treaty would be, I think, a step in the 
direction of making progress on a START Treaty because SLCMs 
are an extraordinarily difficult problem because of the 
verification difficulties. 


So we would be interested in hearing more about ideas that the 
Soviet Union might have to handle the question of SLCMs outside 
of a START agreement. 


With respect to a heads of state meeting on CFE, I told the 
Minister that that was something that obviously since they had 
suggested it, the United States would give consideration to, 
but that's not a decision for us to make. That is a NATO 
decision just as it is a Warsaw Pact decision; that we would 
look at that but that it might be a bit premature now to lock 
into a date until we see how much progress is made on CPE. 


As you know, NATO tabled its full proposal just last Thursday, 
and we are hoping for and looking for a response from the 
Warsaw Pact to a very detailed proposal which has been put on 
the table. 


Don. 





Libor Mr. Secretary, following the Washington Summit in 

, there was the thought about proceeding with a START 
treaty without having a complete agreement between the two 
countries about what was allowed or not allowed under the ABM 
treaty. At that time, some people, including especially the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, felt it would be very dangerous and a 
bad idea to go ahead with a START treaty without having 
complete understanding of what could be done on space. Do you 
see some of that concern in this current situation, as it is 
building up with the present Soviet proposal? And how do you 
feel about that? 


opcreane BAKER: I think it's important that we make it clear 
at our views with respect to the Strategic Defense Initiative 
have not changed. We strongly support that. That was made 
abundantly clear in our dialogue here at this Ministerial. 


I think, as I've already indicated, there are elements of this — 
proposal that will have to be carefully analyzed and weighed in 
Washington D.C. 
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In terms of whether or not this could open up the prospect of 
moving forward a START agreement, I think you have to say that 
it might because it has been seen to be -- assuming that it is 
an unconditional dropping of the linkage, as we interpret it -- 
I think you would have to say that it offers the prospect of 
moving that forward. 


We will be talking about the kinds of issues that you've just 
raised when we get back to Washington. 


John. 


UESTION: Mr. Secretary, you've now spent many hours talking 
to Eduard Shevardnadze about the problems that Mr. Gorbachev 
faces -- about the economy, the nationalities issue. After 
those kinds of conversations, do you have different views that 
you many now carry back to the President about things that the 
United States might be able to do to weigh-in and help the 
Soviets in some way or another. Has it altered your views as 
to what we might or should or could do? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We talked for maybe three to four hours on 

@ airplane flying from Washington to Wyoming about the 
just-completed plenum, about the approach to the nationalities 
problem, about the manner in which the relationship between the 
central government and the Republics in the Soviet Union will 
be addressed. 


It seems to be that there is progress in a reasonable and 
rational way with respect to that problem, I got the sense 
that it was being addressed, as it should be, seriously and 
substantively, and that there is a desire on the part of the 
central government to provide more political and economic 
autonomy to those Republics; that that is already provided for 
by the Constitution of the Soviet Union, but that that has not 
been followed in practice over the course of past years. 


We also talked at length about the economy and about some of 

the problems of the economy; about the ruble overhang, about 

how that probably has to be addressed before you move to the 

more fundamental questions of establishing a price system and 
getting to convertability. 


But I think it was important that we began this exchange on 
these economic issues. I hope the Soviet side felt the same 
way. I believe they did, and we intend to continue that. 
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ION: So what is your view now of whether or not the 
nit tates ought to do more, or something, in the way of 
directly helping with the economy -- no change? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We've not been requested -- and the Soviet 
Side made it quite clear, they are not coming to the United 
States for grants, assistance, loans, or that sort of thing. I 
think there is an interest in learning from our experience. 
There is an interest in taking steps to open up that economy 
and move it toward a more open system, and perhaps there are 
some things that we could contribute there. 





So I really believe the approach that's being taken is the 
right one, and that's what I will tell the President. 


QUESTION: What happened to the joint press conference? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that was, as I said out there when we 
were Signing the agreements, that Simply was a busted signal. 
We anticipated that there would be an interest in a joint 
appearance. But we failed to give the proper amount of 
notice. I don't want to blame it on the other side. I will 
take an equal amount of responsibility for it, and maybe this 
is a better way to proceed. 


oor Sir, in Washington, you told us you had some 

culty when Mr. Shevardnadze said there were some limits 
upon what the Soviet Union could do to restrain the flow of 
Soviet-bloc arms to Nicaragua. Has the last couple of days 
changed that difficulty you're having at all? 


SECRET AST BAKER: Well, we've talked in some detail about 

that. rst of all, let me say that we are not challenging the 
statement of the Soviet Union that they, themselves, have 
ceased shipping weapons to Nicaragua. 


I don't believe anyone in the United States Government ever did 
challenge that. Our problem has to do with an increase in 
Soviet-bloc weapons and military equipment going into Central 
America, going into Nicaragua, quite frankly, and from 
Nicaragua to the PMLN in El Salvador. Most of that is coming 
from Cuba. We would simply like to see the Soviet Union do as 
much as it possibly could with Cuba to stop that flow. 


ESTION: Are they doing as much as they could? 


“pest COPY AVAILABLE” 











oy te 








4/60 


PR NO. 171 
aie 


SECRETARY BAKER: You're asking me to be judgmental. What I 
would like to tell you is that they've indicated to us that 
they support democracy in Nicaragua. They support the concept 
of free and fair elections in Nicaragua. They are committed to 
using their influence to do what they can to stop the flow of 
weapons to the insurgency in El Salvador. 


John. 


UESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I could ask you to reflect for 
Tre a moment on what's transpired here. You've had this 
extraordinary two or three days of movement, facilitated by the 
Soviets moving their positions on a large number of arms 
control issues and at the same time you've had these very frank 
economic discussions with them. 


Is there any relationship between the two? Is one driving the 
other? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. I don't think there is any -- I can't 


Say there's no relationship between the two, but one is not 


driving the other. 


And John, may I say, we've had the movement, yes, in part 
because of some changes in Soviet positions but also, if I may 
say so, in part because of some changes in United States 
positions. 


Again, I would refer you to the nuclear testing talks and I 
would refer you, as well, to the President's speech at the U.N. 
on Monday. 


Chris. 


ESTION: Well, Mr. Secretary, also on the economy, you said 

a cr. Shevardnadze had raised a lot of questions and wasn't 
looking for specific grants of things, but could you give us 
your assessment at this point of just how far, what kind of 
stratecy, economic strategy Mr. Gorbachev has, and just how far 
does he intend to go economically to adopt a market economy? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think they want to move in that 


direction. 1 think that they have concluded that it is in 


their interest to do so. I think they recognize the 
difficulties involved in getting there, particularly the 
difficulties in establishing a price system. And you have to 
do that, really, before you can address in a comprehensive way 
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the question of convertability. And you have to have both of 
those before you get to a market system. 


Now before you do price system and convertability, though, 
there are some other problems that have to be taken care of, in 
our opinion. 


One is the ruble overhang. One is the whole idea of incentive 
and competition that has to be somehow put into that system. 
And a third is the requirement for some sort of a safety net, 
if you are going to move to a price system after 60 or 70 
years, whatever it is, of having a totally different approach. 
It is very difficult to do it cold turkey and do it overnight. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, was anything agreed here, this 
weekend, on CFE to make that mid-ninety target deadline for a 


completed treaty more possible? 
SECRETARY BAKER: Of course, this is not the forum for 


negotiating CPE. CFE should be negotiated in Vienna because it 


is a multi-lateral negotiation. And we are not -- we don't 
have the power to negotiate here. 


There were some suggestions made on the Soviet side with 
respect to aircraft that we think don't go far enough, but that 
we will analyze and that we will refer to our negotiators in 
Vienna. This is one of the most difficult problems we have in 
the Conventional Forces talks, the definition of aircraft. We 
think aircraft should be defined on the basis of what they are 
capable of doing, not what a particular country has given them 
as an organizational responsibility. The fact that an aircraft 
that flies and shoots is given a defensive role by the military 
authorities of a country doesn't mean it ought not to be 


counted as an offensive aircraft, in our view. 


That's the main difference separating us. So we didn't come 
here to negotiate CFE. That was the only proposal affecting 
CPE that came from .ither side. 


Yes? 





ESTION: Mr. Secretary, with regard to your more open 
society, in Yellowstone National Park this week, they offered 
the opportunity for students from the Soviet Union to come and 
learn more about the environment. 
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Do you see more of that kind of exchange and perhaps more of an 
encouragement toward that kind of exchange between the two 
countries? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I certainly do, and we proposed that as 
one of our environmental initiatives, that there be greater 
environmental exchanges, not just students but people across a 
wide spectrum of society who are interested in the environment 
-- legislators, environmentalists, and others -- and we think 
there ought to be a greater exchange. 


And let me say on that score that I believe the Minister shares 
my view that it is healthy that we are now engaged with the 
Soviet Union on these transnational problems. I know a lot of 
people thought this was not a particularly significant idea 

last May when we surfaced it in Moscow, but we are talking 
about many global problems that are very, very important to 
both countries, and the environment is one of them, and there 

is genuine interest on both sides in all aspects of environment. 


Yes? 


: 
: 
: 


oer What kind of progress did you make on human rights 
n the discussions? Did the Soviets present any new evidence 
that they were really any closer to passing the freedom of 
emigration law than they were several montns ago? And finally, 
will there be a continued linkage between trade and human 
rights? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Will there continue to be a linkage between 
trade and human rights? Well, of course, there is a legal 
linkage as far as we are concerned now. We have made it very 
Clear that we are prepared to move to eliminate that linkage 
the minute the Soviet Union institutionalizes its more liberal 
emigration policy. 


There has been very good progress in the Soviet Union regarding 
freer emigration. We talked about that. We talked about those 
remaining cases that we think deserve consideration as we 
usually do in these Ministerials. We presented a list of names 
that we request they specifically look into. I think you have 
to say they have made good progress on questions of emigration. 


I can't tell you when the Supreme Soviet will institutionalize 
that progress, but when they do, we'll be prepared to move on 
Jackson-Vanik, and Stevenson. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you expect the results of this 
meeting should silence some of your critics, like Senator 
Mitchell, who has accused the Administration of moving too 
Slowly? And, secondly, when you get back to Washington, do you 
expect to take these results and use them to push Congress a 
little harder on strategic issues in the budget? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we've been trying to encourage Congress 
to move on those strategic issues. We have made it clear that 
they are very important to the process of negotiation. We have 
also asked that they move our initiatives with respect to 
Poland and Hungary, OPIC and GSP benefits, which are still hung 
up. So I think that we would like to see action, frankly, in 
both of those areas. Yes? 


UESTION: Mr. Shevardnadze said that he expected you to 
smantie the radar stations in England and in Greenland in 
response to his dismantling of Krasnoyarsk. That's just the 

opposite of the impression you gave when you addressed us. 


SECPETATY BAKER: Well, I would be very surprised to hear that 
e sa that he expected us to dismantle -- 
QUESTION: Of course, it was interpreted. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. If he did, he told you something he 
n't te me. 


UE a What does he expect? There is case impression this 
Ss oviet's thought. 


Oe BAKER: Well, as I understand it, he said that he 
wants us to consider the possibility of Soviet observers going 
to look at those radars to see if there is any violation, or to 


see if they think, after inspection, that there might be any 
violation. 


As I may have mentioned to you, these are not ABM radars. They 
existed prior to the completion of the ABM Treaty and their 
modernization is totally legal under the Treaty. 


I did tell him that we would consider his suggestion, or we 
would take his concern into account. We have an established 
process, as you know, I think it is the CSCE process by which 
both sides attempt to alleviate concerns such as this, and 
we'll be taking a look at that, because we think it is 
important in maintaining a relationship here of trust and 
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confidence that when they have something they want us to look 
into, we look into it. Just like we ask them to look into 
things from time to time. 


Let me say one final thing. These radars are located on the 
territory of our allies, and we are not -- again, anything we 
do, we will have to do in close consultation with those allies. 


I ¢ «wt believe -- and I do not believe he said that this was 
a precondition to his -- 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, right here. 





ION: Mr. Secretary, at your press conference before this 
meeting, you indicated you will be informing Mr. Shevardnadze 
on the health of the plans to aid from the U.S. to both Poland 
and Hungary. 


I was wondering whether the question on the changes in Poland 
and Hungary came up at all in the meeting? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We talked about Eastern “urope and the 
approach of the United States to the problems of Eastern Europe 
yesterday on the flight in. That was one of the topics that we 
discussed in some detail. Ralph. 


TION: When will you two be meeting again? Neither of you 
ave said that. 


oe BAKER: We haven't decided what the exact date would 
« want to consider when we do that in light of the 

now definitive summit time-frame. 

QUESTION: To follow that up, Mr. Secretary? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Yes? 


ESTION: As far as the summit is concerned, did you talk at 
alla having a summit away from Washington, or perhaps 
including stops like this one during the summit? 

ARY BAKER: No, we haven't talked about that. 


: Why did you pick out next spring and summer? He 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I'll come to you right after this one right 
ere. 


QUESTION: What was the idea behind saying that next spring and 
summer, or summer, would be the time that you should have a 
summit? What went behind that calculation? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that was the time that the two Heads of 
State saw as the most convenient time for both of them. That 
was the time that it was determined would give us an 
opportunity, Don, at least to give us adequate time to prepare 
for a summit, and we do believe that a summit should be 
thoroughly prepared. 


If we had moved it up before late spring, we don't think, and 
we think the Soviets share this view, that we don't think there 
would have been adequate time for preparation. 


geet ton: In connection with the events in Eastern Europe, the 
rman question is often mentioned more in the American media 
than apparently the German media. Did you discuss any aspects 
of that question with Minister Shevardnadze? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We talked about the problems of East German 
migration, and we discussed what I think you referred to when 
you say the German question, and I would like to leave those 
discussions for the time being confidential. 


pe Mr. Secretary, could we ask you to be philosophical 
Or a minute? All of your staff certainly have been very 
positive about what has been accomplished here. You have been 
very positive. You come away from this meeting with an 
enlarged sense of what is possible in this relationship, or do- 
you see it going on as a steady but linear progression 

forward. Where does this weekend leave you vis-a-vis your own 
thoughts about the Soviet Union and what is possible? 


ECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think a steady progression onward is 
not a way to characterize the way I see it. I think we 
made good progress here. I'll tell you that, and I think it 
was due to efforts on both sides. 


Can there be setbacks? Yes. Could we move even a bit better 

than just steady progress? I suppose that's possible. But I 

think that those who want to see an improvement in the United 

States-Soviet relationship across the full range of our agenda 
should take heart from this Ministerial. 


Thank you. 


ir ee ee @ @ 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 1989, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me just note at the beginning that the Secretary is going 
to be giving a readout ON THE RECORD this afternoon of the 
events in New York and on the President's speech. So I will 
defer to him on matters relating to that speech, in Wyoming, 
and the discussions that are being held in New York. 


With that in mind, though, I'd be glad to take your 
questions on other topics. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the situation 
in Cambodia, given the fact that the Vietnamese apparently are 
completing their troop withdrawal as of tomorrow? 


a Well, George, I think you said it perfectly. 
Vietnam is apparently pulling its troops out of Cambodia this 
week. We welcome the ending of Hanoi's ten-year occupation of 
Cambodia. As you know, that's been a goal of the United States 
and of ASEAN ever since the Vietnamese invasion. I use the 
word “apparently” because there is no mechanism in place to 
monitor or to verify the Vietnamese withdrawal. So although 
this occupation is apparently ending, we believe that Vietnam 
cannot evade its responsibility to help achieve a comprehensive 
political solution in Cambodia; and our efforts remain devoted 
to achieving a comprehensive settlement. 


Q Is there anything in the way of talks that you 
are aware of? 


a You mean in talks to resolve the issues? 
Q Uh—-hma . 


6 Well, we are continuing to work with the 
co-presidents of the conference that was held in Paris -— that 
is, France and Indonesia --— and we're talking to other 
participants to try to build on the progress that was made and 
to move expeditiously toward a negotiated solution. But I 
don't have any specific dates or encounters that I'm aware of 
here. 


Q Has the State Department said anything recently 
about plans to notify, informally or formally, Congress on a 
possible sale of tanks to Saudi Arabia? Have you talked about 
that lately? 
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A No. We haven't talked about that, and we 
wouldn't talk about it until we began a process of ‘ 
consultation, I think it is. We normally don't talk about arms 
sales. 


Q I ask because I'm told that consultation is going 
on. 


a I'll check and see if it's progressed to the 
point where we can talk about it. There is a whole process 
that arms sales go through, and at one point in that process, 
and not before, we become ready to discuss it publicly. 


Q Will you take that? 


A I'll take that and see if there is anything to 
say. 


Jan? 


Q Going to the Middle East or in the surrounding 
area, do you have anything further on General foun and the 
situation in Lebanon? 


a We warmly welcome General foun's acceptance of 
the Arab League's seven-point plan. As you know, the plan 
includes provisions for a ceasefire, for the lifting of the 
blockades, and for a meeting of parliamentarians to discuss 
steps towards reconciliation. 


We strongly urge all parties to abide by the 
ceasefire. We're pleased to see that the airport is reopened, 
and that at least one ship has entered the port. With good 
face, we believe the process of national reconciliation can now 
begin. 


We note with deep concern, though, reports of 
artillery fire today, and again, we would urge the combatants 
to implement fully the Arab League's call for a ceasefire. 


Q Who (inaudible) the artillery? 


i) I don't have the specifics on that. I'm not sure 
we can, at this point, assign responsibility. 


Q Do you have any assessment as to countries with 
chemical weapon capabilities or potential capabilities? And to 
follow up on that, the assessment of those countries, how | 
stable they are that have those chemical weapons? . 


I) I think I have to decline on that one. I don't 
have the information here. The President did address it in his 
speech in New York. 


Q Also, on Pan Am 103, is there any sort of new 
progress, in terms of the speech? 
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A Nothing new to report. 


Q And also, Pan am 103. Is there any sort of new 
progress in terms of the -- 


A Nothing new to report 


Q Do you have anything on the UTA or any 
dispatchment of FBI, or anything about it? 


A I can give you an update on what we're doing as 
far as the UTA crash. 


We're participating fully in the investigation. 
Representatives from the National Transportation Safety Board 
and U.S. aviation security experts from the FAA are at the 
crash site. Forensic experts from the FBI will arrive at the 
site shortly, if they're not already there. An FBI legal 
attache is working closely with counterparts in Chad. 


In addition, there's a U.S. representative on the 
official French investigatory commission in Paris. 


The French have the lead in this investigation and the 
United States is highly satisfied with the level of their 
cooperation. And as I think you can see from the number of 
people I've cited, we're working very closely with them. 


Q On Africa, Richard, do you have a reaction to The 
Washington Post article this morning that says that our 
strategy in Angola is basically to rely on Mobutu? 


A Well, I would note that Mobutu -- President 
Mobutu became the mediator at the request of African states and 
of the parties involved, and we certainly support his efforts. 
I think we have been active in southern Africa in the peace 
accords achieved last fall for Namibia, and that implementation 
of those is basically on schedule. Cuban troop withdrawal is 
on schedule. 


This is a process of national reconciliation. We 
support efforts by people to bring this about. We support 
UNITA and its goal of national reconciliation. We believe the 
process should proceed from a formal cease-fire agreement to 
direct negotiations between the parties on national 
reconciliation. 


Q It appears, however, that UNITA does not want to 
participate in talks with the MPLA ever, except on its own 
terms. Has the U.S. any plans to exercise some diplomatic 
severgee on UNITA so that it will be more forthcoming in these 
talks 
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4 I wouldn't put it in terms of exercising leverage 
on UNITA. I think our support for UNITA is fairly strong and 
fairly firm. I would note that both Or. Savimbi and President ‘ 


Mobutu will be in the United States this week and we expect to 
have consultations with them. 


Q There was a story in the Post yesterday alleging 
that West Germany may have bungled the investigation of a 
Palestinian terrorist group in Europe that led up to the 
bombing of Pan Am 103. Again, what's the status of that 
investigation in terms of us specifically identifying the 
perpetrators and perhaps taking some kind of action? 


A All I can say is what I said a moment ago in 
response to that question. The investigation continues and 
we've reached no definitive conclusions. 


Q But in response to the UTA crash, you said we 
were working closely and you're satisfied with the French 
lead. Does that apply in your Pan Am 103 quest? 


A I think we're addressed that on many occasions. 
We're working closely with the Scottish authorities on Pan Am 
103 -- 


Q And with the West Germans? 
A -— but I don't have anything else to add. 


Q On South Africa? On Saturday, an ABC reporter 
was arrested after a rally and held for several hours without 
access to the U.S. Embassy. Do you have any comment? 


A No, I don't. I wasn't aware of that. I'11 look 
into it for you. 


Q Back on Cambodia, do you have anything to say 
about the Chinese and Thai aid to the Khmer Rouge? 


a The short answer is "No." (Laughter. ) 


Q All right. Do you have anything to say about the 
Khmer Rouge at all and what they should or shouldn't do? 


A Well, I think the basic thing is to point out 
that we are concerned about the danger from the Khmer Rouge. 
In our judgment, the best way to deal with this is through a 
process of negotiation and a comprehensive political solution. 
Only such a solution can have the guarantees in the 
international peacekeeping force under the United Nations which 
will minimize the danger of the Khmer Rouge. 


Q A question on China. Is the United States 
lifting the suspension of the export license for the ASIASAT, 
the telecommunications satellite, that was supposed to be 
launched by the Chinese anytime soon? There's a report out of 
Hong Kong that -- 
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A Any time soon? 
Q Well -- 
a It's a little vague, isn't it? 


Q Well, there's a report out of Hong Kong quoting 
the president of ASIASAT as saying that he expects the 
suspension to be lifted in October. Any comment on that? 


a O.K. I'll just have to look into it and see what 
the status of that is. I don't think we've done anything at 
this point and whether we're prepared to announce plans or 
whether we have any such plans. I'll check on it. 


Q Richard, just coming back to arms sales to the 
Middle East, while you're looking into the Saudi 300-odd tanks 
reportedly requested, could you also look into requests from 
the UAE for the purchase of F-18 Hornets? 

a I'll be glad to, but -- 

Q Thank you. 

a -- let me make very clear that I'm not promising 
we'll have anything on either of those because there is this 
process that we follow. We wouldn't want to get out in front 
of consultations with our Congress. 

Q Do you have any observations of the nomination of 
President Ortega to lead his party's ticket in the February 
elections? 

a I'm afraid I don't. 

Is that it? 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: Ia response to the question you asked 
just before we started, just to note that the candidate for Mayor 
here, Mc. Giuliani, did in the President at Newark Air t and flew 
in with him on ttarine One, and then departed at the terminal in 
Hanhatten. But they had a good discussion. President Bush, of 
course, supports his candidacy, wants to work for him. We don't have 
events scheduled yet, but we could well be back for a campaign stop. 


Q What did they talk about, Marlin? 


MR. FITSWATER: I wasn't with them on the airplane. I 
don't have a detailed discussion, but they did discuss his campaign, 
what his schedule would be in the next few weeks, whether or not the 
President could get together with him again, and issues like that. 


Q Arce you saying the tir. Giuliani met the President in 
the airport here and flew on Marine One into town? 


MR. FITZWATER: He flew -- met us at the airport in 
Wewark and flew on Marine One into the Battery Park landing zone. 


Q Press coverage? 


MR. FITZWATER: Probably about five minutes, yes -- 
10-minute flight -- something like that. Yes, there was press 
pte) on arrival and on departure. You should have film of both 
locations. 


Q Mr. Giuliani is also the candidate of the liberal 

rty -- and the last time the President ran for office, he spent a 

ot of time bashing liberals. Does he feel bad about the fact that 
Giuliani isn't just running on the Republican ticket? 


MR. FITZWATER: Our pesty has ell variety of persuasions 
and thoughts in it, and Mr. Giuliani is a good Republican as far as 
we're concerned -- U.S. Attorney in the last administration. 


Q Is the President as enthusiastic about Mr. Giuliani 
as Senator D'Amato is? (Laughter.) 


MR. FITZWATER: I can't speak for Senator D'Amato. 
President Bush thinks he's an outstanding candidate and will work for 
his election. 


Q Even though he's a liberal? 
MR. FITZWATER: Let's go on to the briefing here this 


morning. I'd like to introduce to you the President's National 
Security Advisor General Brent Scowcroft. 


HORC 
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General Scowcroft. 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Thank you, Marlin. 


I'm here to explain a little more about the President's 
chemical initiative which he announced this sorning. As you all 
know, the President has believed for a number of years very strongly 
that the United States should be aggressively out front in ridding 
the world of chemical weapons. 


Back in 19864, you remember he presented to the 

Conference on Disarmament the draft convention that has now become 
the basis for negotiations toward a global ban on production and 
stockpiling, as well as use of chemical weapons. And now he has 
become convinced the time has come to take even bolder steps and, 
therefore, the speech that you have just heard -- new proposals to 
give impetus to the negotiations and challenge the Soviet Union to 
eliminate its chemical weapons threat. 


The proposal is as follows: 


First, the President will commit to destroy the vast 
bulk, some 98 percent of our chemical stockpiles at an accelerated 
rate once a multilateral convention on a chemical ban enters into 
force; once it is signed, in other words -- provides the Soviet Union 
as @ party to that convention. 


And we are prepared to destroy the remaining less than 
two percent within two years or by year 10 oF the new convention, 
rovided all of the chemical weapons-capable countries of the world 
ave become parties to the convention and obligated themselves to 
eliminate chenical weapons. 


Aside from that multilateral thing, we are proposing, 
even while negotiating the conclusion of a convention to agree 
bilaterally to a destruction of U.S. and Soviet chemical stocks down 
to an equal level, eliminating about 80 percent of American chemical 
stocks. This elimination, of course, would have to take place under 
mutually-agreed terms, including provisions for inspection. 


If the Soviets are poageres to join us in this bilateral 
destruction, it not only would significantly reduce the threat we 
face, but give a spur to the sultilateral convention. 


Verification, of course, is and remains a daunting 
challenge in the area of chemical weapons. The President has 
directed, along with this, that every effort be made to improve our 
verification capabilities in this area, and he's directed an 
; 1. of R&D on verification. This is a central element of this 

nitiative. 


As I'm sure you aiready have heard, during the meeting 
between Secretary Baker and Soviet Foreign Hinister Shevardnadze in 
Wyoming, the United States and the Soviet Union signed a memorandum 
of understanding to exchange data about chemical weapons eee bao 
and facilities and to engage in a series of visits and inspections to 
verify that data. We believe that this will provide valuable 
information to advance the goal of verification. 


And in addition, at the recent Canberra conference 
against nuclear weapons, the U.S. proposed the establishment of a 
technical experts group to be established in the conference on 
wy ye to address the scientific and technical questions related 
to a CW ban. 


The United States will also continue to modernize its 
emell ceeiduel stockpiles eo that we have the safest capable 
remaining stocks until a total ban. 


And the President hopes and expects that these proposals 
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will significantly advance the prospects for ridding the world of 
chenical weapons. 


Q You used exclusively the word “chemical weapons" or 
the phrase “chemical ~capons." Is that meant to exclude biological, 
or is it all assumed to be part of the same problem? And I wanted to 
ask how this correlates to the congressional requirement that o)7 
chemical weapons be destroyed? As The Times suygests in its story 
today, maybe the President is making a virtue out of a necessity with 


this proposal today. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, this proposal today relates 
only to chemical stocks and the destruction of chemical weapons, and, 
yes, we ace beginning the destruction of chemical stocks. And 
whether it's making a virtue of necessity, it is certainly a part of 
@ major effort and a serious effort now not simply to wait until 
verification is up to the standards we have, but to proceed on 
geome with the destruction as we are improving our ability to 
verify. 


Q General, has this proposal been presented to the 
++ ot-ge-t ppm and what do they say? The President said, “I think 
they w -- 


GEHERAL SCOWCROFT: ** has been presented to the 
Soviets, but se oeer ees f: they've t informed about it and I would 
not want to characterize any res; from them. They really have 
not responded, but it has been presented to then. 


Q What is the current level of the U.S. stockpile? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I'm not prepared to say that. 


The Soviets have made lic a figure of about 50,000 tons and ours 
is considerably less t that. 





Q But is it within that range? 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It's considerably less than that. 


Q General, many le feel that the real threat in 
this acea is from nations like Lybis, Iran and Iraq. How is the 
overture of the President to begin bilateral reductions with the 
eg A an going to influence a country like Libya from continuing 
to ? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, we're trying to do it both 
ways. The bilateral thing is to deal with the U.S.-Soviet problem of 
chemical weapons and the large stocks which are contained. The 
other, the multilateral, is to get everyone into a ban with 
— and sanctions and so on. Go there are two sides to the 
thing. 


Q But I guess what I'm asking is I don't see the part 
-- I don't ser ny effort in this initiative to get the so-called 
renegade coun! ies involved in the international cooperative effort. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: You will. That's exactly what it's 
gesigned to do. 


Q General, if the Soviets have a lot more than we do 
in stocks -- even though you're not saying how much, we've heard 
estimates anywhere frow 50,000 to 300,000 tons, compared to our 
30,000 tons -- doesn't that mean that the Soviets have to eliminate a 
heck of a lot more than we do? And couldn't you give us some idea of 
what the differences in the percentage of reduction that would be -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, that's a difficult question 
because while the goviets have made a public statement about the 
stocks er hold, one of the reasons for this memorandum of 
unJerstanding which was signed was to, shall we say, fles! out what 
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we do — about Soviet stocks. So I'm not prepared to talk numbers 
about it. 


Q But is it possible -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: But the answer is, yes, they would 
have to destroy a great deal more than we would to get down to equal 
levels. Absolutely. 


Q General, is this effort of the President's sort of 
part of the new era of cooperation with the U.S. and Soviets? I 
mean, sort of saying to the world we, too, will begin this process by 
reducing our own stocks of chemical weapons to set an example? iI 
mean, is this sort of a cooperative effort as auch as it is a 
challenge to the Soviets? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I wouldn't want to 
characterize that as a motivation, but it certainly is taking 
advantage, for example, of a new attitude on the part of the Soviets 
-- that is, to make asymmetrical steps in arms control in order to 
forward the goals of a safer and more stable world. And they have 
shown indications they would do that, for example, in conventional 
weapons, and this is our attempt to take advantage of it in chemical 
weapons. 


Q But you don't -- this is not quite setting an 
example? We're not -- are we not asking the Soviets to -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Sure. 
Q -- join us in setting an example for the world? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Sure, it sets an example here, which 
is one of the reasons for the two-step level of it, absolutely. 


Q What kind of an example does it set to the Soviet 
Union if the United States eons the U.S. will reduce its stockpiles 
when every country in the world capable of producing chemical weapons 
signs on to a treaty? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, no, no. 

Q That's what the first two parts say. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We will reduce our stockpiles 
regardless. We will go down to two percent of our current stocks in 
eight years, period, after the signing of a convention. 

Q After the signing of a convention? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 

Q Which you say -- 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: After the signing of a convention -- 
you know, ne conclude a text and then people sign it, and then 
people ratify it. 


Q All right, so all countries capable do not have to 
sign the convention in order for that to take place? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What we will do is go from the 
two-percent residual stocks that we will hold to sero two years after 
all chemical weapon states have acceded to the convention. 


Q So if the 40 nations that are currently negotiating 
sign @ convention, you'll go down to 98 percent? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That's right. 
MORE 
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Q When Libya signs, you'll go down to sero. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That's right. Well -- yes, that's 
the principle, yes. 


Q General, how auch of this 80-percent reduction would 
you have to ¢o because the lew anyway? All of it, or most of it? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't know the answer to that. 


Q But is it considerable? In other words, I'm going 
back to the virtue question -- making a virtue out of this law -- and 
is it most of it? And also, would you be left with just the binary 
or these new weapons? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It is our hope that that tiny 
residual stock would be binary, and thus safe weapons. 


Q Wo, the 20 -- the 20 that you're going to do with 
the Soviets. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, it —_ on the time frame. 
But remember -- the destruction of our old ical stocks is in 
conjunction with the production of binaries. And we soe ecerenns 
binaries now. So the destruction of the old unitary s with some 
0 Ape are beginning to leak and so on and so forth forth is a 
par == 


Q So Congress didn't mandate that ty would have to 
= is that what you're saying? You can fill it up as you 
c 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't know the answer to 
that offhand. I'd have to check that. 


Q General, why did the President hardly make any 
reference at all to START? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, he had a eye in there in 
which he welcomed the developments which took place in Wyoming, and I 
think there's been a considerable initiative over the weekend and he 
wanted to focus on this particular event as a discreet proposal to 
move @ particuler area of areas control, one which is deadly 
dangerous, forward. That's the only answer I can give you. 


Q General, could hy give us the genesis of this 
chemical weapons proposal? Was it prepared, as the CFE proposal was, 
in late spring, sort of outside the bureaucratic channels ~~ tightly 
held? Can you just tell us about how it was developed? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT; Wo, it was not developed ovtside the 
normal channels; it was developed inside the National Security 
Council system and developed and presented to the President in « 
normal fashion. If you're amazed that it didn't leak, so em I. 


(Laughter .) 


Q While this negotiation toward « convention and 
toward ratification is going on, would the President veto a ban such 
as the one he voted against in tie-breaking votes twice as Vice 
President? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wowld he veto a -- 


Q Would he veto « ban similar to the one that he cast 
votes egeinst when he was breaking ties in the Senate -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: You mean veto a unilateral ban? 


Q Yes. 
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GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't know what he'd do, but 
I would certainly recommend it. 


Q@ General, as pointed out, the President has 
issued a call of this sort before in ‘64. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, no -- well, yes, but not with a 
specific timetable and not in this way. 


Q Well, what I‘m curious about is why you think that 
an action of this sort is going to be successful now. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Because I think what we're saying 
is, firet, if the Soviets will join us, we'll cut down the stocks of 
the avenpeuces by -- us by 80 percent and the Soviets by some figure 
considerably greater than that, and that, if we can get the nuclear 
weapons -- or the chemical weapons-capable states to join, we'll rid 
the world of it in a specific time frame. 


Q Sic, I understand what you're proposing. What I's 
wondering is, why do you think there's a chance for success now? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Because I -- as the President said, 
I think the Soviets, at least rhetorically, have been interested in 
going this route, and I think if the two superpowers are on this way, 
t have a considerable influence on the rest of the chemical 


pr rs. 


Q Was there any discussion, or does this in any way 
include possible sanctions against those countries who would refuse 
to sign on to -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I don't know that it does now, 
but I think you can anticipate that it would. 


MR. FITZWATER: The General has to go to the luncheon. 
Can we take a final question from Saul? 


Q Yes, General, one of the problems with chemical 
weapons is that they're usually the weapons of non-nuclear powers. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes. 


Q They're usually the way they redress the imbalance. 
As long as the United States the Soviet Union remain the ee 
nuclear powers, isn't it going to be difficult to convince smaller 
oe to get rid of the weapons they believe redresses that 

ance? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Of course, it's going to be 
difficult. But we think there's a chance to make it effective and we 
think it's worthwhile trying. And we are att ing in @ separate 
forum to deal with the nuclear issue, which I think is really quite a 
different issue. 


Q General, could you hold one -- just a minute, 
please, General. On page six of the President's speech and unrelated 
to the chemical weapons thing, he made reference to “terrorism is a 
means that no end, no matter how just, can sanctify." Was there a 
purpose behind that message? Are you eddressing that to the PLO or 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Yes, I think so. A lot of -- 
there's a — that one man's terrorism is another man's freedom 
fighter. what he's saying is that thie kind of means which tekes 
out whatever the end is on innocent civilians is unacceptable; that 
no end can justify terrorism as a means to it. 


Thank you. 


END 1:45 P.M. EDT 








THE WAITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 
(few York, Hew York) 


For immediate Release “September 25, 1565 





PRESS BRIEFING 
BY SECRETARY OF STATE 
JAMES A. BAKER III 


Hotel Intercontinental 
New York, New York 


4:51 P.M. EDT 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'll start by giving you a very brief 
statement. 


The President will meet with President Barco later this 
week in Washington. I don't have the exact date or time for you, but 
I'm sure Marlin will have it a little bit later. 


The President, following his speech this morning, had 
lunch -- hosted a lunch for the NATO foreign ministers and the 
foreign ministers of Australia, Japan and Korea. The discussion at 
lunch centered around the United States-Soviet relationship, 
ewe ume od the meeting the President had with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze in Washington and the two-day ministerial that we had 


out in Wyoming. 


He then had a bilateral with President Sarney, during the 
course of which they discussed the environment, the Brazilian 
» Panama, democracy and the transition in Brazil. te then 
had a bilateral with Shimon Peres, and the major ics covered 
during the course of that bilateral were the Israeli economy, the 
peace process, and Soviet Jewish refugees. 


How I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Mc. Secretary, on Mr. Peres, could you give us -- 
because he -- after all, he isn't the Prime Minister, he's a deputy 
and be really doesn't represent the government's int of view. Can 
you give us some notion of where you and the President are heading on 
this? You had hoped to have a three-way meeting -- apparently you 
won't -- with the Egyptians. Will this -- what is ahead in the next 
couple of weeks? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think there is still a very good 
chanced that we will have a three-way meeting at the foreign minister 
level, Barry. I can't tell you exactly when that meeting will be 
held, but I would suspect that within the course of the next week 
we'll be able to arrange that meeting. It's been a problem with 
scheduling. I think we will have that meeting. 


We continue to be committed to the Israeli election 
proposal. We continue to view the Egyptian ten points as an 
ee in effect, by Egypt of Israel's elections proposal. We 
continue to be committed to trying to promote direct discussions 
between Iereelie and Palestinians and we continue to see this as a 
potential way of getting there. 


The President will have a brief meeting this evening with 
Foreign Minister Arens, and I will have a more extensive meeeting 
with hie during the course of my stay up here this coming week, and I 
don't know what exact date that is. 


Q That may make academic beyond thie meeting what I 
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wes going to ask you, but let me try anyhow. Did he get any hint or 
did the two of you get any hint from Peres that the other part of the 
Isreeli government is about to come aboard? The Egyptian idea. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think the way I would characterize 
that is that the proposal has not been rejected by, as you put it, 
the other part of the Israeli government, that it’s a matter for 
continued discussion and consideration. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you mentioned the -- in the talk with 
the Brazilian President, Panama came up. What's left to say about 
Panama? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Simply that President Sarney was 
talking about the commitment of Brazil to democracy and picking up on 
the President's speech was talking as well about the movement toward 
democracy in Latin America. He was talking about how in Brazil's 
case are entering a transition period. They will be conducting 
an election in November, and the two Presidents reed that the 
situation in Panama was regrettable when you consider that democracy 
there was being subverted and perverted by General Noriega. 


Q Even after the unhappy experience that you have had 
with the OAS, are you still willing to try a multilateral approach 
towards Panama? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We think it's very important to 
continue to note that 20 out of 22 Latin American nations have 
basically said that General Woriega is the problem, and they have 
expres profound regret at the fact that the will of the Panamanian 
people is being thwarted. We think it's importent that they continue 
ee amy that position, and we have every reason to believe that 
they w . 


Q Was there any suggestion at that meeting, though, 
that the Latin Americans are prepared to go any further than that in 
terms of pressuring Panama? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Hany of these countries, as know, 
have recalled their ambassadors, and there was a general discussion 
about ee continuation of that as far as Latin American nations were 
concer ° 


Q Mc. Secretery, from your discussions with Foreign 
finister Shevardnadze over last weekend, to what extent do think 
the Soviets will take up the President's offer on this chemical 


aeapons idea that he proposed today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I can't respond for them and 
jJon*t want to suggest in any way here today that I can. Let ae 
simply sey to you that we told them this was coming in Wyoming and we 
yave notified them in detail in writing in Moscow. We'll, I am sure, 
eee response from them in due course. I can't predict when that 
‘ be. 


Q A follow-up to that, Mr. egg seen But you did 
Jiscuss chemical weapons at great 1 th with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze. Presumably, you also discussed at great length methods 
for destruction and verification and so on. What is your opinion of 
the way the Soviets are approaching this question of a bilateral 
artangement to reduce separate from the multilateral probles? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I read that, really, as repeating the 
question I was just asked here by Don. I don't want to prejudge or 
predict what their response will be until we see it. 


Q Mc. Secretary, President Gorbachev, in his letter, 
suggested a NATO Warsaw Pact summit of some sort to consummate the 
conventionel eres deal. Did this come up in the President's report 
to the WATO allies today? And did they discuss this outlook, and is 
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it possible such a large summit will happen? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It came up in the sense that we 
reported it to the HATO foreign sinisters -- and the Secretary 
General of WATO, by the way, attended this lunch. We reported it 
simply as a fact, and we told the foreign sinisters that our response 
to Minister Shevardnadze in Wyoming had been, this is a matter for 
alliance consideration -- the United States cannot unilaterally sake 
thet determination, and we will take the request and consult with our 
allies and get back to you. We ere now in the process of consulting 
with our allies on that sugger' ion, and once we finish we'll have a 
position and we'll get back tc txe Soviet Union. 


Q Mc. Secretary, on chemical weapons, it seems the 
real problem has not been the Soviet Union, but countries like Libya, 
Iran and Iraq. What about the President's proposal sakes it sore 
likely that these countries will give up their chemical weapons? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, because this proposal reall 
attecks the proliferation problems by making it impossible for these 
countries to argue that aa countries have thes and are just 
pee oem theirc feet in chemical weapons negotiations; should we 
not lop them? You've got thes. The int here is that, assuming 
the Soviet Union joins in, we will be taking affirmative and 
wccelerated steps to get cid of them. So I thihk it does focus on 
the proliferation problems. It also brings a bit sore into public 
focus the problems of proliferation, and it shows what at least one 
major power is willing to do to try and deal with the probles. 


Q Isn't one of their complaints, t » that the big 
povers have nuclear weapons, t don't need chemical weapons, 
whereas these little countries, it's a cheaper and easier way for 
them to protect themselves. 


SECRETARY BAKER: The Third World's atomic bosb argument, 
yes. That is an argument that is heard sore and sore frequently as 
the proliferation probles is discussed, but I think it is logical for 
the countries that have those weapons to say, look, you shouldn't 
develop them, they're abhorrent, and we're going to get rid of ours. 
The nuclear question is an entirely different question. We get that 
in nuclear nonproliferation discussions as well. The point, I think, 
there is -- at least the as far as the United States is concerned -- 
we've had them for over 40 years and we've never used thes, and at 
one point we were the only nation in the world that did have thes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what do you do about @ country like 
Ireg which not only has used thes but has acknowledged that they've 
them, and has furthereore said that they have absolutely no 
intention of getting rid of then? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, if we get to the point where we 
are destroying and the Soviet Union is destroying and other 
cherical-c le countries are joining with us to promote an absolute 
ban, I thi you bring the force of public opinion to bear worldwide 
on any country that says that they're going to keep them and they're 
going to use then. 


Q Well, is it just the force of public opinion, or 
will the United States use its own diplomatic and economic leverage 
with a country Like Iraq? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, sure, you use -- well, I don't 
know about -- certainly you would do everything you could to bring 
them on board just like you would any other country tha<c was 
Geveloping them or keeping them and flaunting the idea of joining « 
worldwide ban. 


Q To wheat extent is fir. Bush's offer of today 
predicated on the amount of chemical weapons Congress was demanding 
that the administration take apart anyway? Is is a sizable part of 
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what you hed to take apart to begin with? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't think I would say «a 
sizable -- yes, there were some that we were going to be getting rid 
of, but by reaching @ prompt segreement with the Soviets, we're going 
to be able to carry owt the destruction of our unitary stocks well 
before any congressional sandate. 


The congressional mandate with respect to unitary runs 
wntil 1997, so that’s mumber one. Second, it seems to me that 
thece’s @ virtue in hawing the Soviets agree to this, not only for 
the effect that it has on our relations, but also because of the 
effect thet it will have on the international community -- gets to 
the question there -- beck there -- sbout other states. If you get 


the Soviet Union and the United States soving ft, you've got a 
= of @ lot better chance, in sy view, of getting to « chemical 


Ané thirdly, if our binary program were to be carried out 
to the full extent of what is now planned, -- and I's not going to 
tell you what that is because it's classified -- and there were no 
initiative like this, ows chemical stocks would be vastly greater 
Re 20 percent level that the President's initiative 
tea t. 


So to say that this is something -- to say that we're 
making @ silk purse owt of a sow's ear doesn't wash. We're not. 


Q Mc. Secretary, the French are talking about building 
their stocks of chemical weapons and I think, along with the U.S. and 
USSR, have one of the largest inventories. Was there any 
consideration of bringing thes in on this initiative that the 
President proposed this sorning? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that there's an excellent 
chance thet we and the French will be seeing eye to eye in this whole 
area, and that we do see eye to eye in this whole area. 


Q Mc. Secretary, on the question of sanctions, how 
tough is the United States willing to be with nations that would not 
sign on? 


SECRETARY GAKER: I think that this will sove this 
ocess forward significantly and I think that we would be willing to 


pretty tough. 
Q Economic sanctions? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't want to stend up here 
today and say we're cog RO do this whole wide cange of things 
because we're just now ancing the initiative. But we -- you know 
how strongly R President feels about chemical weapons. te tabled « 
treaty; he's now taking this oe He feels extraordinarily strongly 
about it and I would think that if we get to that point and could 
bring some of our allies along, certainly we would consider economic 
—_—— They don’t work though unless you get everybody joining 

n. 


Q You seen to be ee that this might be the 
firet major test of whether the Soviet Union is willing to join the 
United Stetes in sort of bringing stability to that rt of the world 
which sost & upon chesical weapons -- the Third World where 
regional conflicts and other problems are taking place. Would that 
be a fair assessment? 


SECRETARY GAKER: I don’t know whether it would be fair 
to sey it’s the ficet test. We've, ae you know, -- 


Q I said a major test. I don't know of another one. 





Alger 


- $< 
SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we engage with them -- we have 
been engaged with them full-tiwe with respect to regional conflicts. 
There are some instances in which they've taken some positive 
positions, some in which they've not taken such positive positions. 
I think it would be a pretty good example of a test -- I don't know 
whether it's the first one. 


Q Mc. Secretary, aside from the Soviets, what was the 
general feedback on this proposal at the U.N. and the President's 


speech? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the feedback on the President's 
speech at lunch was very, very positive. Many of the foreign 
ministers there were congratulating the President on his speech. And 
I think that the feedback on the initiative was basically positive, 
although there's a lot in that initiative and it is not 
eeneapesestes. and I think everybody wanted to see exactly how it 
would work. 


Many have said recently that the United States has been 
dragging its feet in the chemical weapons negotiations. We don't 
believe we have, but this ought to put that to rest once and for all. 


Q Mc. Secretary, if I can follow, did the President, 
who you said feels extraordinarily strongly about this issue, raise 
it with anyone he met with on a one-on-one basis today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: He only met with President Sarney and 
with Shimon Peres, both of whom were very congratulatory of his 
speech. And -- 


Q If I'm not mistaken, he has several bilaterals today 
throughout the afternoon. 


SECRETARY BAKER: He has only met with two. I sat in 
those two meetings. I can't tell you what is going to happen in 
future meetings. I will be in one of those, but I will not be in two 
because I'm here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you give us a sense of timing on 
when the idea for this proposal came about and how fast it proceeded? 
The chemical weapons proposal. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Maybe four -- three or four weeks ago. 
So it proceeded reasonably fast. 


Q Do you think it would be a good idea or do you think 
that it might come about that you would meet again this week with 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze here in New York, perhaps to discuss 
this issue or other things by way of follow up? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm rather certain I will talk to him. 
Whether it's face-to-face or on the telephone with interpreters, I 
can't tell you, but the way we left it in Wyoming was that we would 
meet if there was a reason to do so; we will be talking to each other 
during the course of the week. 


Q Was there any discussion at the NATO's ministers’ 
meeting about Poland and Hungary, and about trying to step up the 
pace of the Paris Club rescheduling or perhaps go farther than that? 


SECRETARY PAKER: There was a discussion at the meeting 
about the developments in Eastern Evrope from the standpoint of my 
discussions with the Minister in Wyoming. tow did the Soviet Union 
see this, what were the parameters, what was the situation, and that 
sort of thing. But there was not a discussion that revolved around 
the initiative which came out of the economic summit which is being 


administered by the EC. 
Thanks. 


END 4:58 P.M. EDT 
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Posted: sent. 25, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 25, 1989 


g 


Q: Are you planning to sell tanks to Saudi Arabia’ 
A: THE POSSIBILITY OF A SALE OF TANKS TO SAUDI ARABIA 
WAS NOTED IN OUR ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. I 


HAVE NO FURTHER INFORMATION ON THE QUESTION 
AT THIS TIME. 


t 
.S 
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Taken Question 


Press Briefing for Posted: 9/25/89 
Monday, September 25, 1989 


SOUTH AFRICA: ARREST OF AMERICAN JOURNALIST 





Q: What do you have on the arrest of ABC correspondent Richard 
Sergay in South Africa? 





A: WE CAN CONFIRM THAT AN AMERICAN JOURNALIST WAS,ARRESTED AND 
HELD BRIEFLY IN PRETORIA SEPTEMBER 23. WE UNDERSTAND HE 
HAS BEEN CHARGED WITH ATTENDING AN ILLEGAL GATHERING. WE 
HAVE BEEN IN CONTACT WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF SOUTH AFRICA, 


AND THE AMERICAN'S LAWYER AND EXPECT THAT THE CASE WILL BE 


RESOLVED SOON. 











TAKEN QUESTION Posted: 9/26/89 


Press Briefing of Monday. Sept. 25, 1989 


NS OR ASIASAT PROJECT 


Q: Is the U.S. considering granting an exception any time 
soon for export licenses to allow the launch of the 
Asiasat satellite ona Chinese rocket? A report out of 
Hong Kong indicates that an exception will be granted 


in October. 


A: THE DEPARTMENT HAS NOT YET DECIDED WHETHER TC ISSUE 
THE LICENSE FOR THE U.S. TELECOMMUNICATIONS SATELLITE 


THAT ASIASAT PLANS TO LAUNCH ON A CHINESE ROCKET IN 


1990. THE LICENSE APPLICATION REMAINS UNDER REVIEW. 


3/8 5— 
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TAKEN QUESTION: Posted 9/25/89 
Noon Press Briefing of Sept. 25, 1989 


Does the administration plan to sell F-18 fighter aircraft to 
the United Arab Emirates this year? 


We are aware that the United Arab Emirates has been considering 
for some time a possible purchase of advanced fighter aircraft, 
including consideration of the F-18. As we have no request for 


1 
a sale, it would be specufative to say there will cr 


will not be such a sale. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #170 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1989, 12:13 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen -- 
those who came. I'll be glad to take your questions. I have 
no announcements today. 


Q What do you have on the killings in the 
Philippines? 


A Two civilian contractors of the U.S. Air Force in 
the Philippines were murdered in a carefully planned ambush 
while driving in Tarlac Province at app: :ximately 5:00 p.m. 
local time on September 26. 


The road on which the ambush o: curred connects Camp 
O'Donnell, site of a U.S. communication. facility, with Clark 
Air Base. Philippine and U.S. authorities have been at the 
scene and are investigating the incident. 


We deplore this senseless and cowardly act of 
terrorism. Acts like this will not deter us from our resolve 
to support the democratic government in the Philippines. 


Q Do you have [D's on the employees? 


A I can't give you any names. The Defense 
Department will have to release the names after the next-of-kin 
have been contacted. 


Q And is there any indication that the attack was 
planned to coincide with Vice President Quayle's arrival? 


3) We're calling it a “carefully planned ambush," 
because of the circumstances in which it uccurred. What was in 
the minds of the people who perpetrated this act, [ just don't 
know. [It evidently did require a certain amount of preparation. 


Q Richard, can you give us any sense of what those 
indications of careful planning were? 
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A We're still investigating it, so [ don't want to 
try to lay out everything. But the initial indication is that 
there was a truck parked there, that they had the guns there, 
they knew where the people would be passing, and such other 
indications -- led us to believe it was not just a random 
incident. 


Q Did the killings happen in the area under the 
jurisdiction of the U.S. military, or under the jurisdiction of 
the Philippines Government? 


A They were in the Philippine countryside, as far 
as I can tell. Yes, it was at a point about 12 miles from 
Clark Air Force Base, but it was on a road between two U.S. 
facilities. 


Q And what were these contract employees doing? 
What kinds of work were they involved in? 


A I'm afraid I just don't have those details. I 
think the Sefense Department may have them at the appropriate 
time. 


Q Another area? 
A Sure. 


Q As we are still on the killings, do you have any 
reaction to the beheading of 16 Kuwaitis in Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't have anything partici‘iar to say today. I 
guess it's important to note that these executions occurred 
after a thorough review by a Saudi judicial process. But I 
don't have anything other than that to say. 


Q Do you believe that the visit by King Fahd will 
take place at some time in the near future? 


A I think that was the plan when they last had to 
postpone it. 


Q I know it was postponed but -- 


A King Fahd's involvement with the events in 
Lebanon and the need to bring peace to Beirut and the rest of 
Lebanon has been the reason for two poslponemeiits of this visit 
already. As far as rescheduling, I think we'll] have to look to 
the White House for something, but [ have no indication that 
this visit won't occur. 


Q I'm asking in the light of the beheading of the 
Kuwaitis, do you believe it could take place if he wishes to 
» \@come, say, after a few weeks or somethin)? 





A I'm not aware of any connection. 
EEE oor 








3190 


ate Tuesday, 9/26/89 


Q I want to ask about the Panama policies. 
Secretary Baker and Japanese Foreign Minister Nakayama, will 
meet in New York this time. But [ want to ask: so far the 
United States didn't ask Japan to sanction Pamama, the Noriega 
regime. So why didn't you ask Japan to sanction Panama? 


rs) I don't really have a response to that here. The 
meeting is at 1:45 p.m. in New York today. [ don't want to try 
to predict what's going to happen at that meeting. I would say 
that we have been in touch with a wide of variety of countries, 
including Japan, about the situation in Panama. But I don't 
have anymore details for you now. 


¢ Q Do you have any reaction to the withdrawal of the 
Vietnamese troops from Cambodia? Is there any official change, 
or any policy statement, or anything -- 


A I had a lot to say on it yesterday. 


Q Okay. 

a I don't really have anything more to say about it 
today. 

Q Anything on Peru, and the shooting at the 
Ambassador's house -- the residence? 


a No, I don't. I'll have to look into that for 
you. I just heard about it before [I came in here. 


Q I didn't know about that. What is it? 

a I'll look into it for you. 

Q He wasn't there at the time, as I understand it. 

A I know that there were no injuries or anything 
like that. But exactly what the circumstances of it were, I 
don't know at this point. 


Q Did Arafat apply for a visa to come to the United 
States? , 


a Arafat has not applied for a visa. 


Q About the U.S. arm sales to Saudi Arabia -- do 
you have anything on it? 


a We put up an answer on it yesterday afternoon, I 
believe. ['m trying to see if [I have this with me. 
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Yes. I just note that every year, in the early part 
of the year, we provide Congress with a report that lists 
potential sales of military equipment. [t's not a predictor; 
it's not an accurate list of everything we'll do during the 
course of the year. [t's a list of possible sales that might 
occur. A possibility of a sale of tanks to Saudi Arabia, as we 
noted in our taken question yesterday, was in that annual 
report to Congress. But at this point, we don't have any 
further developments on this score. 


Q Do you expect any more difficulties with the 
Congress in the light of the killings of the Kuwaitis in Saudi 
Arabia? 


a < can't predict how the Congress is going to 
react on any varticular issue. [ would not make any connection 
between those executions for acts of terrorism, and the need to 
support friendly governments and legitimate defensive needs. 


Q Usually, the United States Government makes a 
kind of connection with human rights violations. I wonder if 
you don't see anything of the same kind? 


a No. 


Q A question on the World Bank and China: as you 
know, the World Bank has suspended cons: leration of many loans 
to China right after the Tiananmen massacre. Now there are 
reports that they are considering at least talking to the 
Chinese again about perhaps some new loans. What is the U.S. 
policy? 


a There has been no change in our position that I'm 
aware of. 


Q Do you know what the policy is? 


A The policy has been to postpone consideration of 
the World Bank to join others in a consensus that loans should 
be postponed -- consideration of loans should be postponed. 


Q Is the U.S. Government trying to make any 
mediation between Saudi Arabia and Kuwait with Lhe 
deterioration of relations between the two? 


i] I'm sorry, [I just don't have anything on that. 
I'm not aware of any efforts in that regard. 


Q Both are friends of the United States. So the 
question is not that unserious. 


| A I'll look into it and see if there is anything to 
Say on that score, but [I've really said «s much as there is to 
say from our side. 








“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 


BIG 


ale Tuesday, 9/26/89 


Q This question is somewhat out of the blue, and 
certainly occurred before your watch. But in the mid ‘80s the 
United States Government charged many times that the yellow 
rain -- that essentially chemical weapons were being used in 
southeast Asia. At the time a number of independent scientists 
differed with that view and now a major study has apparently 
concluded on the side of those scientists and not on the side 
of the United States Government. Essentially, that this yellow 
rain was bee feces and not chemical weapons. 


Does the U.S. Government -- has it re-evaluated its 
position after all these years? 


a I'm not aware of the report in question, and I'm 
not aware that it was an issue under active consideration at 
this point. I'll look into it and see if there is anything to 
say, but, frankly, [ just doubt it. 


Q There is a report that Zairean President MobuLlu 
is coming to Washington. [Is that an official visit, or do you 
have any -- 


Aa I mentioned yesterday tha President Mobutu and 
Dr. Savimbi would both be in the United itates -- I think I 
said this week or next week; I don't re -mber when it was -- 
and that we would expect to see them. don't have any more 
details at this point. 


Roger. 


Q Another visit, Richard. Is Colombian President 
Barco coming up here this week? And is he going to meet with 
the President and possibly with Secretary Baker? 


A That would be for the White House to mention. 
The Secretary will be in New York all week, so I'm not sure if 
anything can be scheduled up there. But it would be for the 
White House to announce if he's going to see the President. 


Q And a follow-up to that. What is the progress of 
our efforts to extradite some of the people who were being held 
in jail in Colombia? 


a I'm afraid we don't comment on the progress of 
extradition efforts. 


Q Thank you. 


A One more, [ guess 


One more. It's not a brivfing matter. I want to 
ask on benalf of the Japanese correspondents. Last week, we 
enjoyed the Jackson Hole Ministerial merlings. It's a very 
good place -- service is also. 
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But only a few Japanese correspondents can get a room 
inside the Snow King resort. But we cannot get an explanation 
about this decision. So we want to know how did you decide 
rooms. Also, how is the procedure for the -- it's not a 
complaint, it's not a complaint. [t's coverage for the next 
time. 


a Why don't we talk about this after. 
Q We hope for some kind of “open sky" policy. 
i) Open rooms, huh? Okay. I'll look into it i'l] 


have to talk to you about it later 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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SEPTEMBER 26 BRIEFING 


Peru: Incident near Ambassador's Residence 





Q: What can you tell us about an incident directed against 
the U.S. Ambassador's residence in Lima? 


A: An incident took place several blocks from the 
Ambassador's residence in Lima on Saturday, September 22, 
Four individuals in a vehicle stopped, fired shots into the 
air and dropped leaflets attacking foreign lending 
institutions, including the Agency for International 
Development. The leaflets were signed by the Tupac Amaru 


Revolutionary Movement. It is not clear that the United 


States was the principal target of this incident. 
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Taken Question from f£ept. 26, 1989, Press Briefing 


September 26, 1989 
Posted Sept. 26, 


YELLOW RAIN 
Q: What is the Department's reaction to press reports that a 
new study has definitively determined that what the 
Administration claimed was Soviet use of “yellow rain” in 
Southeast Asia was actually bee droppings? 
A: As you know, this issue has been the subject of numerous 


studies over the years. We have not seen this latest study, and 


are not in a position to comment on it. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 
PARK AVENUE SOUTH ROOM, WALDORF-ASTORIA 
NEW YORK CITY 
SEPTEMBER 26, 1989 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Here’s what we 
thought we’d do. This is our first time at the U.N. I will 
defer to you all what’s the most efficient use of your time. 
We have to be back upstairs with Secretary Baker at 7:30 prior 
to his leaving for dinner. I have copious notes of every 
single bilateral. My instincts tell me you’re only interested 
in Poland and Hungary, and I think it’s just easier -- this is 
ON BACKGROUND with a State Department official -- to just take 
your questions and my colleagues were thoughtful and kind 
enough to come down to help me on some of the detail and any of 
the other questions we can try to answer. We are missing the 
Argentine bilateral. We came down here to do this for you all, 
but we’ve got to be upstairs at 7:30. Does that make sense to 





you all? 

Q Is he with the Argentine Foreign Minister? 

A Yes. It’s going on right now. We left to come 
down to do this. 

Q Can you tell us about Poland? 

A Anybody can say what they want to say about Poland 


and Hungary. 


Q Why don’t you throw in a response to "Shevy" too 
-- what he said about Shevardnadze. 


A Baker did that himself. Baker responded to 
Shevardnadze’s speech today three times for the press each time 
he went out. He doesn’t have anything to add to that, and 
Marlin, I believe, responded on behalf of the President. Your 
colleagues at the White House can give you that. 


Q What happens now on the proposal on chemical 
weapons? Where do you go from here? 





A You go to the Committee on Disarmament in order to 
go through the steps that will have to be negotiated on 
implementing the Memorandum of Understanding agreed to in 


Wyoming. 








Q What? 40 nations? 

A Yes. 

Q Has it been decided yet when the next bilateral 
round is going to start with the Soviets? 

A I don’t know. 

Q But why wouldn’t you use -- the thing in Wyoming 


was a two-stage thing, and they don’t kick in until the second 
stage. 


A You do the information exchange, yes. But now we 
have to list exactly what kind of information it’s going to be, 
etc., and visits in the first phase. 


Q Okay. But so far as the U.S. and the Soviets now 
have made fairly close proposals about a bilateral agreement, 
is there anything to do right away with that -- on chemical 


weapons? 

A I don’t think so. 

Q Were you surprised by anything in the Shevardnadze 
-- what he said? 

A Secretary Baker said he wasn’t. 

Q Is there some sense that the fantasy bidding 


that’s going on here doesn’t have much to do with reality on 
the chemical weapons, or do people take it seriously? 


A I don’t understand, Don. 


Q Well, Bush comes out and makes a big speech, 
"Let’s get rid of 80 percent", and Shevardnadze comes out and 
says, "Oh, well, let’s get rid of 100 percent." Is this real, 
h this kind of upping the ante in a propaganda war type of 
thing? 


A Let me just try this. Clearly, when you’re 
talking about chemical weapons, it’s very real, and it affects 
a lot of people. There has been a lot of concern in the 
international community that the negotiations for a ban were 
not progressing quickly enough. When you talk about 80 
percent, I mean, as I know you’re aware, you got different 
pieces here. 


The 80 percent is an amount of reduction before you even 
receive -- move to and enter into a total agreement. Then 
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after you reach that, it goes to what? 98 percent? 
A Yes. 


A 98 percent. Frankly, I didn’t hear Shevardnadze’s 
speech, but having that section read to me, it was a little bit 
vague. It was still unclear in my mind at what point he was 
talking about going to that, and whether he was talking about 
going to zero immediately. I think what I take it as is a very 
good signal that the Soviets have responded positively to a 
major initiative to try and move the negotiations further and 
to reduce stocks prior to entering into those negotiations. 


What I think the details of the President’s proposal 
also help people sort through is some of the complexity of how 
you led people to see how you actually could reach zero in a 
world where people are still worried about other people having 
chemical weapons. I mean, that’s what the whole point of the 
reduction to two percent and then the final stage. 


A last point on this is that the reason I think this is 
also important is that this Administration, even during the 
campaign, had emphasized the dangers of chemical weapons 
proliferation. One of the counter-objections -- or the 
counterpoints made by some of the developing countries to us at 
that time was, "Well, how can you be serious about that if you 
intend to hold them in your own chemical weapons stock?" 





This shows a clear time line and framework for trying to 
reduce chemical weapons for everybody and puts an obligation on 
other chemical weapons states to join in. 


Q One of the things that Karpov raised is the 
stipulation in the President’s proposal yesterday that until 
all countries that are capable of producing have signed on, 
then the U.S. will not go to zero. I wonder if you can talk a 
little bit about how the U.S. feels that keeping two percent or 
some chunk of it is leverage. I mean, is there considered sort 
of a balance of terror here in this category? I mean, 
certainly the U.S. has enough firepower and other things to 
deal with any country -- smaller country that develops this 
without possessing our own. 





A There is always the argument in the security area 
that you have other forms of deterrence, but, clearly, this two 
percent is designed as both an incentive to have other people 
sign on, and it’s also there as a security measure as a form of 
deterrent in the event that they don’t sign on. 


Now, some people may argue, "Well, you have other 
sources of deterrence." You know, United States security 
policy has been based on for many years -- just as our Triad 
has been based on-having a full range of deterrence -- you 
know, if we’re not in worst circumstances being driven to any 
one. 
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Q Yeah, but the Triad doesn’t include chemical 
weapons. 
A No. I mean, I was trying to make the basic 


principle that the Triad is based on the idea of having a full 
range of deterrent capabilities, and so here -- 


Q But if two percent is the incentive, wouldn’t zero 
percent be a better incentive? 


A Well, the President’s program goes to zero percent 
when everybody signs on -- all chemical weapons states. 


Q But a small country, country X out there in Africa 
or the Middle East -- it doesn’t make any difference to them 
whether or not the United States possesses zero percent 
chemical weapons or not; I don’t think they fear us coming in 
and dropping CW all over their country. They fear the aircraft 
carriers and all the other things. 


A Well, it’s clearly targeted at trying to put 
pressure on -- and I do think this could be substantial -- on 
those outlaw states that have not signed up that we know would 
have chemical weapons capabilities. If moving to the final 
stage after a 98 percent -- 80 percent and then a 98 percent 
reduction is held up because a few states refuse to join the 
rest of the world community, I think that creates some 
leverage. 


Q Can we move to Hungary and Poland? 
A Yes. 
A Can I make one other point on what my colleague 


was saying, and I think this gets somewhat overlooked -- it’s 
the Memorandum of Understanding. The thing that has bedeviled 
chemical weapons throughout all the discussions that have been 
held heretofore is the uncertainty as to how one can go about 
verifying this agreement. 


That is the problem with all kinds of arms control 
agreements. How do you have a real verification regime. In 
many respects it is the thing that is probably most inhibited, 
trying furiously to address what you do about chemical weapons 
on a universal basis. 


That Memorandum of Understanding is the first occasion 
on which we and the Soviets agreed to actually try to figure 
out how you verify reductions and bans and productions, and 
aa like that. We have only up to this point talked about 

t. 


Now, if we and the Soviets can develop procedures and 
methods, etc., which give both sides confidence in the ability 
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to verify, then you can see how this would expand and make a 
conventional universal convention more possible. I think 
that’s a very important point about the Memorandum of 
Understanding, and about all these other points. 


Q Go to Poland and Hungary, please. 


A Can I just mention one thing that was not listed, 
which is that Secretary Baker, at the Foreign Minister’s 
request, had a private one-on-one in an adjoining room during 
the time that we took out and added it back to his normally 
scheduled thing that was posted. So it’s something that’s not 
known, that the Foreign Minister asked for this one-on-one. I 
have no idea what they talked about. 


Q Which one? 


A Poland. Didn’t you say we were starting on 
Poland? 


Q Yes. 
A Okay. So that began his meeting with the man. 


A Do you want me to just make a couple of points, or 
do you want to? 


A Yes. If you want to. 


A The Polish Foreign Minister was focusing primarily 
on economics -- not surprising to you. And he started out by 
being very complimentary to President Bush for the different 
things he brought on his trip, but also the role that he played 
in the Economic Summit meetings and in setting up the G-24 
systen. 


He then turned to their efforts to develop the exact set 
of structural reform program that we have said needs to be put 
in place from the start, and he in particular talked about 
support in IMF and support in the Paris Club. The Paris Club, 
as some of you probably know, is the rescheduling device for 
government debt. And the Secretary stated out position, which 
is to try and move ahead quickly with IMF and with Paris Club 
-- even the unusual step of trying to seek a Paris Club 
rescheduling before there is an IMF agreement. 


So the basic tone, then, moved to the fact that they are 
in the process of developing and, indeed, has just given us a 
rough outline of a stabilization program that focuses on both 
the monetary issues, as well as the critical structural 
issues. For example, moving to privatization. 


We’re very pleased to see that, because we see it as 
moving in the direction that we had set out from the very 
start, which is to try and build an effective private sector to 
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try and build an effective private sector to try and deal with 
problems in terms of their fiscal and monetary system, and, 
therefore, help avoid the problems of possibly repeating the 
effort in the 70’s that simply poured government money into, 
without getting fundamental structural reforms. 


So that was the essence of it, although they talked 
about some other aspects like scientific contacts and English 
language cooperation. Most of that focused on their financial 
effort. 


They recognized themselves that while they’re putting 
this together, that it will have to go through some 
evolutionary process. 


A Can I add one thing? They also specifically made 
a point at the beginning of thanking Baker on behalf of their 
people and their government for the additional help of the $50 
million that President Bush has just gotten for them recently. 
They made another point of saying that they recognize and know 
the important role that President Bush has played, and that not 
only he said the G-7, the G-24 and the EC; and we realized that 
he is behind this policy and how much we appreciate it, and 
that President Bush has been so diplomatic and so very, very 
helpful. This was all this man’s initiative for saying this. 


Q Has the Administration now seen, because of this, 
what you wanted to see on structural reform to consider aid to 
Poland -- increasing aid to Poland? 


A I think from the outlines of what we’ve seen, it’s 
a very positive development. We just received it, actually, 
yesterday, and when you’re looking at something this big, 
you’re talking about a major overhaul -- the economy. 
Obviously, there’s some necessary follow-up. But I would say 
that the way that they’re trying to approach it and the topics 
that they’re seeking to cover and their movement to try and 
take steps that not only will deal with the problems with the 
zloty, but also with the underlying structural reforms, are 
very, very good moves. 


Q Can you describe that a little more, when you say 
"deal with the zloty and the structural"? What does that mean 
in layman’s language? What are they going to do? 


A In economies that have substantial inflation, 
people tend not to want to hold the currency, because they’re 
uncertain of the value of it. Therefore, they try and move 
from currency into real assets as soon as possible. Real 
assets can be everything from detergents to machinery. 


When an economy starts to move in that direction, it 
loses the ability to use money as an exchange device and tends 
to move towards a barter economy. It also tends to lead 
towards hoarding of goods which exacerabates shortages that 
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already exist. Therefore, an economy -- whether it be 
Argentina or Poland -- has to, as a first matter, try and deal 
with the fiscal and monetary causes of that, which is in part 
the creation of a large deficit, particularly if funded with 
printing of currency. Okay. That’s monetary stabilization. 


What is noteworthy about this effort is that they are 
also recognizing that in tandem with monetary stabilization, 
need to make underlying structural reforms. For example, 
try to increase the size of the private sector and create 
incentives for entrepreneurship, which includes everything from 
taxation to -- really, to own farmlands or other types of 
private business. And so that’s the combined package. 


Q Now, the second part of Barry’s question, I think, 
was does this give the incentive -- does this give -- are these 
reforms sufficient to make you make the Administration consider 
increasing its aid? 


A At least I thought I tried to answer that by 
saying it’s definitely a positive step. When you look at 
something like this, you have to look at a whole set of 
details. It has co be related to the effort to develop an IMF 
program, because this is fundamentally what the IMF does. So I 
think it’s a good move. I can’t say that either I or anyone 
else has combed through the details enough at this point to 
know whether it triggers what you’re talking about. 


Q Do you have a timeframe at all for implementation 
of these -- 
A They are hoping to try and move an IMF program 


forward by the end of this year, to make the agreement to sign 
what’s called a standby loan arrangement whereby they’re able 
to draw money from the IMF. So that would require action on 
the monetary stabilization front over the coming months. The 
structural reforms would take a longer period of time, but it 
at least appears -- from what I’ve been able to see -- that 
they want to start to do that promptly. 


Q Did they make any specific requests for additional 
U.S. assistance at this time? 

A Their program includes the possibility of a 
stabilization loan from the West in general. 

Q How much? 

Q How big a loan? 

A I probably ought to let them say that as opposed 
to me. 


Q Could you give us some ballpark -- 
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What does "West" in general mean? 
EC, United States, Japan. 
They gave them 300 million today. 


> oO FY DO 


Today, and it’s actually, I think, about 212 
million the EC and others kicked in an additional amount -- 
from the G-24 meeting. I mean, just to make a point on that. 
We were very pleased at what happened out of the G-24 meeting. 


Q One detail: Is he a Solidarity member, or what is 
he? 


A No. He’s an independent. He was a Catholic lawyer 
-- professor. 


A Can I give you a flavor of some things that 
Secretary Baker said, if you want to add to some of this. He 
reiterated our strong and steadfast support of working with the 
IMF; our strong support of the Paris Club rescheduling prior to 
an IMF agreement; and at one point in the conversation he 
repeated, as he had done at the first, "We congratulate you and 
the new government, an important and dramatic development. As 
the President has said, we have deep feelings for Poland by our 
people, by the American people. We want to be as helpful as we 
can be. We don’t want to make mistakes of the past. We want 
to assist. Handle in a correct manner. We want reform in 
Eastern Europe to continue. We salute you for what you’ve 
done." To give you a flavor of some of the things the 
Secretary was saying in this meeting. 


Q Along those lines, Minister Shevardnadze in his 
speech said that while the U.S.S.R. wasn’t particularly happy 
with the loss of power by the Communist party, they would 
support the new Polish coalition in practice and in every way. 
Did this come up in the talks with the Polish Foreign Minister 
about his relations with the Soviet Union? 


A Not at all directly, but there was a reference 
that the Poles very much appreciated the way that the United 
States was approaching the process of reform, both politically 
and economically. They thought that we had an effort to help 
while also not trying to stir forces that could prove 
disruptive. That was also a point made by the Hungarian 
Foreign Minister. 


Q Did he mention Congress at all? Thank them in any 
way. It’s on the cutting edge of more aid to Poland. 


A Actually, the Congress has not acted yet on OPIC 
and the other mentioned. 


Q Congress is meeting on increased aid -- 
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A It hasn’t done it yet. 

Q But he didn’t say anything, thanking the 
Aduinistration and Congress? He just thanked the 
Administration? 

A The President. 

Q The President. 

A He mentioned the President by name. 

A They’re just learning about Parliamentary systens, 
perhaps. Excuse me, my colleague has a point he wanted to add 
on this. 

Ah In terms of the political atmosphere of the 


conversation, and referring slightly to Don’s question -- 
although this certainly was in no way explicit -- the new 
Foreign Minister characterized his own government as 
essentially having been "de-ideologized," which among other 
things will show you his command of English -- that he could 
actually pronounce it -- and pointed out that until recently 
Poland had always had governments which essentially 
administered on behalf of the Party; but that this government 
in fact was governing, and that it had the support of the 
people, and that the time was right to make these very serious 
decisions. And I think the plan that has been put forward -- 
at least the outlines that we have seen -- underscores the fact 
that this is a serious government going about serious business. 


Q Anyone try to pronounce his name? (Laughter) 


A Could I just make one point? I want to make a 
point on the Hungarians, because what happens so many times is 
happening here as well, which is the Hungarians who have made 
major efforts at political and economic reform already feel 
that no one ever is concerned about them. And Dr. Horn -- who 
I can’t pronounce, the Foreign Minister -- is a very impressive 
individual, and they’ve done impressive things. 


Q Don’t they have a huge debt? 

A They do have a very large debt, and unlike the 
Polish debt, it tends to be more commercial bank debt. 

Q But isn’t that a serious problem? 

A Debt is a challenge, yes. But they have an IMF 


program. They are unlike the Poles. In some ways they have 
also moved ahead in terms of some of the economic changes that 
have to take place. For example, their stabilization program 
in terms of dealing with inflation is far better off. So while 
they have a large debt, they also have some advantages. 














Q The Polish inflation rate is running about 40 
percent a month. In your judgment, based on these talks, is it 
something they can get under control relatively soon, or is 
that going to spin out of control? 


A I have to honestly tell you, I can’t tei enough 
or know enough whether that program will be effective in 
detail. As a basic matter of economic principles, I believe 
that people can put together programs to get that amount of 
inflation under control. I just don’t know enough about this 
one yet to say whether it can. 


Q Can somebody go through the Hungary stuff? 


A Some of the Hungarian stuff -- other than being 
back at the Treasury Department, which my colleague will handle 
for us -- Baker started off by saying he wanted to congratulate 
him on what your government has done, especially on East German 
refugees. “You’re placed in a difficult position. Your 
government made a very courageous and correct choice." He 
thanked him for supporting the United States in the position on 
the PLO joining the World Tourism Organization. He applauded 
him for his decision to recognize Israel. 


A He wanted him to know the U.S. Government is well 
aware of Hungary’s actions, both economically and in steps 
toward political freedom, and “we want to assist in any way we 
can that doesn’t disrupt stability." 


A Baker said, “We want to be helpful in a way that 
does not contribute to instability." Then this was more, I 
would say, Barry, where Congress did come up, when Secretary 
Baker went on about the different things that are before 
Congress and the different specifics of what is OPIC, GSP. 
They talked about MFN. Baker made a point to make sure that 
the Foreign Minister knew, as my colleague was saying earlier, 
that we don’t want to lose sight of Hungary with all the public 
attention that is being focused on Poland. Both are very, very 
important to us. 


They went into a lot of IMF, Paris Club, official debt. 


Q Dic they talk about the border situation with East 
Germany? 

A The refugees. 

A They did. I mean, Baker started out, making a 


positive comment about their action, and then later on Horn 
said -- you know, he appreciated the comment, and that he felt 
that they had wanted to start over in a way, and that they had 
to determine whether they would act in accord with a bilateral 
t or multilateral agreement, and they chose the 
multilateral agreement. He said there’s, of course, nothing 











that we can do to change the basic circumstances that led 
to come, but he thinks that they’ve made the right 


Q "They," meaning the people or the Hungarians? 
A The Hungarians. 

Q Are they still coming? 

A Yes. He did say that. He said they’re still 


Q Did they ask for any additional aid over and above 


A No. The Hungarian program is one really of more 
they want to try and make sure that OPIC is in place. They 
want to make sure that they can have open markets. This 
relates to GSP which the President just designated them -- 
most-favored nation. They did talk about the stresses of the 
IMF program that they have in place, and the Secretary asked 
for some more details on that. This tends to get technical 
about what your deficit targets are, and so on and so forth. 


This sort of picks up on your point. They don’t really 
have a very large government debt, unlike Poland, and so 
they’re not seeking a Paris Club arrangement; and, indeed, they 
feel that they are in the process of trying to -- they want to 
try and stay current on their debt as long as possible for 
credit worthiness, and he thinks that they should be in a 
pretty good position to do that. He did note that they wanted 
to look more at the possibilities for debt-equity swap to try 
and convert foreign debt into direct investment in Hungary. 


A I would also add that in almost all Baker’s 
bilaterals today, Poland and Hungary did come up. It came up 
in Germany. It came up in the Netherlands. It came up in 
Japan. I would say almost in all others that subject was a 
portion of the time that the men spent together. 


Q When you quoted the Hungarians saying East Germans 
are still coming, did they say at what levels or -- 


A Not particularly. 


Q The Soviets had a lot to say about Eastern Europe 
eam oh Baker has had a lot to say in the last couple of days, 
putting forth the idea that we want stability. Eastern 
Europe’s stability has got to be based on political and 
economic reform. Shevardnadze said what he had to say today. 


W 
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Would you say that we and the Soviets are reaching now kind of 
a new understanding about how to proceed on Eastern Europe, 
and, if so, how would you describe it? 


A I would be very, very careful about ever referring 
to a special understanding with the Soviet Union on Eastern 
Europe, having some historical knowledge. 


I would say that what would best -- 
Q Informal and -- 


A A better way to say it, Tom, is that I think from 
the start that the President’s course in Eastern Europe -- 
_ which has been one designed to try and encourage a process of 
political pluralism, dem-cracy, individual entrepreneurship, 
markets, but in a way that is clearly designed in his words 
"not to put a stick in somebody’s eye" -- has been well 
received by all the parties -- the Soviet Union as well as the 


Eastern Europeans. 


From the Eastern Europeans point of view, obviously, 
they don’t want to have something that causes them trouble with 
either other Eastern European countries or with the Soviet 
Union. They just want to be successful. 


Q Have they been telling you that? 


A Yes. And from the Soviet Union’s perspective, we 
have not had any complaints in any form, and, indeed, the 
overall sense is that it’s for these countries to determine 
their reform process, and they wish them well. 


Q I’d like to ask the flip side of the question, 
which is to say, how do you think from your conversations with 
the Soviets that they are approaching. You describe now how 
we’re approaching it, which is not to poke a stick in their 
eye. What would you say are the kind of limits of Soviet 
policy -- just outline for us. 


A I would say that at least it’s just my impression 
as an observer, without making anything definitive, that the 
position of the Warsaw Pact is a very important one for then. 


Q In the meeting with the Japanese, the Japanese 
Foreign Minister’s spokesman says that the Secretary asked the 
Foreign Minister to use his influence with the liberal 
democratic party to obtain contributions for Uno in Nicaragua. 
Can you confirm that, and did he make similar requests of any 
other Foreign Minister? 


A Indeed, he did, and this was something that was 

ted by some members of the democratic leadership when we 
talked with them about NED funding. And he did make it with 
others. For example, there are institutes, for example, in 
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Germany -- the Neumann Foundation from the Free Democratics -- 
the Adenauer Foundation from the CDU, although we, obviously, 
didn’t talk to the CDU today. So it’s an effort that we’ve 
been making, and that we’ll pursue. 


Q Their equivalent of NED or -- 


A No. It’s actually political parties. NED in our 
case is -- I mean, NED is sort of operated through political 
parties, but Congress gives them the money. This is the 
equivalent of a political party institute. 


A And it wasn’t just funds. As my colleague said, 
this came up in several meetings. He also has encouraged 
people, if they wished, to send election observers to have 
visits down there. So it wasn’t just funds. 


Q Any amount that the Japanese said they could 
probably come up with? 

A We didn’t discuss amount. 

Q Did anyone agree to do it? 

Q What was their response in general? 

A That they’d take a look at it. 

A Their response was relatively positive, I think. 

Q But was there any agreement to do it? 

A Not coming out of this. 

Q Tomorrow Secretary Baker sees the Czechoslovak 


Foreign Minister, according to the schedule you put out. 
A You’re a step ahead of me. 


Q How did that come about? What is the purpose of 
it? How does that fit into the Eastern European picture? 


A That is a request, as I understand it from my 
colleague, that he had discussed with the Secretary, that had 
been in the building even prior to Secretary Baker getting 
here. As Baker describes it, it’s an option he wanted to pick 
up on, and so he’s having a bilateral with the gentleman while 
we’re here at the U.N. 


Q It’s the first in about ten years. 


A It’s a request that has been in the building for a 
long time to meet with a Secretary of State. 


Q When is the last time? 
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A It’s been a long time. I don’t know how long. 

A My colleage would know. I don’t know. It’s been 
a long time. 

Q What does the U.S. hope to come out of this 
contact? 

A Secretary Baker wanted it described as an option 


he wanted to pick up on. 
Q What’s the purpose. 


A Let me make two points. There are a major series 
of human rights question which will be high on our agenda. 
Czechoslovakia, like other countries that are signatories -- 
these agreements have obligations, and we plan to note those. 
Obviously, another point of interest is that countries in 
Eastern Europe in varying degrees are going through various 
amounts of changes. We’d like to learn more about that. 


Q Could I just ask you the daily question about the 
Arafat visa or the visa request is tabled yet? 

A No. I haven’t asked today, but I think I would 
have heard about it. 

Q Do you have any decision on the Moscow Embassy 
yet? 

A No. I guess you weren’t there. Baker said that 


would be probably something he’d do when he got back. It 
wouldn’t be while we’re up here. 


Q But nothing discussed with "Shev"? 


A Whether he discussed it with him or not, we have a 
decision to make on what options we present to Congress. Yes, 
the issue came up there, but that has nothing to do with our 
options to present to our Congress. 


Q On the economics of the Polish plan, is that kind 
of standard medicine for an economy in the grip of that kind of 
inflation, or was there something unique about it? I’m trying 
to get a sense of whether you knew this was coming or -- 


A I think, again, I’m not the hundred percent best 
person. There have been people in Washington who have been 
working on this. I just read it and have some isolation. I 
would say that what impressed me was the breadth of it; that it 
was trying to move beyond fiscal and monetary stabilization to 
some critical questions of structural reform and 
privatization. And, frankly, pardon the commercial, but it 
moves in the direction of the whole effort we’ve been trying to 
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pursue, so I was very pleased to see it take that course. 


A Okay. We need to kind of run unless you’ve all 
got something really burning. 


Q About the Arens meeting that the President had 
with Secretary Baker and that last night? 


A I didn’t ask. I’m sorry. I forgot to ask. 

Q When does he have one scheduled? 

A When does who? Baker? Baker’s tomorrow. Kim, I 
believe, has put out tomorrow’s schedule. We’re going to try 


to have two brief briefings tomorrow, one at 12:15 and one at 
6:30 p.m., and then they’ve got to roll. 





Q Was Shevardnadze’s attack on the West German 
revinshe discussed with the German or with the Polish Foreign 
Minister? 


A No. It didn’t come up. 
Do you still plan to have Baker Friday -- news 
conference? 
A Yes. 
Q Early? 
A No. I can’t. It’s his schedule. How am I going 


to do it? I’m looking at his last meeting. It’s going to be 
late in the day. 


Q This late? 


A No, no. It won’t be this late, because now we’re 
going back to Washington late. We’ve had to move one thing. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded. ) 


eee 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements, so I'd be happy to take your questions. 


Q What can you tell us about visas approved for PLO © 
officia)s to go to the U.N. in New York? 


A I can tell you that visas have been authorized 
for members of the PLO delegation to the U.N. General Assembly 
in the normal manner. 


We've authorized these visas for a number of years 
consistent with our international legal obligation as host 
country to the U.N. and following a full legal review of the 
applications. 


Q What does make Arafat different from any other 
memiber of the PLO? | 


A He hasn't applied. 
Q Did you convince him not to apply? 


A All I can say is what we've been saying which is 
that the gentleman hasn't applied for a visa, and we don't have 
the decisions until someone does. 


Q Has this been a subject of discussion with -- I[ 
mean, in the framework of the Palestinian-—American dialogue in 
Tunisia? 


i) All I can tell you is what [I've just told you. ° 

Q Who's getting the visas? 

4 A delegation of members of the PLO, their 
delegation to the U.N. [I'm told it includes many of the same 


people who have come in years past. I don't have a full 
Gelegation list for you. 
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Q At least Mr. Abdu Rabbo, who is the main 
negotiator in Tunisia got a visa? 

fe A visa has been authorized for Mr. Abdu Rabbo to 
attend the General Assembly in New York, as was the case last 
year. 

Q Another subject? ; 

Q Are there restrictions on their visas? 

i I have to look at that. I think there are travel 
restrictions in the New York area. ['ll look for the specifics 
on it. | 





Q All right, what about time restrictions? 
fe) ['ll have to look into that as well. 
New subject. 


Q Do you have any comment on the new conditions 
made by Generai foun in order to go ahe@d with the Arab League 
peace plan? 


A No, I don't. I think the reports on that are 
somewhat unclear, at least the way they «e being relayed to 
me. We look forward to the meeting of the Lebanese 
parliamentarians on Saturday in Saudi Arabia. We expect them 
to raise these issues there. 


. Q What he said is that Christian deputies are 
refusing to go unless there is a timetable for the Syrians to 
withdraw from Lebanon. 


6 I've seen sort of vague and conflicting reports 
of what he said. The important thing now is for the Lebanese 
to work this out, and there is this meeting scheduled on 
Saturday in which we've expressed our warm welcome for, and we 
look forward to them trying to work things out there. 


Q Will President Mobutu come to Washington next 
week when he goes to New York? 


a I don't have anything more definite than what we 
said in the past few days, and that's that President Mobutu 
would be in the United States next week and that we would 
expect to have meetings with him. But as far as I know, I 
don't have anything scheduled or a time and place, anything 
like that, at this point. 


Q Richard, just a technical question. Is it usual 
for the State Department to circulate a statement made by the 
Soviet Foreign Minister? 
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‘ I'm sorry, what are you talking about? 
Q The statement made by the Minister Shevardnadze 


yesterday is being distributed in the State Department. [Is 
that a usual procedure? Just to know that. 


i) [t's not entirely unusual. [ think people had 
asked us about the statements that Shevardnadze made before 
Wyoming and we offered to give them copies. ['m not exactly 
sure how this one is being circulated or why. We always try to 
help our press corps. 





Q Thank you. Is there any reciprocity with the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Moscow? 


“ I'm not aware this has ever been a subject of 
discussion, or the issue has ever come up before, frankly. 


Q You say you always try to help the press corps. 
Arafat made a statement on January 1, which still has not been 
distributed by the State Department. That was nine months ago. 


°) A lot of people make statements that we don't 
distribute. I don't think we have to agologize for helping 
when we can. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the Cambodian 
situation today or yesterday? 


“ I have spoken over the past few days about the 
apparent pullout of the Vietnamese troops from Cambodia. I 
don't really have anything to add to that unless you have some 
specific question. 


Q How about the military actions of the situation 
on the ground there? You have nothing to say on that? 


A Not really. Again, I spoke the other day about 
the dangers posed by the Khmer Rouge and the fact that we 
shared the concerns of many people that there would be an 
increase in violence at this point. We felt the best way to 
cope with that was to have a comprehensive political settlement 
that would provide safeguards against the return to power by 
the Khmer Rouge. 


Q Even without that kind of settlement, would the 
United States support some kind of monitoring force going there 
to verify that a withdrawal has, in fact, been completed? 


A We would support that sort of force as part of a 
settlement. I think we've spoken before and said that one of 
the achievements of getting everybody together in Paris and 
having that conference was that there was a clear consensus on 
the need for a comprehensive solution and that international 
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monitoring would be part of that. But the pieces really do 
have to fit together in a package -- international efforts as 
well as the efforts of the factions themselves to work out 
their differences and work into interim arrangements for a 
government. 


Q Do you have anything more on the statement at the 
White House this morning on arms control by the President? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any comment on the U.S. trade 
position for some military materiel in Israel? 


is) Let me make a general comment. That is, that we 
have long-standing security relationships with a number of 
countries in the Middle East, including, as a matter of fact, 
both Israel and Saudi Arabia. 





Teese relationships stand on their own merits and they 
are not conditioned on each other. That's in response to a 
linkage that was made in some of the reports of this. 


Let me also stress that this security cooperation with 
Israel, including the idea of pre-positioning, has long been 
one of the important elements of a strategic relationship. I[t 
goes back to 1983, when President Reagan announced a policy of 
strategic cooperation with Israel. 


The program includes military exercises, joint 
planning, and pre-positioning of supplies and equipment. 
Pre-pusitioning has long been one of the important elements of 
this cooperation, and it's a subject of on-going discussion and 
of cooperation. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


2) Not exactly the way I read it, but we can get you 
a copy. 


Q Do you have any comment on the explanation that 
this was done -- this agreement was signed in order to get 
Israel's approval not to oppose *rm sales to Saudi Arabia and 
the United Arab Emirates? 


A Well, the comment is what I said right at the 
beginning, to make sure that that assumption was not made by 
people. Our security relationships with different countries in 
the region are naturally of different types with different 
countries, but they stand on their own merits and they're not 
conditioned to one on the other. 


Q A reaction to the killings of the two Americans 
in the Philippines? 
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= I spoke about it somewhat yesterday. Let me see 
if I have anyhing new to share today. I don't have anymore 
facts to add today. Let me note that we do share the grief of 
the families of these men, and we express our condolences to 
them over these senseless killings. 


Let me quote what the Vice President said in the 
Philippines: “These despicable acts serve only to strengthen 
our determination to support the Philippine people in their 
just desire to live in freedom and democracy. Neither we nor 
the Philippine people shall permit terrorism to prevail." 





Q Do you have any reaction to the agreement signed 
between the Colombian Government and the M-19? 


a It's something [I think ['ll have to look into and 
get you something. 


Q Do you have anything at all on President Barco's 
visit? 


a Other than it was announced by the White House 
yesterday, and [ think they'll being taking care of it -- no. 


s There were reports that an agreement involving 
trade concessions will be signed? 


a I think I'd just have to say that we're 
considering a number of steps to help Colombia's economy. At 
this point no final decisions have been made on specific 
options, and we do expect to discuss these issues with the 
Colombians in the coming days. 


Q There is a report that the British Government has 
contacted the U.S. Administration to allow the buy-out of 
United Airlines by its employees and by British Airways to go 
through. Do you know anything about that? 


a No, I don't. Did it say who they had supposedly 
contacted? Was it us or perhaps -- 


Q It was a bit vague, but I think it would -- 

a It went directly to those who handle these things. 
Q -- through the normal diplomatic channels. 

A I'll check and see if we have anything to say, if 


something has come through us. The British may have contacted 
other agencies directly. 


Q How do you see the prospect of normalization of 
. Pelations between the U.S. and Vietnam since Vietnam has 
withdrawn its troops from Cambodia? 
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i) To address that, let me go back a little bit. 
First of all, let me note that we agreed to join the Paris 
Conference on Cambodia with the hope and the expectation that 
it would achieve a comprehensive settlement of the tragic 
Cambodian conflict. That would include a verified total 
Vietnamese withdrawal, assurances against the return of the 
Khmer Rouge and a process leading to real self-determination 
for the Cambodian people. . 


If the conference had achieved those objectives, then 
we were prepared to move towards normalization of our relations 
with Hanoi. This has been stated many times. 


The Vietnamese know as well that the pace and the 
scope of a normalization process, as a matter of practical 
reality, will be affected by their continued cooperations with 
us on the prisoners-of-war/missing-in-action issue and the 
humanitarian concerns. 





Unfortunately, the conference reached an impasse on 
the issue of power-sharing. This, to a large degree, was due 
to the intransigence of Hanoi and the Phnom Penh regime. They 
refused to negotiate for an interim coalition government with 
Prince Sihanouk which could have led the country to democratic 
elections. 


They clearly intend that the gevernment in place in 
Phnom Penh should maintain a monopoly of power until the 
elections. We and most of the other participants at the 
conference are convinced that free and Fair elections are not 
possible under such an arrangement 


, We're also concerned about signs of increasing 
deliveries of military supplies to the Phnom Penh regime and 
the implications that may have had for an escalation of the 
violence. 


In light of these developments, therefore, we believe 
that normalization of our relations with Hanoi would be 
premature. We would hope that if other participants continue 
to minimize their diplomatic and economic ties with Vietnam 
that Hanoi can be convinced to adopt a more cooperative 
approach towards seeking a comprehensive political resolution 
of the Cambodian conflict. 





Q Do you have anything on reports that Vietnam made 
a kind of presentation to the United States that they are ready 
to let the U.S. back to Cam Ranh base? \ 

A I've seen reports like that in the past. I don't 


have anything on them now. I'm not aware that they'd been 
repeated recently. 


Q There was a report in lasi week's U.S. News & 
World Report on this same subject. 








ae Wednesday, 9/27/89 


A Well, [‘'ll see if there's anything new to say on 
the issue. 
Q Thank you. 


i) Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: SEPT. 27, 1989 
PRESS BRIEFING OF SEPT. 27, 1989 


RESTRICTIONS ON PLO VISAS 





Q. Are there restrictions on visas authorized for the PLO 
delegation to the UNGA? 


A. -- YES. AS IN PAST YEARS, THE VISAS ARE ANNOTATED TO 
LIMIT TRAVEL TO A 25-MILE RADIUS FROM COLUMBUS CIRCLE 


IN NEW YORK. ; 


.S 


oo FURTHER ANNOTATION INDICATES THAT THE VISAS ARE TO BE 
USED ONLY TO ATTEND THE 44th UNITED NATIONS GENERAL 


ASSEMBLY (UNGA). 


oo VISA APPLICANTS ARE ALSO REMINDED THAT THE VISAS ARE 
ISSUED FOR THE PURPOSE OF ATTENDING “HE U.N. GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY AND TO CONDUCT U.N. BUSINESs. ANY OTHER 
POLITICAL ACTIVITIES ARE PROHIBITED UNDER THE TERMS OF 


VISA ISSUANCE, 


oo VISAS MUST BE USED WITHIN 3 MONTHS OF ISSUANCE. THE 
PURPOSE OF THE VISA IS TO ATTEND THE 44th UNGA. THEY 


ARE EXPECTED TO DEPART THE U.S. UPON THE ADJOURNMENT 


OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY IN DECEMBER. 
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Posted: September 27, 1989 


Taken Question from Press Sriefirg of Sent. 27, 1969 


COLOMBIA: Agreement With the m-19 





@ 


Q. What is the Department's reaction to the agreement between 
the Government of Colombia and the M-19? 


A. WE DO NOT HAVE THE DETAILS OF THE AGREEMENT, BUT WE 
UNDERSTAND IT REPRESENTS ONE MORE STEP IN PRESIDENT BARCO'S 


PEACE PLAN. WE WELCOME THE COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT'S INITIATIVES 


IN SEEKING PEACE AGREEMENTS WITH THC INSURGENT GROUPS ACTIVE 
q 


IN COLOMBIA. 
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Posted: Sept. 27, 1569 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the September 27, 1989 Daily Press Briefing 


VIETNAM -- REPORTED OFFER FOR U.S. USE OF CAM RANH BAY 





Q: Can you confirm press reports that Vietnam has indicated it 
would be willing to allow the U.S. to make use once again of 
facilities at Cam Ranh Bay? 


A: -- THE VIETNAMESE HAVE NOT GIVEN US ANY SUCH INDICATION. 
' 
& 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 
PARK AVENUE SOUTH ROOM, WALDORF-ASTORIA 
NEW YORK CITY 
SEPTEMBER 27, 1989 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Okay, here’s our 
deal. We’ll try to do this for you for 20 minutes. A Senior 
State Department official is going to come down and brief after 
Arens. What time is that, Kim? 


MS. HOGGARD: 4:00. 


A 4:00 for that. All we’re here to do is the 
bilaterals. My colleagues went to the dinner last night. 
They’1l be glad to answer any questions on that. So that’s how 
we thought we’d do it, because we’ve got to be at Baker’s lunch 
that he’s having. So we’re open for anything you want to ask 


us. 

Q Why don’t you start with this morning’s 
bilateral. 

A Whatever you want to ask. 

Q What about the French? 

Q Did they talk about Lebanon? 


A No. As a matter of fact, it didn’t come up. 
Baker has seen him, as he mentioned at the beginning of the 
bilateral. This will be the fourth time he has seen him. He’ll 
see him again, so it could be something they discussed at one of 
the dinners, etc., but it did not come up in the bilaterals. 


Q What are you talking about? 
Q Dumas. 
A Oh, yes. Sorry. France. The first one this 


morning was France. 
Q What did come up? 
Q Did they talk about Cambodia? 


A Yes. 
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A Almost all the time was spent on Cambodia. 


Q Today’s meeting -- is he still asking for some 
help for Mrs. Chamorro, and could you identify any more of the 
countries than you were able to last night? You just gave us 
Japan and West Germany. 


A We only asked once today in the bilateral, and 
that was Austria, but again I don’t know if he has talked to 
Dumas in the three other times he’s seen him before this. 


A Excuse me, just to finish your answer -- and 
my colleague could give you greater detail -- a quad breakfast 
this morning was with the British and French and Federal 
Republic, and I believe he made the same points in that context. 


Q On Nicaragua? 


A On helping Uno and Mrs. Chamorro as well as 
help for the electoral process in general. He made the point 
that through NED we were able to help through the electoral 
process but are not able to contribute directly to parties; and 
he urged them, where it is possible through their party system 
to do so, making the point that under Nicaraguan election law 
this is a legal procedure. 


Q Did he get any commitments? 


A No. No specific commitments, but I think 
everybody was generally supportive of the idea that a good 
election is desirable in Nicaragua. 


A He didn’t ask the question or where he could 
have said, "Put your money on the table." There were some 
positive responses, and in particular Foreign Minister Mock of 
Austria, as you may or may not know, plays the role -- is it the 
IDU? 


A No. EDU. European Democratic Union. 


A And he said that he would put that on the 
agenda and speak for it positively when they meet in October. 


A He also said they’re very interested in fair 
elections, and that he mentioned to Baker that he had first in 
1983 led a fact-finding mission to that area, so he has an 
interest in this. 

Q This is Mock? 


A Mock. Right. Austria. 
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A He mentioned that the EDU had a steering 
committee that will be addressing this in October when they 
meet. 
Q Am I right in recalling that there has been 


$1.5 million committed to NED in the current budget or the 
coming budget? 


A I have a rough recollection that there was 
something in the supplemental that moved some amount out, but I 
don’t know for sure. It’s just a rough recollection. 


Q You did say yesterday that the Democratic 
Congressional leaders had urged Baker to do this? 


A When we met with the Democratic leadership and 
we talked about funding for the election process and the role of 
NED, as you know, there is a concern about how far NED could go; 
and there was a basic consensus that it should stay within the 
limits of its prior activities in Poland, Panama, Philippines, 
elsewhere, and some members suggested -- some Senators in 
particular -- suggested that we seek outside support for exactly 
these sorts of instances. 


Q Is Secretary Baker’s activities in direct 
response to that, or had he intended to do it any way, and now 
we just know that the Democrats back him up on it? 


A It’s something that we had considered in 
advance of that. We were, obviously, pleased that at least some 
members of the Democratic leadership spoke positively about it 
on their own. 


Q Can we talk about Cambodia? What is the 
assessment of the United States and the French about where the 
efforts at a comprehensive settlement go from here? Are you 
reconsidering the support for Sihanouk? 


Q Can’t hear you. 

Q Cambodia. 

A Cambodia is what she’s on. 

A The nature of their conversation was really a 


follow-up from the Paris Conference. They focused on what had 
been the problems in bringing the internal parties together, and 
they had some private discussions about what they thought next 
steps -- what might happen. They talked about the conversations 
that the Secretary had with Minister Shevardnadze about Cambodia 
as part of his regional discussions. And, in particular, they 
noted the need to try and continue to put the focus on having a 
comprehensive settlement. 











3225 


-4i- 


The news events are in part, obviously, affected by 
the fact that the Vietnamese have pulled out, but they both 
agree that it’s important to keep an eye on the comprehensive 
effort, because in part, if you don’t, you’re not going to be 
able to stop the supporters of various sides, and particularly 
the People’s Republic, from taking further actions in support 
that will just lead to further division within the country. 


Q In Solomon’s speech, he made a very strong 
pitch for the Soviet Union plus China to stop their aid to their 
respective allies, and yet the statement that came out of the 
Wyoming talks seemed to put aside -- I mean, it said, well, both 
sides agree -- the United States and the Soviet Union agree that 
we'll stop aiding our respective allies when there is a 
comprehensive settlement. 


It seems that you moved from Solomon’s speech, which 
appeared to want action soon, to almost backing off that until 
you get a comprehensive settlement. 


A I don’t think that’s an accurate reading. I 
can see how, juxtaposing this, that you might arrive at that. 
But there has been an interest in trying to stop arms flows. 

The Secretary made the point to Minister Shevardnadze that in 
this region, as well as others, it was difficult for us to see 
evidence of new thinking on regional problems when they continue 
to pour arms, whether it be Afghanistan, Cambodia, Central 
America, others. 


And in that context, also -- and I think Dick 
Solomon’s point stands about the PRC contributing to the KR 
doesn’t help. What the statement coming out of the Ministerial 
was seeking to emphasize is that stopping arms flows by 
themselves will not be sufficient, because you will continue to 
have factions and conflicts, and that those forces will continue 
to find the means -- and some of them have the means now -- to 
engage in battle; and that the other powers interested in this 
-- whether it be Franco, China, Soviet Union, U.S., Indonesia, 
ASEAN -- need to continue to put the focus on trying to get some 
internal reconciliation in Cambodia. So that’s why you might 
have sensed a difference. 


A And that the two least desirable groups are 
the two best supplied at the moment, and you cannot divorce the 
arms from some sort of a political settlement. In the 
conversation with Dumas, I think they both concluded that the 
problem in the Paris Conference, and the continuing problem, is 
the reluctance of the Hun Sen regime to share power in any 
fashion; and that that meant that those who have influence, 
particularly the Vietnamese and the Soviet Union -- if they 
really do want a constructive development in Cambodia, need to 
use that influence with Hun Sen. 
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A One other point I forgot to mention is that 
Minister Dumas mentioned that the conference that the French and 
the Indonesians had shared was in a form of recess, so that 
vehicle still existed if the various forces could come together 
to bring the internal sides closer to resolution. 


Q You mentioned the fact of the Vienamese 
pulling out, but -- 


Q We can’t hear. 


Q You mentioned the fact of the Vietnamese 
pulling out, but are you sure that they did pull out all other 
people, and that they did pull out all of their arms? They 
didn’t leave any caches behind? 


A No. I’m not sure. 

Q But is there a suspicion that might in fact be 
the case? 

A I can’t say more at this point, in part 


because this has just happened the past couple of days, and my 
information flows are sort of medium. But I would say this: 

I’d take your question of arms as opposed to people. There is a 
recognition that the Soviet Union and others certainly left the 
Hun Sen regime well stocked, and that is part of our concern, 
going back to my colleague’s point, is that they are in a 
position militarily to try and avoid reaching an internal 
reconciliation in a peaceful way. 


Q On that point, if it wasn’t raised before I 
came in, out in Wyoming there was a suggestion of an arms 
moratorium in Cambodia mentioned by briefers, and I think there 
might have been some reference to it in one of the final press 
conferences. 


A It was also in the statement. 


Q Yes. Whose idea was it, and has the U.S. 
accepted it? Where does it stand? 


A I think we did talk about that a little but, 
but just to give you the highlight, I think the Joint 
Declaration speaks for itself, which is that both sides are 
interested in an arms moratorium, but as part of an overall 
comprehensive effort. What we discussed a little bit beforehand 
is that if you don’t resolve the differences among the internal 
factions, you are likely to continue to have a path of violence, 
and so you need to link any effort in arms flow in terms of 
trying to reach a comprehensive settlement. 


You already have a transcript there, Barry? 
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Q No. I’m just bringing him up on what he 
missed on Chamorro. Can I ask one quick question about that 
again? The talk asking -- making the pitch to the Austrian. Is 
that making it to the Austrian -- for the Austrian Government’s 
sake or -- 


A No. It was in terms of his political -- his 
party function and his role with this larger organization. 


Q That’s what I mean. But it wasn’t -- 
A Not government to government. 


Q -- in terms of any Austrian political party 
like the West Germans -- (inaudible) -- 


A Well, his political party -- 
That wasn’t addressed. 


A 
Q It’s a larger role that you had in mind. 
A That’s right. 
Q Can you characterize the European Democratic 
Union? This is the conservative party group, is that right? 


(Nodded in affirmative) 
Let the record show a nod. (Laughter) 


A 
A 
Q Did the Felix Bloch affair come up at all? 
A Never mentioned. 

A 


Q Back on Cambodia, what else are we trying to 
do to get a settlement back in place? Are we talking to other 


people? 


A What we’re trying to do this week on 
Cambodia? I think I’d just leave it at the fact that one of the 
benefits of the meetings at the U.N. -- I won’t note the 
drawbacks -- one of the benefits is that you have an opportunity 
to talk to a lot of senior-level people in private or at least 
semi-private fashion about their analysis of the situation and 
what next steps might be taken. 


Q Have we changed our approach or attitude at 
all towards Prince Sihanouk, particularly in light of at least 
some growing sense in Washington that -- (inaudible) -- that the 
arms that are -- 
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A There’s only three of us, so that leaves two 
to go. 


Q When we help Sihanouk, we are in effect 
helping Pol Pot. Is there any sense of movement that the U.S. 
has changed its attitude or policy towards Sihanouk? 


A Our position on the role of the KR has been 
vigorous and forceful, and so, obviously, as you have moving 
events, we continue to examine what is happening so as to make 
sure that they do not return to power. 


As to the question of Sihanouk, we continue to 
believe that he is the leader of the non-Communist resistance. 
He is a critical player to back and support. So do ASEAN AND 
the other nations involved. For example, France. And I think 
on that one, I’11 just leave it there. 


Q If I can follow up, I think the point of 
Leach’s article or (inaudible) -- was that why wasn’t the United 
States - the moral high ground in this, and you’re saying 
° 


we’re not going to support Sihanouk or anyone else who’s going 
to be in bed with the Khmer Rouge. I mean, is there no 
alternative? 


A The problem is that if you don’t -- as 
Sihanouk is trying to do -- figure out a role for the KR in 
terms of peaceful resolution, you don’t wipe them off the 
stage. They may very well play a role in a violent resolution. 
So they are a force to be reckoned with in this process. Our 
position on keeping them out of a return to power is clear. Our 
ability to try and play a role with others in making sure -- or 
at least trying to stop them from restarting a major internal 
conflict is the essence of what we’ve been trying to do in 
reaching a comprehensive settlement. 


That is why we keep trying to stress the fact that 
it’s not simply a question of arms alone or Vietnamese troops 
pulling out alone, but you have a tinderbox situation; and we do 
not control what the KR do, but any solution has to recognize 
that they have to be dealt with. 


Q Even if it means being part of a government? 


A They have to be dealt with in a way that tries 
to move toward an internal reconciliation in a peaceful fashion. 


Q Another subject: On Poland there was a report 
this morning that the U.S. has decided to aid Poland through the 
IMF, and that the Poles are requesting $700 million a year for 
three years from the IMF. Can you comment on that at all? 


AR The President, I believe, is making a speech 
before the Bank Fund today, and I believe that the topic of 
Poland and Hungary will come up. Other than to add to what I 
said last night is that -- let me just spend a couple minutes 
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on this one, because it’s a topic that was of some interest last 
night, and it was the topic that was discussed at length among 
the Foreign Ministers at the meeting of the EC-12 with the 
United States. 


There was a strong sense of, I think, agreement that 
one has to integrate a whole series of actions here. There are 
the structural forms I talked about -- markets, prices, moving 
to private sector -- and, as I mentioned yesterday, at least the 
outline of the Polish package that I have seen makes a major 
effort in that direction. 


There are very near-term needs like food, to make 
sure that there are not shortages on the shelf. There are 
intermediate-term needs like building an agricultural sector, 
and this was a topic of some discussion last night, which I 
think you’ll see an increasing focus on. 


70 to 75 percent of the land in Poland is -- or, 
excuse me -- 75 percent of the farmers -- it’s private 
ownership. This statistic I’m not 100 percent sure on, but at 
least part of the price increases, about 65 percent, of Polish 
disposable income is spent on food products. So you see two 
forces that could come together to produce a near-term benefit 
for the Polish people. 


It also so happens that Solidarity’s strength and 
the Catholic base is often in the rural region. So the Polish 
Government has already tried to take some changes -- like price 
liberalization in the agricultural area -- that could produce 
incentives that would increase production and thereby provide a 


payoff. 


However, to give you an example of how these steps 
have to be carefully integrated, if you pour a bunch of free 
food into a country and you’re trying to create incentives for 
food production, you might have the exact opposite effect. 


Now, then, what fits into that is that this sort of 
effort is the sort of thing that is often best done through the 
international financial institutions -- particularly IMF, World 
Bank, Paris Club for government restructuring -- and what we’re 
re in this context is an overall multilateral effort to work 
with it. 


We’re very pleased that the G-24 yesterday came up 
with additional funds. The EC came up with about another $212 
million U.S. dollars -- 200 ECU, which translates to about 212 
million. Some of the Scandinavian countries pledged additional 
sums. So that process is sort of fitting in place. 


What is different -- this sort of goes to Barry’s 
question, which is what I was thinking about -- is that if you 
look about trying to integrate these pieces together, you need 








to think about the immediate term -- or short term -- getting 
food on the shelves. Then sort of intermediate and long-tern, 
the task is to build effective private business sectors. That’s 
where OPIC comes in, that’s where we’re trying to put a private 
business agreement in. 





And the one difference, I guess I’d say, with some 
of our critics -- not all, but some -- is that the total picture 
has got to be that while you will need government money, that 
the real objective is how do you get private business money in 
there; and, indeed, how do you balance a series of supports in 
terms of government money, whether it be multilateral or 
bilateral, in a way that doesn’t undermine the efforts to make 
the changes. And there has been a history in Poland and Hungary 
-- Poland in particular -- where putting in too much government 
money did undermine those changes. 


A Could I just make a point on that? I don’t 
think there’s been a conversation that the Secretary has had on 
this subject where there was not agreement on this essential 
analysis here. It’s sometimes mentioned by him, sometimes 
mentioned by others, but essentially that aid should not be a 
subject for reform; and again in every conversation that I have 
heard on this subject, there has been agreement on that 
essential point. 


So while there may be criticism at home, I think 
among the various countries that are most directly involved in 
trying to direct this kind of approach, there is rather an 
astonishing amount of agreement. 


A Okay. We just got a message that we need to 
go upstairs. 

Q We didn’t ask about Cyprus. 

Q The Turkish Foreign Minister’s meeting. 

A The topic came up in both the Greek and the 


Turkish Minister’s meeting, and the Secretary has stated our 
position in terms of trying to make the U.N. Secretary General’s 
process work. 


Q Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING ON MEETING WITH 
FOREIGN MINISTER MOSHE ARENS 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 
PARK AVENUE SOUTH ROOM, WALDORF-ASTORIA 
NEW YORK CITY 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1989 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Okay. This is ON 
BACKGROUND. State Department Official, and we’re here on the 
Secretary’s meeting with Arens and the Secretary’s meeting with 
the Foreign Minister from Czechoslovakia. 


MR. ANDERSON (UPI): Before we start, a housekeeping 
matter. 


A Sure. 


Q There seems to be a groundswell to forego this 
6:15-6:30 briefing. 


A That’s great with us, if it’s great with you 
all. 


Q Yes. Fine. 


A And can I mention what we were thinking for 
tomorrow on housekeeping is trying to get down here -- it will 
probably be two officials -- around 12:15 to do all the morning 
bilaterals. This official will come back after the 
Israeli-Egyptian-U.S. meeting. That’s scheduled to go for 90 
minutes, so I think we’re thinking 5:00 or 5:30. 


Q Which ones -- (inaudible) -- 

A Tomorrow. It starts at 3:30. I can’t 
guarantee -- it’s scheduled for 90 minutes. It could go 
longer. But this official will come back and do that. 

A I don’t think it will go longer. 


A So this official will come back, and I don’t 
think we need one tomorrow night, do we? 


Q No. 


A Perfect. That would be wonderful. One thing 
that is going on, we’re missing the Chilean bilateral that’s 
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going on right now. We do have a fact sheet. They are signing 
an air transport agreement. So we have it in the Press Office 


if you’re interested in the fact sheet on that. 
Okay. Now we’ll take your questions. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: All right. Let 
me just say that the Secretary and Foreign Minister Arens had a 
meeting for about an hour, and it was a one-on-one. So, 
obviously, I wasn’t sitting in there, and I only had a couple of 
minutes with him to get a quick brief of what went on. So 
there’s not going to be a hell of a lot I can say about it, 
because I literally wasn’t there, and I don’t know. But with 
that as intro -- 


A And this was -- in fairness to my colleague, 
this was a change before we laid this on at the request of 
Foreign Minister Arens, and Baker, of course, honored it. So 
the meeting honestly was a one-on-one meeting, and it did run a 
little bit over the original hour it was scheduled for. 


Q Tell us what you do know. 


A What I do know is that there was some 
discussion on the Egyptian ten points, and the Secretary made it 
clear that our view of the Egyptian ten points is that they are 
not a proposal; they are not a plan; they are not an alternative 
to the Government of Israel’s initiative -- its election 
initiative. It is our view that the Egyptian ten points 
constitute Egyptian acceptance of the Israeli Government’s 
election proposal, and it represents their point of view on some 
of the details of how you get to elections, and how you make 
them work. 


That was the thrust of what I got on it. 
Q But the Likud Party seems to be fairly 


obstinate in not going along with it. Are you prepared to say 
now that this whole initiative is dead in the water? 


A No. Not at all. I mean, not at all. 

Q Why not? You don’t seem to be getting any 
cooperation. 

A Look, for one thing, one of the other points 


that came out of the meeting that I can tell you -- about the 
only other thing I know that came out of the meeting -- is that 
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had a discussion on these matters, obviously, and Arens was 
non-committal and said that the Israeli Cabinet will be making a 
decision next week. And in the meantime, obviously, he was 
prepared to talk and make a number of observations, but he was 
non-committal in light of the fact that there’s been no formal 
decision by the Israelis. 


Q What do you mean he was "non-committal"? Was 
he asked for any sort of a commitment? To be non-committal you 
have to be asked something. 


A I think you have a discussion on different 
kinds of points, and I guess he was reluctant to make -- to 
offer a specific judgment on particular points before there’s a 
formal government decision. 


Q Well, let’s ask you about Baker. Did Baker 
ask him to -- 


A I told you -- 


Q You’re telling us what the Israelis were not 
committed to, and the way I look at "non-committal," you’re 
asked for something and you don’t make a commitment or you do. 


A No. Non-committal means that when you have a 
discussion, someone is not prepared to make a number of 
definitive comments. That’s what non-committal means. I’m not 
using the word "non-committal" to mean that you’re asked a 
specific question or you’re asked to make a commitment and you 
didn’t make the commitment. I’m saying he was reluctant to be 
definitive in his comments, because the Israeli Government has 
not yet made a decision. 


Q So is there any point to have this meeting 
tomorrow if the Israelis aren’t going to make any decision until 


A Obviously, one of the values of having the 
meeting tomorrow is that you have a chance for the three of us 
to get together and air our points of view; talk about what we 
think can make this process work; talk about potential obstacles 
that would block it; talk about the importance of progress, and 
so forth. 


So, yes, there’s a reason to have the meeting 
tomorrow. 


Q In planning for this meeting, was the 
Secretary planning to encourage the Likud wing of the government 
to accept the ten points? 


A In planning for the meeting, the Secretary’s 
approach was to sort of go through and explain what we thought 
would make the process work; go through and talk about our view 
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I mean, this is not just a case of us talking to 
them; it’s a case of us listening to them as well on particular 
ideas. 

Q (Many questions at once -- inaudible) 


Q Can I just follow up? There was -- he did not 
actually encourage Arens to say we would like them to accept the 
ten points. 


A His plan was again to solicit some of Arens’ 
views, to outline some of our views. 


Q What are the U.S. views? 
A I just explained how we view the ten points. 


Q You told us what the ten points aren’t. Tell 
us what you want Israel to do with the ten points. Tell us if 
you think they’re in conflict with the Israeli plan. Tell us if 
you’d like -- 


A I just said, number one, we do not view -- you 
said tell us if it’s in conflict with the Israeli plan. The 
answer is no. It constitutes an acceptance of the Israeli plan. 


Q The Israeli plan has trading territory for 
peace in it? 


A The Israeli plan -- if you go back and you 
look at the May 14 resolution, you’ll find that there were 20 
points in that. Now, in the Egyptian ten points, seven of the 
ten points focus on elections. In the Israeli plan there were a 
number of points that did not focus on elections; they went 
beyond elections. 


All we’re saying is that we want to see a dialogue 
between Israelis and Palestinians begin. We want to see that 
dialogue begin as a step toward getting to elections. We think 
that that’s the most productive way to proceed, so the important 
thing is to figure out and overcome the possible constraints or 
obstacles for putting together such a dialogue. 


Q (Many questions at once -- inaudible) 


Q Would you like to see the Israeli Government 
accept this ten points? 


A We are not asking them to accept the ten 
points. 


Q Would we like -- 
a No. Listen. 
Q You said -- 
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such, it isn’t up to the Israelis to accept them or not. What 
we see the Israelis being in a position is that if we have a 
dialogue, the Israelis will bring their view of the details to 
the table. If Palestinians are prepared to come to the table, 
and they’re prepared to use the ten points, that might be their 
view of the details. So it’s not a case of wanting the Israelis 
to accept the ten points. The ten points are not the basis for 


negotiation. 


Q You describe the ten points as being a vehicle 
to get to negotiations. If it isn’t going to fly with the 
Israelis, would the U.S. Government consider the use of another 
vehicle, and at what point in time would you be willing to 
consider that? 


A I think that we, obviously, want to continue 
our discussions with the Israelis. We’re going to have 
disc issions with the Israelis and Egyptians tomorrow. We’1ll 
make a — on how best to proceed based upon these kinds of 
discussions. 


Q You said the Secretary’s approach was to 
explain what we thought would make the plan work. What is it 
that we think would make the plan work? 


A I’m not going to get into the details of that 
now, because we’re obviously ~t a point where we’re engaged in 
some discussions -- 


Q In other words, you’re not going to tell us 
any of the good stuff. 


A I don’t know the good stuff. 
Q Was there any discussion of a visa for Arafat? 
A No. 


Q When Arens came out, he said the United States 
is firmly supporting Shamir’s proposals, which I gather is true. 


A That’s true. 


Q And that there is no other plan being 
discussed or in any way being considered. 


Q Any new formula? 


Q We didn’t discuss any new formula. Does that 
sound like the same meeting that you understand that the 
Secretary of State was at? 


A Having had a literally two-minute brief on 
their conversation, I can’t categorically tell you exactly what 
was said in that regard. But I can tell you that since we have 
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never viewed the ten points as an alternative peace plan -- 
since we have never viewed it as a separate proposal -- 


Q Then it’s not a new proposal. 


A We see it, as we’ve said many times, as a 
vehicle that may well contribute to putting together a dialogue, 
and that’s what we seek to achieve -- a dialogue between 
Israelis and Palestinians on the Territories. 


Q In the meeting tomorrow, is the Secretary of 
State prepared to offer the U.S. view of what is necessary to 
make the plan work? 


A I think that the Secretary of State will, 
obviously, go through and sort of highlight what we think are 
the key points where we have agreement and look at the points 
where there is a divergence, and then think about ways to bridge 
the gap. 


Q Are you considering sending somebody from the 
Administration, an envoy from the President, to the region to 
try to -- 


A No. I think you’ve got the Secretary of State 
meeting with his two counterparts tomorrow. That’s a pretty 
high-level meeting. 


Q (Inaudible) -- Mr. Baker is in the State 
Department -- visit the Middle East -- that is enough to have 
the two parties -- actually not the two parties, because Egypt 
is not a party to this dialogue. 


A To the last question, he hasn’t visited since 
he’s been Secretary of State. 


Q Does the United States want to see the 
Palestinian’s side of the dialogue include territory for peace 
or anybody from outside the Territories? 


A Our basic position at this point is that there 
are a number of questions out there that, obviously, have to be 
resolved; and, as one deals with those kinds of questicns, 
there’s going to have to be some creativity. But I’m not going 
to get into what the specific U.S. position is on any one of 
those details. 


Q But you haven’t -- (inaudible) -- the Egyptian 
vehicle. How could you -- 

A I can’t tell you. I don’t know. 

Q When the Secretary endorsed the Egyptian -- 


you want to call it a "vehicle," not a formula. 
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A How about the Egyptian view? 


Q The Egyptian points. We endorsed the Egyptian 
words. Do you mean he wasn’t endorsing what you were just asked 
about? That’s one of the key points of the Egyptian vehicle. 





A In the ten points? 


Q Yes. Keep the Palestinians from outside the 
area. Territory for peace. These are the things Shamir objects 
to. What does it mean that you’re endorsing it for your own 
good. Aren’t you endorsing it for Israel to consider, no? 


A No. What we have said is this is an Egyptian 
view that can contribute to getting to a dialogue. We’re not 
embracing the ten points as such. What we’re saying is that 
this is an Egyptian view that can be helpful. It is an Egyptian 
view that demonstrates that Egypt accepts the concept of 
elections as embodied in the Israeli initiative; and, as such, 
that in itself is very positive. 


Now, if it can help Palestinians go to the table and 
say, "All right, here’s a view of the details that we would 
bring to the table to discuss -- the Israeli election initiative 
-- then that’s a positive thing, because it gets us closer to 
that kind of a dialogue. That’s why we say it’s positive. 


Q Were you at the Czech bilateral? 

A Yes. He was. 

A Yes. 

A Can we move to that, because we have to go. 

Q What Palestinian you were talking about -- 
(inaudible) -- 

A We’re talking about a dialogue between the 


Israelis and Palestinians in the Territories. 


A On Czechoslovakia, it was interesting. 
Secretary Baker began the meeting by noting this is the first 
time since 1978 that our two countries have met at this level. 
Their Foreign Minister said, yes, he was well aware of that, 
because he attended that meeting. He was the Ambassador in DC 
at the time. 


The Secretary made clear more than once our strong 
belief in human rights; that he thought it was important to have 
this meeting due to the significant changes that are going on 
Eastern Europe and in the Soviet Union. But he said that in a 
change in our relationship with Czechoslovakia would only happen 
if substantial human rights situations improved. 
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Q What was that? 


A There was substantial improvement in the human 
rights situation. 


Q The Secretary emphasized the importance of 
moving on human rights, and the Czech Foreign Minister responded 
by suggesting that we may have different views on this, but they 
do take their obligations under CSCE seriously, and they are 
interested in discussing these issues more with us. 


Another sort of what I think is an interesting 
observation made by the Secretary -- and it was an interesting 
kind of response -- was that the Secretary said that it’s our 
view that economic reform isn’t likely to succeed unless it 
works hand in hand with political reform. And the response was 
that "We Czechs understand the importance of moving ahead on the 
economy. Some people say we’re lagging behind in terms of 
perestroika and lagging behind with regard to what’s going on 
elsewhere. You Americans need to watch the developments in our 
country. We recognize that it’s important to move towards a 
more market-oriented economy, and we also realize that there has 
to be some move with regard to democratization as well." 


Now, who knows exactly what that means, but this is 
what he was saying to us. 


Q Did that surprise you? 


Q Who initiated this meeting? Was it at the 
Secretary’s initiation or the Czech Foreign Minister? 


A The request has been in the State Department 
to meet at this level, it’s my understanding, for 11 years. 


Q Did this come from EUR, or someone knew you 
were recommending that he take the initiative or -- 


A No. This is something that Secretary Baker, 
as I’ve characterized before, was an option he wanted to pick up 
on. The request, it’s my understanding, for a meeting of the 
Foreign Ministers, whichever Administration or whoever they 
were, has been, I guess, in EUR for 11 years, and Baker decided 
to pick up on the option. 


Q Is it a request from the Czech Government -- 
A To meet with the Foreign Minister? 

Q To meet with the American Foreign Minister? 
A Correct. Not necessarily at the U.N., not 


necessarily this week. 


@) It seems that we’ve adopted a posture towards 
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change in Eastern Europe, of not appearing to get out ahead of 
it. That is, certainly not urging the Poles or the Hungarians 
to undertake specific reforms. I am struck by what you just 
said that the Secretary said to the Czech Foreign Minister about 
economic reform leading to the -- affected by political reforn. 
Does that signify a -- not really a change in policy, but it is 
a slightly more progressive approach. I don’t want to read too 
much into, but I’m asking -- 


A Let me make two points: The first point would 
be that if you ask why this kind of a meeting now, well, part of 
the reason for that is that at a time of real change in Eastern 
Europe -- 


A And in the Soviet Union. 


A And in the Soviet Union, it, obviously, I 
think --and, obviously, the Secretary thought, and in fact he 
made this point -- that it makes sense to talk to the Czechs 
about that change and to see where they fit in, in the context 
of overall change. 


Now, it is a fact that the pace of change in 
Czechoslovakia has certainly not kept pace with what one has 
seen in Poland or Hungary; and, also, one of the reasons that 
the Secretary emphasized as much and as often as he did in this 
meeting, the importance of the Czechs moving on human rights 
questions, is that if you look for an area where in fact they’ve 
lagged more behind than any other, it’s in the human rights 
area. 


So it’s one thing if you were going to Poland or 
Hungary and making it clear that you have no interest in 
destabilization -- and I would say as a general principle, we 
don’t look at Eastern Europe with an eye towards creating 
greater instability. 


On the other hand, if the Czechoslovaks, as they 
have made clear to us and as they are beginning to publicize, 
are interested in economic change because they realize that they 
have a problem in terms of economic development, then it makes 
sense to sort of talk to them about the kinds of reforms they’re 
going to need, both economically but also to recognize that 
economic reform that is not accompanied -- it doesn’t 
necessarily have to be introduced -- but if it’s not accompanied 
by political reform, it’s not likely to succeed. | 


Q Are you worried that the Soviets might be 
concerned about this kind of meeting? 


A No. I don’t think so. Because I think one of 
the -- 


Q You think they understand at least -- 
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A No. I think that’s right, because again I 
think that if you look at it from the standpoint of what is 
helpful overall to perestroika, I mean, having reform models 


that work ought to be helpful to perestroika. 


Q Did the Czech Minister elaborate on what he 
was talking about in saying what your interest is? 


A Only that he was -- that the developments 
there needed to be watched as they were actively working now to 
introduce reform; that they were in fact changing many of their 
laws, and that they were going to be introducing much more of a 
mixed economy. He actually used the words, "We’re going to have 
a nixture." 





Now, he also said, to put it in perspective and not 
to create a set of false expectations -- he said they’re trying 
to make the socialist system work, and the changes that they 
will carry out will be designed to sort of build on the system 
they have. He didn’t suggest in any way that they were going to 
radically reform it. 


A Can I say one other thing he did? 


Q Did he make any substantive comments about the 
changes that are taking place in Hungary with respect to -- 

A He did not. 

A Can I mention one other thing that you might 


want to know about? In the lines of what Secretary Baker said, 
"We don’t want to see instability. He also said more than once 
-- human rights are at the forefront of our foreign policy." In 
line with that, he gave them -- which I did not bring with me; 
it’s in his own talking papers -- a specific list -- he didn’t 
hand him a list, but read them specific names, specific cases, 
and asked them -- 


Q How many? 

A About four or five individuals -- names of 
individuals. 

Q Who are -- 

A Human rights abuses. 

Q How many did you say? 


A About four or five. I don’t have their 
names. But the point is he also said -- 


Q Are they detained or what? 





A Yes. 
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Q They are the people who were involved in the 
denonstration? 

A That was one group. The August group. 

A It included then. 

Q Ten, 20, 40 -- big list, long list? 

A No. He just said about four or five names. 

Q (Many questions at once -- inaudible). 

A Can I finish, please? Thank you. He also 


made the point of saying that just as he has, or the United 
States has, in our U.S.-Soviet dialogue, he feels we have made 

t strides, great progress, in this area. Could they look 
nto or would they be receptive to looking into doing a similar 
thing, because nothing really -- or a lot could not go forward 
until this was sought. 


Interestingly enough, the Foreign Minister said they 
have some type of humanitarian working group. We are not really 
familiar exactly with what that is, but Baker is very interested 
in looking at a working level group -- to start working at a 
working level group in the area of human rights, specifically on 
these cases and others, and the Foreign Minister seemed to be 
receptive to that, as Secretary Baker was. 


So that is something that was done in this actual 


bilateral. 
A He made the point in particular -- 
Q Did the U.S. -- 
A Yes. He made the -- 


Q He agreed to have it, or you think they’re 
going to look into it? 


A It was just put through, but he certainly 
didn’t shut it down. He’s going to talk to Ambassador Schifter. 


Q One of the points that he made is that, look, 
we may not agree on these issues, but we agreed that we should 
be talking about this; and they continued to emphasize that they 
have a very strong interest in seeing cooperation with us. The 
Secretary made it clear that our ability to cooperate with them 
will be very much tied up with whether or not progress can be 
made on the human rights front. In response to that, he 
emphasized this humanitarian and human rights working group and 
the value of having exchanges in that -- 
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Q Does the Administration favor opening of 
negotiations between the Israelis and the Palestinians before 
the election? 


A What we have talked about is a dialogue, and a 
dialogue that would help to define how you get to elections, and 
how you make them work. 


Q You realize that Mr. Arens said here time and 
again that he is against any negotiations before elections. 


A I just said a dialogue, and, if you look at 
Point 14 of the Israeli’s 20-point plan, it referred to a 
dialogue before elections, because Point 15 is on elections, and 
it says it takes place afterward. 





Q (Inaudible) 


A That is Point 20 of the Government of Israel 
-- Point 14 of the Government of Israel’s May 14 Cabinet 
resolution, which the Prime Minister obviously supported. 


A Ralph’s got a question. 


Q When you said that the Czech talked about 
changing some of their laws and they talk about having a mixed 
economy, did they discuss changing any laws on the human rights 
front or he referred to the economy? 


A He made one observation on that, in which he 
said that they were also reviewing their criminal code, and that 
they would be rewriting their criminal code; and that might well 
get precisely at the kinds of laws that constituted -- from our 
standpoint -- the kinds of violations of human rights which 
would be modificd. Now, he didn’t say exactly what that was. 

He simply said ‘i: -*t they were in the process of rewriting their 
criminal code. 


Q And can I ask whether there was any agreement 
to have a regularity of meetings between the U.S. and 
Czechoslovakia, either at this level or at other levels? 


A No. 

A No. It didn’t come up. 

Q Can I ask you about the PLO types you’ve let 
in which I think is linked to Arafat not applying. Could you 
clarify the background of this? Have you worked out some sort 
of arrangement that Arafat need not apply, but you’re letting 
Rabbo -- 


A We have not -- no. 
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it sort of a brokered deal? If Arafat holds off, we’ll let the 
other guys in? 


A No. There’s been no such thing as that. 


Q Well, what makes these guys qualified and 
Arafat not? 


A Well, first of all, I’m not sure who you’re 
referring to, number one. 


Q The guys that you announced today were coming 
in -- Rabbo, Abbas, and there was another fellow who showed up. 


The Palestinian Communist Party Chief, the Hawatneh guy and the 
Habash guy. 


A I’d have to look into it, because I’m really 
not familiar with then. 


A This is the last question. 

Q On another subject, the Iranian Finance 
Minister is in Washington for the IMF meeting. Are there any 
plans -- 
Zero. 
-- to meet with the Iranians? 


For Jim Baker? Zero. Never come up. 


Thank you. 


non + OD F 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY NEWS BRIEFING 


DPC #172 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1989, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Let me make one administrative announcement. There will be no 
briefing tomorrow from this podium. The Secretary is giving a 
Press Conference at the end of the day in New York, so that 
speaks for the State Department on Friday. fhose of you who 
take the day off, have a nice weekend. 


With that, let me take your questions. 


Q Do you have any observations to make about the 
death of President Marcos? 


2) The White House, I believe, issued a statement 
this morning expressing our condolences to Mrs. Marcos and 
members of her family. That speaks for all of us. I don't 
have anything additional to add on that score. 





—  Q Is there any more languag that you could read to 
us since we didn't see it? 


A I have the confirmed fina: text, right? 
(Addressing staff) Let me read to you wiiat the Press Secretary 
over there said. And that was, "The President and Mrs. Bush 
were saddened to hear of the death of former President Marcos. 
They offer their condolences to Mrs. Marcos and the members of 
her family. 


"For over 20 years, Mr. Marcos was the leader of the 
Philippines, a nation that has been and remains a staunch 
friend and ally of the United States. 


"Mr. Marcos agreed to leave the Philippines at a 
critical juncture in its nation's history. His departure 
permitted the peaceful transition to popular democratic rule 
under President Aquino.” That was the statement. 


Q Any position on whether - how the U.S. feels 
about where he should be buried -- in the Philippines or in’ 
dawaii? 
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" The decision is one for the Government of the 
Philippines to make. They requested -- for those who have seen 


Cory Aquino's statement, it makes clear the Philippine 
Government -~ I've got it here -- “For the tranquillity of the 
state and the order of society, the remains of Ferdinand Marcos 
will not be allowed to be brought into our country," is what 
she said. So that in the United States the Federal Aviation 
Administration is issuing a rule which prevents the operation 
of any aircraft, or the initiation of any flight carrying the 
remains of Mr. Marcos, from the United States to the 
Philippines. The rule applies to all aircraft which might 
depart from the United States. 


Q Richard, do you have any assessment or update on 
how much money he's alleged to have taken out of the 
Philippines and how much has been returned to the Philippines? 


A No, [ don't. [ think much of that is a matter of 
dispute in the courts. 


Q Richard, if I can take you to another area. 
Yesterday, Mr. Peres, at the Brookings Institution, said, in 
answer to a question about the involvement of the United States 
Administration in the 10-point plan -- ['m quoting -- "It was 
the Bush Administration that has approached Egypt to try and 
convince the Palestinians with the need to adopt the 10-point 
plan so there is an initiative on the part of the Bush | 
Administration to that effect." 


He made it very clear that thi. is an American plan. 
What do you have to comment, or a reaction to his statement? 


2) I really don't have any nw way of characterizing 
our attitude towards the Egyptians - Egypt's ten points. We 
see it as acceptance of the proposal to have elections. We see 
it as points offering an Egyptian view of how the elections 
could be carried out, how they should be put together, and how 
they should be carried out. We see it as a vehicle that can 
get that process moving. Those are all things that we've said 
before. That is our view of the Egyptians' ten points. 


Q But you didn't answer my question. 


a I would note -- let me add one thing to this and 
maybe that will stop my commentary, and that is, there is the 
meeting today in New York with the Egyptian and Israeli Foreign 
Ministers. It's on the Secretary's schedule for 3:30 p.m. So 
any further developments along this line, [ think, would have 
to come out of New York and that meeting. 


Q Was this, the ten point plan to Egypt, an 
American initiative or not, it would appear the statement of 
Mr. Peres yesterday? This is my question 


A Again, I haven't seen the details of Mr. Peres' 
statement -- 
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Q Can you take -- 


a -— but I think our view of the Egyptian plan, the 
Egyptian proposal, we've always called it that. 


Q He is the Vice Premier of Israel and he knows 
about these talks, possibly, and he wouldn't have made that 
statement in public yesterday without knowing what he's talking 
about. 


os I'm going to have to leave any further 
developments, really, to come out of New York. That's where 
these people are meeting. 


Q Can you take the question? 
a No, I don't see any purpose in it, frankly. 


Q In the same area. Do you have any reaction to 
the 68 United States Senators' letter to Mr. Baker asking to 
deny Arafat a visa to the United States? 


a No, I don't. 


Q And last but not least, do you have any comment 
on the economic crackdown on the West Bank Palestinians -- the 
search and confiscation of property of Palestinians in Beit 
Sahour in the West Bank to pay for the § .raeli taxes? 


a I wasn't aware of the sit: ition there. It's 
something we'll look into. 


Q Could you expand on a statement by Mr. Quayle 
today that the United States is providing assistance to the 
non-communist resistance in Cambodia? Apparently, he made it 
in Kuala Lumpur. 


a I'm not sure what expansion you look for. We've 
had Congressionally-funded programs that provide non-lethal 
humanitarian assistance and transporation to the non-communist 
resistance. We've spoken many times from this podium about the 
need to support the non-communist resistance to ensure that 
they continue to be a viable force. 


Q But it's not lethal? There's no military 
assistance? 


A The U.S. Government supplies non-lethal aid. 


Q So the position is the same, following the 
departure of the Vietnamese forces? 


A That's right. 
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Q To follow up on that, House Speaker Foley said 
two days ago that the House approved lethal military aid for 
the non-communist resistance recently with the understanding 
that it would be used as a bargaining chip in a peace 
settlement. And that given the failure of the peace 
settlement, that the Congress would be reassessing the approval 
of lethal assistance to the non-communist Cambodian rebels. 
Could you comment on this? 


i) I'm not familiar with the Speaker's remarks, so I 
don't have any detailed comment. All [ can tell you is what 
we're doing, and that's providing non-lethal aid. 


Q Can you confirm or deny the oresence of a covert 
lethal aid program? 


a You know I can't talk about a covert program. I 
can tell you very clearly that the U.S. Government supplies 
non-lethal aid. 


Q Is the U.S. Government considering supplying 
lethal aid to back the non-communist resistance, as it appears 
inevitable that the Khmer Rouge has a lot greater store of 
weapons than the non-communist resistance does? 


a I'm not aware of any change in the programs we 
have or what we're supplying. 


Q The State Department has not asked Congress for 
an increase in military aid or a military aid component to its 
aid to the non-communist resistance? 


A We have asked Congress for an increase in the 
next year's budget in the humanitarian assistance that we 
provide. [I'm not aware of any other requests. 


Q Do you have any information on recent fighting 
along the Thai border? 


a No, I don't. 


Q And, finally, do you believe that the Vietnamese 
have pulled out? 


a We addressed that the other day. All we can say, 
really, is that apparently they are removing, or at this point, 
apparently, they have removed but no one knows for sure because 
there has been no comprehensive settlement and there's been no 
verification mechanism under that settlement. ' 


Q And in the same area, just one final question 
At one point we were told that if Vietnam gets out of Cambodia, 
that that would be the main stumbling block to improving 
relations. Subsequently, we were told that's not quite true, 
that there are other issues. Can you tell us where it is now? 
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a I discussed that in about a page and a half 
yesterday. I'd be glad to get it for you. 


Q Is there any reaction to the Soviet proposal to 
have a European and North American summit in the second half of 
next year in Europe? 


a I don't have anything here today. I believe the 
Secretary addressed this in Wyoming. ['1ll see if we can get 
the quotes for you on that. Somebody spoke about it recently. 
We'll get you something. 


Q South Africa: You might have been asked about 
this yesterday. Anything on the relaxation of some of the 
racial laws in Johannesburg? 


a In Johannesburg? I do have something. We say we 
applaud the decision by the Johannesburg City Council to move 
forward now to begin the process of dismantling apartheid. We 
urge the South African Government to support the implementation 
of the Johannesburg City Council's decision. 


Active opposition to apartheid is a long-standing and 
unambiguous policy of the United States. We reject totally the 
South Africa system of race-based minority rule and of 
privilege. 


~ The real problem in South Africa is not the remaining 
structures of petty apartheid but the continued basic political 
and social inequalities which are at the core of apartheid. 
Therefore, we urge President de Klerk to start the process of 
establishing a non-racial democratic government in South Africa. 


Q Anything new on the Angolan situation or the 
visits next week? 


a Dr. Savimbi will arrive in Washington this 
Saturday for a one-week visit. i don't have details of 
meetings at this point, but we would expect him to meet with 
Administration officials. 


Zairean President Mobutu will also be in the United 
States next week, and we do expect to have consultations with 
him as well as Or. Savimbi about the current status of 
negotiations. 


Q When they meet -- will Mr. Savimbi and Mobutu 
meet somewhere in Washington to discuss - 


a You'd have to ask them about. that I'm not sure 
if they're in the same place at the same time. We intend to 
see them separately, I believe. 


- : 7 a Oa % e., 
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Q Richard, forgive the voice. Over the past couple 
of days Mr. Peres has been addressing the issue of 
deportations. He was asked at the National Press Club about 
deportations. He said he considered deportation preferable to 
execution, when he was asked yesterday whether he considered 
deportation and execution as capital punishment for capital 
crimes. He said the punishment doesn't necessarily fit the 
crime when you're being deported from the West Bank. 


Could you, just for the record, post for me the United 
States Government's opinion on deportations? 


A I'd be glad to. 
Q Thank you. 


a It seems to me I should have watched the Press 
Club's speech a little more closely. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that up to 
200,000 Soviets might be barred from admission to the U.S.? 


A These are estimates, I take it, drawn from a 
variety of estimates of applicants and what's in the refugee 
numbers. 


I think the important thing for us to make clear, as I 
think’weé tried to make clear several times in the Congressional 
testimony, as I believe Mr. Eagleburger iaid out in great 
detail, was that we're doing a whole variety of things to take 
care of the people that are coming out of the Soviet Union. 
We've proposed an increase in refugee numbers for next year. 

It is already on top of increases that we had last year, which 
have been very generous all along and which have gone up very 


rapidly. 


We've proposed legislation to take up to about 30,000 
additional people. We've using the Attorney General's parole 
status for a variety of people coming out of the Soviet Union. 
And as Mr. Eagleburger made very clear as well, we're in touch 
with third countries to make sure that everyone does the most 
it can. That remains our commitment: to do everything we can 
to see that these people can depart and be resettled in an 
orderly and humane manner. 





Py But is there a possibility that some might not be 
accommodated through all these various means? 


a That's just so nebulous a situation that I just 
can't say it. We remain committed to doing everything we can. 
We've been in touch with other governments to make sure that 
everybody plays their part in it and how the numbers will work 


out. 
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[t may be possible -- it may be likely that 
individuals might not be accommodated in a specific year. 


Q .-. Or ina specific country? 


A Or in a specific country. I think we've done our 
utmost to make sure that there is a way of resettling these 
people in an orderly and humane fashion. 


Q The United States has long been pressing the 
Soviet Union to release all the Soviet Jews that want to leave 
the country. Given the present circumstance of Limited access 
to the United States -—- as far as perhaps 200,000 people will 
be disappointed -- what would be your message to Soviet Jews 
today considering leaving their country of origin? 


A Well, the - 
Q Do you encourage them? 


A The first thing, I think, to make clear is that 
the Soviet Union has international obligations through the 
Helsinki process as well where, yes, the United States and 
other governments have stressed the importance of freedom of 
emigration. That's a basic right that people have -- freedom 
to travel. It's something we think that all governments should 
recognize as a matter of course. 


~ @ large number of people have wanted to depart from 
the Soviet Union. [ guess all [I can say is that we have tried 
to take care of them. Individuals, of course, have to apply 
for status -- qualify for status -- in different ways in 
different countries. We try to have a yariety of means 
available to people so that we can take as many as we can. 


As regards as our advice to individuals, people make 
their own decisions based on what we can offer to them. [ 
don't think we really do have any specific advice to 
individuals about choice. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:57 p.m.) 
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Press Brieting ot Sept. 28, 1989 
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CFE: SOVIET SUGGESTION FOR A EUROPEAN SUMMIT 


Q: What is the U.S. position on the Soviet proposal for a 
European Summit on CFE in 19907" 

A: SECRETARY BAKER ANSWERED THAT QUESTION IN HIS PRESS 
BRIEFING IN NEW YORK ON MONDAY. IN RESPONSE TO A QUESTION 
ABOUT WHETHER THE SUGGESTION OF A SUMMIT HAD COME UP IN THE 
PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH NATO ALLIES AT THE U.N., SECRETARY 


BAKER SAID: ‘. 


“IT CAME UP IN THE SENSE THAT WE REPORTED IT TO THE 
NATO FOREIGN MINISTERS -- AND THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF NATO, BY 
THE WAY, ATTENDED THIS LUNCH. WE REPORTED IT SIMPLY AS A FACT, 
AND WE TOLD THE FOREIGN MINISTERS THAT OUR RESPONSE TO MINISTER 
SHEVARDNADZE IN WYOMING HAD BEEN -- THIS IS A MATTER OF 
ALLIANCE CONSIDERATION: THE UNITED STATES CANNOT UNILATERALLY 
MAKE THAT DETERMINATION, AND WE WILL TAKE THE REQUEST AND 
CONSULT WITH OUR ALLIES AND GET BAKC TO YOU. WE ARE NOW IN THE 
PROCESS OF CONSULTING WITH OUR ALLIES ON THAT SUGGESTION, AND 
ONCE WE FINISH, WE'LL HAVE A POSITION AND WE'LL GET BACK TO THE 


SOVIET UNION." 
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Question taken at the noon briefing, September 28, 1989 


ISRAELI DEPORTATIONS 


Q: What is the U.S. policy to:vard Israeli deportation of Palestinians 


from the occupied territories? , 
x 


EXCERPT FROM BRIEFING OF JUNE 30, 1989: 


Q And what can you tell us about the deportation 
then? 

i) The what? 

Q The Isreeli deportation of those eight? 

Q There was a statement late yesterday -- you 


distributed a statement late yesterday but you didn't have a 
briefing. 


a I had a statement for you on the deportations 
which is: We are strongly opposed to deportations. We have 
statec our opposition to this practice publicly and have spoken 
to the Government of Israel many times about this. It is fully 
aware of our views. 


Deportations are harmful at any time and particularly 
right now when we are seeking international and Palestinian 
support for Israel's election proposal. Our efforts are geared 
to convincing Palestinians on the need to move into a dialogue 
with Israel and begin the process of elections and negotiations 
that will lead to a comprehensive resolution of the conflict. 
Deportations are also unacceptable under the Fourth Geneva 
Convention. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


A Sure. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 

THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, LII 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
SEPTEMBER 28, 1989 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me say that I've just finished meeting 
with Foreign Minister Megquid and Foreign Minister Arens. There 
was so much interest in this meeting that I thought I'd come 
down here and give you the readout on it myself. 





We met one-on-—one-on-one. We met for an hour and a half. We 
had a good discussion, I think, on ways to move forward in the 
peace process. The three of us agreed to stay in close touch, 
and I believe that there may be some potential for progress, 
and I want to emphasize the “may.” 


It's important to note that the Israeli Cabinet is going to be 
meeting next week and will be considering the status of their 
elections initiative as it has developed since it was announced 
last May. For our part, we intend to remain active and 
committed to helping the parties move towards dialogue, 
elections and negotiations. 


So I'd be glad to respond to your questions. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what gives rise to this hope of yours 
that there may be progress? What changed today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think the -- it's not a new hope. It 
didn't spring just from this meeting. I have said for a long 
time that I thought the Israeli elections initiative offered 
some prospect for moving forward. I think that the response 
that we've seen from the Egyptians is positive when you 
consider that the Egyptians readily concede that their 
so-called ten-points proposal constitutes an acceptance of the 
concept of elections as advanced by Israel. And it's not in 
any sense a competing proposal. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you agree on the list of the 
Palestinians, which it was reported, that Mubarak was bringing 


them in? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. And we didn't review any such list. 
This is one of the questions, of course -- one of the major 
questions of modalities with respect to how you get to a 
dialogue -- who will represent the Palestinians -- and that 
issue has not as yet been determined. 








Let me say one more time the Israeli Cabinet will be meeting 
next week to consider this, and we will really not know until 
after that meeting has been concluded whether there really are 
prospects for progress or not. 


QUESTION: Did you get more positive - 


TION: (Inaudible) the Egyptians negotiating for the 
Palestinians or what? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Did what? Do I anticipate -- that's not what 
we did today. We didn't get into that kind of level of 

detail. What we were meeting on was the general concept of the 
Israeli election proposal, and how we could take practical, 
pragmatic steps to make that work -- how could we move toward 
getting Israelis and Palestinians at the same table to talk 
about the modalities for elections. 





8111? 


QUESTION: It sounds as though you reached some kind of -- 
something that moved the process forward in asking those 
questions among the three of you. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think the fact that we were meeting .- the 
three of us were meeting -- is to some extent progress. Again, 
I want to say that the Israeli Cabinet will be meeting next 
week, and much rests on that decision and that determination. 





Carol? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you ask or encourage the Israeli 
Government to go to Cairo and have talks with the Palestinians 


under Egyptian auspices? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't want to get into the exquisite detail 
of everything I said in this meeting or, for that matter, what 
anybody else said. What I did encourage was that we -- the 
three of us -- continue to look for ways in which we can move 
this process forward; what practical steps can we take to move 
the process forward. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 
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SECRETARY BAKER: And when I say “the process," I'm talking now 
again about the [Israeli elections proposal. And I want to say 
one more time that the suggestion that the Egyptian Government 
has made is simply the position that the Palestinians would 
take to the table to start talking about elections. It is not 
in any sense a competing proposal to the Israeli proposal. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, was there -- 


QUESTION: There's a distinction, too, in that the Palestinians 
would come to the table -- not exactly the Palestinians the 
Israelis would like to have come to the table. That's an issue. 


SECRETARY BAKER: That will be an issue -- 


QUESTION: Mubarak -—- 


SECRETARY BAKER: That will be a bridge that will have to be 
crossed in future discussions, absolutely. The question of who 
represents the Palestinians in the territories is a major issue 
that will have to be -- 


QUESTION: May I ask you the question I was trying to get to, 
please? Is your hope -- the hope you've expressed -- is it 
based on possibly the hope that Israel will see the Egyptian 
proposal as a helpful facilitator, or is your hope based 
possibly on some blending now between the Egyptian proposal -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. It is not the latter. 
QUESTION: -- and the Israeli proposal. 


SECRETARY BAKER: It is not the latter, because they are not 
competing proposals, and what we are trying to make clear -- 
and [I think the Egyptians quite readily concede -- they, too, 
are trying to move the process forward. They are not trying 
to, in any way, impede it by putting a competing proposal on 
the table. 





This so-called Egyptian ten points would simply be the position 
the Palestinians would embrace at the beginning of a dialogue 
with Israel on the modalities for elections. 


QUESTION: The Soviets have offered to hold talks of their own 
in Moscow with all the parties concerned. How do you react to 
that? Mr. Shevardnadze made that comment after his meeting 
with Mr. Arens. 


Yes. I don't react particularly positively 
to that, frankly, because this process is extraordinarily 
difficult to get started. There have been many, many 
suggestions through the years of an international conference, 
the meetings of the Permanent Five, a meeting of the 
superpowers to kick this off. 
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What we really ought to concentrate on now is not any of these 
other ideas, but the proposal that Israel herself had advanced 
for a dialogue with Palestinians. Let's get the parties 
talking together at the same table. Without that, you're not 
going to make any progress. That is a very difficult first 
step. It is a very important first step, and that's what we 
ought to concentrate on. 


Norm? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Israeli Cabinet previously has 
been evenly split on whether the Egyptian ten points is what 
you say it is or is a competing proposal. Did you get any 
indication from Minister fArens that there might be a change in 
that deadlock at the meeting next week? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't want to get into questions that 
involve internal Israeli politics. But what is clear from our 
discussions today is that the United States does not see it as 


a competing proposal, and Egypt is conceding quite readily that 
it is not a competing proposal, but simply a means of trying to 
assist to get the parties to the table. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did you get a more positive reaction 
from Mr. Arens than we had been led to believe he would give? 
Is that part of the source of your hope? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know what you've been led to 
believe, so I can't judge that. 


QUESTION: We thought that he would reject the ten points out 
of hand. Did you get a more positive response from him than 
that? 


TARY BAKER: He did not -- I want to make it very clear, 
he did not accept nor reject. He was not in a position to do 
so, because the Israeli Government will be meeting next week. 
So he was quite careful to reserve on that. 


I do believe there is some clearer exposition or explanation of 
what at least the United States and Egypt see this proposal as 

being. I mean, I think there was a lot of misunderstanding out 
there. A lot of people felt that this was a competing proposal 
with the Israeli elections proposal, and it is not that at all. 


Ralph? 
QUESTION Mr. Secretary, I'm a little confused by something -- 
a couple of things you said today. You said several times the 


Israeli Cabinet has to meet and make a decision of some sort. 
At the same time, you've said the decision on who comes to talk 
with the Israelis is something to deal with down the road. 


RET KER: That's correct. 
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Question That's a decision you have to face later on. What 

s it you expect to occur? You keep talking about getting the 
two sides together, but, if you wait down the road to decide on 
who's going to come to get together -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: There is a debate in Israel now with respect 
to whet»xer to continue to pursue this process at all, as I 

understand. And it is that, in part, that the Israeli Cabinet 
will be debating on -- or will be considering early next week. 


QUESTION: In effect, you're first trying to get direct 
negotiations between Likud and Labor, and then you're going to 
get -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. We're not involved in that. We're not 
involved in that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said that Arens would not accept 
or reject the Egyptian proposal as a way of facilitating 
getting to the table. Would it be fair to say that he now 
understands that he would like the Israeli Cabinet to accept 
and move forward from there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me put it to you this way: The 
United States would very much like the Israeli Cabinet to move 
forward on Israel's initiative, announced in May, to come to an 
agreement with respect to Palestinians regarding elections. 
That's the way we see this. 





Now, the other items -— matters that they have to debate 
internally in Israel early next week are of no -- that's not 
something we're going to opine on or state an opinion with 
respect to or a preference. That's a matter of internal 
Israeli politics. 


QUESTION: How does the Egyptian plan -- 


QUESTION: Will you be disappointed if Israel does not go with 
this next week? What effect will that have on U.S.-Israeli 
relations? 


TARY : It's not going to be something that's going 
to affect the fundamental U.S.-Israeli relationship. Let me 
simply say to you, we're in this thing in order to try and find 
a way to move toward peace, and we don't start out taking that 
position. 


I think that's the purpose and goal of the Shamir elections 
proposal as well. 


T : Mr. Secretary, you expressed optimism, and I'm just 
wondering, have you received any kind of indication -- 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I don't know how much optimism I expressed. 
What I said was there “may” be -- we “may” see some possibility 
of progress, and I emphasized the “may,” because we may not. 
And I want everybody to understand that. This is a road that 
many have tried to travel down for a long, long time, and «here 
are many bumps and many land mines in the road, and who k =~ .:? 
All I'm trying to do is give you a sense of where we are iuday, 
and what took place in this meeting, because I know there's a 
great deal of interest, 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I could complete my question, 
sir: Just for the fact that there may be some progress, I'm 
just wondering, have you received any kind of indication that 
the Cabinet may be willing to -- 


SECRETARY BAKER No. And let me simply say that Moshe Arens 
was quite frank in saying, “Now, you know this is something we 
have to consider next week, and I cannot speak to some of these 
questions." But I do think that we have identified what some 


of the major questions are that have to be answered -- 


QUESTION: And what are they? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's something I don't want to cet 
into right here, Jim. We identified those among ourselves. 
Some of them have been referred to -- who sits at the table, 
what is the shape of the table, who represents the Palestinians 
-- questions like that. The modalities of the dialogue 
respecting elections will have to be -- 


QUESTION: You keep saying that the Cabinet is going to meet, 


we were led to understand that it was going to be Inner Cabinet. 


TARY BAKER: It may be the Inner Cabinet. I don't mean to 
suggest it won't be the Inner Cabinet. We didn't get into 
that. That's not something we really got into in detail. It 
may just be the Inner Cabinet. 


BLES TION Mr. Peres got the impression yesterday in Washington 
that -- and he said that he had been told by the Administration 
that the American Administration is not going to let this 
momentum die. Is that true? 


Ta AKER: Well, the American Administration doesn't 
have it solely within its control as to whether or not the 
momentum dies, and I wouldn't over-emphasize the momentum. I 
said there “may” be some possibility for progress. There may 
not. 


Now, this is the last question right here. 


: Did the Egyptians -- when you say that it is a 
Palestinian position at the outset brought to the table --~ is 
this what the Egyptian said that these ten points would be 


Bas 
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accepted by the Palestinians at the outset, and was there any 
discussion of the ten points as to whether they were a package 
deal or some were acceptable to the Israelis, some were not? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. Now, you see, that's where there's a lot 
of misunderstanding. It's not a question of whether they are 
acceptable to the Israelis or not. It is not a competing 
proposal. The Israelis would bring to the table their original 
proposal with respect to elections and the transitional period, 
and their policy with respect to final -— to permanent status. 





The Palestinians, on the other hand, would start with these ten 
points as their opening position for the discussion on 
modalities of the election and the transitional period, and 
they, too, would be free to raise their bottom line concerns 
when the discussion turned to final -- to permanent status. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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MR. POPADIUK: Welcome to the BACKGROUND pre-brief on the 
ne eee visit of President Salinas of Mexico. for your information 


only Ry for use in print or for sound and camera, today's 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 
words about the relationship, and then ask 
to go through the schedule. And then we'll take questions 


if you have any. 


I think there are two stories here. One is the 
relationship between two Presidents and the other is 4 relationship 
between two countries. This is the third visit that President Bush 
and President Salinas will have had since President Bush was elected. 
Their first meeting was in late November, I think the 22nd, shortly 
after our election. They also had a bilateral in Paris, and this is 
the third such meeting. And I think the fact that, in an 
unprecedented way -- President Salinas is coming for a family dinner 
at Camp David -- is a symbol of the special nature of the 
relationship that's developed between the two Presidents. 


* That's Sunday night? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's Sunday night. 

Q Family dinner? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q This coming Sunday night? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, this coming Sunday 
night, President Salinas -- we'll go through this with the schedule. 
President Salinas arrives at 3:15 p.=., and then he is going to go to 
Camp David, he and Mre. Salinas, for a private dinner with President 
and Mre. Bush. 

Q Overnight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they're coming back 






just 





at -=- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 6:30 p.m. -- 6:30 
- 9:00 p.a. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll give you all the 
Getails. And then we'll go through the schedule. 


Let me just say something about the relationship between 
our two countries. Last month, as many of you know, we held a 
meeting of the Binational Commission in Mexico. At that meeting, the 
Cabinet secretaries and ministers of most of the major departments in 
our two governments worked together on a broad range of issues. from 
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our side, we had the Secretary of State, Secretary of Treasury, 
Attorney General, Secretary of Commerce, Special Trade 
Representative, Director of the Environmental Protection Agency. 


That does not happen very often in any other 
relationship, and it {is a reflection of the fact that this is a 
special relationship, and as President Bush has said, there is none 
more important to us. Mexico is our third largest trading partner. 
We have @ 2,000-mile-long border with this country. Last year there 
were 250 million crossings of that border -- open, peaceful, lawful. 
We purchased two-thirds of Mexico's exports last year. 


And whet is happening -- and it not easy to quantify -- 
is a fundamental and qualitative change in the relationships. If I 
was going to characterize it, I would say that we have moved from -- 
we have gone fros ees the relationship es one of managing 
irritants to one of creating common opportunities. And I think if 
you think back over the last several decades of history between the 
U.S. and Mexico, most of the stories were of a problem on one side of 
the border or another, or an incident that bruised sensitivities or 
that caused friction. 


And we have not eliminated every problem, but more and 
more what we are trying to do is work together in a positive way and 
& proactive way across the board -- in trade, environment, on the 
economy, law enforcement, drug interdiction. And this meeting 
between our two Presidents and the discussions that the Secretary of 
State and the Foreign Minister will have will advance that agenda. 
They will sign a number of agreements on environmental protection, 
trade and investwent, touriem, law enforcement issues -- all of which 
will — the level and nature of the cooperation between our two 
countries. 


I think that's all I'll go into in terms of the overview 
of the relationship. Do you want to talk about the schedule itself 


-- go through that briefly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Roman asked me to remind 
you that I's on BACKGROUND. 


Q Why do you have to be on background? 


MR. POPADIUK: We established ground rules at the start 
of the briefing. That's how we should do the whole briefing. 





Q You establish them so arbitrarily. It's going to be 
printed all over the place. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With r t to the 
schedule, President Salinas and his party will be arriving at Andrews 
Air Force Base at 3:15 p.s. on wt The President and Mrs. 
Salinas will be going up for the family afternoon and evening with 
President Bush. 


Q Ie that directly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They will go directly 
from Andrews Air force Base. Spend the afternoon and evening there 
and then come beck. 


Q Excuse we for interrupting, but has any Mexican 
president ever been to Camp David? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lopez Portillo, in 1981. 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. The next day 
~~ the official estate visit doesn't begin actually until Tuesday when 
there will be an official arrival at 10:00 a.m. on the White House 
lewn. But on Mondey, President Salinas hes « number of -- in fact, 
he hee @ rather full schedule of private meetings, mostly st Blair 
House, during the course of Monday end « dinner which he will be 
hosting at the Mexicen Embassy. But this is 411 under the category 
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of a personal and informal schedule. 


And then on Tuesday et 10:00 a.m. there will be the 
officiel errivel on the White House lawn. At 10:30 a.m., meeting 
with the President -- from 10:30 a.m. until 10:45 a.8., a one-on-one 
meeting in the Oval Office. And then an expanded meeting in the 
Cabinet Room from 10:45 p.m. until 11:30 a.m. A lunch hosted by 
Secretary Baker at 12:30 p.m. And then two wreath-laying ceremonies 
in the afternoon, one at the Lincoln Memorial and one at the Juarez 
Memorial. And then another series of meetings, including with the 
Vice President in the afternoon, until the state dinner which takes 
place that evening here in the White House. 


The next day, guy fb the 4th, is essentially devoted 
to -- the part that's here in Washington is to the Congress. 
President Salinas has a meeting with the joint congressional 
leadership. And then at 11:00 a.m. he will be addressing a joint 
— of the Congress, followed by a speech at the National Press 
Club. 


And then after several additional activities, he will go 
up in the afternoon to New York and spend roughly 24 hours in New 
or @ program there, which includes a dinner at the Metropolitan 
Museum and meeting with the Secretary General of the United Nations 
orth. 


: 


And then he up on Thursday evening to Providence, 
Rhode Island, where he will both speak to and receive an honorary 
degree from Brown University. 


And then on Friday morning, he will leave directly from 
Providence and go back to Mexico. 


And as my colleague mentioned, we do envisage the signing 
of seven different agreements, subject -- give or take one or 80, 
—s on the final negotiating that always goes on in these 
ngs 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make one last 
point that I should have made, which is, if you go back and read the 
conventional wisdom about Mexico a year ago, it was predicting crisis 
and turmoil and economic catastrophe. To President Salinas’ great 
credit, he has, I think, surprised all of the skeptics with his 
performance politically and economically. And what he is doing with 
the Mexican economy is, in the history of that country, 


revolutionary. ‘ve jointed the GATT, they're privatizing, 
they're ng up to increased investment. We see that all to the 
good for of our countries. We think it will mean trade will 


expand on both sides, employment will expand. 


Clearly, the fact that Mexico was the first country to 
reach a successful conclusion under the Brady Plan of its 
negotiations with the commercial banks is a sign of the confidence 
that the financial community has in Mexico today. 


Shortly after that agreement was reached, domestic 
interest rates in Mexico fell 22 points. That, in and of itself, if 
it continues, will save Mexico on an annualized basis $10 billion in 
its domestic debt service in addition to the savings on the 
commercial reductions through the Brady Plan. 


New investment is beginning to flow back. We think that 
there is growing confidence in Mexico. We think it's a great 
opportunity for investment. The Secretary of Commerce is going to 
lead « delegation of U.S. businesspeople, potential investors to 
Mexico in November. And we think that thie is a story of success and 
good news, and much of it is to the credit of President Salinas. 


Q What about the perennial problems, though? Illegal 
aliens and drug trafficking? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me take drug 
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trafficking first. On that ecore, we would note that President 
Salinas moved very early to resrrest one of the major marijuana 
traffickers who had been reieased under questionable circumstances. 
I believe he's also movin to indict the judges who were involved in 
that. He moved forceful’ to address the Camarena case, and there 
have been some prosecuticus there as well. 


We obvicusly feel very strongly, as the Mexican 
government does, thet this is an area where we want to and need to 
cooperate closely. i would say to Mexico's credit that 60 percent of 
the budget of their Attorney General is devoted to narcotics 
interdiction and law enforcement. Twenty-five percent of their armed 
forces are devoted to eradication and interdiction. So there is a 
major national commitment by the Salinas government to drug 
interdiction. We obviously want to see more, they want to see more, 
and that's an area where we're expanding our cooperation. 


They signed and ratified a treaty regarding law 
enforcement cooperation, which is actually pending in the Senate, 
which will allow us to expand our efforts to go after money 
laundering and other narcotics-related activities. We hope the 
Senate will move on that. It's called the Mutual Legal Assistance 
Treaty, I believe. 


On the question of immigration, we have been very pleased 
that the Mexican government has cooperated very closely with us in 
trying to regulate and stem the flow of Central American refugees 
over the last six months. As I said earlier, we have a 2,000-mile 
border with Mexico. There are 250 million crossings every year that 
are normal and under regular procedures. There's obviously also 
problems that crop up on both sides. I think we're working closely 
together on those. The Mexicans have some concerns, we have sone 
concerns. But on this basic area of border cooperation, that's an 
area where we think we're making progress. They just established a 
new office to address this. We're doing the same thing in the State 
Department. That was one of the decisions made at the Binational 
Commission. So I think we have better mechanisms to cope with this 
as well. 


Q Can you give us a little bit more detail on the 
seven agreements to be signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think I 
want to go into all the detail. I'11 give you the broad topics: 
They involve trade and investment, environmental issues, pollution, 
environmental issues slong the border involving the river, sewage -- 
Rio Grande and sewage treatment and the like, tourism, some law 
enforcement agreements as well. 


Q On the sewage, will the Tijuana-San Diego Sewage 
Agreement be part of this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that is one of 
the agreements that we're looking at, yes. 


Q On the eradication program, you indicated it's been 
successful. Is the amount of acreage used for crops which in turn 
are used for illicit narcotics trafficking down or up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: From when? Eighty-nine 
to ‘86? 


Q No -- any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't mean to imply, 
or I don't think I said that there's sort of a blanket -- something's 
been successful or not. I said that there's a clear commitment by 
the Salinas administration to work on this and they've devoted 
considerable resources to do so. We want to see more progress. 


In answer to your question, I don't know exactly, so I'll 
ask if one of my friends here has any figures on eradication. 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- because a lot of this 
has to do with very remote parts of the country. I think that what 
we can say with greater degree of certainty is that seizures ere up 
-- drug seizures. They've seized 20 tons of cocaine this year, for 
example, which is already slightly ahead of the figure for all of 
last year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But New Mexico remains a 
major transshipment point for cocaine. It is probably the second 
largest source of marijuana and also a significant source of heroin. 
So we do have major concerns in that area and it's an area where we 
hope to make more progress in the future. 


Q President Salinas has said in recent interviews with 
American media that he's coming here seeking a major trade agreement. 
Could you explain a little bit how you read what he is coming here to 
seek? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fortunately my colleague 
from USTR happens to be here to answer this question. Do you want to 
identify yourself? 


INISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm on background, bu 
name is . I'm from 


I can't answer your question exactly, because I don't 
know what Mr. Salinas' desires are. We have worked out an agreement 
-- it's actually an understanding that we will sign on Tuesday which 
tries to go beyond our current legal framework and establish an 
ongoi series of negotiations on different areas -- product areas or 
other issues. These will be consistent with both countries’ GATT 
obligations -- that is that we must provide treatment equal to all 
our other trading partners. And they will be consistent with our 
goals to improve the GATT system in the future. By that I mean that 
these are not the beginning of an agreement like we have with Canada. 
They are not. 





Q Is this the most significant of the agreements to be 
signed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will allow all of you 
to make that judgment after the agreements are signed and you can 
read them and determine that. 


Q What's your judgment going in? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me? 

Q What is your informed judgment going in? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let's wait until 
the parties have had a chance to sign the agreements and then we'll 
try to decide which are more significant. 


Q You're on background. I mean, since you're on 
background, can't you give us a little bit more of an assessment? 


Q We're looking for perspective here. 
SENiven AvUnmINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, otherwise why not 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the important 
agreement. We think it's an important symbol of the direction we're 
moving, which is greatly expanded economic cooperation, greatly 
expanded trade, hopefully expanded investment, which we're beginning 
to see, by the United States. We think there are also some important 
environmental agreements that we're going to address as well. 


Q Well, you're saying then that you're not going to 
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make any actual concessions on trade, but you’ns setting up a 
mechanism that might lead to more changes in trade policy, or what is 
it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we have no specific 
announcements on Tuesday regarding concessions. What we're talking 
about is a process. We've set up a process -- how to proceed in the 
future. 


Q Do you have eny idea what areas you would have these 
discussions in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. To be determined in 
November. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you could -- 
there's greater focus on specific sectors, which I think you could 
give some -- 


Q Tortillas. (Laughter.) 
Q . Come on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have ideas -- well, 
clearly both countries have an interest in the agricultural sector. 
We ship significant quantities of goods to Mexico -- corn, sorghus, 
soy beans, livestock, and certainly Mexico ships us a lot of product. 
Fruits and vegetables -- 40 percent of our fruits and vegetables in 
the winter come from Mexico, so that's a good area. 





In terms of industrial products, because of the border 
and the way the border is organized with maquilla production, we 
share a lot of industrial products. Automotive parts is a big one. 
We also have interests in services -- we'd like to provide services 
in Mexico and they would like to provide services here. So there's a 
lot of areas that we could look at. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's one added point. 
There is, I think, going to be a commitment in this new agreement to 
a work plan to identify these issues. So there's a real commitment 
to some kind of momentunm in our discussions. 


Q Well, what are the problems that have to be worked 
out that we're setting this process up for? I mean, I'm not familiar 
with U.S. trade relations. Are there particular problems, for 
example, in the agricultural sector in terms of duties or quotas or 
anything on goods going back and forth? Health requirements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Take an area and there 
are problems, sure. Most recently we've had trouble sending our live 
animals into Mexico for health reasons. The Mexican ministry has 
wanted certain kinds of shots given to the animals before they go 
down and we don't give the shots because it would spread the disease 
here. That's a classic phytosanitary problen. 


The reverse is true for Mexican products. They'd like to 
ship us mangos and avocados and we say that they have some flies, and 
we don't let them in. So those are typical of the kind of border 
problems you get into. 


There are tariff problems, not just on agricultural 
products, but on industrial products. We have high tariffs in 
different places. 


The Mexican tariff level is set at 20, no higher, and 
it's between 10 and 20 percent. Their trade weighted-average -- now 
don't quote me -- obviously you can't because it's on background -- 
but their trade-weighted average is about 10 percent, which is about 
what Canada is at. For a developing country, that's very low. Our 
trade-weighted average is about 3 percent. So they are significantly 
advanced tn their tariff programs, but there are problems. And on 
services, of course, we have barriers on services as do they -- 
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financial services, for example. 


Q Well, are your talking about setting up some sort of 
body to negotiate a settlement to all this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm talking about 
setting up @ process. We don't need the body because we have the 
Trade Representative's office and the Ministry of Commerce and 
Industrial Development in Mexice. Those are the two bodies. 





SENIOR ADMINISTFATSION OFFICIAL: The difference is a 
qualitative difference, but it is significant, which is instead of 
having mechanisms sirply to add:ess trade problems, we are going to 
aggressively try to move forward in creating expanded trading 
opportunities, reducing barriers, reducing some of the kinds of 
irritants that he addressed so that I think there's a will on both 
sides to move forward on this. We've already made some progress in 
the binational and elsewhere. We're going to try to set up an 
ongoing mechanism to keep the progress moving ahead. 


_ Q Is it just purely trade issues or investment issues 
also 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Investment issues as 
well. 


Q All for the same -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Do you not have talks in these areas now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure we do, yes. We 
have a framework agreement where these are addressed, but -- 


Q What is it that makes this a more aggressive 
approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The current agreement 
that we have and the current set of talks are really to solve 
specific problems, so ve call it a dispute settlement mechanism. It 
was a document from 1967 that Ambassador Yeutter signed. And what it 
says is, if you've got a problem, 30 days later we'll talk. 


What has evolved, however, are an ongoing series of 
consultations. So what we're doing is trying to make an executive 
agreement that covers this ongoing series of talks, number one. And 
number two, we'd like to aggressively negotiate on specific problems 
and get rid of them. And these are the sort of harder problems to 
solve. That's a transformation of the current dispute settlement 
mechanism into a set of negotiations. 


Q Is steel going to be a part of this? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we have separate 


discussions on steel, which are being talked about as a part of our 
continuation of our VRA. 





Q Do you agree with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot yet. Though in the 
last go-around the Mexican portion was increased, as I remember. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:26 P.M. EOT 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
U.S.U.N. MISSION 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
SEPTEMBER 29, 1989 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, [ don't know whether 
some of you who have been with us all week are as tired as I 
am, but [ think it's been a pretty good eight days, 
notwithstanding that. I've had 46 meetings with foreign 
officials over the past five days, including 35 bilaterals. To 
sum it up, I think that the progress we made in Wyoming, 
particularly on arms control, helped set a positive spirit that 
is encouraging to all members of the United Nations. 





For a while it's undoubtedly true that international relations 
no longer has to move in the shadow of . bipolar world. § It's 
also true, [I think, that the U.S.-Soviet relationship remains 
very important to the entire internatioval community. 


This week, of course, also saw the President's proposal on 
chemical weapons which offers a new and realistic program for 
moving in a practical way toward a global ban on chemical 
weapons. It also presented us with an opportunity to address 
further the process of change in Eastern Europe. I[ believe 
that the nations of the West are working collectively to 
encourage these changes with real support and also with a real 
recognition that the success of these reforms must depend in 
the end upon the peoples of Poland and Hungary themselves. We 
can help, and we should help, and we will help, but they must 
act. 


It is our hope, of course, that others in Eastern Europe wil! 
not be long to follow. That's one of the reasons that I met 
with the Czechoslovakian Foreign Minister 


I've also had the chance this week to discuss some other 
important regional problems and opportunities in both bilateral 
and multilateral meetings [t's been a productive week, and we 
look forward to building on our efforts here in the days and 
weeks ahead. 


I'll be glad to try and respond to your questions 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you expand somewhat on your 
earlier comments about the bilateral with the Chinese Foreign 
Minister and assess whether you see any change in China since 
the crackdown in June -- any lessening of repression? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think there's a desire on the part of 
the Chinese Government to do what they can, as I indicated, to 
preserve a relationship that is very important to both 
countries from a geo-political and geo-strategic standpoint. I 
think we've made it very clear in the action which the 
President has taken and in the two meetings that ['ve had with 
the Foreign Minister that we have some problems with the 
approach toward human rights that was exemplified, of course, 
by what happened in Tiananmen Square. 


I took this occasion to reiterate that. fhere's a clear 
difference of opinion between the two countries with respect to 
exactly what happened, and what the appropriate approach should 
be, but we will continue to make our views known in this 
respect. 


You ask me to judye Lie siale of repression in the People's 
Republic of China, and [ cannot really quantify that for you 
except to say that we have been told that people who were 
expressing -- simply expressing peaceful dissent will not be 
punished. People who were destroying property and violating 
laws -- against that type of behavior will be punished 
That is the position of the Chinese Gov ronment. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, John. 





QUESTION: ‘There are indications today that the United States 
is prepared to and wants to sell approximately 300 main battle 
tanks to the Saudis. Can you say anything about the 
appropriateness of the reported effort by the United States to 
get the Israelis not to gin up a lobbying effort against us on 
the Hill so that this plan might go forward? Is that an 
appropriate thing for the United States to do -- to take that 
action? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, first of all, you would want me to, I 
think, confirm that that action was taken, and [ am not going 
to confirm it nor deny it for you. Let me simply say that we 
have a longstanding security relationship with Saudi Arabia. 
It's in our interests, and it's in the interests, we think, of 
peace that moderately-oriented Arab governments feel secure and 
capable of dealing with threats from radicals 





We don't contemplate sales like this to any Arab government 
without first taking into account the question of Israel's 
security. We are committed, as you know, to maintaining a 
qualitative edge for Israel, and that commitment is simply not 
going to chance. 
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TION: Mr. Secretary, since you are on the Middle East, you 
met today with the Foreign Minister of Syria. Can you tell us 
about anything positive about Lebanon and anything -- any 
commitment that the Syrians will ever withdraw from Lebanon? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the Syrians did not challenge us when 
we said that we think ultimately there must be a withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. In fact, I got the distinct 
impression from the discussion that they clearly agree with 
that. 





They did say -- the Minister did say that they support the 
Tripartite Committee's approach, and we, of course, have 
expressed our support for that approach. 

QUESTION: If I could follow on Syria, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, one follow-up there and then - 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what about the peace process? Did he 
support it or Syria rejecting it? Was that condition about 
Mubarak's ten points did you discuss that with Syria? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Do they support the Tripartite Committee's 
approach in Lebanon? 





QUESTION: No, no. About the ten point. of Mubarak ~~ are they 
still against it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The position of Syria is that they should be 
involved in any negotiations regarding the peace process in the 
Middle East, and I explained to them that it is not the policy 
of the United States that they should not be involved. Of 
necessity, they will have to be involved where we are dealing 
with questions involving the Golan Heights 





However, the problem confronting us is to find a way to get 
Palestinians and Israelis talking to each other, and it may be 
that we can do that without the active involvement of the 
Government of Syria. That's the point [ made to them. 


Ralph? 
QUESTION: Did they buy the argument that they should not be 


involved in any way in negotiations that do not involve issues 
of the Golan Heights? 





SECRETARY BAKER They didn't -- that's not really the way it 
was put. The way it was put was that it's not our policy to 
take a --— of general exclusion of Syria from peace process 


discussions And, clearly, they must be involved where we're 
talking about the Golan Heights 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 





327/ 


PR NO. 179 
-4- 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, Jim. 
QUESTION: On the Middle East, today you and the other four 
representatives, the five Permanent Members, signed a 
statement, and in it, it says the Ministers -- including you - 


“the Ministers reaffirm their support for an active peace 
process in which all relevant parties would participate." Is 
that a code word for an international conference -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. 





QUESTION: -- including the five Permanent Members? 





SECRETARY BAKER: No. Are you talking about the communique 
that came out of the luncheon that the Secretary General gave 
for the five Permanent Members? It's not a code word in our 
view. You'd have to ask others about their interpretation, but 
as far as the United States is concerned, that is not a code 
word for an international conference. 


QUESTION: Well, what do you mean by “all relevant parties" 
then? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what we mean right now are the parties 
that are necessary to begin the process of dialogue and 
negotiation. 


QUESTION: Who are? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Right now that's Pale .tinians and Israelis 
It may be that in order to get there, we may need to see the 
involvement of the United States. We may need to see the 
involvement of Egypt. It seems to me that, again, the name of 
the game is to get Israelis talking to Palestinians; and 
whatever is required in that regard is what needs to be done, 
and that would include the question of who should be in 
attendance at any initial session of that sort. 








Margaret? 


T : Mr. Secretary, now that you've seen Poland's reform 
plan, could that be the basis, or do you think it should be the 
basis, for more aid from the United States, that's not through 
the IMF, but in addition to? 





SECRETARY BAKER: I think it could be, and that is a matter 
that is going to be considered by the Administration next 
week. I think it's important to note that the stabilization 
proposal that they have submitted is consistent with the 
general principles that the President outlined in announcing 
his initial package of aid before the government moved from a 
communist government to a democratic form of government 
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and we had a discussion last night at the dinner of the Summit 
Seven about the importance of that stabilization proposal. As 
you may know, the G-24 have met, and there have been pledges 


made to Poland and Hungary in the amount of -- well, I don't 
want to put an amount on it, because I'm not sure of the exact 
amount -- but a substantial, three-figure, millions of dollars 


Now, the question is, will those commitments be made as a part 
of the stabilization proposal, or will they be made separately, 
and that's still a question that has to be decided 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would you comment on the Afghan 
Foreign Minister's proposal that the United States send an 
envoy to Kabul, and also the proposal he made for a settlement 
in afghanistan? 


SECRETARY BAKER: For a second what? 





QUESTION: For a settlement in Afghanistan. 


SECRETARY BAKER: For a settlement. ['m not sure that [ am 
aware of the full details of what he said about a settlement in 
Afghanistan. Let me simply say that the United States would 
like to see a political settlement in Afghanistan The one bar 
to that right now is the issue of transfer -- not sharing, but 
transfer of power from Najibullah to a qovernment that is 
acceptable to all Afghan parties 


That is the one thing, in our view, tha! stands between us and 
a political settlement in Afghanistan. [he United States, when 


it evacuated its Embassy in Kabul for security reasons, made it 
very clear that that was not a permanent evacuation, and we 
will return when we think that the situation warrants it 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what did you demand from the Chilean 
Government about -- (inaudible) - 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm sorry, I didn't understand what you said. 


QUESTION: What did you demand or require for the Chilean 
Government about Letelier's case? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We require a solution of that case That's 
been a longstanding demand of the United States Government with 
respect to our relationship with Chile 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, President Mubarak will be going 
Monday to meet with President Bush in Washington How far do 
you expect some kind of progress can be achieved, and what you 
have done so far with the Eqyptians and the Israelis? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, [ would hope that there will be some 
progress, but, as I indicated to you in a@ brief press 
conference yesterday, the real question is what action the 
Government of Israel takes when their Cabinet meets early next 
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I think that President Mubarak and President Bush both want to 
see the Shamir elections proposal advanced. ['ll say one more 
time that the Egyptian ten points is not a competing proposal. 
It is simply a method of trying to get implementation of the 
Shamir proposa!, and simply a way to afford Palestinians to 
meet with Israelis. [It would be an opening position or 
position that would be adopted by Palestinians when they sit 
down with Israelis to talk about elections 


Bill? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what would be the position of the 
United States if, when the Israeli Cabinet meets next week, 
they do not take favorable action or any action on the proposal? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We'd have to go back to the drawing board, 
wouldn't we? 





QUESTION: Well, it appears, sir, that you're trying to send 
them a message in advance. 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. We want to see progress toward peace 
We think that the Shamir proposal represented an excellent 
opportunity to get there, and we just hope that the Israeli 
Government will be as firmly committed to that proposal as it 
has been in the past and will decide to move forward toward 
peace. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you met with Mexico's Foreign 
Secretary and talked about the agenda of the next week's visit 
by President Salinas. How do you assess the relationship 
between Mexico and the United States? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Better than it's been in quite a few years, 
and [I think that view is shared by the Presidents of both 


countries -- better than it's been, if I might say so, during 
the nine years that [ have been a member of the United States 
Government. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the Swedish Foreign Minister said 
that continued U.S. aid to the Mujahideen is (inaudible) What 
is your comment on that, and what should the U.S. do now, and 
what will it do now to get a political settlement in 
Afghanistan? I mean, it has been a stalemate for months now 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me comment on humanitarian 
assistance which the United States is sending to the 
Mujahideen. We don't think that's a bar to a settlement in 


Afghanistan 








Insofar as what we're willing to do toward arriving at a 

settlement, we are willing to exercise our diplomacy, as we do 

every time we get together with the Soviets and others, as we 

have done on a number of occasions just today We had a full 

discussion of that as well at the Secretary General's lunch for 
* the Permanent Five | 
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QUEST LON Mr. Secretary, a lot has been said about Poland as 
we as about Hungary. Could you elaborate what real aid -- 
American aid you have mentioned would be for Hungary. and could 
you sum up your meetings with the Hungarian Foreign Minister? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Yes. I'll be glad to. I included Poland and 
Hungary in my opening statement when [ talked about spending 
some time this week further addressing the changes in Eastern 
Europe; and the changes in Hungary we see as every bit as 
important as the changes in Poland It's not a case of 
weighing one against the other. 





Poland is making a bit more progress on the political side in 
its reform. [That may still be coming in Hungary. Hungary, on 
the other hand, has been making a bit more progress than Poland 
on the economic side. 


We had a full discussion of these issues when the Hungarian 
Foreign Minister met with me -- a discussion of how we can 
assist them in the reform effort. We talked about the 
courageous decision that the Hungarian Government had to make 
with respect to retugees trom the German Vemocratic Republic 
seeking to go to the Federal Republic of Germany, and a whole 
host of other issues 


MS. MARGARET TUTWILER: This will be th last question 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if [I may go back to the Middle East 
When you said that you are waiting for ‘he decision from the 
[Israeli Government, what do you expect ‘o follow -- that they 
will negotiate only on elections in the Lerritories, or is it 
any way linked with the comprehensive settlement? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think we have to take the peace process in 
the Middle East a step at a time, and I think we have to crawl 
before we walk, and walk before we run; and the name of the 
game right now, it seems to me, is to, for the first time, get 
Israelis and Palestinians talking to each other 





Initially, of course, they should talk about elections and the 
modalities for such elections Ultimately, those discussions 
should evolve into discussions of transitional arrangements and 
discussions respecting permanent status 


MS. MARGARET TUTWILER Thank you very much 








SECRETARY BAKER: Thank you very much 
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MR. FITZWATER: We have a significant time constraint 
here. What we'd like to do is have Secretary Baker give a + 
brief readout of five or six minutes. President Mubarak is still in 
the White House and he will leave shortly after that. So if we could 
five or six minutes with the Secretary and then get you out to 
stakeout in time to see President Mubarak as vell. 


So if everybody is in that's coming in, let's go ahead 
and begin. Do we have a front row here? Would the wire services 


come up with whoever they need to cover here and let's go ahead and 
start this. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, President Bush 
and President Mubarak have just finished a productive 45 minute 
discussion on a wide range of issues. Inevitably, of course, the 
discussion focused on the Middle East ce process. I think it's 
fair to say that we all hope that conditions exist for progress and 
that the Israeli government's election initiative points the way. 


Rather than go any further with respect to a statement, 
I'd be delighted to try and respond to your questions. As I 
understand it, you will have a chance to talk to President Mubarak on 
his way out. We have about seven or eight minutes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, one of the Egyptian 10 points 
involves a freeze on further Israeli settlements in the occupied 
terrorities. Does the United States accept that -- or support that 
rather? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know, the United States 
supports the initiation of a dialogue. We've said for a long time we 
don't think we'll get to peace until we have Palestinians and 
Israelis speaking to each other. We've made the point over the 
course of the past several weeks that the Egyptian 10 points do not 


sequcesate in our view, a competing proposal to the Shamir elections 
initiative. 


President Mubarak indicated today that in his view it 
does not represent a competing proposal. They represent a means of 
getting a dialogue established. So I don't think it's productive for 
us to sit here and go through one-by-one the 10 points. There are 
some of those, of course, that we agree with, some that we may not 
agree with. 


Q Mr. Secretary, as a matter of policy, do you want 
the Shamir government to take those 10 points and say yes? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what we would like to see 
happen, of course, is for the Israeli cabinet, which I understand is 
going to be meeting on Thursday, to conclude that they would like to 
go forward with discussions respecting a dialogue between Israelis 
and Palestinians that could lead to elections. That is lead to the 
implementation of their proposal. 


Q Yes, sir, but on the terms that Mr. Mubarak says, 
namely with Palestinians outside the territory? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: That's not -- it's not an either-or 
see. What President Mubarak is suggesting is that these might be 
that Palestinians would take to the table eas their opening 
ition when they come to the table to talk about elections, and as 
Shamir initiative indicated, transitional arrangements which 
might follow elections. 


Do you have agreement from Yasser Arafat that he 
SECRETARY BAKER: I don't have any egreement that he 


Q Do we heave any -~ that Arafat agrees or disagrees 
with the Mubarak proposals? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don’t have any evidence that he 
agrees or disagrees. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is the United States suggesting an 
Ieraeli-fgyptian commission to try to get the dialogue going? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm not sure you could call it a 
commission, Norm. What has been suggested is the possibility that 
the three nations could in some way determine the Palestinian 

tion with respect to the dialogue. That would, of course, 
give Iereel « on the tion of the people in the 
occupied territories who would be representing the Palestinians. 


Q ave you had any indication yet -- one, that Yasser 
Arefat wante to come address the U.N., and two, what would you and 
the President use for your criteria in deciding on whether to grant 
such an application? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the second is purel 
ical because we haven't hed any indication at all from his 
that he wants to come address the U.N. and that's a very hypothetical 
question. We don't have it before we. 


Q To follow up on Bernie's question, did President 
Mubarak indicate in any way that the PLO was willing to accept the 
conditions of his 10 point plan? 


SECRETARY BAKER: He did not indicate that expressly 
during the course of this meeting with President Bush. And you're 
going to have a chance to ask him these questions out here. I would 
suggest you direct those questions to him. I'm anewering from the 
standpoint of the United States. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there's a report today that Israel 
wante the U.S. to provide money to saesist in resettlement of Soviet 
Jews, some of whom would be resettled on the West Bank. What would 
be our attitude toward such « request, and would there have to be 
conditions that they could not be settled on the West Bank? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the United States policy, of 
course, is to oppose additional settlements in the occupied 
territories. Let me say though, having said that, that we are very 

thetic to the problems of those who wish to emigrate from the 
Soviet Union. We, of course, will be accepting sore Soviet Jews as 
refugees into the United States thie year than we ever have before, 
and the United States would be interested in seeing Soviet Jews who 
want to go to Iereel go to Israel. So we would be sympathetic in 
general. But the question of where we would find $400 million is « 
very good question in this day of severe budget constraints. 


Q So you're saying the money isn't there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The money would have to be found if 
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this were something that we determined should go into our budget or 
should be submitted to the Congress in the form of a supplemental. 
And then, all I'm really saying to you is that we're all aware of the 


very serious constraints that we are faced. We are 
ee for instance, — of what we might do by way of 
additional assistance to Pol where we have a rather dramatic 


transformation taking place. We now have, instead of a communist 
government reforming, we have a democratic government seeking to 
survive. So it should come as no surprise that we've got some very 
major budget problems. 


Q Well, could we even consider fundi if some of the 
settlers were going to be resettled in the West Bank 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think I indicated to you, our policy 
would be contrary on that point. 


Q Mr. Secretary, did President Mubarak bring up the 
issue of the world water development summit that he intends to host 
next summer? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That did not come up, but I would 
that we would probably talk about that at the lunch that I's 
9 ng to host for him at the State Department as soon as ve're 
inished here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, it is said that one of the things 
that Mr. Mubarak sought here was some sort of stamp of approval from 
the President of the United States for his peace plan, to give it 
some impetus. Did he get that? Do you have -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: We have been rtive of this process 
for quite a while, because we see this as complementary to the 
Israeli elections proposal. We see the Mubarak 10 points as a means 
of permitting a dial to get started which would enable us to move 
forward with the Shamir elections wee And I frankly believe 
that that's the way that the Egyptian government views this as well. 
But again, you'll have an opportunity to ask that question outside. 


Q If I might follow, do you have any presidential 
words to share with us on that score? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think I just shared it with you, that 
we do support this. We're very appreciative of what President 
Mubarak has been doing to move the peace process forward in the 
Middle East. It is quite consistent with what we think is the 
—— approach, which is to try and find a way to implement the 


ir elections proposal. And the Mubarak 10 points represents just 
that, in our view. 


Q Well, Mr. Secretary, is the next move, then, up to 
the Iereelis? And how optimistic are you that that will happen 
quickly? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think the Ieraeli -- I think I 
mentioned the Iereeli Cabinet ie echeduled, I believe, to meet on 
Thureday. 


Q And you think they will give @ yes or no -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I would rather not prejudge it. I 
think that they are going to be meeting to consider this because it's 
important to them. Wo one wants peace sore than Ierael. That's a 
point that they make in all of these discussions, and one that I 
think most everyone accepts. 


Q Mr. Secretary, with a cease-fire now in Lebanon, is 
the U.S. prepared to reoccupy ite embassy in Beirut? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We are having discussions about the 
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possibility of that. We said when we left that it was a temporary 
departure, and we'd like to get back just as soon as two things 
happen -- that we felt we could do our work there and that we felt 
that our people would be secure. 


Q And who are you discussing this with -- General 
Aoun? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We are having discussions. We've had 
some discussions with people in Lebanon. We are having discussions 
as well with the Lebanese ambassador here in the United States. 


Q The Middle East -- the peace process -- it seems 
almost endless and there always seems to be «« «tively little 
progress made. Do you have any reason this time to have any reason 
for optimism? 


SECRETARY BAKER: What I said in New York, Thursday or 
Friday, I think, was that there may be the potential for progress 
here. That's exactly the way I would leave it. And I think that 
it's may -- it is possible. I think it's too early to say it's 
probable. 


MR. FITZWATER: President Mubarak will be leaving in just 
a minute or two, so we better take a final question. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you tell us to what extent the 
United States is asking Mr. Shamir to take Mubarak's proposals and 
move forward? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I met with Minister Arens in New 
York twice, once alone and once again with the Foreign Minister of 
Egypt. The President saw Minister Arens. I talked to him on the 
phone today. We would like very much for the Shamir elections 
proposal to move forward and we think that the Egyptian 10 points 
affords us a means of implementing the Shamir elections proposal. 
So, we're encouraging that. We'd like very much to see that happen. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:05 P.M. EDT 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoun, ladies and gentlemen { 
have one brief announcement, and then an update on what we know 
about the situation in Panama 


The announcement is that Secretary Baker is scheduled 
to testify tomorrow morning on the Hill before the Senate 
Finance Committee. The hearing, which begins at 10:00 a.m 
deals with U.S.-Soviet economic relations. As a consequence of 
this, there will be no briefing from this podium tomorrow. 


{'m sure everybody is interested in the situation in 
Panama and what we know. The Pentagon, I think, gave a very 
good briefing just a Few moments ago. But let me add from our 
point of view what I can, and apologize . advance for not 
being able to answer too many questions @e.her than what [ have 
been able to scramble together here. 


As we all know, there are reports of gunfire and 
fighting in Panama City in an area near the military 
headquarters. There have also been troop movements around the 
city. 


The situation is still confused, and we cannot say 
exactly what is going on ['ll have to ‘#fer to the Pentagon, 
I think, for more details on what's happening and the status of 
U.S. forces. 


Let me note very clearly that the U.S. is not involved 
in these events in Panama We are following events very 
closely and we're looking to the safety of the Americans who 
are in Panama. 


We have approximately 45 US. |tinbassy personnel As 
you'll recall, there are no Embassy dependents there we 
estimate about 7,000 private Americans i:| Panama Again, | 
think the Pentagon provided numbers of |: cops and military 


personnel who are down there 
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American citizens in Panama are advised to remain at 
home and to stay tuned to the U.S. Armed Forces radio and 
television for the latest information and advice about the 
situation there. We have established a Task Force in the 
Operations Center to follow the situation. The Task Force is 
an constant contact with the Embassy in Panama and with 
interested people in Washington. 


The Secretary, of course, is being kept up to date on 
the situation there. As [ said, that's all [ have for you 
now. As events unfold, I'll try to get more information. 


Q Are you operating under the theory that this is, 
indeed, an attempted coup? 


4 We're trying not to operate under theories. As | 
say, we can't say exactly what is happening at this point. 


Q Do you know who's fighting who? 


A No. Just that there are military forces Fighting 
military forces around the military headquarters 


Q When you say the United States is not involved, 
could we ask you some specific questions like, are you in touch 
at all with any of the opposition? Have they had any American 
training? Have they had any American a'‘vice? Have they had 
any American weapons? 


A Barry, I can't answer those questions in detail 
Clearly, we're in touch with the opposition political people 
We have been all along. We've always been in touch with them 
As for whether we're in touch with the wilitary opposition, the 
people who may be doing the fighting right now, I just don't 
know. And, certainly, [ would expect that large, large numbers 
of the Panamanian Defense Forces have had US” training and 
advice in the past years. We had a closer relationship in the 
past. 


Q One last thing: You've wanted Noriega to go for 
a long time, so it isn't a huge leap to assume that you're 
Giving him a push. But, of course, we don't write about 
assumptions. We need facts 


Is it just you've been sort of in the she 5 hoping 
he'd topple and you haven't done anything to kick hiw out? Or 

4 I'd just have to go back |) what [ said The 
U.S. is not involved in these present events in Panama 

Q But when you say “not involved," Richard, do you 
mean we're not physically involved on tle ground, or we are in 


no way involved behind the scenes either through inspiration or 
direction? 
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rs {[ can't speak to inspiration, Tom { can, lL 
think, clearly speak to “we're not involved on the ground and 
we're not involved in terms of direction. “ 


Q Wait. We're not providing them with 
intelligence? We're not providing them with certain kinds of 
backdoor logistical support? 


A ['m not aware of any such thing, John 
Q You're not aware of providing them with any 


intelligence on this, or advising. them as to perhaps the best 
way to carry out the operation? 


“ ['m not aware of any such advice or contacts 
Q Richard, did we have prior knowledge of this? 
> 
4 ['ve answered, [ think, the questions that [ can 


answer. I didn't have prior knowledge But as far as the 
whole U.S. Government, [ don't know 


Q Did you ack that question? 

Q What time was the Task Force set up? 

Q You didn't know or - V 
A Me, in a personal sense. 

Q No, we realize that But goe you saying that no 


one in the U.S. Government had prior knowledge’ 


q No, [I'm not. 

Q Could you ask the question’ 

fs) I'll see if we have anything to say on that point 
Q Richard, what time was the lask Force 


established, please’ 
a About 9 30-10:00 


Q And what time was the Secrvtary first involved? 
What time was he first notified of events in Panama today or 
yesterday?’ 


a I don't know I'll try te heck on that, Ralph 


Q Can you tell us anything about the involvement of 
Assistant Secretary Aronson or Deputy A. .istant Secretary Kozak 


A They're both - 
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Q -- as to when they became aware of the events in 
Panama? 
a As soon as there was anything to report from 


Panama; as soon as the reports started coming in, then they 
were involved. I think the events down there started about 
9:00. [ know that they were briefed. [ just saw them both up 
in the Task Force. they're both heavily involved in following 
the situation 


Q But that makes it -- excuse me, Steve. that 
makes an assumption that Lhey became - that they were notified 
only after the event - after the reports came in from Panama 


Are you saying that of knowledge, or are you saying that as an 
assumption? 


2) You asked me, “When were they involved?" The 
events that are going on today, the actions of the U.S. 
Government, in terms of following the situation that's going on 
today, is all ['m speaking to [ said that any questions of 
aforeknowledge or rumor that we might have picked up in advance 
was something ['d just Fave to look inte. 


So I can omy speak to the situation as the events 
started to unfold down there. [ think we had a phone call From 
the Embassy somewhat before the press r corts appeared that 
indicated that they were hearing gunfir 


Q The U.S. Government has héd a rather 
long-standing position of trying to enceurage the military 
forces in Panama to overthrow Noriega, to resist, and so on and 
so forth. Is that still the U.S. policy, to encourage a coup 
or an overthrow? 


a) John, we've never quite stated it the way you 
did. [ think what we've always stated 1. that we felt that the 
Panamanian Defense Forces had an important role to play in the 
country as a professional institution that protected a 
democracy, and not as a means of usurping power from people who 
were legitimately elected. So we've never made any secret 
about our displeasure for Noriega, about our displeasure with 
the use of military forces to run the country, and about our 
desire to establish a relationship in the future with a 
democratic Panama and a Panamanian Defense Force that, as I 
said, was an institutional guarantee of democracy 


Q Well, does it then follow, Richard, that the 
United States Government will be pleased if this apparent coup 
attempt succeeded in toppling General Nurieqga? 


a [t makes a couple of assumptions that ['m not 
prepared to make right now, that it's an apparent coup which 
may topple Noriega. But ['ve said many !imes from this podium 
-- the President and the Secretary have «lways said -—- that the 


key to the solution in Panama is that N riega must go. 
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Q Have you any idea whether this military action 
has succeeded, or do you know that it has failed? 


A No. fhe answer is no. 
y Is it over? 
When I came down, there were continuing reports 


of fighting just a Few minutes before twelve, so [ don't 
believe it's over 


Q Does the U.S. Government know where Noriega is? 


" [ can only speak from the limited informatian 
that I was exposed to this morning, and that did not involve 
where Noriega is. So ['m sorry, Ralph, that's a question that 
I don't really know the complete answer to 1 don't have a 
Quick one to say where he is 


Q Would you take that question? 

A {‘'ll look into it and see if there's anything to 
cay let's try to start over here and qo back 

Q Richard, do you have any kind of status rvport on 


the Canal itself? Is it in any way involved in the melee? 


A The only reports [ have ave Fighting around the 
military headquarters and some troop moy@ vents around town 
{'m not aware anything has happened in r@lation to the Canal 
The Defense Department may have more sinte they have more 
people in the Canal - in that area -- than we do 


Q Do you have any information that could give us an 
indication as to what lead up to this morning's shooting’? What 
events may have taken place to lead up t) this? 


a [ think we'll find out who is doing what to whom, 
and then look for thuse indications 


Q Nothing overt that you're «ware of? 


A Again, I don't have anything tor you, what may 
have come around before 


Q Excuse me, you have nu sen.e the State 
Department - of who this opposition is of what their 
background is or what they represent? 

A [ don't have any details iike that for you, 


Barry. I'm sorry 


Q Well, even a line on them because you say the 
key to the solution is Noriega must go Hut, presumably, it 
must go for something you prefer to Norjega Do you have any 


way of knowing if these people who want to topple Noriega is 
more in tune with the kind of people you want in Panama? 
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“ [ just don't have that kind of information now, 
Barry. I'm sorry. 
y Are you concerned -- 
A I really don't know who is fighting whom at this 
point. 
Q But you keep saying Noriega must go Aren't 


there other concerns like stability in Panama and emergence of 
democracy? Do you know that this is a@ qood thing that's 
happened? 


“ No, | don't know that much about the situation 
The situation, as [ said, is still confuses» and we can't say 
exactly what's going on 


Q In answer to, I believe -- part of an answer to a 
question about if you knew about Noriega's whereabouts, you 
said, “I can't give a complete answer.“ Can you give a partial 


answer. Do you have a general -- 


a Yes What L told Ralph was that in terms of the 
limited information that [ encountered this morning, there was 
necking that indicated Noriega's whereabouts Whether someone 
somewnere in the U.S. Government knows where Noriega is, [ said 
was something I would have to look inte, if L'm going to speak 
on behalf of the entire US. Government 


Q Have there been any threaf§ against any U.S 
personnel during the course of the events of this morning, or - 


a None that I'm aware of But in any situation 
like this, we certainly are concerned about the safety of our 
personnel], and that's our primary action right now, to ensure 
the safety of -- our people are safe and that Americans are 
safe. 


Q Which foreign countries have you been in touch 
with who are stationed down there? 


“ I'm not aware of any contacts so far The events 
started about three hours ago, so ['m nul aware of anything 

Q Baker discuss this with Salinas? 

A [ think Baker is just starting with Salinas The 
President had a meeting with Salinas at *he White House They 
just went in to eat lunch [ would certainly expect it to come 


up, but you'll] be able to ask him, I think, when they come out 
whether he discussed it 


Let's start moving over this w 


» er 
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Q Richard, there were reports that helicopters from 
the U.S. Southern Command were hovering over the headquarters 
-- the Panamanian headquarters -. where a lot of the fighting 


was taking place are they providing any type of medical 
assistance or evacuation assistance, any type of aid - 
anything to report? 


a You'll have to ask the Pentagon exactly where our 
helicopters were at any given moment [ just have to repeat 
again, that I think the statement is very clear and it stands 
The U.S. is not involved in the events that are taking place 
now in Panama That means we don't have helicopters providing 
assistance * yme body 


Q Are there precise criteria as to the 
circumstances under which the United States would militarily 
intervene to protect its own citizens or personnel? Would the 
Grenada criteria apply’ 


Aa I'm not aware that we have ever established a 
long list of criteria [ think that's the President's call, 
and he makes it based on any situation that develops I have 


ne predictions at this point nor criteria 


Q There's been some speculative reports from Panama 
that this might have been a kidnapping attempt with the intent 
of bringing Mr. Noriega back here to the U S. for prosecution 


Do you have any sense whether that was ty». motive?’ 


m4 I just have to say that | Wave no precise 
prescription for what's going on there grygaht now If you're 
implying that it was a US. kidnapping attempt, I think I have 
to go back to say that the US. is not involved in these events 
in Panama 


Q The Pentagon did not call it a coup d'etat They 
referred to it as an “insurrection.” I[s that still the 
characterization, or would you call it a “coup d'etat” now? 


“ [ don't have any new characterization of it [ 
think that's as good - “insurrection” is as good a word as 
anything else What we know is that there are military people 
fighting military people near the military headquarters I 
don't have anymore details 


Q Richard, when you do get some more information 
later in the day, what plans do you have tor imparting that to 
us? 


a I know the Pentagon has promised a briefing Lf 
we have anything more that we can put out over here, we'll get 
it out through the usual means Or if ue have enough, we'll 
just have to see how the events unfold « .d what we have 
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+ Richard, you say you're in touch with the 


political opposition there, not necessarily the military 
opposition. 


- Let me say, John, that I'm not aware of any 
specific contacts this morning. We have long been in touch 
with the political opposition in Panama There's no secret 


about that Mr. Ford, [ believe, is in the United States right 
now . 


Q The political opposition has not told you who th: 
military opposition is in this cage, and we are totally in the 
dark as to who is fighting whom 


a { just have to say -- totally in the dark - |{ 
mean, we may have some inkling, but at this point I can't tell 
you who exactly is fighting whom [ just don't have that 
information’ 


Q Who did you say you thought was in the United 
States right now? 


s Guiiierwu Ford He's one of the vice 


Q Can you restate our policy on exile for Noriega, 
should it come to that’? We've gone bac* ind forth several 
times in saying whether we would accept ‘ile for him in 


another country 


is) We've sald very clearly t Noriega for the 
Situation in Panama to resolve itself, ' iega must leave 
power I have to stop with that We've gone through this one 


many times before, and [ just Nave to say that 


Q Yeah, but today 1s kind of «a special day when 
you say he must leave power, do you want iim to leave are 
you saying, aS you determine Panama's fulure from the podium 


must he leave the country? 


“ It's exactly right. Barry lfoday is a special 
Gay, and ['m not going to try, with the sents going on in 
Panama, to determine Panama's future fre this podium 

Q No, [ mean the very last time you discus 4 thi 

4 We said very clearly many nany Limes 

Q you said the “country” hd dropped out of the 


catechism I wonder if it's back 


A We've said many times that Se must leave power, 
that if he left the country, that would rtainly be a 
preferable way of ensuring that But tt key is that Noriega 


leave power 


jr pyr 
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Q Richard, in the U.S. Government's view, who is 

“ Can I finish the sweep, and we'll come back? 

Q -- running Panama right now’ 

“ I'm sorry, Ralph, can we finish the sweep? 

Q Under the Canal [reaties, the United States haus 
quite broad rights to move anywhere around Panama, or 
practically anywhere around Panama Are these rights - and 
these rights need to be exercised to be maintained Are thes: 


rights being exercised today or are the forces staying limited 
to U.S. bases’ 


r Ihe Pentagon has the precise terminology on 
this My understanding 1s that peuple have been told to hunker 
down and stay in their bases }ust the way we've advised other 
Americans and the official Americans to stay where they are 
not try to move around 


Q Ihey're not assuming defensive positions, or 
whatever’ 

You'll nave to ask the Pentagon exactly sheet ner 
they're crouching or standing 

Y With respect to Kalpr s.@stion about cor 
abdout the safety of Americar itizens e «@ Nas there been «a 
move by the United Stats to be in touc’ jth the PDF whict 
re-enforces the mes ‘Qe mat tney re ait responsible tor tt 
safety of American 

a vow J = Nace '+nmat point jerry jerry | eat i’ i Whe 
past As far aS whether we ve had uch « tract his Morning 
lL just can't say, frankly I doubt it »& n tine event (nat ar 
unfolding, but that will be one of the t inas we'll | . 
if we can get more information out late: any mtacts wit 
the POF this mornina 

Ralph you Nad something 

‘d Can you teli 1s who the VU } tate , rt 
believes 16 in chara: f Panama today’ POR at harai 
[Is the U S SouthCom i: narge is Nor ia sr ae i 
country without 4 gQover ‘ ‘ s¢ the now avbe thers " 


other options’ 


A At ié 7 ’ Lr] rr. ‘ 
Yay that Hecau “ | at ; 


Q At ths on , 
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A Clearly, this morning, when we woke up, Noriega 
was still running Panama Where we are right now, in view of 
the events down there, [ think we have to wait for the events 
to clarify themselves before we can actually say what the 
status of things are 


Q Has the US. been in touch at all with the 
Panamanian timbassy in Washington? And if so, for what purpuse? 


A The Panamanian Embassy in Washington, as you 
know, is closed [ do know that we have talked to Ambassador 
S90Sa 

Q loday’ 

4 Yes, today, but | m7 not aware yf any di ve lopm ryt 

Q . [s he in Washington? 

A and [ agon' K Cra pret isely where he 1s | vy 
sorry 

9 Can you say nhethear the 1 GS nas peen in contact 


with any Panamanian figures in Panama with respect to Lhese 
events? 


“4 ] just don't know let oo xX Into that ons 
Ihat's legit Let me see if we've nad ar contacts jiown there 
with the government or other people 


Q iney' re ail legitimate iP ‘ne 14esf } ns sf“ 
begitimate 


fe) Some ryt them are liga 4 i‘ ;i° ‘ai 

Q Let's try the same rack | ees L 
track when you $a€10 you Q0ot @ Cail 17 i oa bivar 1 yee 
a4call from the Embassy this mors j 1 1 ‘ 
report what he could eyeball! is it ' f " 
Panamanian government if there | ‘i | hen ' 
OPPOSItION which you can't identify ’ ‘ - 

a what | siet ’ ia i nmat ’ 7. ’ ; ‘ 
ar security ott jcer ’ m Ginn ' } ' ' ‘¥ . 
w45 Year ing gunshuts saroaound wn 

‘7 = srt / aif 
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. y ’ / ; Tn 

| gat all - verve , 

ainye ‘her ' Te i jtedq ! s' aid 


intelligence or loais't ‘ 








li- }uesday j ; “ 


A [ said it was pretty clear to me - | believe 
that's not what I said I believe I said it was pretty clear 
to me from what [ said about the | } is not involved in the 
events in Panama, that we were not providing any direct support 


for any of the parties to what might de joing on tuGgay 


Q You said you weren't aware of if You 
personally, were not aware of it 


a I personally am not aware ’ and 1 would as 
based on the fact that the U GS Oovernmment is not involved , 
these events. that alt al ’ rie ' < Vi re. j my ‘| ? cs? 5‘ “ai _* j ai 
support 

Q Assumpt On 3 . 4 ! rae is s” jer ¥ Thi ry 

*) Yean ‘wt atise Tna? 

a Georg l Mean tr / ‘ geen unfol } 
for only 4 tew hours As | -41G ne . st ivt 1% ry 
contused | Nave > " «1 | } > his . ai? s* i af ] > > if « . 7 
statement that the } } i» ’ .y ; r ' ‘yen? 

Panama } : * / ’ _ ’ ’ sk. ’ ; . sy . ; 
against it [| would make a mptions that the thing 3 rue 

d Al ) ’ 

4 “ 4 ' ° ; 

; | ’ ’ ‘ 4 ; " ‘ 
+, ' } 
’ bd : ; ' 
a ry ’ ar ; ' 
, ‘ , ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 

‘ ,) ; ; ra . 

* ; ’ 

d 1% , " : 
sf, ’ : 


“BEST COPY AVAILABLE” 





Z291.° 


-) = Tuesday, 10/3/89 


A I would start reaching hypotheses like that. [ 
think if we come out here and in good faith tell you that the 
U.S. Government is not involved in these events in Panama, 
we're not trying to shade the truth and, you know, mislead 
people with statements like these. 


Q Speaking of the Marcos caper or situation, is 
there any contingency or even any arrangement now to somehow 
try to assist or get others to assist in bringing Noriega out 
to end this fighting, or is it too early to contemplate? 


A {[ think it's too early to contemplate that since 
we don't know exactly what the fighting is going to lead to. 


Q It depends on who wins. 
Q. Can you tell us what the nature of the contact 
with Ambassador Sosa was -- what ~—- 


a No. I can't. 


Q On another subject, Richard -- 
Q Could we have a filing break on Panama? 
A Sure. [I mean, really, we've exhausted what I 


have to say on Panama, so if we want to move on to other 
things, anybody that wants to file on P.§ ama can go. 


Q Eastern Europe -- 


Q Richard, the Foreign Minisier of Angola at the 
United Nations charged this morning that the United States has 
broken the terms that preceded the December 22 agreement by 


continuing to supply arms to UNITA. Do you have any response? 


A {'ll have to look into that, Jim. My 
understanding of the accords were that they did not deal with 
this situation in Angola. We made very clear our intentions at 
the time to continue our support for UNIIA until national 
reconciliation was achieved, and so [I'm not aware that we had 
any obligations in that regard. 


Q Would you look into that? 


A But I will look into it and see if there is a 
more legalistic sort of explanation that covers that. 


Q On Eastern Europe -- 


Q Is there any plan for a meeting between the 
Foreign Minister of Angola and any senior U.S. officials while 
he's in the United States attending the U.N. General Assembly? 


4 Yes. And I'm not sure if the meeting's taken 
place already... [/4ld go and look at it. 
ee Ue Behe aot Be 
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Q Is there any plan for any tripartite meeting with 
all these various African leaders in Washington this week? 


A I don't think we have three parties in one place 
at one time. 


Q He's got at least -. well, he's got two, at least 
-- Mobutu and Savimbi. 


4 Is Mobutu's schedule now bringing him to 
Washington? That's something L guess L['d have to look into, so 


Q Okay. If you could, please. 

A Savimbi's going to be in Washington this week. 

Q: He's here. Yes. Do you have any general wrap-up 
statement on the South African policy review? IL mean, from 
your podium. 


a Excuse me. 


Q Do you have any wrap-up statement on the South 
African policy review from your podium? 


A No, I don't. Not at this oment. We've talked 
many times about basic principles, concr€te actions, that 
needed to be taken, and our desire to gupport the negotiating 
process. 

Q Richard, to.follow up on ghat -- 


A [I don't have any new big statement. [ think Hank 
Cohen was testifying today. 


Q Yes. [ wondered if -- 


He probably did that. 


Q (Inaudible) -- U.S. support of refugees -- 
A And the GDR? 

Q Yes. Are we concerned? Dv we hail this? 

Q Can we stay on this? 

A I don't mind bouncing arouwsd Let's try to 


satisfy people's desires in some order. 


On Eastern Europe, let me note that the agreement 
which allowed thousands of Germans to depart for West Germany 
was a welcome humanitarian solution to a very difficult 
problem. We commend the efforts of Wes! Germany to provide a 
home to fellow Germans. 
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As for the new arrivals at Embassies in Prague and 
Warsaw, we hope that West Germany and the GDR will be able to 
reach a similar accommodation which will allow these Germans to 
emigrate to the West. The best solution would be for the GDR 
to establish permanent procedures for people to travel without 
hindrance from their government. 


As a party to the Conference on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe, East Germany took on a commitment to 
allow its residents to travel freely. We hold the East German 
Government responsible to meet that conmitment. We believe 
that in order to remove the conditions which caused so many 
people to flee to the West, the GDR leadership should institute 
reforms which will lead to a political and economic system 
responsive to the population of East Germany. 


Q That's interesting. [I mean, that's the first 
time I recall from this podium -- I may be wrong --— that we've 
in effect called on an Eastern European country —- in 
particular East Germany -- to follow the lead of Poland and 


Hungary. I‘m not being critical; ['m just -- 


a I don't think that's true, Tom. I mean, we may 
not have done it in these words. We've always called upon all 
the signatory countries of the Helsinki document and the 
accords which came afterwards which, as you know, specify a 
very clear freedom to travel and freedom of emigration -- 
called on all countries to respect those freedoms. In the case 
of the Turkish ethnic population in Bulgaria, that's been a 
standard call. We've discussed it in terms of the Soviet Union 
as well. So I don't think it's new. 


Q I'm not really talking about Helsinki. [ mean, 
really, I'm talking about the language you used at the end. 
I'm not being critical here; ['m intrigued by it. 


a No. The language at the end is a basic 
observation on the situation that the root cause of the 
situation is that these people don't want to live in East 
Germany; and that if you're going to have a way of resolving 
the situation in the long run, that there are going to have to 
be political and economic reforms in East Germany that will 
make it a more livable place for people. 


Q Is that all that goes into that -- that's a very 
provocative sentence, because it sort of suggests the flow is a 
bit of a problem, and, if things improved at home -- but I 
don't want to read too much into it. Is that just a clarion: 
call for democracy everywhere, or is that the refugee flow is 
getting to be a little bit much for West. Germany, and maybe if 
East Germany made life more livable, people would stay at home. 


A Well, far be it from me to decline the chance for 
a clarion call for democracy -- (laughter) -- but [ think it's 
just a basic factual observation on the situation; that it's 
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very clear that West Germany is do'ng a lot. As [ said, we 
commend the efforts of West Germany to take in these people uho 
don't have a home. We also point out clearly that for the 
immediate situation of refugee flows going through third 
countries and embassies being inundated with applicants, Lhat 
there has to be a regular emigration procedure, a permanent 
procedure, so that people can travel without hindrance in 
accordance with the documents. And then it makes an 
observation on longer-term root causes. 


Q Are we pleased, Richard, with the Czech behavior 
in this? lhe Secretary met with the Czech Foreign Minister 
last week. They had a discussion specifically to this point. 
He told them, “Look, you know, the Hungarians and the Poles 
have taken an initiative. You have not followed suit." 
They've clearly shown some surprising flexibility here. 





A © Well, the Secretary spoke about his meeting last 
week, or the people in New York did, about the fact that we did 
raise human rights issues, and that sort of stuff. I think for 
the moment [ really don't have any conclusions. [I'd have to 
say the verdict is still out on the Czechs. 


Q Are we pleased, though, with the Czech behavior, 
I guess is what I'm saying. 


A I would have to say the verdict is still out as 
to where we are. 

Q Yes. But this is a good subject to check with 
you -- no, no, on the same subject. He left ~- the Czech 


Foreign Minister went home with a proposition from the 
Secretary to establish working groups, meeting periodically on 
human rights. It was something that was going to be considered 
in Prague. This is a good time to ask you if there's been a 
reply from Prague on this yet. 





A I'll have to look into that, Barry. I['m not 
aware of any at this point. 





Start back in the back. 
Q Yes. He had first -- 
Aa Roger. 


Q I don't have any question on Africa, but I think 
it's more important to ask about Panama. There are reports out 
of Panama now that mid-level officers have asked Noriega to 
step down, and that some of them are walking out of the doors 
of the Comandancia and surrendering. 


A You've been out of the room Can [ ask for a 
briefing break? I mean, can I go out ar! get some more 
information and come back? 
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Q You can wing it. 


Q That's not a bad idea, and could we make the 
request that after you deal with Connie's African questions, 
that you take a briefing break and return in an ON-THE-RECORD 
capacity to comment on updated events, if there are any? 


4 Can we modify the request to say that while I 
don't think it's a good idea to try to do it right after this 
-~ since only an hour will have elapsed -- but let me just put 
the request, having been made ON THE RECORD, that we try to do 
something more this afternoon ON THE RECORD. 


Q Could you see to it that the Secretary is 
briefed, and that perhaps we could get something from him when 
he comes out? 


A *~ Well, the Secretary -- I'm sure the Secretary 
will be briefed. Whether you can get something from him will 
depend on whether he's prepared to give it to you. 





Q Even though he's at lunch -- 


a But you will have, as usual, the opportunity, if 
the Secretary decides to offer it, when he comes out with 
Salinas. 


Q Apropos of that, by the wt t just a logistical 
question, a housekeeping question, we wilt] draw the conclusion 
that the Secretary didn't want to answer questions about 
Panama, and, therefore, changed his pla: and decided not to 
greet the Mexican President as scheduleu. Can you offer an 
alternative explanation as to why he might have changed his 
plans on greeting the Mexican President right away? 

MS. HOGGARD: Did you ask the question? 


Q: Yes, I did. I said, “Can you offer an alternative 
explanation?" 


MR. BOUCHER: Ralph, you know that we -- 
MS. HOGGARD: No. Did you ask #aker? 

Q: He wasn't there. 

Q He didn't come. 

Q That's his point. 


Q That's my point. 


MR. BOUCHER: I thought he was there, but he didn't 
answer questions. 
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Q He wasn't there. No. He was not there. 

~ He dicn't come outside. 

Q The schedule was for him to greet him curbside, 
and he did not do so. 

a Ralph, I can't draw any explanations. I don't 
know what the weather was. 

Q We'll draw - 

- You can draw your own conclusions, but I would —. 

Q Maybe it was a one-on-one meeting. 

A I would not start drawing too many conclusions 


about a small fact like that 
Q Well, but, you know - 


A Let's try to go back to the briefing and answer 
questions, if we can. 


Connie? 


Q Mine's not at all earthsha‘ing, but do you have 
any details about the Mbeki meeting yest@rday with Herman Cohen? 


A About the Mbeki meeting. 
Q Thank you. 


4 I don't know which one of us.-is right, but I'll 
use my pronounciation. 


Let me make clear, we've long r@cognized that the ANC 
is one of several South African organizations with substantial 
political support in South Africa. We've had regular contact 
with the ANC since Secretary Shultz met with ANC President 
Oliver Tambo in 1987. 


Assistant Secretary Cohen met with Mr. Mbeki as part 
of our continuing dialogue with the ANC. They discussed the 
prospects for negotiations in South Africa and for the release 
of political prisoners, including Nelson Mandela 


Carol? 


Q On another subject: Is the U.S. Ambassador to 
Turkey coming back for consultations because of a resolution 
that Senator Dole introduced on Armenians in the Senate? 


i) I don't have anything on his travel, Carol. ['m 
not sure I can look into it -- if we have anything to say. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Dole resolution? 
a I have tust some general observations on the 


resolution that would designate April 24, 1990, as the national 
date of “Remembrance for the 78th Anniversary of Armenian 
Genocide." 


While we do not seek to dismiss or deny the pain of 
some Americans over events in the O'\toman Empire, we have 
looked carefully at the word “genocide” in connection with the 
events of the 1915-1923 period. We have learned that there is 
disagreement among scholars over the nature of the official 
Ottoman policy towards their Armenian subjects -- an important 
question when judging the charge of genocide. for these 
reasons, we have concluded that history should be the final 
judge of this tragic period. 


Q: You oreose the resolution? 


a That's what I have. I don't have any specific 
pro or con on the resolution. I think those are as much as we 
can fill you in on the background of our thoughts on the issue. 


Q So is the Ambassador being withdrawn or not? 


Q Wait a minute. You're saying Senator Dole should 
not be the final judge; history should be the final judge. [ 
mean, how can you say that you don't have any position on the 
resolution if you're saying that history should be the final 
judge and not the U.S. Senate. 


a Well, [I'm just saying history should be the final 
judge. I mean, Ralph, there may be interim judges in the 
meantime. 


Q Okay. I see. 


" I'm afraid I just don't have an up or down for 
the Administration on the resolution at this point. 


Q So is the Ambassador coming back or not? 


nm That's something ['d have to look into. [ don't 
know about his travel. 


Q Speaking to the (inaudible) issue, the 
Arab-Israeli conflict, two clarifications, if [ may, on things 
Secretary Baker said yesterday at the White House: (a) he was 
asked about the proposal request of Israel for $400 million 
grant for the settlement of Soviet Jews. 


Now, the Israelis haven't requested such a grant. The 
Israelis have just requested guarantees under a certain AID 
category for loans from private institutions. 
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Now, Secretary Saker gave the clear impression that he 
thought Israel was requesting actual money, because he said, 
“given the budget constraints, the nited States would find it 
difficult to get the money." 


I'm asking, what is exactly the impression of the 
State Department as to the nature of the [sraeli request? 


And, secondly, Secretary Baker kept referring more 
than once to the forthcoming session of the [Israeli Cabinet on 
Thursday which supposedly is gaing to reach a decision on the 
process. 


Now, the Israeli Government is highly unlikely to 
reach any decision any time soon, and one wonders if this is, 
indeed, the impression of Secretary Baker, and, therefore, what 
are the implications of the fact that no decision is to be 
reached? : 


a Okay. The impression of the State Department as 
regards the Secretary's remarks is that he's absolutely right. 
(Laughter) 


Q Whatever he says. 





Q Are you ON THE RECORD now? 


“ I'm ON THE RECORD on that, You're finding 
confusion where none exists. The Secretary talked about 
serious budget constraints in the United States as regard to 
housing guarantee program. If you look into it carefully, you 
find that there are Congressionally manduted credit ceilings. 
There are budget implications of any extension of credit that 
we would have to make up for any defaults. And, although this 
may not be a directly financed out of the budget sort of thing, 
it's something that Congress has watched carefully, and it has 
budget implications. 


The Secretary has said, “We face serious budget 
constraints, and, as everybody understands, this is something 
we'd have to look at closely." He also explained our sympathy 
with the need to resettle people coming out of the Soviet Union 


On the second point, as far as the meeting of the 
Israeli Cabinet, the Secretary addressed that many, many times 
in the past three or four days -- going back to last week in 
New York. I think he made very clear our expectation that the 
Israeli Cabinet or the Inner Cabinet, whoever meets, would 
address the issue. 


Aas far as what we're going to say when they don't 


finish their work, we're going to have to see what they can 
accomplish in terms of their discussion 
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Q Richard, the Secretary yesterday said something 
about the U.S.-Egyptian-Israeli Commission, or implied to meet 
soon to facilitate the issue of Palestinian representation 
Could you offer more on this issue? When will this be taking 
place, and where will it be taking place? 


4 I don't have anything new to offer on that. As I 
said, the Secretary really addressed these issues in great 
detail on numerous times over the past few days. Mr. Mubarak 
addressed them yesterday and made very clear his views, so I 
just don't have anything to add to that. 


Q This idea of the Commission, it's a new idea 
which has been injected into the whole campaign for the peace 
process. Is it -- am [I correct to say that? 

” I'm not sure of the exact status of that idea and 


whether it's coming from outside or inside the process. [I 
think the Secretary addressed it. We'd have to look up his 
words. I think that's the most accurate statement. 


Q Another question: In light of this activity -- 
you know, the meetings with [Israelis and the meetings with the 
Egyptians and all of this tripartite meeting which was taking 
place or cook place in New York last week -- when do you think 
that the United States and the PLO will be meeting to get the 
position of the Palestinians first-hand? Do you have any plans 
for another dialogue? 


a I'm not aware of anything .cheduled at this point 
in our dialogue in Tunis, and [ would h. e to try to 
characterize meetings that haven't occur. ed. 


Q Can [ go back to my colleague's question about 
the $400 million? Did you get any specific information from 
Israel where -- if they would like to settle these Russian Jews 
who will be migrating to Israel? Do they have any tentative 
offers, because there were talks about thet they will be 
settling in the West Bank, and the Secretary objected to that 
yesterday at the White House or here at Lhe State Department. 
So did the Israelis offer you any word, any plans, where 
they're going to be settling these Russian Jews? 


a My understanding is that tne request or the 
contacts we've had on the program are fairly general so far, so 
I'm not aware of any specific indication of where the housing 
might be built. 

Go to the back 


Q I didn't hear you before. Did you say that 
Mobutu is definitely coming to Washingtun? 


a No. I said I wasn't aware that -- yet, that we 
knew if he was coming to Washington. 
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Q All right. And who was the senior official with 
whom Van Dunem Loy was supposed to have met or is about to meet? 


i) I said we'd look into that question and get the 
full answer on when and where it wias and who it was 


Q And one final request: Would it be possible to 
have at the end of this week -- since so many southern African 
dignitaries wiil have been in town -- to have some kind of 
briefing just on the state of the policy at this point? 


A Well, we can look to get you something on that 
I'd point out once again Lhat Hank Cohen was up on the Hill for 
hearings this morning, and ['m sure that ne is giving a very 
accurate reflection of the state of the policy. We'll try to 
get you a copy of his statement 

Q * Thank you 

zs) Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE “IOON BRIEFING OCTOBER 3 
NAMIBIA ACCORDS/AID TO SAVIM3: 


Q. Is U.S. aid to Savirbi a violation of the Namibia Accords 
sigped in New York iast December? 


A. NO, IT IS NOT. 


-- THE U.S. IS NOT A SIGNATORY OR OTHERWISE A PARTY TO ANY OF 
THE AGREEMENTS SIGNED AT NEW YORK, GENEVA, OR BRAZZAVILLE 
BY THE REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA, THE REPUBLIC OF CUBA, AND 
THE PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF ANGOLA. 


-- WE MADE IT CLEAR DURING THE NEGOTIATION PROCESS THAT WE 
WERE SOLELY A MEDIATOR, NOT A POTENTIAL PARTY TO THE 
AGREEMENTS, AND THAT THE PRINCIPLES ENUNCIATED IN THE 
SETTLEMENT DOCUMENTS COULD NOT AND WOULD NOT SE BINDING IN 
ANY MANNER ON THF U.S. 


-- DURING THE NEGOTIATIONS WE ALSO MADE IT CLEAR AT EVERY 





STAGE THAT WE INTENDED TO CONTINUE APPROPRIATE AND 
EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE TO UNITA AFTER THE ENTRY INTO FORCE OF 





THE SETTLEMENT ACCORDS .UNTIL NATIONAL RECONCILIATION HAS BEEN ACHIEVED. 




















OVESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING OCTOBER 3, 196° 


~~ = ee ee * 


ANGOLA/VISIT OF VAN DUNE™ LOY 


0:" What can you tell us about Foreian Minister Van Dunem 
Loy"s visit to Washiraton? 


A: ANGOLAN FOREIGN MINISTER VAN DUNEM LOY PLANS TO VISIT 
WASHINGTON NEXT WEEK, AND WE WILL BE SCHEDULING APPOINTMENTS 


FOR HIM WITH SENIOR STAT® DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING OCTOBER 3 
ZAIRE/MOBUTU VISIT 


Q: Will President Mobutu be visiting Washington this week and 
if so, will he meet with the President? 


A: WE UNDERSTAND A MEETING IS BEING ARRANGED. CHECK WITH THE 
WHITE HOUSE FOR FURTHER DETAILS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
10/3/89 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: Do you have anything on the status of the human rights 


working groups mentioned following Secretary Baker's meeting 
in New York with the Czech Foreign Minister? 


A: FOR THE PAST TWO YEARS, WE HAVE HELD DISCUSSIONS WITH 
CZECH OFFICIALS THROUGH THE HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS WORKING GROUP 
(HAWG). THE GROUP ALSO MEETS AT THE WORKING LEVEL ON A SEMI- 
ANNUAL BASIS. CONCURRENT WITH THE HUMANITARIAN AFFAIRS 


MEETING, WE ALSO HOLD BUSINESS DISCI'SSIONS AT THE WORKING 


LEVEL. 
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DPC #174 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1989, 12:58 P. M. 
(ON THE RCCORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I have one brief announcement. Available in the Press Office 
is a fact sheet on the Sendero Luminoso, the Shining Path 
guerrillas. 


Q You don't like them, right? 
a The terrorist group in Peru. This is one of a 
series of reports prepared by the Office of Counter Terrorism. 


Those who read it will find out very quickly whether they're 
the good guys or the bad guys. (Laughter) 


Q Are they going to put our a new annual book, do 
you know, by the way -- that office? 


A It's at the end of the year, isn't it? 

Q Well, I keep looking for the definitions of these 
various Palestinian groups, and, [ mean, you're still using an 
old delegation -- an old definition. 

a We'll try to get you the brand new copy -- 

Q If it's updated -- 


A -—- whenever that came out. 


Q If you could, I'd appreciate it. If they've 
changed their designation of these various groups. 


A Okay. We'll make sure we get some in this Press 
Office. Anyway, that's it for announcements. Be glad to take 
your questions. 


Q We'd like to know about Panama. 
A What would you like to know about Panama? 
Q We'd like to know, now that the confusion is 


somewhat abated, if you could sketch for us a nice, you know, 
take a real shot at this and hit it over the fence -- the 
extent of U.S. involvement in the uprising. Was the U.S. -- 
when last we left you, the extent of U.S. involvement is that 
someone had heard gunshots. (Laughter) 
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They had called Washington, and that was all, and the 
Situation was confusing. But there have been suggestions maybe 
the U.S. knew a little bit more about what was going on. Can 
you elaborate on what Mr. Baker said at the Committee yesterday? 


i] Barry, since you last left me, Secretary Cheney, 
Secretary Baker, Marlin Fitzwater and a variety of other 
notables have talked very extensively about this. [I really 
don't have very much to add. 


Q I'd like to ask you how long Noriega was held, 
because two of those gentlemen gave differing accounts. One 
spoke of a couple of hours, and the other spoke of briefly. Do 
you have - does the State Department have -- has the State 
Department figured out how long Noriega's adversaries had him 
in their midst? 


a I don't have anything on that here. Most of the 
information, as Secretary Cheney has said, was coming through 
SOUTHCOM and his people down there. I think he's addressed it 
many times, and [ just have to leave it to him. 


Q Among the notables who spoke on this was Senator 
Helms who maintains that the United States forces in SOUTHCOM 
were notified that General Noriega was in custody, and over a 
period of about five hours dithered around trying to figure out 
what to do about this; contacted the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
according to Senator Helms, who said something like, “We'll get 
back to you," and then never did. No decision was made. 


Senator Helms maintains that it was within the power 
of this government to have Noriega delivered to us. 


a Bill, I'm sorry, but [ don't know where Senator 
Helms gets his material. But I'd suggest that if you want to 
know if JCS was contacted and people like that, that you ask 
them. General Powell and Secretary Cheney have been out in 
public, [ think, this morning and last night, and they've been 
answering these questions. 


Q All right. Could you say -— since you were 
monitoring this with a Task Force upstairs, could you say 
whether or not the State Department is convinced in fact that 
Noriega was in custody of the mutineers? 


a I just can't say that. I am not going to address 


the issue here and try to go through the facts. As I said, 
other people have spoken many times about in the last couple of 
days. 


Q But they spoke contradictorily. 


A Well, then, you should ask them to clarify any 
contradictions you see in their remarks. 
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Q Was our assistance ever asked in keeping Noriega? 
a That has been addressed many times. Marlin just 


addressed it once more at the White House. Again, the contacts 
were through SOUTHCOM and people down there. Cheney has talked 
about that, and I'd just have to leave it to him, really, to 
address this in the specific terms. 


Q So you're in essence saying that either Senator 
Helms is mistaken or he is purposefully distorting the version 
of events, because he is now on the Senate floor and offering 
his amendment, and he is saying that what the White House is 
saying is not true. 


i Well, I didn't say that, and I think you'll have 
to ask Senator Helms or the White House which one of them is 
wrong. 


Q You're referring these queries to other 
agencies. Other agencies are reporting that the State 
Department was -- or its officials were the first to receive 


notice from the potential mutineers that a coup attempt was 
being planned. 


4 Let me tell you what I can what we knew before 
the event. 


Q Please. 
A We were told late Sunday night -- 
Q Who are “we" now? 


4 I have to just say, “We, the United States 
Government, the State Department." [ think it came through our 
channels, but I can't be any more specific. 


We were told late Sunday night of a possible coup 
attempt on Monday. We were then told on Monday that it might 
happen on Tuesday. And that's as much as I[ can say as far as 
prior knowledge goes. 


Q Did you doubt those reports? 


A Well, that's again something that's been 
addressed. One can always look at the pro's and con's of 
individual reports, and, as the Secretary said yesterday, it's 
easier to look back in hindsight after the events have 
occurred. So I just have to say that there were -- you know, 
there were reports -- there had been reports before. Some of 
them proved true, and some of them didn't. 


Q But what weight was placed on those reports which 
you received over the weekend? 
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a I can't examine, sort of, the weight. We did not 
get involved. We did not make any commitments about this. So 
we were basically just seeing if it was going to happen. 


Q Well, after you received the report on Sunday 
night, you did put out a statement on Monday, denouncing in the 
strongest terms possible the arrest by Noriega of Or. frias 
Calderon in Panama. Now, did you perceive that to be at the 
time an attempt to pre-empt a coup? Is that why you released 
the statement? 


7 The reason we released the statement was because 
Noriega had once again done something that was outlandish and 
outrageous. We frequently release statements when Noriega does 
such things. The implications of your question are that if we 
had known of a possible coup, we should have refrained from 
denouncing the arrest of a prominent opposition leader for 
spurious reasons. I just can't accept that. 


Q Can you clarify who the U.S. heard this from? I[ 
don't mean specifically a person. 


A I'm sorry, Barry. [I can't. 


No, no. But, I mean, is it U.S. information from 
-- [ literally don't know if you're talking about Noriega 
people, anti-Noriega people or U.S. people in Panama. 


A Well, you can assume it wasn't Noriega people. 
Q All right. But -- 


A But beyond that, I just can't go into any 
detail. I don't want to say anything that might basically give 
Noriega cause to suspect any individual or -- 


Q I'm still puzzled by the Secretary's statement 
that when the U.S., you know, reserves the right to act 
forcefully and, of course, his reasons -- security, strategic 
issues like the Canal -- on a timetable of its own choosing. 


It sounds like it was a little less confusing than it 
might have seemed a couple of days ago to some of us. In other 
words, you got advance word. They were off by a day, but isn't 
that a timetable of sorts? Why didn't the U.S. just jump right 
in? 


fc) It's a timetable, but it's not a timetable of our 
choosing. 


Q Uh-huh. 


A It's a timetable, but not a timetable of our 
choosing. 
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Q Is it a Panamanian internal matter, in which case 
the timetable shouldn't be of U.S. choosing? Or is it a matter 
that the United States should have some involvement in, in 
which case the United States certainly has a responsibility to 
have its own timetable? 


a What matter exactly are you talking about? 


Q Matter of the goal that the United States has 
stated repeatedly over the past 18 months, which is getting 
Noriega out of power and into prosecution for U.S. drug 
charges. That is not a Panamanian matter. That's a -- the 
U.S. drug charges are a U.S. matter. 


. Well, I think -- you're right, Ralph, in that 
there are, first, internal matters relating to what Noriega has 
done to his own people, to what he's done to democracy in 
Panama. That is not -- that is primarily an internal matter. 
But, as was shown by the OAS, it's a subject of great concern 
to all the countries in the hemisphere, as well as many others 
around the world. There's also the matter of the indictment 
against Noriega for drug trafficking, which is a matter that 
relates primarily to the United States. 


As this event occurred, [ think it's -- you know, it 
relates more to the former in the words of the people who were 
carrying out the coup. They were -- well, let's see -- [ mean, 
they related their cause primarily to the internal matters of 
Panama. I'm trying to think. In their communique they talked 
about the retirement of General Noriega and the retirement of 
Five senior POF commanders. That was one thing they were 
concerned about. They talked about the holding of elections 
under OAS supervision. 


Q Does that mean that the U.S. did not see -- 
because of those statements made by the mutineers, I[ guess, the 
United States did not feel that this was an opportunity to be 
taken advantage of in terms of prosecution under U.S. law? 


a I just have to step back to the statements as far 
as what we knew and the possibilities of Noriega coming -- of 
being given to us and taken into custody, and those sorts of 
things. I have to fall back on the statements of Cheney and 
Marlin Fitzwater, people like that, who were really the ones 
that got that kind of information as to what was happening 
during the event. 


Q Secretary Cheney suggested last night on the Hill 
that the source from whom the U.S. got the information and the 
perpetrators of the coup attempt were suspect because they had 
been previously known to the United States as people who were 
supporters of Noriega. 


Is that an assessment shared by the State Department? 
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4 Ralph, I don't want to try to elaborate on what 
Secretary Cheney may have said in closed session. 


Q I'm not asking for an elaboration of his 
statement. I['m asking whether the State Department agrees with 
that assessment. 


a I don't have any assessment like *"':, parallel 
to it. I accept the words that the Secretary . said. 
Q Can we go back to Barry's question of a second 


ago on the question of the source that you mentioned? 
Secretary Cheney said this morning -- 


i) A source that I didn't mention. 


Q That you didn't mention. Excuse me. That you 
alluded to. We heard late Sunday night, you said this morning, 
from a major who ran the coup, “he was the only source of 
information we had on it." 


Now, is the information that the State Department 
received from the source different from that named by Secretary 
Cheney? 


a I wasn't familiar with what Secretary Cheney 
said. [ don't want to get out here and start confirming 
sources on this thing. I'm sorry. 


Q Could you take the question, because it's been 
raised? 


i) No, I won't. We have no desire to point to any 
giving individual down there who may suffer for what we say. 


Q His name was already mentioned once. Secretary 
Cheney has brought one name up -- 


I'll leave it to him to -- 


a 
Q Giraldi has already been found dead. 
Q Yeah. What do you know about any of the coup -- 
a Individuals? 


Jesse Helms again said on the floor of the Senate 
that he was shot dead by Noriega himself -- Giraldi. 


y 2) 


i) Let me --— the regime reports list ten people dead 
and 37 people detained. Among those listed dead are Major 
Giroldi; Captains Leon Tejada, Juan Arza, Edgardo Sandoval and 
Eric Murillo. Among the detainees are Colonel Wong, Colonel 
Young and Lieutenant Colonel Palacios Gondola. I'm afraid I 
don't have any more information on those people. 
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~ Did you have any contact with any of those people 
during the events of Tuesday, I guess it was? 


é Ralph, the only contacts that ['m aware of were 
those that were reported by Secretary Cheney and the people at 
SOUTHCOM. 


Q Can you give us -- 


Q (Inaudible) -- the United States did not get 
involved and did not make any commitments on this prior to, yet 
when the actual event happened, the United States miraculously 
launched a military exercise at 4:00 a.m. in the morning; they 
miraculously put up roadblocks, and they provided sanction to 
people. Apparently there was some understanding prior to the 
beginning of this where the U.S. did in a vague way let them 
know that there would be some support. 


i Those exercises and the events of -- the status 
of our forces down there, I think, have been amply explained by 
the Pentagon and by the Secretary yesterday who pointed out 
that we acted to safeguard American lives, including the lives 
and the safety of our military personnel there, and to ensure 
the security of the Panama Canal. 


Q There were discussions about that ahead of time 
with the rebels -- 


ne I'm sorry. I just don't have anything. 
Q - that certain roads would be blocked. 


A I can assure you that the U.S. was not involved 
in planning or initiating the operation, and [ can assure you 
that no commitments relating to the execution of the coup were 
sought from us, nor were any such commitments given. 


Q But why the exercises? 


Q But if [I understand the time line correctly, the 
U.S. forces acted prior to the action by the PDF. 


a Yes. [ have to leave it to the Defense 
Department to explain the status and the movements of U.S. 
forces. 


Q Yesterday, the Secretary of State described these 
people as being -- this is a paraphrase -- that they were 
fighting for freedom. Do you still maintain that they -- that 
this was their motivation? 


i I don't have any further characterization of 
them. I described some of the things that they said in their 
own statements, and I just don't have anything further to what 
the Secretary said yestercay. 
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Q Richard, you just said that the United States was 
not involved in the planning or initiating of the operation. 
Could you describe the U.S. involvement following the 
operations initiation? 


a I'm not exactly sure what you're looking for, 
Ralph. 


Q You specified two time periods during which the 
United States was not involved. 


= That's right. 


Q Would you please spell out the U.S. involvement 
in the time period that followed the two that you've 
specifically mentioned? 


o I don't have the full chronology or play-by-play 
of this whole thing, because [ think, as I started out saying, 
that's been amply described by many others. The Defense 
Department and Secretary Cheney have reported on what the U.S. 
forces were doing during these events. They have talked about 
the contacts and the information that we received, and [ just 
don't really have anything to add to that. 


Q A couple of days ago - 


“ I described the activities the other day of what 
we were doing in the State Department here, in terms of 
following the situation and task forces, and things like that. 


Q What kind of actions were the State Department or 
specifically the Secretary of State involved in during the coup 
attempt? ODid the Secretary consult, for example, with 
President Bush or with Secretary Cheney about whether or not 
the U.S. should take part in an attempt to get Noriega out of 
Panama? 


a Secretary Baker was primarily involved by 
following the situation. We kept him abreast of reports to the 
Task Force when he was in this building. As you know, he spent 
much of the time over at the White House with President Bush, 
General Scowcroft and Mexican President Salinas, so he was also 
kept up to date over there. [ don't know what conversations he 
may have had during those meetings or while he was over there. 


Q But you did report on Tuesday that you had been 
in touch with Ambassador Sosa. 


i) That's right. 
Q What was the nature of that contact? 
A { think it was just comparing notes on what we 


knew about the situation. 
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Q Did he suggest to the State Department you 
wouldn't disclose when the State Department became aware that 
General Noriega was being held by the rebels? 


a I said I didn't have a judgment on that; that 
that was something that Secretary Cheney has talked about. The 
information that we had on that, as I said, according to 
Secretary Cheney, came largely through SOUTHCOM, through his 
people. And I just have to, you know, stick with what he 
said. [ don't have anything to add to it. 


Q Mr. Fitzwater said this morning that the US. 
still doesn't even really know whether Noriecga was ever held or 
noc. 


A Well, I think it would only confuse things if I 
tried to add my judgment. I don't have a definitive assessment 
on that issue, and I don't think it's fair to try to add. 


Q Richard, if I recall correctly, President Bush 
was on the record as having called for members of the 
Panamanian Defense Force to overthrow Noriega. Does the 
Administration still believe that the POF should overthrow 
Noriega, and should those members of the POF who might be 
thinking about it take U.S. inaction this time as a message 
that the U.S. will not support them militarily in the Future if 
they try to overthrow him? 


a Our policy on the PDF -~ we went through this 
again on Tuesday, [ believe it was, while the events were 
happening. I don't remember the exact quote from the 
President. [t wasn't exactly that they should overthrow 
Noriega. It was some variation on that. So you'd have to look 
back to that of what he said. 


Q Take matters into their own hands -- 

Aa It may have been something like that. He was on 
an airplane, right? 

Q He said it more than once. 

a But let me make clear that we've always held that 
the POF had a role to play -- the army has a role to play in 
Panama -~ and that's the role of an institution that guards -- 


a professional institution that can safeguard democracy. That 
view has clearly not changed. 


But I don't think one should read anything particular 
into the U.S. actions in this case. I don't think there's any 
lesson to be learned. As the Secretary said very clearly 
yesterday, the military -- the United States retains the option 
to use American forces. 


Q Does the U.S. believe that this particular group 
of plotters, rebels, were not attempting to safeguard democracy 
in Panama? 
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a I just don't have a real assessment of that, 
David. All I have is what I could give you on the indications 
of what they said in their own communique. Others -- I think 


Secretary Cheney has expressed his view, but _ don't have any 
State Department assessment at this point. 


Q Do you have anything on where Endara is, and what 
-— anything on other opposition leaders, either in hiding or 
arrested? 


a Well, Guillermo Ford was just at the C Street 
entrance. On the others, no, I don't. 


Q Richard, earlier you talked about discussing 
where Baker was, and so on, on Tuesday. 


‘ Yes. 


Q You talked about all the consultations that were 
going on. What agency of the U.S. Government on Tuesday had 
primary responsibility for collecting all of the various 
information that was available about the events in Panama and 
formulating recommendations, and so on, to give to the 
President on this specific event? Was that the Secretary of 
State, since it's a foreign policy matter? Was it SOUTHCOM, 
which is mentioned several times? Was it the NSC, CIA? 


4a Well, I think the only answer is that for our 
part, we were in close touch with the other agencies as the 
events unfolded. I think as a general rule, General Scowcroft 
at the NSC has the burden of trying to collect everything from 
the other agencies and funnel them to the President for any 
decisions that might be necessary. So [I'm not aware that there 
was some designation of “you're in charge of this." We all do 
our parts when these things happen 


Q What's the status of Ambassador Ted Briggs who 
was head of the NSC Latin American -- 


i) I think the White House put something out on that 
yesterday. My understanding is that he is being offered an 
attractive assignment. I don't know what it is, and I couldn't 
-- I wasn't told, because I couldn't divulge it, but that he 
has left the NSC. I think it was on Monday. But that this has 
been in the works for about a month or so. 


Q Just if I may -~ there's an implication, at least 
from Secretary Cheney's remarks this morning, that there were 
certainly discussions between U.S. officers and people involved 
in the coup with respect to turning over Noriega. 


Can you tell us whether there's a policy wrinkle here, 
that any future attempt should have as a condition that that 
provision -- that is, that he be turned over to U.S. authority? 
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4 No. I can't tell you if there's a policy wrinkle 
to that. We've never set out conditions for coups like that. 
(Laughter) I'm sorry. I mean, I just think -- 


G Were you involved in -- 


= You know, if you're asking Cheney if he's trying 
to send a signal to somebody in the future who might think 
about doing this, then I think you'll have to ask Secretary 
Cheney. As far as the United States goes, we have made clear. 
the Secretary made clear, the White House has made clear that 
the man is under indictment in the United States -- Noriega is 
under indictment, and we would like to see him face charges. 


Was the State Department notified of these 
discussions to which I just referred? 


A I don't want to get into the internal processes, 
but I can assume that -- 


Q You raised the question again --~ you just said 
that he's under indictment -- the United States would like to 
see him prosecuted. How badly would you like to see him 
prosecuted? Badly enough to go 600 yards to get him? Badly 
enough to cooperate by providing transportation if asked by 
rebels in Panama? Does any of that ring any bells? I mean, it 
just doesn't sound -—~ it sounds like you're making a disconnect 
there. You're saying, “We want him, but we don't really want 
him." 


a Ralph, you're making assumptions about what kind 
of opportunities we may have had, and [I just have to say that 
those opportunities or the lack thereof to get hold of Noriega 
yesterday have been addressed by the people who were discussing 
this at the time, and principally Secretary Cheney, and I just 
have to leave it to him. 


Q There are other things going on in the world. 
Can we - 


is) There are other things in the world. 


@ Can we ask you about the German refugees -- go 
ahead, I'm sorry. 


a We've got all afternoon. 


Q Yes, we do. On the question of U.S. objectives 
in Panama, could you restate, in light of what's just happened, 
what the United States would like to see happen to General 
Noriega? 


a I'm trying to think if there's some sort of 
subtle formulation of this. The answer is that Noriega should 
leave power. That's what we'd like to see happen to Noriega. 
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. Leave power, period. 
. That's what we said before the coup attempt. 
That's what we say afterwards. 
Q And then we're going to ask you -- 
A The Secretary made very clear that our policy has 


not changed. I mean, I can read you his words, “to apply 
steady and relentless pressure on the Noriega regime across the 
board.” 


Q To get him to do what? 


rs Again, he said, “The pressure is going to 
continue until Noriega is gone.” 


Q Out of power or out of Panama? 

cs Gone. 

Q Because you-- 

o I think we go around this every time we use the 


phrase. I'm sorry -- 


Q No, no. It's more complicated getting him out of 
the country, and, if you're involved in a coup, you have a 
harder job to do if you've got to bundle him up and ship him 
out. So that's why we keep asking you, to accomplish your ends 
in Panama, which evidently are to get rid of Noriega, is it all 
right if he just sits on the beach, or does he have to get out 
of the country? That's what we keep asking. 


i And I answered the question many times before. I[ 
answered again on Tuesday, I think, Barry, when you asked me, 
and what we've always said is, “Noriega must leave power." [t 
is certainly clear to everyone that if Noriega is not in the 
country, that he is going to be much farther away from power 
and much less able to control the strings So that would 
certainly be the preferable course. But the key element is 
that Noriega no longer be in a position to dominate the 
government. 


Q And in light of the events of Tuesday and what 
all the officials, including Cheney, have said over the last 24 
hours about the events of Tuesday, does the United States 
believe that Noriega was out of power on Tuesday at some point, 
and did that satisfy the U.S. policy goal? 


A Ralph, that's the question -~-- was he in custody, 
whose control was he under, and for how long -.. in just another 
form. The answer is the U.S. was satisfied for one hour and 20 
minutes, or whatever. The situation right now is that Noriega 
still dominates the country; he dominates the regime, and we're 
not about to consider a normalization of relations based on the 











re 331 


-13- Thursday, 10/5/89 


fact that he might not have been able to make a telephone cal] 
for a certain period of time. 


Q But if they didn't control the situation for a 
given period of time, however minimal it was, wasn't that a 
lost opportunity? Didn't somebody drop the ball? 


“ You're making assumptions about things that have 
been addressed continually, and which I have declined to make 
assumptions about today. You're making assumptions about 
opportunities that we may or may not have had to take You're 
making assumptions about the discussions that were had 


I'm not making those assumptions. I'm standing by 
what Secretary Cheney has said in letting him address the issue. 


Q You're making it appear there was no opportunity 
‘ No, ['m not. 
Q By declining to address it. 


Q But, look, I mean, very briefly, Secretary Cheney 
said that --~ now, is it unfair to bring up Secretary Cheney's 
remarks in this Forum? I mean, if not -- 


be I think if you find any problem with what 
Secretary Cheney said, you're just going to have to ask him. 
He's made himself abundantly available to the media this 
morning and last night, and ['m sure he's very happy to answer 
questions. 


Q But is it fair for him to assess that the 
exchange that took place while the coup was underway between 
the rebels and senior U.S. military officers consisted of 
trying to find out whether or not they were prepared to turn 
Noriega over to us, and that when they said they were not, the 
discussions ended? 


a Once again -~ I mean, I'm not trying to throw 
this to the fence just for the sake of getting out of it. 
Those discussions, as Secretary Cheney has made very clear, 
took place between SOUTHCOM people, between people under his 
command. The information that was gotten was relayed up 
through his channels, and [ think we just have to let him 
address the question. 


Q Would you address the German refugee situation? 
We haven't had a briefing -- 

Q One more. Can I follow up, please? 

Q Sorry. 


Q To go back to something Ralph posed earlier, 
Richard, you seem to indicate that the main thing is getting 
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Noriega out of power, and then we'll deal with the matter of 
extradition because of Noriega's indictment in this country. 


Billy Ford just said downstairs that the Panamanian 
constitution prohibits the extradition of Panamanian citizens, 
and he said, “If Noriega behaves like a normal, decent human 
being, we would be against his extradition." Any comment on 
that? 


A No. I don't. It just occurred. I haven't seen 
the text of the remarks. I'll have to decline that one. 


Q (Inaudible) -- the German refugees -- 


A Okay. What would you like to know about German 
refugees? 


Q Well, it's been two days since we got a -- since 
we had a briefing, and the situation keeps changing. Go 
ahead. Just start us off. 


Q Spill out your guts. 

Q Spill out what you have. 

Q Apparently, the US. Embassy -- 

Q Yeah. Well, the Embassy's the central issue 


A Okay. Well, why don't we start with the 18 
people who were in the Embassy yesterday. 


Q All right. 


A Early Wednesday evening -- that is, October 4 -- 
the 18 GOR citizens -- that's ten adults and eight children -- 
who are in our Embassy in Berlin departed voluntarily to their 
homes after the East German Government gave assurances that 
their desire to emigrate would be considered positively and 
that no reprisals would be taken against them. 


We are very pleased that this situation has been 
resolved in this manner, and, as you are well aware, we 
strongly support the rights of individuals to emigrate and 
travel freely. 


Q But what is the posture of the U.S. Government 
about letting East German citizens into the U.S. Embassy now 
with our humanitarian concerns about. what's going on in their 
country, and the policy of the U.S. generally in the past to 
help people get out, if they can? 


a That's a good question, John. Let me try to 
answer it in a certain number of ways. 
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First, I state very clearly our support for free 
travel, freedom of emigration. We think that this is something 
that all governments should respect. We're deeply sympathetic 
to anyone who wishes to exercise this right. We're deeply 
sympathetic to those who are seeking to be reunited with their 
families where in many of these cases someone has already 
traveled, and people in East Germany are hoping to follow. 


Q Is there a “but" coming? 


A However they're coming. I think it's also worth 
remembering that the vast majority of those wishing to leave 
East Germany do want to settle in West Germany with their 
family and friends, not in the United States. 


The Embassy that we have in Berlin is, of course, not 
set up as a place where people can go. Our Embassies and other 
diplomatic missions overseas generally do not have the 
capability to handle even a limited number of people who would 
seek to depart their home country, especially people who have 
to seek to depart their home country by sitting in at a foreign 
embassy. 


we would also note that people potentially put 
themselves in a difficult situation with respect to their own 
government. So to sum up, I'd have to say our position goes 
back to what we said the other day: that we commend the West 
German Government for what it's doing to try to settle these 
people, these cases. We urge the East German Government to set 
up a mechanism -- permanent mechanism for a regular process of 
emigration. And, finally, we say that the solution to this 
problem really rests with the leadership in the German 
Democratic Republic. The desire of so many people to leave the 
country reflects a deep sense of dissatisfaction. We hope the 
German Democratic Republic will acknowledge the undertakings 
it's made in the CSCE process to give effect to the right of 
free travel. Remember the Secretary's words about to have a 
common European house, you have to be able to move from room to 
room. 


Q With all due respect, the West German Embassy in 
various countries in the Eastern Bloc are not set up for 
massive movement of people either. Yet, on humanitarian 
grounds, they have opened up the gates because they believe 
that it is important to help people get out. 


Now, the United States apparently is not opening up 
its gate and is scrutinizing people at the gate and making it 
extremely difficult to get in. 


A West Germany, I think, has taken many special 
efforts at their embassies in Prague and in Poland because of 
the demand on their resources. 











3321 


-16- Thursday, 10/5/89 


Our embassies are just not in a positive to do that. 
We have intervened, raised issues of humanitarian concern. 
We'll do that for people when we can. 


I'd note, for example, that there was one woman on TY 
who was, I think, being pushed away from the Embassy by the 
police and we understand now, in that case, that the German 
Democratic Republic has informed us that she and her three 
children will be able to have their case considered positively 
just like the 18 who were inside the embassy. 


Q Richard, has -- 


A So we're not without concern for the plight of 
these individuals, and [ think we're not inactive on them. 


Q Has the United States Government protested the 
actions of the police in keeping people away from the American 
Embassy? 


2) Yes. I think it's important that I make clear 
that the police presence in front of the United States Embassy 
was not requested by our Embassy. 


Q But has it been protested? 


A Let me add to that. In fact, we deplore the 
manhandling of the crowd by the East German police, and our 
Embassy has protested the stopping by the German police of East 
Germans trying to visit the Embassy. We have sought assurances 
that visitors with normal embassy business will not be stopped. 


Q Richard, can [ ask you about that heavy sentence 
in your original statement, that people -- I'd read you the 
notes that [ have -- will put themselves in a difficult 
situation with their country? I wonder what's behind that. 

One possibility is that the East Germans have let you know that 
in this case these 18 will get favorable treatment but don't 
expect it again. 


I'm trying to figure out why you have this cautionary 
note -- “Don't come through the U.S. Embassy. You might get in 
trouble with your own authorities." 


A Let me address it on two levels. [t's a fact of 
life in many countries, as we've seen in the past, that people 
seeking to emigrate have been subject to trouble afterwards 
from the authorities. 


In this particular case, we did have -~ we were given 
to understand by the East German Government that these people 
in our embassy and this additional woman and her children would 
not be subject to reprisals and that their cases would be 
viewed positively. But I think in recent days they have stated 
more generally that this practice, from their view, was no 
longer acceptable. 
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Q What practice -- 
A The people going into Western diplomatic missions. 


Q Do you think the members of the U.S. Embassy in 
East Germany acted appropriately in the situation? All the 
film footage shows that it was not just the East German police 
but the embassy personnel themselves were shoving people out 
the door? 


A I have not seen any such footage. I'll go back 
to what [I just said, that our embassy remains open for people 
with normal embassy business. 


Q But not to help them get out of the country in 
this extraordinary situation? [ can't help but keep feeling 
that this is a very ufimpish response on the part of the United 
States, considering what's going on in the Eastern Bloc right 
now. 


Q And considering what other countries, like the 
United States, are doing under these conditions. 


A We have taken care of --— raised the cases of 
people who sought refuge in our embassy. We have been 
consistent -- and I think very strong -~ on the general issues 


of the need to establish a process to make these situations not 
occur; to make it easier for people who want to emigrate, to 
emigrate. 


But, as I said, our embassies are not in a position to 
accommodate a large number of people who want to sit there 
until other governments do something. 


We have tried to do what we can in this situation, to 
express our humanitarian concern for individual cases as well 
as the whole groups of people. 


Q Richard, have any steps been taken to make it 
more difficult for people to take refuge in the embassy in the 
future? 


Q Other than to warn them of the possible reprisals? 


A I'm trying to see if [ have anything. No, I 
really don't. I can repeat for you that on the specific issue 
of police presence that this was not requested by the U.S. 
Embassy. 


Q Is there not greater scrutiny at the gate than 
there has been in the past of every person who attempts to get 
as far as even a screening process? You are pre-screening 
people now before they even get in the door. The walls are 
being watched. 
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A Let me check on exactly what that consitutes. 
I'm not sure how exactly I should describe that. 


Q When you made the point that most of these 
people, or maybe all -- I don't know -- want to go to West 
Germany, were you just stating a fact of life? Or would people 
who wish to come to the United States be given some 
preferential access to the embassy? Are they just mailing 
their request to the wrong address, or what? 


A Barry, it really depends on what people you're 
talking about. One of the normal functions of our embassy is 
to issue visas for people who want to come to the United 
States. So somebody that is coming to apply for a visa or has 
been invited for an immigrant visa interview would clearly be 
welcomed. 


Q Richard, how many people have applied to the 
embassy in East Germany and how many people are allowed in? Is 
it 20,000, the quota on that? And how many of that has been 
filled? 


A Well, the general immigration law provides that 
there is basically 20,000 people per country per year. Many 
countries get no where near that. Some countries overfill 
that. I'll have to check on what the statistics are on 
issuance of U.S. immigrant visas to East Germans. 


Q Richard, [ just want to ask you about the image 
that you're --— you're obviously -- it's obviously a difficult 
issue for the U.S. to deal with; on the one hand, wanting to 
express a humanitarian concern, and on the other hand, not 
wanting to flood the embassy with people. 


I'm trying to get an idea of what image it is that 
you're trying to convey here today. On the one hand, you say, 
we didn't ask for the police protection -- in fact, not only 
did we not ask for it, we've asked the East German Government 
to stop and stop the manhandling and deplore it and all that. 
On the other hand, you don't want to admit everybody who comes 
to the door. 


So is the image that you want to have, or the 
situation you want to have at the Embassy, is that there is no 
police protection outside to prevent a hoard of people, 
essentially, trying to crash the gate while U.S. personnel try 
to keep them out? It seems contradictory to me. You seem to 
be saying two things at the same time. 


7 I understand. There is an inherent difficulty to 
the situation. We have great compassion for the people and 
their plight. 


Where we have been able to, we have raised cases. 
We've been able to talk to people and see that their cases were 
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handled in a positive fashion. We have remained open for 
normal business. 


I guess what you'd have to say is, we don't want a 
situation where police are roughing-up people and arbitrarily 
turning people away in front our doors. We want a situation 
where we can be in contact with the East Germans who come and 
who want something from us. And if it's something that's 
within our capacity to provide and it's part of our normal 
embassy operations, we'll certainly try to do so. 


Q I wonder if embassies in East Germany have been 
flooded with refugees as well? And what is -- there's been 
consultation among the United States to really transfer into 
other countries as to what do do with those who apply for 
asylum in the embassies? 


A I'm not aware of any general consultations in a 
formal sense. [I'm sure that embassies are in touch with each 
other there. That's about all I can tell you. 


Q Can we go to another subject? Has the United 
States been -~- was the United States informed of the list of 12 
nominees apparently put forward by President Mubarak as a 
Palestinian delegation for talks on an election in the Occupied 
Territories? 


a The Egyptians have not given us a list. In fact, 
no names have been discussed with the Egyptian Government. 
There are lots of reports on these sorts of things and we don't 
go into any detailed comment on any individual one, but this is 
something that I can just tell you happened. 


Q While you're on the Mideast, there is some 
confused report from Kuwait about the Secretary taking some 
action on a boycott list. Has there been some shift in the 
boycott procedures? 


A Our procedures? 
Q Your -- 


A I'll have to look into it. I'll have to see. 
I'm not sure we do the boycott list, do we? 


Q I think it's Commerce that manages it but their 
report is that he (inaudible) a change made in the procedures. 


A Okay, I'll try to -- 
Q Has the Administration notified the PLO members 


at the United Nations that holding a news conference today is a 
violation of their visas? 


a) I'm not aware of some news conference idea. Let 
me explain the strictures on the visas. 
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We noted, I think, in press guidance that we posted on 
September 27, about the restrictions on the visas. The visas 
from members of the visiting PLO delegation included an 
annotation that the visas were to be used only to attend the 
U.N. General Assembly. 


In addition, applicants were reminded at the time of 
issuance that the visas were issued only for the purpose of 
attending the U.N. General Assembly and to conduct U.N. 
business. Any other political activities were prohibited under 
the terms of the visa issuance, and this was explained to the 
applicants at the time. 


There is a press release that there will be some 
public meeting or speaking event in New York this evening. I 
have to say that visiting delegation members who participate in 
this activity would be in violation of their visa status. 


The U.S. Mission in New York has brought this press 
release to the attention of the U.N. Secretariat, and we have 
requested that the United Nations immediately notify the 
permanent observer mission of the PLO that the proposed 
activities of the visiting delegation members would violate the 
terms of the visas which have been issued to them. 


Q Does that mean that if they do attend, will they 
be told, "Please leave immediately on the next plane?" 


fs) I can't really speculate on exactly what we would 
do. I would hope at this point, having through these various 
means, explai:i ed once again the terms of their visa issuance, 
that they would just abide by those terms. 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 

A Yes. 

Q A news conference is a political activity, you're 
saying? 

A Again, I hadn't heard about a so-called “news 


conference." I heard avout a public meeting in New York City 
this evening. 


Q Sponsored by? 
ms Sorry, I don't have the name. 


Q A Palestinian (inaudible) committee which doesn't 
answer the phone. 


me The point is that this activity that we've heard 
about is not a United Nations-related activity. 


Q What I'm driving at is whether a speech to the 
Council on Foreign Relations would be in the same category? 
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a I just have to say that this is the terms. [ 
don't want to get into every possible location and speech and 
stuff like that. Clearly, their visas are limited for United 
Nations activities. 


Q Attending the United Nations? 


fe Attending the United Nations General Assembly and 
to conduct United Nations business. 


Q Do you have any comment on the remarks in 
Nicaragua by Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, particularly 
his proposal that the United States and the Soviet Union act as 
guarantors of some sort about military supplies going into 
Central America? 


“ Let me say, there already is an agreement on 
Central America. There is a treaty, a series of documents on 
Central America. That's the Esquipulas Accords, and the things 
that followed. 


Both the United States and the Soviet Union have 
pledged to support those accords. Frankly, we don't see any 
need to supplant them. The Soviet Union and the United States 
stated at Jackson Hole that they believed that the flow of arms 
to insurgent forces in Central America is a violation of the 
Esquipulas Accords and should be stopped. We hope that Cuba 
and Nicaragua will cease their violations and that the Soviet 
Union will use its influence with them to obtain compliance. 


Furthermore, on the issue of restoring the region's 
military balance, which Shevardnadze also addressed, we would 
point out that the principle reason that the region's military 
balance has been upset has been the militarization of Nicaragua 
through the massive Soviet-bloc supply since 1979. Indeed, the 
Soviet Union and its allies have provided three times as much 
military aid to Nicaragua as the United States has provided to 
the democratic nations in Central America over the entire last 
decade. 


We welcome the Soviet Union's statement that it would 
stop sending lethal weapons to Nicaragua. This was one initial 
step towards restoring the regional military balance. 
Obviously, continued increases in Cuban and Soviet-bloc weapons 
to Nicaragua undermine that commitment. What is encouraging 
about Shevardnadze's suggestion is that he is intimating that, 
contrary to the Soviet Union's prior comments about being able 
to influence arms flows from Cuba, the Soviet Union accepts the 
fact that it does have a decisive influence on the flow of 
wapons from Soviet allies such as Cuba into Central America. 


Let we say once again that we continue to believe that the 
basis for cooperation remains respect and support for the 
Esquipulas treaty in all its aspects. We do not believe it is 
a serious alternative basis for negotiation to assert that the 
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Soviet Union and the United States have equivalent sucurity 
interests in Central America. 


Q There's a report today that -- 
a Yes -- I can get you a copy of that. 
Q -- that the U.S. Government now believes that the flow 


of Soviet bloc arms into Nicaragua and Central America was much 
smaller than it believed several months ago. Is this true? 


-) Well, let me first point out that the data that we've 
supplied from here in the past on military supplies to 
Nicaragua -- it's accurate, it's updated regularly, and that 


the information that we reported in September on the first 
seven months of 1989 did show a slight overall increase in 
Soviet bloc military-related deliveries, with a reduced Soviet 
component and increased Cuban component. This pattern has 
continued. The data for the first nine months now shows a 
modest decrease over the comparable period in 1988 in total 
tonnage and monetary value. 


The United States will continue to monitor these trends. But 
what is important, [ think, is not fluctuations from month to 
month, but the long-term direction and trend. 


Q This is for bloc shipments or Soviet shipments? 


a The totals that we're comparing -- you know, seven 
months to seven months last year, nine months to nine months 
this year -- are Soviet-bloc shipments, shipments by the Soviet 
Union and its allies, including Cuba, within those totals of 
military-related supplies. 


Q Do you have any quarrel with the numbers that 
were cited by the New York Times in its story? 





Aa I'm afraid I didn't pay attention to the New York 
Times closely enough this morning. 





Q Could you -- 


a Nor to the Washington Post, just to make it 
even-handed. 





Q Could you validate the numbers? They've got the 
precise numbers in there that show the increases and decreased 
that you referred to? 


Q There are other people you didn't pay any 
attention to, too, you know. 


4 Should I mentioned everybody? Okay, you've got a 
good question there. The question is basically, do [ have the 
9-month figures? The answer is, I don't have them right now. 
I'm looking into it to see if we can get them for you. 
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% Richard, with relationship to Nicaragua, the 
funds voted by one branch of the Congress or the other -- by 
both, one case -- is something like $17 million. But dealing 
with the question of $8 million being voted by the House for 
the opposition in Nicaragua, in exchange for the absence of 
covert CIA support for the opposition, as the paper said this 
morning -- 


a I'm afraid you know that I can't talk about 
intelligence activities or allegations of covert aid. Let me 
make clear that it is our intention to assist the Nicaraguan 
election openly through reprogram funds which are approved by 
the U.S. Congress. 


Q But doesn't it -- 


A Let me, Joe, if 1 can, take the occasion to say 
that we are pleased that the House has approved the 
Administration's request for $9 million in campaign aid, and we 
think it's very important for the Senate to approve the request 
soon. 


Q But doesn't this open the way for our putting 
money into elections in different countries in the world, and 
I'm thinking about, maybe, money going into the West Bank, if 
the elections ever taken place there? 


os I don't know what you're thinking about. But the 
National Endowment for Democracy has been active throughout the 
world. We've supported them with government money. They've 
been active in Panama, in Chile, in Poland, in the Philippines, 
and probably in a dozen other places that I can't remember 
right now. So it's not unusual. 


Q Let me ask you this, have you any comment on the 
assassination of the Belgian Jewish leader? Is there any -- 
whether the State Department is looking into it? 


a I'm not aware of the report. I['m sorry. 

Q You haven't had anything What about the arson 
in Israel's forest -- anything -- 

“4 I'm not aware of the reports. Jan. 


Q Richard, any update on the talks in Saudi Arabia 
on Lebanon? 


" Nothing too specific. Give me a chance to look a 
second here. 


We continue the Arab League as the best position to 
bring about political reconciliation in Lebanon, and we urge 
the Lebanese and other parties involved in this peace effort to 
give it their full support. We're not going to try to comment 
on what somebody says one day and what somebody says the next 
day. I think we have to leave the parties to work things out. 
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Q It certainly hasn't changed Okay, thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:45 p.m.) 
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Posted: October 5S. 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
OCTOBER S$ PRESS BRIEFING 


GDR: ENTRY INTO THE U.S. EMBASSY 


Q: What measures is the U.S. Embassy in East Berlin applying 
to scrutinize those who seek to enter the Embassy? 


A: -- THE EMBASSY STAFF ASKS THOSE WHO SEEK TO ENTER THE 
CHANCERY WHAT THEIR PURPOSE IS IN ENTERING THE 
BUILDING. : 


LS 
-- THOSE WHO HAVE NORMAL EMBASSY BUSINESS ARE ALLOWED TO 


-- NO EMBASSY EMPLOYEES FORCE PEOPLE OFF THE PREMISES. 

















TAKEN QUESTION 
Thursday. October $, i193689 


¢ 


EAST GERMANY: IMMIGRATION TO U.S 





9: How manv visas ave been issued to East Germans durine the 


last two years? 
oe 


-- DURING THE FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING IN OCTOBER 1987, 5996 
NON-IMMIGRANT VISAS WERE [ISSUED TO EAST GERMAN CITIZENS. 
' 


DURING THE SAME PERIOD, 97 IMMIGRANT VISAS WERE ISSUED TO 


EAST GERMANS. 


-- FROM OCTOBES 1988 THROUGH MARCH 1989, EAST GERMANS 
RECEIVED 2,641 NON-IMMIGRANT VISAS. FROM OCTOBER 1956 


THROUGH AUGCST 1.987, 11.59 IMMIGRANT “VISAS WERE ISSVED TC 


EAST GERMANS. 











BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
TALKS WITH U.S.S.R. ECONOMIC ADVISERS 
BEFORE 
SELECT MEMBERS OF STATE DEPARTMENT PRESS CORPS 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER S, 1989 


SENIOR ST@TE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: What I was 
told you were interested in was a readout of the meetings, 
and so ['ll spare you my analysis. I'm going to run through 
my notes of meetings, just kind of being a reporter of it, I 
guess. I did mention to Kim (Hoggard) that for those of you 
who didn't get it -- a copy of Baker's testimony -- 


MS. HOGGARD: We have it here. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: That sets out 
the analysis. after I run through this, I'll be happy to try 
and take your questions on either what I report or the 
analysis the best I can. 


And let me say this: I want to try and give you 
more detail. If it starts to go on at greater lengti and you 
just want to ask questions, that's fine with me too. 


The three people with whom I spoke were the 
Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Economics 
Relations Administration Chief Obminskiy; Professor Shmelev 
of the U.S.A. and Canada Institute; and the Department Chief 
in the Central Economics and Mathematics Institute by the 
name of Krivorotov. 


Q Would you spell those Russians names? 

a Sure. O-b-m-i-n-s-k-i-y. 

Q Do you have first names for them? 

A I don't have it here, but we could probably 


get them for you if you want them. (Spelled names) 


I had three separate discussions with them. 
First, we had a brief informal chat on September 19. This 
was the week right before the Ministerial. Then I was with 
the Secretary when he had a discussion on the plane with 
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complicated it was by lack of confidence in a currency it 
could lead to inflation; how it's exacerbated by monopoly 
pricing. And then Shmelev, who was clearly the most 
intellectually aggressive of the three -- but all three were 
very competent people -- said that my analysis was right 
theoretically, but without a realistic price system, he said 
there would be economic reform; but before you could have 
free prices, you need to increase competition to boost 
supply. You also need to change price relations in the 
consumer market to seize and realign administrative measures. 


But without preliminary «teps, it would be too 
dangerous to move to price reform. He said, the government 
would not be strong enough to handle it. 


Then he went on to talk about steps that he 
thought could be taken through the 1990's, and he identified 
three structural reforms -- problems that would pave the way 
for price reforms. First, reducing defense expenditures; 
second, lowering investment, energy and raw materials; third, 
narrowing the broad front of investment. 


He gave as an example that there were currently 
300,000 investments projects in the Soviet Union -- many of 
them delayed -- and he said this must be reduced to 100,000. 


Then he said such steps were in the future, 
starting with the next five-year plan. He said before they 
could get to that, they faced a situation in 1989 and 1990 
that was very difficult. The danger was the complete 
collapse of the consumer market, because too much money was 
chasing too few goods. The government had taken some steps 
to deal with this but not enough. 


And let me just make one little editorial comment 
here. What was interesting was he was sort of saying to get 
to price reform, you have to make structural steps; before 
you get structural steps, you have to deal with this 
immediate problem. What this suggests is, is that even 
someone who in this spectrum is considered a radical 
economist like Shmelev is considering price reform being 
quite far off. 


Then he commented briefly -- and throughout all 
the discussions, Shmelev was the most focused, and he, 
indeed, used the word later of “obsessed” on the problem of 
consumer shortages which he then related to monetary reform. 
And he, obviously, thinks it's at quite a dangerous stage. 
He said, commenting on the human psychology of consumer 
shortages, he referred to his neighbor in Moscow -- a nice 
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man -- who is bragging that he had accumulated a seven-year 
supply of detergent. (Laughter) 


Now, the point of this being that no one wants to 
hold rubles, so they immediately change into real assets, so 
that leads to a situation of hoarding. When you start with a 
situation where you don't have very many goods on the shelves 
and people want to hoard assets, it just exacerbates an 
unfortunate situation. 


Then he said, for the next year and a half, the 
ruble overhang would be the key issue, and he said there were 
three ways to resolve it. He said the first would be a great 
increase in consumer prices, and this he said was 
unthinkable. The second was a monetary reform, as in the 
Soviet Union in 1947 and West Germany in 1948. This he said 
would be dangerous, because trust in the ruble and the 
government would fall but would be a possibility. 


Some of you may know by reference that what he 
really means -- when he means monetary reform in this 
comparative sense, what he's talking about is substituting a 
new currency for an old currency. You basically wipe out a 
whole currency and substitute a new one. 


(Aide handed the briefer a paper) ] 


These are the names. Obminskiy's first name is 
Ernst. Shmelev's first name is Nikolai. And Krivorotov is 
Viktor. 


The third, he said, was softening the price 
reform by buying up money, using any method. And I wasn't 
exactly sure what he meant by this third one, so lI said, 
“Well, is that, for example, what you've written about by 
selling government assets or other things to sop up rubles?" 
And he said yes. 


I also asked about whether that would mean, for 
example, trying to channel hot savings into longer-term 
savings that could be funneled into investments, and Shmelev 
said yes, but that would be not enough. He said, if the 
Soviet authorities were unable either to buy up or tie up in 


the banking system enough rubles -- a monetary reform -- in 
other words, option 2, with all its consequences, would be 
needed. 


I noted that one problem with selling assets was 
their low price in an egalitarian Soviet society. In other 
words, if you're going to sell apartments to people, and 
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basically they don't have to pay much in the way of rent for 
apartments, you're not going to get a very good price on it; 
and said that in addition you'd have the side benefit if 
people owned assets, it gives them an incentive to work 
harder to improve them. 


Shmelev agrees with all this stuff, but he keeps 
feeling that the guts of it has got to be dealing with this 
consumer goods shortage and the ruble overhang. 


Another official said a serious approach to the 
question of reform must consider the -interaction of economic 
and social factors. The solution may be fine economically 
but yet create political problems. And then they also said 
that what they had in mind was a discussion of he 
international dimension of Soviet economic reform which he 
described as how other countries looked at the Soviet reform 
and their reaction to it. 


Okay, that's a summary of the first one. 


On the plane, Secretary Baker started out by 
talking about prices systems, ruble convertibility, his 
understanding of the ruble overhang issue. Then Shmelev 
repeated the three options for dealing with the monetary 
problem, and he kept emphasizing how stabilization was the 
top priority. 


In this discussion he added a couple of other 
elements. For example, selling shares in state enterprises. 
We talked a little bit about bond issuances, and he agreed 
with me that the type of interest rates that they're talking 
about are not likely to be sufficient enough, because they 
don't match the rate of inflation. 


Q What kind of interest rates? 


A They have talked about in their program of 
like five or six percent. I said they'd have to be higher. 
Shmelev said, "Oh, yes. Well, maybe six or seven." And I 
said the principle has got to be you'd have to have a real 
rate of return; otherwise, people would prefer real assets. 


Q Do you mean above inflation? 


A Yes. A positive rate of return. And just 
so you know, Abalkin has made the point, when people have 
made this point to him -- Abalkin has made the point when 
people have made this point to him -- Abalkin is the Deputy 
Prime Minister who is the sort of the economic czar, more or 
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less -- that all of these arguments about higher rates may 
make sound in economics, but given the fact that the Soviet 
people have always had very low rates, that even five or six 
percent looks pretty good, and it is drawing in rubles in any 
event. 


That may be the case, but it tends to run against 
what would be people's economic logic after awhile in that 
they can preserve their real value if they buy, say, whatever 
it was this guy had -- detergents. 


He added, however, some interesting comparisons. 
Ore is now Shmelev was saying we can look to the 20's 
experience, which is where -- a case under the new economic 
program where the Soviets actually backed the ruble by gold. 
And then he talked a little bit about gold, and he said that 
there was an interesting article in Pravda that was talking 
about the use of gold to back the currency, and that he 
thought this was an idea that's catching on. 


And I have to honestly say from just reading 
other cables, this is very interesting, because I don't 
pretend to be sort of the closest watcher of this issue, but 
over the past three or four weeks I really have seen an 
increasing interest in this topic in the Soviet Union. ] 


For those of you who remember from your economics 
textbooks that the gold standard was something you think that 
only worked in Britain for a period from about 1870 to 1914, 
it is interesting -- there is a broader range of intellectual 
opinion even within the United States that might not consider 
using the gold standard here who thinks that this may be a 
very important possibility for the Soviet Union. 


It basically revolves around the fact that in 
this system, in the Soviet system, you don't have any other 
standard mechanisms you have in other economies that can 
assure. people of the value of their currency. You don't have 
an independent central bank. You don't even have money 
supplies for people to watch. So you really don't have the 
normal crutches, if you will, that you could rely on. And 
the Soviet Union does start with a very major advantage of 
having sizable gold stocks and gold production facilities. 


Also on the plane, Obminskiy, who continually 
kept trying to go beyond the stabilization issue, said that 
what they really were going to have to also deal with were 
the rights and responsibilities of economic players -- the 
rules of the game. He said each player must need to 
understand what he or she has to put in, and what he or she 
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can get out. He said we need to learn to speak the same 
economic language. 


Then I believe it was actually Shevardnadze who 
made a comment about how it was important to open doors to 
business people, and then saying we need to learn more about 
economic regulation, financial markets, so on, so forth. 
Then we talked a little bit about how, in addition to the 
stabilization issues, you would have to get to what Baker 
talked about as microeconomic reforms. This is things like 
competition. 


We talked about safety net and a little bit of 
sequencing of the issues. The Secretary talked about how 
there were discussions in the past of the Joint Commercial 
Commission, which is something the Department of Commerce 
does, and what Shevardnadze stressed was that he hoped the 
discussions could be broader. You know, basically 
discussions of political economy. And they agreed on the 
plane to do this regularly through our bilateral working 
group. That's not a separate working group -- that's part of 
that group. 


at Bae. ee me oe 


Now for the dinner -- 


Q Just as -- 
A Sure. 
Q Was Shevardnadze very involved in that 


plane conversation, or was it primarily the economics -- 


a He didn't say much. He was actively 
observant, but the primary discussants were probably Shmelev 
and myself, and primarily Shmelev. 


Q When he did talk, did he suggest he 
understood economics? 


A That's a very difficult conclusion for me 
to make, because he didn't speak that much. My sense would 
be that his was a very active intellect that's trying to 
learn a lot, but that the mental framework that many people 
from our society would start out with -- whether they were 
trained economically or not -- wasn't necessarily there. I 
mean, he was still trying to get ahold of the concepts. 


Q Was he as pessimistic with the Secretary as 
he was in Washington? A day or two before he went out there, 
he told this fellow from -- 
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Aa Who is “he" here, Shevardnadze or -- 


Q No. Shmelev. -- that if something radical 
wasn't done in the next -- I think he said 12 to 18 months -- 
they could be facing a Polish type crisis with strikes by 
rail workers, gold miners, all that kind of thing. Did that 
come up at all? 


a Some of this will come into the next 
section I run through, but it's very hard to draw the 
conclusion for Shmelevy for this reason: He outlined facts 
that recognized that there were serious troubles ahead, and 
by his obsession on one problem, he clearly was suggesting 
that this required more than normal attention. 


On the other hand, this is a person who is a very 
proud Russian nationalist, and he believes that the Soviet 
Union has very large capabilities, and his parting words when 
we left were -- he said, "I want to leave you with something 
from Mark Twain. The reports of our demise are much 
exaggerated." So I really got a combination of messages. 


Q He didn't say whether they should spend 

some huge amount of money or borrow large amounts of money to 

buy consumer goods? 
A He, unlike some of the others, believes 


that the Soviet Union -- one way of dealing with both 
consumer concerns and with trying to sop up rubles would be 
to import large amounts of consumer goods and sell them at a 
ten times markup. that is a very controversial issue within 
the Soviet Union, because the main way that you would 
probably buy those consumer goods is by borrowing. 


Now, most economic observers believe that the 
Soviet Union is not very heavily leveraged, and it has a lot 
of security. This goes back to the gold issue again. But 
even those people who feel that also recognize that a big 
consumer good purchase like this is largely a one time shot 
effort. So if you're going to do it, you really would 
probably want to do it as part of the sequence where you're 
making other changes at the same time. 


It doesn't sound like Shmelev was telling 
you anything much different than he has said in a couple of 
speeches I know you're familiar with -- 


A Yes. 


-- public speeches at the People's Congress 
where he went into some of these very points. 
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A No. He was very similar. Some of the 
stuff from the other people's stuff was different. 

Q Okay. 

A But I think what those speeches -- you 
know, his speeches are quite open. I mean, he -- 

Q Very tough speeches. 

A What was different, there were some little 


features. For example, some factual observations that I had 
said I was going to get in here or anecdotal ones; or I 
thought this three-part division of how they're going to deal 
with the monetary stabilization was more specific. 


Q Why don't you finish your thing, and then 
we can ask you questions. 

Q When was the dinner? 

A It was Wyoming on Friday night. We had 
steak. (Laughter) 

Q Medium rare? 

A I don't know. Obminskiy had talked about 


how the development of perestroika had been very 
complicated. He said it had not always proceeded forward in 
a straight line; moved backward sometimes before pressing 
ahead. However, the overall direction was forward. 


He said that the imbalance in the consumer market 
was the -- he had notec that Shmelev had focused on this as 
being the number one priority, and to give some factual 
backup, he said in the first nine months of 1989, there had 
been an 18 billion ruble shortfall in planned deliveries to 
the consumer market. 


So, in other words, even with what they thought 
they needed -- which was requiring rather stringent 
circumstances; they'd fallen way below -- he said there were 
various views among Soviet economists. He said some saw the 
five-year plan system as fundamentally sound but needed 
improvement. Others saw the plan as an obstacle to reform; 
however, most agreed Soviet firms were not producing because 
they lacked incentives. 


I just want to emphasize this point, because you 
could get a little skewed view here, in that all three of 
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these guys. I think, are probably more on the reform sector 
than some of the people who are dealing with this issue. 
There are also a lot of people in the Soviet Union dealing 
with the economic issues that are still viewed as from sort 
of an engineer's mincset, and how we can sort of fine-tune 
the operation. And this was sort of a revelation of that 
fact. 


He said that perestroika was now half way between 
the old and new systems. I asked about whether the drafting 
of laws -- whether at this point he thought the major 
challenge was drafting of laws to deal with the new economic 
program or their implementation, and whether Ministries 
failed to implement laws, because they did not understand 
them, or they're afraid of losing power. 


They felt that the fear of losing power may have 
explained the treatment of law on cooperatives, and he said 
law on cooperatives had changed several times. He said that 
while -- this is sort of interesting in the anecdotal 
category He said that while some co-ops may have earned 
their first profits by speculation, the stable economic 
environment would induce them to invest their receipts 
properly. He said that in the American West, some families 
probably made their fortune initially by selling whiskey for 
one dollar per glass. Yet the second generation probably 
were industrialists, and the third graduates of Harvard 
Business School. And he concluded if there had been a public 
outcry against the whiskey profits, there would have been no 
development. Called the “whiskey theory of Western 
development." (Laughter) 


We talked a little bit about the role of 
speculators, because this is a word that's used quite 
frequently in the Soviet context. I said it was actually 
used a lot in our context, too. People didn't understand the 
role of speculation, for example -- how it fit in the 
future's market. But I'll spare you my observations and give 
you more of theirs. 


He agreed with the comment I made about a 
monopoly situation leading to hicher profits, and that that 
was something you had to rectify, but you had to distinguish 
between higher profits earned by higher risks. One of the 
Soviets pointed to a co-op which had earned healthy profits 
by selling items from an enterprise as refuse, which prompted 
public complaints, because the enterprise that discarded the 
refuse from which the co-op made the items did not even 
consider producing these items, because, in this Soviet's 
view, they weren't in a competitive environment. 


3S5¢ 
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_ He agreed with the comment that many things that 
were attributed to co-ops as a problem were in part due 
because co-ops could not get access to supplies. He 
expressed an interest in lease-holders, and this will come 
back. This is, obviously, going to be the new wave in that 
they feel that lease-holders may achieve some of the things 
the co-ops do without some of the ideological baggage. 


I asked what co-ops did with their profits, and I 
was told that they primarily distribute it to their partners, 
because they're afraid to invest profits, because the status 
of the co-ops was unstable. 


One of the Soviets said that co-ops are 
vulnerable both to legal measures and to public opinion, and 
he said -- this is interesting -- he said that's one reason 
co-ops were seeking joint venture partners, because the 
Soviet Government guaranteed joint venture investment. And 
so since March of this year, 28 percent of co-op investment 
was in joint ventures, so these guys are, obviously, figuring 
out a way if they're going to invest, that they will do it 
under the shadow of the state's guarantees. 


One of the Soviets said that a real problem 
recently with the local Soviets were setting very high tax 
rates for co-ops. He said when co-op prices were high, the 
local Soviets tended to raise taxes rather than fostering 
competition to -- another way to offset profits. 


He said this was a good argument for centralizing 
the power to tax. Another Soviet disagreed, saying that 
taxing power is properly at the republic and local Soviet 
level. This will be a theme that -- we just touched on in 
this, but I think will come out in future Soviet economic 
reporting, which is that a lot of the guys that are trying to 
do the major reforms recognize the need to have a stable 
legal and political environment. That probably requires some 
centralized control. I mean, a rough analogy to sort of the 
spread of our Interstate Commerce clause. 


But it runs against sort of this basic theme of 
decentralization of authority in society. But if you 
decentralize economic authority to regions that are hostile 
to some of the market incentives, you're going to have a 
counter-productive action. And I've heard reference that 
Abalkin has had this same concern. 


We talked a little bit about the importance of 
sequencing Soviet reforms. We talked about lessons that 
might be drawn from Latin American developments. Shmelev in 
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particular said that Latin American developments were no 
model for the Soviet Union, because those were areas of high 
inflation. Soviet inflation, he felt, was actually 
relatively modest, but the problem was shortages. 


This is true, but it's also a little bit evasive, 
because it's kind of hard to talk about inflation in a 
society where you have fixed prices. If you raise those 
prices, given the shortages, you would have plenty of 
inflation very quickly. 


Q Did they understand that? 


A They did, in that the early comments 
reflected the fact when -- remember, I said the three 
solutions where you could just sort of lift all prices -- 
they recognize that. But what runs through the thinking of 
even someone like Shmelev who understands market principle, 
is this fear of actually letting go and letting the market do 
things. So what he comes back to is before you can have 
price reform, you have to figure out a way to increase the 
supply of consumer goods in the market. So he basically 
comes back, ironically, to a method that he is implicitly 
criticizing elsewhere by saying they need to redirect the 
state's resources. 


As in many conversations with people, they'll say 
one thing, but another comment may reveal a dialectic.s 


Q I mean, they don't see themselves as 
Brazil, but you're saying, who knows, if they took the price 
controis off, it might look like Brazil. 


A Well, the behavior. It was hard to say -- 
it is a distinguishable circumstance, and so it's worth 
looking at differently. But the behavior is very similar to 
what you'd find in a hyperinflationary economy; i.e., people 
don't want to hold the currency. They want to hold real 
assets. 


Then Shmelev said --— I noted about I understood 
the problem of ruble insecure, moving into a barter economy, 
and this would surely be a step backwards. Shmelev noted his 
obsession with imbalances in the consumer market. He said if 
this problem was not resolved, social consequences would be 
severe. This goes a little bit to your question. all other 
problems, including sequencing, could be dealt with later. 


We discussed this and whether it was actually 
true, and, for example, one of the problems was how can you 
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sell assets as @ way of sopping up rubles if you haven't 
dealt with the question of what are the rights and 
responsibilities and uses of assets. So one of the themes 
that we keep pushing here is that you can't really break 
these things into as discrete portions as some would like. 


They talked about what sort of asset sales they 
might proceed with. He said that he thought it was unlikely 
the government would allow the purchase and resale of land. 
He thought that was too far. 


One of the over Soviets said -- and this is kind 
of interesting -- there are many options for dealing with 
ruble overhand, but they all contain problems. He said, if 
you stress light industry to produce consumer goods, well, 
then we're going to lose our heavy industry, which is 
long-term investment. Imports from the West would require 
payment in hard currency or would increase the foreign debt. 
The sale of assets would lead to a maintenance problem as 
private citizens would have trouble getting the resources. 


And then after pointing out these three problems, 
he said, nevertheless, we're going to have to go with a mix 
of them. If none works individually, all three together 
won't. 


One of the other Soviets agreed with the 
necessity to take interrelated steps. In other words, 
Shmelev tended to be so focused on this other issue; the 
other two were kind of more recognizing the need to take 
interrelated steps. 


One might be the introduction of a parallel 
currency which -- I mean, I don't know how much currency this 
idea has, but this is an idea that he kept pushing, and he 
was sort of trying to explore how it might be done, either in 
certain regions or -- 


a You mean for foreign trade? 


Q Well, there's lots of ways it could be 
done. One, it can be done in certain geographic regions; 
some can be done sectorially. It harkens back to this idea 
of what they tried to do in the NEP -- the New Economic 
Program, or Policy -- and this again is a little interesting 
fact is we can sit here and kind of analyze this in a 
semi-economic fashion; these guys still have to sell this 
ideologically. So there is an ongoing need to take whatever 
you're thinking about and somehow link it back to something 
in Soviet history. 





ote 
¥ Preferably, then, an NEP? 

a Well, it's pretty much what you got. 

Q So what would it be? Would it be paid 


enterprises that do particularly well and spendable at some 
certain kind of store? 


2 He didn't really go into the detail of how 
it would be. There have been ideas of how you'd move, for 
example, to partial convertibility, using auctions. 


Q They've had some auctions. 

é They were supposed to have some auctions, 
and I think they called them off is my understanding. 

Q But this would be actually another type of 
ruble? 

i Another type of ruble; that's right. 

Q Would we have access to the other type of 
ruble? 

a He didn't go into any of the definitions of 


it. That's why we talked a little bit about whether it be 
done by industrial sector or in regions. 


Q Was that suggestion made in the Supreme 
Soviet at one point or another, that the ruble be aligned 
with the dollar? Did that ever come up? 


é Only in the context that they've have some 
proposal that allows farmers who exceed certain quotas to be 
able to sell the agricultural product for export and keep the 
hard currency. 


Q But not ina broader context? 

a No, they're not cc. «> *o a dollar economy. 
There are some political limitatio 

Q Not like Greenspan's gone over there. 

Q (Inaudible) 

fs Yes. It worked for a while in Panama for 
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He also talked about the need to consider selling 
capital stock and resolve the problem of firm bankruptcies. 
He felt that only a very flexible program could resolve the 


problem. 


This is Shmelev again. He said, unless steps 
were taken immediately to deal with consumer shortages, the 
Soviet economy would be moving towards a hundred percent 
rationing. He said that current plans to cut the deficit by 
half to 60 billion rubles were too little. He said that 
deficit-cutting steps included cutting investment by 33 
percent, which would create an unemployment problem; cutting 
military expenses and cutting administrative expenses, which 
were releasing people from the ministries. 


He said, the most sensitive question concerning 
budget expenditures were for unprofitable enterprises in food 
subsidies. Then he said, as if he were a government 
official, these problems must be addressed. 


‘ They then discussed the leaseholding. He said 
the Supreme Soviet would be discussing a new law in 
leaseholding which could provide additional rights; over 
time, this might lead to the appearance of private property 
although he didn't think people could accept that at this 
point. The new law would not allow leaseholders to sell 
property. But, nevertheless, they thought that leaseholders 
provided substantial potential and they had statistics 
showing leaseholders to be twice as productive as other 
workers. 


He cited an instance involving the cultivation of 
flowers, where leaseholders were twenty times productive as 
state workers. 


He noted that serge enterprises could become 
leaseholds. another Soviet official said that the taxation 
of leaseholds would be different. They would be taxed on 
their profits where co-ops were taxed on revenues, the 
difference obviously being thut revenues are before 
expenses. He felt that there would be less public objection 
in upcoming legislation on leaseholding. 


One of the officials noted that co-ops in the 
Soviet Union were different than those abroad, especially 
regarding management and property control. The Soviet 
manager had far more power than his Western counterpart who 
is subject to many regulations. Get that. 


Moreover, co-ops were seen as private enterprises 
which was considered negative. Shmelev said, after we talked 
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a little bit more about co-ops and some of the problems they 
-- some of which were listed in Baker's testimony -- he said 
that despite their overall popularity, it was amazing that 
they were as successful as they were. He said their volume 
of business was $2 billion rubles in ‘87, $6 billion in ‘88, 
and would reach $24 to $25 billion in ‘89. 


In turning to leaseholding, one of the Soviets 
said there were three main types: Leaseholding of a whole 
enterprise, leasing within an enterprise, and individual 
leasing. He said the first two types were closer to the 
socialist ideal and therefore it would be more acceptable 
ideology. 


I asked about generational differences, whether 
younger people were more willing to consider some of these 
new economic reforms. He said the young could be 
enthusiastic if co-ops were explained to them and the 
situation were stable. But as matters now stood, young 
people were unnerved, and so people were unwilling to take 
risks. 


I asked about the service sector, thinking that 
that would be one where you might -- fundamentally, because 
Stalin never organized it, you really don't have to dismantle 
it and it might actually help the consumers early on. 

Shmelev said the problem was that people cannot understand 
why they have to pay for services as opposed to a tangible 
product. 


Another person said that one of the problems with 
co-op movement and services, or other areas, was that people 
did not want to see others better off than themselves. We 
talked a little bit about how this ran very deep in society; 
that rather than have everybody improve, but have some 
improve more than others, there was a very broad-based 
cultural attitude that sort of wanted to keep everybody the 
same. 


_We talked a little bit about how the restrictions 
on leaseholding could lead to under-investment. [his had 
happened in experience with the PRC. Just to trace through 
the logic of this, if you are running an operation under a 
lease but you really don't have the righ’ to it, you may 
over exploit the resource. You may not ;epair the machine. 
You may not oil it or take care of it or do whatever it is 
because you don't have the investment in it. 


It was interesting. At least, one Soviet didn't 
like the comparison with the PRC. His answer was totally 
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inexplicable to me. But he said, the Soviet experience would 
be different as leaseholding would remove people who do not 

want to work, and PRC leaseholding was not designed to reduce 
employment. That happens to be contradictory with the facts. 


We talked about giving leaseholders long-standing 
rights to their land and they said that this was possible but 
they were worried that they wouldn't be able to sell the 
land. This is obviously a problem because even if you have 
it for a long term time period, if you can't necessarily see 
yourself holding something for 50 years, you're worried 
whether you're going to get your return on your investment. 


One of the Soviets said that private property was 
not the panacea for all problems. The key was to teach 
people to be enterprising, whatever that meant. 


You get into these in discussions. All of a 
sudden you'll be having a normal discourse and you'll get 
this pabulum. 


In the Shmelev meeting, an interesting comment on 
how different approaches were needed for different regions of 
the Soviet Union. He said, for our beloved Baltics, even 
traditional collective farm agriculture was viable. He said 
the same was true in Byelorussia and the Western Ukraine and 
the black earth area in south Russia. He said, but 
collective agriculture would not work in central Russia, so 
therefore individual farming was needed. He said this is a 
real problem because in the places where you actually needed 
individual farming the most, the local culture was probably 
most ideologically opposed to it. 


They described to us a draft law on leaseholding, 
which would allow for whole organizations to be leaseholders 
as well as families and individual leasing. This was an 
interesting piece of draftsmanship. It said that it would . 
allow leaseholding for 5 to 50 years, or more, which made one 
question why they put 50 years in. 


Final points on perestroika I asked about 
whether strikes were affecting Soviet production. They said 
they had a very large affect because of the monopoly 
situation. They didn't have competing industries. He said 
the Soviet Union had lost five million man days to strikes 
through August of this year. He said there is a general 
impatience in the Soviet Union as economic changes have come 
more slowly than expected. He said supply agreements between 
enterprises were supposed to replace, at least, some of the 
central supply relationships but this really hadn't happened, 
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and in 1985 Gosplan, which is the central planning agency, 
had issued 45,000 norms for enterprises. In ‘89, they had 
only issued 8,000. But because the enterprises were still 
dependent on Gossnab, which is a different central 
organization for supplies, the central control operation was 
still in place even though there were fewer directives. 


We talked a little bit about the difficulty of 
decentralizing economic authority if you didn't have a 
rational price system. They agreed with that. This is a 
problem, where you decentralize authority to enterprises. 
They don't have discipline so they just raise wages. 


They talked about one of the reasons why co-ops 
had to charge higher prices. It's because they had higher 
supply costs than others. 


What I'll just touch on is, they had asked us a 
number of questions about how the United States economy 
pursued fundamental change. Rather than give you my answers, 
what I'll give you is the topics because that might be more 
interesting. 


They said, for example, how we pursued 
fundamental change during the New Deal period. This is, at 
least, tangentially interesting in light of Shevardnadze's | 
comments a couple weeks later about comparing their period 
with our great depression. 


I don't know if the connection is there, but it's 
one I saw. 


They asked about dilemmas in the United States 
Government economic policy-making. For example, would 
provisions for social welfare hurt U.S. competitiveness 
abroad? Would raising taxes on business lead to a drop in 
investment? Would raising taxes on consumers lead to a 
popular outcry? I said we never considered taxes, so we 
didn't know how to deal with this one. 


With this in mind, he wondered what was the 
proper policy mix, particularly raising revenues. I said, 
"No new taxes!" We got on another topic. 


Q Well, they don't need any new taxes there, 
do they? 


a Actually, what is very interesting is that 
they do face (inaudible) problem. What you can see them 
doing is, they're starting to move more to the revenue side 
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as opposed to cutting the spending side as they run into it, 
which is not going to be helpful. 


One of them asked -- this is Krivorotov. He's a 
very interesting guy. He clearly sort of took a lot of this 
more from an academician's perspective. He said he wanted to 
pose a delicate question. He said, in light of the October 
'87 stock market crash, was the future of the dollar reserved 
currency. So then we talked a little bit about that. That 
was pretty much it. 


Q QM where does it ‘all lead you? You had 
these conversations; the Secretary had his conversation. The 
Secretary testified yesterday now on the perception of the 
Soviet economy. 


What, if anything -- and this may just be the tip 
of an iceberg -- does it mean for U.S. policy right now 
toward the Soviet Union? 


A I don't want to repeat everything that's in 
the testimony, so let me just reference the fact that in the 
Secretary's testimony he lists sort of five -- well, first he 
makes the point that, as the Soviets themselves state, the 
success of perestroika fundamentally depends on the Soviets, 
but then he lists six different ways in which we can help 
that I don't think you probably want me to repeat all that, 
do you? 


Q Is there anything, I guess I'm saying, that 
came out of these meetings? Maybe it is reflected in the 
Secretary's testimony, where you said, now that we've heard 
these guys, I'd like to do more of this, less of that. 


A Let me try and come up with something 
interesting for you. I'm in sort of a difficult position. 
Some of the conclusions in the testimony are there, but let 
me say it this way. 


Q It doesn't have to be today, but over the 
long term. Now that you've had this conversation, you gained 
this understanding; I see us going down this road more as 
opposed to that road more. 


a I do have a firm belief that they have to 
do this themselves. It is interesting to learn more about 
the choices that they're making, for a number of reasons. 
One is, it's a window on Soviet society. 
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Second, what is of increasing interest to me is 
the degree to which the Supreme Soviet plays a role in this 
process. There's a tangential answer to that. 


One of the questions the Secretary was asked 
yesterday was about Jackson-Vanik and why you want to wait to 
codify Jackson-Vanik. One of the answers he gave -- he was 
focusing -- how it's important to try and make these changes 
less easy to reverse and to institutionalize them. Another 
he did mention, though, was that by actually making the 
Supreme Soviet a more significant actor in the process, you 
also increase the legitimacy of the Supreme Soviet. 


Who, five or ten years ago, would have thought 
that U.S. policy would have said, well, we're really not 
ready to do that until the Supreme Soviet passes a law. You 
would say, well, okay, we'll take care of that. 


Q Five months ago you wouldn't have thought 
that realistic. 


A In a way, you're also building the 
pluralism in the system. One of the things that I am 
interested in trying to pursue further is how exactly the 
Soviet institutional capacity is dealing with these economic 
changes. | 


You had an example this week with the strike 
law. Gorbachev comes up with one proposal that's rather 
draconian. At first, there seems to be a general 
appreciation of that action and then they start to take it 
apart and they come up with something different. 


There will be the possibility of creating other 
institutions. They're looking at the role of the banking 
system. 


One of the potential conflicts that creates, Tom, 
is -- it was pointed out in the testimony. The irony is, 
given the interrelationship of these problems, to deal with 
them effectively and really make a shift, you need something 
that's comprehensive, at least, in the form of sequencing. 
Yet, it's very hard to make a comprehensive sequencing 
program when you have divided authority. 


In their case, it's not only divided authority 
but you have to deal with a variety of ideology. It leads to 
our behavior. 


Another way of asking it is, what do the Soviets 
get out of these discussions? I was trying to think about 
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that a little bit before I came down here. One thing is, 
they want to present the face of the Soviet Union as showing 
to us that it really is changing. I think at a certain level 


they do that. 


At the same time they're doing that, they're 
showing us how difficult it is to change in some of the 
pockets -- the major forces of resistance. That's one thing. 


Another benefit they may get is, they're looking 
for ideas on how to handle these problems. Some of these 
questions revealed that these are busy decision-makers, or 
people advi.ing decision-makers and they may not have to time 
to go through all the literature, so they're trying to get an 
encapsulated view. 


The third aspect, which I had discounted more 
before -- but I'm starting to appreciate a little further -- 
is whether the contacts with the United States and others, 
like the Swedes, might add additional legitimacy to the views 
to the views of the reformers. 


One of the people that I talked with -- one of 
the Foreign Service officers serving in Embassy said, don't 
underestimate the degree to which the Soviets look to pattern 
themselves after cther groups. In particular, the degree to 
which -- you know, they consider the United States to be a 
major big power. They've always wanted to be seen as equal 
to the United States. And, to a degree, they look for 
aspects of our experience to pattern themselves after. Now, 
he was talking a little bit more in the scientific research 
field. I think some of that holds economically. 


The reason that I always doubted that was because 
our systems are so different, and ours would be held as sort 
of the antipodies to their approach. You do come across a 
lot of Soviet writing that says, let's try and find the more 
socialist system like the Swedes. 


But I think what, at least, may be going on here 
is, if the reformists are trying to fight battles within the 
Soviet Union -- and they can say, Secretary Baker feels that 
you really ought to look at this -- at the margin, it may 
push people to consider ideas that are slightly different. 


Just one last thought on this. I don't know how 
much of this gold idea was triggered by Wayne Angel's trip. 
It's really kind of interesting. 


Q In your upcoming travels here, do you 
anticipate throwing out a little tidbits to them? What is 
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your direction, your tactic, your thought process going into 
this? 


A This is an unusual one because it's 
Greenspan's trip, and I'm very respectful of Greenspan's 
trip. What I personally plan to do is to listen a lot. 


In the case of Greenspan, I suspect they will be 
very interested in probing him for views. It was just 
interesting. I was talking with a Fed staffer about this. 
The initial inclination of anybody going into the situation 
is to be somewhat hesitant. You don't want to be telling 
them how to come in brashly and do things. So you say, well, 
gee, I really want to start out by asking questions and maybe 
I'll make some general observations. 


What I alerted him to was that, at least in the 
discussions that I had with the Soviets, it's very difficult 
to do that. They keep pressing. They want specifics and 
ideas. They really want to engage intellectually. If 
they're going to do that with someone like me, when they get 
Greenspan up there they're really going to find out. 


Q Is there any thought in the U.S. 
Government, including in the independent Fed, in consultation 
with the Administration, that if they settle on one of these 
things to try to do -- let us say, deal with the ruble 
overhang, gold standard, or something -- that we might really 
assign a technical team to help them? 


There is no other central bank, no other monetary 
authority dealing with a country nearly as large. The Fed 
would be the place maybe to ask, how you ascertain what your 
money supply is; how you go from here to there? We could 
lend them some expertise they couldn't get from Sweden on 
something like that. 


fe Knowing as you do my great respect for the 
independence of the Fed -- 


Q I know you do. But what I'm asking, is 
there any thought in the Administration -- forget the Fed; 
the Treasury, let's say? 


i) Let me give you an example. Secretary 
Baker has said that we'd be willing to offer technical help. 
One area in which this could probably enormously useful is in 
the statistical area. They don't know how to create a price 
indices. It's maybe boring for most of us, but what the 
people at the Bureau of Labor Statistics do is very 
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important, in terms of knowing what's going on in your 
economy. ~~ 


I believe there's actually already been some 
discussions with some people at Commerce about developing 
various statistical resources. I can't say that for sure, 
but I have it in the back of my mind. 


My own view is that, frankly, some of these 
technical discussions are likely to be more fruitful than 
some of this drum-hounding for business contacts, because 
this reflects a very heavy bias. The Soviet economic system 
is still so incompatible with most of our business operations 
that they're primarily for show. 


If you actually look at the history of joint 
ventures, the guys that go in there tend to be energy 
resource industries. Occidental: What they do is basically 
develop a barter system. They perhaps make some investment 
energy and they bring out vodka and they sell vodka. 


If you look at most of the joint ventures, they 
tend to have that connection. I don't know how much 
potential exists for that because right now the Soviet 
Union's energy resources, while vast, are going to be needed 
more and more internally. 


Q What about giving them help on some of 
these -- in reviewing your notes, you said they had talked 
about building some building blocks of some of these 
institutions -- a banking system, some of these things that 
they've got to have. If not from the U.S. Government, what 
about -- sensitive, I know -- but having the World Bank and 
the IMF -- not admit them as members -- give them some help 
the way that they geared up to do for all kinds of countries 
that have no market system? 


A I think there are many sources one could go 
to. I would tend to prefer other sources before going to the 
World Bank and the IMF. That's for a couple of reasons. 


The IMF is great at austerity programs. I'm 
still not convinced they're so good at building long-term 
economies. fhe IMF has many very bright and capable people 
but they also have one model of how they do things and it may 
send the Soviet Union off the cliff. But there's another 
reason. 


Another reason is that, as the Secretary pointed 
out in his testimony, and I've mentioned to some of you 
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separately, in an evolving international environment where 
your alliance ties have been traditionally based on a 
security component oriented against the Soviet Union, if the 
threat of the Soviet Union seems to decline in some of your 
allies eyes over time -- and I'm not saying whether I agree 
it has declined or not -- but if the appearance of the threat 
declines, then it's all the more important to establish your 
alliance ties on the basis of shared economic and political 
values. And in that model, a review of the world. 


The institutions that reflect those economic and 
political values, like the IMF, GATT, the World Bank -- what 
we're trying to do with the Pacific Rim -- become all the 
more important as a form of security for you and your 
alliance ties. In that world, you become somewhat more 
reluctant than normal to perhaps risk those institutions 
through associating with a still very large economy that is 
incompatible with the system. 


On GATT, for example, some people say, don't you 
have some command economies in GATT? Yes, you do. And by 
and large they haven't worked. What happens is that the way 
GATT tries to accommodate those is to set targets for imports 
and exports. It's nothing but managed trade. 


The example that. I've used, in some other 
quarters, is, if the basic principle of GATT is to reduce all 
barriers to tariffs, quotas, and other things -- all the 
tariffs, so it's visible and obvious and then to try and 
reduce tariffs through a series of multilateral rounds, based 
on MFN treatment -- then, a system that has administered 
prices, where the tariffs are a percentage of a price that 
you pick out of the air, it is incompatible with that 
system. If somebody got a 33 percent tariff cut, you could 
just change your administered price. 


Q But I wasn't talking about the question of 
price. 


I guess what I'm saying is that you, by your own 
personal observation, which you've generously shared here, 
are seeing some people around Gorbachev groping to take this 
huge country toward a market system and they don't even 
understand some of the most basic things. 


a And the key point was -- 


Q Q And what I'm saying is, do we mobilize help 
for them to do that? Not spend money, but mobilize help? 


AI 
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A We may be. I think there are plenty of 
institutions to do it. For example, I think Greenspan's trip 
is a good thing. Ed Hewitt goes over there. [There's lots of 
institutes that are available within the United States and 
overseas. 


At a point, discussions like this, I don't know 
how fruitful they become. after a while, some one like 
Abalkin could probably better spend his time rounding up 
votes in the Supreme Soviet than sitting around discussing 
this with other people. I'm not in a position to make that 
judgment. ' : 


But I do think your basic point has some 
validity. At certain levels of technical development, 
particularly. How do you develop a statistical system? How 
might you want to develop financial co-operatives, things 
like that. There could be some benefits from mutual 
interaction. Some of that is taking place. 


Q Is it your impression that they're going to 
go for this comprehensive sequencing solution, or are they 
going to nibble away at it? 


A My own guess is that you'll see a 
continuing ad hoc muddling through. 


Q Do you have a sense of reality, or basic 
reality/unreality? for example, on joint ventures, they talk 
about hoping to attract, needing to attract, thousands and 
thousands of joint ventures. As you point out, except in 
barter arrangement. Unless there's ruble convertibility, 
they're not going to be able to do that, if they talk about 
convertibility as being seven, eight, nine years into the 
future. 


Is there a basic reality or unreality in their 
approach? 


A We're dealing with a lot of people. It's 
very difficult to generalize. Some have come over here and 
recognize the same thing about joint ventures that I say. I 
think others, sometimes, hold out various hopes, perhaps as 
much as influencing the intellectual climate as others. 


To answer your question, I think some of them are 
very real in analyzing the problems. They obviously maintain 
a certain optimism about the pursuit of them. I understand 
that. It would be very difficult to continue to attack the 
problems if you were a defeatist. 
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There are some reasons why the resiliency is 
quite strong. This is a society that has managed to dea] 
with some pretty cataclysmic events in the past. Gorbachev's 
power seems to be very strong. He's continued to use 
adversity to even gain more power. 


While I don't see any immediate economic 
renaissance, I also think that one cannot foretell that they 
won't sort of muddle through and perhaps get some gradual 
improvements end make it. 


g Is there anything new today on the size of 
the Soviet economy? 

o No, there isn't. 

Q Did the issue of the privitization of state 


enterprises -- the Thatcher thing -- railroads -- did that 
come up at all? 


i As 1 mentioned in here, there are 
references to selling shares, but these tend to be more on a 
pattern of linking it to worker-ownership of forms. It's, in 
part, a way of stocking up rubles. 


Tom, you said, why should we do this? 


Q Yes. That was just in answer to Walt's 
question. I'm asking rhetorically. 


a It is clearly in our interest for 
Perestroika to succeed, particularly if perestroika builds a 
more pluralistic, open economy, where people are more 
concerned about taking away some of the resources from the 


state for military uses and devoting them to 
supply-and-consumer goods to people. 


Shmelev has written, or I guess he spoke at some 
event, about why the Soviet Union was pouring billions of 
dollars into places like Nicaragua. He said, we don't have 
good figures on that. He said, I have to take them from what 
I see in the West. 


This actually ties back into this institutional 
tie. Because one of the things that I asked, and forgot to 
mention here, was, how much detail the Supreme Soviet would 
start to request, in terms of budget information? I talked a 
little bit about the history of the CBO in our country and 
how the Legislative Branch had decided to create their own 
source of analysis for budgetary information. 
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The answer was, at first, the budgetary 
information was rather aggregate, but this year they expect 
it to be much more disaggreated. I think the trend that 
you're going to see there is for the Supreme Soviet to 
require more and more detailed information and get more and 
more involved. 


I dcn't know if anyone can foretell what 
direction the Supreme Soviet will take policy, but I think it 
will become a greater player policy. 


Did they talk at all about the issue of 
whether the military will be a foot-dragger on reform either 
because of fear that budgetary resources would move away from 
the military or because of the fear that moving out of a 
command system would deny them their first call on physical 
resources? 


) They did not, but I'll say something on it 
anyway. [This is touched on again in Baker's testimony. The 
military has by and large been a supporter of the reform 
effort. They have recognized that the economic system, as it 
existed, was not going to support a technologically 
well-developed military system. I think they also recognized 
that they ability to continue to take large claims of the 
gross national product was going to become very difficult 
even with a totalitarian system. 


Q Earlier this week, there was a Soviet 
analyst speaking at a number of different places and he 
indicated that in his estimation it would be seven or eight 
years before a ruble stabilization program could be 
implemented. Is that an estimate that you buy? Do you think 
it will be longer than that, in looking for a gross 
timeframe? How fast can they move? 


A Let me answer it three ways. First is, 
taking what Shmelev said, his timeframe of things that had to 
be done would suggest that that was not an inaccurate 
estimate by other Soviet officials. The second way of 
answering it is -- you're sort of asking, when do I think 
it'll happen? I can't really know although I think you'll 
see some experiments to move towards partial ruble 
convertibility earlier than that. For example, the idea of 
auctioning rubles. 


The third way of answering your question is, what 
do I think -- could they move earlier? In my view, they 
could and should move earlier. Again, that assessment is a 
little bit unfair because I'm not in a position to evaluate 
the political and ideological hurdles. 
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Q There was a fourth analysis, and that is. 
what do you think they'll really do? 

Aa That was the second one, and I said I don't 
really know. 

Q Longer? 

A Yes, yes. The big ringer in this is that 


their current plans would be to have it further in the 
future. Each step along this way, as the testimony suggests, 
they don't work, so then they keep getting more bold. [That 
might suggest at some point a bolder movement. 


Q The testimony, when you sort of strip it 
all away, was a nice way of saying -- Krivorotov said the 
jury is still out. But, really, if you sort of add up 
everything he said, he said this place is a real basket place. 


a Economically, I think that is a fair 
assessment. The Soviets would make that assessment, too. 
What offsets that is the fact that you've had some rather 
substantial political changes, both in terms of openness and 
in terms of authority, the people who are driving the more 
radical program. That's what makes it a very unsure 
conclusion. | 


Q Nothing you've said would suggest that the 
Soviets came to you with any kind of specific proposal to 
increase U.S.-Soviet business deals. But at one point you 
paraphrased Shevardnadze as saying that businessmen have a 
role to play. ODid they, in fact, come forward with anything 
specific, or make any pitch along those lines? 


a No. A couple of times now and then, it 
would be sort of the idea of this joint venture idea, or on 
the tones of whether businesses could help them to develop 
more effective enterprises. 


They asked me two or three rather technical 
requests that deal -- I'll give you an example, for one. The 
United States has frozen the assets of a Moscow bank that was 
involved with a Cuban embargo since 1962. The guy was almost 
apologetic at the end. He was basically even told, while in 
addition te discussing this stuff, you have to ask these 
three technical requests, but they were not of the ilk of 
what you're saying. 


Q Was there any discussion of letting the 
Baltic Republics go their own way and develop their own 
economy and use this as a kind of model? 
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6 Not directly on that. The only two that 1 
recall was the one I mentioned of Shmelev saying how they 
could -- the Baltics may even collect (inaudible) 


You could take Krivorotow's comments, which would 
sort of suggest that you might move in different sectors or 
different currencies as being the nub of that thought, 
possibly . He didn't say “Baltics.” but you could draw from 


that that possibly 


I should say, they don't only see the Baltics as 
the home of that. They do see Byelorussia and they do see 
some of the southern areas in the Soviet Union. 


Q Did the specific issue of Baltic currency 
come up? 


MS. HOGGARD: Anybody else? Thank you. 


(Background briefing concluded at 4:10 p.m.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: First of all, Italian President Cossiga 
will be here on a state visit Wednesday, October 11. We'll have a 
background briefing to preview the visit here in the briefing room at 
2:30 p.m. on Tuesday, October 10th. 


The President has invited Prime Minister Thatcher of 
Great Britain to hold informal talks with him at Camp David on 
November 24th. The Prime Minister last visited Washington in 
November, 1988. The President last met with her in Paris at the 
economic summit. 


The meeting on the Hill this morning was with members of 
the the Republican Senate. The President did visit the floor of the 
Senate on the way out of the Chambers this morning. The discussion 
was primarily on the capital gains proposal and the bipartisan -- I 
mean, the reconciliation bill that Congress, the Senate particularly, 
is working on right now. 


Q And Panama? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, Panama really didn't come up. The 
President -- 


Q Domenici said it was mentioned. 
Q The President had some remarks about it. 


MR. FITZWATER: The President mentioned a few words at -- 
he mentioned a few words at the beginning, but there was no 
discussion. 


Q What did he say? 


MR. FITZWATER: He just said that he had felt he had made 
the right decisions; had reviewed the information involved, that he 
had as good information as could be expected, and that -- is 
confident we did the right thing. 


Q Domenici says that the President told them he felt 
it was not appropriate to risk American lives unless there was 
certainty. Did he say that? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, not exactly those words. He said 
we're willing to use force, but not in a case -- not unless we know 
the circumstances and we have better information. 


Q In other words, everything went well and great and 
he's happy and -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 
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Q Where is all this flack coming fron? 
MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 


Q Marlin, several of the senators, others on the Hill 
are upset that they were given official versions from the CIA and the 
Defense Department about this that do not reconcile. Did the 
President address this? And how does the administration explain 
giving one version by one and one by another? Which was 
correct? The CIA apparently said that we did trust this guy and we 
thought he was for real, and the Defense Department said we didn't. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I don't know what the CIA said or 
the Defense Department said in their briefings on the Hill. But as 
far as the President is concerned and the White House is concerned, 
our information was all consistent. The information was accurate, at 
least it has held up to be so in the aftermath. There's only been 
one course of action dictated by it and, frankly, we're not aware of 
what these discrepancies might be. 

Q Well, if I could just follow up. The other day, 
Governor Sununu said at the state dinner that we didn't even know who 
these people were. But we're told through The Wall Street Journal 
today that they came to the CIA two weeks ago, that we did know who 
these le are. I mean, it seems to me the administration hasn't 
been telling us the truth, such less the Congress, about what did we 
know about who these people were, when did we learn it. How do you 
respond to The Journal report today that we learned two weeks ago? 

MR. FITZWATER: That it's wrong. 

Q What's wrong with that? 


ton MR. FITZWATER: The first indication we had was Sunday 
n t. 


Q Well, does that include the CIA? 
MR. FITZWATER: It includes the CIA. 

Q How do you know that? 

MR. FITZWATER: That's what the CIA says. 
Q Have you asked them today? 

MR. FITZWATER: They have been asked. 


Q So the a about the wife going to anybody at our 
Embassy, anybody in the CIA is inaccurate, according to the CIA? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, she did Sunday. 

Q What? 

MR. FITZWATER: She did Sunday. 

Q Two weeks ago. 

MR. FITZWATER: Two weeks ago we're told is wrong. 

Q What about this helicopter that has once again 
hovered into view now not to take Noriega out, but to take his 
prisoner for a time? Is that -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We had helicopters in the air for 
surveillance. 


Q No, no. I'm talking about the -- the original 
story, you'll recall, that surfaced was that in the meeting between 
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Cisneros -- the person we now know to be Cisneros and the rebel 
representatives -- that a request was made for a helicopter to take 
Noriega out and that that was passed up the line and nothing was done 
about it. Wow comes this report in The Wall Street Journal that says 
that, yes, a helicopter was requested, not to take Noriega into U.S. 
custody, but just to take him -- to hold him prisoner to improve the 
bargaining leverage of the people attempting the coup. Is that 
correct? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. We never had es to take hin 
out. In fact, we were told they would not let him go. 


Q Not to take him -- but even to hold on to his -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Even to hold him in any way. We were 
told that they did not want our involvement; they did not want the 
United States to taint the integrity of what they were trying to do. 
And he would not be made available in any way. 


Q Do we now know what the reason they came to the gate 
and asked for the meeting was then? 


MR. FITZWATER: They just wanted to let us know what the 
situation was. And I don't know whatever motives they might have had 
for asking for the meeting, but that’s essentially what they -- they 
wanted to tell us that they had Noriega, but they would not surrender 
him to us, that they wanted to retain him. What other purposes they 
had I don't know. 


Q Have you gone to the CIA and asked them to explain 
these discrepancies that are showing up in print, showing up out of 
Helms’ mouth, showing up out of other senators who've been briefed by 
the CIA? In other words, have you started what you might call an 
investigation? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. We know the information that we 
believe is accurate. We know the information that's been presented. 
We've talked to all the people involved. You've got to ask Senator 
Helms why he says those things. 


Q The CIA has been briefing them. When you say ve've 
talked to all the people involved, that includes the CIA -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know that at all. I don't know 
that at all. You can make all the claims you want about what the CIA 
said, but I don't have any information that they said any of that 
stuff. I don't know that it isn't being made up entirely. I don't 
have any information of that kind. 

Q Have you gone to the CIA and asked? 


MR. FITZWATER: We have checked out all the facts that 
have been reported in these stories and the answer is, no. 


Q Can I switch to capital gains? 
Q No. 


MR. FITZWATER: Sure. Yes, i - We'll come back to 
you. Talk to Lesley, she stole your question. 


Q What's the state of play on this review of 
procedures that Governor Sununu is supposed to have put into effect? 
Ie that happening and how is that being carried out? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, there isn't any review such as the 
one described in The New York Times. 


Q What sort of review -- 
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MR. FYTZWATER: The NSC has an interagency process in 
which they routinely review all these kinds of episodes to see if 
there's anything that could be done or should be done differently in 
future episodes. It's a routine kind of review. It's the one I 
talked about last Wednesday -- or not last Wednesday, but two days 
ago, whenever that was -- but there is no special review as described 
in the Times this morning. 


Q But that's the second time that Sununu has been 
reported as ordering this review because he said -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I think he was referring to the sane 
review that I've been talking about -- a routine review by the NSC. 


Q On another subject, does the White House still stand 
by the earlier statements that the movements of U.S. troops on that 
day were -- what was it -- routine, normal, preplanned maneuvers or 
exercises? 


MR. FITZWATER: We never used those words. We said they 
were taken in order to ensure the safety of American citizens there 
and to ensure our treaty rights, and that we certainly were prepared 
to block off those access routes, if it should be necessary. But it 
never was and we never did. 


Q But you did block the -- 
MR. FITZWATER: Wo we didn't. They weren't blocked. 


Q The original statement on that led everyone to 
believe that these were in no way connected to what was going on in 


the coup attempt. 

MR. FITZWATER: Wo, they were connected -- yes. 

Q They were or were not? 

MR. FITZWATER: They were. 

Q They had asked us to do this, right? And we did it 
and we also wanted a dual justification that we could say we were 


protecting American lives. But we didn't do it, except upon their 
request? 

MR. FITZWATER: They did request it. And we told them 
that we would do that as a means of protecting American lives and our 
treaty rights, that's true. And that's what happened. 


Q Now, wait a minute. I thought you said we did block 
off -- to the Bridge of the Americar and the causeway. 


MR. FITZWATER: We were prepared to do that, but it never 
actually happened. 


Q I thought you said that we did and then they came 
around another way. 


Q Yes, that's what you said yesterday. 

Q They came around another way, you said -- 

MR. FITZWATER: No. 

Q -- and so it became peripheral to what -- 

Q Right. 

MR. FITZWATER: They came another way, so we didn't have 


to do it. We had people there prepared to do it, yes. But it was 
never necessary. Maybe you misunderstood it. 
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Q Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Wait a minute. They 
came another way. So in other words, you would have only blocked it 
off if Noriega's folks had tried to come to his rescue then? 


MR. FITZWATER: If there had been a threat against the 
American lives or the access, yes. 


Q But, Marlin, by their sheer presence -- 


MR. FITZWATER: There was civilian traffic on this bridge 
the whole time and the causeway -- cars. 


Q Exactly. By their sheer presence, they, in fact, 
blocked any access by the loyalists from Noriega. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we don't know that. If it did, so 
be it. But you can't -- 


Q Well, wait a minute. You're saying that they didn't 
block it -- that they -- 


MR. FITZWATER: They didn't actually bldck it off. They 
were prepared. 


Q They were there. They were there. 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


Q They were there, they took up positions, but they 
didn't actually do anything. 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


Q Well, Marlin, you did say the other day that our 
troops were not relevant to the coup. 


Q That's right. 


MR. FITZWATER: It turned out they weren't because the 
coup -- nobody came through there. Unless there was a decision like 


you suggest, but we have no way of knowing what their decision-making 
process is. 


Q But our people were not there in position at the 
request of the rebels. They were there only because -- 


Q No, they were. 
Q They vere there. 


MR. FITZWATER: They made a request that we block those 
access routes. And we said that we would be prepared to do that 
because we would want to do that to protect American lives and our 
treaty rights. And we were prepared to do that. And we did have 
forces in place for that purpose. As it turned out, the Seventh 
Infantry never came through there, so we never blocked anything off. 


Q Marlin, how does that square with your claim that 
there was no U.S. participation in the coup? I mean, they asked for 
us to do something and we did it. 


MR. FITZWATER: But we don't consider that participation 
in the coup. We were not involved in the planning and the operation 
and the carrying it out. And everything we did was consistent with 
what we've always done in terms of protection of lives. We have 
treaty maneuvers there in Panama all the time. 


Q But you're not suggesting that these were part of 
treaty maneuvers? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Wo. These were done because we knew we 
hed this word Sunday evening from the wife of Giroldi that there was 
a possibility of a coup Monday or Tuesday -- Monday, originally. 


Q Is Bush planning to talk about this this afternoon, 
Marlin? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I don't expect so. 

Q He's said it up on the Hill. 

MR. FITZWATER: We don't feel, and looking over all the 
information, I can't see one thing that we have said that is wrong or 
that has been contradicted by any facts by anybody. 

Q Let me try one thing, Marlin. Are confirming 
that Giroldi did speak directly with U.S. officials in Panama on 
Sunday? 

MR. FITZWATER: There apparently was some direct contact 
with Giroldi Sunday. I don't know the details of that, but there 
was. 


Q So it was not grumblings or a rumor as you 
characterized it two days ago. Is that correct? 


MR. FITZWATER: It was. The first rumblings were with 
the wife of Giroldi, which we have to consider in that category -- 


yes. 


Q But then, you're saying Giroldi did speak to who -- 
CIA -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 

Q But he did speak directly to U.S. officials? 
MR. FITZWATER: To someone, yes. 

Q Do you consider that rumblings or rumor? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, because they, as my understanding 
is, they were pretty general conversations. 


Q He didn't say, we're planning a coup? He didn't 
say, we would like you to -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know what he said, exactly, but 
that's still -- 


Q Well, we were told by other = that he said, 
we're planning a coup and that we seal ~~ the y help we want from 
you is to have the troops cut off these two roads. Now, that's not 
rumor or grumblings. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, it isn't from our perspective 
because the fact is, we didn't know for sure it was going to happen. 


Q Was that reported to the President? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 
Q And he knew Sunday night? 


MR. FITZWATER: We had no planning, no involvement at all 
-- yes. 


Q And he knew about this Sunday night? 
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MR. FITZWATER: We knew that they were thinking about it. 
I told you that Wednesday. 


Q And what did the President do? Did he order any 
contingency plans? 


MR. FITZWATER: We always have contingency plans in 
Panara for protecting lives and property there. Obviously, the 
blockade in the causeway and the bridge were part of that plan. 


Q Do you have contingency plans to aid the coup? 

MR. FITZWATER: We have contingency plans for removing 
Noriega to expedite the indictment and the extradition. We had no 
plans for involvement or participation in the coup. 


Q The decision was made not to have any plans. The 
decision was made not to get involved, is that what you're saying? 


MR. FITZWATER: We have never been involved. That has 
always been our policy. It's a decision that didn't need stating. 


Q To clarify, if the President was told this, he must 
have said, we're not going to get involved. That's a decision. Is 
that correct? And he made that decision Sunday night? 


MR. FITZWATER: Our policy has always been that we're not 
involved in the internal affairs and we were not involved in this. 


Q Marlin, you make the point that those access routes 
were never blocked. If the Noriega forces had used those routes, 
they would have been stopped, is that correct? 

MR. FITZWATER: Probably, yes. 

Q Why? 

MR. FITZWATER: In order to protect -- those are access 
routes to our base. That's where all of our personnel is and where 
our dependents were moved to and so forth. 


Q Was there a perception that the Noriega forces would 
attack the American bases? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we didn't know what they were going 
to do. But the fact is it seemed like a precautionary step that 
should be taken. 


Q Marlin, why did it take so long to confirm that the 
rebels had requested those routes be blocked? 


MR. FITZWATER: What do you mean take long? 


Q We weren't told that initially, that it came at the 
rebels’ request. 


MR. FITZWATER: I thought we did say that it was 
requested. 


Q You said they were doing routine maneuvers that just 
happened to be taking place there. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 


Q In fact, I think you said there were no requests. 
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MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I don't have an ansver to 
that. 


Q You did say there vere no requests. 


MR. FITZWATER: I think it was no request for -- we're 
arguing about a lot of words here and a lot of answers are being 
given. There were no requests for our involvement in the coup, no 
requests for our involvement in the operations. That's what we're 

ing to. But I think we talked about in the discussions with 
the wife of Giroldi -- 


Q What is being asked to block the troops if that 
isn't being involved in the operation? If he's saying, we want you 
to block them so they can't come in and rescue hin, that's part of 
the operation. 


MR. FITZWATER: Because that's something we would want to 


do if a coup of any kind was taking place there in order to protect 
lives. Even if we had no -- 


Q You're blocking access to the Panamanian 
headquarters, not -- 


Q Marlin, you're trying to have it both ways. Is that 
what you want to do? You're saying that because we could justify 
being there to protect lives, we'll do that. But if we can also 
block the troops, we would do that. Is that -- was that the policy 
decision? You've got to -- if not, make a choice. (Laughter.) Are 
you saying that they were there and that if the troops came through 
you would have let them go through? Was that the decision? 

MR. FITZWATER: Wo, we would have blocked them off, yes. 

Q You would have blocked then? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


Q You would have blocked them from going to rescue 
Noriega, is that what you're saying? 


MR. FITZWATER: To wherever they were going. Whatever 
their purpose -- 


Q On what grounds? 

Q On what grounds? 

Q If troops went to rescue Nori and they chose to 
go over the bridge, were American troops told, 't let thes 
through? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes, we would have blocked them, sure. 


Q Well, that's operational involvement in a coup, 
ien't it? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, it's «= 
Q What do you mean, no? 


MR. FITZWATER: It's protecting access to the base and 
access to the lives of our personnel. 


Q Wait a minute. Riding through the base to get to 
the POF headquarters? 


MR. FITZIWATER: Yes, that's where the comandancia is. Go 
look at your map. That ceuseway leads to both. 
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Q What was said -- getting back to the meeting this 
morning -- what was -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Wait, let's finish Panama here and we'll 
come back. 


Q Marlin, let me go back to the original point. Are 
you saying that the wife of Major Giroldi didn't contact anyone in 
the U.S. government before Sunday night in Panama? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. That's what we're told, yes. 
Fred's story is wrong. 


Q I would like to ask -- 
Q Who tells you this? 


MR. FITZWATER: I won't tell you that. I speak for all 
facets of the U.S. government. 


Q I thought you said earlier that was the CIA. 

MR. FITZWATER: All facets of the U.S. government. 

Q Earlier you said that was attributed to the CIA. 

MR. FITZWATER: All facets of the U.S. government. 

Q I would like to go back to a comment you made a 
moment , earlier, when you said there's no discrepancy in 
information -- when we've been told that the White House received 
information that these rebels said they would not turn Noriega over, 
and State and CIA, through garbled transmission, were told that they 
would, they were prepared to do that. 

MR. FITZWATER: Wo, no. They were told that they were 
not, but there was a cable that was wrong that apparently went back 
from South Com to the Embassy in Panama that, instead of saying they 
won't -- won't, w-o-n-'-t -- it said wanted to. And that was 


incorrect. But none of that misinformation ever arrived at the White 
House and was never -- 


Q Didn't arrive at the White House, but it arrived at 
CIA and State, did it not? 


MR. FITZWATER: It did, yes. 
Q Well, ien't that a discrepancy in information? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. I never even heard of thie until 
yesterday. Discrepancy in what information? With what? 


Q Well, you've got information flow, you've got a 
variety of -- 


MR. FITZWATER: But it was irrelevant to the 
decision-making process -- that's my point. 


Q Whose cable was that? Which -- 
MR. FITZWATER: South Com to the Embassy in -- 
Q So it was a military cable? 


MR. FITZWATER: Military cable from South Com to -- is 
that right -- yes -- South Com to the Embassy in Panama. 


Q Wae there a CIA-to-State communication on that as 
well? 
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MR. FITZWATER: There may have been. I don't know. 
There apparently were a few hours where State and CIA were in 
ion of this incorrect cable. But my point is it was 
irrelevant to the decision-making process here in the White House and 
to the knowledge that was held by General Powell and the Pentagon 


people. 

Q But in a crisis of this sort, wouldn't it be 
standard practice, shouldn't it be standard practice for the National 
Security Council to call together the main players, policy and 
otherwise, in something like this -- 

MR. FITZWATER: They were. 

Q They were called together? 

MR. FITZWATER: They vere. 

Q When were they all together? 


MR. FITZWATER: There were three meetings Tuesday -- 9:40 
a.m., 11 something and 1:30 p.s. 


Q And in any of these meetings -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Three formal meeti and several other 
less formal ones where the partners soved in out. 


Q Were there any meetings Sunday or Monday? 
MR. FITZWATER: Pardon? 


Q Were there any meetings Sunday or Monday to talk 
about if this happens, what should we do? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know about Sunday or Monday. 

Q Marlin, let me ask you to clarify -- 

Q Can you find out because -- 

MR. FITZWATER: Pardon? 

Q Would you go through those meetings again, please? 
Q At 9:40 a.m., 11:30 a.m., and when? 


Q Ten't that what Baker's complaining about? Ien't 
that what Sununu is complaining about? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think they're complaining about 
any -- 


Q That there was no contingency plan? 
Q Who was in that meeting? 


MR. FITZWATER: As far as I know, they're not complaining 
about any of those. 


Q Was there any contingency planning, Marlin -- 
Q Was that an WSC meeting? 


MR. FITZWATER: There's all kind of contingency planning, 


Q Can you give us an example? 
MR. FITZWATER: Wo. 
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Q Can I come back to the information -- may I follow? 
Q These three meetings involved who? I'm sorry. 


MR. FITZWATER: General Scowcroft, Governor Sununu, 
General Powell, Secretary Baker, Secretary Cheney, and Deputy Gates. 


Q Who led the meetings? Who conducted then? 
What about Bush? 

MR. FITZWATER: With the President. 

Q All of those were in the three meetings? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 

Q Can you tell us again? 


MR. FITZWATER: Three meetings Tuesday in which all of 
those attended and other sessions in which one or more of those 
people was in and out, gathering information, but at which the 
principal players were there. 


Q And the times? 


Q Are t- suggesting that in none of those meetings 
was some of this conflicting information -- for example, were they or 
were they not going to hand over Nori or willing to hand over 
yee em ~~ gome of this conflicting information was affecting 
decision-making? I mean, if Baker comes over here having -- with the 
State Department having received cable traffic that, yes, these guys 
are prepared to hand his over, and you're operating from information 


MR. FITZWATER: The information wasn't conflicting. 
There was never a piece of information in this White House that said 
anything than they were not willing to give him up, period. 


Q So where was the State Department and CIA -- 


MR. FITEWATER: The cable is an ancillary thing out there 
that has no relevance to the decision-making process here. 


Q Marlin, to get back to the fact that you believe -- 
the President believed thet the rebels were not willing to hand over 
Noriega, ia that the justification for no action because at that 
point, you decided these were not quys who would be an improvement 
over Noriega? 


MR. FITZWATER: That was « major part of the 
decision-making process in terms of not going in, yes. One, ve 
didn't know where he was; we didn't know his condition; 

Q Go slow. 


MR. FITZWATER: We didn't know <- firet of all, we knew 


they did not want to give his up. They did not want us involved in 
any in terme of directly taking MWoriege. And we didn't really 
know condition of the leadership of the coup in the sense that 


our only contect efter it started was between General Cleneros and 
these two lieutenants and their diecussion at the fence there between 
the two posts. 


Q You said at the fence, but the reports were 
yesterday -- the Pentagon said yesterday that | came to the gate 
and were asked in and the meeting was held ir their office. Ise that 
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MR. FITZWATER: That I don't know. 


Q are being told that in the soul searching 
and the quarterbacking, there are things that would 
have been done differently and would be and that it's been more than, 
I mean, « routine reassessment -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think that's the case. One of 
the lems here is that we have discussed a great dosal about the 
conflicting evidence and the ambiguity of information about the coup, 
but that was peculiar to coups, not on our pert. We knew what was 
happening. The information has not changed since then. The chains 
of command were in place, the informe*'‘cn flowed to the White House 
and the decisiors were made. 


Q Did Sununu have any role -- 


MR. FITZWATER: The ambiguities were in the coup itself, 
which is the nature of those things. 


Q Did Sununu have any role in seeing that this WSC 
process that you've articulated was initiated? 


MR. FITZWATER: I think -- I don't know thet for sure. I 
think -- he and General Scovcroft, of course, worked very closely ali 
ee oe ee ee aware of it or may be «a part of it, but I 
don't of any particular. 

Q Why didn't you know where Noriega was? 

MR. FITZWATER: We didn't -- they didn't tel us. 

Q Well wait, when you got -- when you got -- 

MR. FITEWATER: They didn't tell us. 


Q No, wait a minute. When you had the first report 


that this sight be ing, wes an attempt made to find out where 
is Woriega and keep on his? 
MR. FITEWATER: Sure. First were Tuesday 


morning, 7:00 a.m. or 6:00 a.8., something like that. 

Q No, no, I'm talking about Sunday and then Monday 
because there were meetings and you suspected this was going to 
happen. 

MR. FITEWATER: Well, yes, but you just can't know. 

Q Yes, but -- 


MR. FITEZWATER: You don't know where they'd take his and 
that sort of thing. 


Q Did you -~ was a tail put on Worlega? Did you keep 
treck so you knew where he would be at 411 tines? 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, we Knew approximately where he wee, 
yes. But when -- you're talking about -- I's talking about knowing 
what room he's in and what his condition is and what bullding and 
those Kinds of things. I's talking sbout « greater degree o 
specificity I quess than you are. 


Q Waeen't one of the reasons you didn't know where he 
was thet he could have been in an entirely different location? 


MR. FITEWATER: Could have been, sure. 
Q But if you're -- 
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MR. FITIWATER: There was @ lot going on. He could have 
been taken by -- what's going on here? 


Q Helicopter. 


MR. FITEWATER: Ie he leaving early? He could have been 
taken by car or helicopter, I mean -- 


Q -~- point is that you people did nothing, that you've 
been tal for a i time yn Ay APD, By of Noriega -- 
an opportunity comes along and basically the ev makes it look 
like you're -- either you're sitting on your hands because you don't 
know what to do and you're too pessive, or you sede en early decision 
that this guy wes no better than Worlegsa and don't get involved. 


MP. FITIWATER: Thank you, Owen. 
Q Which one? Do you want to pick one? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes, they're all wrong. 


Q Well, which is the right one? Why didn't you get 
involved? 


MR. FITZIWATER: The right one is because we didn't have 
the information that would allow us to sake an accurate assessment of 
how to proceed. Two, they told us they did not want us involved; 
they would not give his up. Do you expect us to go in and take his 

from the ineurrectors who captured hia in the first place, Owen 
is that what you're suggesting? I mean use some sense here. 


Q Are you gled that the coup failed then? 
Q Uhh. 
MR. FITEZWATER: Wo, we wish it had been successful. 


Q One tion please on capital gains. Will the 
President veto the -- 


Q No, we're not finished. Let's finish -- 


MR. FITOWATER: Let’e finieh, Paula. I'll come beck to 
you. 


Q I clarify something based on what the President 
seid on the Hill? He eaid he was going to sey something today on 
thie after his procedure on hie finger. Senator Simpson said the 
sare a that the President wanted to clear this up with the 
nation. s he or len't he going to have something to say on this? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. Wothing's schedule’. 
Maybe he'll talk to the pool on the way out or something. 


Q Are you aware of this transcript the Pentagon's 
provided that recounts in detail the Cleneros conversation to the 


coup? 
MR. FITEWATER: Yes. 


Q Ie it not true thet in there there ie « diecussion 
of whether we would go get his or whether they would bring his to 
FOrt Clayton? It waeen't « question abeclutely thet they said we 
wouldn't do it. At one point there was « discussion and we were 
unwilling te go to the scene. Ten't that the case? 


MR. FITEWATER: Wo, I read that document. It says in 
three different places they were not willing to let us have his. 


Q But there ie the one «-~ there is the dialogue like I 
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just described in the document about whether we would go there or 
whether they would bring hin. 


MR. FITZWATER: No. Not that I saw. 

Q Marlin, I'm a little confused about what message 
reached the CIA and the State Department that didn't make it to the 
White House. What information was that? 


MR. FITZWATER: There was apparently some cable that went 
from -- 


Q From SOUTHCOM to the embassy. 

MR. FITZWATER: From SOUTHCOM tc the Pentagon and then 
from SOUTHCOM back to the embassy in Panama that had a mistake in the 
wording or something that -- it came in as they won't allow us to 
take Noriega and went out as they want us to take Noriega. 

Q That never reached Brent Scowcroft? 


MR. FITZWATER: And it never reached anybody here -- or 
Colin Powell, Scowcroft -- 


Q Baker? 

MR. FITZWATER: Baker, Cheney -- none of then. 

Q Where did it go? 

Q Now why wouldn't it have reached here if we were in 
this crisis -- I mean doesn't that speak to the very organizational 
communication problems that -- 

MR. FITZWATER: No -- 

Q -- are being raised now? 

MR. FITZWATER: No, because General Powell was in direct 
contact with the SOUTHCOM officials in Panama and our information 
here was direct and those -- 

Q But you just said it never got here? 

MR. FITZWATER: It didn't. The cable didn't -- 

Q You said General Powell was in the meetings. 


MR. FITZWATER: Right. 


Q Are you talking about the wrong information not 
getting here? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm talking about your wrong cable -- 
your State Department cable is totally irrelevant to the process in 
the White House -- never seen by -- irrevelant to the decision-making 
process because the people here had their other channels of 
information directly through the military. 


Q Marlin, let me pin down another discrepancy. We 
were told originally that there was never any direct contact with the 
people who were conducting the coup, save for this meeting on Tuesday 
with the lieutenants who come to SOUTHCOM -- 


MR. FITZWATER: And the wife of Giroldi on Sunday. And 
apparently now there was another meeting between Grimaldi and 
somebody on the ground there. 


Q On Sunday night? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Yes. I don't know exactly when, but 
Sunday -- yes, sometime. Yes. 


Q Was that somebody at SOUTHCOM? 

MR. FITZWATER: I don't know who it was. 

Q There was a direct conversation between a 
representative of the U.S. government and him before the coup took 
place? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


Q Did you not know about that? How come you told us 
only low-level? That information never got here? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not sure when that was known. I 
didn't know about that till yesterday, frankly. 


Q So wait a minute. How about that? Did the 
President not know that? 


Q Marlin, you told us specifically that the 
information about the coup came from third party sources. 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, the wife. She's the third party. 


Q But you did not mention that her husband, then, was 
in contact with U.S. officials. 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. I didn't know that till yesterday. 

Q Did the President not know it either? 

MR. FITZWATER: I don't know what he «new. I'm sure he 
knew the information that was involved there, but I don't know about 
the specific meeting. 

Q So there is some information that didn't get here? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I don't know that. The information 
probably came here, but I'm just not aware of the meeting. 


Q When did the President get the first rumblings? Did 
he get it Sunday night or Monday morning at the intelligence 
briefing? 

MR. FITZWATER: Sunday. 

Q Sunday. 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 

Q Marlin, if this was just a rumor, why was the 
President told about this Sunday night? I mean, is he briefed 
everytime there is a rumor down there? 

MR. FITZWATER: Well, it's more than a rumor in the sense 
it was a wife. But, I mean, if your wife comes -- I'm not going into 
that. (Laughter.) 


Q Then they talked to the principal. You admitted 
that? 


MR. FITZWATER: And again, she indicated it was going to 
be Monday and then it wasn't Monday -- yes. 


Q So it was more than just a rumor. It's somewhere 
between a rumor and reliable information. 
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MR. FITZWATER: You can characterize it however you like. 


Q Well, but Marlin, the fact is that it's essentially 
they've -- well -- somebody let you come out here and say that 
there's no direct contact for two days until they let you know the 
truth. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I think everything that -- the only 
thing that I see there that I didn't know earlier was this contact 
directly with Giroldi. 


Q Well, you didn't talk about the specific request to 
block the roads? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes I did. Yes I did. 
Q Not initially. 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes I did. 


Q Marlin, one of the strange things about this is, 
despite the talk of deaths, there's no evidence -- there's no body 
been revealed. Does the Pentagon -- the head helicopters circling 
the area -- did they see actual bloodshed and do you have any actual 
evidence that injuries occurred? 


MR. FITZWATER: No. In fact -- well, that was a good 
example. First, we were told Noriega was on Amador, which he turned 
out not to be -- at least, it didn't look like he was. We were told 
he was wounded, which, obviously, he wasn't. We were told his 
bodyguards were killed, which, obviously, they weren't. So there 
are a lot of things that didn't happen -- 


2 But that wasn't my question. My question is about 
the ten or six or however many were killed. Do you have any -- does 
the United States have any confirmation that people died during that 
coup? 


MR. FITZWATER: Other than what they've told us 
afterwards -- they said it happened, but we don't have any direct, 
no. 


Q What was your information about Giroldi's, or 
whatever his name is, his fate? Jesse Helms says, Noriega shot him 
in the head and he was told that. Is that your information, too? 


MR. FITZWATER: No, we don't have any information on how 
he was killed. They say he was killed. We believe he was killed, 
but we don't have any direct way of knowing. 


Q Do you believe that Noriega did the killing? 


MR. FITZWATER: We don't have any information on it one 
way or another. 


Q One more. You say that some of this conflicting -- 
this cable traffic, for example, didn't affect the decision-making 
process. I'm interested in the decision-making process. When was 
the decision made not to go after Noriega or not to take action? Was 
there such a decision? 


MR. FITZWATER: No, never had to make that decision. 
Because, first of all, they told us they wouldn't give him up. And 
secondly, we never had enough information to consider that anyway. 


Did you have enough information -- were you told 
that they would not give him up in the Sunday conversations? 


MR. FITZWATER: No, Tuesday morning -- in the Tuesday 
morning. 
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Q With the three officers? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. Once they'd taken -- they said they 
had him and they would not give him up to us. 


Q When the first information -- 


Q But you allegedly had already made the decision not 
to become involved with this thing prior to that? 


MR. FITZWATER: In a policy sense, yes. Now, we are 
always to prepared to act if circumstances change the situation. But 
they didn't. 


Q How were you prepared to act? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, prepared to act -- military optiors 
are always there. I'm not going to go into specifics because we 
don't discuss it, but you may be assured, as Jim Baker said, the 
option is always there. 


Q Was the President told, when he was making the 
decision, starting on Sunday night, Monday -- that Giroldi was kind 
of a bad character, that we didn't trust him, he had a bad track 
record, he'd been awfully close to Noriega and had done some stuff in 
the past that we didn't like. 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. The main thing about Giroldi was 
that he had been Noriega's closest confidant, and, indeed, was the 
man responsible for putting down the coup that happened 18 months 
ago. And those were major factors that led to a concern that maybe 
the whole thing was a set-up. 


Q Was he also given the positive -- 


Q Do you still feel it's a setup or are you convinced 
that it was legitimate? 


MR. FITZWATER: We think it was legitimate, now. 


Q And so you regret then that the coup did not 
succeed? 


MR. FITZWATER: Our policy has not changed. We would 
like to see Noriega removed. 


Q Just a second -- you s#y removed -- removed from 
Panama or removed from his position because ~- I don't understand why 
they're not giving him up was something that you opposed. I always 
thought the U.S. policy was simply to remove him from office, not 
necessarily from Panama. You've always stressed that point. 


MR. FITZWATER: We would like to see him removed from 


power, yes. 

Q Why did you sour on this when they wouldn't give him 
up? 

MR. FITZWATER: We wouldn't go in and take him away from 
the -- 


Q -- to help them? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, first of all, because the 
insurgents took him and they were holding him -- they were 
responsible for him, they did not want to give him up. And we didn't 
know where they were. We didn't have the kind of military 
informa.ion that would allow us to do it anyway. 
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Q Why not? 

MR. FITZWATER: Because they were -- 

Q You had 12,000 troops there a mile away. 
MR. FITZWATER: So what? 


Q So why can't you have information like that? Why is 
it so hard to know -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Why couldn't it? Why is it so hard to 
understand when a coup takes a person, they take him into a building 
-- you don't know where he is or where he's gone -- go out the back 
door in a car, fly off in a helicopter -- there are all kinds of 


reports. 

Q You said he had helicopters in the air. 

MR. FITZWATER: So what? 

Q But if you only -- 

Q -- helicopters in the air, you've got 12,000 troops 
there -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Do you think you can't hide one? Do you 
think it's impossible to hide one person? 


Q Do you think your intelligence is so bad that you 
couldn't even keep track of what he's doing? 


MR. FITZWATER: Our intelligence was fine. Our 
intelligence knew everything it needed to know. 


Q Well then, how come you didn't know where Noriega 
was? 


MR. FITZWATER: Because they didn't want us to know, 
obviously? 


Q Marlin, Senator Helms says he was rebuffed in an 
effort to relay a request from the opposition for U.S. help in 
bleckading the airport during the day on Tuesday. True or false? 


MR. FITZWATER: I never heard about it. I don't know 
what he's talking about. Governor Sununu met with members of his 
staff yesterday and said, everything you said is wrong about these 
requests. Tell us what you got -- what evidence -- what there is. 
And they could produce nothing. 

Q With Helms or with his aides? 

MR. FITZWATER: Helms' aides, two of then. 

Q Can we switch yet or is somebody still on -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm about ready to go. You got one more 
on Panama? 


Q I've got on on Panama. 

MR. FITZWATER: Lesley's got one. 

Q I'm just trying to figure out why if policy is 
simply that vov want Noriega removed from power, why you wouldn't be 
willing to upp. rt a coup that was going to do that even if it didn't 
involve the. ‘vr :ing Noriega physically over to you? 


FTITZWATER: Well, I didn't -- 
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Q The coup was going to accomplish what you wanted -- 
Q Right. 


Q -- even though they weren't going to physically turn 
him over to you for transport back to the United States. 


MR. FITZWATER: Right. 
Q Why wouldn't you support that? 


MR. FITZWATER: Who said we didn't support it? What I 
said was we -- oh, do we have to argue over all this? 


Q But, Marlin, I don't want to make it arguing, I'm 
trying to draw you out -- 


MR. FITZWATER: You changed questions. The question that 
I gave the answer that you are saying I gave was to why didn't we 
take over the coup? And that's what I said we weren't prepared to do 
and they told us we couldn't have it. Your question is do we support 
his removal from power -- yes. 


Q Isn't there something in between taking over the 
coup and being in a position to assist it? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I'm not willing to get into those 
kinds of games, I'm sorry. 


Q Well, I mean, it's not a game. The question is did 
you check to see if there were -- 


Marlin, is the main reason we didn't go in there 
militarily because they didn't ask us and therefore you couldn't 
justify it to the Latin Americans and to the rest of the world? They 
didn't ask you, therefore, you would have been interfering in the 
internal affairs? 


Q You said a couple of minutes ago -- 


MR. FITZWATER: That certainly -- that's the basis for 
the policy reason, yes. 


Q And if they didp'* ask you to join -- to help them 
-- you couldn't very well justify it, so that finished it off right 
there? 


MR. FITZWATER: That's the basis for the general policy, 
yes -- 


Q Can I ask my question. 


MR. FITZWATER: <-- that plus a lack of information about 
military accessibility. 


I have two questions -- the first one is, you told 
us, I think the first day, that we weren't even sure they had Noriega 
in hand. 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes, we still aren't. 
Q Could you explain that a little further? 
MR. FITZWATER: We still aren't sure. 


Q You're still not -- you have no hard evidence. But 
the thinking here was that you were unclear -- you talked about that. 


MR. FITZWATER: That's true. 
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Q Okay. And finally, could you just one more time go 
through those meetings. Were they actually formal NSC meetings that 
were formally -- or was it something less formal than that? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, a formal NSC meeting is whenever 
they meet with the President as a group and that occurred -- 


Q Well, the CIA wasn't there, is that right? That 
would mean that it wasn't the fcrmal full complement? 


MR. FITZWATER: The CIA didn't have a person there, 
right. 


Q And who else wasn't there? Was Poweil there? 
MR. FITZWATER: Powell was there. 

So everybody but CIA? 
- FITZWATER: Yes. 

Why wasn't CIA? 


5° 53° 


. FITZWATER: I don't know. 


And can you give us the times again and how -- give 
us a little more information on how the meetings worked. 


MR. FITZWATER: The first one was around 9:40 a.m., 9:45 
a.m. Tuesday morning and the second was -- I'm a little less certain, 
sometime after 11:00 a.m. I'd have to check the schedule. And the 
third was from about 1:45 p.m. to 2:30 p.m. 

Q That was here at the White House? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes, in the Oval Office. 

Q Why wasn't the CIA here? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I don't know the answer to 
that. 


Q Marlin, is the President satisfied with the way chis 
whole thing was handled? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, he feels that we did the best we 
could with the information available and he feels he made the right 
decision. 

Q With the information available -- is he satisfied 
-that he was given all the information that should have been available 
to him? 

MR. FITZWATER: As far as I know, yes. 

Q So he's satisfied with the process that came down -- 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes 


Q -- that led to the U.S. missing this golden 
opportunity to snatch Noriega? 


MR. FITZWATER: Thank you, Mick. (Laughter.) 
Q Does he think the criticism is unfair? 
MR. FITZWATER: Okay, Owen, one more. 


Q Can I ask one question and then you can go back to 
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your questions? I waited a half-hour to ask one question. 
MR. FITZWATER: Go ahead, Paula. 
Q I have one more question on Panama. 
Q And you'll have more questions on Panama. 


The Senate Republicans said that the President today 
indicated he would veto budget reconciliation if it contains 
extraneous provisions -- he does not consider capital gains 
extraneous. My question is, will the President veto the budget 
reconciliation if capital gains is stripped out of the bill or if the 
current childcare provisions are left in? 


MR.FITZWATER: He did not indicate a veto for any 
specific reasons. He did say, as he said in the past, that he's 
prepared to veto the reconciliation bill if it contains a lot of 
extraneous bills that he finds onerous or inappropriate. 


The main outcome of the meeting, however, was that he 
reaffirmed and the Leader reaffirmed that a capital gains tax cut is 
important to the administration; that we believe it should be a part 
of the reconciliation bill; that it has been a part of the 
President's campaign, it was part of the bipartisan budget 
compromise, it was part of tha committee deliberations in both the 
House and the Senate and that we believe it should be a part of the 
reconciliation bili. 


They also agreed they would work to try to clean up the 
bill to try to get out some of the extraneous provisions and that's 
pretty much the way ic was left. 


Q How about -- 

Q He would veto it as is? 

MR. FITZWATER: Pardon? 

Q He would veto it if it was left open? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, he didn't say he would veto it -- 
he didn't specify a veto based on specific provisions right now. tHe 
just said I'm prepared to veto it if there are extraneous provirions 
that are unacceptable. 


Q In the interest of avoiding the Gramm-Rudwan cuts 
and getting the bill done, since this has become such a riuncorous 
debate, a isn't the administration willing to hold off on the 
capital gains fight? Since you're pretty sure the vote -- the head 
count is pretty close, why aren't you willing to get a c)eaned up 
reduction bill without capital gains and do that next? 


MR. FITZWA.ER: Because we believe capita) gains is 
important, that's it been a part of the process from the very 
beginning. It's already passed the House and we believe now is the 
time to see that it's included in the bill. 


Q What about catastrophic? 


Q -~- that's more important than the automatic cuts 
comina up? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we've said that we could live with 
sequester if we had to. We don't want to do that and we'd prefer to 
get a reconciliation bill that we can accept. 


Q Marlin, just to be clear -- would the President veto 
a reconciliation bill that does not contain capital gains? 
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MR. FITZWATER: Well, we don’t really approech it from 
that point; we approach it from the point that we want the capital 
gains tax in there. 


Q I understand, but if they produce a clean bill that 
is clean enough to remove capital gains, is that -- 


MR. FITZWATER: It didn't come up this sorning in that 
context and he hasn't given any veto signel. 


Q Can you quickly give the catastophic health position 
now? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, the position on the catastrophic 
health is -- 


Q Marlin, before we get off capital gains -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, let me come back to you; my sind's 
going on this nov. 


As you know, the Senate is considering the catastrophic 
health bill and whether or not to change thet to reflect the problems 
with the premiums and their impact on the elderly. And right now 
there are, as I understand it, four or possibly five different fixes 
that are being considered and being promoted by one senator or 
another. 


We have told the Senate that we would not take «a position 
om any of those. We would be glad to work with ther and help in any 
«+ysie thet the wanted, but that we would let them sort this out 
«fore weighing in. 


There was a situation yesterday in which there was « 
misunderstanding between Secretary of HHS and the administration on 
the exact position, and cur position is that -- was laid out ina 
letter from Dick Darman to Senators Danforth, Durenburger, McCain and 
Roth, and that does represent the administration's position. 


Q Marlin, did the President say in the meeting that he 
opposes the proposal on the Hill to have two separate tax bills this 
year where capital gains would oe moved, but it would be soved 
separately later? 


MR. FITZWATER: It didn't go into individual bills, 
David. They didn't discuss the four or five alternatives. The 
discussion really focused on just the whole question of whether or 
not -- you see, the Democre s have sugggest stripping everything 
out and going for a clean bi’\, and that was the basis for discussion 
is whether or not do we press for capital gains, and the conclusion 
was that we will. 


Q The administration has put pressure on Israel to 
accept the _ plan. This morning they said no. Are you 
disappointed 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm sorry. I'm not familiar with what 
their latest word is. I mean, obviously our position is that we 
would like to see a dialogue, and we thought the Egytian plan had 
great promise, so we'll continue to work with both parties. 


Q Do what? What do you intend to do to change their 
mind? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, the same thing we always do in 
these cases, which is you go back and have more discussions and talk 
to them and try to urge the process forward. 


Q The President said he would like capital gains in, 
but do you really have a choice given that Bentsen is most likely 
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going to enforce a special rule that would require 60 votes to get 
capital gains included. And do you really expect to get the 60 
votes? I mean, what choice do you have other than « separate capital 
gains bill? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, our choice is to keep it in, and 
we'll try to -- 


Q How can you do it, though, if you don't have 60 
votes? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we'll try to come up with it if 
that's what it takes. 


Q You going to be lobbying then for the votes? 
MR. FITZWATER: We'll lobby for whatever it takes. 


Q Just one more question on Panama. You said that the 
President feels we did the best we could with the information 
available. With the benefit of hindsight, and obviously you have 
more information, does the President wish he had taken any different 
actions? Would he have done it differently if he'd had full 
information available to hin? 


MR. FITZWATE” Wo, he wouldn't do it any different. And 
the information availab) ty is not because of any failure on the 
part of us. It's because that's the nature of coups. There was 
conflicting information. You've got -- this whole thing happened in 
a six-hour period, and people running all over and the leadership is 
uncertain and they're moving him around. It's the ambiguity of the 
coup itself, as is true of all coups, that caused the conflict of 
information. 


Q Didn't you make a miscalculation? You started out 
saying that you weren't sure you could trust this guy, that it sight 
have been a set-up, that you sight have wound up, as Katie said, 
replacing one dictator with another. Wow in hindsight, you're saying 
you wish the coup succeeded, that it wasn't «a set-up. 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, as it turns out, it was not « 
miscalculation. Indeed, there were a lot reasons. We never did know 
where Noriega was. It turns out they wouldn't turn his over to us 
once they had him, if they had him. It turns out -- 


Q Well, wait a minute -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Let me finish, you asked me the question, 
Owen -- let me finish. It turned out the coup failed. It turned 
out, even afterwards, we don't know what happened. It turned out our 
firet calculations were exactly right: there were a lot reasons to 
Ry | cautious about the successful ability of this group to carry 
this off. 


Q Well, you just said one of your calculations was 
that it might be a set-up. 


MR. FITZWATER: That was one of them, yes. 


Q This routine review, is this the type of thing 
that's going to result in a finding of some kind that -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't expect any. 


Q -- a formal conclusion, or where's it supposed to 
lead? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, it'll just -- it would lead to any 
changes in the way we, I don't know what, handle the information. 
Frankly, I don't really know what kind of specifics they would be 
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changing. 


Q Is there an official assessment at this point, four 
days -- three, four days later? 


MR. FITZWATER: The initial assessment is essentially 
that we had as good information as was possible to get. And we made 
the right decision. 


Q What about all the people who were quoted today ina 
number of medias saying that the edministration is unhappy with it's 
first foreign policy test under fire -- it's first crisis? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. Well, I speak for the President. 


Q Mariin, at this point, does the President feel that 
you're farther away than ever from getting rid of Noriega? A 
setback? 


MR. FITZWATER: I think -- I don't know that we have «a 
position on -- it's pretty hard to make a judgment about closer or 
further. But as Baker and Cheney and others heave pointed out that 
certainly indicates a degree of concern and suspicion and fragility 


in the POF that might make Woriega feel more insecure than he has in 
the past. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:34 P.M. EDT 
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MR. BOUCHER Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have one administrative announcement and one substantive one 


(There will be a press briefing) ON BACKGROUND at the 
White House on Italian President Cossiga’s visit next Tuesday 
The time is 2:30 p.m., Tuesday, October 10 


The next announcement is about aU S$. contribution to 
the U.N. Fund for Orug Abuse Control The Department of State 
has pledged an additional $1 million to the United Nations Fund 
for Orug Abuse Control, which is based in Vienna This 
contribution is made in order to bolster the UN. effort to 
combat drug trarficking The money will be designated for use 
in the Fund's narcotics assistance projects in the Aandean 
region of Sovth America Congress supports this action The 
additional allocation of funds has the effect of doubling the 
U.S. Government's 1989 U.S. contribution to the U.N. Fund for 
Druq Abuse Control 


The UN. Fund for Orug Abuse Control i¢ a voluntarily 
funded organization, and it serves to finance law enforcement, 
crop eradication, crop substitution, and other projects which 
are designed to help countries curb drug use and drug 
trafficking The US. Government was one of the founders of 
this organization 


Q l'm sorry -- did you say one million or 100 
million? 

mn One million 

Q A half a kilo of 

9) Every little bit helps 

Q Is that it? 

Q Which of those was the substantive announcement’? 


(Laughter) 


” You quess You can write a story about it 
Okay ['d like to take your questions 
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Q Do you have any comment on the [Israeli Inner 
Cabinet's rejection of the Egyptian ten points? 


A Well, let me point out that in the Israeli 
Cabinet there has been a full discussion but no acceptance or 
rejection of Egypt's ideas. There's been a lot of 
parliamentary maneuvering, including the presentation of 
various cifferent proposals, but we're not going to comment on 
that internal maneuvering. I'd point out that discussions are 
continuing within the [sraeli Cabinet. 


Q Do you consider what happened today, then, not to 
be a rejection? 


A I said it's a full discussion but not acceptance 
or rejection. 


Q What would you like to see happen next? 


A I don't want to get into details, Jim. Let me 
point out that we're carrying on a very active discussion with 
both [Israel and Egypt at this time. In fact, the Secretary has 
spoken with Foreign Minister Arens and with Foreign Minister 
Meguid today, as well as several times over the past few days. 


Q Were those separate conversations? 
A Yes. 


Q When the Secretary of State said last week, I 
think it was, that if the Cabinet didn't do what he wanted them 
to do, it would mean going back to the drawing board It 
strikes me the Cabinet did not take the proffered advice. Is 
he back to the drawing board, or is he -~ I judge from your 
statements that he doesn't take this as sort of a definitive 
action. 


A We're not --— we're certainly not back to the 
drawing board. The Secretary doesn't believe that we're back 
to the drawing board. We're watching a discussion take place 
within Israel about this. The Israeli Cabinet has neither 


accepted nor rejected Egypt's ideas, and we'll just have to 
stay in touch with them. 


Q But what is your basis for saying -- 

Q (Inaudible -- many questions at once) 

Q Can't you finish the sentence? What did you say? 
A 


Ask me a question. ['ll try to answer it. 


All you said was, “Certainly not back to the 
drawing board -- 


° 











-3- Friday, 10/6/89 
A If you don't like the answer -- 
Q No, no. I just want to hear your whole 


sentence. They jumped on you. Go ahead. 


Q What is your basis of saying that they haven't 
made a decision? Under the I[sraeli constitution, a tie vote in 
the Cabinet means the idea is rejected. 


a [I'm not an expert in [Israeli constitutional law, 
John. Our view -- and this has been looked at by people who 
follow the situation in [Israel very, very closely. [ think 
it's an accurate view that the Israeli Cabinet has held a full 
discussion, but neither rejected nor accepted Egypt's ideas. 
There has been a lot of maneuvering, including presentation of 
different proposals. But at this point we're not going to 
comment on the specifics of that maneuvering, and we understand 
that the discussions are continuing within the Israeli 
Government. 


Q Richard, the Secretary -- 
6 Slow down a little bit. 


Q The Secretary last week, if 1 heard him 
correctly, didn't specifically say the [sraeli Cabinet should 
adopt the Egyptian plan, although he said that. was one thing 
they could do. He said they should take some step that would 
lead to a dialogue with Palestinians, and, if they didn't do 
that, it was back to the drawing board. 


Why isn't this back to the drawing board? They didn't 


do that. 

A Because their discussions are continuing out 
there. Our discussions with them are continuing out there. 
I'm sorry -- from here. The Secretary's been on the phone with 


these gentlemen just this morning, and all [ can say is we're 
at a very active phase of our diplomacy, and of the discussion 
with Israel. But [ think to draw conclusions that somehow it's 
over, because it didn't happen this morning, is just plain not 
right. 


Q Well, Richard, could you say, then, just as 
you're talking about the discussions are continuing out of here 
-— in some way could you characterize what Baker is pushing 
for? Is he suggesting that he will serve as an intermediary 
for this list of Palestinians who may or may not be acceptable 
to Israel and Egypt? And can you say just where he thinks this 
thing should go? Whether or not this is a rejection, it 
certainly is at a stalemate from what he had expected would 
come out of it. 


i 
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4 I don't think the Secretary ever put any time 
limit on this. I think the important point is that the 
discussions in Israel are continuing. Our contacts with the 
Foreign Ministers of Egypt and of Israel are very active, as 
the Secretary is personally engaged talking to these people. 


I don't want to characterize those conversations 
beyond saying what we usually say about the peace process and 
how to get the Israeli elections idea to work. But as far as 
going into any other detail, I just can't. 

Q Richard -- 


4 Let's start moving around. We're concentrating 
too much over there. 


Q There are reports from Jerusalem that Mr. Arens 
requested from Baker a certain letter. Do you have anything on 
this? 

a I don't have anything more. I don't want to 
start dealing with individual pieces of reports about what they 
may have talked about. All I can give you is the general 
characterization of their discussions. 

Q Richard, can you confirm that there is a mission 
of officials coming from the State Department to the Middle 
East? 

a No. 

Q Maybe the Secretary himself? 


I'm sorry. [ don't have anything to say like 
that. 


Q One more try on that -- 
Hang on. This side -- 
Q It's a follow on that -- 


A I'm sorry. These guys have follow-ons too. I[ 
don't know. Do you want to do it, Bill, or do you want to see? 


Q Well, go ahead. 


a Okay. 


Q Just to get a little logical flow here -- Avi 
Pazner, a spokesman for Mr. Shamir, says that they are hoping 
that Secretary of State Baker will present them with a -- will 
propose a specific plan on the makeup of a Palestinian 
delegation. He is quoted directly by the Associated Press as 
saying, “It is very possible we will get concrete American 
proposals and then we will consider them." 
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What can you tell us about that? 

a He is expressing his view of the possibilities, 
but I told you I wasn't going to do it from our side, so I'm 
sorry. 

Q That was my question. 

The vote was a tie, and it was a definitive 

vote. Tell me --— not constitutionally, but logically -- how a 
refusal to accept is not a rejection? 


A You said it yourself. A lack -- it's not the 
same. [t's obviously not the same. 


Q But it amounts to -- 





a But [ don't want to get into -- there's different 
stuff coming up out there. I'm not going to comment on the 
Cabinet processes in Israel. [ can tell you very clearly that 
we're in active discussion with these people. Our 
understanding, based on our reading of the situation -- and I 
assume based on the Secretary's conversations -- is that the 
discussions in Israel on this proposal will continue. 


Q Are you asking that the Israeli Cabinet take up 
the matter again? 


5 That's not something for the U.S. to ask. We're 
just observing that the discussions will continue in Israel and 
they'll decide how to discuss it. 


Q Does anyone other than this government construe 
that tie vote as neither acceptance nor rejection? 


A You'll have to ask everyone other than this 
Department to construe -- 


Q Or is this simply the construction that you 
choose to put on it? This is not what the Israelis have told 
you? 


i I believe it's not just the construction we 
choose to put on it. I believe it's an accurate observation of 
the situation. 


Q You said earlier that you could only give us a 
general description of these conversations that the Secretary 
had. Could you try to do that? Because all you've told us so 
far is that he was on the telephone with these two fellows, and 
for all I know he's told them he'll be in the Middle East, 
which is what [I think you're implying. But, in any event, was 
it a give-and-take conversation? 


i) I'm not aware of any plans -- let me stop that 
right there. I have nothing to confirm. I have nothing to 
say. I'm not aware of any plans for the Secretary to go to the 
Middle East. 
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Q All right, but let me draw you on -- thank you. 
Let me try you on -- 


a How do I characterize it? I did characterize it 
amidst the hub-bub at one point. We are working on the peace 
process and how we can get the Israeli initiative to work. 

Q Who initiated the calls? 

a I don't know. 


Q Was it after the Cabinet meeting -- this last 
conversation? With Meguid and Arens. 


a I don't know when the Cabinet concluded. 


Q [It ended this morning at 7:00. 


A Israeli time or our time? 
Q Washington time. 
m Washington time. Then these discussions -- these 


phone calls were after that. 


Q When you say, “We're trying to find if we can get 
the [Israeli initiative to work," is the U.S. now at the point 
where the U.S. is making some suggestions? 


A Barry, i'm sorry, [ can't give you anymore detail 
on these conversations. 

Q You don't have to do it in the context of the 
conversation. The point being -- no, this has been going on 


for a few centuries -- the point being that the way the U.S. 
was playing it until today was that there was an [sraeli plan, 
there was no Egyptian plan -- there was an Egyptian vehicle, 
whatever that might mean -- and now it's [Israel's turn to look 
at that vehicle and look at their proposal and to take some 
action. 


Now, you may say that they didn't take any real 
action. But the point is, what is the U.S.'s role now? Is it 
still just listening or has it begun to say some things about 
bridging perhaps these two approaches? 


4 Our role has not changed. We have been strong 
supporters of the Israeli election ideas. We've been -- 


Q Richard -- 


i I'm sorry if I speak slowly, but I -- Okay? 
We've been strong supporters of the [Israeli election initiative 
from the beginning. We've, over the course of the past months, 
been talking closely with all the parties. We've been positive 
about Mr. Mubarak's ideas on how to make this Israeli election 
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proposal work. We've encouraged the parties to discuss that. 
We've engaged in discussions of both these proposals and ideas 
for some way of differentiating them and putting them in the 
proper context with the parties, and we continue to do that. 


That's why I say, we discuss the peace process and how 
we can get the [sraeli initiative to work. We continue to see 
the Eqyptian ideas as a constructive effort on the part of 
Egypt of ways to get the Israeli proposal to work. 


Q Richard, just to follow that. You've been 
talking about the discussions that Baker had with the Egyptians 
and the Israelis today. Were there any discussions between the 
Secretary and members of the Palestinians? Were there further 
discussios in -- 


a I'm not aware of any other discussions that -- 
Q -- in Tunis between Pelletreau and the PLO? 
A The dialogue in Tunis, as you know, is an ongoing 


one. [t's one where we have different types of contacts and 
meetings on a fairly regular basis. We have had one or two 
contacts or meetings over the past ten days or so as part of 
this dialoque. 


As you know, we don't do readouts of these meetings 
unless they're the formal meetings, so [I don't have any details 
for you. 


Q When was the last one? 


A They met, as always, in the context of looking 
for ways to advance the peace process, and we expect these 
meetings to continue. 


Q Was the last one on Thursday? 


A I believe the dates have been put out in Tunis 
but just not to break precedence -- the precedent of not 
discussing these other meetings here and giving out details, 
let me decline. I'm sorry. 


Q Richard, taking the last thing that you just 
said, this meeting in Tunis, did it take place before the 
decision to issue visas to the PLO delegation to the United 
Nations General Assembly? 


i) I am not talking about a meeting in Tunis. IL'm 
talking about a dialogue that's ongoing; that we have meetings 
on a regular basis. I've said there's been two meetings in the 
past ten days. Yes, we had meetings before we issued the visas 
to the PLO delegation to the U.N. Yes, we had meetings after 
that. 


Did the subject of the visas for the PLO delegation to 
the U.N. come up? [I don't know. 
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Q And now ['1ll go back to what you said earlier on 
what the United States can do. Mr. Baker, at the White House. 
after Mr. Mubarak's meeting with the President, implored on 
Israel several times about -- and he was waiting for Thursday 
that the Cabinet is going to meet and going to decide [ 
believe that it was a direct appeal to the Israeli Cabinet to 
take a positive step to the 10-points plan. So by you saying 
that, the Israelis have to -— the Cabinet to meet. You are 
declining from issuing an appeal or saying that you are 
appealing to them again to consider your good offer before and 
the atmosphere that was created before you, aren't you? (sic) 


‘ I don't have to appeal or issue ultimatums 
because our understanding is that the discussions in Israel are 
continuing. So there's nothing for me to appeal on. 


Q Does the Secretary see the no rejection/no 
acceptance situation as a forward step in itself? Maybe yes. 
I don't know. Maybe this is better than rejection and maybe 
the Secretary is building on this step as a forward step. Do 
you characterize this as - 


a I don't have any further characterization of the 
situation there. 


Q Richard, Israeli officials are quoted as saying 
that they are now waiting for Secretary Baker to give them, in 
written form, a proposal that he's already made to them; that 
the United States will help organize three-way talks about the 
composition of a Palestinian delegation to negotiate with 
Israel. Are they right or wrong? 


i The Secretary spoke about the idea of 
delegations, [ think, in New York. The reports also say that 
this subject of written or non-written, or whatever, arose in 
the conversations which I said [ can't describe in more detail, 
so I'm afraid I can't describe any specific details on that 
issue. [ have nothing to add to what the Secretary said last 
week. 


Q This Tuesday? 

Actually maybe it was the 2nd. When was the 2nd? 
Q This week. 
Q Has a written form of the proposal gone to lsrael? 


" { said [ had nothing to add on that idea of the 
delegation thing. 


Q Who is responsible in the State Department for 
following the peace plan at this moment? 


i) There are a number of --~ you know the people. 
The Secretary is, of course, responsible for what we do. 
Dennis Ross is involved, John Kelly is involved, and others. 
There are a number of people that work on this which -- 
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- My question stems from the fact that in a certain 
time Deputy Secretary Eagleburger was the one who was 
responsible in time for the discussions going on with 
Palestinians and the Israelis, on the other hand? (sic) 


“ I don't know. I don't remember that time, 
frankly. But he's, of course, involved This Department is 
working on the issue the way we've always have. 


Q You didn't want to substantiate -- in fact, you 
discourage any suggestion that Baker is going to the Middle 
East. How about any of these other players like Eagleburaer, 
Ross, Kelly? [Is that the way the U.S. will continue this 
discussion, by sending someone of that stature out there? 


i) I'm not aware of any definitive plans on the part 
of any of these individuals. You can expect, as I think we 
went for a long time around this summer with John Kelly, that 
people who work on the region will travel to the region. 


Q New subject? Is the Administration satisfied 
that it handled the Panamanian crisis well and that information 
Flowed in a timely fashion through the bureaucracy? 


a I'm not aware of any concerns about that in this 
building. ['ll put it that way. 


Q Communications between the State Department and 
the White House and the Pentagon -- any variation of that -- 
worked smoothly throughout the day of the crisis? 


A Are you asking about some specific communication, 
or are you asking about the general issue of getting along 
together and working together? 


Q Well, let me ask about specific communications 
regarding the whereabouts of General Noriega and the planned 
disposition of General Noriega? 


ve Okay. There have been some stories about this. 
Let me point out that there was initial information that we 
received here that the rebels wanted to hand over Noriega to 
the United States. As it turned out, this initial report was 
not correct. But I need to make very clear that this error in 
the message had absolutely no bearing on the decision-making 
process in Washington since the President received the accurate 
information on this subject. 


Q How was the mistake made? 
A I don't know exactly, David. ['m told the 


message was sort of passed by telephone several times. When it 
got here -.- 


Q It got garbled on the way? 
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A -- it got garbled. But it had no bearing on the 
decision-making process. It was passed as well by others, and 
the accurate report was the only one that the White House got 
as far as I know. 


Q Did the Secretary ever have a discussion with the 
President, or the Secretary of the Defense -- and we know they 
didn't meet -- but did they ever discuss this during that day 
on the telephone? 


i) Well, the Secretary was with the President and 
with General Scrowcroft for a large portion of that time during 
the Salinas visit, and I'm sure they discussed it together. So 
I don't have a readouc of what time and how long, but they were 
with the President for a long, long period of time that day. 


Q Can I ask a clarification -- I'm sorry, go ahead. 

Q A clarifying question on that. You say the 
report got garbled here. Does that mean here at the State 
Department or here in Washington? Was that information -- 


i No. It got -- when it got to the State 


Department, it was a garble -- it was not correct. 

Q It was the State Department that was misinformed 
and not other parts of the government; is that right? Or was 
it -- 

“ Somewhere along the line of transmissions. When 


it was here, when it was written down and passed out here, it 
was not correct. It was inaccurate. Now, where exactly along 
that chain of telephone calls it got garbled, [ don't know, but 
it got here. If there was any confusion, it was here and the 
accurate information came around, basically, a separate route 
because other people were passing up the same message. Theirs 
didn't get garbled and their's was the one that got into the 
White House. 


Q Richard, leaving aside the question of whether 
the right decisions were made -- 


a Yes. 


Q ~~ in this crisis, is there any feeling that 
there are lessons to be learned from the way this crisis went -- 
that there were mistakes made, that communications need to be 
improved or centralized in some way as a result of this 
crisis? ®@ lot of people are saying that on a background basis. 


A I have no clear conclusions on that. I certainly 
don't know of anybody in this building that has decided that we 
should do something differently. 


I should make clear ve always want to learn from 
everything that happens. And I'm sure that anybody that has a 
suggestion or an idea on how we can do these things better, 
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you know, we'll look at those, we'll put them forward, and 


people in the building will see. We'll try to improve the way 
they do these things. 


Q The next time Noriega's in custody 
i The next time a similar crisis occurs 
Q In light of the extensive activities undertaken 


by U.S. military forces last Tuesday morning, are you satisfied 
with your statement of noon last Tuesday that there was no US 
involvement in the events of Tuesday morning in Panama? 


” Yes. 
Q You are? 
a Yes. I can -~ you know, over the course of the 


days as we looked into all the different specifics, I[ was asked 
on Tuesday: We've said very clearly there was no logistical 
support, there was no assistance in planning. There was no all 
those other things that we've been asked about. So I think -- 


Q The President said it. 
“ -- the statement is right. 
Q The President said -- he said the United States 


was not alone The Secretary of State of the United States did 
not initiate the coup. When you speak of the Secretary of 
State, the U.S. did not initiate the coup. 


Q Well, there was an awful lot of activity down 
there among those 12,000 soldiers Tuesday morning for you to 
say there was no involvement. 

a Well, if you want to draw that conclusion, that's 
fine. We've made clear, I think, many times, what the activity 
on the part of our forces was designed to do. 


Q Doesn't the blocking-force activity constitute 
involvement? 


“ If you guys want to criticize that, the remarks 
on that basis -- 


Q Well, it's not a criticism. 
a -— then go ahead and do this. 


Q It's only a question. Isn't the use of U.S. 
troops as blocking forces to prevent reinforcement -- 


a The use of U.S. troops - 


Q -— by the POF? 
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= -- was to protect our personnel and to insure the 
security of our facilities and to insure the exercise of our 
treaty rights. 


Q But they moved before the first shots were fired, 
according to accounts. 


a Our troops have been moving for months and years 
down there. I[ mean we have exercises down there all the time 
as part of the exercise of our treaty rights. 


Q That is a good point though. Were the entrances 
and exits of Fort Amador cut off before the shooting started or 
not? 


Yes. 


Q And did we cut off anywhere else besides the 
entrances and exits to Fort Amador? 


a I'm not going to try to detail all the specific 
movements of US. troops. I'm sure the Pentagon would be happy 
to provide that. to you. 


Q Richard, sometimes it's the -- 
Q From the standpoint of the U.S. 


Q It's the little things that get you. You were 
sent out here Tuesday -- I figure it's not you; people give you 
things to say and you have to follow orders. But you were sent 
out here Tuesday, and since the situation is so confused, the 
U.S. doesn't even know who are these people who are trying to 
topple Noriega. Wasn't that in retrospect not quite the case? 
Didn't the U.S. very well know whether or not they were 
assisting them or not? 





i Barry, my information was accurate at the time. 
Things change; we learn more every day, you know. All [ can do 
is try to give you the best information that we can get at the 
moment, you know. 


Q Could I just ask you -- 

i) ['m sure if [ had to write it today, you know, we 
could have found some piece of indication or hindsight that 
would let us write something more informative and accurate. 

Q Could I just ask if -- 


a I can't argue with that stuff. 


Q It's not @ personal criticism. 
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a I unocerstand what you're saying, but I mean even 
as far as the building goes, you know, there really is an 
attempt to try to get the best information we can provide 
And, you know, many days we have better information the next 
day. 


Q Can I just ask a quick follow-up to that? In the 
aftermath of this, did the Secretary express any personal 
dissatisfaction with the flow of information that came from 
State Department sources up through the bureaucracy of State to 
him? 


* I'm not aware of anything like that. No. 


Q Both The New York Times and the Wall Street 
Journal, in very detailed accounts, say that the movements 


began -- the exercises began -- in support of the coup, citing 
Administration officials Are you specifically denying those 
reports? 





a No, I'm not I think that, (a) the people who 
move the troops have to -- you know, will explain it to you 
better than I can; (6) you know, I'm not going to deny that 
there was awareness of the possibility of the coup as we did 
these things. But the purposes of these were the ones that 
we've stated. 


Q Were there any officials in this building who 
were responsible at all for Panama affairs who were notified 
when those maneuvers began, at the time they began at 4 o'clock 
in the morning? 


i) At 4 o'clock in the morning? 
Q Yes. 
“ I'm not aware of anything like that. 


Q Will you look into it? 


f°) I'll look into it and see if it's something we 
have something to say on [I'm assuming that -- [I mean we do 
have a very consistent pattern of exercises in Panama. These 
are, you know, notified around the bureaucracy in the Embassy, 
and even, I think, most of them are notified to the 
Panamanians. So [ assume that whatever notifications were 
appropriate for these -- our troop movements -- were done. 


Q Finally, the Journal just reported that the 
initial contact from the coup leader was made through his wife 
two weeks ago. 


a And 1 think Marlin Fitzwater just said that's 


wrong. 
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Q Oh, I'm sorry. I didn't hear what -- 0.«K. 


. I'll rely on his judgment on that. It's not a 
question that I[ asked this morning here. 


Q Another issue. 


a Hold it. 


Q Were you asked about a Nobel Prize for the Dalai 
Lama? 

“ Let's stay on Panama for awhile then. 

Q You said that the message was garbled. Do you 


have an idea why the message was garbled? Was anybody from 
eavesdropping systems were used there -- 


io) No. I -- 


Q -~- to try to garble the message there? 
(Laughter. ) 


a The suspicion is that it was the game of 
telephone where you tell somebody something and he tells 
somebody something and he tells somebody something, and in the 
end it doesn't come out right. 


I have not heard anybody speak to the possibility that 
this message may have been interfered with. It's -- we're 
dealing with -- 


Q Do you have any comment --~- 


a -- @ message that started in one place, got 
passed over several telephone calls, and ended up inaccurate 
when it got here. 


Any comment on calls made on Capitol Hill for the 
abrogation of the '77 Panama Canal Treaty? 


a No, I don't. We've consistently stated our 
intention to abide by those treaties. 


Q Do you have any observations about the Panamanian 
security forces' actions since the coup and the surrounding of 
the opposition political headquarters? 


a Let me -- I only have a brief observation, and 
that's on what we're doing as regards this. And that is the 
U.S. Embassy is staying in very close touch with the civilian 
opposition. Mr. Endara, we understand, is in a safe place; but 
some lower-ranking members of the opposition have been arrested 


y Are you saying that he's in the Embassy or --~ 
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9 -- in a U.S. compound? 

. I'm not. I'm just saying he's in a safe place 
that I'd rather not go into 

Q Do you still take the position that we have no 
quarrel with the Defense Forces? 

a I have no change -- I have no change. And. John. 
you have tc state it properly -- that we have a quarrel with 


Noriega and some other members of the Defense Forces. 


Q Marlin Fitzwater, for the United States, said 
that we have no quarrel with the Panamanian Defense Forces, at 
the White House two days ago. 


o Then he must be right. 
Q ['m intrigued. (Laughter. ) 


Q Does that reference to the Panamanian 
opposition? That was just word choice -- we regard them as the 
duly elected government, right? They're not the opposition. 


ve Let me use my words. 
Q But the policy? 


Q I was wondering what he must have on the Dalai 
Lama. Ask him on the -- 


i) All right, we got one more on Panama. 


Q ['ve already asked about the Nobel Prize to the 
Dalai Lama. Do you have any comments on that? 


i No, I don't, really, on the awarding of the Nobel 
Prize. We respect the Dalai Lama as a religious leader and 
recognize his efforts, peaceful efforts, on behalf of human 
rights. 


Q And the hijacking from Burma to Thailand -- do 
you have any comment on that? 


“ No, I'm afraid I don't. I just heard about the 
report a little before [ came in here. [ don't have anything 
on it. 


Q Just a quick detail on Panama. When you said the 
initial information that was received in the Bureau was wrong, 
do you know what time that was -- about the rebels wanting to 
hand over Noriega? A rough ballpark figure? 


a I don't. I think it was late morning because the 
contact at Defense took place after the thing started. 
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No. This was a report on the message supposedly 
passed at that contact, so that was where the question was 
discussed of whether they wanted to or didn't want to. 


Q One more -- 


Q Richard, do you have anything on C. Everett 
Briggs leaving the National Security Council on Tuesday? 


A I have the transcript from yesterday where we 
addressed it. 


Q Anything more -- 
A It's Ted Briggs. 
Q Huh? 


A Ted Briggs -- National Security Council staffer. 
We addressed it in the briefing yesterday. You can look at 
that transcript. 


Q Is the position attractive? 


a) I don't have anything on the position that he was 
offered. I'm sorry. 


Q Getting back to a different subject, has the 
Soviet Union doubled its military aid to Cambodia? 


A A little background first. We estimate that the 
Soviet Union provided $1.1 billion worth of military assistance 
to the Phnom Penh regime, either directly or via Viet-Nam, 
between 1984 and 1988. 


I'm afraid I can't get into the figure for this year. 
[ can say that the rate of Soviet military assistance to Phnom 
Penh thus far this year has increased dramatically. In light 
of the increasing danger of violence in Cambodia, we are 
concerned about these increasing shipments and we have 
expressed these concerns to Moscow. 


In addition, we have continued to express our concerns 
to the Chinese about their assistance to the Khmer Rouge. 


Q And in other Soviet subjects, does the U.S. have 
any information supporting the claim by a recent defector that 
Soviet pilots are flying missions over Afghanistan? 


A I'm not aware of the reports. It's something 
we'll look into and see if we have anything to say. 


Q Can I go back to Panama? There were reports that 
there are mercenaries, foreign mercenaries, who are assisting 
Manuel Noriega and protecting him throughout, including 
building a bunker for him -- including, also, supplying him 
with an eavesdropping system and security apparatus. Are you 
familiar with this? 
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A I'm not familiar with those reports, T'm sorry. 


Q Can I clarify? Not to belabor it, but the latest 
statement on the East German situation is that if people don't 
have normal business in the Embassy they're being politely told 
to leave. [ can't fit into that the openness you expressed the 
other day for humanitarian concerns. 





In other words, are there exceptional cases where it 
isn't normal business and those people are not told to leave or 
is it 100 percent of the time if somebody wants U.S. help in 
getting out of East Germany they're told to leave? 


A Well, let me make the major point of emphasis. 
No one is forced off our premises by Embassy personnel. 


Q Right. That was in the statement. 
a That has to be made very clearly. 


We try to assist people. I've spoken, [I think 
yesterday, about the fact that we were given assurances that 
the people who did take refuge in our Embassy would be allowed 
to apply to emigrate and their applications would be considered 
positively. 


I spoke yesterday about the fact that some of the 
other people who were roughed up outside our Embassy -- we were 
able to obtain assurances or given to understand that those 
people would be permitted to apply -- allowed to leave. 


We've frequently raised the general issues and made, I 
think, abundantly clear to the East German Government our point 
that they really had to solve this problem both by abiding by 
their commitments, by establishing procedures for regular 
emigration and by engaging upon a process that would make 
people want to stay. 


Also today I think I can point out that we've been 
informed that, with two exceptions, all of those people who 
were arrested in the vicinity of our Embassy on Wednesday have 
been released. We understand that the two who were not 
released reportedly had problems with the police which were 
unrelated to their presence in front of the Embassy. 


We're also informed that those released will also be 
able to emigrate. Among these people, those who had applied 
already for emigration will have their applications considered 
positively, and those who have not applied but who wish to do 
sO will be allowed to apply and will be given positive 
consideration. 


Q Do you have any numbers? I don't know how many 
people were arrested. 


A I'm afraid I don't. 
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Q Scores, tons -- I mean tens, twenties? 
6 It's exactly the question I asked this morning. 


You may be able to get some better reports out of Berlin. But 
as our Embassy saw it happen, there were people around the 
corner, there were people in front. So we don't have a count. 


Q There have been reports that the Soviet Union 
released some kind of draft on Afghanistan which will be 


presented to the United Nations. Do you have any information 
on that -- what kind of settlement has been reached? 


a No, I'm sorry. I don't. You'd have to ask them 
to comment. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:12 p.m.) 
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PANAMA: NOTIFICATION OF U.S. TROOP EXERCISES 


Q: Were there any notifications to State Department 
officials involved in Panamanian affairs when 
excercises began at 4:00 a.m. October 3? 

A: NO. WE WERE CONSULTED THE DAY BEFORE ABOUT THE PLAN 


TO CARRY OUT THE EXERCISES. 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 10, 1989, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISS NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have a statement to make. and 
I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q I don't have any questions. 

A No questions? Great. I don't feel good. Let's 
go home. 

Q Margaret, there's a story on the wire from 


Jerusalem that the Secretary of State has invited the Egyptian 
and Israeli Foreign Ministers to come to Washington. Do we 
have to go through this -- do [ have to go through the whole 
question? 


“ No, you don't 
Q Great. 


s Secretary Baker, on Friday, in several 
conversations with Foreign Ministers Arens and Megquid, worked 
on with those two gentlemen, points -- points meaning a 
framework for which you could get to a dialogue. fhe last 
point that he made was: Should you have agreement on the 
framework for getting to a dialogue, it might be helpful at 
some time in the near future, to meet in Washington, D.C. 


There is no answer to that, and [ would not describe 
it as an issued invitation. It is one of the things to be 
worked out. 


To answer some more of the questions you're probably 
going to ask me, since Secretary Baker had said he was planning 
to talk to these gentlemen over the weekend -. he did talk to 
Minister Meguid over the weekend, he is probably going to talk 
to Minister Arens today. He was unable to talk to Minister 
Arens because, as you know, they had their religious holiday, 
and he still continues working with the Governments of Israel 
and Egypt towards trying to get a dialogue going between the 
Israelis and the Palestinians. 
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~ Just so I understand this, the framework that is 
being discussed with Mequid and frens, the last point of which 
would be an invitation to Washington, that is a framework for 
an Egyptian-Israeli discussion? 


It is a framework -- overall, they're all trying 
to, as «%- ”Aow as well as [, to get to a dialogue between 
Israeli. °1 Palestinians. The Egyptians are also helping in 
that with their view of the Shamir election proposal. So this 
framework is to correctly characterize -—- so that the Egyptians 
and the Israelis can get to their meeting to discuss an 
election -- the Shamir election proposal -~— which, in turn, 
gets the Israelis and Palestinians to a dialogue. 

Q Let me see if I -- it's confusing -- 
a [ know. 


- $o let me see if I can understand this. We 
are now negotiating -- discussing/dialoguing -- 


A Suggesting points. 

Q -— suggesting points to Egypt and Israel that 
would allow for an Egyptian-Israeli dialogue that would help 
promote an I[sraeli-Palestinian dialogue about the -- 

a Based on the Shamir election proposal. 


Q Right -- about the modalities of getting to the 
Shamir election proposal. 


A Now, modalities and list of people, etc., are not 
being discussed by the three Ministers, nor by Secretary Baker 
and his points. His points are trying to constitute a 
framework for setting up the dialogue and getting it underway. 


Q But that framework is being discussed between 
Egypt and [srael at this stage. 


a At this stage. 


Q Right. So the point -- I just want to make sure, 
the points relate to differences between Egypt and [srael over 
how to do this -- 


is) How do you get going 


Q [I hate to do this to a sick woman. 


It's on how do you get going. 


Q Yeah, on how do you get going 
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Aa The Secretary is working -- here's another way to 
express it for you. The Secretary is working with the 
Government of Israel and the Government of Egypt. trying to 
produce a framework that would meet Israel's and Egypt's basic 
concerns about beginning a dialogue between [sraelis and 
Palestinians. Does that help you? 





Q That's the other way from the way you just 
described it. 


a I don't think so. 


Q You were talking about or looking for a framework 
to get a dialogue between I[srael and Egypt going that might 
then lead to a dialogue between Israel and the Palestinians 
You've now skipped over the [srael-Egypt direct dialogues. 
That, I think -- 


4 I said we're trying to produce a framework that 
would meet [srael's and Egypt's basic concerns -- so you've got 
to bridge that first --~ about beginning a dialoque between 
Israelis and Palestinians. 


Q This can be done without a direct Israel-Eqypt 
two-party meeting, can it not? 


A That's a hypothetical. And, sure, they could all 
decide to sit down. That isn't how it's been going. 


Q Just to follow up Norm's question, if I could. 
mn Sure. 


Q The Israeli Cabinet met last week -~ we really 
haven't done this since then -- and on the table was a 
compromise proposal. 


A Do you mean the Labor Party proposal? 


Q Right, the Labor Party proposal, which was a 
compromised proposal which, as far as I understand, was 
supported by this Administration. [t was certainly supported 
by Egypt. The compromise was that Israelis and Palestinians 
would accept the Egyptian invitation to come to Cairo; Israelis 
would come on the basis of their 4-point plan; Palestinians 
would come on the basis of the Egyptian 10-point commentary -- 
on the Israeli plan -- and that the Palestinians who would come 
would be Palestinians from the West Bank and Gaza plus token 
representatives of West Bankers and Gazans who were expell:d 
who would represent the Palestinian diaspora. That was tne 
Labor compromise. 


Does the United States -- 


a The Labor plan, wasn't it? 
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No, it was simply -- 
It was their proposal 


It was their proposal about -- 


> © ? 


At the Cabinet meeting? 


Q Right, exactly. Do we or do we not support that 
proposal? 


a We, I don't believe, to my knowledge, have taken 
a view on that proposal. We are supporting a much larger 
framework of getting the dialogue going. As you know, we 
support, and have said a number of times wholeheartedly, the 
Shamir election proposal. 


I know what you're asking me, and I'm positive I 
cannot answer that for you the way you'd like me to answer it. 


Q This is a specific way to get the dialogue going. 
a That's one party's specific way to get it going. 
Q Right. 

“ You have a shared government. 


Q Right. [ recognize that. But my question is 
this: If we don't have a position on that, it seems to me that 
we leave the Labor Party swinging in the wind because Mr 
Shamir can now come out and basically say, as I'm sure he's 
already done, “Look at you, Labor Party, you are ready to sell 
the baby cheap. I've gotten the Americans to negotiate another 
deal where we'll just go and sit down with the Egyptians and 
talk about which Palestinians can come to these talks. In 
other words, we have effectively abandoned the Labor Party." 


4 Secretary Baker is working with the Government of 
Israel. The Government of [srael, as you know better than 
anybody probably in this room, is two parties. I'm not getting 
into the internal politics of [srael; [ positively am not. 


Q I understand that. I just want to know -- 


a And he's still working -- [ know exactly what 
you're asking me. He's still working with the Government of 
Israel. He did, on Friday -- there was never any letter -- he 
did, on Friday, work out and worked through these suggested 
points, to do what ['ve said, which is trying to produce this 
framework that would meet Israel's -- meaning, the Israeli 
Government -- and Egypt's Gdvernment's basic concerns. So 
that's still where we are. 
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Q But just for the record I want to make sure [ 
understand. We have no position on the Labor compromise to do 
just what you said? 


A I haven't asked that literal, specific question 
And since this is such a sensitive subject, [ will be more than 
glad to ask and call you immediately after this. But I don't 
think -- ['m almost positive -- we have injected ourselves in 
internal Israeli politics. 


Q Was there a response from the Eqyptian side. in 
the phone conversation over the weekend, about being willing to 
come to Washington and deal with this? 


a There's no reluctance on any three people on 
doing this, but you have to first, for lack of a better phrase, 
put to bed or have agreement on the points that come before 
Point 5, and that yet is not done and they're still all working 
on it, again, to meet these genuine concerns that each side 
has. So none of them have ruled it out at all. 


The [sraelis are calling these -- what you're 
calling these “selected points” -- 


” Points. 
Q -~ that Mr. Baker has been discussing, the 
Israelis are calling a U.S. proposal. Is there a U.S. -- do 


these selected points constitute a proposal or are they a 
suggestion, or are we just playing semantic word games here? 


a We are calling them “points,” which constitute a 
framework for setting up the dialogue and getting it underway. 


Q Okay, what are 1 through 4, Margaret? 
A Excuse me? 


+ What are 1 through 4? 


a Those, unfortunately, ['m not able to -- 

Q Oh, come on 

fs) -- to divulge. 

Q Margaret, at the end of the talks -- 

a We wouldn't have done 5, if someone hadn't leaked 


that out. 


Q At the end of the talks of President Mubarak in 
Washington, there was rumors or reports about a 3-party 
commission to make such a kind of framework for the selection 
of Israelis -- for Palestinians to participate in talks with 
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the Israelis. Now, is this new step departing from this 
3-party Proposal or departure from the whole 10 points of 
President Mubarak? 


“ This isn't departing from President Mubarak's ten 
points. It isn't departing from Shamir's election proposal 
This is simply -- as complicated and as simple as it is -. 


trying to produce a framework that would meet [srael and 
Egypt's basic concerns about beginning a dialogue between 
Israelis and Palestinians 


Q So this is part of the same proposal that was put 
at the end of Mubarak's -- 


4 The whole exercise here is about getting to -- if 
you support the election proposal, and everyone has said they 
do; we've said we wholeheartedly do -- is finding the way, 
finding the means, bridging the gap, etc., to get that going. 

Q Is this an open alternative? 

“ Excuse me? 

“ Margaret, is this an opening, a new opening, or a 


new alternative, a new twist that you're trying to enter these 
new points? 


“ He's not trying to introduce any new twist He's 
trying to get where you can get to a dialogue between Israelis 
and Palestinians which everybody has said that they want. 

Well, if you have, chen let's work on it. Everyone has 
legitimate needs, that's understandable - legitimate concerns 
-— and let's work towards getting there, if that's the goal. 


Q Margaret, following the Israeli Cabinet meeting 
on Friday, Yossi Ben-Aharon, who is Shamir's Director -General 
of the Prime Minister's Office, said that the Likud would be 
prepared to consider Baker's points if they were put in 
writing. Now you said there was no letter. 


What is the reluctance to put the U.S. points into 
writing? 


o There's not a reluctance, and they've now been 
put in writing and they have been shared with the Foreign 
Minister of Israel and they've been shared with the Foreign 
Minister of Egypt. 


Q Why was there not a letter? 


ic) That, ['d rather just not get into an 
explanation. It's just something 1'm not willing to get into 


Q How are the points put in writing different from 
@ letter, I quess was the question i was asking? 
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A Let's just -- I'll be happy to get into that with 


you on background when we finish Basically. you can just 
chalk it up to a busted signal What is going on right now is 
that they do have in writing points that Secretary Baker has 
discussed with them on the phone more than once since last 
Friday 





One other thing. Just because it's much more 
efficient, to tell you the truth -- is the things they were 
discussing on the phone, he thought he'd take the initiative 
and commit to writing and, in that way, those two gentlemen 
have it in front of them on paper versus just these three 
people on the phone. 


Q When we were in New York for the General 
Assembly, the Secretary gave several press conferences in which 
he made clear that we looked upon last Thursday's Israeli 
Cabinet debate as a critical debate. He knew at the time that 
what was on the table was a Labor proposal Okay? And he said 
that if that proposal isn't accepted by the Cabinet, and he 
urged the Cabinet to accept it, we'd have to go back to the 
drawing board. But he clearly left the impression that we 
endorsed those points and we wanted them accepted. 


Why is it -- is there any way one can read this other 
than the fact that Shamir rejected them --. those points -- and 
instead of our calling him on that and simply saying, “how 
could you reject those, those were fair and legitimate points”, 
we've gone yet another step and tried to organize now another 
layer of negotiations just to satisfy him. What happened 
between the Secretary's press conference last week and today? 


a Number 1, 1'1ll be honest with you, I'm unaware 
that at Baker's press conference in New York that he stood 
there and said, “I endorse the Labor proposal.“ I do not 
remember it that way at all. 


Q No, he urged the Israeli Cabinet to vote 
positively. 


“ Correct me, and maybe I'm wrong, and I was very 
tired in New York ~-- I thought what Secretary Baker was saying 
was the Israeli Cabinet is having a meeting either Tuesday or 


Thursday, whenever it was -- a very, very important meeting -- 
and it was for the Cabinet to debate this issue I don't 
recall -- if ['m wrong, correct me -- Secretary Baker saying 


either the United States or Jim Baker -- are supporting the 
Labor proposal which we brought up at the meeting on lhursday 
That's just not how I remember it, but maybe L'm mistaken 


Q What he did was he urged the Cabinet to take 
action that would get the dialogue with the Palestinians going 
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“ That's right. 
~ We didn't do that 
[t's what we've been doing all along 


Q They didn't do that because the Likud refused to 
vote for the only proposal they had before them. Why isn't 
this a defeat for the United States? 


a Aa defeat for the United States? 
Q Or a defeat for US. policy? 


“ You're wrong. No, no. Secretary Baker has been, 
since the very first Shamir visit, since the first Mubarak 
visit - [I can't remember off the top of my head what months 
they were, but I believe they were within ten days of each 
other -- this President have been supporting the concept of 
elections, the Shamir proposal. That has not changed He 
still is to this very day 


I came out here and told you he's going to talk to 
Foreign Minister Arens today. He has got with the Foreign 
Minister of Egypt and Israel these points. Those people are 
discussing it with their respective Prime Minister and 
President. This thing is still alive. We is still definitely 
engaged and working. 


Q Some of us got the impression in New York that he 
was suggesting that Shamir had to do something else to show 
that Shamir still backed Shamir's proposal? 


a I don't believe that Secretary Baker -- 
Q And he didn't seem to do that 

i) -- probably used those words. 

Q It's pretty close. 


Q Do you still believe that the Israeli Cabinet did 
not accept/did not reject the .- 


a That's still our view, as Richard stated on 
Friday 


Q If both Israel and Egypt agreed to the elections 
proposal, what are the obstacles the Secretary sees to make the 
negotiations between Israel and Egypt, between the two Foreign 
Foreign Ministers? What are the obstacles toward this meeting? 


“ That would fall into a category --. a level of 
detail --~ that [ cannot get into other than to keep telling you 
all that he is trying to produce a framework that would meet 
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Israel's and Egypt's basic concerns That sentence, in my 
mind, would tell me they have concerns; that the Secretary is 
trying to work on those concerns To do what? To get to a 
dialogue, which is the goal here. [t always has been. and 
that's what he is working on 


Can 1 lay out for you what the points above his fifth 
point in the letter? No, [ cannot. ['m sorry. [ wish [ 
could I can't. 


Q It's safe to say that he's working on Shamir's 
concerns, because the Labor Party has already tabled its 
proposal which we, as a government, have no problems with 
Neither do the Egyptians. So we are working on Shamir's 
concerns? 


i) We are working with the Israeli Government, and 
we are working with the Egyptian Government 


Q Just to follow up. Is there a possibility that 
this meeting -- the Baker -Megquid-Arens -- will take place only 
after the Shamir-Bush meeting in mid-November? 


os [ don't know what meeting you're referring to 
with the President 


Q There will be a -- Mr. Shamir will arrive here in 
mid-November 


“ You're telling me something I don't know. I'm 
not denying -- [ don't know anything about that 

Q Margaret, speaking of the Palestinians -- 

“ Yes. 

Q -~- have there been any meetings in Tunis between 


U.S. and PLO officials recently, or any planned dialogue - 


i) Yes, I think, Richard -. I don't know if you 
asked the question -- confirmed last ~- was it last week that 
Pelletreau had a meeting? That's the only one that I know of 
We were able to confirm it, if we were asked last week, and [ 
just don't remember what day it was I can look it up for you. 


Q There's a report that the Palestinians want 
Dennis Ross to go out there to Tunis to talk to the PLO Have 
you heard that? 


“ That rumor was everywhere, where Dennis was going 
last week -- not only to funis. Dennis, as many of these 
rumors, has no plans, definite plans, to go to the area --~- 
anywhere in the entire area, as of today 
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Q There has been a call in some of the Arab press 

that the United States Administration -- or rather the State 

Department -- should send someone at a higher level to see the 


people in the area. If the Secretary couldn't go, that Dennis 
Ross might go. If you say that there are no plans, the people 
there -- 


A But that doesn't preclude him going either. [I 
got asked a direct question. I answered it honestly. There 
are no definite plans today, as we stand here, on October lo. 
of Dennis going to the region, but that doesn't mean that 
Dennis is never going to the region. 


Q Let me go back to the framework that you talked 
about, Margaret. When you say about Egypt and Israeli's 
concern, that this framework -- 


a Basic concerns, I would think. 


Q Basic concerns. What is the Palestinian 
concerns? And whom are you negotiating or contacting or 
delegating things to talk about the Palestinian concerns ir the 
formula? 


A I think it probably would be more appropriate if 
others state, if they choose to, ON THE RECORD, what their 
basic concerns are and not for me to stand up here and do it 
for them. 


Q New subject? 
A Yes, Carol. 


Q On developments in East Germany, I was wondering 
if you had any new observations? Officials seemed to crack 
down there for a couple of days and then seemed to ease up 
yesterday. 


Do you see any sign that East Germany is changing its 
policies, or -- 


A Not really. I can tell you that the Americans 
are watching developments in the German Democratic Republic 
with interest and concern. The United States deplores the use 
of violence to respond to peaceful calls for dialogue and 
reform. 


The United States supports the call of those seeking 
peaceful dialogue aimed at bringing progressive change to East 
Germany and that Americans hope that the East German Government 
can find the will to respond humanely and positively to the 
overwhelming desire for change. 


Q Has the United States had any contact with the 
East Germans on this, or any contacts with Moscow concerning 
what's been going on? 
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A I don't know about Moscow. [ know that Secretary 
Baker discussed, in general, as I believe he himself has said 
in Wyoming during his Ministerial, several different specific 
countries and this was one of them. As far as if we've done 
something currently, [ don't know. [ assume that our 
Ambassador there in Berlin has been in touch with officials to 
make the United States view known. 


Q Have there been additional East Germans seeking 
refuge in the American Embassy there? Or is the number zero 
over the weekend? 

“ Zero. 


Q Do you have anything on the refugees from Panama 
in this country? 


A What would you like to know? 
Q ['d like to know who they are, where they are? 
a) Okay. I can't give you a list of their names. I 


can tell you that there are 42 of these people. They were 
admitted on humanitarian grounds. They are being received by 
the U.S. Catholic Conference, which is an umbrella organization 
of the U.S. Catholic Bishops which, among other things, 
provides humanitarian assistance to asylees and refugees. 


Of the 42 people over this weekend, there are members 
of the Giroldi family in this group. [ can tell you the U.S. 
Catholic Conference will assist them in resettling either 
temporarily or permanently in the U.S. 


Q What is their status? Are they paroled in, or a 
special refugee status? Is there some sort of political asylum? 


m4 I don't know what their status is or we get them 
in here. I also know, and [ asked, can [I give you any details 
of when they came in, how they get here, where they land? The 
answers were ail no. 


Q But we're keeping their presence and whereabouts 
a secret yet the Catholic Conference is handling that. 


a No, we're really not. As far as -~- I had several 
calls this weekend with people asking me, where were these 
people? My understanding is that after they get to whatever 
this location is that we can't say -- and that they are with 
the Catholic organization -- they are totally free to see and 
talk to any of you, or anybody they want. We are not 
prohibiting them from doing this at all. 


On the other hand, we're not also setting up press 
conferences for them. But they are totally free to talk to 
anybody they choose to. 
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Q Can you check if the were admitted as refugees? 
A I'll check and see how they -- let me see if |] 


have this. 
Q And how many of the -- 


a Here's one sentence: The U.S. Immigration @ 
Naturalization Service is prepared to review applications for 
political asylum if such requests are made. But it doesn't 
tell me how they're coming in. It just says they've been 
admitted. 


Q (Inaudible) 
A Yes, ['ll be glad to. 


Q This group apparently include some coup leaders. 
Captain Javier Licona is one apparently. Does the U.S. 
Government have any intentions to bring them up here to talk to 
them, to clarify some of the confusion about what went on last 
week? 


A Number one, I can't confirm for you that that 
individual is one of the individuals. And as far as plans to 
bring people up to Washington, 0.C., there are no plans to do 
such as of today. 





Q How about to debrief them on the spot? 
a They are being debriefed on the spot. 


Q And are there any coup leaders in that group? No 
names requested. 


A I'm not sure I can answer that for you, but let 
me go check. 





Q Margaret, on the Panamanian situation, more 

generally, Secretary Baker, over the weekend, admitted that the 

U.S. military did respond to a request by insurrectionists to 

block two of the roads leading into the compound. Therefore, 

the U.S. military was involved beyond simply protecting U.S. 
citizens in their deployment and also they were not engaged 
merely in military exercises as Secretary Cheney claimed 
earlier in the week, for whatever reason 


Does it concern you that Secretary Baker's admission 
that the U.S. military is involved -- got itself involved in 
the internal affairs of a country, will provide ammunition to 
parties in other countries where the United States has its 
forces based who will argue for the removal of U.S. military 
forces From those countries on grounds that those forces can't 
be trusted to stay put? 
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a Does it concern me what Secretary Baker said? 
Not at all. 
Q Does it concern you that the impact in countries 


like the Philippines, for example, where the issue of U.S. 
bases there is a very hot political issue in upcoming 
elections, that the U.S. intervention by its military into the 
internal affairs of a country, where its bases are located, 
will give strength to the arguments of parties that would like 
to see the U.S. out of other friendly countries to the United 
States? 


A The only response that I can figure out in your 
long question -- and forgive me -- is that Secretary Baker, as 
you point out, said on Sunday, “The President committed troops 
to block the road that we were requested to block. We took 
that action, and we also took action, if I may say so, to give 
humanitarian refuge to people because these were the things 
that were asked of us." 


I'm unaware, and I'm not going to sit here and debate, 
what every single, solitary person has said every five minutes 
over the last seven days, that this comes as news to you. 





Q But, Margaret, doesn't this change the -- 
A We did what we asked --- 


Q -=- Guidance that you gave us -- that Richard gave 
us last week -- that we were not at all involved in this coup? 
The Secretary is saying we weren't. 


A Marlin spent about an hour on this today, and [I'm 
sure ['m getting ready to spend some time on this. In fairness 
to us, in walking around in our moccasins, you only can go out 
and say what you know at the time. I[t is not that Richard was 
certainly not given bad guidance, nor was Marlin, nor am 1 here 
today. If things are happening at that moment, you come down 
and you brief. You tell what all you can be forthcoming with 
and that you know and that you've put together. That's exactly 
what generally has happened here. 


So when people say, well, you're not telling us 
everything, every time that something comes up or someone says, 
oh, yes, I don't remember [ made this phone call or [ did this 
or that, we're saying it. There's nothing here that's 
secretive or anybody trying to mislead anybody. [t's just not 
the case. 


Q But then in the aftermath, the U.S. Government 
seems to have a great deal of trouble to say, whoops, we were 
wrong. Okay? 


5 My understanding is that Marlin said that today 
based on the -- [ don't know. [ could be wrong. 
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Q He did. 


A And that's what Marlin told me, that based on -- 
if someone hasn't told me something, it's no different than a 
report you do at night. If someone hadn't told you, it's not 
that you're accusing the person for not telling you. Maybe you 
didn't touch base with that person. Maybe you didn't think to 
call that person. 


Q With all due respect, there's something 
Fundamentally different involved in this case. and that is uS. 
policy with respect to Panama. 





fs) Look, it doesn't change what any of us have 
said. If you said that you, for lack of a better word, blocked 
these two roads -- under our treaty rights, to protect our 
treaty rights and protect American lives --— that doesn't change 


one bit. That's still very valid. That's still true. 


Q But that was based on attempting to create the 
impression that the U.S. military would not get itself involved 
except to the extent of protecting civilians, and that was 
reflective of and characterized by President Bush himself as a 





policy position -- a principle policy position -- on the part 
of the United States. fo have it come out later in the week 
that, in reality, U.S. troops --~ American boys, so to speak -- 


were involved, putting their life on the line, in defense of a 
insurrectionary effort. 


A Of protecting other American lives. 

Q And in response to a request by rebels from 
Panama that this deployment -- 

a Let me put it to you this way. 

Q -- is a change in policy. 

“4 You said, with all due respect -- [n all due 


respect to you, the President of the United States has said, 
"In light of the facts that have developed since then, and with 
20/20 hindsight, I can't think of anything I would do 
differently than what [ did." 


It's not my job to analyze or second-quess the 
President of the United States, and ['m not going to start 
doing that. He made his decisions. Those are his decisions. 
He stands by them. [t would be highly inappropriate for me to 
get out here and second—quess or analyze a Presidential 
decision. [I'm just not going to do it. 


Q It's not the Presidential decision. The issue is 
what you were told to tell the press and the American people 
about the nature of U.S. military involvement in Panama. 
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A And so what's your question? 


Q Well, the issue is the fact that President Bush 
said to journalists to tell the American people the United 
States is not involved and not responsible for this. Early in 
the week, you all were given guidance to tell the media -- both 
Marlin and yourself -- that the deployment on those roads was 
simply to protect American lives. 


Secretary Cheney, himself, said that these were 
routine military exercises. 


Why is that now inconclusive? Why isn't it still 
relevant that it was to protect American lives, to secure our 
rights under the treaties? Why is that not still relevant? 


Q That is an attempt to create the impression that 
the United States military was not participating in the -- and 
not responding to requests by the rebels to participate in the 
coup. It's a fundamentally different role for the U.S. 
military, which was confessed or acknowledged by Secretary 
Baker on Sunday and essentially and -- 


Aa So what's your point? 
Q - discredits everything that was said earlier in 
the week about the role -- the Fundamental role -- and purpose 


for that deployment on those roads. 


A [ don't get it. What's your point? Secretary 
Baker has said this, so what's the big deal? 


Q Margaret, can [ try it. Are you saying that the 
statements of last week, that the U.S. was not involved in the 
events in Panama -- do you say that those statements still 
stand, or are you -- 


A I can only speak to what Secretary Baker said. 
Okay? [I'm not up here speaking for the entire Government. ['im 
not speaking for the Pentagon. I'm not speaking for the White 
House. 


Secretary Baker, in his testimony -~ and 1 would refer 
you back to it -- said that we did not initiate this. He was 
very explicit and very literal on what he said in his 
testimony. He believes today .hat still holds up. [t's 
pefectly valid. It's perfectly valid, etc. 


{[ can't, unfortunately, get in the position of 
speaking for what everybody else has said or done. 


I am saying that when Richard, or if it had been me 
down here, came down here and said on Tuesday what we said, "I 
believe this coup began" at 10:00 or 10:30 -- Richard, [I 
believe, briefed between 12:00 and 1:00 -~ that that is what. we 
knew. If you know something different several days later, 
Secretary Baker has said it. 
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[If we were trying to hide that, that would be 
different, but we're not. So I'm saying, everything that 
Secretary Baker has said -- I've pointed out again what the 
President said, with 20/20 hindsight, he'd do it the exact same 
way and make the same decisions. That's kind of where we are 


Q So you're saying the statements from earlier in 
the week are inoperable? 


A Not every single, solitary statement. Certainly 
not. 

Q But the statement that we were involved? 

f°) The statement that we're involved -- 


Q Richard said that the U.S. is not at all involved 
in the events in Panama. 


a At the time that Richard said that, that was 
Richard's understanding From people that we depend on who tell 
us these things If you mean -- I don't know how the question 
came to him and how to reconstruct it. But Secretary Baker 
said, from his testimony, we didn't instigate -- or “initiate 
this" was the phrase he used -- and went on to talk about -- [ 
believe off the top of my head, it was a whole page statement 
-- about Future involvement, et cetera, use of forces. When 
did he testify? On Wednesday? I can't remember what day it 
was. 





Q Wednesday. 


a And I also stand by, as I was just explaining to 
this gentleman, that it does not change what Marlin said or 
what Richard said concerning protecting American lives and 
operating under our basic treaty rights. That all doesn't 
change. 


Q You said it would be different -- 





| “ But if you learn new information, [ think it 
would be wrong, personally speaking, not to be straightforward 
with you and to tell you: Oh, here's another fact; so and so 
just called in from Panama Did you know they had a 
conversation with so-and-so? 


That, in my opinion, there could be something a little 
wrong about that, but not if you don't know it. You see what 
I'm saying? 





Q But you didn't know it. Nobody is accusing you 
or Marlin or any of the press spokesmen of hiding anything. 
But, certainly, Secretary Cheney, cr someone at the top level 
of command, knew at the time the reauest was made that 
Secretary Baker referred to and said something on it. 
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a You can't have it every which way you want it, to 
be perfectly honest. Okay. 

Q Well, then, if you think there is something wrong 
with hiding it, then -- 

A The next time, we'll have a briefing at 9:00 at 


night when we will have time, as a Department, to say, okay, 
now let's get the CIA, let's get the Pentagon, let's get 
everybody at the White House and try to put down, so that we do 
not make one little statement that we might have to elaborate 
on later. 


I will tell you that on that day numbers of your 
colleagues were calling me, please come brief, please come 
brief, can't we go live, can't we go live, can't we go live; 
when is Richard going to get here, when is Richard going to get 
here. 


Q The newspapers can't go live. 


f°) No. So we have a set of pressures also. Pete 
Williams was over there, right out there on TV at the 
Pentagon. The point of this is, and [I think that most of you 
know, I do have an attitude towards trying to be helpful. 


So the other thing is, the next time that this 
happens, I'd have a choice. Okay? We'll sit here until 8:00 
or 86:30 at night. That doesn't serve you all at all. You want 
to go with it. The wires want it. People want a reaction from 
our government. So you can't kind of have it a little bit both 
ways. But there's nothing wrong with coming out and saying 
what you know at that moment in time, as Pete did, as Richard 
did, as Marlin did and then as you get more information, coming 
out with whatever the "more" is. 


Q I think you're in a better position to defend 
what the State Department said than some other spokesmen in the 
Administration. We were told flat-out on Wednesday there was 
no contact between U.S. officials and the people who were 
involved in the coup. And the people who said this at the 
White House knew perfectly well there had been a meeting the 
day before at noon. 


I I don't know what they said. 
Q For example -- 


i I'm not defending them or not. I don't know. 


Q [ mean, if either their fools because they didn't 
know it 24 hours after or they're liars because they mislead 
us. Which do you choose? 
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4 [If you're referring to Marlin, [I would never, 
ever call Marlin a liar. He is my dear friend, and I would 
never do that. 
i) Margaret, can I take you back to the Middle East? 
a Your favorite region. Surprise. 


Q Would the United States Government, or the State 
Department, make the points that you talked about -- Mr. 
Baker's points -- 


A Public? 


Q -- public -- 

A No. 

Q -- public before they are leaked to the press -- 
:) They weren't leaked to the United States. 

Q Either here or in Israel? 

fa [I can't speak to other countries. But [ know, to 


my knowledge, they're not going to be leaked here. You never 
know if they're going to be leaked. Just like I'm down here 
today, talking about Point 5, I'll be down here tomorrow 
talking about Point 3 or 1 or 4, or whatever they leak. 


Q But we'd rather get it here first, though. 


A I know you would, and [I'd rather give it all to 
you. Secretary Baker has not given me the green light to do so. 


Q On maybe Point 6. 
Yes, John. 


Q What can you tell us about Afghanistan and 
whether or not there are Soviet advisors operating in 
Afghanistan in Afghani uniforms to help along certain 
Afghanistan units? 


i) 1 don't know about their uniforms. But I can 
answer you based on the New York Times piece this morning that 
there are probably Soviet military advisors assisting the 
Afghan army, but we canno: confirm the numbers. 





We have seen reports that they are involved in a range 
of activities, including the handling and firing of SCUD 
missiles, but I cannot confirm these reports. One other part I 
can tell you is that Soviet flight crews do operate aircraft in 
the massive Soviet airlift into Kabul International Airport and 
other Afghan airports, but [ cannot confirm that Soviet pilots 
are flying combat missions over Afghanistan. 
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Q The newspaper quoted, I think, Peter Tomsen 
saying there were 300 advisors. Can you not at least give the 
same information that he provided? 


A No. 

. What does the U.S. think about -- 

Q Do you take issue with that number? 

“ I just don't have anything on that number. 


What does the U.S. think about the involvement of 
the Soviet military advisors? Do we think that's alright, or -- 


i) Well, we think if they said that they were all 
completely out, they should all be completely out. It's not 
something we support, no. 





Q Is this a violation of the accords, the Geneva 
Accords? 


A No, because Soviet advisors were not specifically 
mentioned in the Geneva Accords. 


Q Is this something you discussed with Shevardnadze 
-- the Secretary discussed with Shevardnadze in Wyoming? 


A 1 don't remember the specific thing being 
discussed in Wyoming, but it could have been at some meeting [ 
wasn't in. I'll be glad to check that for you. I don't 
remember. Afghanistan was definitely discussed, but this 
specific point, 1 do not remember being discussed 





Q This sounds like a surprisingly mild response 
from the United States in terms of this particular issue. You 
said they should be out, and that's all Fine. But there's no 
accusatory rhetoric here. There's no shoes pounding on the 
coodium. I['m surprise, not that you would bang the podium with 
your shoe, mind you. 


A Well -- 

Q What you've got is what you've got. 

i) That's right. One other way, if you want me to 
put it this way, is that we view the Soviet withdrawal 
commitment to include military and security advisors. 


Q Even though they're not specifically mentioned? 


a Even though they're not specifically mentioned in 
the Geneva Accords. Does that help you. 


Q Margaret, can lI -- 
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a [I really ratcheted up the rhetoric, right? 
y It's your government. 
A No, it’s not. 
Q Can I try something else? 
* Yes. 


At what point is the United States prepared to 
cease production of chemical weapons, given all of the 
proposals and whatnot of late? 


‘ Marlin went into this at great length this 
morning. As he said, and as I'm going to say, there's nothing 
new in these reports. If you want me to go through the whole 
entire document, I'll go through the whole document. Our view 
is that there's really nothing new in this. 


Q Margaret, to change regions for a minute. Excuse 
me, please. 


Q Can you answer that question, though? At what 
point the United States is prepared to cease production? Is it 
prepared to cease production at any point? 


A Because it's easier to go in an organized 
fashion, let me read you three points. They're brief, but it's 
just easier, or it doesn't make sense. 


The first step will be a U.S.-Soviet agreement to 
destroy existing stocks down to 20 percent of the current U.S. 
level, which you know. When the multilateral convention enters 
into force, we would assume an obligation to destroy 98 percent 
of our current level within eight years 


We would destroy the remainder, less than two percent, 
within two years of the time all CW capable states join the 
convention. If all such states are members by year eight, this 
would mean the elimination of all U.S. stocks within ten years. 

Q That would be eliminating the U.S. stocks? 

a Right. 


Q Presumably at the same time you would also cease 
production. You wouldn't be producing new stocks 


That's my understanding If all these steps are 
taken, and if everybody signs on and everybody is on board and 
everything is verifiable, that is my understanding. 


Q Does this include the binary weapons -- chemical 


weapons? 
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. My understanding is those are the only ones we're 
producing. 
y It's being produced now. It's in the process of 
being developed. 
“ It's the only ones that I'm aware of Yes. 


We're not producing anything else. I[t would have to be that 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the Lebanese 
Parliamentarians’ meeting in Taif, Saudi Arabia? Are you 
concerned at the apparent deadlock of talks there? 


A As you know, 62 Lebanese Parliamentarians are now 
meeting in Taif, Saudi Arabia, under the auspices of the Arab 
League High Committee on Lebanon to review proposals for 
Lebanese national reconciliation. 


The U.S. Government would like to reiterate its Full 
support for their courageous efforts. The Lebanese Parliament 
is one of the last bodies with unchallenged legitimacy. We 
call on all parties to support the Parliamentarians 
unequivocably and to help them to reach an agreement they 
or to be in the best interest of Lebanon and the Lebanese 
people. 


Furthermore, as we have said many, many times, the 
United States supports the withdrawal of all foreign forces 
from Lebanon as well as the disbandment of the militias The 
Arab League Committee effort has given the Lebanese people new 
hope. It deserves the full support of the international 
community. 





Q On Lebanon, may I ask you, the story in the 
meshington limes. the front page, about the Lebanese connection 
of the children -- infants -~ being shipped around the world in 
the United States and Eurone for sale? 


a I haven't read that. I didn't see it this 
morning. 


Q Will you please look at this? 
a Sure. 


Q Margaret, can I just make a clarification and 
that was, it wasn't [I who mentioned Marlin's name when we spoke 
about conflicting information. 


4 I don't know what you're talking about. I don't 
know. 


Q There are others who were speaking 


i) Oh, there were. Okay [ don't know who all was 
speaking. 
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~ Alright. Now the question That is, turning to 
Latin America. Does the United States have an opinion on the 
possible expulsion of Panama from the Group of Eight? 


A No, I don't have something on that 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:11 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
OCTOBER 10, 1989 BRIEFING POSTED: Oct. 10, 1989 


PANAMA: LEGAL STATUS OF EVACUEES 








Q: What is the immigration status of the Panamanian citizens 
who were evacuated to the United States after the coup attempt? 


A: THE INDIVIDUALS YOU REFER TO ENTERED THE UNITED STATES ON 
OCTOBER 7. THEY HAD REASON TO BELIEVE THE NORIEGA REGIME WOULD 
SEEK THEM OUT FOR PERSECUTION, EITHER BECAUSE OF ALLEGED 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE OCTOBER 3 goup ATTEMPT. OR BECAUSE OF THEIR 
FAMILY RELATIONSHIP WITH ALLEGED COUP PLOTTERS. THEY WERE 
ADMITTED AS VISITORS OR WERE GRANTED HUMANITARIAN PAROLE INTO 
THE UNITED STATES. THEY ARE CURRENTLY DISCUSSING WITH THE INS 


HOW LEGALLY TO ADJUST THEIR STATUS IN THE UNITED STATES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION ‘ POSTED: %ctoher 10, 19939 
OCTOBER 10, 1989 BRIEFING 





¢ PANAMA: POSSIBLE EXPULSION FROM GROUP OF EIGHT 





Q: What is the U.S. government view of the possibility that 
Panama may be expelled from the Group of 8? 


_ 


A: THE UNITED STATES IS NOT A MEMBER OF THE GROUP OF 8, AND IT 
WOULD BE INAPPROPRIATE 7 ME TO COMMENT ON THIS SPECIFIC 
PROPOSAL. WE DO, HOWEVER, STRONGLY SUPPORT ACTIONS BY THE 
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY TO ISOLATE THE ILLEGAL NORIEGA 


REGIME. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


October 10, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Welcome to the background 
pre-brief on the upcoming visit of President Cossiga of Italy. For 


your information only and not to be used rint or sound and 
camera, today's briefer is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks. 


I'll only mention a few things to you and then we can do 
tions if you wish. One thing I'd like to point out is that this 
s the first state visit by a European leader in the Bush 
administration and that creates a rather attractive symmetry, 
inasmuch as when the President went to Europe, his first stop was 
Rome. So there, as I say, is a nice balance here. 


The schedule is a pretty straightforward state visit 
schedule. The arrival is this afternoon; the official welcoming 
tomorrow morning here at the White House. From 10:30 a.m. to 11:30 
a.m. there will be a meeting with the President. The Secretary of 
State hosts a luncheon for Cossiga. And then there are a series of 
meetings with various Cabinet officials; the Attorney General; the 
Secretary of Defense; Secretary of Commerce; Secretary of Treasury. 
And then in the evening there's a White House state dinner. 


As to subjects that will be covered, I think they'll be 
pretty broad, but I'll give you a couple of highlights that I think 
will certainly be mentioned. One is, there will inevitably be talk 
+ the broad East-West relationship with a couple of specific 
references. 


The first will be NATO, CFE -- the CFE talks -- the 
conventional talks that are going on now -- and, particularly, the 
President will be expressing his gratitude for Italy's willingness to 
receive the 40lst Wing that will be transferred from Torrejon. This 
has been a difficult ision for the Alliance. You know, it's a 
difficult matter on the Hill and the steadfastness of the Italian 
government in deciding to host this Wing is an important statement 
about their dedication to NATO. 


I think the second element that will be covered under 
that broad East-West rubric will be devel ts in Eastern Eu , 
particularly, Poland and Hungary. The Italians, of course, are in 
the European Community. The European Community is charged -- the 
commission is charged with the coordination of the assistance efforts 
of 24 different governments. 


And the EC, itself, about 10 days ago or so, announced 
its pledge of I think it was $212 million towards Poland and Hungary. 
And the expectation that individual members of the European Community 
would come up with another $100 million. This is programmatic 
assistance as opposed to stabilization fund. But nonetheless, its 
rather a substantial response and inasmuch as Italy is an important 
member of the European Community, this is very responsive to what is 
going on in Eastern Europe. 
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A couple of other issues that will come up for sure -- 
one is drugs. The Italiar society has got its drug-related problens, 
just as we do. They take this as a very serious issue. I think they 
accept the conceptual base from which the President is proceeding, 
which is that one has to address a considerable amount of one's 
efforts to the areas where these kinds of drugs are grown -- in other 
words, the source. And the Italian government has provided a variety 
of assistance to the -- or proposed a variety of assistance to the 
Andean countries, particularly Colombia, as well as contributing 
something like $150 million* to the U.N. drug program. So the 
Italian government, I think in distinction to some other governments 
that ought to be more worried than they are, apparently, really has 
been very active on this front -- cooperating with us and with the 
Spanish, et cetera. 


Another issue that will be discussed will be Central 
America; Nicaragua, in particular. This has been -- we've had a 
slight difference with the Italians as to the political wisdom of 
providing a high level of bilateral assistance to the Nicaraguan 
government. There is a $150 million bilateral aid program over three 
or four years on the part of the Italian government to the Nicaraguan 
government. What is important here is that the Italians have agreed 
that a donors conference, which they would have been hosting, I 
believe, in the autumn, should be postponed until after the elections 
that take place in Nicaragua. 


So with that, why don't I take any tions you may 
have. I think that covers both the schedule a the substantive 
highlights. 


Q The Italian computer company, Olivetti, I understand 
has been accused by the U.S. government of supplying embargoed 
technology to the Soviet Union -- I see Ambassador Secchia here. How 
serious do you regard this issue and are you —s to address it in 
the meetings with the President and the Foreign Minister of Italy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether it 
will come up with the President. It will certainly come up in the 
course of President Cossiga's visit here. It is correct that we have 
brought information to the attention of the Italian government about 
a possible violation of COCOM rules. We take this very seriously. 
The Italian authorities take it very seriously and the investigation 
is proceeding from that. 


Q Assuming that you can prove this, can you envision 
some sanctions after all -- what happened with Toshiba? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we'll just 
take this a step at a time. It's not -- we're not making a legal 
accusation here. We're bringing a concern to the attention of the 
Italian authorities and it's they who will be conducting the 
investigation. 


Q We couldn't fully hear the question. Could you 
elaborate on what you're talking about here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a question as to 
whether there has been a violation of COCOM rules the company 
Olivetti. We have some information that there may indeed have been 


such a violation and we have brought that to the attention of the 
Italian government. 


Q You're talking about technology transfer here? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. COCOM is a 
question of what may or -- what strategic technologies may or may not 
be exported to certain countries, including the Soviet Union. 

Q What is Olivetti alleged to have exported? 


*# $300 million 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to pass on 
that. This is essentially an intelligence source. 


Q Do you expect the case of Sylvia Baradini will come 
out in the talk with Foreign Minister De Michelis or the President? 
Do you envision any way that that case can be speeded up -- the 
transfer of this person from American jail to Italy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think 
that's something that we would particularly raise ourselves, but I 
would imagine that this would come up in one conversation or another, 
certainly. We have said we are popeeese to deal with any Italian 
requests for a transfer as expeditiously as possible. And as a 
demonstration of that, I believe the Ambassador brought back with him 
the papers requesting such consideration and we will give the 
consideration and we will do so promptly. 


Q Sir, does President Cossiga preside over a viable 
government at this point, or is he a caretaker? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's a viable 
government -- a lot of parties in it, but a viable government. 


Q Well, there have been last minute changes in advance 
of President Reagan's trip there in 1987 and I believe on one other 
occasion recently, we planned something with what we thought was 
going to be the government and it ended up not to be. So how shall I 
ask the question -- has there been a recent election then and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 
Q And it hasn't collapsed? 

Q Yet. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it hasn't. 
Q I didn't say "yet." 


Q Jim Hoagland interviewed Cossiga and he seemed to 
think that Cossiga has a very -- the same approach to the defense in 
Eastern Europe, the developments, as the President -- very cautious, 
very wary, not really plunging in to encourage. Is that true? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say this -- 
I don't know whether that is an accurate reflection of President 
Cossiga's thoughts, but when I was in New York with the Secretary of 
State we did not encounter a single European leader whose approach to 
the problems of Eastern Europe differed from our own. In other 
words, there was a recognition that if one is — to really have a 
fundamental change, economic change particularly, in Poland and 
Hungary, that that is going to require fundamental decisions on the 
part of those governments. And fundamental decisions in reorienting 
an economy is a long-term business. And I think that sort of 
approach -- in other words, let's not everybody write a check and 
send it off to Warsaw or Budapest, let's seriously address the 
question of how do you actually transform a state economy into a free 
market economy and all the problems that attend that is the approach 
that I think all the governments are taking in this. 


Q Well, what are they actually doing? Ien't this a 
lden opportunity? And seen to be so lethargic about a movement 
ike this. What have we fighting for for 40 years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, lethargy is your 
characterization. I think what is underway is something serious and 
responsible. I wouldn't take as serious and responsible simply 
writing a check. 


Q I'm not saying write a check, but how about sending 
technicians? How about helping them to move into this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you're referring 
MORE 
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to Poland, no doubt. There's been a government there in place -- 
Q Or any of then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been a 
government there in place for about three or four weeks. Two weeks 
ago they gave us the outline of what they intended to follow as a 
reform program -- just an outline. It will form the basis of the 
negotiations with the IMF. In response to that, the President 
announced a $200 million stabilization grant. The EC, about 10 days 
ago, announced what I just described -- a total of more than $300 
million in programmatic assistance. 


Q So you are writing a check? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Programmatic 
assistance, stabilization loan -- contingent on the IMF agreement. 


Q Why aren't the European leaders and the U.S. getting 
together and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly what 
they're doing. 


Q Together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. There have been 
three meetings in Brussels of the group that was established at the 
summit. I mean, it's all there and it is happening. 


Can I ask capacity as WEN 
have we been in touch with 
e@ Eas nm government to stress our concern about their reaction 
to the demonstrations that have been occurring? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean as a broad 
question? Do you mean broadly to discuss their reaction or specific 
reactions to specific instances? 


Q Yes. The State Department put out a statement 
today, but has that been conveyed through official channels to the 
East German government? 


SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the statement will 
be, of course, conveyed. Yes, we have spoken to the German 
authorities, but on specific issues about access to the embassy and 
seeking assurances that le that have been dealt with in front of 
the embassy are not penalized for having been present. 


Q What was their response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They understood our 
point. 


Q Mind your own business -- something like that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q You've indicated that there's been a small bump in 
the road over Nicaragua between the United States and Italy. Are 
there any other areas that are a little rough that need attention 
during this, or is everything just totally meshed and totally agreed 
upon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, I 
wouldn't say totally meshed. I'm sure the perspectives are 
different. But I think really the point to underscore is the degree 
to which there is such parallel thinking on a lot of these issues. 


No, I can't really point to anything else that I could 
describe as a difference. 


Q Given that I guess we're comfortable with the 
decision to put off the meeting until the elections, aside from the 
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picture, what's the purpose of the Cossiga trip? What do these two 
men need to get together to resolve? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I mean it is a 
response to an invitation on the part of the President. This is a 
major NATO ally. The President carries on these sorts of programs, 
as all -residents have, to have people come to the United States to 
visit, to see, to consult. The program extends well beyond 
Washington. President Cossiga's here for some time. But I think it 
is meant to recognize what is a very important economic, political 
and security relationship between the United States and Italy. 


Q In line with what Helen was asking about, do we 
expect the Italians to ask on behalf of Yugoslavia that we would get 
some additional aid -- some aid package to Yugoslavia, and what would 
be the administration's response if that occurs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I have no 
indication that this visit will produce that kind of request, no. 


Q Do you have any comments at all about Yugoslavia and 
their request for financial aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't have any 
specific comment on that. 


Q You mentioned President Bush's visit to Rome. Mr. 
Cossiga's been president four years; he's only now coming. Does the 
President have a special catch-up policy toward Italy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think 


there's a special catch-up policy. He's been president for a 
relatively brief time. 


Q No, no. I mean in terms of what the previous 
administration -- the intentions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think this 
is a reflection on the previous administration. 


Q You mentioned Nicaragua along with this. What are 
the nature -- excuse me for my ignorance on this one -- of "talian 
relations with Panama? Is there any leverage that Italy could bring 
to bear on that regime? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know precisely 
on that. I know that most European governments have agreed with our 
view about the illegitimacy of the Panamanian government. They have 
-- if they have missions there -- and I don't know if the Italians 
have got 4 mission there -- they don't? But they may have an 
ambassador accredited there in which case they, I suspect, have 
followed the pattern of other European governments, which is not to 
have that person visit Panama or deal with the Panamanian government. 


Q But you don't see this as an agenda item in and of 
itself? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not particularly, no. 
Can you give us a little better feel of what is our 


Q 
role vis-a-vis East Germany? I think that people don't quite 


ae -- you have this mass exodus, but where does the U.S. 
stand 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is this in the context 
of the Cossiga visit? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do you mean? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Put it any way you like -- it's Europe and -- 
(Laughter. ) 
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Q An issue that's timely -- happening during the 
Cossiga visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, background to the 
Cossiga visit. 


Q Well, you don't separate out Europe that way anymore 
yourself. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Sorry, tell me your 
question again. 


Q My question is, where do we stand in all this while 
you have this exodus and these demonstrations and so forth? What is 
our role? What is the U.S. policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. policy is to 
support reform in East Germany in a peaceful fashion. And that's a 
very short statement. Is there something else you want to pursue? 


MR. POPADIUK: We'll take one last question now. 


Q To follow uP on Helen's -- has the President done 
anything or will he do anything to encourage not only the reforms, 
but encourage East Germany not to crack down on the reforms, 
particularly in the demonstrations like Leipzig? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- there's 
a difference, I think, between the manner in which we are conducting 
our relations, say, with Poland and Hungary and Yugoslavia, in which 
there is a wish on our part to speak and a wish on their part to 
speak, that there be a dialogue, that we have ideas, advise, back and 
forth -- and part of that -- assistance. We don't have anything like 
that relationship with East Germany. 


If you talk about old thinking, this the oldest of the 
old thinking. I would ine that a statement put out as it was in 
East Berlin yesterday drawing a parallel with events in Tiananmen 
Square could be described as crude at best, and I suspect would 
strike other East European governments in roughly the same way. But 
it is certainly indicative that this a regime which doesn't fit 
comfortably into what is going on in modern Europe. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:47 P.M. EOT 
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MR. HALL: Good morning. We'll now in the readout on 
the visit of President Cossiga. For your information, the briefer is 
Raymond Seitz, Assistant Secretary of State for Evropean and Canadian 
Affairs. This briefing is ON THE RECORD, but not for sound and 
camera. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I won't be able to give you 
as much as I would have hoped inasmuch as the two Presidents, though 
they were scheduled to meet for an hour in the Cabinet Room, in fact, 
they met privately for a good bit more than half an hour of that 
time. I understand that that -- and when I gay privately, I mean 
privately. I understand that most of the discussion there was about 
East-West relations, defense issues. President Bush described his 
gratitude for the difficult decision that the Italian ernment had 


made in accepting the 40lst -- the transfer from Torrejon Air Force 
Base. 


Q What Air Force Base? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Torrejon, just outside of 
Madrid. That is now being transferred to Italy. And I think they 
waxed philosophical about East-West issues and the importance of 
defense throughout this period of change in Europe. 


They then, I think, carried the conversation into the 
Cabinet Room where the others had been awaiting them, and really 
continued along those lines. President Cossiga gave a very detailed 
analysis of Easter Europe and the Soviet Union and the importance of 
the change in the Soviet Union and mentioned specifically the Italian 
interest in the Adriatic area; a forthcoming meeting between Italy 
and Austria, Hungary and Yugoslavia, indicating that this would be 
very much in parallel with NATO's overall strategy in Europe. 


The President, I think, agreed with -- in very large 
measure with the analysis that President Cossiga offered. 


Q What was the analysis? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, basically that this was 
a time of rather remarkable change that had been -- I think one of 
the things he said that I thought was particularly observant was that 
Gorbachev was really a product of Soviet history; he is not the 
instigator of this change. He, in fact, is an expression of the 
extremely profound crisis of communism and statienm, generally. 


Q You don't want to give him any credit for the 
change? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, yes, let me finish just 
with the characterization. (Laughter.) President Bush again 
stressed how, in these times of transition and uncertainty and in 
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some instances, unrest, that the hope not precede the deed and that 
the importance of a strong defense, a continuing defense, a steady 
approach, a long-term approach is -- cannot be understated. 


Again, in that respect, he thanked President Cossiga for 
the decision on the part of the Italian government to have accepted 
the intermediate nuclear weapons some years ago. And in that courage 
of defense he“ produced, in fact, the elimination of those weapons -- 
that is the INF Agreement that came some vears later. 


And he also, in the same vein, thanked the Italian 

gerquanens for its willingness to accept the 40lst as, again, a 

tion of the close ties between the two countries. The 
importance of NATO and determination of defense. 


So with that I will leave it. 


Q Were there any questions of the philosophy about 
ewe Ry oy to Russia? The question about computers -- 
market and trafficking -- and there might possibly be an effect on 
East-West relations? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo, it wasn't discussed in 
the context of that conversation. The President did mention the 
concern about the Olivetti case and President Cossiga stressed that 
this was being pursued in a highly cooperative manner. 


Q Could you explain that -- what -- cooperative 
between the United States and Italy? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Yes. 
Q In detail? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo, didn't go into details. 


Q Did the question of aid to Poland by the West ccme 
up? Did Cossiga press the United States for more aid? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, it came up in the 
discussion in the -- again, in the East-West context, particularly 
talking about Eastern Europe. And the President took that 
opportunity to describe in some detail how the United States has 
responded to this, both in terms of, of course, the food aid progran, 
the package that the President anncunced when he was in Hungary and 
Poland itself, and then, most recently, the $200-million grant that 
the President has proposed be part of a stabilization IMF 
arrangement. 


And I think they both agreed that what was occurring in 
these countries in Eastern Europe was really extremely profound and 
required a Western response. And that Italy, through the European 
Community, and the United States, particularly with this program that 
has been laid out over these months, are indeed providing that 
response. 


Q But in his remarks on the South Lawn, President 
Cossiga seemed to press at least diplomatically for more help by the 
West. And I wondered if he made that clear to Bush? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo, I don't think any remark 
was interpreted as being critical of these efforts. As a matter of 
fact -- as I said yesterday, I think what is striking is that all the 
governments that are involved in this effort are approaching it 
pretty much from the same point of view. That is, that to have this 
as a serious effort it has to address a serious reform program. And 
I think that is certainly what the President's program has done and 
that's certainly what the European Community hase done. 


Q It seems to me like, in what you've said, that 
President Cossiga is concerned about the -- whether or not the Bush 
aduinistration was exercising sufficient caution with regard to 
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dealing with Gorbachev in arms control matters for example. Is that 
to say that was the nature of the discussion -- the pace of arus 
and so 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo. You mean that there 





Q Well, in saying you waxed philosophical, I presume 
that that includes the discussion about the survivability of 
Gorbachev, for example, and whether we should be s treaties 
with the Soviet Union at a point when we're not really sure who's 
going to be running the place. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo, I don't think that was the 
point he was trying to get across at all. I think it was a 
recognition that the change in the Soviet Union is a systemic change; 
it's not dependent on a particular individual. The characteristics 
of that change, of course, would -- depends on a leader. But that 
what is going on in the Soviet Union is systemic and in some respects 
inevitable, given the history of the Soviet Union. 


Q Do you think Cossiga agrees with that? That's his 
point of view? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: That's the -- I'm trying to 
give you the tone of what was discussed back and forth. 


Q I know. Is that his point of view? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Yes. 
Q Who? The President Cossiga or President Bush? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, both. But President 
Cossiga expressed this. 


And President Bush agrees with the statement that 
the changes in the Soviet Union are systemic and not dependent on any 
one individual? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I am not quoting either one. 
I'm trying to give you the flavor of the character of the discussion. 


Q The answer is, yes, then, to the character of -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: The answer is that there was 
no disagreement in this analysis. 


Q Outside, President Cossiga said that Poland needs 
more aid from us, and he also said that the aid to friendly nations 
of Latin America was aimed not only toward helping their economies, 
but in oe move them toward more democratic systems. Any 
elaboration of that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Unless that was discussed in 
the private conversation, I can only say that it did not come up. 


Q That would appear to be two points of some 
disagreement. They did not go over any areas of disagreement? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, again, unless that 
particular subject that you're referring to came up in the private 
meeting, no. 


Q Did they talk about drugs in this meeting, and is 
Italy receptive to attending this drug summit called by South 
American leaders? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I think the answer to that 
is, pete whether Italy is p red to attend this. And that Italy 
iteelf has been extremely active in the drug field. I think I 
mentioned again yesterday a contribution of something like $300 
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million to the U.N. drug program. It's very active in the trilateral 
group of the United States, Spain and Italy. It has offered a 

vari of assistance to Colombia, and it recognizes that 
domestically there is a problem in Italy itself, so that everybody is 
in the same boat. ; 


Q But is there any new -- did he come with any new 
ideas or new proposals? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo, but I -- again, unless 
——= it did not come up in the larger 
meet ° 


Q Did they mention the Baraldini case? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: But do bear in mind that 
President Cossiga has got a number of meetings throughout the day. 
I'm just coming to you after his first meeting. As a matter of fact, 
I'm going to be late for his meeting with Secretary Baker. 


Q Did they mention the Baraldini case? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: It did not come up. 


Q You said that the two men agreed that recent events 
in Eastern Europe were profound and ired a Western response in 
terms of Poland. That response, to j from what President Cossiga 
said, appears to involve economic aid, primarily. What did the two 


men agree the response should be as far as Hungary and East Germany 
are concerned? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I don't know. If those 
particular elements were discussed, it was again in the private 
meeting. It did not come up in the larger meeting. I's not avoiding 
it; it simply didn't come up. 


Q What was the U.S. response to the Italian initiative 
toward Hungary and Austria that's coming next week in Budapest? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Positive. And recognizing 
that this is not a contradiction, it doesn't rub against the grain of 
NATO or anything else. 


Q Can elaborate on what he said about Adriatic 
initiative and a little bit more about the Danubian -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: President Cossiga simply 
described that there is a historic Italian interest in this area. 
There have been -- there's a long history of close relationships and 
interest on the part of Italy in that particuler area. And given the 
fact that this now seens to opening, it seemed from President 
Cossiga's point of view a thoroughly appropriate thing to do to 
conduct such a meeting and he simply wanted to reassure President 
Bush that there was nothing in this effort that, in any fashion, 
contradicts the overall rege or Western policy and that it's, 
in fact, meant to reinforce this policy. 


Q Italy also has a long history of relationship with 
Libya. Was Libya discussed? 


ASSISTANT GECRETARY SEITZ: Wo. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:00 P.M. EOT 
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WEONESDAY, OCTOBER 11, 1989, 12:03 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have any statements. ['ll be 
happy to take your questions. 


Q Do you have any further response from either the 
Israelis or the Egyptians on the proposal for a Washington 
meeting of the Egyptians, the Israelis and the Americans? 


‘ No, and let me just state again, so we are all 
really clear, that the focal point is not having a Washington 
meeting. That's the last part of the proposal, or the points 
-- I'm sorry, it's not a proposal -- the points. If the first 
four, which [I cannot elaborate on and cannot get into, are 
worked out among the three gentlemen, then, yes, they would 
meet in Washington. But Washington comes last. Okay. 


Q And only when the other four are in operation 


“ Yes, because if you can't agree upon ali of that, 
then there is not really that much reason to meet. 


Q [ hate to keep harping on this, but -- 


“ It's okay. 


Q -- what's the rationale now on not discussing 
what those four points are? First of all, they are in The New 
York Times. Secondly, Israel gave them virtually the ultimate 
accolade by holding a demonstration against them yesterday in 


Tel Aviv, so the Israelis obviously know what they are, because 
they are demonstrating against them. 


Why is it that we are playing --~ you are playing a 
sort of role -- the Department is playing a role of the 
reluctant virgin after the marriage has been consummated? 


” That's quite a way to put it. I'm not confirming 
nor denying what is published in The New York Times today I'm 
unaware of what is in the demonstrations going on in Israel, 
and I simply cannot -- as much as I would like to be able to -- 
tell you the specifics and literal, verbatim language that 
Secretary Baker is working on, one-on-one, with his two 
counterparts. [ just cannot do it. 


Q Has the United States said anything to Israel 
about the Syrian jet that came aboard today?’ 
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a I don't have anything for you on that specific 
subject. 
¥ Do you -- 
A May I answer one more question, though. 


Generally speaking, when Jim asked me where we were today, it 
is that we remain convinced that the best way to proceed is to 
focus on how to implement the Israeli Government's peace 
initiative. To that end, we are continuing to work on 
developing a framework that meets each side's respective needs. 


Q And which of the two sides -- whose needs are you 
trying to meet? 


a Right now, we are trying to get the Israeli 
Government's and the Egyptian Government's basic concerns 
bridged in this framework that Secretary Baker is working on, 
so that those three people can meet with the ultimate goal -- 
which I stated yesterday a number of times -- is for there to 
be a beginning of an [sraeli and Palestinian dialogue. 


Q Well, I -- maybe I am naive, but I'm -- 
a You're not. 


Q - trying to figure out why Israel has to go 
through negotiating with Egypt in order to negotiate with 
Palestinians Why does Israel have to satisfy Egypt's needs? 
Egypt isn't part of this problem. Egypt was some sort of 
interlocutor for the United States, for the Arab world, and why 
is Israel compelled to negotiate with Egypt? What has Egypt 
got to do with all this? 


os I didn't say that they were They are not 
compelled to negotiate with anybody 


Q When you say you want to meet the needs of the 
two sides, ['m not sure what Egypt's needs -- 


a The basic concerns of the two sides. 


Q Well, what are Egypt's basic concerns, can you 
tell me? 





& No. We referred you yesterday to the Egyptians 
or to the [sraelis for them to articulate what their basic 
concerns are 


Q Well. the Israelis articulate their concerns, but 
the Egyptians -- 
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A I don't think that Minister Arens has been out on 
the record discussing what he is discussing with Secretary 
Baker and what his specific, literal concerns are concerning 
the points they are discussing. I could be wrong, but I don't 
think he has done that. 


Q No, no. I thought you meant concerns about 
negotiations, not concerns about pre-negotiation negotiations 
It's well known what the Likud position is, and what the Labor 
position is. 


4 That's right. 


Q And I thought those are the concerns you are 
talking about. [ just don't -- ['ll drop it. [ don't know 
what Egypt has to do with all this, except that they were 
standing in as some sort of an intermediary, and somehow the 
U.S. is now hung up on trying to arrange Egyptian-Israeli 
negotiations. I[t sounds like you are getting -- 


a We are not hung up. 

Q -- further and further from negotiations. 

a We're not hung up, and we are trying to work on 
setting up the dialogue and getting it underway, as [ said 
extensively yesterday -- trying to produce a framework that 


would meet the israeli Government's and the Egyptian 
Government's basic concerns about beginning a dialogue between 
Israelis and Palestinians. And that's where we are. 


Q Margaret, has the Secretary had one-on-one 
conversations also with the Egyptian Foreign Minister, or -- 


a) His last conversation with Minister Meguid was on 
Saturday. He had one conversation. He called Minister Arens 
yesterday, and today so far he has not had a conversation with 
either gentleman. 


Q Margaret, what about the Palestinian concerns? 
You are trying to meet -- 


i) Excuse me? 


Q You are trying to meet Egyptian concerns, Israeli 
concerns, but it is about the Palestinians? What about 
Palestinians? 


- It is obvious that the Egyptians are talking to 
the Palestinians, and so [I would have to assume that their 
concerns are being portrayed by the Egyptians. 


Q You have direct -- you have established a 
dialogue -- we established a dialogue with the PLO. Why aren't 
American officials consulting with the PLO directly? Why do we 
have to go through -- 
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ms I said yesterday that Ambassador Pelletreau had a 
meeting last week in Tunis. I said that I did not know of 
another scheduled meeting that he has, but that doesn't mean 
that he is not going to have one. 


Q But at some point, it would be helpful -- 
following that up -- be helpful to -- this part of the triangle 
is lost in mists of inexplicable secrecy. You deal with the 
Israelis. The Israelis deal up front. The Egyptians deal up 
Front, and you have these mysterious meetings with the PLO, 
which were usually announced by the PLO news agency. 


The question is, Palestinian concerns -- should we 
assume that Mubarak speaks for the PLO, or if the PLO can speak 
for itself and speaks to Pelletreau, couldn't you once in a 
while tell us what the PLO's position is on some of these 
things? 


7 The PLO, I think, has been, since we have been 
here, perfectly capable of speaking for themselves, and speaks 
out many times on this, and have spoken out on what they think 
of the election proposal, elections in general. So they are on 
the record when they choose to be on the record on what their 
views are of the election idea or election proposal, etc. 


Q Let's try one point of Mubarak's position. 
Mubarak says two Palestinians deported during the insurrection 
or uprising on the West Bank should be at the negotiating table 
When he says that, is he reflecting the PLO demand, or is he 
reflecting some compromise between a larger PLO demand and one 
that he thinks will go down? 


A This will sound really flip, and I don't mean for 
it to be, but it would be best if he elaborate or enunciate for 
you on what he means, not me. 


‘Q Well, this all gets back to your talking about 
Egypt's concerns. I[s Egypt concerned that there not be -- that 
there wouldn't be two deported people -- 

A You would have to ask Egypt. 


Q -- or is that a PLO concern? 


A You'd have to ask Egypt, or you would have to ask 
the PLO. Secretary Baker is working very hard, very 
diligently. [ do not believe that Minister Meguid, nor has 
Minister Arens, came out and on the record said what their 
private one-on-one meetings in New York, or these phone 
conversations that have been going on for the last seven or ten 
days, were on. 
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Secretary Baker is conducting this -~ and I think it 
is his prerogative -- sometimes diplomacy or negotiations are 
conducted at certain stages in private. And that is what he is 
choosing to do. 


Q No, no. It is not so much that I am asking what 
did he say to Meguid on the phone. I['m saying that the [sraeli 
Cabinet gets a proposal. They vote on it. They take 
positions, and it's done with. 


Mubarak is semi-public. He says, “This is my 
ten-points” -- if you don't want to call it a plan -- “These 
are ten points I would like to see adopted " 


Now, it's the Palestinians that, theoretically, the 
U.S. is trying to set up negotiations with. Couldn't they -- 


a The ultimate goal here, which [ don't believe 
anybody disagrees with, is for the Israelis and the 
Palestinians to begin a dialogue. 


Q What are the Palestinians' conditions for that 
dialogue? Are they the Egyptian ten points, c~ are they 
something else? And are they telling it to the United States, 
and what are you doing with it when you get it? 


a) I don't have for you, or am not prepared to tell 
you, what the Palestinians' conditions are, what the Egyptian 
concerns are, what the Israeli concerns are That is for those 
individuals or those entities to put that out on the record for 
you. 


I'm here to tell you what Secretary Baker is doing, 
what his involvement is, how he sees this thing, and what he is 
working on without -- and I understand you are frustrated -- 
being able to tell you the literal points, substance, 
specifics, that he is working on with his two counterparts. I 
just cannot lay it out for you. 


Q Margaret, ignoring what the Palestinians' 
conditions are, or what the Palestinians are saying, do you 
know what the Palestinians' conditions for entering the 
dialogue are? Has the United States discovered that, even if 
you can't tell us? 


As 1 said, Ambassadur Pelletreau had a meeting 
last week in Tunis. It would be naive to assume that he did 
not have discussions concerning the election dialogue proposal 


Q Margaret, can [ please have a follow-up on this? 


ia) Sure. 
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Q When Ambassador Pelletreau is supposed to have 
met with the PLO leaders, the last initiative -- if we want to 
call it so -- the last five points of Secretary Baker were not 


yet known, were not yet public, unless you tell us that they 
were, and they discussed that. If they were not, they were 
still discussing the Mubarak -- quote -- ten points. 


What can you tell us -- I mean, am [I correct, and 
therefore, there is a follow-up to that. Did they discuss -- 


4 To my knowledge, Bob Pelletreau has not had a 
meeting since Friday when Secretary Baker gave and discussed 
specific issues, points, with the Egyptian Foreign Minister and 
the Israeli Foreign Minister. 


Now, I will check for you and see if he has had a 
meeting. I haven't asked since last week, so that's a literal 
answer to what I believe you specifically just asked me. 


Q Were the Egyptians asked, then, to convey this to 
the PLO, if the U.S. didn't speak to the PLO directly? 


a I said once and [ will say it one more time, it 
is obvious that the Egyptians are talking to the Palestinians 


Q No, ['m picking you up with Friday. We are 
trying to get into -- 


5 Go ask the Egyptians what they are doing 


No, no. We know Pelletreau spoke to the PLO 
before Friday 


- What are you asking me now? Have the Egyptians 
talked to the Palestinians since Friday? 

Q In the new wrinkle, on the new -- 

f°) Go ask them. [ don't have a specific, literal 


answer. 
Q Are there -- 


" You have to assume, Barry, that they had, but Il 
can't assume that and speak for the Egyptian Government. 


Q Well, I mean the Secretary of State could ask the 
Egyptians to convey this to the PLO, and let us know what they 
think of it. 


Q Are there any trips planned by Dennis Ross or any 
other senior official that you are aware of? 


a That has not changed since I spoke to it this 
week or last, [I can't remember. 
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. Margaret, is the framework that you keep 
referring to a framework for setting up the three-way Foreign 
Ministers meeting, or is the Framework that is being discussed 
by the Secretary with the Foreign Ministers, the framework for 
setting up the meeting between the [sraelis and Palestinians? 


A It's a little of both, to be honest with you. 


Q Margaret, how is the State Department reacting to 
the reaction of three Israeli Cabinet Ministers, which said 
that Baker's involvement “is a heavy blow to Israel. [t is 
completely unnecessary, and it will be hard to prevent." 


a [ haven't seen that, and Secretary Baker is 
working with the Israeli Government, and he is working very 
hard and diligently with his counterpart. 


Q Margaret, if you are not willing to talk about 
Egyptian concerns or [sraeli concerns -- 

a I wasn't yesterday and I am not today. 

Q At least when Secretary Baker decided that both 


sides should get together to try and find solutions to this -- 


A [t would be helpful, [ said, yesterday. 


Q ~- on what basis does Secretary Baker believe 
that the Egyptians have the medicines for the Israelis, and the 
Israelis have the medicine for the Egyptian concerns? 


os ['m not sure [ understand what you are asking me. 


Q How is it explained that the Egyptian concerns 
are to be solved with the Israelis, and the [Israeli concerns 
are to be solved with the Egyptians? There must be a 
connection here. 


fs Maybe I am just really dense and fogged out, but 
[ do not understand what you are asking me. 


I'm trying to reshape the concerns of everybody 
here, [I think, about the Palestinian concerns. 


ve Do you want me to elaborate on their concerns? 

Q Yes. 

a I can't do that. 1 couldn't yesterday. I cannot. 
today. 

Q There must be some basis for putting them 


together and asking them to form their own concerns. 
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A If there weren't concerns, it would probably all 
be put to bed, correct, so there are concerns, but I cannot 
elaborate on what their concerns are. Ac [£ am certainly not 
going to speak for those other two governments. I couldn't 
yesterday and [ cannot today. 


re Margaret, did the idea, did the genesis of the 
possibility of a Washington three-way meeting, and a U.S. 
“election dialogue proposal," as you stated it earlier -- 


A It is not a proposal, it's points. 


Q -- did that genesis rest in the meeting, the 
three-way meeting that the men held in New York? 


a Secretary Baker brought it up in that meeting and 
then he more elaborately discussed it on Friday when he talked 
to both Foreign Ministers by phone here in D.C. 


Q And are you able to -- if you're not able to 
literally spell out the points -- broadly generalize on the 
thrust of the American proposal? 

6 I can't. I'm sorry. 

Q Margaret, just one more thing, please. 

a Uh-hum. 

Q The Secretary met with the Ambassador -- or the 


Ministers in New York? That is -- 


2) Yes, and he did a very public press conference 
afterwards. 
Q I know. But what 1 mean, did he discuss this in 


the three Ministers meetings? #ecause, again, at the time, 
such views were not public. 1 suppose they were talking about. 
the Mubarak plan. Is that correct? 


f They talked about a lot of things and which 
Secretary Baker -- and [I'd refer you back to the transcript -- 
came down and did a full press conference with many or your 
colleagues. 


An idea -— and, again, you have to keep this as it 
is. It is not, “Let's all get together and meet first." They 
are trying to work out this framework and then the possibility 
of meeting in Washington, 0.C., which is, [ hope, how [ clearly 
enunciated it yesterday. It's the same today. 


Q Again, my question is: Had he then approached -- 


a Had he broached the idea of maybe we could all 
get together in New York in his meeting? [ just answered 
Ralph's question in the affirmative, by saying yes. 
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No. I mean, had he foreseen the Israeli 
Cabinet's rejection of the Mubarak plan and therefore he 
proposed -- or did he propose it before? 


A He spoke very extensively to that in his press 
conference at the Waldorf where we all were about the 
importance of the upcoming [Israeli Cabinet meeting; that they 
were meeting on, I believe, it was a Thursday. He spoke very 
extensively about that. 


Q Margaret, maybe this will be the last question on 
this subject. 


= That's okay. 


Q My curiosity has been aroused here. 
: Okay. 
Q If, in New York, the Secretary was already 


talking about the possibility of such a meeting in Washington, 
then he must have already been considering the four points that 
preceded this fifth point? 


4 Yeah, that doesn't -- that doesn't not make sense. 


Q So the four points were presented in New York; 
not just on Friday? 


a No. Parts of them could obviously have been 
discussed. ['m not at liberty, and [ can't help it to tell you 
what they all are. But to say they are -- to lead you to 
believe, which I cannot do, that it is some earth-shattering, 
brand new thing you've never, ever heard, that would be 
incorrect. If you saw them yourselves, you would say, “Well, 
this has been discussed before, or a part of this has, or this 
isn't new, etc." So I can't tell you that -- and I think the 
meeting went ninety minutes in New York -- that some, or parts, 
or whatever, in their whole conversation for ninety minutes, 
they did not hit upon something that might be in one of these 
points. [I couldn't do that. 


Q So the Friday conversation -- 
i But the Friday meeting was not, “Let's have a 
meeting on four points -- five points." 


Q [ understand 


a That was not. 


Q And it's just sort of restructuring the whole -- 
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6 Where are we? This would be -- if you take it 
back in time where we were, this might be a constructive thing 
to do -- all three of us -- to get together. All three people 
got together. 


Q Margaret, just to tidy up one other thing that 
you said earlier. you said that on Friday Baker gave and 
discussed these specific points with both Egypt and the Israeli 
-- the Egyptian and the [sraeli Foreign Ministers. 


Has the United States now -- at this point in time -- 
now conveyed those points to both governments in writing in any 
form? 

a Unfortunately, you weren't here yesterday 


Q [ know. ['m sorry if this was all (inaudible) 
over. 


A And I explained this yesterday, that these points 
were involved in these conversations. And just to be perfectly 


honest, as a common courtesy, to send -- which we did, which 
was reported accurately today -- our American Ambassador in 
those two countries -- by cable, a copy of what they had all 


discussed so they all three have the exact same verbiage. 


Our Ambassadors, in turn, then -- I don't know the 
literal detail -- gave it to the two Foreign Ministers. 


Q And you're not denying the account in the New 
York Times of what those four points are? 





a I'm not confirming and I'm not denying. 


Q [Is Foreign Minister Arens -- the [sraeli he's 


dealing with -- is the Secretary discussing this with Mr. Peres? 
a To my knowledge, Secretary Baker has not had a 
phone conversation with Mr. Peres. 
Q The Secretary seem to -- as you mentioned a 
moment ago -- place a great deal of stock in the Israeli Inner 


Cabinet meeting last week. I[s there another such event that 

the Secretary is now expecting on the part of either the 

Israeli or the Egyptian Government, some sort of a formal -- 
“ Not that I'm aware of. 


Q -- response taken by way of a Cabinet vote, or 
something like that 


4 Oh, no, no. No, not that L'm aware of. 


Q So at this point, the discussions are essentially 
limited to the Foreign Ministers’ level and there will be 
responses given, but -- 
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A They're talking it out on the phone. 


~ Right. But the U.S. is not expecting the split 
Israeli Government to reach a consensus decision which it would 
then report back to the United States on these American points? 


4 I have not heard it described that way, no. 


Q On the Syrian plane, are you unavailable for any 
questions, or -- 


a Yes. 


Q Alright, like if I asked -- well, why don't I ask 
you anyhow. Does the U.S. want to see the plane? 


S I don't have an answer to that. I didn't ask 
that. [ know we didn't have anything to say about the plane. 
I know about the plane, but we had nothing to say about the 
plane. 


Q Well, alrigrt. Do you happen to know if the 
Syrian version is correct, that it had mechanical 
difficulties? Or the Israeli version, that the pilot defected, 
or maybe both versions? 


a I don't know. I just know that we had nothing to 
say about the plane by the time [ briefed today. 


Q Margaret, on another subject 
ve Sure. 
Q Does the State Department have any comment on the 


release of a group of ANC prisoners by the South African 
Government? 


A Yes, we do. South African Foreign Minister Botha 
telephoned Secretary Baker yesterday at around 1:00 p.m. to 
inform him of the government's decision and to give the 
Secretary advance notice of the release. 


The Secretary, in a meeting with the South African 
Finance Minister in New York, had expressed the hope that any 
release of political prisoners by the new government would 
occur sooner rather than later, and he therefore welcomes this 
decision. 


The United States has long regarded the freeing of 
political prisoners as an important element in steps to 
facilitate commencement of dialogue between the government and 
the non-white majority. 


- 
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In this regard, we also welcome plans for State 
President de Klerk, archbishop Desmond Tutu. Reverend Allen 
Boesak, and Reverend Chikane to meet on October ll. We are 
encouraged by these positive moves and hope that they are 
merely the first steps in a process which will see the release 
of all political prisoners, including Nelson Mandela, and the 
return of political exiles, lifting of the state of emergency, 
and associated restrictions on political activity and 
negotiations on a peaceful transition to a non-racial and 
democratic South Africa. 


Q Did Botha give the Secretary any idea of when 
Nelson Mandela might be released? 


a If he did, Secretary Baker did not impart that to 
me, and [ don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Did the Secretary -- 


a Our position is, our government hasn't changed on 
it. We would like him released 


Q And did the Secretary, do you know, did he bring 
that up specifically in the conversation yesterday? 


a [ don't know, Jim. I'd have to ask him. 


Q Did they discuss the meetings at all? Did the 
Secretary and Foreign Minister Botha discuss getting together 
in the future or an invitation for -- 


“ Not that [ know of. But maybe [ should have 
asked him more questions I'll ask for you all I just didn't 
think to ask on this. 


Q Was the Secretary given any other indications of 
other reforms or steps by the South African Government besides 
prisoner releases? 


“ I don't know. Let me do this. Let me talk to 
him after his luncheon, and ['ll try to get you all a much more 
thorough briefing of his telephone conversation. 


Q Also, does the U.S. think Nelson Mandela could 
have been released with this group of prisoners, or should have 
been? 


a Well, we've been calling for his release. 


Q Anything on Panama today? 


“ Panama? Not really, to tell you the truth 
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a Well. the question for what it's worth is, there 
are people saying that the U.S. promised certain activity on 
behalf of the rebels last week, including preventing the 
aircraft from taking off from that base which would have 
prevented Noriega's people from surrounding the headquarters 
[ just wonder whether the U.S. made promises to the rebels. as 
is being suggested, which were not fulfilled? 


. We've always said, and [ believe everybody has 
been really consistent on this on the record and on background, 
that these requests were not made of the United States 
Government Secretary Cheney has spoken to this. A number of 
people have spoken to this. 


As far as this latest thing, that we were asked to 
provide air support for the rebellion according to the State 
Department, this is the first which we've ever heard of such a 
request when we saw it in the newspaper. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the arms 
request by the Saudis? 


rs I can confirm for you that the Department of 
Defense is sending today advance notification of a proposed 
arms sale to Saudi Arabia. This is pursuant to an agreement by 
which Congress receives advance notification of proposed arms 
sales before they are formally notified as required under the 
law. 


Therefore, at this point, we are engaged in a 
continuing process of consultations with the Congress and it 
would be inappropriate for me to go into any detail until the 
Congress has been Fully notified 


y Anything about -- 


Q Wait a minute. When the sale surfaced, the 
Secretary seid there were 300 tanks involved and the Israelis 
said there were 315. 


ve What we're thinking about is, since this 18 going 
to the Hill today -- I don't know at what time -- is having an 
expert come down here tomorrow and do a full BACKGROUNDER for 
you all. 


Q Is the Secretary meeting with the Angolan Foreign 
Minister today? Is there any -- 


a Is he meeting with who? 


Q The Angolan Foreign Minister today, and is there 
any readout from his discussions here yesterday? 


a I don't know that that's on his schedule. Sorry 
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Q Margaret, the Polisario front says that it's 
launched a major offensive against Moroccan troops in West 
Sahara. Oo you know anything about it? 


A No. 


Q As the United States is trying to mediate a 
settlement there, could you look into it? 


o Yes. 
Q Margaret, another question on South Africa 
ra Sure. 


Q The sanctions legislation contains a provision 
for selective lifting of some of the sanctions in the event 
that conditions change in South Africa. Is any consideration 
being given to changing the sanctions, reversing some of them 
in light of the action yesterday? And, if not, what would 
South Africa have to do in order to have the sanctions removed? 


6 We have previously -- and I can restate it if 
you'd like -- put out what our five principles are, which have 
been enunciated at least once or twice by the Secretary 


Q If you've got it. 


“ Do you want me to re-enunciate our five 
principles?’ 


One, our commitment to end apartheid; two, assistance 
to blacks in South Africa; three, active U.S. diplomacy to 
resolve conflicts and support economic development in southern 
Africa; four, consultation with our allies to support change in 
South Africa; and, five, working with the Congress to develop a 
bipartisan approach towards South Africa. 


As I said today, we are committed to supporting 
negotiations to peacefully bring about a non-racial democratic 
South Africa. 


Aas far as your specific question on sanctions, our 
position on additional economic sanctions remains unchanged. I 
cannot answer for you, as far as changing existing sanctions -- 
I'm just not in a position to answer that for you. 


Q Could you take that question? 


0 Yes, but I'm pretty sure what the answer is going 
to be. But I'll take it for you 


Q Just one other topic You might have to take 
this There is a report today that the U.S. has changed its 
position on the driftnet fishing and now supports a total 
worldwide ban Do you have anything on that? 
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rs We have not changed our position. The U.S. 
supported the resolution on driftnet fishing in the South 
Pacific Commission region at the South Pacific Commission 
Conference in Guam October 11. 


+ Margaret, coming back to Panama -- 

Q Do you have anymore on that? Could you restate 
exactly what the -- is that all you have in guidance on that? 

a [ can post more for you, if you'd like it 


Q Could you read it? Sorry. 


a This resolution is fully consistent with the 
position also taken by Pacific Island States and the United 
States at the Foreign Fisheries Agency-sponsored meeting held 
in Suva, Fiji, June 23-28, 1989, calling for a cessation of 
driftnet Fishing until a satisfactory management regime is 
established in the South Pacific 


Q That's all? 


“ That's it 

Q Hum a few bars to your favorite tune. 

Q Coming back to Panama for just a second. One 
might conclude from the -- 

o Where are you? 

Q Coming back to Panama One might conclude from 


the past week of activity that the Secretary of State seems to 
want to stay as far away from that issue, discussing that 
issue, as possible. Is he organizing any kind of strategy 
review to determine what the U.S. should do in the future about 


4 About Panama? 


Q ~~ dealing with Panama and dealing with Noriega 
and dealing with sanctions and dealing with coups and dissident 
POF members, and so on? Is there any kind of strateaqy review 
on the way on that? 


One, let me answer the first part of your 
Question. Secretary Baker has not, a$ you said -- not me -- 
somehow disassociated himself from this I'd remind you that 
he, the National Security Advisor to the President, and the 
Secretary to Defense were all on 30-minute TV shows on Sunday 
So [ don't accept your premise that that's what he has been 
doing. He hasn't at all 
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Does he have a major policy review unuerway? No, he 
doesn't. He answered this himself on the Sunday show by 
saying. “We are continuing to isolate Noriega. Our economic 
sanctions are still in effect We are working with the other 
——-F in the hemisphere.“ So he answered the question 
himself. 


Q Was the decision to grant permission for 
dissident Panamanians to come to the United States and 
apparently remain here indefinitely, was that decision made 
before the coup attempt, or was that something that the 
Administration had to deal with as a fact of life after it was 
over? 


‘a Secretary Baker also answered this question on 
Sunday when he said that there were -- he either said two or 
three things that we were asked to do, one of which was a 
humanitarian gesture, which was to give safe refuge to 
individuals which the United States did. 


Q But [I don't think he answered the question of 
timing. Did the Administration -- was that part of the 
Administration's strategy before any coup attempt occurred? 


a I don't know the literal answer for you on that 


Q Maroaret, does the U.S. have any independent 
evidence as to whether rebels have been executed after the coup 
or not? 


“ 1 don't have anything independent, but 1 have 
official figures put forward by the Noriega regime [t lists 
10 dead, 26 wounded, and 37 arrested. The wounded included 
both insurgents and loyalists. The dead were rebels, eight of 
them officers 


Since Noriega claims to have talked the rebels into 
surrendering, the dead were presumably alive when they laid 
down their arms. WNoriega's relentless pursuit of suspected 
dissidents is clearly creating turmoil within the Panamanian 
defense forces. 


One government newspaper reports the planned 
restructuring of military and public orcer units as well as the 
state security services due to their suspected involvement in 
the failed coup. A package of “war iaws" is being enacted to 
strengthen Noriega's direct control over the civil service, the 
media, and the private sector 


These “war laws” purportedly will strip Panamanians of 
their remaining civil liberties and human rights. for example, 
under the new laws, civil servants could be fired for 
disloyalty, and the right of habeas corpus is to be eliminated, 
in effect, from military and civil penal codes 
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In short, Noriega has abandoned all pretense of ruling 
except through force and terror and appears determined to 
eliminate the last vestiges of democracy and rule of law. 


G Can we get a copy of that? 
A Sure. 
Q In light of such a Grastic change in the 


constitutional atmosphere that -xists in Panama, is this 
government having any second tnoughts about the implementation 
of the Canal Treaty? 

4 Implementation of the Canal Treaty? 

Q Of the Canal Treaty. 

4 Not that I know of. 


Since yesterday -- on Afghanistan -- do you have 
any harder information -- 


Q Let's stay on Panama. 

Q You want to stay on Panama? Por favor; si. 

Q What time is your lunch? 

A Mine? I'm missing it to be here with you all. 
Q This will be the one that will break it open. 
Q Do you have anything on the Group of Eight? 

Q If this is Panama -- 


4 This is Panama. This is Panama The Group of 
Eight? We posted it last night. 


Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

a The answer is: the United States is not a member 
of the Group of Eight, and it would be inappropriate for me to 
comment on the specific proposal 


We do, however, strongly support actions by the 
international community to isolate the illegal Noriega regime. 


Q Margaret, there was a report in one of the 
newspapers today -- I can't remember which one -- that said 
something -- that reported that the President was unhappy about 


what he saw to be criticism within the Administration, one 
agency of another, and that he ordered his senior people to put 
this to an end and that this later was carried to the State 
Department by the Secretary and that chis same sort of 
admonition was spread through the building. Is there any -- 
could you give us some version of what went on? 
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f Uh-hum. I can't speak for the President. The 
Secretary did meet with the President that morning, which I 
believe was last Friday morning. [ doubt the President ordered 
oe email or any of the others attending there, to go do 
—— 6|U., o 


Secretary Baker, on his own initiative, because he, 
too, was concerned that unnamed officials from different 
departments not saying necessarily flattering things about 
other departments -- came back, and we have, as you know, a 
daily staff meeting here chaired by the Secretary at 8:40 a.m. 
[In that meeting, the Secretary wanted to make perfectly clear 
that he, 100 percent, supported the President's decision. That 
the President had no -- as the President himself has said -- no 
doubts about his decision. The Secretary didn't, and he didn't 
want to see any unnamed State Department officials attributed 
to comments coming out of this building criticizing other 
depertments in this government. That was the gist of his talk 
at the senior staff meeting on Friday. 


Q On Friday? 
“ On Friday. 
Q Before he met with the President? 


m I sa*d he had breakfast that morning with Cheney 
and Scowcroft, and I believe after the breakfast, as has been 
reported -- and [ think Marlin confirmed -- those three 
gentlemen, as they do very often, met with the President. I 
can't comment on what came up in that meeting. [ wasn't 
there. I don't know. I know what Secretary Baker did at the 
staff meeting here. 


Q Margaret, in view of this threatened crackdown in 
Panama on remaining civil liberties, is the U.S. rethinking 
this non-interventionist policy down there? 


A What do you mean "“non-interventionist policy?" 


Q Well, we certainly took a “hands off" largely in 
the coup. But now what you're saying is that -- 


2) Are you specifically asking me about the use of 
force? 


Q You've just said that Noriega is going to sort of 
tighten things up a notch, in terms of civil liberties. Is 
that something that the U.S. feels is outrageous enough that it 
requires a new and tougher response from us? 


“ The Secretary answered -- 1 believe it was twice 
last week on the record. [If you're asking me about "the use of 
force” in his answer to that, it still stands. 
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Q No. I'm talking about -- this is fairly new. 
You're now saying that he has a new policy in effect. Have you 
determined whether -- 


A Are you saying, do we have new sanctions that 
we're coming out with against Noriega? 


Q I'm asking if there's any change at all. Are you 
threatening any further change in light of what he apparently 
is prepared to do in terms of a crackdown. Are we -- 


A There's no new action [ have to announce. That's 
correct. 

Q But on the Panama Canal Treaty, you're required 
by the end of the year to -- the treaty calls for a Panamanian 


Director of the Canal. You've said in the past that you 
doubted that the U.S. Senate would approve a Noriega 
appointee. Will you take a Noriega appointee's name to the 
Senate for a vote? 


= I have refrained from directly answering that 
question before, as [ remember it, because [I've been asked a 
number of times, and I'm going to refrain today. But you know 
that we don't recognize this government. That is something 
that I would prefer -- that we'll have to answer officially on 
the record at a later date. [ don't have a literal answer for 
you on that, as I haven't in the past 


Q Margaret, since yesterday, do you have any harder 
information on Soviet activities in Nicaragua than you were 
able to give -- in Afghanistan, ['m sorry -- than you were able 


to give yesterday? 


” I don't have anything new to add to what we said 
yesterday. 


Q Do you have anything -- any comment on Amnesty 
[International's report on Colombia that came out today? 


No. 
Q Thank you. 


i) Thank you all 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October 11, 1989 
PLO MEETING 


Q: Did Ambassador Pelletreau meet with the PLO this weekend? 
A: There has been no meeting since I briefed you on this subject last 


week. 

















PNSTTN. ACTOREP 11 19°29 
- — . ~ . ld ~_— 7s —— * 


CUESTICN TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFI3G CCICBER 11, 1¢6¢ 


P Valk DUNEM LOY - BAKER NELTING 
C:Is the Secretéry flanning to meet with Angolan Foreicn 


~ 
~* 


Minister Van Durer coy 


- 


A: THE SECRETAFY CFFERED 7O MEET WITH ANGOLAN FOREIGN MINISTER 
VAN DUNEM LOY ib wASKINGTOR ON THURSDAY, OCTOBER 12. 

HOWEVER, EARLIER {riS WEEK, LOY SAID KE WAS UKABLE TO MEET WITH 
THRE SECRETARY Of. THURSDAY BECAUSE OF KIS OWN SCKEDULE. KE 


RETURNED TO NEW YCRK AFTER MEETING WITE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


COBEN ON MONDAY. 


BEST Copy AVAILABLE 











34 G3 


POSTED: OCTOBER ll, 1989 
QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING OCTOBER 11, 1989 
WESTERN SAHARA 

C: Can you confirm reports of a major offensive by the 
Polisario in the Western Sahara, and what is your reaction? 
A: We have seen mecia reports that a battle occurred 
October 7, 1989, between Moroccan forces and the forces of the 
Polisario Front. We believe that a major confrontation took 


place, but cannot confirm details. 
' 
XR 


The Unitec States continues to believe that a military 
solution to the conflict in the Western Sahara is not 
possible. We support the efforts of UN Secretary General Perez 
de Cuellar to negotiate an end to this l3-year conflict, and 


urge all the parties to the conflict to work with the UNSYG to 


make this possible. 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 12, 1989, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief announcement, and then 
I have one small little clarification that I'd like to clean 
up. The announcement is that there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing today at 2:30 in this room on the proposed sale of 
tanks to Saudi Arabia. There will be no sound or camera, 
obviously. 


After this briefing today, we're going to have a fact 
sheet handout available for you all immediately after the 
briefing. 


Q On the tank sale? 


a Yes. One little thing that [I'd just like to 
clear up is, in the spirit that we all sometimes make mistakes, 
it was reported inaccurately last night that we had not voted 
for the driftnet fishing. We did vote for the driftnet fishing 
issue, as I had said yesterday, and I just wanted to make sure 
that we were all clear on the record of what our U.S. 
delegation did do there, we definitely voted for the resolution 
on driftnet fishing. 


Q So the inaccurate report was the one that said we 
had abstained, right? 


Aa Correct. That was, unfortunately, just a little 
busted signal. 


Q And is there anything to add-- 
“a On your side this time. 


Q For Barry's sake, anything else to add on 
driftnet today? 


4 No. Our statement that we had yesterday is still 
the statement for today. I'll be happy to take any and 
everybody's questions. 
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Q Have you gotten any response from the [Israelis on 
the proposals? 


4 Secretary Baker did not taik to Foreign Minister 
Arens yesterday. 


Q And that's the only channel of communication? 
“ Correct. 
Q And is there any sort of timeframe or deadline ur 


target date for when the Secretary would like a response? 


“ He doesn't have a deadline; no, he doesn't. They 
obviously will continue to talk. They just did not have a 
phone conversation yesterday. I don't believe he has this 
morning, but to be honest I forgot to ask him. It doesn't 
preclude that they could have this morning or this afternoon, 
but there's no deadline he's working against. 


Q Why doesn't Baker have some timeframe in which to 
act? Otherwise, this situation could just drift on 
indefinitely. Is that -- I mean, would that advance anybody's 
interest? 


a What you've expressed wouldn't, but also it might 
not if you put a definite timeframe at 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday 
afternoon, “I must hear back from you, etc." It's not normally 
how Secretary Baker works with people, to be honest with you. 


Obviously, everyone would like to see us get to a 
dialogue with the Israelis and the Palestinians. But Secretary 
Baker, in his dealings with his counterparts, does not lay down 
those types of demands or timeframes. It's just not how he 
operates. 


Q Margaret, is the statement by the conference of 
Roman Catholic Bishops helpful or not helpful in this situation? 


a Not helpful. 
Q Why not? 


“ Because we oppose any unilateral approach. You 
know what our position is on this issue. It is well known. We 
don't favor any unilateral steps or declarations, and our 
position is well known, so it's not helpful. 


Q They weren't suggesting a unilateral approach 
They were suggesting negotiations among all parties for a 
sovereign Palestinian homeland. 


a I don't really have any further characterizations 
of it for you than what ['ve just stated I don't have much to 
add to what I've said 
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Q Margaret, just to clarify, you said that Baker 
didn't talk with Arens yesterday. Was there an exchanage of 
views on the matter through other means other than talking? 


= No. He's doing this direct on the phone, just as 
he is with his counterpart in Egypt -- Minister Meguid. 


Q Did he talk with Megquid again? 


“ No, I don't think so. I'm positive -- no, he 
didn't. 


Q Essentially, is the state of play on that that 
Baker wants to hear back from Arens before communicating again 
with Megquid? 


a Not necessarily. As I think I explained -- it 
wasn't yesterday; it was the day before yesterday -- each of 
these gentlemen, in turn, which is totally understandable -- 
one dealing with their Prime Minister, one dealing with their 


President -- needed to have conversations with those two people 
and then would be back to Secretary Baker. Neither, for 
whatever reasons -- and you shouldn't read anything into it -- 


has been able to touch base back with Secretary Baker. 
Q Margaret -- 


a But there's not one that comes first and then the 
other. 


Q Just to be sure I understand this, the only 
channel is between the Foreign Ministers? There's not a case 
of someone of Dennis Ross' level talking to someone at a 
similar level in the Israeli and Egyptian Governments? 


“ Dennis certainly is free to talk to whomever he 
wants to in any of these governments. But the conversations 
are, yes, at the Ministers level -- Baker, Meguid, and Arens. 


Just as, to be honest, other people in their governments are 
free to call Dennis or John Kelly or Dan Kurtzer or anybody 
else. 

Q New subject? 

“ Sure. 


Q Do you have anything to say about Noriega's claim 
that the United States bought the coup plotters? 


a It's absurd. 


Q What specifically is absurd? 


4 That the United States paid for the coup plotters 
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Q Did any U.S. Government -- 
“ It's a Noriega claim. What? 


Q Have any U.S. Government funds been contributed 
to the bank accounts of any of the participants in the coup of 
whom the U.S. is aware? 


o I've never asked that question, and I'd rather 
find out for you. [I don't know. It's never come up. 


Q One of the charges that Noriega levels in the 
L.A. Times story is that the bank accounts of the coup 
participants were extraordinarily large, and -- 


i) He's got an extraordinarily large one himself 


Q That may be true, but it doesn't address the 
other allegation, and so I'd appreciate it if you would take a 
look at that question. 


a I'll take your question. I know you're asking it 
seriously. You know we don't take too seriously allegations 
made by Noriega. I will be more than glad to look into the 
question, or the allegation that he's made. 


Q How about the concurrent accusation that the 
United States used the Contras from the Nicaragua Front as 
messengers to relay messages between anti-Noreiga forces in 
Panama and the United States Government? 


a That's the first I've ever heard of something 
like that. 


Q Another subject. Has the Secretary, or State 
Department officials, drafted a new plan on the Moscow Embassy, 
to tear down part of it and rebuild part of it? 


a As I've mentioned a number of times, and the 
Secretary himself has, this has been something that's been 
under consideration since he became Secretary of State. He is 
very close to recommending to the President what his 
recommendation is. As I think he mentioned, when we were on 
our last trip, he wanted to make sure he had completed all of 
his consultations. He has almost completed all of those 


I know about the story in today's newspaper Il cannot 
confirm or deny that story for you. He will make the 
announcement, or the State Department, or the White House -- he 
anticipates very shortly. 


Q Was this subject discussed with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze in Wyoming -- the subject of the Embassy? 
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“ I don't remember it literally being discussed, 
but I think it might have been discussed in the last day in the 
bilateral meeting, but let me check for you. Okay? 


Q Is there -— I had heard that the United States 
had requested some visas for some construction workers to go 
over there and work on this project and that they were denied 
Is there any -- do you know anything about that? 


i I haven't heard about that, but I can ask lvan 
for you. 


Q Margaret, on Nicaragua -- back on Central 
America. The Pentagon put out a press release today breaking 


down Soviet-bloc and Soviet shipments to Nicaragua via Cuba. 1 
wondered whether there is any purpose for that at this time, 


following Shevardnadze's visit to the region? 


My question, I guess, is, does the United States 
believe that Shevardnadze's visit has had any effect, or that 
the Soviets have made any -- have demonstrated any concrete 
effort to curtail the Soviet-bloc shipments to Nicaragua? 


a We hope that it had an effect. I don't have an 
answer for you. And if it had an effect, I'm unaware of a 
Pentagon report they put out today. I just didn't know about 
it. I don't know if it's something their mandated to this -- 
is this an annual report. I don't know, Ralph. 


Q It looked like -- well, never mind. 

Q There's a feeling in the State Department that 
Shevardnadze did make the kind of pitch that the U.S. might 
have wanted him to make, to Nicaragua in particular, about 
interfering in neighbors’ affairs and reducing its military? 

a We hope that he did. 


Q Do we know whether he did? Is it your belief 
that he did make that sort of pitch? 


rs) That really would be setting into classified 
information at this point. I can't do that 


Q That's right 


“ That's why [ left it at “I hope.” 


Q Does the State Department feel that the 
Soviet-bloc shipments, both to Nicaragua and onward to £1 
Salvador, have continued in the very recent past, such as since 
the U.S. and Soviet Union began discussing it at the beginning 
of October, or -- yeah, I quess the beginning of October -- no. 
I guess it would be September? 
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” Since we were in Wyoming? 
Q No, since the working groups here discussed it, 
basically, which was just before Wyoming? 
rs I'm not sure that we have -- the latest data that 
I believe we've discussed here ended -- wasn't it on September 


11? Yes. I don't know, Ralph, how to answer it the way you 
phrased it to me. 


Our last statements -- I don't think we have anything 
to add, or the data is not collected since the last time we 
spoke, which I believe was last week. 


Q I guess [I was just really trying to come at it a 
different way, the question of whether the Secretary or the 
Department feels that the intense communications with the 
Soviets on that subject in recent weeks has had any concrete 
result. It was just another way of asking whether 
Shevardnadze's visit has any result -- 


a I know. 


-- or would there have been other ways of 
perceiving a shift in the Soviet position? 


“ And right now my answer is -- a true, honest 
answer -- it's classified. And until they want to have us say 
something, I cannot stand here and talk openly about this. 


Q Margaret, to follow up on Ralph's question, the 
Pentagon report -- 


a The what? 


Q The Pentagon report on the Soviet arms deliveries 
to Nicaragua says that Soviet deliveries had decreased by 50 
percent during the course of 1989. Isn't the State Department 


line that -- 
6 Lying? 
Q Well -- 
“ Don't sugar-coat it. 


Q L-I-N-E. 





The State Department has said that we have reason 
to believe that the Soviets have ceased deliveries to Nicaragua 
of military equipment and that shortfall is being made up by 
the Cubans and other Eastern-bloc countries Isn't there a 
contradictior here between what the Pentagon is saying and what 
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‘ My understanding -- and I'd rather have a 
technical person down here -- is that there are two different 
sets of gathering this information, one of which is -- my 
understanding --— that the State Department method, which is 
classified and the Department of Defense method, which is not 
classified. They use different accounting measures, for lack 
of a better word -- and [I am not an expert in this -- we went 
through this twice in the last three weeks that I know of. I 
understand why you say there is discrepancies in the numbers. 


I can tell you that as we stated last week, our policy 
and our belief is still the same. It is, as Secretary Baker 
said in Wyoming --— and I will get for you, if you would like -- 
some technical expert who can explain to you the difference in 
how they collect this data. 


Q Maybe we could raise it with the official at 2:30 
as part of the Saudi briefing? 


“ Yes. That would be great. Ask him. 


Q Can I just ask one more on that? Does the United 
States believe that the Soviets -- the State Department has 
said that these shipments are coming from the Soviet-bloc, not 
necessarily from the Soviets -- 


“ Cuba and the Soviet-bloc, aren't we saying? 
Q Yes. Cuba and the East European-bloc -- 
‘ Right. Eastern European countries. 


But my question is, does the U.S. believe that 
the Soviet Government approves and perhaps coordinates those 
Eastern-bloc shipments -- those continuing Eastern-bloc 
shipments? Even if they aren't shipping anything themselves, 
do the Soviets coordinate and approve those shipments through 
other means? 


a I think it would be inappropriate for me to 
characterize what Minister Shevardnadze might have said to 
Secretary Baker concerning this issue in their meetings in 
Wyoming. He has said, and | could say again, this is something 
they have discussed every time they have met It was discussed 
between the two people in Wyoming 


They know what our view is on this, and they have 
their public statements that they say on it 


Q Do you see these reduced shipments as a sign of 
progress on regional issues between the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union? 


a I don't believe that we've said on the record 
that there's a pattern of overall reduced shipments Correct, 
Richard? 
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MR. BOUCHER: Yes. 

a And so I couldn't answer the way you answered me 
the question. We certainly have called for -- and Secretary 
Baker certainly has -- a reduction -- more than reduction, to 
cease this -- of shipping these arms into the region. 

Q But the Soviet shipments apparently are down 50 


percent, but they're offset by the others, so that's a wash. 
Is that basically -- 


mn Secretary Baker said in Wyoming that he does not 
question that the Soviet Union has indeed -- I think he used 
the word “ceased” these direct shipments. 


Q Do you have further reaction today on the 
Situation in Lebanon and the negotiations which have apparently 
reached -- 

A Not a lot, but something. 

Q -- a fairly large milestone? 

A All right. We don't have a lot on this. We have 
not yet received official confirmation or details. If the 
report is true or turns out to be true, then we would, 
obviously, welcome it as a major step in bringing about genuine 
political reform and reconciliation in Lebanon. 

Q Another subject? 

o Yes. 


Q Is that a hypothetical? 


D> 


Is that a hypothetical? (Laughter) Probably. 


Q Margaret, another subject? The U.N. Secretary 
General apparently has asked -- formally asked the Security 
Council to go forward with a peacekeeping force for Central 
America. Is the United States going to support that? 


A We support the Central American governments' call 
for border security verification. At the same time, we are 
concerned that the force be adequately staffed and trained. We 
have not seen the final report. We will study it carefully to 
make sure the peacekeeping force can be effective in support of 
the peace process. 


Q So you're not saying -- you're not really being 
definitive. 

5 Correct. 

Q And you don't know whether -- or you haven't made 


up your mind as to whether or not you'd veto? 
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i I don't have an answer to your direct question 
today. The answer I have is the one that I have. 


Q Well, are you concerned that this force is too 
small -- may not be large enough? Is that one of your concerns? 
fs Well, I said we are concerned that the force be 


adequately staffed and trained. 


Q There's a report that Colombia's top drug lord 
has written a letter to the Colombian President, suggesting 
some sort of a truce or negotiation, or what have you. What 
can you tell us about that letter, and do you have any comment 
about -- 


a I don't know anything about that letter, and I 
would refer you back to what President Barco, himself, has said 
many times which is that he's not interested in negotiating 
with the drug cartel. 


Q How about the story -- on another matter -- the 
East German -- some reports here about reforms in East Germany, 
the possibility of Mr. Honecker being forced into retirement? 
Do you have anything about activity there? 


4 I don't have anything about Honecker. I have a 
comment on your question to me about that they might be 
considering reforms. 


My comment is that the signals are mixed. Just a few 
days ago peaceful demonstrators were being beaten by police. 
Many were arrested and some are still in jail. Western 
journalists are still being denied entry by the GOR. That is 
not a sign that things are opening up. The East German regime 
has made a very general statement that it wants dialogue with 
its citizens. That is a welcome new perspective, but it should 
be backed by action. 


A dialogue should be meaningful and not just a 
tactical move to relieve domestic and international pressure. 
It should result in concrete steps leading to a more open 
society and a government responsive to the people. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
a Sure. 
Q Back on Panama, do you have anything on the 


statements yesterday by the widow of the Panamanian coup leader? 
ms No. 


Q Nothing on that? 


ms No. 
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Q On Colombia, anything on the arrest of this drug 
baron who supposedly is wanted in the U.S.? 


- No. 


Q Back to Panama, do you have any -- the Group of 
Eight apparently discussed that issue yesterday at their 
meeting. Does the United States Government have any words of 
advice or comment on their discussions on that subject? 


A Not really. The United States is not a member of 
that group, and so it would be inappropriate for us to dictate 
to them what they should or should not do. Our views on Panama 
are well known, and, as you know, Secretary Baker said just 
this last Sunday, “Noriega continues to be isolated in the 
hemisphere and in the region by other countries." 


Q Would you -- the United States, though, while not 
wishing to dictate to that group, certainly would be interested 
in that group's views on Panama, would it not? 


A Their views? Yes. 
Q Yes. I mean, isn't one of his goals -- 
a) But your question to me was, have we requested or 


told them, or whatever, that they should expel them from the 
Group of Eight. My answer on that is that that would be 
inappropriate, because we're not a member of the Group of Eight. 


Q What about the Group's views on how to proceed 
with -- aside from expulsion from the group, how to proceed 
with the overall goal which the United States and other Latin 
American countries have expressed of seeing Noriega leave power? 


A I think the Group of Eight is well aware of what 
the United States' position is on Panama and on Noriega. 


Do you have any more on Noriega's war laws and 
whether that's moving along? Any U.S. response, if he does? 


A I don't have anything new to add to what [ said 
yesterday concerning war laws. 


Q What about General Noriega and the activities 
going on down there? Do you have any fresh developments about 
what is happening there? 


A I don't have anything fresh. No. 


Q Another subject? Back to the Middle East for 
just a second. Has the U.S. had any further discussions or had 
any further indications from the PLO about its view of the 
Baker proposal on achieving negotiations between the 
Palestinians and the Israelis? 
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¢ Secretary Baker is dealing with Foreign Minister 
Meguid and Foreign Minister Arens. 


Q Not with the PLO. 


A He's not our channel to the PLO. Bob Pelletreau 
is. 


Has there been any indication through whatever 
channels the United States chooses to use -- an indication of 
the PLO position on the Baker proposal? 


A Has the PLO told the United States their position 
on Baker's five points? 


Q Has the U.S. become aware, through whatever 
channels, of the PLO's position on the Baker proposal? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 
Connie? 


Q Anything further today on the South African 
Situation? There were some demonstrations that were put down 
with quite a bit of force yesterday. 


a No. [I don't have anything new to add to what I 
said yesterday. 


Q What about on Namibia? There was a report that 
the U.N. has said SWAPO didn't commit any violations in camps. 


mn On that, we are pleased that the Secretary 
General's special representative has investigated the question 
of Namibians allegedly detained by SWAPO, as required by his 
mandate under Resolution 435. 


We note that his report, issued yesterday in Windhoek, 
states categoricaily that the investigation will continue. 
Although the special UNTAG mission was able to determine the 
whereabouts of 722 of the 1,100 persons whose cases it was 
investigating, the report admits that it has not yet tracked 
down the remaining 315 of them. 


We are concerned at this large number of persons 
unaccounted for and encourage UNTAG to pursue their cases, and 
any others which may come to its attention, as aggressively as 
possible. We recall that SWAPO leaders have admitted their 
organization detained certain persons it regarded as spies sent 
by South Africa. We call upon SWAPO to provide a full 
accounting for those persons immediately. 


Connie? 


Q Anything new on the Angolan talks? 
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A No. 

Q Can I ask one on a different topic? I'm sure 
you're not up on this yet, because it just happened. But if 
you could please study Secretary Baker's remarks upstairs about 
New Zealand and let us know whether that signaled any change in 
policy. This was when he was swearing in the new Ambassador to 
New Zealand. 

= Yes. 

Q On Portugal, do you have any comment -- 


On Portugal? 


Q Yes. Do you have any comment -- 


I refer you to the Pentagon. 


Q Oh. (Laughter) On what subject are you 
referring me to the Pentagon? 


ms The subject I believe you're asking me about. 
Q You mean the sailor brawl? (Laughter) 
The sailor scruff. Correct. 


Has the U.S. Government -- 


> 


Pete can answer that question today. 

Has the U.S. Government expressed any views to 
the Portuguese Government as a result of that incident last 
night? 


4 I honestly don't know. All I knew is I was going 
to send it on over to Pete. (Laughter) 


Q On the MiG-23 that arrived in Israel -- 
fe Right. 

-- does the United States Government anticipate 
getting a look at that plane? Does it have an interest in 
doing so? 

A That also would be a question for Pete to answer. 
Q And one more -- on Czechoslovakia, do you have 


any comment on the detention of a prominent dissident publisher 
by the Czech Government? 
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A I don't know about that, but, as you know, after 
our meeting in New York that Secretary Baker had with the 
Foreign Minister, he instructed or requested that Ambassador 
Schifter please meet with Czechs -- I don't know who -- to 
immediately begin working on going over -- re-looking at all 
these human rights abuses that Secretary Baker brought up. So 
that could be something that Ambassador Schifter might talk 
about. I don't know. And I believe Ambassador Schifter is 
meeting with the Czechoslovakian today. 


Q Here in Washington? 

A I think. (To staff) Is it here in Washington? 
MS. HOGGARD: Yes. 

oa I think it's here. We can post it for you. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

A Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 




















10/12/89 
SOVIET UNION 





Q., Was the New Office Building Discussed at the recen: 
ministeria: in Wyoming? 


A: -- THE ISSUE OF THE NEW OFFICE BUILDING IN MOSCOW 
HAS BEEN THE SUBJECT OF NUMEROUS DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN 
U.S. AND SOVIET OFFICIALS, INCLUDING MOST RECENTLY 
DURING BILATERAL DISCUSSIONS IN WASHINGTON BEFORE 


THE WYOMING MINISTERIAL. 


-- HOWEVER, IT WAS NOT RAISED IN WYOMING. 














Postecd: 


TAKEN QUEST iON 
10/12/89 


SOVIET UNION 





Q. Did the Soviets deny visas for J.S. construction workers 
hired to work on the old Embassy building in Moscow? 


A. -- NO. THE SOVIETS HAVE NOT DENIED VISAS TO ANY CONTRACT 
CONSTRUCTION WORKERS HIRED TO WORK ON EMBASSY 
BUILDINGS IN MOSCOW. 

x 
== THE J.S. EMBASSY iN MOSCOW OPERATES UNDER RECIPROCAL 
PERSONNEL CEILINGS. THESE INCLUDE A SPECIFIC LIMIT ON 


CONSTRUCTION WORKERS FOR THE EXISTING EMBASSY BJiLDING 


ACTED ON SOME YENDING 
REQUESTS THAT, ACCORDING TO THEIR COUNT, EXCEED THE 
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CEILING FOR CONSTRUCTION WORKERS SUCH AP 
REMAIN rPONDING UNTIL A SPACE BECOMES AVAILABLE WITHIN 


THE ZSTABLISHED LIMIT 














TAKEN QUESTION 
OCTOBER 12 BRIEFING SOSTED: Octohe: 
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NICARAGUA: SOVIET MILITARY ASSISTANCE 





* 


Q: What is the difference between the way the figures on 
Soviet military assistance to Nicaragua used by the State 
Department and those used by the Defense Department are 
determined? 


A: THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ISSUES FIGURES RELATING TO SOVIET 
SHIPMENTS OF MILITARY GOODS TO NICARAGUA IN AN UNCLASSIFIED 


% 
MONTHLY SERIES. 


THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE USES CLASSIFIED FIGURES WHICH ARE 


BASED ON A DIFFERENT, TIGHTER DEFINITION OF MILITARY GOODS. 


BOT OCF THESE SETS OF FiGURES ARE iNTERNALLY CONSISTENT IN 


THEIR METHODOLCGIES. 


THERE ARE MONTHLY FLUCTUATIONS IN THESE FIGURES, BUT THIS 
DOES NOT CHANGE THE FUNDAMENTAL FACT THAT THE NICARAGUAN 
ARMED FORCES ARE A! READY HEAVILY ARMED AND BEING MAINTAINED 
AT A LEVEL FAR IN EXCESS OF ANY LEGITIMATE DEFENSIVE 


REQUIREMENTS. 


A’ 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
TANK SALE TO SAUDI ARABIA 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 12, 1989, 2:40 P.M. 


MR. BOUCHER: This is a Background Briefing on 
the proposed sale of tanks to Savdi Arabia. 


With that said, let's turn it over. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: My colleague 
is here because he knows what a “tank” is. 


Tne Saudis have decided to procure slightly over 
300 modern tanks. They have looked at a number of tanks and 
they have discussed this with us, actually, over a number of 
years. They have decided now that they would like to buy the 
tanks from the United States and, in particular, the Ml1A2. 


We have informed the Congress that we'd like to 
go ahead with the sale of 315 of those plus associated 
equipment. As you've seen in the Fact Sheet, most of the 
associated equipment is trucks of one variety or another 
These tanks would begin delivery in 1993 -- late in 1993. 


We have done the normal sort of review and scrub 
of this proposed sale that we do with all sales. B8ut, in the 
Middle East, we always look a little bit more closely. 


If you look at this sale from a Saudi 
perspective, we feel it an appropriate weapon, and an 
appropriate number of weapons, given the threat environment 
in which they live. They live in a particularly bad 
neighborhood; they have, from their perception and from ours 
as well, over the course of the next 20 years, the likelihood 
of threats from almost all angles. They're a very small 
country in terms of population and a very big country in 
terms of territory. Therefore, they need to have a tank 
which is a good, modern, quality tank. They need to have one 
that they can trust the support system, the training; and 
they like the support system, the training, and the spare 
parts that they get from the United States. 


Naturally, we've also looked, as we always do in 
the Middle East, at the risk to the security of Israel that 








afie 


such an arms sale would pose. We have decided that while 
this is a very capable weapon system -- and I don't want to. 
by any means, suggest that 315 of the world's best tank is 
not a significant addition to one's inventory -- that, 
despite that, this is not a change in the military balance in 
the Middle East that would negatively affect Israel. 


You need only, I think, to look at a 
topographical map of Saudi Arabia to realize that tanks would 
have a very difficult time, indeed, getting from Saudi Arabia 
to Israel in a combat situation. In any event, the Saudis 
aren't likely to be using them in that part to any great 
extent. As the Saudis see their threats, in their 
discussions with us, they see the threats mainly coming from 
the northeast. That's where their traditional threat 
approach has been and that's where we expect the majority of 
these tanks to be stationed. 


Q Iran and Iraq, you mean? 


a Iran and Iraq. Right. Again, I point out 
that these tanks begin to be delivered in 1993. They will be 
delivered over the period of three years and would have an 
expected lifetime of over 20 years. So when you look at the 
sale, you have to look at it in that regard. 


So From a military perspective, we think the 
Saudis need them. From a military perspective, vis-a-vis . 
Israel, we do not think it's a threat. We maintain our 
commitment to Israel to maintain their qualitative edge over 
any possible combination of opponents. 


Viewed economically, as pointed out in the Fact 
Sheet, this is a sale which will have an immediate effect of 
about $3 billion and will result in, immediately,* 57,000 man 
years of employment in the United States. 


Politically, this is part of our very long, 
traditional relationship with Saudi Arabia. It has symbolic 
importance politically as well as real importance 
militarily. It's part of a consistent pattern of the United 
States of having a close military cooperation relationship 
with the Saudis. It goes back over 40 years. 


So I won't repeat what's in your Fact Sheet. Let 
me just open it up for your questions. 


Q Does the Israeli Government and AIPAC agree 
with your assessment of the lack of negative impact on the 
security of Israel? 


* “Subsequently corrected to read “cumulatively” 
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7 I don't want to speak for either the 
Israeli Government or AIPAC. S8ut I think you know that the 
Israeli position on all arms sales to Middle Eastern 
countries, except for Egypt with which they've signed a peace 
treaty. is that they're opposed, and that's their position. 
I think you've been able to see over the years that there are 
some where they oppose more vocally than others. I would 
leave it to you to judge how vocal their opposition is to 
this one. I haven't heard very much in the way of vocal 
opposition. 


Q From either Israel directly or AIPAC? 
4 From anyone. 
Q Can you tell us about the offsets Israel 


has been offered to take the place of this sale? 


A Israel has not been offered offsets to take 
the place of this sale. 


Q I wonder what comfort the Israelis would 
derive from your comment that these tanks are not likely to 
be used like that to any great extent? “Like that,” meaning 
against Israel? 


Aa "Like that,” meaning in the northwest 
Q To any great extent. 
a We don't expect that there will be very 


many of these tanks based in the northwest. Our discussions 
with the Saudis indicate that the most likely place -- the 
place where most of them will end up -- is in the northeast. 
That the second most likely place they will end up is in the 
south. 


Will there be some in the northwest? Yes. That 
is where the Saudi armored training school is. But the vast 
bulk of these tanks will be stationed where there threats to 
Saudi Arabia. And there are threats to Saudi Arabia from the 
northeast and from the south. And so when I say it's not 
likely that they will be, to any great extent, in the 
northeast -- in the northwest, rather -- that's based on our 
conversations with the Saudis. The fact that they do have an 
armored training school in the northwest, therefore there 
will be a few that will show up there but not to any great 
extent. 


Q When you say “south,” does that mean South 
Yemen? 


i) Yes. 
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Q Do you plan te sell airplanes to Saudi 
Arabia? 
“ We have sold airplanes to Saudi Arabia. We 


have no immediate plans to sell additional aircraft. As you 
undoubtedly are aware, the Saudis are in their preliminary 
planning phase on the replacement of their older aircraft, 
the F-5. They have told us that they are in that preliminary 
planning phase. We have not had any serious discussions with 
them about that replacement program. 


_ Q Have they expressed any interest in the 
F-187 


a When I say they're in their preliminary 
planning phase, that means that they are looking at the F-18, 
the F-16, the EFA, the Rafale, all of the potential aircraft 
which are replacements. They are interested in, but we have 
not had serious discussions with them about the F-18. 


Q Does the U.S. believe that proceeding with 
this sale could potentially influence that subsequent 
purchase of aircraft from the United States? 


4 I don't think so. I don't see that there 
is any connection. 


Q I haven't had time to read this. What kind 
of armor are on these tanks? 


“ They're classified details about the 
systems and sub-systems on the tank, and I can't get into all 
of that. But suffice it to say, this is the export version 
of the M1A2. 


Q Everytime that, in this press briefing 
room, the subject of armored vehicles have come up -- 
sometimes in the case of conventional forces in Europe -- 
they have been described by various briefers as the most 
destablizing [and] dangerous weapon since, essentially, they 
have only an offensive role. And that if you're really 
worried about threats from somebody elses tanks, what you do 
is you buy helicopters or now, I guess, there is a new 
Howitzer out that hits it from the topside. So what will you 
answer when that issue comes up? That if they're really 
worried about tanks, they ought to buy anti-tanks? 


" I spend a lot of time worrying about the 
military balance in central Europe, and I spend a lot of time 
worrying about the CFE negotiations. Maybe we can ask my 
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colleague his opinion. All I have ever read, and all I have 
ever learned about armor, is that the best weapon to kill a 
tank is a tank. If anyone doubted that, they can look at the 
last war in the Middle East where our empirical analysis and 
the Israeli empirical analysis -- and some of that was done 
jointly -- both indicate that you need tanks to defend 
against tanks. 


Q Do you expect any opposition in the 
Congress? 


A We haven't heard any. We have extensively 
briefed the Congress, but I'd ask my colleague to talk about 
that. 


A I think that's a fair and complete answer. 
We've done extensive briefings on the Hill. We've done our 
homework. We're not going to predict what might happen, but 
we have every reason to believe that people like the way we 
approach the Hill on the issue and are satisfied with what 
they've heard in their briefings. 


Q What's their next steps in the Congress now? 


A We're in the 20-day informal notification 
period now, as you know, which then is followed by the 30-day 
formal notification period. 


Q Is it immediately followed? 


A Yes. The minute the 20 days expire, we 
begin the 30-day clock. 


Q If the United States did not agree to 
provide 315 M1A2¢s, how would that affect the balance of power 
in the Middle East? 


2) It wouldn't affect it at all. Someone else 
would sell them. 


If nobody provides the latest model version 
of tanks, how would you assess -- 


A Nobody -- I'm sorry. 


Q If nobody, including the United States 
doesn't provide the latest tanks to Saudi Arabia, and with 
the Saudis having just current inventory weapons, how would 
it affect the future balance in the Middle East? 


A I don't accept the premise. I think the 
likelihood that someone will sell a very modern tank to Saudi 
Arabia in the next year is very high. 
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As I said at the outset, the Saudis have had 
discussions with other people. If for some reason the United 
States had said "no," they would have bought them from 
someone else. 


Q What's the competition? What are the other 
likely -- 


A The main competition is the British 
Challenger II, which is a tank which is looking for a 
start-up customer. It's a very modern tank: Obviously, by 
virtue of the fact that they're looking for a start-up 
customer, it's a state-of-the-art tank. 


Saudi Arabia could have been that start-up 
customer. That would have given us a number of problems, not 
only in terms of not having the relationship with the Saudis, 
both political and military, it would have also meant that 
the possibility of our selling the M1A2 to the British would 
have been greatly reduced. Because once they had a start-up 
customer for the Challenger II, they probably would have 
bought it themselves as well. 


Thirdly, it would have introduced the Challenger 
II into the worldwide market for tanks. So the fact that we 
have been able to proceed with this sale, I think, has 
blocked the Challenger II, at least, for now. 

Q Do you expect that this will open the door 
for the visit for King Fahd to come to Washington? 


A Let me ask my colleague to talk about that. 


A We don't think that it's related at all. 
The cancellation of his visit before, as some of you are 
aware, was the reason of Lebanon and, if you've been 
following events in Taif, Saudi Arabia, for the last week or 
so, you [would] know how intensively involved the Saudis are, 
and we accept that explanation. I wouldn't tie it to this 
particular sale or any other like that. 


Q Can we go back to that armor thing? I see 
I've found now here it does applique armor. I don't know why 
you're saying it's classified, it's right here now that I've 
found it. It's right here. The M1A2 has applique armor. 


A The fact that it has applique armor is not 
classified. The details about what type of applique armor 
are classified. 


Q There was a report that said that the armor 
was uranium-based, but that in this case of the Saudis a 
conciliatory offer to Congress has been made that they would 
not be provided with the uranium armor. 


A Let me just leave it where I left it 
before, which is to say this is the export version of the 
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tank, and there are some components which are different from 
the U.S. Army version. Beyond that, I don't want to get into 


it. 


Q Well, in that case, just to continue on the 
export part, would that mean, then, that the same kind of 
armor would be sold on the tank, should the tank be sold to a 
non-Middle Eastern customer? 


a The composition of any weapons system that 
we sell usually differs from the composition in the U.S. Army 
or U.S. Air Force or U.S. Navy inventory. It is also the 
case that we take into account the customer. Sometimes we 
take into account the region of the world in which the 
weapons system is going to be deployed. If it's a NATO 
customer, typically it gets a version that's a lot closer to 
oy U.S. Army version for inter-opeorability with U.S. forces 

n NATO. 


I ‘don't want to look at hypothetical -- other 
versions of the tank for hypothetical other customers. Let's 
just leave it that this is an export version of the M1A2, and 
it differs in some respects from the U.S. Army version. 


Q When you said the main competition is the 
Challenger II, then it's fair to conclude that the Saudis 
have just expressed a preference for this tank; and, that if 
this deal does not go through for some reason, tien they 
would probably turn to Challenger II. Would that be a fair 
summation? 


A That is my guess. Yes. 


Q Have you been in contact with the Israeli 
Government, and I wonder if you have any idea what is the 
Israeli attitude toward this arms sale? 


A We have been in contact with the Israeli . 
Government fairly extensively, as is cur normal dialogue with 
them on security issues in the MiddjJe East, and I think their 
attitude is as I characterized it earlier: they're opposed 
to all arms sales to Middle Eastern states that haven't 
signed a peace treaty with them. 


Q Well, surely, you must have a better idea 
as to whether their opposition will be pro forma, vociferous 
or somewhere in between. 


A I don't want to be repetitive here, but you 
be the judge of whether or not you think they're being 
vociferous. 


Q Well, you briefed them -- we didn't -- and 


so -- 











A I haven't heard anything vociferous. 


Q I'm not sure if this question is for you or 
for your colleague, but you can decide that. In two places 
in the background paper, you make the assertion that Saudi 
Arabia wants to see a negotiated settlement of the 
Arab-Israeli problem, and another place it says that Saudi 
Arabia is committed to a peaceful solution of the 
Arab-Israeli conflict. 


The only supporting element -- in this paper 
anyway -- is a reference to Saudis pressing for Egypt's 
readmission to the Arab League. Can you cite some other 
evidences of Saudi commitment to a peaceful solution and to a 
negotiated Arab-Israeli settlement? 


) I think if you look overall -- don't just 
look at the Arab-Israeli issue, but look overall at Saudi 
foreign policy, they have been very helpful, very 
constructive, whether it's been in Afghanistan over the 
course of eight years, whether it's in the Persian Gulf 
+" in '87 with reflagging and the introduction of the 
U.S. eet. 


As regards the current situation, they're being 
very constructive in Lebanon, and that directly affects the 
environment for a Middle East peace. They are taking the 
lead, trying to put Lebanon back together again. They have 
been very helpful in the re-integration of Egypt into the 
Arab world, which again contributes to the overall 
environment for a Middle East peace. 


Look at the Fahd Plan -- if you look at the Fez 
Communique, all of which I think contributed to movement in 
the right direction. But let me ask my colleague. 


A I would have just added the last point, 
just elaborating a little bit, that in the Fahd Plan which 
was adopted by the Arabs, they did in fact talk about -- I 
believe the exact quote is: "The recognition of the right of 
all the states in the region to live in peace," which was 
something that the Saudis pushed for and was adopted and in a 
sense had reiterated in several other Arab summits since then. 


Q Has there been any recent indication of 
Saudi assistance, for example, in the United States effort to 
get Palestinians and Israelis talking with one another, to 
select a Palestinian delegation, to improve the condition of 
Palestinians in the territories -- any one of the numerous 
U.S. goals which have been worked on? Have the Saudis done 
anything in any of those areas that you could point out to me? 


:) Yes. We feel that in their conversations 
with the Palestinians, that they have exercised a very 
moderating influence. 


. 
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Q I just wondered if they had altered their 
position towards Israel per se that you've seen at all? 


A Over what timeframe? 
Q Take a year. Let's try a year. 
A It's been going on in encouraging the 


Palestinians to enter the process and to work on the dialogue 
-- the kind of thing the Secretary has been very active in 
doing. So I think we would say ee that they have been a 

very positive influence. 


Q Is there any possibility to use parts from 
the production -- the co-production in Egypt of the M1A1? 


A No. The United States’ arrangement with 
Egypt requires that we give permission for any third-country 
sales. Also, many of these parts -- I can't give you a 
proportion, bat a significant number of the parts from the 
M1A1 are not inter-operable* with the M1A2. But, in any 
event, the major point is that we have control over transfers 
from the Egyptian line. 


Q Is the M1A2 actually in production, because 
this says that the first production -- 


a No. - 
Q So it's a start-up. 
A The United States Army Procurement is the 


start-up. This is the second customer. 


Q When will it be -- you say it will be an 
improved version, and they're not going to get it until 
1993. Where is it so far in production? I mean, it is 
+ eae being used by the United States Army? Is it still 

n—-- 


A No. It's not in production. 
Q Not in production at all. 
A We expect it to enter the U.S. Army 


inventory in late 1992, and into the Saudi inventory initial 
deliveries, if everything is on schedule, about a year later. 


Q Do you plan to sell any more arms to the 
Arab countries, apart from Saudi Arabia? 

A Yes. Hopefully. 

Q To whom, sir? 





*subsequently corrected to reac “interchangeable” 
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A No. We have no other major arms sales 
scheduled for this year. But do we plan to continue arms 
sales in general to Arab countries? Yes. 


Q And Israel? 
A And to Israel. 


Q The $3 billion you will get altogether 
within the next few months, and it will not be in 
installments between now and, say, 19937 


a Oh, no. No. The normal arrangement with 
customers such as Saudi Arabia is that we enter into what we 
call a “dependable undertaking" that has progress payments. 
So it's not a lump sum up front. 


Q Is sale a first installment, or are they 
likely to need more than 315 as some of their older tanks -- 


A We have had no indication from them that 
they have any requirement for additional tanks beyond the 
315. I don't want to rule that out for all time, but we've 
just not heard a thing from them that indicates that. 


Q When you say no major arms sales this year, 
are you referring to the U.S. Government's fiscal year which 
“just began, or are you referring to the relatively short 
period of time -- 


A No. On arms sales we work on a 
calendar-year basis. As you may be familiar, there's a 
requirement under law to give a report to the Congress in 
late January on anticipated arms sales during that 
calendar-year. 


If you go back to that report -- that was a 
classified report, but this tank sale was flagged in that 
report in January as a potential sale. 


What I'm saying is that we have no additional 
major arms sales left in this calendar-year. We have not yet 
begun developing our plan for next year. 


MR. BOUCHER: One last question. 


Q Just a follow-up. We'd remiss if we didn't 
as whether you could extend the time period beyond the next, 
say, two months to give us an idea of when the next major 
arms sale might be? 


a No. I think I meant to answer that by 
saying we have not yet begun to develop the plan for next 
year. We really haven't. 
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MR. BOUCHER: Go over here for the last one. 


Q What impact would the failure of this sale 
have on the U.S. Army plans? 


A It would cost the government overall about 
$680 million if we didn't go ahead with this, in lost 
revenues that esult from a number of things. First of all, 
from lowered unit costs to the United States Army. And, 
secondly, from tax revenues. 


The United States Army right now is able to 
maintain with this sale two Ml production lines, and I don't 
want to speak for the Defense Department -- I'll let my 
colleague do that -- but I think there's at least some doubt 
as to whether or not we would maintain two production lines 
if we didn't have this sale. 


A I think that's right. You mentioned 
specifically the U.S. Army. It would cost the U.S. Army 
between $150 and $180 million if this sale is not made in 
actual outlays for the Army's buy of these tanks. 


a He's saying that it would cost the United 
States Army -- how much? 

A Between $150 and $180 million. 

A $150 to $180 million immediate*® impact on 


the Army budget if we didn't go ahead with this sale. And 
either the Michigan or Ohio production line would certainly 
be in jeopardy. But the overall benefits of the U.S. 
Treasury is $680 million, based on these initial cost 


estimates. 
Q That is just for the tank itself. 
A Yes. 
Q Not for the -- 
A And let me assure you that our staff has 


gone over these costing figures with some detail, and you are 
not looking at hyperbolic figures. Quite the opposite. All 
of the estimates of financing in this White Paper are 
extraordinarily conservative, and the average multipliers 
that we use for these sales have not been used. So that we 
have a very credible set of numbers here, all of which we 
expect to be exceeded in terms of financial benefit. 


Q Richard, at the noon briefing today there 
was a@ question on an unrelated subject that it was suggested 
might be addressed in this forum. Could we do that? 
Nicaragaua? 
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= = 
Q Yes. The counting rules on the Soviet 
direct supplies to Nicaragua. 
a The counting rules? 
Q In other words, when the Secretary says 


that we have no reason to doubt that they have cut off direct 
aid to Nicaragua -- direct arms aid -- and then the Pentagon 
figures, which I'm told are the State figures as well, 
indicate that it's down by 50 percent. Well, that would be 
like $250 million worth. 


A I used to do this stuff when I was in the 
Intelligence Bureau. I haven't done it for about six 
months. What I can tell you -- and it's not much -- is that 
when the Soviets say they have stopped delivering military 
equipment, that's a very narrow definition of the term 


“military equipment." 


They have not delivered an end item, a weapons 
system -- a full-up weapons system. They have continued 
supplying non-weapons system military related items -- 
ammunition, spare parts, that sort of thing -- consumables -- 
and trucks, things that don't shoot. 


There have been continued deliveries of weapons 
systems from Cuba. And, obviously, the original source of 
the material going to Cuba is the Soviet Union. 


Q Not all of it. 


A Not all of it, but in this case most of the 
stuff that we're talking about -- the vast, vast bulk of it. 
But as to numbers and counting rules, I've erased those 
tapes. I'msorry. (Laughter) 


MR. BOUCHER: Maybe I can add a little bit to 
that, Ralph. On the statements the Soviets have made have — 
been about sending weapons to Nicaragua, and so the numbers 
that are in the Defense paper they put out today -- about 50 
percent cuts -- are about military deliveries. 


The Secretary has said, I think, on the record we 
don't challenge their assertion that they've stopped sending 
weapons. But these are numbers about military deliveries as 
a whole, including the kinds of things he was talking about. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:06 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 13, 1989, 12:08 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief announcement to make. 
It's a housekeeping matter. 


The Secretary will deliver two policy addresses next 
week. On Monday, October 16, he will address the Foreign 
Policy Association at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York at 
8:00 p.m. The Secretary's speech will address US. policy 
towards the Soviet Union. 


On Thursday, October 19, the Secretary will speak to 
the Commonwealth Club of California in San Francisco at the 
Hilton Hotel at 12:45 p.m. local time. The speech will focus 
on the U.S. approach to arms control. Both speeches are open 
to press coverage; just check with the Press Office about 
coverage arrangements. 


Q Will there be texts in advance? Somebody always 
asks that. 


me Right. 
Q Which ones will have Q&A? 


6 The one in New York has no Q&A. The one in 
California has Qé4A. 


Q Question? 
2) Yes. 


Q I'll give you an easy one. The Deputy Secretary 
of State is hosting a luncheon today in honor of Raouf 
Denktash, and I wondered if you could give us some background 
on this. Does that mean the United States recognizes Mr. 
Denktash as the head of a country, or how did this all come 
about? 


i) No, we don't. 
Q He's having a very high profile visit. He must 


have a new public relations firm. But I wondered how he got to 
have a luncheon hosted by the Deputy Secretary of State. 


Aa It's very easy. It's an informal lunch. His 
host, as you point out, is Larry Eagleburger who has known this 
gentleman for many, many years and who will be receiving him in 
his capacity as leader of the Turkish-Cypriot community. 
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Q Does the U.S. have a standing policy on the P 
self-declared Turkish-Cypriot government? Is there such a 
government? 
“ My understanding, Barry -- and you probably know 


a lot more about this than I do -- is that our Embassy in 
Nicosia maintains continuing contact with Mr. Denktash, and we 
believe his meetings in Washington are fully in keeping with 
our desire to be of assistance to the inter-communal 
negotiating process on Cyprus, through which we hope a lasting 
peaceful solution emerges. 


Q Has his visit so far produced any movement toward 
a settlement or a reversal of the Turkish invasion? 


i I don't think they've had their lunch yet. 


Q No. But, [ mean, he has been around town for a 
couple of days. 


a I don't know what he has done around town. My 
understanding is he had a series of meetings on Capitol Hill 
yesterday. I don't have a readout for that or what went on, on 
the Hill. My understanding is he has come to Washington from 
New York where he met on Wednesday with the Secretary General 
of the U.N. That's really all I know about him. 


Q This iunch does not imply recognition of the 
state which Denktash announced six years ago. 


is No. I want to be very clear. He's here in his 
capacity as leader of the Turkish-Cypriot community. This is 
someone Mr. Eagleburger has known for many years, and this is 
an informal lunch. 


Q While you're in that part of the world, the 
resolution on Armenian genocide and Turkey that Senator Dole 
has sponsored, has the State Department decided to take a 
position on that? Apparently the Turkish Government is just 
really upset about it and has asked the President to see that 


the resolution doesn't pass. And I was iust wondering what 
role you were taking. 


a Secretary Baker is aware of what you have just 
said. And, as far as our position, it stays where it was in 
Richard's briefing last week. I don't have anything new to add. 


Q Margaret, can you give us a situation report on 
the attack in Korea this morning and tell us what the 
Ambassador did and said? 


a Sure. Can I go through for you how we understand 
the events? 


Q Yes. 
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i Six young Koreans entered the Ambassador's 
residence in Seoul last night about 6:30 a.m., October 13, 
Seoul time. There was damage to the Ambassador's residence. 
There were no injuries to anyone. 


The six intruders, who called themselves the 
Anti-American Task Force, are members of the Seoul Area 
Students Councils association. The intruders, claiming their 
motives were to protest President Roh's upcoming visit to the 
U.S., trade issues and the U.S. troop presence in Korea, gained 
entrance to the Ambassador's residence by scaling a wall from 
the top of a car. They were armed with tear gas canisters and 
explosive devices used primarily for making noise. 


The intruders set off a tear gas grenade near a guard 
post, then the guard phoned the Ambassador to alert him. The 
intruders proceeded to the residence, broke the lock off of the 
front door and occupied the residence. They smashed windows, 
lamps and art work, and attempted to set the carpet on fire. 
The students then threw at least two explosive-—type devices 
outside the residence, apparently in an attempt to prevent 
police entry. 


after about 40 minutes, the intruders were overpowered 
and arrested by the police. American Embassy security 
officials will be working with the Korean police to upgrade 
security at the residence of all American employees of the 
Embassy to prevent a recurrence of this type of intrusion. 


Ambassador Gregg, as you know, held a press conference 
at the Embassy about three hours after the attack. The 
Ambassador said that he and Mrs. Gregg remained confident of 
the friendship between our two countries and peoples and that 
American residents should not change their attitude about 
living there. 


The Ambassador and Mrs. Gregg stayed at the residence 
last night and will soon be enroute to the United States as 


planed for President Roh's visit. 


Q You made the comment about upgrading security. 
The United States Government, in particular the State 
Department, has spent literally millions of dollars in the 
last, say, five years or so to upgrade security at U.S. 
Embassies abroad. 


a That's correct. 


Q There was @ major, major program underway. Was 
this an instance in which improvements that have been made 
recently didn't work as advertised, or was this a case where 
the improvements hadn't been made yet? I mean, is there any 
explanation as to why someone would be able to climb on top of 
a car and essentially go over the top of the wall at the U.S. 
Ambassador's residence in @ nation where anti-~American 
sentiment has been high for years? 
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A I don't know, Ralph, what security was at the , 
Embassy in the previous years, what upgrades have been dune. I 
do know that we don't discuss specifically what security 
adjustments we do make. 
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I know that our security officers will be working on 
the necessary adjustments and upgrades to ensure the security 
of all Embassy employees. But I can't answer for you, and I'm 
not sure if anybody has done an analysis of “we did this last 
year and it didn't work, or we should have done this." I don't 
know if they've done that yet. 


Y Do you think the South Korean Government did 
everything they should to protect the security of the residence? 


a Yes, we do. And Ambassador Gregg in his press 
conference spoke to that and said that he felt that the initial 
reaction of the police was very quick. 


+ When they return, will they continue to live at 
the residence, do you know? 


A They spent the night there last night. 


Q Yes. But the question has come up from Korea 
whether they consider it secure enough to remain there. 


A I haven't heard that discussed here, so I'd have 
to assume they're going to if they did last night. 


Q Margaret, is it too early for a damage estimate? 


A Nobody's done that yet, or I don't have it if 
they've done it. 


Q Does the U.S. consider the incident to affect in 
any way the visit of President Roh next week? 


A No. 

S Margaret, what about the Marine security 
detachment? [ mean, usually you have six, 12, Marines at an 
Embassy that size. I know that they're sometimes in their 
Marine house or out on whatever it is they do. 

A A little factual help for you. 

W What's the story with the Marines? 


A Marine Guards do not quard residences. They 
guard the Embassy. This was the residence. Separate building. 


y Next to the compound? Close to the Embassy? 
Across the town? 
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- Regardless of where the residence is where the 
Ambassador sleeps and lives, Marine Guards do not guard it. 
The Marine Guards guard our Embassy. I didn't look at a map of 
what the location is from the office building and the 
Ambassador's residence, but Marines are not there. 


Q My point being that if the Ambassador's residence 
is on the compound and the Marines guard the compound where the 
Embassy is, then they would be nearby. 


i) I think, if I remember from our travels with 
President Reagan, I believe this is at a different location. 


Q Try on the Middle East, on the Palestinian -- 
Q One more on Korea. 
‘ Korea? 


Q Yes. We know that the United States Government 
always supported the democratic students. But now the 
democratic students are against U.S. trade policy, so they are 
feeling some kind of Korean bashing. So what do you think 
about this Korean policy --~ because they demonstrated after 
Ambassador Carla Hills went to Korea. So do you think about 
this disorder? Secondly, does the anger reflect about this 
situation to Korea? (Sic) 


“ Ambassador Gregg had a full press conference last 
night, and I believe he addressed himself on behalf of our 
country to his feelings about this and his wife's feelings and 
as a@ government official. I don't have anything to add to what 
he said. 


Q Okay. Also the Korean newspaper reported that 
one of the causes or one of the reasons of this demonstration 
is yesterday or two days ago Ambassador Armacost mentioned 
about the U.S. Army in Korea, about the withdrawal of the U.S. 
army in Korea. Because Armacost is Japanese Ambassador, the 
Japanese Ambassador mentioned about U.S. Army in Korea, so 
Korean people are very upset because they have a very strange 
and a very strong emotion to Japan, because they were ruled by 
Japanese. So if the Japanese Ambassador mentioned about Korean 
situation, many, many Koreans are angered and upset. So the 
Korean newspaper reported one of the reasons was that. 


6 I don't know what these six individuals' reasons 
were for doing it other than the ones L've stated. 


I do not have a text of what Ambassador Armacost might 
or might not have said. We have no current plans to reduce 
U.S. forces in Korea. U.S. forces will remain in Korea as long 
as there is a formidable threat from North Korea and as long as 
the governments and peoples of both the Republic of Korea and 
the U.S. believe their presence is essential to maintain peace 
and stability on the Korean peninsula Our policy hasn't 
changed. | 


Q On the -- 
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Q Still one more on this one, Barry. Does the U.S. 
consider this incident to reflect a substantive change in the 
nature of anti-American protest in Korea, or do you consider it 
to be an aberration? Do you have any thought about whether 
this is a trend, turning toward this type of direct attack 
violence? 
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A No. We just take it as one instance that 
happened and six individuals who were actins. 


Q When the President of Egypt was here about 10, 12 
days ago, the Secretary of State said the Israelis will have a 
"chop" at the Palestinian delegation. It's a murky phrase to 


me. Now the points, as they've been reported -- and, L['m sure, 
accurately reported -- say the Israelis must be satisfied -- 

A I wouldn't be so sure. 

Q I'm fairly sure. At least I'm sure that the word 


"satisfied" is one of the points -- that the Israelis must be 
satisfied with a Palestinian delegation. Is there a 
distinction between this? Or what is it exactly that the 
United States says Israel's reservations or control of the 
delegation amount to? Do they have a veto? Do they have a 
say? Do they have a “chop," whatever that means? 


A Let me answer you in a general way, which is the 
only way I can, concerning points. I've told you we are not 
putting out the points publicly. We are continuing to try to 
bring Palestinians and Israelis together, and we think that it 
is best accomplished by private dialogue, not public posturing. 


With respect to the story that was reported today in 
the Jerusalem Post, that account does not accurately and 
completely describe the points. You should know -- let me make 
one other point -- that the United States will be willing to 
publicly release the exact text of the points at such time as 
there is agreement among the parties or it becomes clear that 
there will not be agreement among the parties to proceed in the 
manner which we are suggesting. 





Q I'm sorry. I'm not questioning --- I know nothing 
about a Jerusalem Post article. I'm simply asking, you have 
these two -- 





A It's the latest to report on the four points. 


Q Well, you have these two statements. I mean, you 
have the Secretary's statement, and you have the points, and 
this leads to the question whether -- how much -- the extent of 
the Israeli role in fashioning the Palestinian delegation. Is 
the U.S. giving Israel a veto, a say? How does it go? What is 
the U.S. position on Israel's voice in the composition of the 
Palestinian delegation? Are you working from a list from 
Mubarak? What's your position? 
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s There is no such list. There's no list anybody's 
working from. 


Q Okay. So what is the U.S. position? 


A This goes to a level of detail that ['m not 
authorized to get into. I can't get into that. But there is 
no list anywhere from anybody, and I could tell you that 
Secretary Baker yesterday talked again to Foreign Minister 
Meguid. It was too late in the day for him to talk to Foreign 
Minister Arers. And he will probably be talking to Foreign 
Minister Arens today and could be again talking to Foreign 
Minister Megquid. 


Q Does the U.S. have an answer to the Secretary's 
proposal from the Egyptians now? 


A I couldn't characterize it for you as an answer. 
I could characterize it for you as the Secretary is engaged, as 
all three gentlemen are, and they are continuing to talk to try 
to work out this framework. 


Q Does the Secretary expect the Israeli Cabinet to 
take up the issue again on Sunday at their regular meeting? 


A I haven't heard that. No one has mentioned that 
to me. 


Q (Inaudible) 

8 I don't know, Jim. I hadn't heard that. 

Q I take it that the Secretary is talking with the 
Foreign Ministers of Israel and Egypt by telephone. Does he 
initiate these calls? 

A It goes both ways. They call him. He calls them. 


Q Margaret, how did it happen today when -- or 
yesterday when he spoke with Meguid? 


A I think he placed the call. 
Q Baker did? 


A Yes. I'm trying to remember. I'm pretty sure he 
placed the call. 


Does the Secretary have a time schedule in mind 
that he would like to make public as to how long he will let 
these negotiations go on before trying something else? 


A We missed you very much yesterday, and I answered 
this yesterday. There is no time schedule. 


Q In other words, it's open-ended? 
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a There is no time schedule. 
Q In other words, it's open ended? 
A There's no time schedule. There's no deadline on 


those. There's no date certain. I went through all this 
yesterday. It doesn't have to be done by Sunday at 3:30 p.m. 
It doesn't have to be Monday the next week. It's a continuing 
process that he is very much engaged in, working very actively 
in, has been for days. The other two gentlemen also are, and 
there's no deadline on it. No timeframe. 


Q Is there any conversation between Meguid and 
Arens that you're aware of? 


Aa I don't know. You'd have to ask them. 


Q Can I ask you about the meeting itself -- what 
would go on? 


A Which meeting? 


Q Should this meeting, this three-way meeting, ever 
be set up, would it deal exclusively with the modalities of 
elections, or would it also deal with the various parties' 
desires so far as what a settlement should look like? 


A That's a very good question, and I'm positive I'm 
not authorized to answer it. (Laughter) That's without being 
flip or funny. I know I can't. Let's see if we can get this 
framework worked out and get to -- because, remember, I've said 
all along we've got to work out this framework in order to get 
to the only point we've confirmed, which is Point 5, a meeting. 


Q Yes. Well, I'm asking you what -- 
A I know what you're asking. 


Q If you understand, I'm asking you what is the 
U.S. view of how -- of what kind of -- 


A You're asking me kind of what the agenda would be 
if they had a meeting. 


Q I'm not going to ask you the outcome because you 
haven't got the outcome. 


A I'm just not authorized to say what they would be 
discussing. 


Q I just want to make sure I asked my question 
correctly. I wasn't asking you what kind of a meeting would be 
held. 


A No. You're asking kind of what the agenda would 
be at the meeting. 
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I was trying to ask you what the U.S. would like 
the meeting to deal with. 


A Without specifics, it's obvious the U.S. would 
like the meeting to help facilitate us towards getting towards 
Israelis and Palestinians having a dialogue. 


Q That doesn't even begin to answer the question. 
A You want specifics that I can't give you. 

Q No, no, you're -- 

A You just asked me. You used the word 


"modalities." That's a specific. I can't do that for you. 


Q That's right. Okay. Okay. Because the 
Palestinians have ambitions beyond a modality discussion -- 


a I understand that. 


-- and the Israelis want to limit it to 
modalities. 


A I understand all of that. 


Q And I'm asking you which side the U.S. comes down 
on. 


A I said that that was a hypothetical, and that's 
in advance and there isn't a meeting scheduled, and I can't get 
into that level of detail. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the failure of 
General foun to accept the result in Taif? 


A I don't have something specific on General Aoun, 
but I can tell you that we are disappointed by the negative 
‘comments from various elements concerning the on-going efforts 
of Lebanese Parliamentarians in Taif, Saudi Arabia. Such 
comments do not contribute to the climate of compromise 
necessary for progress and detract from the spirit of 
reconciliation necessary for the effort's success. 


We again call on all parties to support strongly the 
Arab League effort now in progress. Likewise, we urge the 
Parliamentarians to continue their important work, mindful that 
the rewards of peaceful reconciliation are within their reach. 


Q The Christian forces, or the Christian elements 
or factions, are concerned about Syria's occupation of Lebanon 
and don't feel this plan deals with it. Is it still the U.S. 
position that the Syrians should leave the country? 


A Yes. 
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Q Can I please ask you two questions on the Middle 
East? Have you inquired with the Egyptians if they have the 
approval of the PLO for these three-way talks that exclude 
Palestinians themselves? 


A I've answered that question three times this week 
by saying it's obvious the Egyptians are talking to the 
Palestinians. That's all I have to say about that. 


Q Okay, Margaret. So your understanding is that 
the Palestinians know and agree with these talks? 


A I did not say that at all. 


Q You're assuming that they are in contact with the 
Egyptians or the Egyptians are in contact with them. 


A But I didn't characterize any opinion they might 
or might not have, and I won't. 


Q Okay. The other thing is, have you been asked, 
or do you care to make any comments, about the Beit Sahour 
village in the West Bank? 


A The what? 

Q The village in the West Bank from which the 
Israeli authorities are hauling the furniture and the 
properties, etc., because these villagers are not paying taxes? 


A I'm not familiar with this. I'd have to take 
your question for you. 


Q Would you please? 
4 Sure. 

Let me get back to John's question for just a 
minute, on the timetable. You did say earlier that the 
Secretary would publicize the points, or the U.S. would 
publicize the points, either -- 

A The exact text. 
Q The exact text -- either when the sides agree to 


them or, I think you said, when it becomes apparent that there 
would be no agreement on them. 


A When it becomes clear. 
Q Okay. So a legitimate question for us to ask is, 
when it becomes clear -- when it becomes clear that no decision 


has been reached -- 


A Secretary Baker will know that, in his 
conversations with the Ministers. 


Q He'll know it when he sees it? 
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A Correct. He'll know. 


Q On what I was saying earlier, there are reports 
this morning that high PLO officials are actually expressing 
quiet negative views about the fact that they are not, or they 
have not been, consulted about the three-way talks at all. Do 
you have any comment on that? Are you aware of that? 


A My comment is the one I just made to you a minute 
ago, that the Egyptians are obviously talking to the 
Palestinians. 


Q But there is a report of high PLO officials, in 
fact, rejecting any such talks in which they are not consulted 
directly. 


Qa Well, in a period where there is heightened 
activity, it is not surprising that there may be statements or 
comments that are made by people reflecting different 
opinions. Obviously we would like to see statements that would 
be helpful to the process and not harmful, but we're not going 
to comment on each and every statement made. 


Q Margaret, same subject. Did Ambassador 
Pelletreau meet with Hakam Ballaoui today, and did they discuss 
the five points? 


4 Did he meet with him today? 
Q Uh-hum. 


A Not to my knowledge. I don't believe there was 
supposed to be a scheduled meeting. 


Q It was reported. 


a I talked to Dennis this morning. I don't 
believe, but I'll be more than glad to check for you. 


Q Margaret, in yesterday's background briefing here 
on the proposed sale of 315 tanks to Saudi Arabia, there was 
some questions apparently that weren't asked, at least, 
according to my hearing. One of them said that the tanks would 
be placed in the northeast and the south of Saudi Arabia, for 
the main part, except for a few towards the Israeli border 
where there's some kind of a training school. 


Is there any guarantee given by the Saudis to us that 
those tanks that will be moved to the parts that the good 
Colonel mentioned will never be moved to the Israeli border as 
a threat to Israel? 


A May I do this, since I believe we had five expert 
officials down here and did a 30-minute briefing yesterday: (1) 
get you the transcript and (2) if your questions are not 
adequately answered in that 30-minute briefing, get you the 
answer to your question. I am not a military expert, and 
that's why we had the experts here. 
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Q It's not a question of being a military expert. 


“ I'd rather not take your question, if you don't 
-- I mean, [I'll take your question but [I'll have an expert who 
knows this and knows the answer to your question answer you 
adequately. 


Q Another point was, as long as we're going to get 
questions for a response later, somebody mentioned that the 
Saudi Arabians have moderated the Pa) «ine Liberation 


Organization. This was confusing be »:: the PLO has death 
squads on the West Bank and Gaza who chopping limbs off 
people that they don't like. Saudi Avabia is a little more 
delicate in this business of executions -- only chops heads off 


people in public. Is this what is called "moderation?" 


A I don't have an adequate answer to your question, 
sir, and [I'll be glad to take it. I don't know anything about 
what you're talking about. 


Q Has there been any indication that Saudi Arabia, 
after 41 years, will recognize that there is such an existence 
of a state known as Israel? 


4 You'd have to ask the Saudi Arabians that. I 
don't speak for them. 


Q Doesn't the United States have an opinion as to 
what this is. 


Q Come on, Joe, give us a break. 


Q Well, I'm giving you a break. If we get an 
answer to this, we have a big break. 


A I don't have an answer for you, sir. 
Q Margaret, do you have any answer to the Los 
Angeles Times story this morning about a decision being made to 
ypass extradition concerning foreigners wanted in the United 
States by nailing them without going through the -- 


a This is the FBI-Justice Department -- is what 
you're asking me about? 


Q Yeah. 


i Yes, I do. Let me break this into two parts for 
you. 


First, we understand that the Office of Legal Counsel 
at Justice prepared an opinion some months ago on the question 
of whether the FBI has legal authority under domestic U.S. law 
to arrest persons in other countries. If you have any 
questions about the opinion, you should ask Justice. 
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Second, it's important to isolate the above question 
of whether domestic legal authority might exist from the 
question of whether the President will, in fact, authorize the 
use of that authority. 
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In any given case, the President must weigh his 
responsibilities for managing both foreign affairs and law 
enforcement. 


Q Margaret, it seems to me this comes under State's 
purview in a sense that the United States in the past has 
reacted rather energetically when foreign states have attempted 
to exercise similar rights on United States soil. And given 
the sort of rule of reciprocity in these cases, I wonder if 
this hasn't come by somebody's desk upstairs on the seventh 
floor and whether or not -- 


A Secretary Baker had a meeting this morning with 
Judge Sofaer who you know is the Department's Legal Counsel. 
Judge Sofaer has been involved with this -~ I believe he said 
for about the last four weeks. Judge Sofaer is on top of this 
for the Secretary, and the Secretary does personally know about 
this. 


Q But does State have an opinion on it? 


fi The Secretary, to be perfectly honest with you, 
just learned of this this morning. 





Q From where? 
A From the Baltimore Sun. 
Q Margaret, Judge Sofaer has been the Reagan 


Administration's sort of expert on this area of the law for 
quite come time and has testified hours and hours in the last 
Administration. His testimeny has been quite different from 
this. He is somebody who has said it would be nice if we could 
go and get these people -- 


A Whose testimony? 


Q Judge Sofaer, the Legal Advisor -- it would be 
nice if we could do this. But he has said time and time again 
that even in situations such as Lebanon, wherc no state is 
really in authority in many cases, essentially there was not 
authority to do this and we shouldn't do it. So he is -~— the 
past Administration had basically an opposite policy. 


A I don't know what the past policy was. Judge 
Sofaer served in both Administrations. Judge Sofaer personally 
approved and cleared the guidance I've just given you. So I 
don't know how to answer your question. 


Q Well, besically, Judge Sofaer -~— in the past, 
everything he's ever said on this subject is diametrically 
opposed to this Justice Department ruling. 
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= What I'm not going to get into is what Judge 
Sofaer has been dealing with, and I believe the gentleman's 
name is Barr of the Justice Department. He has been involved 
in this for four weeks. 


Today, right now, this is what the State Department 
was or is prepared to say concerning this subject. ['m not 
trying to intimate that Judge Sofaer has changed his opinion at 
all from what it was in the past. 


Q Margaret, the Justice Department ruling probably 
is four months rather than four weeks old. Are you telling us 
that Judge Sofaer was not consulted before the ruling was made? 


4 I didn't ask the Judge that question. I will ask 
him. 


Q If not he, if anyone at the State Department was 
consulted on this ruling before it was made. 


A I'll ask. 


Q Margaret, did your statement say that the Justice 
Department had concurred in this opinion created by the Office 
of the Legal Counsel within the Justice Department? Is this 
something supported by the Attorney General, or was your 
guidance intended to suggest that this is an opinion drafted by 
an office within the Justice Department? 


a) I can't speak for Justice. I can't speak for 
whether the Attorney General -- I don't know where the Attorney 
General is on this. 


Q But you did speak for Justice when you read -- 


A I said we understand that the Office of Legal 
Counsel at Justice prepared an opinion some months ago on the 
question of whether the FBI has legal authority under domestic 
U.S. law to arrest persons in other countries. If you have any 
questions about the opinion, you should ask the Justice 
Department. 


Q Then you went on, essentially, to say that even 
-~— without telling us what that opinion was, you said that even 
if the opinion said the FBI does have the authority to do so, 
we, as reporters, should separate the question of whether that 
office of the Justice Department had that opinion and whether 
the President of the United States chooses to enforce that. 


A The President must weigh his responsibilities for 
managing both foreign affairs and law enforcement. 


Q The President, in the case of Panama, has been 
very straightforward and blunt about his desire to enforce the 
law, including this morning when he just said that he can't 
trade off the idea of getting Noriega prosecuted on the drug 
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charges. Should we weigh that into the factor, too, and say 
that at least on the issue of Panama, it's well known that the 
President feels strongly or seems to be tilting toward the side 
of enforcing the law as distinct from a foreign policy 
consideration? Or are you signaling us that on this question 
of extradition, his feelings are somewhat more ambivalent? 


A No, I'm not trying to signal that. I'm just 
saying what -- to be honest, and you know the lawyers here told 
me. I am not a lawyer; I do not know every knit-and-tiddle of 
this. I'm trying to do the best that I can. This is what the 
lawyers have told me. 


i've told you what Secretary Baker's involvement was. 
To my knowledge, this was brought to his attention this 
morning. He immediately met with Judge Sofaer. I don't know 
what Judge Sofaer is doing after his meeting with Baker today. 
I don't want to innocently say something that is a misstatement 
in an area that [ obviously don't have an enormous amount of 
depth in. 


Q Margaret, may we move onto central Europe? 
Assistant Secretary -- 


Q One more on this. Margaret, how quickly may we 
have the State Department's opinion on this issue? 


i I don't know. I'll ask Judge Sofaer. 


Q Let me ask you this question: Is it the State 
Department's view that the Government of Iran has the right to 
arrest persons in the United States under Iranian domestic law? 


A I'm not a lawyer, and I'm not going to answer 
that. I'll take it and give it to Judge Sofaer. 


Q (Inaudible) 
a He is. 


Q Can you tell us something about the meeting 
yesterday between Assistant Secretary Schifter and the 
Czechoslovak Ambassador? 


a I don't have much specific to tell you except, as 
you know, I said yesterday it was a specific request that the 
Secretary made of the Ambassador after his meeting with the 
Foreign Minister in New York. They discussed human rights, as 
they had intended to do. As far as if they're going to meet 
again or not, that is not settled. I don't have an answer for 
you if they're going to meet again. 


I'm sorry. Yes, I do. I'm sorry. They might meet 
again in early December. . 
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Q And I understand Schifter suggested upgrading the 
humun rights group, which has existed for a couple of years. 
What was Houstechky's response? 


“ I don't know what their response was. Since we 
have Ambassador Schifter meeting with him -—- in the first 
meeting, we obviously had upgraded it ourselves. I don't know 
the answer to if he asked them, “Let's upgrade this," etc. But 
I do know that he is considering meeting with him again in 
early December. 


Q With the Ambassador here in Washington? 


a [I don't know specifically with who he's going to 
meet. 


Q Do you know any specifics of the human rights 
cases that were discussed? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Whatever happened to the idea of setting up joint 
working groups? You remember that leftover from a New York 
briefing -- 


a That was established in 1986. I believe it was 
called the U.S.-Czechoslovakian Humanitarian Affairs Working 
Group. It was established in 1986. 


Q How often does it meet? Because you remember the 
briefing we both were at in New York when an anonymous State 
Department official, reporting on the first meeting at that 
level in 1]l years, said that the Czech Foreign Minister would 
take back with him a U.S. proposal that there be periodi: 
meetings of these human rights working groups. 


i) It wasn't periodic exactly, Barry. It was that 
maybe we should really get serious here and get down to work. 


Q Institutionalize it. 


rs And so based on that, Secretary Baker came back 
and called Ambassador Schifter, who we all know is head of 
human rights for this Department in our government, and said, 
"I want you to focus on this; I want you to get going; I want 
you to work on this." He had his first meeting yesterday. 


As I've said. there was a tentative agreement reached 
for a meeting of the humanitarian affairs working group in 
early December. That's all I know about this subject. 

Q Do you know of any results the last time around? 

i) From yesterday? 

Well, four or five people were let out of prison 


y 
the last time you elbowed the Czechs a little bit on the 
subject of human rights. 
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- Since yesterday's meeting, I don't know of a 
result. 

Q Things sometimes move fast. Look at the Soviet 
Union. 

Q (Inaudible) 

. I don't know. 

Q You can't, at this point, point to any results, 
right? The Czechs haven't agreed to -- 

“ I think they just met yesterday afternoon, Barry. 

Q Okay. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on that incident 
in Lisbon in which some of our people were involved? 


rs No. I referred that yesterday over to the 
Pentagon. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything or do you know 
anything at all about threats that were received sometime this 
morning at a Phoenix radio station by a man with supposedly a 
Middle Eastern accent saying that there was a hostage situation 
-- something to do with an American base? Do you know anything 
about the story? 


a Never heard of it. 
Q Thank you. 


a Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 


S0 








TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October 13, 1989 
OCCUPIED TERRITORIES: BEIT SAHOUR TAX STRIKE 


Q: Do you have any comment on measures taken by Israeli 
aluthorities to enforce tax regulations in Beit Sahour (Bayt 
suh-HOOR)? 


A: ACTIONS WHICH CONTRIBUTE TO CONFRONTATION AND 
MISTRUST BETWEEN PALESTINIANS AND ISRAELIS DO 
NOT ADVANCE THE PEACE PROCESS. 
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YUGOSLAV PRIME MINISTER'S MEETING WITH SECRETARY BAKER 





DURING HIS MEETING TODAY WITH YUGOSLAV PRIME MINISTER ANTE 
MARKOVIC, THE SECRETARY REITERATED THE PPESIDENT‘'S SUPPORT FOR 
THE YUGOSLAV GOVERNMENT'S MARKET-ORIENTED ECONOMIC REFORMS AND 
FOR ONGOING EFFORTS TO MOVE TOWARD GREATER DEMOCRATIC PLURALISM 
THROUGHOUT YUGOSLAVIA. THE SECRETARY SUGGESTED THAT IT COULD 
BE USEFUL TO EXPLORE THE PQSSIBILITY OF A COOPERATIVE PROGRAM 
TO MAKE U.S. EXPERTISE IN MANAGEMENT, FINANCE, AND ECONOMICS 
MORE WIDELY AVAILABLE IN YUGOSLAVIA. MR. MARKOVIC WELCOMED 
THIS SUGGESTION AND OFFERED THE COOPERATION OF THE YUGOSLAV 


GOVERNMENT. 
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Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON LOGISTICS FOR COSTA RICA TRIP 
October 13, 1989 
The Briefing Room 
3:10 P.M. EDT 






This is a logistical briefing on Costa Rica 
-- San Jose, Costa Rica, on October 27th and 28th, later this month. 
I guess we'll start out by saying that the scedule as we know it 
today, that is current. That reflects all negotiations between all 
the different governments and Costa Rica. Some further changes are 

, and as those come in, we'll make sure we get them to you. 


Q In terms of? 


a aed Participation. As you'll see when we go 
through on some o events, who's speaking, when and where. 
That's still to be determined. Press coverage is to be determined on 
at least one event. And -- well, that's pretty such it, I think. 


Q Isn't he supposed to have a lot of bilaterals? 


i: As of now, we were told that there would be 
no bilaterals on this trip. 


Q We thought there were going to be a whole slew of 
them. Have they been -- 








Initially, we were told to plan for those, 
and then by the time we went out on our pre-advance, we were told not 
to build in any time for bilaterals. 


Q Do we cover plenary sessions or is there any press 
presence during the meetings? 


: I guess looking at this from a time 
sequence, you all can that on your own and then just let us know 
later on if you have any questions. So to jump right into that, 
there is coverage of the very first session the day we arrive, which 
starts at 11:00 a.m. and ends at approximately 12:15 p.m., 12:30 p.m. 


Q Full-time? 


That A a =: is at the Hotel Cariari, and 
it involves al participants. But the structure as we know it 
today would be President Arias would make the welcoming remarks and 
then -- not in this particular order -~ President Bush may speak, 
Prime Minister Mulroney may speak, a representative of one of the 
Latin American countries would speak, and ea representative ef a 
Caribbean country. So total, oy. Ag five eee And again, I 
emphasize that is not necessaril n which they would 

- We will have that, ~~ My as soon as we get that we 
will pass that out to you. 






That would be the only time they'd have any press 
cover in one of the sessions. The second session later on in the 
day, after lunch, is a closed press. They're billing that as a 
working session. 
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Q That 2:55 p.m. one, you mean? 

RGSS: Right. And I'm not sure about official 
photographers. y, each country will have an official 
nel there. 


"@ It's strictly limited to two days and strictly Costa 
Rica, right? 


ee 


Q Does he have any speeches other than that opening 
remarks -- welcoming remarks? 


: President Bush? Wo. No, that's it. Even 
the second day when -- right now they're planning on a speech at the 


Democracy Plaza. It's a speech by President Arias, with the other 
heads of state, heads of government in attendance. 


What about a press conference? Joint or -- 


° ANTE None planned, none scheduled, no. 


No bilaterals at all? 


— As of this time, no bilaterals. 


Q The pre-advance pool report says there would be a 
lot. Is there a change since -- 


ROS: It is not a change since that. At that 
time, we told folks the bilaterals would not be taking place. We 
knew it for that trip. 








Q It's in there. She has several bilaterals scheduled 
the first day. , 


WR: oxay. 1°11 check with suria. 


Who does toasting at the state dinner the first 
night? 


: Right now, they again -- the Costa Rican 
government has not told us who would be participating in that 
speaking part. We know that President Arias would be. Whether there 
would be return toasts, they were not prepared, at least at this 
time, to tell us that. For the dinner at the National Museun. 


Q Ie Nicaragua invited? 


Q The translation facilities in the filing center -- 
do they plan to have everything translated? 


think they were eet on four languages simultaneously. There 
will be outlets for equipment to plug into. Now, I don't think -- I 
know they're not eaten | to have a PA system set up there for that. 


We're also looking into how extensive they're goliy .- 
take that. Will they run thet to the filing center? - There's an 
international filing center and then there's the White House Press 
fil center, as well as closed-circuit TV for the session that is 
7 the press. We're working on getting that also piped into the 
filing center 






Yes, everything will be translated. I 


Participants so far -- I don't have a list of everyone 
that has accepted. The last time we were there for the pre-advance, 
I think they said they had 16, which included Nicaragua. 


Q Tell us about pools on the two days. How many -~- 
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ec An expanded pool on arrival which we'll put 
in the to the Cariari. Minimum of a pre-set 


pool inside the first session room at the Cariari. The 

reason for that is they're capecting Seno 5.580 press. The room will 
only hold -- in their minds they think the room will hold 

imately 500 or 600. I th if we get 300 in there tightly 
we'll be lucky. If we don't pre-set and try and rely on the travel 
pool, the travel pool will be probably one o: the last people into 
the room which means most of the spaces, if not all, will disappear. 
So we're counting on pre-set right now. 


Chris Molineaux is do the trip and he went down this 
afternoon, so we should have soneth by mid-next week on some firm 
numbers 


So travel pool can't do the 11:00 a.m. event? 


UUM, roe corre 


; Q Okay. Anything else? What about the rest of the 
day? Is there any need to double pools? 


RW: The dinner that night at the National 
Theatre. 


Q Can't the travel pool do that? 


WANS. Travel pool will not be having any coverage 
that evening. 


Q Why? 


RN: When they arrive they'll be stuck in the 
motorcade. 


Q Why? Why can't they? I mean, we don't have a whole 
-- we're not octupuses. Why can't we move -- 


t I understand that. And believe me, we went 
over this with the government. We've told them, and we will continue 
to work on that. We've told them we do not have the assets that 
maybe some of these other countries that are right next door could 
bounce in with. Their point is the National Theatre, with all these 
visiting heads of state coming in one door, there's not going to be a 
way to bring in groups of press into the building, so they want a 
pre-set group inside. 


Now, the a group in for the dinner is going to be, 
at this point anyway, — They have not locked into any 
muabers and ve're continuing push them up on what can fit into the 
room. But they gen Fe ght ey. about having it pre-set, a group 
already ad int the building prior to any of the arrivals, which 
meens you would hove te be in 5 ace about an hour to an hour and a 
half before. If they just ost 20 heads of state and give three 
minutes per arrival, t's an hour from the point the first one 
arrives till the last one. 


Now, they have a photo position outside across from the 
theatre which -- I mean, from coverage standpoint, for total coverage 
it’s good, but it won't allow much. And we're working on an inside 
the gate position -- still outside of the building, but inside the 

te with a such clearer shot for a pool. And what that will allow 
s as the heads of state pull up you'll see everybody get out of 
their car and walk by. And then the greeting by Arias takes place 
inside the building. 


Q On the second day, could you tell us about the pool? 


KOs | The second day? Right now that's one of 
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the events that press coverage has not been determined is for a 
breakfast early in the morning hosted by the Costa Rican political 
parties. Most likely, that would be travel pool if they open it up. 


Q When you found out there weren't any bilaterals, 
what was the reason you found out? Because we do have a whole list 
of them under the -- when the pooler went along on the advance trip. 
I mean, is there -- 


Are you sure that list wasn't -- I have not 
seen her report yet, but is it a list maybe of the participants to 
the event, as opposed to participants in proposed bilats? 


Q No. She says 12:31 p.m., private time, bilaterals 
planned at Cariari Complex. And also at 5:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. -- 
this is both Friday -- more bilaterals expected. 


: Well, the only thing I can think that she 
would have gotten that from is we told them that, eas of now, 
officially all the bilaterals were off. But given past experience -- 
and, again, we give all this on pure background information on these 
trips -- but given past experience, bilats have all of a sudden 
surfaced. And it's possible that she took that literally thinking we 
were going to do it. But right now there are no bilaterals planned. 


Q But you'd still say there's a good chance that 
they'll surface? 






SNS: I mean, that's my guess, to be honest with 
you. And obviously, if you're going to guess, they're going to be 
scheduled in times where there's currently down tine. 


Q Does it still stand that you don't expect a 
communique? 


There will be no signed document as of 
today, and I don't expect one to come up. 


Q Where does he go when he gets back, SN? «where 
does he go when he gets back, please? 


SANNNNRNE: «to the states? 


Q Yes. It says RON White House, but is that going to 
be a Camp David weekend? 


: At that point, that’s still to be 
anning on him to come back here to Washington 
That's the way the schedule reads. 


Q Any arrival statement? 






determined. ‘re p 
and stay the night. 


Q Do = know if he's going to just skip from Andrews 
straight to Camp David? 






but it's just -- I 


There's been talk of his = up there, 
P 
point; it's just talk. 


‘'t think it's even really being planned at this 





They are planning a departure statenent 
from Andrews that morning, but no plans for an arrival statenent. 


Q Five o'clock in the sorning? 


WN: It's going to be 6:35 a.m. for hin. 
SEEN: For his departure, 6:35 a.m. 


Q From Andrews? 
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CS: vos, na'en. 


There is one thing that you need to note on the speech by 
Arias -- President Arias the following day at the Plaza of Democracy. 
We've that listed in the schedule at the -- I think it's a 10:00 
a.m. t line? It's listed as expanded pool coverage. We're going 
to be flexible on that, but there's a reason for us putting that in 
there, and then we'll sit down and talk with you all and work out 
something here. 


It's an outdoor event. On one end of town is this plaza. 
On the other end of town is the airport and the filing center. 
po Mang approximately 14 miles or 14 clicks apart. Half a nile on 
ei side of that one road that gets you from point A to point B 
will be considered a secure zone. The onl ick way we can see of 
getting anyone out of that site and to a fil center is to put the 
American press in a bus and have them fall right into the back of our 
motorcade as the President leaves. He's the first one out of the 
event; we've got a 15-minute hold built in, but that is all. ;, 


If wa don't load you up and get you in 
the motorcade, then whoever is at the site if they’ press 
plane could be left behind for two, — three hours. It's going to 
take a minimum of an hour to get all heads of state out of there 
if it runs smoothly, and then all the traffic that's been backed up 
on the side streets then will just automatically spill out. 


So our thought was, we can pipe this in. The President 
is not speaking. Perhaps some folks might want to opt to cover this 
from the fil center as opposed to be at the site. in, we'll be 
flexible. Obviously, we're not going to leave anybody Costa Rica 
and take off early -- unless the press plane votes, the majority -- 


Q Does Arias have remarks? 
\ As of now, we're planning on that, yes. I 
mean, we're s mg out with WHCA the final details on that 


because, technically, they do President Bush but not President Arias. 
But we're still wor on that. 


Q They will do it in this case? 


TRAN: That's our plan. 


Q Bush does not speak? 
RES. correct. 


Q Bush doesn't speak at all on Saturday? 


RRR, correct. 


Q We have the thing at the Ambassador's Residence? 


Was: Or Saturday. But then after that event we 
do go over to the American greeting, and he'll do a regular American 
Community greeting, so there would be some remarks there. But he's 
not speaking in a speech format to the large crowd. 


Q Ie there a lot of fear about security in view of all 
these Colombian -- 











I think you'd have to give someone at 
Secret Service a call on that. We don't get involved in the security 
arrangements for these trips. 


Q Will he see Noriega in all these occasions -- the 
two plenaries and -- 


RR: «7 








Q Manuel Noriega. 


Wet: Noriega is not invited. 


..@ Not Noriega -- Ortega. 


Rw: He'll be in the room. He'll be in the 


Q Do they shake hands? Is there some kind of 


greeting? 


NSS: There is no formal receiving line for each 
head of state see each other. 





Q Dinner? 


GERRY: 90, nothing forma. 








: Yes. In March of 1985, down at the 
inauguration o Neves in Brazil, Daniel Ortega came to 
the President inside the closed session there of the swearing-in when 
they only swore in Jose Sarney, actually. President Neves never nade 
it to the swearing-in. 


Q Did he shake hands? 


NERS: I don't remember. I know they had a photo 
of them tal - I don't -- did they shake? Dave, you were there. 
Q What will the audio lines be like? 


Maximum, we're told, is like 3.5. Now, 
they know that's a lem and they are trying to work on it. It's 
not an afterthought. We brought that up on the pre-advance. Jin 
Farley I think was with us and he had asked some questions about 
that. He may have even gotten more involved with Ellis Kitchen on 
that and know what they're planning on bringing in. 


RAS. As far as now what are they going to 
Q Well, yes. As far as WHCA distribution. 


INES: We know that WHCA will provide a feed to 
the filing center for the first session because the President will be 

at some point in there, as of now. We are working with then 
and will continue to work with them to get a feed of any of the . 
remarks at like Democracy Plaza. And the remarks at the American 
Community at the Ambassador's Residence would not be fed. That's 
just covered by the travel pool. 


Q They've been fed before on other trips. 
: I think one time. But as a matter of 


course, they - But if Marlin wants it, we can do it and WHCA 
won't have a problem with it. 





provide? 









Q It appears to be the only time he's going to be off 
of that whole day. 


RRA: I understand. I understand. No, we'll 


bring it up. 
Q We can repeat the speech word for word. 








bes BING 


Q Yes, but in this case, if he says something about 
the summit -- 


Be. Sure, I understand. 


Q Wire cars with cellular phones? 


Then, obviously, if he becomes one of the 
return toasters, ve work something out there at the dinner to have 
those remarks. There are no comments at the arrival ceremony or 
Geparture at the airport -- no militia, no marching troops. Just a 
band, anthens. 






Q And he has no arrival remarks here at Andrews? 
On return? Ne, ma'am. No arrival 





statement in Costa Rica. 
Q -- arrival statement. 

Q Do you know who's going with him, by any chance? 

I sure don't. I sure don't. I's ey 


sure that would be provided to Marlin at some point, or Marlin may 
even know. 


SW: As far as Cabinet secretaries and things 
like that? We don' a list of the folks yet. We're still 
waiting for that to shake out. 

Q What's the purpose of this trip? 

So rien I do logistics and the trips’ movenents. 
Obviously, there is a purpose and I think Marlin's would be 
better prepared to answer than I would. 

Q Thank you. 

END 3:27 P.M. EDT 
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MONDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1989, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief housekeeping 
announcement to make and then one statement, please. 


There will be two background briefings this 
afternoon. At 3:00 p.m. at the White House there will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of South Korean President Roh. 


At 4:15 p.m. today, in this Briefing Room, we'll do a 
BACKGROUNDER on Secretary Baker's speech tonight before the 
Foreign Policy Association. An embargoed text of the 
Secretary's speech will be available in the Press Office at 
3:00 p.m. today. 


My statement, please: 


Secretary Baker has asked Assistant Secretary John 
Bolton to meet with the Secretary General today to discuss U.N. 
plans to implement its mandate under Esquipulas and the Tela 
Agreements. Mr. Bolton is carrying a letter from the 
Secretary, copies of which we will make available to you after 
the briefing. 


The role of the United Nations to further the goals of 
democratization and peace in Central America has been most 
welcome. The United States has a special interest in the peace 
and stability of this vital region, and we want to work 
together with the Secretary General to bring about our shared 
goals. 


We believe that it is vitally important for the U.N. 
to insist that all of the conditions of Esquipulas and the Tela 
Accords be fully implemented. For the mission to be 
successful, it is imperative that the U.N. be, and be seen to 
be, impartial. 


We have emphasized to the United Nations the priority 
of the establishment and continuing verification of democratic 
conditions and guarantees of security for those that choose to 
return to Nicaragua as the first step in demonstrating to 
Resistance members that they may safely return home should they 
voluntarily choose to do so. 


The political and security situation in Nicaragua must 
improve and accommodate Resistance concerns before they can be 
expected to voluntarily demobilize and repatriate. The Tela 
Accords require direct contacts between the Government of 
Nicaragua and the Resistance and verifiable quarantees of their 
basic rights and freedoms. 
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Respected human rights organizations have documented a 
systematic pattern of deaths and disappearances of Resistance 
members and their families. Upwards of 1,700 still languish in 
Sandinista prisons. These violations continue. 


It was recently reported that a Miskito commander and 
seven of his men were captured by the Sandinistas on October 6 
and summarily executed on October 7. The Government of 
Nicaragua must address these issues if it is serious about 
complying with the Tela Agreement. 


Sorry, it's so long. 

Q Are you still going? 

A No, I'm finished. 

Q Unless there are questions on that -- 


Is the United States threatening to veto this 
monitoring force, this peacekeeping force, at the U.N.? 


A Not that I know of. And, also, I've been told at 
12:00 noon, if they haven't already done it, the Secretary 
General's office was putting out a statement. 


Q On the letter? 


2) I think on the -- there was a little confusion 
this weekend on a story in the newspaper of a U.N. employee who 
was down there, and it would be for them to speak to it, not 
for me. That's what [ believe it will address itself to, John. 


Q We are talking about working with the U.N. 
insofar as guaranteeing a peaceful transition to democracy in 
Nicaragua and Central America. The Soviets are talking about 
working with the United States, about being co-sponsors of 
peace in the region. Shevardnadze mentioned that in Managua 
last week. Any response to the idea of working with the 
Soviets as co-guarantors of peace in Nicaragua? 


A I don't have a reaction to that specific 
proposal, just as Secretary Baker had not when he was asked. 
You know what our position is towards what the Soviet role 
should be in that region and what we, as a country, have been 
doing with our bipartisan accord. But, no, [ don't have a 
specific reaction to that. 


Q Your statement is carefully worded to say if the 
accords are going to work, certain things must happen. Are you 
implying by your statement that none of these things are 
happening? Are the Resistance people not safe? Nicaragua is 
not living up to its agreements? What are you saying? 


A I think we're just restating what our policy is 
and making sure that we're on the record that, on the 
repatriation, it does definitely involve under safe and 
democratic conditions. 
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Q Which don't exist, you are saying? 


A Today, at this moment --— at this moment in time 
-- no, but we all hope everybody is working towards that. 


Q Margaret, the United States keeps putting a great 
stress on Soviet-bloc arm shipments to Nicaragua and through 
Nicaragua and Cuba to the £1] Salvador rebels. Yet there was a 
report over the weekend that the Contras are actually selling 
U.S. arms to the FMLN. Can you confirm this, and is this 
something that would concern you? 


4 This is not a new allegation. We have no 
evidence there is wholesale selling of weapons by the 
Nicaraguan Resistance. We do not discount the possibility that 
individual members of the Resistance may be engaged in selling 
their weapons illegally, but we believe these incidents are the 
exception and not the rule and we certainly don't approve of it. 


N Are you talking two people who are doing this or 
ten people or a battalion, or -- 


A I don't know how many people, and they didn't 
characterize it for me. [ could just say there is a 
possibility, or we don't rule out the possibility, that there 
could be individual members, in the plural, of the Resistance 
who might be illegally doing this. 


Q Can you go a step further and say not only is 
there a possibility but that you know in fact that some people 
are? 


mn It would seem to me by the way that I stated that 
statement, when [ say “but we believe these incidents are the 
exception,” that that's in the affirmative. 


Q I'm still trying to figure out if a safety-net 
sort of statement, like -- 


f°) Excuse me? 


Q A safety net, like you can't rule out an eclipse 
tomorrow. But does the State Department know of any organized 
selling of weapons? Anything more than an individual maybe 
doing something? 


fs) Not that I know of And by what I believe I just 
said, I said “There is no evidence that there is wholesale 
selling of weapons." 


Q “Wholesale” goes to a number. I'm thinking more 
in terms of some sort of -- 


“ Are we aware of an individual who has a standing 
pattern of this? 


Q No, groups of individuals. These bans -- these 
freedom fighter bans -- do you have any notion that, as a 
group, things are being done in an organized way? 
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a As a group? 

~ Like Catch-22. 

a The only thing that I know that we don't discount 
is the possibility that individual members may be illegally 
doing this. 

Q Can I ask you about a human rights thing? 
Tomorrow -- 

Q Can we stay on Nicaragua? 

Q Okay. Yeah, ['m sorry. 

Q In another way, how high in the hierarchy of the 


command of the Contras those people are who are participating 
in selling arms to Salvadoran rebels? 


i) I don't know. 
“’ 
Q You mentioned the statement or statements by a 
U.N. employee in the region. Is that what the Secretary 
General is going to speak on? And do you have any comments 
with respect to that employee's statements? 
4 My statement I made this morning -- and when you 


see Secretary Baker's letter, that will address that 
situation. I said my instincts were; I cannot speak for the 
Secretary General. [I don't claim to. He has a statement he's 
making. I believe it was at 12:00 noon. I believe that he 
will be addressing himself to the same thing. 


Q Are we going to see his letter today? 


A Baker's? Yes, [I'm putting it out right after the 
press conference. 


y Oh, are you? 


a I said that, John. 


Q [I'm sorry. 

Q Do you still want the Resistance to remain intact 
as an effective fighting force until after the elections in 
February? 

a I don't have anything new to add to what is our 
standard policy on this. Nothing has changed on that. 

Q The standard policy is that they should remain 
intact? 

mo I don't have the literal exact words in front of 


me, George. ['1ll be glad to get them for you, but nothing has 
changed on that 
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+ What about Soviet weapons? Do you believe the 
Soviet assertions that they are reducing by 20 percent their 
supply of military aid to Nicaragua? 


a We've addressed this a number of times in the 
last two weeks from this podium. I don't have anything new to 
add to it. Secretary Baker said that he no longer questioned 
this in Wyoming and was on the record. [ addressed this, [ 
believe, in response to a question from Ralph on Friday. I 
have nothing new to add. 


Q Can we pick up on the Middle East? 
“ Sure. 


Q We, having gone through a weekend now -- in fact, 
an off-duty weekend so far as [Israel is concerned. 


o I hope you took time off and enjoyed it. It was 
a pretty weekend. 


Q Well, I hope they did. But I wondered if -- 
we'll leave it on phone calls, contacts -- if this is the 
opportunity to try to get into substance. 


The Israelis have made a point of trying to prevent 
PLO members from being in the delegation, and also that this 
meeting that you're trying to set up -- or the meeting with the 
Palestinians -- deal only with the mechanics of an election and 
not with the substance of the Palestinian demands. Can you 
address any of those things for us? 


a Can you please make your -- I've got a ton for 
you. You've got to make questions more specific. 


Q Well, take your time. I[ was just trying to give 
you something to swing at. 


a Which part of it are you asking me about? 


Q Well, all right, let's begin with what's been 
going on -- 


o On this weekend? 
Q Yeah, over the telephone and so forth. 


Q Can we get a reaction to Shamir's interview in 
‘ariv, Margaret? 


“ Okay, let's start with that Our understanding 
of what the Prime Minister said is: “Why go all the way to 
Cairo when both sides -- the Israelis and Palestinians -- are 
here." “after all, this would be a meeting to discuss only 
technical matters concerning the modalities of the elections.” 
“Israel would send a delegation of officials knowledgable on 
the subjects rather than a delegation of politicians." "This 
would be a preliminary stage only and it should not be 
portrayed as a major international event." 
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q And what is our reaction? 

4 Our reaction to this is that there is no problem 
with it. He's not speaking -- so there's no confusion -- of a 
possible meeting between the three Foreign Ministers 

Q "He" meaning Shamir? 

Shamir. This is about Israelis and Palestinians 


Q But he's speaking of limiting to modalities, 
which is one of the key --— 


Q But essentially what he's saying is that we don't 
need this meeting that Secretary Baker has suggested. 


rs We think he's referring to another meeting which 
does not -- the two aren't connected. In other words, if the 
Israelis and the Palestinians ever decide to sit down and talk, 
then what he is saying -- and let him interpret his own words; 
I shouldn't do this -- is you don't need 4 bunch of 
politicians.” You can use the technical expert people to do 
that meeting. That does not rule out or rule ina different 
meeting, which we are still working on, which is a meeting on 
the overall framework. 


Q Wait a minute. Wait a mine The meeting he's 
talking about is the Palestinian-[sraeli meeting that would 
precede an election, not the three-way meeting. And it's at 
that meeting where he, having followed what frens has been 
telling Mr. Baker, is asking that only technical issues come 
up, modalities of holding these elections. And Mr. Baker 
apparently is in favor of letting the Palestinians bring up 
issues. But you haven't spoken to that. And now you have an 
opportunity with Shamir, saying what he's been saying. What 
should that Palestinian-Israeli meeting be confined to? Or 
should it not be restrictive? 


i) Let me do this. Let me tell you where we are. 
Okay? 


Our discussions are continuing. At this point we are 
discussing a lot of different questions. We are discussing 
things beyond the framework. There are other issues, like 
procedures for getting the dialogue off the ground -- i.e., 
like an agenda. The issue of composition is being discussed, 
but we are not discussing lists. “Composition” does not mean 
who would come.* 


Everything we have been doing has been to try to 
implement the Shamir election proposal. What you see right now 
is a fair amount of debate. Secretary Baker's idea, or points, 
are still relevant. And the reason why you're having all these 
questions now, in our opinion, is because that framework is 
being seriously considered, discussed, and debated. 





* SEE CORRECTION ON PAGE 7. 
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Q Do you get any impression that Prime Minister 


Shamir is trying to shoot down Prime Minister Shamir's 
initiative? 


a That would be a little weird, wouldn't it? 
Q It would, but do you think he's doing it? 


4 No. We believe that Prime Minister Shamir -- 
just as President Bush, Secretary Baker, everyone -- is to our 
knowledge supporting the Shamir election proposal. 


Q Why does he keep throwing additional roadblocks 
in its way? 


. A You would have to ask him, but I don't 
characterize these as roadblocks. I characterize this as a lot 
of conversation at many different levels. It's still going 

on. I tried to explain to you that because of what the 
framework points have now generated, you now have a different 
level of questions and debates. [ gave you some literal 
specifics of things that are being discussed. Our 
interpretation of that is that this entire exercise is being 
very seriously treated. 


Q Margaret, you've told us just now --— when you say 
"specifics" about what you were talking about, you said what 
was being discussed was procedure for a dialogue, including an 
agenda. Then you said the issue of composition was being 
discussed, and you described two things that the discussion on 
composition is not. Could you tell us what the discussion on 
composition is? 


A I described one thing that it's not; I said one 
thing it was. 


Q It's not lists, you said. It's -- 


A I said we are not discussing lists, and [ said 
composition does mean who would come. 

Q It does mean? You said "does not." 

A Sorry, I mist have misspoke or either it's my 
cold. 

Q Margaret, there's a lot of balls in the air, so 


maybe we can focus -- 
A Tell me about it. 


Q -~ focus on one track in particular. Secretary 
Baker has proposed if the parties meet certain conditions 
first, a meeting in Washington. He's been engaged in a 
dialogue with Minister Arens on this for the past week. 


“ And Minister Meguid. 
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Q And Minister Meguid. Okay. 


A I should point out to you that this weekend he 
spoke more than once to Minister Meguid. He has not spoken to 
Minister Arens. Other people have been dealing with other 
officials in the [sraeli Government, and he probably will be 
speaking with Minister fArens today. 


Q My question was, where does that stand? 
a Where that stands is that he is still working on 
this -- he is still pursuing his efforts to get to -- the whole 


exercise is about getting Israelis to talk to Palestinians in 
this dialogue about elections. He is still pursuing, if it 
would be useful, this framework, which we have not ever put on 
the record but said on Friday we would be willing to put on the 
record in the exact text, to help the parties move towards or 
get to elections. 


I can tell you that he mentioned to me this morning 
that someone has said “In order to assist in bringing peace to 
the Middle East, you've got to be part obstetrician" -- the 
idea being that there will be no birth until the partners 
themselves determine it will happen. We are simply trying to 
assist and can only hope that the parties will determine that 
they want it to happen. 


Q It's a good quote. (Laughter) 

Q Margaret, you quoted Shamir extensively. 
A { did what? 

Q You quoted Shamir extensively -- 


nm Right, because there was a little confusion on 
some of the wires that we read this morning about exactly what 
he said, so we got a cabled text of what he said. 


Q I do understand. But did you detect the 
seriousness you are looking for in these phrases, particularly, 
out of his Ma'ariv interview? 


A We've never doubted that he was serious in 
supporting his proposal. 


Q Margaret, do you believe that what Shamir said to 
Ma'ariv limits [srael's acceptance of the dialogue that you say 
is the object of the ervercise, or is he just talking for 
publication? 


a Again, you'd have to ask the Prime Minister. It 
would be really highly inappropriate for me to characterize 
what he meant or said. 


Q Do you think what he said limits your options? 
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A No. We believe that we are all still working on 
the Shamir election proposal, and that's what Secretary Baker 
is engaged in. 


Q Apropos of that, though, Margaret, you seem to 
suggest that Shamir's statements this morning, which you've 
quoted, don't in any way present an obstacle, necessarily; that 
he's wrestling with this issue. But what Shamir has said is 
that essentially there's no need for a meeting in Washington. 
He has not said that in so many words. 


A He has not said that on the record that we saw. 


Q Right, okay. There's no need for a meeting in 
Washington. There's no need for a meeting) in Cairo. We and 
Palestinians living here can get together and talk about the 
modalities of elections. Both the meeting in Washington and 
the meeting in Cairo were intended to do that. 


Now he has said -- and you've quoted him as saying -- 
that there's no need for that; we can talk to Palestinians. 
Given the fact that Palestinians themselves have already said 
"We're not ready to engage in a dialogue with Israel about 
elections without the approval of the PLO," and since the 
Egyptians, the United States, and Israel have offered a 
compromise here that deportees would be involved in the 
dialogue and when Shamir says, we'll only talk to West Bankers, 
he's effectively killing that compromise as well, how can we 
stand and say, well, there's really nothing negative about 
this. He's clearly wrestling with tne issue. He's not 
wrestling with the issue. 


A That's your interpretation. 
Q He's choking the issue. 


H I can't say that. 


Q But I mean, how would you, I guess, characterize 
-—- IT want to go back, having laid that out then -- [ want on 
the record exactly how we then characterize what Shamir has 
done today? 
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A We characterize it by reading back his literal 
exact quotes that we have from our government official there on 
the ground. [ have to characterize it by saying we are not 
upset by it. We do not think it's a step backwards. 


All I can say to you is that we support the Shamir 
election proposal and we do not view that as a, for lack of a 
better word, rejection of Secretary Baker's points on the 
framework. The framework concept, or whatever, is still what 
Secretary Baker and the other Foreign Ministers and officials 
who are involved are working on and what has prompted all these 
other questions and debates. I've now told you on the record 
that they've gone now to another level of detail than they were 
in last week. [t would lead one to believe that this is very 
much still everyone engaged. 


Q Can we break what he said down into at least two 
specific things? He is saying there's no need for meetings in 
advance of Israelis meeting Palestinians. 


a I did not read that he said that. 
Q Well, that's certainly the inference. 


A I read he said “Why go all the way to Cairo when 
both sides -- Israelis and Palestinians -- are here;" our 
reaction to that statement. 


Q Right. 


A The Prime Minister didn't say they couldn't meet 
in Cairo. We have seen virtue in the Egyptian's suggestion 
that an Israeli and Palestinian delegation meet in Cairo to 
begin a dialogue designed to implement the Shamir election 
proposal. 

Q You've seen virtue, and you still do, I assume? 

a That's a correct assumption. 


Q All right. Great. Now we've got one point 
covered. How about the second point, which is when Israelis 
meet with Palestinians -- 

A I've answered that. 


Q -~ in advance of elections, the meeting should 
address the way of holding these elections. 


A No one has ever said it wouldn't. 


Q Well, no, Mr. Baker -- 


A I don't understand. I said last week that Mr. 
Baker's four points were not about a specific list of names and 
modalities. Right? 
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Q Forget names. 
a Right? So what are you asking me? 


Q I'll put it in a question form. [I think we all 
understand Shamir to be saying when Israelis meet Palestinians 
they should discuss the arrangements of holding elections. 
Does the U.S. concur that the meeting should have that limited 
an agenda? 


A I've never thought that the Israelis and the 
Palestinians, when and if they sit down and get this dialogue 
going, wouldn't be discussing specifics. I don't get it. Of 
course they'd have to discuss specifics. 


Q Well, then “specifics” isn't the word I'm really 
looking for. I'm looking for whether they should -- what the 
Israelis is saying is that since the Israelis have proposed 
elections and the elections are to lead to negotiations, when 
all issues would be open, the pre-election meeting with 
Palestinians should deal exclusively with conducting these 
elections. We're asking if that is the U.S. view? Does the 
U.S. take that limited view of the meeting? That meeting? Not 
later on. 


A I understand now what you're asking me. Right. 
And you know, now that I[ understand literally exactly what 
you're asking me, I can't answer that question for you because 
we've never gone on the record and said whether we believe it's 
going to deal with anything else. 


Q I know you haven't. 
Q Can I put the question a different way? 
A Yes. 


Does this mean that the Israelis and the 
Palestinians are going to negotiate in the absence of the 
Egyptians and the Americans? The second point -- 


A How would I be able to answer that for you? 


Q Well, a second point: Does this mean that the 
meeting, which is proposed by Mr. Shamir, will replace the 
meeting of Washington, or the two meetings will take place? 


A {'ve told you that our understanding of this -- 
but go and ask the Prime Minister -- Secretary Baker's five 
points, the fifth point of which would be, if the four points 
have reached an agreement, and he's dealt with the two Foreign 
Ministers, and so on, then it might be a good idea if we all 
get together and have a meeting. 


My understanding, from people who know, is that is 
still operative. What Prime Minister Shamir said, concerning 
Israelis and Palestinians, is it's a different type of thing, 
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is my understanding. Again, ask him, but that's our 
interpretation of it. The two are not necessarily 
interconnected even though they're both dealing with the same 
big subject, if that makes any sense. 


Q Margaret, I appreciate your view -- 
A Gymnastics. 
Q -~- or your description of what the Prime Minister 


meant when he said that there's no point in going to Cairo. 
a Right. 


Would you parse the rest of that sentence where 
he says the [Israelis and the Palestinians are already here? 
Because without getting into lists, some of the Palestinians 
that [I think everyone but Shamir wants at this meeting are not 
in Israel or the West Bank and in fact aren't allowed in. 


A And what would you like me to try to answer? 


Q I'd like you to say whether you believe that 
Shamir in this statement is saying that people who have been 
expelled from the West Bank or other members of the Palestinian 
diaspora are not going to be included in the meetings. 


A You'd have to ask him. 
Q Well, how do you read it? 


a I don't have an interpretation for you on that. 
You'd have to ask him. 


Q Margaret, let me just pursue this framework 
business for a second. The four points that the United States 
has not publicly disclosed constitute what you earlier in this 
briefing referred to as the “framework,” which you now say the 
Foreign Ministers have gone beyond discussing. 


A I've said because the framework has been so 
seriously viewed, it has prompted for the last several days the 
discussions to go to a different level of detail than was 
originally in the four points -- debate, detail -- and I gave 
you some examples. The framework -- the four points -- is 
still trying to be worked out by the three Ministers. 


Q So my question was -- I think you've just 
answered it -- if they're going beyond the framework, does that 
mean they have agreed on the framework and they're now working 
on the details -- 


A No, no, no. 


Q -~- but what you're saying is they haven't even 
agreed on the framework; they're now asking a lot of other 
questions. 
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a Because they view the framework as so serious, it 
prompted these other discussions, debate, questions; and they 
have gotten to a different level of detail. But, no, the 
framework has not been agreed to. 


Q And [ suppose you would view that new level of 
detail as being a positive development. 


a) As positive. Absolutely. 
Q The word "nitpicking" comes to mind. (Laughter) 
A We view it as positive and how seriously everyone 


is trying to get on the framework. 
Q Are the difficult points -- 
a Excuse me? 
Q Are the contents of discussions of (inaudible) 


from the framework, of which you have described for us now, 
mostly coming from the Israelis or from the Egyptians? 


A It's coming from everybody -- 
Q Even from the -- 
a -- so I couldn't characterize to you one person 


as having more input than the other. That would be 
inappropriate. 


Q Again on the Middle East, are you commenting on 
the meeting which took place between President Mubarak and 
President Qadhafi in Mersa Metruh and later on in Tobruk? 


A I have a comment on what we think about that. 
Yes. Our position on Libya, its support for terrorism and 
other regional activities involving destabilization, is well 
known. We have made known to Egypt our views and concerns, and 
President Bush and President Mubarak discussed the question of 
Libya during President Mubarak's recent trip to Washington. 


Egypt makes its decisions concerning its relations 
with its neighbors. We are confident that Egypt understands 
our position on Libya. 


Q Would you care to tell us what the Egyp’ ans said 
when you told them about your concern? Did they reser: vid 
they say -- 

n I think they know they're well known. 

Q Yeah. But, [I mean, they didn't have some 


countering argument about people you meet with, did they? 


A Not that [I remember. 
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Q Would you welcome the resumption of relations 
between the two countries? 
a I've stated our position on Libya. I've stated 


what we think about the two people meeting. 


Q What is worrying you about the meeting with 
Qadhafi -- between Mubarak and Qadhafi? What's worrying the 
United States about it? 


A I didn't say we were worried. I said that it's a 
longstanding position. You know what our position is on what 
we think of Libya and what we think of Qadhafi, and so there's 
nothing new in that. It doesn't come as a surprise to you or 
to anybody else. 

Q Has there been another PLU meeting? 

A On Friday. 

Q There was? 

A Yes. 

Q What was the question, please? 

Q A PLO meeting. 

A Bob Pelletreau. He met on Friday. 

Q Do you want to call this a meeting or a contact? 

“4 


It was an informal meeting. 


Q He didn't wear a suit? What's an “informal” 
meeting? (Laughter) 


a An informal meeting is where --~ it's more 
informal than his formal meetings is the only way [ know how to 
characterize it for you. (Laughter) And this one we 
characterize as informal. 


I'll answer your question because I'm going to get 
asked it: He specifically did not discuss the five points but 
did get into the importance of getting a dialogue underway and 
what it would take to do so. 


Q There were reports from the PLO today that the 
PLO is in fact rejecting the Secretary's five points. Doesn't 
this sort of end it right there? 


A No. We have had discussions in our dialogue 
about what it would take to get to a dialogue now between 
Israelis and Palestinians and the importance of the PLO going 
along with such a dialogue and doing nothing to block it. If 
we are ever to get the process off the ground, Palestinians are 
going to have to find a way to respond positively. 
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Q But what about this report? In other words, 


you're treating the Israeli thing as if it really isn't an 
obstacle. It in fact reflects that there's a live thing going 
on. 


A I didn't say that the PLO statement was an 
obstacle, either. 


Q No. I'm asking vou -- that's right. Exactly. 
I'm asking in a parallel way, what do you think this PLO 
statement is? Do you think it's sort of, you know, publicity 
and privately they're interested in this dialogue or -- 


Q To quote back, “We're not upset. It's not a step 
backward." Is that a parallel language that you would apply to 
the PLO, that you did for Mr. Shamir? 


a No. Because this question came at me as a 
flat-out rejection. The Shamir [thing] is talking about 
someone's quotes, so they're not two exactly equal alike. As [ 
said on Friday -- I'll say again today, and we've used many 
other times -- in a period where there is heightened activity 
it is not surprising that there may be statements or comments 
that are made by people reflecting different opinions and 
things that are said at the moment. We know of his statement; 
{ told you what our opinion is, that they need to not do things 
that block the dialogue, the Israelis-—Palestinian dialoque -- 
again which is what this whole entire exercise is about and has 
been about for weeks. 


Q Is it important the both sides don't block the 
dialogue? 


A It's important -- correct. And Secretary Baker 
has said that before, that no one should put up what he refers 
to as “deal breakers." 


Q If Pelletreau doesn't. discuss the five points 
with the PLO, who does? Or do you depend on Egypt for that? 


a Well, we went through that a little bit last 
week, and the Egyptians are talking to the Palestinians. 


Q Margaret, can I follow up for a second? Last 
week [ asked you if the United States had received from the 
PLO, through whatever means it might have received it, a 
response to the Secretary's -- 


A Points. 


-- the Baker proposal. Now that there has been a 
meeting with the PLO since -- now that chronologically there 
has been a meeting with the PLO following the creation of the 
Baker proposal, has the United States received from the PLO, 
through whatever channel -- either at the meeting or through 
any other channel -- a PLO response to that proposal? 
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A Not that I personally am aware of, and I know 
that the points were not discussed in the Pelletreau meeting. 


Q Well, you said that Pelletreau didn't discuss 
them. Did the PLO discuss them? 


A My understanding is the points were not 
discussed. Now I can go back upstairs and try to get a more 
literal thing, but [ asked this morning because I knew you all 
would ask me. 


Q Can I ask you a question on this? Why are you 
not discussing this point with the Palestinians who are the 
other party concerned in this problem? 


a Excuse me? 


Q Why are you not discussing the five points with 
the Palestinians while you are encouraging them to join this 
effort? 


A As I've said many days out here, the Egyptians 
are talking to the Palestinians. 


Q You are not speaking to them? 


a [I've said in our dialogue, Bob Pelletreau on 
Friday did not specifically discuss Baker's five points. 


Margaret, that's actually a good question, 
though, that might be worth pursuing. 


a That's a very good question. We tried it last 
week. 


Q Well, but the difference is now there's been a 
meeting. 


fa And I've said the honest truth. These five 
points were not discussed. 


Q Right. But that doesn't get to the question of 
if the United States expects and anticipates and understands 
that the Egyptians are talking to the Palestinians and the 
United States has a dialogue with the Palestinians, why would 
the United States not raise these issues with the Palestinians? 


A Because we are dealing with the Foreign Minister 
of Egypt. I have said a hundred times out here, the Egyptians 
are talking to the Palestinians; and that is just -- whether 
you agree with the decision or the mode of operating, that's 
the way it is and that's the way we're doing it. 


Q Are you in effect making a conscious decision to 
require the Palestinians to discuss this issue through a third 
party? 


a No. Let me tell you what our goal is and -- 
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Q Even though you're having face-to-face meetings 
with them. 
a You know as well as I do how sensitive, how 


delicate, how very difficult this is. And if your goal is to 
get Israelis and Palestinians to elections, you'll do whatever 
you can to get to that goal. And we are still wholeheartedly 
supporting the Shamir election proposal; and for whatever ways 
-- and you odviously are free to criticize them -- the best way 
to pursue this in several people's opinion is the Egyptians are 
talking to the Palestinians. Secretary Baker is very involved 
with the Foreign Ministers; and he is pursuing, trying to get 
to what after all Prime Minister Shamir initiated -- his 
election proposal -- and to get Israelis and Palestinians to 
the dialogue for the elections. So that's the way they're 
doing it. 


Q There's another construction that's possible. By 
not bringing it up with the Palestinians, you do two things: 
You avoid a rejection, and you don't put direct pressure on 
them. How about that construction? 


4 What? 


Q By not asking one of the parties whether they 
will go or not go for something, you for one thing avoid 
pressuring them and you also avoid news you don't want to hear, 
which is a rejection. You work through an intermediary. Isn't 
that a possible reason? You know you need the PLO to get this 
off the ground. You're on the phone with Jerusalem every 
chance you can be. Why not get the PLO on the record on this 
directly? Why go through Mubarak? 


A Our goal is to get Israelis and Palestinians to a 
dialogue. Maybe what you're suggesting might not be the best 
way to do that, and maybe this way might eventually get you 
there. For whatever reason it's the way we're doing it. 


Q You'd get an answer. 


Q Are the [sraelis requesting that the United 
States not deal with the PLO on this subject? 


a Not that I am literally, personally aware of. 

Q Can I put it in a different way, ma'am? Does 
this mean that you don't want to pass a message from the 
Secretary of State to the PLO? 


a Our channel to the PLO is Ambassador Pelletreau. 
[t's not the Secretary of State. 


Q Margaret, isn't there an inconsistency in, on the 
one hand, not criticizing Shamir for saying he doesn't see any 
need for a meeting in Cairo or somewhere and, on the other 
hand, saying -- and doesn't the U.S. not say -- that this 
Palestinian delegation would need to have deportees on it as 
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well? How can you say that you have no criticism of Shamir 
when he's saying he doesn't see a need for a meeting outside 
Israel, when he has deported some of the people that -- 


i I responded to that. [ don't have anything 
beyond how I responded about what our view is of him saying 
he'd rather meet in Israel. He didn't say he wouldn't meet in 
Cairo. 


Q Do you have anything further possibly on another 
subject? The Senate Judiciary Committee tomorrow will take up 
this Turkish-Armenia genocide matter. And I know you've spoken 
to it. 


o I have, and I don't have anything new to add 
today. 


Q And can you verify that Ambassador Abramowitz has 
been making telephone calls to members of the Committee, and 
can you explain that? 


“ I don't know about members of the Committee, but 
he certainly has called Assistant Secretary Seitz. 


Q Well, they work together; but, I mean, the Hill -- 


a The Committee? I thought you meant on the Hill. 
Q Yes. I meant on the Hill. 
A I'm unaware of him making calls to the Hill. I 


know he has definitely talked to people in this Department. 


Well, that's kind of regular. [ just wondered if 
he's lobbying the Hill. 


i) I don't know if he is or not. I haven't heard 
about that. 
Q Do you have anything on the reconciliation of 


Savimbi and Mobutu? 


is) Yes. President Mobutu and Or. Savimbi met at 
President Mobutu's villa in southern France on October 15. 
Assistant Secretary Cohen attended the meeting. The parties 
endorsed President Mobutu's role as mediator and agreed to 
continue the peace process leading to a cease-fire and direct 
negotiations. 


The United States fully supports President Mobutu's 
role as mediator. We welcome President Mobutu's and DOr. 
Savimbi's decision to continue with the peace process in Angola. 


Q Where was that meeting again? I[n southern 
France, but where in southern France? 


A I don't know the literal city. 
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Q Also, if [I may, do you have anything on a report 
in the L.A. Times on Friday regarding the State Department 
dispatching helicopters and planes to Ecuador on drugs, with 
civilian pilots? 


= No. Never heard of it. 
Q Could you take the question, please? 
” Sure. 


Do you have anything on the story about a policy 
shift concerning the Khmer Rouge? 


fs Yes. The Secretary thinks the Paris Conference 
was not successful because there was no internal solution. The 
four Cambodian factions were unable to agree on an interim 
power-sharing arrangement. He's concerned now about the 
prospect of an extended civil war with continued suffering for 
the Cambodian people. 


He would prefer, as he has stated over and over, to 
see a government without any representation by the Khmer 
Rouge. However, he thinks every effort should be made to avoid 
a bloody civil war and thus agrees that a quadripartite 
government with a minimal role for the Khmer Rouge, as 
suggested by the six ASEAN nations and Prince Sihanouk, would 
be preferable to the alternative of continued civil war and a 
possible Khmer Rouge victory on the battlefield. 


We have made clear that our ability to support any 
Cambodian Government is directly and inversely related to the 
degree of Khmer Rouge participation, if any, in it. To achieve 
any lasting result that would avoid bloodshed, the major 
players need to agree on an interim government and to use their 
influence with the factions that they have influence with to 
accept that interim government. 


Q Margaret, could you say what's new in this, 
though? I mean, this doesn't seem to be a change in policy or 
approach since July. 

oe I did 2 thing new. 

Q What was t. ut? 

a The last paragraph. 

Q Starting with which? 

a "To achieve any lasting result that would avoid 
bloodshed, the major players need to agree on an interim 


government and to use their influence with the factions that 
they have influence with to accept that interim government." 


What I can't do for you is flesh it out, but that is 
something new. 
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Q Who are the major players? 
6 Who are the major players? The Soviet Union, 


China; we have influence, without being arrogant, with a group; 
and France. 


Q But not the Cambodian parties? 


A Well, we talked to, [I believe -- unless ['m 


incorrect factually -- I know two of them. Isn't there a third 
one? 

Q You're not including the Cambodians as major 
players? 

a The major players are the people -- to interpret 


this for you, but not get into all the details for you -- the 
people who have major influence with people who are Cambodians 
-- the whole basket -- to use their influence on the people 

they have influence on to try to get to an interim government. 


Q Those words sound like exactly what we were 
hearing in Paris. 


a It's not radically different, but this is new. 


Q Is there any indication this will work better 
than it did two months ago? 


a I can't tell you there's any indication that it 
will, but [I can tell you that this is something that Secretary 
Baker did discuss when we were in New York and something that 
they're trying to see if there is room for it to work. 


Q You didn't mention Vietnam, and ordinarily State 
Department officials say that Vietnam and Hun Sen were 
responsible for the breakdown. This time you've just said 
something about the internal parties. 


a I'm talking about the future here; I'm not 
talking about the past. I'm talking about what we're trying to 
do in the future to get an interim government. 


Q Do jou consider Vietnam to be one of the major 
parties that you just went through? 


A Right. But you all are focusing on this 
incorrectly. When I say “major players," I am basically 
talking about China, the Soviet Union, the United States 
There's another layer of players who are there on the ground 
['m talking about the major players using influence on the 
players on the ground, if that helps you, to try to come to an 
interim government settlement. 


Q Would it be incorrect, to take away from what 
you're saying, that the United States is making a new effort to 
get the Soviet Union and China to agree among themselves on 
ways to influence the Cambodian factions to sort out -- 
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A I can't go quite as far as you'd like me to, but 
I can characterize it by saying that Secretary Baker has not 
abendoned the idea of trying to continue to work towards 
getting toward the internal settlement which he was for, as you 
remember when we were in Paris, when he kept talking about how 
we need a comprehensive settlement, not just the external but 
the internal. And he or other officials here on his behalf are 
still working towards that end. 


Q Have there been conversations between the United 
States and the Soviet Union and China since New York? 


7 No. 

Q Isn't that one of the reasons why Baker and why 
those four countries went to Paris, to do what you are now 
suggesting they do -- use their influence to get an internal 
settlement? 


A Yes. One of the things they did. They wanted to 
go with a comprehensive settlement, as [I remember it. They 
worked out the external. They didn't work out the internal. 


Q Now you're suggesting that the Secretary hasn't 
abandoned the idea of an internal settlement but is, I quess, 
putting more weight on the idea of an external settlement or 
something? I'm just trying to parse out what's different 
here. ['m not hearing it. 


A I understand. What I cannot do here on the 
record for you is flesh this out for you. 


Q Ms. Tutwiler, how new is this conversion on the 
part of Mr. Baker that a minimum role for the Khmer Rouge could 
be a preferable alternative? How new is this idea? 


a That is not a new idea. That's what he's been 
stating since we were in Brunei, as I remember. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on Mr. Baker's 
meeting with the Hong Kong Governor, particularly about their 
plan to kick out the Vietnamese refugees? 


A I wasn't there, but someone who was told me that 
Baker discussed with Sir David Wilson -- he met with him this 
morning, Sir David Wilson. It was a friendly meeting, and 
issues discussed included refugees, the situation in China, and 
prospects for the 1997 transition to PRC sovereignty in Hong 
Kong. That's all [I know about it. [I wasn't there. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on that story last 
week regarding a new legal opinion by the Attorney General's 
office? 


A No. The White House put out a statement Friday 
afternoon. The Secretary spoke to it around 4:30 Friday. I 
have nothing new. 
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Q Margaret, any reaction to General Aoun's 
statements in recent days in which he rejected compromises 
being worked out by the Lebanese Parliamentarians meeting in 
Taif, Saudi Arabia? 


A I don't have anything specific on him, other than 
to say that his comments and other such comments we find 
unconstructive. As we said last week, we are disappointed by 
the negative comments from various elements concerning the 
ongoing efforts of Lebanese Parliamentarians in Taif, Saudi 
Arabia. 


We applaud the courage of Lebanon's Parliamentarians 
as well as their determination to bring peace to their troubled 
country. Threats and negative comments do not contribute to 
their important efforts and only serve to prolong Lebanon's 
agony. 


Q But he's been issuing these various threats 
against the Parliamentarians. 


A Right. We find them very unconstructive. 


Q Have you conveyed these -- your views to the 
General, repeating those statements? 


A And we said they were negative on Friday, they're 
negative today, and they're unconstructive. I can't answer for 
you if there's someone who's giving them to him directly since 
we don't have anyone there on the ground. I don't know the 
answer to that literally. 


Q He keeps putting new conditions on the return of 
American diplomats to Beirut. Where are you now in those 
discussions? 


A Here. (Laughter) 


Q Margaret, any date yet for the next 
Baker-Shevardnadze meeting? 


A No, there's not, not even a guess date. 


Q Any Soviet response to the incident in Berlin, 
which we protested over the weekend and today, I believe -~ on 
the spying effort? 


a The spies? On October 14, U.S. authorities 
apprehended two Soviet military officers while they were 
meeting a U.S. Air Force airman who had been tasked by the 
Soviets to provide them with classified U.S. defense 
information. 


The two Soviets have been turned over to Soviet 
officials. The U.S. airman is cooperating with U.S. 
authorities. The U.S. Mission in Berlin has protested strongly 
to Soviet authorities in the city. 
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Q That's it? 


A That's it. For the rest of it, I'll refer you to 
the Pentagon. 


Q How about the Secretary's speech to the Foreign 
Policy Association? 


A Right. 


Q Is there a certain subject, or is it dealing with 
foreign policy in general? 


= I said on Friday that it was discussing the 
Soviet Union -- U.S.-Soviet relations -- and I said at the 
beginning of this briefing today that there will be a 
BACKGROUNDER in this room this afternoon on that very subject 
and that an advance text will be embargoed at 3:00. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at. 1:20 p.m.) 
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Q Can you give us any details about the State 
Department's anti-narcotics program in Ecuador which was 
described in Friday's L.A. Times article? 

A THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS RECENTLY LOANED TWO 
BELL 212 HELICOPTERS AND A TURBO THRUSH RECONAISSANCE 


AIRCRAFT TO THE GOVERNMENT OF ECUADOR. 


THE TWO HELICOPTERS ARE NOT MILITARY AIRCRAFT BUT 
COMMERCIAL HELICOPTERS PURCHASED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


THE HELICOPTERS AND AIRCRAFT HAVE BEEN PROVIDED AT THE 
REQUEST OF THE ECUADORIAN GOVERNMENT. THE ECUADORIAN 
NATIONAL POLICE PLAN AND CARRY OUT OPERATIONS USING THESE 
AIRCRAFT. 


SINCE 1986 THE STATE DEPARTMENT HAS PROVIDED THE 
GOVERNMENT OF ECUADOR ABOUT $1 MILLION A YEAR IN 
ANTI-NARCOTICS ASSISTANCE. 
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MR. POPADIUK: Welcome to the BACKGROUND pre-brief on the 
visit of President Roh Tae Woo of South Korea. for your 


upcoming 
information only and net for use in r sound and camera 
today's briefer is 

you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. As you 
know, tomorrow Korean President Roh Tae Woo begins an official 
working visit to Washington, and this will be his second such visit 
since becoming President of the Republic of Korea in early 1988. 


The President has seen President Roh on a number of 
occasions, most recently when President Bush was in Seoul back this 


past February. 
This visit, I think we should look at as an effort to 
move along what is a maturing rship between the United States 


and the Republic of Korea. This is a country that's had spectacular 
econosic growth at well over 10 percent a year now for more than a 
decade. It's a country that has attained a remarkable international 
stature, as we saw last summer during the 1988 Olympics. It's a 

that countries that formerly would -- other countries 
formerly would not deal with the Republic of Korea -- China, the 
Soviet Union -- have established informal relations, trade, exchanges 
of tourism, other contact. And so this is a country which is 
proceeding in a remarkable way to establish itself internationally. 


In terms of U.S.-ROK relations, there will be I think 
five areas that will be covered during the visit. First of all, our 
security relationship, which is in many ways the foundation of our 
a and has been since the end of the Korean War; trade issues, 
secondly; third, broader issues of democracy and human rights. 


Of course, as you know, in 1987 the Republic of Korea had 
a major internal transformation to democratic politics. Roh Tae Woo 
was popularly elected; a national legislature, also popularly 
elected, was created, and we have seen remarkable advances in the 
democracy and human rights areas in recent tines. 


I think there will also be considerable interest in 
relations between North and South Korea. The United States, for its 
part, has long been interested in seeing the North-South dialogue 
advance. And fifthly, I think the Republic of Korea's contact *'** 
other socialist countries -- it's so called nordpolitik policies will 
be among the issues for discussion. 


So that, in one mouthful, is what the visit is all about. 
And I'll be gled to take your questions. 


Q What about defense costs? Are they going to -- are 
we going to ask them to shell out sore? And on human rights, are we 
going to ask them to ease up a bit? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On defense issues, 
clearly the Republic of Korea is in a much strengthened position 
caneeniantio. and overall defense issues, our security relationship, 
will be a major issue of discussion. But more specifics -- no, we 
don't have a specific proposal at this stage of the game in terms of 
responsibility sharing. But that as a general topic we pursue with 
most of our allies these days; that is ways of allies who over the 
years, the decades, ae ee Se r economies, able to carry - 
more of the load, and so that a natural issue for discussion. But 
nothing more specific than that. 


Q How about human rights? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That again is an ongoing 
issue. We feel, as I indicated at the outset, that Korea has made 
really remarkable strides in that regard. And it will be an of 
ongoing discussion, but again, nothing very specific. 

Q Why not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because there -- 


issue 


Q I mean are we satisfied with what's happening there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We think, again, that 
there's been really remarkable advance. Here they have a popularly 
elected president; they have an unfettered free press; they have 
parliamentary politics with the opposition controlling the National 
Assembly. 60 have internal processes. And our 1 view is 
that democratization provides the basis for advances human rights. 


Q What about their security law? They've imprisoned 
hundreds of people under this law. Shouldn't we talk to them about 
revising that or banning that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is an area 
where cyain we have expressed our concerns, but they seem to be 
managing this pretty well on their own. 


Q I know of ing out of the country of late that 
that there's some criticism of President Roh for the rate at 
which improvements in the human rights area is ay -- that 
while they seemed to be going at a fairly steady clip for a while, 
within the past six months or so it's slowed down considerably. Do 
you find that -- do you plan to discuss that with hin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, I'm sure 
that the issue of human rights in a ral sense will come up. But 
if you look at what's ha in this country over the last even two 
or three years, they really have made « major breakthrough. And so 
the spirit will not be one of major criticism, but rather interest in 
the advances they are making. The issues you raised about their 
security law, the dissidents obviously are part of the picture, but 
we think it has to be put in the perspective of open. a remarkable 
change just with the democratization of their politics. 


Q But you're saying we're satisfied to be a little bit 
pregnant. I mean why is it if the people seem to be complaining 
about this, that we don't put our oars in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say we don't 
put our oars in. 


Q You say, well, we're pretty happy with what they've 
done. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The impression should 
not be of complacency. But I think we have to again give us a sense 
of balance. You know, one of the dimensions of democracy is you're 
never satisfied and the essence of it is public criticism. But the 
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fact is the institutions are there; the structure within which the 
people themselves can raise criticism and get issues out in the open. 
I think we have to keep that as the big picture. And, yes, of 
course, there are issues that people want to raise, but again, they 
have a framework within which they're doing it. 


Q You kind of went by the second item rather quickly 
-- trade. What exactly is the administration going to bring to the 
President's attention on that issue in terms of opening markets more 
and so forth? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are a range 
eof issues related to the fact that the South Koreans, Republic of 
Korea is our seventh largest trading partner. We have a trade 
imbalance with them, but it is fairly modest and it's going down. I 
think it is go down from something over $9.5 billion to about $7 
billion we anticipate this coming year. 


We have been able to avoid them being designated as a 301 
country because they have made certain market-opening adjustzents; 
they've revalued the won. And we are resolving a number of issues 
such as, for example, we've just signed an agreement on drift net 
f to try to minimize resource depletion in their area. At the 
same t , there are continuing issues -- for example, 
telecommunications. We import about $500 million-worth of 
a ccmmeeaeg equipment and want to see greater reciprocity on 
their part. 


Agricultural imports -- again, a very sensitive area, as 
it is in many countries. We would like to see then 
ae Se eee Wee ee. 6 ee looked at their 

ing of that issue. We feel that's 

agriculture does not produce enough to meet domestic demand. And so 
if there was market opening it would not only meet 
but also would lower prices and provide something to the Korean 
consumer that they don't have to their level of demand. 
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There are a few other items. But so, we can identify 
, — areas. On the whole, however, the trend is in the positive 
on. 


The other point I might make is that one of the things we 
will be 1 to discuss with them is this effort at increasing 
Pacific economic cooperation. And as you may know, Secretary Baker 
will be going to Australia in early November, where Australian Prime 
Minister Hawke will be wey a multilateral ministerial meeting to 
look at ways of institutionalizing forms of economic cooperation. 


The Republic of Korea has offered to host a third in what 
will be a series of meetings on this topic, designed to see about 
promoting greater market openness and cooperation on issues like 
—— infrastructure, pollution, other kinds of regional resource 
trede issues. 


Q I'd like to ask you two questions about security 
issues. What is your estimate of the North-South security situation? 
Have there been any recent changes, either in North Korea or in South 
Korea, which have affected the military balance as you ses it in the 
Korean Peninsula? And secondly, is the United States prepared to 
give some fairly explicit assurances to President Roh about the 
Saw ewe te of U.S. troops or security guarantees with regard to the 
Peninsula 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no question but 
that our commitment to the security to the Republic of Korea remains 
firm, unaltered and will be sustained. And it's an issue that we 
will continue to discuss with the South Korean leadership 


One of the reasons it is a matter of ongoing concern is 
that we have not seen developments in the North which are at all 
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reassuring. North Korea continues to modernize its military forces. 
have forward deployments and substantial margins of advantage in 
ery and rocket launchers, tanks, combat aircraft in a way that 
to constitute a significant threat to the South. They have 
400,000 more men under arms than the South. They spend 
somewhere -- 20 to 25 percent of their GNP, whereas the South spends 
only, what, five to six percent. The North, which is a signatory to 
the nonproliferation treaty, has yet to institute a full-safeguards 


arrangement through the IAEA. 


So you can list quite a range of things in terms of the 
balance or the behavior of the North that constitute a matter of real 
concern. So we don't see at this moment a situation evolving which 


Q You put it in a kind of double negative -- we do not 
see developing a situation that's reassuring. Do you see a situation 
that is disturbing, or troubling, or whatever? I don't want to put 
words in your mouth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- background coming 
out. 


Q How would you put it if you take out the double 





negatives? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have a mixed 
situation. The North and South have fitfully tried to get a dialogue 
going. One of the things that President Roh has tried to promote, as 
you know, on September llth he put forward a reunification program 
for forming a commonwealth and he's trying to get high-level talks 
started with the North. That is a track that hopefully will lead in 
the direction of a reduction in tensions. We hope that we will see 
some more advance there. But the North has not been receptive. 


At the same time you have the military track. I don't 
want to make it sound too negative, but at the moment, there are 
these matters for continuing concern and not the kind of momentum in 
the — dialogue that we feel is essential to really reducing 
tensions. 


Q So can you give us a more complete picture about 
U.S. policy with regard to American troops? What I'm asking, what is 
your -- the administration's plan? Do you want to withdraw them, but 
now is not the time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, don't think of it 
in terms of just troops and numbers of soldiers over there. The 
issue is security. And what I've said is that we don't see a 
remarkably ing security environment. We don't see discussions 
of, for example, confidence-building measures or the kind of 
interaction that the Soviets, having put forward a range of 
proposals, are now engaged with us in a very concrete way on matters 
of European security. We don't see that kind of a dialogue yet 
emerging in Korea. 


So, therefore, the idea that, well, we should think about 
withdrawing troops is not the way we're posing the problems. As you 
may know, there are -- there's a Senate Nunn-Warner amendment that 
as the administration to evaluate the situation in Korea where 
next April we have to put forward a report. And it lists a number of 
issues that will be evaluated -- we're in process of looking at -- 
that relate to things like troop presence, cost sharing arrangements, 
command and other arrangements where the North is able to play more 
of a leadership role in its own security than it's done in the past. 
And so all those issues will be -- 


Q In the South. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, in the South 


> end these issues will be analysed. But the issue is not one of 
oh, how can we get our troops out? We're just not approaching it 
that way. in, for the reasons I've indicated in terms of the 


security env ° 


Q But your policy is, keep everyone there until things 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, keep the security 
environment as it has been. I mean, this is a situation where since 
1953, despite high levels of tension at certain points and a 
continuing ermed confrontation, there hasn't been full-scale war. 
And our objective is to maintain deterrence and if there are ways we 
can do that at lower cost with a different command structure, 
different roles and missions for the forces of the two sides, then ve 
will do that. We're not iccked into any specific numbers of 
individuals or weapons, but we are fully committed to the security of 
the South, to maintaining deterrence. 


So you can cut back on troops and still maintain 
security? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That could be one 
outcome of a review. 


Q What's the troop level now and has there been any 
appreciable decrease over, say, the past five years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's 40,000 troops. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's 43,000. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's 43,000. 

Q And it's been static for how long? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's crept up over -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Quite awhile. But I 
mean, it's been in that range for well over a decade. 


Q Do you anticipate any commitment from President Roh 
to assume a greater share of the security burden? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll just have to see 
what comes out of the discussions. I mean, that's one reason why 
it's always nice to have presidential visitations. 


Q Is he going to be asked to assume a greater share? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look, I think he 
knows from hearing what's being said up on the Hill that there's 
ter interest in allies sharing part of the load. So that's an 
ssue that's clearly on the agenda with all of our allies. 


Q Could you expand on your previous point? The Senate 
is concerned, for example, about a high administrative component in 
Korea -- high tail-to-tooth ratio. Is that what you're talking about 
-- reconfiguring or will you be talking with the South Koreans about 
reconfigur that type of ratio so we may have administrative troops 
coming out, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's clearly an area 
that could be part of the adjustment. As you know, the Korean 
government asked us to work out a new arrangement on the Yongsan Base 
and that is something that we're working on. So all of these 
elements of our defense relationship are up for reassessment. But it 
is, again, within a context of an undiminished commitment to South 
Korea's security. 
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Q But could that commitment then be more offshore? 
Because one of the key commitments we have is air cover -- strategic 
air cover for the country. Could that be something that would be 
accomplished in Okinawa or the Philippines then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Generally, the security 
of the Peninsula is something that is self-contained within the 
framework of the Peninsula itself. 


Q Sir, you said the fifth item of discussion was South 
Korea's relations with socialist states. Could you elaborate on 
that? What is our interest in that? Why are we involved at all? 
Why are they seeking -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our general view, as if 
you can break down the sharp confrontation that has characterized 
East-West relations over the post-war period and, in Korea, the sharp 
confrontation across the DMZ, that is something that helps to reduce 
tensions. And, as I indicated at the outset, the fact that China, 

and now a number of East European states have moved 
to establish trade and now diplomatic relations with South Korea 
helps to move things in that direction. 


Hungary has established diplomatic relations. There is 
Poland or Yugoslavia moving in that direction. So 
to ease the sense of confrontation. And it obviously sends 

a signal to North Korea about the trend of events. 
we 


So support the so-called nordpolitik. the 
eee Sieearan, © Ses sp > Seeees SS Ole again, a dialogue 
going between North and South, which is, again, something that we 

and hope we see advance. As part of that, as you probably know, 
th North Korean diplomats. There have been 
They have not gone very far, but that is 
see the lines of confrontation 


Q I want to get something clear here. You were 
talking about it before you made reference to the Nunn-Warner 
amendment. Is this notion of reviewing the security arrangenents 
with South Korea, with the idea of ma making some change in the 
structure, something that is ongoing the administration or are you 
waiting to be asked by the Senate to do it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I began by saying 
was that the security -~- the threat from the North has not 
may eee ney | eased. If ——- it's going in the other direction. 
The Senate is clearly interes in us taking a review of the 
situation, which is fine. We're in the process of taking a review. 
But I don't want to prejudice the outcome of our overall evaluation 
r= — creative ideas we might come up with in terms of the security 
situation. 


But, again, the fundamental point is we want to maintain 
deterrence. We have not seen the kind of developments on the Korean 
Peninsula that we have seen, for example, across the line in Europe 
between NATO and the Warsaw Pact, and we will saintain our at egy 
presence and our commitment and want to see the kind of reduction in 
tensions that we've seen in Europe. We don't see those yet. 


Q Am I correct that the South Koreans are now going to 
2 for U.N. membership, and if so, how much does the U.S. 
support t? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We fully support their 
interest in U.N. membership. 


Q How about Worth Korea? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have always been in 
favor of joint admission and joint -- indeed, joint recognition, or 
dual cross-recognition. 


2 And the prospects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really -- I'm not sure 
that that's going very far this year at the U.N. Do you have any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.N. issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, in terms of Korean 
membership. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're working with a 
. = they're trying to build support for the variety of 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't give you a 
judgment on what the prospects for support are. 


Q Is anything going to be decided -- 
Q Anything signed? 
Q ~~ @uring this meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't expect -- it's not 
that kind of en encounter, so we don't have -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONS 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1989 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: What I want to 
do is to take about two minutes to start out with a couple 
overview points and give you a sense of why the Secretary 
wanted to make this speech at this point. 


He felt that we've come through a sequence of 
events focusing on U.S.-Soviet policy: The Wyoming 
Ministerial, then there was Shevardnadze's speeches in the 
U.S.; and then there was his testimony before the Finance 
Committee on perestroika, followed by some more in-depth 
discussions on perestroita He thought it would be useful to 
try and pull the various strands together into two speeches. 


The first one you have, which are the points of 
mutual advantage -- perestroika and American foreign policy. 
There will be a second speech this week on arms control that 
he'll deliver before the Commonwealth Club in San Francisco. 


On today's speech, let me just highlight what I 
consider to be five key points, and then we'll just take your 
questions. The first is, the speech seeks to draw linkage 
between the internal developments in the Soviet Union and the 
foreign policy of the Soviet Union. It obviously stems from 
the origin that there is great change in both these areas. 

We think that there is a pattern in both that can give some 
guidelines for our policy. 


What we've seen is that as they have confronted 
failures internally, they've adapted and evolved moving 
farther and farther away from the Brezhnev system, and we 
believe that there is also some evidence of a same approach 
externally. 


A second point is that while the aim of the 
United States policy is clearly to be pursuing our own 
interests, we think it's important to note that these don't 
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occur in isolation from events in the Soviet Union. So, 
therefore, it takes us to the point that our objective in 
policy with the Soviets Union is to define points of mutual 
advantage. 


The third point is focusing more specifically on 
the fact that the Soviet Union's leadership has moved quite 
far in our view in recognizing present problems and in 
pursuing an active search for answers outside of traditional 
limits. Internally, this takes the form of an increasingly 
pluralistic system, increased emphasis on rule of law, 
increased role of the Supreme Soviet, and shared authority 
within the system, and even some movements economically 
towards decentralized and market relationships. 


In summary, what we see internally is a series of 
institutional changes that would make the policy of 
perestroika more difficult to reverse. 


Externally, you see some evidence that shows a 
similar movement; in particular, in the arms control area. 
There is some movement in terms of accepting Western 
positions on mutual security and risk reduction and, again, a 
willingness to institutionalize the changes and make them 
less easy to reverse. 


In the regional areas, we note in the speech 
there is a similar process, but we believe it's ess 
developed. 


The fourth point is that to make these changes 
lasting -- and this is, I think, a key point for U.S.-Soviet 
policy -- they have to be from inside the Soviet Union. One 
of the reasons there are a number of emphasis to Gorbachev's 
and Shevardnadze's statements is that we think this is the 
best way of underscoring the point -- that the changes either 
in external or internal policy have to be founded on strong 
Russian roots, but that does not mean these changes are 
taking place in isolation from world events. 


That takes me tc the fifth point. Our policy is 
based on the idea that we can be creative in trying to 
formulate possible solutions that shape the thinking of the 
Soviet Union, both internally and externally, force them to 
make choices in a period in which they are willing to make 
choices, and that our actions should be based on realistic 
evaluations. 


So what the speech then goes on to note is how we 
can try and find points of mutual advantage in five different 
areas, which I won't repeat. They're in the speech. 
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Q All right. On Page 7, you hit all the buzz 
words that people who were worried about a resurgent, 
unified, reunited Germany use, but not in a way that I could 
normally convey this to a reader. So could you please be a 
little more specific. It's this pregnant graph here. 


a I know the paragraph. 


Q I could ask you all the questions, or you 
could just try to tell me what he's: saying. Let me try one. 
Is he just saying delay reunification until the new Germany 
can be put into an integrated Europe, which means an 
East-West that no longer is divided -- there's one example. 
That is one of the defenses that people are worried about -- 
a renewal of what we went through twice in the century might 
happen again. They say, wait until there's one Europe and 
it's all democratic. 


Please, if you can, be more specific about German 
policy here. | 


a Let me try a little bit and then you can 
add to it. 


Maybe there's a few different points in 
U.S.-German policy. One is, for a long period of time -- and 
your statement references this -- it has been the policy of 
NATO, and indeed is in the Federal Republic's constitution, 
to try and seek the unification of Germany. So that, as 4 
policy objective, is not new. 


What is new are the circumstances that are taking 
place throughout central and Eastern Europe. That leads to 
the second point. 


We think it's very appropriate, in a period of 
such change, where people have talked about an objective in 
terms that might become formalistic over time, to emphasize 
the basis on which such reconciliation could take place. 
What that paragraph seeks to stress is the importance of it 
taking place in the context of larger changes throughout 
Eastern and Western Europe and on the basis of fundamental 
Western values. 


What that would mean, for example, in a policy 
basis, is that it's very important that as the EC integration 
process develops, that it helps give the Federal Republic a 
strong Western anchor in both democratic policy and also 
economic policy. So that leads to the conclusion -- it's one 
of the reasons why the United States is firmly committed to 
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that integration process even though at times it poses some 
dangers in terms of markets. 


It also leads you to the point of view that it is 
a very good thing for the EC to be involved in coordinating 
the G-24 process in helping the reform process in Eastern 
Europe because it means that, in this case, the ostpolitik, 
if you'd like, is a EC and G-24 ostpolitik reflecting our 
fundamental values and that the coming together of all of 
Europe, as well as the coming together of Germany, works 
within that framework. So that gives you a sense of both the 
concepts and the practice. 


Q You're talking about the democratization of 
East Germany, obviously, before there should be 
reunification? Or do you not want to be taken literally? Is 
there basically here just a genuine concept that the German 
problem doesn't float on thin air, it's part of #« larger 
picture, and leave it at that? Or are you trying to say 
something here with what's going on in East Germany? It's 
quite important what you have to say today about 
reunification, because that's their next play? 


A What it's trying to emphasize -- to answer 
your question directly, it's a combination of the two points 
you made. It's emphasizing that the guideposts for the 
policy of how the German people come together have to be 
guideposts based on fundamental principles that the West and 
Europe are comfortable with -- those principles being in 
terms of democracy and freedom and also in terms of economic 
freedoms. That is the way in which, at a time of change 
where you are facing these questions, that it gives people a 
sense of how Europe and Germany could come together in a way 
that would not threaten people in the same way that it has in 
the past and, indeed, in doing so, it gives a sense that it 
is possible to foresee that day and how it would happen. 


Q You want to see a unified, neutral Germany 
is what you're saying. 


A We're not getting into that. What my 
colleague said is exactly on the mark. You're in a period of 
great change, where there is a lot of question about the 
direction of that change. 


What he has said is, these are broad guideposts 
that will sort of shape how one thinks about that change and 
provide a vision of where you may end up. By definition, 
this is a gradual process. It's an evolutionary process, and 
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these are the kinds of broad principles that sort of lead us, 
as we look to this period of change. 


a Just one other thought on this: Remember, 
the context of the speech is abcuc U.S.-Soviet relations. 
The context of that particular passage is how the change in 
Eastern Europe affects what's happening in the Soviet Union. 
Within those two contexts, the idea is that the way in which 
we are seeing the evolution of Eastern Europe and of the 
Germanies has to be based on these values and then that, 
obviously, plays into what we think needs to happen in the 
Soviet Union. 


Q These two speeches being made this week, 
then the next step, at least as I understand it, is that 
Secretary Baker will go to Moscow sometime in the next 
several months to start a Ministerial, looking toward the 
summit meeting that is to be in the spring or early summer of 
next year. 


What communication has there been with the USSR 
about the timing or the substance, for that matter, of the 
next move of going to Moscow, or whatever it might be, if 
it's not that? 


“ There hasn't been any yet on what the exact 
timing would be. What they've concluded at the time of the 
Ministerial was that they would think about late ti.is year or 
early next year for a meeting. There's been no follow-up 
beyond that at this point on the specific timing of a 
Ministerial, or place. 


Q Is there any particular reason why it 
hasn't been to now? 


A They saw each other in New York. They had 
conversations there. They have obviously communicated other 
kinds of ideas. They just haven't focused on the precise 
timing of it yet. It hasn't been that long since they met. 


a Under the traditional pattern here, it's 
the Soviets turn. My guess is, you have a practical obstacle 
which is that Shevardnadze did some additional trips after 
the UNGA. He just came back to the Soviet Union after 


ty on in Central America. So my guess is, I wouldn't read 
too much into it. I just think it's a question of practical 
mechanics. 


Q You regard this speech as an assessment 
speech, sort of a scene-setter after there has been a lot of 
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activity? You don't regard it as an invitation or a push or : 
any of the other ways that we journalists, or sometimes 

diplomats, think of speeches like this? You're just trying 

to define the ground as you see it at this point? 


a I'd say that a number of the actions that 
have taken place over the past month or so show the breadth 
and depth of engagement in the relationship. B8ut coming 
seriatim, what the Secretary thought it was important to do, 
was to try and put an overall framework on that. 


I think in the course of it -- but I'll let 
others decide -- in giving that framework, it gave a sense of 
sort of a road map of future action. It tried to wrap that 
together by putting it under a theme of seeking points of 
mutual advantage. 


I think it also tried to include some analysis as 
to why one would take that approach. In particular -- at 
least in most of the documents that I have read on this -- 
the linkage of the internal perestroika and the external 
foreign foreign policy hasn't been drawn. One of the ideas 
here is that the pattern of behavior that you see in the 
Soviet leadership internally tells you something about how 
you may be able to affect behavior externally. 


Q On Page 10, you talk about technical 
assistance -- economic technical assistance -- that we're 
prepared to provide technical assistance in certain areas of 
Soviet economic reform. What kind of things -- it isn't 
really spelled out in any detail after that. 


Can you give us some rough example of the kind of 
things the Secretary had in mind? 


A The Secretary thought 22 pages was enough 
space without additional detail. 


Chairman Greenspan's trip is a good example, when 
he talked about the role of central bank and commercial 
banking, among other topics. 


Q Something forward looking. Is there 
anything like that that happened? 


A Let me give you two other types of 
examples. One that I can't forecast exactly how far it will 
go, but even developing a statistical base, is very 
important. It's very hard to understand the Soviet economy 
in quantitative terms. You constantly are left with 
qualitative judgments. 
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Our society is pretty good at building indices. 
That's one effort that one could take place. And another 
effort --— the Soviets have revealed an on-going interest in 
comparative experience. I thought that Shevardnadze's speech 
before the Foreign Policy Association was rather interesting 
in that regard in his analogy to the New Deal period. 


I think that we can provide some analysis of how 
our economy and other economies have dealt with roughly 
similar problems in the past. 


For example, we had a command and control system 
in our economy from 1941 to 1945. There was a process of 
dismantling that. Now, the analogy has real limits because 
we had a competitive economic system already to go and we had 
experiences with prices and markets. But there may be some 
experiences that one could draw from that. 


Germany, in 1948, has a monetary overhang. There 
are experiences than can be drawn from that. So part of it 
is the fact that many of the Soviet economists, even those 
- who are some of the leading reformers, are still struggling. 
to understand some of the things that have happened in the 
rest of the Western world at a level beyond sort of a general 
textbook reading. So that is what we might be able to 
provide them in other cases. 


Q If I may ask you about your conclusion. 
The Secretary seems to fairly completely rebut the notion 
that perestroika is simply an attempted breathing space for a 
more efficient militarized threat. It would seems to me that 
if he believes that perestroika is good for us because it 
willy-nilly reduces the threat, it would seem to presage even 
greater technical assistance in terms of computers, Most 
Favored Nation treatment, and soon. Am I wrong in following 
that chain of logic? 


a On the technical point, I think you're 
incorrect in drawing the conclusion that technical assistance 
is the same as supplying certain types of material help. If 
the material help is non-strategic and can help build an 
information society so that computers that meet that test, 
then I would say that we will be looking for opportunities to 
engage in that sort of non-strategic commercial trade. 


But another core theme in the speech is that the 
fundamental choices have to be made by the Soviets 
themselves. We can't escape from that. 
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I may have taken your question in the wrong way. 
There is a fine line here between assuming that you're going 
to provide technical help and ideas and some intellectual 
exchange and assuming that we can sort of pull cerestroina 
along with particular economic arrangements. We're in the 
first category. We're not in the second category. 


Q am I correct, though, in thinking that he 
is rebutting the notion that this is simply a breathing space 
to get a more efficient military machine? 


a Yes. I think that one of the things that 
we say very directly in there, that you might have two 
different kinds of schools of thought. One school of thought 
says this is just a peredyskhka, a breathing space. Another 
school of thought says, “Gee, when you see a mixed record on 
the outside, that's only because they're so preoccupied with 
the inside that they can't even think about what's going on 
in large parts of the world. 


I think what we're in effect saying is, “Look, we 
see a revolution taking place." [t's homegrown. They 
describe it as a revolution. To get back to what John 
McWethy was asking, we've tried in the speech to provide a 
perspective on the origins of Perestroika. on some of the 
lessons the Soviets themselves have learned and applied to 
the development of perestroika. 





We recognize that they, themselves, talk about 
the importance of self-reliance; that they learn the lessons 
of the Europe stagnation; that you couldn't have somebody 
from the outside finance your own reform process; and that as 
we pursue a process that seeks to exploit mutual advantage, 
we'll help ourselves, but we'll also benefit perestroika and 
enhance its prospects for success. 


Where we have an ability to affect what they do 
is much more on the cutside than on the inside. You're 
dealing with a colossal kind of change that has to be carried 
out on the inside that is pretty much something they're going 
to have to do themselves. They have to change the society. 
They have to change sociology. 


On the outside, it isn't to say that the changes 
aren't significant, but they may not be as difficult, 
especially if we can sharpen some of the choices that they 
face. And one of the points that my colleague was noting is 
that in the speech what we've tried to suggest is if you look 


at perestroika and how it has unfolded, how it has evolved, 
within the Soviet Union itself, one of the things you've seen 
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is that it's moved in fits and starts. And as Gorbachev has 
found that certain policies have failed, then he's upped the 
ante, and he's become more radical, and he has been more 


willing to reform. 


On the outside, it's also evolved in fits and 
starts, and that's not particularly surprising, because that 
seems to be the nature of this process. Where the choices 
are pretty clear, where he's seen that there are costs to 
certain failed policies, he's been willing to sort of change 
course. 


It's important for us to show, on the one hand, 
that we're willing to be partners in the pursuit of 
cooperation. It's also important for us to show at the same 
time that if they're not prepared to face up to some of the 
contradictions, that in fact there will be a high cost to 
them -- that these are failed policies. 


So the underlying theme here, to get back at what 
you're suggesting -- at least what you're asking about -- is 
that we think there is an extraordinary process taking place 
there, and we don't want to miss a possible opportunity, and 
we don't intend to, by being prepared for cooperation, by 
being prepared to pursue policies, especially on the outside 
that offer the possibility of mutual advantage. We are both 
likely to benefit from that, and we're also likely to see, [ 
think, we will pursue a patn that offers the best vehicie for 
seeing whether or not the promise of perestroika will be 
fulfilled. 


Q I'm struck here, though, by how similar 
this is, really, in theme to Baker's confirmation testimony, 
albeit that it takes into account some of the more rapid 
changes that have occurred in Eastern Europe, and so on. 
But, I mean, the idea that really change ultimately has to 
come from within; that we have to do things that are only of 
mutual advantage; that we have to sharpen the choices for 
them, and so on. 


Can you tell us how you think the Secretary's 
thinking has evolved, or how this represents an evolution 
from what he said at his confirmation hearings in sort of 
conceptual terms or in terms of a framework for action? 


A Well, I mean, at one level I think there 
was a conceptual framework that was developed at that time 
that was based upon an assessment of what was taking place in 
the Soviet Union and elsewhere. 
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Now, what we have seen since that time is a more 
rapid pace of change within Eastern Europe, and I think we 
have shaped policies designed to respond to that. But I 
think what we're also saying, if you sort of take a look at 
this, there is a certain sharpening here of how one 
approaches the Soviet Union based upon an assessment of what 
is going on there and what is most likely to produce a 
pathway to success. 


If I would just sort of describe in a nutshell 
what is the kind of strategy that one is talking about here, 
there really are three different parts. One is a kind of 
political strategy that deals with what's going on in Europe 
as a whole, and that also deals with trying to settle 
regional conflicts. 


Then there's a military component that deals with 
the issue of arms control, and that looks at not only how you 
can reduce the risks of war, but also the costs that are 
imposed as you try to prevent it. 


And a third is getting at what my colleague was 
talking about -- a kind of institutionalization, how -- and 
this deals more with the internal side of the Soviet Union -- 
how does one offer advice, expertise, at a time when the 
Soviets themselves are searching for ideas. They know they 
don't have the answers. I mean, if there's an area where [ 
think we have learned more -- and it's a function of our 
exchanges with them -- it's clear that they're quite 
interested in our ideas and our expertise as they come to 
grips with how do they create a society that is governed by 
rule of law; how do they begin to create more of a 
market-based economy. 


So you really have three pillars. I think one is 
political, one is military, and one is what I characterize 
more as an institutionalization, and I think that's a 
sharpening of our focus. 


a Could I just add one thought to this. 
Obviously, there's a lot of consistency of thinking. I'd be 
disturbed if there wasn't. But I think one key difference, 
if you ask from the point of view of having dealt with the 
Soviets over this time period, is that I think that in some 
ways the Wyoming meeting, including the flight out, was an 
important additional step in terms of the Secretary's full 
sense of the degree to which Shevardnadze is struggling, 
working, to come up with answers to a full range of problems, 
from global environment to economic to nationalities to 
traditional arms control. 
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As you know, when we started this, we wanted to 
try and broaden the agenda beyond the traditional arms 
control, and we did that in part by focusing on regional and 
in part by focusing on the whole new transnational category. 
I would say that the hypothesis that was behind that action 
has been verified and, indeed, it's been taken a step 
beyond. In particular, the Soviets’ strong interest in 
talking about their economy. One might have assumed in 
January that they would assume that's our business, and 
capitalists have nothing to say about it. 


That topic was instigated and has been pressed by 
Shevardnadze. So I think that insofar as there is a fuller 
recognition, it's a recognition that at least key elements of 
the Soviet leadership see the depth of the problems that they 
are facing. They are beyond the traditional amount of a 
slowing economy or a little fix here, a little fix there; 
and, instead, have to go to overhauling the political system, 
overhauling ideology, looking at questions totally fresh. 


I, personally, would not conclude that they've 
all agreed on what the answers to those problems are. far 
from it. But they are at the stage of recognizing that they 
want to take a major look at how they've been doing business 
in a lot of areas, and we think we have the ability to effect 
what they conclude. 


Q Is there another sign of evolution in the 
american perception between the phrase on page 1 -- talking 
atout the ups and downs of the Cold War, comparing that with 
the statement six weeks ago by Eagleburger, talking about the 
comparative stability of the Cold War? 


a Having suspected this question, I[ went back 
and reread Larry's speech. I think what is the key point of 
consistency between the two speeches is that Larry's speech 
talks about a period of real change, a period of transition, 
and that's the key theme that he runs through. He talks 
about changing to a multi-polar world, changes in Eastern 
Europe; and his speech notes some of the dangers of those 
changes but also -- although this didn't get as much 
attention -- it assesses some of the potential opportunities 
for that. 


The way that I see this speech linked together is 
that this speech -- at least in this area of the world -- 
takes that period of transition and says, “Here's the 
strategy for dealing with it." 


Q There's a theme in here, too, that you're 
going to hold their feet to the fire on regional issues. 
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They're not doing enough. In that context, were you 
satisfied with what happened -- what came from Shevardnadze's 
trip to Central America? Has he been in touch to tell you 
what might expect as a result of his talks in Managua and 
Havana 


a I think that one of the things that we saw 
in Wyoming was that when the Secretary and Shevardnadze had a 
discussion on this and the Secretary went though and 
highlighted some of our concerns. They certainly listened. 
They said that they, on the one hand, had cut off their own 
arms. They said that they were committed to Esquipulas. 
They offered a number of observations -- or Shevardnadze 
offered a number of observations that suggested that they 
were taking account of our concerns. And we will continue to 
watch and see what they do. 


At this point I[ can't say that there's been a lot 
that has emerged from this trip to Central America or Cuba 
that necessarily changes anything at this point, but we're 
going to continue to watch and see. 


Q Do you think this speech will quiet some of 
the domestic -- 


i) One other point: Obviously, the early 
public statements were positive, and we don't want to 
denigrate the fact that when people move in the direction 
we've been pressing them to go, that we don't recognize that. 


The key point, I think, in my colleague's comment 
is that we want to see the words in the statement followed up 
by the actions that complement it, and, in this case, we do 
emphasize the fact that Soviet arms are not enough; we're 
also talking about Soviet bloc weaponry, given the incredible 
preponderance of forces in the difference between the 
Sandinista forces and those of their neighbors. 


I would also emphasize that I think on the topic 
of E€1 Salvador, that while one can only sort of draw 
intimations, that I think that the statement that was 
released as a joint statement after Wyoming and other 
statements that Shevardnadze has made, have shown an 
increased recognition of the importance of the point to us 
about cutting off the flow of arms to the FMLN. 


And we think, frankly, that a combination of activities that 
we've tried to undertake since the beginning of the year have 
helped contribute to a situation where you do have the 
parties talking and the FMLN has given up some positions that 
they held before -- whether it be power-sharing or others. 
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Q Just on the domestic political import of 
the speech, do you think the speech will silence critics of 
the Administration that we've heard from for the last month 
that you have neither a vision nor really enthusiasm for the 
changes going on in the East bloc? 


a I wouldn't know how to make judgments on 
domestic politics. 


Since we are ON BACKGROUND, though, 
seriously how should this be read domestically? 


Aa I mean, I'm serious. That gets into a 
complicated question of what people's motives are. The 
nature of politics is that people have to find something to 
complain and be critical about. I don't expect that to end. 
I do think that another problem here is that you have a lorg, 
rather dry conceptual speech, I mean, I'd like to see it 
written, but I'm not sure it's going to get written in a way 
that silences all the critics, because it's to a rather 
select audience. 


So I don't really think one can make an 
assessment of that, and [I don't think that that process ever 
ends in this system. It's an ongoing give and take. 


Q Can [I just follow up one item, along the 
line of deeds and .ords, and so on. On Page 4, there's a 
reference to Gorbachev promising swords into plowshares, and 
you haven't seen any concrete results of that. What is your 
analysis of why there hasn't been any reductions in the 
Soviet defense budget that have been visible to the U.S.? 
Why there hasn't been any substantial apparent changes in 
production, and that sort of thing? 


a What we have seen, again, are plans, 
projected plans, for reductions in production. What we've 
also seen has been a fair amount of talk and some indications 
of convertibility of defense industries into civilian 
output. What there is again is a kind of promise, and you're 
waiting to see whether or not there's going to be delivery on 
it. 


Now, in terms of the question of why haven't we 
seen it sooner, more quickly -- 


Q Do you interpret it as being Gorbachev 
versus the military? Do you have any kind of insight as to 
why that's happened? 
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a Part of it is you're dealing with changing 
institutions. You're dealing with a very large establishment 
that has a certain way of doing business. He has obviously 
had some impact on that establishment -- changed a lot of 
personnel. They have, obviously, declared and begun the 
process of making certain unilateral cuts in Europe. 


I think it's a question of taking these things 
one step at a time. They have projected changes. The next 
five-year plan, if in fact what they're talking about is 
going to be realized, ought to be a point at which we in fact 
see it realized in practice and not just in words. 


But we see a lot of promise there. We think 
there's movement in that direction, and again much like we 
were saying earlier, we're going to see. One theme that we 
haven't emphasized as much as we might -- but I think is 
certainly implicit throughout -- is that there is a lot the 
Soviets can do to help themselves. I mean, we can seek 
mutual advantage that is beneficial to both of us and is 


beneficial to perestroika. 


But if the Soviets want to find capital and 
resources to put into their civilian economy, there are 
places where they can find it, whether it's in the defense 
establishment, whether it's in subsidies, or maybe $7 billion 
a year to Cuba, or $5 billion a year to Vietnam: whether it's 
in monies that are going to support other regional actors who 
are perhaps fueling certain conflicts. There are things that 
they can do on their own that can be beneficial. 


What we're offering in the area of arms control 
can benefit us both in terms of making the world safer, 
reducing risks, but also finding resources that would be 
available. 


So there are things that we can do together. 
We're offering to be a partner. There are many things that 
they can do on their own. 


MS. TUTWILER: This the last question. 


Q I have a somewhat related question here. 
How do you account here for the fact that they admit to you 
that their regional interventions have not gained them very 
ne and yet they go on pouring billions of dollars into 
this 


a Understand, that when we list the lessons 
there, the lessons reflect what Soviet commentators have 
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written about the Brezhnev period, and then what we may hear 
from time to time in discussions with them. My explanation 
for why one sees them sort of theoretically understanding the 
lessons of the past, but not necessarily applying all those 
lessons in practice, is that again perestroika moves in fits 
and starts. I mean, there's been an evolution. We've seen 
it on the inside. It's not particularly surprising that you 
would see it on the outside. 


“ One other thought on this: This is 
actually a good example of where U.S. diplomacy, if it 
operates creatively, can make a positive contribution. From 
the Soviet Union's perspective, you're going to be changing 
the fundamentals of some longstanding alliance 
relationships. You often need an explanation. You need an 
explanation at home, with your colleagues, you need an 
explanation with the country you're dealing with, you need an 
explanation with third countries. 


There are ways in which we can put together 
arrangements that give people an explanation for changed 
behavior. We've talked about those in other contexts, 
whether it be in Central America or whether it be in Mideast 
or in Cambodia or elsewhere. Sut that's actually a very good 
example of one of the things that we try and do through these 
Ministerials is we're constantly trying to explore ways where 
we can put together those explanations of how the change 
serves our mutual advantage 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:55 p.m.) 
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MS. TUIWILER [ have nothing ['ll be happy to 
answer all your questions (Laughter) It's a slow day 


Q Answer them all? 
a L'll try There's not a lot today 


Q Have you seen the announcement by the PLO that it 
rejects the five points of Mr. Baker? Do you have any comment’ 


:) Obviously, the Palestinians have to find a way to 
respond positively and to move forward They should have an 
interest in pursuing peace in a realistic way And, as [I said 
yesterday -- I'll repeat again today -- that if they are going 
to support a dialogue, they need to do nothing to block its 
moving forward That's all 1 have to add on that 


Q Do you consider this to be their last word, or 
will you continue to try to work through the Egyptians? 


Aa We don't consider any of these statements to be 
anybody's last words 


Q When you say the Palestinians should do what you 
suggest they should do, are you suggesting Palestinians should 
do this without the authorization of the PLO? Your last 
question is about the PLO, and your reply is always 
Palestinians 


i) [I know. 


Q Some people think there is a difference Most 
people think that no Palestinian would dere do a thing without 
the PLO's approval, or else it wouldn't be very good for his 
health. 


Are you asking Palestinians in the West Bank and in 
Gaza to move out on their own without PLO approval ane join in 
the dialoque the Israelis have proposed’ 
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a Without answering your question directly -- which 
you know as well as [I do [I cannot, as much as you'd like me to 
-- we are interested in pursuing, supporting, getting to a 
dialogue between Israelis and Palestinians as suggested by 
Prime Minister Shamir when he was in the United States -- when 
was it? -- in March or April. 


Q Well, do you think you can have that dialogue 
without the approval of the PLO? 


A We are working with the Foreign Minister of 
Egypt, as you know, and the Foreign Minister of Israel, 
representing the Government of Israel, trying to get to a 
dialogue. 


Q Margaret, have you had any communication from Mr. 
Shamir that he is recommitting himself to his initial plan of 
May 14 that he presented to the United States after -- 


A To my knowledge, Secretary Baker has not spoken 
with Prime Minister Shamir. 


Q But is he still -- is Mr. Shamir still pursuing 
Mr. Shamir's plans that was represented to this Administration? 


A We certainly are assuming that he is. We have no 
reason to believe that he is not. 


Q Margaret, can we ask you for a -- 

A As [ said yesterday. 

Q Just @ quick fact question: At briefing time 
yesterday, the likelihood was that Mr. Baker would talk to Mr. 
Arens on the phone. 

A Correct. 

Q Did that happen? 

is) That did not happen, and you should not read 
anything into that. It was because the Secretary was called to 
the White House; went from the White House to meet the 


President of South Korea; went from the Reflecting Pool to New 
York to give his speech, and got back at 10:30 last night. 


Q Can you update us on what communication -- 
hs He had no conversations with anyone yesterday. 
Q How about today? 


4 So far today, no. 


Q But he's still -- I mean, there's no end of the 
process of that sort, or anything like that? He's still 
engaged 
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A Oh, no. There's no timeframe. Right. Still 
engaged. Still continuing. 


Q Can I ask you just sort of another fact matter? 
There was an item in -- [ guess it was FBIS, right, Jim? Was 
that FBIS? 


Q Yes. 


Q -- broadcast Gy a PLO spokesman, saying that 
Dennis Ross would be going to the region. Is there another 
trip in the wing here? 


A No. There's no such trip planned. As I've said 
many times, Dennis can go to the region, and ['m sure at some 
point will go to the region. But there is absolutely, 
positively no plan for Dennis to go to the region, as we are 
speaking today. 


Q Can you offer more information about the informal 
meeting between Mr. Pelletreau and the PLO in Tunis that you 
announced about yesterday? 


A Not other than how I elaborated on it yesterday. 
{ don't have anything else to add 


Q But there was no -- you said yesterday there was 
no discussion of the five points of Mr. Baker, but there was a 
rejection in Baghdad of the five points of Mr. Baker. Was 
there any give-and-take in this atmosphere? 


A L've characterized yesterday and then I 
characterized, as my first question today, our characterization 
of -- your phrase -- “The PLO rejection" of what we believe 


they need to do; how the Palestinians have to find a way to 
respond positively and to move forward and for the PLO doing 
nothing to block it. [| said those words also yesterday. 


Q I see that you are working on two premises. 
You're working with the Palestinians and you're working with 
the PLO. You are not putting the two together. 


A We're working to try to get the [sraelis and the 
Palestinians to a dialoque. 


Q But the Palestinians say that there will be no 
dialogue -- or the PLO -- there will be no dialogue without 
candidates for a dialogue? 


4 I can't comment, unfortunately, on what every 
Single, solitary person is saying -- or group. 
Q How does the Secretary feel about the way this 


process is evolving at the moment? He seemed pretty 
enthusiastic about it when he initiated the series of phone 
calls, and so on, and made this proposal. [s he still as 
enthusiastic? 
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7 He definitely supports it. He definitely is 
continuing to work on it and is willing to work on it And as 
I characterized it yesterday, “If in the end the parties in the 
areas are not prepared to pursue peace, then progress will not 
be made. We cannot produce progress on our own if the parties 
do not have the will to move ahead “ 


Q Has the Administration taken a position on the 
Armenian genocide resolution introduced by Senator Dole? 


i [ didn't check this morning. ['1ll be glad to 
check for you and see if I have something new to post for you 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on reports from 
Somalia that Libya has airlifted some 700 military personnel? 
Apparently, Libyan troops, including pilots, technicians, 
tanks, and artillery crew have arrived in Mogadishu which was 
closed for three days last week -- according to the SNM -- as 
heavy military hardware was unloaded There have been lots of 
reports about this. Could you check into it and see if you 
have anything? 


A I'll check. I haven't heard anything about it. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything about a Soviet 
citizen seeking asylum at the U.S. Embassy in Cairo? 


A No, [ haven't heard about that 


Q Do you have anything on what kind of hit the 
State Department will take as a result of Gramm-Rudman? 


A No, and I thought that you might ask me that and 
{ tried to get you an answer before [ came here. ['1l post one 
for you. I just didn't get it; 1 didn't have it 

Q Margaret, there's going to be a conference in 
Canada in the next month on the Open Skies proposal. Is Mr. 
Baker going to attend, or is it going to be at the Foreign 
Minister level? 


) Secretary Baker has been discussing the 
possibility of his attending, and a final decision has not 
definitely been made. 

Q Has not been made? 

a Uh-hum. 

Q Okay, thank you. 


A Terrific! 


(Press briefing concluded at. 12:21 p.m.) 
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EUR TAKEN QUESTION 
October 17, 1989 


Q: What is the Administration's position on S.J. 212, also 
known as the “Armenian” resolution? 

A: THE ADMINISTRATION OPPOSES THE RESOLUTION. WHILE THE 
ADMINISTRATION IS SENSITIVE TO THE TRAGIC SUFFERING OF THE 
ARMENIAN PEOPLE AND THE NEED TO COMMEMORATE THE VICTIMS OF THE 
PERIOD 1915-1923, WE ARE EQUALLY MINDFUL OF OUR CLOSE 
RELATIONSHIP AND STRONG FRIENDSHIP WITH TURKEY AND OF THE 
DIFFERING VIEWS OF HOW THE TERRIBLE EVENTS OF THAT PERIOD 
SHOULD PROPERLY BE CHARACTERIZED. WE HOPE THE CONGRESS CAN 
RESPOND TO THE CONCERNS OF THE ARMENIAN COMMUNITY IN A MANNER 


THAT DOES NOT GRAVELY OFFEND OUR VITAL ALLY AND FRIEND, THE 


REPUBLIC OF TURKEY. 





TAKEN QUESTION 
FROM PRESS BRIEFING OF TUESDAY, OCT. 17, 1989 
POSTED OCT. 17. 1989 


SOMALIA 


Q Please comment on reports that Libya has recently 
airlifted hundreds of military personnel to Somalia. 

A LIBYA IS INCREASING ITS ASSISTANCE TO THE SOMALI 
GOVERNMENT. TO OUR KNOWLEDGE, THIS INCLUDES MILITARY 
HARDWARE, BUT NO TROOPS OR MILITARY ADVISORS. THE UNITED 
STATES CONTINUES TO URGE A POLITICAL SOLUTION FOR THE 


PROBLEMS DIVIDING SOMALIA. THE SOMALI GOVERNMENT IS WELL 


AWARE OF OUR VIEWS ON VLIBYA. 





Posted: Oct. 17, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October 17, 1989 
SOVIET DEFECTOR IN CAIRO 

Q: Did a Soviet citizen defect at the U.S. Embassy in Cairo? 

A: APRIVATE SOVIET CITIZEN ENTERED THE U.S. 
EMBASSY IN CAIRO LAST WEEK AND APPLIED FOR 
REFUGEE STATUS. THE EMBASSY PUT HIM IN CONTACT 
WITH THE APPROPRIATE OFFICE OF THE U.N. HIGH 
COMMISSIONER FOR REFUGEES. HIS CASE IS BEING 
HANDLED IN NORMAL REFUGEE CHANNELS. 





Posted: 
Tuesday, October 17, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Q: Do you have anything on what kina of hit State will take as 
a result of Gramm-Rudman? 


A: THE SEQUESTRATION LEVEL FOR STATE OPERATIONS IS SIMILAR TO 
THE we OF CONGRESSIONAL ACTION TO DATE FOR FY-1990. THIS 
LEVEL, IF ULTIMATELY ENACTED FOR A FULL YEAR, COULD CAUSE 
SERIOUS IMPACT ON OUR ABILITY TU CONDUCT DEPARTMENTAL 
OPERATIONS, BOTH IN TERMS OF SHORT-TERM PERSONNEL AND OTHER 
CRITICAL SUPPORT, AS WELL AS LONG-TERM NEEDS TO ENHANCE AND 


PROTECT OUR INFRASTRUCTURE. s 


SEST COPY AYA): 














HIP 44 a5] 


THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR 
EAST ASIAN AND PACIFIC AFFAIRS RICHARD SOLOMON 


October 17, 1989 


The Briefing Room 
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MR. HARLOW: Good afternoon and welcome to this 
afternoon's readout on the visit of President Roh Tae Woo. This 
briefing is ON THE RECORD, usual White House ground rules, not for 
sound and camera. The briefer this afternoon is Assistant Secretary 
of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Richard Solomon. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Good afternoon. As you 
know, President Bush had his second official working meeting with the 
President of the Repu) lic of Korea Roh Tae Woo this morning and 
through the lunch hour. And this follows on the President's meeting 
with President Roh Tae Woo in February this year. The mood was 
extremely warm, cordial. The discussions were very substantive and I 
think were quite productive. 


tiney had a 40-minute one-on-one session. There had been 
originally ¢ 10-minute one-on-one scheduled, but it went on for, as I 
say, 40 minutes. Then they had an additional 30 minutes in the 
Cabinet Room with some discussion by a number of the ministers and 
then a 45-minute working lunch before the departure statements that 
you heard in the East Roon. 


President Bush, in the one-on-one, took the occasion to 
reaffirm the U.S. commitment to Korean security and as he indicated 
in his departure statement as well, stressed that U.S. forces will 
remain in Korea to help maintain the peace and stability in the face 
of what is still a formidable North Korean threat. 


In their one-on-one they noted Nocth Kores‘s vviigation 
under the non-proliferation treaty to sign » full safeguards 
agreement with the IEIA. And then again, che President in his 
prepared remarks in the departure statement stressed that U.S. forces 
will remain in Korea as long as both governments and peoples believe 
U.S. forces in Korea are essentiai to preserve the peace. 


President Roh discussed his commonwealth formula for 
Korean reunification, based on principles that we share; 
independence, peace, democracy and self-determination. President Roh 
has called for a summit talks with North Korea as soon as possible 
and we hope that North Korea will respond positively. 


The U.S. supports the desires of the Korean people for 
peeceful reunification under terms acceptable to all Korean people. 
And the problems between the North and the South, as the President 
indicated, must be addressed directly by the parties concerned; the 
Republic of Korea and the DPRK. 


In their one-on-one, in addition to the security 
commitment in general, President Roh discussed the progress being 
made on the Yongsan Base issue that we're still negotiating in terms 
of working out a new headquarters arrangement for U.S. forces in the 
area. They discussed the internal situation. President Roh 
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indicated his ongoing commitment to democratization, even in 4 
situation where demonstrations diverted some measure from their 
efforts at economic development. 


President Roh also discussed their nordpolitik -- their 
effort to develop active relations with the Soviet Union, the 
People's Republic of China, a variety of countries of Eastern Europe. 
And as you heard the President say in his departure statement, this 
is something that the U.S. fully supports. 


In the Cabinet Room discussion, the President made it 
very clear that he considers the U.S.-ROK relationship in good shape. 
The security aspect of it is fundamental, and the President said we 
will never surprise out allies in the Republic of Korea in terme of 
our security commitment and our views have not changed on the threat 
from the North. 


President Roh went into some detail about trade issues. 
He expressed satisfaction that a number of these issues had been 
resolved based on discussions in part led by Secretary of Commerce 
oo ~;———eel who was in the room, of course, as well as Ambassador 
Hills. 


He was gratified that any Super 301 action hed been 
avoided; that we had recently reached agreement on a drift net 


fishing arrangement. 


President Roh indicated that he will continue to 
liberalize and widen South Korea's markets into the future, hopinr 
that by the middle of the 1990s the ROK will reach « market openi 
level of the OECD countries. And he noted that as of August of this 
past summer, our trade deficit had diminished by a third over its 
level of the previous year. 


The President noted that market acceres is a matter of 
ongoing concern with all of our trading partners, in Europe, as well 
as in Asia, and he indicated his hopes for rapid progress in the area 
of telecommunications and implementation of intellectual property 
rights. 


And the Korean side indicated that, from their 
perspective, they are moving quite rapidly, particularly if you 
compare their trade liberalization with others. 


I just might note, in terms of the effort to see progress 
here, as the Cabinet Room discussion broke for lunch, President Roh 
indicated that -- with an analogy that before -- if an apple is 
picked before it's ripe it can be a bit tough and sour. When it's 
ripe, however, it's nice and sweet. The President noted as we broke 
for lunch that at the same time we don't want the ripening to take so 
long that we're too old to enjoy the food. (Laughter.) 


Q Ie that on the trade issue? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Yes. 


During the luncheon there was light banter on a number of 
issues and then some elaboration of some of the other topics that 
were discussed -- with one particular point gone into in some detail, 
that again President Roh empi asized in his farewell remarks, and that 
is interest in Pacific Basin economic cooperation. 


President Roh observed that East Asia and the Pacific 
occupies a very rapidly growing share of world GNP -- about 40 
percent of world trade is now in the Asia Pacific region -- and that 
in his discussions with Austr. ‘an Prime Minister Hawke in the 
spring, when initial discussic. >f the idea of this ministerial 
meeting that will be held in Camberra in November was begun, 
President Roh pointed out that he hoped that the United States, 
Canada, Japan would be included in this initiative and the ministers 
-- Secretary Baker and Minister Choi <-- look forward to meeti one 
another, along with several other ministerial level officials in 
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Camberre early next month. 


So I think that covers the main points. And I'll be glad 
to take your questions. 


Q Was there any specific talk about their (“creasing 
the amount that they contribute to the U.S. military efforts -- that 
is to say the money side of it? Did they say anything about what 


they'll do? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: There was no specific 
discussion on that issue, although Secretary Baker noted that we are 
under increasing budgetary pressure, Congress is interested in this 
issue. Whether that discussion will come up in Secretary Cheney's 
discussions with Minister Lee, I really don't know. 


Q On market ——, hoping to reach by the mid-1990s 
the level of the OECD countries, is the President -- is the 
administration satisfied with that? What did the President say about 
that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Well, we just noted it -- 
exactly what that's going to mean we, frankly, want to go off and 
look at it. But the President and Secretary Mosbacher both 
emphasized that we want to see marketing opening -«rtinue and the 
importance of reaching specific agreements next sj: + in the 
framework of the *988 Trade Act in the Super 301 coutext. 


Q What was said between the two men as far as human 
rights issues are concerned? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: That was apparently 
discussed in the one-on-one -- it was discussed in the one-on-one. I 
was not in that session so I can't give you a great deal of detail. 
But the President did indicate h.s concern for thie and President Roh 
Tae Woo indicated his ongoing commitment to democratization. 


Q What products are we most intent on getting into 
Korean markets? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Well, telecommunications 
received particular focus in this discussion. Note also was made in 
the agricultural area. 


Q Do we see progress there? This optimistic talk -- 
is it optimistic talk in those two areas? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I think that's an area 
where it may take, from a Korean perspective, a little longer for the 
apple to ripen. On the other hand, as I indicated in the briefing 
yesterday, about 98 percent of the imports from our country are raw 
materials and are reprocessed. Many of them are reexported. There 
are some areas, such as beef, where the Korean domestic producers 
cannot generate enough product for the consumer. So we think there 
are strong arguments in favor of opening up benefiting consumers in 
terms of products and prices without harming domestic producers. 


Q On the market opening goal that President Roh 
enunciated, is that the first time you've heard it framed in quite 
that way in terms of the long-term internal goal? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Yes, it is. I don't know 
whether some of my colleagues have heard it quite that way before, 
but it was a very precise formulation. I'm new enough in this role 
so that it may have been said to my predecessors, but I haven't heard 
it myself before. 


Q Just to be clear on this, there was no specific U.S. 
response, I take it, from what you said. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo. The President noted 
that -- and the other officials there. 
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Q Do you have a parallel goal and does it coincide 
with that, or is it different? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: We have not set specific 
market share kinds of goals. And as Ambassad - Hills indicated in 
Japan, we don't want to move toward managed trade, we want to move 
towards open trade in which the market sets shares. But we ere 
determined to see that openness so that American producers can 
compete on a fair basis. 


Q When we first glanced -- does what Roh has set 
forward, does that sound reasonable to you? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I think they are tryiag to 
make those adjustments. Again, he noted that the trade deficit with 
us is down by a third. That certainly helps. They've made 
substantial won revaluation since the Plaza Agreement in ‘85. I 
think the won has eppreciated by about 35 percent. But, again, the 
test will be whether American firms feel they have free access to 
compete in Korean markets. 


Q How does it compare with the kind of access that we 
have or we're looking for in Japan? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I'm not sure I's really in 
a position to make the kind of comparison you're looking for. 


Q You said yesterday that there could be the sane 
level of security with maybe less troops in Korea. Did the President 
mention that? Did President Roh agree with that? And is there a 
point in time when this could be the case? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I should reemphasize what I 
said yesterdsy. We are not making the troop level, the number of 
troops the measure of our security commitment. It could be that a 
review would allow some adjustment there. But the President 
reaffirmed his intention to maintain deterrence, to maintain 
stability, that we do not see a diminishing threat from the North. 
There was an observation made by President Roh to the reduction of 
tensions and the kinds of arms control initiatives that the Soviets 
were making elsewhere. And the response wes that we hoped similar 
kinds of confidence-building measures, arms control discussions 
between Worth and South Korea could evolve on the Peninsula. 


So again, we are not casting the issues strictly in terns 
of troops. We're looking, again, at roles and missions; at command 
relationship changes that reflect South Korea's growing strength; 
South Korea taking a much more active leadership role in its own 
security. And we will weigh those factors against the threat from 
the North. 


Q Any discussion of the F-16 coproduction agreement, 
or what's the state of play with that? 


. ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Just a very brief mention 
was made of it -~ that it would be discussed by the defense 
ministers. 


Q Do you think Roh isc politically able to open up 
markets? There seems to be an awful lot of volatility in Korea. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I guess we'll see. I think 
the impression he gave is that he takes this issue quite seriously, 
that he understands that his country has grown strong and prospered 
in a collaborative relationship with the United States, both in the 
security and the trade area, and recognizes the importance of 
cooperation. That, I think, wae the reeson he raised at lunch the 
issue of the specific economic cooperation initiative, which they, as 
I indicated yesterday, are actively involved in. They're going to 
host « ‘> ird ministerial, following the Canberra meeting. Go the 
impre:osoo ‘ney give is of taking these issues quite seriously. 


MORE 
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) This apple ripening talk -- doesn't that suggest 

he can‘t be pushed too fast? Isn't that sort of a hint that 
got political pressures that he can't resist? 
pace 





ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: And I think they look at 
that they are moving along relative to other countries in 
region and feel they're moving on at a healthy clip. Would, in 
fact, that pace could be, given his domestic situation, is something 
he obviously has to determine for himself. 


Q Back on the human rights issue. You merely said the 
President in the one-on-one indicated concern. Do you know -- well, 
first of all, did they get into that issue at all in the expanded 
meeting? Was there any mention of it at all? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: There was brief mention 
following it. And then, of course, you heard the comments of the 
Geperture statements. 


Q In what way in the expanded meeting? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Again, the President 
expressed his commitment to continue the democratization process. 


Q Did they get into the specific of the security law? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo, at least not that I's 
aware of. It may have been covered in the one-on-one. 


Q Any expression of anti-Americanism and did they make 
any pledge to try to do something -- whatever they could -- to dampen 
that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo. If anything, it was 
the opposite. The feeling expressed by Ambassador Gregg and by the 
Korean side was that the relationship was still very, very friendly, 
that the Korean people want this relationship with the United States. 
And Ambassador Gregg indicated he had been very warmly received. So 
the issue of anti~-Americanicm did not come up. 


Q Didn't they talk about the incident at his house? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo. Just that it was -- I 
mean, the Ambassador noted in passing that it really was apparently 
an iselated group that did not evoke support elsewhere; that there 
was very broad negative reaction from Korean political groups and the 
press to che violent intrusion into the Embagsy. 


Q Did you say that you're not sure what the level of 
openness in the OECD countries is? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I'm not exactly sure, since 
I'm not an economist, what measure you would use of openness there as 
opposed to the Korean market. So I just don't feel I can quantify 
how we would measure openness in the OFCD countries and then compare 
it with South Korea. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:19 P.M. EDT 
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WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1989, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [ have several announcements and one 
statement. 


At 3:00 p.m. today, at the White House, there will be 
a BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of the Spanish Prime 
Minister. 


On the earthquake, I wanted to let you all know that 
the Department sent out cables last night to 43 posts overseas 
asking them to report any information concerning the 
circumstances, including damage sustained to their host 
country's consulate offices in San Francisco. We have followed 
up with their embassies here in Washington for any information 
needs they may have. 


Our role is to keep in mind the foreign diplomatic 
community based in San Francisco who may need special help. 
The reports we have received so far have indicated no injuries 
or major structural damage to the consulates. 


Several countries have offered us assistance. The 
Greek Government has offered to send a 25-person team to help 
in rescue efforts. The Soviet Union offered assistance. We 
are evaluating these offers of assistance to see if any is 
needed. 


We have also received condolence messages from Greece, 
the Philippines, and the Soviet Union; and condolence messages 
are continuing to pour i'n. 


My statement concerns El Salvador. 


In an act of terror for which the FMLN has become 
known, a guerrilla death squad yesterday gunned down a 23-year 
old, Ana Isabel Casanova. Her crime: Her father is a military 
officer. This was not a political act but murder, pure and 
simple. We wish to express our deepest sympathy to her family. 


The FMLN committed a similar killing of civilians on 
October 10, when its hit men slayed the wife and son of a 
conservative newspaper editor. [In addition, the guerrillas 
executed eight captured Salvadoran Army recruits on September 
26. The Governments of Nicaragua and Cuba have supplied the 
FMLN with the weapons and training to conduct this continuing 
reign of terror, and they bear responsibility for these crimes. 
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The FMLN tells the press that such barbarities are 
unauthorized by the guerrilla command. In fact, the 
assassination teams are trained, equipped, and directed by the 
FMLN command. 


President Cristiani has made every effort to negotiate 
seriously with the FMLN to end the war. The time has come for 
the FMLN to end this wanton bloodshed and agree to the 
ceasefire the Cristiani Government has offered. We condemn 
these killings and emphasize in the strongest terms that 
civilized nations will never permit carnage such as this to be 
used as a negotiating tactic. 


['ll be happy to answer any of your questions. 


Q Do you have any direct evidence that the FMLN 
was, in fact, responsible for this specific shooting? 


a For this specific one? 
Q Yeah. 
A No, not as of yet. 


Q Margaret, can you be any more specific about the 
condolence messages from, for example, the Soviet Union? 


A The one that [ read that was to Secretary Baker 
was from Minister Shevardnadze. It basically said they wish to 
extend their deepest sympathy to the earthquake victims -- it 
was a normal condolence message -- and any assistance that they 
could need. I don't know if there has been one received at the 
White House. I just don't know. I just know about Baker's. 


Q Margaret, was that the offer of assistance that 
you referred to earlier, or has there been a more specific 
offer of assistance from Shevardnadze? 


A I don't have a specific; no. 
Q Could you release the Shevardnadze message? 
A I'll have to ask. I don't know. 


When you say you sent cables to 43 posts, if I 
understand you correctly, you were asking the host governments 
if they know that their consulates in the U.S. were damaged? 


ay We wanted to immediately get out to these 
governments -- I didn't read the cables; ['m assuming -- what 
happened, what's going on. “We're here to be of assistance. 
Please have your consulates be in touch with us," is what ['m 
assuming we did. I assume we did 43 of them because there are 
43 in San Francisco. 


Q That was my next question. You assume there are 
43 consulates? 
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a I'd have to assume there are 43 in San Francisco. 
Q And you have no report of injury or major damage 
to any of those consulates that you know of at this point? 
= Not as of this briefing, I do not. 
Q Margaret, I know you said that other nations' 
messages are pouring in, but -- 
a They said “it's pouring in." 
Q I thought I had read, or I guess heard, that 
Japan had made a very specific offer of some sort, of 
assistance. Are you aware of anything specific? 
A If they have, Ralph, [ haven't heard anything 
specific on it. 
Q What is the nature of some of these offers? Are 
they monetary? Are they equipment or personnel? 
a I don't have the specifics for you. I believe I 


mentioned the specific Greek one, and [ said that we are 
looking at it. There's a government-wide [effort], as you know 
from Marlin's briefing and from everything that's on the TV, 
with FEMA, with all of our own agencies; so as deeply 
appreciative as we are of these offers of help, we also have to 
see if there is a need, if we have our own capabilities here to 
handle the situation in San Francisco. 


I just wanted to make note (1) that we were aware 
there are 43 consulate offices in San Francisco; (2) we had 
immediately notified those people that condolence messages to 
our President and our country and our people are coming in. 
And on specifics of whether we will be able to pick up any of 
these offers, [I honestly just don't have an answer at this 
moment in time for you. 


Q Margaret, what changes, if any, are being made of 
Secretary Baker's plans to -- 


a I meant to mention that. I'm sorry. 
Q He was to have gone to San Francisco tomorrow. 


i) Correct. I forgot to mention that. The 
Executive Director of the Commonwealth Club called one of our 
employees here this morning at 6:00 a.m. to say that they would 
be in touch with us throughout the day, that they would like if 
they can to go forward with his speech tomorrow. The 
Secretary's message back to them is, he wants to defer to 
whatever they wish him to do. He will still keep his schedule, 
if it is logistically feasible there on the ground in San 
Francisco and if the Commonwealth Club wants him to come. So 
there is no final decision. 
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Q Does that apply also to his weekend plans? 


“ The two are intertwined, yes. 

Q Can [ ask a quick one before we get into a longer 
topic? 

“ Sure. 

Q Did you have the announcement today on the 


Secretary's plans for Australia, or will that come later on? 
a I don't have the announcement for today. 


Q Also, do you have anything on the South African 
Government's willingness to meet with some of the ANC released 
leaders? 


fc) I have an overall statement on some of the things 
that have been going on in South Africa in the last several 
days. 


We are encouraged by these indications that the South 
African Government is ready to be inclusive in its approach to 
engaging the opposition in dialogue and negotiations. The most 
important first step in the process of change is dialogue among 
South Africans. To create the proper climate for dialoque, the 
following must occur: (1) the release of all political 
prisoners, which the government has begun, and the return of 
political exiles; (2) the lifting of the State of Emergency and 
associated restrictions on political activity and freedom of 
association for the black opposition; (3) the unbanning of all 
political organizations, including the ANC; and (4) an end to 
violence from all sources. 


The South African Government should continue to move 
as quickly as possible to create the conditions for this 
dialogue to begin. We hope all parties will take advantage of 
this opportunity to pursue negotiations on a peaceful process 
of constitutional change leading to a non-racial democratic 
government. 


Q One follow-up. If they meet all these demands, 
can the U.S. reduce the sanctions? How long a process would 
that be? 


is That's a hypothetical and something I'm not 
prepared to answer at this time. 


Q Do you have a reaction on the situation in East 
Germany and Honecker? 


a Yes. As some of you probably know, the President 
spoke to this this morning. As he said, it's too early to know 
what this means. We hope that this change in leadership will 
lead to reform in East Germany and the establishment of 
political and economic structures which are responsive to the 
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people of. East Germany. Both the large demonstrations in the 
GOR and the massive exodus of East Germans to the West are 
indications of the dissatisfaction of East Germans. 


The U.S. will be watching to see what steps are taken 
by Egon Krenz and the new GDR leadership and to see whether 
they are prepared to bring perestroika to East Germany. 





Q May we have a copy of that? 
“ Sure. 


Q Is the United States prepared to do anything to 
encourage such changes? 


A Encourage such changes? 

Q Uh-hum. 

i I think that we've spoken out a number of times; 
and [ believe the President had more elaborate statements this 
morning -- I just didn't repeat them all -- on what we want for 
the people of East Germany, which is no different from what we 
want from people any place around the world -- freedom of 


movement, freedom of speech. But if you're asking me if we 
have a specific thing in mind, I can't point to a@ specific. 


Q Can we request a filing break, please? Filing 
break, please? 


a It's fine with me. 


Q There are no plans to reach out to the new 
leadership in any specific way by the U.S. other than -- 


a This just happened in the last two hours. 
Q Yes, I know. 


“ The President has spoken to it, and I think it 
would be really kind of inappropriate for me to go further than 
what the President himself said. 


Q Margaret, on the Middle East, what is your 
response to what Mr. Shamir said yesterday in front of the 
Likud? 


Q Can we finish up on Eastern Europe first? There 
was another change announced today, which was that in Hungary 
they have, among other things, changed the name and changed the 
form of their government. [t's no longer a "People's 
Government." Do you have any comment on that? 


A Unfortunately, Jim, in everything ['ve been doing 
this morning, that's something that has not been brought to my 
attention. I don't have anything off the top of my head for 
you. I'll be glad to get something and post it. 
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Q Margaret, also on Eastern Europe, there was a 
report that Larry Eagleburger may be given a role on aid to 
Poland and Hungary. Is there anything you can say about that? 


“ There's nothing [I can say about it. That would 
be a White House announcement, and the White House will make 
the announcement when they're prepared to do so. 


Q Can we go to the Middle East now? 





6 Sure. 


Q What's your response to what Prime Minister 
Shamir said yesterday? 


a Before I have a response for you, as you know -- 
[ think Marlin confirmed today -- the Prime Minister called 
President Bush yesterday afternoon. What you don't know is 
that Foreign Minister Arens called Secretary Baker this 
morning; and they were on the phone approximately -- I'd say -- 
anywhere from 20 to 40 minutes. 


On a specific reaction to the Prime Minister's 
comments from yesterday, [ would tell you that we've said all 
along that all sides should refrain from statements that make 
it harder to advance the peace process. The statement he made 
yesterday was unhelpful, and we're disappointed. 


We're not looking for a fight or confrontation with 
Israel. That goes without saying, and everyone knows that. 
Our only purpose is to help the Government of Israel advance 
its own peace initiative. 


Q What about the PLO's statements recently? 


a I answered that - 


Q If I may ask about Mr. Shamir's statement, Mr. 
Shamir also indicated -- and ['m quoting -- “This time the 
battle against the United States is hard. It's a miracle that 
thus far we have held out our own against the world when no 
element supports our position." 


Even in Israeli rhetorical criteria, this is an 
extraordinary statement, suggesting that Israel has no friends 
in the United States. Could you perhaps react directly to this 
point? 


a I just did. I said it was unhelpful and it was 
disappointing. 


Q I'm asking whether it's acceptable to you that 
there are no more friends -- 


a That's ludicrous. The United States and Israel 
are good friends and good allies and have been for many, many 
years, and that's very well known. 
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Q Do you accept the inevitability inherent in what 
he said. “We must accept the assumption that we may be entering 
a tense period with the U.S." [s there such an inevitability? 


5 I do not have a characterization on that. I 
tried to answer it for you by saying we're not looking for a 
fight or confrontation with Israel. 


Q Can you tell us anything more about the 
Secretary's conversation with Minister Arens? 


a The entire conversation was devoted to continuing 
to work on the framework, and that was his entire conversation. 


Q So on the one hand you have this confrontational 
language that you're not looking for but seems to exist anyway 
in public, and on the other hand you're still discussing the 
substance of the proposal? 


a Absolutely, we're still discussing it. As I keep 
saying -- and ['ve said it everyday, [ think, for the last 
eight or nine days -- we are still engaged. We still are 


working on getting the [Israelis and the Palestinians to a 
dialogue. 


One person earlier this week had asked me, “Wasn't 
this dead?" i said no. [ would think by the activities of the 
last 24 hours, that would prove what I was saying was, in fact, 
correct. They are still very much engaged, still very much 
working on this. 


Q So you characterize the -- I realize you're not 
the White House Spokesman. 


a l am not. 


Q It's possible, however, that this question may 
not get raised at the White House today. 


i It did, and Marlin refused to characterize it. 
And I'm not at liberty to characterize it. 


Q What was it? 


“ The President's conversation with the Prime 
Minister yesterday afternoon. 


Q Would you say that your description of a moment 
ago of the tenor of the conversation with Foreign Minister 
Arens applies also to the conversation with the Prime Minister? 


2) Absolutely not. In Secretary Baker's 
conversation with the Foreign Minister, Prime Minister Shamir's 
statements or what we've read that he said yesterday never came 
up. It was not discussed. 














3 5&9 


aie Wednesday, 10/18/89 
Q Shamir's statement did not come up in their 
conversation? 
a Not once. 
Q In the conversation with frens? 
7 In the conversation with Afrens. 
Q But we can't draw that conclusion about the 


conversation with the President because you don't speak for the 
President? 


a I'm not at liberty to characterize the 
President's conversation with Shamir. 

Q Did the Secretary and Mr. frens discuss the 
Baghdad results, the Baghdad declarations? 

A Yes 

The Prime Minister, if I may add, also said that 

"It is hard for the Americans to give them up" -- Baker's five 
points -- “although we have given them our unequivocal 





answer." [s that right? If such an unequivocal answer has 
been given, then the five Baker points are dead; and still, 
apparently, if the Prime Minister is right, you refuse to 
acknowledge that reality. 


ro) Who are you saying said that? 
Q Mr. Shamir, yesterday. 


a It's a direct quote or is it someone's 
interpretation? 


Q No, no. It's a direct quote. 


f°) I don't want to get into a back-and-forth with 
the Prime Minister of Israel; but Secretary Baker and Foreign 
Minister Arens this morning spent, as I characterized, anywhere 
from I believe it was 20 to 40 minutes on the telephone 
discussing the framework. 


Q So I'm sure I understand what's going on here, 
the United States is calling the [sraeli Prime Minister's 
remarks unhelpful, and is saying this -- 

A And disappointing. 


Q And disappointing. 


a His remarks of yesterday. 
Q Right. 
4 Prior to when he talked to the President. 
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Q Yeah, but you won't say anything about the 
conversation with the President, so that's -- 


4 But I want to make clear, those remarks were made 
prior to when he talked to President Bush. 


Q Right. But you're not telling us that anything 
has changed as a result of that conversation, because you're 
not telling us anything about the conversation. So all we are 
left -- 

a What's there to tell you? 

Q Well, you're just suggesting that because it was 
made before the Presidential conversation, perhaps there was 
some change. We have no way of knowing that. 

S No. I'm not trying to do that. 


Q Okay. Good 


os What we're on is trying to get to a dialogue -- 
which I keep saying this entire exercise has been about for 
weeks -- of getting Israelis and the Palestinians to a 


dialogue, which after all is Prime Minister Shamir's 
initiative, his election proposal. That has never changed as 
far as we're concerned. I['m down here every day telling you 
that Secretary Baker is honestly and truly engaged, still 
willing to stay engaged, is working on this -- that hasn't ever 
changed. 


Q If I may continue my questions. 
a Sure. 


Q What I see happening here is the United States is 
publicly calling the Prime Minister of Israel's remarks 
“disappointing” and “unhelpful."“ But the exponent of foreign 
policy for the United States, James Baker, did not officially 
convey that point of view to the Israeli Government when he had 
his conversation with the representative of the Israeli 
Government yesterday. So through official channels there is no 
-- there appears to be -- to us anyway, from the outside -- 


ve There's no reason for it to come up. His entire 
-- the first part of his conversation, to be perfectly honest 
with you, was that Foreign Minister Arens expressed his deep 
condolences and sympathy to the earthquake, asked Secretary 
Baker a number of questions about the earthquake. They went 
right into discussing the framework. So, you know, you can 
draw your own conclusions. 


Q But Shamir's remarks had to do with the U.S. 
proposal and the framework. 


a People make remarks all the time. 
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Q Then why are they unhelpful? 


v Margaret, has anything happened since these 
remarks were made by Mr. Shamir that has given the United 
States some hope that this position he took in these remarks 
may not be [Israel's position? 


” We have never assumed or been operating on the 
premise that [Israel was not supporting its own initiative and 
working towards that end. We have never done that. You all 
may have, and many of you all have asked me many days ago, 
"This is just over. Why are you doing this?" etc., etc. I've 
never said that because they are still working towards this 
goal. 


Q Wait a minute. But Shamir said yesterday that 
there is nobody in the United States supporting I[srael's 
initiative. 


a Excuse me? 


Q Mr. Shamir said yesterday that there is nobody in 
the United States that still supports the Israeli initiative. 


i) Well, i'd refer you back to the record of 
Secretary Baker, of myself out here as the spokesperson. [t's 
got to be at least over a hundred times when I have said, “We 
wholeheartedly support the Shamir election initiative." I've 
said it at least three times today. So I don't understand 1 
don't know. 


Q Just to follow-up, 1 asked you a couple of days 
ago - and may [ ask it again? .- maybe there is a will coming 
from Secretary Baker first to let Shamir and President Bush 
meet, and then to try to work out the framework? 


a No. I couldn't come to your same conclusions. 


Q I mean, Mr. Shamir is coming to Washington 
mid-November . 


“ I've heard that. Yes. 


Q Well, so maybe these discussions between 
Secretary Baker and Foreign Ministers Arens and Mequid will be 
delayed until after - 


a You should not reach that conclusion. 


Q But you've just passed a very serious judgment on 
the Israeli Prime Minister. You suggested what he said was 
ludicrous. This sounds increasingly as a moment of truth 
perhaps in U.S.-Israeli relations because if the Prime Minister 
of Israel makes a major statement of such magnitude that it is 
characterized as “unhelpful” and “ludicrous” - 


“ [ said “disappointing. " 
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Q No. I'm pretty sure you used the word 
“ludicrous.” 


. That was in response to another question In a 
direct question, which was the first question [ got today, did 
we have @ comment on the Prime Minister's statements yesterday 
-- [*'ve now said this, [ think, four times -- I said the 
statement was unhelpful and that we were disappointed That 
was part of five points that [I said. 





Q Yes. I understand. But I'm asking you again 
about the “ludicrous” characterization. Perhaps you can 
elaborate on that because that sounds, to my undiplomatic ears, 
a little bit tougher than usual in characterizing statements of 
Prime Ministers. 


i) That was in characterization, I believe, of your 
question, sir, “Were [sraelis and Americans not friends?" -- 
something to that effect. 


Q I was in fact quoting the Prime Minister who 
suggested that. 


a I don't accept that the Prime Minister accepted 
that, nor do I accept the Prime Minister believes that. 


Q But he said that. 
a Well, fine Go ask him to interpret it for you. 


Q There's a lot more questions to ask about this, 
Margaret. 1 find it difficult to understand how you can stand 
there and criticize the Prime Minister's statements, and then a 
moment later dismiss it as something that really has no bearing 
at all on the continuing discussions between the U.S. and the 
Israeli Government on the Shamir initiative. But that seems to 
be what you're saying: “Yes. They're making these statements, 
but pay no attention to them, they're... " 


ts I didn't say “pay no attention." 


Q Well, you said people make statements all the 
time. 


a That's true. But I'm telling you the honest 
truth: They are engaged, are working -- 


Q Who is? Is Shamir? 
“ Jim Baker and Moshe Arens, this morning -- 


Q Here? 


a -. for 40 minutes on the telephone I told you 
the Prime Minister called the President yesterday. They didn't 
talk about the weather. 
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G But you didn't tell us what they said 
A I mean, there's a reason that he called 


Q You didn't tell us that they talked about the 
initiative, though, either. And you did tell us that Arens 
called about the earthquake, so -- 


a If I start down that road, then I'll be 
characterizing the President's conversation, which I am not 
specifically at liberty to do, nor was Marlin. 


Q We assume that Prime Minister Shamir and the 
United States Government are working on the Shamir election 
initiative, are continuing to do that, and on the Secretary's 
framework . 


“ That's definitely my assumption and always has 
been. There isn't another proposal that we've been working 
on. We're working on that, and we're also working -- back to 
the thing that [| know gets you all confused -- on the framework 
that Secretary Baker suggested to bridge the gap to get you to 
Israelis and Palestinians having a dialogue concerning 
elections. 


Q But we don't want to make the assumption. You're 
willing to make the assumption -- or tell us that you agree 
with the assumption --~ that the Israelis are working on this 
initiative. 


a Why would I think otherwise? 
Q [ don't know. 


a Minister Arens called Secretary Baker this 
morning. I characterized -- except [ had forgotten his first 
comments were about the earthquake ~-- the entire conversation. 
The entire conversation was concerning this issue -- the whole 


thing. So that would say to me someone is engaged, someone is 
interested, someone is working. [I couldn't characterize it the 
opposite way. I would have a hard time doing that. 


Q Except if you listen to the Prime Minister's 
comments. 


Q At one point you identified that somewhat as 
Foreign Minister Arens. 


a That's how this has always been done. 


Q Are you satisfied that Minister Arens, when he 
speaks -- calls Mr. Baker and talks with him about this -~- is 
speaking with the authority and backing of the Prime Minister 
of Israel? 


a I have no reason to believe that he does not. 
Just as Secretary Baker has the authority of the President of 
the United States when he's speaking, you assume his 
counterparts do in other countries. 
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~ But that seems to go against Shamir's public 
statement yesterday that Israel has rejected this framework 
proposal. 
S Look, you all need to get your colleagues over in 


Jerusalem to ask for a better clarification of the Prime 
Minister's statement I have given to you all the United 
States has to say about the Prime Minister's statement. Two 
words “Unhelpful, disappointing.“ That's all we have to say 
about it. 


Q But in the parlance of what is normally said from 
the podium where you're standing, that is highly vivid, charged 
and colorful language. 


“ That's your characterization of it. 


Q No. In the context, and given that -- you know, 
I mean, these people who institutionally listen to these things 
for years [ think would not dispute that. 


2) Well, every day's a new day. 


Q So given that, why has the United States not 
asked for this clarification? Why are you telling the press 
that they should go and ask for a clarification, because what 
the Prime Minister said would seem to have a direct bearing on 
what we're trying to do. 


“ It would seem to me -- and you've got as good a 
brain as anybody in this room -- if this was such a burning 
issue with Secretary Baker, it seems to me it would have been 
the first thing he brought up this morning on the phone. I['m 
telling you it did not come up once. 


Q Okay. Well, basically the assumption from that 
is that the Secretary does not regard this as a burning issue, 
so therefore why in your guidance does the Department feel it 
necessary to say that this is “disappointing” and “unhelpful”? 


a Because [| was asked a question, and that is the 
Department's answer, based on the direct question that we knew 
[ would get, that I got, that [ answered. [ said, “The Prime 
Minister's statements were made yesterday prior to his phone 
call to the President of the United States." 


Q Margaret, to go back to the Secretary's 
conversation with Minister Arens for a moment, as they 
discussed the framework, was the nature of that discussion 
working out details within the framework, or was the nature of 
the discussion whether the framework can be preserved at all? 


a It's a little of both, to be perfectly honest 
with you. As I described the other day, I said that since 
there are such serious conversations and debates going on, that 
obviously has led to another level of detail that I 
characterized specifically the other day concerning 
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composition, I believe I said. So that whole entire 
conversation is still going on, including framework, including 
now -- which I said the other day -- more specifics. 


Q Right. But the discussion does include on the 
table whether the framework is -- explicitly whether the 
framework is going to fly at all? 


A Well, that has always been on the table. I mean, 
that's something that's going to work or is not going to work. 


Q Well, no, my question really is whether the 
framework will continue to be -- whether one can even continue 
talking about the details of the framework. 


A They are absolutely, positively still discussing 
the framework. Positively. That has not changed. 


Q Would it be a fair assumption, then, to say that 
Secretary Baker, in pursuing his efforts to get agreement on 
the framework, has chosen to ignore what the Prime Minister of 
Israel said? 


A It did not come up in his conversation at all 
today with Foreign Minister Arens. 


Q One would have to assume he decided to ignore it, 
and yet to trot you out here to the podium to give them a 
couple of whaps up side the head. (Laughter) 


A He moves in mysterious ways. (laughter) 


Mr. Shamir said one more thing in the interview 
with the om Post this morning. He characterized the PLO 
rejection in Baghdad of the five points as a move that is going 
to “energize our efforts to seek peace through our peace 
initiative." Do you accept his characterization? 


A I don't have a specific comment on that. I do 
have for you, which is similar to what I said yesterday, that 
we've said from the beginning that all parties should refrain 
from imposing conditions that will pre-empt progress and make 
it difficult to move forward. Palestinian participation in 
this process is vital to its success; but if Palestinians want 
to participate, they must find a way to engage practically in a 
dialogue with Israel. Statements coming out of Baghdad 


yesterday were also unhelpful. 


Q May I ask you a question on another subject? Do 
you have anything on the decision of the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate to adopt the Armenian Genocide Commemoration Day? 


A Yes, [ do. As I believe was announced yesterday 
from the White House, as you already know, the Administration 
opposes the resolution. While the Administration is sensitive 
to the tragic suffering of the Armenian people and the need to 
commemorate the victims of the period 1915-1923, we are equally 
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mindful of our close relationship and strong friendship with 
Turkey and of the differina views of how the terrible events of 
that period should properly be characterized. 


‘We hope the Congress can respond to the concerns of 
the Armenian community in a manner that does not gravely offend 
our vital ally and friend, the Republic of Turkey. 


Q [ have a question on that. There is a statement 
in front of me that was made by President Bush -- admittedly 
before he became President -- in October i988 in which he said 
that “the United States must acknowledge the attempted genocide 
of the Armenian people." And he went on to say that "The 
American people, our government, and certainly the Bush 
Administration will never allow political pressures to prevent 
our denunciation of crimes against humanity, and I will join 
Congress in commemorating the victims of that period." 


That can hardly be reconciled with the statement you 
have just made. 


A It can in my mind. 
Q Could you please explain? 


aq I just said “We hope the Congress can respond to 
the concerns of the Armenian community in a manner that does 
not gravely offend our vital ally and friend, the Republic of 
Turkey.“ I also spoke to the tragic suffering of the Armenian 
people. I think I fully answered what your question is and 
your hypothesis. At least I have in my mind. 


Q I mean, the President said explicitly there was 
an attempted genocide against the Armenian people and suggested 
that it should be commemorated. And I still find it a little 
bit difficult to understand how you can reconcile today's 
statement with that statement made by Mr. Bush. 


A It isn't causing me any trouble. 

Q Later in the day, Margaret, could you possibly 
update the list of countries offering either assistance or 
condolences? 

A Be glad to. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything to add to 
yesterday's posting on the Somali situation? 


a No. 


Q There are reports of a new ceasefire in Angola 
imminent. Do you have anything on that? 


A No. I haven't seen that. 
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Q Margaret, do you have anything to say on the 
Senate vote on aid to the Nicaraguan election process, where 
you go from here? 


A All of the specifics, which Marlin went into at 
length yesterday -- there are pages of specifics -- ['ll be 
glad to post for you. As far as a reaction, we obviously are 
very pleased. We, as you know, believe that this helps create 
a level playing field on the ground, and we were very pleased. 


Q Margaret, any response to the Secretary's call on 
political parties around the world to help Ms. Chamorro? 


A I can't think of a specific response. I'd have 
to go back and ask. It was in so many different bureaus. Let 
me take your question and post it for you. 


Q How do you assess this meeting between the 
Chinese-American Professor T.D. Lee and Deng Xiaoping? He then 
went and debriefed President Bush. Do you see this as a sign 
that the Chinese want to improve relations? 


A I don't have a characterization for you at all or 
anything really that I can add to his meeting with the 
President. We just don't have a comment at this time on that 
particular meeting. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank y'all. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION . 
October 18, 1989 Press Briefing 


HUNGARY: NAME CHANGE 





What does it mean? 


TODAY THE HUNGARIAN PARLIAMENT VOTED OVERWHELMINGLY IN 
FAVOR OF AN AMENDED CONSTITUTION WHICH LEAVES ONLY 
ABOUT TEN PERCENT OF THE 1949 STALINIST DOCUMENT IN 
PLACE. 

THE AMENDED CONSTITUTION CONTAINS DEMOCRATIC 
PRINCIPLES AND MANY OF THE ELEMENTS OF OUP OWN BILL OF 
RIGHTS. 

THE CONSTITUTION PROVIDES THAT HUNGARY WILL BE 


DECLARED A “KEPUBLIC”, NOT A “PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC”. THE 


WORD “PEOPLE'S” WAS A LEGACY FROM THE STALIN ERA, 
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Office of the Assistant Secretary/Spokesman 
NOTICE TO THE PRESS 
Wednesday. October 18. 1989 


This afternoon a working group was established to coordinate 
State Department activity in response to the earthquake in 
California. In liaison with FEMA, the group will act as a 
referral point for queries and information, and will collect 
information on damage to foreign consulates in the San 
Francisco area. Staffing for the working group is being drawn 
from the Office of Foreign Missions, the Bureau of Diplomatic 
Security and the Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance (AID). 


A number of foreign governments have expressed condolences and 
have offered to participate in earthquake relief efforts. 

Thus far, messages have arrived at the Department from 
Australia, the Soviet Union, Israel, West Germany. Kuwait, and 
Greece, Switzerland, Portugal, France, Spain. and Italy. 

Other messages have been received at the White House. 











THE STATE DEPARTMENT 


Office of the Assistar* Secretary/Spokesman 








NOTICE TO THE PRESS 


Wednesday, October 18, 1989 





The Secretary's scheduled address to the Commonwealth Club in 
San Francisco Thursday, October 19, has been postponed. 


An alternative date has not yet been determined. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


October 18, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


3:10 P.M. EDT 





MR. HALL: Good afternoon. We'll now begin the 
BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of Prime Minister Gonzalez o 
not for lication 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me pass on a brief 
characterization of the visit. It's the Prime Minister's first visit 
here since 1983 and, of course it's coming right in the middle of his 
election. Spanish elections take place on October 29th. So it's a 
brief visit and a no-frills visit, getting right to the business and 
then he'll be returning to his campaign in Spain. 


There is a personal relationship between the President 
and the Prime Minister that is reflected in this. They've known each 
other some time, of course. The President saw the Prime Minister at 
the NATO summit. They've spoken on the telephone a number of tines 
over the last several months. 


Gonzalez arrives here at 5:00 p.m. this afternoon. He'll 
go to Blair House. Secretary Baker greets his, will go with hin, 
will meet with the Foreign Secretary, Mr. Ordonez, first and then 
will be joined by the Pr Minister and Baker will carry on the 
conversation from there. 


The Prime Wirister meets with the President tomorrow at 
11:00 a.m. privately «né then there will be an expanded meeting in 
the Cabinet Room. And that's all scheduled to last an hour and a 
half. Then the President is hosting a small dinner for the Prime 
Minister tomorrow evening. 


The Prime Minister has appointments on the Hill. He has 
breakfast with the Vice President on Friday. He sees the Secretary 
of the Treasury and then he departs and returns t> Spain. 


Q Will the two leaders make departure remarks 
following their meeting here at the White House tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe so. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. . 

Q Ie there remarks during the dinner? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it's a 
private dinner. 


Just a couple of highlights to point out for you. I 
think both sides regard this visit as reflecting a kind of maturing 
of the relationship. As you know, we signed a new defense agreement 
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with Spain last May in which the United States will be reducing its 
presence in Spain, but nonetheless continuing a very significant 
mili presence in three other bases. 


For the first time in a long time, the U.S. presence has 
current Spanish elections. The agreement ve 
ith the Spanish has no economic or military assistance 

it. It is clearly an agreement between partners. 


a8 
if § 
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to 
There are a variety of other agreements that are all sort 
of coming together at this time -- cultural and educational, a tax 
is under negotiation, a science and technology agreement. 
is a considerable amount -- yes, a considerable amount of 
mistaken information in my -- (laughter) -- 


Q We're used to it. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's all right. The 
defense agreenent vas signed December, 1988; it went into effect May, 
1989. Well, I wasn't too far off. 


There will also be discussions obviously on a lot of 
subjects in which there is a common interest -- East-West, East 
Europe, particularly, of course, in arms control. Spain 
obviously, a member of NATO, participates in the conventional forces 
in Europe talks that are going on in Vienna. 


Another theme I think that will be emphasized or that 
will emerge is the remarkable progress of Spain in Europe, which is, 
of course, very satisfying from an American point of view. Over the 
last several years, Spain has, of course, become a member of NATO. 

It has reaffirmed its NATO commitment in a referendum. It has become 
a member of the Western European Union and adheres to the platform of 
the Western European Union in all of its elements. It is a member of 
the Buropean Community. It most recently had the presidency -- very 
successfully -- of the Community. It is a full-fledged 
country of Europe and we welcome that. 


On the economic front, there has been a similar show of 
success. Our two-way trade with Spain is in excess of $8 billion and 
we have run a surplus in that trade. Spain has a five percent rate 
of growth this year and last year. It's the premier country in 
Europe in terms of job creation. There's something like $4 billion 
of U.S. investment in. And this is, in many respects, the 
flowering of a democratic country in Eu » It will be crowned in 
1992 with both the Olympics taking place in Barcelona and the World 
Fair that will be tak Place in Seville. So there's some 
characterization for you. 


Q The President said this morning that there is 
nothing in the record suggesting there wili be change towards refors 
in East Germany after the change in leadership. Is there any hope at 
all? Don't you see any hope at all for this change? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
President pretty such described what our reaction is, and there's 
been a State Department statement, too. It's just that this is too 
early to tell. It's like turning up the same card in a deck, 
however. We'll just have to see. 


Q The fact that the Prime Minister is coming in the 
middle of an election campaign -- does it mean that the 
eduinistration is waiting on a victory by Gonzalez? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. This was arra 
well before the elections were called and the Prime Minister decided 
to go ahead and keep this appointrent. 


Q Will the adsinistration be prepared to respond to or 
discuss or deal with Prime Minister Gonzalez's suggestions on dealing 
with Mr. Noriega? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Central America 
will certainly be a big subject of the conversation with the 
President. They‘ve spoken about this before. Gonzalez obviously has 
some ideas that he's expressed in lic. They're interesting. In 
many respects it's the same obj ve. And, obviously, yes, they 
will talk about this. 


Q will the U.S. be in a position of drawing his out 
and eliciting more information, or are you in a position of being 
able to respond to it and say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There aren't many 
details connected with it so far. I suspect that the Prime Minister 
will want to amplify on his ideas when he's here and the President 
would reply to them. But no, this is not a session to try to come up 
with a plan or anything. 


Q Has there been talk of asylum for Noriega in Spain? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know that -- I mean, 
our interest in this is really quite direct. We would like Noriega 
here in order to pursue our legal interests. Wow, Spain has got a 
long history of relationships the area, but we have not spoken 


Q Would you expect Bush to tell Gonzalez that we would 
not be happy to see -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. I would 
expect he knows that. I mean, obviously, we have that particular 
interest ourselves. I think there is much broader agreement that 
Noriega should depart government. 


Q Mr. Gonzalez seemed to suggest that Noriega will 
stay in Panama. There's this formula -- there will be elections and 
Mr. Noriega will stay in Panama. President Bush said the other day 
that there is no question he has to come to the U.S. to be tried. 
And is there -- is that not a rejection of the Gonzalez plan even 
before the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Let me -~ what I 
think ought to be stressed in all of this is the points of agreement, 
although this is a little premature inasmuch as the two men haven't 
discussed it as of yet. But the point of agreement is that Noriega 
— to get out. What happens after that, we have a point of view 


yey the Prime Minister has got a different point of view and 
we'll hear it when he's here. 


Q You said that the Prime Minister is ps to be 
visiting Secretary Brady -- Secretary of the Treasury 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, Baker. Sorry. 
Today it will be with Baker. He meets with Brady on Friday, I 
believe, after his breakfast with the Vice President. 


Q Is that just pro forma, or is there a specific 
reason why he's meeting with the Treasury Secretary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 


oye reason why this is urgent. I think it is just a meeting 
with the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Q Are there any discrepancies toward the next coming 
elections in Nicaragua or some differences? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. This will again 
be discussed. Spain has got a special role in the area and I think a 
special understanding and, therefore, a variety of experiences and 
ideas. And I think that the President will find that kind of 
conversation very profitable. Again, I think the point of agreement 
is that there ought to be an electoral process in Central America -- 
in Nicaragua that has integrity. And that will be the point of 











egreesent. I the President will urge that Spain do wha 
it can to assure that integrity so that the outcome can be considered 
legitimate. And I'm sure the President will have proposals to 
-- for instance, an observer role for Spain. . 
pe 


Q I don't want to use a pejorative term or anything, 
but I get the impression that this is pretty such of a routine 


-together. I don't hear any great urgencies on either side of 
that are -- that urgently need discussing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not a sudden visit. 
I mean, it has been arranged for some time. On the other hand, the 
Prime Minister is right in the middle of an election. I would 


imagine that would give a spark to anybody. 


Q Are any agreements being signed? Is there any 
specific reason for the fact that he's coming now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo agreements are being 
signed. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 19, 1989, 12:02 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I do have one brief announcement and 
one statement. 


Secretary of State Baker will travel to Australia for 
the annual U.S.-Australian Bilateral Ministerial meeting to be 
held in Sydney, November 3-4, 1989. Secretary of Defense 
Cheney and the Commander-in-Chief of the Pacific, Admiral 
Hardisty, will also participate in the discussions, which will 
focus on the longstanding alliance linking Australia and the 
United States. The two sides will address a wide range of 
strategic, political and economic issues. 


Secretary Baker will also attend the Ministerial 
Conference on Pacific Basin Cooperation in Canberra, November 
6-7. He returns to Washington on November 8. A signup sheet 
will be posted this afternoon and will be taken down at noon on 
Tuesday, October 24. 


I have one statement concerning El Salvador. We 
understand that the home of Democratic Convergence leader Ruben 
Zamora was bombed last night. Yesterday we condemned the 
brutal killing of the young daughter of a military officer. 
Today we condemn with equal vigor this reprehensible act 
against Mr. Zamora and his family. 


We have firmly and steadfastly opposed violence from 
either extreme, violence which has only one objective: the 
undoing of El Salvador's fledgling democracy. We do not know 
which group, from which terrorist extreme, perpetrated this 
criminal, cowardly act. We hope a thorough investigation will 
uncover their identity. At the same time, we urge the vast 
majority of democratic Salvadorans and their representative 
parties to continue to work to prevent such acts, and to work 
toward a return to the peace and normalcy Salvadorans have 
earned. 


I'll be happy to take any of your questions. Jim? 


Q Have there been any conversations in the past day 
on the Middle East negotiations involving the Secretary? 
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i Since I mentioned Secretary Baker's conversation 
with Foreign Minister frens yesterday? 
Q Yes. 
o No. That does not exclude that some could happen 
this afternoon, but nothing's scheduled. But there's that 
possibility. 


Q Reports coming from both Egypt and Israel suggest 
that things have come to a dead stop, with no progress. Would 
you dispute that? 


“ Absolutely. One thing I can tell you is that 
Secretary Baker received yesterday a letter from Prime Minister 
Shamir that applauds our efforts and encourages us to keep them 
up. The letter also dealt with how to get Israelis and 
Palestinians to a dialogue concerning elections. So I totally 
refute that. It's exactly what [I've been saying for nine days 
-~ that we're all still engaged. 


Q Have you checked the signature on that letter? 
(Laughter) 
i We have no reason to believe it's not from the 


Prime Minister. 


Q There does seem to be a bit of inconsistency 
between what you say is in that letter and what Shamir has been 
saying publicly in Israel. 


a I can only go through -— and I know none of us 
what to rehash what we all went through yesterday -- Secretary 
Baker talked to Foreign Minister Arens yesterday for, I 
believe, it's close to 40 minutes, as I stated. The President 
talked to Prime Minister Shamir the afternoon before. 
Secretary Baker now received this letter from the Prime 
Minister yesterday. 


Every single thing that I know certainly leads me to 
believe that we're all still engaged. Nothing's changed. 


Q Does the Secretary believe that Mr. Shamir -- 
Prime Minister Shamir is interested in proceeding to the next 
stage of the Secretary's proposal -- 


a Points. 


Q -- or are you applauding, or do you believe that 
the Prime Minister is attempting to get the Secretary to 
continue these discussions? It almost looks like he -- Shamir 
seems to want to do this perpetually and not actually get to 
any discussions with the Palestinians. 
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A I couldn't characterize it that way for you. We 
have no reason to believe that he is not genuinely engaged. As 
I've described, Secretary Baker is genuinely engaged. foreign 
Minister Meguid is genuinely engaged. [ have no reason to 
believe that they're not -- all of them. 


Q The Israelis say that the United States is trying 
to get Israel to negotiate indirectly with the PLO. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


fs The United States is trying to -- which is the 


May 14 position cf the Israeli Government, which is the Prime 
Minister's initiative -- to get Israelis and Palestinians to a 
dialogue to discuss elections. 


Q But you don't want to address the question of 
whether the U.S. is trying to get the Israelis to negotiate 
indirectly with the PLO. 


oe The United States is not trying to get the 
Israelis to negotiate with the PLO. We are trying to get the 
Israelis and the Palestinians together behind the Shamir 
election proposal. 


Q Margaret, Reuters has just moved a story out of 
Egypt which leads off saying Secretary of State James Baker has 
told Egypt he's frustrated by the failure of Washington's main 
Arab ally to persuade the PLO to accept his formula; and then 
continues to say that Baker expressed disappointment Egypt 
hadn't been able to deliver PLO acceptance. Would you agree 
with that characterization or -- 


2 No. [| wouldn't agree with any of that 
characterization, and I have to just keep repeating what I've 
been saying, is that Secretary Baker, Foreign Minister Meguid, 
Foreign Minister Arens are all genuinely, sincerely, diligently 
engaged in trying, as I've expressed a number of times, to 
bridge this gap, to get on with the program. 


Q Are Secretary Baker's points -- four or five, or 
whatever number they are -- 


be Five. 
Q Are they still alive? I mean - 
A Absolutely. 
But we again -- I mean, one has to -~ what we 


know is that the Israelis apparently turned him down. I mean, 


what -- do you accept the assumption that the Israelis have 
been doing that? 


a Well, as I said yesterday, Secretary Baker and 
Foreign Minister Arens had approximately a 40-minute 
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conversation discussing the framework or, to use your phrase, 
the five points. I said that yesterday. So that would lead me 
to believe that they are still, using your phrase again, 

alive. Why discuss them if it's over, if it's history. 





Q Is there any concern here the Israelis are just 
stringing you along? 


A No. Good friends don't do that to each other. 
Q Well? (Laughter) 


Q Just to be clear, though, the letter from Shamir 
yesterday to Secretary Baker did not declare or announce - 


A Absolutely not. 


Q -- or commit Israeli support for the Baker 
proposal. 


A No. I characterized it -- I thought you were 
going to say that it was over. 


Q No, no. 
A I characterized it as -- 
Q You've got to be careful. You've got to watch -- 


A I know. That's true. I'm sorry. It is 
definitely encouraging us -- applauding Secretary Baker for his 
efforts and encourages us to keep them up. 


Q Okay. But it did not accept the Baker points. 


A No, we're not there yet. If we were there, I'd 
have an announcement to make, or the Secretary would. 


Q Mr. Shamir made a speech last night in which he 
repeated some of the things which he said the previous day, 
which you characterized as disappointing and unhelpful. Would 
you say that the speech he made last night was more helpful and 
less disappointing? 


A I haven't seen his speech from last night, so I 
can't characterize it. I have no idea what he said last night. 


Q Well, if anything, it was even sharper than the 
day before. 


a) Well, I'll have to go upstairs and take a look at 
it. 


Q How do you really see the difference between what 
he was reported to have said in his speech and this letter to 
Secretary Baker? 
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A I'm not going to comment on something I haven't 
seen. I literally have not seen it, and to be honest with you 
I have not heard one word about a second Prime Minister Shamir 
speech that was given last night, since I've been in this 
building since 6:30 this morning. 


Q A housekeeping matter on another subject: What 
is going to happen with the content of the Secretary's speech 
on arms control that was to have been delivered today? Will 
there be - 


A We're working on that. 
Q Will that be issued in some other forum or -- 


A We're working on, with the Commonwealth Club, the 
Secretary possibly going on Monday. I just can't tell you that 
he is. We don't know yet. We're working with the Club. The 
speech will be given. If not at the Commonwealth Club, then we 
are also looking at other forums, and it's all not resolved yet. 


Q Can I ask you one more thing -- 
A Hopefully, it will, Ralph, by the end of today. 


Q One more thing on the Middle East, please. There 
are reports that Israeli forces have broken into U.N. 
headquarters and arrested some U.N. employees there. Any 
comments on that? 


A I don't know anything about arresting employees, 
but I do know something about -- that they possibly were in the 
U.N. offices. 


U.N. Relief and Works Agency sources confirmed that 
two incidents occurred yesterday in the West Bank and Gaza 
involving intrusion by Israeli forces into their facilities. 
They have said it will provide us with any additional details. 


We have called on all parties to exercise maximum 
restraint to avoid the kinds of confrontations described in 
these reports. As a general matter, we regret any actions that 
interfere with the U.N. Relief and Works Agency's important 
humanitarian operations in providing education, medical and 
relief services to Palestinian refugees. 


Q And you said that you requested more information 
from the U.N., UNRWA, there? Is that -- did I understand you 
correctly? 


A I said that the U.N. Relief and Works Agency has 
said it will provide us with additional details. 


Q Margaret, to go back to the Secretary's 
discussions on the peace process, what are the next steps in 
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that process? Has he spoken to -- does he plan to speak to 
Minister Meguid? Does he have any other -~- 


A He plans to continue speaking with Foreign 
Minister Arens and Foreign Minister Megquid. He could possibly 
talk to both those gentlemen today. 


Q Margaret, anything on arafat having sent word to 
the State Department that he doesn't intend to apply for a visa? 


A I don't know about that. 


Q Going back to this business of UNRWA, have you 
had any reports from the Israelis about this incident or 
incidents? 





A Not that I know of, sir. This is the only 
information that I have on it this morning. 


Q Therefore, is it fair for the State Department to 
take one version and put it out without consulting the other 
side -- our ally, Israel? 


A I said that the U.N. sources confirm that two 
incidents occurred. 


Q Yes, I know. But, I mean, that's not the point. 
The point is why were the Israelis in there? 


H Why what? 
Q Why were the Israelis in there, if this is true? 
A I don't know, sir. This is all I have. 


Well, why didn't we ask the State Department --- 
or the Israelis why they were there and sort of give a balanced 
account rather than a one-sided account? 


A I don't believe this is one-sided. 


Q Absolutely one-sided. You're talking about UNRWA 
and not about Israel -- the two versions. [I would suggest that 
perhaps it would be wise or at least prudent to get two sides 
of a story and not one side. 


A We frequently and many times, as you know, we are 
a very supportive, large member of the United Nations. We have 
no reason, sir, not to believe what they have given us, just 
like we believe and state any number of times from this podium 
when the Israeli Government tells us something or other 
entities that we deal with. 


Q There are always two sides to a question -- 
sometimes three sides, the truth. 
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a Do you have a question? 

Q Yes. The question is why didn't we consult with 
the Israelis before coming out with this statement? 

A I've answered your question. 

Q No, you have not. 

Q Margaret, on another subject. 

A Yes, Jim. 

Q Yesterday, I asked about the change of name and 
the change -—- 

a In Hungary? 


Q -~ in the constitution. You put out a bland 
statement saying that it happened, but what you didn't say was 
what I had asked: Is this a good thing? Is this encouraging, 
and does this auger anything for the future? 


a I have a fuller statement for you today. With 
its new constitution, the Republic of Hungary has taken yet 
another historic and courageous step toward democracy. 


The constitution institutionalizes many of the new 
laws and practices implemented in recent months to reform 
Hungary from a state controlled by the Communist Party to one 
of democratic pluralism. 


While some details of the national elections to be 
held next year have not yet been finalized, we expect they will 
be conducted in a free and open fashion. We fully support 
Hungary's political and economic reforms, and its progress 
toward greater respect for human rights. We will continue to 
do all we can to assist in the transformation to a more 
democratic society and market-oriented economy. 


Q This a minor point, but it's one that hasn't come 
up in a long time. Now that they've moved to democratic 
socialism, and the United States wants to encourage it, does 
the State Department have any plans to remove the restrictions 
on the Hungarian correspondents who used to cover this building 
but now can't without a security escort? 


a That's something that you know you personally 
brought to my attention when we first came here. I have been 
working on that through our vast bureaucracy. [t is something 
that Larry Eagleburger himself has looked at. I don't have an 
answer yet, which I know is hard to believe. This institution, 
as many in this city, move quite slowly. I intend --~ on your 
request -- to continue looking into it, but there is no final 
resolution or no answer. 
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Q Have you had a chance to look at the Eastern 
Europe subject? 


A On the what? 


Q On the Eastern Europe subject: Have you had a 
chance to look at the new East German leader's speech from last 
night? And do you have any further comment on his accession to 
power? 


A I don't have anything to add to what the 
President said yesterday and we said here; nothing. 


Q Is there anymore news on the fate of the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow? 

A No. 

Q Back on Salvador: Do you know if anybody was 


hurt in this attack? 


A My understanding is that he and family all got 
out of his house unhurt. 


Q All right. There's a report that some U.S. 
experts -- I forget what group it was -- are complaining in the 
New York Times today that the Salvadoran military is preventing 
medical care from reaching victims in that country. 





A We only were able to obtain a copy of the report 
today and cannot comment specifically on what the report 
concludes. 


However, based on press articles which highlight the 
report I can say that in those cases where specific accusations 
of ‘arassment of health workers have been made, we have 
requested an explanation from the Government of £1 Salvador and 
the military has initiated investigations. 


Let me point out, however, that the government does 
restrict access to areas of conflict where many foreign 
religious and relief workers wish to travel, in order to 
minimize the chances of these individuals being caught in the 
firefights or having relief supplies sequestered by 
guerrillas. There is no evidence of a Salvadoran government 
policy of harassment or abuse of health workers. 


There is no doubt that the provision of health care 
and services by the government could be improved. Some of our 
economic assistance is devoted to health care programs. 


We hope that the current peace talks will be 
successful and bring an end to the insurgency allowing the 
Salvadoran government to devote its scarce resources to other 
uses such as the provision of health care. 
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Q Under Gramm-Rudman, there is a cut of $16.1 
billion in-the budget overall. Have you something on how this 
might affect foreign aid and all the other -- 


A Not yet. That's something the Secretary is 
actively involved in and is engaged in, obviously, and I don't 
have anything to say concerning the State Department. 


Q Have you any ideas, though, when this might be 
resolved in one way or another? 





A No, I don't. 
Q Could you volunteer that once decisions are made? 
A I think so, yes. I don't know why we couldn't. 


Q Margaret, Jesse Jackson, at the U.N. today, had 
some sharp criticisms of U.S. policy toward Namibia and the 
U.N. policy, and he said he wants to see Secretary Baker to 
discuss his concerns that SWAPO is not getting a fair shake in 
the election campaign. Do you have any views on how SWAPO is 
doing in Namibia? 


A I don't have anything for you today on that. I'd 
just refer you back to the record. As far as Mr. Jackson's 
request to see Secretary Baker, it's the first I've ever heard 
of it. He has met with him, as [ remember, a number of times 
when he met with President Reagan in the White House; and I 
believe he met with him once at Treasury before he was taking a 
trip, so they've met many times. So if the request comes in, 
I'm sure the Secretary will consider it. 


Q Is it still the case in San Francisco that no 
Foreign nationals have been injured, no consulates damaged? 


A I have an update on that for you. To clear up 
one thing, yesterday I said there were 43 posts. Today, I'm 
going to say there are 64 consular posts. The difference is, 
there are 20 honorary consulates, plus a Panamanian Consulate 
which is -/vsed. 


I have no reports so far of any injuries. A few 
consulates have reported minor damage to their offices. Agents 
of the Department's Office of Diplomatic Security are 
continuing to evaluate the condition of all the consulates in 
the area. 


You should know, which we didn't do yesterday morning 
-- we have done now -- the State Department has a working group 
in the Operations Center since yesterday afternoon. They are 
taking calls. They've been coordinating information regarding 
consulates and foreign offers of assistance with FEMA. 


Q Has there been any -- has the U.S. accepted any 
of the offers of assistance from other countries? 
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A Nc, we have not, and we are working with FEMA to 
see if there is a need. 


Q Margaret, one on the Middle East -- 


A May I do one more thing. We posted last night, 
as best as we could get, and I explained yesterday how all 
these condolence messages and offers of help are coming all 
over the building to different bureaus, we have a much more 
elaborate -- but we don't have it in list form yet -- names of 
countries than what we were able to post last night. It is a 
list about this big (gesturing) of all these people who were 
just flooding here and the White House with messages to the 
President and the Secretary of State -- of condolences. 


Q Just out of curiosity, do you happen to remember 
whether Mexico was among them? 


A I don't. Do you remember, Kim. 
MS. HOGGARD: Yes. 
A It was? Kim says it was. 


Q Because it wasn't on last night's list. Some of 
us thought that was surprising. 


A I know, and there's a much lengthier list than 
the one we had last night. 


Q May I ask you, please, I believe I heard you say 
that you haven't heard in this building about Mr. Shamir's 
speech yesterday that is quoted this morning. 


A The one the gentleman spoke to that he said he 
gave last night, I have not heard of yet. 


Q Okay. Since the U.S. there is kind of a major 
subject, do you usually seek to get a copy of the speech, or 
would you just ignore it all together? 


A I'm sure that the appropriate people here in the 
Bureau may be aware of it. They did not make me aware of it. 
I have been here since 6:30 this morning. I'm not going to 
comment on a speech that I have not seen, much less heard about. 


Q Okay. My interest was, would someone seek to 
learn -- 

A I understand your question. 

Q -— what was said in that speech since it is -- 

a Your question comes in a negative way -- kind of 


a little bit needling -- to suggest that we don't stay on top 
of our program in Israel. You know full well that we do. 
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Q Just for the record, I didn't mean it that way. 


A I know you didn't. (Laughter) 


Q Two questions on the Australia trip -- I'm sorry, 
I was late. Will there be any provisions made to brief New 
Zealand officials after the meetings in Australia? Does the 
U.S. have anybody who is -- 


A I don't know how that works, Connie. I'd have to 
ask. This is my first time through this. I don't know. 


Q If you could, let me know. 
A I'll find out for you. 


Q Also, on South Africa, does the U.S. have any 
opinion on the rescheduling of the South African debt? 


A No. 


Q Margaret, yesterday, Singapore announced an 
agreement with the U.S. on an increased use of military 
facilities there. Do you have anything on that agreement, and 
especially when was it signed because Singapore didn't say? 


A No, I haven't heard about this. I'll be glad to 
take your question and post it for you. 


Q You might have addressed this issue and it just 
escaped me. But there was a story last Sunday in the New York 
Times about the involvement of the chief of the Honduran armed 
forces of massive embezzlement of U.S. funds and alleged 
involvement of General Regalado in drug trafficking. Do you 
have anything at all on that? 


A No. 


Q Could you perhaps explain the U.S. position on 
the unique role of General Regalado in the sense that he's not 
dissimilar to the role played by General Noriega? Though he's 
just the chief of the armed forces there, he allegedly is the 
de facto ruler of the country, making the President a 
figurehead. Still the United States seems to insist that 
Honduras is a functioning democracy and doesn't treat Regalado 
the way it treats Noriega. Short of his involvement, whether 
it's true or not, in drug trafficking, should he not be treated 
the same way as one who abuses democratic powers? 


7) I didn't read Sunday's article that you 
mentioned, and I'd rather just take your question and see if we 
have a comment for you. 


Q Same region -- on Panama. Did the State 
Department send a delegation to Florida last weekend in 
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connection to the Panama issues? And, if so, what was the 
purpose of that trip? 


a If they did, I don't know about it, Ralph. I'll 
go ask Bernie. I don't know. I never heard of it. 


Q Do you have a comment on Cuba winning a seat on 
the Security Council? 


A Yes. Five countries received the necessary 
two-thirds of the 156 ballots cast for election. They are 
Cuba, Democratic Yemen, Romania, Cote D'Ivoire, and Zaire. It 
is U.S. policy not to disclose our votes. 


We hope Cuba will recognize that it has a special 
responsibility as a member of the Security Council to act 
constructively to end regional conflicts, not contrioute to 
them. Cuba should bear in mind that the Central American 
Presidents have asked the U.N. to create a force to ensure that 
no state provides support to irregular forces, which includes 
the FMLN. 


We call upon its government to behave in a manner 
consistent with the U.N. Charter. Just weeks ago, the Security 
Council passed Resolution S-20752. It calls on member states 
“particularly regional and extra-regional governments which 
either openly or covertly supply aid to irregular forces or 
insurrectional movements in the area to immediately halt such 
aid." 


Cuba is the principal violator of that Security 
Council resolution and the principal supplier to the FMLN. We 
hope its tenure on the Security Council will begin with Cuban 
adherence to Resolution S-20752. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

a A copy? Sure. No problem. 


Q Among the five countries, you mentioned Yemen. 
Are there on-going talks with South Yemen on restoring 
diplomatic ties? 


4 Are there on-going talks? I'd rather take that 
question for you. 


Q Or upcoming talks? 
2) I'd rather take that question for you. 


Q Margaret, do you have a comment on Romania being 
among those named? 


A No. 
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Q And you're not going to say whether you voted for 
Cuba or not? (Laughter) 


A Apparently, my understanding is ballots are 
secret, and it's our policy not to disclose our votes. 


Q Maybe you can give it to us on background 
afterwards? (Laughter) 


A Yeah, right, or off the record. 
Q Thank you. 
a That's it. Thank you all. My friend, yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on Israeli soldiers' raid 
on the United Nations Relief Agency? 


a I just did that. 
I'm sorry. One last thing: Do you have any 
wider assessment now by the impact of improved relations 
between Libya and Egypt? 


m No. It's the same thing that I said the other 
day. 


Thank you all. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 
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NEW ZEALAND BRIEFING ON US-AUSTRALIAN BILATERAL MEETINGS 





Q. Will there be any provisions made to brief New Zealand 
officials after the meetings in Australia? 


A. IN ACCORDANCE WITH PAST PRACTICE, WE HAVE NO PLANS TO BRIEF 


R 
THE NEW ZEALAND GOVERNMENT ON U.S.-AUSTRALIAN BILATERAL 


MINISTERIAL MEETINGS. 
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U.S.-SINGAPOREAN MILITARY COOPERATION 





Do you have any comments on the recent announcement by the 
Government of Singapore regarding U.S. use of military 
facilities there? 

WE AND THE GOVERNMENT OF SINGAPORE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSING THE 
POSSIBILITY OF GREATER SECURITY COOPERATION FOR QUITE SOME TIME. 
WE HAVE DECIDED TO GRADUALLY AND MODESTLY INCREASE OUR 
ACTIVITIES BEGINNING IN EARLY 1990 TO INCLUDE INCREASED SHIP AND 
AIRCRAFT VISITS AND JOINT EXERCISES ON A PERIODIC, NOT 
PERMANENT, BASIS ,AS WELL AS GREATER USE OF SINGAPORE'S SHIP 
REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE FACILITIES. 

IN ORDER TO SUPPORT THESE INCREASED VISITS, WE MAY INCREASE THE 
NUMBER OF U.S. MILITARY PERSONNEL IN SINGAPORE TO A TOTAL OF 
APPROXIMATELY 170. 

WE HAVE NOT CONCLUDED ANY FORMAL AGREEMENTS; FINAL 
IMPLEMENTATION OF SPECIFIC STEPS WILL ONLY EMERGE FROM OUR 
CONTINUING DISCUSSIONS. 

WE HAVE A LONG HISTORY OF CLOSE COOPERATION WITH SINGAPORE ON 
SECURITY ISSUES. THE CURRENT DISCUSSIONS ARE PART OF THIS 
ONGOING COOPERATION. 

THEY DO NOT SIGNIFY ANY IMPENDING CHANGE IN U.S. REGIONAL POLICY. 


Are the current discussions at the initiative of the U.S. or 
Singapore? 


WE HAVE A LONG HISTORY OF CLOSE COOPERATION WITH SINGAPORE ON 
SECURITY ISSUES. WE HAVE MUTUALLY AGREED TO CONSIDER STEPS TO 


ENHANCE OUR COOPERATION. 
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. HONDURAS: TAKEN QUESTION 





Q: Has the Honduran Government asked us to investigate 
the possible misuse of USG military assistance to Honduras. 


A: THE HONDURAN GOVERNMENT HAS CONTACTED US TO ASK FOR OUR 
ASSISTANCE REGARDING ALLEGATIONS AGAINST GENERAL REGALADO. 


WE WILL BE INVESTIGATING THESE CHARGES FULLY AND WE WILL EXTEND 
‘ 


OUR FULL COOPERATION TO THE HONDURANS ON THIS MATTER. 
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PANAMA: TAKEN QUESTION 





Did the Department of State send a delegation to Florida 
last week, and if so, what was the purpose? 

THERE WAS NO DELEGATION. LAST WEEKEND, U.S. AMBASSADOR 
ARTHUR DAVIS WAS IN FLORIDA CONSULTING WITH 
MEMBERS OF THE PANAMANIAN COMMUNITY. EARLIER IN THE WEEK, 
A DESK OFFICER FROM THE DEPARTMENT WAS ALSO IN FLORIDA 
PROVIDING PROCEDURAL ASSISTANCE TO PANAMANIANS WHO HAD 


SOUGHT REFUGE IN THE U.S. FOLLOWING THE RECENT MILITARY 


INSURRECTION IN PANAMA. 
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MR. HALL: We'll now ogee the readout on the meeting 
with Prime Minister Gonzalez of Spain. This readout is ON THE RECORD 
but not for sound and camera. The briefer is Assistant Secretary of 
State for European and Canadian Affairs, Raymond Seitz. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: The meeting started off with 
a private get-together in the Oval Office between the President and 
the Prime Minister that lasted about 20 minutes or so. And then they 
came into the Cabinet Room for an expanded meeting. The first 
subject in which they exchanged views was the general state of 
U.S.-Spanish relations. And both remarked on what a very positive 
change has taken place in those relations over the last year or so. 
The characterization was that it was a fully mature relationship 
between two real partrers. 


The Prime Minister made a number of comments in which he 
said that Spain was more and more defining its role, and demonstrated 
that -- as a ey European power, and demonstrated that by 
referring to their having joined NATO, the Western European Union, 
the European Community, and have worked out a new defense 
relationship with the United States. 


The President commented that he could tell that the 
relationship was different inasmuch as the Prime Minister was here 
barely 10 days before the election in Spain. The President also 
referred to a variety of other agreements that are now being produced 
as a result of the new quality of the relationship -- a cultural 
agreement, a science and technolocy agreement, a new tax agreement. 


The Prime Minister commented that the trade and economic 
relationship is developing as well. And much to his almost 
bemusement, he reflected that last year there was more Spanish 
investment in the United States than there was United States 
investment in Spain. 


They then moved on to a very wide-ranging discussion of 
East-West issues, particularly developments in Eastern Europe. 
Again, I think the analysis was very similar -- the need for 
fundamental reform and change in Eastern Europe, the importance that 
this be supported by the West, that there is an urgent quality to all 
of it, that there are limitations to what we can do, but that this is 
probably the most important period since the end of the Second World 
War. 


The President referred to the announcement that he had 
already made about a $200 million grant to the Polish request for a 
$1 billion stabilization fund. But it would be contingent, of 
course, on an IMF agreement, and he urged the Prime Minister, and 
through the Prime Minister, the European Community also to contribute 
to building this fund, and again, underscoring the urgency of it. 


The Prime Minister understood. I think he had a very 
good quote in reflecting on developments in Eastern Europe, saying 
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that he regarded this as the triumph of the Western way of life. 


Following on from that, a discussion about NATO. Again, 
the two leaders agreed how important NATO was -- how important it was 
that NATO continue to have the support of all of the member 
governments, that NATO indeed should expand its role in this period 
of change because NATO itself was so important in terms of the 
stability that it provided in a period of change -- emphasis on a 
steadiness in a period of great change. 


In that respect there was also a review of the 
conventional forces in Europe -- talks that are going on Vienna now. 
They both affirmed how important it was to stick to the schedule that 
the President had outlined -- that is, the six-to 12-month schedule 
-- that that was going pretty well. There were technical problems 
that kept coming up, but nonetheless, the Alliance was pushing pretty 
strongly and sticking pretty much to the schedule. 


There was talk about Latin America. The Vice President 
emphasized, the President echoed, the respect with which the Prime 
Minister is +4 pe pee in Latin America, and therefore how much the 
President particularly values the Prime Minister's comments about 
developments there. 


The Prime Minister replied that he knew that people often 
focused on Central America, but before getting into too much more of 
the discussion, he wanted to emphasize that there was a broad 
democratic trend throughout Latin America. And that this was 
important to acknowledge and it was important to see Central America 
in that context. He referred to Argentina and Chile, and just 
generally the progress of democracy in the hemisphere. 


The President commented that it was imperative for 
Nicaragua to join that trend, and there was then some discussion 
about the forthcoming elections in Nicaragua in February -- how 
important it was that those be free and fair and be seen to be free 
and fair, and that this was a long process -- an election is a long 
process; it's not simply an election day. And Secretary Baker said 
that he would strongly urge that Spain participate in assuring the 
integrity of this process. And the Prime Minister replied that Spain 
had every intention to being involved in assuring that this is a free 
= fair election taking place. He said Spain intends to be deeply 
nvolved. 


And finally, at the conclusion, there was some discussion 
of the Middle East. Both sides just trading their views, how 
important it was to develop a dialogue between the Israelis and the 
Palestinians. This was difficult to do, nonetheless, but you just 
keep pushing. There were some subjects, obviously, that were not 
covered and they will be addressing these at their private dinner 
this evening. 


Q Is that Panama? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Panama did not come up in the 
es in the Cabinet Room. They will probably talk about this this 
evening. 


Q When you say probably, do you have any stronger 
assurance than that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I'd be very surprised if they 
didn't get around to talking about Panama tonight. 


Q Well, this visit was touted as one in which Gonzalez 
was going to expand upon his ideas on Panama. Now we've heard 
nothing about it. Does this mean they've sort of evaporated? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wel’, this is not a 
one-subject visit. And while you may be disappointed that it didn't 
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come up in this particular context, there are an awful lot of other 
issues to discuss, such as East-West, NATO and Alliance issues. They 
are having dinner tonight. I don't know how long that will last, but 
I assume that will be the occasion on which that subject will be 
discussed. 


Q Will we have a readout? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I don't know. 


Q If I could follow on that. Granted it's not a 
one-subject visit, but given the failure of the U.S. to achieve 
anything in Panama and the OAS and virtually everyone else, if this 
guy's got an idea, why isn't that on a front burner rather than a 
back burner? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I wouldn't call a small 
dinner between the President and the Prime Minister back-burner 
treatment of an issue. 


Q Well, it's curious that it would be taken out of the 
context in which whatever proposal the Prime Minister would have to 
make would be discussed amongst a number of various other U.S. 
foreign policy officials that would be involved. It would be moved 
out of that into a context where it’s more of a conversation piece 
between the two leaders rather than a proposal that's being discussed 
by officials. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY S®ITZ: I think there's a conscious 
decision on the part of both parties and a recognition that this is 
not a proposal by the Prime Minister. These are ideas. And he wants 
to talk about ideas. It is not, so to speak, a negotation across the 
table. And clearly, it has been decided -- and I think agreeably on 
both sides -- that this evening is the appropriate time to address 
the subject -- without any particular sense of time constraint, I 
might add. 


Q What is the U.S. position on Gonzalez's proposal -- 
if Noriega could be persuaded or could somehow step down from power 
and go to another country, but not be extradited here to face the 
drug charges, would the United States have a problem with that? 
Would we settle for just having him step down from power? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Wo, the United States would 
like to have Noriega come here. 


Q So you've turned it down? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, it hasn't been discussed. 
That is our position -- 


Q You have publicly -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: That is our position at the 
moment. That is our position. 


Q He made his proposal public and you made your 
turn-down public, so -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, it has not been turned 
down. He has ideas, not a proposal, which will be -- which he will 
yy and expand on tonight and which the President will discuss 
with him. 


Q You're saying there's room for flexibility in the 
U.S. position then? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: There is room for 
flexibility? 


MORE 
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Q Yes -- is there? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Sure, sure. 

Q So the administration would like to have him come 
here, but that's not necessarily set in concrete as part of our 
position? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, I think that's pretty set 
in concrete. But how that all happens, what the role of elections 
are, et cetera, et cetera, we're certainly opened to talking about. 


Q We're not interested in having him step down from 
power unless he's extradited here? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, that I wouldn't comment 
on -- 


Q Well, what is set in concrete? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: -- simply because I'm not an 
authoritative source on it. 


Well, you see how you're saying everything here, 
right? I mean, which way is it? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, what I'm saying to you is 
it hasn't been discussed, the subject hasn't been discussed between 
the two leaders. Therefore, it would be rather foolish of me to -- 

Q Well, I'm asking what's our position. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Yes. I'm sorry, I'm not a 
good spokesman for that. 


Q Well, what is set in concrete? 
Q Well, why are you briefing us? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Because he's the Spanish 
Foreign Minister and I'm in charge of European affairs. 


Q What is set in concrete specifically? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I think I'd better step away 
from this. 


Q Well, sir, does the United States still look at 
pessoas going to Spain as a point of refuge as an option in our 
policy? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I'll step away from that. 

Q But you're in charge of that area, would you not be? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, no. Listen, it's really 
-- what I would like to do is to be able to describe to you the 
conversation that will take place. This subject has not been 
discussed between the two leaders as yet. 

Q We're trying to find out what U.S. policy is. 


Q Is the United States considering Felipe's proposal 
-- not proposal, but ideas? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: That's right. 
Q Seriously. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, they will discuss them 


MORE 
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tonight, yes. 
Q Will we get a readout tonight? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I don't know. No. 


Q How big is that dinner? Who's participating in the 
dinner? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: I think there are three or 
four on each side, but I don't have exactly who it is. 


Q You said that the President suggested the Spanish 
contribute to the $1 billion fund for Poland. Was there a response 
to that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, not a specific response. 


Q Have the committed any money to that so far, do you 
know? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: To the stabilization fund? 
No. I think the United States is the only one that has declared 
contributions to the stabilization fund. The European Community, of 
which Spain is a member, has announced -- in addition to its food 
assistance -- has announced a programmatic aid of -- 


Q Is that $300 -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: No, I think the Community of 
$212 million. And then the Commission of the Community has called on 
the various member states bilaterally to contribute another $100 
million. So it would gain an excess of $300 million. 


Q Sir, how credibly does the Bush administration look 
on these Spanish talks of how steady NATO needs to be, given that 
Spain kicked out the F-16s? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, I think the answer is 
that Spain has negotiated a new defense agreement with the United 
States. Part of that defense agreement was discharging an obligation 
that the Spanish thes on felt it had, which was to reduce the 
level of the American presence. And that, in turn, translated itself 
into the transfer of this wing of aircraft under the NATO auspices. 


Nonetheless, the agreement itself reaffirms the U.S. 
presence at three other locations in Spain. The agreement is running 
now for an eight-year period. It's not constantly coming up for 
review and renegotiation. And absent from that agreement are any 
provisions of either economic or military assistance, either. So I 
think that is regarded as, as I say, a maturing of the defense 
relationship as well. 


Q Why was the decision made not to discuss the Panama 
issue today and delay it until dinner tonight? Why was that done? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, I can't tell you that 
there was a particular conscious decision to do it. It simply did 
not come -- it did not come up in the meeting that took place now. 


Q I thought you said that the decision was made by 
both sides to discuss it tonight. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, no. And the 
expectation is that it will come up this evening, which -- 


Q You said it was agreed to -- 


Q You said it was a conscious decision. 








ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: -- strikes me as a rather 
appropriate time in which that subject would be discussed. 


Q You said it was a conscious decision agreed to by 
both sides. 


Q To discuss it tonight, rather than put it off -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: Well, then I must -- no, I 
think there was a reference -- I think the Prime Minister said in 
speaking about Panama, one sentence, which was that we could get to | 
that tonight; we would discuss that tonight. 


Q And who's going to participate now in tonight's -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: As I said, I think there are 
three or four on each side -- 


Q But who? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: But I don't -- I'm sure we 
can get that to you, but I don't have the list. 


Q Has the President been given then a set of options 
by his advisors, since most of them won't be there tonight, that he 
-- or parameters from which he will speak in this discussion? or is 
this just -- is this just sort of a general discussion about how bad 
Noriega is? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SEITZ: The President will conduct 
the meeting the way the President would like to conduct the meeting. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END © 1:04 P.M. EDT 
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MS. TUTWILER: Hello, everybody. I want to make two 
announcements and one statement, if that's okay. 


My first announcement is that on Monday, October 23, 
the Secretary will address the Commonwealth Club of California 
in San Francisco at the Hilton Hotel at 12:45 p.m. local time. 
As we stated earlier, there will be Q&A. 


As I also stated earlier, the Secretary's speech will 
focus on the U.S. approach to arms control. There will be a 
BACKGROUND briefing on the speech here at the Department on 
Monday at 2:00 p.m. An embargoed text will be available in the 
Press Office at 1:30 on Monday. And with electrical power 
available, we are planning to pipe Secretary Baker's speech in 
here on Monday. 


Q And the Q&A? 
A Of course. 
That was at 12:15, Margaret? 


Excuse me? 


Q 
a 
Q 12:15 Pacific Time? 
A 


12:45. 


An update on what we know about the consulate offices 
and the earthquake. We have received no reports of injuries to 
personnel of foreign missions and most foreign missions have 
reported only minor damage to their consulates and residences. 
However, we understand that the residences of one Italian, one 
Soviet, and one West German were totally destroyed. 
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We understand that California officials have concluded 
that sufficient numbers of trained rescuers are available in 
the State to meet the demands of the situation and so have 
declined all offers of assistance by foreign rescue teams. 


California's Governor wishes to thank those who have 
offered their help. 


Q Remember the list, which was a rather short list, 
of countries that have volunteered help? 


A Right. 
Q Do you happen to know if other countries -- I can 
think of some spectacular omissions -- countries that had 


earthquakes that got U.S. help. Did they ever come forward -- 
Mexico, for instance? 


A We spoke to that yesterday and we said yes. We 
said that there was a much more extensive list than the 
original one we put out. 


Just one more indulgence: I have a statement on the 
arms cache from Nicaragua. At approximately 9:30 Wednesday 
morning in a routine search at the El Espino border crossing 
point between Nicaragua and Honduras, Honduran security forces 
found large amounts of weapons in a tractor-trailer truck. The 
shipment included AK-47s, rifle grenades, explosives, thousands 
of rounds of ammunition, radios, and FMLN instruction manuals. 


Since it came to office, the Sandinista regime has 
supplied weapons, training, and logistical assistance to the 
Marxist guerrillas seeking to violently overthrow the 
Government of El Salvador. The Command and Control of the FMLN 
continues to operate from Nicaragua in clear violation of the 
Esquipulas and Tela Accords. U.S. information indicates that 
in the year following the U.S. cut-off of military supplies to 
the Nicaraguan Resistance, the Sandinista regime continued to 
send large volumes of shipments to the FMLN. This directly 
contradicts Sandinista claims at the time that such shipments 
would end when military assistance to the Resistance ended. 


Honduran officials are currently evaluating the facts 
involved in their recent seizure of weapons. There is no 
doubt, however, that Nicaragua regularly, systematically and 
continually aids, arms and trains the FMLN guerrillas. 
Nicaragua thereby remains the principal violator of the Central 
American peace agreement. 


I'll be happy to take any of your questions. 


Q In your statement yesterday you said Cuba remains 
the principal violator of the Central American arms agreement. 
You're now -- 
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A They're both principal violators. 


Q The truck was bound from Nicaragua through 
Honduras, you think, to El Salvador? Is that -- 


A The truck was found -- what I know of this, Jim 
-— in a routine search at the El Espino border crossing. It's 
a point between Nicaragua and Honduras. 


Q It was outward-bound from Nicaragua, is what 
you're saying? 


A That's my assumption, yes. 
Q Did it originate from Nicaragua? 


A I can't say that for an absolute, positive fact, 
but that would be my assumption of where it originated from. 


Q Just to make sure on your statement -- 


2) When we get more facts on this, ['ll ask them to 
get that for you literally. 


Q What you're saying is at this point you don't 
really know whether it originated in Nicaragua? 


a At this point, I'm saying there's not much doubt 
of where this was coming from. 


Q Just a technical question: Can you tell us 
whether the U.S. Government has photographs, and whether those 
photographs will be made available to us here at the State 
Department? 


a The U.S. Government does not have photographs as 
of this gh f I do not know the answers to (1) if we're 
getting them and (2) if we would make them available. I also 


know that we are still awaiting a more detailed accounting of 

the contents of the truck, so I can't, as of this briefing, be 
able to lay out for you -- I'm sure by Monday, we will be able 
to. 


Q Do you have a ballpark estimate on -~ you say 
“large amounts of weapons?" 


a We don't feel comfortable, to tell you the truth, 
going into that today. I'm pretty sure we're going to be doing 
that for you on Monday. 

Q But you're comfortable saying it's “large?” 


Aa We're definitely comfortable saying it's large. 


Q This is the biggest seizure of its kind? 
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A We can't say that it's the largest, but it is 
certainly a significant seizure. 


Q On another subject? 
- Yes. 
Q Several Israeli newspapers carried reports today 


that Secretary of State Baker offered the Israeli government 
several guarantees, including that the PLO would never be part 
of the negotiations. Are those reports accurate? 


a No. I'd also like to tell you that Secretary 
Baker last night placed a call to Prime Minister Shamir. This 
was after having received his letter. Secretary Baker this 
morning received a call from Foreign Minister Arens, and this 
morning Secretary Baker has talked to Foreign Minister Meguid. 

Q Do you have a date for the meeting yet? 

A No. 


Q Either meeting? Either the one in Washington or 
the one in Cairo, or wherever -- on the moon -- 


A No, we're still -- 


Q -- as Mubarak suggested? 

seh a» I didn't say that he had suggested that. We are 
Q He's a visionary. 
A We're still working on the same thina we've been 


working on over the last two weeks and many months. 


Q Yesterday, you --~ and in the past few days, in 
fact -- you were able to provide some information about these 
conversations Can you do anything on these -—-~ 


i) These three? 

Q Well, yeah. 

a Not particularly. Secretary Baker feels 
strongly, and it has always been his policy, that when he has a 


one-on-one conversation with someone, that he does not turn 
around and immediately go and put it all out. 


It goes without saying that the three conversations 
concerned the on-gcing conversations of what they had been 
discussing over the last two or three weeks. Each side clearly 
has concerns. Secretary Baker is working, is engaged, and 
continuing to try and implement the Prime Minister's election 
proposal. 
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Q When you say the “sides,” I assume you're 
including Egypt. You must mean Egypt and Israel, right? And I 
wondered -- because you've used that construction before in 
reference to Egypt -- and I'm a little baffled what Egypt's 
concerns would be because Egypt -- I understand Israeli 
concerns, Palestinian concerns --— what is Egypt's concern? 


i As I've refrained in the past, Barry, [ can't - 
nor have I been able to -- characterize anyone's concerns. It 
would just be inappropriate for me to do that. They have 
concerns. 


Q You would agree that Egypt is functioning as an 
intermediary; they're not a party to Israeli-Palestinian 
negotiations? 


a They are definitely involved in this. I'd refer 
you back to Prime Minister Shamir's visit here -- I believe it 
was in May -- he himself called on the Egyptians to be 
involved, and they are involved. 


Q Can I ask you one last question on it? 

a Sure. 

Q Even in a general sense, if you can, have any of 
these conversations -— the most recent, of course -- resulted 


in Israel relenting on any of the positions that it has taken, 
that obviously irked the State Department? We have to speak in 
code, because you won't talk about specifics. But Israel has 
positions, like it doesn't want to negotiate with the PLO, and 
it doesn't want to negotiate with people that were kicked out 
of the West Bank. 


a And I answered that question yesterday on the 
record in response to Ralph. We are not asking Israel to 
negotiate with the PLO. I said that yesterday on the record. 


Q No, no. That was clear as a bell. That was the 
main point of yesterday's briefing. But I mean, they have 
other position ) mn happen to be at odds with U. S. and 
Egyptian and PL God knows who else's position, and I 
wondered if these cunversations resolved any of those 
outstanding issues, is what I quess I'm trying to say? Or were 
they just procedural calls? 


a As you know, as the Secretary said in New York 
after meeting with Ministers fArens and Meguid, there may be a 
possictility for progress, but it is certainly not a 
probability. That remains his view today. 


Q Can I put this question? Do you support the 
proposal of Egypt that the talks would be taking place in 
Cairo, not on the moon? 
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a We expressed our view on this, I believe several 
times last week, of what our opinions were on where the talks 
should take place. On Secretary Baker's proposal, point 5 of 
the 4-point proposals, that would be probably in Washington, 
0.c. 


Q No, no. I'm speaking about Palestinians and 
Israelis. I'm not speaking about the tripartite meeting? 


4 I know what you're speaking about. What I'd 
rather do is refer you back to the record, because I answered 
it literally and very concisely about four days ago. I don't 
have it with me and I don't want to just wing it on those words 
since all of this is so sensitive. 


Q No. The report from Cairo said that America and 
Egypt agree that the meetings can take place in Cairo. 


a Again, and I'm sorry I didn't bring it with me, I 
answered this question several days. It hasn't changed -- our 
opinion on that -- and [I'd just refer you back to the record. 


Q Margaret, just for the record, can we ask you to 
reveal today the Baker initiative in all of its glory? 


a Not for today. But as we've said before, and 
['ll say again today, the published reports in any number of 
places they've been published, of the points, are not correct. 
We are prepared to publish the points which we believe to be 
~The reasonable. I do not have a date for you on when we 
will publish them, but we will publish them. 


Q Does it still stand that you'll publish them 
either if it succeeds or it fails, but not until one or the 
other? I think that was an addition last week? 


a Yes. 


Q Can I just follow up on the question about 
negotiating with the PLO? Jim's first question to you was 
about press reports in Israel which say that the United States 
has given -- which, in their essence, say the United States has 
given Shamir assurances that the PLO would not be part of these 
negotiations. You said that was not accurate. 


a I said it wasn't accurate, or what I was 
referring to is that Secretary Baker has given assurances. 
That's the story that I've got on the front page of the 


Jerusalem Post. 


Q Okay. What I'm trying to do is to determine 
where the distinction is there. You are saying to the Israelis 
from this podium that yoi,'re not asking them to negotiate with 
the PLO -- 
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ra I said that yesterday. 


Q -~ so the distinction is that it's you saying it, 
not Baker saying it? That's the assurance? You're giving them 
an assurance from this podium that you're not asking Israel to 
negotiate with the PLO and yet you say it's -- 


rc) That's one assurance, Ralph. You should get the 
front page of the Jerusalem Post. as we have this morning, 
where there is a -- ch I believe is what Jim was asking me 
about -- a reference to the Secretary having given assurances, 


plural. And I said, in response to that question, no. 


Q All of the assurances relate to that point about 
negotiating with the 


A That's your assumption. 
Q -- aS I understand it. Okay. 


I just want to make sure. You're saying, then -- 
not in regard to the recent conversations, but flatly in the 
context of all of these talks -- Secretary Baker has given the 
Israelis no assurances, or “quarantees," I think, was the word 
used in the Jerusalem Post? 





a Correct. 
Q But you have given Israe: an assurance. You've 
assured them that you're not demanding they negotiate with the 


PLO? 


a The article that we're talking about infers 
something new. 


Q No, no. I wasn't concerned with the article. I 
was just trying to -- we're beginning to weed out some of the 
views that have been exchanged over the last several weeks. 
One that you volunteered yesterday was that the U.S. is not 
asking Israel to negotiate with the PLO? 


a Never has been. 


Q And never has been. That sounds like an 
assurance, because they seem to be concerned that they're being 
edged into negotiations with the PLO or PLO members, which they 
won't do, you're saying? 


a I'm not saying it’s not assurance What you are 
not focused on -- there is a new story that I am responding 
to. Do you see what I'm saying? 


Q I understand. 














3097 


—8- Friday. 10/20/89 


A What you're saying is, there's no new news in 
that. 


Q That's right. That's what I'm saying. 


A There's a standard operating procedure. There is 
an inference, there is a leak, there is a person, there are 
unnamed people, who knows who it is, inferring there's 
something new. Okay? 


Q And the difficulty that you're having with the 
Israelis is that they are not accepting this, what you are 
saying -- that you are not asking them to negotiate with the 
PLO. Am I incorrect? 


A I'm having difficulty with what? 


Q With the Israelis that they accept that notion or 
that position of yours that you said yesterday and today? 


A I can't characterize for you that we're having 
difficulty with the Israelis. I have characterized -- for 
Ralph yesterday and did it at least twice today -- that we have 
not asked nor are we asking the Israelis to negotiate with the 
PLO. 


Because Mr. Shamir's assistant, or the head of 
his office, Mr. Ben-Aharon, according to the Washington Post 
today, says that this is the difficulty, that we will not 
negotiate with the PLO; the United States, according to what I 
see here, “Until Washington understood that Israel would 
never...“ Doesn't Washington understand that you have never 
asked them to negotiate with the PLO at the present time? 





A Washington has always understood that, and you're 
assuming, which I cannot do, that there is one part of these 
conversations. I haven't said there was one part of these 
conversations. 


Q Margaret, does the Secretary still believe, as he 
told a Congressional committee a few months ago, that it hasn't 
come yet but there may come a time when Israel will have to 
negotiate with the PLO? 


4 I think that he certainly stands by his 
statement, and I believe that was made months ago and I would 
refer you to -- 


Q Yes, it was. 


A ~~ the record and the entire statement that he 
made at that time. 
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Q A follow-up on the conversations he's had today. 
Does the Secretary believe now that there's some -- are we at a 


point at which he has received an answer to his initiative and 
is sharing that answer with all the parties involved? 


A No. I couldn't characterize it for you that way. 

Q Does he believe that further conversations will 
take place in the next few days? For example, would he conduct 
those -— continue conducting those negotiations while he's in 


Wyoming this weekend? 


a No. He'll probably be unable to do that and told 
both Foreign Ministers what his travel plans were between now 
and Monday, but said, obviously, he is reachable. In case of 
emergency, if it's very, very important, yes, he's always 
within touch and reachable. And he does not get back here 
until late Monday. 


Q But he would say that the -- as far as he's 
concerned, this process of dialogue among the U.S., [Israel and 
Egypt is continuing. 


i) Absolutely. 


Q It hasn't reached any kind of an end point or -- 
either positive or negative at this point. 


Aa It's definitely continuing. 


Q Are you in a position to give us an idea about 
the messages exchanged between Mr. Baker and Prime Minister 
Shamir? 


4 Unfortunately, I'm not. 
Q You said they are positive, and then -- 


“4 That was in response to Prime Minister Shamir's 
letter to Secretary Baker yesterday. I had, [I believe, one 
sentence, maybe two, of characterization. They have now had 
fairly lengthy conversations last night, and [ am not, 
unfortunately, at liberty to go into it in really any detail 
with you other than it's obvious what they are discussing. 


Q Did the Secretary request of the Egyptian Foreign 
Minister any kind of a readout on President Mubarak's meeting 
with the Libyan leader recently? 


A No. He didn't. 


Q Margaret, it has been mentioned extensively in 
the Middle East and elsewhere that Dennis Ross is going to the 
area, to the region. 
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a That rumor won't die, will it? It's a rumor. 
There's no truth to it. 


Q A rumor? Nothing -- 
A Nothing. 
Q ~- being planned for this? 


A Nothing. But so that I keep my word and my 
credibility, I'm answering that question truthfully and 
honestly today on October 20. I can't be held to a standard 
where something happens and Dennis goes in the future. There's 
absolutely, positively no plans for Dennis Ross to go anywhere 
in that region or anywhere else right now. 


Q So the rumors are wishful thinking? 


A It's all rumors. I don't know why they keep 
popping up. 


Q Can I put my last question now? Is it possible 
now to say that there is progress, or you are still at the same 
point where you have started these contacts? 


A I would rather refrain from characterizing 
whether there is progress, non-progress, etc. I'd rather stick 
with that the various parties are engaged, are seriously 
working on this. Secretary Baker is simply trying to find a 
way to implement the Israeli election proposal, and I would 
point out that if in the end the parties in the area are not 
prepared to pursue peace, then progress will not be made. If 
the parties do not have the will to overcome their political 
constraint, we cannot produce progress by ourselves. 


Q May I follow up, please? 
Q What do you mean by “political constraint"? 
A You'll have to interpret that. 

That's a new wrinkle. Are you suggesting that 
these parties have real views that they don't express, because 
they're political animals? 

A No. I'm not suggesting that. Every government 


has political constraints. These governments have political 
constraints. It's not unusual. 


Q Well, I know what the governments are. I mean, 
you've got Israel. Egypt's an intermediary and the PLO isn't a 
government, so you could only be talking about Israel -- that 


they're acting out of political motives and not out of -- it 
suggests that Shamir is -- 








Q 
the parties 
governments 


A 
Q 
Q 
Q 


government. 
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I said in the plural, “if these parties." 


—— concerned about his political position. Well, 
-— I know that's nice —-- but there are no other 


It's “nice," but it's what I said. 
-- involved except Israel. 
Egypt is not a party. 


Egypt is not a party, and the PLO is not a 
That only leaves Israel to be -- Israel to be 


acting out of some political motivation or political 
sensibility instead of acting out of a sincere desire to get 
this job done is what that implies. 


A 


If the parties -~- and, as I've referred to them a 


million times from up here -- entities, government, interested 
parties -- you're trying to put this into -- 


Q 


I just wondered why “political constraints" got 


dropped into the catechism today, that's all. 


Because it probably is part of the equation, or 


it wouldn't have been dropped in. 


Q 


Would it be applicable to the two-heads 


government in Israel? There are two parties in Israel instead 


of one. 


A 


you what we' 


Q 


I don't need to, I think, further interpret for 
ve just said. 


Let me ask you this: Can you say that there was 


a mention between Mr. Baker and Mr. Shamir about Mr. Shamir's 
visit to Washington? That has been talked about in Israeli 


press, and they say that November 15 he is coming. 


Q 


There was no mention of that. 


Margaret, did you receive any reaction to your 


characterization of Mr. Shamir's statement as “disappointing"? 


Q 
A 


> 


Did I[? 
Yes. 
Me, personally? 


No, no. I mean the U.S. Government. 


I think that, yes, it was raised. 
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Q And? 
A It was raised at different levels in the State 
Department -- not at the Secretarial level. 
Q Have you had a chance to study Mr. Shamir's -- 


Q Excuse me. I have a follow-up to this. Maybe by 
the Israeli Ambassador in Washington? 


a I really can't remember off the top of my head 
who it was. I'm being honest, and tell you I heard it was 
raised. I don't remember what individual did it. 

Q But you remember the U.S. and -- you had a very 
graphic remark two days ago when you were suggesting that this 
was a public statement, and when they get on the phone, they 
don't even talk about such matters. 

A They didn't. 


Q And you said “if it was a burning issue" was your 
good phrase. 


a I said, “If it had been a burning issue." 


Q "Don't you think Secretary Baker would have 
brought it up." 


a “Would have brought it up." 

Q So try to keep that in mind, when you talk about 
it being raised, presumably -- well, the question is, you mean 
at the Israeli end, right? 

“ I said not -- 

Q Not at the American end. 

A Well, the question came at me. 

Q No, no. I'm asking who raised it. I'm asking 
very poorly. You have already made the point it was not at the 
top level. Who brought this up? Which government? 


a The question came at me, “Have the Israelis 
raised with you a response to your remarks?" 


Q Ah! And the Israelis -- 
i) I answered in the affirmative. 


Q I'm sorry. I didn't know it was -~ I thought it 
was; was it raised generally Okay. 
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Q Have you had a chance to study that other speech 
by Mr. Shamir which he made after speaking to President Bush, 
in which he repeated some of the same ideas that he had the day 
before which you found objectionable? 


a No. I have not. 

Q Can I ask a Mideast thing quickly? 49 -- 29 
House members wrote the Secretary a letter yesterday with -- 
and they released it, of course -- with reservations about the 


Saudi tank deal and asking all sorts of questions. Am I 
blindsiding you? Are you unaware of this? 


i Yes. I hadn't heard about this. 

Q All right. I just wondered. Well, maybe someone 
can find out if he's going to reply, if he's going to wait 
until the testimony. 

a Sure. He always answers all his congressional 
mail. [I haven't heard a thing about this. ['ll ask Janet 
(Mullins) and find out. 


Q Sure. One answer can be, “Wait until the 
hearing. We'll let you know." 


i Yes. I just haven't heard about it. 


Q There's a story about new Panama sanctions. Do 
you have anything? 


ic No comment. 


y Margaret, do you have anything on -- 


i I'm sorry. I can't hear you. 

Q On Panama ~~ I'm sorry -- do you have anything on 
any kind of readout with the discussions that Premier Gonzalez 
had here? 


i) No. I refer you to the White House. It was the 
President's dinner, and the President -- or the White House 
characterized it as a private dinner. I don't have anything on 
it. 


Q Margaret, could we draw any inferences from the 
fact that the Israelis are saying very firmly that they expect 
Shamir to visit? 


Q Can we finish up on Panama, please? 


i) Jim? 
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Q During the course of his visit, the Spanish Prime 
Minister said several times that intervention is not the cure 
for Panama; there can be no third-country involvement that 
would be profitable in Panama. 


Does the Secretary still stand by his statement made 
before the Senate Finance Committee that the United States 
reserves the right to intervene militarily at the time of its 
own choosing? 


4 Yes. He also said that on Sunday on a network TV 
show. 


Q Will he be doing TV in Wyoming? 
a No. 


Q On the reports about the new Panamanian 
sanctions, is it considered to be within the jurisdiction of 
this 26-year-old trade embargo against Cuba to be able to 
designate non-Cuban citizens as Cuban nationals, as this 
article implies? 


A On the article that was in today's -- I believe 
it was Los Angeles Times -- I have absolutely no comment. 





Q Margaret, do you have anything on the statement 
made by General foun of Lebanon that the Lebanese delegates and 
ties should be back as the negotiations have already failed? 


6 I haven't seen General fAoun's comment today that 
you're referring to. I'd refer you back to the record. 
Nothing has changed on our position of our strong support for 
their efforts. Our positions are all the same. I haven't seen 
that comment. 


Q I need to ask you a question about Shamir's 
rumored visit, and that is, should we be drawing any inferences 
from the fact that the Israelis are talking very firmly about a 
mid-November visit without any ambiguity, and you seem not to 
be able to offer us any information about that? 


A I don't have any information about a visit. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on the violence 
in the city of Nablus in the West Bank as the Washington Post 
story of Wednesday by Jackson Diehl] about killing and one 
Palestinian kid was arrested and at blank point he was killed 
by the Israelis, and one Palestinian woman was found dead the 
next day? 





a No. I don't have a specific comment on that 
particular instance. I'm not familiar with that instance. 


Q Was there a U.S. response to a new Warsaw Pact 
offer for more freedom of inspection of facilities in Europe? 
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In this round of talks, NATO and now the Warsaw 
Pact tabled verification, stabilizing measures and information 
exchange proposals. These are central elements of a 
substantial conventional forces treaty regime. The East 
proposals on verification appear to be based on the concepts 
that NATO presented in its verification, information exchange 
and stabilizing measures proposal on September 21. 


We are pleased that the Warsaw Pact approach to 
verification appears to parallel that of NATO. The East and 
West also agreed to an artillery definition in this round. We 
are in the process of studying the other proposals tabled at 
the end of this round and will be able to provide greater 
detail on them in the near future. 


Q Aircraft is still a definitional problem? 


$ 
i] [I'll be honet wich you, Barry, in everything else 
I've been doing this morning, I don't know. I'll be glad to 
find out for you. 


Q Okay. But do you happen to know, are they close 
enough now that it practically can be -- you know, it can be 
sealed -- the deal can be sealed on the verification issue, 
which is a key issue? 


a I'm not prepared to answer that. 


Q Any sort of overall global assessment on the 
prospects for getting an agreement within the timeframe that 
the President had hoped -- in a year, six months? 


a It was six months to a year, as I believe what 
the President's proposal was. I have no reason to believe that 
we're not diligently still working toward that goal. 


Q I was just wondering if the new developments had 
any effect on -- 


i) If they have, I haven't had a chance to sit down 
with Reggie (Bartholomew) this morning and ask him how this 
impacts it, or do we have a new assessment of it. I never saw 
him. 


Q Can I stay on more or less the same area of the 
world? 


o If you want. 


Q I've read in one of the out-of-town papers today 
that the State Department is undertaking a policy review 
regarding East Germany as a result of the changes in leadership 
there, and I'm wondering if that's correct. 
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a I'm unaware of an entire policy review. I'd like 
to ask EUR for you. But I know that Secretary Baker -- and I'd 
refer you back to his speech on Monday night -- spoke to this 
subject. He also just did an interview, I think it was last 
week, specifically on East Germany and the changes there, and 
I'd just refer you back to the record. I'm unaware of an 
overall review, but then it also seems in any section of the 
world when things change, obviously, people look at the 
situation and take a look at them. 


Do you know who he did the interview with? 
(Inaudib. ec) 


I just want to know who did the interview. 


> © 4 


css. 
Q CBS? Oh. 


a Yes. It was at the top of the news. I can't 
remember what night it was. 


Because the inference to be drawn from that might 
be that somehow the State Department was taken by surprise, and 
that it had no contingency planning for such a change of 
leadership despite strong actuarial evidence. Mr. Honecker 
cannot live forever, being 77. 


a I would dissuade you from that. I think that's 
unfair criticism if it's in an article. 


Q It's not a criticism. It's just an inference 
that one might draw if there's a policy change in East Germany, 
which everybody's been expecting -.- 


“ The State Department in my opinion is always 
prepared for Mr. Honecker in the eventuality he had died. Any 
other regions in the world -- [I mean, we're aware and have 
enough walking-—around sense that things change and to be 
prepared, and how would you react, what would your policy be, 
etc. 


Q What would you say about a speech the day before 
an earthquake? (Laughter) 


a It's -- 

Q See that? You're not perfect. 

a [ could say something, but [ won't. 
Q Baker spoke, and the earth moved? 


A No. I wasn't thinking along those lines. ['1ll 
restrain myself, though. 
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Q What kind of fundamental compromises you are 
speaking about which Mr. Baker expressed? 


“ Compromises with what? 
Q From the parties in the Middle East. 


i That is part of what -- and I don't believe he's 
characterized it as compromises -- is part of what Secretary 
Baker is engaged in doing in an effort to implement Prime 
Minister Shamir's election proposal. That's something he is 
engaged in, in discussing with these people, the details of 
which at this moment in time he's not prepared to toss out here. 


Q Does his invitation still stand in the light of 
the -- 


4 Point five? 


Q Yes. And the rest of the concerns expressed by 
the parties? 


o Absolutely. And, again, Point 5 happens if you 
come to agreement in the affirmative on the first four points, 
which unfortunately we have not yet put out publicly, but we're 
going to. 


Q But you have received concerns by the parties on 
the four points. 


“ Well, I think that goes without saying. 


Q There's no trouble with Point 5. 

“ I mean, that's an obvious 

Q But Point 5 is not @ ~=- you can -- to what extent 
you can -- 

o Point 5 is not a hangup. 

Q It's not an Israeli idea in the first place -- 

It's absolutely not a hangup. 

Q ~- that there be a three-way meeting. 

me One through four -- 

y [t's that. 

4 Little trouble. 


Q You received concerns, or you received rejection 
of the four points. 
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A Oh, come on! You're playing with words. 
Obviously, if there were no concerns, we wouldn't, you know, be 
going on down the trail. 
Q In other words, “Thank you very much"? 


a That's great! You all have a nice weekend. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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OFFERS OF ASSISTANCE 
POSTED: OCT. 20, 1989 


The following offers of assistance have been received and 
recorded in the Working Group as of 0900 on October 20. This 
list is not inclusive, since offers of assistance continue to 
arrive, some of which have been directed to other Department 
offices. 


Australia 
Lord Mayor of Sydney, Jeremy Bingham, expressed condolences 
and offered to assist “in any practical way possible to relieve 
the burden.” 
Austria 
Austria has offered to send 50 rescue specialists from its 


Dog Rescue Brigade to assist in locating persons trapped in 
701) apse by) )]dinis. 


Bulgaria 


Government of El Salvador is sending a 3 person consular 


team to San Farncisco to provide any necessary assistance to 
est. 200,000 - 300,000 E) Salvadorians resident in area. 
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Erance 
French Interior Ministry has offered to send three teams of 
personnel, two of which have earthquake cisaster assistance 


experience in Mexico and Armenia. France has @lso offered to 
send search dogs, medicine, equipment and materiel. 


Greece 


Greece bas offered the services of a rescue team that 
assisted last vear in Soviet Armenia. 


israel 


Isreel has offered the services of personnel who are 
experienced in searching for victims who are trapped in ruined 
buildings. 


italy 
Tre Itali-- covernment has offered vrspecifies’ technicel 


assistance “drawing on Italy's long history of earthquake 
response.” 


Japan 


Embassy Tokyo has received numerous offers of assistance 
including an offer to provide technical assistance and 


equipment. 
Mexico 
ir his i1€: er of cunJolence to Jresider.. Bust., resident 
Salinas of Mexico offered assistance in alleviating the 


consequences of the disaster. 


A Monterrey Insurance company has offered to assist with 
Claims adjustment. 


Portgual 


useful. 
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Singapore 
Singapore asks USG concurrance to send four civil defense 
3 , build the , , 
earthouskes. 
Seain 
Spain hes made @ non-specific offer of assistance. 
Switzerlang | 


The Swiss Government is sending a team of three experts to 
San Francisco to look st the situation there.. 


Taiwan 


Veiezu2.i as Offer ae sgsistancs. uC. udiog . 7 28.18 $6 vr. 
West Germany 


The FRG has offered assistance in the form of a 65 man 
search and rescue team that assisted in Armenia. 
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TAKEN QUESTION FROM PRESS BRIEFING OF OCT. 20, 1989 
POSTED OCT. 20, 1989 


Q Do you support the proposal of Egypt that the talks 
would be taking place in Cairo...? 


A (From the Press Briefing of Oct. 16, 1989) 
“WE HAVE SEEN VIRTUE IN THE EGYPTIANS' SUGGESTION THAT 
AN ISRAELI AND PALESTINIAN DELEGATION MEET IN CAIRO TO 


BEGIN A DIALOGUE DESIGNED TO IMPLEMENT THE SHAMIR ELECTION 
t 
PROPOSAL. “ u 
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POSTED: OCT. 20, 1989 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE NOON BRIEFING OF OCT. 20, 1989 

What is the Department's reaction to the letter sent 

to Secretary Baker by twenty-nine Members of Congress 
raising questions about the Administration's intention 

to sell MIA2 tanks to Saudi Arabia? 

WE WELCOME THE INTEREST OF THESE MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 

t 

IN THE ARMS SALE PROCESS, AND HAVE EVERY INTENTION OP 
CONDUCTING FURTHER CONSULTATIONS WITH THESE AND OTHER 


MEMBERS WHO HAVE CONCERNS ABOUT THIS PARTICULAR SALE. 


THE SALE OF THE M1A2 ABRAMS TANK TO SAUDI ARABIA IS A 
MAJOR ARMS SALE WHICH RAISES COMPLICATED FOREIGN 
POLICY QUESTIONS, AND WE FULLY EXPECTED CONGRESS TO 
HAVE MANY QUESTIONS ABOUT IT. DURING BRIEFINGS ON THE 
HILL BEFORE THE SALE NOTIFICATION WAS SENT UP, WE 
ENCOURAGED MEMBERS TO RAISE QUESTIONS WITH US. WHILE 
WE HAVE ALREADY MET WITH A LARGE NUMBER OF MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS ABOUT IT, INCLUDING SOME OF THE SIGNERS OF 
THE LETTER, THERE ARE A NUMBER OF OTHER MEMBERS WITH 
WHOM WE STILL NEED TO DISCUSS THE SALE. 


THE QUESTIONS POSED IN THE LETTER ARE THOUGHTFUL AND 
REASONABLE. WE LOOK FORWARD TO ANSWERING THEM 
THOROUGHLY AS WE CONTINUE OUR CONSULTATIONS WITH THE 
HILL ABOUT THIS SALE. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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PRESS BRIEFING OF TAKEN QUES TION 
October 20, 1989 POSTED: OCT. 20, 1989 


EAST GERMANY: U.S. POLICY REVIEW 





Q: Are you conducting an overall review of United States 
policy towards East Germany? 


A: -- WE ARE STUDYING EVENTS IN THE GDR CLOSELY, 
PARTICULARLY AS RELATED TO THE MOUNTING PUBLIC 
PRESSURE FOR REFORM, AND THE RECENT CHANGE IN 
LEADERSHIP. 


-- WE HAVE MADE CLEAR OUR VIEW THAT SUBSTANTIAL CHANGES 
ARE IN RESPONSE TO THE CLEAR DESIRE OF THE EAST 
GERMAN POPULATION FOR REFORM. 


-- WE HOPE THAT THE CHANGE IN LEADERSHIP WILL, IN FACT, 
LEAD TO CHANGES IN THE GDR'S POLICIES. IF SO, WE ARE 
PREPARED TO RESPOND POSITIVELY. 


-- AS SECRETARY BAKER HAS SAID, “WE ARE PREPARED TO 
ASSIST ECONOMICALLY AND IMPROVE OUR RELATIONS WITH 
THOSE COUNTRIES THAT DO MOVE FORWARD TOWARDS POLITICAL 
PLURALISM AND TO MORE OF AN OPEN SOCIETY FROM AN 


ECONOMIC STANDPOINT.” 








Q: What kinds of change are you talking about and what would 
be our response? 


A: -- I DO NOT WANT TO SPECULATE ABOUT THE POSSIBILITIES. 
IN THE FIRST INSTANCE, THE NEW GDR GOVERNMENT NEEDS TO 
ENTER INTO A REAL DIALOGUE WITH ITS POPULATION ABOUT 
EAST GERMANY'S BASIC PROBLEMS. 





PRESS ANNOUNCEMENT October 20, 1989 


CAMBODIA: SON SANN VISIT TO WASHINGTON 





KHMER PEOPLE'S NATIONAL LIBERATION FRONT PRESIDENT SON SANN 





WILL VISIT WASHINGTON OCTOBER 23 TO 26. HE WILL MEET WITH 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS AND MEMBERS OF CONGRESS DURING 
HIS VISIT. PRESIDENT SON SANN LAST VISITED WASHINGTON IN APRIL 


1969. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #185 


MONDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1989, 12:04 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: {[ have one announcement and one 
statement for you. 


As I announced, I believe it was on Friday, the 
Secretary will be addressing the Commonwealth Club of 
California today at 12:45 local time. I've told you all what 
the speech is about. An embargoed speech text will be 
available in the Press Office today at 1:30. As a reminder, at 
2:00 p.m. there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the speech. 
The Secretary's address will be piped into the Briefing Room at 
3:45 p.m., and he is, to remind you, taking QéA. 


My one statement today concerns Lebanon. 


The United States warmly welcomes the news that the 
Taif Conference has reached agreement. Through the courageous 
efforts of the Lebanese Deputies and the Arab League Higher 
Committee, Lebanon has a unique chance to move toward ending 
the suffering and violence of so many years. We extend to the 
Deputies and Arab League Committee our sincere congratulations 


Lebanon now has an agreement for national 
reconciliation reached after much careful discussion, debate 
and compromise by one of Lebanon's last bodies with 
unchallenged legitimacy. The challenge now is for all 
concerned parties to seize this extraordinary opportunity to 
consolidate and implement what has been achieved. The 
international community should take appropriate measures to 
demonstrate its support for the Deputies and what they have 
accomplished. 


The Deputies should be permitted to continue their 
work in Lebanon free from threats and intimidation. We fully 
support the continuation of the process begun by the Arab 
League Committee and Deputies in faif. In our view, this 
process should lead to a sovereign and unified Lebanon free 
from foreign forces 


Jim? 


Q Speaking of international support, the 
representative of the arab League said that he's going to come 
to the State Department today to ask the United States to 
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return its Embassy staff to Beirut as a sign of that support. 
Has the United States made any decision on that? 


4 Not that I'm aware of. No. 


~ On that statement, unless there's been a change, 
General foun -- at least at breakfast time here in Washington 
- was saying he could not accept that arrangement, because it 
doesn't provide for the removal of all Syrian forces -. 
apparently just some of them. 


I don't know if that's changed, but assuming it 
hasn't, does the United States think it's adequate that only 
some Syrians leave, or does the United States think all Syrians 
should leave and, if the agreement doesn't provide for all of 
them to leave, why are you so enthusiastic about it? 


a Our policy hasn't changed concerning that -- all 
foreign forces should leave, which has been the policy for many 
months. As [ characterized, [ believe it was twice last week, 
not only General Aoun's, but other people's comments coming out 
as negative and unconstructive, that would still be my 
characterization of them today. 


We are applauding this, Barry, because we think this 
is very important. These people have worked very, very hard. 
They've met a challenge, and there's a real opportunity here, 
and that's why we are congratulating them and urging everybody 
to support this. 


Q So you're urging the General to accept an 
agreement in which there's only a partial Syrian withdrawal 
That's a fairly clear inference, isn't it? 


a Our policy is that all foreign forces should 
withdraw. 


Q Well, how are you going to get the other Syrians 
out once you have this deal struck? Do you know? [ mean, is 
there a way? I don't know if there's another forum or another 


mechanism. 
i) I personally don't know 
Q [ meant - 
i) I know that we believe that this is definitely 


constructive, definitely a move forward, definitely these 
people are to be congratulated for all this hard work over 
many, many weeks. We believe that progress has been made. I 
don't know all of the details of what has gone on there We've 
just officially been notified ourselves in the last two hours 
by two groups 1 don't have for you a readout of everything 
that's in the communique 
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Q Does this include the [Israeli withdrawal from the 
south of Lebanon? 


4 Our policy on that has not changed, and I believe 
the Israeli government -- [ just saw a report just this weekend 
-- restated their longstanding position on that also. I'd 
refer you to them. 


General foun is threatening to resign if the 
Lebanese accept the Taif agreement. Do you have any comment on 
this threat, and would this complicate or facilitate the peuce 
process in Lebanon - his resignation? 


” I haven't heard about him threatening to resign, 
and [ think that everybody should just work constructively to 
reach some type of permanent peace for this country of Lebanon. 


Q The Lebanese are expecting the American air 
flights will be resumed to Beirut, and also the Embassy will 
return back, and also full cooperation between Lebanon and 
America concerning economic aid and the University in Beirut. 


a What's your question, sir? 


Q What is your reaction to this? How far can you 
go to resuming this? 


a Our policy on when our Embassy personnel return 
has not changed. We stated at the time what the reasons were 
for that Those reasons were the reasons that were given then 

- when the safety of our American personnel can be ensured. 
Secretary Baker has always said this was a temporary drawdown 
of the personnel that were there in the Embassy. He's never 
said it was permanent. 


Q Yes. On aviation? 
4 I don't have an answer for you on aviation. 
Q Margaret, your statement is very enthusiastic 


about this agreement, but in fact without General foun is there 
any agreement? 


“ Il just stated that I haven't heard -- if you're 
referring to her comments that General foun has threatened to 
resign -~ this is the first l've heard of it, standing out 
here. I don't have off the top of my head a comment, other 
than we would hope that everyone would work constructively on 
this unique opportunity or this unique chance, as [ 
characterized it, toward ending the suffering and violence of 
sO many years. 


Q Another subject? 


a Sure 
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Q Rafsanjani in a@ press conference said he will 

help the United States get the hostages if the United States 
freed the assets -- the American assets. Do you have any 


comment on his remarks, and is there anything new concerning 
the hostages in Lebanon? Is there any progress? Did you get 
any new messages that -- 


a There's nothing new that 1 have. We have not yet 
seen the full text of his comments this morning. We will, 
obviously, be looking at them. The hostage issue is a 
humanitarian one and is not linked to other issues. The 
President has repeatedly called for the release of all hostages 
by all parties. Our position is well known on the hostages. 

We will not make deals, and we will not reward hostage takers. 
Anyone who has influence with the hostage takers should use it 
to obtain the immediate and unconditional release of all the 
hostages. 


Q What about the claims issue? 


a That is the same. Our policy hasn't changed on 
that. It remains the same. You know the matter of Iranian 
astets is pending before the [ran-United States Claims 
Tribunal. These matters are being resolved at the Tribunal 
which conducts its business in a legal and technical manner and 
has no connection or linkage whatsoever with the hostage issue. 


Q Follow-up on this: fTfhere are reports that some 
of the leaders of Hizbollah in Iran have been detained or put 
under house arrest, and one of them is believed to be the 
leader of the group who held American hostages Do you have 
anything on that? 


a No. 


Q Hizbollah leaders in Iran or some of them are 
under house arrest or something? 


io) No. I haven't heard about that. 
Q Margaret -- 
Q On the Middle East, again? 


Q Well, this is also on the Middle East. The Prime 
Minister of South Yemen says that they've had meetings with Mr. 
Pickering, [ believe, and another one scheduled in two weeks 
about restoring diplomatic relations How does the U.S. feel 
about restoring diplomatic relations with South Yemen? 


a I can confirm for you that a meeting took place 
recently between Ambassador Pickering and the South Yemen 
Permanent Representative at the U.N These discussions were 
not “negotiations,” and we did not raise the issue of resuming 
diplomatic relations 
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We did discuss our concern about terrorism, and about 
South Yemen's relations with its neighbors who are friends of 
the U.S. We expect further discussions with South Yemen. but 
no further meetings have been scheduled. So I haven't heard 
about one in two weeks. 


Q Have you changed your mind about their stance on 
terrorism as a result of this meeting? 


os I doubt that, based on one meeting. 


Q Are they still be on the terrorism list -- the 
U.S. terrorism list? South Yemen still on the list? 


i As far as [ know. I'd have to check this. [ 
don't know the list by heart. 


Q Did they ask for the resumption of relations or 
creation of relations, because there were no relations before? 


“ Il said we did not raise the issue of resuming 
diplomatic relations 


Q They raised it. 


Q Why not? What's the reservation by the United 
States? Are there any conditions, or things you would like to 
see them do before you discuss diplomatic relations? 


A [ said what we did address - what we addressed 
were our concerns on terrorism, and I said that I expect 
further discussions with South Yemen, but no further meetings 
have been scheduled 


Q Do you have any information that they are engaged 
in terrorism or harboring any terrorists still, or has nothing 
changed since they started this opening? 


“ [I don't have for you if something has changed. 
I've told you that Ambassador Pickering had one meeting; that 
there could be further meetings, but [ don't have a timeframe 
on it. I said they were not negotiations, and 1 said what we 
did discuss. 


Q Yes But you're implying that the terrorist 
issue is still an issue. That's the problem with - 

I said that twice now 

Q [Is there any evidence that they are still engaged 


in terrorism, or you believe they are engaged in terrorism? 


) Well, if there wasn't, then it wouldn't seem that 
we'd have to be discussing that 
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Q Who asked for the meeting? 
I don't know. I'll find out for you 


Did the other side raise the issue of diplomatic 


relations? 
re) I don't know. I'll find out for you 
Q “an we return to Iran for just a moment? 
- Sure. 


Q Can you just review the bidding, if you have it, 
on what it is that the United States needs in order to 
establish better relations with Iran? What is it the U.S. 
expects from Iran? Rafsanjani, this morning, laid out some 
things he expects from the United States for relations to 
improve. [Is there - 


i) For starters, they could release the hostages. 
Q But they don't control; they don't hold them 


a They have a great deal of influence with people 
who do hold hostages. They could renounce state-sponsored 
terrorism. And as far as other specific matters, off the top 
of my head, Jchn, { don't have any for you, but those would be 
two good places to begin 


Q Same topic, l've got several questions 
a On Iran? 


Q Well, terrorism and Pan am 103 As you know, 
today, in arlington, they're having a No Greater Love ceremony 
~~ families mourning the deaths of those on that flight. Six 
years ago, 241 American Marines were killed by Iranian 
surrogates in Beirut; ten months ago, we lost those lives in 
Pam Am 103. In any case, in terms of Iran, there was no 
retaliation by the U.S. Will the U.S. -~ why hasn't the U.S 

' retaliated in these acts? 


is) I think that the United States has, if you want 
to use the word “retaliate” -- and ['d have to go back for you 
and pull it all up - I believe we've got very stringent 


economic sanctions { believe we have all types of different 
Governmental things that we did at the time of both those 
incidents. But at the top of my fingertips, other than the 
sanctions, I can't give you a launiry list, but I'll be glad to 
look at it for you 


Q Do you have anything more on the investigation of 
Pan am 103? 
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a No. and if I did, [ probably wouldn't be out 
here talking about it. 


Q And two more questions: It was revealed pretty 
much six months ago by the CIA to the Washington Post that the 
intelligence community had confidence that Pam Am 103 had been 
ordered from [ran and that intelligence intercepts or pertinent 
telephone trafficking involving Iranians, Syrians, PFLP, have 
been published, and still the Government hasn't done anything 
What -- 





o Unfortunately, sir, as you know, on Pan am 103, 
it's an investigation, and [ just don't have anything - any 
comment on it for you 


Q And do you have anything to say to the families 
on their day of mourning today? 


“ I think that any person in America -- and I know 
from this podium, and the President and the Secretary -- 
obviously has nothing but total sympathy and outreach and an 
open heart to the families 


1 think there's an East German official on Mr. 
Eagleburger's schedule 


. You're correct, Barry 

Q Can you give us something fore and aft, please? 

“ Larry, hasn't met with him yet 

Q Right 

a And just so you know, these consultations will be 


conducted today and tomorrow. [fhe GOR delegation is being led 
by the East German Deputy Foreign Minister, Or. Kurt Nier. The 
U.S. side is being led by Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 


for European Affairs, Jim Dobbins The dates for this year's 
consultations had been scheduled many months age They are 
annual talks which have been conducted since early in the 
1980's. The subjects to be discussed involve human rights, 
issues in the bilateral relationship, transnational issues such 
as environmental protection, and regional issues 


When I spoke to Larry about this this morning, when 
asked if he's going to discuss the current situation, his 
answer was “of course “ 

Q and tomorrow, Larry again?’ 


a I doubt that I doubt -- Larry will just meet 
with them once 


Q Right, it doesn't get up to - 
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“ The consultations are with Jim Dobbins. 


9 Sure. The German doesn't get up to the Baker 
level; but when Baker comes back? 


“ Not that [I'm aware of 


Q There are reports in Israel that the United 
States - 

“ Excuse me I haven't asked Larry It could be, 
but [ don't know 

Q Because the Secretary is out of town, is why? 

” Right. 

Q I wondered if Larry was sitting in for the 


Secretary, or if that's - 


a 1 don't even know if Baker was ever asked I'l) 
find out for you. 


Q There are reports in Israel that the Unitec 
States has advised the [Israeli government it would have more or 
less until the end of this week to respond to the Baker points, 
and the United States won't be willing to wait until 
rid-November when Mr. Shamir is scheduled to be in town Could 
you confirm that? 


“a l've always said that we don't have a timeframe 
That's true today 


Q There are some suggestions that there are 
difficulties in arranging the Prime Minister's visit Aare you 
aware of such difficulties? 


“ No 


Q There are also reports from Israel that a main 
bone of contention now has to do with the opening statements in 
presumably a dialogue between the Israelis and the PLO, and 
[Israel insists on U.S. acquiescence in its view that should the 
PLO be mentioned in an opening statement, the United States and 
[Israel would walk out Could you comment on that? 


i?) No 


Q What is the status of the talks with Israel right 
now? How is that doing? 


a The status is that Secretary Baker, as you al) 
know, has had a private, personal weekend in Wyoming He has 
had no phone calls or conversations concerning this subject 
He gets beck to 0.C. late tonight, and so [ don't envision 
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anything going on today while he's giving his speech in San 
Francisco -— at his level. 


Q Is it definite that Mr. Shamir is coming on 
November 15 now? 


a I've answered this a hundred different times. I 
don't have anything on Prime Minister Shamir's, as [ understand 
it, private visit to Washington, D. C. sometime in November. 


Q Two more questions on Israel. 

Q On the four points? 

A The four points? 

Q Five. 

Q Four points, please. We know the fifth; the four. 
Yes. What about them? 

Q Were you prepared to make those public today? 

Aa Today? No. 

Q Tomorrow? 

I don't know about tomorrow That's 24 hours 


from now. I don't know. We've always said we'd make them 
public, one way or the other, at some point. 


Q Two more points, to be denied or completely 
ignored, coming from Israel. (Laughter) One is that Foreign 
Minister Arens suggested to the Secretary of State that he 
should come and talk to him face-to-face and Baker allegedly 
said “no thanks." I[s that true? 


A I can completely knock that down There's no 
truth to that. 


Q There are reports in Israel that the U.S. is 
complaining to the [sraelis about the pace of leaks to the 
local press about the on-going process. The Israelis 
reciprocated by suggesting that, in fact, they are not to 
blame; the one to blame is Margaret Tutwiler who leaks on a 
daily basis to the press in open briefings? 


“4 I'm On the Record. There's a difference 
Q But are there any complaints about Israeli leaks? 
i) I don't know anybody who likes leaks 


Q [ beg your pardon? 
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a I don't know anyone who enjoys leaks. 
Q Well, we do. (Laughter) 


A Oh, you all do? That's right { forgot. [I'm 


sorry. 

Q Let's consider your audience here 

ms That's true. I forgot 

Q Speaking of leaks, do you have anymore today on 
the Panama sanctions than you had on Friday when you said “no 
comment?" 


Q And then it was leaked to the Los Angeles Times. 





A No. 

Q No? 

A No 

Q How about words on the situation in Hungary 


today? They have formalized the process that - 


4 This is an historic day for Hungary. Declaring 
itself an independent republic on the 33rd anniversary of the 
popular uprising seems particularly appropriate wie 
congratulate the Republic of Hungary and its people. 


Q Another topic? 
“4 Yes. 
Q South Africa: There's been various reports over 


the weekend about alleged South African destablization in 
Zimbabwe and Namibia and other areas. Does the U.S. have any 
insight into these reports? 


" No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q How about the Mozambique story, that the United 
States is considering declaring them not a Marxist-Lenist 
state, or words to that effect? 


) That's an issue, George, that's under review. No 
decisions have been made. And, as you know, this requires a 
Presidential determination which, obviously, it goes without 
sayina, has not been made. I[f you want all the specifics under 
what law this comes under, etc., I'll be glad to post it all 
for you. 


Q Do you happen to have -- or it would be a rather 
instant -- a reaction to Shevardnadze's speech? I[t was just 
about breaking - 
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s I heard about it, Barry, before [I came out here 
To be honest with you, I haven't personally read it. 


Q Well, he said, again, Krasnoyarsk, will come 
down. You've heard that before. 


A We've heard that, and Secretary Baker addressed 
himself to that in Wyoming and expressed how -- we welcomed it. 
we were pleased. 

Q He admitted also that it was a violation of the 
treaty -- the ABM treaty? 

Q There's no response from - 


i Not right this second. 


Q The Czechoslovakian Ambassador, 1 believe, is 
meeting with Seitz today. Can you tell us why, or what it's 
about? 


A No, 1 don't know about it 

Q Anything new today on various South African-ANC 
contacts? 

No. 

Q I raised a question last week, on Thursday - 

A You raised a lot of questions last week. 

Q But one that hasn't been answered - you said 
you'd take it and perhaps - about the plight of the chief of 
the Honduran armed forces, General] Regalado, and his 
involvement - 

” ard we posted an answer for you. 


Q You did? 

That day. Yes. 

Q Does the State Department have a view on the 
advisability of telling the heads of governments that a coup is 
about to happen in their country? 


Q Against them? 


Q Yeah, against them, if the U.S. is involved or if 
the U.S. isn't involved. Do you have a view on -- 


m4 That's a very clever way of asking the question 


Q Just thought it would be interesting to talk 
about it. 
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a It would be. And, unfortunately, as you know, [ 
can't comment on that subject. It's all wrapped around -- in 


classification. 


Vv Well, thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION FROM 10/23 BRIEFING POSTED: %Ct- 23, 19939 
SOUTH YEMEN: TERRORISM LIST 
Q: Is South Yemen still on the so-called “terrorism list?” 
A: -- THE PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF YEMEN REMAINS ON THE 


LIST OF STATES THAT SUPPORT INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM. 











TAKEN QUESTION 


OCTOBER 23, 1989 


PDRY: DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS? 


Q. Did the PDRY representative raise issue of diplomatic 


relations? 


-- WE HAVE NO FURTHER DETAILS ON THIS MEETING TO OFFER AT 


THIS TIME. 


Q. Which side requested the meeting? 


-- THE MEETING WAS SCHEDULED BY MUTUAL CONSENT. 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY BAKER'S 
SAN FRANCISCO SPEECH 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1989, 2:04 P.M. 


MS. TUTWILER: Just a little reminder that I know 
nobody needs -- this is ON BACKGROUND by senior State 
Department officials. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Much as with 
the Soviet speech, [I'm going to assume you read this one 


already? 
Q Oh, yes. 
oI Yes? WNo? 
Q Not quite. (Laughter. ) 
Q Several months ago, in fact. 
" Well, with that intro., let me make a 


couple of comments. I'll make it more exciting for you. 


Let me just make a couple of points about the 
speech. The speech was not an attempt to otfer any 
proposals, but the speech was an attempt to, in a sense, lay 
out an intellectual basis on which we approach arms control. 


In a sense, it's very mucn Like the Soviet speech 
that we did last week, and it ougr< to be seen as a speech 
that is a complement to that ana one that goes hand-in-hand 
with it. And if you think about it, [ mean it's sort of 
natural, because last week we talked about perestroika 
creating new opportunities to pursue points of mutual 
advantage. 


Well, arms covitrol is one of those points of 
mutual advantage that ought to be sought. [I think that one 
of the things that I think comes out to me, and I think 
something that is important to have in mind, is that 


Perestroika does create new possibilities and one sees a new 
Soviet attitude. Ard when it comes to arms control, [I think 


one sees that they are prepared to pursue arms control ina 
more serious way. 


In light of that, in some ways perhaps, it's sort 
of apropos that you've got Shevardnadze today acknowledging 
that Krasnoyarsk was a violation; and I think that does 
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reflect something of a different kind of mindset. It gives 
us a reason to think that there are new possibilities here. 


Now, that doesn't mean that there can't be 
reverses and it doesn't mean that we shouldn't be hedging 
against the uncertainties of the future. But one of the 
reasons to pursue arms control in a serious way is precisely 
to try to lock in a new kind of relationship with the Soviets 
at a reduced threat and with more constrained military forces 
for the future. 


I think when we talk about having a serious 
partner for arms control, that's obviously something that 
constitutes a prerequisite for being able to produce 
successful arms control. Something else that constitutes, [ 
think, an important prerequisite for pursuing successful arms 
control is having a domestic consensus here, F certain 
that one's arms control and defense programs w.-.. 
hand-in-hand, and that, in fact, there's a kind of coherence 
of what one is doing. Again, I would say that these two 
speeches sort of reflect a kind of mindset on our part. 


The key goal that we outlined here for arms 
control is not simply reducing numbers, but reducing the risk 
of war. We are focused on trying to reduce the risk of war, 
and it's not just a conscious war, but inadvertent war as 
well To pursue that goal we basically ticked off a number 
of concepts or ideas in the speech. 


We're pressing for reductions, and we're pressing 
for reductions in capabilities that lend themselves most to a 
surprise attack or to a first strike. We are focused on 
capabilities, in a sense, that are most geared towards -- to 
go a war first, for launching some kind of surprise 
attack. 


The important thing here is that we want to 
create a structure of forces that gives nobody any particular 
incentive to go first, and that's one kind of idea that 
guides us. 


A&A second idea that guides us is to create a 
greater is to create a greater predictability through 
openness. It's one thing to talk about reducing capabilities 
that lend themselves to going first. [t's something else to 
create a greater openness that can begin to attack the whole 
question of suspicions and build trust. In a sense, the more 
open things become, the more you can become certain about 
intentions. So you do something that is designed to restrict 
or reduce the capabilities that most concern you, but you 
also do something that begins to affect your perception of 
the adversary and the level of confidence that you have in 
the adversary. Ina sense, as [I said, [ think that gets you 
to the issue of intentions. 
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& third element that we have in mind is that we 
wanted to broaden the traditional arms control agenda, and 
that's one of the reasons that we don't just talk about 
START, but now you have CFE. We also have focused, 
obviously, on CW and the proliferation of missile technology. 


These new emerging proliferations are, in “act, 
proliferations that involve weapons that actually get used. 
We've seen that. So an arms control agenda that focuses only 
on the traditional ones would be incomplete; it wouldn't 
reflect the world that we're facing. The world we're facing 
creates new opportunities, but it. also creates new dangers; 
and that's one of the reasons that one has to expand the 
scope and the character of the trxditional agenda. 


The last point I would make that we have in mind 
is that, obviously, if you're going to pursue successful arms 
control, you'd want to lock it in with agreements that can be 
effectively verified. What one is trying to do here is lock 
in a safer world, and that's something that I think 
encapsulates the way we approach this question and why we 
want to have effectively verifiable agreements that are, in 
fact, scrupulously complied with. 


I have a colleague here who will step us as 
well. [I don't know why he's being shy 


Q He probably wrote a speech. (Laughter.) 


That's the reason he's shy? 


Q Yes. 

a Anyway, why don't I stop there? And if you 
have questions - 

Q All right. 

a -— he'll give us an answer. 

Q Can I ask you an easy question? 

a Yes. 

Q In laying out general principles on the top 


of page 5 -- [I haven't gotten to the very bottom, but I 
suspect he isn't going to get back to this point, so maybe 
you can give us an idea of what he's talking about. He talks 
about how perestroika has changed things, which is the same 
theme as last week's speech -- that perestroika is changing 
foreign policy, changing arms control policies. 





For example, “we need to think about the future 
of both European security relations and the central power/ 
superpower strategic relationship." 
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What is in European security that begins to 
suggest -—-— I mean there's an inference there that maybe the 
U.S. relationship with its Allies can be relaxed somewhat. [ 
just don't know what that means; but I think that there's 
something there, probably, intended. I wonder if you could -- 


a I think what we're talking about is an 
overall international environment where you obviously are 
trying to create greater stability at the strategic level, 
but you're also trying to create a new stability at the 
conventional level as well. 


Q But these aren't relations with the 
European allies. 

a No. You're talking about -- I think that's 
the theatre force. 

Q Europe as a theatre you're talking about. 

a Europe as a theatre, and an overall 


security relationship there. 
Q O.K. 


Q Can I follow something on that same 
paragraph though? At the bottom there you talk about whether 
the cuts that have been under negotiation for years will 
result in a need -- or in a reduced requirement for 
deterrence The susgestion is there -- in the previous 
Administration had always insisted that no matter what 
happened in the way of arms control negotiations some measure 
of a deterrent nuclear force would be required Is that 
still a principle -- 


“ Yes, it is. 

Q -~ of this Administration? 

“ Yes, it is. 

Q So when you talk about requirements for 


deterrence you're talking about reducing the level of 
deterrence necessary, not eliminating that thing. 


me That's right. 
y Can I ask you, on the top of page 7 -- 
i) [ knew [ should have brought the speech. 


mughter. ) 


-~ well, in the discussion of the goal of 
arms control and the SOI program -- 





a Yes. 


Q -~ and you say: “We remain committed to 
preserving our right to conduct SOI activities consistent 
with the ABM Treaty." Is the Secretary talking about the 
traditional interpretation of the ABM Treaty or the broader? 


4 Well, I think the basic posture that we 
have had is that we have been observing the narrow 
interpretation, but we think we have the legal right to 
pursue the broader interpretation. 


Q And which is he referring to here? 


a [ think he's referring to an interpretation 
that he would regard as being legal. 


You want to add to that? 


a Which is it? (Laughter). 

a That language is taken right out of the 
Washington Summit Joint Statement, and it refers to both. 

Q It refers to both As usual. 

Q I wonder if there's any justification -- or 
maybe [I'm the only one who doesn't understand -- for the 
statement that says -- I think it's on page 6 -- that somehow 


SOL or a missite defense would be a barrier a successful 
first strike. Well, certainly it will be a barrier to a 
successful first strike for the side that possesses such a 
defense. But, what about the side that doesn't, as the 
Soviets view they will not have? How does this enhance 
stability? You know, this is coming back to the old argument 
again, but you all raised in here. 


“ We raised it because we believe that having 
strategic defense in the end is going to enhance stability 
because it's going to reduce the incentive to go first. 


Q Are you assuming one side has it or that 
both sides have it? 


a I think all along we've talked about 
transition to a more stable environment where there would be 
mutual defenses 


“ The point, as you know, is that with some 
sort of defense you can disrupt the offense in a first strike 
and this would make a first striker less confident in the 
outcome and less willing to undertake the risks to engage in 
this sort of strike 








Q Unless the side with defense conducts a 
first strike and then he has an immeasurable advantage, which 
is what the Soviets fear; isn't it? 


s Well, the basic point of stability is that 
you want to establish a situation in which neither side feels 
an incentive to go first. And if you're sitting there with 
an offense and you don't know how the first few minutes of 
the engagement are going to transpire, that's a much 
different situation than you have today. 


Q Can either of you address, in the context 
of what Shevardnadze has said today, about not only saying, 
yes, as they told you in Wyoming, that they will dismantle 
Krasnoyarsk, but it was openly, publicly, a violation and 
even tended to excoriate the military a little bit for doing 
such a stupid thing? What does that say to you? What sort 
of a reaction do you have to that kind of a -- 


a Well, let me -- 
Q statement in the context of the speech, of 


course. I certainly wouldn't want to ask a news question. 
(Laughter .) 


Q It's a BACKGROUND briefing. 

A [ wouldn't want to give 4 news answer. 
(Laughter. ) 

Q Well, O.K. We're on the same wavelength. 
(Laughter. ) 

a Well, putting it in the context of the 
speech, [ was describing -- as [| said earlier -- I mean if 


one is looking for a partner that is serious, one of the 
elements of seriousness is that you live up to the agreements 
that you've signed. If you go ahead and you violate those 
agreements, then one of the things you're going to be doing 
is raising the level of doubt, suspicion, as to whether or 
not any agreements that you conclude can be worth anything. 
So it seems to me that it says something about the Soviet 
mindset that is encouraging -- that they are not only willing 
to take a step that constitutes a rectification of a 
violation, but they're willing to openly acknowledge that in 
fact it was a violation. 


They're not simply saying, “All right,” privately 
to us, they're going to go ahead and they're going to destroy 
Krasnoyarsk. But they're going ahead and publicly saying, 
"Yeah, this was a violation." 


The straighter they can be in regard to issues of 
that sort, the greater the degree of confidence that one can 
have. But that gets me back to I think this theme of 
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openness. In Wyoming, we emphasized that we were talking 
about openness across the board in all aspects of the 
relationship because it builds a degree of confidence and it 
builds a degree of trust. 


And in a sense, we have often times used the 
phrase “confidence—building measures" and somehow that 
becomes almost formalized. It almost becomes a ritualized 
statement and no one really pays much attention to it. But 
the fact is when you have a greater degree of openness, then 
the mindset begins to change, the perception begins to change 
-- the attitude. 


Q Well, with the last Administration, 
compliance was an issue which was brought to the top of the 
agenda again and again as a way of saying in essence: “Maybe 
we shouldn't get involved in these kinds of things." Are 
there other major outstanding compliance issues which in any 
way measure up to the Krasnoyarsk radar in terms of their 
grossness? Baker doesn't touch upon, other than -- 


a [I'll ask. My colleague is more likely to 
know that than I am. 


Q Other than Krasnoyarsk, he doesn't touch 
upon the violations issue. 


a There are other problems, there are other 
concerns, there are other ambiguities, but none of them match 
Krasnoyarsk and the Gomel problem, which we had earlier this 
year in magnitude. Those are the two big ones. 


Q On Krasnoyarsk, it was the policy of th» 
last Administration that in order to remove the violation, 
the thing would have to be razed to the foundations. Is that 
the current Administration's view, too? 


” Yes. Our position is that the way that you 
remove the violation is to dismantle the radar and its 
foundations. We don't know -- they have not told us what 
they plan to do, but that is our view as to what needs to be 


cone. 

Q Could I ask about the terminology that you 
used down at the bottom of page 6 to describe what the 
Soviets --— the change that the Soviets made in their position 


in Wyoming? 


The Secretary says, “We look favorably on the 
decision made by the Soviets in Wyoming to delink the Defense 
and Space talks from START.” 


As I recall, what they said was that they have 
shifted their position on the substance of the requirements 
of space in a START treaty. 
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Could you explain why you described it this way, 
and what do you think its significance is? 


A Before Wyoming, the Soviet view was that in 
order to finish and sign and complete a START treaty, you had 
to, aS a precondition, reach a new agreement on Defense and 
Space. 


At Wyoming, they said that this was no longer 
necessary. From their point of view, the only requirement 
was that at the time you signed a START agreement, both sides 
were abiding by the ABM Treaty. 


So that's a big shift in the Soviet position. 
There is no longer a connection to a new agreement -- to 
reaching a new agreement. The only relationship which they 
are now putting forward is the relationship to the ABM Treaty. 


Q But they also say that if you don't comply 
with the ABM Treaty as signed in 1972, whatever that means, 
that they would be free to abrogate the START agreement. 


A That's right. That's their position. 


Q But how can you say that it delinks the 
Space and Defense talks from START? 


A The old position was that in order to 
finish a START treaty, the Defense and Space talks, as it 
says here in this paragraph, the Defense and Space talks have 
to reach agreement on a new document, a new understanding of 
some sort. That's no longer their position. 


They have a position in Defense and Space. They 
put forward ideas. But they are not saying that any new 
agreement has to come out of the Defense and Space talks in 
order to finish a START treaty. 


Q I'd like to follow up on that, please? 
Bearing in mind what you just said, what's the Secretary's 
view about beginning discussions with the Scviet Union about 
what's permitted and what's prohibited by the ABM Treaty? 
That's the first question. 


The second would be: There is a reference in 
here, in the speech, to the importance of destroying weapons, 
not merely removing them. Does this apply to warheads? 


A Remind me what your first question was? 
Q What is prohibited. 
A Prohibited and permitted. The Soviets put 


forward a new idea -- 
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a Not new. 

Aa Well, they -- 

A They said it again. 

G They put forward in Wyoming an existing 


idea in a new package, which was to have a protocol to the 
ABM Treaty that would settle this permitted/prohibited 
question. That is one facet of the new Soviet approach that 
we said in Wyoming we would take back to Washington and we 
would think about it and we'd get.back to the Soviets at some 
point in Geneva, and that's still where we are. 


Q Could you elaborate on what you think the 
Secretary's view is at this moment in time? 

A No, I can't. Maybe my colleague can. 

A I think my colleague described exactly 


where we are. His view is that we take it back to Geneva, 
and we can begin discussing the broader issues there. 


Q Well, wait a minute. Are you saying, take 
it back to Geneva and begin negotiating lists of items, 
or --? 

a No, no. 

Q You haven't made your mind up what to do 
with it, but when you do, you'll do it in Geneva. You'll 
bring it to Geneva. Isn't that what you mean? : 

Q Let's get his answer. 


Q Well, you said two different things, and 
you said you agreed with him. 


A I agreed with him. 


Q He said he agreed with you, but you said 
something different. 


a Well, we usually agree with each other. 
Q Try it again. 


Try us again, because there was a different 


a There is no difference. 


a I don't know. 


Q Shall we take a show of hands? (Laughter. ) 
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Does the Secretary think that the U.S. 
should begin negotiating with the Soviets a list of permitted 
and prohibited activities? 


Q Or in any other way to try to reach an 
understanding on that point? 


A No. 

Q It's still under consideration. That's 
what my notes say. 

Q The idea is still under study. 

A That's right. 

Q What's right? (Laughter. ) 

A Do guys really want to know this? 

Q Yes. 

a The conclusion in Wyoming was that we would 


take it back to Washington. We would take a look at it, and 
then we would go to Geneva and that's what we did. We would 
Give them an answer. We haven't given them an answer yet. 
We are taking a look at it. 


Q The second question was reference to the 
speech, to the importance of destroying weapons, not merely 
removing them. Does this apply to warheads? 


A That's a level of detail which we haven't 
gotten to in Geneva, but -- 

Q How about just right here. It's in the 
speech. 

A I think that's the best way. I mean, when 


we talk about reductions, you are talking about getting rid 

of the entire weapons system. You talk about what parts can 
be salvaged, what parts have to be blown up. That's a level 
of sophistication which hasn't been gotten to yet. 


Q Warheads and weapons were often considered 
synonymous, but you're saying they are not in this case. 


A If you are trying to read into this 
sentence the concept that the nuclear explosive device would 
be somehow destroyed, could not be salvaged, that would not 
be right. 


Q A lot of the principles in this speech have 
been enunciated piecemeal in different times before and in 
different contexts. 
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I wondered, is this speech greater than the sum 
of its parts? That is, should it be somehow viewed as news, 
having been brought together? I mean it seriously. 
(Laughter) Some of my colleagues are a little jealous of my 
news judgment. (Laughter.) I don't write the headlines. I 
just write the stories. Seriously, how should the Soviets 
read this speech? 





a Well, I think, again, as I described it at 
the beginning, this speech is really a companion to the 
speech that was done last week. And if you are emphasizing 
points of mutual advantage, one obvious point of mutual 
advantage is in the arms control area. 


What we are trying to suggest here is that there 
are new possibilities with them, because of the nature of 
perestroika, because of their own recognition of the kinds of 
changes that are going to be needed to make reform 
successful, and the implications that has for their behavior , 
on the inside and the outside. 


Now, with regard to some of the principles, this 
is also an effort to sort of encapsulate and put in 
perspective what our approach to arms control looks like, and 
it's not simply an attempt to sort of focus on reducing 
numbers. It is also not simply an attempt to focus on 
reducing the most destabilizing kinds of capabilities. [t is 
also recognition that there are other things that one does in 
terms of approaching arms control. And, as I said, the idea 
of openness is a theme that we are applying, not only to arms 
control, but to other aspects of the relationship, as well. 


But it is particularly appropriate in arms 
control, in part because, as I said, it can begin to get at 
not only the question of destabilizing capabilities, but it 
can begin to develop a degree of trust, and it can begin to 
alter intentions, and it can begin to develop a degree of 
confidence. 


When we talk about having the Soviets produce a 
defense budget where they really show inputs and outputs, 
that can begin to give you a sense of what are their plans 
for the next five years. 


So as you project out over the next five to ten 
years about what is going to be needed, you are able to take 
that into account, and you can have a much higher degree of 
confidence than you would have had at any time in the past, 
where you would have been forced to assume the worst. 


If we are talking about expanding the traditional 
arms control agenda, that's not a new point for us. Maybe 
eight months ago, when we came in, you would consider it to 
be a new point. But this is an attempt to put in perspective 
the various ideas that come together for us to forge an 
approach to arms control. 
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Q Why are these speeches being given now? 
A Well, I think that the -- 
Q I mean, domestically, they do come at an 


interesting time. They come at a time when the 
Administration has been under fire for not being responsive 
enough to the Soviets, for not, in a sense, recognizing the 
historic nature of the opportunity. 


a In a sense they come now because we looked 
ahead, back in August, and we looked to the Wyoming 
Ministerial, we knew we had a strategy for what we were going 
to try to produce there. But we really hadn't given a speech 
that tried to put in perspective what it is were were doing 
with the Soviets. And one of the virtues of doing these 
speeches at this point is, in the aftermath of Wyoming, you 
can begin to demonstrate that Wyoming didn't appear out of 
whole cloth, that there was a conception that was guiding us, 
and it may not have been as fully articulated as it might 
have been, at least to the outside, but there is a value in 
doing that now, because it helps to put these things in 
perspective. 


Q Can I ask just two unrelated questions? 
One -- and they are both simple answers. One is, there is a 
reference in here to a Presidential study on sanctions on 
chemical weapons violations. One aspect of it deals with 
chemical weapons use; the other deals with other violations 
of a convention, which obviously a convention doesn't exist 
at this point. 


Is the President studying what the -- is the 
President studying what sanctions might be applied to U.S. 
allies who are found, some of whose institutions are found to 
have participated in the export of chemical weapons 
precursors, and so on, or is that sort of left aside and not 
included in the review of the chemical weapons issues? 


a I think the review will be a very broad 
one. What we end up concluding in terms of what's the most 
effective way to go, either in terms of export controls or in 
terms of sanctions, remains to be seen. But I wouldn't, at 
this point, sort of exclude any particular topic from the 
review. But simply because something may be reviewed, it 
doesn't mean that you are going to conclude that in fact that 
is an effective way to go. 


Q And the other real brief one is, having now 
passed about six months, I think, of the President's proposed 
deadline on CFE agreement, is it still possible to reach an 
agreement with the Soviets, with the Warsaw Pact, on CFE 
within, let's say, the next six months? 
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Aa I think it's something that remains 
possible. No one ever said that it was going to be easy or 
not difficult, but it certainly remains possible. 


We have been able to produce Alliance responses 
on schedule, and we'll have to see how the Soviets and the 
Warsaw Pact respond. 


Q Can I ask, on the last page, Mr. Baker 
talks about moving beyond the Cold War to a new strategic 
relationship and the developing possibilities of strategic 
defenses. Earlier in the speech, he talked about the Soviet 
Union being bankrupt, and we know that strategic defenses are 
enormously costly even for the United States. 


This picks up on a question of my colleague 
earlier over there, on what kind of world are you envisaging, 
one with the United States having strategic defenses and the 
Soviet Union doesn't, and how will that raise security 
world-wide? 


a What we have said all along is that we want 
to see a transition to a world that relies less on offensive 
capabilities, that are more likely to lead one to make a 
conclusion that they could go to war and more on a mix of 
capabilities that reduces any incentives to strike, and that 
mix of capabilities ought to have some measure of strategic 
defense. That's all we're saying. And that we see a 
transition from the world that we're in to that world, which 
would be inherently more stable. 


Q So you are basically advising the Soviets 
to spend money which you say they don't have on strategic 
defense. 

A Well, we are basically advising them to 


sort of put their money where it may be most useful. 


Q One last question: We are no longer, then, 
offering to provide the Soviets with the elements of 
strategic defense, since they can't afford it themselves. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q I didn't hear your question. 


A His question was, that we are no longer 
offering to provide the Soviets the elements of strategic 
defense, which was something that was offered at one point. 
Do you want to answer that one? (Laughter.) 


a I think he's got the answer. 
Q The answer is no. Is that correct? 
Q On that issue, are you suggesting a change 


in that? 
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Q The Secretary said that there would be no 
reason to change the previous Administration's policy on that. 


A Well, then, we are certainly consistent 
with what the Secretary would say. (Laughter .) 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:32 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #186 


TUESDAY, OCTOBER 24, 1989, 1:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [ have one brief announcement to make, 
please. The Secretary will brief at the White House press room 
tomorrow at 1:00 p.m. on the President's upcoming trip to Costa 
Rica. Unfortunately, there will not be a State Department 
briefing here tomorrow. 


Q What do you mean “unfortunately?” 
a [ know you all will be sick. 
Q Has the Secretary had any recent communications 


from the [sraeli Government about his plan? 


i Yes, he has, and he's also had recent 
communications this morning with the Egyptian Government. 


Q And what are the results? 


fe) The results [{ would characterize for you as: the 
parties have tough decisions to make. We're hopeful that we 
can deal with all of their concerns and launch an 
Tsraeli-Palestinian dialogue. 


The key now is to get an agreement on a framework that 
will enable us to launch that dialogue, and we continuing to 
work closely with Israel and Egypt to bring about a positive 
response to the five points. 


Q There's a story out that the Israelis have 
essentially agreed to the Baker Five points but with two 
reservations. Is that accurate? 


a Secretary Baker, you should know, received last 
night when he arrived back in Washington -. 1 believe it was 
close to 10:30 p.m. -=- Foreign Minister Arens' letter. The 


letter represents views on this process. We believe the 
Israelis are working hard to advance this process. And without 
saying whether they have accepted or rejected Baker's five 
points, it is obvious they are seriously exploring a way to 
bridge the gaps to reach agreement on the framework 
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Q They do have reservations, though? 
” Their own spokesperson has said that they have 


reservations, as expressed in the letter, and that, obviously, 
there are things that are continuing to be worked out. 


Q Margaret, the Prime Minister, touring the Golan 
Heights today, said, “I don't see any large gap" - this is a 
direct quote, at least the way it was on the wire -- "I don't 
see any large gap between our views and the proposals of the 
Secretary of State but there are some differences." Is that 
about the way the U.S. would view it -- no large gap but 
differences? 


a We've never characterized or put an adjective on 
what the gap is or what our view of it is. We've always said 
that we're still trying to meet people's concerns, continuing 
not to characterize what the gap is. I've tried to be honest 
and say there are still concerns 

eo 

Remember, last week, we were playing this game -- when 
this whole thing is over, the whole thing is history, the whole 
thing is dead? Well, [ kept saying Secretary Baker and these 
men were genuinely engaged That turns out to be very true, 
and they still are. 


Q I know Can 1 ask just one other quote from 
Shamir? A quick one. In a few days -- a direct quote -- “In a 
few days, we will know if there is an agreement or not." Does 
that square with the U.S.? 


a We don't have a timeframe We never had 
Secretary Baker hasn't put one on it today Obviously, the 
sooner that all of these things can be resolved and you can 
move on down the road, the better. 


Q Are things closer to a resolution now than they 
were before the Israeli letter arrived? 


a I couldn't characterize it for you either way. I 
could say for you that, respecting Secretary Baker's views, is 
that he's not overly pessimistic, he's not overly optimistic. 
He is very realistic about this. 


Q Having received that letter last night which 
Shamir said -- or fArens said -- that “We've accepted the five 
points except these reservations." Now, we've been talking 
about these two reservations for - 


a You're assuming the letter says we have accepted 
it. 


Q Oh, yeah. Could you clarify that? 
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a I've clarified it with -- the only way I can 
today, which [ know is not the way you particularly like, is 
without saying whether they have accepted or rejected Baker's 
five points, [ have confirmed that their spokesperson has said 
that they have raised points which is not unlike, to be honest 
with you, what they've raised on the phone. 


Q Right, that's what I'm saying. 

“ All along, that if there weren't things being 
raised, you'd have a deal. 

Q Was there anything new in this letter, in terms 
of the reservations that they've raised, or the points they've 
raised -. 

a Not particularly. 

Q -- that were different from the ones they've 


raised on the phone? Not particularly? 
a Not particularly. 


Q Was there anything in this letter, then, that 
closed points of differences in any way, or narrowed them, as 
opposed to how they were left on the phone during your last 
conversation? 


a The letter reinforces what we believe, that they 
are engaged and they are working really hard to try to bridge 
these gaps. 


Q But the gaps still remain? 


A Absolutely. Their own spokesperson has said 
that, has characterized that. 


Q So the letter really doesn't take us anywhere - 
more, puts into words what's been going on on the phone? 


i) The letter in my mind, if 1 were you -- and I'm 
certainly not -- is that it is obviously a signal, it is a 
confirmation of, it is evidence of, that they are taking this 
seriously. 


Q Well, actually, you could read the letter 
slightly differently, especially the fact that they've leaked 
it or announced it even before this briefing. The way you 
could read it is that we're now going to put Mr. Baker, who has 
been threatening -- not threatening -- suggesting that he might 
abandon this whole process if it doesn't move forward. He 
might go back to the drawing board, to use his own words what 
we, [srael, are going to do is say we accept your five points 
except these two reservations, and that certainly puts the 
Secretary of State in the position where if he now says this 
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isn't serious and [I'm going to walk away from it, that he's 
going to be the one who gets blamed and Shamir will say, what 
are you talking, we've accepted everything. [ mean, gosh, [ 
think -- 


A On a hypothetical, because it's the only way 1 
know how to describe it to you -- and [I do not like doing 
hypotheticals -- if, whatever is truly in the letter, should - 
this is totally a hypothetical -- change the five points, you 
couldn't then turn around and say you have agreement on the 
five points. 


Q Right. 
Aa That's the only way I know how to answer you 


But don't you feel like the guy is really kind of 
boxing you in here? 


A No, not at all. 
Q Margaret, could I interrupt this -- 


A Wait aminute. We still are on ~-- that we are 
engaged in and actively working on trying to help implement 
Prime Minister Shamir's election proposal. That has not 
changed 


Q Margaret, could I interrupt this dialogue to ask 
a question? 


a Sure, John. 


Q Just to try to be as specific as possible about 
it, has Secretary of State Baker accepted the two reservations 
or conditions which the Israeli spokesperson says are in the 
Arens offer to the Secretary of State? 


a Secretary Baker, as I believe -- maybe while we 
are all here at this briefing -- is on the phone with Foreign 
Minister Arens who, as you all know, is in Brussels. He is 
discussing one-on-one with Foreign Minister fArens, Foreign 
Minister Arens' letter that he received last night. 


Q Can [ follow that - 


a If he's not on the phone with him right now, he 
has tried to place a call to him and he has talked with, as I 
believe I said earlier, to Foreign Minister Mequid this morning 


Q [f £ might follow up. Has he accepted or 
rejected the conditions, or is that the subject of the phone 
call? 


a That would be something that he would discuss 
with his counterpart. 
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. Can [ follow this a little bit further by asking, 
you focused a lot -- partly because the questions have -. on 
the [sraeli letter and the [sraeli dialogue that has gone on. 
You also said that the Secretary has spoken with the Egyptians 
this morning. Can you tell us, at least, a comparable amount 
of information about the Egyptian communication? Are there 
reservations in the Egyptian response? I[s there anything you 
can tell us about that? 


a I'll try. Foreign Minister Mequid tried to reach 
Secretary Baker yesterday. They could not complete the call 
because of Secretary Baker's travels. Secretary Baker returned 
the Foreign Minister's call early this morning. 


Just as 1 have described Foreign Minister Arens, I can 
describe for you that the government of Egypt is very actively 
engaged. We are working closely with them to try to move this 
process along. further characterizations of his phone 
conversation with the Foreign Minister, no, I really don't have. 


Q Margaret, you said that the letter was similar in 
tone to the earlier telephone conversations 


“a Not -- okay. 
Q Well, either. 


a The phone conversations and the letters all are 
dealing with the same subject is my point. 


Q What I wanted to ask is, is anybody in the course 
of these conversations making any proposals that come closer to 
the proposals made on the other side? Is anybody saying, okay, 
['ll grant you this and let's see what we can do? Or are we 
still stuck on the same points? 


a We obviously -- and I don't mean to sound flip --. 
have not come to closure. [ have said for -- [ think we've 
been at this now for two weeks out here --. there are concerns. 
Those concerns still remain. fhe gentlemen are genuinely 
trying to bridge those gaps to come to closure. You'll either 
make it or you won't. 


Q The way, in most negotiations, you try to bridge 
gaps is by splitting the difference is any of that going on, 
or are they still trying to bridge gaps by persuading the other 
side that they were right all along? 


a What I cannot do for you that would be highly 
inappropriate, and it's not how Secretary Baker has ever 
conducted himself in public life, is to come out here and lay 
out for you -- as helpful as it would be .- everything he is 
saying to Foreign Minister Meguid, everything he's saying to 
Foreign Minister Arens, and what they're saying to him. I'm 
trying to be helpful. I can't be as helpful as I know you 
would like. 
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Q Well, that would truly be the most helpful. 
A I cannot lay that out for you. 


Q But if you can just say whether anybody is making 
any compromises in these talks, that would be less helpful but 
still of some use. 


o Il cannot characterize this other than how I have 
done this morning. These people are engaged. I've 
characterized them as working hard this morning. I've said 
they're actively engaged. [ can't get into for you who's 
Giving -. you know, Sentence 3 on Point 2 and who said, you 
know, the first paragraph of Point 1. [ just can't do that. 


Q Margaret, has the U.S. proposal -- the five 
points --— changed over the course of these two weeks from the 
original lanquage which Baker decided to put down on paper? 


A As of today? 


Q Yeah. 

a No. 

Q As of today, no. 

Q Is it the Secretary's view that the U.S. --— that 


the Baker five points could change, or is it the Secretary's 
view that the five points somehow remain a core of an 
agreement, a core of a framework, to use a word you used -- 
you've used often -. and that somehow other either written or 
understood agreements would be reached that would surround the 
five points? 


Ms That's a great way, Ralph, and it's a very, very 
good question of asking me -- it gets me right into, “what are 
they discussing?" Jim Baker -- I'll put it to you this way - 


is not an unreasonable person. Obviously, we have been saying 
over and over again, over the last two weeks, they are 
discussing ways to bridge this gap to get to a framework. [ 
have described Baker's five points as a framework. 


[If you're asking me, if someone wants to change one 
little word, will Jim Baker say absolutely, positively you 
cannot change that little word, he doesn't operate that way. 
That's not how he operates 


Q I really wasn't trying to get at the specifics of 
what they're talking about because you've made it clear you 
don't want to discuss that But 1 was trying to get at the 
process of negotiation at this point. 
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As Norm was trying to say earlier, often there's a 
process of give-and-take in which compromises are reached and 
people split the difference. 


My question now is, can you tell us something about 
the mechanics of how the compromise might be reached? Would 
there be a letter from the United States to Egypt and a letter 
from the United States to [srael which each spell out certain 
understandings but the five points would remain the way the 
Secretary has spelled them out already? Or would the five 
points change? Could there be six points or ten points or 
whatever? Is that a core agreement which the Secretary doesn't 
want to change? 


a He has never said that he is not willing to be 
engaged. [ have said all along, he is working toward reaching 
a framework. He put his five points out there, which I've also 
described, in his view, are eminently reasonable. [I'm not 
going to say that he is not willing, as in any type of 
Situation that he's ever been engaged in that I['ve ever 
observed -. is, of course, he is trying to meet the concerns of 
those parties that are involved in this. 


Is he willing to work with these people? Yes. But 
what [I can't do for you is tell you that they're hung up on 
Point 1, that they're hung up on Point 4. Do you see what I'm 
saying? [ can't answer the other question for you: “How will 
this finally be announced, if you make agreement? How will 
this be coordinated? Will there be an official American 
letter? Will it be an affirmative men-of-their-word on the 
phone - 


Q Can we make a request - 
A -~- if it's done, [ don't know. 
Q Let me make a request. You've promised to 


publicize the five points once -- 


a At some point. 

Q - either when the process collapses or when it 
succeeds. 

a Correct. 

Q Could we ask you to take under advisement, at 


least, the request to publish the five points as they were 
originally proposed in addition to whatever comes out that you 
choose to publish? 


fe) Before I accept on that - 


Q So we can determine whether there's been a change. 
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fs) I understand. Before [ accept on that, [I would 
obviously have to ask. 

Q I understand. 

Q Margaret, can I ask you a question about American 


policy for a second? [s it the policy of this Administration 
that the PLO, or pro-PLO activists should have no direct or 
indirect role in an Israeli-Palestinian dialogue? 


A I have answered that question before on the 
record and said that we are not insisting, demanding, urging, 
etc., that Israel deal with the PLO. 


Q Speaking of the PLO -- 


Q There was a report in the Egyptian news agency 
today that Secretary Baker sent a letter with his five points 
to Mr. Arafat. Is that right? 


A No, that's not right. 


Q But I was going to ask about the PLO -- the 
shadowy figure again. You used “engaged" for everybody. Let 
me ask you this: since the last conversation with Meguid, have 
the Egyptians talked to the PLO, do you know? 


4 Have they? 


Q Yeah, because presumably they're still in the 
middleman role. There have been several days now between 
conversations. 


A You'd have to ask them. But I've read wire copy 
that has said after the Baghdad meeting, a number of peers 
have been in Cairo. Now, you'd have to ask them if they've 


talked to them. 


Q All right. And can I ask you if you could try to 
describe -- because we've heard a lot about the Egyptians, the 
Israelis -- can you try to describe at this point what the 
PLO's stance is on these negotiations? Have they rejected -- 


A That's not our understanding. We hope the 
Palestinians can engage practically. Palestinian participation 
in this process is critical to its success, and we welcome and 
look forward to a positive Palestinian response. 


Q Can I ask a housekeeping question about tomorrow 


Q You hope the Palestinians can do what 
practically? Engage? 


A Engage practically. 
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Q Will the Secretary answer any questions about 
this tomorrow, or is it all on Costa Rica? 
A It's up to you all. He answers whatever he's 


asked. 
Q Okay. Is it an On-the-Record -- 
A Absolutely. All of them are. 


Margaret, it's not clear that the way the Israeli 
spokesmen are talking about the letter of Mr. Shamir to 
Secretary Baker -- 


a Mr. Arens. 


Q -~ Mr. Arens to Secretary Baker is to just negate 
the rejectionist image of Mr. Shamir in the last few days. 


Aa That was the same question Mr. Friedman asked me 
and I tried to answer it at length. 


Q I'm trying to ask it in a different way. Now the 
most important -- 


A You're going to get the same answer. 
Q Shall I continue? 
A Sure. 


Q Now the most important person to get the 
impression that Mr. Shamir is not in a rejectionist move is Mr. 
Baker. So what does the Secretary feel about this letter? Is 
it -- 


A I have refrained, unfortunately, sir, from 
characterizing for you Foreign Minister Arens' letter to 
Secretary Baker. I am not going to characterize Mr. Baker's 
feeling about the letter, other than to say, as [ have said, 
the letter itself is an example of what we've been saying and 
how we view this, that they are seriously engaged, they are 
working very hard to bridge these gaps to get to a dialogue. 


Q Can [I ask you about requests the Israelis -- the 
Prime Minister made last week of the U.S. and see if anything 
has happened on them? The Prime Minister - 


A Something they requested last week? 


f 
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Q Yes. Shamir asked for two things last week in 
his letter. He asked that the United States provide some help 
to get Palestinians to the table despite what the Prime 
Minister called “intimidation,” and he also asked if indeed 
some additional moderate Arab states, apart from Egypt -- 
presumably Morocco, Jordan, etc. -- could be induced or 
persuaded by the United States to get involved, get behind this 
proposal as well. 


Is there anything you can provide on whether the 
United States is trying to bring in other moderate Arab 
governments, and whether you have some game plan for getting 
Palestinians in talks when the PLO doesn't give them a green 
light? Big question. 


A It's no secret, and Secretary Baker himself has 
said, that when he has been in various bilaterals all along 
through his tenure here, he has been very supportive of Prime 
Minister Shamir's election proposal. That would also include, 
Barry, Arab nations' foreign ministers that he met with in New 
York - that's no secret -- and has strongly been backing this 
proposal. 


As far as your second point, I don't have an answer 
right off the top of my head for you. I[f you want, ['ll go 
look into it. 

Q Appreciate it. 


bab Q Margaret, can I just clear up a housekeeping 
point? 


A Yes. 


Prior to today's conversations with the Egyptian 
this morning and Arens about now -- 


A Yes. If he completes the call. 


Q [If he completes the call. Has there been any 
communication between Mr. Baker and either of these two 
gentlemen since last Friday? 


ie) No. 


Q And the calls were last Friday, if I'm not 
mistaken. 


A Secretary Baker, as I recall, left Friday, right, 
at 5:00 o'clock; went to Wyoming, as you know; and then went to 
San Francisco. He did not have a phone call with his two 
counterparts. 
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Has there been any change in the status of the 


question of whether anyone would go to the region to pursue 
this particular negotiation? 


a There is absolutely no change of status on that. 
Q Could we move to another area? 

A Suits me. 

Q Apparently, little noticed or not noticed in 


Shevardnadze's speech yesterday, because of all the comment on 
Afghanistan and Krasnoyarsk, was an offer by the Soviets to 
eliminate all of their bases in Eastern Europe and to pull 
their troops back inside Soviet borders by the year 2000. 


Does the State Department have any reaction to this 
offer by Foreign Minister Shevardnadze? 


a You've asked me the one that I do not have. We 
came down with a lot of reactions to a number of things in his 
speech. That's one, John, ['m not familiar with. 


Q Why don't you go through the stuff that you do 


have. 

A Oh, it's a lot. 

Q We're very interested. 

A Seriously? 

Q We're very interested. Why don't you start with 
Krasnoyarsk. 

A Why don't we start with the general reaction, if 
you want. 


Q Take a filing break. Sure. 


Aa An overall, general reaction to Minister 
Shevardnadze's speech was: (1) we're studying it; (2) it's a 
very interesting speech. 


I would offer two general observations. First, the 
Foreign Minister's positive assessment of the present state of 
U.S.-Soviet relations and the potential for further improvement. 
parallels what Secretary Baker has been saying: We see the 
opportunity to move to a relationship characterized 
increasingly by stability, cooperation and the search for 
mutual advantage. 
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Second, the speech contr « some strikingly forthright 
admissions of past Soviet policy %: akes, such as the 
decisions to invade Afghanistan . waild the Krasnoyarsk 
radar. We welcome such assessmeris. They reflect new 
thinking, and they demonstrate the Soviet acknowledgement of 
the importance of being honest about past policy. 


Specifically, Jim, you had a question on radar? 
Q Yes. 


a On radar our question was, to be honest with you, 
how we thought it would come at us is his raising his concerns 
about our radars. So if that's what you're interested in, I 
can tell you what we think about what he raised from that part. 


Q No, both. One, a concern about Flyingdales. 
Also, the other one about whether we still insist that it be 
razed to the foundations. 


ra Yes. Dennis (Ross) answered that. Yes, we do. 
Q Yes. That story. 


A Yes. Specifically on Krasnoyarsk, we have long 
maintained that the radar is a violation of the ABM Treaty. We 
therefore welcome Mr. Shevardnadze's statement, just as we 
welcome the Soviet decision in September to completely 
eliminate that radar. 


It's important for the Soviets to take steps to 
rectify violations such as this, and again their open 
acknowledgement of such violations gives “new thinking" real 
meaning. We look now to the Soviets to implement their 
decision to eliminate the radar in a timely manner. 


Q How about the Flyingdales' question? 


A About ours? These U.S. radars are not ABM radars 
and are legal. These radars existed prior to the completion of 
the ABM Treaty in 1972, and their modernization is legal under 
the Treaty. We recognize the Soviets have concerns about these 
radars, and we are considering ways in which we can address 
those concerns. 


Q Does one of those include - does one of those 
ways that's under consideration include some kind of Soviet or 
perhaps neutral inspection of the facility with a report to be 
delivered to the Soviets? 


7 I don't have a specific for you yet, Ralph. This 
is something that Minister Shevardnadze and Secretary Baker 
discussed in Wyoming. Secretary Baker said that he would take 
his concerns under advisement, and that he would honestly look 
at it. And to follow, we don't have an answer for you yet. 
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In a more general sense, Margaret, does it seem 
to the State Department that the Soviets have set out on a 
program to address U.S. security concerns sort of one by one, 
beginning in Wyoming and marching right on through Krasnoyarsk 
and Afghanistan yesterday with an eye toward removing some of 
the irritants in U.S.-Soviet relations? 


A I don't know, John, why they're doing this. It, 
obviously, is welcomed by us. [| believe Marlin spoke on behalf 
of the President today to the same effect. Why they've chosen 
to do this, I don't know, but we certainly have characterized 
it in our statements yesterday and our statements today as 
welcoming. [I just characterized his speech as forthright. [ 
don't know why they're doing it. 


Q Could [ ask approximately the same question in a 
different way? Do you see any symmetry between what the 
Secretary has been saying in his last two speeches, and what 
Shevardnadze said yesterday? 


A I just believe that I stated that, one, we 
honestly and truly have not had an opportunity -- Secretary 
Baker himself just received the entire text, I believe it was 
this morning -- to read this entire speech in its entirety. I 
did say I had two general observations, and I mentioned that 
they did parallel the things that Secretary Baker has said; 
and, if you want to include in that his most recent two 
speeches, then, yes, on a broad brush, generally speaking, [ 
can answer it affirmatively for you that way. But on every 
specific of this speech, I can't. 


Q Are there other specifics of the speech on which 
you do have comments such as, for example, anything on regional 
conflicts? 


ms Afghanistan? 
Q Okay. 


A One, Mr. Shevardnadze condemned the Soviet 
invasion as a gross violation of Soviet laws and a violation of 
the norms of behavior and universal human values. 


We welcome the Soviet admission and encourage them to 
take the next logical step to correct the Soviet -- using his 
words -- mistake: to transfer power from the illegitimate POPA 
regime to a government acceptable to all the Afghan people. 


Three, the legacy of the Soviet invasion continues as 
long as the current Kabul regime retains power in the face of a 
determined effort by the Afghan people and the international 
community to see it removed. 


And other regional, Ralph, we don't have another 
regional. 
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Q Does it mention cessation of arms to the regime 
in Afghanistan? Does that mean that you think they have 
stopped? 


A No. We do not think that. That has not changed. 


Q Nothing on other regional areas such as Central 
America or the Middle East or -- 


a No. But after everybody reads the speech, [ 
might have something tomorrow. I don't know. If he addresses 
himself to it in the speech. 


Q Could 1 ask you to take my question about 
Shevardnadze's offer to pull back troops and eliminate bases, 
and see if you could get a response to that specifically, 
Margaret? 


a Sure. 


Q In the speech, at least, there were no conditions 
attached to this offer as there have been in the past, and 
whether or not we see that as a signal. 


A Sure. [t's just a part of the speech that hadn't 
been brought to my attention. 


Q In some reports, Margaret, it was characterized 
as a willingness to either end or scale back the alliance -- 
the Warsaw Pact alliance if we would do the same. 


A That [ have an answer for. You're discussing 
dissolving NATO and the Warsaw Pact. 


Q Yes. 


A We have heard this proposal before. While there 
have been important changes in the Soviet Union, including 
reductions in the Soviet military, we cannot ignore the large 
number of residual Soviet forces. NATO has played an 
indispensable role for 40 years in assuring the security and 
independence of the West. As President Bush and our allies 
agreed at the NATO summit, NATO will continue to play that role. 


Q Margaret, can we ask -- 


Q While we are on it, is the Secretary in contact 
with the Soviets with regard to his five points for the -- 


a His five points? 


Q Yes. 


” Not that I'm aware of. No. But the Secretary 
has certainly on every occasion he's met with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze brought up the Middle East. Shevardnadze has an 
interest in this, as you know, and so does the Secretary. 








2700 


sets Tuesday, 10/24/89 
Q But not since the five points came out? 
“ He hasn't talked to Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 


since we were in New York, and [ believe that the five points, 
I'm positive, have evolved since New York. 


Q Can we ask whether it would be possible to make 
copies available of the statements on the Warsaw Pact and NATO 
alliance? 


a Sure. 


Q On Afghanistan, on Krasnoyarsk and your initial 
overall assessment of this speech? 


a) Absolutely. 


Q When you respond to John's question about Soviet 
foreign bases, could you list how many foreign bases you think 
they have? 


a I don't know if the State Department does that or 
not, George. I[f they routinely, normally do, sure. 


Q If it's possible. 

A {f it's possible, sure. 

Q New subject? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have any comment on the report out of 
Israel of the discovery of a cache of PLO letters purporting to 
deal with a -- purporting to lay out a terrorist plot? 


A Not much. We haven't seen these let’ers, and 
thus we have no comment on them. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment on General 
Aoun's statements lately after the Taif agreement? 


A To continue to characterize them as obstructive 
and not helpful. And, as we said yesterday, we support this 
agreement and believe that all parties in Lebanon should accept 
it and work towards its implementation. 


Q Still another subject? Central America: Any 
comment on the somewhat mixed reports out of Colombia today 
about whether extradition will continue on drug matters? 
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4 Before we came here, Ralph, we checked with our 
Embassy concerning these reports. There have been no 
announcements by the government of Colombia. We know of no 
decisions by either the Executive or Judicial branches of the 
Colombian Government overturning or invalidating the 
extracition decrees. 


The Colombian Supreme Court upheld the 
constitutionality of these decrees on October 3. As far as we 
know, this rule remains in effect. 


Q You know there's a wire report that says 
otherwise. 


a We've seen two wire reports and, in fact, one of 
your colleagues had called me. Thus, it prompted us to call 
the Embassy ourselves. This is what the Embassy is telling us. 


Q Do you have any -- 
A Excuse me. But, Bill, I was careful in the words 
that we used, as far as our Embassy knew at that moment when I 


called. 


Q Do you have anything either on an alleged attack 
by Contras on Sandinista troops in the northern part of the 
country? 


is) Yes, I do. This is something that I believe 
happened or is purported to have happened 48 hours ago. It's 
something that we are continuing to look into. We have asked 
our Embassy in Honduras to investigate it. There have been 
several conflicting press reports over the last two days of 
this alleged incident. 


The Resistance has been reported as denying 
participation in any such incident, and as soon as we have more 
information I'll be more than glad to provide it for you. 


Q Okay. Just one other on that. Anything on the 
U.N.'s report regarding election preparations in Nicaragua? 
That was in the Post, [ think, today that things were 
proceeding favorably, and so on. 


A Are you specifically talking about Ambassador 
Pickering? 


Q No. It was -- 


A That story? 





Q Well, if you have anything on - 


A I don't have an overall comment, no, on the U.N. 
report on the election. 
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Q Do you have anything on Ambassador Pickering's 
comment? 
4 The U.N. Mission for the verification of the 


elections in Nicaragua released its first report October 17. 
That report states that it will address the subject of voter 
registration, which ended October 22, in its mid-November 
report. We don't yet know how the U.N. will view the process. 


Ambassador Pickering yesterday expressed his concern 
for the reported presence of armed soldiers at a number of 
Nicaraguan voter registration centers which has been noted by 
monitors of the registration process. We hope the U.N. Mission 
will actively investigate those reports. 


Q I would like to ask a question on the resignation 
of the U.S. Ambassador to Austria, Mr. Grunwald, if it was a 
resignation at all. Is it true that President Bush only 
reassigned Ambassador Grunwald for the period of one year? 


a No. That's not true at all. And Ambassador 
Grunwald himself has now confirmed that he has submitted his 
resignation to President Bush effective January 1990. He did 
so with regret and for purely personal reasons which make it 
important for him to return to the United States and to private 
life. 


Q Do you know for which period of time he has been 
reappointed by President Bush early this year? 


A President Bush's policy is that at both political 
and career ambassadorial appointments are serving full tours, 
which it's my understanding is around three years. 


Q And this was the case in this case? 

A As far as I know, yes. 

Q Go back for one second on that report of -- 
4 Where are you? 

Q -- on Contras. Over here. 

i) Okay. 


Q On Nicaragua: you said that you've asked the 
Embassy in Honduras to make an investigation. Why is it that 
people who remain in the Embassy in Nicaragua are not also 
asked to go to the site? 


mn They're not asked to go where? 


Q To go to the -- presumably the site of the 
alleged battle or ambush, or whatever. 
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7 I don't know. That's a technical question. ['ll 
ask the people who assigned him to go do it. I don't know. 


Q Margaret, did the U.S. Government receive any 
assurances from the Egyptian Government with regard to 
rapprochement between Libya and Egypt lately? 


A We have expressed -- I did last week -- what our 
views were on that, and if Minister Meguid and Secretary Baker 
have discussed that, I'm not aware of it. 


Q Will you take the question? 


“ Sure. But our guidance isn't going to be any 
different from last week. I mean, it's what our position was 
on this. 


Q What I am asking is if you received any 
assurances from the Egyptians. [I know your reaction to the 
meeting, but did you lately receive any assurances from the 
Egyptians about how the relations are going? 


3) I'll see what our Ambassador there on the ground 
has done. 


Q Thank you. 


i) Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:36 p.m.) 
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Posted: October 26, 1989 
"AKEN QUESTION 
JCTOBER 24 PRESS BRIEFING 


SOVIET REMOVAL OF FOREIGN MILITARY BASES 


¢ 


Q: What is your reaction to Foreign Minister Shevardnadze's 
proposal on eliminating by the year 2000 foreign military 
bases and military presence on the territory of other 
countries? 

A: IN THE PAST, WHEN THE SOVIETS HAVE RAISED SIMILAR 
PROPOSALS, WE HAVE ASSUMED THEIR AIM WAS THE ELIMINATION OF 
AMERICAN BASES ON FORE GN SOIL. WE CANNOT ACCEPT SUCH AN 
OUTCOME, BECAUSE WE MAINTAIN BASES AS PART OF A SUCCESSFUL 
SYSTEM OF COLLECTIVE DEFENSE WHICH HAS ASSURED OUR SECURITY 


AND THAT OF OUR FRIENDS AND ALLIES. 


UNDER CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES, HOWEVER, THE SOVIETS MAY BE 
SIGNALLING THAT THEY ARE SEARCHING FOR WAYS TO DISENGAGE 
FROM SOME OF THEIR FOREIGN MILITARY COMMITMENTS, 
PARTICULARLY IN EUROPE. IF THIS IS SO, WE SUPPORT THAT AIM 
AND ARE WILLING TO WORK WITH THEM TO PRESERVE THEIR 


SECURITY THROUGH POLITICAL RATHER THAN MILITARY MEANS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


OCTOBER 24 BRIEFING POSTED: OCT =>? 74, 1999 





P CENTRAL AMERICA: ALLEGED RESISTANCE ATTACK 





Q: Is our Embassy in Managua, as well as our Embassy in 
Tegucigalpa, investigating the alleged Resistance attack on 
Sandinista troops on October 21? 

A: YES. OUR EMBASSY IN MANAGUA IS SENDING AN OFFICER TO 
MATAGALPA, THE CAPITAL OF THE DEPARTMENT IN WHICH THE 


R 
COMBAT ALLEGEDLY TOOK PLACE TO SEE IF ANY MORE INFORMATION 


CAN BE OBTAINED. . 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October 24, 1989 
EGYPT-LIBYA 


Q: Have we received any assurances from Egypt regarding their 
relations with Libya? 


A: OUR RELATIONS WITH EGYPT ARE EXTREMELY CLOSE. 
WE HAVE CONTINUING CONSULTATIONS WITH EGYPT 
ON A NUMBER OF SUBJECTS, INCLUDING THIS ONE. 


t 
a 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SECRETARY OF STATE JAMES A. BAKER III 


The Briefing Room 
1:05 P.M. EDT 


MR. FITZWATER: We have with us Secretary of State Baker 
to discuss the Costa Rican meeting this weekend. And he'll have 
brief remarks and then take your questions. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I have a short opening statement, and 
then I'll be glad to take your questions. 


The visit to Costa Rica is in celebration of a century of 
Costa Rican democracy. Few countries, of course, have been as 
faithful to democratic principles as Costa Rica, and we are happy to 
be joining in this event. 


We're living in a time when more and more nations are 
ing democratic ways and moving to democracy. The people in our 
region and elsewhere around the world have made it very clear that 
they want more freedom and they want governments more accountable to 
them through free elections. 


Our approach to Central America, and indeed the entire 
hemisphere, has been shaped by the appeal of democracy. 


While in Costa Rica, we are also going to talk about what 
we see as the challenges to democracy in the region. Three in 
particular, I think, deserve attention. The first is to continue to 
strengthen the trend toward democracy. That means extending it where 
it hasn't prevailed. In Nicaragua, for instance, the people plainly 
expect, as does the international community and the Central American 
democracies, that there will be free and fair elections, internal 
nn gga and the end of support for insurgencies in other 
countries. 


The Panamanian people have also made clear their desire 
to be free of the corrupt and brutal Noriega regime. We intend to 
continue our diplomatic pressure and our economic pressure from 
sanctions. And as we've said before, we don't rule out whatever 
other means might be appropriate under the circumstances to achieve 
that objective. 


Q Do you mean military intervention? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The second biggest challenge is the 
questiun of 4 - We all recognize the for a concerted effort 
to reduce , to constrict supply, and to do what we can to 
destroy the financial structures of the cartels. 





As you know, under the President's new national ty: 
strategy, we hope to provide $2 billion in new economic and military 
assistance to help Colombia, Bolivia, Peru, in combatting the 
narcotics traffic. 


And the third biggest challenge is the question of debt 
and = ge I would note that within five weeks of taking 
office, this administration helped to achieve a major replenishment 
of the Inter-American Development Bank with more flexible lending 
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policies, and within seven weeks, the President announced a new Third 
World debt plan, the Plan, which offers debt reduction to 
countries embarked on serious economic reforn. 


So to conclude, the President is going to Costa Rica 
confident in the knowledge that we are working well with our 
neighbors to consolidate the democratic trend, to extend it where we 
can, and to deal with some major challenges facing free peoples. So 
it will be a celebration not only of the past 100 years of democratic 
success in Costa Rica, but also hopefully a step toward the 
successful democratization of the entire region. 


Q Sir, taking advantage of your presence, could I 
shift the focus to the Middle East, please, and ask you about the 
fact that the Israeli Foreign Minister said yes-but -- the proposal. 
And your spokewoman said you're not an unreasonable man when we asked 
about the flexibility, if there is any, in your proposal. Are your 
five points adjustable? And let me cram in a second question. 


There are some anonymous quotations in the newspaper this 
morning suggesting the President wouldn't see Mr. Shamir, or might 
not, on his visit. I wonder if there's any basis for that, too. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm not going to respond to 
anonymous quotations. I'm not familiar with what the President's 
schedule is out three to four weeks in advance. 


Let me say that I would characterize the status -- the 
state of play, if you will, with respect to our efforts to move the 
Middle East ce process forward finding a way to implement the 
Shamir elections initiative as one in which there may be possibility 
for progress. That's not a very different characterization, if it's 
any different at all, from what I gave you in New York at the United 
Nations General Assembly. I still think that is an accurate 
description of the state of play. 


I don't think that we could say that it's a probability 
that we'll be able to put a dialogue between Israelis and 
Palestinians together. I do think it may be a possibility. We were 
asked the other day were we optimistic or pessimistic, and we said we 
were realistic. And again, that's the characterization that I think 
it would be appropriate to use today. 


Over the last week or so, many people have wanted to 
basically write this effort off; they wanted to declare it dead. And 
I think the events of the last two or three days at least indicate 
that the effort has life in it. 


Q But on those words specifically, if I wey Shanir 
says there is no great gap between his government's position and your 
proposal. The question, really, is, is your proposal adjustable? 
Can the words be altered in some minor way, perhaps, to accommodate 
Israel's concerns? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me try and — it this way. 
The framework proposal which we have presented is a proposal designed 
to in fact implement the Israeli government's own proposal for 
elections. We think that the five points are reasonable, we think 
they are clear. We have said, of course, that once this either goes 
or doesn't go, we would be very pleased to publish those five points 
and let people judge -- make their own determination with respect to 
whether they think it's a reasonable basis on which to advance the 
process. 


I think that we want to do everything we can to try and 
move things forward, and therefore we will review the suggested 
changes that we have received. But if we start making changes for 
one side, we will find ourselves in an extended negotiating session 
in terms of making changes that might be requested, for instance, by 
Egypt. It would be must better if both sides would accept the five 
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points as a general framework for moving forward. And then, let's 
get about the business -- the hard, nitty-gritty business of sitting 
down face-to-face and determin what the rules are that would 
govern the conduct of elections the territories. 


Mr. Secretary, is President Bush willing to meet 
with Daniel during the meeting in Costa Ric. this weekend? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. 
Q Why not? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Sorry, I didn't let you finish your 
question. 


Q Why is he unwilling to meet with Mr. Ortega? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know, we've said for a long 
time that we think that a prerequisite to meeting with Ortega would 
be seeing Ortega meet with the Nicaraguan resistance. We think he 
ought to meet with his own people, if you will, before he meets with 
us. And I would call your attention to the fact that the Tela 


Agreement which Mr. Ortega signed, requires that, calls for that. He 
has continued to refuse to do that. 


ee I think that both Tela and Esquipulas call for 
democratization, and they call for an end of the subversion of 
neighbors. 


With respect to democratization, preparations are being 
made for an election in Nicaragua. We have some concern that the 
opposition parties there will not be given adequate and sufficient 
access to the media to make the election free and fair. We're 
concerned about that from the standpoint of democratization. From 
the standpoint of subversion, we are concerned about the fact that 
Nicaragua clearly continues to ship arms to the FMLN in El Salvador, 
as evidenced by the fact that a truck was stopped here at the 
Honduran border a day or so ago that had East Bloc arms in it. And 
we know from discussions with the driver of that truck and from other 
peg that those arms had come from Nicaragua and were going to 

FMLN. 


So until he carries out -- until he performs the promises 
which he has made in solemn agreements, we think it would be 
inappropriate for the President to sit down with hin. 


Q So, Mr. Secretary, are you concerned that this 
os ca Mr. Arias is throwing legitimizes Ortega for having him 
re 


SECERTARY BAKER: No. 
Q Ien't there a danger of that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't think it dees. You know, 
the criteria that President Arias used was a criteria with respect to 
whether or not a country had in fact conducted elections, not whether 
the elections that the country had conducted were free and fair 
elections. We don't think it legitimizes him in the sense, I think, 
that your question would indicate; I would simply disagree with that. 


Q But he's in a roomful of democrats, and your 
presence helps endorse that. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't think it does, 
a ee when you take note of the fact the reservations that we 
about his conduct, as I've just expressed it to you -- you take 
note of the fact that the President will not be meeting with him. I 
just don't think it legitimizes it in any way. The other countries 
represented there do meet from time to time with Mr. Ortega, so 
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there's nothing additional as far as that's concerned. 


Q You mentioned some concerns about the opposition 
having access to the media in these upcoming elections. Do I take 
from that that you are satisfied that the registration process has 
been free and fair? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo. I don't mean to bless every other 
aspect of the elections at all. All I know is that we do have sone 
specific concerns about whether or not the Chamorro-Godoy ticket are 
going to have adequate access to the media. 


Q What are those concerns? Explain this. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'11l get you the detail. It's just 
something that I have heard about this morning. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is the President going to be doing 
anything, holding any meetings, saying anything to advance the cause 
of Noriega's demise at this session? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I would be very surprised if the 
question of Panama vere not discussed during the course of this 
visit, not discussed by the President in imp tu meetings that he 
might have with other heads of state. He has discussed this matter, 
as we have, in the OAS with these countries -- practically all of 
these countries -- not Nicaragua, of course, but practically all of 
these countries before. 


Q Well, te pursued this matter through the OAS and 
heving urged that regional diplomacy be applied to oust Noriega, and 
having seen those efforts not so far accomplish very much, what is 
there left to say, or do, or ask be done? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that it's important that -- on 
the diplomatic side that we continue to keep up the pressure, that we 
continue to have a situation in which 20 out of 22 Latin nations have 
coalesced behind a policy that calls for the removal from power of 
General Noriega. I think we need to continue to advance that 
approach. I think we need to continue to maintain our economic 
sanctions in full force and effect. And I would submit to you, as I 
did in testimony a day or so following the failed coup attempt, that 
General Noriega is not stronger today than he was six months ago or 
six weeks ago; he is in fact weaker. 


Q A quote attributed to an unnamed administration 
official published last week indicated that the U.S. would be willing 
to negotiate with the d cartels in the form of offers of amnesty 
or other kinds of concessions as long as the flow of drugs from 
Colombia, say, declined. Is that the administration's position? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm not familiar with that as being 
administration policy. That's not administration policy to the 
extent that I am aware of. 

You said in your opening statement that you did not 
rule out a ing in Panama. Under what law would you operate to 
intervene militarily? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Under what law? 

Q Yes. Under what right? 


SECRETARY BAKER: If we were to do that -- and I don't 
mean to be suggesting up here today that -- 


Q Well, you did suggest the possibility. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, ma'am. I did not rule it out. And 
that's a little different than affirmatively suggesting it. 








3 70f 


Q Well, that leaves a big hole. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Right. But -- well, there's a major 
difference, and I want to make sure that everybody understands the 
difference. 


Q They do. 


SECRETARY BAKER: If it were to be done, it would be done 
under the Constitution. 


Q How? How is that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Under the powers of the President es 
Commander-In-Chief. 


Q Could I get the Soviet relationship with the 
Nicaraguans? Given these latest statements by Shevardnadze about the 

thing and they shouldn't have gone into Afghanistan -- is 
Nicaragua, the shipment of East European arms into Nicaragua -- is 
that still the biggest stumbling block in the regional area, as far 
as you're concerned, that undermines their credibility? Is it 
continuing? You've talked about -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: It is a major stumbling block. It is a 
a pa problem that we have called to the attention of the Soviet 
Union and continue to call to their attention, and have called to 
their attention as recently as today. 


Q Are you getting any response? 
SECRETARY BAKER: To what? To the today? 


Q When you say today, can you clarify that's -- when 
you say today, how did you do that? In Moscow? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'd rather not get into the 
mechanics -- the exact mechanics of it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, conservatives are upset that ey: is 
taking this trip. And one of the reasons is that he's goi © be 
putting himself os be ae in the presence of Ortega. How is. = 
ain to handle ? Ise he going to refuse to speak to him? Is he 

men to be his normal friendly self? What is the strategy for 
dealing with this man? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I doubt that he would refuse to speak 
if spoken to, bu’ e's not — to meet with him and he's not going 
to be extending »» particular courtesies in that direction for the 
reasons that I «. lined to you in some detail here just a moment ago. 


Q But yet, they're going to be thrown together for two 
days in these meetings. 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's exactly right. Just as I was 
thrown together in the Cambodian conference with representatives of 
the Hun Sen government, the Foreign Minister from Vietnam who 
happened to sit at my table for dinner. But that doesn't mean that I 
engaged in a substantive discussion with him. And it's going to be 
the same kind of thing with respect to Ortega at this meeting. He's 
going to be there; that's going to be it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the other heads of state are apt to 
applaud Mr. Bush's restraint during the recent coup in Panama, and 
yet held out -- you wouldn't rule out the use of force of 25,000 
Americans down in the Canal Zone. Why wouldn't the leaders think 
a the President is just looking for an excuse to go in the next 
time? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, they've seen -- I guess they 
would probably judge him by his actions. I think it just happens to 
be a fundamental mistake ever to rule out options in advance. It's 
no secret that the use of military force in a situation such as this 
would not be welcomed by many of the very Latin nations that are 
strongly supportive of us in our efforts to see Noriega removed from 
power. 


Q There seems to be a feeling the people who 
have been briefing us on the coming trip that, aside from Noriega and 
and Ortega, the remnants of the communist movement, that the 
President does not have a policy towards Latin America, and that for 
him, Latin America is kind of a side show. 


In the previous administration, when you were a part of 
the previous administration, you remember, there was a feeling that 
there should be some sort of North-South compact, some sort of 
regional help for Latin America. Is the President going to go down 
there with any sort of promises, vision? Some of the cuts, for 
example, in foreign aid are being cut for Latin American nations. I 
wonder = there was anything positive that you're going to be 
presenting. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, yes. I think we will be 
presenting what I think is a very, very positive picture in terms of 
the improvement in relations between the United States and Latin 
American over the course of the past nine months. I would point to 
what's happened vis-a-vis United States-Mexican relations. 


One of the first meetings this President had was with the 
newly-elected President of Mexico. The relationship with Mexico is 
extraordinarily strong now, and I think getting stronger. 


I have mentioned what the administration has done in 
terms of debt, the debt plan and development. I have talked about 
the fact that we see 20 out of 22 Latin nations supporting our policy 
now in Central America instead of working against that policy. So I 
would submit to you that our relationship -- the larger story here, 

rhaps, is that our relationship with Latin America is considerably 
oved. Now, are we going down there with an Alliance for Progress 
or a Marshall Plan? You know we're not, because you know the budget 
constraints we face. But within those constraints, I think we have 
significantly improved relations with practically all Latin nations. 
And that's a story we'll be telling down there. 


Q Would = stay on that question for a second. Why 
are you cutting Costa Rica's foreign aid package this year? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We're not cutting Costa Rica's foreign 


Q Last year's fiscal -- the Fiscal '89 appropriation 
was $90 million for the balance of payments accounts and this year 
it's $60 million -- for Fiscal ‘90. 


SECRETARY BAKER: The appropriation is $60 million. Yes, 
you know we propose and Conaress disposes. 


Q No, no. That was the administration's proposal -- 
the $60 million. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, if it was the administration's 
proposal, it's because the overall budget has shrunk. There happens 
to be a provision in the conference report on the foriegn opts bill 
that says you cannot shrink one without shrinking all, 
commensurately. So it's not a case of our trying to -- certainly not 
a case of our trying to in any way single out Costa Rica for negative 
treatment. Quite the opposite, the President is going to this 
celebration of Costa Rican democracy because he has established a 
very close personal relationship with Oscar Arias. 











I might also say in further answer to Saul's 
question that the President has established a very good personal 
relationship with many of these Latin leaders -- with Salinas, with 
Barco, with Menem, with Sarne, with Arias, and I probably ought not 
to rattle names off, because I may have left sone out. 


Q One more topic to again take advantage of your 
here. The Commonwealth leaders gave Prime Minister Thatcher 
a very rough time on the sancticns issue. Does the U.S. support what 
she did? Do you have any message to her? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, iet me simply say that our -- let 
me give you our policy on South Africa, because I think that's the 
Seek tan Gb lise acl Galiiblen Gah ale base 00 cauane Glass in that 
Commonwealth debate. We have a commitment to ending apartheid. We 
want to do that through assisting blacks in South Africa, not just 
economically but politically as well. We're going to continue to 

in active diplomacy to resolve conflicts in the region. We're 

go to support economic development in South Africa through the 
multilateral process where we can. We are going to continue to work 
with our allies to support change in South Africa. And we're going 
pon try and continue to work with Congress to develop a bipartisan 

ch. What the de Klerk government has done so far is clearly a 
step in the right direction. And I think that that step argues for 
continued patience with respect to the question of further sanctions. 
I think it would be inappropriate now to move forward with further 
sanctions in the light of the efforts of that new government -- 
yf efforts of that new government to move in tie right 

rection. 


Q Are you going down there with any new drug-fighting 
initiatives? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Are we going down with new? No, we've 
just announced quite a number, and I think we'll go down there and 
talk about those. 


Q Can I ask about the Andean summit? Any more on 
that? A date been set or a place? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, nothing new. 
Q What was the question? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The question is, anything new on the 
Andean drug summit? And the answer is no, there's nothing new on 
that. That was, of course, a campaign commitment of the President 
that I'm sure he intends to carry out. 


Mr. Secretary, we've seen this event in Costa Rica 
steadily evclenetes. Once a hemispheric summit, it's now called a 
meeting. Is there any sense that maybe you leapt too fast at the 
idea of going down there, committed yourself too soon to something 
that really hasn't gelled? 


Q What would we do if he said yes? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You know, I don't think so, Charles. 
And I tried to make that point in my opening statement. There's no 
country in Latin America that has a stronger commitment to democracy 
than Costa Rica. I remember going down there with President Reagan 
for that very reason. I think it was 1982 or 1983. I think it's 
appropriate after six or seven years to continue to make that point. 


Q Well, that itself seems very amorphous. The 
President no longer has a lic speech. Now, that may or may not be 
an advantage, but there's just not a good grasp of what this event is 
to accomplish, or for that matter what you even expect to 
get out of it. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it's a celebration of democracy 
and there will be discussions down there during which time we will 
discuss the three challenges to democracy that I mentioned in ny 
statenent. 


Let me say that there is a lic component to this 
trip. There won't be any formal resolutions or communiques, I don't 
think. But we still see this as an opportunity to discuss many, many 
very important issues. And I covered most of those. Rather than 
repeat them here, I covered most of those in my opening statenent. 


Q Can you go back earlier to this thing you seem to 
— Se oS Se Se ee you had some sort of 
communications with the ets today iy sebation to the East Bloc arms 


shipments? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We told them that we simply have 
communicated to them the fact that we were concerned that there are 
still shipments going from Nicaragua to the FMLN in spite of the fact 
that they have been assured by the government of Nicaragua that 
that's going to cease. So at the very least, the government of 
wi is not do what they are telling the Soviet Union, based 
on what the Soviet Union tells us. 


Q What prompted that communication? 


SECRETARY BAKER: What prompted that was the disclosure 
with respect to the truck that was stopped at the Honduran border 
full of weapons for the FMLN -- full of Soviet bloc weapons for the 


And you're suggesting here that who is at fault here 
is the Niceraguane because they're deceiving the Soviets over what 
they're doing 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what I'm saying is, we've had an 
extended dialogue with the Soviet Union about the rtance of using 
their influence to stop that kind of activity which violates 
Esquipulas, it violates Tela, it violates a U.N. resolution that the 
Soviets are a party to. The Soviets have told us they are going to 
use their best efforts to do that. Minister Shevardnadze was just in 
Nicaragua, and it would  capees to me that ma the Nicaraguans are 


Hr A one thing and doing something else. I hope that's the 
right retation. 


Q But are you questioning Soviet -- 
MR. FITZWATER: Final question. 


Q You don't think Shevardnadze is telling one one 
thing and -- 


Q On the Brady Plan, how successful will you be able 
to -- or President Bush be able to tell the Latin American countries 


that plan is progressing? 

SECRETARY BAKER: I think it's progressing -- it seems to 
me it's progressing very well when you look at what has happened with 
pee ne to Mexico, which of course is one of the major debtor 
countries. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:27 P.M. EDT 
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DPC #187 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1989, 12:14 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I don't have any statements. ['ll be 
happy to try and answer your questions. 


Do you have anything on the story about 
Israeli-South African nuclear cooperation? 


a We do not comment on intelligence matters. The 
U.S. policy of opposition to the proliferation of missiles and 
nuclear weapons is well known. 


Q What about -- what did the Secretary of State 
know, and when did he know it? 


a The report last night, carried on one of the 
networks, is simply not true to the extent that it says the 
Secretary has full knowledge of the alleged missile deal. 


Q Does the Secretary have any knowledge of the 
alleged missile deal? 


i) We have had discussions with Israel about its 
missile program, but we are not prepared to get into the 
content of our diplomatic discussions. 


Q When was that? When did he discuss with the 
Israelis their missile technology? 


A Our Ambassador in Israel has discussed similar 
reports and the overall question of proliferation on a number 
of occasions with Israel's Ministry of Defense. 


Q Margaret, can I read you a quote from Assistant 
Secretary of State for African Affairs Herman Cohen on June 22 
on a Worldnet broadcast: 


"So Israel has come under considerable criticism in 
the United States for engaging in military cooperation with 
South Africa. They have now pledged to phase that out. I am 
assuming that cooperation of intermediate-range ballistic 
missiles comes under existing contracts. We're not expressing 
any views on that except to say that the U.S. does not do 
anything of that sort." 
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Assistant Secretary Cohen seems to be fully informed 
on Israeli missile dealings with South Africa. Why isn't the 
Secretary of State informed? 


a I didn't say the Secretary of State wasn't 
informed. A network last night -- which is the question, how 
it came to me, I'm responding to -~ said the Secretary of State 
had full knowledge of this missile deal. I have said that 
report, reported by an American network, is simply not true to 
the extent that it says the Secretary has full knowledge of the 
alleged missile deal. 


Q What do you characterize as full knowledge? 


a I'm unfortunately not going to be able to play 
this with you. That's what I have to say about Secretary Baker 
and this particular alleged missile deal. [I have said, as 
Marlin himself did today at his briefing, we do not comment on 
intelligence matters. Everyone knows what our policy is. Our 
policy hasn't changed. And I have said that we have had 
discussions with Israel about its missile program, but we are 
not prepared to get into the content of our diplomatic 
discussions. 


Q Has the United States raised the issue of Israeli 
missile cooperation with South Africa with the Israeli 
Government? 





A I just said our Ambassador in Israel has 
discussed similar reports and the overall question of 
proliferation on a number of occasions with Israel's Ministry 
of Defense. 


Q But may I just ask you if he has specifically 
raised this particular deal with South Africa -- not generally 
the question of proliferation? 

A I don't have a specific answer for you. 


Q Has the Secretary ever raised this issue with an 
Israeli official? 


a This specific issue, or the specific of overall 
missile -- the specific issue? 


Q Well, I don't want to be too specific in my 
question, because you're choosing to be very general in your 
answers. 


a Correct. 
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Q So I'll say, you know, yes, I'd like to get an 
answer as to whether the Secretary has discussed either this 
specific deal or the issue of nuclear non-proliferation with 
Israel, or the question of missile proliferation with Israel, 
or the question of Israeli dealings with South Africa on any of 
the above? 


i That about covers the range. 
Q I think so. (Laughter) 


i) Without going through a specific tick-tock for 
you, Ralph, of your four things that you want to know if Baker 
has specifically done, Baker has full discussions with his 
Israeli counterparts. I have tried to answer the question the 
only way that I am at liberty to answer it today on Secretary 
Baker and this specific alleged missile deal. 


Q Does the Secretary or -- 


ig And I have said what our Ambassador does with the 
Ministry of Defense in Israel, so I have been forthcoming about 
that. 


Q Does the Secretary or does the State Department 
have any views on the fact that Israel continues to be 
reluctant to sign the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, of 
which the U.S. is a signatory? 


i) I don't know of a specific view that the United 
States has about Israel, as you say, is not a signatory to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty nor a participant in the missile 
technology control regime. 


You know what our policy is about proliferation of 
missiles, how strongly this President feels about it, this 
Administration, about our country. But I don't have for you -- 
I don't know what our policy is for those countries. I'm sure 
Israel's not the only one that doesn't sign these things. I 
would have to assume, common sense would tell you, but here 
I'm, to be honest, assuming based on common sense that the goal 
here is for the four -- or it would be -- I think ['d rather 
not say, to be honest with you. I'm not going to wing it. 


Q Is it your policy that Israel has to sign the NPT 
or not? 


a That is a question, unfortunately, I apologize, I 
did not ask what our policy is on Israel signing this, this 
morning. I will be happy to ask it, and I will be glad to post 
it, but I'm not going to wing it. 
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Q Margaret, this morning some of these specialists 
who appeared on the American network which brought the story 
last night said that because you are distracted with the peace 
process in the last six months, that you don't want to come cut 
and say loud and clear your protestation against this 
cooperation between South Africa and Israel. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


os No. I don't think the two are connected. 
Secretary Baker this morning completed a phone call to Foreign 
Minister Meguid. As he spoke himself to your colleagues and 
many of you yesterday at the White House in his press 
conference, he said he is still engaged in the peace process, 
evidence this morning his continuing conversations. 


Q Well, whatever happened to the request by Israel 
to buy a supercomputer from the United States? This is one 
issue that also was discussed on the network that this might 
even expedite the development of Israel's missile -- 


a That particular part of the broadcast, I'm sorry, 
I didn't see. I['m not aware of it. 


Q Before we get too far afield on that one, 
Margaret, can we ask you about the South African end of the 
thing? Has the United States discussed with South Africa its 
cooperation with [Israel on nuclear missile matters or on 
ballistic missile matters or on the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty -- any of those issues that we talked about before? 


You've given us a readout on our discussions with 
Israel. What about the comparable situation for the South 
Africans? 


a I would have to assume, Ralph, that it would fall 
in the same category of it's possible. Secretary Baker, as you 
know, has only had two meetings, so I can speak to his, because 
[I was in those. This subject did not come up. I cannot speak 
for what Assistant Secretary Cohen might have done, and I'd 
prefer just to ask him. 


Q Margaret, does Israel's cooperation with South 
Africa in this field violate U.S. and United Nations sanctions 
against South Africa? 


a I don't know, John. I'1l find out for you. 


Q Margaret, you don't seem to be contesting the 
facts of the report. What does the U.S. Government plan to do 
about it, or is prepared to do about it? 


a I said that we have had discussions with Israel. 
f am sure, having seen this report last night, that our 
Ambassador will -- this is as I've said --~ he has brought up 
other reports of this nature to the Defense Ministry. I'd have 
to assume this one Will be one that he'll ask about. 
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Q But asking about it -- I mean, is that all you're 
going to do is ask about it? Is there any plan to protest or 
take action or do anything, or are you -- 


A Well, until you know what you're dealing with, 
how can I answer those? Those are questions into the future. 


Q I think the U.S. Government has known for some 
time -- 

Q (Many questions at once) 

Q You mean, you don't know what is in -- 

Q (Inaudible) -- dangerous or not. 


A I'm telling you all that as frustrated as you may 
be, you couldn't be any more frustrated than I am. I've been 
sent out here with explicit instructions -- explicit -- on what 
I can say on this matter. It's the same as what the White 
House said today on the record: We do not comment on 
intelligence matters. 


Q We're not asking you to comment on intelligence 
matters. 


Q Are you protesting what has happened to either 
government? 


A To my knowledge -- I don't know. Okay? Since we 
don't comment on intelligence matters, since we're not out here 
telling you this is an actual case --~ I've referred to it as an 
alleged missile deal -- how can I answer your question? 


Q Yes. But, Margaret -- 


A I have said that our Ambassador brings these 
various reports from time to time up with the Defense 
Ministry. I said I am assuming that he is going to bring this 
alleged missile deal up. I don't know that for a fact. I 
haven't talked to our Ambassador this morning, so how can I 
answer your question? 


Q Well, in the case of the Condor, the U.S. 
Government took a number of steps to stop it from being -~- 
coming to development, and in fact the U.S. Government is quite 
proud of the fact that you were able to stop it from being 
developed, with Iraq and Egypt. You took concrete action to 
stop it. 


6 Okay. 


Q All I'm asking is, are you taking any kind of 
action to try and stop what has been reported, and which you 
say you have brought up in discussions with the Israelis 
already? 
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A I have said that we have had discussions with 
Israel about its missile program. I have said that our 
Ambassador in Israel has discussions with the Israeli Defense 
Ministry. I have said I am assuming on this alleged case that 
he will bring this up. I don't know how much further I can go 
this moment in time for you. Maybe tomorrow I will be down 
here and be able to tell you, here are the following six steps 
we took overnight. 


Q If I might just suggest a course of questioning, 
you know, when you say, “We've had discussions with Israel," 
were we offering cooperation in bringing this to fruition, or 
were we protesting the fact that they were doing this against 
United Nations and U.S. sanctions? 


A I've also said we do not comment on intelligence 
matters, and I have also said we are not prepared to get into 
the content of our diplomatic discussions. 


Q Can we be assured that this issue will receive 
the United States Government scrutiny as well as the issue of 
nuclear plan of Pakistan or India or other countries around the 
world? Will you -- I know the Congress was almost halting 
assistance, foreign aid, to these countries. And we would like 
to be assured that this issue will receive now scrutiny and 
more careful consideration and study and investigation. 


A I've said also today, as Marlin said at the White 
House today, the U.S. policy of opposition to the proliferation 
of missiles and nuclear weapons is well known. [I also said our 
policy has not changed. 


Q You cannot mention the - 


A I have told you all what I am --~— you all have 
your job to do. [| have my job to do. ['m not ducking. I'm 
out here with explicit instructions on what I can and cannot 


say and talk about, and [I'm trying to do my job. I understand 
you're trying to do yours. 


Q Maybe you would like to ask the people that you 
are going to ask about if they will apply the same yardstick to 
Israel that they are applying to other countries around the 
world in dealing with nuclear and missile proliferation in the 
Middle East. Please? 


Q Margaret, again on the supercomputer that Israel 
is intending to buy from IBM -- or asking to buy. People in 
the Administration said they were looking into it, into the 
Israeli request, and this computer, as I understand from the 
story, can be used in missile tests and missile technology and 
nuclear explosion simulations. Did you -- 


* 
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A I don't have anything on the supercomputer. I'll 
be glad to look into it. It's something I had not heard about 
before I got here. I don't have anything on a supercomputer 
sale. 


Q While you're looking into that supercomputer, 
would you check and see if it's in any way different from any 
of the other previous supercomputers that Israel has bought 
from the U.S. 


Q Margaret, about a year ago during the campaign, 
George Bush promised to put together an initiative or a plan to 
stop the proliferation of missiles. Can you tell us the status 
of that plan? Has it -- you know, where is it right now? 


A I don't know the status of a plan that the 
President promised when he was a candidate. I do know that 
since the President has been President, he has spoken out many 
times, enunciating this Administration's policy. I've said it 
briefly for you here, but of a specific plan, no, I don't -- 
that doesn't mean it doesn't exist. It means [I don't have it 
at my fingertips. 


Q Could you take a look? 
a Sure. 
Q Thank you. And let us know. 


Q While you're checking on things, I don't know if 
you can find an answer to this, since it's alleged, but could 
you find whether any U.S. components were in the missile? 


A I'll be glad to ask. I can tell you all, I don't 
hold out much hope for a lot of these detailed answers. 


Q That's a question I'd like to pursue also: That 
it's not just a question of whether any U.S. components were in 
any missile, any specific missile, but there is --— the U.S. and 
Israel have an agreement under which certain kinds of military 
technology are not to be distributed further than they are when 
they reach Israeli soil. 


So the question more broadly is, is there technology 
that has been transferred by I[srael to any other party, but in 
this case specifically to South Africa against the agreement -- 
the specific agreement the U.S. has with [srael on the 
technology transfer? 


A I don't want to get into what all Israel is 
saying today. They're out there on the record, and they speak, 
obviously, for themselves and their government. I would note 
that Israel has said that it would sign no new contracts in the 
defense field with South Africa. It made that decision in 
March 1987 and repeated it today. But [I refer you to them for 
any clarifications on what they're doing. 
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Q But since you're quoting Israel now, you might as 
well -- we might as well also get on the record that Israel has 


flatly denied the report that it is engaged in nuclear 
cooperation with South Africa. That's a little farther than 
you seem to be able to go here today. It suggests that the 
U.S. doesn't necessarily believe the Israeli denial. 


A I didn't comment on that part of some of the 
remarks that are coming out of Israel. I[ don't have a specific 
comment for you on that. I'm certainly not saying that we 
don't believe them. We just have no comment on that part of 
it. They're speaking for themselves. 


Q With all respect, you did comment on it to some 
extent when you did not say -- you said --— you indicated in the 
sum total of your answers that the United States has some 
knowledge of matters similar to, if not identical to, those 
reported in the NBC report last night. 


If the United States has “some” knowledge of that, 
then it would -- that, ipso facto, is a comment on the Israeli 
denial. 


A I said that we have knowledge of some part of the 
NBC report last night? 


Q Well, you said the Secretary had --~- did not have 
"full" knowledge. 


A That's how it was reported. 
Q Right. Of this specific deal. So you -- 
A Of the alleged missile deal. 


Q You're being very careful about exactly what 
you're saying he has no knowledge of. 


A That's right. 


Q So we can draw the conclusion that he has 
knowledge of other things, perhaps some knowledge of this 
specific deal, perhaps some knowledge of other deals similar to 
this, and the Israelis have denied it -- denied not this 
~ og deal; they've denied nuclear cooperation with South 
Africa. 


So there seems to be some daylight between the U.S. 
and the [sraeli positions on this matter. There may very well 
be. Do you have any comment on that? 


i) No. Because all I can go back to is that we 
don't comment on intelligence matters, and repeat to you what 
all [I've said today. But [I'm not trying to be out here -- I'm 


certainly not trying to signal that there's any daylight 
between us and Israel. 
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I've told you what all the steps are that we've 
taken. I've been as forthcoming as I am at liberty to be 
forthcoming on, on what we discussed, etc. But on this 
specific thing, it falls under a big catch phrase of 
“intelligence matters" that we don't discuss. 


Q When you refused Egypt to produce with Iraq -- 
A Excuse me. I'm sorry. What? 


Q When you refused that Egypt and Iraq and other 
countries cooperate in producing the Condor, was this an 
intelligence report or a physical fact you have in your hard? 


A I don't know, sir, but I'll be glad to find out 
for you. 


Q Is this the same case or not? 
A I don't know. 


Q But, Margaret, when you talk about this report as 
intelligence report, and you don't say what you're going to do 
about it, doesn't this undermine your credibility when you go 
to other countries and ask them to stop their missile project 
and programs? Are you going to do something about it, or it's 
going to be just discussion between the Ambassador and the 
Israelis and -- 


A I've answered that question -- I tried to -~ to 
this gentleman earlier. [I don't have anything to add to the 
way I tried to answer it for him. 


Q Margaret, one more: I haven't been able to get 


this from Israel. Maybe you could. Is there some way to find 
out when the contracts expire between [Israel and South Africa? 


A I don't know, Connie. 


Q If you could find that out, if you could ask some 
and find out, it would be helpful. 


A All right. 

Q When you say “intelligence report," are you 
referring to the entire report, or are you referring to the 
missile launch test in the American TV report yesterday? 

A What is your question? 


Q This is my question: You said you cannot comment 
on intelligence report - 


a Intelligence matters. Intelligence matters or 
diplomatic discussions. 
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Q But -- 
a Broad brush -- generally. A big catch-all. 


Q Does it cover the entire American TV story 
yesterday, or does it only cover -- touch on the missile launch 
test that was mentioned in the report last night? 


A I just don't get what you're trying to ask me. 
Q If you're -- 


A If I, obviously, could comment specifically and 
literally on the NBC report last night, I probably would be. 
So it probably falls under what I've been out here trying to be 
very disciplined in saying is we do not comment on intelligence 
matters. We do not get into the content of diplomatic 


discussions. 

I have said -— and I know you're frustrated -- as much 
as I can possibly say about this particular story that surfaced 
last night. 


Q Just one follow-up, if you don't mind. 
a Sure. 


Q Am I right in understanding that Secretary Baker 
has been knowledgeable about the transaction of cooperation 
between South Africa and Israelis overall, but does not presume 
knowledge of the specific missile launch test. [Is my 
understanding correct? 


a I don't know where you got that understanding. I 
did not say that. I said that the report last night that said 


that i hy Baker had full knowledge of this -- I'll refer 
you back to the transcript of the reporter -- I am out here 


saying that Secretary Baker -- the report last night on 
American network is simply not true to the extent that it says 
the Secretary has full knowledge of the alleged mi‘csile deal. 


Q Well, Margaret, if he doesn't have ‘\ 
knowledge, can we assume that he had partial or fr:amentary 
knowledge? 


ay I'm not going to do that for you. I said we 
don't discuss intelligence matters. 


Q Margaret, some people in Israel are saying that 
the leak came out because the Administration is frustrated with 
the Israelis over the peace process? 


A I've already answered that question here this 
morning. I said I didn't see how the two are connected, and I 
told you Baker was still working on the peace process this 
morning. 
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Q Let me go back to Ralph's question and put what 
may be too a fine a point on it. The Spokesman for Mr. Shamir 
has said that there is currently no nuclear cooperation going 
on between Israel and South Africa. Normally, that's the sort 
of statement that the Department would be quite pleased to 
endorse if it could, since it falls under the broad rubric of 
non-proliferation. 


Are you able to endorse or confirm what the government 
of Israel is saying on the record? 


A I said that Israel has said that it would sign no 
new contracts in the defense deal with South Africa. It made 
that decision in March 1987 and repeated it today. 


Q Okay. But on the point of whether there is -- a 
rather narrow point but perhaps significant -— whether there's 
nuclear cooperation going on now on the previous contracts, 
under whatever authority, between Israel and South Africa? Are 
you able to say anything to that point, responding to what the 
Israeli Government has said on the record? 


A No. 


Q You can't associate yourself with Shamir's denial 
and Botha's denial? 


4 I can't get any further into this subject than as 
far as [I have been allowed to get. 


Q May we talk about peace now? 

q Or anything. 

Q Last thing on this -- 

i) That would be wonderful. [ have no new words. 


Q Not on the report -- no, not on the report. On 
the Israeli side only. The Soviet Military Power report this 
year, that came out from the Pentagon, said that Israel is 
working hard with Pakistan and India on developing nuclear 
weapons. Can you confirm now that the Israelis have nuclear 
weapons? 


a No. Do you have a question? 


Q Yeah. I would like to go back to what the 
Secretary said yesterday, that he's going to review the Israeli 
request for some changes in the language of the five points. 

Do you have something on this? I mean, is the Secretary going 
to make these changes? 


a The Secretary said, as you've just eloquently 
repeated, that he was willing to review. 
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Q Well, the review -- 
Aa It means what he said. 


Q On his phone talk with Minister Meguid, did he 
get any answer from the Egyptians about the Israeli proposals? 


) You know that we don't go into a lot of these 
specifics on these one-on-one phone conversations. He had a 
very good phone conversation this morning with Minister 
Mequid. He is still, as is Minister Meguid and as is Mr. 
Arens, they're all very much engaged in working, trying to 
bridge these gaps. And Secretary Baker, himself, spoke to this 
oe" I don't have anything new to be able to put out 

ere. 


Q Just to follow up this. Although he is going to 
review the request, he said that he would prefer both sides 
will accept the five points as they are drafted because they 
are reasonable and clear. What is the impression? Are there 
going to be any changes in the original language or there is 
going to be original language and that's all? 


A This is something that they are working on. I 
just don't -- to be a tad sarcastic -- have a crystal ball. I 
don't know what is going to be changed, not be changed. If we 
make it, if we don't make it, if it falls apart, if it's 
announced tomorrow at 3:00, I don't know. No one does, but 
he's still working on it. He was working on it this morning. 
He could possibly be working on it this afternoon. He's still 
engaged. I can't answer these questions for you because there 
are no answers. No ones knows. 


Q Has the Secretary completed his review of the two 
points that Minister Arens raised? 


A That would be fair to say. 
Q He has completed his review of it? 


A He knows what he thinks about it, yes -- if you 
mean it that way. 


Q I don't know what “review” means. I quess he has 
to define what “review” means. 


Q What does he think about it? 
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A Well, that, I won't tell you because he's talking 
with his other people. But if he's finished the amount of 
thinking he had to do about their suggestions, he's finished 
his thinking and he is thinking with his two counterparts on 
how can we come to closure, if possible. And he, again, 
yesterday said -- and used the same phrases he did in New York 
and, in fact, even reminded you all of what he had said in New 
York -- that he hoped this would work out; that he's never said 
it was probably, that it was possible. That's still the lay of 
the land this morning. 


Q Did he tell Mr. fArens, after he finishes his 
review, did he tell Mr. Arens what he's going to do? 


4 He hasn't talked to him today. 
Q Today? 
a So far. 


Does the Secretary insist that the five points be 
considered one package deal, that you either take it or leave 
it? 


a Look, the Secretary himself answered this 
question yesterday, as this gentleman has just re-enunciated 
for us. That's his answer. He himself gave his answer. 


Q Of their own package deal? 


is) That is not what Secretary Baker said, and I'd 
refer you to his transcript. If you don't have it, ['ll be 
glad to get it for you. 


Q Will there be another conversation today, do you 
think, with Foreign Minister Arens? 


a I don't know. There's not one scheduled, but 
it's possible. 


Q You've already said earlier that you don't see -- 
that the State Department does not see the peace process and 
the question of nuclear cooperation with South Africa to be 
linked. Can we take that to mean that we should not expect the 
Secretary of State to raise that issue? Should he continue 
with his extensive conversations with the Israeli Government 
over the phone on the peace process? 


A I don't know, Ralph, [I didn't ask him but I will 
ask him that -- if he's going to bring it up. 


Q If I may, I'd like to go back for another 
question on the nuclear thing. You were very specific about 
saying that the report was not accurate "to the extent that," 
and then you specified something that you didn't consider to be 
accurate. Can you also say whether - 
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A I haven't said, I don't think, unless I've gotten 
terribly confused. 


Q I think you did. You said “the report was not 
accurate to the extent that --" 


Q You said, "To the extent" -- of which you said -- 
"That the Secretary of State was fully informed." 


Of Secretary Baker, I am speaking to. 
Q Right. So I'm asking you now what -- 


m4 "On the whole report," unless I'm getting 
terribly confused up here. [I don't believe ['ve had an 
on—the-record comment on the entire report. 


Q That's right. You've picked out one thing to say 
that was wrong about it. I'm going to ask you about another 
one. Can you -- can the United States Government say that the 
report was not accurate to the extent that it said that Israel 
possesses 200 nuclear warheads? 


a I can't comment on that. 


Q Can you comment, Margaret, on the fact of the 
report that the flight itself actually took place on, I 
believe, June 5? Is the United States aware that there was 
such a flight? 


a John, that would probably, definitely fall under 
the category of intelligence matters. So, unfortunately, I 


can't. 

Q Somehow I thought it would. 

A It probably does. 

Q I have a question that doesn't. 

Q If you're not able to comment on the warhead 
issue because -~- of why? You're able to comment one aspect of 


it but not on another? 


A No. The only aspect of the report, just for 
clarification -- I have tried to clear up -- I was asked -- I 
can't remember by who, when I first got here ~~ was one 
sentence in that report -- one sentence. 


Q Right, and we're asking you about another one? 


A I understand. The entire report falls in this 
big -- 
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Q Except that one sentence. 
a -~- valley called “intelligence matters." Yes, 
except that one sentence. [I will be glad -- and I'm sure that 


the experts here will be reading this transcript and they will 
be seeing, as I anticipated, all these questions [I'm getting 
and maybe tomorrow we can be a little bit more forthcoming. I 
don't know. 


Q Margaret, could you bring us answers not on the 
report -- on your policy towards any cooperation between South 
Africa and the Israelis on this issue? 


a Uh-hum. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the meeting the 
Secretary had this morning with the delegation from the Supreme 
Soviet? 


a No, unfortunately, and I was disappointed I had 
to miss that meeting in order to get prepared to come down here 
with all my forthcoming answers for you all. (laughter) So I 
don't, but I will definitely -- I didn't attend it. I will get 
a readout for you. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the Soviet proposal 
to make the Baltics a nuclear-free zone? 


a No, not specifically. I have a reaction to some 
parts of some of the things that Minister Shevardnadze has 
said. I do not have something specific on that. 


Q We are asking about Gorbachev. 


a Wait one second. Right. And as Marlin answered 
this morning and said -- [I'm ea here -- “We don't 
favor nuclear free zones and that our policy has not changed." 
I'd just refer you back to the White House statements this 
morning. I don't have something additional or specific. 


Q How about another aspect of his comment in which 
he announced that the Soviet Union had already redeployed all 
of its tactical nuclear weapons which had previously been 
capable of reaching northern Europe --— has already redeployed 
them into a position where they no longer can reach northern 
Europe. Do you have any comment on that? 


A No. 


Q How about the repeal of the Brezhnev Doctrine and 
the rise of the "Sinatra Doctrine?" 


a We obviously would applaud, support, welcome it. 
It's something that Secretary Baker and President Bush have 
spoken to in any number of speeches, calling on them to repeal 
the Brezhnev Doctrine. [t's obviously something that we 
welcome and think is -- 
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W But do you accept this as the repeal or -- 


iy the Sinatra Doctrine? I don't have a comment on 
that. 


Q No. Does this constitute the repeal of the 
Brezhnev Doctrine as has been called for, or is there something 
else they have to do? Does the Supreme Soviet have to pass a 
law -- 


i Do we literally accept that they have? 
Q Yeah. 


“a I'm not prepared to answer that for you, Doyle. 
I'd rather check. 


Q Do you have any comment on Libya's overtures to 
the United States on Mr. Qadhafi's renunciation of terrorism, 
and he said that he will not support anymore terrorist groups 
around the world? 


o Yes. The U.S. Government is interested in 
actions, not words. As it stands today, the notorious Abu 
Nidal organization is still headquartered in Tripoli and Libya 
still has close ties with Abu Nidal. 


Furthermore, Libya is still supplying funds, weapons, 
safe havens, and training facilities to such groups as the 
Japanese Red Army, the provisional IRA, the PFLP-GC and other 
terrorist groups. Libya is also still trying to acquire a 
chemical weapons capability and is engaged in destabilizing 
efforts around the world. 


We want to see irrevocable actions, not pronouncements 
or short-term adjustirents that can be reversed. 


Q Don't ‘ re something positive from this 
statement or interview ..at Mr. Qadhafi had with the magazine 
in Cairo coming on the heel of his visit and his rapprochement 
with Mr. Mubarak and the Egyptian -- 


" What we're more interested -- 

Q That he wants to have a different attitude; that 
we're going to give him a chance, or you'll use the offices of 
Egypt to try to bring these messages that you are just saying 
now to him? 

a We'll let his words be matched by actions. 

Q Can we have a copy of this statement, please? 


a Yes. 
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Q Margaret, I don't want to be sarcastic, but what 
you just read -- 


a Go ahead. 


Q What you just what you read now is based on 
intelligence reports? (Laughter) Or did Mr. Qadhafi call 
somebody and told him that we have Abu Nidal's offices here and 
we're developing -- 


a I believe this is based on press reports. 


Q Well, the report -- you said there was a press 
report and unless you don't consider NBC qualified -- 


i They're very qualified. 
Q well? 
Q That one won't work, Margaret. (Laughter) 


Do you have anything on Lebanon, on the situation 
in Lebanon? 


We've seen reports this morning of sporadic, 
light pn fire in Beirut overnight. We deplore this 
incident and strongly urge that responsible authorities on both 
sides enforce the observance of the ceasefire on their 
followers. 


Q Do you have anything on the deputies are scared 
to go back to Lebanon and some of them stayed in Saudi Arabia, 
or left Paris and Nicosia because of threats from foun? 

a I haven't heard about that, no. 


Q Margaret, I was wondering if the Sinatra 
Doctrine, as you called it -- 


a If it's what? 

Q The Sinatra Doctrine, does it have a corollary in 
Central America -- “let them do it their way." Does this mean 
that we're absolving the Soviets of responsibility for 
Nicaraguans' doings in Nicaragua, in Central America? 


a You'd really have to ask them I don't have 
anything on a Sinatra Doctrine 


Q You mentioned it 


A No, he mentioned it 
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Q Margaret, this morning, [ think it was Senator 
Mitchell said that by attaching the capital gains provision to 
the provision to aid Poland and Hungary, the Administration has 
delayed that aid and perhaps even jeopardized it for the year. 
Any reaction? 


a The assistance bill, as you know, for Poland and 
Hungary is currently under consideration in the Senate. The 
Administration has previously supported the House version with 
a reservation about the funding levels which were higher than 
those requested by the President. 


We are seeking to address the higher funding levels in 
the Senate. We hope that a bill can be forwarded to the 
President soon for his consideration so that assistance to 
Poland and Hungary can arrive ina timely manner. I don't have 
an answer for you on, if you think this is or if we think that 
this is hurting the aid that we're trying to get -- and the 
President, as you know, fully supports -- to get to Poland and 
Hungary. 


Q Can we please have a copy of that statement on 
the Senate language? 


a Sure. It'll be no problem. 


Q Margaret, do you have any reaction to the Turks 
cutting, or imposing sanctions on U.S. forces in Turkey 
yesterday as a result of the genocide resolution? 


a Yes, I do. Turkey has informed us that it has 
imposed a limited number of interim measures affecting U.S. 
activities in the common defense in Turkey. We regret Turkey's 
action and urge its suspension. We are in touch with the 
Turkish Government about this matter. 


[I also would like to note that Turkey took these 
actions following the Senate Judiciary Committee's vote on the 
Armenian resolution. And if you want a list of what these 
actions are, I have that. 


Q Sure. 


“ Sure? A halt to port visits, suspension of 
meetings on military cooperation, restrictions on modernization 
projects at U.S military facilities in Turkey, and a halt to 
U.S. use of training facilities at Kony. 


Q You called those measures “limited” earlier? 
What was excluded? What didn't they do? Are there any 
activities --~ any U.S. <-- 


i) Well, there's a lot - 


¥ 








373Y 


= Thursday, 10/26/89 


Q Are any U.S. troops permitted to engage in any 
training activities in Turkey at this point outside their own 
bases? 


a I don't have all the specifics of this, Ralph. I 
didn't get into a level of detail that you'd probably like. [ 
just have what they've done. I have that we regret this. I've 
stated what prompted this and that we are in touch with the 
Turkish Government about this matter. 


Q And that the U.S. considers this to be a limited 


A A limited number of interim measures which weé 
hope and urge that they will suspend. 


Q Margaret, complete villages and cities in the 
West Bank has been coming under economic and military siege by 
the Israelis. I mention for instance the city or the town of 
Beit Sahour which has been under complete economic clampdown 
and the Israeli authorities confiscating a lot of property and 
the city of Nablus, a lot of ruthless behavior and measures 
were taken by the Israeli authorities. 


Do you have any clearer statement about these 
continuous chain of violations of Palestinian rights in the 
occupied territories ? 


a I'm not familiar with all of them that you're 
mentioning. We did have something, [ believe it was close to 
two weeks ago, on what was going on in Nablus. But this is an 
example -- without confirming all of the reports you've just 
said, I don't know -- of why it is so important that Secretary 
Baker, Foreign Minister Arens, and Foreign Minister Meguid 
succeed in getting what Prime Minister Shamir had said was what 
he wanted -- Israelis anc Palestinians to a dialogue -- to stop 
all the types of things that you've just mentioned. 


Q Mr. Shamir is looking for measures of 
confidence-building with the Palestinians in the West Bank and 
Gaza and you're trying to prod the Palestinians to respond to 
his initiative for elections and peaceful solutions. Will you 
please, from this podium, call on Mr. Shamir and the [Israeli 
Government to cease and desist these measures which are 
inflaming the situation and the feelings of the people there 
much more than betore and draw tnem back and away trom aii or 
tne proposais ror @ peacerui soiutions 


) We have spoken from this podium any number oF 
times on what we're all after Aere, as I’m sure that you are, 
1s peace, @ cessation un both sides -~ all parties -- of ail of 
tnas for peace in that region. 


Q Margaret, do you nave any reports tnat a 
Campodian diplomat has defectea and seeking asylum in our U.S. 
Embassy in West turope/’ 
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a I've never heard of it but then I know if [ had, 
we don't comment, as you know, on asylum matters. 


Q There's a report from Israel that the PLO engaged 
in 12 operations against Israeli civilians. Do you have 


anything -- any evidence -- that the PLO did that since they 
denounced -- 

a I've never heard ot it. 

Q it came out trom the Israeli Prime Minister's 
ottice. 

a l'm sorry, 1 try to stay up on things. I'm not a 


computer and up on every single, solitary thing. 


Q Apropos ot that, Margaret, yesterday, we asked 
whether you had any comment on the New York limes report about 
the alleged cache ot PLO documents -- 





a Of the letters? 
Q Yeah. 


A No, we haven't see the letters. It's something 
that Ambassador Brown will Dring up, but we don't have the 
letters. We haven't seen them. 


Q One more question. Jesse Jackson met with 
Secretary Baker yesterday and suggested the U.S. Administration 
should arrange a summit tor the trontiine nations ain southern 
Atrica. What was Baker's reaction to this suggestion’ 


A inhat's true. Secretary Baker and the Keverend 
Jackson did meet yesterday. A number ot subjects were 
discussed concerning a summit. ihe Secretary said that while 


there are no plans tor such a summit meeting, he pointed out to 
Reverend Jackson that we consult trequentiy with leaders ot the 
Frontiine states and that Assistant Secretary Cohen has 
traveled extensively in the region and in just the past tew 
months. 


2) Ihank you. 


re) inank you all. 


(Press brieting conciuded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING OCTOBER 26, 1989 


SOUTH AFRICA - ISRAELI NUCLEAR COOPERATION 





QO: Have we discussed alleaed Isr3eli-South African 
cooperation in missile technology and nuclear weapons with 
South Africa? If so, when and how recently has the issue 
peen raised? 

A: OUR VIEWS ON THIS ISSUE ARE WELL KNOWN. THE U.S. HAS 
LONG OPPOSED NUCLEAR AND MISSILE PROLIFERATION AND #AS 


STRONGLY ENCOURAGED BOTH ISRAEL AND SOUTH AFRICA TO ADHERE 


TO THE NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October 26, 1989 


ISRAEL: MISSLE/NUCLEAR COOPERATION 
WITH SOUTH AFRICA 





@ 


Q: What is the U.S. position toward Israel’s signing of the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty? — 


A: THE UNITED STATES HAS REPEATEDLY URGED ISRAEL 
AND OTHER NON-SIGNATORIES TO SIGN THE NPT. WE 
REITERATE THAT CALL. 

t 


& 


Q: Is the U.S. judging Israel by a different standard than other 
nations? 


A: THE U.S. POLICY OF OPPOSITION TO THE 
PROLIFERATION OF MISSILES AND NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
IS WELL KNOWN. IT APPLIES TO ISRAEL AS MUCH AS TO 
ANYONE ELSE. THE GOVERNMENT OF ISRAEL IS WELL 
AWARE OF OUR POSITION ON THIS MATTER. 


--ISRAEL IS SUBJECT TO THE SAME CONTROLS WE 
APPLY TO ALL COUNTRIES FOR EXPORT OF U.S. 
TECHNOLOGY AND EQUIPMENT WHICH MIGHT 
CONTRIBUTE TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF BALLISTIC 
MISSILES. 


--IT IS U.S. POLICY TO DENY EXPORT OF 
MISSILE-RELATED TECHNOLOGY WHEN WE BELIEVE 
THAT THESE EXPORTS WOULD MAKE A CONTRIBUTION 
TO MISSILE PROLIFERATION. 











Q: What is the U.S. doing about this matter? 


A: 


--WE WILL CONTINUE TO PURSUE OUR 
OPPOSITION TO THE PROLIFERATION OF 
MISSILE AND NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
TECHNOLOGY WITH THE RELEVANT 


COUNTRIES INCLUDING ISRAEL. 
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ISRAELI-SOUTH AFRICAN MISSILE COOPERATION 


What is U.S. policy on third country transfer of missile 
technology? 

EXPORT LICENSES FOR MOST SIGNIFICANT MILITARY TECHNOLOGY, 
INCLUDING MOST MISSILE-RELATED ITEMS, PROHIBIT THE 
RECIPIENT FROM RETRANSFERRING THAT TECHNOLOGY WITHOUT THE 


PRIOR AUTHORIZATION OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. 


Were U.S. components transferred from Israel to South 
Africa? 


WE HAVE NO INDICATION THAT ANY U.S. MISSILE TECHNOLOGY WAS 


TRANSFERRED FROM ISRAEL TO SOUTH AFRICA. 


proliferation? P nuclear 


THE PRESIDENT HAS DIRECTED THAT A COMPREHENSIVE REVIFW OF 
ALL PROLIFERATION POLICY BE CARRIED OUT, INCLUDING YUCLEAR 


AS WELL AS MISSILE PROLIFERATION. THAT 2@'7IEW IS NEAR 


COMPLETION. 








. TAXEN QUESTION 


PRESS BRIEFING POSTED: Octob 
October 26, 1989 —————— er 26, 1989 


SECRETARY'S MEETING WITH PRIMAKOV 
AND OTHER SUPREME SOVIET DEPUTIES 








Q: “What can you tell us about the Secretary's meeting with 


A: 


Mr. 


Primakov? 


THE SECRETARY MET FOR ABOUT 40 MINUTES THIS MORNING 
WITH YEVGENIY PRIMAKOV, CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 
UNION, AND OTHER DEPUTIES FROM THE SUPREME SOVIET. 

MR. PRIMAKOV IS 'QEADING A DELEGATION OF SOVIET 
PARLIAMENTARIANS AT THE INVITATION OF SENATORS 
MITCHELL AND DOLE. 


THE SECRETARY UNDERSCORED U.S. INTEREST IN THE 
INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF RESPECT FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 
THROUGH THE ENACTMENT OF NEW LAWS 8. THE SUPREME 
SOVIET. IN THIS REGARD, HE STRESSED OUR PARTICULAR 
INTEREST IN THE NEW LAW ON EMIGRATION, WHOSE PASSAGE 
AND FAITHFUL IMPLEMENTATION WOULD OPEN THE WAY TO A 
WAIVER OF THE JACKSON-VANIK AMENDMENT. 


MR. PRIMAKOV AND HIS COLLEAGUES REPORTED THAT THE LAW 
WAS NOW BEING CONSIDERED BY THE SUPREME SOVIET, 
ALTHOUGH THEY NOTED THAT OTHER PRESSING BUSINESS COULD 
DELAY ITS ENACTMENT. 


SES! Curd Aye, q 
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THE SECRETARY MADE CLEAR U.S. SUPPORT FOR PERESTROYKA 
AND OUR READINESS TO PROVIDE TECHNICAL ADVICE AS THE 
SOVIETS ATTEMPT TO INTRODUCE A MORE MARKET-ORIENTED 
ECONOMY. MR. PRIMAKOV SAID THE SOVIETS WELCOMED U.S. 
SUPPORT AND WERE SEEKING TO BORROW FROM OUR EXPERIENCE 
IN SUCH AREAS AS TAXATION, ANTI-INFLATION AND 
ANTI-TRUST POLICY, WHILE NOTING THAT THEY PLANNED TO 
PRESERVE aa OF CENTRAL PLANNING. 


FOLLOWING HIS MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY, MR. PRIMAKOV 
DISCUSSED REGIONAL ISSUES WITH S/P DIRECTOR DENNIS 
ROSS. 


OTHER SOVIET DEPUTIES HELD SEPARATE MEETINGS WITH 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS. THESE INCLUDED ECONOMIC REFORM 
(WITH COUNSELOR BOB ZOELLICK), SOVIET INTERNAL 
POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS (WITH EUR DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY CURT KAMMAN), AND ENVIRONMENTAL AND 
SCIENTIFIC ISSUES (WITH OES DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
PETE DE VOS). 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1989, 12:54 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one administrative announcement and one statement. 


The announcement is that there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the Secretary's trip to Australia on Monday, 
October 30, at 3:00 p.m. in this room. 


The statement concerns Hostage Awareness Day. Today 
there are eight Gmericans in Lebanon who have had their 
inherent right to freedom taken from them. I am referring to 
the hostages whose terrorist kidnapers are attempting to 
exploit our concern for our fellow countrymen. 


Our hearts and our thoughts are with the families of 
these innocent victims still held hostage in Lbanon. Al) 
hostages should be immediately released and returned to the 
families as swiftly as possible. 


We also remember those brave Americans who died while 
being held hostage in Lebanon. They are people deserving 
special honor: Colonel Rich Higgins, William Buckley and Peter 
Kilbura. 


No political cause can justify these criminal acts. 
The U.S. calls on all those who are holding our hostages and 
countries with influence over them to immediately and 
unconditionally release all the hostages. Nothing can be 
gained by the taking or the holding of hostages. We will not 
rest until all of our fellow citizens illegally imprisoned in 
Lebanon are free. 


Be glad to take your questions. 
Q Possibly not on that precise subject but on 


Lebanon, does the State Department know anything about a trip 
to Lebanon by Representatives Oakar and Rahall? 


a I think we've seen reports about it, but 1 just 
don't have any confirmation for you. I think you'd have to 
check with their office. 
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Q Are you enthusiastic about American citizens 
going to Lebanon? 


o Well, our position on travel to Lebanon is stated 
in various guidances and such, in travel advisories. We don't 
advise -- 


Q Is it illegal? 
i Excuse me? 


Q Is it illegal? Is it an illegal use of the 
American passport? ‘ 


“ No. I don't think so. I think it's a strong 
advisory. I'd have to check the exact terms. Or [ quess you 
have to get a waiver, but exactly -- terms like “illegal,” I'm 
not prepared to use. I don't know. 


Q Well, is it a misuse of an American passport? 


i) Jim, that supposes a lot of things about the use 
of the American passport and stuff that I just don't know 
here. I think the best thing is to get the exact text of what 
we've put out, and we'll be glad to give that to you That 
describes the procedures and everything. 


Q Did you say that the day was Lebanon --~ I'm sorry 
~- Hostage Awareness Day? 


a That's right 
Q Who declared this? 


a I think it's a Congressional action or 
Presidential proclamation, or something like that. 


Q Can 1 ask you about the Gates speech matter, so 
we're all reporting from the same hymn book. Mr. Fitzwater 
gave sort of a limited account above the roar of the engines on 
Air Force One, basically confirming that the Secretary 
prevented Mr. Gates from making his speech 


But could you bring us up to speed with the morning 
newspaper that was privileged to be leaked the story, and tell 
us about the circumstances? Were there drafts? and while 
you're at it, can you teil us how Gates' speech differs from 
skepticism voiced by others in the Administration such as the 
Deputy Secretary of State, Vice President Quayle, the Secretary 
of Defense? Why is Gates singled out, given his strong 
experience, and muzzled? 
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ra Barry, I'm afraid you have a longer question than 
I have an answer. No, I can't tell you all those things. 
Marlin did address it on the airplane. I think we'll have to 
look at exactly what he said. My people, my high priests, if 
we're talking about hymn books, are in the air. They're on 
their way down to Costa Rica. I haven't had a chance to talk 
to the Secretary about this -- 


Q They're there now. You can just pick up the 
phone. 


a He'll be doing a conference tonight in Costa 
Rica, I think. 


Q Do you happen to know, though, if the speech was 
redrafted to meet objections and still stopped? 


a I'm afraid I don't have that information. 


Q There have been more arrests in Czechoslovakia in 
advance of their independence day which is tomorrow. Do you 
have any comment? 


Yes, 1 do. In the past few weeks, on the eve of 
October 26, the anniversary of the founding of the first 
Czechoslovak Republic, there has been a sharp rise in human 
rights violations in Czechoslovakia. 


Authorities have harassed, detained and pressed 
criminal charges against scores of Czechoslovak citizens in an 
attempt to prevent the peaceful recognition of this anniversary. 


We expect the Czechoslovak Government to respect the 
right of its people to assemble for commemorations of this 
year's anniversary. The right to assemble is a basic human 
right, quaranteed by the Vienna Concluding Document and other 
acts to which Czechoslovakia has adhered as part of the CSCE 
process. 


This crackdown is of deep concern to the United 
States. It calls into question the seriousness of Czechoslovak 
authorities commitment to international agreements, as well as 
their stated interest in improving U S.-Czechoslovak relations 


Q New topic What is the latest that you can say 
on the Israeli-South African situation? ['1ll take anything. 


a Well, it's a good question What do you want to 
know? 


Q All right Has the U.S. formally protested tr 
Israel? Does Israel appear to be in violation of any 
technology transfer agreement? 
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- As Margaret said yesterday, we had in the past 
been in touch with the Israelis a number of times, as we have 
been with many other governments concerning our concerns about 
ballistic missile proliferation, and the whole subject I 
expect those will continue, but I don't have anything on 
specific meetings. 


Q What about violations? 


‘ [ think all [I can really say on that is Israel is 
very aware of U.S. laws which concern the re-export of 
U.S.-origin technology. As you know, those prevent 
third-country transfers. 


Q Has Israel been responsive, in your opinion, to 
American concerns over this? As you know, there are many 
reports that say they basically “stiffed" the United States in 
terms of - 


‘ At this point I just can't characterize the 
discussions we've had, John. 


Q But you're satisfied with their response at this 
point? 


a I can't characterize it. 


Q You say you have been in touch with Israel Do 
you mean you have protested or just conveyed your message? 


a I said we have been in touch a number of times. 
This is what Margaret said yesterday, and I'm just repeating it 


Q But you did not protest? 


“ I'd just say we've raised our concerns with 
Israel about the whole issue of ballistic missile 
proliferation. It's a matter that's very important to the 
President, to the Secretary. They've raised it in their 
speeches as a global concern. They've introduced it into the 
U.S.-Soviet agenda. And, as we confirmed yesterday, we've 
talked to the Israelis as well. 


Q Recently? 
is) I don't have any specifics on the meeting 
Q Was there any written note from the U.S 


Government to Israel with regard to this episode, or just on 
the phone or - 


“ I just don't know We've had meetings with 
them. Margaret said yesterday, Ambassador Brown had several 
meetings 
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Q Have the Soviets made any - 


Q It's a funny question, though. We know much more 
about what's happened in technological transfer. This is in 
last night's report which suggested that the technology from 
the Lavi fighter which was funded by Congress mainly or in 
large part funded by Congress had been passed on to South 
Africa. That's different from missile technology. 


io) Well, let me -— on the specific issue of Lavi 
technology, we have checked. We have no information to confirm 
that the Israeli Government or Israeli corporations are engaged 
in transfer of U.S.-origin Lavi technology to a South African 
fighter project. 


Let me add that the U.S. is very firmly committed to 
the U.N. mandatory arms embargo against South Africa, and the 
enforcement of relevant export laws and regulations. We have 
not and we would not authorize transfers from third countries 
that would violate that embargo. 


Q One more: Prime Minister Shamir said today that 
he thinks this was leaked to put pressure on Israel because of 
the five-point Baker plan. Do you have any answer to that? 


a No. I don't. 


Q Richard, on your last statement, you say the 
United States has no information to confirm the Israeli 
transfer of fighter technology to the South Africans. How 
would you know? 


o You want to know the sources and methods by which 
we might know. 


Q Well -- 


a Jim, I just can't. IL'm sorry, I just can't go 
into that. What we may know, or what we think we should know, 
or anything like that is clearly a matter of intelligence. 


Q Also, yesterday you put out a statement in 
response to a taken question, saying that the U.S. policy of 
opposition to the proliferation of missiles and nuclear weapons 
applies to Israel as much as to anyone else 


Does that also -- does that application include a 
possible cutoff of military assistance should there be a proven 
violation? 


a At this point, Jim, I think that's speculativ<e 
Let me see if [ have enough on this. I don't have anything 
that would indicate that there are specific penaliies 
provided The question that we answered yesterday was whether 
we measured Israel by the same yardstick, essentially, as we do 
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others under this. And the answer confirms that we have a 
Missile Technology Control Regime that's set up which controls 
our exports and where by we cooperate with other countries who 
export technologies related to this. 


Q Well, would -- 
Q Do you -- 
Q Can I just finish? 


" In terms of our export, Israel is subject to the 
same guidelines under that regime, as all other countries. In 
addition, I think we said very clearly yesterday that the 
licensing of this equipment is always subject to the usual 
third-party transfer restrictions, so that people who receive 
our technology and equipment are not allowed to retransfer them 
without our permission. And [ just said that we had not and we 
do not provide permission to resell U.S. military technology to 
South Africa. 


Q On the other issue of nuclear weapons and 
military assistance, would the possession of nuclear weapons 
make a country ineligible for U.S. military assistance? 


A [ don't know. That's a legal question. We'll 
have to look into that. 


Q Could you look into that? 
" Yes. 


Q Could I ask you at least the procedure around the 
Gates' speech? Are speeches regularly submitted to the 
Secretary for approval from other parts of the government? Do 
you know? 


A It really depends on the speech. I don't think I 
can get any more detailed answer than that. 


Q Could you try? I was going to -- I didn't know 
whether you had it up there at the podium, but [ thought it 
would be good to know if he reviews -- what? -- foreign policy 
speeches or foreign policy/arms control, whatever -- and if 
there's been any change in the procedure. 


A ['ll check. There's a matter of professional 
courtesy between Departments, between Cabinet members. If 
they're talking about something that the other is interested 
in, they frequently do. Now, whether that's a matter of 
erocedure or not, [I'll have to check. 


Q Richard, on the Israeli or South African or 
whatever missile -- has the United States supplied missile 
technology to Israel? 
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Q And is there any evidence of reshipment? 
a Well, as far as evidence, I'm not in a position 


to say, because any evidence would presumably be 
intelligence-type stuff. Let me see if I can -- 


Q I didn't ask you what the evidence was. [I just 
asked if you had any. 


a Well, that gets into the same matter. Hang on, 
if I have something clear on that. 


I don't have a clear answer on that, Norm. I think in 
yesterday's taken question, we said clearly that in our 
administration of the ballistic missile control regime, that we 
do not authorize exports that would contribute to ballistic 
missile development. I don't have one specifically on Israel, 
but [I have to -- I mean, let me say very strongly -- 


Q Israel would be a country that we would not care 
to contribute to ballistic missile development in, would it not? 


is) That's right. It's subject to the same 
Guidelines as other countries. 


Q So if they have a missile, they must have 
acquired the technology someplace else. 


A Or developed it indigenously. 


Q You had a judgment -- the U.S. had a judgment on 
whether Israel had trans-shipped American technology to South 
Africa. Do you have a judgment on whether Israel is indeed 
complying with its own prohibition on new military contracts 
with South Africa? 


A No. I don't have a judgment on that, Barry. 


Q Do you know when those contracts end -- the ones 
that are already existing? 


A No, I don't. You'd have to ask the people who 
have the contracts. 


Q Did you receive any explanation, or are you 
expecting any explanation, or only just public statements? 


A At this point, this is a matter that we're 
looking into. The other countries involved are very aware of 
our concerns about missile technology transfer. As I said, 
we've raised the issue of ballistic missile proliferation a 
number of times with the Israelis, and we are continuing to be 
engaged in both multilateral and the bilateral efforts to slow 
down the problem of proliferation. We would expect to continue 
to do that generally. We would continue to do that with Israel. 
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So at this point [I don't have anything specific to say 
on reactions and demarches, and that sort of thing. But I 
think I can assure you that we'll continue to pursue the 
subject. 


Q (Several questions at once) 
i) Let's try to sort of sweep back. 


Richard, you said you would take Jim's question 
about whether there could be an arms cutoff if Israel does have 
a nuclear device. In Pakistan's case, there's an annual 
certification which the President has to make. Can you check 
whether there is something similar to that in Israel's case 
too, as part of Jim's question? 


a It's a legal question. Okay. We'll try to see 
if there's any certification involved with Israel. 


Q East Germany apparently is planning to release 
some prisoners -- political prisoners whose offense is wanting 
to leave the country. Do you have any comment about that? 


A Well, in addition to the releases that you cited, 
there were also reports that an East German politburo member 
met with the opposition leaders of the New Forum on October 
26. I'd say that we are clearly watching developments in East 
Germany very closely. We note particularly the overtures made 
by the regime to the opposition, such as yesterday's meeting. 


We would welcome all indications that the GDR regime 
is taking steps to meet the wishes of its population for real 
reform, but further comment must wait more concrete steps by 
the GDR regime to implement reforms. 


Q Do you have any comment about the Gorbachev 
speech yesterday, the nuclear-free zone and the retiring of the 


submarines? 


ma Marlin addressed that yesterday. I think the 
White House put out a - 


Q Well, he didn't have much about it yesterday. 


2) Well, they put out a piece of paper in the 
afternoon, I think, that went into it -- 


Q It was all on the free zone. What about the 
other aspects? 

a Well, what other aspects? He asked about the 
free zone. 


Q The submarines. 
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4 That was the nuclear-free zone idea -- that he 
would take his nuclear subs out of the Baltic in order to 
create a nuclear-free zone. 


Q Well, he's also retiring subs as well. Do you 
have some evaluation of that? 


“ No. I don't really. Let's see. 
Q What do you have? (Laughter) 


‘ What do you have? Well, the other angle was the 
tactical nuclear forces, right? 


Q Sure. Take a run at that. 


i Anybody read the speech? No. You just read the 
press reports. 


Q Religiously. 


q Gorbachev apparently announced redeployment of 
Soviet tactical nuclear missiles in the northwest of the Soviet 
Union to make targets in the Nordic area out of range. 


The leaders of NATO and the comprehensive concept they 
adopted at their May summit called on the Soviet Union to 
reduce its large force of short-range nuclear missiles. But 
for such reductions to make a real contribution to European 
security, those missiles must be destroyed, not just redeployed. 


I would point out that NATO in the early 1980's 
destroyed one-third of its short-range nuclear forces or 
removed them from Europe. I would also note that even if all 
Soviet tactical nuclear missiles are withdrawn or even 
destroyed, northern Europe will remain within the range of 
other Soviet nuclear systems. 


Q So you don't think much of this as a gesture then 
on Gorbachev's part? 


“ For the reasons that I've stated, it's not as 
meaningful as it might first appear. 


Q You noted that things were removed, but you 
didn't note that they were replaced by improved versions of the 
same weapon. 

i) No, I didn't. 


Q Well, that would be part of the same situation. 


ma Let's try to go over here. 
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Q Do you have anything at all on Pakistan, and the 
concerns over the vote of no confidence that Mrs. Bhutto is 
facing next week? 


a Well, we believe that the developments within the 
framework of Pakistan's constitutional system are purely 
domestic concerns. I can only say that the Adminstration 
strongly supports a democratic system in Pakistan. 


Q Richard, you said that you had no information to 
confirm that Israel had transferred U.S. technology to South 
africa on the fighter project. Can you say the same about the 
missile or not? 


s I can't, because I actually haven't seen any 
reports that that was the case, but it's something we'll look 
into. 


Q You'll take the question. 
6 Yes. ['ll take the question. 


Q One more on this subject: Do you happen to have 
there something on the success or lack of success in persuading 
other countries on the proliferation issue -- the Soviets with 
Syria, for instance? We've had a lot on how well or how poorly 
the Soviets are responding to various U.S. requests. How about 
the proliferation of missiles in the Middle East to their 
friends? Do you have anything as to whether they've stopped or 
slowed down, or whatever? 


A No. I don't have anything on that, Barry. I 
think we're testifying on the Hill early next week. 


Q On proliferation -~ on -- 


A On ballistic missile technology. We'll probably 
address it there. 


Q When you said that the subject was raised with 
Israel a number of times, was it phrased in the framework of 
the so-called Middle Eastern proliferation of missiles in the 
area, or particularly on the Israeli-South Africa cooperation? 


A I can't get into the details of the discussions 
that we've had with the Israelis, but we've spoken here when 
we've spoken more generally in testimony and elsewhere about 
the dangers of missile proliferation in the Middle East -- our 
concerns about any state that would be acquiring or developing 
ballistic missiles. 


Q Richard, in answer to a taken question last night 
~- actually, it was under my door this morning -- you said, “We 
have no indication that any U.S. missile technology was 
transferred from [Israel to South Africa." 
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- There you go. He reads it more closely than I do. 

Q Well, I'm just asking, is this still operative? 

“ Yes. I'm sure it is. 

Q Do you have any concerns from other countries -- 
one country or other countries, from Africa, from the Middle 
East, from the Mediterranean, about the proliferation of these 
missiles in the area? 

os I'm not sure how to address that question. We 
have addressed ourselves to many countries over the danger'’s of 
ballistic missile proliferation, and many countries share those 
concerns. 

Q Did they contact the American Administration, 
asking them to interfere or to stop this proliferation which is 
endangering Africa? 


a You're talking specifically about the reports of 
the other day? 


Q Yes. 

is I haven't heard anything of that kind. No. 

Q Richard? 

me Let's start back this way maybe. 

Q Richard, along the lines of what the Secretary 
may have done to Mr. Gates, is the State Department holding a 
disinformation report because it might be offensive to the 
Soviets? 


A No. 


Q Do you have a 64-page cisinformation report that 
you've been sitting on and reviewing for about a month or two? 


a We have a report that's been under preparation 
for some time. I[ expect you'll see it in about an hour and 45 
minutes. 

Q Oh, okay 


Q What is that about? 


i) It's almost ready It will be released this 
afternoon. 
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Q Another on this Gates-Baker matter. I'm 
wondering what you would state for the record. Since there's 
some difference of opinion, apparently, within the 
Administration, what is the official Administration position 
with respect to Mr. Gorbachev and the prospects for the success 
of his reforms? 


ia I don't have the whole thing here. I quess I 
could have brought the Secretary's speech from a week or ten 
days ago and read it to you, but that's an authoritative 
statement. 


Q Well, can you just characterize it as optimistic 
or, you know, in general terms what are -- 


“ I don't want to try to get into that. 


Q On the Soviet Union still, there is a Soviet film 
curator who was denied a visa to go to some event in 
Cleveland. Is Cleveland off limits? Have you got any 
explanation of why? (Laughter) 


Q Yes. We didn't want them to see it. (Laughter) 


a I'm not aware of it. We'll be glad to look into 
it for you. 


Q Gulag Cleveland. 


One more question on South Africa, if I may. You 
said that you have in a general way expressed our views on 
proliferation of missile technology, but are you prepared from 
that podium to say today -- to criticize this example of 
missile proliferation, this latest incident? 


" I can't do that, Ted, because to criticize a 
specific case, we'd have to confirm that a specific case 
existed. And, as Margaret made very clear yesterday, we can't 
go into the details of the allegations or confirm them. 


Q One other question: Have you protested to South 
Africa? I mean, you talked about what you've done with regard 
to Israel, but what about South Africa? 


3) We have talked to South Africa primarily about 
the development of nuclear weapons capabilities. In fact, our 
Ambassadors in both Tel Aviv and Pretoria for many years 
discussed those questions ~-- made clear our opposition to 
nuclear proliferation So we've been in touch with South 
Africa as well. 


Q What about missiles, though? 


Aa [ don't have anything specific here on missiles 
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Q In the answer to the taken question yesterday on 
the transfer of missile technology, the State Department 
apparently said that it had no evidence of a transfer of 
missile technology from Israel. 


o I'm afraid I don't have my copy. Jim's got his 
copy, and [I think it's U.S.-origin. 


Q U.S. origin? 
ve Yes. 


Q Well, the answer then would seem to be pregnant 
with the conclusion that the United States has in fact given - 
provided Israel with missile technology. Therefore, the State 
Department would not be in a position to either confirm or deny 
whether or not Israel has transferred such technology. And if 
the United States has transferred -- provided Israel with 
missile technology, that seems to contradict what you were 
saying before, I believe. 


a I don't see how it does. Let me, for the purpose 
of getting on the record with this -- rolling back to what I 
should have said 15 minutes ago: We had no indication that any 
U.S. missile technology was transferred from Israel to South 
Africa. As far as allegations and reports of other transfers 
that might not have involved U.S. missile technology, I'm just 
not in a position to comment or confirm, as Margaret was not 
yesterday, because of the nature of any information we might 
have on these things 


Q Does Israel have any American-origin missile 
technology? 


i) That's something that I said I think was covered 
by the general statements, but ['ll have to get the specific 
answer to say that in the specific case of Israel we've not 
transferred the missile technology 


Q Do you have anything on the Salvadordan who 
alleges these killings? 


a Yes. We reject, first of all, in the strongest 
terms any allegations that U.S. officials knew about or 
countenanced the abuse of the rights of Salvadoran citizens. 
Joya Martinez is a self-professed torturer and murderer who is 
the prime suspect in the murders of two civilians The 
Salvadoran armed forces identified him as a suspect on the 
basis of an investigation into that crime 


Joya Martinez has made serious charges about abuses of 
human rights by the Salvadoran military These charges are 
being actively investigated by the Government of £1 Salvador 
The investigation has not revealed any evidence substantiating 
his statements. 
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We believe these investigations should be completed in 
a rapid and a thorough manner. The Salvadoran army has made 
important strides in encouraging proper treatment of the 
civilian population and of suspected terrorists. We be ieve it 
needs to continue this momentum by following up on allegations 
of abuses. 


Q When was this investigation launched for which 
you now have no evidence to support these allegations’ 


A I'm afraid I don't have that with me. I'll have 
to check on that. 


Q Is the U.S. Government conducting any 
investigation of the allegations that U.S. officials knew of 
these death squad activities? 


a Ambassador Walker has verified that no mission 
officer in contact with the Salvadoran armed forces is aware of 
the sorts of abuses that Hoya Martinez alleges. 


Q Does he include in that group of people the 
military attaches? 


i) No mission officer in contact with Salvadoran 
armed forces. That's pretty -- yes. 
Q In other words, that not just Department of 


State; that would be Defense - 


A The people under his command which includes the 
Attache. 


Q On the same general area, did you have any 
reaction to the House vote on Wednesday to provide extended 
voluntary departure and probation status to Nicaraguan, 
Salvadoran and Chinese nationals? 

a No. I don't. 


Q Would it be possible to ask for a State 
Department response? 


i) I'll see if we want to comment at this point 
Q Does the U.S. Government support any effort that 
could take the Israeli-South African cooperation on missile 


technology to the United Nations, if any? 


A 1 don't have anything that would suggest that at 
this point 


Q Okay Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:23 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted: October 27, 


OCTOBER 27 PRESS BRIEFING 1989 





Taken question 





Q. Does the production of nuclear weapons make a country 
ineligible for future arms shipments? 

A. The production of nuclear weapons, per se, is not addressed 
by the Poreiaqn Assistance Act. The Act does, however, include 
nuclear non-proliferation related sanctions that could come 
into play in connection with é@ foreiqn country's nuclear 
weapons proaqram. Actions that could triager these sanctions 
include illeqal export from the United States of sianificant 
items for use in the manufacture of a nuclear explosive device, 
transfer or receipt of reprocessing or enrichment technoloay, 


detonation of a nuclear explosive device, or the transfer or 


receipt of a nulcear explosive device. 
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Taken auestion 





o 
O. Is there a certification process for Israel like that for 
Pakistan? 


A. The certification process apparently referred to is that 
contained in section 620E{(e) of the Foreiaqn Assistance Act, 


which applies only to Pakistan. 


' 
R 
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‘ USSR - SOVIET FILM MAKER DENIED VISA 





Q: Is it true that the State Department has denied a visa to a 
Soviet film maker to attend a conference in Cleveland? 


A: MR. YURI KHODZHAYEV WAS FOUND INELIGIBLE FOR A U.S. VISA 
UNDER 212(a) (29) OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT -- 
“ALIENS WHO, AFTER ENTRY, PROBABLY WOULD ENGAGE IN 

& 


ESPIONAGE, SABOTAGE, OR OTHER SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITY.” 


HE AND THREE OTHER SOVIETS APPLIED FOR VISAS TO ATTEND THE 


CLEVELAND FILM FESTIVAL HELD AT JOHN CARROLL UNIVERSITY. 


WE ISSUED VISAS TO ALL EXCEPT MR. KHODZHAYEV. 
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EL SALVADOR: JOYA MARTINEZ INVESTIGATION 





Q. When did the Government of El Salvador launch its investigation 
into the murders of Lucio Parada and Hector Miranda Marroquin? 


' 

& 
A. THE ESTADO MAYOR (HIGH COMMAND) OF THE SALVADORAN 
MILITARY ORDERED THE NATIONAL GUA8D TO CONDUCT AN INVESTIGATION 
ON JULY 26. ON AUGUST 21, THE NATIONAL GUA8D SUBMITTED 


PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF THE INVESTIGATION". THE INVESTIGATION 


IS STILL ONGOING. 
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Extended Voluntary Departure (H.R. 45) 





¢ 


Q: Any reaction to the i0/25/89 House of Representatives’ 
vote adopting Extended Voluntary Departure for certain 
Nicaraguan, Salvadoran and Chinese nationals? 


A: THE ADMINISTRATION OPPOSED THIS LEGISLATION BECAUSE: 


IT WOULD IMPAIR rit ATTORNEY GENERAL'S DISCRETIONARY 
AUTHORITY TO GRANT IMMIGRATION BENEFITS TO INDIVIDUAL 
ALIENS BY REQUIRING, AFTER CERTAIN FINDINGS, THAT ALL 
NATIONALS OF THE DESIGNATED FOREIGN COUNTRIES WHO ARE THEN 
PRESENT IN THE UNITED STATES BE PERMITTED TO REMAIN HERE 
TEMPORARILY. 


BY EXPANDING THE CATEGORIES FOR WHICH SUCH RELIEF IS 
TRADITIONALLY GRANTED, IT WOULD LIKELY MAKE MORE ALIENS 
ELIGIBLE TO REMAIN TEMPOKARILY IN THE UNITED STATES, AND 
THUS MAY HAVE THE EFFECT OF INCREASING THE NUMBER OF 
ALIENS REMAINING IN THIS COUNTRY ILLEGALLY 


IT IS UNNECESSARY SINCE EXISTING LAW AND PRACTICE ARE 
SUFFICIENT TO PERMIT ALIENS TO REMAIN IN THE UNITED STATES 
IN RESPONSE TO FOREIGN POLICY, HUMANITARIAN AND 


IMMIGRATION CONCERNS 
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San Jose, Costa Rica 


7:08 P.M. (L) 


SECRETARY BAKER: I've got a brief statement and then 
I'll answer your questions. The President came to Costa Rica today 
to send a clear signal that democracy is our commitment in this 
hemisphere and that you do not have to be a nation in crisis to 
receive the attention and the support of the United States of 
America. This was also an opportunity for a serious private 
discussion among leaders of this hemisphere about pressing issues 
that confront the Americas. 


This meeting was -- I would characterize it as 
nonconfrontational. There was not in any sense of the word any 
picking on the United States. I think that there was a genuine 
appreciation for our presence here. 


The President made a very -- what I thought was a very 
eloquent presentation during the course of the meeting, centered 
around the concept that democracy works; people all over the world 
are rejecting Marxism and totalitarianism; that Marxism and 
totalitarianism, in fact, as concepts are dead; that communism has 
failed. He made the point as well that the United States has a 
disproportionate role to play in maintaining world peace. He 
discussed the fact, as he did on arrival, that there's an opportunity 
hece for this to be the first totally democratic hemisphere. He 
touched on the drug issue, as many other speakers did, both from the 
supply and demand standpoint; acknowledged the fact that there was an 
obligation on the United States as the largest demand nation for 
drugs to deal with that problem. 


There was a discussion about the prospects for an Andean 
drug summit. The President alluded to that. There was a discussion 
about Panama, and the President expressed disappointment in the 
situation there. There was a general expression of the need perhaps 
to do more in the Organization of American States. There was a 
general discussion about the problems of debt, a recognition that 
progress had been made in the cases of Mexico, the Philippines, and 
now, of course, Costa Rica. Many of the other nations there were 
interested in some of the details surrounding the Costa Rican 
agreement with their banks. 


There was discussion of support for El Salvador and for 
the ending of Nicaraguan arms flow to the FMLN. There was a 
discussion as well among the producer countries with respect to the 
coffee agreement and the situation with respect to world coffee 
prices. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. 

Q Mt. Secretary, do you have any reaction to the 
report that Mc. Ortega's about to announce the end of the cease-fire 
with the Contra rebels? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, my reaction to that would be to 
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simply say that I hope it's not true. He certainly did not say that 
in the meeting and he himself had a fair amount to say during the 
course of the meeting. Maybe if he does, indeed, plan to do that, 
maybe he was too ashamed to bring it up there with the other heads of 
state in attendance. 


But certainly it would be a step backward in the peace 
process. The fact is, the Sandinista Army has been carrying out 
offensive operations against some of the resistance forces and their 
supporters for many months. And it would be our sincere hope that 
Mr. Ortega is not looking for an excuse to go back on his promises to 
hold a free and fair election, or his promises, for that matter, to 
create safe and democratic conditions that would permit the Contras 
to voluntarily return to Nicaragua. 


Q You said he had plenty to say. What did he have to 
say? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, he talked a lot -- he gave a 
fairly long intervention about Central America generally and about 
the importance of demobilizing the Contras. Interestingly enough, he 
didn't mention the requirements of the Tela agreement that he meet 
with the resistance forces and engage in a dialogue with them, nor 
did he mention the requirements of the Tela agreement that he release 
political prisoners from jail. 


He talked about the need for peace in Central America, 
but he did not answer President Cristiani's plea to him to stop 
sending arms to the FMLN in El Salvador. 


Q Mc. Secretary, in the event that Ortega should make 
good on these reports to end the cease-fire, would the administration 
reconsider its commitment to any kind of military aid to the Contra 
rebels? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think the first thing that we would 
do would be to see if we could work together with others to get the 
parties to agree to maintain the cease-fire. And let me simply say, 
I'm not willing to accept the hypothetical as we stand here tonight. 
I would very much hope that that is not the case. And as I 
indicated, he did not raise it in the meeting. And if, indeed, he 
has made that decision, it would be a bit less than honest to sit 
through a three-hour meeting with the other heads of state in Latin 
America and not mention it. 


Q Mc. Secretary, the administration has gone out of 
its way to characterize the exchange between Ortega and the President 
as just polite idle chatter. But we have a tape in which Ortega 
makes a fairly impassioned approach to the President saying we've got 
to talk; you talk to the Soviet Union. Why are you guys minimizing 
it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Why are we what? 


Q Why are you trying to characterize their 
conversation as simply idle, polite chat? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't think it was what you 
would refer to as a serious, substantive discussion. As I understand 
what took place, Ortega said something like we should have an 
opportunity to talk, or we may have an opportunity to talk here. We 
had an opportunity back in 1985 when you were Vice President, we were 
attending some event together. And I think the President said, yes, 
we will, and we will be able to talk about the very same things that 
we talked about in 1985 -~ democracy and freedom, and free and fair 
elections. 


Q Well, did the President say he's willing to have 
talks with Ortega? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, he didn't say that. 
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, Q You just said that he said we could talk about it 
again. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm talking about today. They 
had a very brief conversation today. You want to characterize those 
as talks, you can. I don't characterize those as talks. 


I must say there was a lot of serious business done at 
this meeting, and we seem to be focused in only on whether or not the 
President had a serious dialogue with Ortega when all they did was 
meet. I think they did, indeed, shake hands. As I indicated to you 
when I briefed before we left at the White House, I didn’t think that 
the President would refuse to shake hands if that wre proffered. 

But I can assure you that it was not what you would refer to as a 
serious, substantive discussion in the diplomatic sense. 


Q Are Ortega‘s charges true that the U.S.-backed 
Contras have killed 18 of their soldiers and are continuing in their 
attacks in Nicaragua, breaking their cease-fire pledge? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that there have been some 
fighting going on up in the north. As you may or may not know, there 
are several thousand -- and I don't have the exact number -- Contras 
who have moved back into Nicaragua. And there haven't been any major 
pitched battles that I am aware of, but there has been some guerrilla 
action from time to time and some shooting going on with respect to 
patrols and that sort of thing. I have no reason to deny reports 
that some Contras ambushed some Sandinista soldiers. I have no 
reason to deny -- 


Q Do you think that activity is untoward and should 
stop? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We are opposed, and we let the 
resistance know that we are opposed to any offensive actions on their 
pact during this period of time. And we try and limit those, and we 
indeed cut off -- we will cut off, and we are, under the Bipartisan 
Accord, obligated to cut off, and I believe we have in some cases cut 
off assistance to anyone who is found to be engaging in offensive 
— that is our policy. So we do not look with favor upon 
that. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are there any deaths that you can 
report about -- among the Contras rebels? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Are there any deaths among the Contra 
rebels? 


Q Have the Sandinistas been killing the resistance 
Fighters? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm advised by Assistant 
Secretary Aronson, yes, there have been deaths on both sides as a 
result of the kind of skirmishing that I just described for you in 
response to Helen's question. 


Q Any numbers, sir? 
SECRETARY BAKER: I don't have the numbers. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ARONSON: In combat or in other 
cases? 


Q Yes. Apparently, President Ortega reported that 
there were 19 Sandinista troops killed last week. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY AROWSON: So far, that has not been 
verified. That's a report of the Ministry of Defense. And we saw 
the report. We haven't seen any independent verification that those 
are the facts. As the Secretary said, there is activity. The 
Sandinistas have been conducting what we call a silent offensive in 
the northern part of the country, despite the cease-fire. And it's 
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never very clear who starts what. We don't know whether 1& 
Sandinista soldiers died. We're looking into it, but we don't know 
if that's true yet. 


Do we know if there were Contra rebels who were 
killed? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ARONSON: There have been, over the 
last number of months. And America's Watch also reported in a letter 
to the five presidents that 81 Contras and their family members had 
been killed or disappeared in a systematic campaign since 1908, I 
believe, by the Sandinista government -- in a letter to the fact. 


SECRETARY BAKER: What we're very anxious does not happen 
here is that there -- is that Ortega seize on something like this as 
an excuse to deny the people of Nicaragua a chance at free and fair 
elections. As Mr. Aronson has indicated to you, this kind of 
skirmishing has been going on during the period of time that the 
cease-fire has been in effect. 


Q Can I change subjects and ask you if, indeed, you 
did have a speech by Bob Gates killed? And, in fect, is there a 
division of opinion between Scowcroft and Bob Gates on one hand, and 
yourself regarding how to deal with Gorbachev, his survivability, et 
cetera? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There is no division of opinion 
whatsoever with respect to policy. I was asked if this speech -- if 
I thought it would be a good idea for this speech to be delivered 
now, and I suggested that perhaps the timing was not the very best. 
That's exactly what happened. 


Q Can you explain why you felt the timing was not 
appropriate? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I just felt that the timing was not 
appropriate, coming as it did in the aftermath, three or four days 
after we had delivered two rather major speeches with respect to 
U.S.-USSR policy. Actually, following one of those speeches, the 
Vice President had delivered a speech that I don't really think 
really differed in any great respect from what I said. But people 
like to try and draw differences. So we didn't think today was a 
good time. 


Let me say one other thing. This speech dealt with the 
durability of reforms, not the desirability of reforms. It did not 
deal with the policy question, do we, should we want to see 
perestroika succeed. That wasn't involved here. 


There really is no difference with respect to the policy 
approach. 


Q -- the question of how you and Mr. Scowcroft and 
others may appraise the prospects? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't think there's any difference on 
that whatsoever. This was strictly a question of timing. I think we 
would probably all have exactly the same view of the prospects. 


Q Mc. Secretary, we've been hearing reports that the 
e House has a photograph of Mr. Ortega and President Bush 
ther that we are not being allowed access to that photograph. 
you say -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'11 have to get you to ask that 
question of the Press Secretary. I used to have some jurisdiction 
with respect to White House photographs, but I don't anymore. 

Q Would you endorse the idea of releasing -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't have that jurisdiction anymore. 
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Q Mc. Secretary, would you consider this skirmishing a 
desperate measure on the part of the Contras to continue U.S. 
support, or a desperate measure on the part of Hr. Ortega to cancel 
the elections? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I'm worried that it would be the 
latter -- that it would be a desperate -- would be seized upon as a 
desperate effort to cancel the elections. As I indicated a minute 
ago, I think this is something that has gone on to a minor extent 
periodically since the cease-fire went into effect. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is the United States at all concerned 
that Mr. Ortega is stealing the show here in San Jose with all of the 
discussion of his meetings with the President and now this brouhaha? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Am I concerned what? That he's -- 
Q Stealing the show here. Taking the show. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Stealing the show? Wo, no, no, not at 
all. That really doesn't concern us. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what do you make of the timing -- of 
his choosing to do this while he is here at this conference? 


SECRETARY BAKCR: You know, you're assuming that it's 
true. I can‘t do that. We'll have to wait and see tomorrow. I've 
already said what we would think about it if it turns out to be true. 
It seems more than ee strange to us, if it is, indeed, true, 
that he didn't say it to the gathered heads of state of Latin America 
with whom he met for three hours -- almost less than honest not to 
mention it if, indeed, he has it in mind. 


Q Did he in any way complain about these skirmishes or 
in any way discuss the fighting -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Have we heard any great -- 
Q Did be in this session -- 


SECRETARY SAKER: He mentioned the skirmish that 
Assistant Secretary Aronson spoke about -- the one in which, 
allegedly, there were 17 or 18 Sandinista soldiers killed. 


Q In what context? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Just in passing. During the course of 
his intervention. He just said -- 


2 -~ discussions saying if this continues, we won't be 
able to continue the cease-fire, or no sort of -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I didn't hear that. 


ASSISTANT SDCRETARY ARONSON: He was simply saying that 
he wants the Contras demobilized and he cited that as something that 
he alleged they did. te never hinted that he would break the 
cease-fire. 


Q Mr. Secretary, hasn't, in fact, the military 
leadership of the Contras pledged to continue the fight, despite the 
lack of U.S. military aid? And to what effect does the U.S. still 
influence the military arm of the Contras? 


SUCRETARY BAKCR: We have significant influence over the 
military arm of the Contras, I think, when you consider that we have 
obligations there with respect to human rights violations and we have 
obligations there with respect to Contras who engage in offensive 
operations. The obligations being to cut off our humanitarian 
assistance. And we'd do that. That is our policy. Therefore, I 
would think we would have some influence. 


MORE 





3767 


iow, do they answer to our beck and call totally? 
Absolutely not. 


Let me say one other thing. Both Esquipulas and Tela 
called for repatriation or demobilization, but required that it be 
voluntary. And the United States is -- it is very important to the 
United States that it be voluntary. And you will not see us 
exercising any influence or pressure in order to compel that against 
the will of the resistance. 


Q Can I follow up? It sounded earlier like your 
appeal was being made not only to Ortega, but to the Contras as well. 
And if the Contras choose to continue to fight there's really not 
much we can do except this humanitarian -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wait a minute, now. Remember this now. 
There are thousands of resistance fighters who remain in Honduras in 
their camps who are not engaged in any fighting whatsoever. There 
are some resistance fighters who are in Nicaragua and on the border 
in Honduras who are entitled to defend themselves -- defensive, 
protective fighting. It is only offensive operations that are 
prohibited. 


If, in fact, these allegations are true, the allegations 
are that that was offensive operations. 


Q Mc. Secretary, you said that matters may clarify 
themselves tomorrow. Do you intend, does the administration intend 
to ask Ortega for an explanation of these comments? 


SECRETARY DAKER: We don't have any -- we don't have 
discussions and dialogue with Ortega. But we've made our position 
very clear here, I think, tonight. And I'm sure that he'll get wind 
of that. 


8) -- your obligation to cut off funding if you find 
that troops have engaged in offensive activities. 


SECRETARY BAKER: You're going to have to yell, because 
there's a machine back here. 


Q You mentioned the obligation of the U.S. to cut off 
assistance to those who engage in offensive operations, Has the 
United States in fact cut off any assistance to any Contra troops who 
are in the region? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I know we've cut off essistance to come 
Contra groups that were engaged in human rights violations, and I'll 
have to leave it to the expert on whether or not we've actually cut 
off funds for people engaged in offensive operations. tave we? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ARONSON: We did. Yes. 

SECRETARY BAKER: Yes, we have. 

Q Can you give us some details on that, please? 
SECRETARY BAKER: We'll be glad to provide them for you. 


What's your problem in having a talk with Ortega and 
telling him that this would be a terrible deed? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You know, we've said for a long time 
we'd be glad to sit down and talk to Ortega or talk to the 
Nicaraguans once they fulfill the promises that they made to a whole 
lot of countries in Esquipulas, in Tela, and once they've talked to 
their own people, whict those agreements require that they do and 
which they undertook to agree to do. They should talk to the 
resistance; that was a part of Tela. They also ought to make sure 
that the ground is tilled for a fully free and fair election in 
Nicaragua. We have serious concerns, as do many others here. And 
I'm not going to name the countries, but we have concerns about 
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whether or not the opposition is going to be given adequate access to 
the media in order for the election to be considered free and fair -- 


Q What's your problem in talking to them directly 
instead of through third parties or through us? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Because our policy in this regard is 
quite clear. And we think they ought to carry out their promises and 
their agreements before they sit down. Their problem is not with the 
United States cf America, their problem is with their own people. 

The people that they continue to oppress and the people that they 
continue to deny a chance for democracy and freedom, and the very 
people that they continue to deny basic human rights to. 


Q Mc. Secretary, do you have a position from a policy 
point of view as to who started the skirmishes? You said the 
Sandinistas had been engaged in offensive operations. Are you saying 
that they started it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: On these kinds of things, is sort of 
like the fog of war. I don't guess you ever know, really, who starts 
it. But it is true that the resistance are entitled to defend 
themseives and to protect themselves. So who knows whether one 
incident was in reponse to an instant that happened the day before? 
Those things are very, very difficult to ascertain. That's why I'm 
saying to you that I would suggest that if, indeed, he goes forward 
with this, it might well be just as an excuse to continue to deny his 
people the right to a free and fair election. You know, the 
registraticn numbers in Nicaragua are way up. I think 90 percent of 
the eligible voters registered. That's never happened before. And 
maybe that's causing him a little bit of heartburn. 


Q Did you reach agreement to reinstate the coffee 
agreement -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: We did not reach agreement to reinstate 
the coffee agreement. There was some talk about that among the 
producer nations. But it was determined by the producer nations that 
this meeting was not for that purpose, not for th purpose of 
executing specific documents or communiques or chat sort of thing. 


Q Did you make any progress toward the drug summit 
today? 


SECRETARY BAKER: On the what summit? 
Q The drug summit. 


SECRETARY BAKER: We disccussed the importance of having 
an Andean drug summit. President Bush indicated that he would like 
very much to work with President Barco to bring that about. We did 
not arrive at a date, nor did we have any discussion about the place. 


Q Has the U.S. directed the Treasury Department to 
name Manuel Woriega as an agent of communist Cuba? 


SECRETARY BAKER: The question is, has the United States 
directed the Treasury Department to name Manuel Noriege as an agent 
for Cuba? And the answer is, he has been so named. te was so named 
today, and there is a release in Marlin's office that you can get 
that'll give you a lot of the details. But what this will do is 
permit our economic sanctions to apply with greater force and effect 
to some 32 businesses in Panama that he has an intexest in. 


Q Mc. Secretary, apparently President Menem has said 
this evening that he plans to go to Nicaragua as he leaves this 
gathecing hece. Should he do that if, indeed, President Ortega is 
nulling the cease-fire? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Only iff he's going to go to Nicaragua 
and try and convince him to live up to the cease-fire. Then it might 
be useful, it seems to me. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, if you don't know who is the 
protagonist in these skicmishes, then how do you know that Mr. Ortega 
isn’t justified in abrogating the cease-fire, as Mr. Aronson 
acknowledged, if you don’t know who started it? 


Because these skirmishes, as I've just pointed out, have 
been going on for quite a while. And it doesn't seem to me that you 
jump out here and abrogate the cease-fire with respect to one of them 
when they've been taking place for quite some time unless you're 
seriously concerned that you might lose an election if it were 
halfway free and fair. 


According to the figures that the the Defense 
Ministry is putting out -- and you say you have no reason to doubt 
the latest -- the 18 brought to 48 Sandinista soldiers dead this 
month. And one wonders whether this -- and yy Claim that there's 
been a real step-up just in the last few weeks in the fighting in the 
Contra attacks. Do you have any reason to doubt this? And if «-- 
why? Can you give us -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ARONSON: The Ministry of Defense of 
the Nicaraguan government is not a reliable source for statistics 
often. And many of those claims we have checked out have not found 
them to be accurate. We will try to check out this one. But simply 
because they put out a figure does not mean that it is necessarily 
true. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me tell you, Savl, there are a lot 
of other things that are required by this agreement. We talked at 
the White louse a day or so ago about the arms shipments that 
continue to come from Nicaragua to the FMLN; that's a violation of 
this agreement. It's a violation of this agreement tor the 
Sandinistas to continue to refuse to let political prisoners out of 
jail -- some 6,000 of them. It's a violation of this agreement for 
them to refuse to sit down and talk to the resistance. 


Maybe if they -- picking up on Helen's question -- it may 
be if they'd sit down and talk with the resistance, the cease-fire 
would be in a lot better shape to hold on both sides. 


Q But what's the United States -- you said that the 
United States, rather than seek military confrontation or go back, 
wants to do something to enhance the peace process. What is the 
United States going to do to help enhance the peace process and renew 
the cease-fire rather than the war? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we're going to be working as -- 
if indeed the cease-fire collapses, we're going to be working as hard 
as we can to reinstate the cease-fire. I think the United States did 
a lot to bring about the cease-fire in the first instance, and we 
will continue to take the kinds of actions we did that brought it 
about. 


Q Can I ask you what Mr. Bush's reaction was to Canada 
joining the OAS? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That was a very -- he felt very 
positively about that, said so in his intervention, and I might say, 
so did many of the other speakers there. 


Q When Ortega brought up the Contra attacks on the 
Sandinistas, no one in the meeting challenged him or asked a question 
or tried to get an explanation? 


SECPETARY BAKER: It wasn't that kind of a meeting. The 
meeting was run so that you had interventions by each of the heads of 
state, one after the other. President Cristiani followed President 
Ortega and he made a very impassioned plea and appeal for President 
Ortega to stop sending weapons to the FHNLN insurgency. President 
Acias, indeed, said that he was disappointed because he had just 
returned from a session with the El Salvador government and the FMLN, 
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and he said he was sorely disappointed at the inflexibility that the 
FMLN was demonstrating in those talks. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 7:35 P.M. (L) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #189 
MONDAY. OCTOBER 30, 1989, 12:00 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MS. TUTWILER I have one brief announcement to make 


Just a reminder There will be a BACKGROUND briefing today at 
3:00 p.m. in this room on the Secretary's trip to Australia 


I'll be happy to answer any of your questions that I 
can 


Q Are you any clearer now about what the attitude 
of the Nicaraguan government is about maintaining the 
cease-fire? 


The fundamental question is this -- in our mjnds, 
Jim - is Mr. Ortega for the electoral process or a resumption 
of violence? We hope that the Government of Nicaragua will not 
restart the war as an excuse to derail the electoral process 


We note that President Ortega appears to have 
qualified his original, unilateral declaration that the 
Government of Nicaraqua would end the cease-fire We hope, as 
the President said in San Jose, that the Nicaraguan government 
will not take this backward step that would be so destructive 
to the democratization and peace process in Central America 


Q What does his statement do to the certification, 
which Secretary Baker says that he will require from the 
various key committees on the progress toward elections and 
peace in Central America? 


Mm What 1 thought I'd do for you all today, in 
addition to the treat of being here at 12:00 noon, is to have a 
special treat; and when we finish our briefing, the senior 
official responsible for this region will be available to 


answer any and all of your quest 10ns on BACKGROUND ne Was 
supposed to come in with me, but he got detained upstairs with 
the Secretary Ll just thought that would be more productive 


for you all 


Q So lalt i] b) iStopone all the other gue stions unt il 


then? 
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s Right, if that's okay with you all 
) Can we change the subject slightly? 
“ Sure 
Q Thank you Yesterday, the Assistant Secretary of 
State for Europe expressed some surprise at statements by a 
Soviet official -- Shishlin -. that seemed to indicate that 


members of the Warsaw Pact could, in fact, quit the alliance 
without any intervention by the Soviet Union This statement 
was followed up or echoed by two other officials, Primakov and 
Gerasimov I'm wondering if, on reflection, the State 
Department had anymore studied reaction to these unusual 
statements by the Soviet officials? 


A Our reaction is very much in line with what 
Assistant Secretary Seitz said yesterday The remarks made by 
several Soviets, including Communist Party Spokesman Shishlin, 
went considerably farther than comments we have heard 
officially 


We would have to hear more to determine if it really 
is Soviet policy to let Eastern European countries abandon, 
their Pact membership if they want to 


Q Has there been any plan to get together with the 
Soviets and discuss this? 


A Not that | know of 

Q Would you like to comment on the Soviet 
activities in the Middle East? Tarasov was in Tunis and today 
he's in Cairo Do you feel that they're support ing the Baker 
plan? 

is) l don't know whether to characterize they are 
supporting or not supporting [ know that this 18 something 
that Secretary Baker has discussed on every occasion he's met 
with Minister Shevardnadze, and [ have no reason to believe 
that they are not encouraging the election process ]1 cannot 


say whether they are supporting Baker's five points or not 


As I mentioned several days ago, Baker has not seen 
Shevardnadze since the five points came up, so those two 
gentlemen have not discussed it 


Hut the verall Dpvral e in tne Middle rast ang the 
election concept, |] believe they ari 7 the record Dut check 
their record, on what their views are Lhat 

Q Vid the Soviets know what the five points 


contained? 
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“ I do not know if at @ level other than 
Secretary Baker the five points have been conveyed to the 
Soviet Union, [ don't know ['ll check for you [ know that 


Secretary Baker has not spoken or seen Minister Shevardnadze 
since we were in New Yor 


Q Have there been other contacts with the Soviet: 
on the election process, not specifically the five points? 


“ No - if you Mean @ visit similar to a trip that 
Ambassador Ross took earlier in the year 


Q No l mean any contacts diplomatic channels 

me [ can't speak to if there's ever been a cable 
written abdout it 1 can @o look for you I don't know 

Q Margaret, co you nave any comment nm tne 
Washington Post front page story from Israe] about using 
(inaudible) interview that shed a negative hight on the outcome 
of these consultations jer the five points the peace plan’ 

" No i Of t Have 4 Particular comment | 
piece - 

Q HAY | ers jeer) aT \ recs "my ; Tech a ; . De tiwe , , ‘ al 
secretary and any of the ther partis ? 

A Nx AS you knOu ecretary Baker Ll believe 
lef t nis res} Geni t+ i Lf Tis 7 aS ar ing be) ‘i “” rm ’ rr) ‘ 
morning we Spe nt ti oay . ae t 4 ,_ ta y) 4 aitn rPresice am {4 Lae 
and yesterday ne spent : ay with His family inere have ? 
no contacts j at ' _Veark ' wnat iid rar wire ’ jay 

Q 00 you have any comment on the almost daily 
series of editorial! . against S6 re? ary Hake? if met wa r i gt 
Times? 

A Di | Nave what 

Q Any commen? Or Tne ePFoqgilintoriail ' ' he Washingt: y 
Times almost Gailiy editorials attacking ne poi y 7 
Mr Baker in different areas 

re] . 

‘ + _ y ’ " " " 
any : ror a7 ' ’ " ' : 

' f bal ij ' 4 1 ; 4 

2) N i } . ‘ } ; ‘ +7 h : 
4aic / a» jay : i ; . : 

‘ r ; r? at ~ ay - - i 1y : 
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Q Do you have any updated information on the six 
Americans detained in Mozambique over the weekend, and what are 
your expectations in terms of their release? 


a They've been released. The six U.S. citizens 
were members of a medical missionary team who were under 
detention because they entered Mozambique illegally. They have 
now been released. 


Our Embassy in Manuto reports that the Americans are 
in good physical condition. As yet, we do not know their plans 
for onward travel. 


According to the sponsoring organization, the 
Christian Emergency Relief Team, the group's mission was to 
provide medical assistance to Mozambican refugees in Malawi. 
We are not sure how the Americans arrived in Mozambique. 


We wish to take this opportunity to remind those 
Americans planning to visit Mozambique that they should obtain 
proper documentation. 


Q Do you know when they were released? 
y 

A [I found out about it in the last 45 minutes. I 
don't have a specific time for you. 

Q {t occurred in at least this 24-our period? 

A Yes. 

Q Has the Ambassador had a chance to see them as 
was promised by the government? 

A I know the government. promised it. I don't know 


if she has actually seen them or not. Our Embassy reports the 
Americans are in good physical condition. But whether the 
Ambassador has yet seen them, it's a detail [ don't have. 


Q Has there been any changes or amendments to the 
five points since Mr. Baker received the letter of Mr. Arens? 


A As I've stated a number of times, that is 
something that the three principals are continuing to discuss, 
and so I cannot characterize for you whether a word has been 
changed; a phrase, a sentence, a paragraph, etc. When the men 
have something to announce, they will announce it. But I'd 
rather not get into what they're doing, other than to 
characterize it as I have -- almost every day -- they are 
engaged in trying to work out this framework. 


Q Are you in a position to publish the five points 
now? 


a Today? No, we're not today. 
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Q Tomorrow? 
a Tomorrow? No. 
Q It's very clear from the Israeli answer that the 


proposals have been available to the press and they are 
commenting on it. 


a As I've characterized a number of times, the 
press reports that we have seen have not yet characterized them 
literally and accurately and exactly. I have also said that 
Secretary Baker is prepared at some point in time, in the 
future, to release a copy of the five points, which we will do, 
but I can't tell you when that's going to be. : 


Q Is this process going to come to a halt once the 
Secretary embarks on his trip to Australia until he gets back? 


A 1 wouldn't think so. There is such a thing as a 
telephone. Just as we talked to Minister Arens last week when 
he was in Brussels doing other business, Secretary Baker has 
the option of using the telephone when he's located somewhere 
else. 


Q Let me persist, despite your reluctance. There 
are reports from Israel that, in fact, Secretary Baker has 
accepted more or less the Israeli position on one of the two 
main issues in contention. 


According to those reports. the Secretary agreed that 
the Egyptian role would be minimized. If you can't answer as 
to whether, indeed, the Secretary has agreed, can you please 
characterize the U.S. attitude toward the Egyptian role in this 
process? How extensive it is; how instrumental it is; how 
indispensable Egypt is to the process if, indeed, she is? 


A It goes without saying, as we've been up here --- 
I think we're now going on - this is maybe our fourth week - 
that Foreign Minister Meguid is obviously very involved with 
Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister Arens. 


Q Can you perhaps answer directly to the words they 
used, such as - 


A Your instincts were correct when you said, in the 
first part of your question, that [ was not going to answer 
it. I'm not going to answer it. 


Q Is Egypt indispensable to the process? Would you 
use that word? 


A All three players, I would say, are very 
important to the process. All three are engaging, all three 
are working hard. I'm not going to characterize that one is 
more important than the other. 





4777 


aie Monday, 10/30/89 


Q There's a story in Yedioth Acharonoch, the 
Israeli paper, that the Israelis and the Egyptians are 
conducting quiet talks about perhaps using some deportees -- 
Palestinian deportees -- to make up part of a Palestinian 
delegation. Have you heard anything about that? 





a No. 

Q Margaret, when you said that Secretary Baker will 
be ready to announce the 5-point plan at a certain point in the 
future -- 

a I've always said that. 

Q -- does this -- excuse me? 


I've always said. I've been consistent on that. 


Q Yes. Does this mean the point of success or the 
point of failure? 


A I said it would come at either point, so I'm 
still consistent. ii 
Q Do you foresee any change or amendment to the 


S5-point plan after you said last week that the Secretary 
finished reviewing the Israeli reservation? In the near 
future, do you foresee that these could be amended? 


a We have always said, as I believe the Secretary 
himself has said, that he is more than glad to review this. He 
is willing to look at it. What I cannot do for you is tell you 
which part -- has he/have they -- I cannot, unfortunately, get 
into that level of detail for you. I just cannot do it. 


Q Margaret, since this drive, this peace 
initiative, has been on the drawing board and has been going 
through steps, the Israeli press has been forthcoming more than 
the United States Administration, and most of the revelations 
that I have seen in the Israeli press prove the point that the 
Israeli press, to its credit, they were accurate on the -- they 
hit it in the right direction. 


A You're assuming that the Israeli press -- I've 
seen it published twice -- have published the literal, 
accurate, verbatim five points. That's your assumption. I've 
said that as of yet, in any press, including American, have we 
seen them. 


Q Margaret, is the State Department working on the 
reports of technological transfer from [Israel to South Africa, 
or is -- 
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A I just answered that question by saying [I didn't 
have anything to add to what Richard had said. But the 
Assistant Secretary responsible for this type of thing is in 
the Congress today, on the Hill, briefing at 3:00 and is 
briefing again tomorrow morning. 


Q A related question: It doesn't have to do with 
the actual technology, but rather with the form of exchange the 
United States has had with Israel, and the Administration with 
Congress, in the past four years on this subject. 


If one goes back to May 1986, and sees that then 
Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs Chester 
Crocker briefed Jewish leaders in New York on the issue of how 
extensive [Israeli and South African military ties are. And yet 
ever since -- the reason, I believe -- accumulating evidence 
that the Administration has been extremely unwilling either to 
share that information with Congress or, indeed, to follow up 
on mild warnings to [srael to desist. 


There's a whole sequence of events going back to 
January of this year, in which cables were sent from 
Washington, were received at the Embassy in Tel Aviv, were not 
followed up and so on. Perhaps you can refer to the degree of 
reluctance on the part of the Administration to deal with the 
issue. 


Is it that the Administration is now dealing with it 
and is now sending briefers to the House and Senate because it 
has to, because the thing has been played up dramatically by 
NBC, or because the issue is generally on the mind of this 
Administration? 


A I do not know why the Assistant Secretary -- if 
it had been prescheduled -- is up on the Hill testifying twice, 
if it's not the normal course of events. I don't know. I 
didn't think to ask. 


I don't have anything from this podium today to add to 
what was said on Friday by the Deputy Spokesperson. There's 
nothing new I have on this. 


The President himself addressed it in San Jose. I 
would suggest you read his transcript. [ believe Secretary 
Baker got a question on it in San Jose, and I'd just refer you 
to their transcripts. That was 24 hours ago. 


Q I have several questions on Eastern Europe, if we 
could move to that part of the world. Beginning with 
Czechoslovakia: Do you have any comments on the events over 
the weekend? On Friday, From this podium, you expressed 


concern. 
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A Yes, I do. On October 28, the Czechoslovak 
regime used force to break up a peaceful demonstration by 
thousands of its citizens on the anniversary of the founding of 
the first independent republic in 1918. Police arrested 355 
persons and detained Western media representatives using 
tactics which have been abandoned by its neighbors. 


Prior to October 28, the regime detained and harassed 
scores of Czechoslovaks to prevent the peaceful public 
recognition of this anniversary. 


We deplore the Czechoslovak regime's actions which 
contravene the country's commitments under the Helsinki Accords 
and the Vienna Concluding Document and seriously call into 
question its stated interest in improving U.S.-Czechoslovak 
relations. The people of Czechoslovakia know what democracy is 
and they want it now. 


The U.S. calls on the Government of Czechoslovakia to 
respect the rights of its citizens and to institute the basic 
freedoms desired by the Czechoslovak people. 


Q Margaret, on that, your statement says it's 
contrary to the Helsinki Agreement. Is what happened contgary 
to what the Foreign Minister of Czechoslovakia had told Mr. 
Baker on human rights in New York, or contrary to subsequent 
meetings that were held here with high Czechoslovak officiais? 


A It certainly is not in the spirit of Secretary 
Baker's meeting with the Foreign Minister from Czechoslovakia 
in New York. 


Q There's been some question whether the pace of 
meetings has been picked up or not. But in any event will this 
have any impact? Will there be a need for more meetings, or 
will you cool them now as a protest, or how will you express 
it, apart from your statement here? 


A I don't know of a decision for that yet, Barry. 
I'd need to talk to Ambassador Schifter and with Assistant 
Secretary Seitz, and ['m sure it's something that the Secretary 
will be discussing with those two gentlemen. But as of this 
morning, no, [ don't have anything for you. 


Q Assistant Secretary Kelly said at the Middle East 
Institute -- 

Q Could we stay on this for a moment? 

A Sure. 

Q The Bulgarian leader, Todor Zhivkov, made some 


interesting statements today abcut the need for more radical 
reforms in Bulgaria. This comes at the background of 
repression of environmentalists at the ongoing conference in 
Sofia. Do you have any comment on that? 
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A Yes, I do. We welcome indications that the 
Bulgarian Government will move faster on needed reforms. 
Bulgaria still lags behind the leaders of reform in Eastern 
Europe. Recent Bulgarian willingness to permit access to the 
CSCE conference in Sofia by independent environmental activists 
is a good sign of movement toward greater political reform. So 
is new, more liberal passport law. We will wait to see 
practical results from this encouraging statement. 


Q Do you have any comment on what happened in East 
-- what's been happening in East Berlin the last few days? aA 
public dialoque it seems. 


a On East Germany, specifically the assessment of 
some of the reports that have been coming out, we hope this is 
another indication that the GDR regime is sincere about taking 
steps to meet the wishes of its population for reform. We will 
continue to watch developments in East Germany very closely, 
particularly overtures made by the regime to the opposition. 
Further comment from us must await concrete steps by the GDR 
regime to implement reform. 


Q Do you have anything on the news that an 
opposition group is forming within the Romanian Communist Party? 


A No. I haven't heard about that. 


Q One more on Hungary: The Hungarian leader, Imre 
Pozsgay, is going to be in town this week. Can you tell us 
anything about your -- is he meeting with Mr. Baker? 

A We leave tomorrow night at 11:30 from Andrews. 


['m unaware if it's on Baker's schedule for tomorrow. I'll be 
glad to check for you. I'm unaware of this gentleman's visit 
here, so ['ll have to check for you. 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East now? NBC News 
said last Friday night that [srael is in fact working on a 
hydrogen bomb, and that if we sell them the Kray supercomputer, 
that that's what they're going to put it to use for. Can you 
tell us if that's true? 


—. I don't know if that is true or false. Richard, 
did you answer supercomputer questions on Friday? 


MR. BOUCHER: I don't think it came up on Friday. 


A ['ll get something for you, Richard says, and we 
can post it for you. 


Q Assistant Secretary Kelly said at the Middle East 
seminar that the dialogue between America and the PLO is a 
successful card in the foreign policy of the United States. Do 
you feel that the PLO is playing a role in the peace process? 
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a I'm not going to, obviously, contradict what 
Assistant Secretary Kelly said. He speaks for this 
Administration. te oversees this important region, and [ would 
just refer you to his transcript I haven't read it -- 
unfortunately, f was out of town -- and [ don't have anything 
to add to what he said or how he characterized it. 


Q Margaret, Secretary Baker has said that he 
doesn't want to start adding changes for one side without 
looking into the changes for the other side. Now, if there is 
change now in one word or one phrase, as might be the case, 
would that be for one side or for both sides? 


A His point was that once you start down this ‘road 
and you make a change here, it's going to probably prompt a 
change there. That was all he was saying. That hasn't changed 
today. Those are still his views. 


Q So there is no change -- 


A [I have not characterized for you all what 
Secretary Baker may or may not have changed, and I use the 
words “phrase, sentence, word,” etc. [I'm not going to, 
unfortunately, today. oe 


Q Margaret, do you happen to know if Paul Nitze is 
a consultant in any form for the Administration, and, if he is, 
do you happen to know if the speech he made on the Soviet Union 
last week in Connecticut -- which was the sort of criticism Mr. 
Gates would have made had he made his speech --~ was submitted 
to the State Department for review or even to be read here? 


A I don't know, Barry, on both accounts. I believe 
that, as his letter to the President stated, he resigned and as 
I believe was taking employment -- I think it was at Johns 
Hopkins off the top of my head. 

Q He is there very much. But I --. 

a I don't know if he is a consultant. 

Q He had an accident subsequent - 

A Correct. 

Q It's not clear to me whether he is a part-time 


consultant or simply separated. 


A I don't know. I'll be glad to check with Reggie 
(Bartholomew) and find out for you, and [ don't know what the 


policy is on private citizens clearing their speeches at the 
State Department. 


Q Even if courtesy, as Richard said last week. 
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a Yes. I don't know. I'll find out for you. 
Q Margaret, on the Middle East again. Another 


story from the widely praised Israeli press, saying that Prime 
Minister Shamir has told visiting American Jewish leaders the 
other day discreetly that unless he hears from President Bush 
within two or three days about a date -- a firm date for the 
meeting at the White House, he's going to cancel his trip to 
the United States. 


Do you have anything on that, and is that an ultimatum? 


a I'm not going to characterize what the Prime 
Minister has said. I haven't seen that report, and I don't 
have a comment on it. 


C Let me try it this way: Would it be -~- after 
all, the Secretary's on the phone just about every other day 
with the Foreign Minister of Israel, the Foreign Minister of 
Egypt. You have people talking to the PLO for you. Would it 
be helpful to this U.S. attempt to get the elections going if 
the Prime Minister came to Washington, and also would it be 
helpful if he got a chance to discuss the issues with the 
"resident and the Secretary of State? ~~ 


4 I think that anything that anyone can do to move 
this process forward, to help us come to closure, would be 
constructive. I cannot speak to a Presidential scheduling item 
or the President's schedule. 


Q I realize. But if it would be helpful -- and I 
guess the -- what's the opposite? -- the opposite is that 
keeping him out of here or discouraging him from coming or his 
own decision not to come would be unhelpful? 


" As I've characterized it, which is my 
understanding -- [ know very little about his private trip, is 
my understanding, to the United States. Secretary Baker, when 
asked, [ believe -- when was it? Wednesday of last week -- 


referred you all to the White House for the President's 
schedule. I do not have any more information on Prime Minister 
Shamir's schedule than I do on the President's. And so -- 


Q It was on the narrow issue of - 
o I know what you're trying to ask me. 
Q --— will he see the President? An anonymous plant 


in a newspaper that the U.S. would rather he not see the 
President, or is going to try not to have him see the President. 


a Well, that's just -- 
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Q So that was the context -- [I'm talking a larger 
context. How on the one hand you can, you know, be calling 
Arens up ali over Europe, and at the same time not be eager to 
see the Prime Minister of Israel -- 


a No one said we weren't eager to see the Prime 
Minister of Israel. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on developments in 
the southern Sudan? 


A No. 


Q Has the issue of the visit been raised in these 
phone conversations between Mr. Baker and Mr. Arens during this 
telephone diplomacy? 


q Not that I'm aware of, but I'll be glad to ask 
the Secretary. 


Q Margaret, do you have any report on the talks in 
New York today between the U.S. and the Soviet Union on the 
inspection regimes for the chemical weapons agreement? It 
wash't a very well phrased question. Do you want me to respose 
it or -- 


7 No. I know what you're asking me. We'll be 
holding these bilateral meetings, as you say, in New York from 
October 30 until November 3 for the purpose of developing 
procedures for implementing the memorandum of understanding on 
chemical weapons which was signed by the Secretary and Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze at last month's Wyoming Ministerial. 


The memorandum of understanding calls for the two 
nations to exchange data on their chemical weapons stockpiles 
and provides for methods of verifying that data. The sides 
will work on the mechanics of carrying out those commitments. 


We will also have an initial discussion of the 
initiative President Bush presented at the U.N. last month to 
reduce U.S. and Soviet chemical weapons stockpiles dramatically 


The reason, Ralph, that they're meeting in New York is 
the principal members of both delegations or negotiating teams 
were already scheduled to be in New York, and so for 
convenience they decided to meet while both were in New York. 


Q Do you have anything further on that so far as 
locking that into the larger 40-nation thing, and are they 
meeting at the U.N, or is it just New York City? 


4 I don't know physically where they're meeting. 


Q Well, they're -- 
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o I mean, [ know it's New York. I[ don't know what 
buildins. I'll find out for you. 


~ All right. More on wy wird is whether -- if 
there's any connection or if any of this material will be 
exchanged with or referred to or if there's anybody sitting in 
from, you know, the 40-nation, which is sort of a parallel 
track. 


- I don't know, Barry. I'll find out for you 
Q Does this include nuclear weapons’ 
o My understanding of this is the team's on 


chemical weapons. 


Q Margaret, do you know which Committee Richard 
Clarke is speaking before? 


ro No. But do you, Richard or Kim? We can post it. 
MR. BOUCHER: [t's on the public schedule. 


4 It's on the public schedule that's been postgd 
this morning. 


Q Are his statements going to be the be-all and 
end-all, or can we continue to question you about this? 


a I den't think anything in this town is ever the 
be-all and end-all. 


Q All right 

A How could you ever say that? 
y Can I go back to Mr. Kelly -- 
A Go back to what? 


Q Mr. Kelly ~— Assistant Secretary Kelly In his 
testimony a few weeks ago, he did not characterize the dialogue 
between the United States and the PLO as to be of -- 
productive, and there was quite some consternation among some 
Palestinian-—Americans and others about his assessment of the 
dialogue. 


Now he comes with his statement at the Middle East 
Institute on Saturday night, and he makes it more positive. 
What happened when he shifted from being non-committal and 
non-appreciative at the beginning and now he's appreciating 
this process? 
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a ['ll be perfectly honest with you. I was in 
Costa Rica. I have not read Assistant Secretary Kelly's 
remarks, and ['ll be honest with you, I don't remember what day 
he testified. I haven't read those either So I cannot get 
out here and do a comparison for you of what he said on one day 
and what he said on the other 


I do know -— and I'm sure he would tell you if he was 
here -- he is 100 percent plugged in, supportive, working with 
Secretary Baker on what Secretary Baker is doing. But I can't 
debate with you, because [I haven't read it all, of what he said 
on these different days. But I'd find it very unusual if there 
is some big difference in what he said one day and the next. 


Q Margaret, you said earlier that you have nothing 
to add to the podium's statements on Friday -- 

os Right 

Q -~- and presumably your earlier statements in the 
week on the question of the [sraeli-South African military 
relationship. Do you have anything -- should we assume that 


there has been no change either in Secretary Baker's personal 
knowledge of the Israeli-South African military relationshjp 
since the NBC News report last week? That is, has he had a 
report? At the time he said he was not aware of the 
relationship Has he -- 


A I believe I said “full knowledge," that I 
discounted the “full knowledge” statement that was on the air. 


Q There was a report subsequently that brings him 
up to speed, if you will, and now that he could assert to have 
full knowledge of the relationship, to the extent it exists. 


A Without specifically commenting on whether -- 
which we have done -- it's an alleged case. Secretary Baker 
has, obviously, had -- and in a generic, broad brush sense -- 
been brought up to speed on what may or may not be going on. 


Q Does he have any dispute with the press reports, 
as you seem to be willing to state on other matters? 


a Sorry, Ralph. That gets into answering, and the 
President of the United States himself did not answer this one 
Saturday in Costa Rica, on saying whether it's -- yes, it's 
factually correct, factually incorrect, what part is correct or 
not. [ just am sorry, [{ can't do that 


Q He did in the case of the five points I thought 
you might be interested in doing it in some other matters as 
well. 


Q Margaret, is Baker going to do something about it? 
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= Do something about what? 
Q The Israeli-South African relationship. 


technology transfer Is he going to pursue this, or is he just 
going to let it sort of be Forgotten by the press and 
everybody? (Laughter) 


s The Secretary will -- he's not forgotten it 
This is difficult to talk about, since this entire thing is so 
classified The Secretary will do whatever the Secretary deems 
is necessary. I[ don't know and haven't asked him. How's that 
for an answer? I don't know. B6rilliant, right? 

Q What is necessary? ‘ 

i Because what you're wanting me to do is comment 
that it's accurate, and [ cannot do that. I'm sorry [ know 
it's frustrating for you 


Q Any words on this senior official who might brief 
us on the -- 


a I know. He is still detained with the Secretary, 
so if you all want to stop, and then we'll call you right pack 
as soon as he can get here Would that be okay? 

Q Yes. 

“ Perfect 

Q Thank you 


ns Thank you all 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





« MOZAMBIQUE - FURTHER ON SIX DETAINED AMERICANS 





Q: Did the American medical missionaries meet with the U.S. 
Ambassador? 
A: -- YES. THIS MORNING (OCTOBER 30) AT ABOUT 10:30 a.m. EST, 
THE GOVERNMENT OF MOZAMBIQUE INFORMED U.S.AMBASSADOR 
MELISSA WELLS THAT THE §1X AMERICAN MEDICAL MISSIONARIES 


WERE ABOUT TO BE RELEASED. 
-~- SHE AND OTHER MEMBERS OF THE EMBASSY STAFF IMMEDIATELY 
PROCEEDED TO THE PLACE WHERE THE AMERICANS WERE BEING HELD, 
MET WITH THEM, AND OFFERED TO ASSIST THEM IN EVERY 
APPROPRIATE WAY. 

Q: So when exactly were they released? 


A: ON OCTOBER 30, AT ABOUT 11:30 a.m. EST. 


Q: When were they first detained, and by whom? 


A: THEY WERE DETAINED ON OCTOBER 24, BY MOZAMBICAN TROOPS. 








Postec: October 39, 1020 


TAKEN QUESTION 
October 30,1989 


HUNGARY: POZSGAY VISIT 





Q: Who is Hungarian Minister of State Imre Pozsgay meeting 
with during his visit to Washington later this week? 


A: WE UNDERSTAND MINISTFP OF STATE POZSGAY WILL ATTEND A 


BREAKFAST HOSTED BY THE CSCE COMMISSION ON PRINAY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND 6RIEFING 
MEETING IN COSTA RICA 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1989 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll just take 
questions. I don't have a statement. Margaret thought that 
you might have some questions about the meeting or what came 
out of the meeting. 


Q Actually, we started asking about the 
statements from Nicaragua. Particularly, given the fact that 
they were moderated somewhat by President Ortega's since 
Friday, what does this do to the scenario in this country in 
which the -- What is it? Eight committees will send a 
certificate to the Secretary of State saying that progress is 
being made? And if they don't certify, then what happens? 


A Let me just clarify what the process is. 
Four committee chairs and the leadership would simply, by 
letter, say that the aid will continue as originally agreed 
upon in the Bipartisan Accord, through the February 
elections. They do not have to certify that progress is 
being made. 


Originally, we agreed that the assistance would 
continue through the election process but there would be a 
review effective November 30 by the committee chairs and the 
leadership of the ontire process. I would note that Senator 
Mitchell said on one of the networks on Sunday that he fully 
expects the assistance will continue. 


I'd also note that at the time the Bipartisan 
Accord was announced, Chairman Fascell and Chairman Obey, who 
are two of the signatories, put out a joint press release 
saying that they fully anticipated that the assistance would 
continue through the elections in February unless they were 
“extraordinary circumstances." So we expect that the 
assistance will continue as the bipartisan leadership of the 
Congress agreed to do in the Bipartisan Accord which was 
signed at the White House. 
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If the assistance does continue and the 
ceasefire is broken and fighting resumes, can that assistance 
be translated into military assistance? 


a No. It is strictly humanitarian, 
non-lethal; strictly defined as such. 


Q Would you sort of go beyond that? There's 
an obvious question left hanging which is, what is the 
Administration's view of whether there should be resumed 
military aid to the Contras if Mr. Ortega carries out his 
threat to resume military attacks against the Contras? 


A Our strong desire, as the President made 
clear in San Jose, is that the electoral process continue and 
that it be free and open and fair. We are committed to 
supporting the ceasefire. That's been our policy since the 
Bipartisan Accord. It continues today. We hope and expect 
that the Government of Nicaragua will not unilaterally 
violate the ceasefire or abrogate it. That would be a severe 
blow to the democratization and peace process, and I think 
most disinterested observers would conclude that it was taken 
as a pretext to end the electoral process. 


It seems to us that the electoral process has 
broad international support and legitimacy. The Soviet Union 
also has said that it hopes and expects the electoral process 
will go forward. Our impression was that many Latin leaders 
were shocked and disappointed by the threat to abrogate the 
ceasefire and made those views known to the Government of 
Nicaragua. We hope that they will reconsider this action. 


Senator Dole said yesterday that should 
there be free and fair elections in Nicaragua, it goes 
without saying that Mr. Ortega would be overwhelmingly 
defeated. Oo you concur in that? What if you were in the 
position in which the elections are judged to be fair and the 
Sandinistas win them? Does that mean the United States will 
open a dialogue with a democratically, freely elected 
Sandinista Government in Nicaragua? 


a We've made it clear that if the process is 
free and fair we will respect the results. Our relations 
with the Government of Nicaragua depend on many factors. One 
is their willingness to abide by their commitments to hold 
free and fair elections. Another central issue in our 
relationship is their willingness to abide by their 
obligations under Esquipulas to stop using their territory to 
destablize their neighbors. article VI of the Esquipulas 
Agreement, which the government signed in August of 1987, 
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specifically prohibits the use of any territory by any 
signatory for irregular insurgent groups. 


The FMLN command-—and-control operates on the soil 
of Nicaragua as was evidenced by the recent arms shipment 
that the Government of Nicaragua -- excuse me, the Government 
of Honduras uncovered. They continue to help transship 
weapons to the FMLN which are used to assassinate members of 
the Cristiani government. So that issue is a fundamental one 
in our relationship and would need to be addressed as well 
before we would fundamentally re-evaluate the nature of the 
relationship. 


Q Can I clarify -- just follow up. In 
effect, you are saying it's not enough for the Sandinistas to 
establish their credentials as a democratically elected 
government? It's only when they abide by certain norms the 
United States expects them to abide by, only then would they 
be recognized and deait with as the Government of Nicaragua, 
independently of the question of whether -- 


A That is not what I said. Let me repeat 
what I said. I said that if the elections are free and fair, 
we will respect and recognize the results. Then I said, our 
relationship with the Government of Nicaragua is dependent on 
a number of issues. The issue that I cited is not a norm 
that the United States dreamed up. It is a provision of a 
treaty that the Government of Nicaragua signed and pledged to 
uphold. 


At the Esquipulas meeting, President Ortega 
specifically and publicly pledged to then President Duarte 
that he would no longer allow Nicaraguan territory to be used 
by the FMLN, or would not longer ship weapons to the FMLN. 

In fact, President Duarte told me that he asked Mr. Ortega to 
pledge this three times, with a biblical allusion. 


At the Tela Agreement, President Ortega 
reiterated this pledge, acknowledged to the other Presidents 
there that, in fact, in the past he had sent weapons to 
guerrilla groups in their country and once again said that he 
would abide by this provision of Esquipulas. 


The Security Council, in a resolution passed two 
months ago, sponsored by Colombia, reiterated the need to 
stop the flow of weapons to guerrilla groups and the Soviet 
Union and the United States reaffirmed this after the 
ministerial meeting in Wyoming. So these are not arbitrary 
norms that the U.S. has imposed. These are treaty 
obligations reaffirmed by the United Nations and they are 
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essential to our relationship but also essential to the 
relationship of Nicaragua and its neighbors. President 
Cristiani raised this issue during the informal discussions 
in San Jose and reiterated his appeal to President Ortega 
that they stop sending these weapons to the guerrilla groups 
that are trying to overthrow his Government through violence. 


Q Could you go back to the ceasefire, for a 
second? Can you just review for a second what exactly were 
the undertakings of the two parties with respect to the 
ceasefire. Is this a negotiated ceasefire or this a 
unilateral ceasefire? What is it? What are the two -- 


A I need to refresh my memory, but I believe 
that it originated in the Sapoa Agreements that were signed. 
in June of 1988. 


Q March. 

A March? I've heard two different ones. 
We'll find out. 

Q They broke up in June. 

H They broke up in June; signed in March. 


Thank you. You want to come up and help me. Ever since, as 
I understand it, the Government of Nicaragua has claimed to 
reiterate this commitment and the Resistance has reiterated 
the commitment. 


In terms of our policy, the Bipartisan Accord 
specifically endorses the ceasefire. The Secretary further 
committed that if we were in possession of facts that showed 
that units or individuals in the Resistance had engaged in 
offensive military operations, that we would cut off their 
humanitarian assistance. We have done so in the case of a 
unit commander in the Southern Front who ordered an attack on 
a supply depot back in June. 


In this particular instance, the facts are very 
unclear. The Sandinista Government claims that a group of 
Resistance forces attacked two truckloads of Sandinista army 
reservist on October 21. They claimed that approximately 17 
to 19 of their reservists were killed. They also claimed, as 
I understand it, there were no wounded in this alleged attack 
which is somewhat curious, given the number of killed. 


The Resistance claims that they did not launch 
any such attack. We are trying to find out the facts and 
we're making an effort to determine the facts. So far, the 
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Sandinista Government has not provided any independent 
evidence to verify this claim. There have been many such 
claims in the past that we have tried to look into, many of 
them have turned out to be incorrect or untrue. It is also 
very difficult to determine the facts often because you have 
very remote mountainous regions of northern Nicaragua. There 
are very small groups of Resistance combatants there. 


I would note that this is an army without 
ammunition by and large. They have not received any U.S. 
military supplies since February of 1988, while the 
Sandinista army is a well-equipped, well-supplied military 
force; in fact, the largest in Central America. The idea 
that the Resistance would routinely attack the Sandinista 
army is an unlikely event given the fact that it is an armed 
force that does not have much ammunition and has no 
capability to be resupplied. 


However, if this incident turns out to be true, 
we will, under our policy, curtail assistance to those who 
may have carried it out. 


Q How do you do that? They're given money in 
order to buy food. Would that mean that when this unit 
returns, or in the case of the unit in the Southern Front, 
when it returns to its base, it's told no more food for when 
you go back into Nicaragua? 


A Correct. 

Q Is that how it works? 

A That's how it would work, hopefully. 

Q Okay. Just one more on this one incident 


that you mentioned. Last week, Margaret said that our 
Embassy in Honduras was looking into this matter. 


A And our Embassy in Managua also. They sent 
someone up to Matagalpa to interview residents in the area of 
the attack. 

Q And have they not reported their findings, 


or have they reported their findings? 


A They have reported some preliminary 
findings. I don't want to go into detail because mostly it 
is anecdotal. They found no evidence to support the claim of 
the government. There are stories among the residents up 
there that two Sandinista army units may have accidentally 
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got into a fire fight. But I don't want to say that we know 
that is a fact, either. There are some residents who think 
that's what happened or they heard that's what happened. We 
don't know the facts. 


Q It couldn't have been a land mine? 

A Could it have been a land mine? 

Q Yeah. 

A Well, I don't think they are claiming it 


was a land mine. I think they're claiming that there were 
rifle attacks on these people. 


So, in other words, the agreements at Tela 
-- I think it was Tela -- 


A Could I make one other point? The 
government of Nicaragua has not lived up to this ceasefire - 
since it was proclaimed. They have conducted aggressive and 
continuing search-and-destroy operations against Resistance 
forces. In the period of May through September 1989, at 
least a 105 Resistance members have been killed in such 
operations. 


If you go back to the Sapoa Agreement, the 
Resistance casualties run roughly 15 to 20 a month that we 
know about. We've also investigated, as I said, a number of 
claims of attacks in the past that have not proven to be 
accurate. 


Q At Tela, I think it was, the countries of 
Central America agreed that the Contra force should be 
demobilized by December 5. That's only a month away. And 
the United States could play quite a role in the 
demobilization, were it to occur. 


Now, can you just bring us up to date on what 
you're doing to assist in a demobilization? 


a We're committed to the Tela Agreement as we 
are to Esquipulas and Tesoro Beach. If you read those 
agreements, what they describe, and what is supposed to 
happen, is a process of national reconciliation within each 
country in which a conflict is going on; and that requires, 
first, some sort of negotiations between the irregular forces 
and the government. 
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I would note that even in the middle of an 
ongoing insurgency, the Cristiani Government in E1 Salvador 
has offered to and agreed to meet every month with the FMLN 
in an effort to end the conflict there. Tela specifically 
requires “direct contacts" between the Government of 
Nicaragua and the Resistance. 


It also requires that the “basic rights and 
‘reedoms" of the Resistance are guaranteed, and that there be 
some independent means for this to be verified; and we have 
encouraged all the parties to try to make this agreement work. 


We're frankly disappointed that the Government of 
Nicaragua has not taken what would obviously be helpful in 
good-faith actions to make the process work. For instance, 
to hold negotiations. Secondly, to open up their prisons and 
let the members and relatives of the Resistance who stay in 
prison out. 


If you were trying to encourage the Resistance to 
voluntarily return -- and it is a voluntary process under 
Tela -- one would think that freeing political prisoners 
would be a good step to reassure these peasants that if they 
do return, they will not be placed in a Sandinista prison 
three, four, five months down the road. 


I would also note that America's Watch, a 
U.S.-based human rights group which, as you all know, was one 
of the toughest critics of the Resistance and in fact opposed 
military aid to the Resistance, wrote a letter to the five 
Central American Presidents on the eve of Tela about human 
rights abuses in their country, and America's Watch alleged 
that 81 members of the Resistance had been either murdered or 
disappeared by Sandinista security forces in the previous, I 
believe, year or year and a half. 


Again, if you are trying to make the process 
work, one would expect the government to investigate these 
abuses or at least condemn them and take some good-faith 
actions to build confidence among the Resistance. 


| Let me just tell you an anecdote from one of my 
own conversations with one of the Commandantes. We met with 
them actually before Tela and talked about the process of 
voluntary re-integration, and the Commandantes said, “We took 
a survey among the ranks to see who could return, and we 
determined that 30 percent might be able to return." And I 
said, “How did you arrive at that figure?" He said, “Well, 
70 percent of us have wounds on our body, and they'll always 
know we were Contras, and we'll never be safe." That's the 
reality of this dilemma. 








The Sandinistas, while saying they want the Tela 
process to work, while saying they want demobilization to 
work, refuse to take any of the steps that it seems to me a 
neutral observer might think would be helpful in encouraging 
the Resistance to test the waters. So one has to take with a 
grain of salt their professed desire to see the process 
work. Some of their allies doubt that they really want these 
peasants to come back before the elections. 


Q What is the U.S. Government doing to help 
the process work and to bring about this goal of this 
December Sth demobilization, or is that no longer practical? 
I mean, do you support December 5, or is it no longer 
practical? 


A Tela is an agreement that has to be taken 
as an integrated whole, and all of its parts have to be 
followed, and the deadline has to be consistent with all of 
the parties meeting their obligations under the agreement. 
If the Government of Nicaragua refused to meet its 
obligations or create the conditions that would allow the 
Resistance to voluntarily return, the deadline may not be 
reached. But that is their decision. The timetable is more 
in their hands than anybody else's. 


I think, as you know, we argued prior to Tela 
that the deadline was not very realistic, because we felt 
there's a human reality to this process that needs to be 
addressed. 


Q But it sounds like you're saying that 
because of the various factors you listed, the U.S. 
Government does not support and will not help bring about the 
demobilization by December 5. 


A That's not a statement of our policy. We 
embraced in the Bipartisan Accord “voluntary re-integration 
under safe democratic conditions." We have encouraged the 
Resistance to take part in this process. Even prior to Tela, 
as you know, we encouraged the political leaders of the 
Resistacce to return to Nicaragua to take part in the 
electoral campaign, and a number of the most prominent 
—* have done so. We felt that that was a sign of good 

aith. 


We've encouraged the Resistance to form a 
political commission to meet with the U.N. and the OAS. We 
facilitated the recent trip of the U.N. and the Cas to the 
camps of the Resistance -- encouraged them to mert. And we 
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have a good-fait’ commitment to see the process work, but it 
takes more than one side to make a complicated process of 
national reconciliation work. 


While the Sandinista army is sending its troops 
to mop up, wipe out and kill members of the Resistance army, 
one has to question whether they really in fact hope these 
people will return by December 5. It is not a green light to 
send your army to shoot these people. I'll cite an example 
where not only -- it wasn't even in combat. On October 3, a 
group of Miskito Indian combatants operating in the 
Bluefields area was captured by the EPS. It was a 
Commandante named Toro, and he and seven other of his men 
were executed the next day by the Sandinista army, according 
to our information. 


The stories of these incidents get back to the 
troops, and it's not an apocryphal story when they say "70 
percent of us have wounds on our body and we'll never be 
safe." So, hopefully, the Government of Nicaragua will take 
steps that will make it possible and encourage the Resistance 
to return. But it is a difficult, complex problem, and 
whether people believe it or not, the Resistance are real 
human beings, and their fears are legitimate and the 
agreement requires that those fears be addressed, and that 
their freedoms be respected. 


We also have encouraged the parties to set up 
some sort of independent verification process, perhaps such 
as existed under Sapoa where the Church would independently 
verify that the rights of the Resistance are respected. 
That's another step we have taken to try to make the process 
work, and I personally discussed that with Cardinal Obando 
about a month ago in Miami. 


MR. BOUCHER: Let's take one more question. 


Q Oh! Can we take the Miskitos out of his 
time, though. 


. SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Yes. That's 
okay. I'll take another one. 


MR. BOUCHER: We'll take two more questions and 
then have lunch. 


Pursuant to Roy's line of questioning, 
what's the U.S. attitude toward the Secretary General's 
proposal that's being discussed now in the Security Council? 
Do we expect to agree to that? Would that help the situation 
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in the conflicted areas and along the border? Could you 
address that? 


a You should ask my counterpart for 
international organizations. In principle, we have supported 
a verification role for the United Nations. Our position has 
been to stress that such a verification force needs to be 
adequate to the entire task, which means it has to also have 
the capability of preventing the use of territory by 
Nicaragua against El Salvador. It is not that difficult to 
verify the existence of 12,000 to 13,000 peasants in Yamalas 
in Honduras, but that verification mechanism would also be 
needed to try to interdict clandestine weapons and trucks, 
etc., by sea to the FMLN. 


So our position has been in principle that we do 
support it, we think it's a necessary and important part of 
the democratization and peace process, but we want such a 
force to be adequate to the task. 


Q Here's a couple that are real sort of brief 

questions. First of all, can you tell us what the state of | 
play is for the time and date of the Andean drug summit? 
And, secondly, can you tell us whether the Administration has 
reached an accommodation with key members of Congress on the 
questions that deal with how the U.S. can and should respond 
to a future Panamanian coup? 


A On the Andean summit, we talked about that 
with the Colombians in San Jose a little bit, and we're going 
to have further discussions about who will attend, where it 
will be, and the date. Nore of that has been nailed down. 
This was originally, as you know, a proposal of President 
Bush during the campaign, and it was specifically called for 
in his national drug strategy. So we're very pleased that 
it's going forward. 


I think the proposal by Colombia, Peru and 
Bolivia was to try to do it within 90 days. That's probably 
a ballpark figure, though. It might slide one way or another. 


¢ Within 90 days of this past weekend? 


a No. I think it was when they met about a 
week or so ago, but it could slide a little bit. But we hope 
to move forward on it in the next several months. 


Q The fact that you discussed it with the 


Colombians suggests that Colombia is being considered as a 
possible location? 
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A We haven't made a decision on what the 
location will be. 


Q Wait a minute. What about the other 
question? 

a On the other question is -~ you want to 
know if we reached an agreement with whom? 

Q Key members of Congress. 

Q You were up testifying last week on the 


Hill, among others. 


Q But you've also had a lot of other meetings 
and discussions and exchanges with key members of Congress on 
the question of the extent to which the United States might 
be allowed by members of Congress to assist, follow up on, or 
otherwise participate in getting Mr. Noriega out of power. — 
Have you reached an accord with members of Congress on that 
issue, and can you tell us anything about -- 


A We don't, as you know, discuss alleged 
matters relating to intelligence activities or covert 
activities. 

Q Oiscussions with Congress are intelligence 
matters? 

A John? 

Q On the business of the U.N. verification 


thing, you talked about whether it is adequate to meet the 
task there, and Tom Pickering in some of his discussions made 
the same point, talking about whether it was big enough. Yet 
at the same time Pickering is also, according to various 
Latin American officials at the U.N. who have met with him, 
said that we have some concerns about how much this is going 
to cost. Isn't there sort of an ambiguity there, and when 
are we going to resolve it? 


A I can't speak to the issue of cost. You're 
talking about another department. But I think it's going to 
be coming up within the next week or two, so I assume it will 
be resolved by then. 


Q You said at the outset that you hope and 
expect that Nicaragua will not violate or abrogate the 
ceasefire. Given what President Ortega said over the 
weekend, what gives rise to that expectation? 
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A I can't tell you we have any definitive 
grounds for saying they will not abrogate it. As you noted, 
President Ortega modified the position he had taken in San 
Jose. I think also a number of Latin leaders have publicly 
and privately made it clear that they think that this would 
be a backward step that would be extremely destructive to the 
electoral process. 


The fundamental issue is whether we're going to 
have a peaceful electoral process in Nicaragua or a return to 
violence. We want to see a peaceful electoral process go 
forward. And I would note one other point: When Mr. Ortega 
originally announced that he intended to abrogate the 
ceasefire unilaterally, he said he was compelled to do so for 
security reasons. But when he announced that he might not go 
forward, he cited the fact that there might be a change in 
how humanitarian assistance is administered. 


If that's the case, it suggests that the original 
security rationale is not compelling. If in fact it was a 
security ratior:le, that would have been overriding, one 
would think. So that leads us to believe that this was 
perhaps an attempt to find a pretext to tighten up internally 
to show some muscle to intimidate voters. And I would note 
with some disappointment that the Government of Nicaragua has 
begun to vilify the United Nicaraguan Opposition, trying to 
accuse them of being the political arm and responsible for 
alleged Contra military activities. 


There's no grounds to make that charge, but if 
you're looking for an excuse not to hold a free and fair 
election or to allow the Turbas to come back out or to 
intimidate campesinos in the northern part of Nicaragua, 
accusing the opposition of being traitors -- which I believe 
is the word that was used -- and allied with a military force 
attacking the government, that would be a good pretext. And 
I think it underscores the need for the democratic community 
to continue to monitor these elections, to send observers and 
to keep the process open. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY BAKER'S TRIP TO AUSTRALIA 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1989 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: What [I've put 
together is a bit of an overview of the two parts to this 
trip to try and give you some sense of the overall structure 
as we see it. 


As you know, there are two aspects of this trip. 
One is the Pacific Basin Ministerial and the other is the 
U.S.-Australian Bilateral. 


The first -- the Pacific Basin meeting -- will 
also involve Secretary Mosbacher and Ambassador Hills, and 
the U.S.-Australia bilateral will also involve Secretary 
Cheney and CINCPAC Hardisty. 


I'm going to devote most of my introductory 
comments to the Pacific Rim, but I'll touch briefly on the 
U.S.-Australia agenda and obviously try and handle what I 
can, and questions. 


I've organized this in five parts. One is the 
strategic purpose and objectives of the trip. Second is the 
setting; third is sort of the background preparations; fourth 
is the topics of discussion; and the fifth is the tactical 
objectives -- in other words, what we hope to achieve. 


The first, on strategic purpose and objectives: 
The purpose of this is to try and establish a new institution 
to facilitate Pacific Rim cooperations. It's our hope that 
this organization could, over time, become as important in 
the international architecture as the Bretton Woods 
institutions. Like them, it would serve to protect, 
perpetuate, and promote the political and economic values to 
which the U.S. adheres. 


This stress on political and economic values is 
one that isn't new to you. It reflects an expanded notion of 
U.S. security. It reflects the strategy of managing change 
to our advantage. 


For those of you who have looked at financial 
institutions in the past, I would draw a very rough analogy 
to this effort to what the Secretary did in the G-7 context, 
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of trying to put together an arrangement that suits a 
particular political and economic purpose with a critical 
role for the United States leadership. 


In this case, the type of economics is 
different. It's not involving macro-economics as much as it 
is micro-economics of trade and investment, but there's a 
rough analogy. 


The four strategic objectives -- why are we doing 
this, in other words -- is, first, to demonstrate strong U.S. 
engagement in the region. I believe it also has the benefit 
of providing a stablilizing political role. 


Second is to identify and overcome barriers to 
the more efficient use of trade, capital, technology, and 
labor so as to enhance mutually economic growth. 


Third is to increase the sense of mutual 
responsibility among all our economies for supporting an open 
trading and investment system. In particular, there may be 
some possibilities of working with this group to help the 
Uruguay Round reach a successful completion -- to strengthen 
the GATT system. 


And fourth is to provide a concrete effort that 
can help coalesce U.S. domestic political support for an open 
internationally economic system and for improved ties with 
the region. 


So, in summary, you have two there that are 
related to more pure economics and protecting the system. 
One that is an international political role, in terms of the 
United States’ presence in the region and the fourth deals 
with a base of U.S. support for an international system. 


The setting -- the second category -- is that 
this is obviously a very important region for the U.S. 
There's a little quote here by former Secretary of State John 
Hay that I want to bring up. As some of you may know, John 
Hay had an interesting role. He was Abraham Lincoln's 
private secretary and then he became Secretary of State 
during the turn of the century. He was quoted as saying, 
"The Mediterranean is the ocean of the past, the Atlantic the 
ocean of the present, and the Pacific the ocean of the 
future." So it has taken us about 60 years but we're finally 
into his forecast. 


Q Ninety years. 


a Right. The network of U.S. ties with the 
Pacific is much weaker than it is with Europe. This is 
something that a number of people have commented on. But the 
institutional basis for Alliance relations is nowhere near as 
developed in this region as it is in the U.S.-Atlantic ties. 
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Just to mention a few facts that stress this 
point, for those of you that are factually inclined. The 
Pacific/Asian nation share of global GNP in 1960 was only 9 
~ percent of global GNP. In 1988, it was 24 percent. That 
compares with a U.S. share of 26 percent and an EC share of 
22 percent. So the Pacific/Asian nations as a group have 
risen above the EC. 


Over the past 30 years, the four nations that are 
often referred to as the "newly industrializing nations" -- 
these are Singapore, the Republic of Korea, Hong Kong, and 
Taiwan -- have averaged real growth rates close to nine 
percent per annum. fhat is an enormous figure when you 
consider that U.S. rates are often in the 2, 3, 3 1/2, 4 
percent area. 


Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, and 
Thailand average 4 to 8 percent. What all these percentages 
come out to is an increasing important economic role. For - 
example, U.S. trade with East Asia over the past ten years 
has more than tripled, from $80 billion in i978 to $280 
billion in 1988. In comparison, the U.S. - EC trade was $85 
billion ten years ago -- so about the same base -- and is now 
$180 billion as opposed to $280 billion for East Asia. 


The Asia-Pacific region is now our primary 
trading partner. There are other examples of this. For 
example, 46 percent of all foreign students enrolled in U.S. 
universities are from South and East Asia. An aspect of it 
that many people, I think, have only begun to know is that 
the trade is moving beyond resources and raw materials to 
manufacturing and high tech. For example, the Pacific region 
now supplies nearly half of United States imports or 
manufactured goods. 


Another qualitative development is that there's 
increasing inter-regional trade and investment. What some 
people refer to as “horizontal” integration. Already a 
majority of trade from any East Asian state is with others in 
the area. By next year, some forecast that intra-agent trade 
could reach 50 percent of its total. So this is a change 
from the way that many people have looked at this region as 
simply being a series of exports to Europe and the United 
States. 


The political setting is one that also is quite 
important. There have been, over years, questions of United 
States commitment to the region. Some of this stems from the 
post-Vietnam sense of withdrawal. Some of it stems from the 
strong, positive role of Japan in the area. In some 
respects, this is very ironic because what we see in this 
area is the rise of market economies and democracies which 
actually suit the values that we're trying to promote. So, 
in our view, this leads to a need for continued United States 
leadership. | 
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The next category is the review of the 
preparations. The first point on that is that this is a 
topic that is hardly new. There's a lot of literature on 
it. People have been talking about plans for Pacific 
cooperation for years but it's never come to fruition. I 
think there are a number of reasons for this. One is, you 
have a very vast geographical expanse compared to other 
regional efforts to coordinate policy. Second, you really 
don't have the common bonds of history, culture, language, 
even political traditions. Third, there is still strong 
historical rivalries. And, fourth, there's greatly varying 
levels of development. 


You often see these in other regional regions as 
well. But I think the combination has made it difficult to 
try and put together a regional effort. You do have some 
examples. ASEAN is a very successful example. There is an 
organization called the Pacific Economic Cooperation 
Conference, often referred to as PEC, that was founded, I 
believe, around 1980. It was under Australian and Japanese 
leadership and involves governmental officials, academic 
officials, and business officials. 


From Secretary Baker's point of view, this has 
been a strategic objective of his from the start of his 
administration of the State Depariment. Indeed, it really 
traces back to some planning that we were doing at the 
Treasury Department in the summer of 1988. At that point, he 
was focusing on a slightly more macro-economic function and 
he was called to other duties so we didn't get to put it into 
implementation. But for those of you who are interested, in 
terms of long-range planning or what the foreign policy of 
the United States is setting out as its major objectives, 
this is one. 


At the start of this year, Prime Minister Hawke 
of Australia, in January, made a proposal for Pacific Rim 
economic cooperation. That's what kicked the ball rolling in 
1989. There was the ASEAN PMC meeting -- Post Ministerial 
Conference -- in July that Secretary Baker attended that 
moved the process further along. Then, in September, there's 
a senior officials meeting that made planning for this 
conference, and now we're moving in the November meeting. 


As a number of you who have read or seen before, 
the United States' approach to this has been a gradual one. 
It has focused on trying to build consensus among the 
regions. It has been sensitive to the important role of 
ASEAN. It has tried to focus on the shared interest in 
market principles. 


In terms of coverage, we've sought to have a 
broad jurisdiction -- trade, investment, infrastructure, 
natural resources, the environment -- and to see this as a 
compliment for existing multilateral institutions, not a 
competitor to them. ; 








The next category is the topics of discussions. 
There were four in this conference. One is a review of world 
and regional economic developments. The second will be 
global trade liberalization -- the role of the Asia-Pacific 
region. The third is specific opportunities for regional 
cooperation in specific areas. For example, transportation, 
communications, R&D), and so forth. And the fourth is future 
steps. 


The last category relating to this conference is, 
what are the tactical objectives? What do we hope to have 
come out of this meeting? The main one is to move forward a 
fragile process. It's still an evolutionary effort. There 
is still concern among some of the countries, including some 
of the ASEAN countries, about what this organization will do 
to the successful ASEAN regime. So we need to continue a 
gradual process. 


It leads to the second tactical objective: to try 
and come out of this meeting with agreement to have second 
and, if possibly, third meetings. At the senior officials 
meetings is ASEAN's offer to host a second meeting and the 
Republic of Korea offered to host a third meeting. If we can 
nail that down, I think the institutional process will be on 
its way. 


A third tactical objective is to try and reach 
some agreement on an informal mechanism to prepare for these 
meetings. There has been a rejection of the OECD type 
secretariat structure but there's been an interest in perhaps 
some informal use of senior officials, or otherwise, to make 
sure that the issues are teed up for the Ministers when they 
meet. 


Another beneficial result would be to begin to 
focus on some joint projects in some of the specific areas, 
and, finally, to perhaps strengthen the base of support for 
the Uruguay Round objectives. There is some commonality of 
purpose between the nations of this region and the United 
States in trying to strengthen the GATT system. We hope to 
work together to that end. 


The other topic I just wanted to mention briefly 
was the U.S.-Australian bilateral. On that, I drew out seven 
topics, or categories, for discussion. One is the review of 
the strategic environment; second, East-West relations; 
third, regional issues; fourth, review of other regions -- 
for example, the Middle East; fifth, economic; sixth, arms 
control; and, seventh -- a catch-all -- other, including 
topics like drugs and South Africa and Antartica. 











So, that's the opening. Now, I'll try and take 
your questions. 


Q I was just wondering. On the Pacific Rim 
thing, you didn't mention it but it really sounds like it's 
going to be the United States and Japan plus others. Is it 
not, in terms of economic preponderance? 


A I don't think that's a fair 
characterization. I don't have the statistics right at my 
fingertips. But take the six ASEAN nations -- a population 
of roughly 300 million, as I recall; a GNP of about $200 
billion. You take the size of Korea, in terms of our trading 
patterns, people are used to seeing these as perhaps small 
growing economies. But when you start to compare them with 
economies that we've long assumed have played influential 
roles, they're zooming way ahead. It's not surprising, if 
you talk about nine percent growth. 


There is no doubt that the United States and 
Japan loom large as the significant economies in this 
region. I know the United States, and I believe Japan, have 
tried to proceed with this arrangement in a very gradual 
fashion. We both want to communicate a sense of the positive 
possibilities for the other nations in the region without 
posing a threatening role. 


Indeed, if you think about it, it certainly does 
offer that. Because a multilateral forum, frankly, provides 
better opportunities for nations as a group to deal with 
potential friction than they would in bilateral relations. 
You can make a strong argument that if the United States is 
dealing, for example, with the palm oil issue with one 
country, it will be imbalanced as opposed to if you're 
dealing with the nations as a group. 


So in pure economics, yes, the United States and 
Japan are by far the largest economies. In terms of how they 


have handled themselves in this operation, both have been 
very judicious in terms of the development. 


You spoke of free trade as an objective. I 
assume you mean within the group, and also you meant this 
group -- you referred to “this group" -- relating to other 
international groups. But could you speak a little bit of 
how a single nation outside this group might be affected by 
arrangements within the group to make it easier to trade 
within the group? In other words, will there be a negative 
impact on non-members? 


A No, there shouldn't be. Let me try and 
explain, for a couple of reasons. One is, in the short term, 
if the group can put increased pressure on the Uruguay 
Round-GATT process, to try and open markets around the world, 
that will be beneficial for everybody. 





Second, a number of the efforts, if they get off 
the ground, would be designed to improve the infrastructure 
portrayed in economic development in the region. for 
example, port facilities, airlines, telecommunications, the 
guts of what makes economies really grow and interact -- 
those are not going to be available just to the nations of 
these groups. Those are going to available to everybody. 


Third, the way the growing economies work, if 
we're able to review some impediments to growth, is that they 
tend to increase demand for products from all over the 
globe. The countries of this region have been, as we're all 
well aware -- the most sterling examples of export-led 
growth -- these are countries that very much depend on an 
open international trading system. Many of them started with 
various barriers, and a number of those barriers are still in 
place. It's quite amazing, some of the changes that have 
taken place in the trade and investment regimes in some of 
these countries, even over the past three or four or five 
years, not that there isn't more work to do. 





Take Korea or Taiwan: From everything from 
currency levels to import licensing to tariffs, these 
countries are moving to be important contributors in the ' 
international system. 


That brings me to my last point. Strategically, 
if you have an international open-market system in trade and 
investment that benefits everybody, it's important that all 
also have a sense of the shared responsibilities of that 
system. There has been pressure in various quarters to say 
tnat some of the growing developing nations have not been 
bearing their fair share of this. This is frankly a 
mechanism that in a much less confrontational way one can 
talk about how the various nations can share the load that 
serves their mutual benefit. 


Q You made some reference to Taiwan. Is 
Taiwan going to be there? 

A Taiwan is not going to be there. 

Q They're the fastest growing of all the 


nations, or if you want to consider Taiwan, in a sense, a 
nation. Why is Taiwan not going to be there -- 240 percent 
growth? 


A One topic that will be discussed is what 
the potential membership is beyond the core of 12 nations 
that we have here. In other words, we have the 6 nations of 
ASEAN; then we have New Zealand, Australia, Japan, the United 
States, Canada, the Republic of Korea. One of the subjects 
that remains a disagreement is the role of the PRC, Taiwan, 
and Hong Kong. The United States made a suggestion at the 
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senior officials meeting to bring in Hong Kong as a full 
member, the PRC as an official observer, and Taiwan as an 
unofficial observer. This roughly parallels their 
association with GATT. Sut we also have stressed that the 
main objective is to get the organization up and running. We 
don't want an overly contentious issue to preclude that. 


So if there is not agreement on inclusion of 
those members, or others, at this time, then we hope, at 
least, the result will be to keep open the possibilities that 
others may be associated with the group in the future. 


I'll give you another example. There's been some 
interest by some Latin countries. It's a possibility, 
depending on the development that, say, a Mexico might over 
time decide that its trade and investment opportunities lie 
very much in this region. 


Q Can you give us an idea of what the United 
States would like to see this organization involved in? You 
mentioned that you don't want to see it to be an OECD. Do 
you envision it being a kind of mini-OECD? 


A second question: You mentioned that you hope 
the organization will promote political and economic values 
of the region. There's a lot of resistance, though, in the 
region toward this becoming a political type or a diplomatic 
type organization. Do you hope that resistance will break 
down after a while as they see the advantage of economic 
organization? 


A As for your first question, I think we have 
to be flexible to allow the institution to evolve over time. 
We know that there was a strong resistance to an overly 
formalized structure like the OECD. 


When you look at the history of other 
organizations that we have come to take for granted like the 
World Bank or the IMF, you also see stages of development. 
Just to give you one recent one. The IMF was originally 
founded as an institution dealing with balance of payments 
crises under a fixed-rate exchange system. We now no longer 
have a fixed-rate exchange system; it's shifted to a role in 
the development, and it is as’ed to evolve its current role 
vis-a-vis the World Bank. The World Bank actually had a 
different function that it's moved to over time. 


So it's natural and I think healthy for 
institutions like this to evolve. To be successful, given 
the diversity of the region, the points I mention, and some 
of the political sensitivities, we are taking a very gradual 
approach. So in my view, for the near term, the objective 
would be to start a process of regular ministerials. It's 
healthy if it involves foreign ministers as well as trade 


ministers, and in our case also the Commerce Secretary, and 
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to have some informal connection in between meetings, whether 
done by working groups or senior officials' meetings to help 
develop the process. For example, the G-7 meeting through 
“sherpas". I mean, there are a lot of different models you 
can develop that don't have to be formal. 


ali 


Your second question was about political 
development. I was speaking generally with the idea -- it's 
at least my view that open-market systems tend to be 
associated with increased freedom. Economic freedom and 
decentralization tends to lead to a situation where it's very 
difficult to restrict political freedom over time, and there 
are some examples in recent history, including Korea that I 
think give life to that hypothesis. 


It would not be our objective in these meetings 
to try and focus on the political in any direct fashion. The 
focus is on sort of economic development. But I'd put this 
loosely in the category of political economy. Economic 
systems tend to reflect political systems, and so the two 
can't be totally divorced. So that's not going to be, as you 
could tell from the agenda, a topic of discussion. It's just 
my view that if you're able to increase open-market or 
free-market developments, that you tend to have a positive 
effect on political liberalization as well. 


Q - Since this was an Australian proposal, is 
Australia going to be in charge? Has that been worked out? 
And where will the headquarters be? 


A Australia is hosting the first conferences, 
and one of the topics for discussion that remains to be 
worked out is what happens in terms of subsequent 
ministerials. As I mentioned, the ASEANs had suggested 
hosting the second one, perhaps associated with the PMC 
meeting which I believe next year is supposed to be in 
Indonesia, and then the Republic of Korea would host a 
third. 


So I would expect the ministerials, if this 
works, to move around, and you would probably have the senior 
-- if you continue a senior official meeting, you would have 
that also associated with whoever the next ministerial would 
be. But, frankly, those are items to be worked out. 


Q Does the U.S. object, though, if there is a 
head, if Australia becomes the leader of this? 


A My read of the developments is that I don't 
see it likely to be located in any one location. Insofar as 
there would be one, [ think the respect and sensitivity to 
ASEAN concerns would have ASEAN playing a leading role. 
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Q I was startled a little bit by your 
reference to Bretton Woods institutions. I presume you meant 
the U.N., IMF and World Bank. And I take your point that you 
were talking about a long time period, but all of those 
institutions, of course, started off with Secretariats and 
staff and finances and some kind of legislative backing in 
the country concerned. Does your mention of Bretton Woods 
imply that the U.S. is suddenly altered its conception of 
this, relating to the point where you would think of an 
appropriation or some kind of legislative backing? And, if 
not so, if you're thinking it will develop in time into one 
of those kinds of institutions, what period of time are you 
thinking about? 


a Let me take your first one. No, I'm not 
stressing some sort of legislative jurisdiction over it. 
Second, taking your own examples, GATT is a very good example 
of an institution that started with a much more reserved 
role. There was, as you probably know, an organization that 
was supposed to be called the International Trade 
Organization. It was supposed to match the World Bank in 
funds. It never got off the ground, and so GATT itself moved 
through a sort of a history of evolving to take on additional 
functions. 


The purpose of my reference here is to simply 
suggest that if you were looking at changes taking place in 
the world and you want to start to set up potential 
institutional structures that deal with long-range political 
and economic interests --— and I was analogizing to what was 
done in 1944 with trying to start to devise institutions to 
deal with what were perceived to be the challenges of that 
era -- that this is an effort to build an institution that 
a start to evolve to deal with some of the challenges of 
this era. 


So the reference was a loose one, but I've 
intentionally made it to stress the fact that I don't 
consider this a ho-hum exercise. I consider that it has the 
possibility 15 or 20 years from now of being a very important 
institution. If I were going to be on a region of the world 
in terms of economic growth, this is one that I would bet 
on. So I would suspect that it could evolve with that. 


There are many hurdles and concerns to be 
overcome. It's one of the reasons I listed what I consider 
to be those four or five historical reasons why it's been 
difficult to put such an organization together. 


That sort of answers your second question which 
is over what time period. But I am looking at this over the 
long run. 
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Q You talked earlier about China, Hong Kong, 
Taiwan that are at least not going to be present. You 
mentioned Mexico. I suppose you could have mentioned the 
Soviet Union. Were these specific entities not invited, or 
did they choose not to come? 


a None of the other institutions were 
invited, or other countries. The countries that you've 
talked about actually fall into different categories. From 
the start the Core 12 discussed the role of the PRC in Hong 
Kong and Taiwan. So that underwent some serious discussion 
without resolution. 


There were a couple of Latin American countries 
that have just stated interest. They haven't epoken to 
people in the group. It was not a big topic. I don't know 
if it was discussed at all at the senior officials meeting. 
I tend to doubt it. I draw this just from the fact that I 
know President Salinas, for example, has made statements to 
this effect. 


I have not heard any references to the Soviet 
Union, and given the fact that the Core's sort of unifying 
principle is market economics, there may be some different 
views on this, but the Soviet Union is a far way from that. 


Q As is the People's Republic of China. 
Q The People's Republic of China is closer. 
A I think the People's Republic of China is 


much closer. Yes. I mean, we could go through chapter and 
verse, but, yes, there's been a heck of a lot of changes in 
terms of market forces. 


Q I remember that Secretary Baker had a plan 
when he was at Treasury for some sort of Pacific Regional 
organization, but it was devoted more to macro-economic 
matters. Could you please tell us what that was, and why 
aren't macro-economic matters included in this current 
proposal? 


A On the first one, I'll leave it to the 
history books, and I recall, I think there was an Allen 
Murray article that came out in about August of 1988 if you 
want to look back for what was the journalistic view at the 
time. But in essence it was trying to take the G-7 
international economic coordination concept and see whether 
it was applicable to certain more developed economies in 
Asia. So it was looking at a narrower set of countries that 
were further along on the stage of development. 


Your second question -- why does this not involve 
macro-economic policies -- there evolved a general consensus 
among the countries that they wanted to build off trade, 
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investment, structural pieces, and not get involved in the 
more sensitive topics of macro-economics, because those tend 
to relate to currency markets and other issues that finance 
ministers like to keep as their special preserve. 


Q You mentioned some of the reasons why this 
idea of Pacific Rim cooperation hasn't got off the ground in 
the past -- the cultural difference, historical differences. 
What in your view is the common external factor propelling 
the 12 core members to form this economic grouping now? I'm 
thinking of external factors -- maybe European economic 
integration, maybe the rise of Japan as an economic 
superpower. 


a That's a good question, and I think that 
for different participants there is undoubtedly different 
interests. I think that for some members -- well, to me the 
major variable is the economic inter-relationships among 
these countries. It's why I went into some of the detail 
about how the inter-regional trade has developed to a degree 
faster than most of us probably who look at this now and then 
would have expected. So I think that's one aspect of it. 


As a related matter, these countries are moving 
very quickly in terms of their stages of development. You 
are moving beyond the era of primarily supplying raw 
materials to industrialized nations who then manufacture them 
and sell them back. You have a much more complicated web of 
sourcing by companies that may produce a car using parts from 
four or five countries and assembling them. So I think some 
of it is sort of the economic dynamics. 


I think that another factor for some is a 
recognition that by working together there is a commonality 
of interest on many GATT issues. For example, a number of 
these countries have very strong interests in agricultural 
products, but it actually moves beyond the agricultural 
area. Some research I was doing not long ago pointed out 
this interesting feature that the services area which people 
in developed countries often think are sort of their 
comparative advantage is actually quickly becoming a field in 
which some of the rising developing countries are doing 
extraordinarily well at. So I think they have also an 
interest in some of those aspects of GATT. 


I think that there is increased recognition 
throughout the world -- you know, as we see in Eastern Europe 
and the Soviet Union as well as in this area -- of the 
importance of markets and market arrangements. Another 
factor, I think, for some is the concern about U.S. 
protectionism, and I think that the reason I mentioned one of 
our objectives of developing a domestic support base relates 
to that, in that there is sort of a long history which I 
won't bore you with about the history of Executive and 
—- Branch relations in the United States on trade 

ills. 
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But the essence of it was, up to Smoot-Hawley the 
Congress used to do everything in the tariff arrangements. 
It used to be like a Postal bill -- they used to make 
thousands and thousands of little tariff arrangements. That 
experience convinced them to try a different method which led 
to something called the Reciprocal Trade Act of ‘32 or ‘34 -- 
l forget which -- which led to a series of open trading 
agreements which led to the GATT system. And then there's 
slowly been an evolution of Congress asserting more and more 
authority vis-a-vis the Executive which in my view reflects 
the increased economic interdependence -- the fact that trade 
matters affect people in their home districts. 


Now, if you as a United States policymaker want 
to build a political constituency for open markets and trade 
and investment, it's very important to give the 
internationalists in the Congress -- a bipartisan group -- 
something that they can point to as something that they're 
behind as an alternative to something else. The political - 
phrase, “You can't something with nothing.” The Uruguay 
round of GATT provides one mechanism, but those rounds have 
tended to be rather spaced over a long period of time, and so 
the Canada Free Trade Agreement, discussion with Mexico, 
Pacific Rim -- all these in my mind as a matter of political 
economy could help the U.S. political system develop an 
internal domestic political support base for an open-market 
approach. So that's another aspect of the protectionist. 


On the EC reason, that's such a sensitive one, 
particularly the ASEAN countries who really live by trade are 
very worried about creating any sort of impression of trading 
blocs, and this is not a trading bloc arrangement. The very 
nature of it doesn't fit a trading bloc naturally. 


But I can't deny that there would probably be 
some people or some nations who thought that it was important 
that the EC recognize that there were other countries that 
would work together in common interest to make sure that the 
trading system that resulted after 1992 was an open one. 


Q Is Taiwan's participation in this Pacific 
Rim economic partnership tied to the participation of China? 
Since China is unwelcome, I guess, as a result of what 
happened in June in Beijing, so Taiwan is also out of the 
question for the time being. Also, Mr. Solomon recently said 
that at a senior officials’ meeting, the U.S. made a proposal 
for the participation by China, Hong Kong and Taiwan, but 
then the ASEAN countries objected to this. I don't know why 
-— the ASEAN countries seem to have a veto power over the 
U.S. and other countries who are in favor of this idea of 
bringing China, Taiwan and Hong Kong. 


a You have a number of questions embedded in 
that. Let me see if I can start from the back. 
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The proposal that we made was the one that I 
outlined here, with its sort of tripartite influence. 

Second, as to why they have veto power, we are trying to 
build this in a consensus process. One of the reasons that I 
believe we have been successful so far is that the United 
States has not handled it in a heavy-handed way. We've 
stressed to the ASEANs that this must be built in a fashion 
that serves all our interests. It's not trying to push 
anything on anybody, and that included membership issues. 


As for why the ASEANs didn't want those three to 
be part of it, you'd have to ask the ASEANs. Fourth, you 
mentioned, will Taiwan then be restricted to the PRC? As you 
are well aware, there is a history that has been difficult to 
overcome in other institutions to accommodate the inclusion 
of both Taiwan and the PRC. There was an accommodation 
reached in the ADB -- the Asian Development Bank -- so some 
look to that as a precedent. Some look to GATT as a 
potential precedent. 


So I don't believe it's an unresolvable problem, 
but it nevertheless is one that is difficult. And while we 
want to try and keep open the possibilities for participation 
for these major economies and to encourage their further 
market development in the case of the PRC, it's not going to 
be something that [I see being solved overnight. 


Q But is he right? Taiwan can only be dealt 
with so far as membership in any relationship in terms of 
China? Is that correct? I mean, Taiwan merits or demerits 
never stand on their own. 


a » can't speak for what is going to have to 
be some sort of consensus decision-making body. I think it 
is fair to say that the issues of Hong Kong, Taiwan and PRC 
are linked issues. 


Q And have always been, building up to this 
meeting. 

a Yes. 

Q As far as what you'd ultimately like to see 


out of this organization, you mentioned the advantage of the 
U.S. being in a multilateral forum. Do you see this type of 
organization then handling certain types of generic trade 
disputes that we might have with individual countries in a 
multilateral forum which would help us versus doing it 
bilaterally as we have in the past where we generate 
anti-American sentiment? 


4 I think whenever you get together in a 
group like this, particularly given the evolutionary 
possibilities, it provides the potential for resolving 
difficult trade issues in a more constructive and less 
unilateral fashion. Let mé give you an example. 
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Part of the discussion will focus on intellectual 
property. Intellectual property has been a contentious 
issue. There is a provision in the 1988 Trade Act called the 
Special 301 -- not Super 301 -- Special 301 dealing with 
intellectual property. Insofar as we can work in this forum 
to open intellectual property markets and in particular make 
the case on how protection of intellectual property helps 
draw investments which a lot of these nations are very 
interested in, then it will help achieve your goal. 


That is more in the way of sort of setting up the 
right context and environment for resolution of these 
issues. I don't presume that it's going to be a negotiation 
and sort of dispute resolution mechanism. Another aspect of 
it is that when you have meetings like this, often various 
ministers have bilateral meetings which they'll discuss and 
move the issues along. 


So it's in those two contexts in which I could 
see it playing a constructive role. 


Q For all the talk in English-speaking 
nations about Asia being the future, in fact, investment by 
U.S., Australia, Britain and European nations in Asia has 
been quite low. Investment tended to go between the U.S. and 
Europe and Europe and the U.S., rather than from the U.S. to 
Asia. 


Do you think that this organization could give a 


lead to U.S. business to invest more in Asia, and do you 
think that is needed --— that sort of incentive is needed? 


a First off, on the factual point: U.S. 
investment in East Asia exceeds $33 billion which accounts 
for 23 percent of all overseas profits by American 
corporations. So not insignificant by any terms. 


And I actually think there is a very interesting 
piece -- not to favor anybody -- in Tne tconomist on this -- 
it also did show increasing investment flows. But I take 
your basic point is that historically the investment ties 
have tended to be in sort of an “Atlanticist" model, which 
comes to your more specific question. And as I think, yes, 
we hope it would encourage investment arrangements, in part 
by identifying the potential barriers to investment and 
capital flows. Those include everything from intellectual 
property, failure to protect intellectual property, to 
various restrictions that are put on potential investors in 
terms of sourcing and export and other requirements. That is 
the direction in which we'd like to see many nations of the 
globe move. 


Your last part was sort of whether I believe it 
should happen. I guess I'm enough of a devotee of the 
gentleman from Glasgow to say that -- Adam Smith -- in this 
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case that if you open the markets, that you should let 
investment pursue its own potential returns, and we shouldn't 


be forcing it in area, but we should be trying to reduce 
barriers to it. 


MR. BOUCHER: Why don't we do one more. 


Q One detail question: The schedule winds up 
with a press with “all 30 ministers." Who are all these 
people? 

A Who are all these people? 

Q Yes. 

ts You've got the 12 countries I mentioned, 


and you have a mixture of foreign and trade ministers and 
sometimes other categories, like our Commerce Secretary. So 
you have a mixture basically of foreign and economic 


Miaisters. 
Q But 12 countries, not -- 
a 12 countries. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:52 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
OCTOBER 30 PRESS BRIEFING 


DEPARTMENT: STATUS OF PAUL NITZE 


Q. Is Paul Nitze a consultant to the State Department? And 
was a speech he recently gave in Connecticut ever submitted for 
review to the Department? 


A. PAUL NITZE HAS RETIRED FROM THE STATE DEPARTMENT AND HAS 
& 


NOT COME BACK AS A CONSULTANT. MR. NITZE'S SPEECHES ARE NOT 


REVIEWED BY THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


October 31, 1989 


The Briefing Room 
10:50 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The rules are 
this is ON BACKGROUND, attributable to a senior tion 
official. Wo sound or camera. 


The President talked about the limited number of people 

who were aware of the discussions back and forth with the General 

Secretary concerning this meeting. That certainly is the case. I 

oe explained, obviously, the reasons why that was conducted in 
t fashion. 


Q Can you tell us -- who did know? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I will not. 
Q Can you tell us about how many? 

Q Did you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't tell that, 
either. 


Q Are they in this building? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't say. I'm sorry. 
Q What's this briefing about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go back to the 
genesis of this proposal. You will recall that when the President 
was in Paris for the economic summit, which was early in July, we had 
preceded that visit with the trip to Poland and - And in many 
of the conversations that the President had there with leaders of 
ee ee eeree, are, Cinnnnes © ise US 5S SHAS Se Geetiag with 
General Secretary and that he would be ive of Mr. 
Gorbachev in terms of loosening the constraints on two 
countries. All of which prompted the President to begin think 
—~ FR, BR WIE YR RA By ie BE 
would be something short of the traditional summit in which you have 
a set agenda and expert talks and that sort of thing. 


He to the staff at that time about having something 
called a non-summit summit. 


Q In July? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was in July. And 
there was a session in which the President met with several of his 
top edvisors at the embassy of the U.S. Ambassador in Paris. And the 
Giscussion was held on the veranda of the embassy residence -- 


Q The Ambassador's Residence -- not the Embassy? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Ambassador's 
Residence, yes. And the President raised this idea to his staff and 
said he would like to see if there wasn't some way that he could have 
a meeting with Gorbachev that would not be overblown and not be 
structured the way normal summits are. 
the 


I might add parenthetically that this is in 
thet, Suesitent Gach hee Cetebiiehed Sn teens of wanting possonal 
relationships with world leacers. You all are quite familiar with 
the telephone calls, bilatere: meetings that he's had with so many 
world leaders. And the President felt that similarly, because he is 
new in office, because the relationship is new, he would like to have 
@ personal session before they got to a more structured summit. On 
July 2nd, which was the day we returned from Paris on Air Force One, 
President Bush drafted a letter to President Gorbachev, proposing 
that such a meeting be held. 


Q When was that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe I have the date 
wrong. It was on the letter home from the economic summit. Do I 
have the dates wrong? Does anybody have the dates? 

Q -- two nights -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the dates. 
But, anyway, on the day that we flew home. We can get that for you 
back in the back. 

Q This was drafted aboard Air Force One, or something? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, aboard Air Force 


One. The President drafted the letter to President Gorbachev. That 
was sent -- 


‘ 
Q Can you tell us how he put it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
ific ee other than simply saying he would like to meet with 
informally. That they had a -- 

Q Did he ask for secrecy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Didn't need to, huh? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't need to. 

Q -- the 18th. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Gorbachev 
responded in early August. I don't have a date. Essentially, 
accepting the President's invitation and saying he would like to join 
much in such a meeting. , 

Q How did he reply? What was the format? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By letter. 


Q And were there any kind of specifics in there in 
terms of proposed venue, duration of -- what did the President 
propose and what specifically, did Gorbachev accept? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have specifics 
of thet kind. The invitation was to an informal meeting. The 
acceptance was of an informal meeting. I don't have any details 
beyond that. Although, at that stage, it was very general and I 
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don't think there were too many. 
Q -- when did he accept it? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Subsequent -- early 


Q Well, it seems like a long time between there and 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me just finish 
here, Julia. Subsequent to the letter from President Gorbachev in 
early August, there were several cables back and forth between the 
Soviet government and the United States government, which dealt with 

ls for a meeting place, details about length, type of meeting, 
Tasese te be discussed and the general nature of the sessions. Those - 
cables continued to go back and forth through most of the month of 
August. I don't have an exact number, but several. And at the sane 
time the -- you will recall that the planning for a more formal | 
structure was eee on essentially, a separate track, and was 
being ee Secretary Baker with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
meetings. The meeting between Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
Baker occurred in early September. And at that tine, 
of course, as we now know, agreed on the formal summit to be 
held in the spring. 


The establishment of the forma] summit allowed progress 
to accelerate on the informal one because both President Bush and 
President Gorbachev wanted the informal meeting to occur before the 
formal summit and on a timetable that would allow some distance 
between them. Once the formal summit was agreed to, then there were 
additional cables back and forth to establish time, date, place and 
location for this informal meeting. 


| 


In early October -- 


Q Who were the -- is this -- president-to-president 
cables, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President-to-president 
in most cases, but sent through the diplomatic channels. 


Q Was the time of the formal summit set back farther 
by the possibility of having this other one -- might it have taken 
place earlier had they not been working toward this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I can't 
say. 


Q When you say essentially through diplomatic 
channels, does that mean the State Department? Does it mean the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cables come through 
the State Department. Our embassy sends the cable to State and so 
forth. It's like sending a letter. When you send a letter, the 
State Department puts it in cable form, puts your name at the botton, 
sends it to our embassy, our ambassador delivers it. That's the 
standard diplomatic channels. These cables come back and forth that 
way. : 


Q Were there special measures taken to try to prevent 
the State Department hierarchy from all being in on this and it 
getting out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, but those kinds of 
cables ere relatively -- I mean, they're not seen by large circles of 
people, and it can be determined. 


al 


Q Is that the kind of thing that's delivered by the 
MORE 
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Ambassador personally on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That, I don't know. 
Well, letters on the other end are delivered by the Ambassador, yes 
oe usually. Cable. 


Q But you sa’ there were cables going back and forth, 
so somebody has to deliver a cable. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Usually by the 
Ambassador -- 


Q Did Robert Gates know what was going on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. In this 
case, every time, there appear to be several cables and so it's 
impossible to say exactly. The late September time frame, early 
October -- I guess really in early October before agreement was 
reached on the approximate dates, or actually the exact dates of this 
meeting. So the President has had the date set for several days -- 
probably several veeks. 


There was a question about some of the responses you were 
receiving from administration people on this possibility, and I don't 
think ever heard that from me in the sense of -- tried to be 
care over the last several months to not mislead you in that 
sense, but to say that -- well, nothing is scheduled, we don't rule 
anything in or out. 


Nevertheless, our officials did consider the fact that as 
far as they were concerned, there was no meeting until it was agreed 
to and done. So I think that accounts for maybe some people who had 
suggested there wouldn't be one. 


Q Why did you wait too many weeks to announce it from 
where dates were set? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were still 
ee eae to be worked out; indeed, there still are sone. 
Presi Gorbachev and President Bush agreed to announce this 
simultaneously today. That agreement was made last veek, I'm not 
sure exactly - And so the weekend was spent basically scheduling 


this meeting with the congressional members and getting ready for a 
press conference. 


Q To what extent did the Gorbachev letter to the 
participants in the economic summit influence this whole process? Do 
you remember -- he sent a letter, and then -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that. 


Q Did the suggestion to meet come after the letter and 
discussion of the letter or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. The 
President indicated that the genesis of his thinking on it and the 
is of the idea as far as he was concerned cane from his 
iscussions with the leaders in Hungary and Poland -- that it was 
coming out of Hungary and Poland that started serious thinking 
that he needed to have some kind of private session. 


Q So the President already took that idea to the 
summit and the participants of the summit reinforced that, or did 
they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not take it to 
the summit meeting, I don't believe. I think he's discussed it 
privately. Today, cables have been sent to all the allied leaders 
with the announcement, and I think he's discussed it with some 
individually. But I don't think he raised it at the summit 











generally. 
Q Where's the ideal of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in fact, I'm sure 
he didn't. Because that's where the whole idea took its genesis. 
And by that point, there was really nothing to discuss. 


Q The idea of a ship site -- was it stricly because 
Gorbachev will be in Italy? And it is going to be off the coast of 
Naples, or -- do you have any kind of sense -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any -- 
Q Why on a ship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a lot of 
insights on the specific reasoning there, other than that again, 
because they wanted it informal, they wanted it in a location where 
they could be relatively isolated, which a ship provides. They 
wanted to emphasize the issue of neutrality, which accounts for the 
-- one day on a U.S. ship, one day on a Soviet ship. And the 
Mediterranean location, I frankly don't know how that was picked. I 
suspect due to -- 


Q What ships will be used? Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't. I doubt that's 
been determined, but I don't really know. 


Q The President said that he was keeping his traveli 
squad — Do you have any idea who this traveling squad might be 
The usual suspects? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. You can assume 
his top advisors were aware of this. But I'm not going to identify 
people or times, because -- 


Q No, no. Who the traveling squad will be going with 


hin? 
Q Who is going? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh. We don't have any 
Q He said he was keeping his traveling squad light. 
oo SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, we don't have any 


Q Where is he flying to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No arrangements like 
that are ready to be announced. 


Q That was my question. Where are we going to be? 
Q You don't even know a country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably in a rowboat in 
the Baltic Sea. (Laughter.) 


Q In addition to these letters and cables, was there 
in the administration who was actually doing some traveling 
acting as an emissary and meeting with Soviet officials? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you will recall at 
the same time Shevardnadze and Baker were having a series of 
meetings, that was the main avenue. 








Q That was the extent of the emissary activity? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, except for our 
ambassador in the Soviet Union, yes. 


Q Can you tell us a little bit more about what the 
leaders of Poland and Hungary had to say to the President? He said 
earlier that he had, at one point, been to this sort of thing 
himself. It appears that they made a big ion on him kept 
saying things about rapid change, don't want to miss an opportunity, 
so on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What were they asking for exactly? Do you know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. In the President's 
meeting -- let me preface this by saying the traditional view of 
summits -- and indeed, ag A Bh RA Ae hk ny 
discuss the many subjects that are on the itical and 
agenda between the two countries. As you the United States has 
essentially a five-part agenda that is the basis of our relationship 
and ides the basis for discussion. That often is heavily 
wei towards arms control, especially with the beginning of the 
START talks and the conventional as tas in Vienna. 


with that in mind, the President heard from Hungary 
Poland leaders that were urging him to be supportive of =, 

Gorbachev in so ebtente to setern bie Gun counter end in 
his efforts to release some of the bonds on thei: countries. And 
pp BR ag Hh Ak A, RNR both 
in Poland and in Hungary, because President Gorbachev vas willing to 
accede to then. 


And so they asked the President's support in that 
process. They felt they were making good progress, they were on a 
very significant road towards freedom, and democratic choices, and 
that it would be helpful if the President could indicate his support. 


So out of that, the President -- his thinking was that 
that would be the kind of thing that he would like to do in private 
discussions, but without having to aay about the pressures and 
burdens of arms control agreements and the more formal agenda itens. 


Q But was economic you to help ou it, and did he also 
say he would find a way Ady. 2. +. A. to help out the Soviets, and 
therefore us with 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q It's all political? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic thing -- I 
don't know where that story came from, but as far as I know, it has 
no validity. 


Q At any point in this process that began back in 
July, did President Bush and President Gorbachev actually speak on 


the phone when this thing was finally nailed down? Did they -- 


SENIOR Ai. “®%TION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I'm not 
aware of any phone <2.‘ ut I had better double-check. 


Q Although the President said an array of issues would 
be discussed, is it fair to say, given the genesis of this meeting, 
that what's going on in Eastern gy what's going on in the Soviet 
Union and how the two countries, the —_ Powers, can deal will this 
would be the focal point of these talks 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that's 
clearly the case. Although, certainly there are other kinds of broad 
areas that will be discussed too; like Central America, Latin 
America, situation -- 


Q But you also said before that the regional conflicts 
have been a part of the formal summit agenda for years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Al I think 
ional conflicts are probably part of the general political 
relationshi between the two countries that would be more likely for 
discussion as opposed to, say, arms control and technical kinds 
of negotiations. 


Q If I could follow up on one other point. Some of 
the senior people here had said last spring and the 
President would like to have an informal — 

and set 


— What persuaded the 
t 


factor that made the difference was when we were abl 
agreement on the formal summit in the spring or early summer. Then 
it became possible to have a prel meeting and to eliminate 

some of those pressures because you 
upcoming summit as a place for those 


g8 
4 
Z 
g 
8 
5 
g 
z 


Q Two questions. Who are the leaders in Poland and 
? Communist and noncommunist? And two -- I's a little 
confused. I thought the President here this morning talked about the 
allies urging him to this in July. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they did urge his 
to have a meeting or a summit with General Secretary Gorbachev, yes. 
But it was on a general basis and not related to this specific 

1. That's my only point. I's tal here about the genesis 
of his idea and his letter. But it is true the summit, the allies 


all thought it would be a good idea if he met with Gorbachev. Let ne 
go back to -- 


Q with the communists or noncomsmunists? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, communists or 
noncommunists. I recall -- of course, the discussions took various 
forms. Some stronger than others, but I recall comments to that 
effect from everybody; from Lech Walesa to Pozsgay and the President 


of Hungary. In fact, all of the Hungary leaders ve met with made 
that point, in one way or another. 


Q How about Jaruzeleki? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. And I's 


ae there that I missed that, or wasn't in the meeting. I don't 
recall. , 


Q Is there a specific meeting where this was mentioned 
that you can think of? For example, when the President had that 


meeting -- ceremony where he got the piece of the Iron Curtain, do 
you recall -- were there any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was raised in that 
meeting. 


Q It was? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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Q The President said there's no agenda. Will it firs 
up @ little more than it seems to be right now? Even if it's -- 


But clearly, he'll have a set of specific ideas that he 
wants to raise and that will be the basis for discussion. 


Q But agreed to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know -- I doubt 
agreed to. 


Q Do you anticipate some sort of communique or joint 
statement or appearance at the end? Has that been thought through? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably -- we have not 

that through, to be honest with you. I th it's fair to 
- A the two leaders that they'll have some way to communicate 
wi a eo Soe Se eneeee But the vehicle, I 
have no ° 


Q Did the President to Gorbachev in the 
original invitation the genesis of this that the thrust of those 
concerns that were expressed by the leaders of Poland or ? 
Not to belabor eavik. Did Gorbachev know what he was agree to 
when he agreed to summit? Does he know what was on Bush's mind 
and whet he really wants to talk about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean at the formal 
summit in the spring or at this meeting? 


Q No, I'm talking about the non-summit summit. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. There's no 


the main focus without saying the principal issue or anything like 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know that 
he knows those specific, but he certainly knows the thrust, the 
attitude of the President, the « the President wants 
set and the nature of the discussions and so forth. But he's 
certainly free to bring up any issues he wants to. 


Q Is there any concern about the security of these two 
out in the Mediterranean? It wasn't that long when Libyan 
nD into ea fight with some ships and a carrier. mean, is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow, there's a unifying 
force. (Laughter.) An attack on the United States and the Soviet 
to 


Union seems a little far out to me. (Laughter.) I got run. One 
more. 


Q Was there a time along the way here when this 
was interrupted? Was there a hitch? Were there tines 
t it looked like you weren't going to be able to pull thie off? 
It couldn't have possibly been this seanless. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think -- yes. I 
Gon't think there were difficulties in that sense. Although 
there @as a period where thie was kind of delayed a little bit until 








we established the formal summit in the spring. 
Q Well, were there any hitches or disagreements on the 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any. 


Q -- any sticking points in the discussions that had 
to be ironed out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't really have 
those kinds of details. I'm not aware of any. 


Since you had the dates early in October, why the 
Gelay until -- this is now November, or almost November? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why December 2nd and 
3rd 


Q Why a month's delay? 


Q No. You said the President knew in early October 
about the dates. This is now the 3ist of October. What's the hangup 
of announcing it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know all the 
other reasons. There vere discussions back and forth, but I don't 
know the times. 


Q Why just two days? Why is it just limited to two 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't anewer. I don't 


-- questions. One is, was the Soviet Ambassador 
here quntvesion messages to the State Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I know the Soviet 
Ambassador talked to Secretary Baker about it, yes. 


Ana the other thing is: Was the letter that was 
written on Air Force One, was it handwritten or was it just typed out 
as a cable? Or were there any letters handwritten? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd better double-check. 
I'm assuming hanévritten, but then the President does type up a ict 
of letters. S8o I'd better double-check that. 


Q Are you going to put paper out on these things 
you're checking? 

Q Yes, may I ask you about one official? Did the Vice 
President know about this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Yes. 


I'm not clear on one sequential thing. You said 
there was a bit of a slowdown until the spring summit was set. Now, 
thet was set in September, if I'm correct. 


Q Right. 

Q But thie was already in process from July. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And that's probably 
wrong on my part. Wot really a slowdown. I don't think there was 


any slowdown. It was true a oa we Ole CED Sage 
summit set before ve finalised this one 
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Q But if you wanted to get the larger one set, you 
already had this one in progress. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. They were 
simultaneously in progress. 


Q And was there any concern that one might impede the 
other? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we looked at then as 
joint ventures, as it were. 


Q as Gace. One, the idea to have it on 
ships was a U.S. idea 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know how that 
came about. 


Q Two, aside from your flippant answer about that ve 
ee | oe oe oe oe oe Co Gone Covemnuny 
seriously 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't. 
Q Will it be pool coverage? Will there be -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. 


Q Do you have « location where they're going to be in 
the Mediterrean? 


Q The Mediterrean has been a focus of terroriss for 
all sorte over the past six, seven, eight years. Ie there no concern 
et all that there may indeed be some sort of security threat? Is 
this ectly safe? Is that why it was chosen -- t it's 
cons to be the safest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think that 
security can be handled, and that it will be safe. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


EXD 11:15 A.M. EST 
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WEONESDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 19869, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have two announcements today. The firet one concerns Burma. 


In recent days the official Burmese press has accused 
our Ambassador, Burton Levin, of interfering in Burma's 
internal affairs, citing as evidence his comments on human 
rights issues. 


The United States Government rejects this baseless 
charge against Ambassador Levin. Furthermore, iet me point out 
that his activities and statements, and those of his Embassy 
colleagues, are governed by instructions from Washington. 


Q Could you summarize from here what their human 
rights record is, even if in an adjective? ™ 
i) Let me use more than one adjective, if I can. We 


have made, [ think, various statements in recent months from 
this podium about specific events. We continue to be deeply 
concerned by the house arrest of the co-leaders of Burma's 
principal opposition party, the National League for Democracy, 
as well as the mass arrests this summer of large numbers of 
political opponents of the military government. We hope the 
Burmese Government will release all political prisoners and 
will allow them to take part in the national elections planned 
for next May. In our view, elections which exclude 
participation of those who represent Burmese aspirations for 
democratic change -- that is, the aspirations which the Burmese 
people clearly desire -- cannot be regarded as free and fair. 


Q Is it any particular thing that the Ambassador 
said that sparked this response, or was it just saying these 
general sentiments? 


a I'm afraid I haven't read the Burmese newspapers, 
so I don't know in more detail. 


Q Could I have a copy of that? 


a Yes, you can [ think it's been a series of 
reports in recent days in the press 


Q Have they asked him to go home, and will he stay, 
or what? 
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Aa Our intention is that he stay there. I haven't 
heard otherwise. 


Q But the other part of the question is: Has the 
Burmese Government asked the U.S. to recall him? 


a I'm not aware of any such request. 


Q Is he being called back on consultation or 
anything like that? 


4 None that I'm aware of. Actually, I think he's 
at the Chiefs of Mission Conference right now in Honolulu, but 
that's a separate matter unrelated to any political or other 
sorts of events in Burma. 


Q Press on. 


a Okay. Press on to Nicaragua. I'll start with a 
statement. 


The Central American Presidents have decided that the 
way to settle the conflict in Nicaragua is through free and 
fair elections and through national reconciliation. A 
declaration to resume the war by the President of Nicaragua is 
a blow to the peace process. We hope the Government of 
Nicaragua will reconsider this regrettable decision which 
raises serious questions about his commitment to the process of 
elections. 


It is also essential to state the facts. The 
Sandinista Army has violated the cease-fire From the day it was 
imposed It has conducted regular offensive sweeps against the 
Resistance, resulting in over 100 killed in the last five 
months. 


Our policy is clear. We support the cease-fire. We 
want to see it continued. We will cut off humanitarian 
assistance to Resistance forces who engage in of fensive 
operations. This policy is being reiterated in clear and 
compelling terms to the Resistance in just recent days. 


The answer to the conflict in Nicaragua is what 
Esquipulas, Tesoro Beach and Tela require: first, free and 
fair elections. In recent days we've seen the 
Sandinista-sponsored thugs attack peaceful political rallies by 
the democratic opposition. These attacks must end. We hope 
that the suspension of the cease-fire is not an excuse by the 
government to step up such attacks or to intimidate the rural 
population through increased military activity 


To make national reconciliation work, the Government 
of Nicaragua should restore and respect the cease-fire, should 
enter into direct talks with the Resistance as the Tela Accord 
requires, should free political prisoners, and should agree to 
an independent system of verification which can ensure that 
basic rights and freedoms of the Resistance will be respected 
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if they choose to voluntarily reintegrate. These are the 
concrete steps to achieve the goals that the Government of 
Nicaragua says it is seeking. 


Q Could we have a copy of that, please? 
A Certainly. 


Q Richard, if the Sandinistas, as you say, have 
violated the cease-fire from the very beginning, what 
difference then does their new announcement make in actual 
terms? 


A I think the major difference, Jim, is that at a 
time when everybody in the hemisphere is talking about 
democracy and elections, he's talking about military operations 
and resuming offensive military operations. 


Q And in light of the announcement, is the 
Administration prepared to go back to Congress and ask Congress 
to change the terms of the aid to the Contras? 


A I think it would be premature to speculate on 
that. Marlin addressed the issue at the White House. The 
important thing to remember is that we support the oeace 
process, we support the cease-fire, we support elections, and 
we're going to continue working along with other democracies in 
the region to achieve those goals. 


Q Richard, buried in your statement there is a 
warning to the Contras that the U.S. will cut off aid to 
members of the Resistance who violate the guidelines of the 
cease-fire. You said that message was reiterated in recent 
days. A few days ago, a senior U.S. official gave an account 
of a recent incident in which he said at that time there was no 
evidence to support the idea that Resistance members attacked 
army forces or civilians. Is there some change in that 
status? Has the U.S. investigation now discovered that there 
is some evidence which justifies this warning? 


A No. That statement which you call a “warning" 
has been longstanding policy ever since the Bipartisan Accords 
were reached. [t's been a policy that [ think the Resistance 
understands. It's part of our saying that we do in fact in 
concrete terms support the cease-fire and hope that the people 
that we have good contacts with will abide by it. 


As for the specific attack on October 21, I[ checked 
this morning. We're still looking into it. We're still 
investigating. We've been up to the site of the attack, but we 
don't have any conclusions on who did it. 


Q But your conclusion at this time is essentially 
the same as it was on Monday, which is that there is no 
evidence to support -- 
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q Again, all I can say is that there are no 
conclusions. I don't know exactly what they may have seen when 
they went up there. 


Q Do we know anything about yesterday's incident? 


A This is an attack reported yesterday in San 
Miguelito. We're investigating that question through our 
Embassies. One of our diplomats was present at the site 
yesterday. At present we have no conclusive information as to 
who perpetrated that attack. However, we have reiterated, as [ 
said, to the Resistance our policy on offensive operations. 


Q Richard, if it's not the Contras that are 
perpetrating some of these attacks, who do you suppose it is? 


A John, I don't want to speculate. There have been 
various reports and rumors flying around there, but -- 


Q Are there banditos out there? I mean, who else 
would attack -- 


A People who don't like the Sandinistas. The 
question, [I think, is whether organized Contra forces engaged 
in these attacks, and which ones they were, and what ~ 
implications that has for our policy, and do we give them 
assistance, and things like that. Those are the kinds of 
issues we're trying to determine. 


Q I'm trying to distinguish the statement that was 
issued earlier at the White House with the one that you just 
gave. 


A I wouldn't try to do that. 


Q I would view them as complementary, except that 
this one contains specifics --~ cites the case of the fact that 


the Sandinistas have been violating the cease-fire from the 
beginning and their specific attacks on rallies and the warning 


to the Contras. So is this statement sort of based on actually 
reading Ortega's remarks more carefully and seeing that he made 
specific charges and responding in kind? 


A No. I wouldn't characterize it that way. I'll 
leave you to compare and contrast, but [I don't think there's 
any difference. I mean, sometimes the White House does high 
policy, and we get a little more factual and down and dirty. 
(Laughter) But it's just the situation as we see it right now. 


Q A senior official earlier this week who briefed 
us indicated that there had been one incident in the south in 
June in which an attack had been carried out, and humanitarian 
aid was supposed to have been cut. Are there any other 
incidents in the last year in which the United States has 
withheld that assistance as a result of such attacks? 


“ I'm not aware of any. That's the only one ['ve 
heard about. 
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Q Could you take that question? The reason I'm 
raising it is because the Sandinistas have alleged that there 
have been scores of attacks ON cooperatives that have not been 
defended by the Army and have nothing to do with the Army. And 
what [I'm wondering is if there's only been one example of 
punishment, in a sense. 


a Well, I'll look into it and see if we have any 
other examples to cite. [I would point out that in the past 
months there have been various times that we've heard about 
Sandinista charges of attacks, and many times we've looked into 
those and found the evidence terribly wanting. So at this 
point [I think it's important that we remember to investigate 
and to look carefully at any charges that are made. 


Q But you'll take the question? 
a I'll see what we can find out. 


Q Richard, in general the government has violated 
the cease-fire more than the Resistance? 


i) I think that's clearly our conclusion by the 
number of attacks and the number of deaths that there have 
been. The government has been conducting offensive operations, 
as I said, on a fairly regular basis, although on a low level. 


Q Talking about the Sandinista violations, is that 
to say that the Contras are violating in self-defense? 


A No. I can't use those sorts of terms. We have 
asked the Contras, and we have always said that our policy with 
the Resistance and the potential cut-off of aid to individuals 
who engaged in attacks is based on people who engage in 
offensive operations. I[ don't think we've ever asked them to 
Give up their right to self-defense. 


Q On a related issue, did you ever get a detailed 
report on that tractor-trailer that was stopped at the Honduran 
checkpoint? 


A I thought we gave a fairly detailed report from 
here. 


Q No. Very sketchy. You said you were going to 
come back with more. 


A Well, we'll see if we can come back with more. I 
remember a lot of details about the truck and the weapons and 
the destinations and a lot of that sort of stuff. But if you 
want more, we'll be glad to look for more 


Q In that respect, specifically on that incident, a 
State Department spokesman told me on a background basis that 
the truck itself was registered in the name of an FMLN front 
organization. Could you confirm that report and give us the 
name of that organization? 
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a I will have to lool to see what more we have to 
say on that truck. 
Q Back in Nicaragua, Richard, a distinguished 


English language news agency, the Associated Press, quotes 
Ortega as saying, “Now it will depend on the Yankee Congress 
and the Yankee President that these elections take place on 
February 25." Is that covered by your statement earlier? 


a I think that's clearly not the case. We have 
said that the elections are a matter that have to be set up 
within Nicaragua. They are a matter that the Ortega 
Government, the Sandinistas, have to make the arrangements 
for. We've spoken often in the past about the need to 
establish a fair and free election process and about our ~ 
problems with the way that process was being established. 


I've just cited for you in the statement today four or 
five specific steps which are the way to get to free and fair 
elections, which is what the Sandinistas professed that they 
intend to do. And [I think ['d just have to leave it at that 
and say it's clearly on their shoulders to take the steps to 
set up the free and fair election process. 


Q Is there anything happening diplomatically ia 
terms of coordinating with the friendly Central American 
countries on next steps? 


a We're in touch with a number of governments, but 
I don't have anything specific for you on plans or proposals. 


Q Ortega alleges, and the Contras echo, that 
they've infiltrated a large number of men across from Honduras 
into Nicaragua over the last month or so. Can you confirm 
whether there has been a large movement of men across that 
border, and can you tell us whether you think that that's 
helpful to maintaining the cease-fire at this particular time? 


A I don't have anything on that now. The process 
of reintegration is one that's supposed to take place 
voluntarily. I don't know exactly whether reinfiltration or 
reintegration constitutes the same thing, but I[ think the point 
has to be that the conditions have to be created inside 
Nicaragua to make people want to voluntarily return to their 
homes and their houses and take up their occupations. 


Q But do you think that it's helpful to this 
problem of the cease-fire that men come across the border who 
are armed? Do you think that that furthers U.S. interests in 
furthering the peace process? 


A I really don't have any judgment on that, but I'd 
have to point out that what's definitely not helpful to the 
process of the cease-fire is people making declarations about 
their intention to resume attacks. 


Q But the Contras nave been doing that since last 
March. 
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A Not that I'm aware of, John. I'm sorry. 


Q Richard, in his description of the attack the 
other day. the October 21 attack the other day, a senior State 
Department official described the victims as Sandinista army 
reservists; and today in his statement President Ortega called 
them peasants who were on their way to register to vote. and I 
wonder which is closer to the truth. 


a Well, I'm sure that State Department versions are 
closer to the truth, but as far as the exact conclusion on that 
I think the official State Department version has yet to come 
since, as I said earlier, we're still looking into that and 
trying to determine exactly what happened. 


Q Could both be true? 


a Peasant reservists on their way to vote -- that's 
something you can investigate. I'm sorry. I don't know for 
sure. As I said, we're still looking into the incident. I 
don't have those conclusions. 


Q Richard, just one more on Nicaragua. Do you 
attribute any motive relative to the elections in Ortega's 
announcement about the cease-fire now? Do you think Ortega is 
still serious about pursuing the elections, as your statement 
suggests by listing things that he ought to do to get them free 
and fair? 


A Well, Ralph, I said in the statement that we hope 
they will reconsider this regrettable decision and it's a 
decision which raises serious questions about Ortega's 
commitment to the process of elections. So, yes, it does raise 
questions about his commitment to elections. 


Q Can we go to another subject? 
“ Right. 
Q Can I just ask one more -- I'm sorry. -Have you 


any evidence that the Soviet Union tried to encourage Ortega 
not to go forward with this suspension of this cease-fire? 


o {'m not aware of anything like that. 


Q Richard, your counterpart in the Soviet Foreign 
Ministry, Gennadi Gerasimov, on ABC-TV today said that the 
summit could be the end of the Cold War. It sounds like either 
the Soviets are expecting some grand declaration or maybe even 
some substantive decisions. Is there any such expectation on 
this side, and what do you make of that statement? 


rs) Barry, I don't have a response for you. I'm 
sorry. I think the President had addressed his expectations 
for the meeting in considerable detail yesterday, and I'd just 
have to stick with that. 
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Q Could this summit be a landmark event so far as 
the history of the Cold War? 

A At this point, let's leave it with what the 
President had to say about the meeting yesterday. 

Q Do you accept the characterization of it as a 
summit? 

a We call it a “meeting.” The President called it 


a “meeting. " 


Q Richard, on Czechoslovakia, in view of the 
crackdown there in the past ten days, is the United States. 
still prepared to go ahead with this human rights meeting in 
December? 


A Yes, we are. We do intend to proceed with our 
meetings with Czechoslovakia on human rights and humanitarian 
issues. The reason is we want to ea«press our concern about the 
human rights situation in Czechoslovakia, as we have in the 
past at those meetings. An improvement in U.S.-Czechoslovak 
relations is clearly dependent on an improvement in the human 
rights situation in that country, and that's the message that 
we want to convey to Czechoslovak authorities through the .~ 
continuing dialogue on human rights matters. 


Q And it will be conducted on a higher level with 
Ambassador Schifter and Houstecky meeting? 


a I don't have confirmation of the particular 
meeting at this point, but I do understand it's Schifter and I 
do understand it's December. 


Q Any other contacts planned? Is the general 
contact being maintained as usual? Is it business as usual? 


a I wouldn't describe it as “business as usual." 
I'd describe it as diplomatic contacts which continue. Our 
Ambassador, I think, raises these issues frequently in Prague 
and we do here when we have contacts. 


Q Secretary Baker called Israeli Foreign Minister 
Arens from San Francisco; and he described the changes, these 
minor changes, in the language of the five points. Could you 
elaborate on these changes? 


A No, but I can elaborate on the fact that the 
Secretary spoke to both Foreign Minister Arens and to Foreign 
Minister Meguid today while he was enroute to Australia at an 
interim stop. These conversations are part of the on-going 
effort to agree on a framework so that we can get to a dialogue 
between Israelis and Palestinians. [ don't have any details of 
these conversations to offer. 


Q Did he give any timeframe or deadline of any sort 
to these gentlemen? 








3737 


-9- Wednesday, 11/1/89 





A The Secretary made clear, I think, to one of your 
colleagues the other day that he had not set a deadline. He 
said, "I have not put any deadlines down; we continue to try 
and work the problem." 


Q Did he mention that he expected an answer before 
he comes back from Australia to either gentlemen? 


4 Again, I'd refer you back to what he told the 
Associated Press, I think it was, on October 30. He does not 
anticipate that we'll have definitive answers before he gets 
back from Australia, although he will keep working the problem: 
he will stay in touch with these people, as evidenced by the 
calls today. 


Q But he did not say whether his review, the review 
requested by the Israelis, would be completed while on the trip? 


i) That's right. f&nd I'm not going to say either. 


Q Well, [I wondered -- the question initially put to 
you is that he, in some way, responded to their request, that 
he has completed his review. 


i) And I don't have any details to offer on the. 
conversations. 


Q Do you have any details about the Egyptian 
answers? 


4 No. 


Q So you don't confirm or deny that there were 
minor changes in the five points? 


a I have no details to offer on the conversations 
I'm sorry. 


Q The Middle East --— on the West Bank. A few weeks 
ago, a couple of months -- or two or three months ago -- you 
asked the Israelis about the killing and the murder of one 
American-Palestinian, Amjad Jibreen. Have you heard from the 
Israelis about the investigation so far? And, if not, will you 
be able to take the question and give us information about his 
killing? 


‘a Il haven't heard anything new in recent days 
['ll look into it and see if we have anything new on it. 


Q Also, while you are looking at it, will you 
please check on the two others who were with Amjad Jibreen, the 
American citizen and the permanent resident, what their status 
is there? 


A Certainly 
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Q Did the [Israelis warn U.S. officials of an 
impending attack on Pan Am 103 the day before it happened, as 
Pan Am alleges in a court filing? 


- Somewhere in here I know the answer. Hang on a 
second. 


Let me start off by explaining the court filing. My 
understanding is that attorneys from Pan Am have subpoenaed 
documents from several U.S. Government agencies. This is part 
of their defense against civil suits brought by families of 
some cf the victims of Pan Am 103. These suits have been filed 
in the Eastern District of New York. We are conducting the 
necessary search and retrieval process with respect to the 
documents responsive to the subpoena. 


At this point, therefore, since the matter is one 
under litigation by Pan Am, [I'm not in a position to go into 
any details of what may or may not be in documents. I can 
repeat today what we have said before, and that's that we never 
received any specific and credible threat against Pan Am 103 on 
December 21 or on any other date. 


Again, as for the specific reports of what is in the 
subpoena, I have to say, as to those specifics, it's a mat&éer 
before the courts. 


Q A warning wouldn't necessarily constitute a 
specific and credible threat, would it -- a bit of intelligence 
passed along from one friendly government t another? 


f°) I just can't get into details, Bill, because, as 
I said, the search is on-going, the matter is in front of the 
courts and questions of what constitutes a warning or anything 


Q Taking appeals into account, that could take at 
least 15 years -- the multiple suits, depositions, 
interrogatories, discovery. Is the State Department not going 
to comment at any point on this disastrous terrorist attack or 
not? 


us We've avoided comment, Barry, while the matter 
was under investigation. These are other things that are 
supposedly coming out of a matter under litigation. I think 
I've made clear a statement that we've made before still 
stands. We have not received any specific and credible 
threats. Various pieces of paper, [I'm sure, will come out in 
the court as we submit documents to substantiate that 


Q Well, if you could say what you said, I[ think you 
could address Bill's question. Did you receive cautionary 
semi-warnings that when checked out turned out not to be 
credible? 


i) I don't have any information like that, but I'm 
not in a position to go into more detail about these things at 
this point, Barry I'm sorry 
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bie Q Can I ask you, when you say “we" didn't receive, 


who is “we?" Are we talking about whether the State Department 
received it, whether the CIA received it, or the U.S. in 


general? 
5 We're talking about the United States Government. 
Q Richard, the same court filing calls for State 
Department officials -- official or officials -- to be deposed 


on November 14. [In addition to the document request, will 
State Department officials be deposed? 


] I hadn't heard about that. [I'll have to check. 

Q Richard, where will the Mediterranean summit be 
held? 

4 In the Mediterranean. Sorry, no details. 
(Laughter) 

Q Has the U.S. Government asked any country to host 


the summit? 


4 I'm sorry, I don't have anything for you, Ralph. 
x 
Q Is there any word on the allegations by South 
africa that SWAPO has infiltrated some armed troops into 
northern Namibia? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the bombing yesterday in 
El Salvador ~-- the bombings? 


a The bombings? I'll go over the facts a little 
bit. Early yesterday morning a bomb exploded at the offices of 
"“Comadres," an organization representing the families of people 
who have disappeared due to political violence. Three 
individuals, including an American citizen, were reportedly 
injured in the blast and the property suffered substantial 
damage. 


Yesterday afternoon, there was a large explosion at 
the office of a labor federation. Preliminary reports indicate 
that 10 persons were killed and 27 injured in the blast. An 
American was also reportedly injured in this incident. 


On Monday FMLN urban commandos detonated dozens of 
high explosives in —l Salvador, killing one civilian and 
injuring 15. 


We condemn all of these reprehensible acts in the 
strongest possible terms. The acts were the works of 
terrorists and murderers, and we vigorously denounce them. 
Violence only serves the interests of extremists who oppose 
democracy and national reconciliation 
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Let me add that the vast majority of Salvadorans want 
democracy and peace. The violent extreme on the Left and the 
Right seek power through violence and terror. The extreme Left 
murders Salvadorans in the name of liberation. The extreme 
Right murder Salvadorans in the name of order. But the extreme 
Left and Right in £1 Salvador bring neither liberation nor 
order. They bring suffering, terror, and death. 


We condemn these acts of violence. We support the 
Cristiani Government stated commitment to investigate all these 
crimes thoroughly, and we pledge any support and cooperation we 
can in carrying out such investigations. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
7 Sure. 


Q Are you making an assumption that the parties 
responsible for yesterday's bombings were of the extreme Right? 


a I'm trying to not make a specific assumption 
about that. I think it's premature at this point to say who 
may be responsible. President Cristiani has said that he will 
find and bring to justice the people responsible for these 
crimes. He told Ambassador Walker yesterday that he intesed 
to conduct a thorough investigation, and he has asked for 
foreign experts to assist in the investigations. We'll have to 
see what those investigations produce. 


Q Also, a Lutheran minister was abducted yesterday 
ss well. Oo you have anything on that? 


a I don't think I do. I don't think L've heard 
about that. 


Maybe you can look into it. Just one other on €]1 
Salvador. 


a We'll look into that. 


Okay. The defector who is in town, Joya Vielman, 
held a press conference today in which he made new allegations 
and produced a map of his headquarters, so on and so forth. My 
question is, has the State Department sought to get in touch 
with this defector in order to go over his allegations and 
investigate them? 


a I'll have to look into that L'm not personally 
familiar with it. 


Q Richard, could you give us an assessment of the 
U.S. view of President Nixon's visit to China and specifically 
Deng Xiaoping's suggestion that the United States must initiate 
steps if relations between the two countries are going to be 
improved? 
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; o Well, let me note that the former President is 
travelling to China as a private citizen. He speaks for 
himself. His concerns that were reported in the papers are 
certainly similar to our own, particularly as regards the 
security presence around our Embassy. 


Q But what about the allegations by Deng Kiaoping? 


A The statement by Deng Xiaoping, I need to respond 
by saying that the public demonstrations of last May and June 
were clearly the result of domestic developments in China. The 
U.S. was not involved in those demonstrations. 


[I'll repeat what Secretary Baker said about his talks 
with the Chinese. He said, “You're going to have to help us, 
and you're going to have to make certain that you do not follow 
policies of repression, and policies of violating and denying 
human rights.” 


Q But Deng has given a strict response to that, and 
that is that the United States must initiate steps if relations 
are to be improved. Is the United States prepared to do that, 
or are you saying that the ball is in their court? 


a Well, I think we stand by what the Secretary said 
before, that we continue to see the situation as one where the 
Chinese are going to have to help us and they're going to have 
to change policies with regard repression -- violating human 
rights. 


Q How would you view Deng's latest statements as 
they compare to the report that President Bush got from 
Professor T.0. Lee when he came back a few weeks ago from 
Beijing? 


a I don't have any general comparison or contrast 
at this point. 


Q Was ‘there any advance notice or advice from the 
State Department to Mr. Nixon against the visit to China at 
this time? 

“ None that I'm aware of, no 


Q But the travel advisory is still in effect, right? 

“ Yes. 

Q So it would be fair to say the State Department, 
in that sense, advised the former President that non-essential 
travel to the People's Republic should be considered as 
non-essential and shouldn't take place? 


a I don't think that would be fair to say, Ralph 


Q What would be fair to say? 
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) Well, I think it's fair to say that our travel . 
advisory stands and that the former President's travel is in a 
private capacity. 


Q But is it essential? 
“ He can do what he wants. 


Q Well, any citizen can do what he wanted. An 
advisory is only an advisory, but -- 


a It's not for me to determine whether it's 
essential or not. 


Q Was it inadvisable? 


os Again, we put up our best advice to Americans, 
and they do what they decide. 


Q Can I get a clarification on U.S. policy towards 
dealing with the drug cartels in Colombia? There was a 
statement attributed to an unnamed official saying that the 
U.S. would be willing to offer some kind of negotiated deal in 
exchange for a cut-down in the amount of drugs flowing out of 
Colombia into the United States. 


i) There's absolutely no truth to any such reports. 
[ seem to spend my whole day today dealing with senior 
officials and unnamed officials. But there's absolutely no 
intent on our part to negotiate anything with the drug cartels. 


Q What's your understanding of the visit by Israeli 
Prime Minister Shamir? Will there be one in the near future? 


a I don't have any information on it. I'm sorry. 


Q Richard, again, on Mr. Nixon. Is he expected to 
report or to brief the State Department about his visit? 


a I'm sure we'll be in touch with him or his 
staff. We're certainly interested in his visit and what 
happened. 


Have you seen the decree which is being 
promulgated by the [Iranian Government giving the [ranian 
Government the right to arrest any American citizens overseas, 
apparently in response to the Justice Department's opinion? 


a I haven't seen the decree, Jim It would seem to 
me that the Iranian Parliament is not one to lecture us on law 
and legality 


Q Can I give you a follow-up question on that? The 
[ranian Ministry of Islamic Guidance told a foreign 
correspondent in Tehran about this earlier this week that 
American spies will be on the spot for a press conference 
sometime next week. 
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Apparently it doesn't sound like a plot. Apparently 
the Iranian authorities have some people who allegedly have 
been American spies. Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


y Do you have any comment on the Israeli lifting of 
the siege of the town of Beit Sahour? And what was your role. 
the United States role, in reaching that situation? 


a I don't have anything on the U.S. role I'm not 
aware of any. Let me just note that the end of this particular 
confrontation is welcome. As we have said, actions which 
contribute to confrontation and mistrust between Palestinians 
and Israelis do not advance the peace process. 


Q And there was a report last night from the West 
Bank that Israel ordered the West Bank schools to be closed for 
six weeks. Are you aware of this step, too? 


a l'm not aware of that 


Q Can you take the question and look into it, 
please? 
> 
a I think it's for the Israelis to answer if 
they've done that or not. We'll respond once it's official, if 
it's of ficial. 


Q One more on Nicaragua I'm sorry to come back to 
that again. I['m either getting senile or we forgot to ask a 
question that needed to be asked 


“ Maybe both. (Laughter) 


Q In light of the -. maybe both In light of 
President Ortega's announcement about the cease-fire, is the 
Bush Administration ready to request renewed military 
assistance to the Contras? 


fn That was asked 

Q What was your answer? 

“ 1 don't remember (Laughter) 

My answer, Ralph, was that, first of all, Marlin 
addressed it at the White House At this point, I'm not about 
to speculate on what our next moves might be 

1 do want to emphasize clearly that we support the 
cease-fire, we support the electoral process, and that's what 


we're going to be working on ourselves and with the other 
Gemocracies in the region 


Q Can 1 just ask one more on Nicaragua which, 
really, more isa ~- 
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Aa There's a@ question over here that hasn't been 
answered. 


~ Oh, I'm sorry. 90 ahead, then 


Q Do you have anything more on the visit by the 
members of the afghan Interim Government here yesterday and 
today? 


“ Let's see what I do have The Afghan Interim 
Government delegation was lead by Education Minister Doctor 
Farook Azam. They just visited New York to explain the 
Mujahideen cause at the United Nations 


The delegation is now in Washington for talks with 
high-level American officials. They met the Secretary and 
Under Secretary Kimmitt yesterday, and I believe they met with 
the Vice President this morning. 


Now can we go? No, we've got a few more. Sorry. 


Q Very briefly. Americas Watch, which was cited by 
a senior State Department official regarding Nicaraguan 
behavior in the north, is putting out a report which is 
embargoed until Friday but it is available and I just + 
wondered if you would have a comment at that time with respect 
to their allegations because they say things have improved 
dramatically over the last four months 


oe We won't have a comment before that, but we may 
have a comment at that time 


Q Given that the upcoming meeting between Bush and 
Gorbachev is to be informal, is it possible or out of the realm 
of possibility that they might exchange views on, say, the 
Baker plan for the Mid-East? 


a We've discussed our positions on the Middle East 
repeatedly with the Soviets. And [ expect in wide-ranging 
discussions such as the President proposed and taiked about 
raising regional issues, ['m sure the Middle East will come 
up. The Secretary has discussed this with Shevardnadze severa) 
times, particularly our support for the Israeli election 
initiation and how we thought it ought to be brought about, so 
I'm sure that when we mention regional topics, that will be one 
that will come up. 


Q Can we get a readout on Eagleburger's meeting 
this afternoon with the Marshall of the Polish Sejm? 


“ Sorry, whose meeting? 


Q Eagleburger's meeting with the Marshall of Polish 


Sejm? 
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A [I'll see if we have anything for you. 
~ Mikolaj Kozakiewicz. 
2 Okay. 
Q Thank you. 
7 Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 1 BRIEFING POSTED: November 1, 1990 





CENTRAL AMERICA: RESISTANCE OFFENSIVE OPERATIONS 





Q: In what cases have we cut off support to Resistance members 
for conducting offensive actions? 

A: WE HAVE MADE KNOWN TO THE NICARAGUAN RESISTANCE FORCES OUR 
POLICY AGAINST OFFENSIVE OPERATIONS. WE HAVE ALREADY 


MENTIONED ONE CASE IN WHICH WE HAVE TERMINATED PAMILY 





SUPPORT TO A COMMANDANTE WHOSE UNIT INITIATED AN OFFENSIVE 
OPERATION APTER THE BIPARTISAN ACCORD. IN ANOTHER CASE, WE 
MAY HAVE PREVENTED AN OFFENSIVE OPERATION BY CALLING TO THE 
ATTENTION OF THE RESISTANCE COMMAND THAT WE HAD INFORMATION 
WHICH INDICATED THAT A UNIT COMMANDER MAY HAVE BEEN 
PREPARING AN ATTACK. 
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TAKEN QUESTION e 7 
NOVEMBER 1 BRIEFING Posted_Nov, 1, 1989 


Central America: Truckload of Arms at Honduras Border 





Q: What more can you tell us about the truckload of arms 
found at the Honduran border crossing at El Espino? 

A: On October 18, Honduran authorities stopped a truck at 
the El Espino border crossing point between Honduras 
and Nicaragua. The truck was carrying furniture from 


Costa Rica through Nicaragua to El Salvador. 


A search of the truck revealed that it contained 
hidden compartments in which a large quantity of 


Soviet bloc weaponry was secreted. 


The captured weaponry included 20 AKM assault rifles, 
13 of which were manufactured in the Soviet Union. 


In addition, more than 300 rifle grenades, 800 mortar 
shells, a large quantity of Soviet-made hand grenades, 
50 other assualt weapons or machine guns, a large 
quantity of ammunition and explosives, and military 


radios were found in the truck. 


Included with the weapons were instruction manuals 


with “FMLN” inscribed on the covers. Many of the 


rifles and shells were packed in Nicaraguan newspapers. 











The driver of the truck was captured and is being 


questioned by Honduran authorities. 


Salvadoran officials stated that the truck was registered 


to “Reubicacion Santa Teresa,” which they describe as an 


FMLN front group. 
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TAKEN QUESTION [wv _——" J 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October, 1, 1989 


A: WE ARE CONTINUING TO PURSUE THE ISRAELI 
INVESTIGATION INTO THE VIBRIL)CASE 
ENERGETICALLY. WITHIN THE PAST FEW DAYS, WE 
HAVE DISCUSSED THE JIBREEN INVESTIGATION AGAIN 
WITH THE SECRETARY TO THE ISRAELI CABINET, AND 
WITH THE HEAD OF THE CIVILIAN ADMINISTRATION IN * 
THE WEST BANK AND GAZA. WE REMAIN AS 
DETERMINED AS EVER TO LEARN ABOUT THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES WHICH LED TO THE DEATH OF AMJAD 


JIBRZEN. 
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Q. What is the status of two other Palestinians, reported to 
have been associates of Amjad Jibril, who were arrested by the 
Israelis? 


A. Our consular officials have visited Haithem Ali, a 
Palestinian-American, several times at various locations where 
he has been under detention by the Israelis. We have been 
informed that he is being held at present under an order of 
administrative detention, and that charges may soon be lodged 


against him. 


We understand that the other Palestinian is also under - 


administrative detention. He is not an American citizen and 


thus we have had no consular access to him. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 1 PRESS BRIEFING 


PAN AM 103: LEGAL PROCEEDINGS _ 


« 


Q: Will State Department officials be deposed in connection 
with the recent suit against the US Government by Pan Am? 


A: WE REFER YOU TO THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. THEY ARE 


COORDINATING THE GOVERNMENT'S RESPONSE IN THIS CASE. 
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TAXEN QUESTION 


NOVEMBER 1 PRESS BRIEFING 


EL VADOR : T OF LUTHERAN 
Q: What do we know about the arrest of a Lutheran worker in F° 


Salvador? 

A: WE WERE INFORMED YESTERDAY BY SALVADORAN SECURITY FORCES THAT 
AN AMERICAN CITIZEN WHO IS APPARENTLY A LAY WORKER FOR THE 
LUTHERAN CHURCH, WAS ARRESTED IN MORAZAN DEPARTMENT. WE ARE 
ARRANGING CONSULAR ACCESS,TO THE INDIVIDUAL. WE DO NOT PRESENTLY 


‘ 
KNOW THE GROUNDS FOR THE ARREST. 
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TAKEN SUESTION a 
NOVEMBER | PRESS BRIFFING 


POLAND: ACTING SECRETARY MEETING WITH SPEAKER OF PARLIAMENT 


Q. Do you have any information the Acting Secretary's Meeting 
with the Polish Marshal of the Polish Sejm? 


' 
: 


A. ACTING SECRETAPY EAGLEBURGER MET THIS AFTERNOON IN HIS 
OFFICE WITH MIKOLAJ KOZAKIEWiCZ, THE MARSHAL OF THE POLISH 
SEJM (PARLIAMENT). THEY DISCUSSED THE CURRENT POLITICAL “ 
AND ECONOMIC SITUATION IN POLAND AS WELL AS THE ROLE 


OF FOREIGN ASSISTANCE FROM THE WEST IN HELPING THE POLFS 


IMPLEMENT THEIR ECONOMIC PROGRAMS. 


Lv . 
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JAPAN TO BAR IVORY IMPORTS 





THE UNITED STATES IS PLEASED THAT JAPAN HAS STATED ITS INTENTION TO 
WORK WITH THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY TO STOP COMMERCIAL TRADE IN 
ELEPHANT IVORY. WE WERE INFORMED *?Y¥ THE JAPANESE EMBASSY ON TUESDAY THAT 
THE JAPANESE CABINET DECIDED ON OCTOBER 30 NOT TO TAKE A RESERVATION TO ’ 
THE RECENT DECISION BY THE CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN 
ENDANGERED SPECIES (CITES) TO LIST THE AFRICAN ELEPHANT ON CITES 
APPENDIX I, THUS STOPPING INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN ELEPHANT IVORY. AS THE 
LARGEST CONSUMER OF IVORY, JAPAN HAS AN IMPORTANT ROLE IN PROTECTING THE 
AFRICAN ELEPHANT. NOW, THE UNITED STATES AND JAPAN MUST BEGIN WORKING 
WITH OTHERS TO PROVIDE MEANINGFUL ASSISTANCE TO AFRICAN COUNTRIES TO HELP 


THEM BETTER MANAGE THEIR ELEPHANTS AND OTHER NATURAL RESOURCES. 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 1989, 12:35 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen [ 
have a couple of announcements -- two, to be exact. 


First, we're posting travel advisories for Peru, 
Sudan, and the Yemen Arab Republic I note the one on Peru 
says that the Department considers it prudent for Americans to 
defer travel to Peru until after the elections which will be 
held on November 12 


Another announcement, about the U.S.-Japan Economic 
Sub-Cabinet Consultations: On November 3-4, Uncer Secretary 
for Economic and agricultural Affairs Richard McCormack and an 
interagency team will conduct semi-annual economic 
consultations with the Government of Japan here in Washington 
Deputy Foreign Minister Koji Watanabe is leading the Government 
of Japan's delegation 


The purpose of these high-level talks is to review 
overall bilateral economic relations and to exchange views on 
international economic issues of mutual interest On Saturday. 
November 4, Under Secretary McCormack and Deputy Foreign 
Minister Watanabe will hold a joint press conference from 12:45 
to 1:15 p.m. in the Press Briefing Room in the Department of 
State, right here Ll expect to see everybody here 


Q What time is it? 


a 12:45 to 1:15 


Q And the date, again? 

“ Saturday (Laughter) This Saturday 

Q Are you sure the room is big enough? 

“ These are important consultations We have them 


every six months, and this time they're on a Friday and a 
Saturday I realize that makes it somewhat inconvenient for 
some of you Anybody who is interested, be glad to see you 
here 
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~ Are you going to take attendance? 
That's right, taking names 
Q [Is that it? 
- That's it for the announcements Jim? 
Q Have you been tracking the situation in Nicaragua 


since the Ortega announcement? Has anything changed on the 
ground as far as you can see? 


a Yes We believe that the reports from the 
Resistance general staff that the Sandinistas have commenced 
major military operations in at least two regions in Nicaragua 
are true These regions are in a mountainous area in southeast 
Nicaragua and in the conjunction of Matagalpa, Jinotega, and 
Zelaya Provinces 


We understand these are large-scale operations being 
conducted by the Sandinista army They involve the use of 
artillery and of attack helicopters 


Q What does that suggest to you as a basis of U.S 
policy? 


i) Well. this is not the basis for US. policy The 
basis for U.S. policy is the agreements ‘he Central Americans 
have reached that we have supported We continue to support 
those agreements We continue to support the cease-fire ae 
hope that one can be established 


We believe that the process of elections cannot be 
helped by these kinds of attacks The way to get to elections 
is for Ortega and the Sandinistas to take sincere steps within 
the country to make it a safe and peaceful place to live and to 
have an open and fair process of elections 


Q Given the fact, Richard, that these two major 
offensives have now begun, does this cause the United States to 
reconsider its decision not to seek military aid for the 
Contras? 


“ Our emphasis continues to be support for a 
cease-fire, support for the process established by the Central 
Americans, a detire to see Mr. Ortega live up to the 
commitments he has made in the Tela Accords and in other 
accords 


Marlin, I think, addressed the question of military 
aid this morning He said we'll re-evaluate, of course, the 
Situation, but I don't think he indicated or speculated at all 
on what might happen in the future 
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Q Are any of these operations cross-border that you 


know of? Has Honduran territory been breached? 


o [I can't say that at this point, John. The areas 
are very mountainous It's difficult to say exactly where 
individual contacts might be taking place, so [I don't have that 


Q When you say that there are two major operations 
underway, do those mean that there is fighting or is that 
maneuvering of Sandinista forces? Are the Contras standing and 
fighting or are they just being bombed and running? 


a Again, we don't have the details on what contacts 
there may have been and what exactly is going on in some of 
these areas. So it's major military operations, major military 
activities by the Sandinista army in at least two regions of 
Nicaragua for the moment That's what we've seen. 


Q [I'm sorry [ don't understand. If you don't 
have details of what's going on, how do you know they're major 
military operations? 


“ We know that there are major operations being 
conducted. We know what the Resistance is reporting in terms 
of the activities of Sandinista troops We don't know details 
of any clashes or contacts there may have been with the 
Resistance 


Q You don't know if there's been a single shot 
fired in anger here by the Contras? This may not be fighting, 
it may be a maneuver 


“ The important point is that the Sandinistas are 
launching major military operations They're sending 
artillery, they're sending attack helicopters after the 
Contras. That's the important thing to remember right now. We 
may not have all the details on exactly who they've encountered 
in these operations But [ think the important thing to 
remember is the Sandinista army is out looking for these guys 
with helicopters, with artillery 


Q Are you drawing your conclusions mostly from what 
you get from the Contras, or have you actually seen this 
activity yourself? 


a l've been in Washington 
Q [ mean, U.S. forces -- 
The U.S. forces aren't there either 


Q U.S. intelligence? 


a lL can't comment on intelligence I just have to 
be able to tell you that the reports coming from the Resistance 
general staff, we believe, are true 
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Q You have independently verified them? 
= I just have to say that we believe that they are 
true. 
Q There have been reports over the last few weeks 


that Resistance forces were reinfiltrating into Nicaragua. Do 
you know if those are right? 


A Well, as a matter of fact, I can give you a 
rundown on what we know about that. I[ think it's worth going 
through. 


The Northern Front of the Nicaraguan Resistance has 
increased the level of forces entering Nicaragua over the past 
few months. While the Atlantic Front and the Southern Front 
have maintained a steady presence in Nicaragua, there has been 
a presence of some 3,500 Northern Front fighters in Nicaragua 
since the Sapoa negotiations. 


Since the election campaign began, the Northern Front 
has told us that they have increased their presence by perhaps 
2,000 additional men to encourage their supporters to register 
for the election and to vote. 


The increased presence of the Northern Front may have 
led to an increase in the frequency with which Resistance and 
Sandinista units made contact with each other, as the 
Sandinista army has conducted its sweep operations against the 
Resistance presence and their sympathizers. We bi icve, 
however, that the Resistance is adhering to a policy cf no 
offensive operations. They understand our policy in that 
regard very clearly, and we believe that their lack of 
ammunition would clearly dictate such a strategy on their part. 


Q You said they went back to register and vote. 
They didn't go back to fight? 


A I said that the -- that's right. Since the 
election campaign began, the Northern Front of the Resistance 
has told us that they have increased their presence by perhaps 
2,000 addition men to encourage their supporters to register 
for the election and to vote. That's what they've stated their 
purpose is. Individuals may go back just to be in their home 
country. I don't know. But I think the important thing is the 
conclusion at the end, that there is no reason to believe that 
they are engaged in any offensive operations themselves. 


Q But these people who are -- you know, their 
stated purpose has been the overthrow of the Sandinista 
Government. What you're saying seems to tend to support what 
Ortega has been saying in the last few days. These people are, 
per se, a threat to the government, the way they see it. He's 
saying they have a right to act against what they regard as an 
invasion force that doesn't recogrize the authority of their 
government and is trying to overthrow it? 


™ 
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A Well, you can turn that around and say that these 


are people with legitimate grievances against the government 
end therefore the government's army, per se, represents a 
threat against them and so they ought to be attacking the 

army. But the fact is that there was a cease-fire in place for 
some 19 months that was respected by the Resistance 


The Resistance has no policy -- has a policy of 
adhering to that cease-fire The Resistance has a policy of 
supporting the process that was established by the Central 
American Presidents, and they have circumstances -- primarily 
the lack of military funding -- which give no incentive on 
their part to break from that policy. The fact is that peace 
should be maintained 


Q But the U.S. Government now does concede that 
there has been a major, almost doubling of the infiltration of 
the number of Contra insurgents who have gone back into 
Nicaragua? 


a Well, the numbers don't work out to an almost 
doubling, John 


Q You said there were 3,000 -- 

a There are 3,500 Northern Front there and 2,000 
additional who have gone in 

Q They have an increase of 2,000 

is That's right You have to count the Atlantic and 
Southern Fronts as well, and [ don't know the numbers on those 

Q Do you have numbers for the others? 

A Let's move along. Let me try to answer John's 


question again. 


The return of these people into Nicaragua is something 
that is taking place. These are individuals that are making 
decisions: Contra commanders makina their decisions. I think 
the thing to remember is that these people are not out there 
engaged in large-scale offensive operations with helicopters 
and artillery. They've been respecting a cease-fire even as 
they have returned. The process of resolving all these issues 

- of their grievances against the government, of the security 
situation down there, and everything, down in the area -- is 
one that is envisioned by commitments made by the Central 
American Presidents and by Ortega himself in the accords. 


If that process is to be carried out, you don't go 
back on those accords. You don't destroy the peace that 
existed in some form with large-scale offensive operations. 

You abide by those accords and you carry out what's in those 
accords. It's not the Contras who have been engaged in these 
kinds of large-scale operations with helicopters and artillery. 
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Q You just noted that a large scale infiltration 
would lead to perhaps a greater frequency of contact between 
the two forces. So the question remains, how does the 
infiltration of large numbers of Contra rebels across the 
border into Nicaragua, where you claim that the Sandinistas are 
sweeping in any event, contribute to the peace process to which 
you say the United States remains committed? 


a) { didn't say it really contributed to the peace 
process. I'd say that it's a fact that has to be dealt with in 
the peace process. These people are supposed to be in a 
process that will bring peace to their country, bring 
democratic elections to their country, and those conditions 
have to be created. This gets back to the whole process of 
reintegration. 


Q Richard, you've said “not engaged in any 
large-scale artillery or aircraft." Well, they've never been 
engaged in large-scale -- 


= That's right That's a big difference, isn't it? 


Q That's right. They are a guerrilla force and 
they are operating as a guerrilla force. I assume that the 
2,000 additional Contras that have come into the country, armed 
as they always have been with light arms, are capable of doing 
what has always been a problem for the Sandinistas, which is to 
wage war and guerrilla tactics So your comparison between 
"they have not engaged in large-scale military...“ they don't 
have the equipment to do that in the first place They never 
have. 


os That doesn't make it invalid, John. 
Q What does that have to do with anything? 


o That's the basic situation that exists down 
there. You've got what is largely a peasant army, of people 
who have gotten no military supplies since February 1988 Some 
of them are going back into Nicaragua. But their policy has 
been to adhere to the cease-fire. We believe that the 
Resistance is adhering to a policy of no offensive operations. 
Their situation, in terms of lack of supplies and lack of 
ammunition, would dictate such a strategy. 


Given that presence, now you have, on the other side, 
a well-equipped, very large army --— L['ve got the numbers here 
somewhere. The Resistance has a total of about 3,000 to 4,000 
men in Nicaragua. That's adding up those 2,000. [ts members 
have been without new supplies of ammunition since February of 
'88. The Sandinista army is well trained, well equipped; it 
has about 80,000 members. And to use the Resistance as an 
excuse to suspend the cease-fire to engage in these kinds of 
large-scale operations just doesn't stack up. 
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Q Those numbers don't square with the numbers you 
just gave us, and you've never given us the Southern Front 
numbers. So it's not 3,000 to 4,000 It's already 5,500, 
according to your own numbers without including the Southern 
Front. How many is included in the Southern Front? 


fe) Okay. [ will try to get a good tabulation of 
these numbers. I realize these two pieces of paper have 
different estimates. 


Q You're not even close 
Q Let me ask, does the United States support this 


large-scale reinfiltration? What is the position of the U.S. 
Government on this? 


fe) I don't think we've taken a particular position 
on that, John {'ll look for it and see what we've got 
Q tile you have a position on what Ortega has 


done, there should be a position on -- 


= We've got a position on supporting the process of 
peace. We've got a position of supporting - 


Q The United States supports reinsertion of the 
Contras back into daily life in Nicaragua. Does this 
constitute reinsertion into daily life, going in as a 
2000-person unit? 


No. Let's get away from the idea that there's 
some 2,000-person unit of Contras running around somewhere 
That's not what I said 


Q Could you respond to the sudden surprise -- 


A As for the issue of whether these guys going back 
in with their light arms constitutes the same thing as 
voluntary reintegration, [I think you'd have to say that they're 
clearly different; that the process of voluntary reintegration 
is one of people being able to go back to their homes and live 
in peace. The conditions for that have not been created. 
They've not been created by the Sandinista Government, and 
they're more difficult to create now that the Sandinista 
Government has gone to a level of military operations which 
clearly is threatening. 


Q Since the weekend -- 


Q May 1 just follow up? So this is king of a voter 
registration drive with weapons, or what? 


a John, I've never tried to characterize it that 
way, and ['m not going to try to do it. 
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Q But is it a military operation, Richard? That's 
what I'm getting at 


a It's not a military operation It's fighters in 
small units going back into the Nicaraguan mountains, largely 
unseen, I think, and just being out there; leaving the camps 
and moving into Nicaragua They've always gone back and forth 


Q why? 
Q To do what? 
= Maybe just to sit and wait and see what happens 


in Nicaragua. That appears by and large to be what they have 
been doing. 


Q Richard, since the weekend -- from President Bush 
on down -- U.S. Government officials have been saying that the 
Nicaraguan Government is abrogating the cease-fire without any 
real reason or rationale for it. Now, you are essentially 
leaving aside whether they're engaging in offensive weapons or 
not - 


These people are, from the Sandinista point of view, 
the enemy. You are confirming a considerable part of what 
Ortega has been saying since the weekend 


“ The Resistance fighters have been going back and 
forth all along. There have been people in Nicaragua, there 
have been people in the camps, there have been movements of 
people. I'm reporting on what we know about these movements. 


The fact that these guys have gone back -- some of 
these guys have gone back largely in small groups, or as 
individuals and that they're there; they have not been engaged 
in any broad offensive. They have not been engaged in -- their 
policy has not to engage in attacks. They don't have the 
resources to really engage in any broad attacks. 


This is not an excuse. This is not normal under any 
sufficient excuse for launching a major large-scale operation 
in these areas, particularly when a cease-fire had been more or 
less in place despite the fact that the Sandinistas, again, 
have carried out offensive operations in the past. 


Q May 1 ask you a question? How many Contras have 
registered to vote in the election? 


I don't know that I don't count Contras 
Approximately 90 percent of the Nicaraguans in Nicaragua are 
registered to vote. 


Q You're talking Contra -- you're talking about 
5,500. Do you know how many of those have registered? 
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a I don't 


~ Okay. Have the Contras knocked over -~- attacked 
any voter registration stations? 


A I don't know for sure I don't know the details 
of that There are a lot of reports and charges that we try to 
look into 


Q What's the U.S. Government's position on Ortega's 
proposal for a meeting that would include the Contras to 
discuss a cease-fire and temobilization? 


Qa Well, first, to note that the Tela Accords do 
call for direct contacts between the Sandinistas and the 
Resistance. We favor these direct negotiations. Until now, 
the Sandinistas have been evading their responsibility to have 
these contacts 


However, I must note that in cancelling the cease-fire 
and resuming offensive operations, it calls into question the 
Sincerity of the Sandinista leaders in suggesting these 
contacts now. We must wait to see what the Sandinistas are 
prepared to do to create the conditions under which 
reintegration can take place peacefully and safely 


Q Richard, could 1 just clear up one thing, 
please. You said first that, “We believe the Resistance is 
adhering to a policy of no offensive operations,” and a moment 
later then you said, “We don't think they have the wherewithal 
to conduct a broad offensive." Which is it --— no offensive, or 
broad of fensive? 


John, there's no difference between that we 
believe that the Resistance is adhering to a policy of no 
offensive operations, and in support of that belief 1 offered 
the argument that they don't have ‘the wherewithal to conduct 
any broad offensive 


Q Can I follow that, Richard, for a moment? The 
Sandinistas, of course, have charged that there have been 
dozens of such attacks and several just recently and a 
U.S.Embassy officer went down to the site of the most recent. 


As you've looked into these charges, have you 
determined who it is who is ambushing trucks and firing on 
Sandinista recruits or civilians, or whoever these people are? 
Have you been able to come to any kind of judgment as to what's 
actually been going on there? 


a In some cases we have. I think we've mentioned 
at least one case where we determined that the Resistance was 
responsible, and we cut off some support for one of the 
commanders. 
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We do take all these allegations seriously Wwe do 
investigate them to the best of our ability. and we have 
repeatedly made clear our policy that if we do determine that 
Resistance forces are engaged in offensive operations, that 
we'll cut off the humanitarian assistance 


That's been a very clear policy of ours It's not 
always clear - we have in the past investigated many of these 
charges and found the evidence clearly wanting 


Q (Inaudible) 


Q There are two very recent incidents -- 
A ['ll let you have a follow-up 
Q -. that are a part of this -- the Sandinista 


Government's rationale for what they are doing Has the State 
Department drawn any conclusions as to whether the Contras were 
involved in offensive operations there? 


fe) We don't have any final conclusions on those No 


Q [f you don't have any final conclusions, how are 
you able to affirm that the Contras are adhering to a policy of 
no offensive operations? 


Q There is a policy of the Contra leadership of no 
offensive operations The facts in the cases where we can 
investigate, what we have found out tend to support that 
We're not saying that there have not been incidents that were 
initiated by individual Contra commanders, and we've said very 
clearly we do not support those sorts of acticas, and that we 
would cut off assistance to any individuals who engaged in them 


Q But on the matter of assistance, there have been 
reports since yesterday, some of which come from Capitol Hil] 
and some of which are attributed to officials inside this 
building, that many of the Contra units have been asking that 
the humanitarian aid that they've been getting from the United 
States be given to them in smaller, more manageable portable 
units in order to -- so that they can carry them into Nicaragua 


Is that true, and has the United States been honoring 
this request? 


A 1 don't know about that, John I'll check on it 
and see. 


Q Can 1 follow John's question of a little while 
ago? You said that the United States basically had no position 
on whether the infiltration of Contras was useful to -- or 
whether we supported that process or not 
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But isn't it true that the United States has what's 
called a food-for-cash program which provides money in cash up 
front to all querrillas crossing into Honduras. and that the 
amount of that fund has been, well, depleted because of the 
large numbers? 


Would that not indicate, this program, that the United 
States does support this infiltration? 


- I'm confused by your argument I don't know the 
details of the disbursal of these funds and of this assistance 
But, I mean, the fact is, it's humanitarian assistance for 
Nicaraguans, some of whom are in Honduras and some of whom are 
not. Nothing has changed in the nature of that by how we 
disburse it It's the way it's always been 


Q If a unit wanted to go into Nicaragua, they would 
have to go and make a request, and AID would have to fill that 
request through this food-for-cash program That would 
indicate that you do support what is going on in terms of the 
infiltration of more troops 


a We provide humanitarian assistance to 
Nicaraguans, some of whom are in camps in Honduras, and «ove of 
whom have gone back to live in Nicaragua The policy i: <o 
support these people on a humanitarian basis I don't see any 
difference 


Q Can we go to another subject? 

Q One last one on this? 

Q Okay 

Q Do you know if the United States urged returning 


Resistance forces :o refrain from combat operations? 


A Absolutely I mean, that's been our policy I 
stated ic very clearly here We're reiterated it many times, 
and we have a very clear means of stating that policy, and that 
is that individuals or units that engage in offensive 
operations will get their humanitarian assistance cut off I 
don't see how we could be any more categorical than that 


Q To clear up the final details here, on 
reintegration, do you say that the U.S. has no policy -- on the 
reinfiltration, I'm sorry --— the reinfiltration of the Contras 


over the last few months? You have no policy on that, or can 
you take that question? 


A I'll take that question, John I've been asked 
several times about this reinfiltration ['ll see if we have a 
statement to make 
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. Do you have @ position on whether the Resistance 
should show up for this meeting in New York that Ortega 
proposed” 


fs Well. it's really for them to decide Aas 1 said. 
the Tela Accords call for direct contacts We support that 
call But when and where -- New York -- is really for the 


parties to decide { would note that it's indicated in the 
Tela agreement that the UN and the OAS have been asked by the 
Central American countries to facilitate these direct 

contacts So there's a certain logic to New York, but when, 
where and who is for the people to decide 


Q Richard, just a couple of ehort ones Right 
after the Tela accord was signed, almost all of the major US 
newspapers ran interviews with top querrilla commanders -- I 
can quote them to you, if you like -- saying that they didn't 
care what the Central Americans did; they intendeo to carry the 
war into Nicaragua 


What has happe- §$ ‘hat has changed that view, and can 
you point to any state. . » which would tend to overrule that? 


a I don't have the full record of those statements 
now and then, but [ think that the record -- at least of what 
we've been able to find out about what the Contras have been 
doing, these people who have gone back in -- supports the 
belief that I stated earlier That the policy of the 
Resistance is holding, and that that policy is one not to 
engage in offensive operations 


Q And one final one on the Contras themselves 
There's a Commander Mack who's the head of intelligence for the 
Contras who had a rather large cause celebre because he was 
convicted of covering up a series of murders by the Contras - 
by a Contra tribunal He was reinstated at the end of August 
as the head of intelligence 





Is their intelligence department providing some of the 
information to which you are presently referring in discussing 
what 1s going on and what is not going on in Nicaragua today’ 

[I think it's a legitimate question in view of the fact that the 
Contras themselves had convicted this man for covering up 
certain Contra actions 


a I don't think it -- 1 mean, the inference that 
one person could somehow taint the entire U.S. Government view 
of this --~ we're not basing our judgments on a single 


individual's information So I don't think it is a fair 
assertion 


Q But is his reinstatement of concern to the U.S 
Government? 
A I'm not familiar with that particular case, so 


{'ll have to look into that. 
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+ Can you look into it? 
- Yes 
Q Richard. Pakistan Does the United States have 


any view of Mrs. Bhutto having survived the vote of no 
confidence yesterday” 


~ You should have asked me yesterday (Laughter) 
Q You were on your Nicaragua diet yesterday 
- l am today. too 
Q You have no confidence in your memory? 
I have confidence in my memory I think the 


basic poin. that we want to make is that we support the 
Gemocratic process in Pakistan 


Q Can you post whatever you had yesterday’ 


a We'll post the answer to that. but I think our 
basic position is one of supporting democracy, of watching the 
wheels of democracy turn in various ways as they do, and seeing 
it continue on @ democratic path 


Q So would that be that you have no problems with 
the no-confidence motion, because it was democratic? 


fs) That's not something - we don't take sides on 
no-contidence motions 


Q Can you tell us whether secretary Baker has 
modified his five points to suit the [Israeli Government 
better? This is what the Israeli Foreign Ministry is saying 


3) [ can't [ can't go into any details of what his 
exchanges might have been I think 1 mentioned yesterday that 
he had talked to both Minister Arens and Minister Meguid [ 
don't have any more details 1 can give you, other than to say 
that we haven't reached agreement yet We're working hard 
towards that end 


Q Well, almost. immediately after this call was 
made, the Israeli press or media actually (inaudible) blossomed 
forth with very extensive reports on the alleged modification 
of two of the five points 


“ Even some of the U.S. press 

Q Yes. I don't remember -- yes Picking up on Ree 
that, when are we going to reach a point here when the United “e 
States has something to say other than the reports -- are the Xs 


reports in the Israeli press correct or incorrect, or <-- 
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a I'm not in @ position to confirm any individual 
reports John All along Margaret has not gone into the 
details of individual points and modifications and texts, and 
things like that 


Q But she has said that she is -- prior to 
yesterday she had not seen any press reports anywhere that she 
would regard as correct or accurate 


i) Well, I haven't seen any today that [ regard as 
correct or accurate 


Q Can you at least confirm that Baker did submit 
something different? He did submit something? 


a No I'm just not in @ position to get into 
details I'd just have to say that we continue our discussions 
Q In other words, you're not denying what the 


Foreign Ministry in Israel is saying, which is that there have 
been modifications? 


a There have been modifications proposed to these 
points We all know that But I'm not going to talk about 
them or talk about what we may have responded To go back to 
the general point of where things stand, and that's that the 
Secretary talked to both governments We're making an effort, 
that they're making an effort to reach agreement There have 
been some modifications proposed We haven't reached agreement 
yet We're working hard toward that end 


I quess I'd have to say again what we've said before 
-- that agreement is possible, but I can't say that it's 
probable at any point And our exchanges with the parties are 
continuing I'm sure the Secretary will be back in touch with 
them next week 


Q Going back to Pakistan for a minute, is the U.S 
pleased that Benazir Bhutto survived the no-confidence motion? 


“ Again, we don't take positions on domestic 
politics, but we have certainly had good relations with her 
government, and we expect those to continue 


Q Richard, the same area, approximately Have the 
Soviets sent us a message reaffirming their support for 
Najibullah in Afghanistan, and do we have a reaction to this 
message to the Secretary? 


a 1 didn't check into that l'll have to look into 
it 


Q Would you put out something on it? 


“ Yes 
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+ [ saw something about what was discussed between 
the delegation -- the afghani Interim Government delegation 
here -- [I guess it was either yesterday or the day before? You 


mentionedo something about it yesterday - 
“ [I spoke to that yesterday 


Q But you didn't say what they discussed, or 
whether they had any substantive discussions 


A I'm sure it was issues of mutual concern I'l] 
try to get you something more than that 


Q They talked about Nicaragua (Laughter) 


Q [ don't know if the State Department saw the 
remarks by former Secretary of State Shultz in which he 
advocated a legalization of drugs in order to break the 
supply/demand -. the demand 


Drug Czar William Bennett did see those remarks, and 
he has remarked in his turn that this “appears to explain some 
of the lack of enthusiasm he found on the part of the State 
Department in urging pushing sanctions against some countries 
accused of cooperating in drug trafficking.” Aare you aware of 
that, and do you have any comment? 


fs) I'm not aware of all this, Jim, so I don't really 
have any comment [ can assure you that anti-narcotics efforts 
are a very high priority of the Administration of this building 
right now. They enter into many, if not most, of our 
discussions with foreign governments 


The resources that we're devoting to them are being 
beefed up, and it is a very high priority effort on our part 
now 


Q Can you get a specific reply on that, because 
it's coming from a high government of ficial [It appears to be 
quite a serious allegation against this institution 


A [ don't think we have any desire to reply, 
really, to get into this We don't comment on previous 
Administrations and their performance, and things like that [ 
think that's a good policy that we should continue I'd just 
assure you it's a very high priority now 


Q He's talking about this institution which has a 
certain memory that goes through the various Administrations, 
and by not replying you seem to be accepting the criticism of 
what was happening a year ago 


A No. I'm not accepting the criticism I'm jus. 
saying i'm just not going to get into the past. [ want to 
assure you that right now under this Administration, under 
Secretary Baker, it's a very high priority 
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Q Is Imre Pozsgay seeing anybody here in the 
Department? 
a I don't think there are any separate meetings 
here He's meeting with the President today 
Q ls somebody from the Department going to take 
part in that meeting? 
“ I assume so, although I don't know the name 
Q Also, | see Mr. Eagleburger is meeting with the 
Hungarian State Secretary Can you clarify what is the -- is 
there a connection, if any, between this fellow and Pozsgay? 
fs) 1'1ll have to look into that and find out 
Q [t's on Eagleburger's schedule 
“ That's right The connection with Pozsgay I 
don't know 
Q Richard, do you have anything on Namibia and the 
charges back and forth? 
“ Yes There have been South African reports thet 


Foreign Minister Botha said were based on UNTAG communications 
intercepted by his government that SWAPO was planning to 
infiltrate Namibia 


We have investigated, and we can find no independent 
information to corroborate these assertions that large numbers 
of SWAPO supporters were prepared to enter Namibia in 
contravention of the U.N. settlement plan 


We note the Secretary General's Special Representative 
in Namibia has issued a statement which denies that the 
messages cited by the South Africans were genuine UNTAG 
communications. We have no reason to doubt his word 


The Namibia settlement plan requires that SWAPO troops 
in Angola remain north of the 16th Parallel, and, of course, 
you know that we have repeatedly urged the SWAPO leadership and 
the authorities in Angola to ensure that no violations of that 
plen occur 


Q Does the fact that this occurred raise any kind 
of suspicion in your mind about South Africa's willingness to 
go through with this process?’ 


a No We see no reason to change the plans to hold 
the election The Secretary General told the Security Council 
just this Tuesday that, “We are on course for a fair and free 
election in Namibia next week 
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Q All right. And also did you have anything on the 
report on alleged death squad activity in South Africa itself? 


a These reports come from an affidavit sworn last 
week by a convicted murderer Butane Nofemela. He's due to be 
executed the next day. Nofemela alleged that he and others had 
been members of a police death squad involved in eight 
political murders, including that of civil rights attorney and 
alleged ANC treasurer, Griffiths Mxenge, in 1981. 


We urge President de Klerk to assure that a full and 
an impartial investigation of Mr. Nofemela's allegations is 
carried out. 


Q Just out of curiosity, on the Namibia statement 
you noted that you've urged SWAPO to stay north of that 16th 
Parallel and everyone to cooperate. In view of the relative 
success of that peace process, how do you distinguish that from 
not urging Contras based in Honduras to reinfiltrate back into 
Nicaragua? 


A 1'll give you a copy of the Angola Accords anda 
copy of the Central American agreements, and you can find that 
they specify different things. 


Q Can you straighten out the numbers on the -- 


A We will try to get you straightened out numbers 
on the numbers of -- 


Q Can we get a policy statement, if possible, on 
what we think of the reinfiltration? 


A Even as we speak, I'm sure there are people who 
are doing that. 


Q Well, that's what I was going to say, just since 
a number of us have to deal with this Pozsgay story later today 
and everything, as early as possible would be appreciated 
greatly. 


A As early as possible. 


Q Richard, has the U.S. Embassy in Beijing made a 
new protest about additional Chinese harassment? 


a We have raised these issues with the Chinese. 
Let me go through what the situation is there. There were 
reports last night about large numbers of Chinese security 
personnel around one of our Embassy compounds in Beijing. 
These reports are correct. Between 30 and 40 security 
personnel took up stations outside the compound as quests 
arrived for a scheduled Embassy public function. 
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The Chinese security personnel illuminated the area 
with floodlights. When the event concluded, the additional 
security personnel were withdrawn. We regard such individual 
episodes as unacceptably intrusive security activity, and we 
have protested this and previous actions to Chinese 
authorities, both in Washington and in Beijing. 


Q But have they removed the military guards with 
weapons that were stationed recently around the Embassy? There 
were some reports that after former President Nixon's visit, 


they did that. 


a Yes. This has gone back and forth over a series 
of days. My understanding is the guards with AK-47's no longer 
had their AK-47's, but that there was, as I said, a larger 
number of other security personnel there. 


Q Richard, do you have anything to say about the 
law passed by the [ranian Parliament, similar to the one that 
we passed, saying that they can arrest anyone deemed to be 
attacking -- 


A Nothing more than the brief comment I made 
yesterday. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:16 p.m.) 











Taken Question 
NOVEMBER 2 PRESS BRIEFING POSTED: November 2, 1989 


NICARAGUA: STATUS OF RESISTANCE FORCES 





Q: In addition to those in the Northern Front, how many other 
Resistance fighters are within Nicaragua. 


A: WE ESTIMATE THAT THERE ARE APPROXIMATELY 1,200 RESISTANCE 
MEMBERS OF THE SOUTHERN FRONT WHO HAVE BEEN INSIDE 
NICARAGUA ON A PERMANENT BASIS. ADDITIONALLY, WE ESTIMATE 


THAT THERE ARE AVORRSSEATELE 500 ATLANTIC COAST INDIAN 


RESISTANCE MEMBERS WITHIN NICARAGUA, 











What is our policy on Resistance fighters re-infilitrating 
into Nicaragua? 


SINCE MARCH OF 1988 AND THE BREAKDOWN OF THE SAPOA 


AGREEMENT, RESISTANCE MEMBERS HAVE RETURNED AND LEFT 
NICARAGUA. 


THE RATE HAS FLUCTUATED OVER TIME, 


SINCE SAPOA THE RES&STANCE HAS CONSISTENTLY MAINTAINED A 


PRESENCE IN NICARAGUA, 


OUR HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE TO THE RESISTANCE INSIDE 
NICARAGUA WAS BEGUN TO SUPPORT THOSE FIGHTERS WHO WERE TO 
REMAIN IN THE ENCLAVES AGREED TO IN THE SAPOA 
NEGOTIATIONS. THE AGREED UPON ENCLAVES WOULD HAVE 
PROVIDED SANCTUARY FOR ARMED RESISTANCE FORCES IN 


NICARAGUA, 


OUR POLICY HAS BEEN TO PROVIDE THE RESISTANCE WITH THE 
HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE AT THE SAME LEVELS AS AT THE TIME 
OF THE BIPARTISAN ACCORDS. WE HAVE MAINTAINED THESE LEVELS 
OF ASSISTANCE FROM MARCH TO THE PRESENT. WE HAVE REFUSED 
TO INCREASE LEVELS OF ASSISTANCE TO ACCOMODATE INCREASED 


NUMBERS OF RESISTANCE MEMBERS RETURNING TO NICARAGUA, 








WE HAVE NOT ENCOURAGED INCREASED INFILTRATION. 


WE HAVE ENCOURAGED THE RESISTANCE IN ITS POLICY OF 
MAINTAINING THE CEASE FIRE, AND MADE CLEAR OUR POLICY OF 


DENYING HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE TO RESISTANCE MEMBERS WHO 
ENGAGE IN OFFENSIVE ACTIONS, 


Q: What is the status of the case of Resistance commander 
"Mack", who had been charged with human rights violations? 


A: COMMANDER “MACK* HAS BEEN ABSOLVED BY A NICARAGUAN 
RESISTANCE APPELLATE TRIBUNAL. HOWEVER, HE REMAINS 
SUSPENDED FROM RECEIVING U.S. ASSISTANCE PENDING A 


DEPARTMENT REVIEW OF THE RESISTANCE TRIBUNAL'S DECISION, 


3 


Has the Resistance requested that we change the way in 
which we provide aid, such as making it more portable? 


a: OUR DISCUSSIONS WITH THE RESISTANCE ON SUCH QUESTIONS ARE 


PRIVATE. 























What further details can you provide on the status of the 
alleged Resistance attack at San Miguelito? 


WE HAVE ASKED THE SOUTHERN FRONT OF THE RESISTANCE FOR ANY 
DETAILS ON THE ALLEGED ATTACK. THEY REPLIED THAT SAN 

MIGUELITO HAD NOT BEEN A ZONE OF RESISTANCE ACTIVITY SINCE 
1986 AND THAT THE RESISTANCE HAD NOT BEEN INVOLVED IN THE 


ATTACK. 


OUR EMBASSIES IN NICARAGUA, HONDURAS AND COSTA RICA ARE 
CONTINUING TO INVESTIGATE THIS INCIDENT IN AN EFFORT TO 
DETERMINE THE FACTS. THE U.S. CONDEMNS ANY OFFENSIVE 
ACTIONS BY THE RESISTANCE, IF THEY OCCURRED, AS VIOLATING 


OF THE CEASE FIRE AND WILL CUT OFF HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE 


TO ANY INDIVIDUALS OR UNITS FOUND RESPONSIBLE. 











TAKEN QUESTION Posted: “lovember ?, 19989 


NOVEMBER 2 PRESS BRIETING 


PAKISTAN: VOTE OF CONFIDENCE 





Q: What is the Cepartment’s reaction to word from Pakistan 
that Prime Minister Bhutto has defeated =ne vote of no 
confidence against her government? 

A: We congratulate Pakistan for having weathered this 
pacliamentary challenge--the first vote of no confidence in 
the nation's history--by peaceful, constitutional 

a 
procedures. We note with satisfaction also the statement 
by the leader of the parliamentary opposition in which he 


accepted the will of the majority. These events bode very 


well for the long-term stability and vitality of democracy 


in Pakistan. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 2 PRESS BRIEFING 


. SOVIET MESSAGE ON AFGHANISTAN 

Q: Have the Soviets sent us a message reaffirming their 
support for Najibullah in Afghanistan, and do we have a 
reaction to this message to the Secretary? 

A: SOVIET AMBASSADOR DUBININ ASKED TO SEE THE SECRETARY 
MONDAY TO DELIVER LETTERS FROM SOVIET FPOREIGN MINISTER 
SHEVARDNADZE ON APGHAN I STAN AND CENTRAL AMERICA. THE 
LETTERS CONSTITUTE PART OF AN ON-GOING DIALOGUE BETWEEN 
THE U.S. AND SOVIET UNION ON REGIONAL CONFLICTS AND LAID 


OUT SOVIET VIEWS ON THESE SUBJECTS. WE CANNOT GO INTO 


THE DETAILS. 

















Posted: November 2, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 2 PRESS RRIEFING 


AFGHANISTAN: AIG DELEGATION 

Q: Why is the Afghan Interim Government delegation in town? 

A: THE AIG DELEGATION, LED BY EDUCATION MINISTER 
DR. FAROOK AZAM, JUST VISITED NEW YORK TO 
EXPLAIN THE MUJAHEDIN CAUSE AT THE U.N. THE 
DELEGATION IS IN WASHINGTON FOR TALKS WITH HIGH 
LEVEL AMERICAN OFFICIALS. THEY MET THE 
SECRETARY AND UNDER SECRETARY KIMMITT 
YESTERDAY, AND THE VICE PRESIDENT THIS MORNING. 


Q: How have the taiks gone‘ 

A: .-THE TALKS HAVE BEEN CORDIAL AND PRODUCTIVE 
THE DELEGATION LEADER DR. AZAM EXPRESSED 
STRONG AFGHAN APPRECIATION FOR U.S. SUPPORT FOR 
"HE LONG AND CONTINUING AFGHAN STRUGGLE FOR 
FREEDOM. THE U.S. SIDE HAD ASSURED THE 
RESISTANCE LEADERS OF CONTINVING U.S. SUPPORT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
November 2, 1989 


HUNGARY: VISITS 





Q: Is Laszlo Kovacs here as part of the Pozsgay delegation and 

can you provide a readout on his meeting with the Acting 

Secretary? 

A: --  ##HUNGARIAN STATE SECRETARY LASZLO KOVACS IS NOT PART OF. 
MINISTER OF STATE POZSGAY'S DELEGATION. THEIR SHORT 
VISITS HERE HAPPENED TO COINCIDE. 

-- MR. KOVACS MET WITH THE ACTING SECRETARY FOR 40 

MINUTES THIS AFTERNOON. IT WAS A CORDIAL MEETING. 


THEY DISCUSSED ISSUES ON OUR BILATERAL AGENDA. 
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THE FOLLOWING 1S & TRANSCRIPT OF Of mamas 

SY 8 SEHIOF US. COVERERENT OFF icim 

DOLL ERED OF BACKGROUND FRIDAY BOWERBER 3 1888 18 
SvOuty, ausreaia 


OfGie TEXT. FIRST OFF BUT CERTAIMY PERMArS OnE OF 
THE MOST (APORTART PORTS. Tet HOSPITALITY we weet 
SEE ACCORDED THIS WISI) HOS OETe OEM 

CATRAORD NARY THE AUSTRAL (ANS ORE CRCELL EMT HOSTS 
oud THE WHOLE CeviROMMENT FOR Tet MEET IOS was OETe 
SUPTRR, THE GENERAL TOME OF THE MEETINGS, TOO, 15 
S1GeT (8 THe) SAME MODEL «= T'S OBVIOUS THAT THESE 
OPT PEOPLE WhO ARE BOT ONLY BOUND BY CLOSE a1) / anct 
OTL AT /ONSHIPS BUT ALSO Teal THERE 16 JUST & LOT OF 
GOOD TUM FEELING Om THE (eDIVIOUM LEVEL and mi) 
THE ASPECTS OF THE MEETING MEFLECT THiS. «7 S MORE a 
GROUP OF PEOPLE WHO ARE FRITEDS OISCUSSI OG /nPORTaRT 
iSsets. 


have HAD TWO PEETINGS. THE FIRST Was & Sma) 

SPL AAT AST PELTIOG WITH PRIME MINISTER OWeE, amd Tete 
NT TO THE LARGER GROUP PETTING. 18 THE MEETING 
WITH THE PRIME MOMISTER WE BASICALLY COVERED & murere 
OF TOPICS AROUND THE WORLD, CaS! MEST BEL aTiOES, Tet 
POC, THE FIDEAST, SOUTH OFHICA (HCLUDING @anreia and 
POROUS PTG/ORAL (SSUES 1HCLUDIEG TOPICS fe 
PaRTiCUL al 18 ASIA ORD SOUTH asia 


OmD THLE 18 THE LARGER AGTeDe-- OPE OMY Pan? OF 
Tet wey TeeOuGe iT--GUT 1) Olean wile suTOm 





+ a THE STRATEGIC OVERVIEW, THER THERE 15 
& DISCUSSION OF EAST-WEST BEL AT ONS, THEW THERE was & 
SERIES GF PARTICULAR PACIFIC PEGIOe (SSUES, Tete 
MOVED Ge TO SOME PARTICULAR TOPICS. SOUTHEAST atia 
ae THES COVERED SOME SOFTH AS) TOPICS amp TeaT’sS af 
fae as A GOT. 


SO wile TeaT, wT DOw'T WE JUST TOSS 17 OPE. 


& (VR FROM THE (*TERRATIONAL HERMLD TRICE. Of 
Tet GOEARF AST MEETING WITH GOWEE, DID THE auSTem ime 
PRIME PIRISTER GAISE WITH THE AAER/ COW SIDE, aS ME OE 
LED TO SELIEWE SEMATOR CwamS DID, THAT 17 MIGHT OF 
ADVISABLE FOR THE UNITED STATES 10 COWS) DER Catiag 
THE SESTRNCTIGWS Oh MEW TEM AMD FOR ACCESS TO WiGH 
LEVEL 2.5. GEICIMS, RESTRICTIONS (POEED BiCaukE & 
TOE DIFFEREMCES OVER GUCL EAR SelP POL ICT” 


& LET ME STaRT THEM Aon THESE THO GUYS Just TO 
SUPPLEMENT (7. THERE WAS & DISCUSSION OF THE TOPIC. 
THERE WAS ABSOLUTEL WO OI SCREENER’ anceG eavont 
aeOul THE (PORTORCE OF THE PLaSOw wey THE walTtD 
STATES (MSTITUTED Teal POLICY Wile Mw TEM Oe fe 
(WOLED THE WUMBER OF PEOPLE FELT (7 was weer 
pPORTanT TO STICK WiTe Tea? OVERALL POLICY, amp aor 
TO SHOW OY CHANGE OF THAT BECAUSE "HOSE, (eC. DING 
THE SUSTRAL (ONS, WHO PEMAIN WERY STA waRT fm THE Face 
OF SOMETIMES PUBLIC OPPOSITION, CEPTAIMLY COMmD 
COPECT aT LEAST Teal OCR oe iT 1S fe Oe 

OVERALL INTEREST FOR Tea’ THERE was & DISCUSS) Ge OY 
WOT ONLY THE UNITED STATES MEMBERS, BUT ALSO SOME 
SHADES OF VIEW BRONG VARIOUS AUSTRAL \ eS ABOUT THE 
SEMEF ITS OF ADJUSTING THE RamGE OF CONTACT POLICY 
wits THE Sv TEM. ANDERS Be On THAT €5 YOU Sew, 
THERE OPE WO PESTRICT ONS 1m TERMS OF ECOMORIC 
PELATIONS, OND /MDEED | BELIEVE OUR SPECI ML TRADE 
PEPRLSERTATI VE AND/OR COMMERCE SECRETARY - MOSBACHTR. 
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70 SECSTATE waseDC terEDIATE 7299 
SECOEF WASHDC \mmED ATE 

(MPO USIA WRONDC (EDI ATE 604 
VSDOK WASHDC (MED ATE 

VECIMCPAC HONDLULU HF) (MED ATE 
APEMBASSY CANBERRA (mmED ATE 
APCORSU FEL BOURRE (PED ATE 
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USA FOR CA-SULLINGER, F ASSOCIATE OVRECTOR, sEcoEr 
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1S GOING TO BE HAVING SOME MEETINGS WITH THE ety 
ZEMAMDERS. SO THIS 1S & RATHER BARPOMY OFF etd 
SITUATION OLAL ING WITH POLITICAL Om SECURITY marrees 
TRAT RESTRICTS MELTINGS ABOUT THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
LEVEL. A6D AS FOR THE ELEMENTS OF THAT DISCUSSION, | 
Time | WOULD JUST Say TeaT iT was SORT OF THE 
DISCUSSION YOU WOULD EXPECT anOnG FRIENDS np 
ALLIES. | Mae iT WAS WOT AT ALL AMYTHING THAT was 
S WARP OF PEPRESENTED GREAT BREACH LIMES. iT was 
AQLMLY SORT OF A DISCUSS/ON OF weaT SERVED OUP muTom 
(WTERESTS MOST EFFECTIVELY 


GQ: YOU DIDN'T ANDER ONE POreT. 
| Sout’ 


DID HAWNE RAISE THE 


A: | OOm'T RECALL TeaT (7 was THE Pm who Bar crD 
THE (SUE. | BELIEVE IT WAS WOT THE FP. WHO PalctD 
THE (SUE. | BELIEVE IT Was THE FOREIGH MimiSTER wo 
RAISED THE | SSUE. 


A: tT WAS DISCUSSED 1@ BOTH THE GREaRrasT SESS) ON 
AMD THER LATER (8 THE AFTERNOON. BUT aGalN THE POlaT 
Beiee tear... 


GQ: THER HAWAE 010 Raise iT” 


Ai MO IT WAS FY RECOLLECTION THaT IT was Gamera 
CANS WHO RAISED IT. AT THE OREAKFaST. 


VOU MENTIONED THE PRC WAS BAISED aS & SuBlecT 
c YOU CLasORATE On THaT? WAS THERE any Tan 
ROOUT STREMGTHENING THE SANCTIONS PUL TIL area © 
QUT TYPE OF EFFORTS THERE AGAINST THE PRC OF Of ering 
THER OR AMY TYPE OF MOVE TOWARDS IMPROVED Af. 4" OW: 
wits Pec? 


A: WELL, OH THIS TOPIC LIME OTHERS, 11'S (PP ORT eer 


Wen REC ErIEN 


FENTICR, | THOME THERE 15 & ERY GOOD QCREEPERT OF 
SOTe SIDES THAT BOTS GUE GOVERETERTS O80 OUF PLOPLES 
FEEL & SENSE OF CUTEREE 47 THE EVENTS OF |) eueerte 
SOUeRE, ae> THAT VE GEED 1O MeRE SUPE THAT THODE 
SESTIMERTS ARE COPRESSED, HOM VER ME AL 50 FEEL SHare 
& FEELING THAT FOR THE LOWG Pum, 17 5 VERY (nPORTaRT 
OT TO LET CH)mA RECERSTOUCT WALLS APOUND TOLLE wile 
THE PEST OF ASi A aD TOE WORLD. oD SO IT 1S weer 
(PORTANT TO MRI NTORD THE POSSIBILITIES OF CONT MuED 
PERIEGS WITH CHlMR AD THaT THOSE PLOPEW IES 
OSVIOUTLY DEPEND (8 LARGE PART UPON THE ACTIONS OF 
THE CHINESE GOVERPNFEBT SO a5 TO PERMIT THOSE 
SCOPEeIeGS TO OCCUR. 


& | THIMe THE SUBMCT OF PWG was PalcED. war's 
WE U.S. ASSESSMENT @ THE FUTURE im PRG? 


& THIS 1S CRVIOCUMLY & SUBJECT 1 Whice oUF 

AUSTRAL (G8 COUNTERPARTS ARE FAR MORE EC UPTRT Teen 
AE, O6D SO Om THAT SUBJECT | 0 Say E PRIMARY 
LISTENED TO GET & FEL REPORT ABOUT THE EvENTS 
BANGING FROM BOUGAIGBILLE OND THE SEPARATIST 
MOVEMENT, OND THE EFFECTS Om ECOMOMICS, TO THE waTURE 
OF CHANGES (8 THE PRLITICAL SITUATION, (NDEED EVEN 
PiLiTaRy FORCES. | Gam’ T THIMH THAT WE COULD GIVE & 
PARTICULARLY EXPERT ASSESSMENT. | THIMH THAT AS & 
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GEMERA, MATTER WE OELICVE Teal, AS (@ Many atMY 
IMDEPLMDERT COUNTRIES, IT'S GOING THROUGH & PERIOD OF 
ADIUTIENT, WHICH 15 WOT SURPRISiwG. 17'S Ofte a 
VERY DIFFICULT OME (@ PART BECAUSE OF THE SEPamaT ICT 
MOVEMENT AND THE STRIVE OL aL eG wits & weeY 
PORTANT, COPPER PRODUCING HiME THAT PRODUCES & 
LARGE AMOUNT OF DOMESTIC REVENUES AS WEL’ aS CxPoRT 
REVENUES, AND THAT ALSO THE POLITICAL SYSTEM was To 
GO THROUGH VARIOUS PHASES OF EVOLUTION. | DON'T 
THOME REALLY WE APE fe POSITION TO FORECAST Cractiy 
Weal Tet PESMLT Wha OE. . 


& Wal IMPRESSON O10 TOU GET FROM what ausTeaia 
WAS ARLE TO TELL YOU ABOUT HOW SERIOUSLY autTemia 
ASSESSES THE Si TURTON OWFR Terer’ 


& MUL, ft THOME 1D PRIMARY MEL, LET te 

RUSTE (AH COUNTERPARTS OESCRIOE THEIR SENSE OF Tet 
SERIOUSMESS OF THE Sitwatiom 7° S MEMLLY BOT OURS 
TO SAY. FLL Say Tees, That THERE 1S, Teal | went a 
SENSE O A STRONG FEELING OF COMMI TRENT On THE Part 
@& Tel AUSTRAL (ae GOVERHFENT TO Of OF HELP weree iT 
CAM, GOVIGUSLY THAT PEL ATIONDHIF HAS SOME #) STOR CA 
OOOTS. (7 MSO HAS SOME VERY STRONG GEOPOL)TiCm 
IAPORTARCE GND SO, a7 LEAST | CAME away PROF Tet 
PECTIOG WITH THE SEMDE Teal THE auSTRaL ae GOvteurtar 
WAS VERY THGAGED 18 THIS PROBLEM aD Teal Twat Steves 
OUR INTEREST AS WELL AS THOSE OF ausTem ia 


& i @ COULD GO BACH TO MEW IfM aNd, PLTASE, Como 
TOU TLABORATE THE AMERICAN RL ASONS WHY THE SUGGEST ion 
THAT THE POLICY Om CONTACTS Of CeamGEO wat #07 
ACcetord To” 


a «6M, FURST OFF, WE ARE im THE PROCESS oO 
DISCUSSION, SO | MEAN YOU KNOW A TOPIC was Rarcro, 
THERE WAS SOME DISCUSSION OF THE MERITS OF 11 Ow Tet 


TELEGRAM 


Sroery sc148 22% @ #221211 
SUSTOM (ae SIDE, OS WELL OS OO THE US. SOE. amp 
Soa T Terme THAT THE TYPE OF PEETIWGS OPE were 
PEGPLE SORT OF Dhew SHARP COMCLWGIONS. #5 FOR THE 
WHITED STATES ~~ | Team | FEEL MORE COMFORT ARLE 
TASORG ABOUT THE WHITED STATES SL aOR, FOr Tet 
POLICY, WE LIVE 18 Be OGL WHERE THE WRITED STeTES 
PLOTS © (PORTANT OGLE (@ TERPS OF DL TERRE MCE 
CAPABILITIES APDUND THE GLOBE 8 THODE |& PaRT OLPEMD 
OH OUR ABILITY TO PROJECT FORCE Wile Cum wavy = OF 
Bayt PELICS (8 PORT Om MUCLERP PROPULS/ OW AS Ly at 


* SUCLERR WEAPONS, oeD AE FOUND Teal THe ety Dime 


POSITIOe OF HEI THE® COMP IEF BOF Oley WOULD 
FURDAFESTALLY UPSET TeaT VERY (rPORTaRT abmiTY To 
PROJECT GUE FORCES POUND THE GLOBE. OmD wee Givte 
THER CHANGE (6 ATTITUDE TOWARDS 17, THING POLICY, 
THEY SUPPLY MOVED (ETO & CATEGORY THaT was OiFFeeter 
TO THOSE OF STPOWG MLL IAMCE TIES. THAT DOES WOT mae 
TeaT WE DON'T weve TIES BASED OF OTHER GCeOuNDS, FoR 
CRAPPLE COOMOFICS, SUT THEY @O LOWOEE, OY TeEIe Owe 
CHOrct, MERE i& Teal Carecorr. 


& Of itv oO eee). 


& «TRAT’S VERY ACCURATE. i Haul MenY GOBmL 
CONCERNS LOE OeD WE waNE TO GO BY & Batic POLE write 
CHARLES US TO OPERATE AROUND THE WORLD, (eCLUDING 
SOP VERY SEMSITIVE AREAS. amp THEREFORE iT 1S 
SLALLY VERY (PORTANT Teal WE wave ESSEHTIMLY & 
SASIC PULE VE GO BY WHICH IS TO EITHER COMP len aoe 
DENT, AND THAT 1S JUST EMORMOUTLY IFPORTANT (8 TLERS 
GH OUR OVERALL, PESPOWSIGNLITICS. Teal’ S wey any 
PLACE THAT ULE 1S CHMLLEWGID CAUSES US A GREAT, IT'S 
SLMLLY & SEURALGIC THOME FOR US, aed THE faction 
THEREFORE, 18 THE CASE OF MEW TEAL AND, HAS BLEW wear 
vow Cam SEE 17 1S. 17 0S VERY STRONG. 
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A: SB JUST TO MORE ONE OTHER SET OF COMMECTI ON TO 
THIS, GECAUSE 17 DOES PEFLECT Om TOPICS Twat weet 
DISCUSSED. WE SELICVE, amd) LET THE autTea san 
QEPPESESTATI VES SPlae FOR THEMSELVES, GuT | Terme 
“THERE (5 & TOME TO THIS CPFECT, Tear THE OOLE Tear 
THE GRITED STATES HOS PLOYED (@ SECURITY OFL aT ons 
Ove THE PAST 28 YEARS Has BEES VERY inPoRTaRT i@ 
TERMS OF PROVIDING & BAS'S FOR SOME Cramers Taxing 
PLACE 0 THE POLITICAL Om ECONOMIC CevreOnrENTS (a 
THE WORLD, THAT HONE OF US WOULD HaNE SUSPECTED 28. 
TER, FIVE, MAYOE CEN ONE OF TWO YEARS 260. and OO 
Wit Gut Cam WEVER SEPateTe THe SECURITY FaOF te 
TRITICA AED CCONOFIC, THE TREND 1m mute OF Tet 
GLOGS 1S fm THE DVPECTION OF THOSE waLUES THE wei rte 
CTATES AMD BUSTER (4 HOeE STOOD FOR OuRieG THis Tit 
PERIOD, AUD WE THImE TeaT THE SECURITY POLICY Tear 
HOVE HOD 1m THE PAST OND CONTI GUE TO Have, PEMale TO 
BE (PORTANT bm eat Ovttm, EFFORT 


G: OW O10 TOU FESPOND Just TO THE ety Ifm and vity 
Teat THE PRESIDENT OF THE WRITER STATES wry CFE Tet 
PRESIOERT OF THE SOVIET UENOR, WITH wHOF fT Has fuce 
WORE PROFOUND DIFFERENCES, YET HE WON'T SEE THE me 
of wv ifm ano’ 


: WELL, THE PRESIDENT OF THE GmITED Crates Dormer 
ff 4 LOT OF HEADS & STATE OD HEADS OF GoteerteT 
Gao im Tere Cast, | Mae TS COWlOUS Tear iT wat tt 
WCW TEM AND GOVEPHFENT DECIDED TO Tent a action oF 
That POLNCY, THEY WERE THE ONES Tear PerciPi Taree tet 

DP OMNGRADE 16 PELATIONS, AND SO THE CHOICE 15 wits 

THA. | OO WISH TO UNOreSCORE THis, tear wf 
RECKEHITE THAT THERE Off Hew BOCES C8 weit we Com 
WANE CONSTRUCTIVE TICS, FOR CAAMPLE, (k 4 F Eu Dar, 
Wt WILL OE PaRTiCrPating wile Tet ety Mimand 
GOVERMENT aT THE PACIFIC fm CONFERENCE So: 
WOULD T TRY AND OVER CAPHASITE, SORT OF THE Sher 
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SvoeEtr lek OM OBI 
@ Teer. += THE ate [EM eed COvEPerEeT DECIDES To 
OS Teat, TeaT’S TWENG BESIGESS. THEY MADE THE 
DECISIGe Oe THrS (SSUE amd THEY PE GOleG TO Live wits 
TE S£5u TS. 


& HE SUSTOR eet HONE © STRONG 1 PPRECS (ON Teal THE 
OOITED STATES WHLL ABT TAle wee THE PROPOT a, Ow THE 
SOUTe PACIFIC SUCLEAR FREE [OME «meu LE) | |6weee iT 
COMES WP TO & WOTE THEY wank STROMG §TPRELS ON Tear 
TOUR GOT GOIOG TO WOTE aGalesT 17. (5 Teal accuRare’ 


& | OOm T FEEL AT THIS POVNT THAT WE want TO SoRT 
Sar PUBLICLY weal WE wil. OF WONT BE DOING a5 
Pant OF THAT PESOLUTION. 


& YOU CAH ODD THAT THE SECRETARY (MDICATED 1m #15 
COM /RhaT Oe HEARI EGS Teal THIS POLICY WOULD OF 
SEVITMED. WE wavE GONE THROUGH & PROCESS OF PEvitw 
TeaT 15 SOT YET QUITE COMPLETE 26D wiLE Ou® Ghatem 
aPPeoace |S THaT SUCL EAR WEAPONS FREE [OMES aF7 
ONPELPF UL FOR THE ERY SEASONS "HAT WE weWE HOD THIS 
DISAGREEMENT wilh THE wtw [EM ANDERS, « fi em 
POUT On wate’ SEEe Tante 


& Gul THEY weve SAID PUBLICLY (8 & BRIEFING TeaT 
‘WEY SOVE & VERY STRONG (PRESS) ON PROF wat was Salo 
a) THE TMLAS TODAY TeaT TOU WIL, aBSTarm 66am THEY 
Seen ieG uy? THE weOmG Terr’ 


& LL, | CONT Want TO OE GUESSies wear terre 


(PRESSION WAS OR wASe'T | WAS WOT aT THEV® 
SRIF mG. QIN 5400, vou enow wt ve Otee Teeouce 4 
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" ACTION SS-08 
A: THE REVIEW 1S MORE BROADLY DEALING WITH THE 


IMFO L0G-88 ADS-O8 IWR-8) EUR-O8. CIAE-O9-ES-88 K-81 PROTOCOLS AND THE TREATY, BUT OBVIOUSLY IT’S NOT -" 
_« SCE-O8 NSAE-98 SSO-88 HA-@9 1-83 TRSE-O8 PR-18 UWRELATED WITH THE RESOLUTION. 
EAP-86 PA-82 OMB-G1 STR-18 IWRE-OB OES-89 ACDA-12 
SP-82 «= SNP-@1 0s C81 PRS-@1 .P-82 1-81 /a W 
m8 367684 8322411 /61 
© 6328341 NOV 89 ; 


@: SO YOU ARE IN FACT REVIEWING YOUR POSITION, IN 
RESPECT OF DECLINING THE PROTOCOLS? 
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REVIEW PROCESS, IT'S NOT YET COMPLETE, WE DON'T HAVE 
FINAL DECISIONS ON ALL THESE ACTIONS. THERE ARE 
OTHER COUNTRIES INVOLVED IN THE U.N. THAT YOU WORK 
WITH OM ANY OF THESE RESOLUTIONS. ON THE BASIC ISSUE 
| WOULD ADD THAT THE UNITED STATES WAS INFORMED THE 
WATIONS OF THE REGION THAT OUR POLICIES IN FACT ARE 
WOT AT ALL INCONSISTENT WITH THE TREATY OR IHE 
PROTOCOLS THAT WERE SIGNED. WOWEVER, WE DO HAVE A 
CONCERN WHEN IT COMES TIME TO THE TREATY ITSELF, Im 
THE PROTOCOLS THAT THE PRECEDENTIAL EFFECT THAT IT 
MIGHT CREATE. AND JUST TO GIVE YOU OWE EXAMPLE OF 
HOW THIS 1S A REAL CONCERN, THERE WAVE BEEN CONCERNS 
ABOUT WORTH KOREA AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS CAPABILUY, AND SOME PEOPLE WiLL THEN DECIDE 
TO TRY AMD OEAL WITH THAT TOPIC AGAIN BY SAYING LET'S 
AGAIN KAVE ANOTHER FREE ZONE. WE ARE FRANKLY 
CONCERNED AS LONG AS NUCLEAR WEAPONS REMAIN AN 
IMPORTANT PART OF DETERRENCE CAPAL:LITY OF THE WEST 
AND THEY WAVE KEPT THE PEACE FOR 48 YEARS, THAT WE'VE 
FALLER TO A POSITION OF OUTLAWING A CATEGORY OF 
WEAPONS THAT REMAINS IMPORTANT FOR DETERRENCE. 


A: LET ME JUST ADD OM THIS POINT 'AS IT RELATES TO 
MEW LEALAND. FR. PALMER, THE MEW PRIME MINISTER, B10 
REAFFIRM THE WON-NUCLEAR POLICY SINCE WE CANE TO HIS 
MEV POSITION, WHICH AGAIN REIMFORCES OUR CONCERNS 
ABOUT WOT JUST THE LOCAL EFFECT GUT THE GLoBm EFFECT 
GF THIS POSITION. THEREFORE OUR LIMITING-OF -CONTACT 
POLICY 1S A WAY OF MAKING A STATEMENT ABOUT am ISSUE 
TWAT AS HARRY ROWEN INDICATED DOES HAVE A GLOBAL 
SIGHIFICANCE FOR US IM OUR DEFENSE POSITION. 


@: CAN | JUST CLARIFY PLEASE, THE REVIEW THAT IS 
STILL BEING COMPLETED YOU REFERRED 10’ DOES THAT 
REFER FO THE QUESTION OF SIGHING THE PROTOCOLS OR 
SIMPLY THE QUESTION OF YOUR ATTITUDE TO THE U. wm. 
RESOLUT 1 ON? 


A: THAT 1S CORRECT, ALTHQUGH THE REVIEW 1S ALMOST 
COMPLETE. 


@: DO YOU FIND JEFFREY PALMER PRESENTS A DIFFERENT 
PROPOSITION AS FAR AS YOUR RELATIONS WITH WEW ZEALAND 
OR WAS THAT REAFFIRMATION BASICALLY SAID THAT THE 
POSITION IS AS IT WAS IM THE DAY OF | 4aNGE. 


A: AGAIN, WE HAVE VERY ACTIVE COOOPERATION IN A RANGE 
OF ISSUES. A GOOD EXAMPLE IS WHEN FR. PALMER WAS IN 
THE UNITED WATIOWS FOR THE RECENT GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
WE WERE VERY ACTIVELY WORKING WITH THEIR DELEGATION 
OM A ORIFT-WET FISHING RESOLUTION, AND THIS 1S AN 
AREA WHERE VE HAVE A STRONG COMMON INTEREST, AND WE 
ARE PURSUING THAT AT SEWIOR LEWELS. AND IT’S BEEN 
IRDICATED WERE ON OTHER AREAS, PARTICULARLY IW THE 
ECOWOMIC SPHERE, WHERE WE DO WAVE COMMON INTERESTS, 
WE DEAL WITH THER AT A HIGH LEVELS, CABINET LEVELS, 
$O IT 1S NOT AS SOME HAVE SUGGESTED A “NO CONTACTS" 
POLICY. IT'S A LIMITING OF CONTACTS, SPECIFICALLY Im 
THE SECURITY AND POLITICAL AREAS. 


A: TO BE MORE SPECIFIC, OUR POLICY IS NOT BASED On 
PERSONALITIES AND OUR POLICY 1S WOT BASED ON PARTIES, 
IT 1S BASED ON SUBSTANCE. 
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@: 1S THE UNITED STATES LIMELY TO MOVE BEYOND & “NO 
CONTACTS” POLICY TO A DEWIAL OF PRIVILEGES TO MEW 
TEAL AMD UNDER THE U.S. ARMS EXPORT CONTROL ACT OR THE 
FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT AS WAS PUT TO CONGRESS LAST 
YEAR, AND WOT PASSED? 


A; YOU MEAN A MORE RESTRICTIVE? 
@: EXACTLY. 
A: | ANOW OF NO PLANS TO DO THAT. 


A: 00, OUR CURRENT POSITION WAS ESTABLISHED im ‘87 
AND THERE'S WO CURRENT THIWKING TO SOMEWOW REV'EW 
TWAT OR TOUGHER IT UP OR EASE IT UP. WE'RE HOLDING 
FIRM TO THE GEWERAL POSITION. 


A: LET AE MAKE A GEWERAL POINT. | UNDERSTAND THAT 
18 DAYS OF TALKS WHERE PEOPLE SEE EYE TO EVE Om SO 
MANY (SSUES, THAT THIS 1S AM ISSUE IN THE REGION THAT 
WAS SOME GASIS OF CONFLICT AND THEREFORE PROMPTS A 
SERIES OF QUESTIONS. | WOULD SAY THAT | JUST HOPE 
OME DOES WOT DRAW UNDUE EMPHASIS FROM THE NATURE OF 
THAT FACT, THAT IS A SORT OF AN OUTLINE im TERNS OF 
QUESTIONS. iT WAS A SMALL PART OF OUR CONVERSATIONS 
WITH THE PRIME MINISTER'S GREAKFAST, AND iT was a 
SMALL PART OF & SERIES OF OTWER LARGE CONVERSATIONS. 
AND QUA POLICY ON THAT HAS BEEN RATHER CLEAR SINCE 
'O) AMO | EXPECT IT WILL REPEAT 17, WHILE M450 WOT 
PRECLUDING OPPORTUNITIES FOR DISCUSSIONS wiTn 
ECOMOMIC OFFICIALS AMO OTHERWISE. 


@: HOV WAS IT RAISED AT THE PRIME MimISTER’S 
BREAKFAST? 


A: WELL, | AM WOT GOING TO GO INTO INTERPLAY OF HOW 
1T WAS RAISED. THE TOPIC WAS DISCUSSED. 
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@: IN A SIMILAR WAY SENATOR EVANS RAISED IT THOUGH. 


A: | AM SORRY. SEWATOR EVANS, WAS, TO THE BEST OF 
MY RECOLLECTION, SE@ATOR EVANS WAS THE PERSON WHO 
RAISED iT AT THE GREAKFAST. im SO FAR AS YOU'RE 
ASKING, WAS IT DOME IN A CONMFRONTATIONM way, 
DEFINITELY NOT. 


@: JUST OM THE WUCLEAR FREE TOME. YOU SAID THAT YoU 
WERE ACTUALLY REVIEWING SIGMATURE OF THE PROTOCOLS 
WHICH GOES A GIT FURTHER THAN WHAT THE AUSTRALIA'S 
TOO US. CAN YOU JUST TELL US WHAT PROMPTED YouR 
REVIEW AND EXACTLY WHAT 1S THE MATURE OF THIS TYPE OF 
REVIEW 


A: (6 SECRETARY GARER’S CONFIRMATION TESTIMONY, THIS 
DATES THROUGH JANUARY OF THIS YEAR, WE MENTIONED THaT 
WE WOULD HAVE THIS REVIEW OF THE TREATY and THE 
PROTOCOLS. WOW, IT HAS BEEN A TOPIC OF INTERAGENCY 
REVIEW DURING THE COURSE OF THE YEAR. THAT REVIEW 
WAS ALMOST BEEN COMPLETED. 1 DON'T MEAN, OY 
MENTIONING THE FACT THAT WE HAVE HAD A REVIEW, TO 
SUGGEST THAT THE POSITION WILL CHANGE. MY Own FRANK 
ASSESSMENT 1S THAT 1T PROBABLY WILL NOT. 


@ GAS uring tHe avsteatian eniering ten, THEY 
MENTIONED THAT, AT THE MEETING, GOTH SIDES AGREE THAT 
THE SOVIETS ARE TAKING A MORE RELAXED ATT! TUDE 
TOWARDS THE SOU'N PACIFIC AND BECOMING LESS OF THE 
THREAT. 16 WHAT WAY I'S THAT OCCURRING AND 00 YOU 
AGREE WITH THAT ASSESSMENT? 
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TAGS: OVIP (AKER, JAMES A., 111) 
SUBJECT: “FASTPRESS" TRANSCRIPT OF REMARKS BY A 


A: WELL, | DIDN'T HEAR WHAT THEY SAID IW THE 

GRIEF ING. THAT THERE 1S A SLIGHT TWIST FROM WHaT | 
WOULD DESCRIBE TO BE THE DISCUSSIONS INSTEAD THERE 
WAS BEEN A MORE ACTIVE ROLE BY THE SOVIET’S IW THE 
REGION. § WOULD SAY THAT BOTH SIDES FEEL THal THE 
WAY THAT THE ROLE HAS BEEN CONDUCTED TO DATE HAS NOT 
SEEN OME THAT POSES A THREAT BUT BOTH SIDES ALSO 
RECOGNIZE THAT 17 1S SOMETHING THAT 1S IMPORTANT TO 
MONITOR. 


A: LET ME ADD THAT IT IS IMPORTANT TO PUT 17 INTO 
PERSPECTIVE. THERE WAS SOME DISCUSSION OF & CHANGED 
PATTERN OF SOVIET WAVAL ACTIVITIES AROUND THE WORLD. 
GEWERALLY, THEY WAVE BEEN PULLING BACK. LESS 
OPERATIONS, ESPECIALLY AT SEA, ESPECIALLY aT Great 
DISTANCES FROM SOVIET PORTS. AND SOME SCALING BACK 
iM THE SIZE OF WAVY OLOER SHIPS BEING TAKEN OUT OF 
SERVICE. MODERNIZATION CONTINUES. | THINK THE SourH 
PACIFIC THEN FITS INTO WAT ONE SEES HAPPENING AROUND 


@: DOES THAT SUGGEST THAT SOVIET SHIPS WERE, In 
FACT, 1M THE SOUTH PACIFIC AT SOME POINT? 


A: 0, 17 1S PART OF THE GENERAL PATTERN OF Crancet 
THAT OME CAM SEE, THAT GLOBALLY SOVIET wavaL 
ACTIVITIES GEMERALLY WAVE BECH. AT LEAST | Thine 
THAT 17 1S IMPORTANT TO WAVE THAT PERSPECTIVE in 
ORDER TO UNDERSTAND WAT |S GOING OW. iT wala 
GROADER DISCUSSION. | MEAN, WE WOTED, FOR Exanrit, 
THAT FISHING AGREEMENTS THAT HAD BEEN SIGHED With 
VANUATU AND ONE OTHER COUNTRY IN THE AREA, FIR Bat), 
LAPSED. OM THE OTHER HAND, THEY ARE ESTABLISHING a 
DIPLOMATIC PRESENCE IN PAPUA WEW GUINEA; THEIR ann 
SUPPLY 18 CAMBODIA HAS, OVER THE LAST SEVERM rians 
Otte Al A VERY nigh RATE, SOUT 1S A MIKED PiCtuRE 








SYOWEY 84148 87 OF 88 8321257 
@: AS A RESULT OF THE CHANGING MILITARY, OR SOVIET 
MILITARY PRESENCE, IN THE REGION WAS THERE any 
DISCUSSION ON OUR SIDE OF ANY EVOLWING OR CHANGING 
U.S. PRESEWCE IN THE REGION? ANYTHING THAT PDMIRAL 
HARDISTY MIGHT HAVE BROUGHT UP? 


A: LET ME JUST MAKE A FIRST POINT IN HOW WE RESPOND 
IM THAT THERE WAS & STRONG SENSE THAT WE wavE 
ENCOUNTERED ELSEWHERE, THAT IT REMAINS VERY 
IMPORTANT FOR THE UNITED STATES TO HAVE A STRONG 
PRESENCE IN THE REGION. THAT PRESENCE INCLUDES ON A 
SECURITY BASIS, BUT IT ALSO INCLUDES AN ECONOMIC, AND 
IM THE POLITICAL SPHERES. THAT PRESENCE SHOULD NOT 
BE SOLELY DEFINED BY ITS RELATIONSHIP WITH THE SOVIET 
UNION. THE UNITED STATES HAS, IN PART, PLAYED A 
STABILIZING ROLE IN THE POLITICAL ENVIRONMENT AND 17 
1S THE EXPRESS VIEW OF THE AUSTRALIANS AND, INDEED, 
MANY OTHERS WE'VE ENCOUNTERED \'HAT THEY HOPE THAT THE 
UNITED STATES CONTINUES TO PLAY THAT ROLE. 


A: THAT POINT WAS ‘WN THE CONTCAT OF THE GENERAL 
REVIEW OF OUR RELATIONS Sia THE PHILIPPINES. YOU 
KWOW THAT PRESIDENT AQUINO WILL BE VISITING 
WASHINGTON WEXT WEEK AND WE JUST WENT OVER THE FACT 
THAT OUR PaSE REWEGOTIATION WILL BE BEGINNING TOWARDS 
THE END OF THE YEAR. 


ALSO FITTING THIS GENERAL PATTERN WAS SOME DISCUSSION 
OF THE UNDERSTANDING WE HAD REACHED WITH SINGAPORE TO 
WAVE FAIRLY MODEST ACTIVITIES GO ON THERE - MILITARY 
ACTIVITES TAMING PLACE THERE. AND ALL OF THIS IN THE 
CONTEXT OF AN AMERICAN INTENTION TO RETAIN AND 
PRESERVE THE STABILIZING ROLE WHICH 1S GENERALLY 
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FOR PA-WOKE, ASD PA) FOR LTC TAYLOR, ASD-ISP FOR LTC 
BOYD, ASO/ISA FOR CAPT HYLAND; USCINCPAC A/CO FOR FPA 
AND USIA ADVISOR DONANUE 


£.0. 12356 W/A 
TAGS: OVIP WAKER, JAMES A., 111) 
SUBJECT: “FASTPRESS” TRANSCRIPT OF REMARKS BY A 


WELCOME IM VARYING DEGREES - CERTAIMLY BY THE 
AUSTRALIANS AND BASICALLY EVERYBODY ELSE. 


@: THE QUESTION OF PAPUA WEW GUINEA, WE WERE TOLD aT 
THE AUSTRALIAN BRIEFING, WAS DISCUSSED FOR AROUND 
HALF AM HOUR AND THAT THERE WERE A LOT OF QUESTIONS 
ASKED GY THE AMERICANS. WILL YOU TELL US WHAT YOU 
WERE SEEKING TO FIND OUT? 


A; | DON'T REMEMBER THE EXACT AMOUNT OF TIME. IT 
WAS A FULL AND VERY INTERESTING DISCUSSION AND THE 
MAIN POINTS THAT | EMPHASIZE - THIS IS FOR OBVIOUS 
WISTORICAL AS VELL AS GEOGRAPHIC KEASONS, THE 
AUSTRALIAN OFFICIALS AT THE MEETING HAVE AN 
EXTRAORDIWARILY GOOG GRASP OF WHAT 1S GOING ON AND IT 
WAS VERY USEFUL TO GET A SENSE OF THAT FROM EVERYBODY 
FROM THE MILITARY AND POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS TO THE 
ECONOMIC AND SEPARATISTS FRONTS, AND SO ON AND SO 
FORTH. 


@: COULD | JUST GET CLARIFICATION FROM REMARKS YOU 
MADE BEFORE ABOUT SOVIET MILITARY TRENDS IN THE 
PACIFIC. ARE YOU SAYING THAT THEY ARE CONSISTENT 
WITH THE GLCBAL PATTERN OR THEY'RE INCONSISTENT? 


A: TOTALLY CONSISTENT | WOULD Say. 


@: OME ON CAMBODIA. WHAT 1S YOUR ASSESSMENT OF THE 
RECENT MILITARY VICTORIES OF THE KHMER ROUGE AND YOUR 
EXCHANGES WITH THE AUSTRALIANS ON THIS SUBJECT? 


A: LET ME JUST MAKE THIS GEWERAL COMMENT: THERE was 
AN AGREEMENT GY BOTH SIDES THAT IT 1S VERY IMPORTANT 
TO TRY AMD ACHIEVE A COMPREHENSIVE SOLUTION FOR 
CAMBODIA. THAT INCLUDES, WOT OMLY THE RESOLUTION OF 
THE EXTERMAL DANGERS, 18 PARTICULAR THE VIE" SANESE 
TROOP PRESENCE, BUT ALSO THE WEED TO HAVE SOME 
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INTERMAL RESOLUTION AMONG THE FACTIONS. JUST TO MAKE 
A GRIEF COMMENT ON YOUR POINT ABOUT THE aR: WE AND 
OTHERS, OBVIOUSLY, MAWE FELT THAT THERE IS A DANGER 
TO HAVE A RELOLUTION ON THE BATTLEFIELD aS OPPOSED 
TO THE CONFERENCE TABLE. THAT'S WHY WE AND OTHERS 
FELT THAT THE CONFEREMCE IN PARIS WAS ONE WORTH 
INVESTING A GREAT DEAL OF TIME AWD EWERGY EVEN THOUGH 
THERE WAS PROBABLY & RELATIVELY LOW PROBABILITY OF 
GETTING A RESULT THERE. WE CONTINUE TO BELIEVE IT'S 
IMPORTANT TO WORK DIPLOMATICACLY AND wE ARE DOING 
SOME. (INAUDIBLE), INCLUDING WORKING WITH THE OTHER 
MATIONS IM THE CURRENT FIVE AND WORKING CLOSELY WiTH 
ASEAN AND OTHERS TRYING TO REACH THAT RESULT SO aS TO 
AVOID FURTHER BLOODSHED FOR A COUNTRY THAT HAS 
SUFFERED EWORMOUSLY AL@EADY. 


A. TWE ISSUE OF CURRENT MILITARY ACTION WAS NOT GONE 
INTO 1M DETAIL. YOU MENTION THE AR, ACTUALLY THE 
MOST ACTIVE MILITARY ACTION HAS BEEN THE KPNLF, AND 
SECONDARILY THE SIMAMOUK FORCES. THE KHMER ROUGE HAS 
ALSO BEEN ACTIVE 1M TRE PAILIN (HOWETIC) AREAS AS 
YOU ARE PROBABLY AWARE. BUT THE BASIC POINT 1S THAT 
BOTH WE AND THE AUSTRALIANS AGREE THAT THE POLITICAL 
TRACK 1S THE OWE WE WANT TO TRY TO MAINTAIN QND VE 
REVIEWED EFFORTS BOTH AMONG THE PERMANENT FIVE TO 
KEEP A WEGOTIATING PROCESS ALIVE AND THEN EFFORTS OF 
THE TEAL PRIME MINISTER WORKING WITH REGIONAL POWERS 
AMD THE THA! FACTIONS ALSO TO KEEP TALKS GOING. 


@: YOU RECENTLY EMACTED A WEW TRACK SAYING THAT THE 
MAJOR PLAYERS - I'LL SEE IF | CAN PUT IT - THAT IS, 
RUSSIA, CHINA, THE U.S. AND FRANCE SHOULD AGKEE ON 
WHAT KIND OF INTERIM GOVERNMENT SHOULD BE PUT In 
PLACE IM CAMBODIA AMD THEN FORCE THE FACTIONS TO 
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AGREE ON THAT KIND OF GOVERNMENT. HOW WAS THIS 
RECEIVED BY THE AUSTRAL/ ANS? 

. 

KA: WELL, FIRST ON THE APPROACH. THE IDEA THERE IS 
THAT THE PARIS CONFERENCE WAS PREDICATED In 
SIGHIFICANT PART ON TRYING TO BRING THE INTERNAL 
FACTIONS TOGETHER TO REACH A RESOLUTION. THEY WERE 
UNABLE TO DO SO AND SO WE HAVE BEEN EXPLORING WITH 
OTHERS, STARTING AT THE UN GENERAL ASSEMBLY MEETINGS, 
THE POSSIBILITIES THAT THE PERMANENT FIVE PLAY an 
EMMANCED ROLE, WORKING WITH OTHERS, FOR EXAMPLE THE 
ASEANS, AUSTRALIANS, TRYING TO PUT TOGETHER an 
INTERNAL RESULT TO AVOID BLOODSHED ON THE 
BATTLEFIELD. THAT'S THE BACKGROUND OF IT. aS FOR 
THE AUSTRALIAN SENSE, WE SHOULD PRIMARILY LET THER 
SPEAK FOR THEMSELVES. MY BASIC SENSE 1S THAT THEY 
SHARE THE DESIRE TO TRY AND REACH A PEACEFUL 
RESOLUTION OF THIS LONG-STANDING CONFLICT. 


@ WERE YOU ABLE TO GIVE ANY ADVICE TO THE 
AUSTRALIANS AS TO WHETWER YOU BELIEVE THE VIETNAMESE 
WAVE ACTUALLY PULLED OUT, OR ARE GETTING THEIR TROOPS 
OUT OF CAMBODIA AND WAS THE QUESTION RAISED OF a1D TO 
VIETMAN? WERE THOSE CIRCUMSTANCES RAISED? 


A: &S TO THE FIRST OWE, WE DID WOT DISCUSS THE 
DETAILS OF WHETHER THE VIETMAMESE HAD ACTUALLY PULLED 
GUT OR WOT. AS FOR THE QUESTION OF AID TO VIETNAM WE 
STATED OUR VIEW THAT SINCE THE VIETNAMESE CaN PLAY aN 
IMPORTANT ROLE IM TRYING TO REACH A PEACEFUL, 
COMPRENENSIVE SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM OF CanBoDia 
THAT IT WAS IMPORTANT FOR ALL THE WATIONS INVOLVED TO 
TRY AND KEEP THE PRESSURE ON THER TO 00 SO. AnD THAT 
OBVIOUSLY INCLUDES THE ECONONIC. 


A: OM THAT POINT THERE WAS A COMMON AGREEMENT THAT 
WHATEVER THE EXTENT OF THE WITHDRAWAL THAT VIETNAM 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1989, 12:33 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


M * CHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
have one st*rement today on the Sudan. 


The United States Government is deeply concerned by 
indications that the cease-fire in Sudan is breaking down. 
Forces of the Sudanese People's Liberation Army attacked the 
government-held town of Kurmuk and government forces evacuated 
Kurmuk last weekend. On Tuesday, two unidentified planes 
bombed the SPLA-held town of Yirol. 


The cease-fire was vitally important in allowing the 
movement of relief supplies into southern Sudan and averting 
mass starvation. Renewed fighting will severely hamper this 
continuing relief effort. We urge both the Government of Sudan 
and the SPLA to observe the cease-fire. 


We're particularly distressed by the breakdown at this 
time because of earlier indications that both sides were 
thinking positively about the peace process. The 
recommendations of the Peace Committee which met recently in 
Khartoum and the SPLA's own four-point peace plan offer some 
possibilities for discussions aimed at stopping the war and 
restoring peace. 


It is a good sign that both sides' statements contain 
fresh ideas and that neither side set preconditions. [t is 
encumbent on both sides to meet again as soon as possible and 
to negotiate in a spirit of good faith and of compromise. 


Q What is the state of our aid program to Sudan 
right now? 


ry We have committed, I think, some $115 million to 
the relief effort. It's an effort that's continuing. There 
are food supplies moving. There are stocks in some places. 
But we're seriously disturbed by the prospect that this 
fighting could endanger that process. 


Q Any additional ESF or any other aid program? 











tf 42 


-2- Friday, 11/3/89 


I don't know the whole rundown on everything we 
do with Sudan. Here I'm talking about the relief effort. I 
can look for that. 


Q What caused the breakdown? Do you know? 


fa Well, I mean, why do they carry out these 
attacks? I mean, these attacks caused the breakdown. They 
constitute the breakdown. 


Q You seem to -- 
a But [ don't know -- 


--~ talking about, that they were coming together 
and discussing things, and there were various peace plans. 
What went wrong? 


A I don't know. I mean, I just don't know why 
these attacks were carried out. I just know that they were 
carried out. That's what we're concerned about. 


That's it. Jim? 


Q Richard, there are -~— continue to be persistent 
reports that there have been some modifications in the Baker 
five points. Can you confirm that in fact there have been some 
alterations? 


4 No. I can't confirm that. I don't have any more 
details today to say than [I did yesterday, and that Margaret 
has for the past three weeks. 


Q And where does -- what's the state of play today? 


A Really, the state of play today is where it was 
yesterday, and I believe the Government of Israel and 
Government of Egypt are making an effort to respond positively. 
We're continuing our efforts, and we expect to continue our 
exchanges with the parties, and the Secretary will be talking 
to these people. 


Q Do you expect the Israeli Cabinet or the Inner 
Cabinet to meet on the plan? 


is) I don't have anything on that. You'd have to ask 
them. 


Q When these changes emerge in other capitals, 
Egypt's Mubarak was quoted as saying, when the PLO has 
developed a position on the U.S. plan, Egypt “will sponsor it. 
in our talks with the United States and Israel." 
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I thought something was lost in translation, but the 
suggestion that Egypt represents the PLO prompts me to ask you, 
what is Egypt's role in this process as you understand it? 
Because you keep referring, as you just did, that when Eqypt 
and Israel -- you keep acting as if Egypt and [srael are the 
players here and not Egypt and the PLO. What is Egypt's role? 


A Well, the players, Barry, are Israelis and 
Palestinians. These are the people that we are encouraging to 
get to a dialogue, to discuss elections and the negotiating 
process. Egypt's role is to be helpful in that process. 


Q Is Egypt's role -- 


. We've spoken about it in the past, and I think 
that's the way [I have to speak about it today. 


Q But is Egypt's role to represent the PLO in 
dealing with the United States? [Is it the PLO's representative? 


A No. We're not involved in any sort of process or 
any sort of structure, the aim of which would be to bring 
Israel into a dialogue or a negotiation with the PLO. 


Q Well, then what is Mubarak talking about when he 
said -- I suppose you can tell me to ask Mubarak -- but he says 
when the PLO, he doesn't say when Palestinians, he says when 
the PLO develops a plan, Egypt will sponsor it. He can't be 
that off the mark about what's going on, can he? 


n Barry, I do think you need to ask him about 
exactly what he meant. [ can tell you that from the beginning 
our goal has been to get a dialogue between Israelis and 
Palestinians. 


Q No. I know that's your goal. At least that's 
what you say your goal is. 


a That's our objective with the five points. Both 
Israel and Egypt understand that. 


Q I'm just asking about the -- what is the U.S. 
understanding of the inter-relationship, if any, between 
Mubarak and the PLO in order to meet your goal? 


fa I don't have anything on that, Barry. 


Q Can I come at that another way and say what's the 
U.S. reaction to Mubarak's statement that the PLO must approve 
the Baker plan before anything can happen that has caused such 
a furor in [srael? 


A Well, the reaction is what I just said to Barry, 
that we're not involved in a process or structure whose aim is 
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to bring Israel into a dialogue or negotiation with the PLO. 
We've said very clearly that that's not our objective, and 
that's not what the process is about. 


What the process is about is to put together a 
dialogue between Israelis and Palestinians to discuss elections 
and the negotiating process. Both Israel and Egypt understand 
that. 


Q The Israelis apparently are asking to get more 
assurances from you. Has this sort of a message been once 
again relayed to them? Have there been more messages from the 
U.S. to Israel to sort of pat them on the back and reassure 
them? 


os I don't have anything new on assurances or 
messages, but [I'm saying here what we said many times, [ think 
quite clearly, that it's not our intention to start a process 
or a structure that would try to bring [Israel into a dialogue 
with the PLO. 


Q One last question: Has there been any further 
communication between the Secretary and either the Israeli or 
the Egyptian Foreign Minister since he's been in Australia? 


fe I'm not aware of anything new. But [ can't say 
definitively there hasn't been, but I'm not aware of anything 
new. 


Q Speaking of messages -— can I just follow the 
messages for a second? -- some weeks ago, and [I've forgotten 
how many it is -- maybe two weeks ago or so, Margaret finally 
acknowledged that Secretary Baker had sent a written statement 
of his five points to both the Egyptians and the Israelis. Is 
that the last time a statement of the U.S. five points was sent 
to Egypt and Israel? 


A They've been talking and communicating -- 

Q Right. 

ms --there has been ongoing consultation and 
discussion. 

Q I'm asking about a written statement of the five 


points. 


A I don't want to go into details or try to 
differentiate between what's in writing and what's not in 
writing. I mean, it's the same substantive discussion, whether 
it's in writing or not. 


Q Except that there are -- 


A We're not giving out those kinds of details on 
this. 
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Q This week. 
s This week. 
Q There ere reports, as Barry mentioned, in other 


capitals of a written communication having been received by 
both sides. In some places it's described as a revised written 
communication, but you don't have anything to say about whether 
any further written communication has been sent from the U.S. 
by Secretary Baker. 


os The Secretary talked to both Arens and Meguid 
before he left for Australia. Based on those conversations and 
the exchanges that we've had, the Secretary did send a letter 
to the Foreign Ministers to summarize those discussions and put 
them into perspective as he embarked upon his trip. 


But [I would, again, say that I don't think the 
important part of this is to focus on what's in writing and 
what is not. The important part is to focus on the fact that 
the dialogue continues in many ways. 


Q What did he put in perspective? 


i Summarizing the discussions they have and putting 
those discussions into perspective as he embarked upon his 
trip. That's the last that I have on correspondence. 


Q Can we have a filing break? Can we change the 
subject for just a second? 


Q I've got one last one. About a week ago or ten 
days ago, Margaret said the U.S. understanding was the PLO had 
neither accepted nor rejected the proposal. 


Is the PLO still -- is it not clear what the PLO's 
position is yet to the U.S. State Department? 


“ I don't have anything to characterize the PLO 
position, Barry. 


Q Has there been a meeting between the U.S. and the 
PLO since the one that was announced about two weeks ago or so? 


i) We have an ongoing dialogue. We have contacts 
and meetings all the time. I'm sure there have been, Ralph, 
but I don't have any details of dates or anything like that 


Q Can you tell us whether the subject of the 
Secretary's five points was raised during any of those contacts 
or dialogues or meetings, or whatever? 
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Well, the subject of our dialogue with the PLO is 
to see in our discussions whether we can advance the peace 
process, and in this case to see whether the PLO is willing to 
go along with a workable and a realistic peace process. That's 
the way we meet. 


That's essentially what we're doing with the PLO. We 
believe that the process that we're engaged in with Israel and 
Egypt can succeed, and basically we're encouraging the PLO to 
go along with it and not try to block it. 


Q But after all these months, you're unable to say 
what the result of the very clear expression of what the US. 
is asking --— what result, what response you're getting? I 


mean, constantly we're being told in very clear terms what it 
is you're asking the PLO, and not once have we been told what 
they answer. Do they just sit there, or do they reply? And, 
if they reply, can't you give us some summary of their reply? 


a Barry, it's not for us, first of all, I think to 
go into great detail on these exchanges, and it's not for us to 
speak on their behalf. 


Q Did you provide them indirectly or directly with 
the summary that went to Egypt and [srael? 


a I can't characterize our discussions other than 
what [I've said, Barry. 


Q Well, wait a minute. You said that -~— if 
“summary” is the wrong word, ['1ll use another word. But you 
said that -- 


6 The letter -- 
Q Before the Secretary took off, he provided -. 


is) He sent a letter to Foreign Ministers Meguid and 
to Arens. He's not sent it to the PLO. 


Q Have you prepared any kind of analysis of the 
impact of a sequester for the FY-90 budget on the State 
Department and its programs? 


a You asked about that a little while ago, and we 
looked into it and didn't have any analysis at that time. ['ll 
check again and see if we have anything. 


Q Do you know if there is some kind of a deadline 
that's been set for you to come up with the impact? 


rs) [I don't know. I'll have to check. 
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Q The Post this morning said that X number of 
dollars was being cut from Israeli aid or aid to Israel as a 
result of Gramm-Rudman. You don't have that figured out yet 
after all these weeks? 


o George, I'm not personally aware of that. That's 
something we'll check into when we look at the effect of the 
sequester. 


Q Following on that briefly, are you able to say 
anything about U.S. aid payments to Israel recently -- very 
recently? This week? (Laughter) And what the size of those 
payments were, and anything -- 


i) Ralph, let me look at that and see what we can 
say. 


Q Further on the Middle East: Can I ask you about 
Lebanon? First of all, threats to Lebanon, and also any 
reaction to the assassination of the Saudi? 


fe On the assassination of the Saudi, you mean in 
Beirut? 


Q Yes. 


a I think we provided that guidance after the 
briefing yesterday. So we'll leave it at that. [t's certainly 
a tragic occurrence. 


Q Same region - 


i No, no. We're not finished. I get to say 
something about Lebanon first. 


Q Unique opportunity. 


a We call on all Lebanese as well as others 
involved in Lebanon to permit Lebanon's parliament to meet in 
formal session. We applaud the courage of Lebanon's 
parliamentarians as well as their determination to bring peace 
to their troubled country. 


We have unconfirmed reports this morning that fighting 
has broken out in Beirut. Violence, threats and negative 
comments do not contribute to the important efforts and only 
serve to prolong Lebanon's agony. 


We call again on all parties to support the decisions 
of the Deputies and to encourage the effort of the Deputies to 
reach a political reconciliation, beginning with the election 
of a president on November 7. The Lebanese people have waited 
long enough for a restoration of order in their country 
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Q Have you had any reports that members of 
Parliament had been threatened and told not to appear tomorrow, 
which is another D-Day so far as this process is concerned? 
Not to come home. 


o Barry. we have seen various reports. Many of 
them are in the press, and that's why we say here that violent 
threats and negative comments just don't contribute to the 
effort and only serve to prolong the agony. 


No. I mean your reference to courage and all 
that. I wondered if you knew if the people who want to block 
this have succeeded in dissuading parliamentarians -- at least 
some of them - not all of whom live in Lebanon, you know - 
from going home. 


i) At this point, other than press reports, I really 
don't have any rundown of that. 


Q This morning at the National Press Club, the 
Lebanese Alliance had an hour, hour and 15-minute, news 
conference, making several points. These are 
Lebanese-Americans. The strongest point is claims of a drug 
connection between Syria and Colombia and claims that the State 
Department is well aware of the Syrians harvesting many, many 
millions of dollars worth of having switched from hashish to 
heroin in the Bekaa Valley; indeed, suggesting that the Drug 
Enforcement Administration would like to be more outspoken 
about it, but the State Department doesn't think that's a good 
idea. 


Do you happen to have in that book some account of 
what the State Department knows? There's a column, [ think, 
about that today in a newspaper. But do you have anything on 
what the State Department's knowledge is of Syrian drug 
activities in the Bekaa Valley? 


a I don't, Barry. I think that's something that's 
well worth looking into, and ['ll try to get you something. 


Q The column, I believe, refers to the fact that 
the U.S. showed Syria evidence that the PFLP-General Command 
was behind the Pan Am bombing and yet refuses to tell the 
American people that that's what the U.S. thinks. Do you have 
any comment on that? 


a Well, let me tell you, the U.S. has discussed the 
Pan Am 103 bombing with Syria, as we have with other countries 
which may have information about terrorist groups. As you 
know, the United States has repeatedly expressed concern, both 
publicly and privately, about terrorist groups supported by 
Syria, including the PFLP-General Command. 





“sk 
SS 
) 


-9- Friday, 11/3/89 


On numerous occasions we have asked Syria to take 
action against these groups, both inside Syria and in Syrian 
controlled areas of Lebanon. The U.S. is not satisfied with 
the Syrian response to date, and we will continue to press our 
concerns. 


Q Have you talked to Syria recently about Pan Am 
103, or is this something in the past? 

5 I don't know what you mean by "recently." I mean 

Q Well, within the last couple of weeks, or is this 


something that was done back when the airliner was bombed? 


A Our discussions with Syria about terrorism have 
been repeated discussions. [I know that those discussions have 
taken place in recent weeks and months, as well as in the 
past. So it's a subject of concern. 


Q Can you pinpoint it any more? I mean, when was 
the last meeting? 


a I can't at this point. 


Q Your discussions with Syria on this issue deal 
only with the PFLP-GC? Is that the issue you are focusing on 
with them, or is this broader than that? Are there many groups? 


A I think I have to direct myself at sort of Lhree 
things in this statement. The first is that we have discussed 
Pan Am 103 with them, as we have with other countries which may 
have information about terrorist groups. 


Furthermore, going back even before the Pan Am 103 
bombing, we've had discussions with Syria about terrorism, and 
in those discussions with Syria about terrorism we have raised 
our specific concerns about the PFLP-General Command. 


Q But not in the context of Pan Am 103? 


fa I don't have any more details of that at this 
point. 


Q On Point 2, do you have only terrorism, or is it 
the terrorist camps operating under Syrian control in Lebanon? 


A I said we've asked Syria to take action agains| 
these groups, both inside Syria and in Syrian-controlled arvas 
of Lebanon. 


Q What actions? 
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A Well, a whole variety of actions they could take, 
starting with expulsion and other restrictions on their 
activities. 


Q Well, these Lebanese today say you -— the State 
Department -- in fact, they say the State Department quashed -- 
but at least the State Department didn't support a timetable 
for Syrian withdrawal. 


Wouldn't action -- one action be to have the Syrians 
leave Lebanon? 


A Barry, we've always called for a withdrawal of 
all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q No, no. This plan that you endorsed at Taif is a 
half plan. It was truncated. There's nothing in it to provide 
for a timetable for the Syrian withdrawal from Lebanon, and 
these people say it's at the U.S. behest that no timetable was 
put in it; that you told the Lebanese, "Look, this is a good 
beginning. This stops the fighting, and, you know, eventually 
there can be negotiations on this, but this isn't the occasion 
to lay down a blueprint for Syrian withdrawal." Are they 
misrepresenting the State Department's view? Do you know? 


fa I think so. I would characterize the view as one 
of very strong support for the results of Taif, and also of the 
continuing position that foreign forces must be withdrawn from 
Lebanon. 


Q But are you saying that Syrian forces should be 
withdrawn by a certain date in conjunction with this recent 
peace plan? 


“ I'm not aware we've made any statements of this 
kind. 


Q Anything on the announcement by the Nicaraguan 
Government that negotiations would begin between the 
Sandinistas and the Contras? 


A Well, I'll start by saying the Resistance has 
issued a communique which accepts in principle the idea of 
holding a meeting -- the direct contacts meetings that were 
envisaged in the Tela Accords. The holding of such a meeting 
would certainly be a positive step. 





The communique from the Resistance states that the 
Resistance is awaiting to hear from the International Support 
and Verification Commission concerning the agenda. The 
Resistance also suggested it would be useful for Cardinal 
Obando y Bravo to be present there as a witness. We believe 
that the Sandinistas should stop their offensive if they really 
want to help this meeting to achieve positive results. 
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Q Could you give us an update on the offensive? 
a Yes. The Sandinista Army commenced offensive 


operations yesterday in at least four of their military 
regions. The counter-insurgency sweeps are going on in the 
north-central part of the country, in the province of Jinotega, 
Matagalpa and Zelaya. There also appear to be operations in 
parts of southern Zelaya and Chontales provinces. 


We have no further information concerning the actual 
situation on the ground, but the Sandinista offensive actions 
fit a pattern of counter-insurgency operations, targeting 
Resistance units in these areas, which has occurred every two 
or three months, beginning in March 1988 after they declared a 
60-day truce at Sapoa. These current operations, however, are 
larger, and they're on a broader scale. 


Q Richard, your Press Office put out some answers 
about the confusing numbers yesterday, but they don't clear up 
the confusion. We still have two different totals, one of 
which is the 3-4,000 you mention. I think the Pentagon used 
the same figure. 


But then when you add up the totals that your Press 
Office put out yesterday, you come up with something in the 
order of 6,700. 


fs There is a lot of confusion about these numbers. 
I've talked to the Pentagon, and they say they've gone back to 
their calculators, and they may have slightly higher figures to 
revise today. 


The numbers we've seen, estimates, from about 4,000 
for the Northern Front to as many as 5,500, which is about what 
we thought. All I can say is it is difficult to say with 
certainty exactly how many Resistance combatants are inside 
Nicaragua at any given point in time. The figures that we have 
come from the Resistance General Staff, but admittedly they're 
soft figures. And as long as things are in the same ballpark, 
I think we should consider them correct. 


Q In the counter-insurgency sweeps, are you seeing 
fighting, or are you seeing sweeping? Is there any 
cross-border activity on the part of the Sandinistas? 


a I just have to say we have no further information 
concerning the actual clashes. 


Q So you don't know if anybody's shooting. They 
may just be walking away from the jungle -- 


4 I don't know when the clashes may have occurred 
and where exactly in terms of, you know, cross-border 
operations, and things like that, where the troops may be. 


~ 
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So we know that there are large offensive operations 
underway. We know those involve artillery and helicopters, as 
we said yesterday. But whether they've actually counted any 
Resistance forces, had any fighting, we just don't know. 


Q The U.S. Government officially does not know 
whether any of these Sandinista units have probed across the 
border? You don't believe they have at this point? 


A I don't have that kind of information. 

Q Do you have any fresh language concerning 
military aid for the Contras? The President seemed to rule it 
out -- no, the President left open the possibility on Tuesday 


and Thursday of seeking more military aid and on Wednesday 
Marlin Fitzwater seemed to rule it out. 


Do you have any clarifying language there? 
f No. I don't have any -- 
Q Then you'll be here next week? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate on this. [ 
think the White House has been consistent -- the President and 
Marlin. We don't rule things out, but we don't speculate or 
predict on any new attempts to get military aid. 


Q On the guidance that you provided in written form 
yesterday to the question, “What is the position of the U.S. 
Government on reinfiltrating into Nicaragua," there was one 
sentence which stated that the U.S. Government has not 
encouraged reinfiltration. 


4 That's right. 


Q Has the U.S. Government tried to discourage 
reinfiltration? There's a big difference there. - 
(Inaudible) passively sit back and let them do whatever they 
ry med or do you actively try and say, gee, that's not a great 
idea? 


A Well, the point has to be that we don't control 
these people. We don't tell them what to do. We certainly 
have a role. We give assistance. We have been very clear on 
discouraging any offensive operations. We have not encouraged 
people to go back in. I think I have to stop there and say 
that's our position. 


To follow that up, you've also made it very clear 
this week that if the Contras did engage in offensive 
operations, they would risk losing their money from the United 
States. 
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a This week, as we have in the past. 


Q Right. So when it became clear to you that they 
were reinfiltrating into the country with arms, did you not go 
to them and say, “Stop this, or else we'll cut off aid to you 
for this action?" 


4 We have reiterated to them many times what we've 
always said, and that's the point, offensive operations. The 
Resistance forces have gone back and forth and have been 
located inside Nicaragua as well as in Honduras for a long, 
long time. That pattern -- that continues to exist. That's 
what the whole process is all about, is solving the problem for 
these Nicaraguans who have grievances against the government. 


Q But even though you admit that the reinfiltration 
of the Contras has apparently increased the number of contacts 
they've had with the Sandinistas, you haven't extended that 
threat to end the aid to the reinfiltration? 


A The point has been and remains offensive 
operations and the people who are engaged in offensive 
operations now are the Sandinista army and the Sandinista 
Government. 


Q Yesterday, when you said that the Contras said 
that they were returning to participate in voter registration, 
I don't know that anyone asked you whether or not the State 
Department regarded that as a credible answer. Have you 
gathered evidence that they are going back to help with voter 
registration, or is that something that you accept at face 
value as a rationale for 2,000 armed men returning to Nicaragua? 


A It's something that may be beyond our powers to 
actually verify in detail. We don't have observers in those 
regions. We can't verify it in detail, but they have said this 
and we believe it enough. We believe it's worth repeating. 


Q Well, you just called them “Resistance 


combatants." You didn't call them voter registration 
(inaudible) 

4 Is that a serious question? 

Q Yes, it is a serious question. Either they're 


there to help with voter registration or they're Resistance 
combatants, or are they both? 


4 Steve, I try to communicate in a clear fashion. 
I used the terms to describe these people that we've always 
used. I'm not trying to undercut any statements they've made 
by the fact that ['ve described them the way we always have. 
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Q On the policy of cutting humanitarian aid, 
according to the guidance that you issued last night, Commander 
Mack has been deprived of receiving U.S. aid. Yet, it's pretty 
clear that he remains the chief of all intelligence operations 
of the Contras. How do you square the fact that the man who is 
in charge of all intelligence operations by the Contras is not 
eligible for receiving U.S. aid because of U.S. beliefs that he 
was engaged in torture, rape, and murder which were the counts 
that he was convicted of last spring? 


A I just suggest you read the guidance that we gave 
yesterday. I think it explains the status. 


Q Well, it doesn't -- 


A It explains our view which is not the way you 
just characterized it. 


Q Well, let me follow up with that. Could I please? 
A Okay. 


Q Okay. Americas Watch report came out today. Do 
you have a reaction to that? 





A It's not a follow-up. 


Q Well, it's related. It's maxed right in there. 
He's coming right up. 


A Let me start out: We are strongly committed to 
the defense of human rights in Nicaragua, and we condemn abuses 
by any party to the conflict there. We continue to urge both 
sides in this civil war in Nicaragua to respect human rights. 


We note that Americas Watch reported significant 
abuses by Sandinista Government forces. That is, 74 murders, 
14 disappearances, and 2 severe beatings. We call on President 
Ortega and his government to prosecute these abuses and to 
bring criminals in his army to justice as the Resistance forces 
have done in the past. 





For its part, the Resistance has a military prosecutor 
who continues to enforce a strict code of conduct -- 
investigating, prosecuting, and punishing offenders. With our 
support, the Resistance permits an independent human rights 
group to monitor its compliance with human rights and to look 
into any suspected abuses. We have made it clear to the 
Resistance that it must take allegations of human rights 
violations seriously and we've asked them to cooperate with 
human rights monitors. 


Q You seemed to have listed some specific abuses, 
including some numbers that you referred to in your comment 
that you attributed to the Sandinista Government. Would you - 
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do you have anything in your statement that lists the 
specifics, from the Americas Watch report, on the Contra side? 
If not, perhaps Jim, who has a copy of it here, might be able 
to ask you some -- do you have them? 





A I've got a copy but I have to admit to having 
fallen asleep part way into it last night. The report does 
report some abuses by the Resistance forces. I tried to make 
clear that we feel very strongly about any human rights 
violations which occur. 


The report, I think, lists a much greater number of 
abuses by the Sandinistas than they do by the Resistance. But 
we, in no way, countenance any human rights abuses. 


Q The U.S. Government is not responsible in any way 
for the actions of the Sandinista Government but it is 
responsible, at least in part, for the actions of the 
Resistance which is what prompts the questions to the U.S. 
Government about the abuses on the Contra side and did not 
prompt any questions about the abuses on the Sandinista side? 


A The question [ got was about the Americas Watch 
report, Ralph. 








Q The Americas Watch report, since we remain on 
that, stressed that the Sandinistas had improved markedly their 
human rights observance in the last --~ since April of 1989, in 


precisely these areas that you're talking about, and that there 
had been a sharp reduction in the violations that had been 
reported to them, including, incidentally, prosecutions of 
suspected violators in their army. 


Can you confirm that that is taking place -- [ think 
that's the question? 


A I just have to say that the report also said it's 
not yet clear to them whether the pattern of abuses has stopped. 


Q Can you confirm that which they have reported? 


A Rather than try to go through every page of the 
report and comment on every page, I think I just have to leave 
it at the comment that we made. We feel very strongly about 
human rights abuses. We note, in particular, the things the 
report brought up about Sandinista abuses of human rights. We 
think the Ortega Government should be serious about prosecuting 
these; and for our part, with the people we have contact in the 
Resistance, made it very clear our view about abuses of human 
rights, and ['ve laid out for you the various things we're 
doing with them to make sure that these don't occur or rectify. 


Q One final question. They did not -- they said 
that the Contras had not responded to any of the communications 
made by Americas Watch with respect to violations committed by 
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them; in particular, Commandante Mack who was the subject of a 
trip by Cresencio Arcos of this Department last April who 
specifically requested that Mack not be reinstated in his 
position because of U.S. beliefs. 


Could you tell us whether you encourage the Contras to 
respond to Americas Watch reports and whether Ambassador Arcos, 
or Ambassador-designate Arcos, did go in order to specifically 
complain about Mack's reinstatement? 





A I don't have anything on that specific trip. [I 
would note that -- in my statement, I noted a lot of things 
we're doing with the Resistance on the issue of human rights, 
and particularly the fact that they have permitted an 
independent human rights group to monitor as compliance with 
human rights. 


Why don't we check and see. We may be able to get 
someone down here to explain it a little further after the 
briefing. 

Q My last question of offensive military activity -- 

Q Same subject -- the report. 

Q Sorry. 

Q Americas Watch says the State Department has 


grossly over-estimated the number of political prisoners held 
by the Sandinista Government. Do you have any response to that? 





A Bernie Aronson, on MacNeil/Lehrer the other 
night, I think, used the figure of a thousand. That's even 
less than the figure that's in the report. 


Q Okay. They said you were grossly over-estimating 
in August? 
A Well, in the past there were many more people 


that were being held. [ don't know exactly when their numbers 
and our numbers coincide. But at this point, I believe they're 
approximately the same. 


Q Can I come back to the question of offensive 
military activities in Nicaragua? You said that the activities 
on the part of the Sandinista Government right now are larger 
and on a broader scale than they have been recently. Then 
later on, we asked a question about military aid -- sorry, not 
military aid -- about aid to the Contras. You made reference 
again to the large offensive operations by the Sandinistas. 


Am [I hearing that somehow U.S. -- that the U.S. 
warning to Contras to reduce or cut off humanitarian aid to the 
Contras is somehow related to the extent to which the Contras 
engage in offensive activities, or is it related to the extent 
to which they engage in military activities, such as bringing 
guns into the country and things like that? 
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A Ralph, we've said it only one way for the past 
days and weeks and months, and that's, it's related to 
offensive activities. We do not encourage the Contras to 
engage in offensive activities. And if they do, if individuals 
or units do, we'll cut off their support. 


Q Richard, it's almost two weeks since the incident 
in Matagalpa which Ortega uses as pretext for scrapping the 
cease-fire. The United States Government per its 
representatives in Nicaragua have been investigating the 
origins of this incident and ['m wondering if you have anything 
that you can give us to update that, beyond the preliminary 
conclusions of inclusiveness? 


a No, I don't really. I think we've put something 
out last night on San Miguelito of the various things we had 
heard. As far as the other incidents, our embassy in Managua 
is still trying to determine the facts. We have not seen and 
have any evidence confirming Resistance attacks on registration 
sites, which is one of the other charges being made. 


Q This is the death of 19 people? 


“ I know the attack you're talking about. But as [ 
said, our embassy is still trying to determine what happened 


Q Anything on an American nun who disappeared in 
Guatemala? 
a Yes. She's been found. Sister Diana Ortiz is no 


longer missing. She's presently at the Maryknoll office in 
Guatemala City. We don't have details on how things happened 
to her, but two embassy officers are at the Maryknoll office 
and they expect to see Sister Diana. 


Q What were the conditions of her being discovered? 


i I don't have that. All I know is she's back at 
the Maryknoll office. 


Q Do you know if she was kidnapped, abducted? 

a As I said, we don't have the details on what 
happened. We know that yesterday she disappeared from a 
religious retreat house in Antiqua, Guatemala, about noon. We 
were in touch with the nuns down there and with the Ursuline 
Convent in Kentucky where she's from. 

Q When did she reappear? 

7) This morning. 


Q Do you know what time? 


A In the last couple of hours, [ think it was 
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Q Did you know what her activities down there were? 


4 No, I don't. I'm sure the Maryknolls can tell 
you. 


Q Do you have confirmation of any Contra offensive 
attacks, any killings? 


A No, I don't. I said we didn't know the details 
of the fighting, what might have happened. 


Q I'm talking about before the cease-fire. Even 
that was -- you suspected that there may have been some. But 
do you have confirmation of specific Contra attacks? 


A We put out something on a -- not on a specific 
attack but on a specific individual who we found had engaged in 
attacks, and we terminated his humanitarian assistance. So 
that's confirmation of one. But as far as the other incidents, 
we know that incidents have occurred. Sandinistas have engaged 
in various levels of offensive operations ever since the 
cease-fire was put in place. I[ explained yesterday what we 
thought of what we saw of Contra policy on offensive operations. 


Q Is there any speculation on why Ortega formally 
cancelled the cease-fire rather than do what apparently he has 
been doing, which is having his forces engaged in skirmishes 
all along? What do you make of the fact that he made this big, 
formal break rather than just doing it on an ad hoc basis? 


A Well, that's a question that various people at 
senior levels have even spoken to over the past several days. 
The primary speculation, is he looking for a pretext to build a 
case for getting away from the elections. We'll just have to 
see how sincere he is. 


Q Do you see any evidence that he is backing off 
from any threat to cancel the elections? 


i) At this point, I don't have anything on that. 
I'm not sure if we were -- 


(TO STAFF) Is there any chance somebody might come 
down and explain these further? Okay, we might have someone to 
explain them further ina little while. 

Q On camera or - 


A So direct your questions to him. Probably on 
BACKGROUND. 


Q Do you have anything on Salvador? 


) What about Salvador? 
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Q Well, the guerrillas announced they wouldn't -- 
they'd withdraw for now from the talks? 


a Sure. DOespite its pledge to hold peace talks 
with the Cristiani government and its pledge that these talks 
would not be suspended unilaterally by either side, the FMLN 
has broken its word and done just that. 


For many years the FMLN claimed that it wanted a 
dialogue with the Salvadoran Government. President Cristiani 
responded to that call. By walking away from these talks, the 
FMLN is obstructing progress towards peace. The FMLN has 
justified its cynical decision to call off the talks as a 
response to the recent bombings. 


The Cristiani Government strongly condemned these 
atrocities and the United States has done so in equally 
forceful terms. We welcome the Cristiani Government's 
commitment to investigate thoroughly the bombings this week. 
We don't know who is responsible. 


The FMLN, however, has consistently tried to provoke a 
reaction from the extreme right. In recent months, the FMLN 
carried out brutal attacks against the families of prominent 
members of the establishment. 


On October 17, the 23-year old daughter of an army 
colonel was assassinated. A week earlier, on October 10, FMLN 
hit men assassinated the wife and son of a leading conservative 
newspaper editor. 


The FMLN is using violence to polarize the situation 
in £1 Salvador and we find it is indifferent to the human cost 
of such tactics. The U.S. policy is clear and has been 
restated many times. We condemn all violence and the human 
rights abuses it leads to regardless of who is responsible. 


We call on the FMLN to return to the negotiating table 
and to accept a cease-fire in order to work honestly with the 
Cristiani Government to end the killing and to construct the 
kind of peace vital to a solution of the social and economic 
problems afflicting the people of E11 Salvador. 


Q Do you have any additional guidance on anything 
relating to £1 Salvador like that? 


a Actually, I have a couple more paragraphs on FMLN 
incidents, but I think you're familiar with those, but we'll 
Give those to you after the briefing. 


Q One more that's not related to £1] Salvador, but 
to Honduras. These are very fast. Does the United States 
encourage Honduras to take part in any meeting of the CIAV, via 
the Contras and the Sandinista Government? 


A That's really their decision. 
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Q Are you looking for more? 


a I'll see if I can amplify on that remark. It is 
entirely their decision. The Tela Accord imposes no 
requirement on the Hondurans. The Tela Accord requires direct 
contacts between the Resistance, the Sandinistas, and the 
International Support and Verification Commission of the United 
Nations and the Organization of American States. 


Q Just one very quick follow-up. Has the United 
States suspended all economic aid to Honduras in the last 
several weeks? That's my question. 


i) I'm not aware of anything. 
Q Could you take the question? 
a I'll check and see, but I sincerely doubt it. 


Can I ask that in light of all of the concern and 
effort of the Administration in the war on drugs, do you have 
any reaction to the speech given by the Secretary of State of 
the previous Administration, advocating the legalization of 
drugs? 


A You should have been here yesterday. We'll get 
you the transcript from yesterday. [I think it discussed this 
whole issue. 


Q No, you didn't. 


" We discussed it. We may not have answered all 
the questions, but we discussed it. 


Q There weren't a lot of answers. 


Q The one question that I have that I don't know if 
it was asked yesterday or not is that, are you concerned that 
senior Administration officials may harbor personal views that 
are contradictory to those of t>e Administration -- policies of 
the Administration -- in such a way that they could actually 
impact policy decisions? I mean, this is clearly a case -- 


i) We've said as much about this issue as we wanted 
to yesterday. I don't know what your intimating with the 
question, but I made very clear yesterday, and I'll make it 
clear any day you want to ask it: fighting drugs is a very 
high priority of this Department, of all the officials in it, 
up to Secretary Baker. 


Q But you still have the drug czar saying that in 
the past Administration, at least, this Department did not 
cooperate as fully as the President would have liked? 


fe Are we trying to recreate the transcript of 
yesterday? 
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Q Yeah, well -- 
5 I'm sorry, Jim. I just don't have anything more 
to say on it. 
Q Real quickly. The tenth year anniversary of the 


taking of the American Embassy in [ran. Do you have any 
observations or comments? 


a No, I don't. It's a date -~ it's not a 
particularly special day. Our thoughts and our efforts are 
with the hostages that are still being held in Beirut. 


Q And do you have anymore on Rafsanjani's 
announcement on the arrest of Americans throughout the world? 
I guess there's -- 


io) No. The answer is no. 


Q Could I take another run at the Syrian thing with 
a direct question? And that is, did the United States present 
evidence to Syria about PFLP-GC involvement in Pan Am 103? 


a Steve, I've characterized our discussions with 
Syria. I've told you the context for our discussions with 
Syria on Pan Am 103. I'm afraid that's as much as I have to 
say. 


Q I'll ask something of a philosophical question at 
the end here. In light of the developments in Nicaragua and 
Honduras in recent weeks, and in light of the Administration's 
effort to get a bipartisan -- success in achieving a bipartisan 
agreement on dealing with Nicaragua early this year and the 
President's interest in it, doesn't it occur to you that things 
are sort of unravelling again even in the wake of the 
Soviet-American conversations on the subject? Do you have any 
sense of direction as to where the Administration hopes or 
wants or can reasonably see this process in Nicaragua going? 


i I think our view of where this process should go 
and can go, if the parties are willing, has been abundantly 
stated over the past few days, and that's to re-establish the 
cease-fire; do what's required in the Tela Accords, in terms of 
getting the Sandinistas and the Resistance to sit down; get the 
Sandinistas to create the conditions that would permit the 
voluntary demoblization and go on to free and fair elections 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded 1:20 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT NOON BRIEFING NOVEMBER 3, 1989 


¢ U.S. AID TO SUDAN 


Q: Can you give us a rundown on current U.S. aid to the 
Sudan? 


A: BECAUSE OF SECTION 513 OF THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT, 
WHICH PROHIBITS U.S. ASSISTANCE TO COUNTRIES WHERE DULY 
ELECTED GOVERNMENTS ARE OVERTHROWN BY THE MILITARY, NO 


FOREIGN MILITARY SALES (FMS), ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUNDS (ESF) 


OR DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE ARE CURRENTLY GOING TO THE SUDAN. 


A NUMBER OF EARLIER PROJECTS WITH A TOTAL VALUE OF 


APPROXIMATELY $60 MILLION ARE BEING COMPLETED. 


SECTION 513 DOES NOT PROHIBIT FOOD OR EMERGENCY 
RELIEF AID. THIS FISCAL YEAR, SUDAN RECEIVED SOME $30 


MILLION IN FOOD AID FROM THE U.S. PLUS £115 MILLION IN 


RELIEF ASSISTANCE, WHICH INCLUDES FOOD AID. 
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Posted: “ove™ber 3, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 3 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: Have you prepared any kind of analysis of the impact of a 


sequester for the FY 90 budget on the State Department and 


its programs? 


A: -- THE STATE DEPARTMENT AND OMB HAVE UNDERTAKEN A 
PRELIMINARY REVIEW OF THE POTENTIAL EFFECTS OF A SEQUESTER. 


-- IF ULTIMATELY ENACTED, A SEQUESTRATION OR LOW 
APPROPRIATION LEVELS COULD AFFECT SHORT-TERM PERSONNEL AND 
OTHER CRITICAL SUPPORT NEEDS OF THE DEPARTMENT. AND EFFORTS 
TO IMPROVE INFRASTRUCTURE. IN ADDITION, WE MIGHT NOT BE 
ABLE TO MEET OUR COMMITMENTS TO FULLY PAY OUR FY-90 
ASSESSMENT TO INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND OUR ARREARS 
WOULD CONTINUE TO GROW. IT COULD ALSO MEAN CUTS IN 
MILITARY AID AND DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 3 PRESS BRIEFING 


Q: What is the status of aid to Israel? 

A: ON OCTOBER 31 THE U.S. AND ISRAEL SIGNED AN AGREEMENT ON 
ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUNDS FOR ISRAEL AND DISBURSED $1.13 BILLION. 
THE FIGURE OF $1.13 BILLION REPRESENTS A REDUCTION OF $70 
MILLION FROM OUR ORIGINAL REQUEST OF $1.2 BILLION. THIS AMOUNT 
WAS HELD BACK AND MADE NECESSARY BY SEQUESTRATION AND OTHER 
ACROSS THE BOARD REDUCTIONS TO FOREIGN AID. 


THESE REDUCTIONS INCLUDE SEQUESTRATION OF 5.3. PERCENT FOR 
GRAMM-RUDMAN-HOLLINGS AND ACROSS THE BOARD REDUCTIONS OF 0.43 
PERCENT FOR THE DRUG PROGRAM, AND 0.1 PERCENT FOR THE PEACE 
CORPS. SHOULD SEQUESTRATION BE REVERSED, THE FUNDS WITHHELD 


UNDER GRAMM-RUDMAN-HOLLINGS COULD BE RELEASED. 


THE EFFECTS OF SEQUESTRATION ON OUR $1.8 BILLION REQUEST FOR 
FOREIGN MILITARY SALES GRANT FUNDS FOR ISRAEL HAS YET TO BE 


DETERMINED SINCE THESE FUNDS ARE DISBURSED THROUGHOUT THE YEAR 


RATHER THAN AS A LUMP SUM AT THE BEGINNING. 











TAKEN QUESTION Posted: “Yov. 2, 1989 


November 3, 1989 Noon Briefing 


SYRIAN DRUG ACTIVITIES 


@ 


Q: What is the State Department's knowledge of Syrian drug 
activities in the Bekaa Valley, and what do you know about a 
Claim of a drug connection between Syria and Colombia? 


A: United States Government knowledge of Syrian involvement 
in the drug trade has been reported in the March l, 1989 
International Narcotics C@ontrol Strategy Report (INCSR) and the 


August 1, 1989 Mid-year INCSR update. We have no knowledge of 


links between Syria and the Colombian “Medellin Cartel.” 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED “November 3,1989 





NOVEMBER 3, 1989 


© 


HONDURAS: ESF DISBURSEMENTS 





Q: Why haven't Fiscal Year 1989 ESF funds for Honduras been 
disbursed? 


A: IN FISCAL YEAR 1989 U.S. ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE TO HONDURAS WAS 
$144.2 MILLION. OF THAT ASSISTANCE $38 MILLION WAS FOR : 
DEVELOPMENTAL ASSISTANCE PROJECTS AND $21.2 MILLION WAS IN 
PL-480 FUNDS. DEVELOPMENTAL ASSISTANCE FUNDS AND PL-480 FUNDS 
WERE DISBURSED THROUGHOUT FISCAL YEAR 1989 AND CONTINUE TO BE 


DISBURSED NOW. 


$85 MILLION WERE APPROPRIATED AS ECONOMIC SUPPORT FUNDS 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1989. OF THAT $15 MILLION REPRESENTS SUPPORT 
FOR ONGOING PROJECTS. THE REMAINING $70 MILLION WAS IN THE 


FORM OF BALANCE-OF-PAYMENTS ASSISTANCE. 


ACTUAL DISBURSEMENT OF ESF MONIES FOR ANY COUNTRY IS CONTINGENT 
UPON THE SIGNING OF AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
THE RECIPIENT GOVERNMENT DETAILING ECONOMIC REFORMS TO 

BE IMPLEMENTED . THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT AND THE 
GOVERNMENT OF HONDURAS HAVE NOT YET REACHED AN AGREEMENT 

ON AN APPROPRIATE REFORM PACKAGE FOR HONDURAS, AND THUS 

HAVE NOT YET SIGNED AN AGREEMENT FOR DISBURSEMENT OF 


FISCAL YEAR 1989 ESF FUNDS. WE ARE HOPEFUL THAT AGREEMENT 


CAN BE REACHED SOON. THESE FUNDS REMAIN AVAILABLE FOR USE. 
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Q: Are the Hondurans under Brooke-Alexander sanctions? What 
does this mean? 
A: SECTION 518 OF THE FY 89 FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT 
FINANCING AND RELATED PROGRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT (KNOWN AS THE 
BROOKE-ALEXANDER AMENDMENT) SPECIFIES THAT "NO PART OF ANY 
APPROPRIATION CONTAINED IN THIS ACT SHALL BE USED TO FURNISH 
ASSISTANCE TO ANY COUNTRY WHICH IS IN DEFAULT DURING A PERIOD 
IN EXCESS OF ONE CALENDAR YEAR IN PAYMENT TO THE UNITED STATES 
OF PRINCIPAL OR INTEREST ON ANY LOAN MADE TO SUCH COUNTRY BY 
THE UNITED STATES PURSUANT TO A PROGRAM FOR WHICH FUNDS ARE 
APPROPRIATED UNDER THIS ACT.” THE EFFECT OF THIS SANCTION IS 


TO PRECLUDE OBLIGATION OF FUNDS FOR MANY KINDS OF ASSISTANCE. 


ON OCTOBER 25, 1989, HONDURAS WAS UNABLE TO MEET ITS 
SCHEDULED PAYMENT OF $2.1 MILLION IN OUTSTANDING LOANS AND 
CONSEQUENTLY FELL UNDER THE SANCTIONS SPECIFIED BY 
BROOKE-ALEXANDER. THE GOVERNMENT OF HONDURAS HAS EXPRESSED ITS 
INTENT TO PAY ITS ARREARS IN THE NEAR FUTURE. ONCE THAT 
PAYMENT IS RECEIVED, BROOKE-ALEXANDER SANCTIONS INVOKED FOR THE 


OCTOBER 25 ARREARAGES WILL BE LIFTED. 
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U.S. PkESS STATEMENT ON BILATERAL DISCUSSIONS IN LAOS 
NOVEMBER 2-3, 1969 











ON NOVEMBER 2-3, A UNITED STATES DELEGATION, LED BY DEPUTY 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR EAST ASIAN AND PACIFIC AFFAIRS 
DAVID LAMBERTSON, MET WITH HIS EXCELLENCY SOUBANH SRITTHIRATH, 
DEPUTY MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS OF THE LAO PEOPLE'S 
DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC, AS WELL AS WITH THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRY, 
ACTING FOREIGN MINISTER AND THE VICE MINISTERS OF COMMERCE, 
HEALTH AND AGRICULTURE. THE TWO DELEGATIONS HAD CORDIAL AND 
CONSTRUCTIVE DISCUSSIONS ON A WIDE VARIETY OF MATTERS OF MUTUAL 
CONCERN, INCLUDING POW/MIA AND NARCOTICS ISSUES, HUMANITARIAN 
ASSISTANCE TO MEET LAO CONCERNS, AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR U.S. 
BUSINESSES TO PARTICIPATE IN LAO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

THE U.S. DELEGATION EXPRESSED ITS APPRECIATION TO THE LAO 
GOVERNMENT FOR EXPANDED POW/MIA COOPERATION DURING 1989, 
INCLUDING SIX JOINT ACTIVITIES ALREADY COMPLETED, AND THREE 
MORE SCHEDULED BEFORE THE END OF THE YEAR. THE LAO GOVERNMENT 
AGREED TO CONDUCT A JOINT SURVEY OF SEVERAL SITES LATER THIS 
MONTH, FOLLOWED SHORTLY THEREAFTER BY ANOTHER JOINT 
EXCAVATION. THE LAO GOVERNMENT ALSO AGREED TO CONDUCT 


TECHNICAL CONSULTATIONS IN MID-DECEMBER TO DISCUSS THE COMING 


YEAR'S PROGRAM FOR JOINT POW/MIA ACTIVITIES. 








THE U.S. DELEGATION NOTED THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SEPTEMBER 
30 BILATERAL AGREEMENT TO CONDUCT A CROP SUBSTITUTION AND RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM IN AN EFFORT TO COMBAT THE INTERNATIONAL 
NARCOTICS PROBLEM. EMPHASIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE THE U.S. 
ATTACHES TO THE BILATERAL MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ON 
ANTI-NARCOTICS COOPERATION, NOW BEING CONSIDERED AT THE HIGHEST 
LEVELS OF THE LAO GOVERNMENT, THE U.S. DELEGATION EXPRESSED THE 
HOPE THAT IT WOULD BE SIGNED SOON. 

THE UNITED STATES DELEGATION EXPRESSED ITS FIRM COMMITMENT 
TO CONTINUE ENCOURAGING PROGRAMS OF HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE TO 
MEET THE NEEDS OF THE LAO PEOPLE AND, WITHIN LEGAL CONSTRAINTS, 
TO CONTRIBUTE GOVERNMENTALLY AS WELL, NOTING ITS DONATION OF 
5,000 METRIC TONS OF RICE EARLIER THIS YEAR. 

THE U.S. SIDE WELCOMED THE IMPROVEMENTS WHICH HAVE TAKEN 
PLACE IN EMBASSY OPERATING CONDITIONS. 

THE TWO DELEGATIONS EXPRESSED MUTUAL SATISFACTION WITH THE 


CONTINUING IMPROVEMENT OF RELATIONS BETWEEN THEIR TWO 


GOVERNMENTS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
ON 
CONTRA/SANDINISTA CONFLICT IN NICARAGUA 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 3, 1989, 1:30 P.M. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I don't think 
I necessarily have all the facts you want, but, if you want 
to give me a few quick quetions, I'll be happy to do my best. 


Q What is really going on down there? I . 
mean, has a bullet been fired? Have the Sandinistas really 
fired? 

a Oh, yes. The Sandinistas have mounted very 


serious offensive operations involving elite battalions and 
heavy weapons, and they're -- 


Q But they are making contact. That's the 
point now.-- 


a They're trying to, yes. In the northern 
part of the country they're trying to attack, isolate, drive 
out, wipe out members of the Resistance where they find them. 


Q Can you talk about casualties? 


A I don't have that right now. The 
Resistance's orders, as I understand them, are to try to 
evade contact as best as possible. And I'm not saying this 
is happening all over the country, but there are some places 
where it is happening and they've clearly given orders to 
their army to attack. 


Q Well, I guess the question is: Is there 
fighting? If only one side is shooting and the other side is 
vanishing into the jungle, sort of, that's not fighting. 


A Well -- 


Q There's offensive operations. 











A Well, I think there have been some. I 
don't have all the details and we don't have the means to get 
instantaneous information about this, obviously. This is 
happening in very remote areas of the country. But we'll try 
to get you, before your deadlines, whatever the latest 
information is that we have. I don't have it at my 
fingertips, but I'll try to send somebody down and give it to 
Rick. 


Q Are you aware of them going into Honduras 
at all? 

A No. 

Q No cross-border? 

A Not that we know of. And that would be a 
very dangerous and unwise move on their part. 

Q Has there been a cutoff of U.S. aid to 
Honduras? 

A Excuse me? 

Q Has there been a cutoff of aid to 
Honduras? This was a question -- this was a question -- 

a Cutoff of aid? 

Q I think it was suspended. 

A Our economic support funds that go to 


Honduras, as to any other country, are tied to certain 
economic policy decisions that the recipient country makes. 
And in the case of Honduras, some of those reforms have not 
been set in place yet and, therefore, we were not free to 
disburse economic support funds. 


This dates back a number of months and it is 
strictly tied’ to economic policy. 


Q How much is affected, and when was the 
suspension enacted? 


i) I don't have that. It isn't that the 
suspension is enacted. [t is that the funds are not 
disbursed -- 


Q Disbursed. 





A -- until policy decisions are made. It 
probably may be as much as $90 million, but again I would not 
use that figure. 


I didn't know this was on your mind, but I'll try 
to get somebody to come down and answer it. 


If this is going to be a general discussion -- 
Q No. 


A -~ of Central America, I've got to go. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Do you see any hopeful signs at all that 
Ortega is doing any rethinking and that he -- 


a Well, his army doesn't appear to be doing 
much rethinking, but we think it's a hopeful sign that the 
Resistance has agreed in principle to attend, take part in a 
meeting, and have direct talks. They've been calling for 
that for some time. We think it's a positive sign that such 
a meeting has been proposed. 


I think both sides have talked about including 
Cardinal Obando as some kind of mediator. fhat's a positive 
sign. 


Q Both sides have? 


a Yes -- as we understand it. And we hope 
those direct discussions can take place and the cease-fire 
can be reinstated. 


Q In the early going, wasn't there some hints 
from Ortega that maybe the elections might be jeopardized? 
And now he seems to be talking much more positively about 
elections going on. Do you see any change at all since the 
weekend in terms of his attitude about elections? 


a Well, there are two questions: 
Will the elections take place? 


And, as importantly, what will be the atmosphere 
inside Nicaragua for the elections, if the atmosphere is that 
Nicaragua has once again become militarized and there's a war 
going on and people were being accused of being traitors and 
collaborators -- which has already begun to be the rhetoric 
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on the part of the Government. They're accusing UNO of being 
part of Contra attacks, which is an old and familiar and 
untrue accusation. 


That is obviously a chilling atmosphere, and it's 
perhaps meant to send a chilling message to the 5,000 
peasants who turned out at a rally on October 29th for Mrs. 
Chamorro in Jalapa, which is in the northern part of the 
country. 


I would note that that was, I think, the first 
instance where we saw the turbas sent out -- the so-called 
“divine mobs," made up of security personnel and soldiers who 
were so visible during the '84 aborted elections. They 
attacked and stoned these peasants, but the peasants didn't 
flee -- and, in fact, From some accounts, threw some stones 
back -- and the mob fled. 


But if you want to send a message to peasants in 
Nicaragua that “You better get back in your place," having 
the army out on the attack executing Resistance members, 
threatening a renewed war is a good way to do that. 


Q Are you saying that there have been no 
offensive operations by the Contras? 


a No. We can't say that. And there have 
been, as I think I said when [ was here the other day, a 
continual series of major Sandinista Army attacks on those 
Resistance members who stayed inside after the Sapoa 
Agreement. And they started in April and there were 10 to 12 
of such attacks. They involved as many as five- to 
seven-thousand people. 


There have been these summary executions, et 
cetera. And in that atmosphere people sometimes fire back. 
In one instance we knew about, we cut off the commander. 


But in that kind of war atmosphere I can't tell 
you that there haven't been shots fired from the other side. 
That's not th@ policy. We've continually urged that such 
offensive operations don't take place, and we've reiterated 
that message in very strong terms in recent days. 


But I must say that if you're trying to reduce 
the likelihood of attack, sending your army out to hunt 
peasants through the mountains is not a very good way to 
carry the message. 


Q If I can follow that and sort of ask a 
question I asked at the end of the briefing, you're talking 
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about a war atmosphere which you say is created by the 
Sandinista Government. you've had the talks with the 
Soviets. You've had the bipartisan agreement with the Hill. 
You've had, at least, the machinery setting things in place 
for elections. Obviously, nobody knows how they were going 
to come out. 


But a lot of that seems to have unraveled in the 
last few weeks. The Soviets don't appear to have been all 
that cooperative on the weapons flow. The war atmosphere is 
back. Troops -- the Contras are coming in with weapons. fhe 
Sandinistas are engaged in even bigger attacks. 


Is there a feeling in the Administration that, 
you know, “Damn, that went wrong here. We've got to get back 
on the track to see if" -- 


a Well, there's very much a desire to get 
back on the track and get the democratization process 
working, get the peace process working, and we are taking 
steps to try to do that. 


Clearly, this is a setback for the elections. 
It's a setback for the peace process. 


I wouldn’t agree entirely with your 
characterization that everything was coming undone. [t's a 
test for the Soviet Union as well, obviously. They have made 
some steps that we consider positive, but they have made it 
clear they want to see the elections go forward and their 
ally has just broken a cease-fire and threatened to suspend 
the elections. So obviously it's an opportunity for them to 
make their influence known. 


And, on the other hand, up until this recent 
setback there were some positive signs. [fhe conventional 
wisdom was that the Democratic Opposition in Nicaragua was 
hopelessly divided and would never get their act together. 

In fact, they united through a democratic process that was 
open and united behind a strong and credible ticket led by 
two individuals who had been leaders in the fight against the 
Somoza dictatorship and have a broad constituency as 
evidenced by Mrs. Chamorro's rally in Jalapa that I cited. 


The message is beginning to get out. The polls 
are beginning to change. 


We also think the numbers of registered voters 
was encouraging. We hope those are all real voters. They 
have to be scrubbed and vetted. But the process, as was 
‘evidenced by commentary by outside groups on voter 











registration, though there were some problems and some 
irregularities, was moving in a positive way. 


So this was a setback, but I think many 
governments and many individuals have invested a lot in this 
democratization and peace process. We think there are strong 
pressures to get it back on track, and that's what we're 
trying to do as well. 


Q Do you think this fighting that you have 
described is interfering with the election process, or is 
that all going forward now? 


A Is the election process all going forward? 
Q Yes. I mean -- 
.) Well, when a mob of 60 people throw stones 


at a peaceful -- 


Q No, but I'm talking about the military op. 
You know, the northern -- 


a These are related. It's the same 
government and it's the same atmosphere, and we saw the mobs 
appear at the same time as the cease-fire was suspended. 


Clearly, when you send your army out to attack 
some of your citizens, that doesn't contribute to an 
atmosphere in which opponents of the regime will feel very 
confident that they can express their opposition to the 
government. 


Q Can you seem to tell from their comments, 
for example? And in the actual campaigning, has it been 
affected? 


a I don't know whether campaign activity has 
been affected yet, but it certainly will be if the war 
oreads. It can't help but be. 
) 


Q I'd like to ask very briefly about this 
Commander Mack who's the head of the intelligence for the 
Contras and has been reinstated in that position, if I'm now 
correct. Now, has the United States suspended all aid to 
that person who -- 


A Yes 


Q -- sits on the General Staff? 
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a Yes. 


Q What is our relationship with that person 
at this time? I ask that because spokespeople from this 
podium have said that they're getting information from the 
General Command of the Contras that this-and-that and 
this-and-that is happening or not happening and that they're 
observing this and not observing that and so on. And yet the 
person who's responsible for intelligence is not receiving 
any U.S. aid because of a belief that he may have contravened 
a code of conduct of some kind. 


“ Well, there was a case involving some 
prisoners who were mistreated -- I think in the summer of 
1988. And the individual who was directly responsible -- 
Isrelito, was that his name? -- nom de guerre -- was found 
guilty. He was drummed out of the Resistance, as were a 
couple of other members. 


In that tribunal, Comandante Mack was accused not 
of direct responsibility, as I understand it -- and I don't 
want to tell you I know all the details -- but what I 
understand is it was said that he had knowledge and didn't 
act to stop this or he had -- 


Q Covered it up. That was, basically, that 
he had -- 


a Well, or he didn't act to prevent it or 
stop it. And he was then tried and found guilty, and on the 


basis of that, we suspended his assistance and have kept that. 


Then a Resistance tribunal overturned his 
suspension. And I guess on the basis of that he was 
reinstated. 


But our position is that there was enough 
suggestion that he was negligent, that we -- according to our 
own standards -— have cut off his assistance. But it is not 
the case that he is the individual who is the source of our 
information of whether or not the Resistance is carrying out 
offensive operations. We have our own means of trying to 
determine that. We try to monitor what is going on in the 
battlefield. 


So the second implication of your question is not 
correct. 


Q But if the General Command is providing you 
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with information, obviously they would rely on their 
intelligence chief for certain information. I don't -- 


A I just told you that we do not rely for our 
information on whether or not offensive operations have gone 
on entirely on the Resistance itself. 


Q But you quote them in statements in this 
Briefing Room, saying that “The Contras have informed us" -- 
et cetera, et cetera -- you know -- 

A Correct. 


-- and soon. Then else what would you be 
relying on? I mean -- 


A Well -- 
Q -- it doesn't sound like -- 
. A -- there are other means of monitoring the 
situation. [I'm not going to go into the nature of the means. 


Q Could you give some elaboration on perhaps 
the motivations or anything else that's sort of setting the 
framework, the intentions of the people who have returned 
From Honduras? 


A Yes. I think the principal motivation has 
been fear. I think From what they told us it is that they 
were afraid they were going -- they wanted to stay in their 


sanctuary in Honduras, which as they described it they 
thought they were safe there. 


And I would note that the date the Tela Agreement 
was signed, Daniel Ortega said, "The Contras are now a 
corpse." And they feared that they were going to essentially 
be surrounded by outside bodies. They didn't necessarily 
know who -- whether it was a government or the U.N., simply 
disarmed, scattered as refugees, with no rights guaranteed, 
no ability to \return to Nicaragua, none of the provisions of 
the Tela Accord the Sandinistas signed. 


And I think some of them went back inside to 
their home areas to try to hide out and be safe and wait out 
the elections and wait out the process. That's what I think 
they did. 


Q Don't you think -- 


A But [ can't speak for them. But that's my 
feeling. 
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Q Don't you have a sense that -- 


A And the Sandinistas have a kind of funny 
standard. They want these people driven out of Honduras. 
They say that they shouldn't be on Honduran territory. They 
claim that's a violation of the Accords. Then they come back 
to their home in Nicaragua and they say, “Isn't this 
terrible? They're coming back here." B8ut they don't take 
any of the steps that would allow them to come back 
peacefully. So they have them in a squeeze. 


And then they complain about the results of their 
own actions. 


Q Is it your sense that their coming back -- 


A I mean the Resistance said from the. 
beginning that they would like to negotiate demobilization 
with the Sandinistas. The Sandinistas rejected that. 


And there is a continued double standard in 
Sandinista behavior. They say in El Salvador there ought to 
be negotiations between the government and the guerrillas to 
settle the conflict. They've said that for years, but they 
don't believe it in their own country, even though the Tela 
Agreement requires that. 


The Tela Agreement requires that there be a means 
set up to verify that the “rights and freedoms" -- and that's 


a direct quote -- “basic rights and freedoms of the 
Resistance are protected." fhe Resistance proposed, we've 
urged, that the church be one of the means set up -- an 


institution that would have people in the rural areas where 
the Resistance lives, so that when they go back there would 
be somebody to watch over them and to make sure they don't 
meet the fate of some of those who have been executed. 


The Sandinistas have taken no steps to set up . 
such a means to verify a safe return. So it's not clear what 
the Sandinistas want these peasants to do. But when you 
declare on the day you sign a treaty that's supposed to 
provide for their safe voluntary return that they're a 
“corpse,” what you seem to be sending is a message that your 
intentions are not friendly. 


Q Can you discuss -- one last question, I 
might say, as far as I was concerned. Are these guys going 
back individually or in units? 
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A I don't know the answer to that. I suspect 


both. 


Q On Monday you said, in this room, that -- 
you speculated at one point that one of the motivations that 
you thought might be in Ortega's head for the decision to 
announce the end of the cease-fire was that he's afraid of 
having the Contras, and their families and so on, back in the 
country during the election process. You implied that maybe 
he's afraid that they might block the process. 


2) No. What I said is that if you look at 
their actions and you look at some of their close allies, 
analyze their real intentions, you would question about 
whether they in fact want the Resistance and their family 
members to return safely and freely to Nicaragua before the 
elections because they represent some 60,000 votes that are 
not likely to go to Daniel Ortega. 


And I think had the Sandinistas truly wanted them 
to reintegrate voluntarily, they could have taken many steps 
-- and they could still take many steps -- that would begin 
that process. And that's why I cited President Ortega's 
remark at Tela. You're trying to end a ten-year civil war. 
You're trying to invite your citizens back. You're trying to 
say, “All is forgiven. You will be safe when you return." 
And you say, “Now they're a corpse." 


Q Well, what's the relationship of that to 
the U.N. Force and the work that they've been doing? Have 
they been inhibited in any respect so far with their 
activities, and why doesn't the United States seek a speedy 
rs pee a on it which would help verify the repatriation 
accord 


a Well, in fact, that's moving forward in the 
U.N.; and I suspect the U.N. Security Council will probably 
be deliberating on the security force soon, and we hope it 
does. And we've been supportive of that, in principle. 


O@r only position with regard to the verification 
force is that it be adequate to the task for the entire 
treaty. That force is supposed to verify not only that 
Honduran territory is not used to violate Nicaraguan 
sovereignty but also Nicaraguan territory is not used to 
violate Salvadoran sovereignty. 


And I would note that the Government of Nicaragua 
takes a slice of these treaties that it thinks meets its 
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interests and demands that everyone meet that minute portion 
of the treaties while violating all the other provisions. 


The same provision that they cite by which the 
Resistance should return to Nicaragua and leave Honduran 
territory prohibits them from using their territory to aid 
the FMLN. The FMLN command and control is located inside 


Nicaragua. 


This past week there was a mortar attack on the 
army headquarters in San Salvador that wounded about 15 
civilians. It didn't wound any military people. The home- 
made weapons that were used in the attack are the same that 
the Sandinistas have helped train the FMLN on this year 
inside Nicaragua. 


Two weeks ago, the Honduran Government captured a 
truck loaded with Soviet and other-make weapons that had been 
loaded in Nicaragua, and the driver told the Hondurans that 
he had been making this run since August of 1988. 


And the same is true with the Tela Accord. They 
take the provision that cites a calendar and the final result 
and say, “That's what ought to happen.” But they don't hold 
the direct talks with the Resistance that are necessary. 

They don't agree to a means to verify that the Resistance has 
any confidence of returning safely and freely. They don't 
let prisoners out of their jails who are rotting there 
without due process, many of whom are accused of being 
couriers and supporters of the Resistance. 


So we would like to see all governments in the 
region try to carry out the Accords in all their provisions 
The United States is in compliance with this treaty, and we 
hope that the Government of Nicaragua will adopt a similar 
attitude. 


Q Just very, very quickly on that U.N. 
thing. Has Nicaragua posed any kind of obstacle to the 
repatriation mechanisms there? 


a These people are trying to move me off 
here. I'm losing my audience. 


What? 


Q Sorry. In the deliberations at the United 
Nations and with the CIAV, have the Nicaraguans posed any 
obstacle to their completion in the implementation with 
respect to the return of the Contras? 
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A Have they posed any obstacle? ‘j+<j COPY, 
Q Have they posed any obstacles? 
A Many. They won't talk to the Resistance. 


If you read the Tela Accords, it says: “Direct contacts 
should take place." 


Q I mean in the consultations at the United 
Nations. . 

A In the consultations with the United 
Nations? I don't understand the question. 

Q This -- 

A I wasan't there when they consulted with 


the United Nations, so I don't know the answer to the 
question. 


Q What was the President talking about when 
he said last night “We're going to take a new look at our 
options if this intimidation continues"? I mean what options 
do you have? 


a Well, we have a range of options, and I 
think that the Sandinistas should note the growing and strong 
reaction in the Congress in both bodies to what they're 
doing. And, clearly, they are building a reaction that is 
extremely negative; and if they keep pressing this set of 
offensives, they could produce greater reaction. And if 
their goal, in fact, is to told the elections, as they 
profess -- if their goal is to carry out the Tela Accords, as 
they profess -- if their goal is to end the conflict in 
Nicaragua, as they profess -- then they should take the 
first step of restoring the cease-fire. 


And there are other means that could also be 
taken. There's an agreement on the table now that they 
signed with the Resistance as long ago as March of 1988. 


Q The question had to do with what we would 
do. 

rs) I answered that question. 

Q Well, but while there's a lot of anger in 


Congress, there's an awful lot of people who think there's no 
way we're going to go back to more military aid to the 
Contras. That was a failed policy. And the question is, 
when you talk about options, is there a new option that would 
indeed be tougher other than 
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military aid@to the Contras? Is there somethiny else afoot? 

a. Well, we're not ruling out any option in 
the future, but we're trying to concentrate our efforts on 
restoring the cease-fire and getting the electoral process 
back on track. 


+ Is there any indication of direct U.S. 
military involvement ? I mean was that part of what he was 
implying that is the option he's looking at? 


A No. I think if you're a wise policy- 
maker, you don't rule out options when you're in a difficult 
situation. But that doesn't mean he was sending signals 


about what you just suggested. But you don't rule options 
out. 


But that's, obviously, not something that we're 
currently considering. 


Q Thank you 
A Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:56 p.m.) 
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JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE, 
THE HONORABLE DICK CHENEY 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 

HIS EXCELLENCY GARETH EVANS 
FOREIGN MINISTER OF AUSTRALIA, AND 
HIS EXCELLENCY KIM BEAZLEY 
DEFENSE MINISTER OF AUSTRALIA 
SYONEY, AUSTRALIA 
NOVEMBER 4, 1989 


MINISTER EVANS: Well, ladies and gentlemen, thank you for 
being present. Let me open up with a few moments of 
introductory remarks and then we will throw it open, of course, 
to questions. 





These annual meetings are very important to both countries 
They give us each a chance, in a lengthy and structured 
discussion, to talk through, with very senior United States 
leaders, their views about the issues of the world and the 
region bilaterally, to hear ours in response, and to talk 
through different perceptions where they exist 


I think those talks have been particularly valuable this year, 
since it's provided the occasion for the very first visit to 
Australia, either personally or officially, of Jim Baker and 
Dick Cheney, and, moreover, in the first year of the Bush 
Administration. 


Our talks have had a special importance this year because of 
the very fundamental changes that are taking place in the 
world. There is really a widespread sense of a brand-new 
postwar era emerging, and obviously Secretaries Baker and 
Cheney are going to be playing a critically important role in 
determining how that new order is shaped 


I have to say that l've been very struck, and the Australian 
side has been very struck, by the evident determination of the 
United States not to let slip the opportunities which are now 
emerging. 
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While a great deal of what is happening in the Soviet Union and 
East Europe is only capable of being worked through internally 
by the countries that are concerned, it's become very clear in 
our talks that the United States is determined to move speedily 
to lock in good agreements and understandings which serve the 
international environment and our respective national 
interests. The search for mutual advantage through a process 
of constructive discussion, consultation, negotiation: a very 
encouraging environment for the world at large. And we've had 
very good insight into U.S. attitudes on that as a result of 
these discussions. 








Obviously the global changes that are occurring have an impact 
on everybody, not least Australia. In areas where Australian 
interests are directly involved, we will be playing our part. 


I pointed out our strong interest in continued United States 
security involvement in our region. I very much welcome, on 
behalf of the Australian government, the assurances from the 
United States, that despite the stringencies in its defense 
budget, the United States is not contemplating any reduction in 
its forward deployments anywhere, including in our region. 


We have also got major, obvious, national interest in 
preventing the spread into our region of various highly 
destabilizing capabilities: nuclear weapons, ballistic 
missiles, chemical weapons. 


We discussed the importance of the Non-Proliferation Treaty 
review conference scheduled for next year, the context of 
ballistic missile proliferation. I advised the U.S. side of 
our willingness to adhere to the Missile Technology Control 
Regime which is aimed at containing ballistic missile 
proliferation. 


On the subject of chemical weapons, we had a quite extensive 
discussion, and I have to say we are absolutely united in our 
commitment to the early conclusion of an effective global 
chemical weapons convention. [t's important that we all 
acknowledge the extent to which the United States has given 
leadership on this issue. George Bush, as Vice President in 
1984 was, after all, the man who put the issue really on the 
international agenda in a major way, by tabling the original 
draft convention. 


The developments that have taken place at the bilateral 
superpower level in recent times with Secretary Baker's talks 
in Wyoming, the announcements flowing from that, President 
Bush's announcements in the United Nations just a few weeks 
later and the kind of contribution that the United States has 
been making in multilateral environment, including in our own 
Canberra conference a few weeks ago, have all been absolutely 
crucial contributions in moving the debate forward. 
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We have a shared objective and a shared aspiration to achieve, 
as soon as possible, a comprehensive chemical weapons 
convention. We have discussed, and will go on discussing the 
best tactics for achievine that convention, but [I emphasize how 
far we have come, and I emphasize that shared determination to 
get us through to the end of the process. 


In particular, we discussed a package of cooperative activities 
that we intend to, after further consultation, engage in 
together, in the period ahead, in the Geneva negotiations: a 
package of activities involving the establishment, hopefully, 
of technical expert groups to deal with particular intractable 
technical issues, special drafting groups to deal with 
particular intractable drafting problems --— of which there are 
quite a few remaining to be solved -- mobilizing further 
industry input into that multilateral negotiating process 
following on the Canberra conference, and trying to stimulate 
further regional activities, of the kind that Australia has 
been engaged in in recent months. 


So it's quite a substantial strategy, the game plan that we 
have outlined in discussion over the past couple of days, in 
particular this morning. And I am very confident that that 
process will be carried forward very effectively as a result. 


We have also discussed, of course, a number of regional 
conflicts and the kind of role that we each can play in 
achieving a settlement of those conflicts. Cambodia loomed 
inevitably in those discussions, on which we have a common 
approach, which I think is well described in paragraph 16 of 
the communique that's been distributed to you. 


As East-West military tensions ease, the salience, I quess, of 
international economic issues will grow. Those issues did not 
feature largely on our agenda, for reasons I described on the 
opening day. We just had, two weeks ago, very extensive 
ministerial trade talks addressing both multilateral and 
bilateral issues, and we are coming up on Monday morning, of 
course, to the Regional Economic Cooperation conference, in 
which Jim Baker and [I will be very much involved. 


But we did agree, or reiterate our agreement, on the importance 
of the Uruguay Round coming to a successful conclusion. We 
indicated our pleasure at the latest United States proposals on 
agricultural reform, which is going to be an absolutely central 
component of that round. We see the way now being thoroughly 
clear to work together with an absolutely common set of 
objectives in that crucial agricultural policy area. 


The United States in return welcomes the continuing important 
role of the Cairns group under Australian chairmanship, and I 
believe we can work together, as [ say very successfully in 
that respect. 
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As you will see from the communique, our discussions did cover 
a very wide range of other important issues such as 
developments in China, Papua New Guinea, Korea, the Indian 
Ocean; in fact, I think there were some thirty topics in all 
that we did deal with substantively. Thirty-eight if you take 
into account the sub-topics [ get. That's a pretty impressive 
agenda, particularly since I think we did have sometimes brisk, 
but always substantive, exchanges on each of those items. 


Overall I think it's fair to say -- it's certainly true to say 
from an Australian perspective -- that it was an excellent 
meeting, both in formal sessions and in the numerous informal 
discussions which take place around the margins of this kind of 
meeting, including with Prime Minister Hawke. 


It was a friendly meeting in which there were very frank, 
rewarding and productive exchanges, and I want to thank, on 
behalf of the Australian side, Dick Cheney and Jim Baker, in 
particular, as well as all the other members of their 
delegation, for the spirit in which they approached these 
discussions. They have been very successful indeed. 


So, unless you want to say anything by way of opening -- do you 
Jim? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, I think that was a very complete, 
comprehensive summary, and one with which [I totally agree, 
Gareth. 





Over to you for questions then. 


Could you each introduce yourself by name please, and 
organization. 


QUESTION: Senator, 1 am just wondering how you feel your 
desire for a comprehensive chemical weapons ban treaty -- how 
you feel that sits with Secretary Cheney's comments in a 
prerecorded “Face to Face” interview this morning, where he 
said that they did not propose to get rid of all chemical 
weapons stocks, that they would retain a small residual supply 
of stocks? 


MINISTER EVANS: There are questions of tactics as to how we 
are going to achieve the universal ratification adherence to -- 
the universal comprehensive effective chemical weapons 
convention. 


As I said, we discussed those tactics today, and I also said we 
will go on discussing those tactics, but beyond that I[ have no 
comment to offer. We do share a genuine determination to 
achieve an effective comprehensive universal convention and 
there's not a@ paper tissue between us in terms of our 
commitment to that objective, and it is just important that we 
get there as best we can. 


MN 


9... 








- 2 


SECRETARY CHENEY: And let me make it clear also, that I made 
it clear in that interview that it is our objective to 
ultimately eliminate all chemical weapons. The proposal to 
retain a small, residual two percent is conditioned only upon 
there not having been a completed agreement with respect to a 
total, world-wide ban. 


But it is the objective of the United States, as I said in the 
interview, that ultimately we would be able to ban all chemical 


weapons. 


SECRETARY BAKER: And that we would go to zero. 





QUESTION: Mr. Baker, there has been nothing said though, or 
seems to have been less said about New Zealand. Is the door 


closing on them? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Is the door closing on New Zealand? No, not 
at all. The door is not moving one way or the other. The door 
is staying exactly where it was when we arrived yesterday. 
There was a fair amount in the press yesterday on this 
question, so let me say a word or two about it. 


First of all, the restriction that we now have on high-level 
political and security contact with New Zealand officials is a 
rather narrow restriction. In our view it reflects, really, 
New Zealand's choice, not the choice of the United States. It 
does not limit a wide range of other contacts, particularly 
economic and commercial contacts, and in that connection I 
would refer you to the fact that our Secretary of Commerce, Bob 
Mosbacher, and our Special Trade Representative, Carla Hills, 
will be here meeting with the New Zealand Trade Minister in 
Canberra when we have our discussions up there concerning the 
Asia Pacific economic cooperation entity. 


But I think it is important to note that our “neither confirm 
nor deny” policy, with respect to ship visits, is an essential 
element of the United States' defense policy around the world. 
Other allies rely on it, and we really are not in a position to 
adopt 4 special policy for any country that depends upon United 
States’ assistance for its security. The policy is based on 
substantive concerns; it's not based in any way on personality 
or on party. 


QUESTION: How far does New Zealand have to go in changing its 
policy to restore, at least, contact between you, Mr. Baker, 
and the New Zealand Prime Minister? 


ARY BAKER: Well, it would be helpful if New Zealand 
would revert to the policy that it pursued for quite a period 
of time earlier, and that is to join with other states in 
recognizing the “neither confirm nor deny” policy of the United 
States. 
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QUESTION: Have the two sides really made up on trade, or are 
there still outstanding differences? You just want to take 
united front into the APEC meeting next week -- 


MINISTER EVANS: We, I think, have certainly made up in terms 
of our approach to the multilateral issue and the agricultural 
policy that will be put on the table in those negotiations. We 
are very strongly supportive of Clayton Yeutter's paper which 
was put down just a few days ago. And really, I don't think 
there will be any difficulty in maintaining a common front. 
That's between the United States and the Cairns group on that. 


The hard nut to crack remains the European community. On 
bilateral trade issues there are a number of small continuing 
irritants or concerns on both sides. I think we've got the 
longer list, but this is not the occasion, I think, to go 
through that list, because it was dealt with pretty 
exhaustively in ministerial trade talks a couple of weeks ago. 
And there is certainly nothing at odds between us at the moment 
that should in any way inhibit constructive discussion, and the 
kind I'm looking forward to in the APEC meeting starting on 
Monday. 


Do you want to say anything? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, except to second what the Senator has 
just said. Quite frankly I think in this area, we are, as far 
as the multilateral approach is concerned, we are much, much 
closer together than we have been over the course of the past 
three or four years. I commented, during the course of our 
sessions, about the number of times that I would see visiting 
Australian trade ministers when [I was Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States for three-and-a-half years, with respect 
to the lack of progress in multilateral fora with respect to 
problems involving, for instance, our export enhancement 
program and so forth. I really see us moving jointly now to 
make substantial progress in multilateral fora, on the problems 
of agricultural trade, the most significant problems facing the 
world trading community today. 


My question for Mr. Cheney. For some years the 
United States has been receiving information about nuclear 
weapon and ballistic missile tests in the Soviet Union from 
listening posts in China. I am wondering whether in the light 
of the current tensions between China and the United States, 
whether the joint U.S.-Australian facility at Narrungar takes 
on enhanced importance? 


TARY Y: If we had such facilities in China, it's not 
a subject [ would discuss. I'd be happy to make a comment 
about the Australian joint facilities. They are very important 
facilities from the standpoint of not only the United States 
but I think also Australian security 
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I am going to have the opportunity on Monday, with my good 
friend and colleague, Minister Beazley, to go visit those joint 
facilities. They make a major contribution to our ability, 
among other things, to monitor and verify compliance with arms 
control regimes, which we think are extremely important, and 
those facilities are now and have been in the past, and will 
continue to be, I'm convinced, very important to the security 
of both nations. 


QUESTION: We have reports from Phnom Penh that the Khmer Rouge 
are becoming quite successful on the battlefield, and indeed 
are in a position to make a move on Battambang. The United 
States’ position has been to keep the Khmer Rouge out of power 
in Cambodia. 


My question to you sir, is do you see these developments in 
Cambodia as a defeat for western policy, and what are your 
plans to do about it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think it's a defeat for the 
long-suffering Cambodian people if we are not able to arrive at 
a political solution in Cambodia And the United States and 
Australia and a host of other countries have worked very, very 
hard to achieve that. We have (not), es yet, been able to do 
so. 





The Paris conference, which I attended with Senator Evans, was 
able to achieve an external solution, but not an internal 
solution, so we now see the prospect of replacing the political 
dialogue with the dialogue of the battlefield. And that is 
tragic indeed. So we need, I think, to redouble our efforts, 
and that's basically what's referred to here in the 

communique. We need to continue to try and find a political 
solution to the long-suffering situation in Cambodia. 


QUESTION: Mr. Cheney, the United States’ stand with 
nuclear-free zones has been pretty well known for some time, 
and strengthened by the White House last week. Australian 
officials said yesterday that they got the strong sense from 
the U.S. delegation that you would not oppose a move in the 
U.N. for a nuclear-free zone in the South Pacific. Does that 
represent a change in U.S. policy on nuclear free zones? 


SECRETARY CHENEY: Well, as a general proposition, I leave 
comments and decisions on our policy at the United Nations to 
my colleague Mr. Baker, but today [']ll make an exception. No, 
let me make a general statement of policy 1 think the peace 
and security of the free world for more than 40 years now has 
been dependent upon our successful strategy of deterrence, and 
that strategy's been based upon the U.S. nuclear capability, 
that we've provided, indeed, a nuclear umbrella, if you will, 
for the free world, that has guaranteed the safety and security 
of not only the United States but of our major allies around 
the globe. 
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Now, given that global responsibility. we find it obviously 
difficult to adopt the proposition that nuclear-free zones 
contribute to better world strategy. And while certainly we 
understand, while nations in a particular area may have views 
with respect to situations in their own region, given our 
global responsibilities and global perspective, the development 
of nuclear-free zones is not something that we have 

encouraged. We don't believe it contributes to overall 
stability and deterrence. 


I would point out that U.S. practices, with respect to how we 
conduct ourselves, are consistent with the provisions of the 
South Pacific nuclear-free zone. And I would defer to my 
colleague Mr. Baker on the question of the U.S. position in the 
United Nations on that issue. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me answer that by saying that we are 
going to consider, and are considering, the exact nature of the 
vote that we are going to cast, and we are discussing that with 
a number of others. 


Having said that, having given you that non-answer about 
exactly how we're going to vote, let me simply reconfirm what 
Secretary Cheney has said about our general opposition to 
nuclear-free zones from the standpoint of our global security 
responsibilities. The United States has, in our view at least, 
a disproportionate responsibility for preserving global 
security, so we must, of necessity, look at these questions in 
global terms rather than regional terms. 


QUESTION: Senator Evans, do you think that the United States’ 
stand on continuing to produce binary chemical weapons will 
actually undermine the chances of achieving a global test ban? 


MINISTER EVANS: I think I've already answered that question to 
my satisfaction, when it was put to me earlier by TV 
journalists. So, I'm sorry I've nothing further to add. 


T : Mr. Baker, the communique curiously does not give 
the American response to Australia's pleading for the use of 
Long March missiles to launch the AUSSAT satellites Can you 
now give us the American position please? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You're asking me for the American position 
with respect to the AUSSAT satellite? Following the events of 
Tiananmen Square in June, the President initiated certain 
prohibitions against military-to-military contact between the 
United States and the People's Republic of China 





Some of the items that were involved in AUSSAT were therefore 
caught by those initiatives, with respect to being placed on 
our munitions list. We have since granted exemptions with 
respect to everything except the satellite itself, and we have 
the question of the satellite itself under review and 
consideration at the current time. 
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I stated in the course of the session with the Senator that we 
were very sympathetic on this issue, and would like to find a 
way if we could to take the action that Australia seeks, but we 
do have to give consideration to the initiatives that are 
currently in force in the United States. 


QUESTION: Mr. Beazley, does the memorandum of understanding 
give us greater access to American technology transfer, and are 
you satisfied that COCOM is never used as a shield for what in 
fact are commercial interests? 





MINISTER BEAZLEY: A couple of separate questions there. But 
firstly on the memorandum of understanding: Yes, I think it 
will improve that access, but there are a number of other 
agreements and considerations on specific items of equipment 
that have their own memorandums of understanding associated 
with them. But the !Soagistic agreement covers the broad field, 
and [ think is a very important, if rather prosaic, element of 
the defense arrangement that exists between our two countries. 





They give us the opportunity to have ready access or what we 
need for those aspects of our equipment that are 
American-—sourced. [t also provides us with opportunities as 
far as American industry is concerned. As far as COCOM is 
concerned, one of the advantages of being a member of COCOM is 
to ensure that a voice is heard when there is a deliberation on 
what item of technology may be transferred to third countries 
or else to the East Bloc. 


And it's even more important than that for a country like 
ourselves -- which is absorbing a considerable amount of 
technology from elsewhere and building our own military systems 
-~- the ability to have very rapidly transferred to us those 
items of equipment. 


So we don't really approach COCOM on the basis that anybody is 
operating there to protect a particular commercial interest. 
Basically we see COCOM largely functioning in a way, and our 
membership in COCOM largely functioning in a way, that enables 
us to take better advantage of opportunities to export and to 
gain access to the type of technology we need. 


QUESTION: Secretary Baker, for the first time in a communique 
issued from these meetings -- in comparison with the past years 
-~ illicit drugs are mentioned. What type of extensive 
cooperation is to be expected in response to this communique? 
It's item number 22 I believe, the first i’.em under “other." 





SECRETARY BAKER: Let me simply say that we already have 





enjoyed the cooperation of Australia in approaching or dealing 
with the drug menace. 
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We discussed the fact that the President of the United States 
had announced our strategy respecting drugs on the Sth of 
September. That strategy is twofold. It has a domestic 
content dealing with the demand side of the problem as far as 
the United States is concerned, and an international component 
dealing with supply. 


We are concerned about what we see as increased traffic from 
the Golden Triangle area. We are concerned about drug 
production in Burma and Laos. We have limited influence with 
either of those two countries. Australia has indicated a 
willingness and an interest in cooperating with the United 
States, generally, around the world in fighting the scourge of 
drugs, and we welcome that interest and we welcome that 
cooperation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Cheney, your defense budget is up on the Hill 
now, and it's got some big-ticket items on there, 8-2 and 
others. What impact do you think that the December meeting 
between the President and Mr. Gorbachev might have on your 
defense requests? 





SECRETARY CHENEY: Well, the House and Senate conference on the 
authorization bill should be completed this coming week. [ 
just received this morning, from Washington, a copy of the 
conference agreement. The conferees on the appropriations bill 
will hopefully meet next week, and with luck we'll have this 
year's bill all wrapped up before the meeting that's currently 
scheduled between the President and Mr. Gorbachev in December. 





There's no question but what defense budgets are being 
affected, or impacted if you will, by developments between our 
two countries, and given improved relationships and the kinds 
of positive changes we've seen recently in the Soviet Union and 
Eastern Europe, it's not surprising that to some extent public 
and legislative bodies are reacting by reducing defense 
spending. 


What we've tried to do with our budget is to continue to 
maintain our modernization program of our strategic efforts. 

We think that's important because there's been, to date, 
absolutely no slackening in the Soviet strategic efforts. 

Their strategic capabilities are more robust today than they 
were when Mr. Gorbachev came to office: new missiles being 
deployed, three new land-based ICBMs, two new ballistic missile 
submarines deployed this year. So the pace is robust and 
continues. 


Hopefully, eventually, we will be able to negotiate both a 
START agreement, which will place a limitation on strategic 
systems, and a conventional force reduction agreement in Europe 
that will allow us to, for the first time in more than 40 
years, achieve quantitative parity between NATO and Warsaw Pact 
forces, and to reduce our overall levels in Europe to a level 
15 percent below current NATO levels. 
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That will result in some savings. But, I think, I guess if I 
had a message to convey in the area of defense spending it 
would be that it is important for us to recognize that our 
strategy has been successful now for more than 40 years. [t's 
been successful because we have strong alliances backed up by 
significant military strength, and until such time as the 
changes in the Soviet Union are absolutely irreversible and we 
see a fundamental change in their military capability -- not 
just intention, but capability --—- it would be extremely unwise 
for us in the West to significantly reduce our military 
commitments. 


QUESTION: If you're under the wire on ‘90 with the conference 
committee, do you expect though that it might have a real bite 
if things continue to go this way -- they go well, that it 
might really bite into your budget for FY91? 


SECRETARY CHENEY: I don't want to tie this just to the 
December meeting. The December meeting is very important 
because it's going to continue, I think, to improve relations 
between the Soviets and the United States. But it's not an 
arms control meeting per se. That's a subject that will, I am 
sure, probably be discussed, but the bulk of that will happen 
later on. 








I think that our current strategy is basically the correct 
one. It's the one I've stated. Again, I come back to the 
basic proposition that until we've achieved agreements, we've 
signed arms control agreements, we've seen a reduction in 
capabilities, it would be premature for us to significantly 
reduce defense spending levels. 


QUESTION: Mr. Baker and Mr. Evans. In regard to the PNG 
(Papau New Guinea), if the situation destabilizes further, 
especially in view of American and Australian investment in the 
country, could you see the United States or Australia playing 
an active role in putting it on a steady path? 


MINISTER EVANS: Well, of course, Australia has been playing an 
active and substantial role in giving budgetary support and 
program aid assistance support to the country for a very long 
period of time. And in the context of the present situation in 
Bougainville, we've been helping out there under the defense 
cooperation program in ways that are on the public record. 


I think, as to the future, we simply have to wait and see how 
the situation develops, and in particular to see what specific 
requests are made of us by the PNG government. It's very much 
an internal affair. Whatever happens in Papua New Guinea, 
we've got an obvious interest, because of 15,000 Australians 
who live there: the 2,000 on Bougainville, in particular, and 
we're conscious of those interests and responsibilities. But 
essentially these things are internal matters for resolution by 
the country and government concerned and we are confident that 
a way will be found through the difficulties that are presently 
being experienced. Beyond that, I can't comment further. 
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SECRETARY BAKER: I would simply echo that, as far as we are 
concerned, but I would add to it that it does concern us to see 
what's happening in Bougainville. I had occasion to meet with 
the Foreign Minister of Papua New Guinea in Washington as 
recently as three weeks ago. So, it is a matter of interest to 
us. It is a matter of concern to us, but it is an internal 
matter for Papua New Guinea, and I think our position would be 
exactly as articulated by Senator Evans. 





QUESTION: Mr. Baker. Sir, a final one on Antarctica. The 
communique refers to a useful exchange of views on the question 
of the minerals convention and Australia's proposal of a 
wilderness park. Am I to take it from this that the United 
States is giving Australia no undertaking that it will continue 
to look at the Australian proposal with a possible view of the 
United States changing its position in Australia's favor? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, [ don't think we take the position that 
we will refuse to look at anything, particularly when you 
consider that the ultimate objective of strong environmental 
protection for Antarctica is the goal of both the United States 
and Australia. The ends here coincide. 





I think there is some difference between us on what's the best 
means to get there. Our view is that a total ban, at this 
point in time, is not likely. That we, and many other 
countries as well as Australia, have worked very hard, over a 
period of many years, to come up with a convention that would 
lock in certain protection for the Antarctic, and that we 
should not set that convention aside. 


[t's our further view that that convention would not open up 
the Antarctic to mining or presume that mining will take 

place. At the same time, if there is a way, without casting 
aside the convention, to get even more protection, because that 
is what we want, we would welcome that. 


MINISTER EVANS: Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen. 
It's now time for the signing ceremony of the U.S.-Australia 
Agreement on Cooperation and Defense Logistics and Support. 
Jim Baker and I will move to each side of the table and leave 
the field to the military. 
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ON-THE-RECORD PRESS CONFERENCE 
U.S.-JAPAN ECONOMIC SUBCABINET CONSULTATIONS 
RICHARD T. McCORMACK, UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
ECONOMIC AND AGRICULTURAL AFFAIRS. AND 
KOJI WATANABE, DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER 
FOR ECONOMIC AFFAIRS 
SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1989 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
We'll now have an ON-THE-RECORD briefing about the 
U.S.-Japan Subcabinet Consultations which have been held for 
the last two days here in Washington, in this building. The 
briefers will be Richard McCormack, Under Secretary of State 
for Economic and Agricultural Affairs, and Minister Koji 
Watanabe, the Deputy Foreign Minister of Japan for Economic 


Affairs. 


They both have opening statements. I think we'll ask 
Mr..McCormack to go first. After Minister Watanabe's 
statement, if you would, in your question, tell us who 
you're asking the question of and the person can step up to 
the mic. I'd ask, for the purpose of getting a good, 
accurate transcription to pass out later, that we do the 
questions and answers in English. 


Thank you very much. Under Secretary McCormack. 


MR. McCORMACK: Thank you very much. I must say, 
looking around I'm impressed with the large number of people 
here today on a beautiful Saturday afternoon. 


Yesterday and today, the U.S. and the Japanese senior 
government officials held talks on economic issues. These 
consultations were led by me on the United States side and 
by Deputy Foreign Minister Watanabe for Japan. The U.S. 
participants also included Deputy Secretary of STR, 
Williams; Commerce Under Secretary Farren; Agricultural 
Under Secretary Crowder; CEA member Taylor; and senior 
representatives from the Treasury, Labor, Energy. AID, EPA, 


and our Embassy in Tokyo. 
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These Economic Subcabinet Consultations are held 
twice a year. The last was held in June in Kawana, Japan. 
The Subcabinet forum provides an opportunity to review the 
overall economic relationship. Frankly. our economic 
relationship is so broad and flows through so many different 
channels that it is impossible to address all aspects of 
that kind of an interrelationship and deal with bilateral 
concerns at the same time at the same meeting. But we did 
discuss many of them. But as befits the informal nature of 
these regular consultations, our discussions were frank and 
friendly. 


We found that both economies had been performing 
well. Japan's economy had been growing at a rapid rate, 
spurred by domestic demand. This has resulted in a strong 
increase in Japanese imports. For example, U.S. exports to 
Japan alone increased by 34% in 1988 and are up by another 
19% in the first eight months of this year. Japan's overall 
current account and trade surpluses declined in 1988 and 
appear likely to fall again, by a small margin, in 1989. At 
the same time, Japan's exports continue to grow and are up 
8% to the United States so far this year. 


The U.S. economy has also grown, but at a more 
moderate pace, thus also contributing to external 
adjustment. Our trade deficit improved by 22% in 1988 
compared to 1987 and was down a further 7% in the first 
eights months of this year. 


We expressed concern, however, about future trends. 
Improvement in the U.S. trade account has slowed. And 
recent projections point to the likelihood of continued 
large and even growing trade and current account surpluses 
in Japan. We both spoke of the need for appropriate 
macro-economic policies in both countries to continue to 
reduce our respective imbalances. 


We stressed the importance of concrete progress in 
the Structural Impediments Initiative talks, the second 
session of which will take place here on November 6 and 7. 
We also noted the importance of similar progress in a number 
of sectoral trade discussions currently underway. 


The Japanese side expressed their concern about 
possible legislative restrictions in the United States on 
foreign investment. We reaffirmed the Administration's 
investment policy. which is an open investment policy, but 
added that a warmer welcome in Japan for foreign investment 
would make it easier for us to preserve our own open 
investment policy. 





In our discussions on energy. we encourged the 
Japanese to purchase more American coal. We expressed our 
hope that Japan would soon untie more of its development 
aid, both formally and informally. We also exchanged views 
on fishing issues. 


We did not just talk about bilateral concerns, 
however. I came away from these discussions impressed with 
the breadth of our economic cooperation and the potential of 
our economic global partnership to make this a better, 
safer, more prosperous world. 


We discussed our cooperation on the global 
environment, on the Uruguay Round of multilateral trade 
negotiations, the third world debt, and development 
assistance, for example. We also had extremely useful 
discussions on the implications of EC ‘92, the Asia-Pacific 
Cooperation Ministerial to be held in Canberra next week, 
and the truly momentous events now occurring in Eastern 
Europe. 


I'll be happy to go into these issues in more detail, 
but, first, let me turn to my friend, Koji Watanabe, for his 
impressions of the consultations. 


MR. WATANABE: Thank you, Dick. First, I have to 
apologize. The Japanese are Known to be efficient, but we 
have not been able to prepare a written opening statement. 
All I have here is a memo on which I shall try to make 
initial remarks. 


With the cooperation and leadership of Dick 
McCormack, the American Chairman, I think we've had a very 
useful discussion for the past day and a half. What struck 
me most throughout these constructive talks was the 
interdependence of two economies -- Japan and the United 
States -- and the global partnership is not just rhetoric 
but based upon facts. The maintenance and enhancement of 
that partnership is felt to be of vital importance for the 
development of the world economy and to effectively 
challenge the type of problems that we are facing -- the 
environment, and the Uruguay Round, other problems of 
developing countries. 


We share the same objective and we share the 
conviction that without cooperation, progress cannot be made. 


We discussed the Asia-Pacific situation, particularly 
the significance of the first ministerial talks on the 








Asia-Pacific. which is going to be held in Canberra in a few 
days. We discussed also the Eastern European situation, 
which is of great importance not only for the United States 


and Japan, but in fact for the whole world. 


Needless to say. the bilateral relations between 
Japan and the United States on economic affairs are very 
important. We continue to be concerned about the imbalance 
of our respective countries in external trade. 


We have emphasized the fact that the current account 
surplus of Japan has been steadily decreasing in terms of 
the rate to the GNP. The surplus of the current account in 
terms of GNP in ‘86 was 4.5%; but for the year ‘89, -- the 
fiscal year -- it is projected to be about 2.2%, a decrease 
of more than 50% in terms of the ratio to GNP of the 
Japanese surplus of the current account. 


The trade imbalance between Japan and the United 
States has registered a modest improvement, but it is very 
encouraging to note that imports from the United States have 
increased substantially. A ten billion dollar increase of 
imports from the United States was registered last year. 
For this year, from January-August, the rate of increase of 
Japanese imports from the United States is 18.8%. Japan 
would continue to make efforts to sustain the expansion of 
domestic demand as well as specific efforts to increase 
imports. We expect, as Dick and the American pacticipants 
in the Consultation emphasized, that the United States is 
expected to continue its efforts to cut the budget deficit 
which has a significant affect on the decrease of the trade 
deficit of the United States. 


I have heard with great interest -- a figure was 
mentioned -- the cut of one dollar of the Federal budget 
would result in the cut of 50 cents of the trade imbalance 
-~- of the trade deficit. 


The specific outstanding issues, of which we have 
some, between Japan and the United States, we have agreed to 
resolve these questions on the basis of a spirit of 
cooperation and joint endeavor. 


We have managed in the past to resolve the questions 
of tobacco, the beef and citrus, and telecommunications. We 
have proven our ability to be able to resolve these 
questions, because the cost and pain to resolve these 
questions is much less than the damage and cost of not being 
able to resolve these questions -- damage not only for Japan 
and the United States but for the whole world economy. 








We have been very encouraged by the commitment on the 
part of the United States, of the determination to cut the 
Federal budget deficit of the United States; the objection 
to what is called the “managed trade system"; and the 
continued support to the Japanese investment in the United 


States. 


I hope the Structural Impediment Initiative talks, 
which will be starting next week, would be based upon the 
same spirit of cooperation and understanding. Thank you. 


MR. MCCORMACK: We'd be happy to respond to any 
questions that you might have. 


Q Yes. I just had one question, whether the 
issue of supercomputers, forest products, or satellites came 
up during the discussions? 


MR. MCCORMACK: Yes, they did. We discussed the 
on-going negotiations that are underway in all of these 
matters. 


Q Anymore details than that? 


MR. McCORMACK: The status of each one of those 
negotiations is separate in and of itself, and we emphasized 
the importance of additional supercomputer sales in the 
United States, opening up the forest products situation in 
Japan. 


Would you care to comment on any of that? 


MR. WATANABE: Yes. As Dick said, those three 
specific issues were mentioned in the Consultations. We 
have confirmed that both sides would make efforts to try to 
resolve these questions in the forum of professional 
experts’ meetings, which are going to be taking place in 
November and December, respectively. 


Q You said that the U.S. side expressed its 
concern about the rapid increase of Japanese investment of 
business equipment in the domestic market. 


How do you curb these tendencies in Japan's economy? 
And ien't it consistent with your basic idea that there 
shouldn't be any intervention by the Government of Japan and 
that Japan should increase its domestic demand to curb its 
surplus in trade? 








MR. McCORMACK: We emphasized the importance the 
United States places on maintaining an open-investment 
policy. That is absolutely clear. 


On the question of capital goods in the United 
States. we did not discuss this specific matter in the 
negotiations. But I can say that in similar discussions 
that we have had, we have emphasized the importance of when 
Japanese invest abroad, that they make efforts to purchase 
capital goods on a world-wide basis rather than simply doing 
sole-source procurement in Japan. 


We recognize that the bilateral trade imbalance is a 
result of various factors, including budget deficits and 
including impediments to U.S. exports in Japan. It's both 
these factors. In resolving that budget deficit, it's going 
to require progress on both of these fronts. 


MR. WATANABE: As I said previously, we are very 
encouraged of the confirmation made by the American side 
that the U.S. Administration continues to support the inflow 
of .Japanese investment in the United States. 


If I may, with your permission, I would to add some 
words, introducing my colleagues who participated in the 
Consultations. The Japanese side was represented by myself; 
Mr. Suzuki, the Vice Minister of MITI: Mr. Unno, the Vice 
Minister of the Economic Planning Agency; and Mr. Maki, the 
Vice Minister of the Agriculture & Fishery Agencies. Thank 
you. 


Can I follow up that: I'm sorry. I was 
asking about investment of Japanese firms in Japanese 
island. It is said that you expressed your concern about 
rapid increase of business equipment that Japanese firms 
made in Japanese island. So I would like to know your 
opinion about that in detail, and whether it's consistent 
with your basic attitude that Japan should increase its 
domestic demand. 


MR. MCCORMACK: In fact, I did discuss at some detail 
the article which appeared last week ago Thursday in The 
Wall Street Journal. which discussed the extraordinary 
capital investment which is projected to take place in 
Japan, even in those industries where there was a current 
surplus of production worldwide. 


And I discussed the fact that if this enormous 
increase in capital investment in Japan results in another 
wave of an export boom, that this was going to place 
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considerable strain on the overall payments imbalances that 
now exist within the world. And I made the suggestion that 
perhaps it would be wise to consider making more investment 
in infrastructure projects in Japan -- to improve the 
highway systems in Japan, to improve the housing for the 
people of Japan -- to do more in the public investment 
sector, rather than so much in those industries that are 
particularly tailored to exports. 


The Japanese export machine is already a very large 
and powerful factor in the world, and if this becomes 
excessively large. this is going to be increasingly 
difficult for the world to cope with. 


Q But how are you going to curb private firms’ 
activities? 


MR. McCORMACK: I think it is important for everybody 
to understand that when you have an industry, where there is 
already a surplus worldwide, that increased local investment 
in those industries where there is already a surplus in 
worldwide production capacity, that this can only have 
negative consequences. 


I mean, it's going to force bankruptcies in some 
cases. It's going to force problems in other cases, and 
it's going to reduce profits across the board in industries 
which we have seen in the past when there has been excessive 
capacity in individual industries. And we simply called 
attention to our Japanese colleagues of the potential danger 
that is involved here. 


Q Mr. Watanabe? 


MR. WATANABE: Yes. It is a fact that the American 
side, in fact Dick mentioned that article and expressed some 
type of concern. From the Japanese side, we said that it is 
not certain whether that expansion of capital investment 
would directly be reflected in the increase of Japanese 
exports. 


It was pointed out that the large part of that 
investment program is for the purpose of introducing robots, 
or what i might call computerized systems; and that's not 
necessarily reflected in the increase of exports. And also 


the domestic demand of the Japanese market is so strong, so 
that is another factor which would make us think that there 
is no direct one-to-one correlation between that capital 
investment and expansion of Japanese exports. Thank you. 





The United States made a proposal on 
agricultural trade two weeks ago. and did it focus on the 
world agricultural trade, and did it focus on Japan's 
agricultural market, including rice market? 


MR. WATANABE: To the best of my knowledge. I do not 
recall the word “rice”* was mentioned. It was not 
mentioned. And the American side explained the basic 
thought behind the American proposal which was presented to 
the Uruguay Round negotiations. And for the Japanese side, 
Mr. Maki. the Vice Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries -- 
the Ministry -- said that while Japan respects the efforts 
on the part of the United States to present a comprehensive 
formula to reform the world agriculture trade, there might 
be some difficulties for Japan to go along with it. And the 
Japanese side emphasized its own position, which is the 
importance of food security in view of the very low ratio of 
the food sufficient rate of Japan. which is about 50 percent 
in calorie intake. And in terms of grain intake, it is less 
than 30 percent. 


So the notion of food security is for Japan very, 
very important. And I might add, Japan continues to be the 
largest agricultural importer of the United States’ fara 
products. Thank you. 


MR. McCORMACK: Let me just make a general comment. 
Some years ago when the Uruguay Round was launched -- as you 
know, it was launched in Punte del Este -- and at that time 
there was a great deal of protectionist sentiment that was 
in the airc -- not just in the United States but in a number 
of other countries as well. 


And the ambitious agenda that was set out in the 
Uruguay Round, which included a whole variety of issues -- 
intellectual property, agriculture, and so on and 60 on -- 
was basically achieved because people were concerned that if 
they did not make progress on trade liberalization, that the 
forces of protectionism that would be wanting to close in 
opportunities for trade might gain the ascendancy. 


Thus, in the intervening 18 months or two years, 
these discussions on these individual issues has gone on. 
The main negotiations will take place next year. But the 
United States remains convinced that the basic reason why 
the original agenda was so broad to avoid protectionist 
reactions remains valid; and that it would be a cruel 
disappointment if the eventual results of the Uruguay Round 
are 6oO modest as to actually add fuel to the very fires of 
— that the Round itself was designed to deal 
with. 





So I think it is important that we all consider 
agriculture as an important part of that agenda, and it will 
be discussed not just next month but throughout the 
remaining year of this particular round. 


Q Mr. McCormack, in expressing support for 
continuation of an open investment policy, did the United 
States express any cautions or express any -- offer any 
recommendations about how that investment might be channeled 
to avoid the type of backlash that you described? 


MR. McCORMACK: Wo, we did not. Our emphasis was 
entirely on the other side. We are in favor of a worldwide 
environment of an open investment nature, and our 
recommendations and suggestions were to help open up and 
i opportunities for foreign investment in Japan 

tself. 


We think this is the thrust of things. This is what 
we're trying to achieve in the OECD, to get people to think 
about opening their investment climate, so that capital 
flows on a more efficient basis; and so people don't say the 
U.S. climate is much more open to investment, and this is 
not fair, because other people's climates for investment are 
closed. 


We think the United States benefits from foreign 
investment, and we think it's important to maintain the 
political climate where this investment can take place. And 
an important part of that is encouraging other people to 
keep their investment climates open to permit this kind of 
investment. We noted with approval that earlier this week 
the British permitted the United States to make a serious 
bid for Jaguar, and we think is the kind of openness that we 
want to encourage. 


Q Did the United States express concern about 
specific restrictions on investment in Japan? 


MR. MCCORMACK: Wo, we did not. We just made the 
general point that it's important to open things up. 


MR. WATANABE: Could I just add some words on your 
question. There is a perception that the Japanese market is 
closed in terms of investment, and we try to differentiate 
the perception and reality. And the reality is that there 
is very. very few restrictions -- official restrictions 
imposed by Japanese Government -- for the incoming 
investment in Japan. 
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And in fact it is the government position to welcome 
the foreign direct investment into Japan. There are some 
difficulties like exchange rate or the relatively high price 
of the stock market price, or the fact of stable stock 
ownership in Japanese companies. 


So we would like to encourage American companies to 
make investment and not be discouraged by the perception of 
that official restriction of the Japanese Government. 


MR. McCORMACK: Again. in response to that, this is 
one of these subjects that's under consideration at the 
Structural Impediments Talks that we're having, because some 
of the problems and difficulties that Americans seem to be 
having in purchasing existing companies in Japan have less 
to do with rules and laws than they do with imbedded 
conditions. 


So we're trying to discuss what can be done to sort 
of improve the ease by which foreign investment and, 
particularly. foreign purchases of stock in Japanese firms 
can take place. 


Q Mr. Watanabe, in the opening round of the 
Structural Impediments Talks, the United States and Japan 
both laid out areas where they thought the other could make 
some improvements. And, as I understand, the United States 
accepted some of those criticisms, and said, "Yes, they were 
correct,” and it would try to move to improve on those areas. 


But I understand that the Japanese side did not make 
a similar response but was about to make one this time. 
Could you tell use which of the items that the Americans laid 
out last time Japan agrees with and will try to improve on, 
and which it disagrees with? 


MR. WATANABE: I appreciate your interest, but the 
Structural Impediment Initiative talks have just started, 
and we are about to have the second round of discussions. 
And I think and I hope that the initial difficulties of 
communications and coming to agreement would be resolved in 
the course of our future discussions. And it would be 
improper for me to make comments on the specifics. I's 
sorry. 


MR. MCCORMACK: I think his point is well taken. 
Come tc the press conference that we'll be having at the end 
of the next session next week -- (laughter) -- and you can 
ask your question again, and we'll be happy to give you «4 
fuller anewer. 
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One of the immediate issues facing the 
bilateral relationship is the issue of construction 
restrictions in Japan. Can you address whether that was 
brought up in the talks and, if so. what came of it? 


MR. McCORMACK: It was alluded to briefly. but it was 
not discussed in great detail. This is something that we 
have talked about in some greater detail in the Structural 
Impediments Talks that we had last month in September in 
Japan, and are the subject of ongoing discussions with STR. 


MR. WATANABE: The American side emphasized the 
importance of the resolution of the construction issues, and 
we have confirmed that a professional officers' meeting on 
that epecific issue is going to be held the 8th and 9th here 
in Wastington. 


We emphasized that concrete and very encouragina 
progress has already been made in terms of American 
construction firms' participation in the Japanese 
construction market. About ten American construction firms 
have been officially registered to be able to operate in 
Japan, and to our estimate about contracts amounting to $400 
million have already been made in favor of American 
construction companies. 


This is encouraging, because this has been done 
within the arrangement of the public works which have been 
concluded last May after very, very difficult and earnest 
talks between the officials concerned of both the United 
States and Japan. 


The figure, $400 million, includes the contracts both 
outside and within the arrangement of public works. Thank 
you. 


MR. BOUCHER: If I can suggest we take one more 
question, and then go out and enjoy the afternoon. 


MR. McCORMACK: I'd like to make one brief statement 
before that one question is raised. The United States and 
Japanese economic relationship is absolutely massive, as you 
know. It's hundreds of billions of dollars of economic 
activity that flows back and forth across the Pacific Ocean. 


90 percent of this economic relationship proceeds 
without comment, without problem, without difficulties. It 
is the task that falls on people like Mr. Watanabe and 
myself -- Koji and myself -- to deal with those issues which 





-12- 


are the ten percent. And sometimes when we have little 
discussions like this, when we're focusing on that ten 
percent, people forget about the 90 percent of the economic 
relationship. and of the critical importance of that 
economic relationship. 


I just would not like this discussion to end before I 
acknowledged the importance of that 90 percent of that 
economic relationship. 


MR. WATANABE: I can appreciate what Dick had to say, 
but as a footnote, ten percent is very, very heavy for me. 
(Laughter) 


MR. BOUCHER: Why don't we take one last question. 


Q I understand the Japanese side expressed 
concern about certain provisions in the reconciliation bill 
which taxed the foreign companies. Did the American side 
explicitly say that it would oppose it? 


MR. McCORMACK: We did in fact discuss that, and I 
can tell you that we have -- both the Treasury and the State 
Department have been actively discussing with our friends on 
the Hill some of the provisions of that legislation which we 
really didn't like very much. 


MR. BOUCHER: Thank you very much, ladies and 
gentlemen. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:33 p.m.) 
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Q: ANY DISCUSSION OF THREE CHINAS® REPRESENTATION AT 
ALL TODAY? 


A> I°™ TRYING TO REMEMBER. IT OION®T REALLY FIT IN 

THE AGENDAse I DON*T RECALL IF THERE WASe IN THE 

BEGINNING STATEMENTS THERE WERE SOME MORE GENERAL 

STATEMENTS ABOUT SOPT OF PROCESS AND SORT OF NEXT 

STEPSe SUT THEY WERE OF A VERY GENERAL PRINCIPLE 

VARIETY. If OON*T RECALL+ OD YOU REMEMBER ANY? 

Ae IT*S ON THE ASENDA FOR TOMORROW. 

Ae <A FEW INTRODUCTORY REMARKS MAYSEe « « « 

Ae ITF [5 TO BE OISCUSSED LATER ONe 

Ae IF SO IT WAS IN A SENSE OF AN INTEREST IN KEEPING 

THE SORT JF PROCESS OPEN IN THE FUTURE*’ THERE WAS NO 

SPECIFIC INTERVENTION THAT SAYS WE OUGHT TO DO THIS» 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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OR WE OUGHT NOT TO OO THAT. IT WAS MORE OF A GENERAL 
COMMENTARY THAT THE ORGANIZATION SHCULC 3E SEEN AS AN 
EVOLVING ONE» 4ND THAT WOL:D INCLUDE THE ISSUE OF 
MEMBERSHIP « 
Q: 00 YOU EXPECT THEN THAT WOULD BASICALLY BE IT FOR 
THIS TOPICs OR MIGHT IT COME UP TOMORROW? 
Az NO» I WOULD SUSPECT THAT THE WAY THAT THE MEETING 
IS GOING TO PROCEED TOMORROW IS THATs WHILE WE DIDN'T 
FINISH THE CATEGORY THREE ITEMS» WE ARE GOING TO 
START WITH THE CATEGORY FOUR ITEMS» WHICH IS» LOOSELY 
STATED, NEXT STEPS. AND THEN WE WILL RETURN TO THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 03 CANSER 10168 03 OF OF 0701142 
CATEGORY THREE ITEMS» AND I EXPECT IT WILL COME UP 
TOMORROW. 
Q: WERE THE MINISTERS AWARE OF THE RAIN OUTSIDE, AND 
WERE THERE ANY LEAKS. APART FROM THE ONES YOURE 
PROVIDING NOW? | 
A: THE ANSWER IS THAT THUNOER COULD BE HEARD IN THE 
ROOM. 

Ae I WOULD SAY THISe THAT I THINK IT WAS ENTIRELY 
APPROPRIATE FOR A CONFERENCE THAT FOCUSED ON AN 
OCEANIC COMMUNITY, THAT WE HAVE THE METAPHOR OF WATER 
SURROUNDING THE GROUP. 
Q: THIS REGION IS THE HOME OF SOME OF THE GREATEST 
PROTECTIONIST COUNTRIES IN THE WORLD» NOT ONLY 

GAINST THE UNITEO STATES»+ 3UT AGAINST EACH OTHER. 
HAS THERE BEEN ANYTHING EITHER TODAY OR IN 
PRELIMINARIES IN THE AMERICAN PRESENTATION TOWARDS 
THIS GROUP TO BREAK DOWN» NOT ONLY TRADE BARRIERS 
TOWARD THE UNITED STATES+ BUT ALSO TRADE SARRIERS 
TOWARD EACH OTHER? 
At WELL» I*™ GOING TO LET QNWACOMMENT IN GREATER 
DETAIL ON THIS. 6UT MY IMPRESSION WAS AS FOLLOWS: 
THERE WAS A VERY HEALTHY SENSE PARTICULARLY IN THE 
SECOND TOPIC THAT IT IS NOT SUFFICIENT TO RELY ON 
RHETORICs THAT ALL THE COUNTRIES INVOLVED HAD TO 3€ 
ENGAGED IN BREAKING DOWN SARRIERS WITHIN THEIR 
COUNTRY. THERE WAS ALSO A RECOGNITION THAT IN TIMEs 
THAT WOULD INVOLVE SOME SUBSTANTIAL STRUCTURAL 
CHANGE. BUT THERE WAS A RECOGNITION BY A NUMBER OF 
SPEAKERS» FROM A VARIETY OF COUNTRIES» THAT THE HOT 
ECONOMIC TOPICs IF YOU WILL» OF THE FUTURE IS GOING 
TO 3E “ICROECONOMICS--I WOULO ARGUE IT HAS BEEN FOR A 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 04 CANSER 10168 03 OF OF O7011462 
WHILE--AS OPPOSED TO SIMPLY MACROECONOMIC 
COORDINATION. AND THAT GIES TO THE HEART OF HOW DO 
YOU CREATE EFFICIENT ZCONOMIES THAT INTEGRATE 
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0 0701032 NOV 39 
FM AMEMGASSY CANBERRA 
TO SECSTATE WASHOC IMMEDIATE 7874 
INFO USIA WASHDC IMMEDIATE 4024 
USOOC WASHOC IMMEDIATE 
USCINCPAC HONOLULU HI IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL SYONEY IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL MELBOURNE IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL PERTH IMMEDIATE 
UNCLAS SECTION 04 OF 07 CANBERRA 10168 
SECSTATE FOR PA-Ve RICHARD BOUCHER» Je O'NEILL; 
EAP/ANZ AND S/S; STATE PLEASE PASS TO OFFICE OF THE 
UeSe TRADE REPRESENTATIVE; STATE FOR PA ANDO PA/PRESS; 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC AND WHITE HOUSE PRESS OFFICE; 
USTA FOR EA-SULLINGERs P ASSOCIATE OIRECTOR 
EsO50 12356 N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (BAKERs JAMES Ace IIT) 
SUBJECT: "FASTPRESS" TRANSCRIPT OF SRIEFING BY SENTOR 
- UeSe OFFICIALS AT THE APEC MEETING IN CANSERRA, 
- AUSTRALIAs NOVEMBER 6e 1989 
EFFECTIVELYe SO I WOULD SAY THAT THERE WAS A GENERAL 
SENSE THAT ALL THESE COUNTRIES IN THIS REGION WHO 
BENEFIT SO MUCH SY A TRADING SYSTEM» HAVE TO BEAR 
THEIR FAIR SHARE IN MAKING SURE THAT IT OPERATES 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 02 CANSER 10168 O04 OF OF O701162 
EFFICIENTLY.~ 
Ae I THINK THAT*S RIGHT. TRADE MINISTER HAN OF 
KOREA» I THINK IT WAS HANy WHO POINTED GUT THaT 
ONE-THIRD OF THE TRADE IN THE REGION TAKES PLACE wITH 
COUNTRIES OUTSIDE OF THE REGION. WE MADE THAT POINT 
WITH REFERENCE TO THE NEED TO SUPPORT AN OPEN 
MULTILATERAL TRADING SYSTEM. SUT IT ALSO MAKES THE 
POINT THAT THEREFORE TWO-THIROS OF THE TRADE IS 
WITHIN THE REGION» AMONG THE COUNTRIES OF THE 
REGIONe ANDO IF THEY*®RE GOING TO CONTINUE TO GROW AT 
THE SAME PACE THEY*VE G8OWN SEFOREs THEY RECOGNIZE 
THAT THEY HAVE TO WORK IN THEIR OWN BACKYARDS TO 
LOWER SARRIERS. 
THERE WAS AN INTERESTING COMMENT BY THE AUSTRALIAN 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
FINANCE MINISTER» WHO ALLUDED TO A NUMSER OF THE 
COMMENTS IN SECRETARY SAKER*S PRESENTATION WHICH YOU 
HAVE, IN PARTICULAR RECOGNIZING THAT THE U.S. 
EXPANSIONs ALMOST SEVEN YEARS NOW, HAS BEEN THE 
SOURCE OF THE GROWTH GENERATION FOR MANY OF THE 
ECONOMIES IN THE REGIONs SUT THAT IT HAS LEFT IN ITS 
WAKE SOME LARGE IMBALANCES THAT WE MUST CONTINUE TO 
ADDRESS. HE THEN SAID THAT TO ADDRESS THOSE 
IMBALANCES IT WAS INCUMBENT UPON OTHERS IN THE REGION 
TO PLAY A GREATER ROLE IN TERMS OF TAKING SOME OF THE 
IMPORTS» NOT JUST FROM THE UNITED STATES» SUT FROM 
OTHER COUNTRIES IN THE REGION. THAT REFLECTED 
ANOTHER THEME THAT WAS PRESENT, WHICH WAS THE FACT 
THAT THE INTERREGIONAL TRADE» IN PART REFLECTING 
HORIZONTAL INTEGRATION, EVEN SOURCING OF ONE BUSINESS 
WITH OPERATIONS IN MANY COUNTRIES» WAS CLEARLY GOING 
TO BE A TREND OF THE FUTURE. THATs I MIGHT ADDs 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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LINKS INTO THE IDEA OF SOMt OF THE SPECIFIC 
MICROECONOMIC PROJECTSs YOUR INFRASTRUCTURE FFFORTS, 
BECAUSE» TO IMPROVE THE EFFICIENCY OR THE 
TRANSACTIONS COSTS+ YOU NEFO TO PICK UP ON THOSE 
IMPEDIMENTS .« 
Q@: 00 YOU GET A SENSE THAT OUT OF ALL THIS SOMETHING 
REALLY IMPORTANT, PERHAPS EVEN HISTORIC, IS "MERGINGs 
OR IS THAT PUTTING IT TOO STRONGLY? 
Az THAT®S A VERY INTERESTING QUESTION. NUMSER ONEs 
I** ALWAYS WARY OF THE USE OF “HISTORIC.” I MEAN, 
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS TROT IT OUT EVERY COUPLE OF 
MONTHS ON SOMETHING. ON THE OTHER HAND» I HAVE A 
PERSONAL SIAS IN THIS IN THAT I REALLY OO THINK THAT 
THIS IS THE START OF SOMETHING THAT COULD GROW INTO A 
VERY SIGNIFICANT DEVELOPMENT, NOT ONLY FOR THE 
REGION» BUT FOR THE GLOSAL ECONOMY AS 4 WHOLE. IT 
HAS A LONG WAY TO GOse 1° SURE IT WILL HAVE VARIOUS 
GROWING PAINS. THERE ARE MANY IMPEDIMENTS. BUT I 
THINK THE DEVELOPMENT IS ONE THAT COULO SE 45S 
SIGNIFICANT IN THE 90°S AND IN THE POST-POST WOR8LO 
WAR Il GENERATION AS SOME OTHER INSTITUTIONAL 
DEVELOPMENTS WERE FORTY OR FIFTY YEARS AGO. BUT TIME 
WILL TELL. 
Qt ALONG THOSE LINES» THERE HAS BEEN SOME SUGGESTION 
WHETHER THERE*S REALLY A NEED FOR APEC NOW. ARE YOU 
SEEING ISSUES HERE BEING RAISED THAT AREN*T BEING 
RAISED INe SAY» ASEAN POST-4INISTERIAL CONFERENCES? 
Az I*VE ONLY SEEN AT ONE ASEAN POST-MINISTERTAL 
CONFERENCE’ I WOULD SAY YES» THERE ARE ISSUES BEING 
RAISED HERE THAT WERE NOT RAISED THERE. BUT I THINK 
PaRT OF IT IS--WE*VE ONLY SEEN EARLY GLIMPSES» YOU'VE 
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HAD ONE DAY OF MEETINGS--BUT I HAVE A FEELING THAT 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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YOU ARE STARTING TO SEE AN INCREASED FOCUS ON THE 
BARRIERS AND LIMITATIONS TO FREE FLOW OF CAPITAL AND 
TECHNOLOGY AND TRADEs AND FOCUSING THE ATTENTION OF A 
VERY HIGH LEVEL GROUP OF PEOPLE IN THESE ECONOMIES TO 
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0 0701032 NOV 89 

FM AMEMBASSY CANBERRA 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 7875 

INFO USIA WASHOC IMMEDIATE 4025 

USDOC WASHOC IMMEDIATE 

USCINCPAC HONOLULU HI IMMEDIATE 

AMCONSUL SYDNEY IMMEDIATE 

AMCONSUL MELBOURNE IMMEDIATE 

AMCONSUL PERTH IMMEDIATE 

UNCLAS SECTION 05 OF O7 CANBERRA 10168 

SECSTATE FOR PA-Ve RICHARD BOUCHER: Je O*NEIL; 

EAP/ANZ AND S/S; STATE PLEASE PASS TO OFFICE OF THE 

UeSe TRADE REPRESENTATIVE; STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS; 

DEPARTMENT PASS NSC AND WHITE HOUSE PRESS OFFICE; 

USIA FOR EA-SULLINGERs P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

EeO. 12356 N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKER» JAMES Ace III) 

SUBJECT: “FASTPRESS® TRANSCRIPT OF BRIEFING BY SENIOR 
UeSe OFFICIALS AT THE APEC MEETING IN CANBERRA, 
AUSTRALIAe NOVEMBER 69 1989 

THOSE PROBLEMS. I AM CERTAIN THAT THERE HAS BEEN A 

LOT WRITTEN ON THIS--I*°VE READ A LOT OF IT» AND I°M 

SURE YOU HAVE--BUT I DO THINK THAT IN THE AFFAIRS OF 

GOVERNMENTS IT DOES MAKE A DIFFERENCE WHEN YOU GET 27 

UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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SENIOR MINISTERS AROUND AND THEY START TO FOCUS ON 

THESE ISSUES AND THEY START TO DISCUSS THE 

POSSIBILITY OF FOLLOW-UP WORK PROGRAMS. 

Q: JUST FOLLOWING THAT UP, NEW ZEALANO*S TRADE 

MINISTER MIKE MOORE MADE A STRONG PRESENTATION IN THE 

AFTERNOON ON THE URUGUAY ROUND IN WHICH HE WARNED 

THERE WAS A VERY REAL DANGER THAT IT MIGHT FAIL AND 

UNDERACHIEVE. I WONDER IF AMBASSADOR HILLS MADE HER 

PRESENTATION BEFORE OR AFTER THAT» AND WHETHER SHE 

TOOK UP THAT POINT AT ALL? 

A: Ste SPOKE» I THINKs AFTERWARDS» BUT THEIR 

PRESENTATIONS» IN SOME WAYS» COULD HAVE BEEN WRITTEN 

BY THE SAME PERSON. SHE USED THE LINE» WHICH WAS 

THEN PICKED UP BY A NUMBER OF PEOPLE» THAT THE FACT 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
THE URUGUAY ROUND IS THE ®LAST SEST HOPEs"® WHICHse FOR 
THOSE OF YOU THAT HAVE A HISTORICAL INCLINATIONs WAS 
PARTICULARLY INTERESTING BECAUSE IT*S A LINE THAT 
TRACES TO ABRAHAM LINCOLNe ANDe AS YOU KNOWe WE*VE 
ALSO QUOTED JOHN HAY: WHO WAS ABRAHAM LINCOLN®S 
PERSONAL ASSISTANT. SO ABRAHAM LINCOLN IS LOOMING 
OVER THIS CONFERENCE. 
Qs WHAT ODIO HE USE THE STATEMENT IN REFERENCE T0? 

A> HOW DID ABRAHAM LINCOLN USE IT? 

Qs YESe 
A: THERE WAS A JUST REFERENCE AT THE END OF BAKERS,» 
BY JOHN HAY. TALKING ABOUT THE MEDITERRANEAN BEING 
THE OCEAN OF THE PASTs THE ATLANTIC BEING THE OCEAN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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OF THE PRESENTs AND THE PACIFIC BEING THE OCEAN OF 
THE FUTURE. JOHN HAY WAS SECRETARY OF STATE AROUND 
1901-02. THE SECRETARY USED THAT IN HIS CLOSING. 

Q: I WAS TALKING ABOUT ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

Az ®THE LAST BEST HOPE"? 
Q: VESe 

As 1° SORRY TO BE CHAUVINISTIC BUT IT WAS THE 
UNITED STATESe YOU ASKED A FACTUAL QUESTIONe IT WAS 
RELATED TO THE NOTION OF DEMOCRACY AND THE « ¢« e« 

Qs DIVISION OF THE REPUBLIC PERHAPS? 
Az YES~» OF THE UNION. 

Q: WASN*T BAKER QUOTING A CERTAIN UNNAMED SENIOR 
AMERICAN OFFICIAL WHO USED THE SAME JOHN HAY QUOTE IN 
A BRIEFING AT THE STATE DEPARTMENT LAST WEEK BEFORE 
THIS (INAUDIBLE) « e« « 
A> SECRETARY BAKER WAS QUOTING HIMSELF IN A TAPE 
RECORDING WHICH HE HAS GIVEN TO THIS HONG KONG 
CONFERENCE> 

Qs COULD YOU GIVE US A LITTLE MORE ABOUT WHAT CARLA 
HILLS HAD TO SAY? 
A> WHAT AMBASSADOR HILLS SAID IS SOMETHING THAT SHE 
HAS SAIO SEVERAL TIMES BEFORE, WHICH IS THAT WHAT THE 
UNITED STATES SEEKS OUT OF THE URUGUAY ROUND IS WHAT 
SHE CALLS AN AMBITIOUS RESULT THAT SHE DIO CALL IT 
“THE LAST BEST HOPE", THE NOTION BEING THAT IF dE 
MERELY TINKER AT THE MARGINS OF THE TRADING SYSTEM 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 04 CANBER 10168 O05 OF OF O701162Z 

ANDO DON®*T STRIVE FOR FUNDAMENTAL REFORM, THEN WE ARE 
NOT HEADING DOWN THE DIRECTION OF TRUE TRADE 
LIBERALIZATIONe SHE DEFINES AN AMBITIOUS RESULT IN 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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INFO USIA WASHOC IMMEDIATE 4026 
USODOC WASHOC IMMEDIATE 
USCINCPAC HONOLULU HI IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL SYONEY IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL MELBOURNE IMMEDIATE 
AMCONSUL PERTH IMMEDIATE 
UNCLAS SECTION 06 OF O7 CANBERRA 10168 
SECSTATE FOR PA-Ve RICHARD BOUCHERs Je O*NEIL; 
EAP/ANZ AND S/S; STATE PLEASE PASS TO OFFICE OF THE 
UeSe TRADE REPRESENTATIVES STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS; 
DEPARTMENT PASS NSC AND WHITE HOUSE PRESS OFFICE; 
USTA FOR EA-SULLINGERs P ASSOCIATE OIRECTOR 
EeO~-. 12356 N/A 
TAGS: OVIP (BAKER: JAMES Acs III) 
SUSIELT “FASTPRESS*® TRANSCRIPT OF BRIEFING BY SENIOR 
UeSe OFFICIALS AT THE APEC MEETING IN CANBERRA, 
- AUSTRALIAs NOVEMBER 62 1989 
THE URUGUAY ROUND AS ONE THAT INCLUDES FUNDAMENTAL 
AGRICULTURAL REFORM AND SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASED 
MARKED ACCESS FOR TRADE IN GOODS. THAT MEANS 
LOWERING TARIFF AND NON-TARIFF BARRIERS AND SINCING 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 02 CANBER 10168 06 OF OF O7O01I17TZ 
THEM AT THOSE LOW LEVELS- SHE REPEATED SOMETHING IN 
THAT RESPECT THAT SHE*D SAID BEFORE» NAMELY THAT THE 
UNITED STATES HAS CHALLENGED ITS TRADING PARTNERS TO 
ENVISION A FUTURE TARIFF-FREE WORLD ANO THAT WE ARE 
PREPARED TO WORK FOR THAT IN ALL THE KEY SECTORS IN 
THE URUGUAY ROUND. 
AN AMBITIOUS RESULT ALSO MEANS EXTENSION OF AGREED 
RULES OF FAIR PLAY TO THE NEW AREAS OF SERVICES» 
INVESTMENT AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY. AND AN 
AMBITIOUS RESULTs AS WELL» MEANS AN END TO 
TRADE-DISTORTING SUBSIDIESs SPECIFICALLYs 
TRADE-DISTORTING INOUSTRIAL SUBSIDIES. SHE WENT ON 
TO MAKE A POINT THAT WAS: FOR THE ROUND TO SUCCEED, 
THE COUNTRIES IN THAT ROOM AND IN THIS REGION ARE THE 
UNCLASSIFIEO / PAGE 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
COUNTRIES» THAT IN THE LARGE PART, ARE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR HELPING TO LAUNCH THE ROUNDe THEY®RE AT THE 
CENTER OF THE ROUND ANDs THEREFOREs IN PARTICULAR se 
THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES IN THAT ROOM AND THE 
DEVELOPING COUNTRIES PARTICIPATING IN THE URUGUAY 
ROUND HAVE TO FULFILL THEIR RESPONSIBILITIES AS 
WELL. ANDe I THINKs THAT MINISTER MOOREs HIS MESSAGE 
WAS VERY SIMILARe NAMELY: WE HAVE TO STRIVE FOR VERY 
AMBITIOUS RESULTS IN THE ROUND AND TIME IS SHORT. 
Qs OO YOU KNOW WHAT THOSE RESPONSIBILITIES WERE? 
A> SIMPLY THAT ABOUT 500 BILLION DOLLARS WORTH OF 
WORLD TRADE TAKES PLACE EACH YEAR AMONG THE 
DEVELOPING WORLD THAT IS EXEMPT FROM AGREED GATT 
DISCIPLINES» FOR A VARIETY OF REASONSe AND WE WOULD 
LIKE TO SEE THOSE RULES ADOPTED IN THIS ROUND TO 
BRING THAT 500 BILLION DOLLARS WORTH OF TRADE WITHIN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
PAGE 03 CANBER 10168 06 OF OF O7OLITZ 
THE GATT JUST AS WE WOULD LIKE TO SEE GATT RULES 
EXTENDED, FOR EXAMPLE, TO THE NEW AREAS OF SERVICES» 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY AND INVESTMENT. 
Q: IS THIS CONFERENCE ENTIRELY FOCUSED ON ECONOMICS 
OR ARE THERE POLITICAL ELEMENTS THAT COME UP AND 00 
YOU ENVISION ANY SORT OF JOINT POLITICAL EFFORTS? 
Az 1°O SAY THAT THE FOCUS IS ON ECONOMICS. 
SECRETARY BAKER*S STATEMENT MADE A REFERENCE TO THE 
FACT THAT POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC FREEDOM TEND TO MOVE 
BEST HAND-IN-HANDs AND SO ONLY IN A VERY TANGENTIAL 
SENSE AND IN HIS COMMENT THAT FREEDOM WORKS BOTH IN 
ECONOMICS AND POLITICS. S8UT THE FOCUS IS ALMOST 
TOTALLY ECONOMICS. 
Q: IS THERE ANY MOVEMENT ON WHERE THE NEXT MEETING 
MAY BE HELO? SINGAPORE HAS BEEN MENTIONED AND KOREA, 
OF COURSEs MIGHT HOST THE THIRD. IS THERE A 
CONSENSUS ON THAT? 
Az THE TOPIC WAS NOT DICUSSED AT OUR MEETINGS. I 
UNDERSTAND THAT AT THE MINISTER®S LUNCH THEY MAY HAVE 
HAD SOME DISCUSSION OF THE TOPIC. I OON*T KNOW IF 
THERE WAS ANY PARTICULAR RESOLUTION. AS YOU*RE 
PROBABLY AWARE, COMING OUT OF THE SENIOR OFFICIALS® 
MEETINGs ASEAN OFFERED TO HOST THE SECOND MEETING AND 
THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA OFFERED TO HOST THE THIRD. 
ANDs OBVIOUSLY>s IN TERMS OF MAKING A DECISION, IN 
TERMS OF ASEANs THAT*®S SOMETHING THAT ASEAN WILL 
DECIDE AMONG ITSELF. 
Q: CAN I JUST ASK A FOLLOW-UP TO THAT? DOES THE 
UeSe HAVE A VIEW ABOUT WHETHER IT SHOULD BE HELD IN 
AN ASEAN COUNTRY IN PERPETUITY? I MEANe SHOULD IT 
ALWAYS BE HELD AROUND AN ASEAN MEETING? OR DO YOU 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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THINK IT°S A BAD IDEAse AS THE CANADIAN MINISTER SAID 
TODAY? 
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INFO USIA WASHOC IMMEDIATE 4027 
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AMCONSUL SYONEY IMMEDIATE 

AMCONSUL MELBOURNE IMMEDIATE 
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UNCLAS SECTION O7 OF O7 CANBERRA 10168 

SECSTATE FOR PA-Ve RICHARD BSOUCHERse Je O* NEIL; 

EAP/ANZ AND S/S; STATE PLEASE PASS TO OFFICE OF THE 

UeSe TRADE REPRESENTATIVE; STATE FOR PA AND PA/PRESS; 

DEPARTMENT PASS NSC AND WHITE HOUSE PRESS OFFICE; 

USTA FOR EA-SULLINGERs P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

EeO5e 12356 N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKERse JAMES Ace III) 

SUSIELT "FASTPRESS® TRANSCRIPT OF BRIEFING BY SENIOR 
UeSe OFFICIALS AT THE APEC MEETING IN CANBERRA, 

- AUSTRALTAs NOVEMBER 6¢ 1989 

A: I THINK THE BEST WAY TO SAY IT IS THAT WE WERE 

SATISFIED WITH THE DEVELOPMENTS COMING OUT OF THE 

SENIOR OFFICIALS*® MEETING THAT HAD ASEAN AND THE 

REPUBLIC OF KOREA OFFERING TO HOST MEETINGS. 

UNCLASSIFIEO 
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Q: THE SUGGESTION THAT ASEAN COULD FORM THE 

STRUCTURAL BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATION OF PROGRAMS AND 

SO ONe WHAT®S THE UseSe ATTITUDE TOWARDS THAT 

SUGGESTION? 

A: WE HAVE SAIO ON A NUMBER OF OCCASIONS THAT WE 

WANT TO BE SENSITIVE TO THE ASEAN CONCERNS. ASEAN IS 

AN ORGANIZATION THAT HAS BEEN VERY IMPORTANT ANDO 

WE°VE WORKED VERY WELL WITH IT ON A NUMBER OF 

OCCASIONS. THIS ORGANIZATION, OSVIOUSLYs THIS 

PROCESS IS INVOLVING TWELVE NATIONS», SIX OF WHICH ARE 

FROM ASEANe ANDO SO I WOULD EXPECT THAT THE ASEAN 

SECRETARIAT COULD PLAY AN IMPORTANT ROLE IN A WAY 

THAT OTHERS COULD PLAY AN IMPORTANT ROLE. FOR 

EXAMPLE» PECC MAY BE ABLE TO PLAY A CONTRIBUTING 

UNCLASSIFIED / 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
ROLE. IN GENERAL» IT*S OUR BELIEF THAT THE SENIOR 
OFFICIALS® PROCESSs THE SOMEWHAT INFORMAL MECHANISM, 
ROUGHLY ANALAGOUS TO A SHERPA PROCESS IN THE SUMMIT 
AREAs HAS WORKED WELL SO FAR AND WE HOPE THAT THAT 
WOULD CONTINUE TO OPERATE IN THE FUTURE. 
GQ I°O LIKE TO JUST CLARIFY THE POSITION ON TRADE 
LIBERALIZATION AND THE TONE OF THINGS TODAY. YOU 
SAID THAT EUROPE WAS NOT SINGLES OUT TODAY. WAS THE 
FOCUS ACTUALLY INTERNAL ON THE MEMBERS OF THE APEC 
GROUP? WAS THERE ANY AGREED POSITION OF THE 
PRESENTATION TO URUGUAY ROUND MEETINGS? 
A: THE FOCUS WAS WORLOWIDE. THERE WAS A RECOGNITION 
THAT MANY OF THE EFFORTS MUST START AT HOME WITHIN 
MEMBERS*® INOIVIOUAL COUNTRIES RATHER THAN WITHIN THE 
REGIONs BUT THAT ALSO THESE COULD PLAY A VERY 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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IMPORTANT AND CONTRIBUTING ROLE INTERNATIONALLY. AS 
PART OF THE URUGUAY ROUND. THERE WAS A REFERENCE TO 
THE FACT THAT THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY HAD EXPRESSED 
SOME NERVOUSNESS AND THAT THE COMMENT ABOUT THAT WAS 
IN THE CONTEXT OF SAYING THAT THESE ARE COUNTRIES 
WHOSE BREAD AND BUTTER IS THE INTERNATIONAL TRADING 
SYSTEMs AND SO THAT NERVOUSNESS REALLY ISN*T 
WARRANTED AND REALLY COVERED THE VIEW. 
Az I AGREE. I THINK THAT THERE WAS A LOT OF TALK 
ABOUT OUTWARO-LOOKING POLICIES - TRADE POLICIES» 
MICRO-ECONOMIC POLICIES GENERALLY - AND THAT LED TO A 
VERY GLOBAL KIND OF DISCUSSION AND EMPHASIS. 
THANK YOU VERY MUCH. LUCHS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #193 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1989, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one announcement. 


The second round of the Structural Impediments 
Initiative Talks between the United States and Japan began at 
9:30 a.m. this morning and will continue through tomorrow 
evening. These talks are aimed at removing structural 
impediments to trade and balance of payments adjustments in 
both economies. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing today at 4:00 p.m. 
in this room on these talks , 


On Tuesday at 6:30 p.m. there will be an ON-THE-RECORD 
press conference in this room as well. At that time the 
briefers will be our Under Secretary for Economic and 
Agricultural Affairs, Richard McCormack; Deputy U.S. Trade 
Representative Linn Williams; Assistant Secretary of Treasury 
for International Affairs Charles Dallara; and Department of 
Commerce Under Secretary for International Trade Michael Farren. 


That's my announcement. Jim? 


Q Where do we stand now on the Baker five points, 
and what happens next? 


A I hope you have all noted that Margaret made some 
comments on behalf of the Secretary in Australia, and my 
comments here will amplify that somewhat. 


As the Secretary said, we view [sraeli acceptance of 
the five points as a very positive step. We're pleased and 
encouraged by it. [t's a clear step forward. 


Of course there is still much to do and many details 
to be worked out before it will be possible to put together a 
pre-election Israeli-Palestinian dialoque For now, we look 
forward to receiving an Egyptian response. We are prepared to 
continue working to see if a dialogue can be put together. 


Q Does the Egyptian response, as you understand it, 
incorporate the wishes of the Palestinians? 


°) Well, we all know that the Egyptian Government 
has been working very closely with Palestinians to develop a 
response as they develop their response to the five points. 
But it's an Egyptian answer that we're waiting for. 
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Q There have been reports in Israel that the PLO 
has now demanded its own guarantees from the United States. 
such as support for a Palestinian state and PLO participation 
in any peace talks. [Is this accurate? 


= I just checked; and, as far as I'm aware, we 
haven't received anything like that here. 


Q Could 1 ask you about the play now between the 
United States and the [sraelis? The [Israelis have accepted but 
want six points covered or assurances given. Is that the next 
step -- well, [I can put it to you two ways. Is the Secretary's 
review over or is there more that the United States is going to 
do with additional [sraeli requests? 


“ I think, in the end, what the Israeli Cabinet 
called them were “assumptions” about the peace process. These 
are Israeli views, essentially, of what needs to be done now. 


We know that both [srael and Egypt are likely to 
request certain clarifications or understandings about the 
process. We have made clear to both sides that we're prepared 
to discuss these issues once agreement is reached on the 
overall framework. We have also made clear that any assurances 
or understandings need to be consistent with the spirit of the 
five points and the process they are designed to facilitate. 


You said a lot there. So you take the six points 
as things that don't require U.S. action necessarily -- the 
Israelis making assumptions on their own? No language needs to 
be changed so far, at [srael's request? Correct? 


a I think that's, in fact, what Israel said, that 
they weren't changing the language in the five points. They 
wanted to make certain assumptions about what needs to be done 
now. And as I'm saying here, we are prepared to discuss these 
issues. We expect that clarifications and understandings will 
come from both Egypt and Israel. As long as these are 
consistent with the spirit of the five points and the process 
they're designed to facilitate, we're prepared to discuss them. 


Q Can I go another millimeter further? “Discuss” 
-- does that mean that you're prepared, the U.S. is prepared, 
to get into the language again or is that pretty much over with? 


Aa Well, [ can't say it's over with because we're 
awaiting the Egyptian response before we decide whether the 
text is agreed by both sides. 


Q Unless my television screen was lying last night, 
certain members of the [sraelis [nner Cabinet who voted on this 
described what you're calling “assumptions” as “conditions” and 
said that they wanted them in writing from the United States. 
Are we prepared to do that? 


a I don't have anything at this point on that, 
John. [| think it would have to be based on the discussions 
before you decided whether to reduce them to writing. As you 
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know, throughout this process there have been discussions that 
were later reduced to writing. 


Q One of these assumptions is that the United 
States will, as [ believe it was once again described on 
television last night, side with Israel in any dispute about 
the legitimacy of the composition of the Palestinian 
delegation. Are we prepared to do that? 


“ ['m not prepared to get into specifics about the 
conditions, assumptions, requests, whatever we're going to call 
them, about specific points raised by either party at this 
point. 


Q You said you are awaiting Egypt's response 
o That's right. 


Q Again, on her question, are you giving the 
Palestinians or the Egyptians any assurances that addresses the 
Palestinian concerns, because they have concerns, too? And my 
second question is concerning a statement today by Faisal 
Husseini. He said if the United States quarantees that the PLO 
is out, no Palestinians are going to be in the peace process. 
Do you have any response to his -- 


ic} [ don't have any [ haven't seen the statement 
by Faisal Husseini, sol - 


Q What about assurances Aare you Giving any 
assurances to the Palestinians? 


a On the question of assurances, your question 
didn't make clear whether you thought we had been asked for 
any. I'm not aware that we've been asked for any assurances on 
the Palestinian side because the Egyptians, who are most 
closely in touch with the Palestinians, have not responded to 
us yet. But [ did make clear right up front that we do expect 
both Israel and Egypt to have clarifications and understandings 
that they want reached in this process, and we're prepared to 
discuss those. 


Q Yeah, but you always said that both sides have 
concerns and we're going to address both sides’ concerns. Did 
you address the concerns of the Palestinians in dealing with 
the Egyptians on this issue? Did you give any guarantees? 


a We've been dealing with the Egyptians on this 
issue. [ think Friday we said that we summarized the 
discussions, the Secretary summarized the discussions, in a 
letter shortly before he left. We have [sraeli responses. 
We're awaiting an Egyptian response 


Q But have you had discussions with the Egyptians? 
You remember the last peace plan just sort of fell apart by -- 
people didn't say no. I[t just sort vf disintegrated. 
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Hasn't there been -- one would think that having 


gotten something you find encouraging from the Israelis. the 
Secretary. or somebody in his behalf, would have hit the 
telephone over the weekend and gone to the Egyptians who you've 
talked to. Have you talked to the Egyptians since the [sraeli 
Inner Cabinet. or whatever it is, that made this move? 


a You mean yesterday’? Essentially you're asking, 
have we talked to the Egyptians today 


Q Both. 


4 I'm not aware that we have, but I'm sure we'll be 
talking to the Egyptians very soon. It's possible the 
Secretary in Australia has already done that. I'm sure we'll 
be talking to the Egyptians right away. 


a Could I ask one other thing? Let's jump ahead. 
What is the next step after the U.S. five-point proposal is 
accepted? What would be the next step? 


a For us to give them to you. 

Q Hum? 

a For us to give the points to you, Barry. 
Q Which version? 


Q No, no, no. Is it Palestinian-Israeli talks, 
with or without U.S. participation, in Cairo, not in Cairo’? 


a Margaret made clear, I think right at the 
beginning when the five points first came out, that the Fifth 
point involved a meeting between Israel, Egypt, and the United 
States. Unless there are some further modifications that ['m 
not aware of now, that would be the next step But, as you 
know, the goal is to get to an [sraeli-Palestinian dialogue 
that would prepare the elections. 


Q Can [| follow up on the question of the state of 
play? 


a Yes. 


Q The next step is the three-way meeting, but you 
seem to have interposed a new step in between today when you 
said that even after you have acceptance by both sides -- if 
you should receive acceptance from the Egyptian side -- then 
there would be discussions on concerns or assumptions or views, 
whatever you want to call them, raised by each side. Would 
those discussions on assumptions and views have to precede? 
Are they preconditions? Must they be successfully concluded 
before the fifth point is achieved and a three-way meeting is 
held? Or does it happen at the three-way meeting? 
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. [ assume that those would be discussions -- 
whenever the meeting was scheduled, that those discussions 
could be there. They could be before. [ don't have any fixed 
timetable as to when those discussions have to occur, and 
they're certainly not preconditions for a meeting. 


Q But in trying to determine whether anything has 
actually moved forward here, it raises the question of whether 
the United States thinks the Israelis and the Palestinians are 
any closer to negotiations on the subject of elections today 
than they were yesterday Or are there discussions to be held 
in between which essentially would rake over a lot of the 
ground of the discussions that have been held over the last 
couple of weeks? 


rot Well, the answer to that is right up front: Yes, 
we do think that things are moving forward. I said right up 
front it's a very positive step, the fact that the Israeli 
Cabinet has accepted the framework We're pleased, we're 
encouraged, and it's a clear step forward But we don't come 
to closure until both sides have agreed 


Q Richard, just a@ point of clarification, if you 
would. Assuming a best-case scenario where things do move 
forward and there is a dialogue -- as Secretary Baker called it 


-- in Cairo or someplace else, is it planned definitely one way 
or the other for the United States to take part or not to take 
part, or is this something that is possible but not clarified 
yet, or what? Some of us have been arguing about that. 


a I don't in fact know the detailed answer, but [ 
think that's a question that we're not really prepared to 
answer at this point either 


Q Are you prepared to say yet that the Secretary 
will see the [Israeli Prime Minister if he comes here next week? 


a I'm not aware that anything has been scheduled. 


Q fichard, forgive me. [ am really still not 
clear, though, on something; and that is, you're welcoming 
Israel's acceptance but [srael's acceptance is on condition 
that you give them the written assertion. So are you therefore 
saying that if you welcome Israel's acceptance, you are, de 
facto, are going to give them that written assertion or not? 
You're making a big speech saying, yes, you welcome [srael's 
acceptance of it but their acceptance is conditional. 


a Okay. fheir acceptance was not written, as [ 
read it, the way you're saying it, first of ali Second of 
all, what we've said for the last several weeks -- what 


Margaret said, what I've said, and what the Secretary has said 
-— is that we're working on a framework, that there were always 
more details that had to be discussed and worked out. I said 
that again today. There is still much to do 
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We said that we expect clarifications and 
understandings will be requested by both Egypt and Israel, and 
we're prepared to discuss those. [ don't have an answer for 
you right now if these assurances will be provided ina 
specific form or the list requested or whether that will go in 
writing. But that's certainly a subject for further discussion 


Q But you seem to be saying that these clarifi- 
cations, or whatever -- first of all, does the Secretary have 
them in-hand or are you just reading about them in the press? 


a Does the Secretary have them in-hand? 

Q Yes. 

A I don't know whether he has them in-hand. I'm 
sure he knows about them in great detail. We have received 
them here. 

Q You have received then? 

a We have them here. 

Q And, second of all, by saying that you welcome 


them, the assumption here is that these clarifications or 
assumptions, or whatever they are, don't negate the basic 
points. I[s that right? 


A Well, I don't want to comment on the specifics 
of, “yes, this one does or doesn't." [ said that we will be 
prepared to discuss these kinds of issues. And then the basic 
condition for acceptance that we put on it is that we've made 
clear any assurances or understandings need to be consistent 
with the spirit of the five points and the process they are 
designed to facilitate. It's in that light that we'll discuss 
them. 


Q And at this point you don't know if they are 
within the spirit? 


Aa I'm just not taking a position at this point. 


Q Richard, has Israel given the United States a 
conditional or an unconditional acceptance of the framework? 


A The Israeli Cabinet attached certain assumptions 
about the process. I think that was the word they used; those 
are the words [I'm using. They have accepted the framework of 
the five points, and we see that as a very positive step. 
There are, of course, many more things to be done. 


Q So you accept their conditions, then? If you 
receive the assumptions and you are pleased that they accepted 
the framework, so you accept the conditions? 


A No, I don't. I'm not taking any view on the 
attached assumptions at this point. Those are things that need 
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to be discussed. They have to be consistent with the five 
points and what we're doing. 


Q But Richard -- 


a You're going back and forth between what the 
Israelis called it, which was “assumptions” and which are part 
of the details and part of the things that have to be worked 
out, and calling them “conditions” as if they're preconditions 
to acceptance; but that's not what the Israeli Government said. 


Q Let's say they are assumptions, as you just told 
us now. Does the U.S. accept those assumptions? You do 
because you say you welcome them, etc., etc. Am [ correct so 
far? 


A This is a process. As many of you who know the 
Middle East know, it goes step by step, from one step to 
another. We've put a lot of emphasis in the past few weeks on 
getting a basic framework agreed for how we can approach this 
Israeli-Palestinian dialogue. We've worked with the Israelis; 
we've worked with the Egyptians. ; 


The Israelis, in accepting the five points, accept the 
basic framework. There are many other things to be discussed, 
and we'll be discussing those. But I don't have acceptance/ 
rejection of the assumptions at this point. We're just not at 
that stage right now. 


Q Richard, I think the point we're trying to get at 
is that you said they accept the basic five points but they 
attached certain assumptions. You told us this morning how 
encouraged, how welcoming, the U.S. is of those assumptions. 

So we assume that you accept the five points and the Israeli 
assumptions attached to them. I[s that wrong? 


A It's wrong. It's not what I said. I'm just not 
getting into 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, whether [ accept every single one 
of those; and I think that's understandable at this stage in 
the process. We have to hear from Egypt on the basics, which 
are the five points, and we have to discuss a lot of these 
issues further. 


Q Richard, we're trying to find out what Israel 
gave to the United States. Did it give to the United States a 
conditional acceptance or an unconditional acceptance of the 
five-point framework? 


A I can't characterize it any better than the 
Israelis have. 


Q Can I just clarify one thing? Now, the 
acceptance, or the assumptions they have with the acceptance, 
are these part of the whole package now? Are you welcoming the 
whole package with the assumptions or you're welcoming only the 
five points without the -. can you clarify this? 
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a We are welcoming Israeli acceptance of the five 
points; and we're saying we're willing to discuss the 
assumptions, clarifications, and understandings that Israel and 
Egypt might want. 


Q Do we know whether the Secretary's five points -- 
can you say now, now that you have an acceptance from one 
party, whether the Secretary's five points have changed since 
he originally proposed them? 


a Yes. The Secretary sent back, I think last week, 
a slightly amended text. That one included bracketed language 
regarding one particular sentence. The Israeli Cabinet 
expressed its preference to delete that sentence. We will’ 
await the Egyptian response, of course, before deciding whether 
the deletion is agreed to by both parties. 


Q Technically, will the United States release -- 
when it makes public the Secretary's five points as it has 
pledged to do, will it make public the bracketed language? And 
while ['m at it, does the Secretary's pledge to make public the 
five points include a pledge to make public any views, 
assumptions, conditions, clarifications, assertions, or 
whatever language you choose -- whatever words you choose to 
apply to them -- that are attached to those five points? 


A The pledge to make the five points available was 
the pledge to make them available. I[f the deleted sentence is 
not there, it won't be there. If it is there, it will be 
there. [t depends how they work out. 


As for whether we explain anything and everything that 
went on in terms of words in and words out during this whole 
process and whether we explain all the assumptions that we 
think other parties are making about things, [ think will have 
to wait for the moment. 


Q Can we move onto something else? 


No, please. Some of us haven't had a chance to 
ask about this. This is very interesting. When Margaret made 
a promise to publicize the five points, we assume that those 
were the five points at that time. 


Aa Is that a conditional assumption or an 
unconditional assumption? 


Q Well, wait. So when you publish the five points 
-- [ mean, this is Ralph's question; it's a good one -- we can 
see how this thing was molded and shaped and adapted. 


a) So we can go through the whole “Who shot John" 
and - 


Q Not necessarily. Just give us the texts as they 


change. 
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Q We don't want to know “who shot John." Will the 
Secretary's five points be released? And will the five points 
that everybody has accepted as well be released? And your 
answer was no. Your answer was you're only going to release 
what is ultimately agreed to, not what the Secretary proposed, 
which was the original -- 


ay I'll check with Margaret on that one. My answer 
is I'm sure we'll release the final five points when they're 
agreed or not agreed, as we've always said. Whether we go back 
to the beginning with a version that existed in the beginning, 
I think that's a question I can't answer. 


Q But he's got a good point. That was the promise, 
to release the five points. 


A That only relates to the original points and not 
the final ones. [ don't know. 


Q Well, good, because we'll get the final ones from 
the Israelis. (Laughter) 


A Okay. Let's -- 
Q Can [ try another subject? 

Let's try to be careful about this. 
Q [Many questions at once] 


A Let me stop a second on the five points. I mean, 
let's try to be careful about this and not get into an 
incredible level of detail. I think, you know, you have our 
commitment to give you the five points. We've said we would do 
that when we get to the end of the process, whether it's 
successful or not; and we'll do that. I['m sure we'll be 
prepared to answer as many of your questions as we can at the 
time. 


Q Lest we be faulted for not asking this question, 
can you tell us, please, what the bracketed language is that 
you made reference to a moment ago? 


A No. ['m sorry. [I can't. 

Q Richard, ina previous - 

Q [Many questions at once] 

a Let's slow down a little bit. Let's try to do it 
rationally. 


In a previous stage, Secretary Baker made very 
clear that he cannot accept or approve conditions or demands 
from Israel because other parties are going to make conditions 
or demands. Now, does this apply to assumptions? 
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A That's not what the Secretary said. The 
Secretary said he would review ideas and suggestions, 
modifications, from either side and that of course one had to 
be careful of not getting into a back and forth of reciprocal 
modifications to modifications, and things like that. But he 
said, as I've said today, that we're open to ideas and we want 
to discuss them. 


Q Richard, let me ask you one what might be a 
technical question. You spoke about a bracketed sentence. [s 
that the only modification? Can you tell us that much? 


A No. I said the Secretary sent a slightly amended 
text that included bracketed lanquage. 


Q That “included” brackets. So there's more than 
the bracketed language that's been changed. 


A That's right. 


Q The second thing is, are we talking with the PLO 
in Tunis about these developments on the five points? 


A I discussed what we're talking to the PLO in 
Tunis about, [ think last Friday; and [ really don't have 
anything to add today. 


Q Talking about these five points? 


A We're talking about the process. I[ characterized 
it again on Friday, the process that we're engaged in. I don't 
have anything more. 


Q But you're not telling us specifically whether — 
you're talking about the five points. This is what [I'm trying 
to get at. 


A We expressed to the PLO -- and I think the words 
on Friday again were more extensive -- our view that they 
should go along with the process that was going on and that 
they should not block it. 


Q Richard, can you tell us what you have on this 
additional complication in the emigration situation in the 
Soviet Union? 


Aa Sure. In order to accommodate as many people as 
possible who had already begun departure procedures, we decided 
that the new phase in the processing of Soviets leaving Moscow 
should start on October 1. [I think you're all familiar with 
this. Those who had obtained Soviet exit visas prior to 
October 1 would be able to apply to the U.S. program in Rome. 


When we first announced the new procedures, I would 
note, however, we reserved the option of implementing a second 
cutoff date. That would depend on our experience with the 
continuing flow of Israeli visa applicants through the Dutch 
Embassy in Moscow during the month of October. 
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Now we've decided that only those with Soviet exit 
visas dated before October 1 and Israelis visas dated before 
November 6 may now proceed to Vienna and Rome for processing by 
the U.S. Government officials there. 


Q How could people have -- what opportunity did you 
give, if any, to people to accommodate to that second 
restriction? I mean, if they showed up today and they have the 
proper -- well, can you deal with that question? Was there any 
advance warning/notice? 


A When did we announce this in Moscow? I don't 
know. I'll have to check on that. 


Q It couldn't be more than a couple of days ago. 


A But, [ mean, basically people had -- before 
October 1 when they got their exit visas, they had at least a 
month, and there were very large numbers of people who did 
apply during the month of October for Israeli visas from the 
Dutch Embassy. So there were five weeks in there umnen people 
who had the exit visas were getting out. 


Q They had to have it before October 1. 
Q They had to have both conditions. 


a That was originally announced, that anyone who 
received Soviet exit permission after October 1 would be 
processed in Moscow. People who received it before October 1 
could continue to apply for Israelis visas and get in the 
pipeline to go to Rome and Vienna. But we said at the time 
that we would have to review the results of the October 
processing to see how many of those people were actually 
getting Israeli visas from the Dutch Embassy in Moscow during 
the month of October. 


Q And these are not all Jews, are they? 

Q There are reports from Moscow From various church 
and refugee assistance groups that there are substantial 
numbers of people -- in the hundreds, perhaps in the thousands 


-- who had begun the process but who didn't get their Soviet 
exit permission until October 2, 3, 4, and so on, and things 
like this and who as part of the process of getting their 
Soviet visas sold all of their possessions - did not have 
places to live or anything like that -- and now have to wait in 
line for the American processing which is backed up 
potentially, according to these groups, for weeks or even 
months, and in danger of getting -- 


A I don't have any numbers on those kinds of 
cases. They certainly may exist. You know we are sympathetic 
to them. The purpose of the new processing program is so that 
people can wait in the Soviet Union where they have homes, 
family, and things like that rather than going into camps 
abroad for extended periods of time. 
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Q But you have to sell your stuff in order to get 
the Soviet permission, which you did in many cases before there 
was apparently a large number of people -- 


a I know in the past that many people had done 
that, but they still do have family and other support in the 
Soviet Union. The point is so that they can wait closer to 
home rather than to go out and live in camps abroad. That's 
the point of the whole processing here. 


Q Could [ ask you if this applies -- there are two 
bodies of people basically. There are people who get the 
Israeli -- two bodies of people who use the Israeli papers but 


then come to the United States. Some do it by applying in the 
Embassy in Moscow and some in Rome. Does this change apply to 
both groups? 


A I guess I don't understand the distinction 
between the groups. It applies to anyone who got a Soviet exit 
visa before October 1 and a visa to go to Israel before 
November 6 can travel to Rome and Vienna and get in the 
pipeline there and wait there. . 


Q But the second qualification would apply even to 
those who met the October 1 qualification and went to Rome -- 
didn't show up at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow but went to Rome, 
and then said, “I really want to go to the United States." 


A Well, they wouldn't have gotten to Rome or Vienna 
unless they had a visa to some other country other than the 
Soviet exit visa. So those people had their Israeli visas 
before November 6. If they were in Rome before November 6, 
then they had them. 


Q Richard, what is the reason behind this latest 
change in policy? 


a Well, 1 think the basic reason is the one that I 
said: that we're trying to take care of people in the Soviet 
Union rather than putting them in the hardship of staying in 
camps for extended periods. 


The number of people applying for and receiving 
Israeli visas in Moscow has been very high. There were as many 
as 11,000 last month. The purpose of the change is to 
alleviate the hardship on applicants who would go to wait for 
processing in Rome and Vienna. As I said, we feel it's better 
for these people to wait in the Soviet Union rather than in 
refugee camps, so we decided to limit the flow to Rome and 
Vienna below a level where applicants would face a considerable 
delay in the camps if they left the Soviet Union now. 


Q Also, on the subject of Jewish emigration from 
the Soviet Union, has the Israeli Government approached the 
United States about help for a plan to subsidize the flow of 
immigrants to Israel and possibly to settlements in the 
occupied territories? 
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a I think you're talking about the housing 
guarantee request. We spoke about that in early October. I 
think the Secretary even addressed it at that point. There 
were some articles last Friday. We checked on it. There's 
been no real change in the situation. We haven't given a Firm 
response. 


Q Richard, have you been able to establish contacts 
with the new Lebanese President during the last 24 hours at 
least? 


a Basically I'm not sure if we have at this point 
-~ if we've talked to him. 


Q On Lebanon, you've been calling on General foun 
to respect the results of the Parliamentarians' decision to 
ratify the Taif agreement and the election of the new President. 


a That's right. 


Q Yet the General continues what you called his 
confrontational tactics, and this morning he sent some of his 
young thugs to rough up the Patriarch of the Maronite Church. 
And he continues to challenge the legitimacy of the 
Parliament's decision. Are you in contact with the General and 
what's your view on this situation? 


4 I'm not aware of any direct contacts with the 
General that we've had. Certainly [ think we made a clear 
statement yesterday -. which, if you don't have, we have in the 
Press Office for everybody -- about the election of the new 
President in Lebanon. 


As for the confrontation at the Seat of the Maronite 
Catholic Patriarch, frankly we're shocked that followers of 
General Aoun violated the sanctity of the Seat of the Maronite 
Patriarch. We strongly deplore any mistreatments that were 
suffered by the Patriarch's Sfeir. 


Q By the what? 


A By the Patriarch himself. There were reports of 
that as well. 


Q That sounds like the way people write stories 
when they don't know if something happened, and if it happened 
they're against it. You said any. Were there any? 


A Well, actually [ said any, but my guidance says 
“the mistreatment suffered by,” so I assume there was, yes. 
Any further mistreatment we would not like either. 


Q Are General foun and his associates still on the 
list of forces or factions you are in contact with, with regard 
to the situation in Lebanon, or he is just out of the picture? 
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" @ I'm not aware, as I said, of any specific 
contacts with people in Lebanon in the last day or so. But he 
remains the Commander of the Armed Forces, and we would expect 
to continue to have contacts with him as appropriate. 


Q Do you have any contacts with other countries in 
the region that have influence on General Aoun? Are you 
getting in touch with them and asking them for help with him? 





a We've been in touch with a large number of 
countries throughout this process of reaching national 
reconciliation in Lebanon. We've been strongly supporting the 
Taif Accords in our diplomacy and talking to a lot of people. 
I'm not sure when our last set of contacts were, but we've been 
working very closely, almost on a day-to-day basis, with a lot 
of the countries involved. So I'm sure we're in touch. 


Q Richard, let me ask you just one question. 

A Can we go over here first? 

Q Yes. I just wanted to know if there.are any 
steps -- are you contemplating any steps or the Administration 


-- to assist movement towards the elected official, the 
President, taking over in Lebanon? Are you planning anything? 
Are you contemplating any such things -- having for many years 
called on things to happen there the way they did now? 


4 Well, our statement of yesterday, I think, mace 
very clear our view that we warmly welcomed his election and we 
look very much forward to being able to work with him. I'm not 
quite sure what other kinds of steps you're asking about, but 
we certainly do look forward to supporting and working with the 
duly elected President of Lebanon. 


Q I can think of one step right away: Is the 
Administration considering returning its diplomatic mission to 
Lebanon, now that it has an elected President? 


i) That's something we certainly keep under review. 
We do want to go back to Beirut, but it was explained at the 
time and [I have to refer to it again as essentially a security 
decision based on whether we can have a safe and effective 
Embassy there. 


Q And that hasn't changed, in your view, with the 
weekend's events in Lebanon? 


a The situation on the ground, you know, we keep 
under close watch; and when it does change to the point where 
we think we can have a safe and effective presence there, I'm 
sure we'll go back. 


Q Do you have a comment on North Korean President 
Kim [l-song's speech today? 


a No, I don't. 
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Q Richard, the original idea, as I understand it, 
was that Shamir would see the President on November 15, and 
then he would go to Cincinnati and address the Council of 
Jewish Federations the following night. As of now, nine days 
before the magic date of November 15, both the State Department 
and the White House says there's no scheduled meeting. Well. 
it has been in the works for a long time. What is the reason 
for it not being on the schedule? 


a I don't have any reasons for it today, Joe. [ 
think all we can do is note the fact that I'm not aware of 
anything on the schedule. 


~ Any comment on the situation in Germany --- 
migration from East Germany? 


A I don't have any general comment. There is a new 
law that's been proposed that would allow the East German 
population 30 days travel per year in the West. It does seem 
to signify a liberalization when compared to existing travel 
rules. 


Nonetheless, the change is still far from the full 
freedom of movement which is one of the basic human rights 
which we've always called for and always supported, and we'll 
just have to see whether this proposed new law will satisfy the 
wishes of the East German population. 


Q General Scowcroft over the weekend made some 
remarks about how the United States is developing a plan to 
help West Germany as it deals with the new wave of 
immigration. Could you say anything more about what this would 
entail? Aid? Would it involve taking some of the Germans to 
the United States if they wanted to come here? 


A Well, as General Scowcroft said, the West Germans 
themselves are very well organized and well equipped to handle 
the refugee flow. As far as what we would do, [ think the 
first would be that we would have to be approached by the West 
German Government with a specific request for assistance. At 
this point we have not been approached. We also expect the 
West Germans would first approach the U.N. High Commissioner 
for Refugees, since the High Commissioner has primary 
responsibility for such international assistance. 


But, having said that, let me make clear that if the 
Germans were to ask us, we would certainly give full and 
sympathetic consideration to anything they thought we could do 
to help. 


Q Well, what do you think you could do to help? I 
mean, are you talking money? Are you talking increasing 
refugee admissions? 


a There's a variety of resources that we have, but 
[ think the first thing would be to see what they think we 
could best provide. 
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Q Has there been any discussion on the subject of 


housing, for example, between the U.S. and the Federal Republic? 


“ Again, as far as ['m aware we have not been 
approached with any specific requests, and at this point they 
seem fully capable and well equipped to handle it. 


Q Anything on the Greek elections? 


i [t's really just a status report on the fact that 
the elections did not produce a Parliamentary majority for any 
single party. We understand that under Greece's Constitution 
the President will extend mandates to the political parties in 
order of the size of their Parliamentary delegations to 
determine if formation of a government is possible. If not, 
then new elections might have to be held. For our part, we 
await the outcome of this internal Greek political process. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 
Q Wait a minute. 


I guess we got one more. 


Q There are reports in the Sunday Correspondent 
that the U.S. is seeking to have better ties with Libya. Do 


you have anything on that? 


“ I have nothing on that. I haven't seen the 
report, but we made a statement not too long ago about Libya's 
continued support for terrorism, which I think gives our view 
pretty strongly. 


Q Any comment on the proposed Catholic Bishops' 
statement on the Middle East peace process that has been 
announced in Baltimore? 

i) No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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CHANGE Im SOVIET REFUGEE PROCESSING 


Q: Was 8n official announcement made in the Soviet Union about 
the establishment of a second cutoff date for Soviet refuses 
processing? [ff sco, how and when was the announcement made? 


A: -- 








YBS, AN OFFICIAL ANNOUNCEMENT WAS MADE CONCERNING THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A SECOND CUTOFF DATE. 

‘ 
ON THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1989, ANNOUNCEMENTS CONCERNING 
THE POLICY CHANGE WERE POSTED AT THE U.S. AND DUTCH 
EMBASSIES IN MOSCOW. 


ADDITIONALLY, ANNOUNCEMENTS CONCERNING THE CHANGE WERE 
BROADCAST BY VOICE OF AMERICA AND CUR EMBASSY In 
MOSCOW PROVIDED INFORMATION ABOUT THE CHANGE TO 
INDIVIDUALS AND GROUPS IN THE SOVIET EMIGRE COMMUNITY. 


ALSO, ORGANIZATIONS IN THE U.S. CONCERNED WITH SOVIET 
EMIGRATION WERE APPRAISED OF THE CHANGE IN PROCESSING 
POLICY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S.-JAPAN STRUCTURAL IMPEDIMENT INITIATIVE TALKS 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS 
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1989, 4:05 P. M. 


MR. MARK ODILLEN: Good afternoon. We're pleased 
to have with us today four senior Administration officials 
who are participating in the U.S.-Japan talks on Structural 
Impediments Initiative. The talks are underway today and 
tomorrow at the Department. The briefing is ON BACKGROUND. 


To set the stage, we have remarks from our 
officials. Each will focus on a particular issue area. In 
your questions, please bear that in mind. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. As I think you 
know, today was the first day of talks with the Government of 
Japan in a two-day session for the Structural Impediments 
Initiative. 


This is the second in a series. We have agreed 
to meetings every two months between now and the spring, at 
which point there will be an interim assessment, and working 
towards a final report in the summer of 1990. 


The purpose of these discussions was, of course, 
to get at what is perceived to be a problem in trade with 
Japan with the economy of Japan, and that is that there are 
certain structural rigidities which inhibit the free flow of 
exports into Japan and access into the Japanese markets of 
various business entities. 


The discussions that we had today were led by the 
Japanese in the sense that they opened the discussions. As a 
matter of protocol, we, being their guests in Tokyo in 
September, began with our points of interest. They at this 
time began, given that they are here and we are their hosts 
in the United States. We, of course, will be raising our 
points of interest with them tomorrow and look forward to 
that discussion. 
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The discussion we had today was, I think, 
constructive and open. We heard from the Government of Japan 
on a number of points of interest that they had, specifically 
relating to investment, savings; and we also discussed 
business practices in the United States, specifically L80's, 
competitiveness, cost of capital issues, and the like. 


The Government of Japan views these as reasons 
why American businesses perhaps are not as active in Japan as 
we would like to see them be so. They've also brought up the 
subject of research and development and a number of other 
points relating to the way businesses behave, both in the 
United States and abroad. 


I think that pretty well summarizes these 
points. Perhaps if I can turn it over to one of my 
colleagues, who will give you their perspective, and then 
when we've gone through, then perhaps we can take questions 
at that point. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I think my colleague has 
summarized, really, the discussions that we've had today so 
far, and, unfortunately, we've not finished our sessions 
today. So we're about halfway through the agenda. It might 
be appropriate for us to give you a little bit of background 
on the discussion tomorrow which will be of those items that 
of interest to the U.S. side. 


I represent the Department of Commerce, and one 
of the issues that we are most interested in is that of 
differential pricing -- that is, the difference that has been 
reported by virtually every institution that has looked at 
this problem -- the differences between the level of prices 
in Japan and the United States, as well as between Japan and 
most European countries as well. 


We feel that this is not only a problem in 
itself, but that it is a barometer or a clue, if you will, to 
some of the other structural problems that we will be 
discussing. In other words, it appears clear that 
differences in pricing tell us something about land use 
policy and land prices. It tells us something about the 
nature of competition in the Japanese market. [t tells us 
something about financial keiretsu. It tells us something 
about the distribution system. 


So it seems to us that this is an analytical tool 
as well as a fact-finding exercise, and we will be providing 
a briefing tomorrow on the joint survey which MITI and the 
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Department of Commerce has conducted over the past three 
weeks in two cities in the United States and two cities in 
Japan. And, as I said, we then hope that we'll be able to 
take those results and use them to solve some of the 
underlying problems. Thank you. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: First of all, USTR, which I 
represent, is interested in these talks because in this 
inter-agency effort at going into structural problems and 
structural impediments in both our economies, the trade 
impact ought to be obvious. 


Our major concern overall is summarized with the 
one word “imbalances." Those imbalances consist of deficits 
on trade or current account on the U.S. side and surpluses on 
the Japanese side, and these imbalances to us seem to be 
chronic. 


What are the reasons for those imbalances? 
That's what the talks are going into. And we've been very 
careful to divide the time more or less evenly between what 
we here in the United States can do, and what the Japanese in 
Japan can do. 


The USTR topic is exclusionary business 
practices. That is, our opportunity to go after the 
Japanese, if you will, to talk about ways in which Americans 
can do business in Japan or cannot do business in Japan. [t 
can be complicated. It's a subject that's been studied a 
great deal at the academic level. I hope what we get out of 
this in the overall process is some new trends, some new 
patterns of behavior in both our countries, so that on our 
side, the U.S. is much more competitive, and so that on the 
Japanese side, their economy is much more open. 


We'll have opportunities to go into those 
subjects with the Japanese, and there will, obviously, be 
reporting through the press and publicly on what the outcome 
is. At the moment, we're in the middle of it. There isn't a 
whole lot that can be said in advance, but I think it's going 
to be an interesting day tomorrow, as it has been today. 
Thank you. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: I'm from the State Department. 
The issue for which we have responsibility, lead 
responsibility, is Japan's distribution system. Before I 
talk about that, I would like to make one comment about 
today's session. 


I did not participate in the Tokyo meetings, but 
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I understand that both the Japanese Government and the 
Japanese press were rather impressed by the forthrightness 
and honesty with which the U.S. delegation discussed issues 
in the U.S. economy that the Japanese Government had raised. 
And certainly that was my impression again today. 


We had not only one member of the President's 
Council of Economic Advisers, we had three Assistant 
Secretaries of the Treasury and two Deputy Assistant 
Secretaries of the Treasury to respond to many of the issues 
about the U.S. economy that the Japanese side raised. And I 
think that shows the seriousness with which we are 
approaching this effort as far as issues of concern about the 
American economy. 


We are concerned -- I'm talking about the 
distribution system. Perhaps after the first meeting in 
Japan, many people thought that we were trying to change 
Japan's culture, because certainly the distribution system 
reflects culture. It also reflects a number of other things, 
such as land use, government policy, business practices, 
consumer attitudes, and such things as this. 


We are focusing in the area of distribution 
primarily on government actions, policies and regulations -- 
not on Japanese culture. We are trying to take a look at 
Japanese policies, laws and regulations that affect the 
distribution system, which create impediments within that 
system to foreign goods and services. And we also are trying 
to take a look at Japanese Government tolerance of 
anti-competitive behavior within that distribution system. 


Specifically, just as a preview of some of the 
broad issues that we will be raising tomorrow, one is our 
belief that Japan has inadequate infrastructure for importing 
and distributing foreign manufactured products; airport 
facilities, air cargo facilities, air cargo handling 
facilities, seaport facilities, lack of super-express 
highways, lack of personnel at ports of entry, lack of a 
computerized entry system -- these are all things that are 
within the control of the Government of Japan. 


We also believe, as another broad area, that 
there is excessive government regulation within the 
distribution system, and that this increases both che cost 
and the time required to distribute manufactured products 
within Japan. 


Finally, we believe that there are many 
practices, many business practices, within the distribution 
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system in Japan that are anti-competitive. As my colleague 
pointed out, many of the issues that we are raising are 
cross-cutting. So here in this area we find such things as 
the keiretsu coming up. We find such things as industry 
associations setting standards in order to exclude their 
competition. We find intimidation by strong companies 
against members of the distribution system not to handle 
products of other companies. 


So these are some of the things that we will be 
raising again tomorrow, the three broad areas being 
inadequate infrastructure, excessive government regulation 
and anti-competitive behavior, and Japanese Government 
tolerance of that anti-competitive behavior within the 
distribution system. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I would, if I may, amplify on 
two things that my colleague said. First of all, at this 
stage in the game, we have not begun to prioritize the points 
of interest that we have vis-a-vis the Japanese, nor have 
they. I think we're still in the point where we're 
clarifying our positions, clarifying. the issues that we see 
as important, and they are doing likewise. 


Further down the road, we will perhaps begin to 
get deeper into these issues, begin to make specific 
recommendations. But as of this point, everything is being 
treated on an equal basis with no focus on one issue as 
opposed to the other. 


The second point that I'd like to amplify is the 
seriousness with which the United States Government is 
treating these talks, and which we believe the Government of 
Japan is responding and also taking these talks. We are very 
concerned that we make progress in these discussions, that 
they go forward in a constructive manner, and that we see 
some tangible signs of progress, both at the time that the 
interim assessment is issued and the final spring report. 


That's not to say that we're going to remake 
either the U.S. economy or the Japanese economy all over by 
the spring or summer. At least we can begin to show specific 
signs of good intent, direction and some initial steps in the 
directions that we both would like to see. 


With that, I'm sure we'd all like to entertain 
questions, if you have some. 


Q What impact would you say that the comments 
from several lawmakers have had on the talks -- the comments 
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recently that if there isn't tangible progress -- whose 
definition might be open to question on that -- if there's 
not tangible progress by the interim report, certainly there 
will be intense pressure to put the Japanese on the 301 list 
and perhaps even begin some new legislation aimed at 
sanctions against the Japanese. Any impact that this has had 
on the talks at all? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It's hard to say, really. Our 
intent is to stay as far away from 301 as we possibly can. 
These talks are not seen as part of 301. We would like to 
see progress in these discussions and think we will do so. 


But the specific comments didn't have any 
impact today at all? There was no sense of urgency? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: We didn't discuss 301 at all. 


I have a question for (Second Official). 
You said the result of survey of prices will be made in 
public tomorrow. Could you elaborate a little bit about the 
result, because there are some reports maybe that the price 
in Japan is higher -- maybe 20 or 30 percent -- than in the 
United States. Is it true or not, or could you explain a 
little bit further? 


SECOND.OFFICIAL: We have seen the "Mainichi" 
report regarding the results of our joint survey, and as a 
matter of fact, we have raised it with our MITI counterparts, 
because we've been working on this jointly and had agreed 
that we would first brief the group. 


They've assured us that these comments are from 
an unauthorized source, and so, therefore, I would not invest 
any credence in the report in the "Mainichi". Beyond that, 
quite frankly, no, I would not like to comment on the 
results, because we will in fact brief the participants 
tomorrow, and then we will be prepared to provide some public 
briefing material. Thank you. 


Did the Japanese side bring up the federal 
budget deficit in this country, and what was the U.S. 
response? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The specific intent of these 
talks is to focus away from macro-economic issues; and, as 
such, we don't tend to dwell on monetary or fiscal policy, 
which are dealt with in other fora. The subject came up at 
one point as it relates to a number of issues like loss of 
capital and things like that, but not as a specific focus of 
the discussion. 
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Q Then it won't come up at all in this whole 
series of talks? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The intention of these is to 
stay away from macro-economic issues. These are really to 
take a look at micro-economic issues as they pertain to 
structural impediments in each of the economies. I mean, 
macro-economic issues are dealt with, for instance, in the 
most recent subcabinet meetings that were held on Friday and 
Saturday, but these are intended for micro-economic 
structural issues. 


Q Could you expand on what was said on LBO's 
by the Japanese and then by the U.S. side? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The concern of the Japanese is 
that LBO activity in the United States in a way reflects the 
short timeframe with which business managers view their 
ongoing businesses and the decision-making process within 
those businesses. They see it in many ways as being 
counter-productive to the long-term health of the economy and 
to business and are somewhat concerned that there has been an 
overly high level of LBO's in the United States. 


The perspective of the Treasury -- and I suspect 
other departments have looked at the subject -- is that while 
we view the issue with a tinge of concern, because in certain 
instances they have perhaps gone too far, we're not overly 
concerned, because we see a very important and viable place 
in the economy for leveraged buyouts in the sense that they 

recycle mature assets, they represent a recapitalization of 
mature industries, and what-not. 


We have clearly and explicitly made that case to 
the Japanese. [I think they understood the arguments that we 
put in front of them, but I'm sure it will be subject for 
further discussion with them. 


The fact that you are having these talks, 
called “structural impediment initiative talks," suggests 
that there is an agreement on the two sides that such 
structural impediments exist. And yet when I look at the 
list of topics that the Japanese side brought up today, they 
seem to be not looking at all on Japanese impediments but 
instead looking at reasons that the U.S. companies do not 
apparently compete effectively other than structural 
impediments in Japan. Is that an accurate characterization 
of how these things go? 
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FIRST OFFICIAL: I think I know what you mean, 
but I would differ with it a little bit. The name 
“structural impediments" was a mutually agreed upon title for 
these talks. Both sides agreed what was in the definition of 
that. So I think that they're aboard on that. 


But they define “structural impediments" slightly 
differently than we do because, of course, the economies are 
somewhat different. So within “structural impediments," they 
put in categories that we don't see as being relevant to 
their economy. For instance, one of the items that thry have 
on their priority list is the metric: system. We're hardly 
trying to get them onto our system. 


Q So there is symmetry. It isn't just 
looking at Japanese impediments; it's looking at what they 
see as impediments -- there's symmetry. Each economy is 
being looked at for -- 


FIRST OFFICIAL: That's right. These talks are 
very much a two-way street. It's not just us saying, Japan, 
these are the problems we see. They're saying, well, United 
States, these are the problems that we see in your economy as 
inhibiting you from becoming active players in Japan in a 
business sense and in an import sense, as we certainly would 
like to see ourselves. 


Q So all the things that you've listed that 
they see do not seem to be U.S. Government policies. They 
seem to be just characteristics of American business. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think that's true. They are 
also characteristics, I think, that we see in their general 
business structure, that the government arguably can have 
some influence on but is not immediately focused in on, or 
has immediate, direct day-to-day control over. 


Q Apart from LBOs, to what extent did t> 
broader investment issues between the two countries come into 
play in the talks today, in terms of Japanese investment here 
or U.S. attempted investment in Japan? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: The investment issue is an 
important one on both sides. We maintain, for instance, that 
Japan ought to be investing more in its social infrastructure 
and that the consumer in Japan will really be the beneficiary 
of these investments. Ina larger sense, we don't view these 
discussions as a win-lose, zero-sum game. I[t really is a 
win-win game. 
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The United States has a very strong vested 
interest in improving the balance of payments structures as 
it is now. As you know, we have a $50 billion a year current 
account deficit with the Japanese. This has been going on 
for some time. We'd like to see some remedies to that. We 
see this is an opportunity to take care of that. 


We see the Japanese consumer as a beneficiary of 
this to the extent that funds are invested in road, medical 
facilities, transportation, sewer systems, parks, etc. 
Finally, the international monetary system is a winner in 


this to the extent that a major imbalance in the world is 
addressed. 


A second thought on that, if I might, is that 
although these are bilateral discussions between ourselves 
and the Japanese, the real intent is to open up Japan on a 
multilateral basis. So it is not just that the United States 
benefit from this, arguably the rest of the world -- which 
will have a greater scope for investing in Japan and 
.exporting to Japan -- will be a winner. 


It's easy to see how the U.S. Government 
would want Japan to improve the distribution system and open 
it up and improve the import system. But what types of 
things could be done about the high real estate prices that 
are often mentioned? What can the government do about that? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Well, these are, of course, 
issues that we'll bring up tomorrow. But let me give you a 
flavor for that. 


Part of the problem in Japan is that in the 
post-war period, they instituted a series of policies and tax 
regimes which were very much designed to stablize the system 
and develop their industry. Part and parcel of that was the 
fact that the tax structure is skewed very much-_towards 
holding land and not selling it. As a result, you've got a 
certain amount of inertia in there, and land cannot very 
readily change hands and go, for instance, from farming land 
to urban development. 


Consequently, you can readily see that there is 
farm land very close to the heart of Tokyo. Of course, Tokyo 
has the highest land prices in the world. If you can shift 
some of that farm land over, then you could more optimally 
use it. 


Land has, of course, a number of problems that 
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sort of ripple through the economy with it. If you wanted to 
open a business in Japan right now, it would be egregiously 
expensive for you to buy property or to get property in 
downtown Tokyo, reflective of this problem. Moreover, 
housing is a scarce commodity in Tokyo -- in most of the 
urban centers in Japan. 


Houses, over the last ten years, have actually 
gotten smaller as the per capita income has gone up, which 
reflects both to the level of consumption that the average 
Japanese citizen can afford and to the space that he can put 
whatever commodities -- furniture, or whatever that he could 
buy -- into that house. So it has this rippling effect 
through, and that's part of the reason why we're concerned 


with it. 

Q Two questions. One is the concerns I hear 
you mentioning are very much the same -- things you're going 
to state to the Japanese -- are very much the same things I 


heard you stating this summer in Tokyo. So I'm wondering if 
you can give me any specifics as to how you've advanced your 
nositions or arguments since then? ; 


Secondly -- and I know vou've been asked this 
before -- you say that you're doing this for the benefit of 
Japanese consumers. Presuming that Japan is a democracy and 
that consumers are out for their own interests, why do you 
have to step in on their behalf? Shouldn't they be able to 
look out for their own good? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think you know from being in 
Tokyo, this has become a very popular subject. Since the 
September meeting of the SII Talks, there have been any 
number of articles reverberating throughout the economy. 
People have focused a great deal of attention on this. I 
think that you will see a snowballing effect there. 


As to why the United States is doing this, as I 
think we talked about out there, to my mind the best offers 
of assistance are based on mutual self-interest, and there is 
a mutuality of the interest here between ourselves and Japan 
and the international monetary system. So I don't see it as 
in any way injurious to either side that we bring up the 
subject. 


Moreover, I'd note that a number of other voices 
have picked up this call since those discussions, both within 
the political parties in Japan, and I would say that Margaret 
Thatcher, when she was there, pretty much sounded the same 
theme without using the exact same vocabulary. So I think it 
makes a good deal of sense. 
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Q The second thing is, how have you advanced 
your arguments since -- any specifics? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think we've advanced it by 
deepening the discussion at this point. In many ways, the 
first discussion was intended to shed light on what exactly 
we were talking about and where we saw problems. This round 
is intended to deepen the dialogue -- further it a little bit 
-- before we go about the process of looking at specific 
solutions to each of these problems. 


Q Do you have some intention to seek the 
Japanese Government, or Japanese private companies, to curb 
its investment in Japan's island? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I didn't understand. 


Q Business equipment is very rapidly 
increasing in Japan. I understand, in the weekend conference . 
by Subcabinet-level persons, the U.S. side expressed its 
concern that this tendency will lead to expansion of exports 
from Japan to the United States. 


So I wonder if you have any idea to have Japan 
seek a curb in its investment activities by private companies 
on the Japanese island? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I think it's clearly the 
position of the United States that we want free and open 
markets on both sides. To that extent, I think we're all 
working. It's really an intention to free up the market and 
take down walls wherever they may exist. 


U.S. Trade Representative Carla Hills has 
been talking a great deal lately about blueprints and 
downpayments. I'm wondering, even though you've said that 
you haven't got into any long-term specifics about what you'd 
like to see, in terms of solving some of the problems being 
addressed under the SII, if there was any discussion today or 
if you expect any discussion tomorrow about the types of 
things you would like to see under a blueprint or downpayment 
for either side? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Not yet. I personally like the 
categorization of “blueprint” and “downpayment,” but that 
will come in the spring and summer assessments and the final 
reports that we'll get. At this point, we're still in the 
process of defining the issue, of deepening the dialogue, and 
moving it forward. 
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Q Is the United States really telling Japan, 
the country which developed the bullet train system and has a 
very extensive railway network, that it needs a super highway 
system which is less environmentally friendly and more 
congestion causing, as we're finding out ourselves? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I must say that I'm an admirer 
of the Japanese bullet train. Unfortunately, however, given 
the broad needs of the Japanese society, it only serves a 
small fraction of that population's needs. The train system 
is certainly excellent as it stands, but it could be expanded 
into other areas. . 


I think the transportation system in Japan is 
generally acknowledged as being somewhat inadequate. If you 
think back, all of us have burned in our minds the popular 
notion of these gentlemen who push commuters into the trains 
in the evening. I think that sort of bespeaks a little bit 
of the problem. 


But looking at the numbers -- if you look at the 
level or the quantity of roads in Japan relative to the OECD, 
they are really very far behind. I don't think you'll find 
many people who will tell you that driving from Tokyo across 
any of the islands is a fun endeavor. The roads are narrow 
and really inadequate to an economy the size and scope of 
Japan's. 


MR. DILLEN: I think one more question. 


Q I want to ask your colleague, how do you 
respond to those points that the Japanese Government is 
saying that there are a lot of cases that U.S. firms maintain 
the price of the commodity they sell in Japan at very high 
levels for the purpose of higher profit? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: As I said, we're going to have 
to see what those prices actually are. Then once we do 
report our joint findings, we then will agree on some joint 
analysis. It may be that we will find some situations like 
that and maybe we will find other underlying causes. It may, 
again, go back to the panoply of issues that we've 
identified. It may be that the prices are so much higher in 
Japan because, as many companies have said, the cost of 
actually establishing a dealership is driven up land prices. 
It may be a function of the distribution system. I[t may be a 
function of some of the anti-competitive action of sole 
import agents. It may be any one of a number of things. 


I think, I personally, if I were sitting on the 
other side here, I would not accept a one-factor explanation 
until we (a) have the agreed facts out and then (b) we have 
done some joint analysis. 
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If I may, I'd like just to answer a question that 
was asked in the back. It's been asked many, many times 
about this process -- and it's asked a little bit cynically, 
or a little bit sarcastically -- and that is, why is the U.S. 
Government so concerned about the Japanese consumer? Why 
does the U.S. Government have to come to the rescue of the 
Japanese consumer? That's not really the point. 


The point of identifying the interest of the 
Japanese consumer and the Japanese economy, as a whole, in 
this process is to distinguish it from the classic trade 
friction -- dance, if you will -- where classically there is 
something that America is asking Japan to do in America's 
interest and Japan, at the end, reluctantly makes 
concessions, giving into gaiatsu. That is not what's going 
on here. 


If you look at the American agenda, every one of 
our items of interest, as they are characterized, has been 
recommended by a Japanese institution -- classically, the 
Mackawa Report, but many, many others: the Keidanren, the 
Keizai Doyukai, even the Association of Shop Holders in Japan. 


So that is the point. I'm afraid that shorthand 
sort of over-simplifies it. The point is that this is not 
foreign pressure to make Japan do things that are not in 
Japan's interest. The point is that the American agenda 
lines up very, very nicely with Japan's agenda and with -- 
and this is candidly very important as well -- with things 
that are politically very favorable in Japan. That is what 
is different about this exercise. It's not that we feel we 
have to represent the Japanese consumer or tell the Japanese 
consumer what's good for them. Thank you. 


MR. DILLEN: Thank you very much. 


(Background briefing concluded at 4:45 p.m.) 
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I STARTED OUT BY JUST SAYING THAT WE ARE VERY PLEASED 

WITH THE RESULT. WE WERE PLEASED THAT WHEN WE LEFT 

THE STATES WE HAD IDENTIFIED FIVE OBJECTIVES THAT WE 

WANTED TO TRY AND ACHIEVEs AND WE WERE ABLE TO 

ACHIEVE ALL FIVE OF THOSE. THE FIRST WAS TO MOVE THE 

FRAGILE PROCESS FORWARD. THE S'ECOND WAS TO TRY AND 

LOCK IN A SECOND ANDe IF POSSIBLEs A THIRD MEETINGe 

WHICH WE WERE ABLE TO 0044 AS A SUBSET OF THATs THERE 

HAS BEEN A POINT NOTED IN THE CHAIRMAN*®S STATEMENT 

ABOUT THE FACT THAT THEY WILL HAVE ASEAN HOST EVERY 

OTHER MEETING WHICHs I THINKe IS A GOOD WAY OF TRYING 

TO DEAL WITH ASEAN SENSITIVITIESs BUT ALSO ALLOWS THE 
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THIRD OBJECTIVE WAS TO TRY AND DEVELOP A SUPPORT 
MECHANISM AND ON THIS ONEs CHRISs I HAVE TO AGREE 
WITH GARETH EVANS. I THINK WE*VE GOT A VERY GOOD 
SUPPORT MECHANISM. I AM SOMEWHAT BIASED, I GUESS: BY 
THE FACT THAT WE HAVE ALWAYS FELTs FROM QUR OWN 
EXPERIENCE IN THE G7? CONTEXT» THAT SHERPAS ARE 
ACTUALLY MORE EFFECTIVE THAN BIG SECRETARIATS WHICH 
TEND TO GET DETACHED FROM THE MINISTERS TO WHOM THEY 
REPORT. AND ACTUALLY THE SAME IS TRUE WHEN YOU 
SECOND OFFICIALS; BASICALLY YOU LOSE THE CONTACT. SO 
THE SENIOR OFFICIALS PROCESS WORKED VERY WELL ANDe I 
THINKs IT HAS THE PROMISE OF WORKING VERY WELL IN THE 
FUTURE. THE FOURTH OBJECTIVE, THAT WE NOTED BEFORE 
WE LEFT» WAS TO TRY AND DEVELOP A WORK PROGRAM, AND 
THAT I THINK HAS COME OUT AMAZINGLY WELL» BECAUSE 
THERE IS A LOT OF MEAT THAT ISe CLEARLYs GOING TO 
HAVE TO BE WORKED ON FURTHER SY THE SENIOR 
OFFICIALS. BUT THERE IS A REAL STRONG INTEREST IN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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TRYING TO OIG INTO SOME SUBSTANTIVE TOPICS. 
ANO THEN THE FIFTH OBJECTIVE THAT I NOTED WAS TO TRY 
AND GET SOME SPECIFIC FOCUS ON THE URUGUAY ROUND. 
AND THIS IS WHAT I CONSIDER TO BE THE REAL BONUS 
POINTs BECAUSE IN THE JOINT STATEMENT ITSELFe THERE 
IS TALK ABOUT TRADE MINISTERS GETTING TOGETHER IN 
SEPTEMBER °90 AND DECEMBER °90+ LOOKING TO SEE HOW 
THIS GROUP OF NATIONS CAN TRY AND WORK IN A 
COLLECTIVE FASHION TO SUIT THEIR COMMON GOALS» AND 
THE REFERENCE TO THE SENIOR OFFICIALS CONSULTATIONS. 
AND ON THIS ONEs I HAVE TO PAY A PARTICULAR 
COMPLIMENT TO AMBASSADOR HILLSe VESTERDAY THE 
COMBINATION OF AMBASSADOR HILLS* COMMENTS AND THE NEW 
ZEALAND TRADE MINISTER MOORE*’S COMMENTS REALLY MESHED 
TOGETHER ON THIS POINT« AMBASSADOR MOORE HAD A 
PROPOSED STATEMENT THAT HE WANTED THE GROUP TO LOOK 
ATs AND IT FIT VERY WELL WITH AN IDEA THAT WE ARE 
PUSHINGs WHICH IS TO TRY AND HAVE A JOINT STATEMENT. 
AND SO THAT*®S WHAT GOT INTEGRATED IN THE JOINT 
STATEMENT HERE. 
AS FOR THE LONGER TERM IMPLICATIONSs I THINK ONE IS 
THE ABILITY TO HAVE A POSSISILITY OF DEVELOPING 
COMMON POSITIONS IN A MULTILATERAL CONTEXT THAT GOES 
BEYOND GATT -- AS YOU CAN SEE IN THE CHAIRMAN®S 
STATEMENT -- TO POSSIBLY OECO ANO SPECIALIZED 
INSTITUTIONS LIKE THE ITUse A SECOND LONGER TERM 
IMPLICATION IS THE FOCUS ON THE MICROECONOMIC TOPICS 
AND IMPEDIMENTS TO EFFICIENCY. THIS IS ONE THAT I 
HAVE DISCUSSED WITH SOME OF YOU SEPARATELY AND ONE 
THAT SECRETARY BAKER UNDERSCORED A NUMBER OF TIMESs 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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WHICH IS THAT THERE IS A GREAT EMPHASIS IN THE 1980°S 
ON MACROECONOMIC COORDINATION IN TERMS OF FISCAL 
POLICIES AND TAX POLICIES AND MONETARY POLICIES. 8UT 
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THERE IS ALSO AN INCREASING RECOGNITION WITHIN OUR 
ECONOMIES OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE MICROECONOMIC 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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IMPEDIMENTS. WHAT YOU SEE IN THIS WORK PROGRAM IS AN 
INCREASED FOCUS ON THE MICROECONOMIC BARRIERS TO 
TRADE» INVESTMENT» INFRASTRUCTURE» WHICH IN THE LONG 
RUN ARE CRITICAL. EVEN IF YOU GET YOUR FISCAL HOUSE 
IN ORDERs IF YOU DON*T HAVE THE MICROECONOMIC PIECE 
IN ORDER» IT*S NOT GOING TO BE SUCCESSFUL. AND I 
THINK ONE OF THE BENEFITS OF THE WORK PROGRAM IS 
THATs AGAINe WE ARE MOVING BEYOND THIS IDEA OF JUST 
HAVING A MINISTERIAL ONCE EVERY TWELVE MONTHS WHERE 
THESE GUYS GET TOGETHER. YOU CLEARLY NOW HAVE A SET 
OF MATERIALS WHICH THE SENIOR MINISTERS WILL START TO 
BREAK UP» AND WORK ON» AND ANALYZE» AND GIVE SOME 
ADDITIONAL SUBSTANTIVE FOCUS TO THE NEXT MEETING» SO 
WE DON*T HAVE TO SPEND AS MUCH TIME DISCUSSING WHO'S 
UNCLASSIFIED / 


EB-00 
$$0-00 
EAP-00 
INRE-OO 
PRS-O1 


PAGE 











06/21/90 131631 PRINTER: HI 
89 CANBERRA 10189 
UNCLASSIFIED 
GOING TO HOST THE FOLLOWING MEETING. SOs IN 
CONCLUSIONs ON THE LONGER TERM IMPLICATIONS, CLEARLY 
IT*S STILL A VERY EVOLUTIONARY PROCESS BUT IT*S A 
VERY GOOD START. I THINK WE ARE MOVING INTO AN AGE 
WHERE THE PACIFIC OCEANs WHICH HAD FOR MANY YEARS 
SERVEO AS A BARRIER AND A DEEP DISTANCE AMONG USe IS 
NOWs IN ITS IRONIC FASHIONs BECOMING A MAGNET THAT*S 
DRAWING THESE COUNTRIES TOGETHER TO SERVE COMMON 
PURPOSES- 
THE LAST THING I WANT TO MENTION IS A LITTLE BIT OF 
INSIGHT ON THE PROCESS--HOW THE SAUSAGE IS MADE--THAT 
I THOUGHT YOU MIGHT FIND INTERESTINGe ONEs IN 
PARTICULARe IS THAT WE WERE VERY PLEASED THAT WE HAD 
QUIETLY PUSHED THE NOTION THAT IT WAS IMPORTANT TO 
DEVELOP A JOINT STATEMENT. THIS IN PART REFLECTS OUR 
EXPERIENCE IN VARIOUS FORUMS» AS DIVERSE AS NATO TO 
ECONOMIC FORUMS. AS A LOT OF YOU WHO ARE FOLLOWING 
THE CORRIOOR CONVERSATIONS CAN PICK UP» THERE ARE A 
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LOT OF PEOPLE OISCUSSING WHAT MEETINGs WHO IS GOING 
TO 0O THIS OR THAT. AND UNTIL YOU GET PEOPLE TO PUT 
PEN TO PAPER YOU REALLY DON*®T SEAL ANYTHING DOWN. 
THE CHAIRMAN®S STATEMENT IS OBVIOUSLY AN EXPANSION OF 
THATs BUT FROM OUR EXPERIENCE CHAIRMANS® STATEMENTS 
ALONE ALLOW PEOPLE TO WALK AWAY FROM THEM, WHERE 
JOINT STATEMENTS 00 NOT. WE HAD TABLED A DRAFT AND I 
HAVE TO COMPLIMENT BOB FAUVERs IN PARTICULAR. HE DID 
A LOT OF WORK ON THIS. ANDO IT FIT INTO THE POINT I 
MENTIONED EARLIER ABOUT NEW ZEALAND*S INCORPORATING 
SOMETHINGe) 
A SECOND INTERNAL ASPECT I°D EMPHASIZE IS THE *D0G 
THAT DION*®T BARK CASE.” ONE OF THE ASPECTS OF THIS 
WHOLE EXERCISE THAT HAS WORKED OUT VERY NICELYs ANDe 
INDEED HAS NOT BECOME AN ISSUE BECAUSE IT HAS BEEN 
HANDLED PROPERLY» IS THE UeSe-JAPANESE ROLE. A LOT 
OF PEOPLE THOUGHT: WHEN WE FIRST STARTEO THIS», THAT 
THERE COULD BE SOME POTENTIAL CONFLICT OR CONTRAST 
BETWEEN THE TWO LARGEST ECONOMIES. THE EXACT 
OPPOSITE OCCURRED. THE UNITED STATES AND JAPAN, 
BASICALLYs FOLLOWED VERY SIMILAR STRATEGIESe WE 
TRIED TO EMPHASIZE SUBSTANTIVE PROJECTS TO SHOW REAL 
SUBSTANTIVE BENEFIT FOR THE OTHERS IN THE AREA. 
WHILE WE STATED OUR VIEWS IN TERMS OF THE PROCESS 
ISSUESe WE DION*T PUSH THEM TO THE POINT THEIR PEOPLE 
MIGHT FEEL THREATENED. I MUST SAYs I HAVE TO 
COMPLIMENT BOTH MITI AND THE MINISTRY OF FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS» BECAUSE IN WORKING WITH BOTH OF THEM, I 
THINKs WE WERE ABLE TO PLAY A SUPPORTIVE ROLE WITH 
THEM IN THE PROCESS. 
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AND THE LAST INNER INSIGHT IS THAT THIS WHOLE 
EXERCISEs OBVIOUSLY* TOOK A GREAT DEAL OF QUIET WORK 
WITH ASEAN COUNTRIES» BECAUSE THERE IS NO DOUBT THERE 
CONTINUES TO BE CONCERN AMONG SOME OF THEM ABOUT ITS 
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EFFECT ON ASEAN. AND I THINK ON THIS ONEs FROM 
SECRETARY BAKER*S QUIET CONVERSATIONS WITH FOREIGN 
MINISTERS» TO THE REST OF US AND OUR DISCUSSIONS WITH 
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ASEAN OFFICIALS OVER THE COURSE OF PAST MONTHS -- AND 
IN HERE ——- WE WERE ABLE TO DEAL WITH SOME OF THE 
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CONCERNS THAT THE UNITED STATES WOULD COME IN ANO TRY 
TO BE TOO AGGRESSIVE IN THIS PROCESSe I HAVE BEEN 
PLEASED THAT ON A NUMBER OF OCCASIONS» WE*VE HAD 
ASEAN OFFICIALS SAY THAT THEY HAVE BEEN VERY 
APPRECIATIVE OF HOW THE UNITED STATES HAS PLAYED A 
CATALYTIC ROLE WITHOUT GETTING SO AGGRESSIVE AS TO 
CAUSE THEM CONCERN FOR ASEAN AS AN INSTITUTION. SO 
WITH THAT AS THE BACKGROUND PIECES» WHY DON®T WE TAKE 
YOUR QUESTIONS. 
Q: COULD YOU ELABORATE A LITTLE BIT MORE ON WHETHER 
YOU EXPECT A JOINT POSITION COMING OUT OF THIS GROUP, 
THENs FOR THE URUGUAY ROUND AND GATT? I MEANe THEY 
ARE GOING TO MEET. OO YOU EXPECT SOME TYPE OF 
ORGANIZING PAPER OUT OF IT? 
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Az LET ME ADDRESS THAT THIS WAY. IT IS CLEAR THAT 
THE ECONOMIES OF THIS REGION SHARE A NUMBER OF 
INTERESTSe AT ONE LEVEL THEY SHARE AN INTEREST IN AN 
OPEN AND MULTILATERAL SYSTEM ANDe INDEED, IT*°S BEEN 
TRONIC THATs IN SOME WAYS» THIS GROUP OF NATIONS HAS 
BEEN--THE QUESTION OF A BLOCK HAS BEEN FORMED -- 
BECAUSE AS A NUMBER OF THE SPEAKERS MENTIONED, MOST 
OF THESE COUNTRIES LIVE AND OIE BY TRADE» AND THEY 
VERY MUCH BENEFIT FROM AN INTEGRATED MULTILATERAL 
SVSTEM. AND EVEN THE UNITED STATESe WHICH IS 
OBVIOUSLY LESS TRADE DEPENDENT THAN MOSTe HAS HAD A 
LONG-TERM POST-WAR INTEREST IN THAT SYSTEM, BECAUSE 
IT*S ASSOCIATED WITH OTHER VALUES THAT WE WANT TO TRY 
AND PERPETUATE. SOs ON ONE LEVEL» THERE IS SHARED 
INTEREST IN PRINCIPLES. AT ANOTHER LEVEL IT GETS 
EVEN MORE SPECIFIC IN THAT IN AREAS LIKE AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS -- AND THIS CAME UP WITH FOREIGN MINISTER 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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EVANS -- THE UNITED STATES JUST TABLED A RATHER 
FAR-REACHING PROPOSAL IN THE URUGUAY ROUND THAT WAS 
VERY MUCH SUPPORTED BY THE CAIRNS GROUP AND SOME OF 
THE OTHER AGRICULTURAL ECONOMIES. AS FOR THE 
SPECIFIC METHOD IN WHICH THEY WILL DEAL WITH ITs I 
DON*T THINK THAT THERE IS ANY PARTICULAR DECISION. I 
MEANe I DON®T SEE NECESSARILY THAT THEY WOULD PRODUCE 
A PARTICULAR PAPER. I THINK WHAT THEY WILL REALLY DO 
IS TAKE A LAY OF THE LAND ANDO SORT OF SEE HOW THEY 
CAN MOST EFFECTIVELY PRESS FOR COMMON OBJECTIVES. 
Q@: 00 YOU THINK IT*S GOING TO BE EFFECTIVE CAUCUSING 
IN THAT WAY? 
Az YOU KNOWs TIME WILL TELLe I THINK THAT IT HAS 
SOME VERY STRONG POSSIBILITIESe YOU DO HAVE 
ECONOMIES THAT REPRESENT A VERY LARGE SHARE OF THE 
WORLD*S GNP AND ARE VERY INFLUENTIAL IN OIFFERENT 
WAYSe I MEANe YOU HAVE THE UNITED STATES AND JAPAN 
WHICH CLEARLY TOGETHER--I FORGET THE EXACT 
STATISTICS--THE UNITED STATES ALONE IS 25 PERCENT OF 
THE WORLD*S GNP AND JAPAN» I THINKe IS ANOTHER 18 OR 
SG- BUT THEN YOU ALSO HAVE A LOT OF ECONOMIES THAT 
BRING OTHER THINGS TO BEAR. I MEAN IT IS INTERESTING 
IN THAT SENSE TO RECALL THAT EVEN AT THE START OF THE 
URUGUAY ROUND A NUMBER OF THESE SAME ECONOMIES WERE 
VERY IMPORTANT IN GETTING THE ORIGINAL IMPETUS TO THE 
URUGUAY ROUND. SO» I DON*T MEAN TO UNDERESTIMATE THE 
OIFFICULTIES IN TRYING TO ACHIEVE AN AMBITIOUS RESULT 
IN THE URUGUAY ROUNDs BUT IN MY VIEW THIS MEETING AND 
THE SORT OF PROCESSES THAT IT IS GIVING IMPETUS TO 
ARE BENEFICIAL. 
Q>: HOW IS EUROPE GOING TO REACT TO ALL THIS? 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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A: WELL I HOPE EUROPE REACTS POSITIVELY. EUROPE HAS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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A LOT TO GAIN FROM OPEN MARKET SYSTEMS AS WELLe YOU 
KNOWs THE ERA OF AN INTEGRATED EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 
SHOULD ACTUALLY STRENGTHEN THE INOUSTRIAL CAPACITY OF 
THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY. BECAUSE THE INDIVIOUAL 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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USIA FOR EA-SULLINGERs P ASSOCIATE OIRECTOR; 

USCINCPAC A/CO FOR FPA AND USIA ADVISOR DONAHUE 

EeOe 12356 N/A 
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INDUSTRIES WOULD HAVE LARGER MARKETS AND HAVE 

ECONOMIES OF SCALE» AND THAT TENDS TO MAKE FIRMS MORE 
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EFFECTIVE AS EXPORTING OPERATIONS AS WELLe SO I HOPE 

THEY SEE IT AS A POSITIVE STEP, BUT I ALSO HOPE THAT 

THEY SEE THAT THE COUNTRIES OF THIS REGION ARE 

COMMITTED TO AN AMBITIOUS AND SUCCESSFUL URUGUAY 

ROUND. 

Q> ON T?*% CAUCUS THAT YOURE TALKING ABOUT IN 

SEPTEMF'% 94 YOU ENVISION SOME KIND OF JOINT 

POSITIUN ‘KAT ALL OR MOST OF THE TWELVE COULD SUPPORT 

OR IS THIS JUST GOING TO BE A CASE OF COORDINATING 

POSITIONS AND MAYBE KNOCKING SOME OF THE ROUGH EDGES 

OFF? 

A: THIS IS KIND OF A VARIATION OR PICK-UP ON THE 

EARLIER QUESTIONs BUT I DON*T REALLY KNOW AT THIS 

POINT EXACTLY WHAT FORM IT WILL TAKEs THAT PART 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 10 


™Av 











06/21/90 131632 PRINTER: 

89 CANBERRA 10189 
UNCLASSIFIED 
DEPENDS ON EVENTS LEADING UP TO THAT PERIOD. ONE OF 
THE OTHER NICE LITTLE THINGS BURIED IN HERE IS THE 
IDEA THAT THE OFFICIALS WILL MEET AS A GROUP AT GATT 
AND SO» I THINKe THAT THE TRADE MINISTRIES WILL LOOK 
FOR POINTS OF COMMON INTEREST--I IDENTIFIED ONE THAT 
ALREADY EXISTS IN TERMS OF THE AGRICULTURAL AREA 
YOU KNOW THERE ARE SOME OTHER INTERESTING 
POSSIBILITIES. JUST TO GIVE YOU ONE THAT MANY PEOPLE 
OVERLOOK IS THAT PEOPLE HAVE OFTEN ASSUMED THAT THE 
SERVICE INDUSTRIES ARE ONES THAT ARE PARTICULARLY 
IMPORTANT FOR THE DEVELOPED COUNTRIES» AND SO THE 
LIBERALIZATION OF SERVICES MARKET IS ONE THAT WILL 
PRIMARILY SERVE THEIR INTEREST. WHILE IN PART THAT 
IS TRUEe IF YOU ACTUALLY LOOK AT THE DATA--THERE WAS 
ACTUALLY A WALL STREET JOURNAL STORY ASOUT THIS ABOUT 
A MONTH AGO -- ABOUT HOW CERTAIN LOC*S WERE ACTUALLY 
MOVING UP IN TERMS OF THE SERVICE CATEGORY. SO I 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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THINK THERE IS A LOT OF POTENTIAL BENEFIT FOR ALL THE 
ECONOMIES. 
Qs THE SINGAPOREAN FOREIGN MINISTER (SIC) LEE JUST 
TOLO US A FEW MINUTES AGO THAT HE THOUGHT THAT IF THE 
MAJOR ECONOMIC PLAYERS IN THE REGION WERE EXCLUDED, 
THE DISCUSSIONS WOULD BE UNREALISTICs BECAUSE IF YOU 
HAD ANY KIND OF MATTERS OF DIFFERENCE WITH THOSE 
PLAYERS YOU COULDN'T DISCUSS THEMs IF THEY WEREN*T IN 
THE FORUM. BUT AT THE SAME TIME HE SAID THAT HE VERY 
MUCH DOUBTED WHETHER THE ISSUES OF CHINAse TAIWAN AND 
HONG KONG WOULD BE RESOLVED BY NEXT YEARe BY THE 
SINGAPORE MEETING. WHAT KINO OF TIME SCALE DO YOU 
SEE ON THIS? AND GIVEN THAT THERE ARE PRECEDENTS,» 
WHAT MAKES IT SO DIFFICULT AND SO SENSITIVE? 
Az YOUR POINT ABOUT WHETHER THIS GROUP. AS A GROUP» 
WOULD HAVE OIFFICULTY IN DISCUSSING WITH COUNTRIES 
OUTSIOE OF IT IS A LITTLE BIT OVERSTRESSED. I MEAN 
WE ALL EXPECT THAT OUR ECONOMIES WILL HAVE A LOT OF 
CONTACT WITH -—— IN THE CASE OF THE UNITED STATES 
LATIN AMERICA, CENTRAL AMERICAs EUROPE -- AS WELL AS 
THESE ECONOMIES» SO I WOULD NOT THINK THAT THIS WILL 
BE AN IMPEDIMENT TO THOSE DISCUSSIONS. AS FOR THE 
TIME FRAMEs I DON*T THINK ANYBODY CAN GIVE YOU A VERY 
GOOD, SPECIFIC ANSWER ON THAT. IN PART THAT GOES 
INTO YOUR LAST QUESTION» WHICH IS SORT OF WHAT ARE 
THE VARIABLES THAT ARE IMPORTANT. I MEAN OBVIOUSLY 
ONE MAJOR VARIABLE IS EVENTS IN CHINAs WHERE YOU HAVE 
HAD A REGIME THAT HAS TAKEN REPRESSIVE ACTIONs THAT 
HAS OBVIOUSLY TROUBLED ALL CIVILIZED NATIONS AROUND 
THE WORLDe AND THAT HAS NOT ONLY PUT BACK SOME OF THE 
CONTACTSs BUT IT ALSO HAS HAD COROLLARIES IN TERMS OF 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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THEIR ECONOMIC PROGRAM. THEY HAVE ACTUALLY HAD A 
MORE RESTRAINED ECONOMIC PROGRAM THAT IN PART STEMMED 
FROM OTHER REASONS. THEY WERE SORT OF OVERHEATING 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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AND THEY HAD CONCERN ABOUT INFLATIONARY RESULTS» SO A 
LOT WILL DEPEND ON THE PRC*S OWN ACTIONSe AND AS YOU 
WELL KNOWs THERE ARE TRICKY LINKAGES IN TERMS OF 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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TAIWAN AND HONG KONGe DEPENDING ON THE ROLE OF THE 

PRCe YOU ARE CORRECT» AND I THINK THIS IS THE 
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OPTIMISTIC SIGN» THAT THERE ARE PRECEDENTS THAT ONE 

COULD FOCUS ON IN TERMS OF INCLUDING THEM. THE ASIAN 

DEVELOPMENT BANK OFFERS ONE SETs THE PECC OFFERS 

ANOTHER SORT OF SETe+ ANDO INDEED AT THE SENIOR 

OFFICIALS MEETING THE UNITEO STATES HAD PROPOSED THAT 

THE PRC WOULD BE ACCEPTED AS A FULL MEMBERs OR EXCUSE 

MEe HONG KONG AS A FULL MEMBER, THE PRC AS A FORMAL 

OBSERVER» AND TAIWAN AS AN INFORMAL OBSERVER. SO 

THERE ARE POSSIBLE MECHANISMS», BUT I WOULD JUST BE 

GUESSING IF I COULD DETERMINE WHEN IT WOULD BE 

RESOLVED~ 

Q: JAPAN HAS BEEN VERY WORRIED ABOUT THIS GROUP 

BEING USED AS A LEVER IN THE URUGUAY ROUNDes AND IN 

THE BEGINNING AUSTRALIA WAS TALKING ABOUT ONE OF ITS 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 
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MAJOR GOALS TO USE ITe I SAID JAPAN IS VERY WORRIED 
ABOUT THISs ABOUT THIS APEC GROUP BEING USED AS A 
LEVER IN THE URUGUAY ROUND. IN THE BEGINNING THE 
AUSTRALIANS WERE QUITE KEEN TO USE IT AS A LEVER IN 
THE URUGUAY ROUNDs, BUT HAVE SINCE BEGUN TO SOFT PEDAL 
THATs WHILE THE UeSe HAS BEGUN TO GET A BIT MORE 
AGGRESSIVE ABOUT IT~ I JUST WONDERED, IN THE 
MEETINGSs WHAT WAS THE JAPANESE REACTION TO 
INCLUDING: APPARENTLY NOWs AN AGREEMENT TO USE IT AS 
SOME SORT OF A UNIFIED BODY IN THE URUGUAY ROUND? 
Az I WANT TO TAKE A SLIGHT ISSUE WITH THE 
PRESUMPTION IN THE QUESTION. I HAD A STRONG SENSE 
THAT IT WAS NOT SIMPLY IN THE UNITED STATES*S 
INTEREST IN TERMS OF USING THE URUGUAY ROUNDs BUT FOR 
MANY OTHERS AROUND THE TABLE. THIS WAS SOMETHING 
THAT AMBASSADOR HILLS AND MINISTER MOORE OF NEW 
ZEALAND STRESSED BUT THE AUSTRALIANS AND MANY OTHERS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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HAD A STRONG INTEREST IN TERMS OF THIS» AND I DON'T 
THINK YOU'D FIND IT WITH SUCH EMPHASIS IN THE 
DOCUMENTS. 
Q: THIS COMMON STAND? 
Az YESe SO IT*S REALLY NOT -- I WAS DOING A 
VARIATION ON YOUR CHARACTERIZATIONe I THINK ITS 
BROADER THAN SIMPLY THE UeSe INTERESTs AS FOR JAPANe 
THEY DIO NOT RAISE ANY OBJECTION TO ITs AND INDEED IN 
THEIR GENERAL STATEMENTS THEY STRESSED THE IMPORTANCE 
OF A MULTILATERAL TRADING SYSTEM AND THE SUCCESS OF 
THE URUGUAY ROUND AS WELL~« AND IF YOU THINK ABOUT 
ITe JAPAN HAS AN AWFUL LOT TO GAIN FROM A SUCCESSFUL 
URUGUAY ROUND IN WHAT IT PRODUCES FOR AN 
INTERNATIONAL TRADING REGIME, AND JAPAN IS STILL A 
COUNTRY THAT DEPENDS VERY HEAVILY ON ITS TRADING 
TIES» NOT ONLY WITH THE UNITED STATES» BUT OBVIOUSLY 
IT*S ALSO LOOKING TOWARDS THIS REGION AS WELL. SO 
THAT WAS A TOPIC WHICH I DIO NOT RECALL ONE 
DISSENTING VOICE ON. 
Q: THEIR PROBLEM WITH IT HAS BEEN THAT THEY FEAR 
THAT USING A BLOC AS A LEVER» SHOULD IT BE SEEN AS 
BEING A BLOCs WOULD OBVIOUSLY RAISE SOME PROSPECT OF 
RETALIATORY MEASURES BY THE EEC IF IT OID LOOK LIKE A 
BLOC INSIDE THE URUGUAY ROUND. BUT THAT DIDN'T COME 
UP IN THE « « « 
Az NOs THE STRESS IN THIS FROM THE START HAS BEEN IF 
YOU HAVE A GROUP OF COUNTRIES -- ANDO I SORT OF SHIVER 
A LITTLE BIT AT THE WORD BLOC -- BECAUSE BLOC IMPLIES 
THAT THE PURPOSE IS TO CUT OFF TIES WITH OTHERS 
INSTEAD OF DEVELOPING TRADING RELATIONSHIPS WITH 
COUNTRIES« AND THAT IS NOT THE POINT THAT THESE 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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COUNTRIES ARE MAKING. I THINK A BETTER ANALOGY WOULD 
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BE COLLECTIVE ACTION TOWARDS A COMMON OBJECTIVE OF A 
OPEN MULTILATERAL SYSTEMe GLOBAL SYSTEMs OK? AND 
THAT*®S VERY DIFFERENT FROM A BLOC CONCEPT. THAT IS 
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TRYING TO SAY THAT THESE COUNTRIES ARE THE ONES THAT 

HAVE BOTH BEEN VERY SUCCESSFUL BY HAVING EXPORT 
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DRIVEN ECONOMIESs BY AND LARGEs AND THEY RECOGNIZE 

THAT THEIR FUTURE AND THE FUTURE OF THE OTHERS DEPEND 

ON ITs PARTICULARLY BECAUSE A LOT OF THEM ARE 

OBVIOUSLY MOVING BEYOND THE STAGE OF RELYING ON 

SIMPLY RESOURCE-DRIVEN EXPORTS AND EVEN BEYOND THE 

STAGE OF EARLIER MANUFACTION EXPORTS+ TO A SYSTEM 

WHEREBY THEY ARE GOING TO REFLECT A GREAT DEAL OF 

ECONOMIC INTEGRATION THAT IS GOING TO HAVE BUSINESS 

SOURCING THAT REACHES AMONG A VARIETY OF DIFFERENT 

COUNTRIES« THAT IS ALSO WHY I MIGHT AOD THAT THERE 

HAS BEEN A BIG FOCUS IN THIS MEETING ON INVESTMENT. 

I ACTUALLY FOUND THIS TO BE VERY INTERESTING BECAUSEs 

HMAVING DEALT WITH THESE ISSUES WITH DEVELOPING 

COUNTRIES FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS AT THE TREASURY 
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DEPARTMENT: YOU OFTEN SEEs YOU RUN INTO NATIONS THAT 
HAVE AN INTEREST IN INVESTMENT BUT WHEN IT COMES TO 
INVESTMENT RESTRICTIONS»: ALL OF A SUDDEN THEY ARE 
WORRIED ABOUT THISe THAT AND THE OTHER. THERE WAS A 
VERY STRONG TONE AT THIS MEETINGs PARTICULARLY BY A 
NUMBER OF THE DEVELOPING NATIONS» THAT PRIVATE DIRECT 
INVESTMENT AND BRINGING PRIVATE CAPITAL IN» WITH ITS 
ASSOCIATED TECHNOLOGY AND JO8S+ WAS SOMETHING THEY 
VERY VERY MUCH WANTED TO HAVE. 
Q: IS THERE ANYs MAYBE IT*S JUST ME THAT*S MISSING 
THISs BUT ONE OF THE PROBLEMS I SEEM TO BE HAVING 
WITH THISse IS THAT I DON*T SEE WHERE THIS THING IS 
SUPPOSED TO BE GOING. I MEAN, YOU KNOW YOU'VE GOT 
THE FIVE OBJECTIVES THAT YOU MENTIONED: ANO THEY WERE 
PERHAPS ACHIEVED AT THIS MEETINGs BUT DOWN THE ROAD» 
IS THERE ANY REASON WHY A COUNTRY WOULD BE SETTER OFF 
IN THIS GROUP THAN OUT OF THIS GROUP? I MEAN YOU 
TALK ABOUT HOW THE GROUP IS POINTING OUT AT GLOBAL 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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THINGS. I MEAN IT*S PRETTY CLEAR WHY A COUNTRY WANTS 
TO BELONG TO THE EECe WHY DOES A COUNTRY WANT TO 
BELONG TO THIS ORGANIZATION? 
A: I THINK THERE ARE GOING TO BE DIFFERENT REASONS 
FOR OIFFERENT COUNTRIES» OK? I THINK THAT FOR A 
NUMBER OF THE COUNTRIES» WHAT THE SUBSTANTIVE WORK 
PROGRAM IS LIKELY TO DEVELOP IS INCREASED ATTENION TO 
BARRIERS THAT EITHER EXIST WITHIN THE COUNTRIES OR 
BETWEEN THE COUNTRIES THAT IF REMOVED CAN IMPROVE 
ECONOMIC EFFICIENCY AND GROWTH. LET*S TAKE A COUPLE 
OF EXAMPLES. SECRETARY MOSBACHER MADE A VERY 
INTERESTING STATEMENT ABOUT THE IMPORTANCE OF 
TRANSPORTATION AND COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS IN 
ENHANCING GROWTH HISTORICALLY IN THE INTEGRATION OF 
THE UNITED STATESs GOING BACK TO CANALS AND RAILROADS 
AND TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES AND OTHER SYSTEMS. AND 
THAT CLEARLY ALSO AFFECTS THIS REGIONs WHETHER IT BE 
A QUESTION OF BRINGING IN TOURISM OR BUSINESS 
MANAGERS» OR INVESTMENT ARRANGEMENTS, YOU HAVE TO 
HAVE THOSE MECHANISMS IN PLACEs WE DEAL WITH AN 
INFORMATION SOCIETY. IF YOU 00 NOT HAVE 
TELECOMMUNICATION SYSTEMS THAT ALLOW THE RAPIO 
TRANSFER OF INFORMATION AND ANALYSIS» YOU ARE GOING 
TO HAVE A HARC TIME BEING A SIGNIFICANT PLAYER. SO 
IT WOULD CERTAINLY BE IN MY VIEW IN THE INTEREST OF 
COUNTRIES TO HAVE A HAND IN SHAPING THOSE NETWORKS 
AND THEIR ARRANGEMENTS. 
ANOTHER EXAMPLE IS HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT. THIS 
WAS A TOPIC THAT WAS STRESSED BY A NUMBER OF 
PLAYERS. THIS GOES TO THE FACT OF TRYING TO DEVELOP 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 17 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
EVERYTHING FROM BUSINESS MANAGERS TO PARTICULAR 
TECHNICAL SKILLSe THAT*S SOMETHING THAT A NUMBER OF 
COUNTRIES HAVE AN INTEREST INe THE SAME IN TERMS OF 
INVESTMENT REGIMES--A LOT OF THESE COUNTRIES WANT TO 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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TRY AND ORAW PRIVATE INVESTMENT CAPITALe SO IT 
BASICALLY GOES TO WHAT I*VE LABELED THE MICROECONOMIC 
AGENDA. I THINK FOR ALL THOSE REASONS IT*S OF 
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PARTICULAR BENEFITe NOW OTHER COUNTRIES HAVE OTHER 

PARTICULAR OBJECTIVES.e FROM THE UNITED STATES*S 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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POINT OF VIEWs IN ADDITION TO THOSEs YOU KNOW I HAVE 

MENTIONED TO SOME OF YOU BEFORE WE L'F™s THAT THE 

UNITED STATES ASSOCIATION WITH THIS» IN MY VIEWs IS A 

VERY GOOD WAY OF DEMONSTRATING STRONG UeSe ENGAGEMENT 

IN THE REGIONe AND THAT*S NOT JUST A QUESTION OF 

MINISTERS COMING OUT AND DISCUSSING THESE TOPICS AT A 

HIGH LEVEL» BUT IT*S A QUESTION OF WHETHER YOU CAN 

HAVE FOLLOW-UP ARRANGEMENTS AT A VARIETY OF OTHER 

LEVELS WHERE PEOPLE DISCUSS THESE IN SOME SORT OF 

DETAILe AND I HAVE ALSO MENTIONED TO YOUs I THINKs 

THAT FROM A DOMESTIC UeSe PERSPECTIVE, IF YOU BELIEVE 

THAT ASIA IS A VERY IMPORTANT GROWTH REGIONs AS I OO0e 

THAT IT IS VERY IMPORTANT TO INCREASE THE 

UNDERSTANDING OF THE UeS DOMESTIC PUBLIC ABOUT THE 
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POTENTIAL OF THIS REGIONe AND SOMETIMES 
INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS AND PROCESSES ARE VERY 
IMPORTANT TO ACHIEVING THAT END. SO IN A CERTAIN 
RESPECT I THINK THOSE OFFICIALS IN ALL THE COUNTRIES 
WHO WANT TO TRY AND PROMOTE A LIBERALIZEDs MORE OPEN 
SYSTEM FOR TRADE AND INVESTMENT» CAN USE THIS 
INSTITUTIONs AS WELL AS OTHERS LIKE THE PECCs TO TRY 
AND DRAW SUPPORT WITHIN THEIR GOVERNMENTS AND WITHIN 
THEIR PUBLICS FOR THAT OBJECTIVE. 
Q: IN TERMS OF EXPLAINING TO THE PUBLICe WHICH IS 
OUR JOBse MAYBE YOU CAN HELP USe 00 YOU THINK THAT 
THE EXISTENCE OF THIS ORGANIZATION WILL CREATE JOBS 
IN THE UNITED STATES AND THROUGHOUT THE UNITED 
STATES? AND WHERE ANO HOW? 
Az If YOU BELIEVE THAT ENHANCED TRADE AND INVESTMENT 
FLOWS AND EFFICIENCY -- I*°M GOING TO SPEAK IN 
ECONOMIC TERMS SO THAT AS YOU SAID YOU CAN EXPLAIN IT 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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-- A RELIANCE ON COMPARATIVE ADVANTAGE, GOING BACK TO 
ADAM SMITHe ENDS UP INCREASING GROWTH, AND THAT HAS 
AN EFFECT ON JOBS» THE ANSWER IS YESe I ALSO WANT TO 
SAY THAT WE ARE JUST AT THE EARLIER STAGES HERE}. 
THIS IS THE FIRST MEETINGe IT*S BASICALLY LAUNCHING 
A PROCESS. IT°S LAUNCHING SOME SUBSTANTIVE WORK. 
BUT TO GET MORE PARTICULAR EXAMPLES» IF WE CAN 
OVERCOME SOME INVESTMENT BARRIERS» AND HELP IDENTIFY 
INVESTMENT OPPORTUNITIES» THAT HELPS UeSe FIRMS WHO 
WANT TO EXPORTe IF WE ARE ABLE TO INCREASE THE 
INTERACTION OF VARIOUS INDIVIDUALS» IN TERMS OF HUMAN 
RESOURCE DEVELOPMENTs LEARNING BUSINESS SKILLSe 
LEARNING LANGUAGES» HAVING A SENSE OF HOW UseSe FIRMS 
OPERATE» THAT CAN ALSO HELP IN TERMS OF AN EXPORT 
MARKETe IF IT*S A QUESTION OF DEVELOPING THE 
TRANSPORTATION LINKAGES AND THE COMMUNICATION 
LINKAGES» THAT WILL ALSO HELP UeSe FIRMS OPERATE AND 
EXPORT ABROAD. SO I COULD SORT OF GO THROUGH THIS 
LENGTHY LISTs BUT YOU COULD PROBABLY DO THAT AS WELL 
YOURSELF. 
Q: I MISSED WHAT YOU SAIO EARLIER» MOST OF IT 
ANYWAYe BUT I UNDERSTAND THERE IS SOME OBJECTION 
FROM THE UeSe SIDE ON ASEAN®S PROPOSALS. I WAS 
WONDERING IF YOU COULD SAY SOMETHING ABOUT THAT. 
Az: I°M NOT SURE EXACTLYs BUT I READ SOMETHING IN THE 
PAPER ABOUT THAT AND IT BEFUDDLED ME AS WELLe WE ARE 
VERY PLEASED WITH WHAT WE HAVE HAD COME OUT OF THIS, 
AND THAT INCLUDES A MEETINGse THE NEXT MEETINGs IN 
SINGAPORE» AN ASEAN COUNTRYe IT INCLUDES A 
COMMITMENT THAT ASEAN WOULD BE THE HOST TO EVERY 
OTHER MEETINGe AND IT INCLUDES A STRONG RELIANCE ON 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 20 
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THE ASEAN PROCESS TO HELP SUPPORT ITe IN PARTICULAR 
THERE WAS AN IDEA -- FRANKLY -- THAT THE UeSe 
PROPOSEDs OF SAYING THAT FOR THE SENIOR OFFICIALS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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MEETING, THAT WE SHOULD HAVE THE ASEAN SECRETARIAT 
SERVE AS A OFFICIAL OBSERVER OR OFFICIAL PARTICIPANT 
IN THAT PROCESS. SO I REALLY DON*Ts I°M AFRAID, I 
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1989 
DON*T KNOW WHERE THE QUESTION MARK COMES FROM. ANDO 
AS A GENERAL MATTER» YOU KNOW THE UNITED STATES HAS 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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BEEN A VERY STRONG SUPPORTER OF ASEANe NOT ONLY IN 
THE ECONOMIC AREA» BUT IN THE FOREIGN POLICY AREA 
ONE OF THE MOST RECENT EXAMPLES IS OUR CLOSE 
ASSOCIATION IN TERMS OF THE WORK WITH CAMBODIA. 50 
THE LAST THING THAT WE WOULD WANT WOULD BE ANYTHING 
THAT WOULD UNDERMINE THE ROLE OF ASEAN» WHICH FRANKLY 
WE NOT ONLY THINK IS A GOOD ORGANIZATION IN ITS OWN 
RIGHT» BUT IT PARALLELS PURPOSES AND OBJECTIVES THAT 
WE SEE ARE IN OUR INTEREST 
Q: WHY COULD YOU NOT REACH QUICK AGREEMENT ON THE 
MECHANISM OF THE SUPPORT PROCESS? 
A: WELL» YOU KNOW THIS IS ONE OF THOSE ALMOST 
THEORETICAL QUESTIONSe I SEE THAT WE HAVE REACHED AN 
AWFUL LOT OF AGREEMENT HERE» AND I SEE WHAT IS GOING 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 22 
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TO HAPPEN OVER THE NEXT TWO YEARS IN TERMS OF A ROUGH 
FRAMEWORK. I MEAN YOURE GOING TO HAVE A MEETING IN 
SINGAPORE, YOURE GOING TO HAVE A MEETING IN THE 
REPUBLIC OF KOREAs YOU*RE GOING TO HAVE A CERTAIN 
PREPARATORY PROCESS» AND THAT*®S A LOT MORE CERTAIN 
THAN WHAT I SEE IN MANY OF THE AREAS I WORK WITHe SO 
I THINK ALL THAT IS IN PLACE. IF YOU*RE ASKING ABOUT 
PARTICULAR LINKAGES TO THE PMC PROCESS OR SOMETHING 
LIKE THATs I THINK WHAT THE ASEAN*S FUNDAMENTALLY 
WERE REQUESTING WAS A RECOGNITION OF THE IMPORTANT 
ROLE THAT ASEAN PLAYED IN PULLING THE COUNTRIES OF 
THE REGION TOGETHER»: AND THAT THEY WOULD EXPECT TO 
CONTINUE TO PLAY. AND THAT WAS ACKNOWLEDGED HERE,» 
ANO INDEED AGAIN JUST TO GIVE YOU ANOTHER SENSE OF 
THISs SECRETARY BAKER AT ONE POINT SAIO THAT IT IS A 
LONG WAY FOR US TO COME AND THAT WE ARE QUITE CONTENT 
THAT ANY OF THE MEETINGS BE ASSOCIATED WITH OTHER 
UNCLASSIFIED 
UNCLASSIFIEO 
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MEETINGS THAT WE COME OUT TO~ 
Q: IT SEEMS THAT THIS ATTACHMENT TO THE CHAIRMAN®S 
STATEMENT--SPECIFIC ELEMENTS OF THE WORK 
PROGRAM--TRACKS FAIRLY CLOSELY WITH THE WORK PROGRAM 
YOU SUGGESTED», THE AUSTRALIANS SUGGESTED: AND REALLY 
THE JAPANESE SUGGESTED. IS THIS THE GUTS OF WHAT YOU 
REALLY WANTEO TO GET OUT OF THIS MEETINGs ANDO ALSO I 
GUESS THE INDUSTRIALIZED NATIONS WANTEO TO GET OUT OF 
THIS MEETING? IS SOME OF THIS SPECIFIC NUTS AND 
BOLTS INFRASTRUCTURE ITEMS THAT ORIVE BUSINESSMEN 
CRAZY? 
A: I DON*T WANT TO MAKE IT TOO UeSe-CENTRIC BUT AS I 
STARTED OUT BY SAYINGs WE ARE VERY PLEASED ACROSS THE 
FRONT BY EVERYTHING HERE AND PARTICULARLY BY ON THE 
WORK PROGRAM. I DON'T RECALL ANYTHING THAT WE WANTED 
THAT WAS NOT INCLUDED. THERE ARE OTHERS WHO ALSO 
WANTED TO TRY AND PURSUE SIMILAR ASPECTS IN THE WORK 
PROGRAM, SO I THINK THAT IS A VERY POSITIVE STEP. MY 
OWN -— JUST TO QUALIFY THAT A LITTLE BIT -- IS THAT 
THERE IS A NEED BY THE SENIOR OFFICIALS TO NOW WORK 
THROUGH THAT PROGRAM AND TRY AND ISOLATE ASPECTS AND 
PRIORITIES FOR DEVELOPMENT. IF YOU TAKE THAT CHARGE 
SERIOUSLY» THERE IS A HECK OF A LOT OF WORK TO BE 
DONE THERE. SO I MEAN I THINK THAT AGAIN THERE ARE 
OTHER STEPS TO BE TAKEN ANDO I WAS VERY PLEASED THAT 
—- I BELIEVE IT WAS THE CHAIRMAN*S STATEMENT -- THAT 
SUGGESTED THAT THE SENIOR OFFICIALS SHOULD BE GETTING 
TOGETHER ROUGHLY WITHIN SIX OR SEVEN WEEKS TO START 
THE FOLLOW-UP PROCESS. 
Qt THE CHAIRMAN*®S STATEMENT TALKS ABOUT SOME 
MINISTERS EXPRESSING A PREFERENCE FOR MOVING AS SOON 
UNCLASSIFIED / 
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AS POSSIBLE TO SERVICING THE FUTURE NEEDS OF THE APEC 
PROCESS THROUGH SPECIFICALLY IDENTIFIED STRUCTURAL 
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ARRANGEMENTS. CAN YOU SHED SOME LIGHT ON WHICH 
MINISTERS AND WHAT SORT OF ARRANGEMENTS WERE 
DISCUSSED? 
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USIA FOR EA-SULLINGERs P ASSOCIATE OIRECTOR; 
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EeOe 12356 N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKERs JAMES Acs III) 

SUBJECT: "FASTPRESS® TRANSCRIPT OF SACKGROUND 

BRIEFING BY SENIOR UeSe OFFICIALS AT CONCLUSION OF 

THE APEC MEETINGs CANBERRA» AUSTRALIAs NOVEMBER Ty 

1989 

A: I THINK I*O BETTER LEAVE IT TO THE CHAIRMAN TO 

INTERPRET HIS OWN CHAIRMAN®S STATEMENT. I WOULD JUST 
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SAY THISe PRIME MINISTER HAWKE FROM THE START SET 

OUT A CERTAIN VIEW THAT HE*S REPEATED IN OTHER 

SPEECHES ABOUT THE NATURE OF THE STRUCTURE. AS I 

SAID A LITTLE BIT EARLIER» AND I GUESS YOU WERE HERE 

FOR THATs WE ARE VERY PLEASED WITH THE SORT OF 

SHERPA-TYPE MECHANISM. I FRANKLY FIND THAT IT*S ONE 

OF THE MOST EFFECTIVE THAT I*VE EVER DEALT WITH IN 

ANY CONTEXT. IT*S TRUE IN DEALING WITH SECURITY 

ISSUES IN EUROPEs TOOse IT WORKS VERY EFFECTIVELY. 

Q: A POLITICAL QUESTION: WHAT DID YOU PICK UP IN 

EITHER THE BILATERALS OR THE CORRIOOR TALK ABOUT 

CAMBODIA AT THIS STAGE? OID IT COME UP AT ALL? ANY 

CHANGES NOW THAT WE*RE A MONTH-PLUS PAST PARIS? 

Az: LET ME JUST MAKE A BRIEF COMMENT AND THEN TURN 
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THAT OVER « THE BASIC ANSWER ISe VERY LITTLE. IT 
DID COME UP INe SORT OFe IN BRIEF COMMENTS. I THINK 
THE BASIC POINT IS THAT THERE IS AN ON-GOING 
COMMITMENT BY ALL THE NATIONS THAT WE*VE OISCUSSED, 
ABOUT THE IMPORTANCE OF A COMPREHENSIVE SOLUTION. 
THAT INCLUDES INTERNAL AS WELL AS EXTERNAL» AND ALL 
THE NATIONS THAT WE OISCUSSED THIS WITH ARE 
CONTINUING TO SEARCH FOR HOW TO ACHIEVE THAT,» WHILE 
RECOGNIZING IT*S A VERY OIFFICULT TASK. 
Az THE ONLY THING THAT I*D0 ADD TO THAT [Se AS YOU 
KNOWs THE THAIS -- PRIME MINISTER CHATCHAI -— ARE 
TRYING AT ONE LEVEL TO GET SOME TALKS GOINGs AND 
THERE ARE UNCERTAIN PROSPECTS THERE. AS THE 
SECRETARY INDICATED, AND MARGARET TUTWILER INOICATED 
IN A PRESS BACKGROUNDING ABOUT THREE WEEKS AGOse WE 
ARE CONTINUING TO TALKs PARTICULARLY AMONG THE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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PERM-5Se TO SEE WHAT BASIS THERE IS FOR COMING UP WITH 
SOME FOLLOW-ON ARRANGEMENT TO THE PARIS CONFERENCE. 
THOSE EXPLORATIONS CONTINUEs IN A CONTEXT WHERE THERE 
IS* OF COURSEs MILITARY ACTION ON THE GROUND. I 
THINK THERE IS A BROAD SENSE THAT THIS IS NOT A 
PROBLEM THAT WILL BE SOLVED ON THE BATTLEFIELD, AND A 
COMMITMENT TO TRY TO MAKE THE PARIS PROCESS WORK. AND 
ANYTHING THAT WE CAN 00, OR THE THAI OR THE OTHERS» 
TO BRING THE CAMBODIAN PARTIES TO A POLITICAL PROCESS 
OF NATIONAL RECONCILIATION IS SOMETHING THAT WE ARE 
AFTER. THAT HAS NOT COME TO FRUITION AS YETe PRIME 
MINISTER CHATCHAI WILL BE VISITING WASHINGTON IN 
ABOUT THREE WEEKS» AND I SUSPECT THERE WILL BE 
ANOTHER LOOK-SEE IN THE CONTEXT OF HIS VISIT- 
Q: I DON*T WANT TO INTERRUPT THE FLOW OF THIS» SUT 
BEFORE YOU GO» CAN YOU TELL US SOMETHING ABOUT THE 
SECRETARY*S CONVERSATION WITH MINISTER ARENS? 
Az: WHE JUST HAD A CONVERSATION TONIGHT WITH HI™ AT 
AROUND 6:15 PeMe MINISTER ARENS IS IN TOKYOs IT WAS 
APPROXIMATELY A TEN OR FIFTEEN-MINUTE CONVERSATION. 
I WOULD CHARACTERIZE IT FOR YOU BY SAVING SECRETARY 
BAKER CONGRATULATED THE FOREIGN MINISTER AND THEIR 
GOVERNMENT ON THE CABINET DECISION THAT WAS REACHED 
AND THAT HE WILL TALK TO HIM AS SOON AS HE GOT BACK 
TO WASHINGTON. AS WE SAIO THE OTHER DAY ON 
BACKGROUND» THERE ARE MORE DETAILS» MORE WORK TO BE 
DONEs SPECIFICALLY ON THE ASSURANCES+ AND THEY 
BRIEFLY TOUCHED ON THAT SUBJECT. 
Q: IS THERE ANY COMMENT ON A STORY THAT CAME OUT OF 
CAIRO TODAY THAT THEY*RE SUGGESTING AN 
EGYPTIAN-PALESTINIAN DELEGATION MEETING WITH 
SECRETARY BAKER IN WASHINGTON? 
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A: THAT I HAVEN*T SEEN. WHAT WE*VE SEEN IS ONE WIRE 
COPY COMING OUT OF -- I BELIEVE IT WAS CAIRO -- ON 
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SOME SEVEN SAUDI ASSURANCES OR GUARANTEES THE 
PLO--I*°VE ONLY SEEN ONE WIRE COPY ANDO WE*VE BEEN IN 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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THE CONFERENCE ALL DAYe AND SO AS FAR AS -- SOMEONE 
HAD ASKED EARLIER BAKER*S REACTION TO THAT -- WE 
DION*T HAVE ONEs WE*D ONLY SEEN ONE WIRE COPY. AND I 
HAVEN*T HEARD ABOUT SUCH A MEETINGe THANK YOU ALLe 
LUCHS 
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JOINT PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, [III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
HIS EXCELLENCY CARETH EVANS 
AUSTRALIAN MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND TRADE 
HIS EXCELLENCY ALI ALATAS 
INDONESIAN MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
HIS EXCELLENCY TARO NAKAYAMA 
JAPANESE MINISTER OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
AND OTHER APEC OFFICIALS 
AT THE CONCLUSION OF THE APEC MEETING 
CANBERRA, AUSTRALIA 
NOVEMBER 7, 1989 


FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: The statement by the chairman and the 
joint agreed statement demonstrate the truth of what I was 
saying yesterday. There is lots of meat in what we have 
agreed, what we decided There has been various substantial 
discussion. There have been discussions which have taken 
place in an atmosphere of extreme cordiality and with a very 
constructive and very practical approach being shown by all 
ministers and their delegations to the challenges and the 
opportunities that this new age of Asia Pacific Economic 
dynamism present us with. 





You have seen that we have been able to agree on very specific 
language indeed, so far as our commitment to multilateral 
trade liberalization is concerned: that so far as our 
determination to have a significant input into the successful 
completion of the Uruguay Round is concerned You will have 
seen from -- ip particular, I suppose the chairman's statement 
-~- how we have’ been able at the same time to agree on the 
principles that should govern Asia Pacific Economic 
Cooperation as we continue to evolve this process over the 
period ahead. You have seen the way in which we have 
demonstrated a commitment to maintain the momentum that has 
now been established to have further consultative meetings 
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We welcomed; appreciate the offer that has been made by 
Singapore to host the next such consultative meeting around 
the middle of next year, and equally the offer that has been 
made by the Republic of Korea to host a mecting thereafter. 
It is a process that has momentum. At the same time we are 
keeping our options open so far as the particular form or 
structure or shape that this process might take. 


We owe a very great deal to ASEAN and the dialogue 
relationships that ASEAN has developed in generating the 
momentum which you can see brought to this preliminary degree 
of fruition today. We hope and expect that in the future we 
will continue to have a very close working relationship with 
ASEAN, and that mechanisms and structures will evolve that are 
wholly complementary to and not in any way competitive with 
ASEAN itself. Similarly, we express our appreciation for all 
those who have been working so hard over recent years to build 
other cooperative organizations, in particular the Pacific 
Economic Cooperation Conference, PECC, and the statement makes 
very clear our intention to continue to work closely with and . 
indeed rely upon the work that organizations like that are 
doing. 


There is unquestionably major work to be done: not just 
meetings like this to be held, but specific tasks that readily 
identify a need to be set under way. You will see again from 
the chairman's statement that we have identified right now two 
large such specific tasks: one relating to the compilation of 
better data bases and broad economic information so far as 
trade and investment flows are concerned; the other project 
relating specifically to opportunities for investment 
technology transfer and more specifically micro activities of 
that kind. 


In addition, the attachment to the chairman's statement 
indicates not only those two projects but some 14 others which 
have already been identified as appropriate ones to take 
further after we go through further consultative process which 
will be taken up by senior officials in February. So already 
we have succeeded in not just getting the principles right, 
not just making clear our commitment to multilateral trade 
liberalization’ but we have taken the first serious steps 
towards converting that commitment into some really hard 
specific work that will obviously flow through and have policy 
implications not so far down the track 


The only thing that remains for me to say is that in the last 
two days we have all worked together with great goodwill, with 
great courtesy to each other and great commitment to common 
and shared ideals and visions about the future of this 
particular region. We have achieved an excellent mutual 
understanding of what this process of cooperation is all about 
and [ am very confident in the months and year ahead, that 
process will go a long way further 
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Ladies and @eentlemen, with those short remarks, it is over to 
you for questions. Please identify yourself clearly and ask 
the questions to a specific member of the meeting up here on 
the platform. All of us are of course here to respond to any 
questions you might care to put to us. Start at the front, 
yes. 


TION (Peter Mackler, AFP, Sydney): I am addressing myself 
to the Chairman. I see in the statement that there is no 
reference to the membership issue and in the chairman's 
summary there is only a commitment to consider, considering 
further consideration of this issue regarding China, Hong Kong 
and Taiwan. Can you describe to us the deliberations on this 
issue and what do you need, what are the conditions to make a 
decision on this issue? 


FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: All of us acknowledge that those 


three economies are significant players in the Asia-Pacific 
region and all of us are prepared to work together to solve 
the problems that do stand in the way of easy involvement 
together in the process that we have set in trade. Beyond 
that -- and [I think that much is perfectly clear from the 
language that I have used. It is difficult to be more 
precise. [t's a delicate issue; [ think we all know some of 
the factors that are at work, given the non-sovereigqn status 
of Taiwan and Hong Kong and given the whole course of recent 
history. We think that it will probably be possible to forge 
a consensus and a workable formula ~-- set a formulas over time 
~~ but it is not possible to put a more precise time frame on 
it. We just want to indicate that the issue is a live one and 
we will be giving close, further consideration to it. Beyond 
that we can't go at this stage 


QUESTION (Mr. Harrison, BBC): The forum statement opposes the 
formation of a trading bloc. What in the chairman's opinion 


should be the role of APEC if or when the European Community 
closes its market to outsiders? 











FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: I don't think we need to speculate 
upon that hypothesis The hope and expectation is that Europe 
‘92 will be an_exercise in trade creation and not trade 
diversion or bfrrier erecting. As individual countries - 
economies -- we are certainly doing our best to ensure that 
that happens, although some of are treating with appropriate 
caution some of the assurances that have so far been given 

As with the Soviet Union, we want to hear not only words but 
see deeds. 


But let me make absolutely clear that whatever the future 
course of action may prove to be in Europe, whatever may 
happen elsewhere, every single participating country in this 
process is totally committed, intellectually and in every 
other way, to multilateral trade liberalization, to open 
trade. We are -- every one of us -- economies that have 
traded our way to whatever economic success we enjoy. 
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We are all <onfident economies; we believe that our best 
chance for maximizing our own future potential is to operate 
in that kind of environment. We are not going to lead the 
way, nor are we in any way inclined to respond in a 
retaliatory or defensive way to what may happen. We see 
ourselves as being crucially important banner carriers on this 
issue of free and open international trade. The strength, the 
vigor, the conviction with which that case was repeatedly 
articulated around the conference table was very remarkable, 
very striking, and [I am sure that it is just inconceivable 
that any of us will go back down that track. This whole 
process that we are involved in has mutually reinforced our 
determination to go in the direction that I have described. I 
don't know whether any of my other colleagues want to comment 
on any of these things. If you feel I am backsliding in any 
way, don't hesitate. 


QUESTION (Roy Eccelston, The Australian): Can I ask Mr. 
Alatas a question? Are the ASEAN nations committed to 
attending the meeting in Seoul: the third meeting; and also, 
can you explain how the Singapore meeting fits into your 
preference that APEC meetings would fit into the ASEAN PMC or 
ASEAN economic ministers process? 








FOREIGN MINISTER ALI ALATAS: When you welcome an offer then I 
think you can safely assume that you will come, won't you? I 
mean, so we will come. And as for your second question, I 
think it shows that perhaps you may not have (had) time yet to 
read all the documents. We have not yet decided on what 
ultimate form or what ultimate supporting mechanism we will 
eventually agree upon. ASEAN -. as has Australia and Canada 
and other countries, both written and verbally -- have 
expressed their views, have expressed their positions. 








ASEAN has written down on a piece of paper, which we 
distributed to our other colleagues, what we hope this Asia 
Pacific Economic Cooperation will be in terms of institutional 
development, but we have agreed that we didn't have time yet 
to decide on this. So in the meantime we have agreed to 
continue consultations. It has been spelled out how we will 
do it: we will go to Singapore next year and -- God willing 
-- we will go to two years from now, Korea. 


In the meantime, [ think as is made clear in these papers, our 
thinking will evolve, hopefully around the ASEAN concept. And 
the ASEAN concept, [I think, is known to you. We don't want to 
squeeze the APEC into the ASEAN forum; we are too small for 
that. I mean -- you can't put something that is bigger into 
something smaller. That is not the proposition; we are not as 
unreasonable as that. 





What we are<saying is: ASEAN has had experience for several 
years now in developing the only intergovernmental 
consultative process and intergovernmental cooperative process 
around in this region. That is a fact. Now, isn't it 
something to ponder about, something to consider: thdt as we 
move not to a larger intergovernmental cooperative scheme as 
we are now contemplating, isn't it reasonable and logical to 
start from what you have. Base it on your experience, develop 
it from there; that is all that we are asking. 


We are not trying to monopolize, we are not trying to force 
people to assume the ASEAN way of life. But we do hope that 
in the coming months, our suggestions will be considered by 
our colleagues around the Pacific, our dialogue partners, who 
by the way are the very same countries with which we have had 
those dialogues in ASEAN, the ASEAN mechanism, for a couple of 
years now. 


QUESTION (Mr. Nelson, Reuters): An ASEAN paper which was 
distributed today complained about the fact that ASEAN nations _ 
had been -- the nationals of ASEAN states -- had been used as 
efficient packers and assemblers of electronic goods, but had 
not been given advanced know-how and technology by the richer 
nations. How do representatives of the richer nations respond 
to that charge, and will that change in the future? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Some have accused us of being the world's 
largest debtor nation, you know, so I'm not sure we ought to 
be answering this question, but we'll take a shot at it. 





We talked at some length during the course of our 
deliberations about the importance of foreign direct 
investment and about the mechanisms for attracting foreign 


direct investment -- one of which, of course, is the 
protection of intellectual property rights and the protection 
of copyrights and patents -- so that the private sector, which 


after all is the fundamental basis for the kind of economic 
growth that we hope this entity will support, will want to 
invest in developing nations. I thought that there was 
general agreement around the table that we should move in this 
direction. It seems to me that that would-be our answer to 
the statement Ehat you've made, and I must hasten to add that 
we did not hear any such statements during the course of our 
two days of deliberations from any members -- from any 
representatives of ASEAN countries. 


QUESTION (hr Craig Skehan, Australian AP): Could you explain 
urther how you see political dimensions applying to the APEC 








process, especially in terms of regional security? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Well I think that the process is primarily 
an economic one and not a political one, although the matter 
of getting the process going, the matter of doing what we've 
spent the last two days doing -- that is, achieving a process 
-~-— I think probably has a high political content or a 
significant political dimension. But the follow-on 
undertakings, I think, will primarily be economic. After all, 
we are talking about Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation -- 
regional economic cooperation -- so there will be a 
significantly preponderant economic dimension to this, as 
opposed to a political dimension, although I think getting the 
process going has a substantial political dimension. 


QUESTION (Mr. Ansa, Italian News Agency): I would like to ask 
the chairman: you were ta ng about relations with the EEC. 
If the EEC fails to reform their agricultural policy or to 


lift trade barriers, what kind of pressure do you think APEC 
can put on the EEC and through what channels? 





FOR MINISTER EV : I don't want to speculate about _ 
that. I don't see us operating other than constructively as I 
have said previously, but certainly there is a determination 

to put such joint weight as we can muster into the 

multilateral trade negotiations round. There are quite 
specific agreements for our trade policy ministers to meet 

next year to coordinate a response so far as is possible, but 

I think we have just got to let that process evolve between 

now and then. 


Many of the nations here are members of the Cairns Group of 
Fair Agricultural Traders, and at the moment there is a very 
clear identity of interest as between the position that has 
been staked out by the Cairns Group with that which has now 
been put on the table by the United States. That will help, 
of course, to hopefully move things forward in the particular 
context of agriculture, which is important to the extent that 
agriculture is one of the key items at stake in this 
particular round. We see this whole exercise as not so much 
an exercise in joint strategies to confront the rest of the 
universe but rather maximizing the opportunities which 
presently exist -- if we grasp the nettle within our region. 


Maximizing the flow of trade within the region, both of goods 
and of services, maximizing the flow of capital, investment, 
transfers of technology, using regional mechanisms to get 
better human resource development: things of that kind 

will ensure that the dynamism which has been so characteristic 
of this region in recent years will in fact will be sustained, 
that we can take further the process of interdependence. 
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We have made clear all along that the exercise is 
outward-looking, that we are not about liberalizing trade 
within the region in any discriminatory way as against the 
rest of the world. But our first priority is getting things 
right and maximizing the economic potential that is there 
within the region if we have a more coordinated approach to 
policy development. ... That is the emphasis [ would like you 
to take away from these two days, rather than thinking in 
terms of how this group might or might not operate down the 
track in presenting a particular group view to elsewhere in 
the world. I[t is more as [ have described. 


QUESTION (Ms. Ratih Hardjono, Kompas): My question is to Mr. 


Baker. Will the trade imbalance between America and Japan 
effect APEC in any way at all? Thank you. 





SECRETARY BAKER: Well, one of the things that I think APEC 
can do is deal with the trade imbalances that have existed in 
the past and continue to exist. The chairman has made -- I 
think -- has stated very articulately the goals and purposes’. 
that were agreed to here: the work program that was agreed to 
here; the importance of liberalizing trade and maintaining 
open markets and fighting protectionism. And these things are 
all very, very important in terms of our efforts -- that is, 
our bilateral efforts with the government of Japan -- to deal 
with the substantial trade imbalance. As you know, we've been 
working on this problem since early 1985 in the macroeconomic 
context. We are addressing it, as well, bilaterally in the 
microeconomic context and an organization such as this could 
only assist us in that effort, particularly in the 
microeconomic part of that effort. 


QUESTION (Mr. Michael Richardson, International Herald 
Tribune): You have placed great stress upon free trade and 


throwing your weight behind a successful conclusion of the 
Uruguay Round and the MIN. But [ did note in @ paper 
distributed by Malaysia this morning that there seemed to be a 
very clear implication that developing countries should be 
Given certain latitude: that perhaps they are able to enjoy 
protectionism of their own industries for a longer period than 











developed countries. I would like to ask the Malaysian 
foreign ministér if that is the correct implication to be 
drawn from the paper; and secondly -- if it is - to get some 


comment from Ambassador Hills about how she sees that squaring 
with this general commitment to free-up trade throughout the 
Asia-Pacific region and in the MIN Round 


DATUK ABU HASSAN OMAR: As a developing country, we are trying 
to versify our products in terms of not just dependence on 
the raw commodities that we produce: i.e., palm oil, rubber, 
timber, tin and what-have-you. So we are going in a big way 
to promote industry, both light as well as heavy industries; 
and as such, since we are now enjoying the GSP with a number 
of countries, including the United States. We would like that 
to stay, so that our process of diversification could go on 
until such a time when we have fully developed our 
manufacturing sector or generally in terms of our industry. 








TRADE REPRESENTATIVE CARLA HILLS: I would only say that the 
United States, and [I think all nations interested in greater 


disciplines for international trade, would urge the lesser 
developed countries to shoulder the responsibility that they 
can, for all nations gain immeasurably from free and open 
trade. We have about a trillion dollars’ worth of trade per 
year that is not now covered by GATT disciplines. So I think 
that as we have seen in the Pacific region, open trade and 
responsible trade is extraordinarily important to all of our 
best interests -- developed countries and developing countries. 


QUESTION(Doug Waller, Newsweek): I have a question for Dr. 
Nakayama. In the Chairman's report, it mentions a proposal to 


examine the feasibility of establishing a “clearing house” 
mechanism to exchange economic data. Does Japan propose that 
this mechanism be located in Tokyo or is this proposal what 
you want? 


FOREIGN MINISTER NAKAYAMA: We have no say. 


AND INDUSTRY nasi we 
in Japan have actually proposed the building of the data base 


concerning information on trade investment, technology 
transfer and so forth and if some sort of mechanism -- like 
expert meeting -- is going to be created in the future, [I hope 
details could be explored in that forum so that we can 
actually see the establishment of (a) data base in the future. 


QUESTION (lam Colebatch, Melbourne Age): Could you please 
clarify two important ambiguities? Firstly, on page two of 
the text you refer to senior officials meeting in Geneva on a 
regular basis to plan strategies for the GAIT Talks. Does 


this mean meeting as a group of 12 nations or is this a kind 
of informal consultative process? 





















Secondly, you said a moment ago that all countries, I quote, 
“were not inclined to respond in a retaliatory or defensive 
way, whatever might happen." Are you saying that the meeting 
has agreed that whatever happens to the Uruguay Round, there 
will be no defensive, no retaliatory action by any of the 
countries individually or by the countries as a group -- or is 
(this) just a Sentiment of the meeting that you are conveying? 


FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: In answer to the first point, [ think 
it is intended that our member nations -. if that is the right 


expression -- the countries or economies participating in this 
process to date are envisaging a closer set of consultations 
in the Geneva context that they may previously have had as a 
group. The whole process is essentially non-formal and 
consultative in character rather, than creating any particular 
institution. But it is certainly contemplated in a 
Geneva/GATT context that there will be closer such exercises 
in the future. 
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On the second question that you asked: it was really not a 
question that was addressed in our meeting over the last two 
days, and I don't want to speculate on what might be the case 
if the Uruguay round does fail and we are confronted with 
greater incidence of protection sentiment elsewhere in the 
world, other than is presently the case. We have indicated 
very clearly our distaste for the world going down that 
particular path. 


How we will react to it, either individually or as a group, I 
think remains to be determined in the light of circumstances 
as they develop. But our whole instinct as a group, and as I 
have repeated, have emerged very, very clearly during all our 
discussions around the table is to fight very hard to avoid 
being drawn into those retaliatory defensive cycles. 


We are all too aware of how easily that can occur. We are all 
anxious to avoid that, because we believe that we can best 
maximize our own economic future and that of the rest of world 
by going in a different direction. Beyond that [ can't 
comment. I don't know whether any of my colleagues would care - 
to comment further. 


QUESTION: ... if there was at all any disappointment 
expressed to the fact that you were not able to come up with a 
support mechanism? And then could you perhaps address my next 
question to one of the ministers with reference to this 
paragraph: You said that some ministers expressed preference 
for going faster, and I wonder if one of those ministers might 
give his comments on the fact that you were not able to come 
up with a support mechanism. 


FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: It is not fair to say that we did not 


come up with a support mechanism. We have come up with one 
that for the moment is operating in a particular way, namely 
as a group of senior officials sitting together with 
representation from the ASEAN Secretariat. 


[t is a process very analogous to the G7 Sherpas Concept. It 
is just the idea, rather than having the host country wholly 
responsible for preparations and commissioning papers and so 
on. That work will be done by an identified group of 
officials from"each of the participating countries, sitting 
together with the ASEAN So we do have a support mechanism, 
and indeed the mechanism that has emerged is exactly that 
which was suggested in an Australian paper, an options paper, 
that was circulated prior to the conference. So it is not 
clear to say that there is any disappointment in terms of 
people's expectations about this. 


There are, of course, other options that have been canvassed 
all the way up to the creation of an OECD-style bureaucracy 
with an in-house research capacity, which -- to be frank - 
appeals to no one. But short of that, there are proposals 
that have been put on the table or been made the subject of 
discussion which would involve, for example, the ASEAN 
Secretariat playing a coordinating role 
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There are proposals that suggest a joint secretariat might be 
established&to service both this process that we have set in 
train on the one hand and PECC on the other. There is the 
concept of a small, dedicated secretariat with officials 
seconded to go and live and work in a particular location as 
well as drawing on the resources of the participating 
countries. 


Now, it is true we have not decided on a structure in any of 
those latter senses, but we do have a support mechanism that 
will function very effectively as such. And as I say in the 
summary, we think that it is appropriate that there should be 
further reflection on this question, and indeed on the nature 
and structure of the forum itself. And there should be 
further opportunity for evolving it, rather than trying to 
squeeze, as Ali Alatas said, this process into one particular 
model, be it an ASEAN model or anybody elses. So, I think we 
have emerged quite productively, and certainly it should not 
be seen as any shortfall in terms of expectations, the result 
in this respect. 


QUESTION: I feel I have been covering an ASEAN meeting. All 
statements seemed to sprinkled with something about ASEAN. My 
question (inaudible).... Why does Thailand decline to host 
the next meeting? 


FOR MINISTER EVANS: On the first question, the joint 
statement notes the significant role that ASEAN institutional 
mechanisms can continue to play in supporting the present 
effort. Well, that has been picked up to the extent you will 
have seen in both the latter part of this statement and in my 
statement: a reference to representation from the ASEAN 
Secretariat in the Senior Officials Meeting that will be the 
support mechanism for the next little while. The reasons that 
the statement and my summary conclusions are prepared, as you 
say, with references to ASEAN is that it accurately reflects 
the debt that we all feel that we owe to ASEAN. The truth to 
the matter is that ASEAN with its dialogue process, the 
six-by-six process, has been the stimulus for consultative, 
cooperative efforts in the Asia Pacific Region in the past and 
will go on playing -- one way or the other --~ a crucial role 
in the future. And we simply want in these statements -- want 
to acknowledge“that debt and to acknowledge the continuing 
immediate relevance we see for ASEAN. I mean, these are the 
guys that have done all the hard work in the past and it is 
appropriate that that be acknowledged, and it is 


Now, Siddhi, do you want to answer that question? 


MR SIDODHI, THAILAND: Thailand is quite happy to give credit 
to Singapore to host the next meeting, because next year will 
be the 25th anniversary of the [ndependence of Singapore. 


FOREL MINISTER EVANS: Perhaps 1 should say that Thailand 
has had one big win today because Or. Subin won the 
Ministerial Sweep for the Melbourne Cup! 
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MR ite, SINGAPORE: Mr. Chairman, if I could just add to 
General Siddhi's statement: We are very grateful that our 
offer to host the next ministerial meeting in Singapore has 
been accepted. We are particularly indebted to all ASEAN 
colleagues in supporting us in this offer. We are aware that 
Thailand had originally intended to make such an offer itself, 
but I am very grateful General Siddhi personally, because when 
I explained to him that next year is the 25th year of our 
independence and we would like to host this distinguished 
gathering and have all the visitors in Singapore, he very 
graciously agreed. So, we do look forward to having a 
successful meeting in Singapore and having the full 
cooperation of ASEAN as well as all the other partners in the 
deliberations. 


FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: One here and one --~ the lady down in 


the center there. 


QUESTION For Secretary Baker: Before this meeting took 
place, there was a lot of talk about it being historic, etc 
after it has all been finished and we've all seen the 
statement, how would you place this meeting in terms of 
importance to the rest of the world? And where does it leave 
American economic and political relations with Europe? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me answer the second part of that 
first. I don't think that this will in any way damage or harm 
America's economic and fiscal relations with Europe, and I 
think if you read either the joint statement or the chairman's 
summary you would come to that conclusion I don't know 
whether or not [ would use the term “historic” yet, but I 
think this has the potential to qualify for that type of 
description. 





Frankly, I think that the chairman described what's taken 
place here today very, very well in his opening statement, 
when he said that we made substantial progress “real 
results,” I think he said. We have agreed upon a process. It 
is quite clear that we haven't completed all of the decisions 
that, hopefullf, we will ultimately take in order to improve 
economic cooperation in the Pacific But this is a very <-~ in 
my view at least -- a very clear and substantial step forward 
toward the improvement of international economic relations 
generally, and it should be welcomed worldwide [ don't think 
it will be resented. 


FOREIGN PR TSTER EVANS: Thanks very much, Secretary Baker 
And the final question in the center-back 


T : A point of clarification, Mr. Chairman You have 
devolved a work program, and some of the work programs are 
more enthusiastically embraced than some of the others How 
and when will these work programs be implemented? 
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FOREIGN MINISTER EVANS: The two specific matters which are 
spelled out at length in my statement, which -- there has been 
expressed agreement by the ministers -- should be set in train 
and the senior officials when they meet (hopefully no later 
than January next year), will bed down the detailed 
arrangements as to which particular countries or institutions 
or researchers will have the responsibility for bringing those 
two particular projects to fruition. They will set the 
timeframe, and they will set everything else that matters in 
terms of getting a result back to the ministerial-level 
consultations as soon as possible 


There are, as I said, another whole series of specific matters 
which have been identified in the attachment to my statement. 
The reality was that we simply didn't have time to work our 
way through those various suggestions that came from various 
sources and to allocate priorities and to determine whether 
this rather than that should be proceeded with first up in the 
short-to-medium term. There was a long process of discussion 
at official levels in refining the list into that group. 

There are many more proposals than that that are lying around 
the table, including Australian papers and so on, for 
worthwhile things that could be done; but that a group of -- I 
think -- 16 matters, that is in the attachment to my 
statement: that gives an indication that's where the thinking 
is at. 


What will now happen is that the senior officials -—. in 
January, hopefully, if not earlier -~- will sit down and work 
their way through that list, together with the benefit of any 
further thoughts or proposals that may emerge between now and 
then, and come up with an identified, substantial work 
program, going -- I would expect -- significantly beyond the 
two items that have been specifically earmarked, and set in 
train arrangements for those things to happen as well. And 
(then) to report progress back to the next ministerial-level 
consultative meeting which we expect to take place in 
Singapore around the middle of the year. 


So this isn't just rhetoric. There is quite a substantial 
list of A @ well thought out priority projects to 
embark upon. t is just a matter of sitting down now and 
getting the nuts and bolts right, and we believe that our 
officials will do that job very well indeed. 


Well, thank you ladies and gentlemen, I appreciate your 
presence and thank you once again to all my colleagues for 
their contributions 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
Let me start out with two administrative announcements 


As was announced yesterday at the White House, there 
will be a backgrounder at the White House today at 3°00 pm on 
President Aquino's visit 


As far as our activities here, there will be an ON THE 
RECORD press conference in the Press Briefing Room this evening 
-~ 1 think we talked about this yesterday - on the US -Japan 
Structural [mpediments [nitiative Talks The time for this 
briefing has been changed. however, to 7.00 pm So those of 
you who are waiting for 6:30 can now wait for 7:00 


Q You'll have to get a biager room 


f°) Well, there has been considerable interest in 
these subjects Not everybody present is interested I think 
there are colleagues who are , 


And with that, let's go to questions 


Q The President said this morning that he's hopeful 
that the payment made to Iran concerning the claims could lead 
the way to the eventual release of the hostages, and the 
official line here all along has been that there is no link 
between those two items Do you want to elaborate on what the 
President said this morning’ 


a No 
Q No? 
ne I have no - I mean, 1 watched it L'll have to 


read the transcript again and see if [ find any differences 
But I find no difference between what we've been saying 


Q He seemed to suggest that there was a link 
between the two 


A 1 would read his transcript again 1 really 
don't find any - 


Q Could you tell us, Richard, why the funds were 
released? 


StS] 
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a Maybe [ should give you all the details that [ 
have on what's known as Dollar Account No. 2 Judge Sofaer was 
out in The Hague last week on the 2nd and jird in connection 
with his responsibilities as regards the U S -Iren Claims 
Tribunal. 


While he was there, as he has dune before, he met with 
Iranian officials to discuss these Tribunal issues and 
settlement of a number of outstanding US and Iranian clai: 
These are technical, legal talks under the [Tribunal 


What he did was they reached agreement to settle 
what's called Dollar Account No. 2 This is an escrow account 
created under the 19861 Algiers Accords from frozen Iranian 
funds for the purpose of paying non-syndicated [ranian debts to 
American banks The account is actually held by the Bank of 
England. 


Under the Accords, once these bank claims are 
resolved, the remainder in the account is to be returned to 
Iran Almost all the remaining bank claims have now been 
resolved against this account, and over $816 million remains in 
the account 


Q How much again? 


a 818 million. So we reached an agreement with 
Iran on the disposition of these [Iranian funds We wanted to 
have a substantial portion used for the benefit of American 
claimants rather than simply being returned to Iran. So [ran 
has now agreed to transfer $243 million from Dollar Account No 
2 to what's known as the Security Account 


The Security Account 16 maintained under the Algiers 
Accords for the payment of Americans who receive awards from 
the Iran-U S. Claims Tribunal in The Haque This Security 
Account is actually held by the Outch Central Bank 


Had we not reached agreement with Iran, the Tribunal 
ultimately would have required that the entire remainder of the 
Dollar Account No. 2 be returned to Iran without any benefit to 
U.S. claimants. 


So that's the principal thing that he was out there 
for, that he was able to settle, was the disposition of these 
remaining Iranian funds in an account where the claims had been 
settled 


Q Richard, is the $818 million remaining in that 
account the entire remainder of the frozen [ranian assets? In 
other words, is that the only account in which Lranian assets 
have been - 





=Sea Tuesday, 11/7/89 


a No. There are other accounts I do have a 
rundown of other accounts. I know what you're going at. John. 
and I have to stop you right here and say [I can give you a lot 
of information, but I can't answer the question that you're 
going to want an answer to in the end, and that's how much is 
left, because one of the accounts -- the Security Account that 
[ referred to -- requires that it maintain a balance of $500 
million and so there is an obligation, whenever the claims 
are paid out of that account and bring it below $500 million, 
it has to be replenished So you can't say how many 
replenishments there might be in the end 


But let me go through some of this, just going through 
the whole other accounts question 


Under the Algiers Accords, there's a Security Account, 
which [ was just talking about, that was established to pay 
awards to U.S. claimants That account is held in the 
Netherlands and is currently at $500 million [ran must 
replenish it whenever it falls below this amount So once the 
funds from Dollar Account No 2 are transferred and added to 
the current total of $500 million, this Security Account wil) 
hold more than $740 million 


The interest on the account 18 kept ina related” 
account in the Netherlands, which is currently at $94 million 
There is also a trust fund being held in the US. which was 
established for the [ranian foreign military sales program 
Money was paid into this account under 2800 contracts over 15 
years, and the fund was drawn down as the contracts were 
implemented 


Iran claims that it is now due the balance remaining 
in this trust fund, but the amount in question for us involves 
legal and accounting issues It's tairly complex, and it is 
being arbitrated in the Claims Tribunal 


Q Richard, just before you go on, on that do you 
have any kind of ballpark figure? How much is [ran claiming 
that remains, and how such are we saying’ 1 mean, is there 
anything at all on this —§- 


a I don't have those figures In the past when we 
looked to the lawyers for that. they really declined to give 
out that kind of stuff 


Q and before you @o, the other thing - 


a it's all a matter of - it's not that it's 
terribly secret, it's just that the figures have to be 
established by the process of the Tribunal, and until they're 
established, they're just wild estimates 


Q Okay and before you 90 on further, on this $8618 
Million, is that money that remains in the account once these 
funds are transferred over 


BES] phy 2 
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. No. That was -- 
Q -- or does this account just get closed down once 


they transfer funds back to [ran and to the separate Security 
Account as well]? 


a I think the answer is it gets almost closed down 
- either closed down or almost closed down. The 618 is what 
they were deciding what to do with, and 243 of that was moved 
to the Security Account. And [ think that since almost all 
claims have now been resolved, I think all but a@ very small 
portion, if any, would be left 


Q Do these claims all have to do with banks? 


a That account is for non-syndicated [ranian debts 
to American banks That means money that Iran borrowed from 
individual American banks, as opposed to money that was 
borrowed from groups 


Q Are you on your review of alli the accounts, or 
have you completed it? 


is) Nou That was the end of all the accounts that I 
had ~ 


Q Then let me ask a@ question about the trust fund 
account Is the trust fund account essentially the equivalent 
in dollars of the military hardware which Iran often claims 
that it owns, but which remains in the United States -- 
physically in the United States? Am I being clear? 


a Yes. {t understand your question [t sounds 
logical to me, but let me find out if that's what the lawyers 
say as well 


Q So 1 quess the question is, aside from these 
money accounts, is there a separate bundle of either dollars or 
hardware or the equivalent of hardware that's sitting some 
place, or is that essentially what that trust fund account is? 


“ Based on what. 1 know so far about this, this was 
money that the Iranians paid for 2800 military contracts over 
1S years, and that as they actually got delivery of the goods 
and services under those contracts, the money would have been 
taken out of the account So that logically what was remaining 
should be equivalent to the value of military goods and 
services not delivered 


Q Right 


a But - 


Q Coming back to the -- 
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A That sounds logical, but let me check with the 
lawyers if that's right. So we'll get up an answer this 
afternoon. 


Q Coming back to the political question for a 
moment, the President referred to the transfer of the Dollar 
No. 2 Account as “ underbrush" that he said he wanted to have 
cleared out -- cleaned out 


a That's why I'm out here with a rake. 
Q That's why you're-out here with a rake? 
A Yes. (Laughter) 


Q That will get quoted. (Laughter) 


Are any of these other accounts, the Security Account 
and the trust fund account, considered by the United States 
Government to be “under ss: sh" which fall under the category of 
needing to be cleared out’? [ mean, ['ll get to the next 
question in a minute, but -- 


4 I think the whole process was what the President 
was referring toe -- that this is a technical, a legal, process 
that we do in The Hague. It was established by the Accords. 
[t's something that's been functioning in a fairly businesslike 
manner, and it's just a process that we continue And where 
there are settlements that can be reached, we try to reach 
them, but according to legal and technical rules of the 
Tribunal and of the Accords. [ wouldn't give it a greater 
significance than that. 


Q Would you characterize the cleaning out of this 
particular piece of “underbrush” by way of the agreement 
reached last week between Sofaer and his Iranian counterparts 
as being settlement of a longstanding, if technical, dispute 
between the two countries on that particular issue? Or is this 
another in a series of innumerable technical disputes which 
have been resolved over time? 


3) It's a series of disputes. The activity in The 
Hague has varied from time to time. As [I said, [ think this 
round of the discussions, the fact that they were able to 
achieve something, shows that they were constructive; they were 
businesslike. But it's part of this whole process that keeps 
going on in The Hague of settling claims and reaching 
agreements and settlements. 


Q Is there any way you characterize the tone? You 
characterized it as constructive and businesslike. Is there 
any characterization you can attach to the relationship between 
[ran and the United States on these technical issues? 


a Nothing more than I've already said. 
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Q Richard, let me make sure I understand 
something. In the absence of Judge Sofaer reaching agreement 
with the Iranians, the entire $818 million of Dollar Account 
No. 2 would have reverted to [ran, right? 


a That's right. 


Q But instead of that happening, some of it is 
taken and put in the Security Account, and they only get $575 
million, or whatever - 


fs) Something like that. 


Q Or almost that. So that they actually got less 
money now than they would have gotten otherwise. Why was it - 
why do you think it was in their interest to do that? 


A Well, [£ think it has to do with the nature of the 
Security Account, the fact that it has to keep a $500 million 
balance. So this was transferred to there as part of a 
replenishment, one might say 


Q And another question -- 


o As insurance against future claims that wilT have 
to be paid out of that account 


Q In other words, could the United States - in the 
absence of the United States doing anything, would the 618 just 
have stayed where it was? I mean, is this something we had to 
consent to? 


a) Well, as I said, had we not reached this 
agreement with [ran, the [Tribunal ultimately would have 
required that the entire remainder of Dollar Account No. 2 be 
returned to [ran. So I[ think it's pretty clear the money would 
have gone back 


Q Richard, when you were talking about payment to 
Americans who receive awards, is this American banks, or are 
there any individuals involved’ 


2) These are all sorts of claims I think it's just 
all U.S. claimants. The Security Account was established to 
pay awards to US. claimants I think it's not as defined as 
the other ones. 


Q Richard, can you tell us whether Mr. Sofaer 
reached any other agreements with the [ranians when he was in 
The Hague last week or subsequent to his meetings? 


A There were some other minor things We also 
reached agreement with Llran on the settlement of a series of 
relatively small government-to-government claims that were 
before the Tribunal These claims involved disputes over the 
performance of contracts for the supply of goods and services. 
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Two examples are U.S. Embassy fuel bills and a set of 
Department of Agriculture technical assistance funds. In none 
of these cases have we agreed to return military properties to 
Iran. 


Q How much money was in those two bills? 


a { don't have the amounts. ['m just told they're 
very small 


Q Richard, can we have a copy of these things that 
you have outlined? 


a Yes I can get you copies of some of this 

Q My question -- 

o The Dollar Account No. 2 stuff we can get for you 
Q What about the compensation to the families of 


the victims of the Vincennes? Has it been dealt with in these 
negotiations or at this [ribunal, or what happened to the 
repayment that the United States offered as a gesture of 
humanity -- a humanitarian gesture in this issue? ; 

fs) I didn't get an update It's not the subject of 
these conversations as far as ['m aware, so ['m not sure where 
the other issue stands 


Q Because this 1s the biggest gripe that they have 
now established -- you know, this edict of arresting people and 
sentencing and putting them to trials because of this 
tit-for-tat, and because this issue isn't settled yet with the 
Iranians 


a Well, we've made our proposal We expressed ur 
willingness to provide humanitarian ex gratia compensation to 
the families of the victims As far as 1 know, that's where it 
stands, but let me see if we have an update on it 


Q Are they going to get the remainder of the 
Account in No. 2 eventually, and then if they are, did the 
agreement with Sofaer give them that large chunk of money 
sooner than they would have under the normal [ribunal 
proceedings? 


a Well, 1 quess probably this settlement reached a 
disposition of the Funds somewhat sooner than might have 
happened otherwise if the wheels of the [Tribunal ground on 
But it got $243 million deposited in the Security Account 
souner, and it got essentially the remainder - I'm not sure, 
there may be a couple of millicn left over at the end -- to be 
returned 
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Q Is there any schedule for -- as a result of last 
week's consultations, is there any schedule for further 
negotiations to -- ['ll use the word “expedite” -- but to clear 
away the underbrush of these matters, perhaps speed up the 
process of the wheels of the Tribunal? 


4 I'm not aware of any further thing scheduled No 


Q Again, just sort of so that we aren't faulted for 
not asking the question, has there been any contact between the 
U.S. and [ran on non-technical, non-Tribunal matters in recent 
weeks or months? 


Aa None that I'm aware of, and certainly these-were 
purely technical and legal talks in The Hague. 


Q Richard, [I'm sorry if this question was asked 
earlier, but has Sofaer made a previous trip like this, or was 
this his first? 


2) He's gone to The Haque before, and 1 believe he's 
had meetings like this before 


Q Let me ask you, between the Justice Department 
and State on this extraterritorial arrest and rendition, where 
did the bouncing ball stop in the Bush Administration? Does 
the State Department accept that ruling, that finding, that 
interpretation by DOJ? 


a We put out, I think, a fairly extensive statement 
on the day that that -- whatever it was, the advisory opinion, 
or whatever it was called - ruling came out That's where it 


stopped, as far ['m concerned 


Q As far as the State Department is concerned? 
a Yes 

Q How about the Bush Administration? 

RB [I think that was more or less what the White 


House said as well. I'd just refer you back to the statements 
that have been made 


Q What is the Administration's position on holding 
talks with the [ranians on matters unrelated to the claims 
issue -- political issues? The previous Administration - 

A [t's unchanged from our previous statements on 
that, some of which have been rather °° ent 

Q The previous Administr n's policy was to offer 


to hold talks with credible interlocuturs from Iran. Are you 
saying basically the same thing now? 
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“ ['ll get you the full text. [ don't remember all 
the words myself, but essentially that. 


7 Is this Administration under a kind of -- 
Q (Inaudible) 
a No, we've said it much more recently. I'm sure 


Q Richard, is it that same -- [ think it was about 
3-4 parts that you used to recite as a litany all the time? 


a [ didn't do my homework and [ don't know the 
litany, but I can get it for you 


Q More recently, the Secretary has spoken about 
conditions under which U S$.-Iranian relations might improve, 
and he's talked about terrorism, renunciation of terrorism, and 
so on. I don't recall it, but if you'd take the question of 
whether or not he's also laid out the condition of with whom he 
would speak, or with whom the U.S. would speak, and so on? 


A [ think it's all together in the appropriate 
litany. - 

Q Is the U.S. Administration under the impression 
that the [ranians have a kind of linkage in their mind with 
regard to the hostages and the assets -- frozen assets, 1 mean? 

A Again, that's - 

Q The President was quite clear that he doesn't 
have - 

m That's been reported, and I think the President 


spoke to it today. ['ll leave it at that 


Q Can you tell us if the Lranians raised the 
hostage issue during the technical negotiations last week in 
The Haque? 


a I'm not aware that it was raised at all, Ralph 
['ll put it that way 


Q Just as we were coming in, Reuters ran a story 
that the East German Cabinet had resigned You are not aware 
of this? 


a No, l'm not I'm not 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East in a different 
area? The President was non-committal this morning in his news 
conference about the visit of Mr. Shamir and said that I[srael 
has to present some constructive things What's this whole 
issue of Mr. Shamir's visit -- is it going to materialize or 
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not materialize? Is there a schedule or no schedule? [s he 
going to be ever welcomed in the White House, the State 
Department, or other places? What's happening on this issue? 


A I don't have anything to add to what the 
President said 

Q So it's all in the air? 

i) What we said yesterday and what he said. 


Q The President said he'd like to think that there 
would be something to talk about. Was he suggesting that the 
United States Government was not prepared -- did not have 
anything to talk about with [srael? 


s I don't have anything to add to what the 
President said. 


Q You know of no plans to have Shamir here at the 
State Department? 


“ I'm not aware that anything has been scheduled, 
but we haven't -- [ haven't been able to ask the question of 
the people who handle the Secretary's schedule since most of 
them are in Australia. 


Q Richard, I asked yesterday if you had anything on 
the statement of the Roman Catholic Bishops on the Middle 
East You said you hadn't seen it yet Have you seen it? And 


if so, “ave you got anything to say about it? 
ve No 


Q No, you haven't seen it, or, no, you have nothing 
to say about it? 


l haven't seen the statement, I think | saw a 
press report about it, and [ don't have anything to say on it 


Q Richard, the East German Parliament this morning 
rejected the government's proposed new travel regulations as 
being too strict, suggesting that the 30 days abroad and 30-day 
application period was simply not acceptable Do you view that 
as a hopeful sign? 


“ I don't think 1 can characterize it, John I 
think we said yesterday from here that it remained to be seen 
whether steps such as these were enough to satisfy the desires 
of the population - the people of East Germany for a freer and 
more open environment 


Q And do you think this 1s evidence that it was not? 


A If what you report is true, yes, that would be 
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Q Richard, didn't actually the [sraeli Prime 
Minister, or Israeli officials, ask for a meeting with the 
Secretary or with the President while Mr. Shamir is in the u S _? 


A I don't know I'm not aware of any such request 
here, and whether they asked in the White House, [ don't know 


Q Is it a good assumption, since the word 
“assumption” is very popular nowadays, to assume that there is 
a linkage somehow between the U.S. perception that the Israelis 
haven't come forward and the U.S. decision to kind of put a 
damper on meetings with the Prime Minister here? Can we assume 
that? Should we assume it? 


i You make your own assumptions. IL just don't have 
anything to add to this issue 


Q All right. Have you heard from the Egyptian side 
about the “assumptions” that were received yesterday? 


s No, we haven't gotten a response from Egypt at 
this point. 


Q Just, if I may, to ask a slightly different 
question: Have you heard from the Egyptians on the Baker ~ 
proposal, the Baker initiative, as opposed to the Israeli 
assumptions? 


A Well, 1 was answering it. sort of two-for-one We 
don't have the Cayptian answer at this point 


Q When will you print or publish the five points of 
Mr. Baker, if you did not already’ 


A When we come to the end of the process; when 
they're agreed or unagreed 


Q I will take the assumptions and ask you if you 
have some assessment by the answer of the [sraelis and the six 
conditions to the five points of Mr. Baker? You reel yourself, 
you are closer to the peace process, or you're going to point 
one or point zero in this whole process? 


“ We answered that question yesterday [ don't 
have anymore to say, frankly 


Q On Panama Has another group of PDF dependent 
refugee types come from Panama in the last couple of days to 
the United States? 


4 Yes A group of Panamanian refugees arrived 
yesterday in the U.S 


Q Were there POF officers among them? 
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a I'm not in a position to say anymore than that 
v How large a group was it? 
A I'm sorry, ['m not in a position to say 
Q You can't even say whether it's Miami? 
me No 
Q Richard, just to ask the question, have you heard 


from the Palestinian side through the Egyptians or directly 
from the Palestinians about the Israeli reply?’ 


" [I said we hadn't heard from the Eayptians 
They're the ones that are in touch with the Palestinians 


Q There's no contact with the Palestinians directly 
on this issue at all; is that what you're saying? 


Aa No, I didn't say that [ said that the response 
-- aS we said before - the re°-onse on the five puints and 
matters thereon, we expect to come from the Egyptians 


Q A technical question The President referred to 
the Baker initiative as the “Baker proposal.“ Up to now the 
State Department has declined to do that You wouldn't quarre] 
with the President's characterization of this as the "Baker 
proposal,” would you? 


A No. We have dealt with various proposals, 
points, initiatives, and other things in this process [ think 
we just find different words at different times so we can keep 
them separate 


Q I would like to ask a question, sort of a 
follow-up on yesterday's discussion of immigration issues 
Late in the day an answer to a question was available in which 
the United States indicated there was some fraud reported in a 
Soviet agency that provides visa or exit permits to Soviet Jews 
seeking to leave. [t prompted a question that [ would just 
like to follow up on 


Is the net effect of all the changes the U S has made 
in the last month or so on Soviet immigration, including taking 
into account dealing with this alleged Soviet fraud, is the net 
effect of it all to channel more Soviet refugees directly to 
Israel? 


i) l think that remains to be seen Lndividuals 
will make their choices based on what's available to them. You 
have a situation where there are very large numbers of people 
who were applying, where we've been able to increase the 
numbers that we can take in various ways 1 think we've gone 
through this several times. But where - there are individuals 
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who are going to have to decide not to come to the United 
States and to go elsewhere Where they decide to go and what 
opportunities are available to them is really a matter for them 
to decide 


Q But doesn't this process -- don't the changes 
initiated by the U.S. have the effect of closing off the option 
for people to make a choice when they arrive at an interim 
destination, essentially forcing them to make that choice when 
they are in the Soviet Union? 


oa That's right, but they make the choice They 
still make the same choice 


Q That's how the US. satisfies its principal 
position of freedom of choice, while at the same time 
essentially closing off one option for those chod +s to be made 
at a later period of time, at a later point in tiwe? 


‘ I don't think that's true, because the Israeli 
visas of the past were really flags of convenience to get to 
Rome and Vienna and then make your choice for many people and 


that's the situation, as now, based on our processing and the 
ability to get Soviet exit visas, is that they can now make 
that same choice at home in Moscow There's no essential 
change in what an individual is trying to do 


Q And were the changes initiated by the United 
States made in consultation with the Israeli government? 


fs) { wouldn't describe it that way [I'm sure we've 
Giscussed these matters with the Israeli government We talk 
about Jews in the Soviet Union and immigration from the Soviet 
Union all the time with Israelis, but 1 wouldn't say that we 
made our changes in consultation with them These are 
decisions taken as part of our refugee prooram 


Q Richard, if [ can just go back to my colleagues 
question about information or contact with Palestinians The 
report in today's Washington paper -- the one that isn't the 
Post -- says that the Bush Administration has received warnings 
from the PLO that if it accepts Israel's demand to exclude the 
PLO from peace talks, it would undermine its chances 


Has the Administration received anything from the 
Palestinians through any channel whatsoever? 


is) ['m not quite sure what the question is Have we 
ever talked to a Palestinian, and - 


Q [ mean on this particular issue -- 


a - the answer is - 
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+ -- you're saying you haven't had anything from 
the Egyptians and that the Egyptians are the channel through 
which you are expecting to receive certain information from the 
Palestinians should that information be forthcoming This 
report says that you have received - and they may be 
incorrect; it's what I'm asking -- have you received any 
information from the Palestinians on this particular issue from 
any channel whatsoever, perhaps other than the Egyptians? You 
say "ot from the Egyptians 


iy There's all kinds of stories out there about 
receiving things or agreeing to things, and whatever I'm not 
going to try to comment on every single report that we've 
agreed, received, or talked to somebody. [ explain, [ believe, 
last week how the US. dialoque with the PLO fit into this 
whole process; where we have a dialogue which -- what [ said 
last week was that it was to see whether the PLO was willing to 
go along with a realistic approach to peace So that's the 
kind of process we're engaged in now, and we believe the PLO 
should go along with it and not seek to block it That's 
basically what our discussions in Tunis are about 


Q Have you received anything from them that says 
that if you accept the Israeli demands, then they consider_it 
undermining? 


2) I'm just not going to get into specific reports 
of what people might have said, agreed to, and all that stuff 


Q Richard, how recently was your last meeting with 
the PLO in Tunis? 


“ We haven't had any big formal meetings, the kind 
that we announce And as far as other meetings, there's 
contacts all the time and I'm just now sure 


Q Would it be fair for us to conclude that at the 
time that Secretary Baker sent his, I think you called it 
“slightly amended version of the Baker initiative” to Israel 
and Eqypt, that contacts were made with the PLO as well to 
discuss that slightly amended version, if not to present them 
with one? 


“ I don't think that's a fair assumption for you to 
make or a safe one 


Q Sorry?’ 
a Nor a safe one 
Q Could you say -- well, if *%& 4 rot, why not? ! 


mean, what - 


a Because, as we've always explajced this process, 
that we're discussing the Five points with Egypt and with 
Israel 





a 


-15- Tuesday, 11/7/89 





Q You have contacts all the time 


A Egypt cannot substitute itself for Palestinians 
But, nonetheless, we've said repeatedly that our efforts 
recognize that Egypt is in touch with Palestinians and that's 
why we're working with Egypt in this process 


Q But you have contacts all] the time 


A So that's the principal focus for our discussion 
of the five points 


Q A moment ago you said you have contacts all the 
time with the PLO 


“ And 1 explained what the context of those 
contacts was as it relates to this other stuff that's going on 


Q I'd like to ask you, just to clarify a point, my 
understanding was yesterday that Israel's reply is tantamount 
to accepting the five points that were represented by Secretary 
Baker The President today. again, if [| understand what he 
said, is that we have to find something to talk about Lf 
Israel accepted the five points, why isn't there something to 
talk about, or did Israel not accept the five points today” anc 
we misread it yesterday’ 


” I'm sorry, I'm not going to try to gloss on the 
extensive discussion we had yesterday nor the President's words 
this morning 


Q Then, can you comment on my question? Is there a 
contradiction there? Did Israel accept - do you still believe 
that Israel accepted the five points? 


A We talked about that whole issue of acceptance 
and assumptions and conditions and sort of stuff yesterday 


Q What about now’ 
“ I think we made very clear yesterday - and our 
view really hasn't changed So I really don't have anything 


new to say on it 


Q Richard, have you advised the Eqyptians to delay 
their response to the Israeli assumptions’ 


a No Simple answer 


Q The Washington Post, in its editorial today, said 
that the Israelis are asking the United States to effectively 
Give it a diplomatic blank check on this whole issue of these 
Six reservations or conditions Do you agree to this 
assessment or this editorializing in the Washington Post about 
this? 
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- We discussed our attitude towards this 
yesterday I really don't have anything to add 


Q You mean the Israelis are not asking you for a 
diplomatic blank check? 


” I'm not going to comment on every report. every 
editorial, and everything like that We expressed our view of 
the Israeli decision Wwe welcomed it As many of you know, 
the Secretary has called Minister Arens, to congratulate him on 
the decisions and say that we want to keep working with them 
That's where we have to leave it 


Q This whole thing, you are working from one side 
You're not working for the other side [ see that you are not 
-- you have an earful on what the Palestinians are saying if 
you say that you are in contact with them all the time or you 
have some contact You're hearing these seven points that the 
Palestinians are bringing to you and they brought to you 
yesterday or the day before yesterday You're working with the 
Israelis, but you are not giving the same podium or forum to 
the Palestinians to address these issues 


A [ just addressed that in terms of, we're working 
with the Israelis, we're working with the Eqyptians We ienow 
the Egyptians are in very close touch with the Palestinians, 


with the PLO, with people in the territories They are people 
we're talking to right now They can help this whole process 
Q But the involvement of the Eqyptians last week 


generated some anger here in the Administration (inaudible) the 
Egyptians to buzz off, or similar to this 


i) [ don't know who you're talking to We've never 
expressed that from the podium or officially 


Q Another subject, real briefly Has the US 
engaged in any discussions with China over ways that the U S 
and the Chinese government could resolve their continuing 
disagreement about the state of relations, let's say, since the 
Nixon visit? 


a Since the Nixon visit? 
Q Yeah 
a I'm not aware of any specific formal discussion 


like that, Ralph. 


Q How about informal discussion? 


4 The way you put the question so broadly, that any 
time we discuss anything in the relationship, you could of sort 
of link it to that 
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Q [ hesitate to make reterence to the President 
because that gives you an out to say you don't want to comment 
on the President's words So [ won't make reference to that at 
all in my question But there are indications that the United 
States has some ideas about how the relationship might be 
improvec and that those ideas May have been communicated ¢ the 


Chinese government ['m trying to explore how that might have 
occurred and what those ideas might be? 

” Let me make reference to the President He said 
that he had ideas that he was going to keep private Ll'm just 


not in @ position to even attempt to talk about it even if [ 
knew what they were 


Q Richard. have you been able to establish contacts 
with the new LebdDanese President’ [ did ask the same question 
yesterday 

“ You asked me the question yesterday Ll was going 
to check on it this morning I'll have to check on it again 


I'm sorry 


Q l'd like to ask @ Question about Taiwan a 
Taiwan dissident, Hsu Hsin-iiang, went back to Taiwan last 
month and the town authority charged him with sedition and the 
evidence against him include his statement he made while a 
resident in the United States in «a publication by his Los 
Angeles newspaper How Goes the United States respond to this 
kind of charge’ 


” It's a case that we are following closely, that 
we are interested in and concerned about Let me just stop 
there and tell you that and then tell you that we'll get you a 
more expanded answer to that question in @ few minutes 


Q Thank you 


a Thanks 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 pm) 
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-- IRAN'S FOREIGN MILITARY SALES “TRUST FUND” IS NOT 


THE EQUIVALENT IN DOLLARS OF THE MILITARY 
























HARDWARE WHICH IRAN OFTEN CLAIMS IT OWNS BUT WHICH REMAINS 


IN THE UNITED STATES. 


-- THE TRUST FUND WAS gESTABLISHED FOR THE MILITARY SUPPLY 
RELATIONSHIP THAT EXISTED FOR SOME 15 YEARS BETWEEN 
IRAN AND THE UNITED STATES. MONEY WAS PAID INTO THIS 


ACCOUNT UNDER 2800 CONTRACTS, AND DRAWN DOWN AS THE 





CONTRACTS WERE IMPLEMENTED. IRAN CLAIMS THE BALANCE, 
BUT, AS I SAID YESTERSDAY, THERE ARE DIFFICULT LEGAL 
AND ACCOUNTING ISSUES IN SORTING OUT WHAT THE BALANCE 
IS, SINCE THERE ARE DISAGREEMENTS ABOUT CHARGES MADE 


TO THE ACCOUNT, WHETHER DELIVERIES WERE MADE, AND THAT 





SORT OF THING. THE TRIBUNAL IS WORKING ON RESOLVING 


THOSE DISAGREEMENTS. 


-- THE MILITARY EQUIPMENT AT ISSUE IS EQUIPMENT THAT, FCR 
THE MOST PART, HAD ALREADY BEEN SOLD AND DELIVERED TO 
rrah, AND LATER WAS SHIPPED BACK TO THE U.S. FOR 
REPAIR. IT GOT CAUGHT IN THE U.S. IN 1979. IRAN HAS 
REPEATEDLY SAID IT WANTS THIS EQUIPMENT BACK. THE 
TRIBUNAL SAID WE DON'T HAVE TO EXPORT IT TO IRAN, BUT 
INSTEAD THAT WE HAVE TO PAY THE 1981 VALUE. THIS IS A 
DIFFICULT MATTER TO FIGURE OUT FOR THE APPROXIMATELY 
3800 ITEMS INVOLVED, AND THE TRIBUNAL IS ALSO WORKING 


ON RESOLVING THESE DIFFERENCES. . | | 
Stol CUPY AVAILABLE 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted: November 7, '89 
Iran: U.S. Policy 


: What is current US policy on developing a relationship 
with Iran? 





A: Any improvement in the relationship between our two 
countries will require that Iran end its support for terrorism 


and take action to free the US hostages in Lebanon. 


We believe a more normal rélationship between the US and Iran 
would be in the interest of both countries. We do not wish to 
interfere in Iran's internal affairs; Iran's form of government 


is for the Iranian people themselves to choose. 


We remain ready for a direct dialogue with authorized 
representatives of the Government of Iran, without 


preconditions. 
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TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: Nov. 7. 1989 
PRESS BRIEFING OF NOV. 7, 1989 
I TAIWAN OF HSU HS LI 


Q A Taiwan dissident. Hsu Hsin-Liang. went back to 
Taiwan last month. The town authority charged him with 
sedition, and evidence against him includes a statement he 
made while resident in the United states and a provocation 
by his Los Angeles-based newspaper. How does the United 
States respond to this kind of challenge? 


A WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE INDICTMENT, HANDED DOWN ON 


OCTOBER 14, CHARGES HSU WITH CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT SEDITION 





BASED UPON HIS ACTIONS LEADING UP TO AND FOLLOWING THE 
KAOSHIUNG INCIDENT IN 1979, INCLUDING HSU'S ACTIONS WHILE 
IN THE UNITED STATES. IN GENERAL WE VIEW WITH CONCERN THE 
INDICTMENT IN A FOREIGN LAND OF ANY INDIVIDUAL FOR THE 
EXERCISE OF CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED FREEDOMS WHILE IN 
THE UNITED STATES. WE CHERISH THESE BASIC FREEDOMS, EVEN 
THOUGH WE MAY NOT AGREE WITH THE INDIVIDUAL'S PARTICULAR 
VIEWS. THIS CASE ALSO RAISES THE DISTURBING ISSUE OF THE 
MONITORING OF POLITICAL EXPRESSION IN THE UNITED STATES BY 
FOREIGN SECURITY FORCES. THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE IN TAIWAN 
IS RAISING THIS ISSUE WITH THE TAIWAN AUTHORITIES AND WILL 


FOLLOW THIS CASE CLOSELY. 
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Posted: November 7, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 7, 1989 
LEBANON: NEW PRESIDENT 
Q: Have we been in contact with President Muawad? 
A: AS THE PRESIDENT INDICATED IN HIS PRESS 
CONFERENCE TODAY, A MESSAGE OF 
CONGRATULATIONS AND SUPPORT IS ON ITS WAY TO 


PRESIDENT MUAWAD. 


t 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


Office of the Press Secretary 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


November 7, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


3:00 P.M. EST 


MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Welcome to the BACKGROUND 
pre-brief on the upcoming state visit of President Aquino of the 
Philippines. Today's BACKGROUND briefer, for your inf tion only 
to be used in print or sound is 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. Let me just 
say a few words by way of introducing the subject and then we can 
have questions. - 


This visit comes within the basic framework, the context 
of strong United States support for democracy in the Philippines. 
The Edsa revolution happened in February of ‘86. The United States 
made very clear at that time that we were for it and intended to try 
to do what we could to help make it succeed. And I think the record 
over the subsequent three years shows that, indeed, we've done quite 
a lot in terms of economic and military assistance; in terms of trade 
concessions, investment incentives, political support. 


President Aquino was last here in + poem ed of that 
year -- September of '86 -- when her administration was still very 
new. And it was one of the highlights of state visits of that year, 
as you will recall. And in those sane ent three years, since 
September of '86, she has presided over an inistration that has 
confronted rather effectively some important challenges and has made 
significant progress, in our view. 


The economy is much improved -- growth rate in the 
neighborhood of six percent, et investment rather than 
consumer-led. The communist insurgency is still a threat, a 
long-term threat to the Philippines, bu but its growth has been stynied. 
It has, I would say, more or less plateaued. And certainly the major 
achievement of the Aquino administration and one which ought always 
7. be borne in mind when you're thinking about the Philippines and 

— oe is that the Aquino government has carried through on the 

se of the Edsa revolution in terms of establishing a democratic 
system of government from the center all the way down to the village 
level. A constitution was drafted and a reste houses of Congress 
were elected, and then provincial and village-level governments vere 
elected. 


So the accomplishments of the last three years, to which 
we think we have in some measure contributed, are rea There is a 
positive momentum, and I think that Mrs. Aquino's intention in coming 
here this time is to sustain that momentun. 


She —. ~~ .- rtant link between economic 

and political stabilit a S tinuing success of the democratic 
system, and consequently, ner andes theme of this visit reflected in 
the schedule, as you will see, is on business -- trade and 
investment. This, in our view, is a logical focus and one that we 
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entirely agree with. We, too, believe that the private sector holds 
the key to the success of the Philippine economy and hence to the 
success of democracy in the Philippines. 


And that is is reflected on our , for example, 
in the Multilateral Assistance Initiative about which you have heard 
and will be hearing more, I imagine, which is a multilateral effort 
designed to invigorate the private sector in the Philippines and 
produce self-sustaining growth over the long ters. 


So that's the general context. The visit provides 
another occasion for the United States to emphasize, to reiterate its 
commitment to Philippine democracy and to welcome its chief 1 
and proponent, President Aquino. We look forward to a good visit. 


Q What's the extent of U.S. military and economic aid 
to the Philippines now? Has it been going up, down, and are ve 
satisfied with the way she's been spending it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The economic and 
military assistance to the Philippines since Mrs. Aquino took office 
in February of ‘86 has averaged, what, in the neighborhood of $400 
million annually, which is a substantial increase over the average of 
the late Marcos years. It represents, particularly given our budget 
circumstances, an important commitment. 


Q Is the United States imistic about getting the 
Philippines to agree to extend the American bases? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think we're 
confident that at the end of the day there will be an agreement which 
will permit the retention to continue operation of those facilities 
of ours in the Philippines. 


Q Is that going to be something that's going to be 
discussed during Mrs. Aquino's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would imagine that 
every aspect of U.S.-Philippine relations of any importance is going 
to be discussed, and that's important. However, I would remind you 
that when Vice President Quayle traveled to Manila back in ge ad 
he took with him a letter from the President to President no, in 
which the President essentially proposed that we begin talking about 
a nev eement in December of this year. President Aquino agreed to 
that that's the plan. And so, basically, it's taken care of in 
that sense. 


Q The Foreign Minister and the Defense Minister are 
both dead set against hav the American bases there. Considering 
that, how much -- it looks like the United States is going to have to 
make a lot of concessions. How many concessions are willing to 
make? Are they willing to -- how much access are we willing to give 
the Philippine armed forces to the bases, for example? How such more 


money is Congress going to be likely to be able to dig up to answer 
their requests? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are a lot of 
unanswered questions out there that we'll get to when we get into 
negotiations. I don't agree with characterization of the 
Foreign Minister and the Defense Minister as being adamantly opposed 
be an extension of these facilities. I don't think they would 
either. 


Q You mentioned her trip here is on trade and 
business. Specifically, what is she looking for on trade and 
business, and where? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She's 1 for 
increased American and other wir investment in the Philippine 
economy. She's looking to sell Filipino goods. I don't know if 
you've seen the schedule. It was issued over in the State Department 
yesterday. But you'll note that it's heavily laden with events that 
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involve businessmen. 


She starts out Wednesday morning at the Stock Exchange in 

New York and then has a business-hosted lunch. And that's the sort 
of pattern that repeats itself during the course of the visit. She 
goes to Dallas, Texas, where she's hosted, essentially, by J.C. Penny 

, which was a sajor importer of Filipino goods last year and 
the volume is going to this year. It's that sort of thing. 
She's interested in heightening the consciousness of American 
businessmen with respect to opportunities in the Philippines. And 
she'll have plenty of chances to do that. 


Q You say that you're confident that there will be an 
agreement they're go to extend leases on U.S. bases. What is it 
that makes you so confident? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think that, 
although the negotiations are likely to be long and very complicated, 
we think that there's a logic that both parties will see at the end. 
That is to say that these facilities do, in fact, serve the interests 
of both countries in very hy ways. And I think that will be 
the compelling fact that will assert itself and I think we will have 
an agreement. We're going into it with that frame of sind. 


Q On that point, the Filipinos -- 
of them and some Americans are say given the situation in the 
world between the United States, the Soviet Union and other 
countries, deduction in military tensions and so forth, that these 
bases are not nearly es important to the United States or to 


Philippine security as they were, perhaps five or 10 years ago. How 
do ansver that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think they are 
important to regional security and to Philippine security and I think 
that's still recognized in the Philippines as well, Don. 


Q According to what -- to counter what, whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our bases in the 
pee | pate are regarded by every government in East Asia as a 
stabilizing factor. They're something that are welcomed in the 
region. It's not productive to speculate or ize about 
threats. They are @ known ity and are an 
representation of the Uni States commitment to the security and 
stability of the region, which we've been undertaking for decades. 
_ & think that's a sentiment still widely shared throughout the 
region. 


Q You said that the United States will renew its 
commitment to Philippine democracy and, of course, it has a strong 
commitment to Mrs. Aquino. But as far as sutual security's 
concerned, Mrs. Aquino is -- quote -- “keeping my options open," -- 
unquote. Wouldn't it be — for this visit to produce sore 
of a symmetrical commitment 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I told what 
our attitude is toward the continuation of our facilities in the 
Philippines. We think it's important that remain there and we 
expect to achieve an agreement. As I said earlier, the two sides 
have agreed to begin talking in December and I think that's all that 
we want at this point. 


Q Reporting out of the Phiiippines suggested -- it was 
a Post interview, I think -- in which she said that -- indicated that 
she was coming looking for both redevelopment aid and debt relief. 
Do you think she's liable to get either or both? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the debt relief side, 
the yoy are in the final stages of working out an arrangement 
with their commercial creditors, which would result in, I understand, 
@ buy-back of to $1.4 billion. That's ongoing. We hope it 
succeeds. We will help it succeed if we can. 
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Q Are you satisfied by the human rights record of the 
Philippines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we what? 


Q Are satisfied by the level of human rights -- 
the record of human rights? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We ize that there 
are problems in that area in the Philippines. Our view of that is 
amply documented in the annual human rights that we produce 

{e's been the subject of numerous congressional hearings. 
There's no doubt about President Aquino's commitzent to the 
of the human rights situation in the Philippines. That 


much is beyond question. And a great deal of progress that area 
has been made. 


I would add that the central source of human rights 
problems in the Philippines is the yy \t And the single 
greatest violator of human rights in Philippines is the NPA. But 
there are problems on the government side. President Aquino is avare 
of that. And as I say, I think yoy progress has been sade in 
the three years that she has been office. 


Q You noted in September of 1986 she came here, not 
too long after the revolution, and it was a very euphoric moment -- 
like floating on a cloud or something. The atmosphere now is quite 
different, as the stories from Manila have suggested. Is this just 
like a fact of life after you've been in office three years, or is 
there something that's been going a little bit awry in this 
relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think anything 
has gone awry in the relationship. It's Bw | difficult to replicate 
a dramatic occasion such as the Edsa on itself or the Aquino 
state visit of 1986. But the relationship, we think, has continued 
to develop in good ways since then. We've cooperated in every field, 
made a lot of progress, and as I say, I think developed a certain 
amount of somentun, which President ino and we are hopeful can be 
sustained and increased. So I think it's -- and this is going to be 
an important and, we think, a very successful visit. 


Q What do you think accounts for —— = s 
failure to get a hold on the communist insurgency. > on 
there's something that this country could have done to i her ae 
better in counteracting then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the Aquino 
government has made, basically, important inroads, one8 progress 
against the, ineurgency As I said, in our view the i has 
ateaued, insofar as you can measure these things. And it's 
aifficult to be precise. 


But we believe that in the last couple of years of the 
Marcos regime the insurgency was growing expedientially very, = 
rapidly. With President Aquino's taking office and her 
actions to implant a democratic system, that removed one of the ite 
levances that the communists were able to play on and was, in 
teelf, a significant step against the communists. 


The armed forces of the Philippines have had sone 
successes over the last year or so aga the communists. They've 
to round up a very significant number of senior leaders and, 
in general, it's our view that have at least reached a 
situationof stand-off. The communist i is no leneer growing 
at en alarming rate, which does not mean that it's no longer a 
threat; it still is, but real progress has been made. 


Q I remember when she took office there was a lot of 
talk about a lot of disarray in the armed forces in general. Do you 
think that could be one reason that more headway hasn't been made 
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"And can you give us sort of an assessment of how much the Philippines 
or her administration has managed to put the armed forces back into 


shape? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's ag 

real progress in that area as well. ge a 

‘87 attempted coup. Since then, the state of civil & As 
relations has improved markedly. And I think the threat of further 
so-called destablization actions from that quarter has declined 
significantly. I think morale within the armed forces, discipline, 
the sorts of things that are important for an effective force are 
much greater now than they were in, say, two years ago or three years 
ago. 


Q If that's the fact, why did she have to put the 
Ss = -- the armed forces on full alert during the time that 
she's here 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
pattern in the Philippines often is that when the President is away 
there is what you t call background noise from every quarter. 

And you'll have rightists saying things that sound undoubtedly more 
threatening than they, in fact, are. That it is possible that the - 
communists may attempt something during her absence. The Philippines 
faces -- she faces real challenges and real problems in a variety of 
areas, which is why -- and we think it is so important to provide her 
the kind of political and material support that we have. 


I don't think there's a -- we do not see a serious 
threat, but there is inevitably going to be demonstrations by Marcos 
supporters, for example, and other sorts of threatening noises that 
require a prudent approach. 


Q Back to the base negotiations, are you going to set 
the specific date for the negotiations during her visit here 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that that's 
necessarily in the cards. We agreed that we're going to begin in 
December and we'll eventually fasten on a date. 

Q SE Se ore e OS eee Seeereene 6° yen 
anticipate any diecussicn coming up of the disposition of former 
President Marcos? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would doubt it. Mrs. 
Aquino's view on that is well-known and so is our position. 


Q What is our position? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our position is that we 
defer to her with respect to the disposition of Marcos now, just as 
we did with respect to his status when he was living. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
U.S.-JAPAN STRUCTURAL IMPEDIMENTS INITIATIVE TALKS 
BY 
RICHARD McCORMACK, UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOR ECONOMIC & AGRICULTURAL AFFALRS 
S. LINN WILLIAMS, DEPUTY U.S. TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 
CHARLES DALLARA, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY FOR 
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
MICHAEL FARREN, UNDER SECRETARY OF COMMERCE FOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
JOHN TAYLOR, COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISORS 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1989, 7:30 P.M. 


MR. BOUCHER: Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. This 
is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the subject of the U.S.-Japan 
Structural Impediments Initiative Talks which just concluded. Thank 
you all for your patience. I think we'll just try to start as 
quickly as possible. 


When we get to the question period, if you can try to 
direct your questions at specific individuals, it will make it 
easier for them to answer. So if I can ask Dick McCormack to 
introduce everyone. 


MR. McCORMACK: Thank you very much. As you know, we've 
just spent the last two days discussing with our Japanese colleagues 
the Structural Impediments Talks that were launched by President 
Bush and Prime Minister Uno in July to identify and solve structural 
problems of both countries that stand as an impediment to trade and 
balance of payments adjustment with a goal of contributing to the 
reduction of payments and balances. 


Joining us at the talks was Assistant Secretary Charles 
Dallara of the Treasury, who will subsequently give a brief summary 
of the discussion; Linn Williams, the Deputy U.S. Trade 
Representative; John Taylor, a member of the Council of Economic 
Advisors at the White House; and Mr. Farren, the Under Secretary of 
Commerce. 


Charles. 
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MR. DALLARA: Thank you, Dick. We apologize for 
the delay and appreciate your patience. We have just 
completed two lengthy days of discussions with the Japanese 
Government on a broad range of structural issues in the two 
economies. Indeed, many agencies were represented by this 
Japanese team as was the case on the part of the United 
States as well. 


Yesterday, we concentrated on the items of 
interest to our Japanese colleagues, issues relating, for 
example, to the U.S. savings patterns, practices; issues 
relating to corporate behavior in the U.S. economy; and a 
range of other issues. 


Today, we concentrated on U.S. Government points 
of interest: Issues relating to savings and investment 
patterns in Japan; to land-use practices, policies; 
regulations in Japan; to the distribution system in Japan. 
We covered pricing mechani'ms. We reviewed exclusionary 
business practices, and we discussed so-called keiretsu 
relationships, the corporate structure relationships which 
- involve linkages among many firms in many different segments 
of the economy. 


In the context of this last issue, we also had a 
thorough discussion of the issue of foreign direct investment 
in Japan. We believe that there is a scope as well as a need 
for action in each of these areas on the part of the 
Government of Japan. 


In the area of infrastructure investment, for 
example, the level of infrastructure in Japan is well below 
that of other countries. In the level of foreign direct 
investment, the data are very striking. The ratio of inward 
to outward foreign direct investment is only 11% in Japan, 
compared to 85% in the United States. 


As of 1986, foreign-owned firms in the United 
States accounted for 10% of all domestic sales, whereas in 
Japan these figures were only around 1%. There are many 
other data which we developed and presented in connection 
with each of these issues, which we believe make a strong 
case for action. 


Overall, I would have to say that we did make 
some progress in furthering our understanding on both sides 
of the structural problems in the Japanese economy as well as 
the U.S. economy. We also made some progress -- perhaps 
modest -- in beginning to look for areas for action to 
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address these problems. However, I think it is fair to say 
that the progress was far less than we had hoped for in the 
second round of talks. There was very little flexibility ir 
the Japanese Government position. They did make extensive 
presentations on current practices and measures underway. 
and here they provided us with some very useful information 
which has definitely improved our understanding of current 
Japanese efforts which, in some of these areas, are not 
insignificant. 


Nevertheless, there was less flexibility on their 
part in reaching a common ground on the nature of the 
problems, even problems which do appear to be widely 
recognized in Japan. They were generally unwilling to look 
beyond this to new additional steps that could be taken to 
address the structural problems in Japan that underlie the 
problems of trade and current account imbalances that Under 
Secretary McCormack cited at the opening of this press 
conference. 


We recognize that many of these structural 
problems are complex, that it will take some time for actions 
to be fully taken to address these problems, and even more 
time for the effects to be shown in the balance of payments. 
These are not problems that can be corrected overnight. 
They're not problems that can be fully corrected in nine 
months. But it is critical that we have action across the 
full range of issues discussed with a timetable for follow-up 
actions as well. 


As Ambassador Hills put it so well, there is a 
clear need for a blueprint and downpayments on this blueprint 
across these full range of issues. 


We are concerned that while the Government of 
Japan is willing to cooperatively discuss the issues, they 
may not at this stage share the sense of urgency connected 
with these talks, nor is there clear evidence that they fully 
recognize the threat posed by the persistent payments 
imbalances which beset their economy, our economy, and the 
global economy. We both share a common interest in a more 
open trading system and in promoting global economic 
stability. A common responsibility is there to reduce the 
imbalances which we face. 


We also, in both of our countries, have a special 
responsibility to our consumers, many of whom -- particularly 
in Japan --— appear to be disadvantaged by current practices, 
policies, and arrangements. We have impressed, in the last 
two days, on the Japanese Government the need for them to 
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more actively work to develop precise plans for actions, to 
redress the structural impediments in their economy. We 
intend to work on the structural problems in our own economy. 


It is essential, if these talks are to succeed, 
that significant progress be made in these areas, and we do 
hope to see a more forthcoming response in the next round 
since time is marching on. 


With these introductory comments, let me ask 
Under Secretary McCormack if he would like to return to the 
pedium to add to these thoughts. Thank you. If not, perhaps 


MR. MCCORMACK: I think Undersecretary Farrer 
ought to. 


MR. DALLARA: Under Secretary Farren, who has 
been responsible, along with his staff, for some material 
that you have. 


MR. FARREN: Thanks, Charles. If I can just take 
a minute and go over some of the material which you have in 
front of you in that blue folder which relates to the pricing 
survey which was conducted jointly by the Department of 
Commerce and MITI. I'll just give you some general 
observations. 


I think the methodology is explained in the 
documents pretty clearly. Let me offer some commentary on 
our observations, i.e., the U.S. observations. This aspect 
of the survey is not joint Commerce and MITI. 


We did survey a 122 products that resulted in 900 
prices that were analyzed. Eighty-four were priced higher in 
Japan --— this is of the 122 products -- 864 were priced higher 
in Japan, 38 were priced higher in the U.S. with a 2-to-l 
ratio. In five of the six product category studied -- 
capital goods, auto parts, autos, food, and miscellaneous 
consumer goods -- prices were higher in Japan than in the 
U.S. Only electronics did we find that Japanese prices were 
lower, to a relatively small amount, overall about 4%. 


Looking at the general numbers, 91% of all U.S. 
and foreign products were found to be priced higher in 
Japan. Nearly 70% of all products were higher in Japan. We 
did, though, find that 40% of all Japanese products were 
higher in Japan, meaning that 60%, of course, were lower. 
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Of tae 22 capital goods studied, 15, or 68%, were 
aore expensive in Japan than in the U.S. Of these, five were 
Japan-made, three were U.S.-made, seven were produced in 
third countries. Of the remaining seven products that were 
priced lower in Japan, six were made in Japan, one was 
U.S.-made. No third country product was found to be priced 
lower on the Japanese market. 


Capital goods studied included scientific 
instruments and dental products. I should point out, when I 
say “prices,” even though we had prices from four cities - 
and in most cases three different kinds of stores -- we 
always looked at the lowest price in each market. So we're 
comparing lowest price to lowest price. 


Of the 122 products studied, 99, or 81%, showed 
price differences greater than 10%. Of these 99 products, 
75% were priced higher in Japan, 25% were priced higher in 
the U.S. When you go through the overall list, which we've 
provided of all the products, you'll find that at least 40 of 
the products studied show the Japanese prices were more than 
50% higher than prices in the U.S. Some examples I can offer 
are sparkplugs, bed linens, golf clubs, a dental casting 
machine, and wine. Only four products were priced 50% higher 
in the U.S. than in Japan. That was ketchup, perfume, china, 
and household batteries. 


This is a rather straightforward survey that you 
have in front of you. WNo one has done any real economic 
analysis or weighting the various prices. Initial attempts 
to apply various weights -- that is, looking at CPI or trade 
weights for the products in question -- appear, though, to 
confirm the general findings. We've had some economists look 
at it, and I think if you did some additional stroking on the 
numbers, your general conclusions would be about the same. 


The one thing that we've also included is a 
summary of recent studies comparing U.S. and Japanese 
prices. One of them was put out, for example, in September 
of 1989 +44 the Japanese Economic Planning Agency. That 
essentially indicated that when you compare the cost of 
living -- and that's 400 items going into the cost of living 
in Tokyo, New York, and Hamburg, and this goes back to 
November of ‘88 -- they found that Tokyo was nearly 39% 
higher than in New York. 


Coincidentally, when you look at our survey and 
the list we provided of the individual products, you will 
find that we come out to an overall price difference, when 
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you look at all the prices between Japan and the U.S., of 
about 41%. Not that there is a statistical correlation 
between the two, but it is interesting to see 40% of both 
numbers, one of them out of the Japanese Economic Planning 
Agency and the other from this rather rough survey. 


The survey is of interest because it does provide 
specific anecdotal evidence for us to be able to look at 
further. We believe that in examining these examples 
further, we'll find that we can trace most of the price 
differences back to the other four issues that we're 
currently discussing in the Structural Impediments Initiative 
Talks: that is, land, distribution, exclusionary business 
prices* (sic) and the distribution system itself. 


Thank you very much. I look forward to questions. 
MR. McCORMACK: Ambassador Williams. 


MR. WILLIAMS: We at USTR focused, in these 
discussions as before, on issues of market access. The only 
point to note there for you is that these issues of market 
access are, in the government's judgment, independent of the 
issues on current accounts balances. 


It is also worth nothing that since our last 
meetings in September, the limited market access issue has 
become much more widely recognized in Japan, including by 
studies of the Japanese Government, or by officials of 
Japanese Government agencies. 


The major development in this session was, as 
Mike Farren pointed out, the pricing issue which will 
provoke, I think, significant movement on the other issues. 
We should also note that there was a large delegation by the 
Japanese side, indicating some considerable interest by the 
government. That government group pointed out that there is 
a committee of the Liberal Democratic Party which has been 
formed specifically to study these Structural Impediments 
Initiative. We look forward to continuing the process which 
will be about mid-January in Tokyo. 


MR. MCCORMACK: John Taylor, Council of Economic 
Advisors. 


MR. TAYLOR: I'd just like to make some brief 
supplementary remarks to Mike Farren's discussion of the 
price survey. 


The Economic Planning Agency, in the Council of 
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Economic Advisors, has also looked at pricing information, 
other surveys -- cometimes what's called “pass-through," the 
degree to which exchange rate changes pass through to import 
prices into other prices. 


I would say our review, without going into the 
details, generally lends confirmation to the price 
differences that have shown up in this particular survey. 
One of the questions which now faces us as to to the reasons 
for these price differences and some of the additional 
information which we've been looking at suggests that the 
distribution system might be a source of these prices 
differences. But at this point, the-main thing we've agreed 
to is to look further into the particular areas, whether it's 
the distribution system, whether it's exclusionary business 
practices, or other features that might be causing these 
price differences. 


I would say, to add to that, when we do look at 
these areas, many of the areas which we've focused on here 
have come to us because they focus on trade issues -- on 
issues related to imports and exports, finding ways for 
imports into Japan to increase generally. 


I would also add that almost every one of the 
points we've discussed, in addition to eventually affecting 
trade flows, have the advantage of increasing the welfare of 
both the Japanese citizens and the American citizens. In 
that sense, like many economic reforms, economic changes that 
we continue to work through, these have multiple benefits, 
not simply on the trade issues although that, of course, is 
our main focus here -- the current account, imports and 
exports. Thank you. 


MR. MCCORMACK: I would recommend at this point 
that we simply all move up here and respond to individual 
questions. 


I would make one final comment. As you all know, 
over the course of the last two or three years, there has 
been a substantial change in the value of the relative 
currencies. The changes that took place between the dollar 
and the European currencies rapidly resulted in a balance of 
trade between the United States and Europe. 


Dramatic depreciation of the dollar vis-a-vis the 
yen, however, did not result in the fundamental change in 
that deeply-embedded trade deficit between ourselves and 
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Japan. It is true our exports to Japan increased, but so, 
too, did their exports to the United States. We remain with 
this embedded $50 billion balance of trade problem between 
our two countries. We concluded that there were some 
structural things that affected Japan in ways that did not 
affect Europe that required a very special emphasis on these 
structural impediments. That is one of the important reasons 
why we are engaged in this exercise. : 


Q In view of what happened or didn't happen 
today and what your goals are for the end of the talks, is 
there anything that the U.S. delegation feels the U.S. side 
should do to try to accelerate these-or intensify these, or 
perhaps bring them to a higher level, or increase political 
impetus, or anything like that? 


MR. MCCORMACK: No. This exercise has got a 
certain lifetime associated with it. We have agreed to have 
a preliminary report next April. There are likely to be 
elections in Japan in the latter part of January, early 
February. This is what I would characterize as the discovery 
phase of the process, where one talks and gets into the 
details about the individual impediments and has frank 
exchanges between ourselves and our colleaques. 


There will be one more session of these prior to 
the elections in Japan, and I would simply expect that the 
process that we began in September deepened during this 
discussion, will intensify during this final session prior to 
the election, and then I would expect there to be very 
intense discussions to take place immediately after the 
election. That's how I would expect the rhythm of this 
process to unfold. 


MR. DALLARA: Let me add one word, if I can, 
Dick. It's really difficult to imagine that these 
discussions can go to a higher level, ina sense. 


The negotiations were initiated by heads of 
state. And even though the discussions are being conducted 
at a sub-Cabinet level, they have been reviewed regularly at 
the Cabinet level and our Cabinet officers have been very 
actively engaged in pursuing these issues with the Japanese, 
as you have seen, in particular, in recent trips to Tokyo by 
Cabinet officers. 


Q Did the Japanese side acknowledge that 
there were any problems with the structure of their economy, 
or did they adopt the view that there were no problems? Is 
that what you were referring to when you said that you were 
disappointed, or whatever word you used -- no progress? 
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MR. DALLARA: Well, that was part of it, Paul. 
There was a certain degree of acknowledgement that they have 
problems, but not a great deal, and I think we need to have 
that common base of understanding that there are problems in 
order that we can define more actively and more aggressively 
the steps that could be taken to address the problems. 


Q You've indicated, Mr. Dallara, that you're 
kind of disappointed by what's happened in the last couple of 
days in terms of progress, but I'm not clear what progress 
you really expected. Were you expecting any specific 
=, of what they might be doing in the first area, or 

at 


MR. DALLARA: Our objectives in the last two days 
have been to build on the earlier understandings, to build a 
common base of understanding of the nature of the problems, 
and to begin the process of hearing from our Japanese 
colleagues the possible areas of action that could be taken 
to address the problems. It is in that context that I 
expressed the judgment that little movement was achieved. 


Q These initial meetings and the previous 
ones seem to have been mostly a discovery phase and exchange 
of information. It seems that there's a much more difficult 
phase that you're going to move onto, which is trying to 
establish an action plan. 


What sort of blueprint do you have at the moment 
for moving into that phase of establishing a joint action 
plan? 


MR. MCCORMACK: Well, the timing that I referred 
to in my previous response --— namely, that there would be 
intensification of this discovery process to try to see if we 
couldn't come to some common understanding of the nature of 
the problem -- was something that we envisaged will take 
place prior to the elections in Japan. 


Following the elections in Japan, I think then 
there might be a more detailed discussion as to what might 
specifically be done in individual cases. What we're looking 
for right now is a common understanding of the nature of the 
problem, and that is what we're hoping to achieve in the next 
session. 


Q And the next session will be in January? 


MR. MCCORMACK: Yes. I[t will. 
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Q And have you set an exact place and date? 


MR. MCCORMACK: It will take place in Japan and 
in the middle of the month. 


A panel of experts earlier today told the 
Senate Finance Trade Subcommittee that the negotiators here 
today are dead wrong in associating the balance of payments 
issue with the market access issue under the SII and 
suggested that the balance of payments issue should be taken 
up under the Group of 7 or some other fora such as that. How 
do you respond to that? 


MR. McCORMACK: I would response to that, that 
the balance of trade problem is something that covers many 
things. It covers currency exchange rates. It covers 
specific impediments. But, as I mentioned before, the 
currency realignment that occurred with regard to Europe did 
in fact result in a balancing of the trade between Europe and 
the United States. This did not happen with Japan, despite a 
40-some percent exchange rate change that occurred there. 


So we concluded that there were some specific 
impediments to prevent our exports into Japan that needed to 
be addressed, while not denying that perhaps there are some 
additional things that we might want to do here to deal with 
that problem, and that is the nature of this process. 


It is in fact a two-way street. We have invited 
our Japanese friends to express to us their suggestions and 
ideas on what they think we in the United States ought to do 
differently, and we are telling them very frankly what we 
think they need to do in order to make it possible for us to 
export more into Japan, and frankly to give the consumers of 
Japan a better shake than is now the case. And that is the 
importance of that enormous study that has been done jointly 
by the Commerce Department and MITI which indicates that this 
antiquated distribution system -- this inefficient 
distribution system which exists in Japan -- is resulting in 
higher prices for the ordinary people of that country; and 
quite apart from the fact that the very nature of the system 
also makes it difficult for U.S. exports to get hooked into 
that system. So what we're trying to do is to open that 
process up as well. 


MR. TAYLOR: I'd like to just make a comment on 
that. While one of the issues which both sides has addressed 
is the savings and investment imbalance which every economist 
agrees is very much related to the balance of payments and 








40¢7 


oitie 


the trade deficit/trade surplus issues, we have made 
suggestions for the Japanese with respect to such things as 
infrastructure investment to reduce the gap between savings 
and investment, and they've made suggestions to us -- things 
to do on our own part to basically raise our savings rate, 
things that focus on the federal budget deficit which, of 
course, we're trying to reduce every day, and things that 
focus on private savings, things that we might do to raise 
our private savings rate. 


So this is one issue which is really at the top, 
just in terms of the order of discussion, which focuses 
directly on these kinds of issues. But I would add that 
there's other things. We could increase imports, basically 
improve trade, and to say just as a matter of fact they won't 
affect trade flows or won't affect the balance of payments, [I 
think misses the whole economic argument that underlies our 
discussion. 


Q Two questions. One is I have been told by 
some Japanese official or some Japanese sources that the 
elections may in fact come into play to some extent into how 
willing Japan is willing to admit there may be problems with 
their structural impediments that we've addressed. And I was 
wondering if someone could comment on that. 


The other question is, can we expect as the down 
payment that Ainbassador Hills was talking about just an 
understanding of what we both agreed to what the problems are? 


MR. WILLIAMS: I'll answer your question; then I 
had a response on market access too. As to the Japanese 
election, we acknowledge its importance to the Japanese 
side. I think from our standpoint we would not see this as 
interfering with either what we do or the timing of the 
approach we take, except to indicate a point at which the 
Japanese side will be more able than it is now to give us 
some indication of what they think they can and cannot do. 


And as to the blueprint, the objective is to get 
a mutually agreed blueprint, but that's not essential. If 
the need arises, we can produce ours, and they can produce 
theirs. 


With respect to market access, I would note that 
one should not under-estimate the importance of market access 
on the overall numbers or on the trade relationship. There 
are two factors that are generally not well estimated, I 
think. First is the follow-on to market access. for 
example, when we got market access in candy and cigarettes in 
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Japan, our sales of paper to Japanese cigarette and candy 
companies improved, because as Japanese companies competed 
more with imports, packaging became important, and American 
products became more useful to them than they were in a 
non-competitive market. 


And, secondly, if there i «§ .:cessful market 

. access, then Japanese companies wiil kzve relatively lower 
profits in Japan with which to be aggressive with exports. 
So there are likely to be additional effects on market 

° access, in addition to market access itself. 


Finally, market access issues, if you will look 
at the various hearings that are conducted, comprise an 
enormous percentage of what worries people independent of 
effects on the current accounts balance, and those are simply 
issues of equitable treatment. 


So regardless of the effect on current accounts 
balances, the market access issues have a big effect on the 
trade relationship in a larger sense. 


; Q I was just wondering if the change in 
currency valuation itself couldn't strongly affect parts of 
the price survey. For example, Good A, say, in Japan costs 
2,000 yen, which in 1985 was $10. Now it's still 2,000 yen 
in Japan, but because of the 128 figure you used, it's $15. 
So couldn't this in fact have skewed the study? 





MR. FARREN: One, let me just say that on the 
issue of currency -- let me say we came to an agreed level 
with MITI and Commerce as to how we would judge currency -- 
it was 142. Your point is a question of as the yen shifted, 
as we had a 48% appreciation in the yen and prices didn't 
follow it, that now when you look at prices, you see a skewed 
outcome. 





That's precisely one of the points on how the 
distribution system works. I tends to resist adjustments of 
prices, both in terms of import prices of U.S. exports to 

: Japan, and also as well as export prices of Japanese products 
to the United States, to the extent that it doesn't follow 
the current yen-dollar relationship. 





Q Well, that would be comparing, you know, 
yen with yen or dollars with dollars. Like if it was 2,000 
yen before, now it's 1500 yen. I'm saying a good that's even 
made in Japan, for example, it maintained its price in Japan, 
but the way we measure it in dollars went up. 
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MR. FARREN: Although you had a corresponding 
price to it in the United States -- and as a practical matter 
there should have been a shift in the price there -- that's 
the whole question that Mr. Taylor raised in terms of price 
pass-through. You know, where you simply don't get price 
pass-through. 


One, we tried to take that into account in this 
way. We made certain that every product that was in the 
survey also was available -- the exact same model -- in 
Japan. So the same model was for sale in both markets. You 
might have some problems if there was a difference in models, 
and you said, well, it just had a relationship to the 
individual market and the way that they're marking that 
specific model. 


But, frankly, it should have traced the value of 
the yen-dollar relationship down in that foreign market and 
found an appropriate level. Mr. Taylor might want to add a 
point as well. : 


MR. DALLARA: Let me just add one word, if I can, 
on the currency issue, and then perhaps John (Taylor) would 
like to say something. 


I mean, I think it's important to recognize that 
as a result of the market forces as well as the policy 
coordination process, the dollar has depreciated 
significantly since late 1985 against the Japanese yen, 
against the Deutschemark, against a range of European 
currencies, and against some other countries' currency in 
Asia. 


The fact is that we have seen apparently less 
effect on the balance of payments as a result of the 
yen-dollar currency movements than we have in other cases. 
And this does suggest to us that not only, as Or. Taylor 
said, the price pass-through is a problem, but there are. 
other structural rigidities inhibiting the full beneficial 
effects being passed through to the economy of these exchange 
rate changes, and this goes back to what Under Secretary 
McCormack said earlier. We've seen a lot of progress and 
economic policy coordination. We've seen progress in 
specific trade areas. And yet the imbalances persist, not 
only bilaterally but globally, and a structural effort here 
is a necessary and essential complement to these other 
efforts under way. 


John, do you want to add to this? 
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MR. TAYLOR: Just briefly, the idea behind 
exchange rate changes is that it changes the relative prices 
of the goods, so that it's easier in the case of the U.S. to 
export to Japan and Japanese imports to the U.S. are more 
expensive. When you see a big change in the value of the 
dollar from 250 yen to under 150 -- even lower than that in 
certain parts of this period -- and you don't see changes 
that are of the same magnitude, or generally the same 
magnitude, it raises questions as to why. Is there something 
special about the distribution system that's causing those 
prices from not moving, or is there something about how the 
export market itself is working, and-that's basically the 
kind of questions that this price study focuses on. 


What we have found is that the prices have not 
moved by as much as the exchange rate has moved, and that's 
been confirmed by other studies, and the question is, what's 
the source of that, what's the problem? 


MR. DALLARA: I think this gentlemen here had a 
question. 


A question for Assistant Secretary 
Dallara. You mentioned -- or actually the Secretary of State 
was quoted as saying in a speech yesterday in Australia that 
Japan lacks investment in infrastructure, and you mentioned 
earlier that that was part of the discussion. Can you tell 
us whether there was any specific dollar amount that was 
proposed, or is there any proposal that was made by the U.S. 
side on this issue? 


MR. DALLARA: There was not a specific dollar 
amount proposed, and, when there is, I won't reveal it 
publicly. The issue here is the need, as evidenced, really, 
by the relatively low state of infrastructure investment in 
Japan -- the need for a broad-based, medium-term program for 
building infrastructure investment in roads, in parks, in 
medical facilities, in certain other important infrastructure 
areas. There is a need which is evidenced by not only 
analysis in the United States and the OECD, but is evidenced 
even by analysis by Japan's own Economic Planning Agency, 
which has pointed not only in these areas but to the critical 
shortage of infrastructure in housing. 


We believe the progress in fiscal consolidation 
in this decade in Japan -- which has moved the government, 
the overall government position, into a position of surplus 
-— provides scope for the government to prudently but 
actively launch a medium-term plan for infrastructure 
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investment -- not designed to deal with the need for stimulus 
in any short-term period, but designed more importantly over 
this medium-term period to build infrastructure investment, 
and thereby contribute to the overall reductions in the 
savings/investment imbalance in Japan. 


MR. McCORMACK: This lady over here has had her 
hand up for some time. 


Q Yes. What was Japan's reaction to the 
pricing survey? What was their explanation for the price 
differences, first of all? And, secondly, you said, I think, 
coming in that you sensed that there-was perhaps a little 
less enthusiasm in these talks on the part of the Japanese, 
perhaps even less enthusiasm than they had in September, and 
what does this portend? 


MR. McCORMACK: I will let the first part of that 
question go to my colleague from the Commerce Department who 
coordinated that study, together with MITI. But I will say I 
did not detect a lessening of enthusiasm in this particular 
session. What we had hoped was that there would be more 
progress in identifying commonly the nature of the problems 
that we're encountering, and we were a little disappointed 
that we didn't go as far as we had hoped. 


This doesn't mean to say that we did not make 
progress. We did. But we would have hoped to have made 
more, and we look forward to the next session where we hope 
to make much more. 


MR. FARREN: First of all, let me say the 
Commerce Department and MITI worked very well together in the 
survey -- in fact, extremely well over a period of two 
weeks. And we did come to actual agreement in terms of the 
numbers that you see there. Obviously, we did not come to an 
agreement in respect to the analysis that each one of us 
would apply to those numbers. 


If I had to characterize the Japanese response 
during our discussions, I think there was a general 
reluctance to acknowledge any broad analytical conclusion 
that might be drawn. Their response was more or less 
directed at specific products in an effort to offer an 
explanation for price differences on a product by product 
basis, rather than looking at broader generic issues, such as 
those discussed in SII. Although frankly, I think the denial 
went to a fairly limited degree, because it's very difficult 
for them to disagree with their own Economic Planning Agency, 
studies by the OECD, and any number of other very reputable 
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groups that have done more extensive studies than this and 
have essentially come to the same conclusion. 


MR. BOUCHER: I think, given the late hour, we 
might take one more question. 


Q Did they acknowledge, though, Mr. Farren, 
that the general conclusion of the numbers warranted the 
statement that prices are generally higher in Japan than in 
the United States, or did they not even go that far? 


MR. FARREN: I might be overstating it if I said 
that, yes, they did acknowledge that-prices were generally 
higher. But I think they did acknowledge the validity of the 
statistics, and I find that the numbers speak for themselves, 
as you look at that survey; and the numbers are conclusively 
a joint Commerce/MITI product. 


We did, frankly, ask them if they thought that 
the numbers appropriately led to additional discussions in 
the four other areas within SII as to an effort to identify 
specific reasons for these prices differences, and we did get 
an acknowledgement that, yes, it appropriately should lead to 
further analysis in those areas to try to identify the 
reasons for the higher prices. 


MR. BOUCHER: Thank you very much, ladies and 
gentlemen. 


(The briefing concluded at 8:16 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Let me simply say, as I think you were told in the 
background briefing yesterday, we're pleased with the results of 
this conference. We think that the goals that we set for ourselves 
before we came, we were able to accomplish. The idea that we were 
able to lock in additional meetings, agree on a work program, move 
forward in a positive way what was obviously a somewhat fragile 
undertaking because of the sensitivities of some of the ASEAN 
countries. And that we were able to achieve an agreed statement, 
much more, for instance, than just a chairman's summary, but an 
agreed statement by all nations making those points. That's really 
all I think I'll say on that subject, other than to answer any 
questions you might have. 





QUESTION: On the conference itself, as everybody's mentioned, you 
made very modest but important steps. The question I have is: five 
to ten years from now, what do you see this type of organization 
evolving into? What do you see it accomplishing? The second 
question: five or ten years from now, what do you see it 
accomplishing for U.S. businesses that have to operate in the region? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, as far as U.S. businesses are concerned, I 
would think that an organization like this, five years down the 
road, would be of major assistance to private sector efforts to 
expand in this region. 





If you look at the work program that was agreed to, it includes 
infrastructure -- that is telecommunications and transportation. It 
includes foreign direct investment, a whole host of other things, of 
course, that the private sector would have a great interest in. 


With respect to the first part of your question, I'm not sure that 
you can sit here today and say that this will be another OECD or 
that it will simply be an organization of twelve nations, however 
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many there were here, because I frankly think that, as the joint 
statement indicates, this is something that is going to evolve. We 
recognize in that joint statement all of these nations, that there 
will be other participants. And it provides for that, recognizes 
that and calls on senior officials to specifically discuss that 


People have talked a long time about a mechanism to improve economic 
cooperation and coordination in the Pacific such as we have had 
ongoing in the Atlantic region for a long time. This is the first 
real step in that direction. And therefore, in my view, is a very 
positive step and a very substantial step. But the process will be 
an evolutionary one. 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, it seems that the truth in the conviction 
that if you start changing your Middle East plan to one side, the 
other side is going to demand changes is being proved out. Where do 
we go from here and can you make the changes the Israelis want and 
can you do anything to placate the PLO and their new seven-point 
plan? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, first of all Norman, I'm not sure that I 
agree with that. The only changes that were made, as you know, were 
relatively modest. We were unable to agree with some of the changes 
that had been requested by the [Israeli government before their 
meeting with the Cabinet. And it is not those changes that have 
generated either the request by the Government of Israel for 
assurances, or any such similar request, should it come, from 

Egypt. And so far, we do not have any such request from Egypt. Of 
course, I'm waiting to hear the response from the Government of 
Egypt to the five points generally. 





Let me say one other thing, we haven't seen anything from Egypt or 
Palestinians regarding the question of clarifications or assurances 
or anything like that. There has been evidently one published 
report that we have no way of verifying with respect to its accuracy 
or validity, and so I'm not going to respond to that. 


QUESTION Mr. Secretary, to follow that up and stay in the Middle 
East for a minute, rather than get into the back and forths of your 
conversation -- because we don't know all the details for your five 
points -- could you identify for us where the process stands from 
the U.S. point of view at this point in time? Can you bring us up 
to date on where it stands right now? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I would answer your question by saying that the 
action of the Israeli cabinet, I think, is a very positive step. It 
is, however, only the first step in what might well be a very long 
and complicated process. It will be a first step only if we are 
able to continue to make progress. That will depend upon what we 
hear from the Egyptians. So, as things now stand, we are waiting 
for a response from the Egyptians and we are taking a look at 
Israel's request for certain assurances with respect to a couple of 
the five points. These are matters that do not come as any surprise 
either to Israel or to Egypt, because these have been discussed with 
both Minister Arens and Minister Meguid. 
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Let me say one final thing. We have made it clear to both Israelis 
and Egyptians, to the extent we're asked for any kind of private 
assurances, that each side will know the exact nature of any 
assurances that we provide the other side. 


QUESTION: You made a speech last spring in which you urged Israel] 
to give up the unrealistic dream for a greater Israel. Do you see 
any sign in Prime Minister Shamir's recent speeches, or any other 
sign, indeed, that they have given up that dream? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me answer that question by saying that, as is 
well known, there are differences between the United States and 
Israel with respect to our respective governments’ approaches to the 
peace process. It is our hope that this action by the Israeli 
Cabinet will help us move toward the establishment of a dialogue 
between Palestinians and Israelis. Because that is a fundamental 
first step if there is going to be any progress toward peace in the 
Middle East. 





We have been encouraging Israelis, Egyptians and Palestinians to 
find ways to take that first step without preventing that by 
focusing initially on bottomline positions. Therefore, I don't 
think it would be productive for us to focus on bottomline positions 
before we get a dialogue established between Palestinians and 
Israelis. 


QUESTION Do you think it's possible to get that dialoque 
esta shed if the [Israelis continue to insist that they will only 
talk to Palestinian residents in the territories? 


SECRETARY BAKER These are the kinds of things that will have to be 
ecided in a aloque. That's why a necessary first step is getting 
a dialogue going. 

QUESTION: That is a pre-condition, isn't it? 


We Y KER: I'm not going to, as [ just stated a moment ago, 
dwell on hypotheticals with respect to what the ultimate bottomline 
positions of the parties might or might not be. ['m not going to 
try and pre-judge where that dialogue would go or what decisions 
that dialogue would make. 


QUESTION: What I understood the Israelis were saying is they 
weren't talking about this as a bottomline position, they were 
talking about this as a pre-condition for starting the talks -- as 
an agreement that there would be no Palestinians from outside the 
territories. Is that acceptable to us? 


SECRETARY BAKER ['m not sure that your understanding of it is 
accurate. ut let me say this, we are in the process of reviewing 
and assessing the communication we received from them immediately 
following their cabinet meeting. 


QUESTION One more quick one on that. ihat's what they said 
publicly. Have they told you something different in private than 





PR. NO. 217 
—-— -- 


they've said in public about pre-conditions? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I've only had one conversation with fArens since 
the Cabinet met and we did not get into that level of detail during 
the course of our conversation because he was on his way from Israel 
to Tokyo. 


QUESTION: The Cabinet said that the talks would deal only with 
Israel's plan for the Palestinian elections, that would be the 
material issue of the talks and nothing more. Are we prepared to 
accept that condition? 


SECRETARY BAKER: If you look at the point of the five points that 
deals with that issue, you'll see that we make it clear that the 
major substantive matter to be discussed in the dialogue is a 
question of modalities for elections. However, included as a 
potential subject for discussion is the negotiating process. 





QUESTION: Is your goal, Mr. Secretary, to start to dialogue with 
talks about talks in Cairo, as has been reported? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, when I refer to the dialogue, [I'm referring to 
a dialogue between Palestinians and Israelis. Before that could 
happen, if the five points is going to serve as a road map to get 
there, there would be a meeting of Egypt, Israel and United States 
foreign ministers to work out questions having to do with a whole 
host of things, including Palestinian representation. 





QUESTION: The Israelis seem to see this as a kind of autonomy 
revisited, the process which arose out of Camp David ten years ago 
or more which led to fairly protracted negotiations on what they 
said would be limited autonomy in the territories. How are you 
going to avoid that same conundrum again? 


SECRETARY BAKER: You keep jumping to what would ultimately be the 
final -- the discussions on permanent status. We're a long ways 
from that point, as I have indicated. Before you can even consider 
questions like that you must first establish a dialogue between the 
parties, before you even address those questions. Those are 
questions involving permanent status. 





QUESTION: On Eastern Europe, would you comment on the dissolution 
of the Cabinet in East Germany. Are we seeing here a break up of 
Eastern Europe as a sphere of influence for the Soviets? East 
Germany has been the bulwark of the Soviet control over the region. 


SECRETARY BAKER: We are seeing continued manifestation of the very 
dynamic change that we have said that is taking place in Eastern 
Europe. We've been saying that since almost the day we came into 
office. You're seeing that continue and now you've seen it move 
from Hungary to Poland to East Germany and you're beginning to see 
the first examples of it in even some of the more closed countries 
of Eastern Europe like Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria. So, it's a 
continuation, I think, of the process that we've been witness to for 
some time in Poland and Hungary. 
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QUESTION: Are you surprised by the recent rate of change? It seems 
to be moving very quickly, and I wonder whether it's causing any 
reassessment of our policies towards the region or NATO's policies. 


SECRETARY BAKER: First of all, it is very rapid. The President 
spoke to the issue just yesterday in a press conference in which he 
said it's a bit premature to try and predict exactly the course of 
events, but I think it is fair to say, as your question points out, 
that it is taking place a good bit more rapidly than people had 
anticipated. 





QUESTION: Is it causing a reassessment at all of any cf our 
policies? For example, on the reunification of Germany? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It's not causing a reassessment in the sense that 
I think you mean the question. We have been encouraging reform for 
quite some time. It is still our policy to encourage reform. We'd 
like to see that reform achieved in peace and freedom. We would not 
like to see it achieved through violence or bloodshed or 
instability. It is not in the interest of the United States to see 
instability in Eastern Europe or in the Soviet Union. But the 
change that's going -- the move to greater political pluralism and a 
desire for more open economic structures is only something that we 
should continue to applaud and encourage, but again, encourage its 
accomplishment through peace and freedom. 





QUESTION: Can [ ask you to step back from the immediate happenings 
in East Germany and give us your thoughts of what it means for 
Europe and Western Europe and Germany -- not just the German 
reunification question, and I know our position on that, but how 
could this change the landscape in Europe in the next few years? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'm not going to hypothesize on it. As the 
President said in his press conference within the past 24 hours, 
this change is happening very, very fast. It is accordingly going 
to be hard for anyone to predict exactly whether that pace will be 
maintained and exactly what the course of events would be. So, if I 
were to answer your question, it would be the rankest form of 
speculation. 





You know what our policy is on reunification and the fact that it 
has been supported by NATO and the United States for 40 years and 
our strongly held view that reunification or reconciliation between 
the peoples of Germany must take place in peace and freedom. It's 
very important that that be the manner in which it's accomplished. 


I talked to Hans Dietrich Genscher yesterday. He had occasion to 
call me on a couple of matters that I can't go into a lot of detail 
about here, but [ think that what ['ve said would fairly express his 
tomy as well, although I don't want to be seen to be speaking for 

m. 


QUESTION: The West Germans have come out quite strongly in the last 
couple of days. They are talking fairly toughly towards the other 











Germans, telling them that it's time to set the date for a 
democratic election. In the last couple of weeks ['ve heard them 
saying things about how their aid program will be tilted more toward 
Poland and Hungary where real change is occurring, until they see 
something happening. Very, very tough sort of position. 


Do we support that kind of way of addressing East Germany? Have we 
communicated with East Germany our views? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We support the process of change and reform and we 
want to continue to encourage it. I'm not sure that I can accept 
your characterization of the way West Germany has approached it. It 
wouldn't be fair for me to do that -- when you say tough. What they 
are doing, of course, is encouraging the leadership of East Germany 
to see the wisdom of reforming. And that's, generally speaking, our 
policy approach as well. 





QUESTION: What would be the impact, particularly the East German 
changes, on our approach in the CFE negotiations? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that we've got a good CFE package on the 
table. We've got the initiative, we continue to maintain the 
initiative and it would seem to me that, if East Germany moves 
toward a more open society, moves toward more political freedom and 
more economic freedom, hopefully that would make it easier for the 
Warsaw Pact to pick up on what is a very good NATO CFE proposal. 





QUESTION: A PLO spokesman is suggesting a meeting in Washington 
between you and a joint Egyptian-Palestinian for preiiminary talks. 
Is that a good idea? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Our channel with the PLO is Ambassador Pelletreau 
in Tunis and if that's something that they really were going to 
push, I would assume we'd hear it through that channel. 





QUESTION: Anything on the START front lately? 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, not in four days since I've been out here. 





QUESTION: Lech Walesa is coming. He will be talking to the 
Administration among others. What's the message going to be from 
you to him? 


SECRETARY BAKER: It's going to be the same message that the 
President gave when he was in Poland. And let me say that in the 
course of some of the bilaterals that I've had here in Australia, we 
have continued to solicit support for Poland and Hungary, 
particularly with the Japanese and 1 think that they will ultimately 
be forthcoming through the G-24. [ would repeat what [I've said 
before and what the President said yesterday in his press 
conference, and that is that $450 million is a pretty respectable 
contribution by the United States under current budget restraints. 


The policy approaches that have been suggested by this 
Administration, that is a joint enterprise fund to encourage private 
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sector development, the labor initiative, the environmental 
initiative, the food aid, all of those policy approaches have been 
basically adopted by the loyal opposition in the Congress. All 
they've done is increase the dollar amount. 


So the debate is not about the policy approach, it's simply about 
whether $450 million is enough. My sense is, let's try $450 million 
particularly when we are encouraging, with some good effect, 
contributions by other countries to the one billion dollar goal that 
the Poles are seeking, and if that's not enough, then you have to 
take another look at it at that time. But the debate is not about 
policy approach, it's only about the amount of money. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 1989, 12:46 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
First, a little bit of cleaning up of some of my own 
underbrush. Yesterday, I was asked whether the subject of 
compensation for the families of the victims of Iran Air 
shootdown came up at the talks that Sofaer had in The Hague. I 
said I wasn't aware of the fact that it had come up. It turns 
out, to that extent, I was right. I was made aware of the fact 
afterwards that it did come up. 


In fact, Iran raised the matter at the meeting. As 
you know, Judge Sofaer is also responsible for implementing the 
U.S. offer of ex gratia compensation, and so he took the 
opportunity to explain the details of the U.S. offer to the 
Iranians. 


Q What was the response? 


A At this point, all [I can really say is that [ran 
hasn't provided us the information that would be necessary to 
implement our compensation offer, nor has [ran accepted it. 


Q And what kind of information do they have to 
provide? 


A It'll probably be better if we go back and get 
the record. It's information on the victims, primarily. 


Q Did the Iranians insist to have everything go 
through the official channels of the [ranian Government? 


A Again, I just have to stick to what I just said, 
and that's that they haven't accepted our offer, nor provided 
the information we requested. 


Q They did not accept your offer yet? 


a That's what I said. 
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Q Were any agreements reached on that subject at 
the meeting? 


i) No. 


Q Such as to discuss it further or to hold any 
meetings on that subject in the future, or to engage in any 
dialogue on that subject? 


A I don't have anything like that, Ralph. 


Q What were their demands or requests in this 
regard besides what you know? 


A I can't tell you something I don't know. So I 
can't tell you what there is besides what I know. All I can 
tell you is what I do know, and that's that this is the point 
that we're at in these discussions. 


Q Is that the last remaining major stumbling block 
that we have with [ran? I'm just wondering what the next step 
is in sort of normalizing relations? 


A Well, normalizing relations is really a separate 
issue. There are a number of issues at the Claims Tribunal. 
There is this issue of our compensation for the families of the 
victims of the air crash. But the issue of normalization, as 
we discussed the other day, there's a litany that involves 
hostage-taking and terrorism -— it's the things that we need to 
el le and [ think that's probably still on the bulletin 
board. 


Q That we still need to discuss. Are we going to 
discuss it with them? 


A Let me refer you to what's probably still on the 
bulletin board, and I'll make sure it stays there. 


Q Was there a request by the Iranians -~ a demand 
or a suggestion -- that the current Administration condemns or 
abrogates any ascociation with the former Administration which, 
at its time, the Vincennes incident happened to restore normal 
relations with ..e United States? 





A I don't quite know what your question is. 


Q The question is, did the Iranians ask the current 
Administration -- the Bush Administration -- to condemn or 
criticize past former relations or past experience with the 
Reagan-Shultz Administration which, at its time, the Vincennes 
incident happened? 





A I don't know. Okay. Anything else? 


Q Has Egypt replied on the 5-point plan yet? 
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A No, they haven't. 
Q Questions open now? 
A I guess so. 
Q It's reported in one of the newspapers this 


morning that a senior Administration official was quoted in a 
meeting on the Eastern Shore, saying that it's unlikely that 
there will be a START treaty concluded next year. I wanted to 
know if that's the State Department's position? 


A There have been a couple of articles on arms 
control coming out of meetings and quoting unnamed officials. 
I think I'm just going to decline to get into each and every 
one. Our positions on START, SDI, and other things, have not 
changed. We're negotiating these things in Geneva, Vienna, and 
elsewhere. There's been no change in our policy on these 
matters. 


Q It's not a question of policy. It's a question 
of expectations, and I wonder if you could take the question, 
at least? 


A I really don't think I should. It's just --— you 
know, we're not -- there's a lot of things coming out about 
unnamed officials, things that people supposedly saw or heard 
at this conference, and I just don't want to get into them. 


As far as policy and what we're doing in the 
negotiations, [I think it's clear. I think we stated it 
clearly, and that's what we're doing. 


Q The Japanese Government officials have told us 
this morning that the United States Government had decided to 
ban the port calls to the U.S. ports by the Panamanian 
registered ships effective January lst next year. Can you 
confirm this? 


A There's been no such decision. The Secretary 
stated our policy on Panama, I think, not too long ago as one 
of unrelenting pressure. We're always looking at options, but 
there's been no decision on a step like this. 


Q Is it being considered as a step -- one of the 
options to take for the U.S.? 


A I can't get into any specific options that might 
be under discussion. 


Q Panama television is saying that U.S. troops 
invaded their botanical gardens? Have you heard anything on 
this? (Laughter) 


Q Who won? 
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A I don't know anything about this. You might 
check with the Pentagon as to whether U.S. troops are out 
smelling the roses, or whatever it might have been. 


Q President Ortega talked about --— or one of his 
spokesmen -- talked about restoring the cease-fire today. Do 
you have any reaction on that? 


A We hope they do restore the cease-fire. They're 
the ones who broke it. They ought to restore it. We've been 
saying that for days. 


Q Any comment on the plan that he put forward? 
They made public their position that they're bringing to New 
York and it was in that context that he had spoke about 
restoring the cease-fire. Do you have anything on that? 


A About the New York meeting, in general -~- I think 
what we expect from it -- let me note that the meeting 
apparently will take place November 9-10. It's been accepted 
by the Resistance and also apparently by Ortega. 


The Resistance has proposed a verifiable cease-fire, a 
general amnesty, and a visit by a Resistance commission to 
Nicaragua to verify the steps which would allow for the return 
of Resistance members under safe and democratic conditions. 
These same points were represented to the International Support 
and Verification Commission on October 12, before Ortega's 
announcement that he might suspend the cease-fire. 


We believe these are logical subjects to discuss. The 
key to the situation is to stop the fighting so that 
Nicaraguans can get on with the business of having fair and 
free elections. 


If the Sandinistas are truly interested in peace and 
national reconciliation, as they claim, the meeting could have 
a positive result, one that ends the fighting and moves the 
peace process forward. 


Q You have nothing today on -- I mean, that 
guidance is a little old; at least, it's a couple days old. 


A That has (inaudible) the meeting. As far as our 
-- we're not going to respond here to what Ortega says he's 
taking to New York to talks with the Resistance. 

Q Okay, but then let me ask you. - 


4 They should respond there. But this is where we 
see it going into these talks. 


Q Let me ask you about the guidance. You say that 
these are good topics -- that it is logical for these issues to 
be discussed, but does that mean that the United States does 
not necessarily support the October 12 plan of the Contras 
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which you mentioned, or you just think it's a good starting 
point for discussions? Do you take a position on the October 
12 plan which you made reference to? 


a We support these points that are going to be 
raised by the Resistance. We think that these are the things 
that should be discussed. A cease-fire -- a verifiable 
cease-fire -- we talked about many times from this podium. A 
general amnesty, we've talked about it as an essential element 
to make Nicaragua a place where Resistance people would want to 
go back to, and a visit by the commission -- by a Resistance 
commission -- to Nicaragua is also an important step to verify 
that Resistance members can return under safe and democratic 
conditions. So, yes, we support these as things for 
discussion. These were the things that were in the October 12 
points that were presented to the U.N. by the Resistance. 


Q Richard, before you leave that, could I just ask: 
the Sandinistas are saying they also want to talk about a 
verifiable cease-fire, a general amnesty; they're willing to 
talk about a cessation of arms shipments from the Soviet Bloc. 
They say the only condition that they have to this is that the 
Contras sign an agreement for their disbanding. Does the U.S. 
have a position on whether or not they should be disbanded, in 
that context? 


A No. I think that's something for the Resistance 
to discuss at the talks. You know our position on the general 
issue. 


Q Can we go back to the Middle East? 
Q Same region. 
f°) Why don't we skip around. There's no problem. 


The PLO has apparently come out with seven points 
which it has said it's going to give to the U.S. 
Administration. Has the Administration received them, number 
1. And, Number 2, are they going to be taken into 
consideration in the process? 


A I don't have anything to add to the remarks the 
Secretary made yesterday on the airplane. I think the 
transcript of that was made available this morning in the Press 
Office. If you haven't seen that, you should look at it. He 
addressed this issue as well as the whole issue of where we 
stand with the five points in the Middle East peace process. 


Q He didn't address the seven points then -- the 
PLO seven points. 


Q Have you seen the Rand report that was sponsored 
by the Department of Defense on the West Bank, called “West 
Bank of Israel: Point of No Return"? 














Uu/OB ° 


-—6- Wednesday, 11/8/89 


a No. 


Q It says in it that the forces now unleashed and 
the responses of vote by the Intifada basically in Israel and 
the United States have made the ultimate emergence of a 
Palestinian state in the West Bank inevitable. 


Does the State Department -- will it take a look at 
this report, and will it have a comment? 


A I'm not sure if we have a copy, so let me look 
into that. As you know, the quote you gave me is not policy. 
The policy on the West Bank was stated many times, including by 
the Secretary. 


Q I mean, the recommendation of this report which, 
you know, they're the sponsor, basically says this is what we 
see is going to happen. Whether it be policy or whether it not 
be policy, this is what's going to happen here historically in 
the future. 


°) Well, let me note that these kinds of reports are 
not State Department policy documents, and one shouldn't 
consider that they might be that. And, second of all, I'll see 
if we've received a copy and if we care to say anything about 
it. 


Q On El Salvador, do you have anything on the three 
political assassinations? 


a Yes. We have seen press reports, indicating that 
three members of Mr. Ruben Zamora's party were killed in 
western El Salvador yesterday. We have no additional 
information about the reported crime. We have asked our 
Embassy to look into it by contacting the Popular Social 
Christian Movement -- that's the party -- the police, the armed 
forces and the Human Rights Commission there. 


We condemn the killings. We're helping El Salvador to 
build a durable democracy. No one involved in a democratic 
process should be threatened for legitimate political 
activity. We will urge President Cristiani and his government 
to follow up with a thorough investigation to identify the 
murderers and bring them to justice. 


Q fre you a little worried that this took place 
after Secretary Aronson was down there? 


a We've expressed our concern about the escalating 
cycle of violence in £1 Salvador coming from extremists of both 
sides, and certainly this is part of that pattern, and we have 
the same general concern. 


Q Is Arens' trip limited to El Salvador? 
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a Arens? 
Q Aronson's trip limited -- 


A Yes. He went down to El Salvador on Monday. He 
returned to Washington that evening. Let me point out that 
while in El Salvador, he met with President Cristiani, with 
political, military and labor leaders, including leaders of the 
Fenastras, the labor confederation whose headquarters had been 
bombed last week. 


The purpose of the visit was to consult with President 
Cristiani and to make clear U.S. support for democracy and the 
rule of law in £1 Salvador in the face of recent violence. Mr. 
Aronson stressed the need for prompt investigation of continued 
violent abuses by both the left and the right. 


Mr. Aronson was accompanied on this trip by General 
Maxwell Thurmon, Commander-in-Chief of the U.S. Southern 
Command . 


Q Can I just ask a clarification on your 
terminology, when you say about the left and the right and the 
extremes on both sides. The killings of last week have been 
blamed by the victims or survivors of the victims on members of 
the army. Is it conceivable to the United States that members 
of the army fall into that category of extreme right -- that 
members of the armed forces or members thereof fall into that 
category? 


2) Well, I mean, it's conceivable that individuals 
in any institution in El Salvador fall into one category or the 
other. I can't dispute that. But at the same time I'm not at 
this point able to say who carried out these bombings. 


And just a brief follow-up. I asked you last 
week about this defector and whether anyone at the State 
Department has talked with him or has sought to talk witi Sim 
about his allegations. 


i) You had a different name than we did, and once we 
found out that they were the same person, I thought you were 
referred to the rather extensive statements that we had already 
made. If not, I'll make sure you are. 


Q Excuse me -- do you have anything on the two 
Israeli soldiers killed in Arizona? Anything to flesh out the 
details of their mission, any count of how many Israelis 
soldiers might be -- 


a No. You'll have to ask the Defense Department on 
that one. 


Q Another topic: Do you have anything on the 
Namibian voting, and how it's going? Any readout? 
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Aa Yes. Voting is proceeding smoothly, and there is 
a festive atmosphere. (Laughter) We understand that voter 
turnout is very heavy. A U.N. spokesman has already said that 
if long lines of voters, which have been seen already, remain 
outside polling places on Saturday, that the voting would be 
extended for an additional day. We're very encouraged by these 
initial reports, and we call upon all parties to abide by the 
commitments they have undertaken in signing the U.N. Code of 
Conduct to ensure the election is truly free and fair. 


Q Does it appear there is any sign of trying to 
sabotage or interfere with the electoral process? 


a As I said, our understanding is that voter 
turnout is heavy, and that the initial reports are 
encouraging. I believe what we've heard as of last night, was 
that most of the people we were talking to were very satisfied 
with the way things were going. 


Q Do you have - 
Q Richard -. 


Q The election in Virginia -- was it free and 
fair? (Laughter) 


a We'll announce the observer delegation tomorrow. 
Q Do you have anything on the elections in Jordan? 
a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the East Germany changes 
in the Politburo? 


a Let me start by noting that the general subject 
of change in Eastern Europe and East Germany is something that 
the Secretary also addressed, and you should probably see what 
he said about the general situation there 


Let me note that with respect to the changes in the 
GOR, we hope that the personnel changes are being made with a 
view towards undertaking serious reform in the political and 
the economic system in the GOR. 


We believe that personnel changes without policy 
changes will not address the fundamental reform which is 
necessary in East Germany. It's clear that the new GOR 
leadership must do more to address the demands of the East 
German population. 


Q Richard, can I go back to the RAND Corporation 
report? Doesn't the United States State Department and the 
Defense Department coordinate with each other or keep each 
other abreast of such requests or refer reports which will be 
affecting the foreign policy -— the implementation of foreign 
policy here? 
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The Department of Defense ordered the study. Don't 
you know about this study, the request of the Department of 
Defense, because you coordinate with each other, I believe. 


a I don't know. Sometimes we do, and sometimes we 
don't. Various institutions in parts of the government 
contract studies, and they're not always coordinated. But. as 
I said, these are not official policy statements -- these 
studies done, contract by outside parties, are in no way 
official policy statements, nor should one expect that on the 
basis of any given study that they will become policy. 


y Richard, I'm encouraged by the question on 
terminology. I have another question on terminology. 
Yesterday I spent some time with so many dictionaries trying to 
understand “assumptions.“ And really it's -- there are seven 
different meanings. One of them is “arrogance.” Is this 
somehow neglecting to -- 


“ One of them is what? 

Q arrogance. 

Q arrogance 

“ arrogance. 

Q Yes. A-r-r-o-g-a-n-c-e (1 . ighter) 


i) You've got a different dictionary. [I'll refer 
you to the dictionary in the Press Office. (Laughter) No. I 
don't think we want to get back into that question. 
“Assumptions” was the word that was given to us when we got the 
communication. I think the Israeli Government has actually 
made their Cabinet decision public. 


Q Richard, does the Secretary intend to see Shamir 
when the Israeli Prime Minister is in the United States nex’. 
week? 


a I don't have anything new on his visit from where 
we left it. He's basically on a private visit, and the details 
of the schedule are being worked out by the Israelis. 


Q But you anticipate he will have a meeting with 
the Secretary? 


a At this point, I don't know 

Q Do you expect there to be an announcement from 
the White House on this subject? Not on the meeting with the 
Secretary, but on the meeting with another high government 
official? (Laughter) 


a I think you'll have to ask the White House. 
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Q I see. 


Q What is the Administration waiting for in terms 
of announcing whether it will meet with Shamir or not? 


a I don't know. 
Q Are you sending a signal? 


A I really don't have anything to add to this whole 
question. I'm not going to engage in speculation with you. 


Q About the visit of the Philippine Government -- 
of the President to Washington, 0.C. Is Secretary Baker going 
to bring up the issue of the U.S. bases in the Philippines in 
his talks with Madam Aquino? 


A I don't have a full list of the items that are 
going to be discussed, but I would expect that issue to be 
discussed during the visit. Yes. 


I don't think I have anything more to say actually. 
Let's see if I know anything more about the visit. No. I 
don't have anything more on the talks here. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the continued 
stalemate in Lebanon and General Aoun's refusal to recognize 
the new President? 


A We've seen a lot of press reports about what's 
going on out there, but [I don't have anything new at this 
point. No. The President did speak extensively about it 
yesterday, and I think those are remarks we all agree with. 


Q Yes. Actually, the President said that the 
United States was looking for ways to demonstrate its support 
for the new regime. Can you elaborate on that? Are you in 
contact with the new President? Do you plan to do anything to 
demonstrate that support, other than issue statements? 


A Well, I think in a taken question the other day, 
we noted that President Bush has sent a message of 
congratulations to President Moawad. Certainly, the 


President's statement yesterday makes clear our very strong 
support. 


Q Thank you. 
Q One moment. 


Wait, wait. 


® 


Q Two more things having to do with the Middle 
East. Arafat, in an interview with an Egyptian publication 
moved by FBIS today, says he's asked the United States for 
clarification of the Baker points and has not received an 
answer. Could you comment on that? 
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A No. The Secretary commented on the PLO -- 
Q He didn't comment on this. 


A -- on various reports of various points. He had 
nothing really to say on them, and I don't either. 


Q That wasn't the question. The question was not 
with the PLO's seven points but an earlier request for 
clarification of Baker's own five points -- not to be confused 


with the ten points of the four points. (Laughter) 


A Again, [I don't have anything to add. I think 
we've discussed how we expect to hear Palestinian concerns. 


Q Okay, one last stonewall, and that is, has 
Ambassador Pelletreau or any of his deputies met with the PLO 
in Tunis recently? 


a There haven't, to my knowledge, been formal 
meetings of the type that we make big announcements on, but I 
have to remind you that this is an ongoing dialogue. 


Q Has it been -- 


a Yes. 
Q -~ with small announcements? (Laughter) 
A [I don't have any updates on specific meetings. I 


just know that we have a dialogue that's going on, and he's 
expected to meet periodically and routinely. 


Q I'm O-for-4. 
A Congratulations. 


Q Do you have anything on the veto of the Security 
Council that the United States undertook the last vote? 


A No. I think Ambassador Pickering made an 
explanation of our vote up there; that there was something up 
there. I'll try to get you a copy, but it's basically that we 
don't think that one-sided resolutions contribute to the peace 
process. 


Q Do you have anything by chance on attacks on 
opposition people in Haiti in the last day? 


A No. 


Q Have you had any progress in talks with the 
Turkish Government to try to get them to drop the restrictions 
that they imposed because of this Armenian resolution? 
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A I don't have anything new to report on that. 
Q All right? 
(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 8, 1989 
| RAND REPORT ON THE WEST BANK 


Q: Has the State seen the DOD-sponsored research 
study on the future of the West Bank? Do you have a comment? 


“A: WE HAVE NOT YET SEEN THE REPORT. 
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November 8, 1989 PRESS STATEMENT 


F THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS LONG BEEN CONCERNED 
WITH THE CIRCUMSTANCES FACING THE JEWISH COMMUNITY IN SYRIA, 
PARTICULARLY TRAVEL AND EMIGRATION RESTRICTIONS AND THE 
IMPRISONMENT OF SOME MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY. WE ESTIMATE THE 
JEWISH COMMUNITY IN SYRIA TODAY TO NUMBER APPROXIMATELY 3,800. 


WITH 3,000 SYRIAN JEWS LIVING IN DAMASCUS, ABOUT 600 IN ALEPPO 
AND ABOUT 200 IN QAMISHLI. 


THE SYRIAN MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS RECENTLY HAS 
INFORMED THE U.S. AMBASSADOR IN DAMASCUS OF SEVERAL DECISIONS 


IT HAS TAKEN CONCERNING SYRIAN CITIZENS OF THE JEWISH FAITH. 





TIRST, REGARDING THE CASE OF TWO JEWISH SPOTHEPS, THE SOUEDS 
WHO HAVE BEEN DETAINED ON SUSPICION OF VISITING ISRAEL, THEY 
WILL BE BROUGHT BEFORE THE COURTS AND THEIR RELATIVES WILL BE 
ALLOWED TO VISIT THEM. SECOND, THE SYRIAN GOVERNMENT HAS 
INFORMED US OF ITS INTENTIONS TO CONTINUE TO CONSIDER 
POSITIVELY THE APPLICATION FOR EMIGRATION VISAS BY UNMARRIED 
JEWISH WOMEN WHO HAVE NO PROSPECT OF SUITABLE MARRIAGES FROM 
WITHIN THE SMALL SYRIAN JEWISH COMMUNITY. FINALLY, THE 
GOVERNMENT OF SYRIA HAS ALSO SAID IT LOOKS POSITIVELY AT 
APPLICATIONS FOR LEGAL EMIGRATION BY MEMBERS OF SYRIAN JEWISH 
FAMILIES SEEKING REUNIFICATION WITH THEIR RELATIVES WHO HAVE 


ALREADY EMIGRATED. THE U.S. GOVERNMENT, WHICH HAS LONG BEEN 
INVOLVED IN DISCUSSIONS WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF SYRIA ON THESE 
IMPORTANT ISSUES, WELCOMES SYRIA'S DECISION TO TAKE THESE 


POSITIVE STEPS AND WHAT APPEARS TO BE A MORE FLEXIBLE APPROACH 


BY SYRIA TO THESE HUMANITARIAN CONCERNS. 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1989, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon. First, one 
administrative announcement. It gives me great pleasure to 
announce that tomorrow is a Federal holiday and there will be 
no briefing from this podium tomorrow. That's the only 
announcement I have, so I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the resignation 
of Deng Xiaoping? 


A No, I don't. It's really an internal matter for 
the Chinese. 


Q It has no affect on the United States? 


Q Well, what's happening in East Germany is an 
internal matter also, and you had a long statement yesterday. 


A We're witnessing different things. We're 
witnessing, in China, certain changes being made in their 
government that we don't choose to comment on. 


Q Even though -- 


A In East Germany, I think we all agree that the 
changes are broad, historic, and very important. 


Q Well, if you had nothing to say about China, 
perhaps you have more to say about East Germany. Is there any 
concern about the continuing pace of rapid change in East 
Germany? 


A The Secretary, I think, addressed the sace of 
change just yesterday. We're, of course, following «. ents 
closely. I can tell you where we see it standing noi. 


Q Please. 
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= ae I don't think it'll surprise you. We note that 
the size of the Politburo has been sharply reduced. Now there 
are -- but there are only four new members; seven of the former 
members retain their seats. 


We are prepared to evaluate the new Politburo on the 
basis of its actions rather than just on the past reputations 
of individual members. We believe, as the East German 
population has indicated in its reaction to the new 
announcements, that personnel changes without policy changes 
will not be sufficient. We hope and expect that the new 
Politburo will move swiftly to enact fundamental political and 
economic reform. 


Q What kinds of political and economic reform? 


A Well, I mean, basically, it's to move towards a 
more open and more free society. That's what people seem to be 
expecting. I know that's particularly the issue of free 
elections -- it's what Chancellor Kohl mentioned. 


Q What about the free elections? There are reports 
that, indeed, Mr. Krenz is prepared to propose free elections. 


A I don't know specifically what Krenz is going to 
do. But that's something that the Chancellor -- as I 
mentioned, Chancellor Kohl mentioned, and we certainly support 
that call. 


Q What about -- the Soviet Union apparently issued 
some very encouraging statements today about the reform and 
essentially encouraging the progress. Any comment about that? 


A No specific comment on those remarks. They are 
consistent with what the Soviets have been doing and saying 
about other developments in Eastern Europe. We welcome the 
Soviet statements. 


Q On the elections, though, you don't have any 
information to confirm or give any indication whether this is 
true, that they're going to go ahead with elections? 


A I don't have anything. 


Q You've indicated very clearly before that the 
United States is taking its cue from West Germany in regards to 
East Germany. Given what Kohl is quoted as saying today, 
namely, that West German aid to East Germany would be 
contingent on the elections and other kinds of reforms, is the 
United States adopting a similar kind of position? Are you 
looking at the question of potential aid to East Germany? 


- 
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a I don't think I've said that we take our cue from 
West Germany. We certainly consult with them closely and value 
their opinions highly. The Germans, in the past, have said 
that support in economic assistance to East Germany could be 
made available if it enacts reform. Kohl spelled that out in 
his speech about what specifically he was looking for. 


We've also said that we want to encourage -- want to 
see the process of reform in East Germany move forward. We've 
made clear -- I think the Secretary has -- that we're prepared 
to consider economic assistance and other improvements in our 
relations with countries in Eastern Europe which do move 
forward towards a path of reform. But as far as deciding’ 
specific details, we'd really have to see if there's tangible 
evidence that the government is really meeting the demands of 
the population. 


Q With all of the rapid change in East Germany, in 
particular, is the U.S. beginning to re-evaluate or to take a 
second look at its long-standing historical position on the 
issue of reunification? What is the U.S. perspective on 
reunification? 


a The President and the Secretary have spoken a 
number of times about German reunification. The President 
spoke about in Mainz in May; the Secretary spoke about it in a 
couple of his speeches. I think the best summary of our policy 
is what the Secretary said just yesterday: basically, that 
reunification has been supported by NATO and by the United 
States for 40 years and our strongly-held view is that 
reunification, or reconciliation, between the peoples of 
Germany must take place in peace and freedom. To us, it's very 
important that that be the manner in which it's carried out. 


Q Does the United States share the view of the West 


German Government that the question of boundaries between 
states in Eastern Europe must await a peace treaty for final 


determination, or does the United States accept the present 
boundaries in Eastern Europe? 


A In Eastern Europe, as a whole? 


Q I could be more specific, but -- if you can't 
answer that, could you take it? 


a Yes. I think I'll have to. First, I'm not aware 
that that's the German view. 


Q It is. 


A Second of all, I'll have to look and see if I can 
find out what the U.S. view is on boundaries of Europe. 
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* There's a treaty in 1970 between West Germany and 
Poland which affirms the boundaries but the German Government's 
position to this day is that the final determination will have 
to await a peace treaty. 


a I'll check and see what our position is on the 
boundaries in Eastern Europe. 


Q Are there not some concerns within the U.S. 
Government about the prospects for reunification of Germany; 
concerns about growing, sort of neutralist sentiments in West 
Germany, to begin with, and what a unified Germany might mean 
to the NATO Alliance? 


A Undefined concerns by unnamed officials? I 
think, really on this, we have to take our cue from what the 
Secretary and the President have repeatedly said, and that's 
that we're supporting a process of peaceful change, supporting 
a process where Europe can be made whole and free, supporting a 
process where countries can cooperate on the basis of Western 
values. That's what we're supporting, and they have expressed 
themselves many times in that vein. 


Q But would not that kind of peaceful change that 
you're talking about, if it resulted in reunification, severely 
weaken the NATO position? 


a NATO is an important, essential institution in 
our security. It's not just, though, a military institution. 
It's a political institution. It's an institution that 
embodies for us Western values that we share with the countries 
of Western Europe. So NATO, I think, has really been a force 
in all this change. 


Aas far as how far in the future -- how far the change 
might go, how far in the future where it might have some 
ramifications for NATO, I really don't want to speculate that 
far out. But I think NATO has been a success in producing 
change and in supporting change, and it's supporting the West 
during these past times. We're not looking to abandon that 
kind of success . 


Q No, but you're suggesting that it might be a 
political alliance rather than a military one, primarily -- 


a It's always been both, and I would expect it to 
continue to be. 
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- Q You are pushing the notion that this be done -- I 
guess your earlier words were “in a manner -- it's very 
important, the manner in which this is carried out.” Do you 
mean at a slow and steady pace? The pace of events in Eastern 
Europe now are leading many people to bring this up. It was 
the centerpiece of Kohl's State of the Union address; it's 
being addressed by Mitterrand, so on and so forth. But it is 
-- the U.S. view is slow and steady with this process or, let 
it happen at a rapid pace because that would be good for 
everyone, or what is it? 


a As far as I'm aware, we haven't taken a view on 
the pace. The Secretary and the President both spoke about the 
pace of current events. But as far as a policy view of how 
fast things should go, I don't think we've taken a view. Our 
view is, that I expressed here, that reconciliation or 
reunification, however it happens, should happen in peace and 
freedom -- two essential factors. 


The Secretary just spoke yesterday about how we do not 
seek to foment instability in Eastern Europe or the Soviet 
Union, but we do urge reform. I don't think there's any 
contradiction with that. 


Q Specifically, should East Germany tear down -- is 
this the moment for them to tear down the Berlin Wall, or would 
that be too precipitous given the heavy flow of refugees 
already? 


Q The West Germans would never let you do it at 
this point. 


a I'll leave to other commentators to express their 
views on this one; but that's something we've always spoken 
of. I don't really have anything -- 


Q If you've always spoken of it, what did you say? 


a You're now trying to see if I can recite 
litanies. Wo. Basically, that the Wall should come down. 


Q Given the instability there now, should it come 
down precisely now or would that be a threat to this slow and 
steady pace of reform? 


a You're using somebody else's words to talk about 
"slow and steady pace." I'm talking about peaceful change, I'm 
talking about change that promotes freedom, that promotes 
Western-type values. I'm talking about change that does not 
lead to instability. That's what we support. 


Q Is the U.S. worried about what's going on there? 
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- No. I think we're encouraged by some of the 
indications that there will be this process of peaceful change 
and peaceful reform in East Germany. We're following it, of 
course, very closely. 


Q Can we take you to the Middle East? Do you have 
any comment or report that supercomputers to Israel will not be 
sold due to the fact that Israel violated their agreement with 
the United States? 


a Aas far as the supercomputer sales to Israel, I'd 
just have to say that no decisions have been made. There are 
Isareli applications which are being scrutinized in the same 
careful manner as all supercomputer export applications to 
countries which are not party to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. 


Q But the reports were saying that there was -- the 
United States found evidence that Israel sold or gave to South 
africa some of these secret components for the development of 
their missile capability. Do you have any comment on that? 


a The reports said, I think, that Arrow Missile 
Technology had been transferred to South Africa. According to 
our information, there has been no such transfer. 


Q Can you tell us whether there's been a delay in 
the careful scrutiny to which these applications are given? 


a Many times this process is so long it's hard to 
determine if there's a delay or not. Frankly, it is a 
cumbersome and lengthy process. It's a very careful process. 
But these applications are being handled in a very normal 
manner, according to the normal procedures. 


Q Do you have evidence of any other transfers or 
non-transfers to South Africa? Anything else you can tell us 
about? 


a I don't have anything to add. We've spoken about 
different specific questions we were asked about two weeks ago 
when some of the initial reports started coming out. 


Q Do you have anything -- do you know what's 
happening with the Shamir visit, since there was no White House 
briefing today? 

a I don't have anything new to say, no. 


Q Has the status of that changed at all, even 
whether you have anything new to say about it since yesterday? 


a I believe if I look in my book, I will have a 
paragraph on this which was the same paragraph I had yesterday. 
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Q If it is, you don't have to -- 


a No. I don't think the status has changed, 
Ralph. I'm not aware anything has changed. 


Q What is changed is that the Israelis are becoming 
completely mystified and impatient with this Administration for 
its seeming indifference about arranging a meeting between 
Shamir and the President or anybody else in the Administration. 


a I can't speak for the White House. But, 
essentially, as I understand it, this is a private visit. I'm 
not even sure that he's coming to Washington. As far as we are 
here, I don't think we've received -- 


Q He will if he's invited. 
a -- I don't think we've received any requests. 


So you could say, or we could assume that, in a 


Q 
hypothetical way, he might not come to Washington? He could go 
to Cleveland and not might make it here to Washington? 


a You'll have to ask the Israelis about his 
schedule. 


Q Do you recall the last time the Israeli Prime 
Minister came to the United States on any kind of a visit -- 
private, public, or anything --— during which he did not meet 
with any U.S. Government officials? 


a No, I can't recall. I don't know. 


Q Isn't it a little difficult not to conclude that 
there's a signal being sent here? 


a Bill, I have no more conclusions or speculation 
than I did yesterday. I have no more -- nothing really to add 


to the matter. 


Q Could you check that point, please, about you 
don't think you've received any specific requests? Because, 
certainly, in public the Israelis have said they want to come 
to Washington, they wer’ to meet with the President -- 


a Well, c I wasn't speaking for the White 
House. I was speaking atwut a potential request for meetings 
here. 


Q Can you confirm that there are meetings going on 
between the U.S. and Libyan Government officials in Europe, as 
reported in some European newspapers? 


a I haven't seen the reports. I don't know. 
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Q Do you have anything further -- 
A I'm sure our policy on Libya has been made clear 
in the past few weeks. 


Q Anything further on possible leads between U.S. 
and PLO officials in Tunis? 


a Yes. There was a meeting on November 7. The 
Charge at our Embassy in Tunis met informally with a PLO 
representative. Discussions focused on the issue of how best 
to support the peace process. The meeting was one of an 
on-going series of informal meetings with PLO representatives. 
No formal meeting is planned at present. 


Q Isn't this, when you say that -- 


Q Just out of curiosity, Richaid, I think you were 
asked that question yesterday which was the 8th. 


a and I said, to my knowledge, there had been no 
formal meetings but we have an on-going dialogue and contacts 
all the time. 


Q Right. 


a This was an informal meeting which, in the past, 
we haven't announced, we haven't made statements about until 
somehow it was asked specifically where it was otherwise 
publicized. 


Q So is that the explanation for why you didn't, in 
answer to the same question yesterday, give the answer you gave 
today, is that it's been publicized elsewhere and therefore 
now, the State Department feels it's okay to talk about it? 
Essentially, what it was -- 


i) That's essentially the answer, yes. 


Q Are you saying, Richard, the meeting was a 
discussion on how to advance the peace process? You are not 
ms about the points that you discussed. Was there a 
planned agenda, or were they just, you know, planning -- 


Aa We don't go into detail on these meetings, 
particularly on the informal ones. We just stop at confirming 
that a meeting took place, and telling you the general 
subject. That's all I'm doing this time. 


Q You didn't discuss the five points or the seven 
points or the 10 points, or any points? 


a We discussed how best to support the peace 
process. I think our views on how to discuss that with the PLO 
have actually been made fairly clear from this podium. 
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~ @Q Has there been a response yet from the 
Palestinians or the Egyptians? 


Aa No. 


Q On another subject. The Pentagon said something 
today about some optical incidents with the Soviets -- laser 
incidents. Has the United States made a protest, formal 
protest, over this? 


A I just heard the reports before I came in here, 
so I don't know too much about the incidents. I'll have to 
check. 


Q Can you take that question? 


A It may not be for us to handle, but I'll check 
and see if we get anything on it. 


Q They said specifically that any formal protest 
would be handled by the State Department, so -- 


A I'll check on it. 


Q You had some statement earlier this week on the 
cease-fire in Sudan and the danger of its breaking down. It 
appears now to have broken down pretty badly. Do you have 
anything more to say? 


A I'm sorry, I don't have anything new. 


Q Do you also, by chance, have anything to say 
today on Haiti and the strike? 


A Yes, I do. I'll give you a more lengthy text, 
but let me summarize that on November 1, the government of 
Haiti arrested Evans Paul, leader of the Committee for 
Democratic Unity; Jean-Auguste Mesyeux, Secretary General of 
the Autonomous Confederation of Haitian Workers; and Etienne 
Marino, a leader of The Popular Organization of September 17. 


We're informed that they were brought before a 
magistrate and charged with the illegal possession of weapons 
and explosives. Those arrested were show on national 
television the evening of November 2, and our Embassy in 
Port-au-Prince believes, as do several labor and political 
organizations in Haiti, that based on their appearance on 
television, they had been mistreated. 


Our Ambassador in Haiti, and others in our embassy, 
have been in contact with senior officials of the Haitian 
Government and we've been in touch with human rights 
organizations in Haiti. We've expressed our concerns about 
these arrests. 
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- The United States Government urges the Government of 
Haiti to ensure that any detainees are treated in strict 
accordance with Haitian law and with respect for their civil 
and human rights. 


At the same time, we urge all factions in Haiti to 
forgo violence. We believe that the free and credible 
elections leading to the inauguration of a civilian government 
is an essential step in finding solutions to Haiti's problems. 


Q Are you going to make the copy available to us of 
the whole thing? 


Of the more lengthy version. 
Including the spellings and so forth? 


a 

Q 

a Including the spellings. 

Q Does the American Ambassador have a name? 
a 


The American Ambassador's name is Brunson 
McKinley, and that is in the longer version as well. 


Q Any implications of this on whatever U.S. aid is 
being provided the Government of Haiti at this time? 


A It's something I'll have to check. 
Q Anything new today on the voting in Namibia? 
A No. 


Q Anything on de Klerk's vow to the white supremist 
that he would not support a white homeland? 


A No. 


Q I'd like to ask you again on the sequester and 
whether there is any process going on in the State Department 
to determine the impact of that and various categories, even 
the Foreign Operations budget? 


A And we put up an answer about a week ago with a 
general description of the kind of impact the sequester or low 
funding levels would have. 


Q Two quick ones: do you have anything more on the 
killings in £1 Salvador beyond what you had yesterday, which 
was just -- 


a No, I don't. 
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- Q Okay. And, also, there appears to be some 
confusion now about what exactly is the governing body of the 
Nicaraguan Resistance. I understand that there has now been a 
new leadership that proclaimed itself today in Miami. Can you 
tell us what the United States -- who the United States 
Government considers to be the body duly constituted that 
represents in a legal manner the Nicaraguan Resistance? 


a I don't think we have a position on that. I 
think we'll have to -- I'll take your question and see if 
there's anything we want to say. 


Q Okay. And just one last one on that. 
Ambassador-designate Arcos apparently indicated that the United 
States had been talking with the Resistance about their 
delegation to New York this week. Can you confirm whether the 
United States asked that certain individuals not come, or 
indicated their displeasure if they do? 


i I hadn't heard anything about that. I['11 look 
into it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Richard, has there been any decision about 
re-opening the American Embassy in Beirut after the election of 
the new President? 


A No, there hasn't been a decision at this point. 
de discussed this the other day, and I repeated the fact that 
for us it was a security consideration. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the election results 
in Jordan today? 


A Yes, I do. The U.S. (ogee the renewal of the 
electoral process in Jordan. We fully support the process of 
political reform that accompanies it. We note that the polling 
in Jordan proceeded peacefully and in a fair and orderly 
fashion. We congratulate King Hussein and the Jordanian people 
on their achievement. We look forward to working with the new 
government in Jordan once it's installed. 


Q It looks like there is some concern about the 
increase in the fundamentalist votes and the delegates that 
were elected. Do you have any concern? 


a I'm not going to comment on the results. The 
results of a free election are for people to recognize, not to 
criticize. 


Q Also, do you have any comment on the 
Polisario-Morocco clashes which caused a lot of victims 
yesterday, a lot of clashes? 
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- @ No. I'm sorry, I don't. 


Q I just have one more in a different part of the 
world. Great Britain said today -- I quess the Foreign 
Minister in Parliament said that it's the British view that 
Vietnam has withdrawn all of its combat troops from Cambodia. 
Does the United States share that view? 


A I don't know -- 
Q You have no guidance on it? 


A -- whether we have -- I don't have any guidance 
on it. I don't know whether we have, but I would point out 
that we've always called for a verified and total withdrawal of 
Vietnamese troops, and that's important for many reasons, not 
just to know that they're out but for international recognition 
of that fact. 


Q Now that Secretary Baker rejected the Israeli 
conditions or reservation of the six-point plan, or five-—points 
plan, what is next from the Israelis? What do you expect? 


a You're making an assumption that's not true. 
We've said that we wanted to reach agreement on the basic 
framework and that we would be willing to discuss concerns 
after that. 


Q You mean he didn't reject the points of the 
Israelis? 


A No. We've said we want to discuss those after 
the basic framework has been agreed. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 
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Haiti: Arcrcest of Oppos:.tion Leaders and General Strike 


(FULL TEXT) 


¢ 


WE CAN CONFIRM THAT ON NOVEMBER 1 THE GOVERNMENT OF “WAITI 
ARRESTED EVANS PAUL, LEADER OF THE COMMITTEE FOR DEMOCRATIC 





UNITY (KID), JEAN-AUGUSTE MESYEUX, SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE 
AUTONOMOUS CONFEDERATICN OF HAITIAN WORKERS (CATH), AND 
ETIENNE MARINO, A LEADER, OF THE POPULAR ORGANIZATION OF 


& 
SEPTEMBER 17 (OP-17). 


WE ARE INFORMED THAT TSOSE ARRESTED HAVE BEEN BROUGHT 
BEFORE A MAGISTRATE AND CHARGED WITH ILLEGAL POSSESSION OF 
WEAPONS AND EXPLOSIVES. IT IS ALLEGED THAT THEY, AND 
OTHERS STILL SOUGHT 8Y THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI, WERE 
ENGAGED IN A PLOT TO CVERTHROW THE CURRENT GOVERNMENT AND 


ASSASSINATE PRESIDENT AVRIL. 





THOSE ARRESTED WERE SHOWN ON HAITIAN NATIONAL TELEVISION 
THE EVENING OF NOVEMBER 2. OUR EMBASSY IN PORT-AU-PRINCE 
BELIEVES, BASED ON THEIR APPEARANCE ON TELEVISION, THAT 


THEY HAD BEEN MISTREATED. 


BEST Copy AVAILABLE 
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tm PROTEST OF THE APPARENT MISTREATMENT CF THOSE ARRESTED, 
SEVERAL LABOR AND PCL:7:i. AL ORGANIZATIONS CALLED FOR A two 
DAY NATIONWIDE GENERAL STRIKE ON NOVEMBER 7-6. THE STRIKE 


WAS WIDELY OBSERVED THROUGECUT HAITI. - 


OUR AMBASSADOR IN HAITI, BRUNSON MCKINLEY, AND OTHERS IN 
& 

OUR EMBASSY, HAVE BEEN IN CONTACT WITH SENIOR OFFICIALS OF 

THE HAITIAN GOVERNMENT AND HUMAN RIGHTS ORGANIZATIONS IN 


EAITI TO EXPRESS OUR CONCERNS ABOUT THESE ARRESTS. 


THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT URGES THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI 
TO ENSURE THAT ANY DETAINEES ARE TREATED IN STRICT 
ACCORDANCE WITH HAITIAN LAW WITH RESPECT TO THEIR CIVIL AND 


HUMAN RIGHTS. 


AT THE SAME TIME, WE URGE ALL FACTIONS IN HAITI TO FOREGO 
VIOLENCE AND TO SEEK CHANGE THROUGH PARTICIPATION IN THE 
ELECTORAL PROCESS WHICH HAS BEEN PROMULGATED BY THE AVRIL 
GOVERNMENT AND THE INDEPENDENT PROVISIONAL ELECTORAL 


COUNCIL (CEP). 


THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT IS CONVINCED THAT FREE AND 
CREDIBLE ELECTIONS LEADING TO THE INAUGURATION OF A 
CIVILIAN GOVERNMENT IS AN ESSENTIAL STEP IN FINDING 
SOLUTIONS TO HAITI'S POLITICAL, ECONOMIC, AUD SOCIAL 


PROBLEMS. 


BEST COPY AVA nore 
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Posted: 11/9/89 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Press Briefing of Nov. 9. 1989 


A:« What effect will the November 1 arrest of three opposition 
leaders in Haiti have on United States Government assistance to 
Haiti? 

Q: FOR FISCAL YEAR 1990, THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
CURRENTLY HAS BUDGETED $41.4 MILLION IN HUMANITARIAN AND 
DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE TO HAITI. THESE FUNDS ARE PROVIDED 


THROUGH PRIVATE VOLUNTARY AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES. 


IN FISCAL YEAR 1990, THE U.S. HAS ALSO BUDGETED SOME FUNDS 
FOR COUNTER-NARCOTICS PROGRAMS WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI. 
ANY OTHER RESUMPTION OF UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI WILL BE CONTINGENT ON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE 
OF PROGRESS ON A TRANSITION TO DEMOCRACY AND RESPECT FOR HUMAN 


BEST COPY Avail ASi¢ 
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ra! auestro™ Posted: “Mov. 9, 1999 


NOVEMBER 9 PRESS BRIEFING 


POSSIBLE U.S.-SOVIET LASER INCIDENTS 


Q:- Will the U.S. protest to the Soviets about the series of 
possible laser incidents that have recently occurred? 

A: A U.S. Delegation will be in Moscow the week of November 13 
to discuss implementation of the U.S.-Soviet Agreement on 
Prevention of Dangerous Military Activities. That 
agreement covers laser incidents. We will discuss these 


& 
most recent incidents at that meeting. 


BEST COPY Ava! sore 
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Taken tion 
Seance 5, 1989 POSTED: November 9, 1989 


NICARAGUA: MEMBERSHIP OF DELEGATION IN NEW YORK 


Q: Can you confirm that the U.S. has asked that certain 
Resistance members not attend the meeting with the 
Sandinistas going on in New York today? 


A: STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS HAVE CONVEYED TO THE RESISTANCE 
OUR VIEW THAT IT WOULD NOT BE APPROPRIATE FOR ANY 
RESISTANCE MEMBER CONNECTED WITH ALLEGED HUMAN RIGHTS 
ABUSES TO PARTICIPATE IN THE NEW YORK MEETING. NO SUCH 


INDIVIDUAL IS PARTICIPATING. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





MR. HARLOW: Good afternoon. Welcome to this afternoon's 
readout on the state visit of Philippine President Corazon Aquino. 
This brief is ON THE RECORD, standard White House briefing rules. 
» but not for sound and camera. 


This afternoon's briefer is Assistant Secretary of State 
ian and Pacific Affairs Richard Sclonmon. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Good afternoon. I's not 
qui this time zone, having just gotten beck from Canberra 
and Pago Pago, which is a nice place -- (laughter.) It's so nice, 
you 


2 8 
: z 


Q Wait until after this briefing. You'll really want 


And if there is any theme that seems to be ing from all these 
exchanges, it's the need for economic reo consolidate the 
process of democratisation that is well underway in the Philippines. 
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whet we call “talks about talks," 
negotiatiens that will follow. 


In the expanded Cabinet Room discussion, the President 
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How about the human rights situation? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: It was not raised. 


The body issue did not come up? 


$200 million in the aid package? 
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The Multilateral Aid 
on July 4th of this year in Tokyo in « 
Fund, Japan. 
with 19 other countries, 
to 


something new, or is that 
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So Ellicott Richardson is, basically, whet the 


Whet is this MAI? Is that 
just « new name, on basically everything - 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: 
wes estab] ished 
both 
over 
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Ambessedor to -- 


billion over five years. 








e's the President's 


MAI progres, or whet the Filipincs call 


Program -- the PAP. 


the coordinetor. 
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and FMS programs, it will be affected by the sequestration. 
Q Do you know what -- to what extent -- is it an exact 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: That's all being negotiated 
right now. And again, our position is, we would like to see the full 
amount. But what will come out of it will be affected by the 
negotiations on the Hill. 


Q Yes, sir. You say you're confident about the 
negotiations, but to use your phrase, are you expecting hard talks? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Right. 


Q What does that mean? Do you expect the rent to go 
up? Greater access to bases? What are you expecting? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Let's just say in this 
constrained fiscal environment, I would be very rised if we vere 
able to see major increases in the compensation - But there 
are issues related to jurisdictional matters -- what legal 
jurisdiction are American mili men subject to in the Philippines, 
that sort of issue, whether the Philippine military will have 
enhanced access to the bases. The term duration -- whether the 
agreement is -ended or a phaseout t. These are the 
various dimensions of issues that will be -- 


Q Can I ask you a question about what's on in 
China? = 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Yes. 
Q What's your assessment of the Deng -- the stepped-up 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Why don't we finish the 
Philippines and I'11 come back to you. 


Q Okay. Fine. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wot that I know that such. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Is the United States looking at Singapore as «a 
os fallback if these negotiations do not go as well as you 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: We do not look at our 
recently worked out we for enhancing ship and aircraft 
visits to Singapore as a fallback, we view it as reinforcing or 
complementing our military activities in the Philippines. 60 it's 
not viewed as a fallback arrangenent. 





Q What did President Aquino say in general about her 
government's relations with the Soviet Union or -- and whet did she 
say about the Soviet offer to withdraw from face from Cam Ranh Bay if 
the U.S. would withdraw? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Issue did not come up. 


Q You mentioned a lot of eo F that a Sue wants 
from us. One of the only things that I heard you say t Bush asked 
from them was goes to be part of the Philippine program for economics 
and development. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Right. 








Q What -- did the U.8. specifically ask anything of 
the Philippines, either economically or militarily? You know, we 


"eee 

















i os on og ly My AG 4 —— 
t. I th we proceed wv on 
Gemocracy is in our interest. That maintaining this 
relationship, which has grown out of a long period of history from 
> Tare SS. ieee 2) & oe See It takes a more 
specific form in terms of security cooperation, markets for our 
» @8 well as the fact that there are over a million Filipinos 
iving in this country. I mean, it's a very broad and intimate kind 
° 


Embedded in the MAI program and, for instance, Brady Plan 
debt relief arrangements, are expectations about economic reform, but 
those were really not gone into today in any detail. 


Can I just follow on the bases -- somebody asked 
about an SM What about Australia, American Samoa, other 
= sone : plans? Is the U.8s. still looking for contingency 
ocations 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: There was a s done in 
the Pentagon ea year or two ago that looked at that issue, t we are 
not currently going beyond that. 


Q That's not what you were doing in American Samoa? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo. Again, ve are 
proceeding on the assumption that there is a shared inteest in 
maintaining this relationship. 


Q From what you said about the evolution of the bases 
over the decades, what the President said about «a 
security ip, can we assume that the United States is ready 
for @ really broad redefinition of the way the bases are used, 
ee to much greater Philippine sovereignty? Is that what you're 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Again, we are in the 
Chink it's appropriate at this point te prejuage these. put that 1 
S appropr a 8 po pre ° s 
certainly one dimension of what will be discussed, I'm sure. 


Q These ere the two largest silitary bases the United 
States has in the world. Given the cutbeck and decline of 
mili ing, the relationship with the Soviet Union and the 


ee SS SES SS SS CE, CG SS GEES Sree 6 Seng 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I know you asked that of sy 
peatesseses yesterday. The anewer is very clear. And I think this 
come , 1t was certainly evident in « rumber exchanges in 
Canberra and Brunei this past "suly eat the Asean post-sinisterials. 


I think the states of the region generally view the 
United States of the region generally view the United States as 
ss a stabilising role in East Asia and the Pacific. The bases, 
as I mentioned earlier, have « long history going back to the World 
War II and Post-World War II Era. so they vere there lcxg before the 
Soviets became a military presence in the region. 


Almost all the countries of Southeast Asia want to see 
the U.S. presence maintained there as a balance to the influence of 
oer countries. And there are « pense | of other states, as you 
hie, that project thir influence cally or militerily into the 
region. _. it ie @ sense of stability end predictability t our 


bri ° ite rt from the economic benefits that 
Fiew te the Ne Filipines ipinee. - - 
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Q The China question. Just your assessment of what 
this means, and does he still maintain power, or not, or what? 
ass 


This, you know, is not totally unexpected. They've been trying to 
"towards Ra rth , om tion of leaders. And, frankly, what it 
v . 


t 
Q We're not allowed to say that. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo, I mean, you could say 
that the change wouldn't have occurred if there wasn't a certain 
element of stability there. Let me just -- I must say, going through 
material and prepar for the Aquino visit, if you want to see a 

c demonstration of the interplay between a political change and 
economic devel , this shows percentage changes in real GNP, and 
this shows the inflation rate. I think you can probably -- 
Q In China? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo, this is in the 
Philippines. 


Q Oh, I thought you were talking about China. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: You can probably show -- 


Q You're finished with China? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: -- put your finger on the 
point where the february revolution occurred. 


Q Back in on China. Did Nixon bring any 
indications -- was about to happen? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: Wo, or at least -- no, I 
shouldn't say that. Wot that I am aware of. I wasn't in the dinner 
meet and I haven't, frank)y, since I just got back, been briefed 
on that. So I can't give you anything. 


Q oe ee SSS Sas Stag, oS 
is he still -- does still hold power? 


Q Rolled off. 
Q Rolled off. Does he still have some power even -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I would suspect he will 
remain an influence. 


Q Ie anybody else going to go over there besides -- 
we've had Nixon, we've had ——r Ie somebody else going to go 
over? We're pesne to have a continuing parade of visitors going over 
there, or what? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOLOMON: I would be very surprised 
if there weren't ongoing contacts between the U. 8. and China. 


Q Thank you. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #197 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1989, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
If I can, I'd like to begin with two announcements. 


The first one concerns the Inter-American Human Rights 
Commission reports. The Inter-American Human Rights Commission 
has made special reports to the OAS General Assembly on human 
rights situations in Panama and in Nicaragua. 


The report on Panama details the many violent and 
repressive acts committed by General Noriega's puppet regime. 
The report states that the regime is devoid of any 
constitutional legitimacy. The report on Nicaragua calls for 
the immediate release of all political prisoners. 


We have prepared longer written statements, analyzing 
the Commission's reports, and those are available here in the 
Press Office. Copies of the reports themselves, which are to 
be formally presented today at the OAS, should be available 
shortly through the OAS Secretariat or through our own Mission 
to the O”s. 


Q While we're on the subject of the OAS, when will 
the Secretary's address -- the text -- be available? 


a It's not clear when the Secretary's remarks will 
be available. They're still being finished up. We'll try to 
get you something in advance, but it may not be possible. 


Q Will he address himself to the situation in €1 
Salvador as well as other matters? 


a It's a broad, hemispheric meeting, so I would 
expect him to address himself to a lot of matters. But as the 
text is still being finished up, [ can't promise any specifics. 

Q What is your best quess as to when he will speak? 


a It's scheduled for 4:45. [I'll let you make the 
guess. 


Q It's slipping, slipping 


Q In the beginning it was 4:30 
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A He's not going to see Lech Walesa, I guarantee it. 
a His statement follows statements by the Foreign 


Ministers of Mexico and Costa Rica, so you can maybe get a feel 
for how things are going by watching them. 


Q A question on the human rights reports. Are 
these new reports based on new information? Both of these 
organizations have -- or this organization has issued reports 
on Panama and Nicaragua earlier this year, as I recall, not too 
many months ago. Is it your understanding that this is a 
repackaging of that information for submission to the OAs? 


7 Well, my understanding is that it was done for 
this General Assembly session. The Panama one covers the 
period through September ‘89. I don't have that date for the 
Nicaragua one, but I suspect it's pretty up to date. 


The second one concerns the Namibian elections. We're 
gratified and pleased with the peaceful course of elections in 
Namibia. According to reports, 96 or 97 percent of the 
Namibian people turned out to elect freely and fairly the 
Constituent Assembly to write the constitution for an 
independent Namibia. 


These elections are yet another demonstration of the 
triumph of democracy. We salute the determination and the 
enthusiasm of the Namibian people and the outstanding work of 
the men and the women of the United Nations Transition 
Assistance Group. We welcome the commitment of all of 
Namibia's political parties, as well as South Africa, to 
recognize the outcome of these elections. 


Q What does the State Department know about what is 
going on in El Salvador, and what does the U.S. Government 
intend to do about it? 


4 Well, let me go through the basic statement that 
[ think covers both those things. The FMLN launched a 
nationwide offensive on November 12.* This has left as many as 
300 people, including civilians, querrillas and soldiers, dead 
and more than 300 Salvadorans wounded. 


About 1500 guerrillas infiltrated into San Salvador 
for the offensive. Fighting in the city has led to significant 
civilian casualties. There have been attacks in other cities 
and on Armed Forces brigade headquarters in outlying 
departments. Fighting was intense all day Sunday. There 
appears to be new fighting this morning. 


The FMLN called upon the Salvadoran people to rise up 
in 1981. The people did not respond. The FMLN again called 
for a popular uprising in 1989, and again the people have 
rejected violence. We see this offensive as a sign of the 





* CORRECTION: Date is November i11. 











wICY 


-3- Monday, 11/13/89 


FMLN's isolation and its desperation. The guerrilla attacks, 
as we noted, have led to many, many civilian casualties. 


We feel it's a tragedy that the FMLN continues to 
reject a democratic dialogue in favor of the path of violence. 
We believe the FMLN should return to the negotiating table. 
The imposition of a State of Siege of limited duration by the 
government, we believe, is a responsible measure to protect 
civilians from the FMLN's latest campaign of terror. 


That's it. 


Q You didn't get to the second part of that 
question. What does the United States intend to do about it? 


A The U.S. position, as I've outlined here, is one 
of urging people to get back to the negotiating table, urging 
Nicaragua, as we have recently, to stop its supplies to the 
FMLN, as well as supporting the government of President 
Cristiani as he copes with the new violence. But we believe 
that President Cristiani is able to handle this basically on 
his own. 


Q Beyond such exhortation, does the United States 
have any plans or options to increase military supplies to the 
government forces, if necessary? 


a I'm not aware of anything at this point. As I 
said, we believe that the government of President Cristiani is 
able to handle the situation on its own. 


Q and one more question: There are reports of one 
American woman being killed. 


a Not woman. I've got some details on that. On 
November 12, Mr. Christopher Babcock was killed when hit in the 
head by a grenade fragment. Mr. Babcock was a teacher at the 
American School in San Salvador. He was a native of the State 
of Washington. We extend our deepest sympathy to his family 
and to his friends 


Q How old was he? 
a I'm afraid 1 don't have any more details than 
that on him. 


Q Could you double check to see whether that was 
the lith or the 12th? 


a Sure. 


Q I thought it was Saturday. 


i) We'll be glad to 
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Q Do you know what the circumstances were of his 
death? Was it an exchange of weaponry between the two sides? 
Do you have any idea whether he was killed by grenade fragments 
that were thrown by the FMLN or those that might have been 
thrown in retaliation by the Cristiani Government? 


a I asked that this morning, and the reports on 
exactly what happened tend to differ. [It is not our impression 
that he was a specific target of any violence. It appears that 
he was caught up in an attack of some kind. 


Q Do you have current figures on aid levels? 


) Total economic assistance in Fiscal Year 1968 was 
approximately $290 million. Military assistance was $85 
million. As you know, there are approximately 55 U.S. military 
trainers in El Salvador, but these trainers do not accompany 
the Salvadoran Armed Forces on any military mission. 


Q Do you have FY ‘89? 
a I don't have FY ‘89, no. 


Q Ruben Zamora's coming here this week. Is he 
going to be meeting with Department officials? 

“a It's something I'll check on. I wasn't aware of 
his visit. 

Q Richard, you expressed some concern about arms 


supplies coming from Nicaragua; and I wonder if you had 
purposely restricted this as a source of arms or whether you 
thought other countries might be involved in supplying the FMLN 
with weapons because yesterday, on one of the television talk 
shows, Secretary Cheney from the other building mentioned 
Soviet indirect involvement because of the Soviet alliance and 


support of Cuba and Nicaragua. He linked this, as a matter of 
fact, to the provision of American economic assistance to the 


Soviet Union. And I wonder if you excluded the Soviets on 
purpose or whether you take Shevardnadze's statement that 
they'd stopped supplying the FMLN at face value, or what? 


4 The reason we cite Nicaragua is because we have 
the most recent and direct evidence of Nicaraguan supplies, and 
they are certainly the principal supplier to the FMLN. We've 
spoken, I think, in great detail about the truck that was 
discovered on October 18. 


Q That was in about 15 minutes combat, wasn't it? 
What? Do you want me to go on or not? 


oe 
Q Please. 
” 


Soviet involvement in regional issues is 
something the Secretary spoke extensively about, I think, over 
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the weekend and expressed our disappointment and concern about 
Soviet actions, particularly in Central America. And you know 
as well that we have discussed this matter of the Nicaraguan 
arms supplies with the Soviets. So I wasn't omitting them in 
order to let them off the hook, but I think at this point the 
focus is on Nicaragua, particularly given the OAS meeting, and 
the fact that this is what's happening right in our own 
hemisphere. 


Q What's the status of the functioning of the U.S. 
Embassy during the State of Siege and all the fighting? Just 
sort of at a more aware level as a result of all the violence? 


4 That's right. They are not going out as much, I 
understand. People are being careful, and I think the school's 
closed. I think the airport's closed. 


Q The trainers -- are they assisting out in the 
field? 


“a No. I said the trainers don't go on any military 
missions. That's been the longstanding policy. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Shamir's visit, and 
do you have any agenda for his meeting? 


Q Do you mind if I have one more on £1 Salvador 
before we leave the subject? You said that you thought 
President Cristiani's decision to impose a State of Siege was 
responsible. Is it fair for us to attach that word to the 
suspension of constitutional rights, including freedom of 
assembly and speech and some judicial rights, and so on? 


ts Well, inevitably with a State of Siege, that all 
becomes part of the package. It's a State of Siege of limited 
duration. I think that's important. And it's basically 
designed to protect civilians from the campaign of terror that 
the FMLN is conducting. We think it's a responsible measure, 
given the circumstances. 


Q Related to that, just for a second. for the 
first time since ‘81, the Army moved to occupy the university. 
Does the United States also consider that to be a reasonable 
measure? 


“ I don't really have any comment on the specific 
way the fighting was carried out. I[ mean, [ think they 
explained well enough their reasons for going into the 
university and the fact that that's where the guerrillas were. 
It's where the people that attacked them were holed up. 


Were there intelligence indications that this 
offensive was coming? 
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o Without commenting on intelligence, there have 
been indications in the past that something like this might 
happen. Yes. 


Q Were you aware that it might be as widespread as 
it has been? 


i Bill, I'm not sure exactly what we expected and 
when, and I just don't think I would be in a position to say so 
even if I did know. I just know that these sorts of actions 
have been predicted in the past and were not unexpected. 


Q With the fighting this widespread, were there any 
U.S. military personnel who might have been caught up in it or 
in some area where the fighting was going on? Have you heard 
anything about a U.S.-crewed helicopter being fired at? 


‘ I'm not aware of anything like that. You'd have 
to ask the Defense Department about things like that. 


Q Can we go back to Mr. Shamir and his agenda, and 
what do you expect from his visit here? 


i) Well, I don't really have anything new to say on 
that. He will be having a meeting with Secretary Baker on 
Wednesday -- a small meeting here -- followed by a lunch, and 
then [I think the White House announced that he'll be having the 
meetings over there as well. 


So that's really about all I have. I'm sure they will 
discuss the peace process and the bilateral relationship, but 
you don't need me to tell you that. 


Q What do you mean, “small” meeting? 


a Small meeting. 
Q How much time is allocated for that meeting? 


) No. That's not small necessarily -- I don't know 
how much time is, but it's not small necessarily in terms of 
length of time. [t's small in terms of the numbers of people 
who will be there. 


Q Related to the same subject, there was an item on 
the news that Mr. Meguid, the Foreign Minister of Egypt, has 
received from the PLO seven points or -~ what do you call it? 
~~ clarifications. Did you receive this communication, and 
when will you answer the PLO through Mr. Meguid about this? 


Oo As far as that goes, [ can just say that the 
Secretary has talked to Foreign Minister Meguid since his 
return from Australia. We have had from the Egyptians some 
requests for clarifications The Secretary referred to those 
yesterday. We'll get back to them, of course, in due course. 
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But we don't have what I would characterize as the official 
Egyptian reply. We've had discussions with the Egyptians about 
these things. 


Q Are you encouraged by this requesting of 
clarifications by the Egyptian? 


a I don't really have a way of characterizing it 
beyond what I've said. This process is going on, and it 
continues. The Secretary spoke over the weekend about how we 
continue to work the issue but that it is a long process. 


Q Richard, not having heard them, so perhaps you've 
covered the point -- I don't know -- but what about what he was 
saying when the Israelis asked for changes? Is it the same 
situation: He's willing to review it, but he doesn't want to 
get into a wholesale revision -— words to that effect? What 
will he do with the Egyptian clarifications? Will he review 
his proposal, or will he -- 


f The Secretary basically described both the 
Israelis -- our actions with regard to the Israeli assumptions 
and the clarifications that Egypt has asked for and just said 
we'll be responding to both of those in due course. 


Q So you don't happen to know if he's willing to 
review his proposal? Or is the review now over with, and it's 
just a matter of responding to people's points? 


i) Well, we're first looking for acceptance of the 
basic framework. I think we made that clear last week, and 
that's why we welcomed Israeli acceptance of the basic 
framework -- the five points. And then we can go on to tackle 
some of what one might call the thornier issues and continue 
our <* -—rreaaes about assumptions and clarifications and 
details. 


Q Will the U.S. talk to the PLO in Carthage that 
you can tell us about? 


i) In Carthage? 


Q Well, Tunis, wherever. It's outside the city, I 
think. 


a I don't have anything new, Barry. 


Q There was a Carthage once. 


Q There will be no discussion about Israeli 
assurances until the official Egyptian reply? 


a I didn't say that I said the Secretary said 


we'll be responding in due course but that our primary goal 
remains acceptance of the basic framework 
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Q But they haven't accepted the framework, in other 
words. 


a Well, that's right. We're still awaiting the 
official Egyptian reply. 


Vv Is there a readout on the five points? (Laughter) 

a Not today. 

Q Has there been? Will there be? 

a There will be. 

Q Has the U.S. approved -- has the State Department 
approved or will it approve the sale of U.S. satellites to be 
launched in China? 


Aa I don't have anything new on that. I'm not aware 
that anything's changed since the past. 


Q Next week is the Middle East discussion in the 
U.N. Have you received the application for a visa from Mr. 
Arafat? 


& I didn't check this morning, but I'm not aware of 
any visa application by Mr. Arafat. 


Q And you didn't make up your mind about what would 
be the results or what would be the response for such an 
application yet? 

a He hasn't applied. 

Richard, on another -- 
Can I go back to -- 
Let's work our way back gradually. 


I'm diverting off into East Germany. 


Can [ have one more on that? 


> © © se» © #& 


You want to do one more on the Middle East? 


Q Do you have any characterization of the status of 
relations between the Bush Administration and the Shamir 
Government at this stage? Is there tension? 


a I don't have any new characterization of our 
relationship. We've spoken very often about it in the past. 
It's a deep, very important, very strong relationship 


Q It's still unshakable, right? (Laughter) 
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Q Still friendly and unshakable? You didn't use 
those words today. (Laughter) 


“ Can you give us @ summary of - 
Q Sorry. One more Middle East 


A Let's jump around. It's not going to work. You 
can get in later. 


Q Can you give us @ summary of Baker's phone calls 
to high-ranking Gere sn officials over the weekend, number one? 
And can you charact«.«i.ze what Vernon Walters did in his ae 
with the Soviet Ambassador to East Berlin? 


a The Secretary, I believe, talked about his 
discussions with Minister Genscher over the weekend, including 
characterizing those to the extent that I can. I don't have 
anything more on that. He has also spoken to the Foreign 
Ministers of Britain and France, and of course over the weekend 
he was in touch with Ambassador Walters frequently and with the 
President. 


As far as Ambassador Walters’ meeting, Ambassador 
Walters met his Soviet counterpart for Berlin, the Soviet 
Ambassador to the German Democratic Republic, Ambassador 
Kochemassov, on November 12. The meeting took place al 
Ambassador Walters’ request. 


Ambassador Walters is now the Chairman of the Allied 
Ambassadors for the month of November, so he's spokesman for 
the Americans, the British and the French in Berlin. These 
types of meetings between Western Allies and the Soviets are 


part of the routine in Berlin, but of course this one takes 
place under rather extraordinary circumstances. 


The conversation 1 can characterize as being open and 
constructive. It covered current topics concerning the 
situation in and around Berlin. The Soviets indicated they 
view the present situation with calm, and Ambassador Walters 
made clear our view and that of our Allies that free and fair 
elections remain the key to a peaceful process of change 


Q So you won't characterize what they really did? 
Apparently they dealt with nuts and bolts issues of West German 
police forces moving into certain sectors and trying to explain 
to the Soviets why those police forces were moving, and so on 
and so forth? You don't have any details? 


a I don't have any details like that, John. They 
discussed the current situation in Berlin and the desire both 
on the Soviet part and our part to contribute to a calm and 
peaceful atmosphere So I think it would be safe to assume 
that in any way that we could discuss those and help to 
contribute to that atmosphere. they did 
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Q Did the Secretary's conversation with the Foreign 
Ministers of Britain and France precede Walters meeting with 
the Soviet Ambassador? 


a I'm not sure, Ralph. I'll have to check on that. 


Q Can you tell whether there's any -- whether, in 
the discussions at the Foreign Ministers level. any decisions 
were taken about a Western proposal or a Western sort of 
unified approach, if you will, to the Soviets on the question 
of dealing with the future of Berlin? And, if so, was a 
proposal extended in the meeting between Walters and the Soviet 
ambassador? 


“ I'm not aware of anything like that I'll have 
to check. 


Q Was the Soviet Ambassador in Washington in to see 
anybody today? 


i) Not that I'm aware of ~-- at least, not on the 
public schedule. I['m not aware that there was such a meeting. 


Q It turned out on Saturday -. it was disclosed in 
the washinaton Post ~~ that the Secretary had met with the new 
Bulgarian leader secretly at the U.N. And just fishing, 
because apparently secret meetings are taking place, did he 
have any other meetings, particularly with any of the East 


Europeans, East Germans, or whatever, that we weren't told 
about that you can tell us about today? 


a First of all, let me knock down the word 
"secret." This was not a@ secret meeting 


Q Unannounced 


“ This was @ meeting that was laid on during the 
course of the week in New York. You're aware that he also met 
with the Czech Foreign Minister up there. This was apparently 
the last meeting on Friday before he returned 


While he was in New York, he talked to the Turkish 
Foreign Minister actually, or they checked with the Turkish 
Foreign Minister beforehand The Turkish Foreign Minister 
supported the idea. It was a meeting during which the 
Secretary made clear, I think, in the strongest possible terms 
that the United States needed to see improvements in the human 
rights situation in Bulgaria, particularly as regards Turkish 
nationalities. They also discussed the pace of reform 


Then Foreign Minister Mladenov spoke very positively 
about the need for constructive change. But as for the 
Situation now, we feel that the new General Secretary faces a 
very difficult challenge in bringing needed reforms to Bulgaria 
and we hope that he will move vigorously to build a more open 
and democratic Bulgaria 
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Q Right, and -- 
a That's the rundown on that. 


Q I get the impression that this sort of flowed out 
of the Turkish meeting. In other words, it was -- even though 
you got to those other issues, it was the ethnic issue -- 
Bulgarian and Turkish? 


a Our principal focus was on human rights. The 
issue of Bulgarian Turks, it was important for us - for the 
Secretary -- that he check with the Turkish Foreign Minister 
beforehand. And, as [I said, the Turkish Foreign Minister 
thought it was a good idea and so the Secretary went ahead and 
had the meeting. 


Q But no East German -- no other meetings squeezed 
in that weren't announced, you're seying? 


a I don't know for sure. I'm not aware of any 
others. Frankly, I can't remember exactly what you guys asked 
about when they were in New York, but -- 

Q Why was that unannounced? 


a It was just laid on at the end. It was laid on 
late in the week and it was the last meeting before they 
returned and nobody asked. 


Q Nobody asked? 


i It's a combination. If you put the meeting on 
late and then nobody asked about it -- it wasn't particularly a 
secret. It just didn't come up. 


Q It's hard to ask if you don't know. 


Q Richard, did the Secretary of State meet with any 
[Iranian officials during the time he was in New York attending 
the United Nations General Assembly session? 


A I'm not aware of any such meetings, Ralph. 
Q Would you take the question? 
A Yes, ['ll take the question. 


Will you take the same question about Vietnamese 
leaders? 


A Well, let me do this. Let me take Barry's 
question: "Did we have any other meetings in New York that we 
haven't spoken of yet that we would like to speak about." 


Q Wait a minute, that wasn't the question. 
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q Did you have any other meetings in New York is 
the question. 


Q And particularly with the East Europeans? 


a Okay. That's the taken question. We'll decide 
how we answer it, if we want to. 


Q Will you be prepared to post something today on 
the taken question of last Thursday regarding East European 
borders and U.S. Government attitudes thereto? 


A At this point, I don't have a definitive answer 
for you. So [I can't promise anything. 


Q Is the U.S. attempting to come up with new 
positions now that things have been shaken up between East and 
West Germany on a whole raft of things related to that? Can 
you tell us something about the pace of interagency studies or 
new diplomatic positions which may be -- being drafted, etc.? 


A Well, the Secretary also spoke about this over 
the weekend and said that we've been taking an approach, a 
policy approach that we think is consistent with the way the 
events are unfolding. So as far as sort of a wholesale 
rethinking, we don't that's called for. 


we have had contingency planning on-going. We were 
engaged in contingency planning before the events of late last 
week, and we'll continue to do that; of course, looking at 
various new areas as they come up. 


Q However, in all honesty, top U.S. officials have 
been quite honest in saying that none of them suspected in the 
least that what happened over the last five days has happened. 
And, in fact, there were a lot of analysts who thought those 
events may not happen for another five years, if at all. 


So given the fact that the turn of events has been 
quite stunnirg, wouldn't that call for some new analysis or 
some new -— how does it affect the way you're looking at the 
Malta Summit? 


a Well, as far as calling for some new analysis, I 
think the review and the policy analysis, [ said, does 
continue. That's the contingency planning. Certainly -- you 


know, people have been very up front in saying that we couldn't 
have predicted the pace of the changes that occurred, 
especially last week. But we have been engaged in this process 
of planning, of looking at events, of seeing how they might 
unfold, and we continue to be engaged in that. 


As far as the Malta Summit goes, it certainly is an 
important issue, and the President -- 
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Q The Malta what? 


A I'm sorry. 1'11 wash my mouth out with soap. As 
far as the Malta “meeting” goes, it certainly will come up. 
I'm sure the President will make clear what we see of the 
situation. The Secretary explained over the weekend that we 
did not seek to exploit the events there to a unilateral 
advantage nor did we seek to support any sort of instability. 
I think that's the context in which they will want to discuss 
it. 


Q So there are no new task force preparations or 
working groups studying any of the events of the last five days? 


A There are no new ones because there were working 
groups and people and analysts studying the events of the 
previous several weeks, and they continue to study the events 
of the last five days. 


Q There are no new working groups at the time, 
going back to the beginning of change -- recent change -- in 
Eastern Europe? 


a I'm not sure they were even newly constituted 
groups. My understanding is that they were groups that existed 
in the past and as the events started to unfold they began to 
meet on a much more frequent and regular basis and look at the 
questions that kept arising. If that continues, there's a 
very, [{ think, intensive process of analysis and review that 
continues. 


Q You made reference to allied unity and all on the 
German thing; you're checking with the French and British. As 
things stands now -- and I'm going to try to leave the word 
“plan” out of it, out of the question -- as things stands now, 
will the Secretary be going to other places in Europe before or 
after - and, of course, [ don't mean the NATO meeting - 
before or after the "Salt Water" quasi-summit? 


A I don't have anything on those sorts of plans at 
this point, Barry. I can't say. 


Q You used the word "plan." [s he thinking of 
going to other places before or after? 


A Why can't [ use the word "plan?" 

Q Well, because “plans” means that he signed off on 
it, and [ suspect he's thinking about it and ['d like to hear 
you address it. 

A I don't have any definitive reading on that. 


Q Are you able to state the U.S. position now on -- 
currently --~ on East-West Germany reunification? 
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a The Secretary has said it a number of times over 
the weekend. I'm able to state it, but ['m not able to state 
it any better than he did, which is I think a very 
comprehensive answer. 


Q Has the U.S. view of reunification changed in the 
last six or eight months or so since the Administration came 
into office? 


a No, it hasn't. The Secretary said -- I think 
what we said in the past -- that support for reunification has 
been a long-standing NATO policy, a policy of the United 
States. We support it. We think it shovld be achieved in 
peace and freedom. It should come about on the basis of 
Western values. 


Q But that quote is essentially meaningfully 
because it's never been on the agenda of any NATO meeting. 
Have things changed today -. 


A I don't know if I could agree with that, George. 
I'm sure it has been on the agenda of NATO meetings in the 
past. But you're saying that it hasn't been a current issue; 
it hasn't been raised by events. Well, the Secretary also 
spoke to that over the weekend, saying that we still have a 
long way from the easing of travel controls to German 
reunification. There are many steps which have to occur along 
the way. And principally our focus right now is on free and 
fair elections, particularly multiparty elections. We would 
look forward to hearing from the East German Government for 
some more amplification of the statements they made that free 
elections would be held. 


Q On those lines, would the U.S. like to see fair 
elections in Czechoslovakia? 


A Our support for the process of people choosing 
their governments ard people dictating change, [ think, is 
unequivocable and not related to individual countries. So, yes. 


Q Richard, yesterday, a Soviet Ministry official 
said that one of the reasons that they don't think the United 
States should be speaking for reunification of Germany, or that 
it's a good idea, is that the West Germans have said that while 
the status quo exists, while there is a divided Germany, they 
recognize the borders of European nations as they are now. But 
that if there should be a unified East and West Germany, the 
question of other borders would remain open, in their view. 


Is that a correct statement of the West German 
position? And does the United States support that West German 
position, if it is? 


A It's exactly the question I was asked last 
Thursday, and Steve just again if [I had a definitive response. 
The answer is, no, I don't, at this point. 
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Q You're trying to get one, though, are you? 


a We're still looking at it. 


Q Richard, the agreement that the United States 
signed or came to in The Hague with Iran came under 
Congressional attack, Congressional criticism this past weekend 
-- I think on Thursday -- with the testimony of Judge Sofaer 
and others. How could you defend this due to this wave of 
attack by these Congressmen who are -- you're to deal with 
other sources or other elements in [ran? 


a Well, the President explained our policy and the 
reasons for doing this last week. i explained some of the 
details about how this was handled in the legal and technical 
sense. [I think Judge Sofaer and Assistant Secretary Kelly 
explained it further on the Hill. So at this point, I just 
don't have anything to add. 


Q Do you have any indication that there is 
moderation at the present time with Rafsanjani & company in 
Iran? 


a) I don't really have anything to add, or any 
speculation on points like that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the political moves 
in Lebanon? The President announced the appointment of a Prime 
Minister. 


fe) We welcome the selection of Dr. Salim al-Hoss as 
Prime Minister of Lebanon. We look forward to working with his 
government once it is formed. 


As we said in regard to the election of President 
Moawad, we call upon all groups in Lebanon to give their 
support to Dr. al-Hoss and to work together for a permanent end 
to the civil war there. 


Q Any change in the security situation which, in 
the U.S. view, might change its policy on having an embassy 
operating in Lebanon? 


a I don't have a full analysis of the security 
situation. [ would say that -- we've always said that the 
withdrawal was temporary. We would go back when we felt we 
could be working in safe and effective conditions. 


Q Is that the case now? 


A [I think that remains the policy, that remains the 
ase. 


Q But has anything changed in Lebanon, in your 
view, with the change of governments that would make the 
situation more feasible for operating? 
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A I don't have a reading on that at this moment. 
Q There's a report in a Beirut newspaper that the 


American Ambassador is going back for a day just to present his 
credentials to the new President. Is that accurate? 


a I don't have anything more to say on that than 
what [ just said. Our departure is temporary. We'll go back 
when we can exercise our embassy functions under safe and 
effective conditions. I think [ told you last week that we 
recognized President Moawad as a duly elected President, and we 
look forward to working with him. But at this point, [ don't 
have anything more. 


Q So the story is not correct that the Ambassador 
is going for a meeting? 


A I'm afraid I just don't have anything to say on 


it. 

Q If he goes and comes back, will you tell us after 
the fact, if you're reluctant to talk about it now for security 
reasons? 

a That would sound reasonable to me, if something 


like that were to occur. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the racial religious 
strife in India, between Muslims and Hindus? 


4 No, 1 don't. 


Q The foreign Minister of Brazil called for the 
unsuspension of Cuba at the OAS. I[ was wondering if the United 
States had a posicion on that? 


a Technically, Cuba remains a member of the OAS. 
The Cuban Government was excluded from participation in 1962 
because its actions violated the principles of the Charter of 
the OAS. We've seen no action by the Cuban Government which 
would warrant its readmission to the OAS. 


In fact, in the areas of human rights and support for 
insurgencies, Cuban behavior directly contradicts OAS 


principles. 
Q Do you have anything on South Africa, their moves 
to ban some newspapers that might have occurred -- ['m not 


sure. Do you have anything on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q How does the U.S. feel about continuing 
participation in the OAS by the Government of Panama? 
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a I don't have an exact reading on its 
participation. But I think you know we feel that Panama -- the 
question deserves to be taken up at this OAS meeting. We think 
that the worsening political and humar rights situation 
deserves to be thoroughly examined by the Foreign Ministers. 


We think that Panama has not had a legitimate 
government in place since September lst, and I would note that 
most OAS member states have withdrawn their ambassadors from 
Panama. 


Q Do you think that the OAS ought to eject Panama? 


a At this point, [I don't have a specific 
recommendation on something like that. But we do think the oOas 
needs to focus on the question of Panama, and particularly the 
human rights problems there. 


Q Is it possible there might be a specific 
recommendation on that subject after about 4:45 this afternoon? 


6 I don't know, Ralph. [ just don't know. 


Q Do you have a comment on the progress, or lack of 
it, in the Sandinista/Contra talks which have been progressing, 
and continued here today? 


Aa Not really a comment on progress or lack 
thereof. [ do want to point out that we support direct talks 
between the Nicaraguan Government and the Resistance. We 
believe that the fact that the meetings have taken place is a 
positive development. We do hope that the talks will lead 
quickly to a reinstatement of the cease-fire. 


As the Tela Agreement stipulates, the demobilization 
and repatriation of the Resistance is a voluntary process and 
it is contingent upon the creation of conditions of safety and 
democracy inside Nicaragua. We hope that the Nicaraguan 
Government will take the steps necessary. These could include 
confidence-building measures such as resumption of the 
cease-fire, amnesty for political prisoners and fair elections 
which are free from violence or intimidation. 


Q On that, can you tell us anything about the 
discussions that were held between this new body that purports 
to be the governing body of the Resistance now and people 
inside the Department last week? 


is] No. 


Q Can you tell us how you regard this so-called 
Civic Military Commission, whether it speaks for the Resistance 
or whether it's not legitimate? 


i I don't have anything on that. I'm not sure it's 
for us to decide. 
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Q Could you take the question of the status of this 
group? Because, as I understand it, the Resistance has a 
charter for how it elects its leadership and this group said 
that it was the leadership, last Thursday in Washington, D.C., 
and has been meeting with the State Department. It would be 
—- clarifying exactly how the United States sees this 
group 


5 I'll be glad to look into it. I'm really not 
sure we'll have anything to say. It seems to me it's up to 
them to decide who their leaders are. 


Q Richard, coming back to your statement on the 
Sandinista/Contra talks, the conditions you listed -- the 
cease-fire, the amnesty and free elections -- two of those 


could be implemented immediately. Theoretically, the 
Nicaraguan Government could reimpose the cease-fire and declare 
amnesty. 


Free elections are something that have been scheduled, 
or elections nave been something that's been scheduled for 
February. Is the U.S. view that demobilization and voluntary 
repatriation could not occur before the elections take place 
and until judgments are made on the elections about whether 
they ase free and fair? 


a i don't think that's the implication of my 
remarks. [ think the implication is that voluntary 
demobilization or repatriation could occur if the election 
process were to be free and fair, if the elections -- if the 
violence and intimations which has existed, particularly in the 
past weeks with the new Sandinista offensive, if those were 
removed from the process. 


w Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded «cc 1:22 p.m.) 
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EL SALVADOR: DEATH OF AMERICAN CITIZEN CHARLES BA8COCK 





Q Was Mc. Babcock killed on November 11 or November 12? 


A: MR. BABCOCK WAS KILLED ON SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 11. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 13 PRESS 3RIEFING 
Poste’: 11/13/89 


WAL ; ING WITH IET AMBASSADOR 


Q: Did Ambassador Walters offer the Soviet Ambassador a Berlin 
proposal (taken question)? 


A: -- WO, AMBASSADOR WALTERS OFFERED NO NEW PROPOSALS. 


-- DURING THE MEETING WITH AMBASSADOR KOCHEMASSOV, 
AMBASSADOR WALTERS DID REITERATE ALLIED INTEREST IN 
IMPROVING THE SITUATION IN AND /0UND BERLIN, NOTING 
IN PARTICULAR THE RELEVANCE OF THE ALLIED BERLIN 
INITIATIVE WHICH WAS FIRST PROPOSED BY PRESIDENT 
REAGAN IN 1987 AND ENDORSED BY PRESIDENT BUSH IN MAY 
OF THIS YEAR. 


-- IN CONSULTATION WITH THE FRG AND THE BERLIN GOVERNMENT, 
THE ALLIES CONTINUE TO SEEK WAYS TO BETTER LIFE IN THE 


CITY. 








vostec ~CvVenmser 3, 1989 
TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 13 PRESS BRIEFING 
SECRETARY'S MEETINGS IN NEW YORK 
Q. Did the Secretary meet with any Iranian or Vietnamese 


officials during the time he was in New York attending the 
United Nations General Assembly session? 


A. THE SECRETARY HAD NO MEETINGS WITH IRANIAN OR VIETNAMESE 


OFFICIALS WHILE IN NEW YORK. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


NOVEMBER 13 PRESS BRIEFING POSTED: “ovenmber 13, 1989 





Niearagua: New Resistance Leadership Commission 


Q. How does the Dapartment view the newly announced 
Civic-military Commission of the Nicaraguan Resistance? 
What is its relationship to the Resistance's negotiations 
commission? 





A. In a communique delivered to us on November 9, the 
Resistance defined the Civic-Mjlitary Commission as its 


& 
highest leadership body. The communique was signed by the 


General Staff of the Resistance and Enrique Bermudez. The 
former Resistance political directorate has dissolved as 
most of its members returned to Nicaragua for the election 
Campaign. We see the formation of the new commission as the 


result of this evolution. 


The negotiating commission is a body established by the 
Resistance leadership for the specific task of engaging the 
Tela peace process through meetings with the CIAV and 


negotiations with the Government of Nicaragua. 
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. TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1989, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [I have no announcements. I['1l be happy 
to try to answer any of your questions. 


Have you a good idea of what the government in 
Czechoslovakia has ordered or is going to do? 


A As you know, the President himself has just 
spoken to this this morning - and 1 would just refer you to 
his comments -- of what he said. He had three distinct things 


to say. As far as our understanding of what they're going to 
do, Jim, is that easing of travel restrictions has been 
previously promised by the government for 1990. We will want 
to look carefully at the details of what is being done. 


In the initial announcement, the Czech Government did 
not indicate when the new regulations would take effect nor how 
the issuance of passports and travel documents would be eased. 


As you know, we have long pressed for Czechoslovakia 
to live up to its obligations to permit full freedom of travel 
and freedom of movement for its citizens. These commitments 
were accepted by the Czech Government under the Helsinki 
process and we hope the new announcement is a sign that the 
Czechoslovakian Government is now preparing to meet them. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please, Margaret? 
A Sure. 


Q On Eastern Europe: What steps does the United 
States see envisioned in terms of managing the relations 
between the two Germanies during this transitional period? The 
French President has called for a meeting of the EC; some U.S. 
and Soviet analysts have suggested that the four powers should 
get together and have broad consultations, possibly bringing in 
the CSCE. 


How does the United States look at all this discussion? 
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A As far as a specific characterization of the 
meeting that President Mitterrand has called, we welcome it 
we think that it is very appropriate. President Mitterrand. as 
you know, called the meeting in his capacity as head of the Ec, 
or President of the EC, for this term. 


As Secretary Baker said any number of times over the 
last several days on the record, that we have been -- he, 
personally, and others in this Administration -- closely 
coordinating and consulting with our allies, and that's 
something that won't end or won't stop. 


Q But do you see a need to go beyond informal 
private consultations and call some big meeting of the four 
allied powers or take it to some sort of a permanent mechanism 
like the CSCE? 


a I haven't heard something like that discussed. 
But if that was something that the President was deciding, that 
would for the White House to announce, but I have personally 
not heard of any such thing 


I will remind you, as was done throughout the Reagan 
Administration, prior to meetings with the President and 
Gorbachev, there are always consultations and some type of 
pre-meeting, as there is an after-meeting. [ can't tell you 
today who the individual is, where the meeting will be, on what 
day, etc., or how it will be handled. But I can assure you 
that the same type of process will ensure -- since this is 
President Bush's first meeting in this Administration, both 
preceding and after. 


Q Will the Secretary have a meeting with Soviet 
Minister Shevardnadze before the President and Mr. Gorbachev 
meet? 

A No. 

Q But the whole notion that the President would go 
in without an agenda, that's pretty well gone, isn't it? 
Because you're speaking now - you can always use the word 
"summit," can't you, because all the markings are there? 

A Not me. 

Q Richard used it. 

Q But he took it back. 

) He's a bad boy 


He washed his mouth out with soap. 


> 


OK. 








U/b6/ 


= Tuesday, 11/14/89 


Q This question obviously could go to the White 
House. But will there be an agenda afterwards? 


A { believe Marlin spoke to that quite extensively 
yesterday, and it's not for me or my place to correct what the 
President has been saying. This is not a summit. Secretary 
Baker has‘said that all weekend long. 


The President has said it does not have an agenda, and 
the President is the President. 


Q Can we quote you on that? 

4 Sure can. 

Q Margaret, have there been further consultations 
with leaders either in Eastern Europe or Western Europe? The 
Secretary -- he phonec, I quess yesterday, the British and 
French Foreign Ministers? 

A He didn't phone them yesterday. He talked to 
them over the weekend. 

Q Has there been any more of that? 

A Foreign Minister Dumas called Secretary Baker 


yesterday morning, and that's the only phone call that I'm 
personally aware of. 


Q In these conversations, has the Secretary come 
across any nervousness among the allies about a reunited and 
stronger Germany? 


A No. 


I mean, them having experienced three World Wars 
in 120 years? 


Q Three? 
Q Franco-Prussian. 
A No, not that he has expressed to me or that I've 


heard him express. 


Q Can you tell us anything about that conversation 
between Dumas and the Secretary? Was it - 


A It was very brief. It was to let him know of the 
announcement they were making yesterday about President 
Mitterrand's meeting for this Saturday, and that was the second 
phone conversation they had. As Richard said yesterday, they. 
talked this weekend. 


Q Will a U.S. representative be present? 
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4 The United States does not normally attend EC 
meetings, and it will not have a representative at this 
particular meeting. 


Q Will the Secretary engage in what had, in the 
past, been a fairly traditional event? Prior to the NATO 
meeting in December, it used to be called the Berlin dinner in 
which the four powers had a discussion of Berlin-related 
issues? Will that tradition be continued this year? 


A I don't know, Ralph. We have not, to be honest 
with you, gotten into all of our planning for that trip. If 
it's something that's happened for the last 36 years, I can't 
imagine why we'd change the tradition. But to be honest with 
you, we're still working and our advance team is right now over 
in Europe just working on the trip that's right after 
Thanksgiving. So [ haven't gotten to that level of detail yet. 


Q Is the U.S. Government in the process of 
reconsidering its position vis-a-vis the German question? I 
mean, the reunification of Germany? 


A No. Secretary Baker, at least nine times that I 
can think of, over the past four days has been on the record on 
that subject and it didn't change overnight last night. 


Q Margaret, just for the record, do you have 
anything on reports of reduced Soviet defense spending for 1989? 


a It's too early to give a final estimate of Soviet 
defense spending for 1989. However, it does appear that Soviet 
defense spending this year is less than it was last year. We 
have seen evidence of cuts in Soviet defense efforts, including 
cuts in the production of conventional weapons. We have also 
seen withdrawals of conventional weapons and troops from 
Eastern Europe and Mongolia. 


Q When you say there is evidence of defense cuts, 
are you talking only about the actual withdrawals? Because the 
argument had always been made that it's virtually impossible to 
correlate U.S. bookkeeping procedures with theirs. 


a With theirs, that's correct. 


Q So when you say you think the defense spending 
has been cut, are you basing that entirely on what's going on 
on the ground or is there some better way now of analyzing? 
The CIA and others have always disagreed, and they usually 
inflated to make the Soviets look like a bigger bear than they 
are. 


A Right. I was cereful in what I said, and said 
that it's too early to have a final answer. [ also said, 
however, it appears and that we have seen evidence. What I 
asked for, because [ knew you'd ask, was, “Could I be more 
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specific?" And the answer is, not at this moment in time. But 
this is what the experts believe that they're comfortable with 
me saying today in this moment of time. But [ would like for 
you, and I know what you're talking about and Secretary Baker 
has spoken to it, about their defense numbers -- how do they 
explain 14 percent when they have a different way of accounting 
things. f understand all that. [ don't have a way to make it 
clearer for you. But we anticipated we'd probably get asked 
this, and they were comfortable with me going this far 


Q Okay, if you have that, do you have an 
appreciation of it? And, also, will this make it possible for 
the United States to cut some spending and remove more forces 
From Europe than Mr. Bush's —- what was it? -- it's about eight 
thousand, or something, is what he proposed. 


a That's something that are two very good questions 
but that I am definitely not prepared to answer today. 


Q New subject. There's a report that the 
Administration has appointed a special envoy to negotiate with 
the Sandinista government. 


2) It's not a negotiator, so I want to be clear 
about that. The gentleman's name is Ambassador Shlaudeman. He 
is a distinguished retired FSO. He is acting in a capacity as 
a consultant to the State Department, and he does not 
participate in the talks. He is not negotiating with the 
Nicaraguans. Our policy of not negotiating with the 
Sandinistas or engaging in high-level substantive discussions 
is unchanged. 


What he does do is monitor the talks, and I'll 
re-emphasize, he is not negotiating. 


Q Monitoring what talks? 


fa Monitoring the talks that are going on. He is 
there as an extra additional pair of hands, an extra expert, 
someone who has a great deal of expertise in this region, is my 
understanding, who can help those people who are here in 
Washington work on this portfolio. 


Q Are you talking about the talks between the 
Sandinistas and the Resistance here, that started yesterday? 


A 1 don't know literally. Is he monitoring those? 
(Addressing Staff) He's over there? Yes, he's over there. 


Q He stands in the hallway - 


Q Does he (inaudible) meet with the Sandinista 
Government representatives? 


a I'm sorry, Ralph. What? 
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Q Does Mr. Shlaudeman have authority to meet with 
Sandinista Government officials as well as with Resistance 
officials? 


a Yes. 


‘ 
6 Does he stand out in the hallway like we 
sometimes do, or does he sit at the table, or what? 


ra Do you know if he's actually seated at a table? 
(Addressing Staff) I don't know. We don't know. Let us go 
ask. 


Q You can't tell us whether Ambassador Shlaudeman 
has yet met with any Sandinista Government officials in his 
capacity as a contract employee to the State Department? 


6 No, I don't know. But you know that our Charge 
in Managua meets with Sandinista officials, so it's not 
something that is just highly unusual. But [ will find out if 
this particular gentleman has had meetings or a meeting. 


Q Can you recall when the last time was that the 
U.S. Government had a representative talk with the Sandinista 
Government other than the U.S. Ambassador in Managua? 


a) Off the top of my head, no, but I'll look and 
find out for you. He's the Charge in Managua. 


Q When you say he's monitoring the talks, does that 
mean that his role is only passive and he is not participating 
in the talks, or can he speak? 


A I'll get a specific answer for you on if he can 
speak. He is an extra pair of hands. He's an expert in the 
region. He is there to help. 1 said he's a consultant to the 
State Department, but he is not negotiating. That was the 
point that I wanted to make. If “monitor” is a word that 
bothers you, he is there to lend a helping hand to help; to be 
there as someone that they thought would be constructive and 
helpful to help us. 


Q Does he report directly to the Secretary or to 
the Charge d'affaires in Managua? 


4 To my knowledge, he's not reporting directly to 
the Secretary of State. He's probably reporting to either Mr. 
Aronson in ARA or maybe to the Charge. I don't know. I'1l 
find out. 


Q Margaret, who is he helping? 


4 He is a consultant to the State Department. And 
anything that we can do to try to ensure that these elections 
are free and fair, to help in this process. 
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Q Was ke invited by any particular party? 
A Not that I know of. And, sorry, I didn't know 


this was going to be such a big issue and have 25 more answers 
for you. We'll get them and post it. 


) (Inaudible) 


A I don't know. This is all I know about this I 
just learned of it this morning because one of your colleagues 
called and asked us what we knew about it. 


Q He is present in the discussions, not just 
monitoring the results? 


A I just said that -- Richard said that he was 
attending the meetings inD.c. I did not answer because [ do 
not know, in response to the question: “Is he participating in 


the meetings," meaning is he talking and engaged. I don't 
know, which was Jim's question 


Q Still on the subject of those talks, Margaret, 
can you say whether or not an agreement has been reached? Has 
the Nicaraguan Government said this morning, between the 
Sandinistas and the Contras, on the subject of restoring a 
cease-fire? 


A The only thing I have, Ralph, and I got it five 
minutes before [I walked out there, is that we understand that 
there is a new proposal on the table. It has some common 
points of agreement and both sides are still discussing it. [ 
don't know what those common points of agreement are or have 
anything further on it. 


Q You don't know whose proposal it was? 
m Excuse me? 
Q You don't know whose proposal it was? 


A This is literally what [ was given five minutes 
before I came out here. I don't know. I just know there's a 
new proposal on the table. 

Q Shamir is here, and - 

a Is he what? 

Israeli Prime Minister Shamir is here, and I 
wonder if there will be any U.S. contact before Mr. Baker's 
meeting late tomorrow morning? 

A By the Secretary? 


Q Well, or an emissary? Will there be anything 


today? 
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a Sure. That's possible. But by Secretary Saker. 

there's nothing planned. 
Q No, no. Yeah, I just meant would the ambassador 


come over or would you send someone over, or will they start 
fresh and clean tomorrow at State? 

A All along, Barry, there have been staff members 
who speak to each other. That could continue today That goes 
on for days. It's routine business 


But is Secretary Baker planning any meetings with 
anyone, the answer is no -- prior to the Prime Minister 
arriving here tomorrow morning. 


Q As of yesterday, there was no word -- well, we 
can say from Egypt, but we really mean the PLO -- as to what 
they think of the plan? Did anything come in today? Have 
there been any contacts further with Megquid or with the PLO in 
Tunis? 


5 No. Secretary Baker has not talked to Foreign 
Minister Meguid today. He could possibly talk to him today. 


Q Secretary Baker asked the Egyptian and the 
Israeli response until he's coming back from Australia. It was 
November 8, I believe. Today, about a week later, and there is 
no official Egyptian response. 

A Correct. 

Q Does that upset him at all? 

os No. 

Q Is that a setback? 

“ No. 

Q Margaret, do you have any comment or assessment 


to the story in the Washington Times that both parties -- the 
Palestinians, through the Egyptians, and Israel will go or will 


be asked to go to the meetings with their points of differences 
about Mr. Baker's plan? 





a Are you talking about Point 5, the Secretary 
Baker meeting? 


Q Yes. 


a Our position on that has not changed, that if you 
reach agreement on all four points that are above Point 5, 
then, yes, he would go ahead with Point 5. 
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The article was a little bit misleading in saying that 
there's some new urgency to this. I believe was the spin that 
was on the story. That, I would have to dissuade you from 
[It's exactly where it's always been 


Q Are you saying al! the differences have to be 
resolved before there is such a meeting? 


= We have always said that you have to have 
acceptance on the framework. Part 5 is part of the five 
points Then you would have the Baker-Arens-Megquid meeting 


Q But the framework changes. The framework has 
already changed at least once, and so -- 

oa Right. We haven't denied that. 

Q Okay. So when you -- you sort of sounded as 


though you were saying they have to agree to the framework, but 
it's a question of negotiation as to what the framework is 


i) Right. But you've got your framework here, which 
is one part, which is tied up with Part 5, which impacts the 
meeting. You have assurances, clarifications, whatever you 
want to call them, that is over here. That is not connected tec 
whether the three people meet is the point I['m trying to make 


Q Margaret, do you have anything about the 
assurances that the [sraeli Cabinet demands in the condition to 
accept the first four points? Any discussions about the 
[sraeli requests for assurances? 


“ I don't believe that we have ever tried to hide 
from the fact that discussions are ongoing at many levels 
We've said that any number of times here. Of course, 
discussions are still going on. Secretary Baker himself said 
it, I believe, on Sunday. 


Q Margaret, would it be helpful to get a reply from 
the Egyptians before meeting with Shamir, or is the meeting 
with Shamir more or less independent of what the Egyptians say? 


i) At any point that you get a reply that is 
hopefully a positive reply, it is helpful, but there is no 
timeframe on this. 


Q Margaret, wasn't the Mr. Mequid's message to 
Secretary Baker with the seven points or seven reservations of 
the Palestinians considered as an answer from Eqypt to the plan 
of Mr. Baker? 


a We have not had an official answer from the 
Egyptians. 
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Q Let me ask you this: Since Mr. Shamir is going 
to be at the State Department tomorrow, will there be a similar 
to the level of the meeting between U.S. officials and Egyptian 
officials in order to come to that level of consultation? 
Because you are talking with Mr. Meguid on the phone, but you 
are not getting, it looks like, the thrust of what is the 
position df the Egyptian/Palestinian together Will there be a 
high-level meeting? Mr. Baker could be meeting with some 
Egyptian higher officials in this matter? 


a There are none that are currently on his schedule 


Q Is Secretary Baker expected to raise questions. 
other than the five points, with Prime Minister Shamir? 


i) I'm sure they'll discuss the whole range of 
subjects, as I'm sure they will with the President. 


Q Particularly the technological transfer of 
missiles - 


A I don't have their agenda I don't know every 
specific issue that will be discussed 


Q An Egyptian paper said over the weekend that the 
PLO had demanded clarifications on certain points in the 
five-point plan. Will the United States provide those 
clarifications, either through its envoy in Tunis or otherwise? 


o The United States Government, as you know, is 
working with, at this particular point in time, Foreign 
Minister Megquid of Egypt I have said that they have not 
officially responded to us. What [ cannot do is what [ 
couldn't -- for the three weeks we were out here on this before 
we went to Australia -- get into for you, unfortunately, the 
details of his one-on-one conversation with Foreign Minister 
Meguid. [ also said that it is probably likely that he will be 
speaking with Foreign Minister Megquid again this afternoon. 


Q Are you saying then that you're not discussing 
the five points at all through Ambassador Pelletreau and -- 


a We've always said that. 


Q Okay. And you - Baker and Bush both met with 
the Tunisian President today Was thic discussed in their 
meetings? 


a I can't speak for the President's meeting, and I 
don't have a readout for the Secretary. Has he done it yet? [ 
can't remember. I think it's this afternoon for the Secretary, 
isn't it? Or was it this morning? [| can't remember. [I don‘t 
have a readout on it. I'll ask. 
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Q Given the time difference of when the Secretary 


speaks to Mr. Meguid, it would probably be in the next few 
hours, could somebody give us just word that he's had that 
conversation and maybe some idea of what they talked about? 
Especially if you got an Egyptian answer? 

‘ 

A Sure. I'll say what I can give you. The one 
thing [I know [ can do is if he completes the phone call. has 
confirmed the phone call I don't know if I can characterize 
it for you, since it's a one-on-one phone call 


Q Margaret, is it fair to say that the Secretary 
will talk with Prime Minister Shamir tomorrow about Egypt's 
unofficial answer which the Secretary has received and is 
receiving in a continuing series of phone calls with Egyptian 
officials? 


The Secretary - 


Q Or is he going to wait for an official answer 
before discussing the Eqyptian position with the Israelis? 


i) The Secretary will, obviously, discuss this 
entire process with the Prime Minister and with his 
counterpart, the Foreign Minister. But specifics that they'll 
get into, [ just can't get into. Sut, obviously, he is going 
to discuss this entire basket of -. this initiative. 


Q [ guess what [ was trying to get at - 
“ I know. 


Q -- 1s you seem to be making a distinction - a 
point of saying that there's been no official response. Well, 
my question is it almost doesn't matter whether there's an 
official response or not as long as there's some response that 
the U.S. feels is either -- is useful in the discussions. 


i) It does matter, because if you have conversations 
where people are merely asking questions or merely discussing 
things and want to get back to you after they have more 
consultation, that is a difference in my mind. 


Q Margaret, is there any indication given to Israel 
about its request for assurances in the last couple of days 
from Washington, from the State Department? 


mn That is something that Secretary Baker has 
discussed with Foreign Minister Arens, and [I'm just not at 
liberty to answer your question directly 


Q Margaret, on the eve of the departure of Mr. 
Shamir to Washington, the Israeli Government announced the plan 
to build a new Jewish settlement in the occupied territories. 
Do you have any comment on that? 
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a We are disappointed that Israel has at this time 
established a new settlement. It is our longstanding position 
that settlement activity in the occupied territories does not 
help the peace process and is an obstacle to the achievement of 
a just and lasting peace 


t 

We have repeatedly urged the Government of Israel to 
desist from establishing more settlements or expanding existing 
settlements. 


Like the Reagan Administration, you have dropped 
the notion that the Carter Administration had that these 
settlements are illegal They're simply an obstacle to peace 
is your objection. You're not challenging the legality 


“ We opposed new settlements, as the President has 
said - 


Q For practical reasons. 


i) Our policy is well known on this. Our policy 
hasn't changed today in light of this new settlement, and it's 
been the policy as [ understand it, and the President himself 
has spoken out on. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment for the fact 
that yesterday for the first time during the uprising in the 
territories, Palestinians used live ammunition, and there was 
an [Israeli soldier killed, one very badly injured? 


” What is your question? 


Q Do you have any comment for this, usina live 
ammunition in the territories? 


“ One, I'm unaware of live ammunition myself. I am 
aware of the tragic shooting of an Israeli soldier That is 


why we are engaged in this process That's why Secretary Baker 


has spent so many hours and so much time trying to get us -- or 
the Israelis and the Palestinians to a dialoque ~~ why he is 
participating -- so that hopefully you can create a structure, 


create a system, create an environment where peace comes to 
this region, and unfortunate deaths like this [Israeli soldier 
stop happening and desist But I, myself, don't know anything 
about live ammunition 


Q Can I go back to the issue of the settlements, 
Margaret? 


“ Yes. 


—li— The litany of this Administration and past 
administration has been repeatedly said to the [Israeli 
Government about their distaste for or the obstacle to peace of 
the building of settlements, and they know your position, and 
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all we hear is just, you know, you're repeating the position 
ang the Israelis are killing -- building settlements in the 
occupied territories and finding opportunities like this coming 
to Washington on the eve of a trip. 


Formerly, before in April, the same thing happened 
with new settlements, and now new settlements. Where can we go 
from here? You say you don't want the settlements to be built. 
and Israel will build more settlements. So how could we 
interpret this? [Is Israel listening to what you are saying, or 
what's going on here? 


+ I've characterized it in the only way that I know 
how which is that we are disappointed. I have told you our 
policy has not changed I have told you this is not 
constructive and does not lead towards peace. I[ don't have any 
other way to characterize it for you, other than how we have. 
Our policy is well known on this. 


Q At the same time, do you have any comment on the 
closing of Gaza Strip for a complete week by Israeli 
authorities? 


io) I haven't heard about that. 


Q Could you take Barry's question about whether, in 
the U.S. view, construction of the settlements is illegal, 
valid? 


o Okay 


Q Margaret, on the visit tomorrow, after Shamir 
leaves here he goes right to the White House. Could you tell 
us whether any comments are expected from here, because it 
would be very helpful in our planning. 


is) As is the custom here, the Secretary of State 
always escorts the head of state out of the lobby. The 
Secretary, it is my impression, I believe every single, 
solitary time has stopped and spoken to the press. I have no 
reason to believe that he would not do so tomorrow. I cannot 
speak for the Prime Minister, and there will be a White House 
briefing tomorrow after the President's meeting ON BACKGROUND, 
and that will be for Marlin to announce the time. [ don't have 
the time. 


Carol? 


Q A senior economic adviser to President Gorbachev 
yesterday outlined an economic reform plan. Since senior 
officials in this building have been so interested in this 
process, I was wondering if you had any analysis of how far 
this goal is and whether it -- how you think it will work. 


“ No, [I don't. But ['ll be glad to ask the 
officials here if they have some reaction to it for you. 





-_ 


U1 79 
-14- Tuesday, 11/14/89 


Q Do you have anything today on the fighting in £1 
Salvador? 


A I don't have it specifically for today, other 
than to report to you that the FMLN offensive continued 
yesterday. The querrillas, digging in, have forced residents 
of poor néighborhoods of San Salvador to erect barricades and 
dig trenches. 


The Salvadoran armed forces are on the scene and 
engaging the guerrillas. Fighting continued in other 


Salvadoran cities yesterday. I do not have for you -- we 
tried, right before we came out here, and the ambassador just 
doesn't nave it -- a new update on casualty figures. I don't 


have a new number for you. But [I do know that as of coming out 
here, there was no additional Americans hurt, and certainly no 
additional American casualties. 


Q The FMLN is calling for a cease-fire to evacuate 
civilians from areas which they hold. Does the United States 
have a position on that? 


A We think that it's the height of hypocrisy for 
the FMLN to launch a violent attack on the government and 
people of £1 Salvador and then to complain that the people have 
been hurt. , 


Q That's a high note. Can we -- 

Q Just a quick one. 

Q No. 

Q Oh. Are we finished with this, or are we -- 

Q No. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry. 

Q I'd like to stay on Latin America for a moment, 


if I may. On Panama, Margaret, can you tell us whether the 
United States believes that General Noriega has succeeded in 
funneling any medical supplies or other equipment to the FMLN 
rebels in E1 Salvador? 


A I haven't heard about this, Ralph. I'11 check 
for you. 


Q Could you look into that for us, please? 


a Sure. [I hadn't heard about that. 


Q On Panama, yesterday in the Secretary's speech, 
he indicated that he'd be pleased to see the joint 
implementation of the Panama Canal Treaty, but then he said 
there's a problem, because there's a dictator and his name is 
Noriega. 
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Is the Secretary saying now that the United States 
does not intend to go forward with joint implementation of the 
Treaty so long as Noriega remains in power? 


A I don't believe that's the interpretation you 
should draw but, because it's such a sensitive question, I['d 
rather jugt refer you to his words and, if you want an 
interpretation, ['ll ask him tc interpret them for you. 


Q If you'd take that question, it would be helpful 
i) I will. 
Q -- because it does raise Questions. 


I will. 
Q A treaty's a treaty. 
A That's right. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the results of the 
Namibian elections? 


A As we have made clear before, we stand ready to 
recognize the results of the Namibian election, as certified by 
the Secretary General's special representative. The people of 
Namibia have voted in a free and fair election, and we wish 
them and their representatives well as they begin the task of 
drafting a constitution for an independent Namibia. 


Namibian independence is a cause that the United 
States Government has worked hard for over the course of three 
Administrations. We look forward to working cooperatively with 
the Government that emerges after independence. 


Q Are you surprised at the fairly close results? 

A I couldn't characterize our reaction to the 
results. We just characterize it, as I said, as we believe and 
that the U.N. has said as a free and fair election. 


Q Can you tell us whether there's any progress been 
made on the question of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 


A No. I don't have anything to report on that. 
Q Can you offer any guidance as to why an 


Administrative official of this building, Mr. Selin, would be 
meeting with a Soviet Foreign Ministry official? 


q My understanding is that Ivan is meeting with 
this gentleman who in the Soviet system is his counterpart, and 
they will be discussing a number of issues that their 
portfolios have in common. 
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Is Ivan our guy or their guy? (Laughter) 


Anything more specific about what sort of issues 


i) Ivan is our guy, and all of their guys. 
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A Right. 


More specific? I asked to be more specific this 
morning, and [ wasn't given the green light to be more 
specific. But I would not assume -- because I just found out 
about this gentleman coming in here -- that he's in here to 
discuss a specific topic that you have raised with me. I 
really do believe it's to discuss a whole range of issues. 


Q How about a question such as the level of U.S. 
diplomatic personnel and the level of Soviet diplomatic 
personnel permitted in one another's country? Would that be 
the type of issues you're talking about or -- 


a I'll ask Ivan after his meeting if he could be 
more forthcoming. 


Q Any plans to return the Ambassador to Beirut? 

A { don't have anything to say on that subject. 

Q Is there anything new - 

A Other than what Richard said, which ['ll 
reiterate, is we've always said, when we announced it, that it 
was a temporary measure. 


Q Has he been there yet? 


a I have nothing to say on this subject, other than 
it was always said it was a temporary measure. 


Q Have you received any application for a visa to 
Arafat? 


A Not that I know of. 

Q (Inaudible) -- about U.S. satellite to China. If 
you have anything on that, could you please let us know when 
that's resolved? 

A Okay. 

Q Thank you. 


A Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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NEW SOVIET ECONOMIC PLAN 


Q: What is the USG reaction to the new Soviet economi 


: C plan 
currrently under discussion in Moscow? 


¢ 


A: -- WE HAVE NOT YET SEEN THE SPECIFIC MEASURES THE SOVIETS 
ARE CONSIDERING, BUT WE UNDERSTAND DISCUSSION AT THE 
MOSCOW ECONOMIC CONFERENCE IS CENTERING AROUND THE 
REFORM PLAN DRAFTED BY DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER AND 
CHAIRMAN OF SMEs STATE COMMISSION FOR ECONOMIC REFORM, 
LEONID ABALKIN. 


-- WHILE IT WOULD BE INAPPROPRIATE FOR THE U.S. TO MAKE 
POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE USSR ON THEIR ECONOM GQ . 
REFORMS, WE SUPPORT THE PROCESS OF PERESTROYKA AND ITS 
PROMISE TO BRING GREATER TRANS?> 2ENCY AND MARKET 


PRINCIPLES TO THE SOVIET ECONOM’. 


-- THE MOSCOW ECONOMIC CONFERENCE IS FURTHER EVIDENCE OF 
CHAIRMAN GORBACHEV'S COMMITMENT TO NEW THINKING IN THE 
ECONOMIC SPHERE AND HIS WILLINGNESS TO OVERCOME PAST 


I', 


TIDEQMLOGICAL OBSTACLES TO REFORM. 
= 


E 


BEST Copy AVAILABLE 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 14 PRESS BRIEFING POSTED: _woyv, 14 1989 


CENTRAL AMERICA; ROLE OF AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN 





Q: What more can you tell us about the role of Ambassador 
Shlaudeman? 

A: AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN DOES NOT SIT IN AT THE TALKS BETWEEN 
THE RESISTANCE AND THE GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA. HE IS NOT 


A PARTICIPANT IN THEM. 


t 
a 


HE HAS BEEN ACTING AS A CONSULTANT IN FOLLOWING THE PEACE 
PROCESS FOR THE STATE DEPARTMENT. HE MONITORS DEVELOPMENTS. 
AT TH& TALKS, AND HELPS US IN ANALYZING THE POSITIONS TAKEN 


r 


BY THE TWO SIDES. 


HE HAS TALKED WITH THE RESISTANCE AND WITH OTHER RELEVANT 
PARTIES SUCH AS THE OAS AND THE UN. 


HE HAS HAD ONE CONVERSATION WITH NICARAGUAN GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS WHO ARE DELEGATION MEMBERS. THIS CONVERSATION 


TOOK PLACE AT THE REQUEST OF THE NICARAGUAN GOVERNMENT. 
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AMBASSADOR SHLAUDEMAN REPORTS TO ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
STATE FOR INTER-AMERICAN AFFAIRS ARONSON. 


HE HAS BEEN IN THIS CAPACITY SINCE EARLY OCTOBER. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 








LIC? 


Q: What is the U.S. policy on high level talks with the 
Sandinistas? : 


A: WE DO NOT HAVE A POLICY OR A RULE ON THE LEVEL OF 
¢ PARTICULAR INDIVIDUALS WHO MIGHT ENCOUNTER NICARAGUAN 
OFFICIALS. THE POINT IS THAT THE U.S. HAS NO DESIRE oR 
PLANS TO TRY TO NEGOTIATE WITH THE SANDINISTAS OVER WHAT 


ARE INTERNAL PROBLEMS FOR NICARAGUANS TO DEAL WITH DIRECTLY. 





WE HAVE SAID ALL ALOWG THAT THE GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA 
% 
SHOULD BE TALKING WITH THE RESISTANCE. THIS IS HAPPENING 


NOW. 


: : BEST Copy AVAILABLE 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 14 PRESS BRIEFING 


Y TALKS W UID 
- Can you tell us when Secretary Baker talks with Foreign 
Minister Meguid? 
A. THE SECRETARY SPOKE TO EGYPTIAN FOREIGN MINISTER MEGUID ON 


THE PHONE THIS AFTERNOON. 
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Posted: November 15, 1989 


TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 14 PRESS BRIEFING 


SELIN/NIKIFOROV MEETING 





Q: What can you tell us about the meeting today between 
Undersecretary for Management Ivan Selin and Soviet Deputy 
Foreign Minister Valentin Nikiforov? 


A: DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER NIKIFOROV IS UNDERSECRETARY 

SELIN'S COUNTERPART IN THE SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTRY. THE TwO 

MEN MET TO SHARE INFORMATION ON THE SOVIET AND AMERICAN 7 
FOREIGN SERVICES. THE MEETING LASTED A3OUT A HALF AN HOUR, 

AFTER WHICH MR. NIKIFOROV SPENT AN HOUR TOURING THE FOREIGN 


SERVICE INSTITUTE IN ROSSLYN. 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1989, 12:23 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I[ 
know there's a lobby freeze coming up. Sorry I'ma little bit 
late. Anybody that wants to leave when the lobby gets frozen, 
you won't have the usual black mark put next to your name in 
our book. 


So, with that, let's try to get on the way. 


First, an administrative announcement: At 2:30 p.m. 
at the White House today there will be a readout ON BACKGROUND 
of today's talks with [Israeli Prime Minister Shamir. 


That's it for announcements. I'll be glad to take 
your questions. 


Q Can you tell us about the conversation that the 
Secretary had yesterday with the Egyptian Foreign Minister? 
Have the Egyptians indicated whether they accept his replies, 
for instance? 


A Well, 1 of course couldn't tell you about a 
one-on-one conversation since we don't go into those details, 
but I can give you something of the state of play with Eaypt as 
it stands today. 


We're continuing to discuss the details of how to move 
ahead with the Egyptians. Just as tne Israelis raised 
questions and concerns before the Cabinet resolutions, Egypt 
too is raising questions and concerns. The Secretary is 
dealing with these. 


Egypt is not yet in a position to give us an official 
"yes" or "no," although they have told Secretary Baker that 
they clearly want this process to work and they want a dialogue 
to take place. 


Q Is that it? 
A That's it. 
Q Would you then still use the -- or would the 


Secretary still use the phrase he used in New York, which is 
that an agreement is possible, not probable? 


A I don't have that phrase with me today. You'll 
get your chance to ask the Secretary if he would use it ina 
few moments, [ think. 
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Q Well, how would you describe, from what you know. 
the state of play? 


. Well, I would just describe it the way I just 
did. As you all know, Israel has responded to us on the 
framework, the five points; and at this point we're working 
with the Egyptians concerning questions and concerns that Eaqypt 
has raised. Egypt has not yet officially responded with a 
“yes" or “no"“ on the five points. 


Q One more just to clean it up: The concerns that 
the Egyptians raised, did they involve directly the revisions 
that were made because of the Israeli concerns? In other 
words, is there a symmetry there of what: the Israelis have 
proposed, the Egyptians have not accepted? 


A I don't know, frankly, and [I don't think ['d be 
in a position to go into detail on it. 


Q Are they Egyptian concerns or PLO concerns, 
because Meguid spoke in Cairo of PLO concerns? We'd really 
prefer not writing in code, even though you have diplomatic 
reasons to say “Egypt." Did Egypt raise concerns of its own, 
or did it tell the Secretary about concerns that the PLO had, 
or both? , 


A We are dealing with the Egyptians. That's really 
all [ have to say. 


Q Well, whose concerns are they, Richard? 


A ['d just have to say that we're dealing with the 
Egyptians on this. 


Q These concerns that Egypt is voicing, are they on 
the framework of the five points or on the assurances that they 
are asking for -- the Palestinians are asking for? Can you 


help us on that? 


A I really can't specify in any more detail other 
than to note that we're still at the stage with the Egyptians 
of working towards acceptance of the framework. 


Q Richard, can I go back to Barry's question about 
if it's PLO or Egypt's concerns? You have been talking all the 
time about the Palestinians' concerns outside this context of 
what you are talking between Israelis and the Egyptians. There 
is no statement coming out of this Department, from this 
Department, saying about how you -- are you listening or 
addressing the Palestinian concerns. 


So since Egypt stands for or delivers the message of 
the Palestinians to you, is this separate from the concerns of 
the Palestinians, or this is the seven points that the PLO gave 
to Egypt last week? 


4 I'm just not in a position to provide any more 
definitive view of what these questions and concerns are at 
this point. I said we're dealing with the Egyptians. 
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Q Okay. Richard, you have received a set of 
questions or clarifications from the Egyptians, supposedly 
through the Egyptians from the Palestinians. Can you say that 
you did receive those? 


a I've said that Egypt has raised questions and 
concerns. The Secretary is dealing with the Egyptians on these. 


Q Is there still no timetable for having the 
official Egyptian reply? 


a No timetables or deadlines. No. 


Q But, Richard, can [I please finish with this? I 
mean, I want to ask you then, you said that the Egyptians have 
not responded yes or no, but can't we assume from what you told 
me earlier that the Egyptians and the Palestinians are waiting 
for your response like Secretary Baker responded to the 
Israelis last week when Israel responded? Can you tell us if 
you still stand by this? I mean, you said the Egyptians have 
not responded “yes” or “no."“ That's true, right? 


rs Yes. We have no official “yes” or “no” from the 
Egyptians. 


Q Okay. But the Egyptians, as far as we read and 
has been reported, they're waiting for your response to their 
clarifications or their points. 


i) [ wouldn't draw that assumption. Foreign 
Minister Meguid is working very hard on this. The Secretary is 
dealing with him, is talking to him, and the work continues. 


Q Unless I remember wrong, Mr. Mequid didn't say 
much, but he said that the Secretary had discussed or responded 
in some way to these concerns. You're not saying that? You're 
talking about -- 


4 No. I said that Egypt raised questions and 
concerns, and the Secretary is dealing with these. As we've 
said before, we're not dealing with the question of assurances 
until there is agreement on the framework. The key goal right 
now remains to get agreement on the framework. 


[I'm sorry. [ realize this is all getting 
terribly arcane, but the construction you gave sounded to me as 
if Meguid on the phone expressed concerns and Baker responded 
to them. The way the Egyptian Foreign Minister put it is that 
Baker spoke to him about those concerns that had been raised 
previously -- the ones we're asking you about, the seven 
points, or whatever they're supposed to be -- that came from 
pee PLO. You see what I'm saying? And then Baker responded to 
that. 


4 I see what you're saying, Barry, but at this 
point I haven't seen the statement by the Egyptians, so [ don't 
know exactly how he phrased it. Second of all, I'm not in a 
position to go into any more detail on the assumptions, 
concerns and conditions. 





414 





olin Wednesday. 11/15/89 
y Let me ask you one other thing. Shamir is here. 
obviously asking for things ~-- for more assurances is one way 


its being put. Does the fact that the U.S. still does not have 
Egypt aboard ind has expressions of Egyptian or PLO concerns or 
both -- does that make it harder to give Shamir what he wants? 


6 I really think it would be inappropriate as well 
as foolish for me to try to comment on things that are being 
discussed right now with Shamir. 


Q Is it purposely that you are evading answering 
this question about who listens to the Palestinian concerns and 
where the Palestinian concerns fall in this whole structure of 
the peace process? 


a We have said before and, as we all know, Egypt is 
in touch with Palestinians. But we are dealing with the 
Egyptians on this issue, and that's how we expect to discuss 
concerns that the Eayptians might raise, for whatever reason 
they raise them. 


Q We can deduce, we can assume -- if we can make 
assumptions, not like [sraeli assumptions -- that Egypt also 2 
speaks on behalf of the Palestinians or brings the 7 


Palestinians' message to you. Could this be clear? 


fe) You can make whatever assumptions you like. I 
just don't have anything to say about it. 


Q Richard, was Secretary Baker aiming at getting an 
answer from the Egyptians yesterday in order to be ready with 
Mr. Shamir today for another stage of the conversation, and he 
failed to get the answer? 


“ Margaret said yesterday there was no timeframe. 
['m repeating that today. 


Q One other thing on the Middle East, please. 
There were reports that a new order in the West Bank was issued 
to close the schools there for another two months. Are you 
aware of that? Do you have any comment? 


icy I just heard about it this morning. I don't have 
anything for you now. I['1]l look into it and see if we have 
some comment to make. 


Q Richard, yesterday when Margaret answered the 
question on the new settlements in the West Bank, she didn't 
use the word “illegal” and she said she would take the 
question. Do you have an answer today if these are illegal or 
not? 


a No, I don't. It's a fairly complex legal and 
policy question, and we just don't have an answer at this point. 


Q A follow-up. Did you receive any reaction from 
the Israelis about your statement of yesterday? 
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. “ I am not in a position -- given that the 
discussions with the Israelis are going on right now, I 
wouldn't hazard a quess as to if they said anything. 


Q How come it's a legal question while it was a 
matter of policy for you a couple of years ago, whether these 
settlement are legal or not? 


“ I said it's both a legal and policy question. To 
call something “illegal” seems to me to be a legal question. 


Q Did you name a new Ambassador for Cyprus? 


fs [I don't know. We'll look into it and find out. 
The announcements on Ambassadors, though, come out of the White 
House. I mean, we can just find out for you if the White House 
has said anything. 


Q What reaction do you have to Mr. Gorbachev's 
speech today where he was very negative about the U.S. and the 
West trying to spread capitalism to East-bloc countries? 


o I don't really have anything new to add to the e 
many statements the Secretary made over the weekend, which I 
note were very clear that we're not seeking to support 
instability, we're not seeking to take any unilateral advantage 
of the events in Eastern Europe, and what we firmly support is 
for the people of these countries to be able to decide their 
own destinies. 


Q But is this problematic that Mr. Gorbachev is 
saying he does not want to see capitalism? Does that inhibit 
our ability to provide the kind of aid that we would like to 
give? I mean, we want to see free-market economies prosper 
there. 


4 I don't really have anything more to say than 
that. I['m sorry. 


Q Richard, will Mr. Baker be going to the NATO 
meeting in December? Whatever else might happen, he would go 
to -- 


is Do you mean the normal Foreign Ministers’ meeting 
in December? 


Q Yeah. I mean, whether or not he does any other 
traveling, will he still go to the NATO meeting? 


i I assume so. I'm not sure I don't think any 
formal announcement has been made, but it's a regular Foreign 
Ministers' meeting that he plans on going to as far as I'm 
aware. 


Q Do you have any comment today on the situation in 
Salvador? Does it appear to be winding down? Government 
tactics of the rebels, etc.? 
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A Yes. Let me review the situation. According to 
sources in the Armed Forces, 500 to 800 guerrillas remained 
entrenthed in the poor northern and eastern suburbs of San 
Salvador. 


President Cristiani ordered Armed Forces ground units 
to proceed against FMLN positions yesterday. He directed the 
Army to move in cautiously in order to minimize civilian 
casualties. 


The Embassy reports that there was apparently little 
fighting in San Salvador last night. The situation in 
provincial cities is under control, according to the Armed 
Forces. 


Military sources have told us that 146 Salvadoran 
troops, 461 guerrillas and 50 civilians have died thus far, and 
that more than 1,000 Salvadorans have been wounded. I would 
stress that these are early and incomplete figures. 
<1 Soy pata the ultimate total is likely to be considerably 
higher. 


And, if I can, I'd like to stress one other point I 
made by quoting President Cristiani about the activities of his 
military now. He said, and I quote: “The only reason the 
Armed Forces do not march in there faster is because we want to 
respect the lives of civilians that are being held as a shield 
by the FMLN."“ 


Q What is the status of American dependents? Have 


‘ they been encouraged to come home? 


A As far as I know, we haven't moved anyone out at 
this point, given the situation on the ground now. So that our 
Embassy is operating on a skeleton staff and generally our 
people are taking cover. 


Q Has the United States been asked, or does it 
intend to send any medical supplies? 


A I don't have anything on that right now, Jim. 
It's something I'll have to look into. 


Q Could you look into -- if it has been requested? 


A Okay. 


Q Do you have anything on the use of -- by the 
Salvadoran military of its air force? And, also, the New York 
Times wrote today, “The army and the U.S. Embassy have played 
down the civilian death toll in the recent fighting, apparently 
in an effort to avoid criticism of army tactics." Do you have 
any response to that as well? 
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A I would just note that [I've noted today, as we 
have yesterday, the full figures that we have on, I guess -- 
did Margaret do it yesterday, or maybe it was Monday. But 
anytime we've had any figures on casualties, we played out the 
full picture, including the unfortunate deaths of civilians. 


As far as the air force, the air force has attacked 
guerrilla emplacements in the city. President Cristiani has 
ordered the air force to avoid harming civilians while 
conducting such attacks. 


I'll go back once again: He has very clearly and very 
firmly stated his desire in these operations to slow them down 
and to minimize any chance of civilian casualties. ‘ 


Q But do you have an independent -- 


Q Does the offensive of the last several days say 
anything to the State Department about the success or failure 
of U.S. policy down there about foreign aid, so on and so forth? 


A I don't think it does. We continue to have full 
confidence that President Cristiani and the armed forces can 
deal with the guerrilla offensive. The Secretary described + 
these actions by the FMLN over the weekend as an act of 
desperation. [I think it reflects more on them and their lack 
of desire for peace than it does on anything we've done. 


Q How do you avoid hitting civilians when the air 
force attacks guerrilla emplacements in housing projects in 
civilian neighborhoods? 


A Well, admittedly, Robert, it's not an easy thing 
to do and that's why President Cristiani has said that they're 
proceeding cautiously. 


I need to point out once again that we think it's the 
height of hypocrisy for the FMLN to go into neighborhoods and 
use civilians as a shield and then complain about civilian 
casualties. The FMLN has moved into poor neighborhoods in an 
effort to provoke an insurrection. That clearly failed. The 
Salvadoran people clearly want peace and not more bloodshed. 


Now they're using poor innocent people as human 
shields and we absolutely condemn this. This is a barbaric 
tactic, and we think that if the FMLN is interested in ending 
bloodshed, they should resume the peace talks and stop these 
operations. 


Richard, are you just repeating what President 
Cristiani said about trying to evade civilian casualties, or 
you have your own estimates of what's going on? 
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a Well, I gave you our estimates -- our information 
that we have on what the casualties are. I'm repeating 
Presidént Cristiani's words because I think they represent a 
very clear and a very firm commitment which we certainly 
support. 


Q Are you satisfied that President Cristiani is, in 
fact, in control of the military? Because on the one hand you 
quote him giving directions to the army and on the other hand 
you say, in your second statement, in response to a question, 
that the air force was attacking querrilla emplacements 
presumably in civilian areas. It raises the question of, to 
what extent does President Cristiani and his orders -- to what 
extent are they being carried out by the armed forces? 


A It raises no questions in our mind about that. I 
think President Cristiani has been very clear. I can tell you 
that we believe that the armed forces are making every effort 
to protect civilian lives which have been jeopardized by the 
FMLN's presence in their homes and neighborhoods. 


Q Richard, also on Latin American. There's a 
report that Cuba has now begun to receive MiG 29s. Is that 
new, is that good or bad? 

A It's not good, Jim. We do have indications that 
the Soviets may have delivered MiG 29 aircraft to Cuba. We see 
no legitimate Cuban need for such advanced aircraft, and we do 
not consicer this a healthy step. 

We find the action wholly inconsistent with the Soviet 
Union's professed desire to cooperate in promoting the peaceful 
settlement of disputes in the region. 

Q Have you raised it with the Soviets? 

A We are making our concerns known to the Soviets. 

Q When were these jets delivered? 


A I can't go into any level of detail on the 
aircraft and shipments. 


Q Are we talking this year? 


A Because we're dealing with intelligence 
capability. 


Q Are we talking with this year? 


A ['m afraid [ just can't go into any detail on it. 


Q Has Cuba had such MiGs before -- MiG 29s before 
this latest shipment? 
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e A Before they didn't have them? 


Q Before the shipment that you're deploring? 


A No. 
Q Can you characterize -- 
Q Just to follow up on the timing. It makes a 


difference if they received them three years ago or two years 
ago or within the last six months. By mentioning this, you're 
implying that it's a new development. 


a I'm not in a position to go into detail at this 
point. I'll see if we can get you some idea of the timing and 
take the question. 


Q How have you made this known to the Soviets; 
through what channel? 


A I'm not prepared to say. And what I said was, we 
are making our concerns known. 


Q Do you believe the Soviets are trying to appease * 
President Castro for his anti-perestroika statements? 





A I really think you'd have to ask the Soviets on 
that. Our concern is both with the presence of the aircraft 
themselves since Cuba has no legitimate need for them and with 
what this represents for the Soviet attitude of which we find 
wholly inconsistent with the Soviet professed desire to 
cooperate in promoting peace in the region. 


Q Why does Cuba have no legitimate need? Says who? 

A Says us. 

Q They probably disagree. 

A Well, they may. Other countries in the region 
don't have similar equipment. Cuba does not face a threat from 


the United States, and we just don't see a need for these 
aircraft. 


Q Do you have any indication of whether they have 
sent training people along with them, or are they doing 
training exercises -- anything like that -- with these aircraft? 


A I'm not in a position to go into detail on the 
kind of indications that we might have. 


; Q Do you have anything on the peace talks for 
bs Nicaragua? 
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a Not very much. They met twice already in 
Washington; twice yesterday. I understand they'll be meeting 
again today in Washington. 


Q Any reaction to the latest proposal tabled by the 
government? 


A No. I don't think it would be helpful for us to 
try to react in that way. 


Q Finally, can you tell us when the contact between 
Ambassador Shlaudeman and the Nicaraguan Government took 
place? That was referred to in the guidance. 


A I really don't have anything more to say than 
what was in the guidance. 


Q We've urged the Soviets not to supply military 
supplies to Nicaragua and for the rebels in El Salvador. But 
what has been our policy with respect to military aid to Cuba? 
I haven't heard as much about that until you just raised it 
here. 


A Well, I think the best thing to quote is what the 
Secretary said at the OAS on Monday, and that's that Soviet 
behavior towards Cuba in Central America remains the biggest 
obstacle to a full, across-the-board improvement in relations 
between the United States and the Soviet Union. We don't see 
any reason for these kinds of sales at this point. For Cuba's 
air force to be modernized at this point, I think, says 
something about the Soviet Union's commitment to upgrade Cuba's 
capability despite overall improvements in the international 
situation. It's evident -- an area of great concern to us. 


Q The Soviet promises were not to intervene and 
supply military aid to El Salvador and Nicaragua. Did they 
make some promises in these meetings with Secretary Baker, for 
example, out West that they would not be supplying Cuba with 
more sophisticated weapons, or has that not really been a major 
issue at the table? 


a I'm not aware of any specific promises. It's 
something I can look into and see if there's something to say. 
But I would say clearly that the Soviet Union has professed a 
desire to support peace in the region and to support diplomatic 
efforts towards peace in the region, and we don't think that 
military sales like this contribute to that in any way. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the report by 
OLA with regard to Jericho II missiles in [srael? 


a No, I don't. You really have to ask DIA about 
what the information is. 


Q Anything on Cambodia, sir? 








UI 7 


-1ll- Wednesday, 11/15/89 
A What do you want to know about Cambodia? 
Q The spread of civil war? 
A Yes. [ guess the basic point is that there has 


been military activity by the Khmer Rouge and by other elements 
in Cambodia. We regret the return to the battlefield in 
Cambodia and we support all efforts to return to the 
negotiating table as soon as is possible. 


Q Have anything on Chatchai's proposal? 

A On Chatchai's proposal, we really do continue to 
favor a comprehensive settlement in Cambodia, absent a 
political process -- an internal political process -- that all 


four of the Cambodian factions are likely to turn more and more 
to military conflict. 


We believe that a step-by-step strategy would tend to 
legitimize the regime in place without resolving the central 
issue of power-sharing and without the establishment of an 
impartial authority which could oversee elections. Therefore, 
a comprehensive settlement, which we think is still needed, 
will require agreement among the Cambodian factions and the . 
other involved parties on the formation of an interim coalition 
authority. 


Q Did the United States give any kind of advice to 
the non-Communist Resistance in Cambodia on battlefield tactics? 


A I'm not aware of any such thing, Robert. 
Q Do you have a reaction to the British moves and 
statements -- recent British moves and statements -- with 


respect to Cambodia? 

A No, I don't. I think I've outlined our policy as 
continuing to support a comprehensive settlement and urging the 
parties to reach an internal resolution of the political 
process. That's my position. 


Q But you don't have a position, as the UK does, 
with respect to the withdrawal of the Vietnamese from Cambodia? 


A We've spoken about that before. I can get you 
the guidance on it, but [ don't have anything new to say on it. 


Q And do you have anything on the Ecuadoran 
Government's statement about the Ambassador” 


A No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the possible visit of the 
French President to the U.S. before the summit? 


A No, I don't. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 15 PRESS BRIEFING 


SCHOOL CLOSURES IN THE WEST BANK AND GAZA 


Q: Do you have any comment on the reports that schools have 
been closed in the West Bank and Gaza? 


A: --WE UNDERSTAND SCHOOLS IN GAZA CLOSED NOVEMBER 14 AND ARE 
TO REOPEN NOVEMBER 17. SCHOOLS IN THE WEST BANK CLOSED 


NOVEMBER 14 AND ARE TO REOPEN JANUARY 10. 


--WE ADVOCATED THE REOPENING OF SCHOOLS IN THE OCCUPIED 
TERRITORIES BEFORE. WE CONTINUE TO BELIEVE THAT SCHOOLS 


SHOULD BE OPEN AND URGE ISRAELI AUTHORITIES TO REOPEN THEM x 


AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 
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¢ EL SALVADOR: MEDICAL SUPPLIES 





Q: Have you been requested to provide medical supplies to the 
Government of El Salvador? 


A: WE HAVE NOT RECEIVED A FORMAL REQUEST; HOWEVER, OUR AID 
MISSION IS WORKING WITH SALVADORAN AUTHORITIES TO ASSESS 
AND PROVIDE as en Poe SUCH AS FOOD, MEDICINE, 
CLOTHING AND SHELTER. 
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The Briefing Room 


MR. POPADIUK: Good afternoon. Welcome to the BACKGROUND 
. readout on the President's meeting with Israeli Prime Minister 
Shamir. For your information only and not for use in print or t 


we ie | 
















I believe the gentlemen will have an opening statement 
1 entertain you with their questions and ansvers. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. Prine 


Minister Shamir spent about an hour with the President, and before 

that, he'd about two hours over at the State Departzent with 

_ - And they covered the whole range of issues between 
two. 





Basically it was a exchange. We consider the visit 
@ success. There was a discussion of the strong relationship between 
the U.S. and Israel and the common bonds, a discussion that even good 
and loyal friends can have differences in views, but an underlying 
emphasis on the strong and friendly relations between the countries. 


They talked extensively -- Baker and Shamir -- about the 
peace process over at the Departzent during their two hours. Peace 
process was talked about by the President and Shamir also. other 
subjects that came up vere practices in the occupied territories by 
the government of Israel, the question of South Africa, the question 
of international terrorism, Lebanon and Eastern Europe. 


All told, it was a visit, a good exchange. I think 
both of the leaders -- the President and the Prime Minister -- went 
away glad that they had this opportunity to air views. 


: My colleague and I will be happy to try to answer your 
questions. 


Q Could you tell us a little bit, please, about the 
South African discussion? We have heard nothing from the Prine 
Minister really except -- and from you -- that the subject came up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not going to 
Se Paes See Sees SF SaaS Sad cammanges cn the Ching other than te 
11 you the subjects that were covered and to tell you that they 
were covered pretty thoroughly. 





Q Well, was the South African discussion -- 
Q Well, then why can't this be on the record? 
Q -~- a discussion of Namibia or whet? 
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Q@ Did the South African discussion talk about 
missiles? Did they talk about 
about trade? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion on the 
U.S. side was about American concerns over South African military 
cooperation with South Africa. 
Q Is the United States going to sell -- 


Q You mean Israeli military? 


5 
: 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. Israeli. 


Q What about the supercomputer issue? Is the United 
States going to sell the supercomputer to Israel? Wrs that 
discussed? Did that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It didn't come up. It 
was touched on. It didn't come up in any sort of decision-making 
context today. 


Q No decision has been made about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Wo 
decision. 


Q Did the three to four hundred gzillion dollars in 
loan _ that the Israelis want for resettling Soviet Jews 
come up 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot in specific terms. 
There was a discussion of resettling Soviet Jews. There was also a 
a _ of the Israeli creation of settlements in the occupied 
territories. 


Q Where does that stand? 


Q Were any parallels drawn between the situation in 
the Middle East and the situation in East Europe to the extent that 
perhaps a new breeze should hit the Middle East, too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it was more a 
discussion of Eastern Europe on the remarkable events that are 
underway there. 


Q No analogies? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot particulerly. 


Q What was said about the new settlezent that's just 
been given the go-ahead in Gaza? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, not going to go 
into a blow-by-blow. The American leadership reiterated our policy, 
which disagrees with that of the government of Israel on the 
expansion of settlements in the occupied territories. 


Q Ie that what you meant when you said "practices" in 
the occupied territories? Can you be more descriptive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm talking there 
about practices in the —— territories; I'm talking. about the 
pen —- government of Israel is dealing with the Intifada and 

upr . 


Q Sir, Mr. Shamir, when he came out, indicated that 
the Secretary did not provide him with the assurances that Israel was 
seeking at this time. Can you amplify on that a little bit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the way to 
talk about that is that the discussion that they had today focused «a 
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lot on some of the Israeli views, as well as some of our views. Now 
we have characterised the Cabinet resolution as being positive 
insofar as it accepted the principle of the five points -- accepted 
the five points in principle -- and that the Israelis then, in the 
remainder of the resolution, laid out a number cf views that are 


Q In other words, the Prime Minister did not ask the 
President for assurances today, did he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
Q In what sense there was progress? 


Q Did the process move forward at all today? Did it 
or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'd say the -- you 
heard both the Secretary and the Prime Minister over in State 
Department say that they felt that there'd been some progress made. 
I think progress is meade when you begin to establish new baselines of 
understanding. I can't tell that we have sorted out each detail 


or 
that there is a clearer understanding on each side of views. There's 
a clearer understanding on each side of the kinds of general steps 
are go to need to be taken. There is -- and this needs to be 
underscored, think og WAG A ARR, OT 
response from the Egyptians if the overall process is going to go 
forward. In the meantime, we're continuing to work with the 
gee The Secretary had a discussion with Meguid last night. 

in the meantime, we will also continue to talk to the Israelis 
about the whole question of essurances. 


I just want to make one other point. We have said fros 
the beginning t we weren't going to get into a discussion of 
eseurances or understand until there was acceptance in principle 
of the five-point f » On the Israeli side. we have that. 6&0 
we are discussing their views and we're discussing the issue of 


e 


On the Egyptian side, we don't have that yet. We're 
still involved with some of the details with them in terms of how and 
when they might come to an agreement on the five pointe. 


Q Can you tell us what were the questions or the 
concerns that -- 


Q Ie Baker going to the Middle East? 
MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo plans. 
Q -- the Egyptian Foreign Minister had? 
Q Was he invited? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two different 
questions. 


Q Shamir has indicated Baker was invited to the Middle 
East. Did the Secretary accept the invitation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. I mean, what 
the Prime Minister had said is that he hopes at some point the 
ee gpa | will visit the Middle East, and there are no plans for that 
right now. 


Q To follow that, is consideration -- 


Q Can you tell us about the questions and concerns 
that Foreign Minister Meguid expressed to Secretary Baker? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of the practices 
that we have held throughout is that we don't get into the details. 
That's not the way to foster this diplomacy. We're going to continue 
-- we are discuss the details in private; we're not publicizing 
what those cre. 


Q Is consideration being -- 


Q Do you agree with the Prime Minister that the 
tension between the two countries that seems to exist, according to 
the media, has now sort of evaporated? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, do we 
agree with the Prime Minister's assessment that the tension that 
seemed to exist between our two countries, at least as it was 
portrayed in the media, has evaporated. 


You know, what I would just note, and my colleague may 
want to leap in, is that we have not been ied with what the 
media is saying, and we have had a sense t that the Israelis 


were — seriously, just as the Egyptians are engaging 
seriously. And our ;yreoccupation has been with how to promote the 
peace process, how tc implement the Shamir initiative. 


Q Let's just try it another way. 


Q Was there any satisfection reached on any of the 
ions of concern that indicated the President raised with 
sreel? Did the U.S. receive any assurances -- I hesitate to use 
ee oy oe om CED SEND Co 
concern 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in, I guess the 
Fe would characterize it is that it is always useful to be able to 
gain a clear understanding of the particular concerns on each side. 
And when ‘ve had that kind of exchange, you're going to find that 
you're better off, and that there are, as I said before, a kind 
of new baseline of understanding between us. 


Q So is the answer no? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer is, there vas 
nothing specific that was offered, but then the character of the 
discussion was in some ways more general than that. 


Q Did the Secretary get any sense in his conversation 
last night when you would be hear one way or the other from the 
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Egyptians? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ko. 

Q On the Egyptians, are you seeking from then « 
response to the Secretary's five points, or do you thes to 
respond to the Secretary's five points plus the Israeli request for 
assurances? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, because -- again, 
understand how we have proceeded is to gain «ucceptance in principle 
of the five-point framework. If either side felt that some of their 





concerns were not fully eddressed within that framework, they vere 
to and say, look, there are certain kinds of 

the side that we would like to have. Wusber one, 

made very clear that while we'd be prepared to enter 

we are not prepared to in a discussion of 

understandings or assurances that undercut the y A of 

the five points or would constitute a renegotiation of five 


points. 
Ray BM eh yh Aw Rat yA. 
acceptance pr e. ww Isree we are at stage 
in we can be discussing these things; with the Egyptians, 
we're not yet et that point. 
Q 


Have you decided whether they undercut it or not? 


Q Have you reeched the conclusion about whether the 


a ee a a oe Sow we ee 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -~ again, what I 
would say is that have expressed their views, and we have given 
them our assessment of how one can proceed in keeping with the 
framework. We will continue to discuss with them the best way to 
work out assurances that in fect will promote the process. 


Q There's one important question that's been sloughed 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean these others 
weren't important? 


Q Was President Bush critical of Prime Minister Shesir 
in any way on the settlement or on the South African allegations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that the 
President expressed some of our -- obviously, when it comes to 
settlements, he expressed the position that we've had. 


Q How would you characterize the tone of the 
President's remarks? 


Q What's your position about the territories? 

Q And how do equare it with the Helsinki 
Agreement? Wheat is your position about the right of Jews to travel 
to the West Bank? 


Q Wait, you didn't finish 
Africa. Did the President 


sy ion about South 
specifically criticize hie role in South 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President certainly 
reised A. concerns we have about Ieraeli military cooperation with 
South oa. 


Q Did he eccuse his of any technology transfers of 
American material? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it wasn't an 
MORE 








Y20S 
-6<- 


accusatory kind of exchange. It was esking questions and giving 
views. But there weren't any eccusations on either side. 


Q Was he satisfied with the answers he got? 
Q What answer did he get? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think on @ lot of 
these issues, you don't know whether get satisfaction until 
concrete things happen. It was « ly good discussion. 


Q A senior official said -- 
Do you think es «a result of Secretary Baker's 


Q 
telephone conversation with the ian foreign Minister and the 
nel vith ir. Shamir today that you a 


advance process? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One of the points that 
the has made , and it was an issue t the Prine 
Minister raised by way of showing his egreement, is that this is «a 
an ma - And I think that the meet is a 
contr step. think the continuing discussions with the 
Egyptians also contribute. Whether or not we're going to get there, 
KB Fe But I think there clearly is an intent on the part 
of everybody we've been talking to to see if there's a way to 


And 

Q Other than a free and frank exchange -- 

Q What did the President say about the settlements? 
Q 


-- what would you say was the concrete step that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's what I said 
before -- that you aren't going to be able to make progress in any 
Giplomatic endeavor unless know fully and you have « complete 
appreciation of what each s * concerns are, what their views of 
how progress can be made and the like. 


Q Well, did these expressions lead to a resolution of 
any of the outstanding issues, or was there dispelling -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you don't establish 
the baseline of understanding, gh RA Ba 
ion if you are going to 


Q On that South African issue -- 


Q Wheat, if anything, has changed as « result of these 
meetings today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I heave expressed 
what we feel was positive about the meetings. . 


Q Well, what has changed, sir? 


Q Ie there « clear understanding now that the Israelis 
414 not violate the commitseent? 


Q You seid you talked ebout understandings. What 
there wes thet wee totally obfuscated before, I em not sure. The 
Giplomatic relations have been going on for a number of years. One 
would think that you'd have an of what the Iereelis are 
concerned about. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but the Iereeli 
MORE 
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out there for a long time. So, 
obviously, this was an opportunity to meet face -to-face and to talk 

the 


Q In the wake of Meguid conversation last night, 
do you have any idea as to an approximate time frame for when you 
would expect an Eqyptian answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's hard to get 
into that. I mean, the ians -- the Foreign r made clear 
that they understand that it's important to move as rapidly as 


possible. 


Q Does the aduzinistration expect, as a result of these 
discussions, for the Israelis to take a concrete step with the 
contract and with the program with South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There weren't specific 
requests made. The concerns were expressed, but not a specific 
request, no. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1989, 12:39 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: Sorry to keep you waiting. I 


apologize. I have one brief statement to make concerning 
Brazil. 


In considering the spread of democracy in other 
regions, such as Eastern Europe, we should also take note of 
what occurred in Brazil yesterday. A very large proportion of 
Brazil's 82 million voters went to the polls peacefully in what 
was the first direct presidential election in Brazil in almost 
30 years. We congratulate the people of Brazil on what has 
been a truly significant day in their history. We look forward 
to working with whomever they chose in the upcoming runoff 
election to be their next president. 


And ['1ll be happy to take any of your questions on any 
other subjects that you might have. 


Q Margaret, the Soviets gave some details this 
morning of their new proposed legislation which would ease 
emigration and exit visas and such. Is this the sort of thing 
that the Secretary has been asking for from the Soviets, and 
does this fulfill his conditions for him -- enough for him to 
recommend MFN? 


A Are you speaking of something --— I'm unaware 
specifically what you're -- something that happened at the 
Commerce building this morning, or something that came out of 
Moscow? 


Q Actually, what happened in the Supreme Soviet 
several days ago. 


A Okay. Then what I can speak to is on our overall 
policy. As you know, the President has said that he would work 
with Congress on a Jackson-Vanik waiver after the Soviets 
passed and implemented their emigration law. The draft 
legislation has just passed its first reading in the Supreme 
Soviet. After a final vote, it will become law. We await this 
codifying step as well as implementation. 
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But, you know, there is a meeting of the Joint 
Commercial Commission, which is what I thought you were asking 
about -- this meeting at Commerce. It's a two-day meeting 
that's going on here. 


Q And when you say “implementation, " do you have 
some trial period in mind to show -- to demonstrate that the 
Soviets are really making meaningful changes? 


A What do you mean, a “trial period in mind?" 


Q Well, when the first exit visa is stamped, is 
that implementation, or does it have to be a proven record of 
performance? 


A My understanding and I'll, if you want, try to 
get you some more details on what the President said, and I 
believe it was in May. I know what Secretary Baker has said a 
number of times is that we are waiting for this legislation to 
be codified, to be passed, and then I presume that we would 
act. I don't have a timeframe for you -- does it mean the next 
morning, does it mean six weeks from then? 


I've never heard either the President or the Secretary 
of State express beyond saying what the policy is. I will ask 
if there is a specific implementation plan of: it happens in 
five minutes or five months. I don't know. 


Q Do you have something on the Joint Commercial 
Commission that you wanted to talk about in terms of 
repositioning the U.S. on this issue? 


A I had one comment that was based on a response to 
apress story today, to clean up, is: that we are not starting 
negotiations with the Soviets on a commercial trade agreement. 
Rather, we use the JCC, which is the Joint Commercial 
Commission, to propose a working group on trade agreement 
questions. 


The idea is to hold informal consultations which would 
smooth the way for negotiations once the situation makes it 
possible. So it was in response to a question we thought we 
might get. 


Q When do you expect this emigration law to be 
codified? Do you have any sense of what that timetable is? 


A I do not. No. 

Q Would it be before Malta? I mean, is it possible 
that that could be one of the things that they do at Malta is 
lift the Jackson-Vanik restrictions? 


a I don't know, and ['d rather refrain from 
speculating with you. 
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Did the State Department have any evaluation of 
the draft legislation being considered in the Supreme Soviet? 


A Not that I have today. [I'll be glad to ask them 
if someone has analyzed it and has a reaction for you. 


Q The Soviet Ambassador Dubinin said today -- and I 
don't know if my quote is exactly right -- but after outlining 
what they said was historic steps -- past tense -- already 
taken by the Supreme Soviet, that they were expecting a 
positive, [I believe it was developments, from the American 
side. 


In essence, the ball is now in the U.S. court with 
respect to following -- reciprocating for the Soviet action. 
They sounded as though they felt that this step was already 

underway, and that they'd like to see something by way of a 
positive U.S. response. 


A I haven't seen what the Ambassador said this 
morning. I've tried to articulate for you what the President 
has said in the past, what the Secretary of State has said. 
I've beeri honest in response to Jim's question. I've never 
heard one of those two gentlemen or Ray Seitz or any of the 
other officials in here state or have I read exactly when the 
United States implements this. 





I will be more than glad, the minute this briefing is 
over, to go ask Ray Seitz what is the answer to your question. 
It's a very valid question. I just never heard those people 
articulate the answer. 


Q The Salvadoran Government has apparently used 
airpower extensively in the last 24 hours in its attempt to 
rout the rebels. Do you have any comment on the U.S. 
expectations of a government victory at this point, and on the 
likelihood that there have been more civilian casualties? 


A I don't have an updated casualty figure for you. 
We had talked to the Embassy this morning, and we just don't 
have one. And as far as your question is, the outlook for the 
fighting -- do you want a situation -- 


Q You were very optimistic from this lectern over 
the last couple of days -- 

A Right. 

Q -- about the government's chances of cleaning 


this up. 


a We still are. 


Q Do you still hold that view? 
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a We definitely still are, and we believe that the 
Salvadoran Government is able to manage the situation, and we 
definitely -- our policy has not changed today from what we've 
enunciated the last three days. 


Q But you also talked about how the government was 
going slow to avoid civilian casualties -- 


A Sure. 


-- and avoiding the use of airpower. This no 
longer seems to be the case. . 


Q They're hitting civilian neighborhoods with 
Gatling guns and bombs. 


A That's right Both the army and the air force 
are dislodging remaining pockets of guerrillas from. 
neighborhoods where they have dug in. In this combat 
environment where the FMLN is using civilians to shield its 
combatants, strict rules of engagement have been issued by the 
Salvadoran Government to prevent civilian casualties. 


Q Do you have anything on the assassination of the 
five priests? 


A Yes, I do. And I believe it's six. Let me make 
sure. One minute. [t is six. We have been in touch with our 
Embassy in San Salvador through several sources. They have 
confirmed the deaths of six Jesuits, including the Rector of 
the University of Central American and two University 
employees. 


We do not know who committed this barbarous act which 
we condemn in the strongest possible terms. Our Ambassador 
will be taking up this matter with President Cristiani today. 


Q If [I may ask about this particular reaction, it 
has been more or less the pattern that each time right-wing 
politicians or people who are related to right-wing politics 
get killed in El Salvador, the State Department points out 
immediately the FMLN without any evidence. 


Whenever left-wing or people related to left-wing 
politics get killed in Salvador, you never -- you always make 
the point that no one has assumed responsibility, and you have 
no way to say who is responsible. 

Why is that? 


Aa I didn't just claim who was responsible. 


Q No. [t's quite obvious, if we go back to 1980, 
ever since 1980, Jesuit priests get killed in Salvador or 
Central America -- 
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a I'm sure that we in 1980 condemned those. 


Q Yes. No. But the fact of the matter is that 


you're reluctant to point out right-wing extremists in £1 
Salvador. 


Q Does the United States have a sense of who is 
responsible for the killings? 


A As of this moment in time, we do not; this is my 
understanding. We were just in touch with our Embassy before [ 
came out here to brief. I have told you all that our 
Ambassador is going to take this matter up today, and we are 
going to be requesting a full inquiry into this horrendous act. 


Q Well, considering that priests generally align 
themselves with the more moderate and leftist elements of 
Salvador, is it not reasonable to conclude that this was 
probably from the right spectrum of Salvadoran society that 
decided to go in an assassinate these people? 


A Based on what I know right now, I can't conclude 
with you or speculate or draw conclusions. Maybe later this 
afternoon, we can. But right now -- I understand exactly what 
you're asking me -- [I just can't do that. 


Q In general, is the State Department happy with 
the restraint that the Salvadoran military has shown in not 
only trying to put down this offensive by the rebels but to 
restrain themselves in selecting particular targets that are 
known leftist -- to take care of them during this period? Is 
the State Department happy with the restraint that the 
Salvadoran military has shown? 


A We are certainly supportive of, as Richard 
pointed out yesterday, what President Cristiani himself said, 
is that if -- I'm paraphrasing now -- if this, indeed, were to 
take longer and avoid additional casualties, that is his 
policy. That is obviously something the United States would 
certainly support. 


Q Has the Government of £1 Salvador asked for more 
aid for the departing rebels? 


a The Salvadoran military has requested expedited 
delivery of munitions purchased under the already requested 
military assistance program allocation. We are moving to 
address their needs. We will be speaking with the Salvadoran 
Government regarding specific needs. 


My understanding at this time is that the request is 
for riot control equipment and some light weaponry. 


Q Can we return to -- 
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A Can I make one other point? It's my 
understanding, our request is, and what we're trying to do, is 
merely speed up the delivery. 


Q Returning to the Central American University -- 
A To the killing? 


Q -- killings. In the talks with the Embassy, did 
the Embassy show any awareness of reports there that the people 
who carried out the killings were wearing military uniforms? 


A No one has told me that level of detail, no. [I'm 
not saying whether it's true or not. I don't know it. 


Q In the past few days, there's been no independent 
radio. It's all been controlled by the army, and the army has 
broadcast appeals from anonymous sources calling for the deaths 
of the Jesuits, including Ellacuria, who is the senior person 
who was assassinated. Also there's been a state of siege and 
the army has been active. Yet, a number of people went around 
and killed these people. Does that not suggest to you that the 
army may have had some hand, or was complicit in some way, in 
the killings of these people? 


A I'm unaware of the army doing these radio 
broadcasts that you've just said. [ can certainly understand 
why you have drawn that conclusion and inference and would lead 
you to believe that. [ cannot, from this podium as the 
Spokesperson, hypothesize with you and say, “Sure, you're 
right," or, "No, you're wrong." [ can't do that either way. 


Q Okay. Could you take the question of whether the 
army has been broadcasting such appeals? 


A Sure. 


Q And to what extent the military was present in 
the area of San Salvador where these killings took place? 


A Right. Let me please just go back and restate: 
To my knowledge, I know in our bureau, we had just learned of 
this this morning. This is the information I had as I walked 
out here, I believe at 12:35. I have stated that our 
Ambassador will be taking this matter up with the President 
today and is going to request a full inquiry. That is fairly, 
in my opinion, taking action. 


This afternoon? I don't know at what time, or if it's 
possible. Certainly, we'll put out all the details that we can 
get, if we get them ourselves. 
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wy Can [ follow up on one on £1 Salvador? The Pope 
has been joined by the International Red Cross, or the other 
way around, actually, in an appeal for an immediate cease-fire 
to evacuate wounded. Has the United States changed its 
position of two days ago with respect to a call for a 
cease-fire? . 


a Have we changed our position? 


Q Well, I asked the question two days ago and you 
indicated that that was not our -- we did not favor a 
cease-fire. So my question is simply, does the United States 
favor a cease-fire as called for by the Pope and the 
International Red Cross? 


A I'm unaware of the Pope's call for a cease-fire. 
But I can't imagine that the United States would want to call 
for continued fighting. 


Q Do you have any reactions to the Salvadoran 
Government saying no to the Red Cross call for a cease-fire? 


A I don't know about the Salvadoran Government 
saying “no” to a Red Cross cease-fire. 


Q Can you take the question with respect to the 
U.S. Government's position on the call for a cease-fire and its 
position with respect to the Salvadoran's rejection of a 
cease-fire? 


a Uh-hum. 


Q In the past, this Administration has expressed 
rather forcefully its attachment to the observation of civil 
rights and protection of human rights in Salvador. It has even 
made some suggestions that continued U.S. support for this 
government will depend on that. I was wondering if you had 
anything there? 


A I don't have anything new. Our policy hasn't 
changed. 


Q But without anticipating the results of this 
inquiry that Ambassador Walker is going to request, I[ was 
wondering if you had anything about it? 


A The only thing that ['d have for you, which isn't 
of any help to you, is that our policy hasn't changed. 


Q Can we go to Nicaragua? Do you have any 
observations about the -- 1 quess it's three days of talks 
which have been held here in Washington and the desirability of 
calling a recess or not calling a recess? 
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a I don't have a lot for you, George. The only 
thing I can tell you is that we understand that the Nicaraguan 
Resistance is to meet with CIAV representatives sometime 
today. The continuation of the taiks is the subject of that 
meeting, and we do not have -- and I checked right before we 
came out here -- a clearer amount of information to give you. 
If we get it this afternoon, we will definitely, positively put 
it out. But we don't have anymore about what's going on there 
than what I'm able to say right now. 


Q Who did you say in your first sentence -- 


CIAV representatives. 


Q Can I return to Salvador for just a second? I'm 
sorry. 

A Sure. 

Q In your earlier statement, you said, “In this 


combat environment, the Salvadoran Government has called for 
strict rules of engagement to prevent civilian casualties." Do 
you believe that calling for it and implementing them are the 
same thing? Is the Salvadoran military, indeed, fighting this 
situation under those rules of engagement, or have there been 
many violations of a strict standard? 


A I don't know if there have been violations. I 
know that I cannot release the specific rules, or the State 
Department cannot -- the specific rules of engagement. [ don't 
know, John. 

Q Do the specific rules of engagement make it 


acceptable to bomb civilian neighborhoods and to open up from 
C-130 gunships from 4,000/5,000 feet? I mean, is that 
acceptable in the way that they're operating, as far as the 
U.S. Government is concerned? 


4 I know that I cannot get into --~ and I was told 
we cannot release -- what their specific rules of engagement 
are, because I have been told to do so would jeopardize the 
lives of both civilians and Salvadoran troops who are now in 
combat. I don't know, which is really what your question is: 
“are we, the United States saying that their army has misused 
their rules of engagement." 


Q Are we satisfied with the way they're conducting 
the operation, is what ['m asking? 


a I'll put it to you this way: 1 don't know that 
we're dissatisfied. S8ut what ['ll do for you is take your 
question. I know exactly what you're asking me. I don't want 
to speculate. 
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Q And does the U.S. Government feel that the money 


that it is spending down there -- $1.5 million a day -- is 
being well spent to protect this democracy? Is that -- 


a Yes. And a lot of our money -- I can give you a 
breakout, if you want, which you already know. Total military 
and economic assistance requested for 1991 is $370 million. 
Economic assistance is $285 million. If you break this down, 
economic support funds is $180 million; $130 million for 
balance of payment assistance; development assistance is $65 
million; PL-480 food aid is $40 million; military is $85 
million. 


I also -- and I'd have to refer you to AID -- they are 
working with Salvadoran authorities to assess needs for food, 
clothing, medical supplies, and other equipment. But those are 
what our request levels are for FY-1991. 


Q That money is being well spent? 


a If we get the money, [ have no reason to believe 
that it would not, plus you can see, obviously by these 
numbers, there is a difference in the amount being spent on 
military and being spent on economic and humanitarian aid. 


Q One more on El Salvador, if I may. DOuring the 
heyday -- 


a The what? 


Q During the heyday of the Sandinistas, the Contras 
in Nicaragua were more numerous than the guerrillas in €1 
Salvador and arguably considerably better equipped. Yet, they 
never managed to enter any urban centers let alone get even 
remotely close to Managua. 


Now, we see here a small guerrilla movement taking 
over whole neighborhoods of the capital city. Does that 
indicate to the United States that perhaps the democratic 
experiment in £1 Salvador has been slightly less successful 
than normally suggested in the sense that, obviously, many 
urban dwellers haven't found the system particularly appealing? 


a Certainly not. And we understand that the 
Salvadoran armed forces moved through the night to push 
remaining FMLN guerrillas from their positions in the northern 
and eastern suburbs of San Salvador. I've characterized for 
you, in an earlier question from 811], that we believe the 
Salvadoran Government is able to manage the situation and is 
managing the situation. 


Q I didn't ask an operational] question. I 
understand the military logistics. 


“ I answered your question, I believe. 
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Q You don't have to answer my question, but you 
didn't. 
Q One more. Reuters reported that the President of 


the National Organization of Jesuits here in the United States 
said that what took place today was going on and has been going 
on in other parts of San Salvador against people identified 
either with the left or with negotiations. I'm sure you don't 
have an answer to this now, but could you take the question as 
to whether you've received reports of other --— similar examples 
going on? 


Aa We'll be glad to look into it for you. 


Q Margaret, can [I just follow up on the earlier 
question? You said -- 


a Which one? 


Q -- “the Salvadoran forces moved to push," I think 
that was your phrase. Did they actually “push,” or did they -- 


A Did they what? 


Q Did they actually succeed in pushing or did they 
just move to push? The way you phrased it, it sounds -- 


a I said, “They moved through the night to push 
remaining FMLN guerrillas from their positions.” 


Q The question, did they, in fact, push -- 


a Were they a hundred percent successful? [ don't 
know. 


Q Did they, in fact, push any querrillas from their 
positions? 


a I'm assuming that they did I prefaced it by 
saying, “We understand that..." 


Q It sounds as though all you're really saying is 
that the army took action. You're not drawing any conclusions 
about whether that action was successful or unsuccessful. 

Aa Right. 

Q Margaret, is there any concern fru. Los 
angels imes article on the U.S. new bid to oust Noriega, and 
the fact that in Latin America you might be reaping, again, a 
negative image? 


a The President answered this very eloquently for 
us this morning aboard Air Force [. If you did not see what he 
had to say, I'll repeat it here for you. His comment was, "If 
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there was a covert operation, would [ discuss it? Never. [t 
wouldn't be covert if I even referred to it, so there will be 
no discussion of anything, which means [ am not confirming nor 
denying.” That was said enroute this morning on Air Force I 


enroute to Houston. So on that report in the Los Angeles 
Times, I don't have anything to add to it at a 


Q Margaret, do you understand what the situation is 
with this American woman who was thought to have been taken 
hostage in Lebanon? 


o Mrs. Fahrend and two West German citizens are 
free and safe. They are being taken care of by the West German 
Embassy in Beirut. They are at a secure place, but I cannot 
provide details or information on their travel plans for 
obvious security reasons. 


Your question really is, what went on? Were they 
kidnapped? We don't know for sure. We note that they have 
told the Germans that they were robbed, not kidnapped, and that 
when they heard the reports they went to the German Embassy. 


Q So their passports were taken from them? 


[I don't know if their passports were taken from 
them. 


Q They gave them back. (Laughter) 


Q Well, this group released photostats of the 
passports. 


4 I don't know, Jim. I know that this is -- what 
we have now, we have .- the West German Embassy in west Beirut 
early this morning was in contact with our Embassy in Bonn. In 
turn, our Embassy in Bonn was in touch with us. This is the 
most current information that I have. I can tell you that our 
consular officer, without saying where Mrs. Fahrend will be 
coming, will obviously meet with her. 


I would also like to take the opportunity to restate 
the Lebanon travel advisory. It states that the situation in 
Lebanon is so dangerous for Americans that no U.S. citizen can 
be considered safe from terrorist acts 


I would also like to remind that on September 6, 1989, 
all American personne] at the U.S. Embassy in Beirut were 
evacuated and that without a special validation, U.S. passports 
remain invalid for travel to, in, or through Lebanon. 


Q So what happens if you travel? 


a If you travel? the penalty is -~ using a U.S. 
passport for travel to, in, or through Lebanon may constitute a 
violation of 18 United States Code 1544, and be punishable by a 
fine and/or imprisonment. 
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Q Now, Mrs. Fahrend apparently had her U.S. 
passport stamped with a travel permit at the Lebanese Embassy, 
if there is such a thing. in Cyprus. Is that punishable -- 
that, and the fact that she went there? 


A I cannot discuss Mrs. Fahrend's passport. It 
falls under the Privacy Act. 

Q What are your maximums on the fine and the 
imprisonment? 


4 I don't have that. My understanding is Justice 
would. 


Q You can't discuss her passport -- 
a That's what I was told. 


Q ~~ because it falls under the Privacy Act. 86111 


didn't ask you about her passport. He asked you whether -- 
a But your visa goes in your passport, doesn't it? 
Q -~- the U.S. Government will prosecute if she used 


her passport to travel to Lebanon? 


a I don't have an answer on that. It would be 
premature to discuss that at this time. I said our consular 
officer, wherever she surfaces, will definitely want to have a 
little -- met her. (Laughter) 


Q Has any American citizen ever been prosecuted 
under this particular regulation? 


i) No. But there are a number of cases under p 
consideration for prosecution right now. 


Q How many? 


oa I don't have a number. The two countries that we 
have passport restrictions on are Lebanon and Libya. If you 
want to know another piece of information, as far as how many 
validations have been granted for travel to Lebanon: From 
January through August 1989, we validated 15 passports. In all 
of 19866, we did 138; and in 1967, we did 414. We have three 
criteria that can determine if you get a validated passport. 
One is if you're a journalist; (2) Red Cross or humanitarian 
needs, meaning relatives, etc, and, (3) in the U.S. national 
interest. 


Q Can you say whether Mrs. Fahrend fell into any of 
those categories? 


4 I said I can't discuss her specific case. It's 
premature to discuss it. 
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Q Can you say whether she fell into -- she, among 
the 15 that were validated prior to August? Or can you say 
whether hers was validated after August? 


A I just can't right now talk about her specific 
case. ‘ 


Q Is she associated with the U.S. Government in any 
wey? 


A No. 


Q Margaret, if I can go back a little bit to the 
Cuban MiG 29s. The reports that it does not violate any of the 
agreements with the United States in terms of basing offensive 
nuclear weapons in Cuba. [Isn't this -- aren't the Cubans 
within their right to bring in MiG 29s into the island? 


A I don't know if it's in their right or not. I 
know that Richard, yesterday, expressed what our thoughts were 
on this. Our thoughts haven't changed today. I don't have a 
lot of additional details for you than what we put out 
yesterday. We did clear up one thing yesterday afternoon, as 
far as timeframe, and said that this is a relatively recent 
development. But as far as if they're allowed legally to do 
this or not, I don't know. 


Q Speaking of jet aircraft, do you have anything on 
the French decision to deliver Mirages to Libya? 


i No. I was literally told this walking down the 
hail. It was just put in my head. [ don't know. 


Q Margaret, do you have a response to the note sent 
by the Mexican Embassy protesting the creation of this military 
strike force in the border with Mexico? 


A I'm unaware of a note that Mexico has sent. But 
I can tell you that enhanced DoD support for law enforcement 
agencies in the southern United States is expected and intended 
to compliment stepped-up efforts by the Salinas Administration 
to halt drug trafficking through Mexico. 


Q But did you respond to the specific note that you 
received two days? 


A I'm unaware of some note we received two days 
ago. I can tell you that Secretary Baker discussed this with 
the Ambassador here, Ambassador Petricioli. The words I would 
steer you to here are “intended to compliment stepped-up 
efforts by the Salinas Administration." 


Q South Africa apparently has lifted some apartheid 
restrictions. Do you have any reaction? 
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a Yes, I do. President de Klerk's decision to take 
this step is worthy of praise. It clearly suggests, as have 
other recent moves taken by the government, that he is putting 
actions behind his words about reform and dialogue. We 
sincerely hope that the South African Government will continue 
on this encouraging path. - 


Q Anythir3 there on the announcement in East Berlin 
that the non-Communi.. participation in the government is going 
to be enlarged, or is being enlarged? 


a No, I haven't seen that announcement. 

Q It just came over the wires. 

A You've al’ seen a lot today that's on the wires 
that I haven't seen. 

Q The Israeli Prime Minister told yesterday a group 
of Israeli reporters -- in fact, confirmed to Israeli reporters 


that President Bush had expressed strong displeasure to him 
with the Israeli Cabinet's decision to build a new settlement 
in the occupied territories. The Prime Minister said -- he 
answered that that wasn't a new settlement and therefore 
shouldn't be considered as one; it was just a decision about 
changing the location of an old settlement. He didn't tell us, 
however, what the President's reaction was. I wonder if there 
is a U.S. official position on that issue? 


He made another point regarding alleged Israeli ties 
with South Africa. The President expressed concern over those 
reports. The Prime Ministe: answered what he did but then he 
wouldn't share with us the answer of the President. 


The question is basically, are the Israeli 
explanations acceptable to the United States Government on both 
these points? 


A I've seen a lot thet the Prime Minister had said 
yesterday. I believe he had a press conference here yesterday 
afternoon. We had, as you know, at the White House, which many 
of you attended -- [ believe you did -- a BACKGROUND briefing 
by two senior Administration officials. We answered the 
questions on South Africa and we answered the questions on the 
settlements. Our policy has not changed 


It goes without saying that President Bush reiterated 
to the Prime Minister our policy on settlements and he also 
talked to him, as we have said, about South Africa. So I don't 
have anything to add to what's already out there. 


Q I don't think the briefers at the White House 
answered this specific question about this specific 
settlement. They spoke in general terms about [srael's 
settlement-—building policy. 





ae ws PS le ge & 


-15- Thursday, 11/16/89 


Aa It's fairly obviously, isn't it? If they 
discussed settlements, it probably came up this most recent one. 


Q Has it been decided how and when the President 
and Secretary Baker will brief the Allies after Malta? Will he 
go to Brussels? : 


It hasn't been decided, to my knowledge. 


Q On Greece: According to reliable sources, your 
Ambassador to Greece, Mr. Sotirhos, is due to arrive here in 
Washington next week for consultations with your government 
regarding the unclear political situation in Athens. I'm 
wondering if you're aware of what type of consultations Mr. 
Sotirhos is going to do? 


A I'm unaware that our Ambassador is caming back 
here. I'm sure it's probably just for the normal routine 
consultations, but I'll check for you. 


Q Do you have anything on the articles that 
appeared in the New York Times today regarding U.S. support to 
the non-Communist Resistance in Cambodia? 





A No, I don't. 

Q You cannot take any question with respect to 
that? Could you confirm that the United States turned down a 
request by the European Community to negotiate with it over a 
change in the U.N. resolution on Cambodia this year? 

A I'm unfamiliar. I'1l go check it out for you. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the communist -- the 
removal of the communist leader in Moldavia? 


A That's something else [ haven't heard about this 
morning. 


Q Thank you. 


a Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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EL SALVADOR: KILLINGS OF JESUITS 





Q: “Do we know yet who was responsible for the killings of the 
Jesuits? 


A: NO. OUR EMBASSY IS FOLLOWING THE CASE CLOSELY. AMBASSADOR 

WALKER HAS DISCUSSED THE KILLINGS DIRECTLY WITH PRESIDENT 

CRISTIANI. THE SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE UNIT IS ALREADY LOOKING INTO 
' 

THE CASE. z 


Q: When did the killings take place? 


A: AS BEST WE KNOW, THE KILLINGS TOOK PLACE LAST NIGHT. 


Q: Have there been radio reports calling for Jesuit deaths? If 
so, what would we think of it? 


A: WE HAVE HEARD REPORTS THAT THREATS WERE MADE AGAINST THE 
JESUITS ON A NATIONAL RADIO CALL-IN PROGRAM. 


~~ WE CONDEMN THAT CALL "OR VIOLENCE AS WE CONDEMN IN THE 


STRONGEST POSSIBLE TERMS THE TRAGIC KILLINGS THEMSELVES. VIOLENCE 
ONLY SERVES THE INTERESTS OF POLITICAL EXTREMISTS. 
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. NICARAGUA: RESISTANCE/SANDINISTA TALKS 





Q: Can you give us an up-date on the 
Resistance/Sandinista talks? 


A: WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE TALKS ARE SCHEDULED TO RESUME 


LATE THIS AFTERNOON. 
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EL_SALVADOR: AID FROM U.S. MOWEY WELL SPENT? 


Q: What are the levels of U.S. aid to El Salvador? 


A: IW PISCAL 1989, THE U.S. PROVIDED EL SALVADOR WITH ECONOMIC 
AID OF $297.6 NILLION AND MILITARY AID OF $85 MILLION. SINCE 
1985, «dE U.S. HAS PROVIDED EL SALVADOR WITH ECONOMIC AID OF 
$1.8 BiLc ION, OR THREE TIMES THE LEVEL OF U.S. MILITAaYy AID 
DURING THAT PERIOD. 


Q: Does the U.S. government still believe that aid to El 
Salvador is money well speat? 


A: AID TO EL SALVADOR IS MONEY WELL SPENT. THE WAR HAS 


CAUSED NEARLY $2 BILLION IN DAMAGE TO EL SALVADOR'S ECONOMY, 
FORCING THE ELECTED CIVILIAN GOVERNMENT TO DIVERT PRECIOUS 
RESOURCES TO REPAIR BRIDGES, DAMS, POWER STATIONS AND OTHER 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND SUPPORT A LARGE ARMY. AS DIFFICULT AS THE 
SITUATION IS NOW, IT WOULD BE FAR WORSE WITHOUT MAJOR U.S. AID. 


Q: Can you point to specific successes of the U.S. aid program? 


A: -- A MODERN ELECTORAL REGISTRY SYSTEM HAS BEEN DEVELOPED, 
AND FUNDING PROVIDED FOR ELECTION OBSERVERS. SINCE 1964, EL 
SALVADOR HAS HAD SIX FREE, FAIR AND OPEN NATIONAL ELECTIONS. 
BEFORE 19864 IT HAD HAD NONE. 


BEST Copy AVAILABLE 


(more) 
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-- U.S. BALANCE OF PAYMENTS SUPPORT HAS HELPED STABILIZE 
THE SALVADORAN ECONOMY. GROSS NATIONAL PRODUCT HAS RISEN EVERY 
YEAR SINCE 1984, APTER FALLING 23 PERCENT FROM 1979 TO 1983. 

-- U.S.-FUNDED HEALTH PROGRAMS HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO A 10 
PERCENT DROP IN THE INFANT DEATH RATE SINCE 1985. 

-- WITH U.S. FINANCIAL AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, HUNDREDS 
OF THOUSANDS OF ACRES HAVE BEEN TURNED OVER TO 
PREVIOUSLY LANDLESS PEASANTS AND TENANT FARMERS. 

-- MORE THAN 1,750 PRIMARY SCHOOL CLASSROOMS HAVE BEEN 
BUILT FOR 70,000 HOMELESS GHILDREN. 

-- POTABLE WATER AVAILABILITY FOR CITY DWELLERS HAS 


INCREASED DRAMATICALLY. 
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A TAKEN QUESTION ON U.S. AID TO EL SALVADOR POSTED ON 
NOVEMBER 16 STATED INCORRECTLY THAT EL SALVADOR HAD HAD 
SIX FREE AND FAIR ELECTIONS SINCE 1984; THAT YEAR SHOULD 


HAVE READ 1982. 
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Q. 


Question Taken at the Noon Briefing, November 16, 1989 


, ) ) —_— : all  £ted 


What is your reaction to the French decision to partially 


lift its arms embargo for Libya? 


A. 


--WE ARE QUITE CONCERNED AND DISAPPOINTED WITH THIS 
DECISION. WE DO NOT BELIEVE THAT NOW IS THE TIME TO WEAKEN 


SANCTIONS AGAINST LIBYA. 


-- WE REMAIN CONCERNED THAT LIBYA HAS NOT DEMONSTRATED 
CONCRETE, IRREVERSIBLE CHANGES IN ITS POLICIES OF SUPPORT 
FOR TERRORISM AND DESTABILIZATION. LIBYA CONTINUES TO 
PURSUE DEVELOPMENT OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS AT THE RABTA 
FACILITY, AND OTHER OFFENSIVE WEAPONS CAPABILITIES. 


--WE UNDERSTAND THAT AN ELEMENT IN THE FRENCH DECISION WAS 
LIBYA'S FRAMEWORK ACCORD WITH CHAD. ALTHOUGH THIS ACCORD 
WAS SIGNED LAST AUGUST, LIBYA'S SUBSEQUENT ACTIONS HAVE 
PROVEN IT IS NOT SERIOUSLY PURSUING A PEACEFUL RESOLUTION 
OF ITS PROBLEMS WITH CHAD. LIBYA CONTINUES ITS EFFORTS TO 
SUPPORT CHADIAN REBELS DESPITE A SPECIFIC PROHIBITION OF 


SUCH ACTIVITY IN THE FRAMEWORK AGREEMENT. 
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) UN RESOLUTION ON CAMBODIA 





Q: Can you confirm that the U.S. turned down a request by the 
European Community to negotiate with it on a change in the UN 
resolution on Cambodia? 

A: <-o THE CONTENTS OF THE UN GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON 
CAMBODIA WERE DETERMINED BY THE MEMBERS OF THE 
ASSOCIATION OF SOUTH EAST ASIAN STATES (ASEAN) IN 
NEGOTIATION WITH THE o7 eR MEMBERS OF THE UN. THE 
UNITED STATES DID NOT NEGOTIATE WITH THIRD PARTIES ON 
THE CONTENTS OF THIS RESOLUTION. THE UNITED STATES 


SUPPORTS THIS RESOLUTION, 
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DPC #201 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1989, 12:16 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one announcement and I have one 
statement, and then I'd like to give you an update on what's 
going on in £1 Salvador. 


My announcement is that Secretary Baker will deliver 
an address on “Democracy, Diplomacy And The War Against Drugs" 
at the Forum Club of Houston on Wednesday, November 22, at the 
Westin Galleria. If you want the address, we'll post it The 
luncheon will begin at 12 noon, followed by the address with 
Q&A at 12:45. If you'd like a copy of the speech or need 
additional information, please contact Julie Jackson at the 
Forum Club. We'll also hand out speeches here. 


The second announcement is there will be no briefing, 
obviously, on Thanksgiving Day, and there will not be one on 
the Friday after Thanksgiving, so that you all can spend time- 
with your families. 


Q Hurrah! 


i) And so I don't have to brief. (Laughter) If we 
want to be honest about it, and [ can spend the day off. 


My statement today is concerning Panama and the OAS 
resolution last night. 


Last night at the OAS General Assembly the 
representatives of Latin America and the Caribbean voted 
overwhelmingly to adopt a resolution which definitely 
repudiates and isolates the Noriega regime. fhis is the 
strongest and most wide-ranging statement to date by the OAS. 
It is significant in that the call for Panama to return to 
democracy was opposed only by Panama and Nicaragua 


The resolution prominently cites the special report of 
the OAS Human Rights Commission which condemns the overwhelming 
absence of popular support for Noriega and documents the brutal 
suppression of human rights and democracy in Panama Its 
passage by the General Assembly is another significant defeat 
for the Noriega regime and further isolates it in the 
hemispheric community. This action by the OAS deprives Noriega 
of any pretext of legitimacy. We applaud the firm stand taken 
by the Organization of American States which can only serve to 
encourage a return to democracy for the people of Panama, 
support for human rights and an end to the brutal Noriega 
dictatorship. 
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Copies of this resolution are dUailable in the Press 
Office. Do you have questions on this, or do you want to go to 
El Salvador? 


Q why don't we just do a couple on this? 
- Sure. Fine. 


Q A firm stand by the OAS? Wasn't the U.S. looking 
for some concrete action in addition to words on Noriega from 
the members of the OAS? 


a I asked that question this morning, and it's my 
understanding there was not a formal action that we had 
requested or that we had stated there, and we are very pleased 
with this statement and this resolution that came out last 
night. 


Q Does the U.S. hope that firm action will follow 
firm words? 


4 I don't know if there's a next step, John. I 
mean, anything that we do that continues to isolate Noriega, + 
obviously, we support. 


Q Do you happen to know whether the OAS mission to 
Panama has now completed its work entirely? 


Completed its work entirely? 
Q That's still going on. 


“ I'm sure that they would have on-going things, 
but as far as another trip down there, [I'm not aware of them 
going back down there. 


On El Salvador, what I thought would be constructive 
and helpful is that ['ll give you some of the things that we 
have this morning, and then I'll try to answer all your 
questions. 


As far as an update on the fighting, the Salvadoran 
armed forces are moving house-to-house to rout the remaining 
guerrillas from San Salvador. We understand that last night 
was comparatively quiet. We expect the Salvadorans will 
continue their push today 


As some of you may know, Ambassador Walker spoke with 
President Cristiani yesterday on the phone They spoke at 
quite some length. The President during that phone 
conversation told him that the Special [nvestigative Unit had 
already been deployed. As many of you know, Ambassador Walker, 
on behalf of the United States, has condemned these killings as 
barbaric and said that they had to have been committed by 
animals. 
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We expect the Salvadoran Government to conduct a 
complete and impartial investigation. I would also like to 
point out for you -- and we will put the whole text of 
ambassador Walker's statements from yesterday and President 
Cristiani's press conference yesterday in the Press Room for 
you -- but I would like to highlight a few of them. 


President Cristiani condemned the murders in the 
strongest terms. He indicated that a forensic examination of 
the site had been initiated, and that a full and prompt 
investigation would be undertaken. He also said if members of 
the armed forces are found to be involved, they will feel the 
full weight of the law. The United States -- this is what I am 
saying -- expects him to meet that commitment. 


The other things that I would note that he has said 
are, “We are determined to get to the bottom of this." He said 
that, “We hope that this investigation will lead to the heart 
of the matter regardless of who the perpetrators are. We want 
punishment for those attempting to hinder the process of peace 
and democracy in El Salvador." He held a meeting, he said, 
with the armed forces high command and agreed to investigate 
and punish anyone involved in this incident. 


For many of you, if you don't know, the Special 
Investigative Unit that he mentioned yesterday in his press 
conference that's being deployed, is equipped and trained and 
funded by the United States. It is conducting a forensic 
examination of this crime, and they have, it's my 
understanding, already taken samples from the scene and will 
conduct the autopsies. 


One other thing I'd like to tell you about the Special 
Investigative Unit is we have found that when it has been 
deployed, it has been effective. On President Cristiani's 
orders, as I've stated, they've already begun their inquiry. 
The last important case that they were involved in was in the 
San Sebastian killings. The SIU found evidence of culpability 
on the part of the two army officers and seven soldiers, and 
those individuals are now in jail awaiting trial. 


On casualties, I do not have an independent number 
from our Embassy, but I can tell you that the armed forces 
yesterday in £1 Salvador said that there were 177 soldiers that 
had been killed, 251 soldiers have been wounded, 655 guerrillas 
were reported dead, 491 wounded, and 47 civilians were killed 
and 153 wounded. 


On our equipment that we're sending down there that 
you asked about yesterday, the lay of the land is still the 
same. I said yesterday they had requested this -- they have -. 
and I had said that we are doing what we can to expedite 
getting it down there and to fulfill their request. 
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May I make one other observation Yesterday I was 
asked a number of questions of what the armed forces were 
doing. One thing that they are doing that is helping people is 
that the armed forces made an announcement on the radio last 
night to residents of specific parts of the city to leave their 
homes in order to get away from possible fighting. The armed 
forces also cited specific places set up by the Catholic Church 
where civilians can find sarety. President Cristiani said 
yesterday that in addition to these efforts, his government is 
providing food and medical assistance. 


One other point I want to make is today, before [ came 
to brief, I was told that the Salvadoran armed forces are 
permitting the evacuation of wounded. The Salvadoran Green 
Cross and Red Cross have not had any major difficulties with 
the Salvadoran military in carrying out evacuations. 


And I'll be happy to try to answer any questions you 
might have. 


Q Margaret, do you have any comment at all on the 
arrest by the Salvadoran Treasury Police of Lutheran 
missionaries? There are four Americans, I believe, out of a. 
group of 12. 


A We don't have an exact number, but we have that 
it could be as many as nine Americans. Some American citizens 
and other nationals have been arrested during the period from 
the evening of the 15th to the afternoon of the 16th. We 
oor SSene that among them are several members of the Lutheran 
Church. 


Our Embassy officials have already contacted thie 
Salvadoran security forces and have been assured consular 
access. We understand that a Consular Officer will visit the 
American citizens this morning. We are unclear as to why these 
people have been detained. We are, as I've said, getting our 
Consular Officer over there, and the number that we had right 
before the briefing was as many as nine Americans. 


Q Margaret, is there any chance that the U.S. 
Government will be more involved in the investigation of the 
killings of the priests in Salvador? 


a If they ask for our help, we will certainly be 
forthcoming in our help. I've pointed out that this special 
unit is funded and has been trained -- and I believe it's been 
in existence for six years -- by the U.S. Government. So, yes, 
we will definitely help. 


Q That is, if they ask -- if the Government of €1 
Salvador asks for help, but the United States Government is not 
asking to participate or be somehow involved? 
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a So far we have not been asked by President 
Cristiani to help in the investigation. = 


Q Margaret, yesterday when there were initial 
reports that witnesses had seen uniformed armed men enter the 
Jesuit rectory, you did not have any information to corroborate 
that one way or the other. Do you have any more information on 
that today, and is the U.S. Embassy in Salvador atte pting to 
verify or determine independently what it can about the 
circumstances? 


a I don't know if our Embassy is operating 
independently. [I do know that as of today, that [I can neither 
confirm nor deny the rumors or aliegations or things we've read 
in the press about seeing people in military uniform. We 
cannot do that. 


Q You said that Walker had spoke with Cristiani. 
Have any other U.S. officials spoken with Cristiani -- Bernie 
Aronson, or anyone -- 


a Not that I'm aware of. Marlin mentioned -- I 
believe it was on Wednesday -- that President Bush had called 
President Cristiani. Since that phone call, I'm not aware of. 
another one. 


Q Do you have anything today on calls for a 
cease-fire? ODoes the United States support calls for a 
cease-fire? 


A It's what I said it was yesterday. The Cristiani 
Government has been proposing a permanent cease-fire to the 
FMLN for several months. Instead of accepting the government's 
propesal, the FMLN launched a full-scale offensive that is 
resulting in the injury and death of large numbers of 
Salvadorans. 


The Cristiani government assures us that it is making 
efforts to avoid unnecessary casualties in this state of war 
situation and is doing everything it can to ensure that the 
wounded receive proper treatment and civilians are kept safe. 


The Cristiani government must evaluate every proposal 
of a temporary cease-fire to ensure that it meets the 
requirements of stopping the bloodshed and is not used by the 
FMLN as a means to regroup and to resupply themselves, thus 
extending the violence and killing even further. It is our 
position, as [I tried to state to you yesterday, that we, 
obviously, are for a permanent cease-fire 


But I would also note that it is up to President 
Cristiani and the Government of £1 Salvador to decide what type 
of cease-fire -- if they do decide to have one or not -- it is 
up to them. It's not to us to dictate to them. But, 
obviously, we are for a permanent cease-fire, as I stated 
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yesterday, and I make note to you that we also are aware that a 
cease-fire, as the ones I'd mentioned to you yesterday -- 
temporary cease-fires, short cease-fires -- should not be used 
as a means to regroup and resupply. 


Q Could I just follow-up? Baena Soares, the 
Secretary General of the OAS, last night said that he was 
intending to go to El Salvador and to negotiate a cease-fire 
and a resumption of the dialogue. Does the United States have 
any positfon with respect to Baena Soares' mission? 


A I have been told that that is going to happen. 
and I don't have anything specific to say about it. 


Q I hesitate to ask, but could you take that 
question? 


a No. Because, I mean -- no. We've said, of 
course, anybody who goes down to help, it would be, obviously, 
helpful. We support any efforts to bring this to a cease-fire. 


Q The Washington Post reported two days ago that 
people who previously had been known to the press as working , 
for different political or human rights offices in San Salvador 
had been seen fighting on the side of the rebels. Can you 
confirm or deny that? Do you have anything on that? 





4 No. I don't have any evidence one way or the 
other to be able to confirm or deny it for you. 


Q Could I ask you one thing about the Special 
Investigative Unit. Is there any American adviser in this unit? 


a Actually out in the unit? 


Q Yes. 

4 I was told no. 

Q In terms of the special unit, you said it was 
deployed last with the San Sebastian -- 

“ That's what I was told. Correct 

Q How many other times was it deployed beforehand? 


a I don't know. My understanding, I believe I was 
told this morning, that this group has been -- aren't [ 
correct? -— in existence for six years? 


STAFF: Yes. 
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a Six years. I said it was funded, and that the 
United States advises it, but they're not americans, it's my 
understanding, out on the forensic teams or out with the unit. 


Q Aside from the question of who was responsible 
for the killings of the priests, does the United States have 
evidence that death squads are becoming more active in El 
Salvador? 


A No. 


Q Earlier in the week, a delegation of ecumenicals 
came back from El Salvador, and [I believe made contact at the 
State Department, complaining or hoping for some kind of 
intervention with the government about what they called 
increased difficulty of American and other foreign mission 
people into £1 Salvador. 


Has the State Department made any kind of intervention 
with the Salvadoran government to make sure that these people 
continue to get entry into the country? 


a I haven't heard about this. I'm unaware of it. 
I'd be happy to check into it for you. 2 


Q Margaret, yesterday the organization America's 
Watch sent a letter to the Secretary, and one of the points 
they made was that the names of these priests, along with other 
human rights activists in El Salvador, had been broadcast over 
the army-controlled radio station in San Salvador and 
apparently denounced. And there view was that regardless of 
what transpired later, that this threw some responsibility on 
the army. 


So two questions: Does the Secretary plan to reply -- 
there were other issues, obviously, that America's Watch 
brought up. Does the Secretary plan to reply to that letter 
which was released to the public? And, secondly, do you have 
anything particular to say about the army radio broadcasting 
the names of people? 


i Number one, I checked this morning, Secretary 
Baker has not received the letter. [t may have been released 
to the public, but we couldn't find it this morning in the 
building. Just as he responds to all his correspondence, he 
will respond to this letter. 


As far as the radio broadcast, we have heard reports 
that threats were made against the Jesuits on a national radio 
call-in program. We condemn that call for violence as we 
condemn in the strongest possible terms the tragic killings 
themselves. 


Q Do you know whether it was military-controlled 
radio stations? 
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a I don't have whether it was. I said it was ona 
national radio call-in program. 


~ Is it correct to say that at the time those calls 
were made, the army had taken control of all radio emissions in 
El Salvador? 


) You may know that as a fact. I don't know that. 
I said this was a national radio call-in program. 


Q If I could just follow up on the special 
investigations unit. Members of that unit are promoted by and 
ultimately are part of the armed forces, are they not? That 
is, when they leave the unit, they go into the -- they become 
subject to the jurisdiction of the armed forces. Is that 
correct? 


re) That's a level of detail that I do not know. 


Q In view of the importance of the impartiality of 
their investigation and its credibility, could you take that 
question? 


A I'll look into it. 7 


Q Do you know the indentities of the people who are 
in custody at the moment in £1 Salvador? 


2) The Department might. I do not have a list, and 
we can't post it right now. I haven't heard who they are yet. 


Q This is a question which has been asked for 
several days: Do you -- is the U.S. Government satisfied with 
the Cristiani's government handling of the offensive? 


i?) Yes, [I would say that we are, and, unfortunately, 
when people try and take power by bullets rather than ballots, 
innocent people often get hurt. The FMLN are acting as 
terrorists by taking refuge in private homes and in effect 
holding private citizens hostage. If we support democracy -- 
and we do -- we should not then argue that it is justifiable to 
overthrow a democratically-elected regime through violence, 
bloodshed and force. 


It's outrageous to grant moral equivalence between a 
democratically-elected government, struggling to rebuild a 
society and attacking terrorists who have no respect for human 
life. and I would -- as you know better than I do -- President 
Cristiani was elected in a fair and free election, that was 
judged by the international community to be free and fair, by 
54 percent of the population. The FMLN are the ones who left 
the talks in Costa Rica. The FMLN are the ones who had an 
offensive on election day, and yet 54 percent of their voters 
went out and voted. And so that is our view and response to 
your question. 
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Q But there have been six free and fair elections. 
as the State Department puts it -- = 

f Correct. 

Q -- since 1984. 

‘82. 
x Since -- 
a I was told ‘82 this morning. 


. 2) 


Okay. Your paper which you put out this morning 
said ‘84. At any rate -- 


o They've told me '82, so I don't know. 


Q All right. We won't argue with that date. There 
have been elections, yet £1 Salvador is still absolutely in a 
state of civil war. People continue to die by the hundreds 
every week, even when there is not a period of hot combat, such 
as there is now. The economy is still ravaged. Many of the 
civil rights are not widely available to the people. An : 
investment of $4.5 billion in ten years have gotten six 
elections, but it hasn't necessarily improved the quality of 
life in that country. Is it worth it for the U.S.? 


a I think the United States definitely would say 
that it is worth it. If their world isn't perfect, I certainly 
couldn't ascribe to the FMLN system. I mean, it's a whole lot 
better to be democratic, to have free and fair elections, to be 
trying, as I said, to rebuild this society, to go down that 
road, versus what they are doing. 


President Cristiani has called for a permanent 
cease-fire. His government met with them in Mexico. They met 
with them in Costa Rica. They didn't start this. 


Q Do you have any more details on the types of 
munitions the United States is -- 


“ A breakout? 
Q Any more details than -- 


a No. I'll tell you that you really need to go to 
the Defense Department for that. I really don't 


Q On the cease-fire issue for a second -- 


a Cease-fire? Yes 
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Q On September 13, the FMLN said it would observe a 
ten-day unilateral cease-fire in hopes tMat the army would join 
in it and maintain that cease-fire for eight days. B8ut 


according to the Christian Science Monitor and The New York 
Times and other media the army launched offensives at that time. 


Did the United States urge the Salvadoran Government 
to engage in that cease-fire at that time? 








a. The United States Government, as you know, 
supports President Cristiani. President Cristiani's Government 


has been proposing a permanent cease-fire to the FMLN for 
several months. 


Q Just for the sake of clarity. Did the United 
States support that or suggest to the Government of £1 Salvador 
that it engage with the rebels at that time in a cease-fire? 


a The Government of El] Salvador knows that we 
support them in their call for a permanent cease-fire. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the report that 
the Bush Administration is planning a covert action to 
overthrow Noriega? * 


A I refer you to what the President said very 
eloquently yesterday on Air Force One enroute to Houston, which 
I repeated here yesterday. 


Q What is your response of developments in East 
Germany -- the naming of a non-Communist to the Cabinet? 


i) The naming of a new Cabinet with 11 
non-Communists could be a first step on the road towards 
meeting the aspirations of the population of the GOR for 
democratic reform. We note, however, that the non-Communist 
parties represented in the Cabinet have all held minor Cabinet 
positions in the past. We believe the Government of the GOR 
cannot fully and accurately reflect the wishes of the GOR 
population until free elections are held and the results 


implemented. 
Q Another area? 
Q Well, same area. Are you ready to confirm that 


Genscher is going to be in town next week or is that a 
premature -- 


i) I can confirm that. He will be here with 
Secretary Baker -- [ believe it is on Tuesday -- and they will 
be having a one-on-one meeting, and then it will be followed by 
a working lunch. 


Q Subject of the meeting? 
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A [It is a continuation of their ongoing 
relationship, and they will be discussing a whole host of 
subjects, and, obviously, they will be discussing the current 
changes that are taking place in Germany. 


Q Margaret, did you hear anything from the [Israelis 
with regard to your statement on the establishment of the new 
settlement? 


a No. 


Q Nothing from the Egyptian Government in response 
to -- +?" 


“ Not yet. 


Q What about Bulgaria? There have been some 
changes there. Anything on that? 


“ Removal of a number of prominent hardliners from 
power is an encouraging sign that new Bulgarian leader Mladenov 
has both the will and the ability to carry out needed reforms. 
Already signs of increased openness in the Bulgarian media and 
more accepting attitude toward dissidents from leadership. One 
example: Several people who lost party membership for 
dissident activity were reinstated this week. 


We will watch to see what steps are taken to address 
the serious human rights problems in Bulgarian. We welcome 
further evidence of the Bulgarian leaders in actively pursuing 
a reform program. 


Q Do you have anything further on the President's 
cable to Mr. Gorbachev? 


a No. I believe Marlin addressed himself to that 
this morning. 


Q Any idea what's behind the so-called taking of 
hostage of these three -- the two West Germans and the American 
in Lebanon? 


i) No, I do not. I could tell you, as the press has 
reported, that Mrs. Fahrend is now in Cyprus, and that our 
Consular Officer will be seeing here, as we said yesterday 


Q Do you know which category she falls into or -- 


“ No, I don't 
Q Okay. 
“ I really don't 
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Q Asia. Do you have any comment on legislation 
that's been passed by both Houses of Congress that would let 
Chinese students stay in the United States more or less 
indefinitely? 


a As when this all took place last summer, the 
President also was supporting the extension -- if that's the 
proper word -- or change of these rules or leniency, etc, I 
don't have a specific comment on that. But I know that he was 
in the forefront of immediately getting out and saying that 
these students were free to stay here in our country. I just 
haven't seen the legislation offered, so I don't know. 


Q I understand the ANC has opened an office in 
Washington. Does the State Department have any comment on 
that? Is the ANC still regarded by the Administration as a 
terrorist organization? 


A Number one, I'm unaware that they have opened an 
office in Washington, 0.C. ['1ll be glad to take your question, 
and I have never had the question before -- do we list them as 
a terrorist organization -- so ['ll get that for you. [I don't 
know what the policy has been. ‘ 

Q Do you have anything today on the progress in the 
negotiations between the Government of Nicaragua and the 


Contras? 


os Nothing, but that they, as you know, went back 
last night -- that the delegations met last night. They met in 
the presence of Cardinal Obando and a representative of the 
International Commission for Support and Verification, and we 
understand that they plan to meet again today. 


Q Nothing on the substance of what's being 
discussed? 


“ I don't have much to add to what 1 said 
yesterday, except that in addition, we hope that an agreement 
can be reached which will end the violence and reinstate the 
cease-fire which was in effect until President Ortega abandoned 
it. 


Q In the statement on the France-Libya arms 
embargo, there was a mention that the Libyans are continuing to 
produce chemical weapons Is that true? Or chemical gas. 


a I'll be perfectly honest with you, we posted the 
answer last night to the question. I don't have it with me, 
and so I don't know. ['ll just refer you to what we posted or, 
if it prompts an additional question for you, I'll see if we 
can get it. 


Q Margaret, on the same subject, in this posted 
answer there is -- 
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A In this what? 

a) The posted answer for the same question about 
Libya-France, there is a reference to other cffensive weapons 
capabilities. Can you be more elaborate about that? 


a Probably not, but, if you want me to see, ['ll 
see. 


Q Please 


Q I understand that a Houston Company has signed a 
contract to launch commercial U.S. satellites on Soviet 
rockets. Is there any reaction by the State Department to that? 


A I had a lot on that for you yesterday. I didn't 
think that it would come up today and didn't bring it. I'll 
post it for you, or we'll hand it to you right after the 
briefing. 


Q Anything further on the timing for Ambassador 
McCarthy to return to Lebanon? 


a We don't have any comment on that. : 


Q Do you have any comment on the story that [I think 
six people have been accused of trying to export missile parts 
to South africa? 


a We can't comment on that. It's a criminal 
matter. It's at the Justice Department. 


Q Margaret, on the same subject, we were told that 
the President -- maybe the Secretary also -- talked to Prime 
Minister Shamir about -- 


f°) Talked to who? 


Q -~ to Prime Minister Shamir about the cooperation 
with South Africa. 


a Yes. We've all said that. 


Q Okay. I mean, there is a violation of American 
law, isn't there? 


i] We have not said that. We have been very 
straightforward and forthcoming and said that we discussed this 
subject with the Prime Minister -- both the Secretary of State 
did and so did the President in his meeting. But we have been 
not forthcoming in giving the details of what a1] was discussed 


Q So you're not confirming that there has been 
cooperation. What did the President talk to the Prime Minister 
about then? 
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. The Prime Minister discussed with the -- the 
President discussed with the Prime Minisfer the exact subject 
matter that you are raising with me, and, as Assistant 
Secretary Kelly has refrained from doing, as Dennis Ross has 
refrained from doing, as everybody's refrained from doing, I 
have to refrain from doing -- the specifics of what they 
discussed. But we have been straight and honest with you and 
said it was discussed in two meetings. 


Q Are you waiting for responses from the Israeli 
Government? 
ra Not necessarily. 


Is it because the information is based on 
classified or intelligence or -- 


a Because the powers-that-be just don't feel like 
putting out the details. 


Q Well, I mean, we would really like to know if 
there was -- 


a Aas I know. . 


Q ~~ @ violation of American law there and, if 
there is, what does the U.S. intend to do about it besides 
talking to the Israeli authorities about it? 


i I don't have an answer for you that's more fuller 
than the one I've given you. 


Q I didn't understand what you mean by “not 
necessarily." That they are free to answer or not to answer, 
or what do you mean? 


i Look, I have said the President of the United 
States discussed this with the Prime Minister. I have said the 
Secretary of State did. I have been very clear in that I 
cannot and am not going to get into the details of what they 
discussed. How do you know, whether they asked for something, 
whether they said we want an answer on this or not -- I'm not 
at liberty to tell you that, and I'm sorry. 


Q Can you tell us if the establishment of new 
settlements in the occupied territories is illegal or not? 


i) We've done that several times out here, and, as 
we have done, is we have refrained from answering that. We 
have said that our policy on establishing settlements is very 
well know, and the President has been very articulate on that. 
We also said that came up with the Prime Minister and with the 
President, and we have refrained from answering that question. 


Q (Inaudible) 
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ce. 


a We just haven't answered it for three days 
running. 


Q U.S. policy historically is that the U.S. 
Government regards the settlements as illegal. 


a My understanding is that was the policy that was 
stated on the record in the Carter Administration. In the 
Reagan Administration, I believe it was stated differently, and 
the Bush Administration has not stated it on the record. They 
have stated on the record that their policy on settlements is 


very well know, but we have not gotten into the debate of legal 
versus illegal. 


Q Why is that? 
a They've just chosen not to. 


Q Because then you'd have to act on it, in other 
words. If it were -- 


a They've just chosen not to. 


Q If it were declared illegal, then you'd have to 
do something about it. This way you don't have to do anything 
about it. 


Q Margaret, why are you keen not to say that you 
are for the continuation of the same Reagan Administration 
position with regard to the legality? You are not saying so. 


“ I am saying that our policy on settlements is 
well known. The President has stated it a number of times. I 
have just explained in response to Mr. McWethy's question, this 
Administration has not gotten into the debate on legal versus 
illegal. We have been very clear, very strong, very forthright 
on what our opinions are on settlements. 


Q Well, then your position is not so clear actually. 


“ It's as clear as I can make it. 


Q I know. (Laughter) But what you just said was, 
“Our position is very clear." In fact, your position is not 
very clear. In fact, your position is entirely ambiguous. 


o I said on one part of the issue of settlements, 
the word “legal” versus “illegal,” this Administration has not 
on the record stated “legal” versus “illegal.” This 
Administration has made very well known publicly and privately 
to the Prime Minister its views on settlements It is not 
constructive to advancing peace. [ mean, [ can go get it all 
back for you. That is still as of this week, this day, the 
policy, and that is the policy that Prime Minister Shamir is 
well aware of and was restated to him twice 
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Q Margaret, the Reagan Administration made a point 
of differing with the Carter Administratton by saying 
settlements weren't illegal under international law, but they 
were considered by the United States an obstacle to peace. 
Now, what you've just said sounds to me like saying the same 
thing. Is that for -- the Bush Administration is saying what 
the Reagan Administration said -- they're not illegal, but 
they're clearly an obstacle to peace? 


a My understanding is that the Reagan 
Administration said ON THE RECORD that these were illegal. 
That is what I was told. 


Q Carter Administration. 


. Carter. Sorry. That the Reagan Administration 
said they were legal. What I am saying that is different in 
the Bush Administration is that we have not said on the 
specific word. 


Q So what the previous Administration said is U.S. 
policy. 
a What? ° 


Q So what the previous Administration enunciated, 
is that still U.S. policy? 


“ The Bush Administration policy -- and I will post 
it verbatim for you the minute this briefing is over -- is well 
known. It is out there You know what our feelings are about 
settlements. We're ON THE RECORD about it. 


Q Does the Bush Administration -- 


ve Please stop playing this game. You know ['m not 
going to do this. 


Q Does the Bush Administration have @ posicion with 
respect to the legality of the settlements? Does it have a 
position? 


“ The Bush Administration has not publicly ON THE 
RECORD said if this is legal or illegal So you can take that 
as your position. 


Q So it has no position at this time on that 
question. 


“ Those are your words We have a position on the 
settlements. 


Q Margaret, just one last thing on this: Since 
you've been asked repeatedly about the Bush Administration 
policy --~- 
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a That's right. 


Q -- specific policy about illegality. can you 
please address that at some point? 


s Let me help you out. You prefaced your question 
by saying “since I have been asked so many times." You would 
have to assume that I have asked. 


Q Okay. But then can we take it that someone is 
looking, and we will know at some point what exactly the Bush 


policy about legality or illegality of Israeli settlements in 
the occupied territories? 


” You can assume that I have asked, and that my 
answer is my answer today. 


Q So we should keep asking. (Laughter) 


io You can keep on asking, and until someone says 
something. It's not me. 


Q I guess we're curious as to whether or not there 
has been a request from the Secretary's office for a legal * 
interpretation from Judce Sofaer or, if not a legal 
interpretation of whether it should be illegal or legal, 
there's a policy debate going on, or whether the Administration 
doesn't know, or really does know but doesn't want to talk 
about it, and the question is why? And you can say because 
today they don't want to, and that's fine, I suppose, as a 
rationale, but it is a rather glaring public omission of a 
question which is asked repeatedly in this very delicate part 
of the world. 


“ It's just the way this Administration has chosen 
to handle it. I mean, that's kind of their prerogative This 
is what they have chosen -- how they've chosen to handle it. 


Q Right. 


be I have just answered, which seems to be would be 
a big signal -- [I have asked [ listen to you all. I know 
what questions you ask If I had something new to say, I'd be 
out here saying it. I don't. 


Q Margaret, more fundamentally, the Administration 
considers the Israeli occupation the legitimate occupying 
authority of the territories, right? That's never changed? 


i Let me go ~-- because this is a very -- let me 
make sure exactly how to rephrase our policy Okay? 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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EL SALVADOR: TREATMENT OF U.S. CHURCH WORKERS 


Q: Have U.S. religious workers been denied enti by Salvadoran 
immigration officials? 

A: WE HAVE RECEIVED A NUMBER OF COMPLAINTS OVER THE PAST MONTHS 
FROM U.S. RELIGIOUS WORKERS ALLEGING THAT SALVADORAN IMMIGRATION 
AUTHORITIES WERE DENYING THEM ENTRANCE TO OR RESIDENCE IN EL 
SALVADOR. 


t 
a 


-- AS A SOVEREIGN STATE, EL SALVADOR HAS THE RIGHT TO 
DETERMINE WHICH FOREIGNERS WILL BE ADMITTED FOR VISITS OR 
RESIDENCE. . 


-- WE BELIEVE THAT IF SALVADORAN AUTHORITIES CHOOSE TO EXCLUDE 
AN INDIVIDUAL FROM EL SALVADOR FOR CAUSE, THEY SHOULD MAKE CLEAR THEIR 
REASONS ‘TO THE INDIVIDUAL. 


-- AT THE SAME TIME, WE BELIEVE THAT LEGITIMATE PASTORAL 
ACTIVITES, INCLUDING BY FOREIGN RELIGIOUS WORKERS, SHOULD BE 
PERMITTED. 


~~ WE HAVE MADE OUR VIEWS ON THESE ISSUES CLEAR TO THE 


GOVERNMENT OF EL SALVADOR. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 17 PRESS BRIEFING 


. SOUTH : A.N.C. OFFI WAS 


Q. I understand the ANC has opened an office in Washington. 
Does the State Department have any comment on that? 


A. THE ANC HAS OPENED AN OFFICE IN WASHINGTON AND HAS 
DESIGNATED LINDIWE MABUZA TO HEAD THE OFFICE. 


THE BUSH ADMINISTRATION HAS REPEATEDLY INDICATED ITS 
INTENTION TO EXPAND ITS DIALOGUE WITH SOUTH AFRICANS ACROSS THB 
POLITICAL SPECTRUM, INCLUDING THE ANC. 


WE HAVE LONG MAINTAINED A RANGE OF CONTACTS WITH THE ANC 
AND U.S. OFFICIALS HAVE ALREADY MET WITH MS. MABUZA IN 


WASHINGTON. WE HOPE THE PRESENCE OF AN ANC REPRESENTATIVE IN 


WASHINGTON WILL CONTRIBUTE TO THE DIALOGUE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 17 PRESS BRIEFING 


SOUTH AFRICA: AFRICAN NATIONAL CONGRESS 





* 


O. Is the ANC still regarded by the Administration as a 
terrorist organization? 


THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT DOES NOT CONSIDER THAT THE ANC 
IS A TERRORIST ORGANIZATION. WE REGARD THE ANC AS A 
POLITICALLY DIVERSE Cees SUS REPRESENTING A RANGE OF 
VIEWS. SOME OF THE ANC’S POITTICAL OBJECTIVES, SUCH AS ENDING 
APARTHEID AND ESTABLISHING A NON-RACIAL SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT IN 
SOUTH AFRICA, ARE GOALS WE SHARE. WE STRONGLY DIFFER WITH THE 
ANC, HOWEVER, ON SOME OF THE METHODS THEY HAVE USED TO PURSUE a 
THESE OBJECTIVES, INCLUDING THE USE OF VIOLENCE. BOTH PUBLICLY 
AND iN PRiVaAr&£ CONTACTS With Tmt ANC, WE HAVE REPEATEDLY 
CONDEMNED SUCH TACTICS, INCLUDING THE INTENTIONAL PLACING OF 


BOMBS IN PUBLIC PLACES, WHICH RESULT IN CIVILIAN CASUALTIES. 


FOR SOME YEARS, THE UNITED STATES HAS MAINTAINED CONTACT 
WITH THE ANC IN LUSAKA, ZAMBIA AND ELSEWHERE. IN 1987, 
SECRETARY SHULTZ MET WITH ANC PRESIDENT OLIVER TAMBO IN 
WASHINGTON. CONTACT WITH THE ANC DOES NOT IMPLY U.S. 





ENDORSEMENT OF ITS POLICIES OR ACTIONS. WE HAVE USED THESE 






CONTACTS TO ELICIT ANC VIEWS ON A RANGE OF ISSUES AND TO MAKE 






KNOWN OUR POLICIES. 
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Q. Do you have any comment on reports that a US company has 
contracted with the Soviet Union to put US commercial satellites 
into space? 

A. -- OUR OFFICE OF MUNITIONS CONTROL HAS NOT YET RECEIVED ANY 


APPLICATION FOR THIS PROJECT FROM THE US COMPANY INVOLVED. 


t 
-- WE ARE AWARE OF THE S#NTEREST IN THIS MATTER. WE HAVE HAD 


DISCUSSIONS WITH THE COMPANY. 


-- SUCH A PROPOSAL RAISES VERY COMPLICATED AND DIFFICULT 


ISSUES, WHICH WE WILL BE EXPLORING WITH THE COMPANY IN THE NEAR 


FUTURE. 


tay; 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 2C, 1989, 12:09 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [ don't have any announcements. ['1l 
be happy to take any questions that you all like. 


Jim? 

Q Could we ask you about the events in 
Czechoslovakia? 

i) Sure. 

Q What your reaction is to that? 

A And [ have a new update for you that our Embassy 


just gave us that you may or may not know. Just this morning, 
in the last hour, our Embassy has reported that 100,000 
Czechoslovakians are gathered in downtown Prague. They are 
demonstrating peacefully for a forum and no police interference 
is reported. 


As far as our reaction, Jim, which is what you asked 
me, [ believe, to the events of November 17, which was last 
Friday -- right? -- is: Czechoslovakia's actions stand in 
stark contrast to other East European countries who are 
beginning to respond to the wishes of their people. 


On the 17th, as you know, the police brutally attacked 
peaceful demonstrators in Prague. Scores of persons were 
injured. Western reporters, especially. were singled out and 
beaten and their cameras were smashed 


Over the weekend Charter 77 Spokesman Peter Uhl and 
other dissidents were arrested. Our Embassy in Prague has 
protested these events to the Government of Czechoslovakia. 


By attacking peaceful demonstrators, Czechoslovakian 
authorities further damaged their credibility at home and 
abroad. By resisting popular calls for reform, Czechoslovakian 
authorities are destabilizing their own country. We call on 
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the Government of Czechoslovakia to end this senseless violence 
against its own citizens. The Government of Czechoslovakia has 
a choice. It can enter into dialogue with the people it 
purports to represent and bring about much-needed reform 
peacefully, or it can go down in history as a regime that 
addressed the hopes and aspirations of its people with brutal 
force and suppression. 


But, in fairness, I want to make sure that we all -- 
as I came out here, this is information about an hour ago from 
our Embassy thet there had been no police interference. So my 
comments were i* response to what took place over the weekend. 
Hopefully, today, it will be peaceful. 


Q Margaret , you remember at the U.N. there was 
sort of a breakthrough -- 

“ Correct. 

Q -- the first time in 11 years the Secretary of 


State and the Foreign Minister of Czechoslovakia spoke, and we 
got the notion that some relationship had been established that 
could be used in the future on such occasions. 


a And l've characterized it since then as saying 
that it certainly wasn't in -- their behavior had certainly had 
not been in the spirit of the meeting Secretary Baker had in 
New York. 


Q Does the Secretary have any special wedge now? 
Has he called the Foreign Minister? 


A No, he has not. 
Q Can we go to something else? 
4 Sure. 


Q Has the Administration cut off its aid to 
Hekmatyar's faction of the Afghani Resistance? 


A Not that I'm aware, but I'd rather check for 
you. Not that [I know of. [ haven't heard any such thing. 


Q Because there was a press conference that, I 
guess, his faction held recently asking the Soviet Union and 
the United States to cut off their aid I guess you wouldn't 
have anything on that then? 


” I haven't heard anything about it all. 


Q How about Salvador? First of all, the situation 
and then some questions about the investigation. 
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7 Sure. The most current update [ have on the 
fighting and the casualty figures is as follows: Salvadoran 
armed forces units continued through the weekend to drive 
remaining FMLN guerrillas from their positions in San 
Salvador's northern suburbs. 


Fighting between guerrillas and government forces also 
continued in San Miguel and in La Paz Department. 


Casualties: The latest figures that we have are from 
November 19. As of that time, we have 237 Salvadoran troops 
killed; 770 wounded: 1,050 guerrillas killed; 564 wounded I 
do not have updated casualty figures for civilians. 


Q Is the Administration happy with the pace of the 
investigation on the part of the Cristiani Government? and 
does the Administration have anything further to say in light 
of the continuing circumstantial evidence at any rate. Various 
people in the area say it was controlled by the military -- 
this is regarding the Jesuit assassinations? 


A We don't have any evidence of who did this. As 
you know, the President spoke this morning at Andrews Air Force 
Base on £1 Salvador He stated that President Cristiani has 
his full support. He stated we strongly condemn killings and 
that it must stop. And I can tell you that we have said, as 
our Ambassador has said On the Record -- and [ believe [ did 
last week -- that this investigation should be speedy and 
complete and that those implicated should be dealt with through 
the judicial system. 


As a repor’ . update on -- remember, I talked or 
mentioned the special investigative unit on Friday. That unit 
has now conducted autopsies on November 17. Several U.S. 
pathologists reviewed their results and SIU, which is the 
Special Investigative Unit, is also conducting a forensic 
examination of other evidence found at the crime site. 


The SIU has not reported the results of these 
examinations. 


Q Were those pathologists in El Salvador? 


“ I don't know where they were. [ asked this 
morning and they didn't know. 


Q Has the United States sent any personnel to help 
in the investigation as of this time? 


“ As of this time, President Cristiani has 
requested foreign assistance in solving the crime, including 
from the FBI. We will work with the government and the FBI to 
find out what help the Salvadorans want and provide it if we 
can. 
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~ Margaret, do you find anything sinister about the 
ratios of those casualties that you read us? For Salvadoran 
troops. the ratio of killed-to-wounded is one-to-three. But 
with the gquerrillas, the ratio is three-to-one. In other 
words, three times as many guerrillas were killed. Could that 
suggest any mistreatment of prisoners? 


a [t wouldn't lead me to that conclusion. These 
are their figures, as I stated on Friday. These are the 
official figures put out by them. We're neither saying whether 
they're correct or incorrect. 


Most everyday out here I've been asked for an update. 
so this was the update as of November 19. But [I couldn't go 
with you to the conclusion that you're drawing. These figures 
may all change tomorrow or be totally different. I can't do 
that for you. 


Q Do you have anything to add to what the 
Ambassador said yesterday about the remarks of the Minister of 
Justice in El Salvador? 


a The Attorney General? 

Q The Attorney General: sorry. 
4 [t's okay. 

Q I guess you do. 


“ I do. There is no place for any threats whether 
against humanitarian and religious workers or any other 
civilian group. Such actions only serve one purpose: the 
destabilization of El Salvador's democracy, a goal shared by 
the terrorists of the Right and of the Left. 


Embassy consular officers are in frequent contact with 
American citizens, including members of the clergy, and are 
offering assistance. 


Q Do you have any comment about apparent army 
actions today where the army has raided an Episcopalian church 
and arrested a bunch of people that the church had been 
harboring, some of them Americans apparently? 


a I don't know about today, but I know reports 
about two churches that were surrounded. I[s that what you're 
asking me about? 


Q Well, reports from down there indicated that 
they, in an early pre-dawn raid this morning, they hit an 
Episcopal church in a wealthy neighborhood in Salvador that had 
been harboring perhaps as many as 200 people, some of them 
Americans, and apparently they've arrested them all? 
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A The only thing I can do for you, John, is I 
cannot confirm the reports that churches have been surrounded. 
We have asked our Embassy to look into it. We have heard these 
reports. We've heard that two San Salvadoran churches were 
surrounded by Salvadoran troops, reportedly because they 
contained wounded FMLN guerrillas. One of the churches, the 
Calvary Church, was occupied by handicapped former querrillas 
prior to the FMLN offensive. But we cannot confirm, as of this 
briefing -- maybe we can this afternoon for you -- that they, 
indeed, surrounded these churches. 


Margaret, do you believe that the Attorney 
General of Salvador is speaking in the same line as President 
Cristiani in Salvador is expressing the ideas of the government? 


A I have said, basically, what [ have to say atout 
the Attorney General's statement, and I'm not going to try to 
read shades or meanings into the Attorney General's statement. 
I'd refer you very strongly to what all the President said this 
morning. He held a press conference, or talked plane-side out 
at Andrews and spoke quite extensively on £1 Salvador. 


Q Margaret, what about the oft-stated Salvadoran 
position that many church groups play to the hands of the 
Left? [s that a constructive position of the Salvadoran 
Government is taking with those warnings? 


“ On the warnings, ['ve characterized for you our 
position: that there is no place for any threats whether 
against humanitarian and religious workers or any other 
civilian group. Beyond that, I'm not going to hypothesize with 
you. 


Q So they are threats? 


4 I didn't say they were threats. The question is 
coming as threats, it's being interpreted as threats. I said l 
would not characterize the Attorney General's meanings and puts 
shades and readings into what the Attorney General said I 
have said that our policy is that there is no place for any 
threats whether against humanitarian and religious workers or 
any other civilian group. 


Q Did the U.S. Government make any kind of 
presentation to the Salvadoran Government with regard to the 
Attorney General's remarks? 


rs) I don't know. 1 know that Ambassador Walker, as 
you all know, has been down there working probably 24 hours a 
day. I don't know on this specific thing if he has said 
something, but [I've never seen somebody who is as fully 
engaged, working around the clock, extremely involved down 
there and trying to help. 


Yes, John? 
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Q Could I just ask you if you have anything new to 
say. or if you do have anything new to say on the desire of 
some elements in Congress to cut back on aid to El Salvador? 


a Yes, I do. The President also addressed himself 
to it this morning. I'd refer you, first of all, to -- he said 
that this is absolutely unacceptable to him as President. I 
could tell you that it is sad to say that this amendment will 
encourage further FMLN violence against a democratically 
elected government. [t will send a signal to the FMLN, the 
Sandinistas, and others that brutal attacks on democratic 
government's pay off because the inevitable violence will lead 
the U.S. Congress to restrict the ability of democratic 
governments to defend themselves. If this amendment passes, 
the FMLN will conclude that all the blood spilled was worth it. 


Q Margaret, on another subject possibly? 
A Sure. 


Q You remember the CFE proposal was pretty much 
worked out at the State Department. Mr. Baker certainly played 
a key role. Now, Mr. Cheney is talking about a new look in 
Evrope and budget constraints and maybe we can go -- the U.S. 
could go with fewer troops in Europe. Do you have any 
reflections by the Secretary of State or the State Department 
on disassociating himself or disagreeing, or whatever, with Mr. 
Cheney's views? 


a We're certainly not disagreeing and certainly not 
disassociating ourselves from the Secretary of Defense. We 
would say that it is premature to talk about a second CFE. If 
we were to do such a thing, it would obviously have to be 
carefully explored with our allies in the context of the Vienna 
negotiations. And [ would like to just remind that the CFE 
agreement that is on the table in Vienna is very far-reaching 
and will aiready change things militarily in Europe. 


Those proposals, in our minds, that are already on the 
table are far-reaching and we need to come to closure on those 
first. 


as far as the second part of what I believe you're 
asking me is, has Secretary of Defense addressed himself to 
spending? I would point out that the President hasn't made a 
decision or any decisions in this area. These are -- and the 
Secretary of Defense was speaking to internal Defense 
Department options, and the President might well make his 
decision in light of what he learns and from what he discusses 
with Mr. Gorbachev in Malta. 


Q Now, you talk about CFE ILI, and as we both know, 
there's another option. 


a It's premature 
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Q And that is to -- sure. The other option is to 


expand on CFE I. In other words, make a better offer or a 
deeper cut than you have already. Would that be premature. too? 


a Uh-hum, for me to speculate with you on it would 
be. 

Q Okay. You don't know if there's a preference for 
CFE [I or expanded CFE [I at this point? 

“ The preference that I know that we're on is the 
CFE that's on the table in Vienna. 

Q No response from the Soviets yet -- formal? 

a This morning? 

Q No I mean, the Soviets have not filed a --— the 


Warsaw Pact technically has not responded in detail to the one 
on the table? 


a l'll have to check with Reggie (Bartholomew) for 
you in detail. [ don't know. 


Q Margarec, you are not ruling out flatly the 
possibility of a second CFE offer or an expansion of the 
current offer? 


“ You never rule anything completely out, and you 
never say “never” in this business. But what [ am saying is 
that there is a current CFE proposal on the table in Vienna 
We believe it's very far-reaching. We believe that it does 
change things militarily in Europe. I've said as clearly as I 
can that it is -- ['ll make it stronger -- very premature to be 
discussing a CFE II right now. I said that if such a thing 
were ever to happen in the future, it would, obviously, have to 
be done in close consultation with our allies and in the 
context of the Vienna negotiations So it's just premature is 
really what our view of it is 


Q Okay. But it's very easy to consult closely with 
the allies. It's been going on for weeks now, and the 
President's going to the NATO meeting. You know that that cut 
that the President proposed was less than was being talked 
about in the Administration, and since then you've verified -- 
or the government has verified the unilateral pullback of some 
three tank divisions. And, of course, other things are 
happening in Eastern Europe. 


Is it premature, because you'd want the Warsaw Pact to 
pick you up on this first, or is it premature because it's not 
clear yet what is going on in Eastern Europe? 


a It's premature, because it's premature. And 
until you come to closure on what you already have, that it -- 
to my knowledge, unless it's happened this morning -- has not 
been put to bed signed, sealed and delivered -- 
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~ I'm sure it hasn't. 
a -- which we view as a very far-reaching 


proposal. Why start speculating about something that's even 
further away. Oo you see what I'm saying? 


qQ Sure. 

a So we just think it's premature. 

Q Can we go to the Middle East, please? 

s I'm surprised 

Q Do you have any assessment of the success or 
failure of Mr. Shamir's meetings in Washington? What is next? 
What do you expect next? 

- We characterized for you last week, as did the 
White House, the Prime Minister's visit. I don't have anything 
new to add to that, and I really have nothing new for you on 
the Middle East process -- Secretary Baker's process. 

Q The Egyptians have not responded? 

“ No. 

Q and McCarthy going in and out to Syria -- did he 
have any talks with the Syrians? Do you have anything, either 
from the Ambassador as he, you know, presented his credentials 
and then went back -- headed back home? 

ro) On Secretary Baker's Middle East proposal? 

Q No, no. What ['m getting to in a slow way is 
McCarthy touched ground in Lebanon and presented credentials 
and got out of town 

a Right 

Q He went through Syria both ways. ODid he stop to 
talk to the Syrians, and from him or any other way do you have 
something on the Soviet-Syrian arms situation? 

a Okay. Sc you jumped to 4 new subject 

Q Well, two with one 

“ That's okay 


Q No. Nothing to do with the Middle East 
proposal. Just Syria and the -- 


a I know. That was just what I was talking about 
It's no problem. ['m with you 
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Q All right. 


A I don't know if Ambassador McCarthy met with any 
Syrian officials. I don't know if he brought this up, but [ 
know in response if you're talking about the press story this 
morning of this Soviet new realities -- 


Q Well, the latest in the series of press stories. 
It's been going on for some time, that the Soviets have been 
talking to the Syrians about cutting back a little. 


a You're talking about arms now, right? 

Q Yeah. I want a larger answer than just today's 
story, if you have one. 

A I'm not sure I have a lot to add for you. We 
have -- the U.S. would welcome the application of reasonable 


defensive sufficiency in Soviet arms supplies policy to Syria. 
We will need to see if the Soviet Union translates that policy 
into reality with respect to arms provided to Syria. We 
believe political, not military, solutions to regional 
conflicts will bring lasting peace and stability. Whether he 
actually had a meeting about this, saw somebody, I don't know, 
Barry. 


Q That's an interesting answer. Do you know if the 
Soviets have applied the principle of sufficiency any place in 
the world? I mean, this is what they've talked about, a sense 
of sufficiency. You're applying it to the Middle East? Don't 
the Syrians have kind of more arms than they really need for 
defensive reasons? 


A I'm not sure if we ever go on the record, Barry, 
to be honest with you and say that another country has too many 
arms, etc. So I'd rather take your question as far as what our 
view is on does Syria have too many arms. 


Q All right. But you're always on ballistic 
missiles. I wondered if you could expand it. 


A I know. But, I mean, I don't -- if I could 
expand on this answer? No. 


Q Margaret, specifically on the remarks of the 
Soviet Ambassador in Damascus, he defined what he called as 
principle as the capability to inflict unacceptable losses on 
Israel after an attack on Syria. Do you have any comment on 
this specific part of his remarks? 


A I haven't read all of his remarks, haven't seen 
all of his remarks. I asked what would be our response today 
to reports of what I had seen that this gentleman had said, and 
this is the answer that I have. I'm not the person to go 
further for you on this. Sorry. 
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Q Margaret -- 
Q Ori a different area -- 
A Yes, Carol. 


Q The £C met this weekend to talk about Eastern 
Europe. I was wondering if the United States had an assessment 
of how that meeting went. anc specifically on the proposal for 
a development bank. Is this something that the United States 
would be interested in participating in? 


A We don't have an answer for you on the bank. [ 
can tell you that French officials have been in touch with us 
to give us a readout of the EC meeting this weekend. As we did 
last week, we do again today after the meeting, we welcome the 
unity shown at the EC meeting. We supported the meeting, as 
you know, and we also agree with the same summit conclusions 
that they came to that assistance must be conditioned on 
political and economic reform to be successful. 


Q Do you think that this meeting strengthens 
President Bush's hand in going into that summit with Gorbachev? 


a I think that it's right in line with the 
President's policies. And those policies that Secretary Baker 
has enunciated on behalf of the President is that you have to 
have economic reform. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the agenda for 
Genscher's meeting here with the Secretary tomorrow? 


A No. As I said on Friday, that will be a 
one-on-one meeting with Secretary Baker and Foreign Minister 
Genscher, followed by an enlarged group for a working lunch. 
But there is no agenda. 


Q Margaret, does the United States have any plans 
to conduct or hold any parallel talks between the Syrians and 
the Israelis regarding accommodation to the Golan Heights as 
the United States is helping to try to arrange 
Palestinian/Israeli talks? There were -- 


A I haven't heard of such a proposal. 


Q There were talks from New York that when Mr. 
Shara met with Mr. Baker in September -- 


a Mr. Who? 


Q -- during the General Assembly, that Syria 
offered that they will be ready to talk peace with Israel if 
Israel will negotiate the Golan Heights. Do you have any such 
comment? 
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A I haven't heard of such a proposal. 


Q Margaret, you said you have nothing on the 
Genscher agenda -- 


A On the agenda? 
Q Well, Genscher -- 


A There's not a typed agenda for a one-on-one 
meeting. 


Q I don't mean an agenda in any kind of a specific 
way. I mean, subjects to talk to the man about. Would one be 
the CSCE situation -- the troop situation? Isn't that logical? 


A It could come up, but it is honestly and truly a 


Q Well, that and the environment, I think, are 
logical. 


A Right. In a one-on-one meeting, Foreign Minister 
Genscher, when he talked to Secretary Baker on the phone -- I 
believe it was a week ago Friday night -- suggested that it 
might be a good idea if he came over. Baker said great. He's 
coming over. 


Obviously, they're going to discuss current changes in 
Germany. They're going to discuss the current situation in 
Eastern Europe. But when someone asks me, is there an agenda, 
many, many meetings have what [ call an “agenda," which is a 
formal document. There is no such thing for this meeting. 


Q Do you remember last week when in a printed 
statement on the French resumption of some arms deals with 
Libya -- 


A Right. 


Q -- the three reasons the State Department 
objected, and one of the reasons was stated as Libya being -- 
progressing on its chemical weapons aspirations. Do you happen 
to know, or could you find out if they're getting any help from 
West German firms, as they were before last January when Mr. 
Shultz raised a stink about it? 


A I'll look into it, Barry, but you also remember, 
as I do at that time, when the Foreign Minister was here and 
had lunch with Secretary Baker, they went to great lengths -- 
their government -- to pass new legislation. [ can't remember 
all the specific parts. I know they did that. 


I know that they went to great lengths to be 
forthcoming on what they knew was going on, etc., and I will be 
glad to see if we have anything on that. 
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Q Yeah. Because that was a surprising thing, that 
the theory was -- 


A I know. But they also reacted very strongly 
there themselves. 


Q The theory was the U.S. had nipped it in the bud 
-- that the Libyans had not reached the point of being able to 
produce chemical weapons, and the inference was the West 
Germans had stopped providing their valuable assistance. Now 
you folks are talking about the Libyans being back in business, 
and I have a hunch they're not able to do it entirely on their 
own. So I wonder where they're getting help from, and if the 
German firms are helping them. 


A I'll see if the bureau can look into it for you. 
Q Do you have anything on peace talks in Sudan? 


A What specifically do you want? 





Q I understand there is an announcement by Jimmy 
Carter that there would he peace talks between the rebels and 
the government. 


A He's there is my understanding. 
Q Do you have any reaction to that? 


A We, obviously, as we have in the past in these 
efforts that President Carter is making, support them. We are 
very pleased that both sides have agreed to these talks, as we 
suggested in our statement of November 3. In order for the 
talks to make progress, it will be necessary for both sides to 
approach them in a spirit of good faith and compromise. 


We urge that both sides respect the cease-fire, and 
that every effort be made to allow unimpeded flow of emergency 
relief supplies to affected areas. 


Q Do you also have -- on the same continent, do you 
have anything on -- 


a Excuse me. Can I finish on President Carter? 

Q Oh. ['m sorry. Pardon me. 

A President Carter helped make the arrangements for 
the talks in his weekend visits to Khartoum, Addis Ababa and 


Nairobi. Our understanding is that he will not be involved 
directly. 


Kenyan President Moi will welcome the delegations, but 
both sides have said they do not see the need for a mediator at 
this time. 
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Q Just to follow up on the same continent, there is 
a third member of an alleged death squad who went public in 
South Africa, and there was one in Mauritius who went over the 
weekend. 


Do you have any reaction to these reports of death 
squads in South africa? 


A I haven't heard anything about that. 
Q Could you look into that question, please? 
A I'll see. 


Margaret, does the U.S. have any reaction to the 

Soviet diplomatic protest over what Moscow says is gross 
interference in their internal affairs? 

A On Armenia? 

Q Yes. 

A Our opinion of the resolution is that it calls 
for political dialogue to peacefully and equitably resolve the 
dispute. It does not take sides on the issue. A call for 


dialogue and physical protection for life and property cannot 
rightfully be interpreted as interference in internal affairs. 


Connie? 

Q Going back to the Middle East, you said you 
hadn't heard from the Egyptians, but are you aware of the 
Palestinian response in any way on the Baker plan? 

A We haven't heard from the Egyptians. No. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the killings of 
Egyptians in [raq? 


A I haven't heard about that. No, I don't. 

Q Can you find out if Mr. McCarthy did indeed go to 
Syria enroute -- I mean, whether he spoke to the Syrian 
officials? 

A Spoke to officials? 


Q Yes. 


I'll be glad to ask for you. 


Okay. And could you also say anything about 
whether the Administration is taking any efforts to put 
pressure on General Aoun? [ mean, are they doing anything else 
besides making sort of indirect remarks that he would be a 
great guy if he would stop being such a creep, etc.? (Laughter) 
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Q In diplomatic terms. 


a As you know, nothing is new on this. We 
encourage General foun to accept the election of the new 
President and to work with the new government to end Lebanon's 
political turmoil. But something specific for you, I don't 
have a specific. 





So nobody's going over there, trying to actually 
hold talks with him or put direct pressure on him, as gently as 
they might want to do that? 


A It depends on how you define “pressure." By 
sending our Ambassador to recognize the new President is a very 
public, straightforward declaration of -- 


Q Yes. But it's still indirect, you know. 


a I don't call that indirect. We publicly went 
over and recognized the new President in Lebanon. That's not 
indirect. 


Q Margaret, there are estimates of around 1,000 
Egyptians killed in Iraq, and you said you didn't hear about 
that. 


A I just am sorry. I personally have not heard of 
it. 


Q I understand. But will you please take the 
question? 


a I'll look into it. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on The Washington 
Times' report on the Soviet SOI program? 


A ‘No. 


Q Two very quick: Do you have any guidance with 
respect to the U.N. human rights report that was released on £1 
Salvador on Friday, and did you have any reaction to the 
departure from the country of Guillermo Ungo and Ruben Zamora? 


a No. 

Q Neither one? 

A No. 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you all. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 20, 1989 
AFGHANISTAN 

Q: Has the U.S. cut off aid to Gulbuddin Hekmatyar, as he claims? 

A: --HEKMATYAR’S HEZBqg-ISLAMI PARTY RECEIVES 
APPROXIMATELY EIGHTEEN PERCENT OF OUR TOTAL 
CROSS-BORDER HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE TO 
PARTIES IN AFGHANISTAN. THERE HAS BEEN NO 
CHANGE IN THIS ALLOCATION. 


Q: What about military assistance? 





A: --WE DO NOT COMMENT ON SUCH ISSUES. 


BEST Copy AVAILABLE 
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TAKEN QUESTION Postep: November 20, 1989 
NOVEMBER 20, 1989 


SALVADOR: P OPAL ARRESTS 
EMBER 20, 1989 





. 


Q: Do you have any comment about apparent army actions today 
where the army has raided an Episcopalian church and 
arrested a bunch of people that the church had been 
harboring, some of them apparently Americans? 

A: INDIVIDUALS HAVE CONTACTED THE STATE DEPARTMENT WITH 
REPORTS THAT THIS MORNING THE MILITARY, POSSIBLY ONE OF THE 

1 
SECURITY FORCES, ARRESTED SEVEN FOREIGNERS WHO WERE IN AN 
EPISCOPAL CHURCH IN SAN SALVADOR. THE REPORTS IDENTIFY THE 
FOREIGNERS AS TWO AMERICANS, ONE GUATEMALAN, ONE CANADIAN, 


AND THREE SPANIARDS. WE PASSED THIS INFORMATION TO OUR 


EMBASSY IN SAN SALVADOR AND THEY ARE CHECKING INTO THIS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBES 20 PRESS =°2IFrTING 


EASTERN COUNTER-PROPOSALS IN CFE 


Q: Has the East responded in detail to NATO's proposals in the 
Negotiation on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe (CFE)? 


A: -- THE EAST HAS NOW 'RESPONDED TO THE MAJORITY OF NATO'S 
CPE PROPOSALS WITH A SERIES OF COUNTER-PROPOSALS. 


-- SOME EASTERN RESPONSES ECHO NATO'S ORIGINAL 
PROPOSALS. OTHERS REQUIRE FURTHER ELABORATION OR 
REPRESENT NO REAL MOVEMENT ON THE EASTERN SIDE. 


-- WE ARE NOW IN THE PROCESS OF DETAILED NEGOTIATION, 
IDENTIFYING AREAS OF AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
NOVEMBER 20 PRESS BRIEFING 


CHEMICAL WEAPONS TO LIBYA 


Q. Are West German firms assisting Libya to develop chemical 
weapons? 
h. WE HAVE NO EVIDENCE THAT WEST GERMAN FIRMS ARE ASSISTING 


LIBYA TO DEVELOP CHEMICAL WEAPONS. IN THAT REGARD, WE 
& 
APPLAUD THE EFFORTS THE WEST GERMAN GOVERNMENT HAS 


UNDERTAKEN . 


BEST COPY AVAIL ASLE 
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Question taken at noon briefing, November 20: 
ALLEGED SOUTH AFRICAN DEATH SQUADS 





Q: Do you have any comment on reports that South African 
police “death squads” assassinated alleged ANC members? 


A: A FORMER SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE CAPTAIN HAS ALLEGED THAT HE 
COMMANDED AN ASSASSINATION SQUAD THAT MURDERED POLITICAL 
OPPONENTS OF THE GOVERNMENT. THESE ALLEGATIONS ARE SIMILAR 10 
THOSE MADE IN AN AFFIDAVIT SEVERAL WEEKS AGO BY BUTANE 
NOFEMELA, A CONVICTED MURDERER& DUE TO BE EXECUTED THE NEXT 
DAY. ONCE AGAIN WE CALL UPON PRESIDENT DE KLERK TO ASSURE THAT 





A FULL AND IMPARTIAL INVESTIGATION OF THESE ALLEGATIONS IS 
CARRIED OUT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 20, 1989 
AMBASSADOR MCCARTHY 
Q: Did Ambassador McCarthy meet with Syrian 
after his visit to Lebanon? ial 


A: NO. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #203 


TUESOAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1989, 12:40 P. M.. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [I heve what I'd rather characterize as 
an update for you, and some things I'd like to tell you as far 
as we know at the State Department at 20 of 1:00 [ will mention 
-- or 12:40 P. Mm. -- of what is going on in El Salvador. 


Throughout this offensive the FMLN has made civilians 
its primary victims, and it appears to be doing so again with 
additional civilians. The FMLN has for years targeted 
civilians and democratic institutions. It has failed to arouse 
popular support. This failure and their failure on the 
battlefield has resulted in this outrageous act of terrorism 
this morning, in which civilians have once again been put at 
risk. 


The FMLN has shown its face to the world today. They 
are terrorists, pure and simple. There are varying reports 
that some individuals may be held by the FMLN. I cannot 
confirm nor deny for you those various reports. We do not want 
to discuss the situation of any specific individual. The 
security of all innocent civilians is paramount, and ['m just 
unfortunately not going to be able to be specific about their 
status. 


I will confirm for you, as many of you already know, 
there are official Americans who are residents in the Sheraton 
Hotel, plus journalists and an unknown number of private 
American citizens. 


The State Department established a task force first 
thing this morning. We have an open line to our Embassy. We 
have U.S. personnel at the hotel site and at the army High 
Command Headquarters. They are there to liaison with 
Salvadoran authorities, and we are in constant contact with 
government authorities. There are approximately 600 U.S. 
dependents and employees in £1 Salvador, and approximately 
6,000 to 6,500 private citizens. 


In the pre-dawn hours this morning, a small group of a 
dozen or so FMLN querrillas entered the tower of the Sheraton 
Hotel, located in the Escalon district of San Salvador. They 
were later reinforced by as many as 100 to 150 guerrillas. 

Some are in the hotel, and some are set up as snipers in the 
area. 








uU275 | 


o2- Tuesday, 11/21/89 





The Salvadoran army has surrounded the area. One 
individual -- as I mentioned, I was going to refrain from 
discussing individuals -- one individual I am going to refrain 
from discussing is the Secretary General of the OAS. The FMLN 
guerrilla radio station is claiming to have as many as four 
hostages. We cannot confirm or deny. We will note that the 
guerrillas have not made any demands. I would also like to 
note that the FMLN is also claiming not to have any hostages. 


The President was briefed this morning on the 
situation by his senior advisers, national security advisers. 
The President directed the immediate convening of the Deputies 
Committee of the NSC to determine the facts and to follow the 
situation, and the need to get the views of President Cristiani. 


The situation in £1 Salvador is very fluid and 
dangerous. We will not speculate on the steps that either the 
El Salvadoran Government or the United States Government may 
take. The Deputies Committee has met and will continue to 
closely monitor the situation. 


Assistant Secretary Bernard Aronson has been in 
constant contact with our Ambassador -- Ambassador Walker -- 
and our Ambassador has been in repeated contact with President 
Cristiani today. 


And I'll be happy to answer any questions that I can 


for you. 

Q Can we have a filing break, please? 

a Yes. 

Q Do you know the whereabouts of the OAS Secretary 
General? 

A We cannot discuss his location, Jim. 

Right. I know that. Do you know the whereabouts 

of him? 


A It would be fair to say that, yes, just based on 
our information, we believe that we do. 


Q Margaret, how can you say that the rebels are 
losing, since they seem to be taking over first poor villages 
and now have struck at one of the wealthiest parts of the 
capital? Don't they seem to be on the offensive? Why do you 
say they're losing? They seem to be gaining. 


A This is a terrorist act, Barry, and just because 
someone does a terrorist act, do you go out and characterize 
them as winning? 
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‘ Q ‘Well, I realize that there may be some terrorism, 
and there may be an abduction at stake, but there's also some 
U.S. politics at stake. The Administration has managed to keep 
the Democrats from cutting support to El Salvador. The U.S. 
Government is supporting a right-wing government that's under 
attack from left-wing guerrillas -- 


Aa The United States Government -—- 


-— apart from the terrorist incident. And I 
wonder whether, first of all, the U.S. Government bears any 
responsibility for whatever actions are being taken by the 
left, because the U.S. is very much in this war, isn't it? 


A The facts are, as you know, as well as I do, that 
President Cristiani was elected in what has been viewed by the 
international community as a free and fair election by 54 
percent of the people of his country. We, as you know, support 
democratic governments. President Bush was very strong 
yesterday in every statement he made -- 





Q Right. 


a -- concerning his support of this freely 
democratic official and this government. And we have been for 
the last four days very strong in our pronouncements also of 
our support of this democratic government and our non-support 
of terrorism. As Secretary Baker said last week, when this 
first began, this was a desperate act of aggression. It was 
desperation. Why in the world would we as the United States of 
America turn around and support terrorists -- the FMLN? [I 
don't get it. 


Q No, no. Nobody's asking you to support or asking 
whether, and ['m certainly not advocating anything. ['m asking 
you if the fact that the U.S. Government has intervened in a 
war in another country might have some bearing -- 


A Why do you say we have intervened? 


Q Because the U.S. Government is supplying billions 
of dollars of aid to the Government of E1 Salvador. 


A Which is -- 
Q It's a party to the conflict. I'm asking you if 


there is any reason to suspect that the U.S. Government bears 
some responsibility for actions taken by the querrillas? 


A Absolutely not. We're not directing the 
guerrillas. And I would also point out to you, as we did the 
other day -- and [I will re-post it for you -- the breakdown of 
our -- I believe they were FY-1991 figures. Two-thirds of that 
aid, Barry, is humanitarian and economic aid. 
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Q Okay. 


Q Margaret, does the Administration have a view as 
to whether negotiating with the FMLN guerrillas in the hotel 
would be advisable or not? 


A We would not be negotiating with them, if your 
question is premised to me, “if they have hostages." Okay? 


Q That's the context. 


A Our policy on hostages is well known and well 
stated, as you know. I'm not confirming or denying that they 
have hostages. On the hypothetical -- which is how your 
question is, and speculative -- our policy, to restate it for 
you, is the United States Government does not accede to demands 
of hostage-takers. It does not make concessions, nor does it 
make deals. 


The United States Government believes that 
surrendering to such blackmail would only encourage more 
hostage-taking. The United States has an important 
responsibility to its citizens, all of whom would become more 
vulnerable if we concede to terrorist demands. 


The President has made clear the United States 
Government's steadfast commitment to its no-concessions 
principle. 


Q If the U.S. Government knows how many Americans 
are being held, and if the FMLN knows how many Americans are 
being held, why not state how many Americans are being held? 


A Because [I cannot do that. [ cannot state for you 
how many Americans we believe are in this hotel. We do not 
want to do that for security reasons and to further possibly 
put these people in danger. 


Q I saw hotel managers there on television saying 
how many Americans there are in the hotel. 


A I'm sure there are a lot of people on TV, and 
I've honestly really tried this morning, [ can promise you, to 
pull together and get as much and be as forthcoming as I can 
for you. And I was specifically -- earlier [ did have the 
exact number, and they said, "Margaret, please let's not use 
the number." 


Q Can I follow Doyle's question for a second, 
please? 


a Sure. 
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Q You said you wouldn't want to negotiate if the 
question is premised with if they hold hostages. Since you 
haven't confirmed that they're holding hostages, is the United 
States prepared to negotiate with the querrillas to secure the 
release of the hotel and to end the siege of the hotel? 


A What I believe I was trying to do as Doyle's 


question came to me, and he acknowledged on a hypothetical, a 
speculative -- 


Q Right. That's why I'm not asking a hypothetical. 


A -- if there are hostages. 

Q Right. 

A Which I have not said and am not going to say. 
Q Right. 


A I restated what United States policy was if we 
found ourself in a hostage situation. That is our policy, 
whether it's the Middle East or it's £1 Salvador. 


Q So let's turn away from a hypothetical to a 
practical situation that exists. We don't know if there are 
hostages or not. Is the United States prepared to negotiate, 
perhaps together with the Salvadoran Government, to secure an 
end to the siege of the hotel? 


A Assuming that there are hostages? 


Q No, no. It's not a hypothetical situation. It's 
an actual situation that exists - 


A No, we're not negotiating with the guerrillas. 
We are working closely with the Government of President 
Cristiani. I. told you that we have personnel there at the Army 
High Command. I told you that our Ambassador has been in 
repeated contact with President Cristiani this morning. We are 
not negotiating with the guerrillas; no. 


Margaret, what's the view as to whether there 
should be negotiations between the FMLN and the Government in 
El Salvador? Does the U.S. have a view? 


A The United States has a view on it, as we've said 
many times, that the FMLN and the Cristiani Government, as 
President Cristiani called for several months ago, should get 
back to the cease-fire talks for the overall permanent 
resolution of this. 


As far as these people whose lives -- and we've 
described this as dangerous - should be put in a situation 
that is not dangerous, absolutely, they should do that, and the 
people who put them in a dangerous situation should stop it and 
should let these people be in a non-dangerous situation. 
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Q So the United States, generally speaking, backs 
negotiations between the FMLN and the Salvadoran Government. 


A I'm not going to stand here and dictate to 
President Cristiani of what he should do. He is there. This 
is his country. It is a sovereign nation. It's a freely 
democratic country. I am not in a position to stand up here 
this many miles removed from this and suggest or dictate what a 
President of another country should be doing. 


Q No, no. Of course not. But you've said that you 
support the cease-fire talks. 

A Of course, we do. We have all along. 

Q You're not talking about negotiations over the 


hotel's occupation, are you? 
A No, I'm not. 


Q Well, Margaret, let me make sure I understood 
properly of what you -- 


A But President Cristiani is in the best position 
to determine, as head of his government and his country, what 
should or should not be done to ensure these people's safety 
and that no harm comes to them. 


And I had stated earlier that we will not speculate on 
the steps that either the El Salvadoran Government or the 
United States Government may take. 


Q Margaret, the language that you read in response 
to my question about negotiations over hostages -- 

A Right. 

Q -~ did not rule out negotiations. It described 


it as a no-concessions principle or no-deals principle, but it 
didn't -- 


A My understanding -- and again this is coming as a 
speculative -- I'm not here to say there are hostages -- is I'm 
answering, unless I'm misunderstanding you, a question on, 
“Margaret, if in, you know, in three and a half minutes or 33 
minutes or six hours from now we find out there are hostages, 
what is the United States' position?" 


Having anticipated that I might get that hypothetical, 
our position is very, very clear on negotiating with 
hostage-takers. 


Q Margaret, can I ask you -- 


A Sure, Barry. 
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Q You refer to an act of terrorism, and yet you 
can't confirm it's a hostage situation. Just to nail it down. 
what is the -- at this point, what is the act of terrorism -- 
the taking of the hotel? 


a It's pretty terroristic, isn't it? 


Q Yeah. No, no. I'm not quarreling with you. I'm 
asking you what is the State Department describing as an act of 
terrorism? 


a Sending 100 to 150 guerrillas into a Sheraton 
where civilians and private citizens and people reside is 
certainly not civilized behavior. 


Q Okay. And you say no negotiations. Is the U.S. 
or U.S. officials talking to representatives -- leave out the 
word “negotiations,” if you will -- is there any conversation 
going on, any discourse, between U.S. officials or 
representatives of U.S. officials and representatives or -- you 
know, the Front, or whatever, this guerrilla group. Are there 
any talks? 


a Not to my knowledge. I've said who all our 
Ambassador is talking to which starts with the President of 
that country. I have said that Bernie Aronson has been in 
constant contact with our Ambassador. I'm sure other Embassy 
personnel are talking to State Department officials. I'm 
unaware of anything like that, Barry. 


Q Has the U.S. Government sent any additional 
personnel from any U.S. Government agency into El Salvador in 
the wake of this terrorist act? 


A Not that [I'm aware of. 


Q A rebel spokesman here in Washington is quoted as 
saying that he has been trying to make contact with the State 
Department this morning in order to secure the evacuation of 
the people who are in the hotel, of the civilians, and that the 
State Department refuses to speak with him. Did you have any 
comment on that? 


A I'm unaware of that, but it would seem to me 
since they started this -- they invaded this hotel -- they have 
within their means to pull their people out and let these 
people be our of harm's way. 


Q Are you sure of the ability of the Salvadoran 
Government and the Salvadoran army to deal with the situation 
now in San Salvador? 


a We have no reason not to support their ability to 
deal with this or to know that they cannot deal with it. 
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Margaret, until now the army has put at risk a 
lot of the civilian population. Are you scared that the army 
will take any steps that it will put in danger -- 


A Let's be clear here. The FMLN started this days 
ago. So when we talk about putting civilians at risk, the 
FMLN, by going into neighborhoods, by using civilians as 
shields, put vast numbers of civilians at risk. Yes, the 
military has tried to do as any military would of any sovereign 
government, is secure their neighborhoods without hurting 
civilians. 


I've been on the record and had a number of things to 
say about this. But I want to restate, after all, who is the 
one who has gone into neighborhoods, who's gone into homes, 
putting these innocent people at risk. 


Q But is the United States doing anything to 
prevent that a loose cannon from the army -- 


A To prevent what? 


Q That there's going to be -- the army is going to 
take measures that are going to put in danger these people? 


a I have no reason to believe that President 
Cristiani and the army of £1 Salvador would put innocent 
civilians at an unnecessary risk. 


Q Is the U.S. Embassy functioning today? 
Yes. 


Q In a normal pattern? Because there have been 
reports that it is not functioning in a normal way. 


A I don't know what you mean by “normal.” This 
isn't a normal circumstance that's happened today. So I'm sure 
just like for instance my morning was torn apart. You get your 
priorities and you react to a situation that's presenting 
itself. But that the Embassy is open and functioning, yes. 


Q Margaret, you say U.S. officials reside in this 
hotel. Had any thought been given beforehand to seeking 
additional security for them that this might be a target of 
guerrillas? 

a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Would you still characterize -- 


A There are also -— excuse me -- there are also 
journalists who are living there and there are also an unnamed 
number of private citizens. But that we had anticipated or 
that someone has known that this might be a target of terrorist 
activity, not to my knowledge, Susan. 
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Q You said in the past that the army has been 
mopping up. Would you still -- 


A I don't believe I used those words. 
Q Well, doing well. Let me say, “doing well." 
a Trying out to ferret out guerrillas from these 


places where they're hold up, yes, I've said that, but I 
haven't characterized it as “mopping up." 


Q Earlier, you had said, in so many words, State 
does not want to comment on the number of hostages because of 
security reasons. You said you had the exact number but were 
told - 


A I don't believe I used the word “hostage. " 
Q Not to use it? 
A I said 1 did not believe that I did, but I said 


that unfortunately today [ was not going to be able to get into 
any details and specifics about any individual. 


Q So you cannot confirm or deny for us that there 
are hostages? 

a Correct. 

Q Margaret, could you just explain to me - 

A Wait, one second. [ can obviously confirm for 
you, which goes without saying, they are innocent individuals 
and private citizens and government employees -- [I don't know 
how many or what numbers -. who are obviously been thrown into 


a very dangerous situation inside of this hotel. 
Q Are they being held against their will there? 


A I can't confirm or deny that for you. But they 
obviously are not -- it's not business as usual at the Sheraton. 


Q If you mean by this -- Margaret, if you mean by 
this that the entrances and exits of the hotel, or at least the 
part where people are somehow -- 


A There are two parts to this hotel, and they're 
specifically and what [ referred to, is my understanding, of 
the tower part of this hotel. 


Q Okay. If they are not able to get out of the 
hotel and other people are not able to get in the hotel, so 
it's a hostage situation? Or, otherwise, how do you explain? 
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a We can play semantics here on what is a hostage 
and what is not. But if you're referring to, which [I cannot 
confirm for you -- and let me just remind you all, as we all 
know ofsly too well -- let's go back to Panama. When we came 
out here and tried -- Pete, Marlin, and myself -- to tell you 
what we knew in a very fast and fluid situation, we paid a 
price somewhat, I think all would admit, for coming out here as 
fast as we could to try to be helpful and give you what we 
knew. I don't want to do that today. 


I'm out here. ['m trying to tell you what [ know. 
But if officials here tell me, who I trust and have no reason 
to mislead me, “Margaret, I cannot tell you that there is a 
hostage in this hotel with a gun held to his head," I'm not 
going to come out here and speculate with you. I[ can't do it, 
and I don't think it's proper to do so. 


Q So the U.S. Government does not know, or the U.S. 
Government just will not say? 


a The U.S. Government obviously knows that, as I 
just described, the situation at the Sheraton Hotel in E1 
Salvador is very fluid, is very dangerous. I am not here to 
say, and [ cannot at this moment in time, at 1:00, say, "Yes, 
there are X hostages or, no, there are no hostages." 
Obviously, people, just as you or I would be, are concerned of 
their own safety. They can look out their windows, they can 
hear what's going on. But [ can't tell you, John McWethy, that 
there is an American citizen in a hotel room with six 
guerrillas with rifles pointed at his head. [I just cannot do 
that at this moment in time. 


Q Because you don't know or because you can't say? 


A Because we cannot firmly and categorically and 
positively tell you that information with certainty. 


Q That's because you don't know, is that right? 


A It's because we are not willing at this moment in 
time to come out here and tell you that. We have got as many 
conflicting reports as you do at CBS, and there are hundreds of 
them -- 


Q Do you -- 

A -- and I can't do it for you because I can 
promise you, you will be calling me at 4:30 and say, "You went 
out there and said this, Margaret, and now you're wrong." I 
can't do it. 


Q Do you have a view as to the holding of these 
people if they are being held or if they turn out to being held 
as prisoners of war? That's how it was put by one rebel 
spokesman earlier today. They said they had hostages but that 
they were not really hostages; they were prisoners of war. 
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a But, as I've said, they have said they have 
hostages. They have said they don't have hostages. 


v Well, they said they're not hostages; they're 
prisoners of war. 


A Well, it's fairly obvious that people have been 
thrown into, as I've stated, a very dangerous situation. The 
FMLN has it within its means to stop this, as it should I 
have characterized it as an outrageous terrorist act. 


Q Margaret, is the Sheraton the only hotel in San 
Salvador that has residents -- American personnel as residents? 


A It is a good question, and I don't know. I 
didn't think to ask them. ['ll ask them. We can get that for 
you. 


John? 


Q You have a situation where Americans and other 
nationalities are in the hotel; they can't leave, whether they 
are hostages or whether they are just confined by the situation 
there. I[s the United States Government prepared to leave it up 
to the £1 Salvadoran military and President Cristiani to get 
them out, whether by negotiation or by military action? Do you 
mean to say we are not taking any action in this; we are just 
spectators while all this is going on? 


a The answer I have for you is that we will not 
speculate on the steps that the £1 Salvador Government or the 
United States Government may take. 


« Do you see any difference -- 
a I understand. 
Q I'm not asking you to speculate. Has the 


Salvadoran Government asked for any assistance, any advice, ariy 
technical aid of any kind to deal with this specific situation? 


A As we -- I don't have an answer for you, 
specifically, that I'm at liberty to answer on that. I will 
leave it to -- that's just something [ can't get into. 


Q Margaret, you have 200 querrilla troops going 
into a major city and invading a hotel. Does this cause you 
any concern about the stability of President Cristiani's 
government? 


a I'll go back to what we said: The FMLN 
guerrillas -- we have now characterized them today as 
"terrorists" -- started this. They started going into 
neighborhoods. ['ll put it to you this way: What would you 
suggest the government do? This government was freely 
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elected. They're democratic. They are trying to get control 
of a situation. They are using their resources. What should 
they do? Say, “hey, here, have my neighborhood?” That's what 
they're doing. 


For me to characterize whether it is a stable, 
unstable, who's winning, who's losing, I can't do that for 
you. You all have resources. You all can characterize it. 
The President has characterized our full support yesterday of 
President Cristiani. I have told you he called a deputies 
meeting immediately this morning. I've told you what I can 
tell you of what the President of the United States is doing. 


Q You didn't set up a task force out of concern for 
the Sheraton Hotel. You set up a task force for concern dbout 
the people who might be inside, isn't that correct? 


A As the current situation that we were dealt with 
this morning, and as [ characterized the pre-dawn hours. The 
President of the United States twice yesterday, I believe -- 
I'm positive of twice -- was very, very strong in enunciating 
his full support, his strong support, for President Cristiani. 
A terrorist event, like the one that happened this morning, 
does not waiver or change that support. 


Q Margaret, are any of the U.S. military trainers, 
or other U.S. military personnel who are in £1 Salvador, 
participating with the Salvadoran military in attempting to 
resolve this situation? 


és [ don't know, Ralph. 
Q Are they all -- 


Q Are any U.S. military trainers, or other U.S. 
military personnel resident at the hotel? 


a What I cannot do for you is characterize other 
than to say official -- a number of official Americans reside 
at the hotel. What I was specifically asked not to do was to 
break down whether they are military, whether they are State 
Department, whether they are AID, whether they're 


transportation. 
Q So you're -- 
Aa I'm answering it in the best way I can. 
Q So your use of the phrase “official” encompasses 


all of those categories and perhaps others that - 


A It could include the entire basket. But I do not 
want to stand here sending signals or be helpful to querrillas 
and terrorists with information they may or may not have. 
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Q And you don't want to comment on whether the us. 
trainers, who were sent to El Salvador for the purpose -- for 
certain purposes that Congress approved are engaged in any way 
in assisting or -- assisting and resolving this specific 
situation? 


a No, other than to tell you, as I stated earlier. 
that we have official Americans at the army High Command 
Headquarters, and I said that they were there as a liaison. I 
don't want to get into further what they may or may not be 
doing. I will be glad to take your question and see if there 
is something else that we can say to you. 


Margaret, do these official Americans who might 
be at the hotel and might have guns in their possession have 
the authority to defend themselves? 


Aa I don't know what those rules are, John. But I 
would imagine if someone was knocking on vour door and you felt 
threatened, you, as any other human being, would protect 
yourself. 


Q Margaret, do you see the Americans in the 
Sheraton Hotel in San Salvador in these moments in a situation 
similar to the American students in the medical school in 
Grenada five years or six years before? (Laughter) They are 
in about the same situation. 


a I see this, as I've characterized it, as a very 
dangerous situation. 


Q No similarity, no differences? 


7 I'm not going to play comparisons with Grenada. 
This is a situation that stands on its own. I've said it's an 
outrageous terrorist act. This is the situation that we're 
dealing with today in a different country and I'm not going to 
make comparisons. 


Q Even if you leave out a comparison with any place 
else, the U.S. has a history of taking responsibility, 
accepting responsibility for the safety of American citizens, 
particularly when those American citizens request assistance 
from their government. Can you tell us whether any of the 
American citizens whose lives appear to be in jeopardy have 
requested the assistance of the U.S. Government in securing 
their freedom? 


a Not that I personally know of. 


Q But could you take the question, then, so that it 
goes beyond the personal? 


a Sure. 


Q Can we go to another area? 














42¢7 


-14- Tuesday, 11/21/89 


6 There's not a whole lot that [I'm prepared to 
answer on other subjects, to be honest. 


Q On Greece: It was announced today in athens that 
a new type of short-term government will resume power over in 
Greece under Professor Zolotas, who is going to last until 
April. and with full support, of course, of the two major Greek 
political leaders, Andreas Papandreou and Kostantine 
Mits:takis. Do you have any comment on that? 


i [‘ll be glad to look into your question for you. 


Q In the context of the Genscher visit, can you say 
what the U.S. policy is on modernizing short-range nuclear 
forces in Europe? 


‘a As I did yesterday, I will refrain from answering 
questions by unnamed German officials who were reported in, I 


believe it was, two newspapers today. There is no change that 
we officially know of in German policy or United States policy. 


Q So you're saying U.S. policy is the same? 
a Absolutely. 


Q To follow that one, if that situation changes 
during the day, could you let us know? 


a Yes. 


Q Any comment on Mr. Shamir's remarks in his speech 
yesterday in New York? 


a I have no idea what the Prime Minister said today 
in New York. [I'm sorry. I've been involved in this the entire 
morning. I don't know. 


Q According to reliable sources, both Andreas 
Papandreou and Kostantine Mitsotakis, in their pockets, inter 
alia, they agreed they're going to freeze by April the issue of 
the U.S. bases in Greece. Since May is the crucial month of 
the termination of the agreement between the two countries, I'm 
wondering, under the new development, what is the position of 
your government? 


a I'll be glad to take your question and look into 
it. 


Q What about the Rashid case? 


a All these questions, ['1ll be more than glad to 
look into for you. 


Q Margaret, just one thing. Did the Egyptians 
respond to Secretary Baker's five points yet? 
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a No, they haven't. 
Q There are reports that they did? 
Aa No, they have not. 


Q Has the Secretary had any further conversations 
with either the Egyptian or Israeli Government since Prime 
Minister Shamir was here in Washinaton on the subject of the 
peace process? 


a Let me check for you 


Q The Washington Times said today that there was a 
telephone conversation between President Bush and President 
Mubarak yesterday. Can you confirm? 





a Yesterday? I don't know. I'm unaware of that. 


Q Thank you. 


a Thank you al) 


(Press conference concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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STATEMENT BY THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS/SPOKESMAN 
EL_SALVADOR: SITUATION UPDATE 

WE CAN CONFIRM THAT SOME 20 HOTEL GUESTS, INCLUDING SEVERAL 

AMERICAN CITIZENS, WERE ESCORTED BY THE SALVADORAN ARMED FORCES 


FROM THE SHERATON HOTEL TO THE ARMY HIGH COMMAND HEADQUARTERS. 
WE CANNOT GIVE YOU ANY NAMES AT THIS TIME. 


OAS SECRETARY GENERAL BAENA SOARES IS ALSO OUT OF THE HOTEL AND 
SAFE. 


WE WOULD LIKE TO REITERATE THAT MR. BAENA SOARES CAME TO EL 


SALVADOR ON A MISSION OF PEACE TO EL SALVADOR AND THE FMLN HAS 
RESPONDED WITH BULLETS. 


WE CALL ON THE FMLN TO ALLOW ALL CIVILIANS TO LEAVE THE HOTEL 
IMMEDIATELY. 


AN UPDATED TRAVEL ADVISORY CONCERNING THE SITUATION IN EL 


SALVADOR HAS BEEN ISSUED AND THE TEXT IS ATTACHED. 
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TAKEN QUESTION Posted: November ?1, 1999 
NOVEMBER 21 PRESS BRIEFING 


GREECE: NEW GOVERNMENT 





Q: Your reaction to news of the new government in Greece? 

A: <-o WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE THREE MAJOR PARTIES AGREED 
TODAY ON THE FORMATION OF A NATIONAL COALITION 
GOVERNMENT TO BE HEADED BY FORMER GOVERNOR OF THE BANK 
OF GREECE XENOPHON ZOLOTAS. IT IS REPORTED THAT THE 
NEW GOVERNMENT IS TO REMAIN IN OFFICE UNTIL NEW 


ELECTIONS ARE HELD IN APRIL. 


oo WE LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING WITH THIS GOVERNMENT. 


Q: What about negotiations on the U.S. bases in Greece? 


A: -- WE WILL BE IN TOUCH WITH THE NEW GOVERNMENT ON THIS 
QUESTION ONCE THE NEW CABINET IS FORMED. WE BELIEVE 
THAT IT IS IN THE INTEREST OF BOTH COUNTRIES TO 
CONTINUE A STRONG BILATERAL SECURITY RELATIONSHIP. WE 
WILL LOOK FOR A MUTUALLY SATISFACTORY WAY OF DOING SO. 


Q: What will the new government do about the U.S. request for 
extradition of Mohammed Rzeshid? 


A: -=- THE U.S. REQUEST FOR EXTRADITION OF RASHID STANDS. WE 


HOPE THAT THE NEW GOVERNMENT WILL UPHOLD THE DECISION 


OF THE GREEK SUPREME COURT TO EXTRADITE HIM. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #204 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 22, 1989, 12:36 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: [It seems to me the most organized 
fashion to go about this is: 


I have three housekeeping matters, and I have three 
statements. If you all agree, it seems to me ['ll do my ° 
housekeeping, then we do a statement, answer all your questions 
on that, go to the next subject, and the next. We have three 
big topics today. If you all agree, if that makes sense to you 
all. 


Q That's fine with me. 
A Thank you. My housekeeping matters are: 


(1) A reminder, as you know, this Friday there will be 
no State Department briefing. 


(2) The text of Secretary Baker's speech that he is 
delivering in Houston today will be made available immediately 
after the briefing. 


(3) We tried and were unable to pipe in the 
Secretary's speech or the Q&As. 


My first statement concerns Lebanon. We condemn in 
the strongest terms the car bomb attack today in West Beirut 
that claimed the life of President Moawad. Our hearts go out 
to President Moawad's wife and the families of the others 
killed in the attack. 


Whoever is eventually held responsible for this 
cowardly act, it is obvious that it clearly was intended as an 
assault on the process of national reconciliation. It is an 
attack on all those who so courageously are seeking to put an 
end to the tragedy in Lebanon. It is an attack on hope. It is 
an attack on any efforts to create a peaceful, democratic 
future for Lebanon. 


The murder of this constitutionally elected President 
underscores the urgent need for all groups in Lebanon to unite 
behind the Government of Lebanon and the efforts of Lebanese 
Parliamentarians. We trust that the tragic death of this man, 
who courageously worked for peace, will strengthen the resolve 
of and serve as a symbol to all Lebanese and the Arab League in 
their efforts to restore the unity and independence of Lebanon 
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q Some of the other Lebanese factions are already 
pointing a finger of accusation at General foun and his 
faction. Do you share those suspicions? 


A We don't have any information and we're not going 
to place suspicions on who did this cowardly act. We just 
don't know, Jim. 


Q Could we have a copy of that statement? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you think that this murder makes partition of 


Lebanon more likely? 


a That would be speculative for me, Jim. I can't 
answer a lot of those questions. As we all know, this 
horrendous thing just happened this morning, and I don't have a 
lot of answers to some of the questions ['m sure you're going 
to legitimately ask me. 


I would also add that our Ambassador, John Kelly,* 
testified this morning, as many of you know, on the Hill. He 
also is calling to express our condolences to the Ambassador 
here in town. He also will be in contact with the Arab League, 


and he will also be in contact with other government officials 
of countries in the area. 


Q Is McCarthy in this town? 


A No, he is not in this town; but he is not in that 
country. 


Q Is he in the United States? 


A No. But we don't want to discuss where he is. 
But no, he's not here. 


Q Is he making plans to return there for any reason 
during this -- 


Aa To Lebanon? 
Q Yes. [In the transition period. 
a There are no plans for him to return to Lebanon. 


Q [Is this as a result of the tragic event against 
the Lebanese President? 


a [s this what? 


Q I mean, if the Ambassador is not going back to 
Lebanon, is this one of the results of the new event in Lebanon? 

a That our Ambassador was not there? 

Q Yes. 


"Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs 
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~ 


A I hardly think you can draw that conclusion. 


<= 


Q No, no -- that he's not going back. Is the 
reason he's not going back -- 


A The reason he is not going back is the same 
reason it's been for the four weeks, or however long, he's been 
out -- when the Secretary of State and the President determined 


that the safety of our Ambassador and our United States 
personnel can be ensured. We have always said this was a 
temporary measure and that our Ambassador and personnel would 
be going back to our Embassy. That policy has not changed. 


Q Are you going to call for the election of the new 
president, and do you think this is still possible? 


A We certainly want to have an election of a new 
president. Ultimate authority, as you know, resides in the 
Parliament of Lebanon. Seventeen days ago the Parliament 
elected Renee Moawad President and re-elected Hussein Husseini 
Speaker of the Parliament and Selim al-Hoss as the Prime 
Minister-designate. Election of a new president will require 
reconvening the Parliament. We hope that this will happen as 
quickly as possible. 


Q Margaret, on partition, I know I've been asking 
this for 14 years, but why is the U.S. still opposed to 
partition in Lebanon? What is the policy reason? 


A [I don't have that for you, Connie. ['m sure the 
answer today will be the same that it's been for 14 years, and 
{'ll be glad to get it for you. 


Q Has there ever been any reconsideration of that 
policy, as far as you know? 

A Not as far as I'm aware. 

Q Have there br any contacts with the Syrians 


this morning over this situation? 


A As I said, Ambassador Kelly will be talking to 
other government officials in the area. But a specific list I 
do not have for you. 


Do you want to go on to the next statement? 
Q Yes. 


a My next statement concerns £1 Salvador. As you 
all know, all Americans are safely out of the Sheraton. We 
wish to thank President Cristiani and his government for doing 
everything they could to ensure the safe release of all the 
individuals trapped in the hotel. 


The FMLN hasn't succeeded on the battlefield against 
the armed Forces of El Salvador. Neither have the querrillas 
been able to win the political battle for the support of the 
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Salvadoran people. Instead they are reduced to waging a 
terrorist war for the television cameras by attacking a hotel 
with no military significance and which was occupied by 
civilians. 


The Cristiani Government and the armed Forces of £1] 
Salvador have performed responsibly and professionally. They 
have put civilian lives first in this situation, while the 
guerrillas have chosen only to put civilian lives in danger. 


What I thought might be useful, if you all agree, is: 
I would like to go through for you, so we're on the record, and 
recap as we have the facts of what went on yesterday. I will 
tell you it is rather lengthy; if you would like me to do‘it, [ 
can, or if not. 


Q Yes. 
a Some dozen or more guerrillas -- 1 do not have an 
exact number -- entered the hotel £1 Salvador Sheraton in the 


Escalon District in the pre-dawn hours on November 21. OAS 
Secretary General Soares, 15 official Americans and an unknown 
number of private Americans were in the hotel when the FMLN 
entered. Although later reinforced by more guerrilla troops in 
the general area of the hotel, the FMLN did not occupy the 
entire hotel; and a number of individuals who were in parts of 
the complex not held by the FMLN were able to leave. 


At approximately 2:00 p.m, Eastern Standard Time, 
some 24 individuals who had been in the hotel were escorted out 
of the complex by members of the El Salvadoran Armed Forces. 

We understand that these people had not been in FMLN custody. 
We do not know how inany people in parts of the complex not held 
by the FMLN left the hotel on their own. In this group of 24 
individuals, there were two private U.S. citizens. 


OAS Secretary General Soares and members of the OAS 
delegation were also escorted out of the building at this time 
by Government of £1] Salvador troops. Two of his Salvadoran 
military bodyguards were reportedly killed when the querrillas 
entered the hotel. I cannot tell you, because we do not know, 
if the Secretary General was ever in FMLN custody. 


At that point, FMLN guerrillas had custody of 
approximately 17 individuals, including several AID contract 
employees and a spouse In addition, 12 U.S. military 
trainer/evaluators on temporary duty in El Salvador were in the 
hotel. The U.S. military personnel were in two groups and were 
surrounded by guerrilla troops. They had their personal 
weapons with them. They warned the querrillas that they would 
use their weapons only if forced to do so in their own 
self-defense. The querrillas did not try to break into their 
area. 


Shortly after 4:00 p.m. Eastern Standard Time 
yesterday, the government established contact with the FMLN 
guerrillas via a direct line that had been established to one 
of the hotel rooms earlier in the day. The open line was first 
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established by an Embassy officer who had been calling 
persorinel residing in the hotel to determine their safety. 


Subsequently, the Government of £1 Salvador worked out 
a procedure with the FMLN in which some of the individuals in 
FMLN custody would be turned over to a team consisting of a 
member of the International Committee of the Red Cross and two 
representatives of the Catholic Church. The member of the Red 
Cross was Francois Musy. The two churchmen were Bishop Rosa 
Chavez and Bishop Stehle, who is still a Vatican representative 


Several hours later, at approximately 8:00 p.m., the 
approximately 17 people held by the FMLN were released to the 
two Catholic Bishops and the Red Cross representative. among 
the 17 were several AID contract employees and a spouse. 


The 12 U.S. military personnel remained barricaded in 
their rooms in the Sheraton. At that point, it had become 
night. There was reason to suspect that the FMLN might still 
be in the hotel and that parts of the hotel might have been 
mined or booby-trapped by FMLN. The decision was taken by the 
Government of El Salvador not to try to extricate the U.S. 
military there until it was light, which was this morning, 
today. ° 
At approximately 9:00 a.m., Eastern Standard Time, the 
12 military personnel and two U.S. military personnel attached 
to the Embassy walked out of the hotel We understand that the 
Salvadoran Armed Forces are searching the hotel for hidden 
explosive devices and FMLN at this time. The hotel and the 
area around the hotel were reportedly quiet throughout the 
night. Our Embassy was in contact during the night with the 
U.S. military personnel still in the hotel and determined that 
they were okay. 


At all times Ambassador Walker has been in close 
contact with President Cristiani and the Salvadoran High 
Command. The Salvadoran Armed Forces in our opinion have 
handled the situation expertly, and they were careful not to 
endanger unnecessarily civilian lives. 


There are no plans at this time for the evacuation of 
U.S. Embassy dependents. The Embassy is closed to the public 
today, but is operating with a reduced staff. Most personnel 
have been advised to remain in their homes. We are taking all 
measures appropriate to the situation to ensure the safety of 
our staff and their families. 


As many of you know, a new travel advisory was issued 
late yesterday afternoon. [t advises Americans planning travel 
to El Salvador to consider deferring their travel, and for 
Americans in El Salvador to consider departing the country 
until security conditions improve. The Embassy is 
investigating all reports of Americans in need of assistance or 
under detention by authorities. We have no specifics at this 
time. 
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The United States is preparing an emergency airlift of 
12 tons of medicines and medical supplies to that country. a 
chartered C-141 aircraft is scheduled to leave tonight at 8:00 
p.m. The total value of this shipment, including transporta- 
tion costs, is approximately $262,000. The United States 
Government, through its AID mission, is conducting an ongoing 
assessment of humanitarian needs in £1 Salvador and will 
continue working with private voluntary organizations, other 
governments and the Government of E1 Salvador to ensure that 
those needs are met. 


And that is the list of what I have as the update. 


Q One puzzlement. Maybe you can supply an answer. 
If the hotel had been surrounded by these expert professional 
troops as you described, how did the FMLN people get through 
the cordon? 


A Through the what? 
Q The ring of £1 Salvador army troops. 


a I don't know. Maybe that question would be best 
asked to the military personnel in £1 Salvador. 


Q Margaret, in your statement, if I'm not wrong, 
you refrained from using the word “terrorist.” You kept using 
the abbreviations "FMLN" and “querrillas." You didn't use the 
word “terrorist” to refer to the rebels. 


A You shouldn't read anything into that. We stand 
by our statements of yesterday. [t wasn't intentional. 


Q There are several points in your chronology which 
are puzzling. One of them is you said “the government" -- 
meaning, I gquess, the U.S. Government -. established contact 


with the guerrillas at 4:00 p.m. [s that the Salvadoran 
Government? 


°) I believe it's £1 Salvador. 


Q But you said someone at the Embassy made 
contact. Maybe 1 just misunderstood you. 


A { believe what [ was trying to say or articulate 
is that our Embassy made contact with individuals in the hotel 
and we established an open line with them 

Q With American individuals. 

4 Americans. Yes. 

Q Not with guerrillas 

A No. With Americans. 


Q But someone did speak with the FMLN. 
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Aa What I know about this is that their spokesman 
here in 0.C. yesterday did a TV interview and said that he had 
called the State Department. We confirmed yesterday, yes, 
indeed, he did call the State Department; and we characterized 
it as not a conversation but a statement that he made. And he 
did not speak with Mr. Aronson. 


Q More broadly, could you tell us the extent to 
which there were talks, discussions or negotiations either 
between the U.S. and the rebels or between the Salvadoran 
Government and the rebels? 


i) I can't speak for the Salvadoran Government, 
other than to go beyond what [ did when [ said who all they had 
solicited to help in this. We have not negotiated with the 
FMLN. [ have characterized for you the one phone call that we 
did confirm did come here yesterday, and it came in the form of 
a statement. I[ don't have the individual's name who called who 
wanted to make a statement. 


Q Margaret, did you intend to leave the impression 
that the open line established by the U.S. Embassy person was 
the open line used by the Government of £1 Salvador to speak to 
FMLN representatives in the hotel? 


i) No. That is not the impression that I want to 
leave. I[t was to talk to people - Americans -- to Americans 
who were in the hotel 


Q Are you aware of any ongoing contacts through the 
evening between the Salvadoran Government and the FMLN down 
there? 


a Not that I would feel comfortable talking about, 
and [ would really defer those questions to your correspondents 
who are down in that country. 


Margaret, what is the State Department's evidence 
for saying that the FMLN are reduced to waging a terrorist war 
for the TV cameras? Is there some assertion on the part of the 
State Department here that this attack would not have taken 
place had there not been TV cameras in £1 Salvador? Doesn't it 
seem a little gratuitous? 


A It may seem a little gratuitous, but their 
actions were certainly a little irresponsible. 


Q I'm not talking about their actions. I'm talking 
about the assertion on the part of the State Department that 
the TV cameras somehow instigated this attack, or it would not 
have occurred had there not been [TV cameras present in El 
Salvador. Is that what the State Department is saying? 


oy This isn't the First time that terrorist groups, 
guerrilla groups, desperate groups, as we described them 
yesterday, have tried to use public airwaves to call public 
attention to their situation. That is what we were saying in 
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this. We were pointing out that that is an avenue that they 
certainly didn't hesitate or flinch to use. Their spokesmen 
were all over our airwaves last night. It's just the statement 
that we choose to make. 


Q Margaret, some reporters on the scene have 
suggested that the guerrillas blundered into the hotel much by 
accident when surprised by government forces as the querrillas 
were moving through a ravine near the hotel. And you're 
suggesting that it was a calculated effort to seize the hotel. 


A They'll have to speak for themselves. The only 
thing I would say is if it had been a mistake or they had 
blundered in, why did they detain these individuals for hours 
upon hours? 


Q They were surrounded, weren't they? That's a 
question. 


a You don't. get surrounded in five and a half 
seconds. If you realize that you've -- if Bill's preface of 
his hypothetical question is that they blundered in, just 
accidentally got into this Sheraton, you can get yourself right 
out before you are surrounded and the thing reaches a crisis 
proportion or a very serious, as we described it yesterday, and 
dangerous situation They had it within their means. 


Q Do you have information since you spoke to us 
yesterday that this was a calculated move, or is this just the 
same - 


a I don't have that type of analysis for you yet. 


Q Margaret, were there talks between the guerrillas 
and the U.S. officials inside the Sheraton hotel? 


a I've said that we have -- [ said yesterday; it is 
true today -- we have not to my knowledge talked to, negotiated 
with, the FMLN. 


I'm not asking about the U.S. Government. I'm 
asking about the individuals as individuals. 


4 The citizens who were in the hotel -- did they 
talk to guerrillas who were in the hotel? 

Q Yes. 

i) 1 don't know Those individuals -- U.S. official 


employees -- will obviously be and are being debriefed by our 
Embassy and by the Pentagon 


Q Did I misunderstand you to say that at 4:00 p.m. 
an open line was established from the El Salvadoran Government 
to the FMLN, and they worked out a procedure to turn over some 
of the people who were being detained to the Red Cross? That's 
what I wrote down. Oid I get it wrong? 
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a What [ said, because [ have had so much in my own 
head today, is that shortly after 4:00 p.m. Eastern Standard 
Time yesterday the Government established contact with FMLN 
guerrillas via a direct line that had been established to one 
of the hotel rooms earlier in the day. The open line was first 
established by an Embassy officer who had been calling 
personnel residing in the hotel to determine their safety. 


So your question to me is: Did we allow the FMLN to 
use our open line? Right? 


Q Yes. That's part of it. 
A {TO STAFF) Where did Anne just go? 
STAFF: (Inaudible) 


Q What is an open line? Do you pick up the 
telephone and call the hotel? [ don't understand. 


a You leave it open, just like we had here 
yesterday. 

Q You just leave the phone off the hook? ° 

a Sure. And we had one yesterday established -- 
which I said yesterday - from our Embassy here to our 


Situation Room to the Task Force. So an open line is one where 
you leave it open. 


Q So you had an open line to the switchboard of the 
hotel, so whoever is on the switchboard can connect whoever 
wants to talk to anybody else in another room. 


A {TO STAFF] [ mean, did we do it into the room? 
I mean, once the hotel -- 


Q How did the FMLN get into the room? 


Q Your statement said that someone from the Embassy 
reached the FMLN -. by accident. 


And then turned the line over to the Government 
of £1 Salvador which then conducted negotiations with the 
FMLN. I thought that's what ( understood. 


Q Could you re-read this? 
Q [t's not very clear. 
a Okay 


[TO STAFF] Can someone please go find out where Anne 
is? 


STAFF: Yes. 
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a At shortly after 4:00 p.m. Eastern Standard Time 
yesterday afternoon, the Government established contact -- 


Gq Salvadoran? 
MS. HOGGARD: The E€1 Salvador Government. 


Aa El Salvador established contact with FMLN 
guerrillas via a direct line that had been established to one 
of the hotel rooms earlier in the day. fhe open line was first 
established by an Embassy officer who had been calling 
personnel residing in the hotel to determine their safety 


Q When he called, did he get an American on the 
line, or did he accidentally get a guerrilla on the line? 


a Bernie, do you know this level of detail? 
MR. ARONSON: What's the question? 
Q It's the 4:00 o'clock phone call. The Salvadoran 


Government established contact. Read your stateme: . again, 
because it -- 


MS. TUTWILER: See, I don't know if we know this level 
of detail. 


MR. ARONSON Actually, Ll just came to deliver a 
note. (Laughter) 


MS. TUTWILER: To me? Something new? 

MR. ARONSON: No. 

Q You've come at exactly the right time. 
MR. ARONSON: The right time. 


MS. TUTWILER: You're the man of the hour here. Can 
you help me with this direct line? 


MR. ARONSON: I don't work on £1 Salvador. I work on 


Q Panama 


MR. ARONSON £-- Caribbean countries What's the 
question? (Laughter) 


MS. TUTWILER The question is that shortly after 4.00 
p.m. yesterday afternoon, the Government established contact in 
El Salvador with FMLN querrillas via a direct line that had 
been established to one of the hotels earlier in the day. The 
open line was first established by an Embassy officer who had 
been calling personnel residing in the hotel 


The question is -- 
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Q Did he accidentally get a guerrilla on the line 
-- the U.S. Embassy -- 


MS. TUTWILER: In other words, did we turn our open 


line over so that the £1 Salvadoran Government and the FMLN 
could talk on the open line that we had originally established? 


MR. ARONSON: I[t was just a normal telephone line, and 
I think somehow an Administrative Officer had called in there 
and somehow contact had been made with the FMLN. So they kept 
the line open, and then when the Government wanted to negotiate 
or talk to the rebels, they knew this line was there and they 
used it. 

Q This was a line to the room? 

Q To the Embassy? 

MR. ARONSON: No. It was into the hotel. 

Q Was it from the Embassy? 

MR. ARONSON lL don't think it was from the Embassy. 


[t might have been from this person's home, but [ don't - 
remember. We could find out. 


MS. TUTWILER: Anne [Sigmund] says it's the home. 

MR. ARONSON: Yes { think it was his home. 

Q And he was just calling around, checking to make 
sure that American people were or were not in the rooms? Does 
that -- I mean, trying to do a count? 


MR. ARONSON: [ think he was probably trying to verify 
the whereabouts of -- 


Q And all of a sudden he goes, “Oops!” He gets a 
guerrilla on the line and says, “Hold on." 


MR. ARONSON He was ordering room service. 
Q "Don't hang up.“ (Laughter) 


MR. ARONSON The Commandante came on the line and 
said he had club sandwiches available that day. (Laughter) 


Q Bernie, the question is whether or not there was 
any discussion between the U.S. Government or representatives 
of it and the FMLN; whether we turned the line over to the FMLN 
so Ct 


MR. ARONSON In other words, were we negotiating with 
the FMLN about this issue? The answer is no 


Q There you go! 
MR. ARONSON: The answer is no. 
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MS. TUTWILER: Which is what we've been saying all 
morniag. 


MR. ARONSON: But it was a useful line to keep open in 
a hotel that was filled with people, and this individual was 
smart enough to keep the line open. I don't know what was 
going on at the other end; but if the question is, "Ah ha, was 
there some link; then we were negotiating all the time," the 
answer is no. 


Q But was it by accident? 
MR. ARONSON: I[ believe it was by accident. 


Q A follow-up question, Bernie, is: The U.S. had a 
policy of not negotiating with the FMLN -- 


MR. ARONSON: Correct. We still do. 


Q So then when this connection was established, the 
U.S., in accordance with its policy, said, “Uh-uh, we're not 
going to negotiate with the FMLN." The question is, did the 
United States say, "But in order to resolve this situation, we 
think it would be a good idea for someone else to negotiate 
with the FMLN because we have this policy of not doing so. So, 
here, take the phone, Government of £1 Salvador, why don't you 
guys do the negotiating?" 


MR. ARONSON: We didn't tell the Government of E1 
Salvador how to resolve this situation. They knew how to 
resolve it, and obviously from the results they did so very 
skillfully during a hostage-crisis situation, if you want to 
call it that. When innocent people are being held and there is 
an open line into the building where they're being held, it is 
a wise and prudent thing to keep the line open. 


When the Government of £1 Salvador made a decision 
that it wanted to make some kind of contact for its own 
reasons, they knew that this line was available, because we had 
told them it was available, and they made use of it. There is 
less here than meets the eye. 


Q Where did the querrillas go, Bernie? That was a 
question that Margaret was unable to answer. All of a sudden, 
poof, they vanished 

MS. TUTWILER: Oh, yes. Last night. 

MR. ARONSON: Where did they go? 


Q If this professional military that surrounded 
them is so professional, how can they let 150 guerrillas vanish’ 


MR. ARONSON: It's not clear that there 150 inside the 
building, and [ don't think there probably were. Some were 
around the perimeter. They got out at various times during the 
night. Some of them might have gotten out when they let a huge 
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swarm of journalists come in as well, and then they left. That 
might have been one of the reasons they let the journalists in. 


Q Journalists! 
MS. TUTWILER: It's y'all's fault. 


MR. ARONSON: And [ have no doubt that if, as they 
were leaving -- accompanied by civilians -- the Salvadoran army 
had opened up and killed civilians in the process, you would 
have said, “Ah, this proves that the Salvadoran Army has no 
professionalism because civilians got killed." [In a situation 
like this, to its credit the Salvadoran Armed Forces put the 
lives of the civilians first. 


They suffered some casualties, or at least, I think, 
wounded and maybe deaths, because when they were escorting 
Baenes Soares out, some of the forces they deployed to do that 
were hit by snipers at some point in that operation -- not 
close to Baenes Soares. So it seems to me they handled it 
pretty well, and they put their own lives on the line to save 
the lives of innocent people If that's a ground for 
criticism, [ suppose anything is. 


Q Was there an agreement to let the guerrillas in 
some fashion that you are aware of? 


MR. ARONSON I don't know that there was an agreement 
to let them go, but [ think -- my impression was -- that part 
of the negotiations at one point was a slight withdrawing of 
Salvadoran forces to allow the civilians to leave without any 
danger that anything could develop; and the terrorist probably 
took advantage of that opportunity and other opportunities to 
get out of there. 


Q What's your best estimate of how many guerrillas 
were actually in the hotel? 


MR. ARONSON: I don't know. We'll have to check on it 
and get back to you. 


MS. TUTWILER: We said we didn't know. 


Q Margaret, were there Americans inside the hotel 
-~- were Americans inside the hotel at any time in danger of -- 


MS. TUTWILER: Thanks, Bernie. 
Q Thank you. 
MR. ARONSON: Sorry [| dropped by. 


MS. TUTWILER: No. Great. It was terrific! 


Q Were there Americans inside the hotel -- were 
they at any time being escorted or accosted or being supervised 
by the FMLN forces? 
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A ['ll be able to answer those questions for you 

more fully after we've had an opportunity -- as I said earlier. 
we're gOing to debrief the government employees that were in 


the hotel. 


Q Another point of detail: You said that at 9:00 
a.m. this morning, 12 military people plus two U.S. people 
attached to the Embassy walked out of the hotel. Was that a 
total of 14 that had been barricaded or 12 that had been 
barricaded plus two people that had come in to escort them? 


MS. SIGMUND: Fourteen. Two people had gone in 
earlier to a part of the hotel not occupied by the FMLN in 
order to set up a communications link with the people who were 
barricaded. 


Q So they were not part of the barricade operation? 


MS. SIGMUND: No. 


Q The 12 plus two. So 12 were the barricaded folks 
in two different room, and the two were just other guys who 
happened to be walking out at that time. 

MS. TUTWILER: Who were there to set up the 
communication link. Right? 


MS. SIGMUND: In the hotel to set up the communication 
link. 


Q Margaret., you said the dependents aren't being 
withdrawn. Two questions: (1) How many dependents are there, 
and (2) is this a political statement? 


A Is it what? 


Q Is it a political statement? We withdraw the 
dependents from Panama and Colombia, but they're staying in San 
Salvador where there's fighting. 


A As in every situation, our Ambassador there on 
the ground makes his recommendations to the Secretary of State 
who then makes his recommendations to the President. At this 
time there are no plans to do that. Yesterday I gave you the 
numbers -- I didn't have it broken down -- of dependents and 
employees, and I said approximately 600. And yesterday I gave 
you the number of U.S. citizens in this country at 
approximately 6,000 to 6,500 


Q But they're not considered in danger? You're 
saying the Ambassador doesn't consider them in danger. 


a I told you the measures that the Ambassador has 
taken. [ told you that at this time there are no plans to 
withdraw our dependents and that it is always in every case the 
Ambassador's judgment and recommendations to the Secretary of 
State. Unless Bernie's going to tell me we've done something 
different. 
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« MR. ARONSON: No. Can [ make one point, in addition, 
since I had to answer questions? I'd like to make one generic 
point, which is: 


The FMLN failed totally in this offensive. They 


probably lost in terms of wounded or killed somewhere between 
15 and 20 percent of their forces -- maybe more. 


Q What does that mean? How many people were there 
wounded or killed? 


MR. ARONSON: I haven't seen the latest numbers, but 


MS. TUTWILER: The other day we gave you over 1,000. 


MR. ARONSON: But over a thousand is one estimate. 
They failed totally in their political objective, which is to 
get the Salvadoran people to rise up. And so now what they're 
going to do and what they are doing is simply trying to do 
something that's unexpected to get on television. They'll 
probably do some more things that are unexpected to get on 
television, and they will try to convey the view that because 
they do some things unexpected, using whatever tactics it 
takes, putting whatever innocent people at risk, they somehow 
are in a position of strength. 


They took a military shellacking. They've been 
exposed as politically isolated, and the fact that they like 
other groups can practice terror if they don't care who they 
harm and whom they put at risk is nothing new in the world. 
One of the unwritten stories about this whole week is how well 
the Salvadoran Government and military responded to this 
offensive which came in the middle of the night, probably 
involved 2,000 guerrillas. 


They had prepositioned ammunition and supplies for a 
year. They took advantage of the growing political space 
inside of El Salvador to set up safe houses and networks. They 
planned it well. They did all this well before there was any 
negotiations. The Salvadoran Government totally defeated this 
effort, and they handled yesterday's situation extremely well 
too. They are never given credit for what they do right, for 
reasons that [ don't understand; but the notion that what 
happened yesterday is some kind of victory for the FMLN is 
ridiculous. 


And they will do something else in the next few days, 
if they can. They will grab some embassy. They will grab some 
individual, if they can get away with it, and all it will mean 
is that in any society in which people are allowed to move, 
terrorists can strike. That's true in every country of the 
world, including our own. 


Q Is your estimation that they have lost all 
strength in the country, and that's why they have moved into 
the city? 
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MR. ARONSON: They haven't lost all stréaxgth in the 
count?y. They have certain pockets inside £1 Salvador that 
they've had for years -- Morazon and elsewhere -- where they 
have their little cadres, and they can regroup, and there is 
sort of difficult terrain. So I wouldn't say that. 

And I don't want to say that they are not a fighting 
force. They are. But they are weaker than they were before 
this offensive. They failed in meeting their objectives. They 
failed totally. 

Q Is this ON THE RECORD? 

MS. TUTWILER: Yes. (Laughter) 

Q Yes. 

Q There are cameras back there! 

MS. TUTWILER: That's correct. 


Q Did Salvadoran or American intelligence know 
about this if it's been planned for a year? 


* 


MR. ARONSON: They knew about some parts of it, which 
is one reason why it didn't succeed. 


Q Ah, interesting! 

Q Filing break, Margaret? 
A Yes. 

Q Thank you. 


Q Margaret, how long has this Special Forces unit 
been inside El Salvador? 


A What are you asking me? 


Q The Special Forces Unit that was barricaded in 
the Sheraton Hotel, how long had they been inside E] Salvador? 


aA I have that for you. They arrived in El Salvador 
about two weeks ago and were scheduled to leave the U.S. 
yesterday. 


Q Do you mean for the U.S. yesterday? 


That's what the Pentagon told me. 


Q What was their purpose there? 
“ 


What [I'd really rather you do, because this 
really is a Pentagon issue, is refer or have your colleagues 
ask these questions over at the Pentagon. 
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Q Well, the Pentagon said that they were there on a 
training mission for their own purposes, and you said earlier 
today that they were part of the U.S. force inside £1 Salvador 
to train Salvadoran troops, which is not the same. Which is it? 


A { believe that would fall under the category of 


training. I believe I referred to them as trainers and --- what 
was the other words I've used? -- evaluators. [I don't see what 
the difference is. 

Q The Pentagon said they were there for their own 
training purposes, not to train others. 

a I'm saying this mission was a training exercise. 

{ have from the Pentagon there were 12 -- this is 
Pentagon language -- there were 12 U.S. Army personnel on a 


routine training mission to El Salvador. They were waiting for 
transportation back to the U.S. when the hotel was attacked. 

As I just told you, the group arrived in £1 Salvador two weeks 
ago and was scheduled to leave yesterday. 


The Pentagon gave to me -- and [ talked to Pete this 
morning -- that this mission was a training exercise. So for 
further elaboration, [ really prefer the Pentagon to handle -- 


Q So they were not part of the U.S. force inside E1 
Salvador to train Salvadoran troops? 


Aa To my knowledge. But I am not a military 
expert. I'm certainly not an expert on all their different 
units, and the Pentagon is. I'd just refer you over to them. 


Q Do those military personnel coming in and out of 
El Salvador for training purposes routinely live at hotels such 
as the one they were in? 


A If I knew the answer to that, I wouldn't answer 
it here on the record for you. [ don't know the answer, but 
why in the world would we give out that kind of information in 
the kind of situation you've got down there? 


Q Was the decision made to send an American 
military force down there with the Deputies Group and the 
President, or were Secretary Baker and Secretary Cheney over 
there? Can you explain the process, what role the Deputies 
Group -- 


a I can't elaborate a lot on the process, except to 
say that I can remember at least three times that Secretary 
Baker was over at the White House yesterday. As many of you, 
I'm sure, know, the President made the decision to deploy these 
forces. The State Department then asked President Cristiani if 
we could have his government's permission to do so. President 
Cristiani gave his permission, and the forces were deployed. 

It is incorrect to say, as some have said, that President 
Cristiani requested these forces. He did not. 
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Q Margaret, since some people are filing, can I ask 
two things? What your third statement was, and also do you 
have anything on the PLO response on the Baker plan? 


Q Can we stay on this subject? 


Q Well, if you can just let us know, so we can 
file, because people are going out to file. 


a I don't know what you -- PLO response on what? 
What are you talking about? 


Q On the Baker plan. 


A We haven't heard anything. And what was your 
first question? 


Q Didn't you have a third announcement you were 
going to - 


a It's on the refugees, Hungarian and Polish 
refugees. 


Q Thank you. 
a Okay. We're still on this subject of £1 Salvador? 


Q Margaret, could you explain -- in these 
negotiations that took place between the Salvadoran Government 
and the FMLN, there was no quid pro quo here? You're saying 
that the querrillas that got out kind of walked out with 
journalists or walked out with the 17 people that they 
originally let out? Or were they told, “If you let them go, 
you can walk out." Was there a deal? 


a I don't have a better explanation for you than 
Assistant Secretary Aronson himself just gave you. [ just 
don't have a better explanation for you. 


Q Would you rule out a deal was made? 

A I can't say that there was or there wasn't. I 
don't know of my own knowledge. Bernie just tried to tell you 
-- and he is certainly the expert on this -- how he 


characterized it, and [ don't have a better answer or 
interpretation for you. 


And can you also tell me if the U.S. had an open 
line to these Special Forces people in the hotel? 


a {TO STAFF] Anne, do you know if we did? 


MS. SIGMUND: No. But [ think that the two U.S. 
military people in the part of the hotel not occupied by 
guerrillas were in radio contact with members barricaded in the 
room -- the 12 in the room -- at least at certain points during 
the course of the events. 
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” Q What was the last part? 


MS. TUTWILER: Anne believes -- and Anne is an expert 
from ARA -- that the two additional people, when we were 
answering John's question, were military people, right? 


MS. SIGMUND: U.S. Embassy personnel and military. 


MS. TUTWILER: U.S. Embassy personnel/military who 
were in the hotel had radio contact? 


MS. SIGMUND: A radio communications link with the 
people in the barricaded room. 


MS. TUTWILER: Radio or communication link with the 
people barricaded in the room is what she believes. 


Q Did those people ever open fire? Did the 
Americans ever so much as squeeze off a gun, or did they just 
warn the FMLN that they would? 


a We said that they warned the querrillas that they 
would use their weapons and they would only do so in their own 
self-defense. I don't have an answer for you yet, and maybe 
the Pentagon will after these 12 individuals get back and get 
debriefed. 


Q The 17 who were released or were permitted to 
leave the hotel, were they released as a result of a negotiated 
agreement between the Government and the FMLN? Is that your 
understanding of what took place? 


a As I started out earlier [to say], I'd rather 
refer questions on what the Government of E1 Salvador did to 
obtain the safe release of all of these people and direct those 
questions to the Government of £1 Salvador. 


Q But does that mean that the United States 
Government, when it handed over the open line to the Government 
of —€1 Salvador -- that the United States Government left the 
room and was unaware of what was being said or done over the 
open line that had been established by the United States 
Government? 


A I believe we just established that this open 
line, as Anne said and Bernie said, was in someone's home. 


Q Right. But the question still is, is the United 
States aware of the communications that occurred over that open 
line? 


a Ralph, even as you saw, Bernie does not know this 
level of detail. Our Ambassador in El Salvador, ambassador 
Walker, was supposed to be doing a press conference, which I'm 
sure your colleague is covering. I believe he was going to 
start at 12:15. Maybe he can fill in this in-depth level of 
detail that you'd like. 
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- Bernie's been very, very clear, and ['ve been very, 
very clear, that we were not negotiating with the FMLN 
throughout this process. Bernie himself tried to explain to 
you, with the help of Anne, what we know about this phone 
line. And maybe Ambassador Walker, who's there on the ground 
on the spot, can give you a more full and deeper explanation 
than we're able to do. 


Q I hear what you're saying, but it doesn't hurt to 
ask the questions in the event you have some answers for some 
of these things that you may have. 


A ['ve told you, [ think, everything we know ‘about 
the phone, or that I know I know. 


Well, Bernie said that the phone was established 
from an Admin Officer's home. At the beginning or at any time 
during the time that phone was in use, were other U.S. 
Government officials present in that room? 





A I know [ don't have that answer for you. We'll 
look into it or maybe Ambassdor Walker can answer it down in €] 
Salvador. ° 

Q I have a question on murdered Jesuit priests. 


Salvadoran businessmen have been quoted by various agencies as 
saying that the priests had to be punished for their work. 
Does the U.S. Government regard the active clergy in &1 
Salvador as part of the solution to £1] Salvador's problems or 
the problem itself? 


a I'm not exactly sure what you're asking me. 


Basically, is the clergy part of the problem in 
El Salvador -- their teaching and things like that? 


A We're certainly not going to characterize, and we 
haven't all week, the clergy as part of a problem. 


Q The Attorney General of El Salvador yesterday 
repeated his appeal that Rivera y Damas and the archbishop 
leave the country for their own safety. Do you have any 
comment on those new remarks by the Attorney General? 


A No. That's one fact concerning El Salvador that 
I haven't heard about. 


Q Okay. If I could just follow In view of the 
fact that the State Department has been stressing the terrorist 
elements of the FMLN during this whole offensive, does the 
United States still believe that the Government of E1 Salvador 
should carry out negotiations with the FMLN for a permanent 
cease-fire and peace agreement? 


a Has our policy changed’? 


Q Yes. 
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a 
Q Margaret? 
a Yes, Ralph? 


Q Does the United States intend to pursue 
prosecution of the alleged terrorists who conducted this attack 
against American citizens in the territory of £1 Salvador? 


A I haven't heard that subject addressed. [ don't 
know. 


Q For example, does the U.S. intend to request 
extradition of any individuals who may have been identified 
photographically or by other means? 


A [ have not heard any conversations along those 
lines, but this situation concerning Americans just resolved 
itself this morning, and [ just have to tell you that's what 
we've been focused on. 


Q Can I take you to the Middle East? - 
Q No. Can we go to the refugees? 

‘ Suits me. 

Q How about the third statement? 

A That's what I'm doing right now. 


The Administration has approved a change in U.S. 
refugee admission policy for interviewing Poles and Hungarians 
who are seeking refugee admission to the United States. We 
plan to implement this new policy today. 


There is a limit in the FY-90 budget or allocations of 
6,500 slots for refugees from Eastern Europe. In recent years, 
Poles and Hungarians have comprised the bulk of our refugee 
admissions from Eastern Europe. Indeed, there is presently a 
backlog of 20,000 Poles and Hungarians in Western Europe who 
are registered to be considered for refugee resettlement in the 
U.S., a majority of whom have also applied for asylum with host 
countries in Western Europe. 


Accordingly. unless we change our present policy and 
practices, we will be unable this year to process and admit 
other deserving applicants from such countries as Bulgaria and 
Romania. In the interests of insuring that our refugee 
resources are allocated to the most needy and in recognition of 
the democratic evolution in Hungary and Poland, the 
Administration has decided to change the refugee programs for 
those two countries. 
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We will implement this policy change as follows: 


7 


(1) As of November 22, 1989, no new applications for 
refugee status will be taken from Hungarians and Poles unless 
they are in immediate danger for political reasons. 


(2) The current suspension of adjudications of 
existing Hungarian and Polish applicants with no previous ties 
to the U.S. will be made permanent. These people will not be 
considered for refugee admission to the United States. This 
action will make it possible to adjudicate other Eastern 
European applicants more expeditiously. 


(3) All Hungarian and Polish refugee applicants with 
ties to the United States who were registered for INS 
interviews before November 22 will be adjudicated. Those who 
are found not eligible for refugee status will be offered entry 
to the United States under public interest parole. This policy 
allows for family reunification of applicants who left Poland 
and Hungary some time ago and have been awaiting adjudication. 


(4) Exceptions to this policy will be granted only on 
a limited case-by-case basis with the approval of Washington. 


(5) The results of this policy will be reviewed later 
in the Fiscal Year to make any adjustments that may be required 
by changing circumstances. 


I would remind -- regular U.S. immigration programs 
will, of course, continue to be available to all Eastern 
Europeans. 


Q You don't include East Germany in this? 

Q Copy of that statement, please? 

fr) Sure. And also we have a lot of backup for you 
that ['d just as soon, if it's okay with you all, to post it - 
all the breakout of figures and numbers, etc. 

Q You don't include East Germans in this change. 

A That's correct. Just Poland and Hungary. 

Q So the effect of this, if [{ understand you 
correctly, is that only people with ties to the United States 
from Poland and Hungary will be considered on an adjudicated 
basis? The rest of them you just sort of say, “Tough luck.” 

a [t's not tough luck People can still come in as 
immigrants. We also just mentioned, which you know is another 
system we use, is the parole system. 


Q Do you know the immigrant ceiling? Is there a 
ceiling for the immigrants? 
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« A My understanding is United States’ policy on 
immigrants is 20,000 immigrants per year per country. 


Q Do I understand this correctly, this applies 
retroactively to some people who have been waiting three years 
now to be processed, and some of them have already got approval 
but haven't been moved out of the camp? Do these regulations 
apply to these people? 


a What I'd rather do is take your question. I'll 
be honest with you, this is something that came at me this 
morning, and with everything else we've had to go on today, I 
don't have every detail of this. So [I'll be glad -- they've 
got reams of information for you, and I'll be glad to give it 
to you. 


Q Are these regulations kind of reflection of a new 
rationale for the situation in Eastern Europe, seeing that 


people should not apply for asylum now that the perestroika is 
all over? 


a Obviously, I think, I tried to clearly just state 
that this takes into account the changes going on in Poland and 
Hungary. 


Q Middle East? 


Q Isn't the effect of this, though, Margaret, to 
limit the number of people who are going to be accepted as 
refugees and to accept no more as refugees? 


a There is a limited FY-90 of 6,500 slots for 
refugees from Eastern Europe. I said there's a backlog of 
20,000. 


Q What you're trying tc ‘o is reallocate. 
n Right. 


Q There's new regulations now that apply to the 
Poles and Hungarians. Does that mean that applications will be 
accepted from Czechs, Bulgarians, Romanians, East Germans -- 


a I'm going to be really honest, okay? This 
morning we have dealt with an assassination in Lebanon. We 
have dealt with the release of 12 military people in pulling 
together the entire scenario of yesterday's event. I felt that 
it would be wise to make a statement, but ['m going to be 
honest. This is not something that I had a lot of time this 
morning to spend a lot of time on. I[ can produce a refugee 
expert, if you'd like, or we can post and see if all of the 
things they gave me that [ did not have time to study and 
learn, as I would have liked to, answers some of your questions 





Q Since it's an ongoing thing, the Middle East, can 
I ask a question on the Middle East? 
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a Sure. 
Q Could I -- have you got anything to add on 
Czechoslovakia -- the developing situation there? 


A Yes. For the fifth straight day, thousands of 
Czechoslovakians have gathered again in Prague in a 
manifestation of widespread desire for peaceful reform. The 
police have not interfered. Peaceful demonstrations are also 
taking place in other Czechoslovakian cities. 


Premier Adamec offered yesterday to admit 
non—Communists into the government. The Premier promised 
opposition leaders there will be no massacre; there will be no 
martial law. 


We understand the Czechoslovakian Communist Party 
leadership has called a special meeting for Friday, November 
24. We hope that this meeting will result in concrete 
decisions to move forward with the reforms demanded by the 
Czechoslovakian people. 


The U.S. Government is pleased that the Government of 
Czechoslovakia has begun to heed the voice of the 
Czechoslovakian people by expressing a willingness to enter 
into dialogue to bring about political and economic reform. We 
welcome the prospect for peaceful change and encourage all 
groups in Czechoslovakia to work toward democracy and civil 
rights. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the 
negotiations that broke off between the Nicaraguan Contras and 
the Nicaraguan Government yesterday here in Washington? 


a Yes. We understand that the Sandinistas broke 
off the discussions at about 5:15 p.m. The Resistance has 
expressed to the [nternational Commission of Support and 
Verification its willingness to continue to meet with the 
Sandinistas. 


The Resistance has stressed that its positions are 
flexible, and that it is willing to meet again at any time or 
location. We hope both sides agree to resume negotiations. It 
will not be easy to bridge the difference between the parties, 
but our impression is that some small progress was made, and we 
hope that the talks will continue 


Q The Nicaraguan Government is saying that they 
want to gather all the Central American Presidents again. Does 
the United States think that - 

” To do what? 


Q To get all the Central American Presidents again 
before setting up a new date for negotiations 
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e To get all the Central American what? 
Presidents. 
Presidents. 


Presidents. Sorry. 


oD >» © © ® 


Summit. 


G Gotcha. 1 haven't heard that. I don't have a 
comment on that. 


Q Maybe not a summit; just a meeting. 
o Informal (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any guidance with respect to the 
substantive nature of the differences that you made mention -- 


ry No. We haven't all week, and we don't today. 


Q Margaret, have you got the Egyptian reply for the 
five points? 


a No, we don't. 


Q And you still don't have any timetable? You 
don't show any pressure on the Egyptians for this delay of the 
real reply? 


a We've never had a timeframe As we did not of 
the Israelis, we do not with the Egyptians. 


Q Evans and Novak column this morning talks about 
Arafat's message to President Bush, and he explains the reason 
-- or the rationale that the U.S. Government will not make it 
public, and why the President wouldn't respond to it. 


Can the United States Government explain why? 


a As Mr Fitzwater said yesterday at the White 
House, the President would not be responding to this message. 
It was a verbal message that was transmitted through our 
established channel -. Ambassador Pelletreau -- and the only 
thing that I have for you is that we've received the message, 
and that we have read it 


Q and you are not making it public? 

“ No. We will not 

Q Okay On this point, have you received through 
Egypt the seven points clarification -- this has been an 


ongoing question -- clarification by the PLO after their 
meeting in Tunis to the five points of Mr. Baker? 
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5g No. 
Q Do you have any characterization of the letter —- 
of Arafat's letter? 
a No, we don't. 
Q Are you asking the Palestinians not to publish? 


A Not to do what? 


Q Not to publish the contents of the message to 
President Bush? 


A No. 
Q They are free to do? 
A It's their letter. 


Q Do you have an application from Arafat for a visa 
at this point? 


a No. 
Do you have anything more on Lebanon that we 
didn't ask for, like who's the authority now you're going to 
deal with in Lebanon? Who's the official authority now -- 


A I went through and listed who the government 
officials are. I think I've fairly answered the question. 


Q Thank you. 


A Thanks. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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ON THE BASIS OF THE REPORTS WE HAVE SEEN, AND THE 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY SALIM AL HUSS, WE BELIEVE THAT PRESIDENT 
MOUAWAD HAS BEEN ASSA§SSINATED. 

& 


WE CONDEMN IN THE STRONGEST TERMS THIS DESPICABLE ACT OF 


ad -_-— 8 


TERRORISM AGAINST A MAN OF PEACE. 
WE DO NOT KNOW WHO THE PERPETRATORS ARE. 


WE APPEAL FOR CALM IN LEBANON AND EXTEND OUR DEEPEST 
SYMPATHIES TO THE FAMILY OF PRESIDENT MOUAWAD AND ALL THE 


PEOPLE OF LEBANON. 





43/9 


Posted: “vember 22, 1999 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 22, 1989 
LEBANON 
Q: Why is the U.S. opposed to the partition of Lebanon? 
A: --THE PERMANENT PARTITION OF LEBANON WOULD BE 
A SOURCE OF INSTABILITY TO THE ENTIRE REGION. 


--AS A SOVEREIGN, INDEPENDENT NATION, LEBANON 
DESERVES TO HAVE ITS INDEPENDENCE AND 
INTEGRITY REPECTED. THIS IS CERTAINLY THE DESIRE 
OF THE LEBANESE THEMSELVES. 


--U.S. POLICY HAS BEEN CONSISTENT ON THIS POINT. 














PRESS STATEMENT 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 1989 


LEBANON: ELECTION OF NEW PRESIDENT 


--THE UNITED STATES WELCOMES THE ELECTION 
TODAY OF ELIAS HRAOUI AS THE NEW PRESIDENT OF 
LEBANON. 


--WE EXTEND TO PRESIDENT HRAOUI OUR SINCERE 
CONGRATULATIONS AND BEST WISHES. 


--WE APPLAUD THE COURAGE OF THE LEBANESE 
PARLIAMENTARIANS, WHOSE STRONG RESOLVE HAS 
SEEN THEM THROUGH THE TRAGIC EVENTS OF LAST 
WEDNESDAY. 


--WE HOPE THAT THIS SWIFT ACTION BY LEBANON'S 
PARLIAMENT ENSURES THAT THE DEATH OF 
PRESIDENT MOUAWAD WILL ONLY MAKE THE 
COUNTRY’S GOVERNMENT MORE DETERMINED TO 
CARRY OUT A PROGRAM OF REFORM LEADING TO 
NATIONAL RECONCILIATION. 


--LEBANON HAS SEEN ENOUGH OF ASSASSINATION AND 
VIOLENCE. WE CALL ONCE AGAIN ON ALL LEBANESE, 
INCLUDING THE ARMED FORCES, TO UNITE BEHIND 

PRESIDENT HRAOUI TO WORK FOR RECONCILIATION, 
NOT DIVISION; FOR REUNIFICATION, NOT PARTITION; 
FOR A BETTER FUTURE, NOT A CONTINUATION OF THE 
BITTER PAST. 
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CHIEF OF STAFF GOVERNOR JOHN SUNUNU 
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“ Memphis, Tennessee 


“12:02 P.M. CST 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: 1°11 try and be as quick as I can just 
to give you just a couple of things relative to the closing -- the 
adjournment of Congress ané what was and was not done. 


There are two ways to measure the pee that the 
adainistration has in teres of what is eccomplished in a 
congressional session. One is to look at what vas , and when 
those things that are passed correspond to the ,» that is good 
ané then to look at what was not passed. And when we prevent changes 
that we didn't want, that is also good. And on both respects, we 
feel very good about what happened these past few weeks on Congress. 


nee | the reconciliation bill, which is a combination 
age of reconciliation and partial sequester accounting, is a very 
rtent achievement, we feel. The $17.8 billion worth of 
itional deficit reduction that was contained therein brings the 
budget agreement and the results of that budget agreement, namely the 
t and the reconciliation, within the targets that are necessary 
to definitely keep us within the Grame-Rudman guidelines. 


The initial estimate is that this will bring the deficit 
down close to $100 billion, significantly lower than the $150 
billion, $160 billion of the past year. And we feel that is a major 
accomplishment. We eciate the cooperation of both Republicans 
ané Democrats on the and Senate side in doing that. 





Part of the important achievement that we think came into 
that packege is the demonstration that sequester is manageable, that 
is is an important t of the budgeting process and that it can 
be used on @ constructive way to achieve the kind of spending 
reductions that are necessary to fulfull the commiteents and the 
obligations as required under the existing budget lew. 


There are other things that were passed in the last few 
Gays of the session that were important. Certainly the repeal of 
catastrophic is something that received virtually unanisous support 
end will sllow a restructuring in the future of that critical eres 
in @ wey thet is not as flaves es it became clear that the previous 
legislation was. The repeal of section eight and nine is an 
accomplishment thet we ere also very happy to place in Congress. 


There were some things that were prevented from passing 
thet we t were importent. We felt thet some of the issues 
associated with excessive micromanagement were dealt with 
appropriately, particularly the clarifying language and the refined 
language in the legislation and the clarifying language on the floor 
of the Senate and the House relative to the issues associated with 
Gealing with foreign governments in obtaining assistance in an 
appropriate nature from those foreign governments in dealing with the 
foreign policy agenda of this country. 
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One more item that I feel was important was the fact that 
we were able, at the last minute yesterday, to break loose from the 
process of the siz judges -- six of the judges that we feel are 
appropriate additions to the bence. 


On legislation that's on the President's desk is the 


Q 
Chinese students’ bill. Can you tell us what he intends to do with 
it and why? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNWU: It's being evaluated right now. There 
ere some provisions in there that are good -- appear to be from 
the point of view of those that are reviewing it and a couple that 
give some concern. Ané until that evaluation is completed, I don't 
want to give you any answer to that. 


Q Can you at least tell me what the concerns are 
because the word is going around Washington he may veto it -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, there are two pieces to it -- one 
which deals with the two-year requirement that we that Chinese 
students go beck to their -- to China after studying here, and the 
second provision was one which dealt with giving oe 
consideration to Chinese students who may be afraid of forced 
sterilisation or forced abortion if they go back. 


And those are to be given consideration for determing 
whether they can stay. 


The concern is that there may be provisions on the first 
one that may ectually prevent Chinese students from being allowed to 
come here. And we're trying to evaluate the tofthe °. 
legislation in terms of access to this country sone of the/ 
students in China. And there are nuances of that that we think in 
fairness to them may have an unintended negative con that we 
ought to be concerned with. And that's the kind of thing that people 
are trying to evaluate. 


Q Governor, the White Bouse has winked at the 
possibility of -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Has what? 


Q Winked at the sibility of making some recess 
appointments now that Congress is out. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, we didn't wink. There may be -- 


Q Well, are you going to do it? You said Mitchell 
seems to feel that if you do, you're headed for the start of an 
upsetting new session of Congress next year. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, there may be -- the President is 

evaluating a couple of the appointments. A couple of the 

intments be made on @ recess basis. We are very concerned 

t a number o intments that should have moved through rather 
easily have been held up in the Senate. There ere a number of 
eppointments that deal with some of the positions that we think ought 
to be filled. And we will be evaluating a11 of thet. Frankly, ve 
are completing the scorecard on what went through ané didn't go 
through in the wee hours of last night. And we'll be happy to talk 
about it with some specificity after we've had a chance to -- 


Q But you said there were a few that you were upset 
about. Who are the names? Who are they? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We'll tell you that in a few days as we 
go through. I don’t want to anticipate something because there sight 
be an rrassing situation. We may find out they actually were 
pessed last night. (Leughter.) 
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Bonestly, so such in the one, two, three o‘clock 
posses sagt night that we're trying to make sure that we've got it 
a sted. 





Q Is there anything on the list of what passed that 
might produce the test case you're looking for on the line iten? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: On the line item? It doesn't appear 
so. 


Q You didn't mention chilé care. 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We got so much of what we wanted 
exactly the way we wanted it that they denied us the opportunity to 


Q You didn‘t mention child care -- 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Hse said he was -- 


Q Is the child care process now one you can just pick 
up next year where it was left off or does there need to be some 
major restructuring? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, we want to sit down with some of 
the major players in it. Certainly, for example, on the Senate side, 
Senator Batch has a very strong interest in it. On the House side, 
Democret Congressman Downey has a strong interest in it. And we're 

to try end.teke sedvan of the two-month period of time 
talk to them and others see if we can't come up with something 
thet is mutually acceptable and that will allow the President's 
initiatives in chilé care to move forward. 


Q Governorn, on the -- 
GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Did somebody not ask s question? 


Q On the budget issue, wheat is the President's view 
about the pr te for « large defense dividend as « result of 
what's im the Eastern bloc? Does he think in the budget 
he'll submit in January he can propose these kinds of -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We're reviewing that. We had a meeting 
today before we left. As know, we've been having meetings. 
There'll be continued seet —_ next week on making decisions, not 
just on the defense budget, but on « rtment-by-department besis. 
Ané until there's a chance to look at the overall, then you don't -~- 
~— got => through the loop once individually, then you kae 

t overall, gp Gay BK BAYA te ind of 
adjusting. We feel t there is an opportunity in the next budget 
to make a budget presentation that is consistent with the 
requirements of Gremea-Ruédman egein without any of the burdens of 
ae te being edded. Ané that is certainly an important part of the 
analysis. 


The Defense budget is being reviewed. Certainly as the 

Graft of the President comes beck from his meeting in Malte, he'll 
heave @ better sense es to the general condition of the world and the 
climate that's out there in terms of perticuler discussions he sight 
have with Mir. Gorbachev. MSothing in teres of what we will do or what 
they will do, but # better overall sense in teres of the relationship 
and I'm sure he will include whatever information he gets from thet 
in the analysis end final decision he sakes on the t thet he'll 

esent in January. Sut right now the numbers are going up and going 

, rtment Gepaertment, as we do individual reviews. I 

cannot give an idea of where the number will end up eny sore than 
hes elready made public. 


Q I gy you that, bet could you just tell se sbout 
his philosophical view. Does he think the changes in Eastern Europe 
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made them -- Soviet Union -- may provide some relief tension on the 
budget overall and there can be reductions in defense spending? 


GOVERNOR SUNUWU: He intends to take full sdvantage of 
any change -- constructive change -- in the world situation to 
reflect that, ss — as it can be done while maintaining 
ftull-preparedéness our full obligation on the defense side. And 
that's I said that an important component to him drawing a 
conclusion like that would be the general sense he gets from the 
meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev. That's part of what he 
will come back with. 


Q I don't understand why -- 


GOVERROR SUNUNU: By the way, when we cut it off -- we 
cut it off short -- is just to let you get to where you're going as 
well es me to get to where I's going. 


Q I don’t understand the seemingly positive attitude 
you're putting on this. When you look at such things as child care, 
the crime » Clean air -- number of goes nitiatives, why 
is this not a terrible record, for your first year and -- 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Well, the fact is is the initiatives 
are moving rather well through Congress and we have, for example, on 
the Senate side ané clean air, a very good egreement on what is 
i meee the President's presentation on acid rain. The other 
pieces of the packsege ere moving well through the committees in 
Congress. One has to be realistic in teres of the time frame of 
getting legislation like that through Congress. Congress has been 
trying for almost a decade to deal with the clean air reauthorization 
— + So we're vy py with the level of progress we've made 

the py yA t we've established with Republicans and 
Democrats in both Bouse and Senate. 


On the crime package, I think it's pretty clear that they 
woulé like to get a package through with the same flavor that the 
President presented. We think that's going to present an rtunity 
next year us to move these things forward. But in dealing with 
the financial side of the issue, in dealing with the somentum on 
those initiatives, and in dealing with some of the critical issues 
like catastrophic in ‘69, we think it was a fine, fine session. 


Q Governor, whet can you tell us about how many men we 
sent to Salvador and 414 we -- by the time we liberated the hotel, 
was there anybody to liberate? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: I don't have the numbers and the 
Getails we have are broad details. We heave been informed that the 
number of -- (inaudible) -- still in the hotel and it is 
rere 8 to 12. I don't heve an exact number of that. The 
important thing is is thet ections taken by the Salvorden silitery 
themselves established a secure eres before we bed to call on our 
special forces. 


MS. GLEN: We're going to have to move this behind 
beceuse the President has just taken the podium and we need to pipe 
it in. == Governor is five minutes and you want to just come in to 
the Press Secretary's office. 


(Addenéun) 

GOVERBOR SUNUMU: -- (inaudible) -- having detailed 
report and ety to emphasise thet I'm giving it to you -- I have 
not been invol in seeing any of those detailed reports, so I's 
giving it to you at least second hand. 

Q Kiné of walk and talk with us here. 

GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Because I've got @ treneportetion 
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Q I wonder -- decision -- 
Q Were they Delta forces, Governor? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: -- efforts in the hotel were Salvadoran 
forces. I mean there are forces -- our forces were available there, 


but did not go in to the facilities. That's the latest information 
we have. 


Q Where exactly were they available -- in the 
outskirts or what? 


GOVERBOR SUNUNU: Well, went into the erea yesterday 
ané I do not know the geography that well to tell you where they 
stayed and where mo | endeé up at what time. I'm sure that will all 
come forward and we'll get it to you -- rather than give it to you 
wrong. 


Q Will the President expand his speech tonight to 
include the events in El Salvador, Lebanon? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: There may be s comment on it or two, 
but I don't think it’s going to focus on that. It's really sort of a 
longer renge review on the year. 


Q So just to understand, Bush when he said that U.S. 
forces liberated the hotel, that was in error? 


GOVERNOR SUNWUNU: Well, they were there with tie 
Salvedoren forces end were part of it and I think he indicated thet 
he -- you know, part of a two-country effort and -- 


Q Will you take a Lebanon question? What happened 
there with -- just gone back? 


GOVERNOR SUNUNU: We don't know. We have to check thet 
out. We just got -- just before we boarded on the plane -- we got 
the information about the car-bombing and we've our folks back 
there and I haven't talked to them. I's sure and State have been 
talking about it, but I don't have any information. 


Q Are our Special Forces people going to stay down 
there? 


GOVERNOR SUWUNMU: I don't think they'll be there for an 
extended period, but they're still there. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:20 P.M. CST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #205 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1989, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one brief housekeeping matter 
and one statement: 


The housekeeping matter is that Secretary Baker will 
have a press briefing on the President's trip to Malta at the 
White House Press Briefing Room on Wednesday, November 29, at 
12:00 noon. There will not be a State Department briefing on 
that day. 


My statement concerns El Salvador. On November 25, a 
small aircraft carrying deadly surface-to-air missiles to the 
FMLN crashed in El Salvador. Physical evidence on the 
aircraft, including a decoded flight plan and Nicaraguan 
markings on equipment, makes it clear that the plane originated 
in Nicaragua. 


The FMLN's war on the democratically-—elected 
Government of £1 Salvador has escalated dramatically in recent 
months. The Governments of Nicaragua and Cuba have made this 
possible by organizing a massive rearming of the FMLN with more 
sophisticated Soviet-bloc weaponry, now including SA-7 missiles. 


The Sandinistas’ action is a reckless, dangerous and 
inexcusable escalation of the conflict in El Salvador that will 
undoubtedly result in even more bloodshed in this long and 
violent war. 


The war in £1 Salvador continues to be run out of 
Managua, and resupply to the FMLN is carried out by the 
Sandinistas with the support of Cuba. By their actions, the 
Sandinistas have flagrantly violated the commitments they 
undertook in the Esquipulas and Tela peace accords. 


In recent months, the Sandinistas have (1) suspended a 
cease-fire within Nicaragua, (2) massed large numbers of troops 
along its borders with Honduras, and (3) introduced a new 
generation of weapons into the conflict in El Salvador. 


The Government of Nicaragua clearly wants to focus 
attention in Central America on military conflict rather than 
its electoral process. The Sandinistas are afraid of the signs 
of a fledgling democracy in their own country and in the region 
and are making every effort to derail it. The Sandinistas, 
with the Cubans and the FMLN, see the events in Eastern Europe 
and the Soviet Union and realize that their brand of Communism 
is bankrupt and obsolete. They are trying futilely to stem the 
tide of democracy that threatens their region. 
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The United States is committed to supporting the 
democratically elected Government of £1 Salvador in its 
struggle against the Sandinista-supported FMLN. 


Q Margaret, a question, if I might. You spoke of 
Cuban support, and you didn't spell it out. You made no 
mention of Soviet support. Is it the State Department's view 
that this operation has Soviet support, too? And, if it is, 
can you tell us to what extent? Are they just cheering, or are 
they providing some of the weapons, or what? 


“ You're very familiar with what Secretary Baker 
said in Wyoming that Shevardnadze had said to him and what he 
accepted. You should also know, if you don't already, that on 
Saturday night -- this Saturday night; I believe it was around 
7:00 p.m. -- Robert Kimmitt was the Acting Secretary; and he 
and Assistant Secretary Aronson met with the Soviet Charge, 
because the Soviet Ambassador was out of town, and protested 
this incident with these missiles in El Salvador. And so it 
has been raised as of Saturday night. 


Q I want to be careful. "“Protested what is going 
on," but did the protest go to any U.S. allegation that the 
Soviets are a participant in this event? In other words, it's 
not clear. 


A Right. I'm not playing word games with you. 


I know you want the Soviets to restrain the 
Sandinistas, but there's nothing in your statement critical of 
the Soviet Union. I wondered if the State Department is 
critical at all of the Soviet Union in this -- 


i The White House is -- if they haven't already 
done it this morning --— putting out a statement that does 
address itself to this, highlights of which are: The President 
intends to make the Central American situation a prime area of 
discussion in Malta. The statement refers to the dangerous 
escalation of conflict, contrary to Soviet assurances. It 
refers to an example of “old thinking,” and that the President 
will press the Soviets to take action to ensure their allies 
cease this outrageous behavior. 


Q That was my second question. Thank you. 


Q Margaret, a follow-up on that. This issue has 
been raised a number of times, and U.S. officials following 
Secretary Baker in Wyoming have repeatedly said that they 
accept the Soviet word that they're no longer supplying arms 
But my question is, have you seen any evidence that the Soviets 
have urged Managua to exercise some restraint? Has there been 
any sort of positive move in that regard? 


a That is something that, unfortunately, we have 
not to date yet commented on on the record. [I'm not at liberty 
to do so today. I can assure you that, as the White House wi)! 
say today either in a written statement or Marlin's going to do 
it, this definitely will be on the agenda in Malta. Baker has 
said that previously prior to Malta. 
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Baker will also, while we're in Malta, be meeting with 
Shevardnadze. I am positive this will come up again, as it has 
come up every time. But can I give you a concrete example or 
be more forthcoming on what we believe they may or may not have 
done? I cannot today. 


Q Margaret, to turn that around, does the level of 
the sophistication of the weapons which were found in these 
airplane incidents suggest that there is anything in there that 
would not normally be in the hands of the Cubans or the 
Nicaraguans, suggesting that it would come directly from 
Eastern Europe? 


5 I don't know, Jim. I don't know how to answer 
your question. I have a list of everything that we believe is 
in there. We know that we believe that these are very 
dangerous weapons; that it is a very, very serious situation 
that has developed here; and the President and the Secretary of 
State are going to raise this with Mr. Gorbachev and Mr. 
Shevardnadze. I told you on Saturday night at 7:00 o'clock Mr. 
Kimmitt, as the Acting Secretary, brought in the Soviet Charge 
because the Ambassador was out of town. So it's something that 
we obviously feel they definitely have influence over, yes. 


Q Could you make available to us that list of 
weapons? 


7) Sure. 


Q Margaret, could you tell us anything more 
specific about what was in the protest to the Soviet Charge? 
What, for example, did we say to him? What did we sort of 
charge them with having done? 


iy It was a very verbal protest. He made perfectly 
clear the United States' position. He reiterated the 
President's strong views on this. He reiterated Secretary 
Baker's. As I've characterized it here, as the White House 
statement will say, this is certainly “old thinking.” It was a 
quite lengthy statement of protest that Mr. Kimmitt made. 


Q Margaret, you just made a very strong opening 
statement about what the Nicaraguans have done, what the Cubans 
have done, the fact that this has violated peace accords. What 
are we going to do about it? Are we just sort of making a 
statement, pointing this out, or is that presaging some 
initiative on our part? 


“ Something new in what we're going to do today?’ 


Q Yeah. Are we going to do something vis-a-vis 
Nicaragua, vis-a-vis Cuba, in relationship with the Soviet 
Union, or are we just making # statement saying we're angry and 
upset? 


a I think that, as I've said, the President is 
going to be meeting with President Gorbachev in three days | - 
72 hours. He is going to raise that there, as Marlin has said 
again today, in the strongest terms 
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Why 


As far as a specific that I could give you that we 
have done today -- something specific -- I don't have a 
specific for you other than our strong statement. Our policy 
has not changed. We strongly support the Cristiani Government, 
calling these -- and it got enough attention on its own, to be 
honest, through the media -- dangerous new weapons that have 
been introduced into this area. But some specific action that 
we are going to take? I don't have a specific action to tell 
you at this moment in time. 


Q Margaret, I hope you don't dismiss this as 
hypothetical. In any event, we could ask Mr. Baker on 
Wednesday. 


‘ That's right. 


Q But The Wall Street Journal, for instance, in a 
very smart piece today, sort of anticipating the statement you 
just made, remincs us again that there's always the possibility 
that the Soviets are as exercised about U.S. weapons shipments 
to rebels in Afghanistan, and at the summit, perhaps, there may 
be some attempt to work out an accommodation. Roughly 
speaking, “You cut out what you're doing, and, you know, we'll 
cut out what we're doing.” Can you tell us at this point if 
there's any inclination on the U.S. side to some sort of a deal? 





‘ Linkage? 
Q Linkage even? 


n Secretary Baker has not changed his position on 
that, and he represents the President's views. The two are not 
related. 


Q Margaret, if I could go back to the verbal 
protest on Saturday night. 


“ Yes. 


Q Did we in the course of that protest accuse or 
remonstrate with the Soviets for specific shipments from 
themselves or -- 


a It's more, John, than what -- 
Q May I finish? 
iy Yes. 


Q ~- from themselves or through their East-bloc 
satellites, or did we take them to task for failing to reign in 
Cuba and Nicaragua? 


a As you know, as in all these types of situations, 
I cannot give you a blow-by-blow readout of this meeting. And 
to bring in a Soviet Charge in the Ambassador's absence who was 
unfortunately out of town on a Saturday night at 7:00 p.m 
should say something to you about how seriously we viewed this 
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I characterized it as a protest. The actual specifics 
of the conversation, I've generalized as much as I can 
generalize for you. It is something that I can't get into 
every little specific, but it was raised. It was on the 
instruction of Secretary Baker who was in Houston. He has been 
in contact with the President this weekend. The Administration 
is very concerned about this. It has created a very dangerous 
Situation, as I've characterized it a number of times today. 


Yes, John? 


Q It's not that specific to indicate whether or not 
the U.S. in this protest accused the Soviets of knowingly and 
willfully participating in this process, or if you simply 
informed them that whatever it is that's happening -- and we 
don't exactly know why -- we don't like it. I mean, was the 
protest directed squarely at the Soviets for their 
participation, alleged or otherwise? 


A The protest is: You obviously have influence 
with these people; use it. 


Q But you're not protesting, again, Soviet action? 
Or are you protesting Soviet inaction since Wyoming? 


A We are protesting: “You have influence with 
these people," which goes without saying, “a lot more than we 
do," to “We've raised this and raised this and raised this. 
Now these surface-to-air missiles appear on an airplane. What 
is going on here? What are you doing with these people?" 


Q I think the other part of your statement suggests 
a slight contradiction when it raises the possibility that the 
FMLN and the Sandinistas are acting independently of this, 
either in protest to or in some reaction to developments in 
Eastern Europe, of reform which will in their train, one 
supposes, improve overall U.S.-Soviet relations -— that they 
will be left out in the cold. 


Now, if that's the case, then these people would be 
acting, one supposes, against Soviet wishes. Isn't that a 
possibility? And I think it's significant that you did not 
include the Soviet Union in your opening statement, but you did 
specify the involvement of Cuba and the FMLN. Isn't there a 
contradiction in some of this? 


A I don't think so. 
Q Do you have any information on the young woman 


who was arrested there? Any update on that? Have we concluded 
that she was indeed involved in storing arms for the FMLN? 


“4 I dun't have that conclusion for you. I have, 
which you probably already know, that she will be charged with 
illegal possession of explosives and weapons. You know that 
the National Police were at her home at 10:30 p.m. They found 
explosives, mortars, bullets and other material buried in the 
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back yard. She asked a friend of hers to please call the 
Embassy. A Consular Officer was sent immediately over there. 
The Consular Officer went with her to Headquarters or jail or 
wherever it was -- 


Q It was reported that -- 


A Wait a minute. -- and remained there with her 
throughout the night. She has not claimed any mistreatment by 
the Salvadorans, and I don't have an opinion for you of “is she 
guilty, is she innocent?" 


We reported that a Consular Officer was invited 
by the Salvadoran Police to actually attend the arrest. Is 
that not correct? 


i That's not correct. What is correct is she asked 
a friend to please go call the Embassy and immediately -- 


Q After the police arrived, you mean? 


a Correct, because I asked this question this 
morning. I wanted to be straight myself. And after her friend 
called the Embassy, the Embassy immediately sent out this 
Consular Officer who was there with her, went with her to jail, 
and remained with her through the night. 


She has asked us to please contact members of her 
family after the arrest, which we did; and our Embassy will 
cortinue to ensure that she is given every benefit due her 
under Salvadoran law. 


Q Are we protesting the arrest, or anything of that 


nature - 

A No. 

Q -- or we just have to assume that -- 

a We've been monitoring the case closely. 

Q Margaret, were any messages sent to the Cuban or 
Nicaraguan Governments, a protest along the lines of what was 
said -- 

a I know what you're asking me. There are a number 


of messages that are being sent. I don't know specifically to 
those two countries. I know specifically others ones which I 
can't list, but I don't know those two specific ones. 


Q Well, what about £1 Salvador? Did you have 
something to say about the break, and do you have something to 
say about a Central American summit meeting? Does the U.S. 
have a position? 


a Okay. Which one do you want? Breaking off 
relations? 
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Q Well, it's sort of related, because they say any 
place but Managua. Certainly not Managua, they say. 


A That's what they say, and we want to be clear. 
Several people characterized this today as “breaking off" 
relations. 


Q No. Suspended. I'm sorry. They didn't break. 


A They suspended relations. Our opinion of this, 
Barry, is that by providing SA-7 surface-to-air missiles to the 
FMLN, the Sandinistas have dangerously escalated the Salvadoran 
conflict. They have flagrantly violated their commitments 
under the Esquipulas regional accords to cease their support 
for Salvadoran insurgents. 


Daniel Ortega is subverting his neighbor, a 
democratically elected government. Why give legitimacy to a 
neighbor who is sending missiles into your country? In this 
context the Salvadoran action is understandable. 


Q A Central American summit. Do you have a 
position at this point? 


A On neither going to the summit -- you mean the 
December 5 meeting? 


Q Well, El Salvador has a position. You can either 
come in on theirs or have one of your own, whatever. 


a We fully support the Central American peace 
process, as you know. At the same time, the peace process can 
only go forward if all sides take it seriously. Shipping these 
weapons into £1 Salvador brings into question in our minds 
who's taking what seriously, and we understand President 
Cristiani's outrage. He has indicated that he would be willing 
to attend a summit if it were held, as you say, outside of 
Nicaragua. 


Q and do you think that's a good idea? 
a We think it's a good idea if people are serious. 


Q Margaret, you say that President Bush is going to 
discuss this problem with President Gorbachev and 
Shevardnadze. Do you mean that the subject was not to be 
raised were it not for the crash of the airplane? 


a No. I said all last week -- and you'll remember, 
because you were here -- that this was definitely a subject 
that would be raised at Malta. I am saying today, as the White 


House said -- which [I did not say last week -- this would be a 
prime area. 


Q Margaret, just for the record, the Nicaraguan 
Government has denied that they in fact were involved with the 
shipment. What you're flatly saying is that they're lying? 
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a Yes. Let me give you some interesting little 
tidbits. The crashed aircraft was a Cessna 310. Several 
pieces of equipment on the aircraft, including engine parts, 
were marked “546." 546 is the Sandinista Air Force designator 
for a Cessna 310. Certain items on the craft, including the 
radio, were marked with a "YN" number. “YN" is the 
international aviation designator for Nicaragua. 


The aircraft contained a list with a series of 
code-named locations, headings and flight distances. This list 
was used to navigate to the aircraft's drop points. Analysis 
and reconstruction of the flight plan indicates that the flight 
originated in Montelimar, Nicaragua. 


The aircraft contained a blank maintenance bill from 
Sandino Airport in Managua. The aircraft was sanitized. The 
registration number had been sanded off, and none of the four 
crew members carried identification. 


Q Do you have anything on a second aircraft that 
was reported at the same time? 


a We are aware of the second aircraft, but I don't 
have any details on that for you. 


Q Did it carry arms --— the one that was set ablaze? 


a I don't have that detail for you -- the one that 
was set on fire. 


Q Do you have any explanation as to why the 
Salvadoran Government took hold of several cameramen -- 
photographers? 


-) The journalists? 

Q Yes. 

a I don't know why they did, but I know that they 
were released, it's our understanding, right away; in fact, 


they were released faster than our Consular Officer could get 
there. 


Q Could you, on another subject, if we're ready for 
one -- can you untangle this -- 
Q Just a couple more on £1 Salvador. Did you have 


anything on the legislative package that was passed by the 
Assembly in £1 Salvador on Friday? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Americas Watch report 
that came out on violations of war by both sides? 


A We have not yet seen the report. We will read 
the report when it gets here, and we would ove willing to give 
you a comment once we read it. It's not here. 
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Q What's the view of the pace of the investigation 
into the killings of the Jesuit priests and of the reports that 
military people have not been questioned so far? Would State 
find that to be significant? 


A Our understanding, or update on that, is the SIU, 
which as you know is the Special Investigative Unit, is 
continuing its technical inquiry into the killings. We do not 
know when the report will be complete. We are in daily contact 
with the Salvadorans on this issue. 


I want to reiterate our position that we expect the 
Salvadorans to investigate this crime fully and promptly. I 
also would like to tell you that the American pathologist's 
report -- he said that he saw no evidence of torture and that 
the SIU was conducting a professional inquiry. 


Q How about the second part of that? Would you 
find it significant is no members of the Salvadoran military 
have been questioned so far in the investigation? 


a I think it would probably be better if I didn't 
comment on an investigation and who they should see and who 
they should not see. 


Q Can you tell us what kind of assistance the 
United States Government is providing to that investigation? 


a I believe I said last week that we fund and train 
this group and have been for six years, and I don't know of 
something specific we're doing right now. I believe also that 
last week [I said that President Cristiani had asked for the 
FBI, and I said that we were willing for the FBI to help. iI 
don't know and didn't follow up on “has the FBI actually 
helped?" 


Q Is the U.S. Government providing safe haven to a 
witness? 


a We don't answer those kinds of questions. 


Q Margaret, last week we sent a number of U.S. 
troops to help in the rescue of the Green Berets from the hotel 
that had been taken over by the rebels. Do any of those U.S. 
troops remain in £1 Salvador? 


Q Not that I know of. I mean, ask the Pentagon. 
But not that I'm aware of. 


Q One last question on the lady who was arrested 
It's pretty serious that an American be arrested on charges of 
storing arms for the FMLN. I just want to make sure we have 
nothing else on that. 


" I have nothing else right now. I mean, I don't 
know what could develop this afternoon or tomorrow, etc. I've 
said that our Consular Officer has been with her, stayed 
overnight. We've notified her family, as she requested. [he 
Embassy came right there when they got the call. 
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But for me to make a judgment -- which I think is kind 
of what you're asking me to do -- I can't do that right now. 


Q One last thing on Salvador -- 


iy I did state --— excuse me -- I did state for the 
record what was found at that location. I said the mortar, the 
bullets, the ammunition. 


Q Excuse me. You said that the U.S. Government is 
in daily contact with Salvadoran officials on the issue of the 
investigation of the killing of the priests. Having said that, 
could you say whether or not the Salvadoran investigators have 
in fact interviewed anybody from the military? Not whether 
they should, but whether they have. 


a I don't know. I'll be glad to ask for you. I 
don't know. 


Q Does the State Department have any information 
about a move by Arab Governments at the U.N. to try to link 
aid, food aid on the West Bank, to some concessions or some 
semi-recognition of the PLO? There's sort of a story behind 
this story. There are suggestions the State Department's 
attempting to stop this by alerting the press to such a move. 
But, anyhow, let's take it on the first level. 


i You're on the Food and Agricultural Organization, 
correct? 


Q Yeah. 


a The resolution that is now being considered by 
the general conference of the U.N. Food and Agricultural 
Organization represents an objectional attempt to politicize 
the important work of this agency. 


We strongly support humanitarian assistance to the 
Palestinian people as indicated by our being the largest 
contributor to the U.N. Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestinians. I'd like to note that in 1989 we gave $63 
million. However, we cannot support the one-sided resolutions 
such as this one before the FAO. Specifically, we strongly 
object to pre-ambular paragraphs without any semblance of 
balance that criticize Israeli practices in the Occupied 
Territories. 


We also strongly oppose two operative paragraphs 
suggesting that FAO programs should be implemented in 
coordination with the PLO. It should be noted that it has been 
consistent U.S. policy that the PLO should not be the conduit 
for international assistance to the Palestinians. The United 
States continues to believe that raising this type of political 
issue in a meeting of a technical U.N. body is wholly 
inappropriate, does nothing to contribute to the settlement of 
the political issues involved, and does substantial harm to the 
FAO's credibility as an organization worthy of U.S. support 
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A That's our opinion. 


Q I don't know quite what's going on in the U.N., 
because this really hasn't come to the fore much so far today. 
But there's been jockeying behind the scenes for some other 
form of recognition to the PLO. Do you have any -- 


A You're talking about enhancement of status at the 
General Assembly? 


Q I meant that. 
Q An observer state. 
Q That, for instance. 


a Our policy has not changed The United States 
opposes any enhancement in the U.N. of the status of the 
self-proclaimed State of Palestine. The PLO's current status 
is that of non-state observer organization. We understand that 
there are efforts now to change that status. 


The United States Government does not recognize 
Palestine. It does not satisfy the generally accepted criteria 
under international law for statehood. Thus it cannot qualify 
for membership in the U.N. or its affiliated agencies. We are 
making clear in worldwide bilateral demarches, as well as in 
conversations at the highest level of the U.N., that any action 
to change the PLO's status will have the most serious adverse 
consequences for the U.N. 


Q Margaret, there's a legal matter here, because 
any international body that recognizes the State of Palestine 
~~ there's a federal law that says we will withdraw our 
economic support for that body. 


“ Right. 


Q Quite simply, would we withdraw economic support 
to the United Nations if the General Assembly grants the PLO 
observer state status? 


a Yes. 


Q You don't mean the whole -- you mean the whole 
United Nations or do you mean the agency itself? 


a I was told that we feel so strongly about this 
that we will cut off funding. 


Q Well, go back a step further. On the specific 
issue of the FAO, if they would go ahead with that, would the 
United States -- 


“ The funding on the FAO? 
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Q Yes. 


o That would be the same as we did, I believe. 
earlier this year with world tourism; and there is one other 
organization this year we did. 


Q Health. The WHO. 
a Health. Yes. It was those two. 


Q What is it that would provoke the U.S. to cut off 
contributions to the U.N.? What specific action by the U.N.? 
Upgrading the status of the PLO to what? In any manner? 


a To the self-proclaimed State of Palestine. We do 
not recognize it as a state, as you know. It does not, as you 
know, satisfy the generally accepted criteria under 
international law for statehood. 


Q Can we have copies if your statement, Margaret? 
A Yes. 


Q Aside from this, if I might pick on this. As you 
probably know, just a few days ago, a few weeks ago, the United 
States protested to Israel the entanglement or rather the 
interference in the work of the United Nations UNRWA 
organization in the Occupied Territories when they invaded in 
the Gaza Strip one of their centers for the distribution of 
food and other technical assistance 


If Israel is interfering into the work of the United 
Nations Relief Agencies in the Occupied Territories, and even 
the non-government organizations which contribute and donate 
some funds to the Palestinians under occupation are still also 
subject to a lot of scrutiny to the point of entrapment or 
entanglement of any of the plans that they are trying to do 
there, who is going to be taking care of these things? The 
United Nations is not helping, and the other organizations are 
not helping, and Israel is holding the veto over distribution 
of funds or distribution of food and other services. You're 
taki into consideration these things, and this is possibly 
one of the reasons that the PLO was asking to intercede there? 


a Our position on this is one that you well know 

It is not any different from the other organizations that we've 
gone through this year. But that doesn't change what our 
position is, and you know what our criteria is for saying 
whether Palestine is a state or not. We do not believe it 
meets the criteria. We do not believe, in these technical UN 
agencies or bodies, that they should have the status other than 
the status which they currently have, which you know in the FAO 
is observer status. That's just our policy. 


Q Has there been any attempt by the United States 
at the present time? that is, the point that I'm gleaning from 
this that the PLO wants to help the Palestinians under 
occupation to try to live normally 
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. Right. And I said that it has been a long, 
consistent U.S. policy that the PLO should not be the conduit 
for international assistance to the Palestinians. I also 
stated that the United States Government, to the Palestinians 
in this type of food aid, has given more than $63 million in 
1989. 


Q A follow-up? On enhanced PLO status, do you know 
when that vote is supposed to take place in the General 
Assembly, and how strong is the support for the resolution? 


a I don't know when the vote is supposed to take 
place, and I don't know how strong the support is for the 
resolution. We don't have a feel for that, Carol. 


Q Do you know what the U.S. contribution to the 
United Nations in toto is? 


a No. We can look that up for you, though, Jim. 


Q There were reports that Cairo informed Washington 
about the PLO reply to the Baker five points and why Cairo is 
delaying the response, because actually this is a negative 
response --— the conditions, the PLO conditions, are considered 
as impossible to be acceptable by Washington. Is that true? 


a Aas I answered your question, I believe it was on 
Wednesday, just as we did not give the Israelis a timeframe, we 
have not given the Egyptians a timeframe. 


Q The question was whether you had been informed 
about the PLO response. 


6 Officially, no. 


Q Margaret, just to rephrase Odet's question 
slightly, would one be wrong, though, in assuming that the 
State Department has told the Egyptians that, given the answer 
it knows the PLO would give, “we'd prefer not to hear from you 
now"? 


a We obviously want to hear from all the parties in 
a positive frame which helps move the process forward, without 
characterizing what their response might be in the future, 
because our opinion -- as you know, Secretary Baker has said 
many times -- is there isn't another proposal on the table. so 
where do you go from there. 


Q Well, let me just ask the question straight out 
then: Have we been in discussion with the Egyptians and 
indicated to them that given the fact that we know the PLO's 
answer is negative right now, please don't give us an official 
answer until you can come back with an official “yes"? 


“ Again, we want the parties -- we support this 
proposal which after all, as you know, was Prime Minister 
Shamir's election proposal. Then Secretary Baker put his five 
points out there. We think they are very constructive we've 
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characterized them as very fair. We obviously want to move the 
process forward. We want everyone to respond positively, 
because I have to go back to: What's the alternative? 


Q So that's sort of kind of a “yes” to my question. 


A What it is, is a@ non-answer to your question. 
(Laughter) 


Q On the proposed cutoff of assistance to the U.N., 
or contributions, is it your understanding, would aid be cut 
off to U.S. support for the General Assembly or for the entire 
United Nations system, including the specialized agencies, 
whether they voted for it or not? 


a I was told that our funding to the United Nations 
would be cut off. I did not get a total breakdown and a 
literal, deeper characterization of it. Knowing the question 
was going to come, I asked it; and that was the answer I got. 
I'll be happy to look into a hypothetical, but I don't know if 
we will post it or not because this is all a hypothetical. I 
just said we're sending demarches around worldwide about this 
to see what it would be if we ever got to that horrible point. 
We certainly hope that we will not. 


Q Margaret, how much in arrears is the United 
States still with the United Nations? 


a I don't know. I don't have those facts on the 
top of my head. 


Q Can you take the question, please? 
a I'll look and see. 

Q Can I go to a new subject? 

A 


Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the results of the Indian 
elections? 
a Excuse me? 
Do you have anything on the results of the Indian 
elections? 


a No, unfortunately, we do not because it's our 
understanding they are not completed yet. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Prime Minister 
Gandhi's reported resignation this morning? 


a I haven't heard that before I came out here 


Q Reuters corrected that story. 
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ra I mean, you're telling me something I haven't 
heard. 


Q It was withdrawn. 


Q Do you have any reaction to a statement from the 
British Foreign Office that they will shortly begin forcible 
return of the boat people from Hong Kong, and to a statement 
that the U.S. has agreed that there is nowhere else for these 
people to go other than back to Vietnam? 


a Our policy on this has not changed, and I'm 
trying to find for you -- (laughter) -- I know our policy 
hasn't changed -- a more elegant way of putting it. 


The United States Government continues to support the 
voluntary repatriation of asylum seekers as proposed in the 
comprehensive plan of action adopted at the ICIR. We believe 
that the U.N. High Commissioner for Refugees should be provided 


with every opportunity to make voluntary repatriation programs 
function effectively. 


To date, 500 persons have returned voluntarily and 
another 1300 are at some stage of processing. We recognize 
that the large number of Vietnamese asylum-seekers in Hong Kong 
has strained Hong Kong's resources. However, we believe that 
these pressures are best alleviated through the type of 
concerted international action called for in the CPA. The U.S. 
position is that involuntary repatriation is unacceptable until 
conditions improve in Vietnam. 


Deputy Secretary of State Eagleburger stated the US 
position at the International Conference on Indo-Chinese 
Refugees in Geneva in June. And, as I said at the outset, our 
position has not changed. 


Q And the statement that the U.S. has agreed that 
there is nowhere else for these people to go? 


a Whose statement? 
Q That was a Foreign Office statement 
Your Foreign Office's statement? 


Yes. 


> # 


I'm unaware of that. I haven't seen that 


Do you have anything on Czechoslovakia? Anything 
new on Czechoslovakia at all? 


a Not really We know, as you all I'm sure do, 
that they had a massive two-hour general strike It took place 
today throughout Czechoslovakia. Civic Forum, the umbrella 
group of the Czechoslovakian opposition organized the peaceful 
strike to focus popular support for change 
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The newly reshuffled leadership of the Communist Party 
has been given a clear message by the people of 
Czechoslovakia. Those who would govern Czechoslovakia must 
respect basic human rights, free elections, free assembly, free 
speech and the rule of law. 


The United States Governms«« continues to call on 
Czechoslovakian authorities to engage in dialogue with the 
Czechoslovakias people. This dialogue will take place when the 
authorities sit down and talk with Civic Forum about the coming 
transition to a new, free Czechoslovakia. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything or words about the 
rhetorical war between Michele Aour and the new Lebanese 
President and the deadline for evacuating the Lebanese Palace 
by the new leadership in Lebanon? 


i On Friday we issued a statement in which we 
called on all Lebanese, including the armed forces, to unite 
behind President Hraoui, to work for reconciliation, not 
division. President Bush added that those who do not will only 
isolate themselves further from Lebanon's people and the 
international community. 


We are convinced that it is possible to carry on 
peacefully the process of national reconciliation. We urge all 
parties to support this process. Parliament has voted twice 
and made it clear that they are committed to moving the 
reconciliation process forward. We believe it is very 
important that that process go forward, or there will be no 
peace in Lebanon. 


Q Thank you, Margaret. 


“ Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:16 p.m.) 
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November 27. 1989 
Taken Question November 27 Press Briefing 


EL. SALVADOR: ARMS SHIPMENTS 


Q: What weapons were aboard the plane that crashed? 


' 
& 


A: THE AIRCRAFT WAS CARRYING: . 


-~ - 24 SA-7 SURPACE-TO-AIR MISSILES 


-~ - 21 ROUNDS POR AN 82MM MORTAR (THIS IS A 
SOVIET-DESIGNED WEAPON) 


- - 1] RED-EYE MISSILE 


-- l recoiless rifle 


-- several pistols. 
> 
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Taken Question November 27 Press 
Briefing 


EL SALVADOR: MISSILES 
& 

Q: With whom did Messrs. Kimmitt and Aronson meet on 
Saturday, November 25, to raise our concerns regarding the 
introduction of surface-to-air missiles into the El Salvador 
conflict? 2 
A: MESSRS. KIMMITT AND ARONSON MET WITH SOVIET MINISTER 
COUNSELOR YEVGENIY KUTOVOY ON SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 25 TO DISCUSS 
THIS ISSUE. THE SOVIET AMBASSADOR WAS NOT IN THE CITY AT THE 
TIME AND MR. KUTOVOY WAS THE RANKING SO''TET DIPLOMAT IN CHARGE 


AT THE EMBASSY. 


Q: Have we protested to the Nicaraguans and the Cubans their 
provision of surface-to-air missiles to the FMLN? 


A: ON NOVEMBER 25 BEFORE THE CARGO OF SA-7'S WAS DISCOVERED 
ABOARD THE CRASHED NICARAGUAN CESSNA 310, OUR CHARGE 
D'APPAIRES IN MANAGUA RAISED AMONG OTHER THINGS THE GENERAL 
ISSUE OF NICARAGUA'S ROLE IN SUPPLYING ARMS TO THE FMLN WITH 
SENIOR NICARAGUAN MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFPAIRS OFFICIALS. 


IN VIEW OF THIS NEW DEVELOPMENT, WE WILL CERTAINLY EXPRESS OUR 
CONCERN AT THE INTRODUCTION OF A NEW WEAPONS SYSTEM INTO THE 


EL SALVADOR CONFLICT TO BOTH THE NICARAGUAN AND CUBAN 


GOVERNMENTS IN CLEAR AND UNMISTAKABLE TERMS. 
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Taken Question November 27 Press Briefing 


EL SALVADOR: INVESTIGATION INTO KILLING OF JESUITS 





Q: Has the FBI gone down to El Salvador to assist in the 

investigation? What have they done? 
t 

A: IN RESPONSE TO PRESTDENT CRISTIANI'S REQUEST THE FEDERAL 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN’PROVIDING ASSISTANCE TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF EL SALVADOR IN CONNECTION WITH ITS 
INVESTIGATION. IT WOULD NOT BE APPROPRIATE TO GET INTO 
SPECIFICS IN WHAT IS STILL AN ONGOING INVESTIGATION. 


Q: Have members of the Salvadoran military been questioned 
about the killings of the Jesuits? 


A: WE MUST REFER YOU TO THE SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS UNIT OF 
THE SALVADORAN GOVERNMENT FOR FURTHER DETAILS OF THEIR 


INVESTIGATION. 
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Taken Question November 27 Press Briefing 


CUTOFF OF UN FUNDING 


Q: Would aid be cut off to U.S. support for the General 
Assembly, or for the entire UN system, including the 


specialized agencies, if the status of the PLO is changed 
by the General Assembly? 
' 


== FUNDING WOULD BE*cUT OFF FOR THE REGULAR UN BUDGET WHICH 


ESSENTIALLY COVERS THE UN IN NEW YORK. OTHER AGENCIES IN THE 


UN SYSTEM HAVE SEPARATE BUDGETS AND DECISION-MAKING BODIES. - 
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Taken Question November 27 Press Briefing 


STATUS OF U.S. PAYMENTS TO THE UN 
How much in arrears is the United States still with the 


United Nations? 

-- U.S. ARREARAGES THROUGH CALENDAR YEAR 1988 TOTAL $279 
MILLION. OUR CALENDAR 1989 ASSESSMENT TOTALS $216 
MILLION. THE U.S. PAID $65 MILLION AT THE END OF 
OCTOBER. (THE U.S. GOVERNMENT MAKES ITS CALENDAR YEAR 
PAYMENTS AFTER THE U.S. FISCAL YEAR BEGINS (OCTOBER 1). 
WE DO NOT CONSIDER THE CALENDAR 1989 ASSESSMENT AN 
“ARREARAGE" . ) 


-- THE ADMINISTRATION'S FY 1990 BUDGET REQUEST INCLUDES 
ESSENTIALLY FULL FUNDING OF THE U.S. ASSESSED 


CONTRIBUTION TO THE U.N. PROGRAM BUDGET. 
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Taken Question November 27 Press Briefing 


USG CONTACT WITH CZECHS 


*Q: Has the USG had any recent official contact with 

Czechoslovakian authorities? 

A:  <-=- WE HAVE NOT HAD ANY FORMAL CONTACT WITH CZECHOSLOVAK 
GOVERNMENT AUTHORITIES - EITHER HERE OR IN PRAGUE - 
SINCE NOVEMBER 20TH. ON THAT DATE WE CALLED IN 
CZECHOSLOVAK AMBASSADOR HOUSTECKY TO PROTEST 
VIOLENT POLICE ACTIONS AGAINST PEACEFUL DEMONSTRATORS 
AND TO CANCEL THE PROPOSED U.S. VISIT OF CZECHOSLOVAK 
IDEOLOGY CHIEF JAN FOJTIK. 


-- OUR EMBASSY IN PRAGUE HAS, HOWEVER, HAD MEETINGS WITH 
CIVIC PORUM, THE UMBRELLA GROUP FOR THE CZECHOSLOVAK 


OPPOSITION. 








11:15 A.M. EST 


MR. POPADIUK: Good + Welcome to the briefing by 
the President's Mission to Poland. is an ON THE RECORD briefing 
for sound and camera. The members of the delegation that will be 
briefing you ere: Secretaries Yeutter, Mosbecher, and Dole. 
Bach Secretary will have opening remarks, after which they'll be 
happy to entertain your questions. 


Secretary Yeutter. 


SECRETARY YECTTER: Just a quick overall comment on the 
Mission. As you know, we'll be taking, I think it's Air Force Three, 
if I recall correctly, over. We'll have fifty-some people on board, 
including about 20 private sector folks who are either corporate 
chief executive officers or top-notch people out of the acadenic 
community, along with about an equal number of folks from the 
government, including my colleagues who are here this sorning. 


Our intent is to make this a very substantive sission. 
We will not be there to evaluate aid provrams or future aid efforts. 
That be a consideration in *he mission. But basically, 
we're to see what we can do to help over perhaps as such as the 
next three to five years in the formidable task that Poland has of 
creating a free enterprise economy and making it function in a viable 
and dynamic way. 


80 although there'll be some short-term focus on meeting 
immediate needs this winter, and food, for example, end on production 
patterns for 1990, the principal purpose will be to take a 
longer-term look at the needs ere and the way that we can be 
complementary and supportive in agriculture, the industrial sector, 
the finance sector, and in the labor sector. 


In agriculture, I would only say that we'll focus on food 
processing to a considerable , because we know that's one of 
the major needs in Poland. We'll also focus on doing whatever we can 
to help them create a workable price system, which does not now 
exist. In iculture, we have the benefit of having a private 
sector in existence in Poland, in contrast to many other Eastern 
European countries. That gives us @ base to work with that doesn't 
exist in other elements of the Polish economy, nor in other 
countries, but it still has a long way to go. 


Very great needs for privatization and additional 
investment. We'll look at all of that while we're there. Hopefully 
come back with some recommendations for the President and for the 

of Poland. We'll be putting together an overall report at 
the end of this mission. We'll decentralize when we're in Poland. 
Everybody essentially will have his or her own agenda while we're in 
Poland. We're going to try to accomplish a great deal in a period of 
less than 72 hours. We'll come back with some immediate short-end 
recommendations for the President, and then a full-scale report 
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po emer just before Christmas, and then whatever follow-up 
vities seem to be necessary. 
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new business people. We will be talking about 
following this agreement so that sore business will be able to come 
into Poland and have a level of comfort that will entice more 
ican companies, more American individuals, into moving forward 
you. 


Thank 
SECRETARY YEUTTER: Also ple us will be Mike 
Boskin, eas you know, Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisors, 
but Mike's tied up @ meeting with the President right now, so 
he'll not be down for this session. However, he'll cover the 
macroeconomics sphere, of course, when he's in Poland. 


But, Elisabeth, come on up. 


SECRETARY DOLE: Thenk you, Clayton. Well, I'm very 
pleased to be «a of the Presidential mission. I feel that the 
Department of can make « real contribution to the changes that 
are occurring in Poland now to the Polish people. 


How, I'm pleased that Lane Kirkland and Bob Georgine are 
@ part of this mission, because it is our unions, the AFL-CIO, who 
have really been there with unswerving support for Solidarity and for 
the Polish people through the dark days, through martial law, right 
up to the present time with their financial support, their moral 
support. 


And, of course, it is the working sen and women of Poland 
who have produced these enormous changes, and the success of the 
changes is really on their shoulders now. There's going to be a 

of time as move from e state-owned to a market 
economy vhen there will be some difficulties, some pain, before the 
benefits of this transition. 


And that means, for example, that with state-owned 
enterprises some be down-sized, some may be privatized, some may 
be closed. There will be a loss of jobs fcr some people. Also, as 
= are removed from certain areas, there will be an increase 
in prices. 


So I believe that the best way that the Department of 
Labor can be helpful is to look at how we can ease that pain -- be of 
assistance in easing that pain -- and also providing job training for 
the jobs of the future in a market econony. 


Now, I had the opportunity to begin discussing how we 
could be of assistance back at the ILO convention in Geneva in June. 
I talked with a number of Polish leaders at that time. And then, as 
you know, my husband, Bob, and I were in Poland in August. And we 





As fer as edvcation, their work force is almost 
universally literate. They have «e requirement of eight years of 
education and two-thirds the work force has education 


beyond ee oe About half of their work force has 
trade or trade school or training beyond eight-year level. 


However, these are people who have been working under a 
no incentives for increased 


really moving ahead. 


or 
So how can ve helpful? Well, four of the areas 
which we will focus on as we discuss a number of 1 areas, four j 
specifically would be to help with s social shield. In other words, 
to ide cal assistance for an unesploysent insurance systen. | 


of experience in erea at the Department of Labor. 


Another would be in the train area -- trade -- these 

would be craft skills training. for example, the AFL-CIO, 

ye the building and construction trades, could be very 

he with regard to skills, training and housing. There is a 
shortage now -- about a 25-year wait for housing in Poland. This 
pene so | impacts very negatively on labor mobility. So that's « 

ial area where our training could be of assistance, through the 
Aiding and construction trees. 


Another erea would be training in managerial skills. 
Obviously, there are not people in Poland now who have any experiunce 
with managing a business for profit. So ina ric way we can 
provide training for organizing business, for inventory, personnel, 
marketing, wholesaling, retailing, distribution, generic skills of 
that sort on which you could then build sector-specific skills aus 
they determine what industries they want to move into. 


A fourth area would be labor statics and demographics. 

That will be important from the standpoint of making good investment 
decisions, making good policy decisions. And again 3LS has a great 
deal of experience in that area. So what we will try to do in Poland 
is to make certain that, indeed, these are among the priorities, fill 
in the gaps in our information, be ready to come back and implement a 
series of initiatives after we have discussed it fully with the 
President. Thank you, Clayton. 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: Thanks Elizabeth. If Secretary 
Mosbacher would come back up. You cen now direct questions to any of 
the three of us. 


Q The primary mission, at least from what I understand 








, rather than economic policy advice thet 
the case? 

SECRETARY NOSBACHER: Wo, not et all. As a matter of 
fact, it's more that letter, perhaps, than the former. If Hike 
Boskin were here to talk about the policy side, you would hear sone 
of that. Sut clearly we can't mandate economic policies for the 
SS Se ee ee te oe Hor would we wish 

oS ee Oe Se ee Se oe eee See. They have 
to make their own policy calls. Our role is to be helpful in 
counseling with them on the directions that they sight take, and in 
removing as many roedblocks as ible, based upon our own 
experience here and experience Western Burope. But we'll 
certain] y -te-y ---~ 4, A 1 in ell of these areas, 
slong with the sore day-to-day activit t Elizabeth focused on, 
in terms of training managerial support and so on. 


about for Poland -- whether this is a good or a bed idea? 
SECRETARY YEUTTER: Well, we'll certainly be prepared to 
shock treatzents 
economic arsenal. But 


make 
they'll make « considered decision. 


80 
Do any of the businessmen on the trip have plans -- 
ans -- to invest Poland? 


in 
MOSBACHER: Well, I think some of thes do. 
had their own private missions going over 
» 8o, of the group, some will be 
experienced, some will be going for the first time, and others will 
have pertners over there. The short answer is yes, they, in many 
cases, will either have tentative plans or at least be thinking about 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: I would simply edd, as Bob would 
concur, that this really ien't intended to a trade and investsaent 
mission. The egenda of this mission is such deeper than that. If it 
stimulates edditional trade and investment opportunities, that would 
be marvelous. But that's a secondary purpose of the trip itself. We 
hope that we can bring beck some views, recommendations and positions 
that will help to create an attractive investment climate in Poland, 
or convince folks in Poland that it's important that they 
establish an ettractive investszent climate, and that would in turn 
stimulate this kind of investment at a later tine. 


Q Does Poland have an investment law? 


SECRETARY MOSBACHER: They have tremendous gaps in their 
lave in both legal, accounting, arbitration, texation. They don't 
have a full invesment lav, need it, and that's one of the 
things we're going to be working with ther on. 


Q On agriculture, do you anticipate announcing any 
additional food aid? Or what's the status on the PL 480 that you 
started on last week? 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: We will probably not have any 
ific announcements while we're in Poland in terms of additional 
aid programs. We will be signing some documents while we're there, 
but those relate to arrangements that have been worked out 
previously. So we're really not going over there to add to the aid 
programs. We will, however, assess the situation, particularly with 





Q I mean, is there « schedule? 


s the interests of the workers as they sove 
forward in thie transition period. And if they want us t> share our 
exper to do that. 


» we'll be happy 
SECRETARY YEUTTER: Let's do about one sore question. 
Before I do that, though, let me do follow-up here. I wanted to make 
thet I wasn't ing what we're going to do in Poland in 
of timing of announcement, but we are going to do «a PL 480 
- Thureday, Kelly? Thureday in Warsav. 


Q What is PL 4807 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: Public Law 480, Food for Peace 
Agreement, which will provide long-term low interest rates or grant 
prograns. 


Q Ie this something that's already been announced, or 
is thet something that you're going to -- 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: Wo. 
Q -- produce for the first tine next week? 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: It has not been announced, so you 
have &@ Scoop. 


Q Secretary Dole, you talked about how the oy in 
Poland came about as 4 result of the workers. In Czechoslovakia 
we're seeing students in the forefront. Do you have any thoughts 
about -- or anybody elee -- about why the difference, and does that 
have any impact in terms of the success of democratic or economic 
reforms as to how the changes got started? 


SECRETARY DOLE: Well, I think what we're seeing is 
basically -- it's a popular movement obviously of people across the 
spectrum who are expressing their desire for freedom -- freedom in 
Czechoslovakia, and in Poland Solidarity was supported really by 
citizen's committees at the national, at the regional, at the state 





too early to determine whether « lar mission would be iate 
in some of the other countries. it is certainly conceivable that 
thet will be the case because many of them will face the sane 


40 years or sore of gnominious failure with a communist 
are now seek to convert overnight into a system that 
nearly comparable to one that we've been honing for 200 


that is that it will be 
these new governments and for those of us who are 
thes culate to the people of these nations 
s an overnight ition. It will take 
c, indeed, if all of the magnificent 
emotion of the moment is channelled into frustration with the timing 
of refors. In other words, we sust be careful that econosic 
expectations do not become unrealistic. And in the kind of emotional 
environment that exists today, that can very readily occur. 


One of the messages that I will certainly deliver in 
Poland and elsewhere in Eastern Europe, if I travel there, is that 
their patience is an imperative in thie situation. One will not 
achieve economic reforms in any of these countries overnight. We 
could not do that in the United States. It's probably a three- to 
five-year process, es «a sinisum, and in some areas, perhaps longer 
than that. One more and this will be it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, for the uninitiated, could you 
elaborate « little bit more on the significance of the PL 480 signing 
and what that means and what that involves? 


SECRETARY YEUTTER: I's not sure that it's all that 
earti.-haking, because PL 480 is our Food for Peace progras, which is 
our fundamental sechanies for providing food aid to Poland or any 
other country. PL 480 agreements typically have both a loan 

and « grant component, but the loan component is a very 
long-term low interest rate in scope. That's enough. Sorry. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:35 A.M. EST 
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MS. TUTWILER { don't have anything, any statements, 
or housekeeping matters l'll be happy to answer any of your 
questions that [ can 


Q Here's one A question has come up whether Malta 
made any request to the United States about whether the Belknap 
should be carrying nuclear weapons when it is in the vicinity 
of Malta Has this issue been raised at all? 


“ Let me look into that for you 
Q [s Abu Nidal under house arrest? 
“ We dun't know We've seen those reports, and we 


can't confirm or deny them We don't know 


Q But you duo know he's not been particularly 
effective -- his organization -- in the last year or two; year, 
Il quess, is about the timeframe 


va Yes But we don't know if he's - one report 
today has it that he has cancer and is in @ hospital We don't 
know One report has it that he's arrested We don't know 


Q What can you say about Libya, though? There was 
the notion, you remember, in the previous Administration of the 
bombing of two Libyan cities, it somehow forced the Libyans to 
pull back from terrorism There have been reports since that 
Qadhafi has reconsidered What 1s your assessment of Libya's 
support for terrorism these days? [s it strong? Is it 
diminishing? 


“ l haven't asked, Barry, but 1 do know that twice 
since ['ve been in this job, we have said that we do not 
believe that Libya has changed But 1 can get for you exactly 
the exact wordage [ used twice since ['ve been doing this, but 
there's no view that L'm aware of that there's any big change 
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Q There has been a rapprochement between Libya and 
Egypt and perhaps that has had some influence, if you can 
include that in the question 
o Yes. and we characterized it at the time of that 
Q Margaret, Chancellor Kohl has outlined a plan for 


getting a German confederation Does the US. have a position 
on this? 


” We have just learned of it Our initial comments 
would be that Chancellor Kohl is responding to the deepest 
aspirations of his people for German unity This 1s a goal 
that we and the FRG have longa shared 


It should be no cause for concern that the Chancellor 
has laid out his vision for the future of Germany [t is not a 
blueprint for German reunification but rather a coherent 
approach to a rapidly changing situation in the GOR and its 
relations with the Federal Republic 


He has focused on self-determination in the GOR as an 
essential step so that people there can express themselves on 
their own future through a freely elected government The 
Chancellor stressed the need for free elections in the GDR 
The confederated proposals he made assume progress towards 
reform in the GDR and 4 democratically elected qovernment as 
the FRG's partner 


The Chancellor said that German reunification would 
come if the German people want it The Chancellor set forth a 
step-by-step process with no specific timetable for unification 
which would come only after other difficult questions such as 
the security of Europe had been addressed 


[ would also like to point out that in this speech he 
stressed and reiterated Bonn's commitment. to NATO and said that 
NATO is the foundation upon which democracy in Western Europe 
has been built, and it continues to serve that function 


Q That sounds like a fairly positive assessment 
(Laughter) The United States all along has indicated that it 
would work with Bonn on this issue and, in fact, look to Bonn 
for a leadership role on it Would we be going too far to take 
what you just said as an endorsement of Kohl's -- it would be 
going too far? 


a lt would be going too far As 1 characterized, 
this is Chancellor Kohl's approach [ said we have just 
learned of this this morning and these are our initial comments 
on what we know of his speech 


Q Did you not get early warning of what the 
contents of this proposal would be?’ 
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A I didn't ask that specific question, but ['ll 


remind you that Foreign Minister Genscher was here last week. 
He met with the President; he met with the Secretary of State. 
I believe the White House today, if asked, will tell you that 
the President has spoken with Chancellor Kohl, but ['1ll refer 
you to them for those details. But this is our initial 
reaction to Chancellor Kohl's speech. 


Q Would you prefer a confederation to a reunified, 
single state? 


A I don't have a policy answer for you on that, 
Jim. As Secretary Baker said any number of times recently, 
around the week of when the Berlin Wall fell, he addressed 
himself on numerous occasions on our policy on reunification. 
He said that this has been the policy for 40 years -- of NATO, 
of the United States -- as [ stated again today. And he said, 
and I quote him: “As long as it is achieved in peace and 
freedom and as long as that reunification comes about on the 
basis of Western values." 


Q You said this was not a blueprint for 
reunification. [t sure sounds like a blueprint to me. 


A We've characterized it as a rather coherent 
epproach to a rapidly changing situation in the GOR. 


Q It has specific steps. What's a “blueprint” if ( 
it's not taking specific steps and laying out how you plan to 
do it? 


A This is, 1 believe, Chancellor Kohl's approach to 
the changing events that are happening. [ know what you're 
trying to ask me, but we're going to characterize it as an 
“approach. " 


Q You said reunification will come only after the 
security of Europe will be solved. I[s it the U.S. expectation 
that that process of guaranteeing the security of Europe will 
be a long one and therefore reunification is not a matter that 
will be before the European community anytime soon? 


A I don't have a timeframe for you, and that would 
be a hypothetical. 


Q Margaret, what are the elements of security in 
Europe -- in present, in the future? I[s that of the frontiers, 
the borders, in Eastern Europe? I asked a question here a 
couple of weeks ago about what the U.S. policy was on that 
Given the apparently equivocal attitude of the West German 
Government on this. ['m still waiting for some sort of an 
answer, and it's becoming more relevant, 1 believe -- 


A That's correct. 
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-- especially in light of the joint communique 
between Ryzhkov and the Polish Prime Minister. 


A We're still working on your answer for you -- 
seriously, honest. 


Q One more on this, please. Ona parallel 
question, which hasn't been addressed in a long time, could you 
get for us what the State Department view is on whether the 
former wartime allies should sign a peace treaty with Germany 
now that the Wall has gone down? Basically, what I'm trying to 
find out is, what is the attitude of the State Department now 
about a peace treaty that would finally put an end to World War 


{I? 

A I'll ask for you. 

Q Can you give us anything in the way of a progress 
report on the various notes the State Department sent around 
asking -- trying to stop this attempt to enhance the PLO's 
status? 

A Which one are you on -- on the FAO or the Arab? 

Q Well, it's @ two-part situation. 

a You want both? 


Q Sure. You objected to both, and 1 think you made 
these points -- 


a We did? 


Q ~- clear, and has anybody said, “We go along with 
you?" 


A I'll give you an update as far as I know it. We 
understand that the Arab Group has been discussing possible 
draft resolutions. Negotiations within the Arab Group and 
other delegations are continuing. [t is our understanding, 
Barry, that -- but it's not certain -- the agenda item on the 
question of Palestine is scheduled for consideration by the 
UNGA plenary on November 30 and December 1. 


On the FAO, that resolution is expected to come up for 
a vote tomorrow, November 29. 


Q In a related way, the US talks to the PLO so 
the question has come up: How can the U.S. be taking this 
position while at the same time engaging in the kind of 
conversation governments usually have? Ihe PLO isn't a 
government. Do you find any inconsistency here? 


A Do [? 
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Q I mean, the State Department? 
. No. 
Q How does the State Department converse with the 


PLO on a Mid-East peace process if it's not a government? Why 
Give it that status -- 


= You know that we have -- 

Q -— if they can't have the status in the U.N., for 
instance? 

a You know that our dialogue began, I believe it 


was December 14 of last year. You know that this 
Administration has supported the dialogue that began under 
President Reagan. You know that the policies I enuniciated 
yesterday on the changing of the status at the U.N. are 
long-held. You know that we do not, as a policy, view 
Palestine as a state under generally accepted international 
law. So they're not inconsistent, in my mind, at all. 


Q Margaret, on this point, do you foresee any 
future meeting or are you calling or the PLO is calling for a 
meeting with the United States to discuss these issues among 
the dialogue, besides this podium that you are addressing this 
issue? 


A With Ambassador Pelletreau? 
Q Yes. 
A I don't know if Ambassador Pelletreau has brought 


this up in the last 48 hours, but [ know that all nations and 
all peoples know of our strong feelings on changing the status 
of the Palestinians to a State at the United Nations. 


Q Are you -- 


A That's not new news. 
Q I was going to ask you this yesterday, but you 
ran out of time. How are you -- are you addressing the 


Israelis or asking the Israelis to let the United Nations 
agencies function without being interfered by or coerced by the 
Israeli occupation in the West Bank and Gaza due to the fact 
that they were -- you know, a track record of interfering in 
the work of UNRWA and other agencies? 
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A Right. [I could be mistaken, but [I believe you 
did ask me this yesterday. I believe that I did answer it by 
saying that we had spoken on this previously. [ believe your 
question came at me of why we do not let the PLO be a conduit 
for receiving this international aid -- humanitarian aid -- and 
I pointed out -- I believe the figure was $63 million the 
United States has given to the Palestinians in the territory 
and that we also had a long-standing and consistent policy. We 
did not believe they would, and it's obvious, we think, the 
United Nations should be able to distribute their humanitarian 
aid. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the status of the 
churchwoman who is in trouble in Salvador? And is it true that 
the U.S. Government is investigating the possibility of 
prosecuting her under the Neutrality Act? 


A I hadn't heard a thing about that. Jennifer 
Casolo is being detained, as you know, at the National Police 
Headquarters. She is technically being held incommunicado by 
the National Police. She is, however, being allowed regular 
visits by a U.S. consular officer. He was with her -- as I 
said yesterday -- Saturday night, most of Sunday, and in 
addition, most of yesterday which was Monday. 


Also on Monday, Congressman Jim McDermott visited her 
for half an hour. And at the Embassy's request, a doctor 
examined her and the doctor was able to confirm that she is in 
good health. She has not hired a lawyer to represent her. 
That's all the update on her [ know. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether or not 
the U.S. Government is looking into the possibility of 
prosecuting her under U.S. law for allegedly maintaining arms 
in a foreign country? Apparently the Justice Department is 
looking into this possibility. 


is} I hadn't heard about that. 


Q Have you heard from the Soviets concerning the 
protest that you issued Saturday night? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Margaret, can [ get back to the issue of the 
woman in El Salvador? Is it State's understanding that she 
will be brought up on charges before a court in El Salvador? 
The Ambassador yesterday said that he had little doubt that, in 
fact, she would be charged and that she would end up in the 
courts there. Is that State's understanding, too? 


A If our Ambassador said that yesterday, then -- 


Q El Salvador's Ambassador said that. 
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7 Excuse me, then. 
~ Is it State's understanding also? 
a Yesterday [ believe we said that she would be -- 


that she had been arrested; that she was being handled under 
Salvadoran law. [ don't think that has changed today. [ will 
check for you exactly what the legal proceedings will be on 
this. 


Q Why is she being held incommunicado? 
a I don't know. Technically, that's how she's 
being held. 


Q (Inaudible) held? 


A I don't know. That's the technical, correct 
answer, is what I was -- 


Q Do you have any opinion as to whether a 15-day 
incommunicado detention, under the state of siege should still 
apply after this offensive? Do you have any position on the 
state of siege at this time? 

a The “state of siege?" 

Q The state of siege that was declared by the 
Salvadoran authorities that permitted a 15-day incommunicado 
detention? 

a No, I don't have anything new to add on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Americas Watch report 





today? 


Q But if she's being held incommunicado but is 
being allowed regular visits, with whom is she not allowed to 
communicate? 


A I don't know. 

Q With whom is she allowed to conmunicate? 

i) [I've said that technically she's being held this 
way, but I said: however, she has seen -- yesterday was Monday 


-— our Embassy Consular Officer, a Congressman and a doctor. 
Those are the only three people that I know of that she was 
allowed by the El Salvadoran authorities to see yesterday, even 
though she is being held incommunicado I don't know how it's 
best to answer you. . 
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America's Watch: The report condemns the United 
States' response to the killing of the Jesuits and suggests 
that the U.S. Government is not sincere in its calls for the 
Cristiani Government to investigate the case fully and bring to 
justice those responsible for this barbarous crime. Nothing 
could be more inaccurate or unfair. 





May [ indulge, please, for a moment and give you some 
quotes. Assistant Secretary Bernie Aronson in open testimony: 
“The people responsible for this crime are murderers and 
barbarians. They must be brought to justice and punished for 
their crimes. The terror of the FMLN is no excuse for the 
terror of the violent right. E1 Salvador has suffered far too 
long from both for too many years." 


Ambassador Walker, our Ambassador, publicly called the 
people who did this “animals”. 


President Cristiani denounced these killings and 
dispatched a special investigative unit to the scene of the 
crime to collect evidence immediately. His government also 
invited in a team of American forensic specialists to assist in 
the investigation. President Cristiani vowed to prosecute 
those found responsible. We have said almost every day from 
this podium that we expect his government to do so, and his 
government has no doubt about that. 


Assistant Secretary Aronson, Ambassador Walker and the 
White House condemn these killings in the strongest possible 
terms. The report rightly condemns the FMLN for commencing 
this offensive which has left nearly 7,000 Salvadorans dead and 
wounded and thousands more homeless. The FMLN initiated this 
terrible offensive. The FMLN deliberately and heartlessly set 
up battle lines in the midst of civilian communities. The FMLN 
sought to use innocent civilians as human shields. 


At the direction of the President, the armed forces 
are making every effort to minimize civilian casualties in 
their effort to rout the guerrillas from the city. The 
principal means of clearing the city is the use of government 
ground forces. The ground units have been instructed not to 
fire into buildings unless fired upon. Helicopters are used 
for medical evacuation and to support ground units under fire. 


The urban war that the guerrillas chose will most 
regrettably lead to civilian casualties. The Salvadoran armed 
forces are doing their best to protect civilian lives. The 
Salvadoran armed forces have rules of engagement designed to 
protect civilian life and property. However, the guerrillas 
callously did battle behind a shield of innocent civilians. 
Notwithstanding the military's efforts, civilian casualties 
resulted, and the FMLN bears full responsibility for them. 
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Q Margaret, having gone through that long detailed 
A Right. Of our reaction. 
Q -- account of Salvadoran policy which involves 


the Salvadorans and not, presumably, the United States, I was 
wondering if you could reconsider your posted answer yesterday 
to the question of whether or not the Salvadoran authorities 
investigating the murder of the priests has yet to interview 
any members of the military. 


a The answer, unfortunately, falls in the category 
of an investigation. [ know what the answer was. I[ don't 
believe I can do any better for you today, but I can certainly 
re-ask for you. 


Q The United States still has a strong interest in 
seeing the killers brought to justice and -- 

a Absolutely. And the President has said that. 

Q But we can't say whether or not -- even though 


we're daily in constant contact with the Salvadoran 
authorities, we can't say that despite -- 


A I believe it's just -- 


Q -—- the reported presence of 30 -- on the order of 
30 people in military uniform before and after the murder of 
these priests at the scene of the crime, that we can't say some 
days afterward whether or not any Salvadoran military have been 
interviewed. I find this curious. 


a It may be curious, but it's no different than 
(when) we have our own investigations going on in this country, 
and you know that either from the White House podium or from 
this one, when there is an investigation going on -- the most 
recent example pops in my mind: Felix Bloch -- we could say 
practically zero. 


We asked yesterday. I will ask for you again, but I'm 
fairly confident what the answer's going to come up. But [ 
will definitely ask again for you: “Can we be more forthcoming 
in light of that this is an investigation going on in El 
Salvador?" 1 don't know. 


Q Margaret, a “yes” or “no" answer would not 
divulge any confidential information. 


a Il understand. It's not me. 


Q Is the FBI on the scene? 


a We posted that yesterday also and said that the 
FEL, I believe we said, was down there and was helping. 
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Q More to the point is that the U.S. Government, 
when it is suspected that the FMLN has been involved in some 
form of terrorism or a heinous act, the U.S. Government does 
not wait for an investigation to make an accusation on the 
basis of circumstantial evidence. This is a heinous act which 
appears to have been committed by the right, and the U.S. 
Government is extremely reluctant to say anything that is 
accusatory in any way, shape or form. There appears to not 
exactly be an evenhanded view in how the government is 
approaching this. 


a I understand your question, but in fairness to 
our government, we have from the very first day -- and [ think 
(in) fairly strong words -- calling killers animals from auU.S. 


Ambassador is not your normal diplomatic jargon. 


Saying that they were barbaric, the President, I 
remember on that day, strongly denounced this, and you do know 
that we have -- and we've said it every day -- that we expect 
-—- we've used the word “expect” -- President Cristiani to have 
a speedy investigation, we've used. I have no reason to 
believe that right now it's not a speedy investigation. 


But whether I can get into the specifics of in an 
investigation who they're talking to, etc., [I'm not sure. But 
I do think in fairness to us that there was swift and very 
strong language used about this heinous act, as you call it. [I 
really do think the government did not hesitate on that -- our 
government. 


Q Margaret, can I go back to the America's Watch -- 
your statement -- 





A Yes. 


Q Is it your position from that statement that by 
putting everybody in harm's way, the rebels are responsible for 
the casualties that resulted, whether or not they were 
inflicted by the armed forces, and that the armed forces, 
therefore, is relieved of responsibility, whether or not their 
response was proportional? 


A I, obviously, did not say that. But 1 have said 
consistenily who started this, who broke off the cease(-fire) 
talks, who did not participate in the election in March. So 
our policy is very, very consistent. We have also been very 
straightforward and said when you put civilians as a human 
shield and you go into neighborhoods and you are hiding in 
apartment buildings, innocent people are going to get killed. 


So you're not saying that the armed forces bears 
no responsibility for any losses that may have taken place? 
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5 The FMLN started this. They're the ones who went 
into the neighborhoods. They're the ones who chose to use 
innocent civilians in these people's neighborhoods. As I've 
said once before out here, what would you suggest a 
democratically elected government do? Just say, fine, here's 
my neighborhood? Of course they're going to Fight back. 


Q Could I just follow -- do you have anything today 
on the anti-terrorist legislation that was passed over the 
weekend in El Salvador? 


A No. 


Q Could you take the question? They've been 
described as -- the measures -- as quite draconian. 


A I'll look into it. 


Q Do you have anything on today's events in 
Czechoslovakia? 


“ The update that I have is that Prime Minister 
Adamec met today with Civic Forum leaders. He promised radical 
constitutional changes, including elimination of the leading 
role of the Communist Party. Yesterday's highly successful 
general strike in Czechoslovakia has proved the depth of 
support for Civic Forum and its ideals of civil liberties and 
truly representational government. 


We applaud Civic Forum for its commitment to peaceful 
transformation to democracy. We encourage further dialogue 
between Czechoslovakian authorities and the Civic Forum. 
Czechoslovakia is on the threshold of a reform process that 
could place it in the forefront of the states in the region. 


We look to Civic Forum and to the Czechoslovakian 
people with admiration for the courage and discipline they have 
shown in these historic days. 


Q Can we consider an aid package like that for 
Poland and Hungary if they are going to be in the forefront? 


a That would be something that your colleaque at 
the White House would be best to answer. I haven't heard that 
come up here yet, and I'm not going to speculate with you. 


Q Margaret, you didn't respond -- you didn't deal 
directly with the radical constitutional change in which the 
Communist Party gives up its primacy. Specifically, is that 
something that you are pleased to see? 


is) We are pleased to see and we applaud this 
peaceful transformation to democracy -- is an indirect way to 
answer your question. 
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Q Deputy Secretary Eagleburger was to meet today 


with the East German Ambassador. Can you say anything about 
that meeting? 


oy Yes. He did meet with him. It was a brief 


meeting, and it was to give to the Deputy Secretary a message 
for President Bush. And we understand that a similar message 
was sent to President Gorbachev, and, without characterizing 


their meeting or the message, it was basically to wish the two 


leaders -- or to wish President Bush a successful meeting in 
Malta. 

Q And the meeting was sought by the East German 
Ambassador? 

= It was requested by him. 

Q For a successful what? 

ra Successful meeting in Malta. 


Q Does the State Department have anything further 
on whether or not Mr. Gorbachev will be bringing any new 
proposals or troop reductions or anything else? 


a No, we don't. 


Q Does the State Department have a position on 
lessening tensions by cutting back naval forces in the 
Mediterranean? I should have asked you yesterday. I think you 
had something. 


a You should have 


This is in response -- yesterday there was a report, 
as you'll remember, that the Soviet Union was -- that they, the 
Soviet Union, were reducing their naval forces. We have 
observed changes in Soviet naval deployments worldwide for 
quite some time. 


Some of these changes appear to be the result of 
certain operational problems and resource constraints. There 
has been much recent speculation that the Soviets would use the 
upcoming meeting to take a new initiative in naval arms 
control. They may seek to make a virtue of necessity by 
proposing constraints related to limitations on their own naval 
deployment. However, we do not yet have any specific 
indication of what they may propose. 


As you well know, the United States is a maritime 
nation. We depend on freedom of the seas to protect our 
security and commercial interests. Our peacetime forward naval 
presence demonstrates our commitment to our allies and lends 
credibility to our strategy to deter war. 
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We have opposed Soviet proposals for naval arms 
control because they would hamper our ability to honor our 
commitments to allies and carry out our global responsibilicy 
The Soviet Union, a land power with inte-nal lines of 
communication, would be less constrainea by such proposals. We 
are not aware of naval arms control measures that would enhance 
stability Priorities should be given to correcting existing 
imbalances in European land forces. 


Q That's an unwavering line. I don't know that you 
have more on it -- 


id) I don't. 


Q ~~ but the United States is prepared to cut every 
conceivable weapon in the world -- chemical, nuclear, 
conventional troops, tanks, planes -- never naval forces. 


i That's our policy. 


Q I've never understood, and maybe I never will, 
why, if you want the world with fewer nuclear weapons and with 
reduced tensions, the Navy somehow is not part of this mix. 


a [It's our policy. [It hasn't changed today, and, 
as President Bush has enunciated it --~ Secretary Baker has many 
times since he's been Secretary of State -- first and foremost 
one of the main reasons is, as I said, we are a maritime 
nation. And I tried to enunciate what our reasons are for this 
policy. The policy hasn't changed. 


Q Margaret, the Government of Spain put out a 
statement a couple of days ago, and there was a long story in 
one of the papers, about Hizbollah's planting or arranging to 
smuggle explosives into Eastern Europe to hit some bases, hit 
some countries. Do you have any comment on that? 


a I haven't seen that report. 
Q Can you look into this? 
“a We'll look into it. 


And there was a report also that Abu Nidal has 
been put into house arrest in Libya There was disintegration 


“ Right l'm sure you were just maybe a little bit 
late today, but we had started by answering that question 
earlier. 


Q Thank you 


i Thank you all. 
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Q Margaret -- 
A I'm sorry. 


Q I have a question regarding the Chinese 
students. They're fearful of being sent home to China. What 
is the current policy in forcing them to go home? 


i The President, I believe, has before him, that 
will be decided shortly, a piece of legislation that was just 
passed the other day, and that would be a better question to 
ask over at the White House. 


Q Okay. Has there been any communication with the 
State Department -- the students? Have they had any 
communication with you? 


a Not that [I'm aware of. 


Q Margaret, any reaction to the decision by the 
Lebanese President to remove General foun from his position? 


a Yes. We have seen the reports of General Aoun's 
dismissal. We call on General foun and his followers to put 
aside their personal animosities and comply with the wishes of 
Lebanon's constitutionally established government. 


We also would call on --~ we urge all parties in 
Lebanon to exercise re’ traint now. Lebanon has seen enough 
bloodshed and violence A political process is underway, and 
we are convinced that it is possible for the people of Lebanon 
to rise to the challenge and to carry on peacefully the process 
of national reconciliation. 


We again urge all] parties to support this process and 
unite behind President Hraoui. 


Q Does that mean that you consider General foun now 
a renegade army officer? 


i) Those are your words, not mine. 
Q Margaret, do the Chinese students face any 
repercussions when they go home? Do they have any -- do they 


face any danger, or are they safe to go home? 


a My understanding is when the President issued the 
leniency in the visas, that this issue doesn't come up until, 
is it June of 1990? So 1 can't answer whether they're indeed 
going, what the policy will be. I've said a piece of 
legislation is before the President right now. 


Q Thank you. 


a Thank you all 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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Taken Question November 28 Press Briefing 


MALTA: NCND 


Q: Have we discussed the issue of nuclear weapons aboard the 
USS Belknap with the Maltese? 


A: THE UNITED STATES MAINTAINS A LONGSTANDING POLICY OF 
NEITHER CONFIRMING OR DENYING (NCND) THT PRESENCE OR 
ABSENCE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS AT ANY GENERAL OR SPECIFIC 


LOCATION, INCLUDING ABOARD ANY U.S. MILITARY STATION, SHIP, 


VEHICLE, OR AIRCRAFT. 
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Taken Question November 28 Press Briefing 


LIBYA AND TERRORISM 


Does Libya still support terrorism? 

~~ TO THE BEST OF OUR KNOWLEDGE, THE ABU NIDAL ORGANIZATION 
IS STILL HEADQUARTERED IN TRIPOLI, AND LIBYA IS STILL 
SUPPLYING FUNDS, WEAPONS, SAFE HAVENS, ANU TRAINING 
FACILITIES TO THE JAPANESE RED ARMY, THE PROVISIONAL IRA 
(PIRA), THE PFLP-GC, AND OTHER TERRORIST GROUPS. LIBYA IS 
ALSO STILL TRYING TO ACQUIRE A CHEMICAL WEAPONS CAPABILITY 
AND '™S ENGAGED IN DESTABILIZING EFFORTS AROUND THE WORLD. 
~~ THE UNITED STATES WANTS TO SEE IRREVOCABLE ACTIONS, NOT 
PRONOUNCEMENTS OR SHORT-TERM ADJUSTMENTS THAT CAN BE 
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Taken Question November 28 Press Briefing 
V. R: R ICAN 
Q: Is the United States Government looking into the 


possibility of prosecuting Jennifer Casolo under the 
Neutrality Act? 


A: FOR QUESTIONS ABOUT CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS, WE REFER YOU 


TO THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
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November 25, 1989 
Taken Question November 28 Press 8riefing 


EL SALVADOR: IL INVESTIGATON 





9: Has the SIU interviewed any members of the Armed Forces in 
connection with the killings of the Jesuits? 
A: THE SIU DOES NOT WISH TO DISCUSS THE DETAILS OF THE 


INVESTIGATION UNTIL IT IS COMPLETED. THERE ARE SOUND REASONS FOR 
THIS POLICY. INVESTIGATORS IN THE UNITED STATES SIMILARLY LIMIT 


PUBLIC RELEASE OF INFORMATION ABOUT ONGOING INQUIRIES. 


-- AS WE HAVE STATED REPEATEDLY OVER THE 13 DAYS SINCE THE 
KILLINGS TOOK PLACE, WE EXPECT THE SALVADORANS TO CONDUCT A FULL 
AND PROMPT INVESTIGATION, AND TO FOLLOW THROUGH WITH PROSECUTIONS 
OF IMPLICATED PARTIES. PRESIDENT CRISTIANI SPECIFICALLY STATED 
THAT HE WOULD PRESS FOR PROSECUTION OF ANYONE IMPLICATED BY THE 
INVESTIGATION, INCLUDING IF THE ARMED FORCES WERE FOUND TO BE 


INVOLVED. WE EXPECT HIM TO HONOR THAT COMMITMENT. 
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Taken Question November 28 Press Briefing 


EL SALVADOR: PENAL CODE AMENDMENTS 


—O 


What about the amendments to the penal code? 


A: ON NOVEMBER 23, THE ASSEMBLY PASSED THE AMENDMENTS TO THE 
PENAL CODE WHICH HAD BEEN UNDER CONSIDERATION FOR SEVERAL MONTHS. 
THE AMENDMENTS WERE INTENDED TO ENHANCE THE GOVERNMENT'S ABILITY 
TO CONTROL TERRORISM. 


-- WE HAVE LONG HELD THAT SOME OF THE PENAL CODE AMENDMENTS 
COULD, DEPENDING ON THEIR APPLICATION, BE RESTRICTIVE OF PRESS AND 
PERSONAL FREEDOMS NECESSARY IN A DEMOCRACY. 


-- ACCORDINGLY, WE ARE CONCERNED THAT THE AMENDED PENAL CODE 
BE APPLIED IN A MANNER CONSISTENT WITH DEMOCRATIC FREEDOMS. WE 
HAVE PREVIOUSLY MENTIONED THIS CONCERN TO KEY ASSEMBLY MEMBERS, 
PRESIDENT CRISTIANI, AND THE ARMED FORCES. 


-- AMBASSADOR WALKER HAS RAISED OUR CONTINUING CONCERNS ABOUT 
THE APPLICATION OF THE AMENDED PENAL CODE WITH PRESIDENT CRISTIANI 


SINCE ITS PASSAGE. 


-- PRESIDENT CRISTIANI IS CONSIDERING THE AMENDMENTS BILL NOW. 
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Taken Question November 28 Press Briefing 


Hizballah Shi t of Explosi to Spai 


Q: Do you have any information on a Spanish press report that 
Hizballah has been smuggling explosives into Spain? 
A: ON NOVEMBER 24, SPANISH POLICE ARRESTED EIGHT SUSPECTED 
MIDDLE EASTERN TERRORISTS IN VALENCIA AND MADRID. THESE 
INDIVIDUALS ARE BELIEVED TO BE INVOLVED IN SMUGGLING EXPLOSIVES 
INTO SPAIN. THE POLICE SEIZED A LARGE QUANTITY OF PLASTIC 
EXPLOSIVES, DETONATORS, AND SOME HAND GENADES DURING THE ARREST. 
THE SPANISH POLICE ARE CONDUCTING A THOROUGH INVESTIGATION 
INTO THIS MATTER, AND IT WOULD BE INAPPROPRIATE TO COMMENT 
FURTHER PENDING THE OUTCOME OF THEIR INVESTIGATION. 
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Press Statement For Immediate Release 


PANAMA: ARREST OF OPPOSITION LEADERS 





TWO PROMINENT DEMOCRATIC OPPOSITION LEADERS, GUILLERMO COCHEZ 
AND FRANCISCO ARTOLA, WERE ARRESTED BY NORIEGA REGIME AGENTS 
THE EVENING OF NOVEMBER 27 AS THEY RETURNED FROM THE U.S.. 

THEY HAD BEEN WORKING FOR PANAMANIAN DEMOCRACY AT THE RECENT 


SESSION OF THE OAS GENERAL ASSEMBLY. THE REGIME HAS NOT YET 





ADMITTED TO HOLDING THESE INDIVIDUALS, ALTHOUGH THEIR ARRESTS 
WERE SEEN BY RELIABLE OBSERVERS. WE CONDEMN THIS OUTRAGEOUS 


ACT AND CALL FOR THEIR IMMEDIATE RELEASE. 


THIS IS ONLY THE LATEST OF MANY HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS 


PERPETRATED BY THE NORIEGA REGIME IN ITS DESPERATE EFFORT TO 


CLING TO POWER. 
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BACKGROUND LOGISTICS BRIEFING ON MALTA 
BY 


November 28, 1989 
The Briefing Room 


4:37 P.M. EST 


RW I'm going to first just touch on what we've 
just given you. ve given a detailed schedule for Malta and 


attached to the back of that . very rough schedule for the 
Brussels stop. We expect to have a more detailed Brussels schedule 
tomorrow, which we will pass out when we get it. I'd like to note 
that both these schedules are subject to change and probably will 
change. 


You'll notice on the Malta schedule, there still are a 
couple of TBDs in there. And our intention is to distribute the 
final final schedule, or as final as it's going to get, probably 
either on the plane or just prior to our departure on Thursday. 


I'm going to go ahead and start with Malta -- just a 
little bit of background first on the country. 


Malta's located in the Mediterranean Sea. It's 
approximately 100 miles south of Sicily and 200 miles north of the 
coast of Libya. The country is made up of three small islands, 
encompassing 121 square miles. Malta has a population of 345,000 


people and is one of the most densely populated countries in the 
world. 


The principal city is Valletta and the primary languages 
spoken are Maltese and English. Most of you will find while you're 
over there that just about eve speaks English, so you really 
won't have much of a problem communicating. 


Malta is a Commonwealth country and at this point 
maintains neutral status. 


The weather in Malta at this time of the year is 
relatively mild. I'd compare it somewhat to the weather ve're having 
in Wash right now. While we were over there it was relatively 
sunny dur the days, somewhat cool -- probably in the low 60's. In 
the evenings, it dropped to more like the low 50s. And I would 
recommend sweaters for some times during the day and na a little 
bit heavier sweaters at night. And definitely, bring along a 
raincoat. It tends to rain sometimes in the afternoons and they've 
been having some pretty heavy rains down there in the last le of 
Gays. Right now the weather forecast looks like the weather ld 
be fairly mild down there, an¢ © *.’~ roint, they aren't predicting 

heavy rain, but showers are usually pretty regular for the 
efterneeas 


The dress down in Malta is rally casual. We still 
need to let pool members know what the dress will be for different 
occasions, but at this point, we are anticipating that it will be 
casual at all times in Malta. As for Brussels, we'll get you an 
update on that. Anybody on the pool out to the USS Forrestal, I 
would recommend that that be extremely casual -- that not wear 
any skirts or high heels. It's definitely pants and flat shoes, 
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probably tennis shoes would be the best to wear. 


The filing center in Malta is located at the 
Mediterranean Center, which is a large facility near the Comnhoun 
Valletta. The filing center that we have set up is as aan On be a 

oint U.S.-Soviet and international press facility. And it will 

lude one large work area and filing area for all press, which will 
be divided into three different sections -- one for the Soviet press, 
one for the White House press corps, and one for the international 
press. 


When you get there you'll see that it's basically one 
long, cavernous hallway. I guess the best comparison I would have is 
to the concourse outside the Kennedy Center theatres, though it's 
stone and high vaulted ceilings. It's kind of susty and noisy in 
there, but it's an interesting setting. 


Adjacent to’. ‘serge room is the brief room, and 
that is an auditorium wi*) -- st ae fixed seats, which will be 
utilized for the interna. + corps. In the front row on the 


floor, there will be ssat= prov for the White House press corps 
and the Soviet press «crps -- divided in half. The floor is kind of 
like an orchestra pit area that's -- it's relatively large and we 
feel we can accommodate just about everybody there. 


I've advised some of the people most concerned that you 
See it ee, i os le oun 
aoe Ceneeraeet) & Sees Sere work area and 
eg AF Rem tae 2 oat teas c 11 be in the work 


My Ay} Fig hp 4 that is 
the fi ing center itself. 


Q Will the briefings be piped to the work area? 


. SNEED: te briefings will be piped to the work 
area, is the way I it for right now. If that changes, 
I'll let you know. 


Also on the filing center, the Maltese -- I should say 
the Maltese government, and in particular, the Department of 
Information, is the host of all of us, of all the press, and they are 
really running and operating this facility in conjunction with our 
group and the Soviets. They are going to provide a 24-hour, I 
believe that's right, O'Rourke, if you can -- 24-hour food 
service? I think that's t they said. 


Q That's what they say. 






Twenty-four hour food service “Tar aes 

from the brie room and the work area. fy Ay 

should have mentioned this earlier, the food in Malta is a 
fel. (Laughter.) You can ask some of your colleagues that vent 
re with us. But it will suffice. 


Also, in the work space, that will be the location that 
we call pools together. And at this point, we're not sure how we're 
going to do that in terms of a PA system or not, but for the White 
House pools, we'll call that right within the White House press work 
area. 


The White House press off‘-~ -:"** be located on that sane 
floor, as will the USIS operations. 


As far as telephone oumuntenttens. AT6T, as usual Ellis 
Kitchen's office, is providing and putting together all the 
telecommunications support for us. And I have a few phone numbers 
thet are —— on anything you've been given that you might be 


AT&T advises that from a telephone in Malta, and in 
particular, from, say, a phone in your hotel room, if you would like 
to reach the AT&T switchboard at the P press filing center, that number 
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is 64-80-30. You may want to advise your offices back here that if 
they want to reach that switchboard at the filing center from the 
United States, they would dial area code 703-959-6000. And from the 
Washington, D.C. area, you would just dial 1-959-6000. 


Keen SNNAN the important thing about that 
internal number ta is that that will -- that number will enable 
the Malta operator to switch us on to the transatlantic satellite 
line and let us call the United States from our hotel rooms or 
anyplace else in Malta using the satellite line. The point being 
that there are only 12 lines that the Malta telephone company has 
regularly off Malta. So if you want to call the United States via 
the Malta Company, you may have to wait a couple of hours to get 


through. But if you use that number, you should get through 
instantly. 





Okay. So again -- by the way, I should 
representative from the White House 
Correspondence Association that accompanied us on the pre-advance. 
Just to summarize that, there are really only 12 lines that exist 
right now that are hooked up between Malta and the United States 
without us being there, and AT&T is obviously augmenting that 
service, but it is through these numbers that we just gave you. So 


if you want to take advantage of that service, you need to use these 
numbers. 


Larry O'Rourke vas 


Q The point of the number -- of the 703 number -- the 
one that would go into the switchboard -- once we get there to a work 
place, those phones will have numbers on therm and that call would 
come through, just like Costa Rica? 






That's right. That's correct. The phones 
in ce will have numbers on them that you can then advise 


your 
your offices to let that operator know what he or she are connecting 
to. 


Q Can they call into hotels in Malta? 


NCTE: I don't believe so. They may be able to 
connect you, m not sure that they're going to be able to 
connect -- they may be able to connect you to, say, a hotel 
switchboard there, I would guess, though I don't know that for sure. 


Q Will they be able to call directly from the U.S. to 


your phone without going through the switchboard once you've given 
the number? 


That I don't know and I would probably tend 
to doubt it wv going through that switching system. Any other 
questions about communications at all, at this point? 


The hotels. The White House press corp will be housed in 
two hotels in Malta which are located up on the northeastern coast of 
the island <-- the main island, Malta. The sain hotel where the 
majority yy will be staying is the Hotel Suncrest. And that's 
located on Qawra coast. And I can give @ phone number for 
that hotel switchboard if you'd like. It's Malta -- 47-54-70. 

Fax number -- 41-16-98. The other hotel will be the Hotel New 
Dolmen. The local number there is 47-36-61; and the fax number: 
47-73-72. And that also is located on the far coast, not more than 
about five or 10 minutes from the Suncrest. 


Both those hotels are approximately 20 minutes to 25 
minutes from the fil center. And with that in mind; I'd like to 
—_ over the shuttle systes that we've r to go between 

eliing center and the hotels. This will be operating on 
20-minute intervals from the following hours: On Friday from 6:00 
a.m. to 11:30 p.m., on Saturday the 2nd of December for the sane 
hours. And on Sunday, from 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Again, that'll be 
running on 20-ninute intervals from both those hotels and the 
Mediterranean Center. 
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Q Why can't it run later? 

Q What's the chances of getting that extended? 
SERENE: Beyond 11:30 p.n.? 

Q Eleven-thirty p.m. is not good. 

WE. 9 well, we could probably do that. 

Q That's just 5:30 p.m. here in the States. 


SE: =f there is a demand for it, we'll keep it 
going. 


Q Will the USIA people be running that, as they did in 


SNE: Yes. The USIA will have -- 


Q I think it should run all night, really. 


Costa Rica? 


. Q Because, seriously, the system just did not hold up 
at all in Costa Rica. And if someone could keep an eye on that. 
There were people who took one-hour tours of San Jose on those buses. 


Okay. We're confident it should work. And 
if adjustments need to made when we get there, we'll make then. 


Q What about the taxis at these hotels? Will they be 
able to run during this, or will they have to have security badges? 


t There really shouldn't be a lot of 
disruption in traffic and things on island on account of us, 
because both leaders will be out on their ships the whole tine. 
However, I should just point out that in Malta in general, the 
traffic moves, I would guess relatively slowly. And it seems like 
most of the roads are in circles, so you have to go around to a 
roundabout and then hook onto another road, and keep on going around. 
So as the crow flies, it's not all that long to get places. But in 
vehicles, it takes a while. 


Q Well, everybody works later than 11:30 p.a. 

OU:: +f there is a demand to extend that 
service, we will extend it. But again, I would ask that considering 
that existing transportation system on the island that you would want 
to bear with us if there are problems to ; egin with. 


Q How long does it take to walk from the hotels to the 
filing center? 


SUR: §9=It's not very mountainous there, no. 


Q How far is it to walk -- do you knowMN -- to the 
filing center? 


Seereren: It would probably take you three or four 
hours. (La . feasible. If you want to do it, it's a nice 


walk. 

Q @@@Gwnhat if you're in good shape? 

WE: §9we'll provide jogging maps. ‘ (Laughter.) 
Let me just note about the hotels, also, that -- don't be ised 
when get there and there's no television in your roon. re are 


no televisions in these hotel rooms. And these are, I would have to 


say, according to our embassy there, some of the better hotels in 
Malta. 


I think everyone would agree we vere ee 
I think the one thing that was def 


itely 
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lacking was a television. So be prepared for that. 

The phone service in your hotel rooms and the switchboard 
service at the hotels is somewhat slow as well. So you may end up 


ringing 10 or 15 times to get a hotel operator, if that's the means 
you're going to use. 


Any other questions about the hotels, the shuttles, the 
filing center? Any of that type of thing? 


Q Will we be assigned hotels before we leave so we can 
leave numbers, or -- 


I have the assignments. You're at the 
Suncrest. (Laughter.) 


Q Thank you. 


t We will have assignments for you ahead of 
time between those two hotels. 


Q Okay. 


Q The filing center -- there's been suggestions that 
it's fairly dim if we're using Trash 200s that don't have the 
backlighted screens. 


CR: 4«I would say -- and chime in here if 
you want -- I'd eey that it is a little dark » It's almost kind 
of dark and a little hazy. It's an old building with hi ». we 


ceilings and stone walls, and even maybe sta glass v 
think, or something like that. So it's not -- I mean, the Sighting 
is not great, but -- so be prepared for that. 


Q It can't be made better? I mean, there's not enough 
lead time to do this? 


TONNE: I appealed to the Malta government to put 
extra lights t room, but they said they didn't have the power 

to do 7 ———e of the television and the other demands for energy. 

And I > ng to bring a flashlight. I recommend everybody else do 
the same for nighttime filing. (Laughter.) 


Ie it -- about ft 
- wwe any speeches or comments from 


mw will be some things that are piped 


back, and I don Ay Rg Ng ARR ee 
point. But ime a statement is made, for example 


the press 
statement or press conference, those remarks will be piped back 
to the filing center. 


Q For both ships? 

SEES: 39 rrom the Forrestal? Ho. 
Q The speech? 

WRENN: «wich speech? 


Q If Bush makes a speech on the Forrestal -- ten 
minutes of remarks. 


t I don't ag we're going to be able to 


SS ge Ay. JES ed ~ yA, that when I got the 
schedule of the Forrestal. ‘11 just touch touch on it now. The 


communications between the Forrestal and the shore are really just 
limited to whatever existing communications that the U.S. 

already has. We're not augmenting those communications at all. 

We've asked the Navy to provide us with an emergency line that can be 
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opened up if something were to happen for the protective pool to get 
word back. But as far as any other lines be used for broadcast 
and things, at this point, the answer to that is no. 


Q How about the Fax machine? It's available in the 
working place? 


t The White House doesn't routinely provide 
Fax machines for you, you're more than welcome to contact the 
Maltese government and see if they sight assist you in that. But 
a Hoes here go ahead and get that equipment on 
their own. 


Q But statements from both ships will be piped back -- 


The statements are on Sunday. The press 
statement and press conference will be piped back. 


Q What kind of phones are in the hotel? Are they 
touch-tone and do they -- 


QEURRTR: §= wo, they're rotary dial phones. 


Q What sort of phones or communications will there be 
from the ships if the pool or poolers need to phone something back or 
file something back? What do we have on that? 


SURERENNS: Well, we're still working on that 
communication » and I know the pool members that went on the 
pre-advance vere apprised of what we were attempting to do and we're 
still waiting to see what exactly it is we ended up with. But we 
hope that we've been able to augment the Navy communications with 
some more communications that are exclusive to 
sure if that's going to end up being a telephone out there that 
—— ust 1 one in the filing center or act. 
are I can 


update on that and let you know tomorrow. 


Q I just want to make this clear. The first videotape 
for the U.S. pool will not arrive at the U.S. pool position until 
about 3:40 p.m. in the afternoon then? 


Well, let's finish up with -- we'll go over 


the schedule in a - Let me just finish up the rest of the 
logistics before we get to the schedule, and then we can talk about 
that. 


One last thing I wanted to touch on were credentials and 
customs formalities upon entering Malta. As most of you probably 


already know, the Maltese rnment is not requiring visas for, 
I believe, all of you. I *t think anyone fell into category 
that required one, as far as I know. The Maltese government has, 


however, requested that everybody carry @ passport, and in fact at 
this point they would like to have those passports perhaps even 
handed to them on arrival. So I don't know how many times we would 
be able to emphasize to you before we go that please do not forget to 
bring your passport. They've made it very clear to us that they 
intend to look at all the passports. And there's not a heck of a lot 
we can do for you if you haven't brought yours. So please bring 
ther. 


Any other questions before we go into the schedule? 


Q Are you going to deal with the poole as you deal 
with the schedule? 


SEEN: yes, yes. 


on Bush's departure remarks, will 
t people can file before we get 
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on the plane? 





I don't know on that yet. SHE ao you have 
any word on that? 


SUNN: 9 don't think so. 
SEGUE: $= At this point we're not -- we don't think 





so on that. 
Q Ho advance text? 


t We don't know on that, but we'll find out 
as we get closer to Thursday. 


Let's go into the schedule here. On the first page, on 
Thursday, the baggage call is going to be from 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 
a.m. out at the Southwest Gate. Wow, if you would like to keep your 
begs, although we don't encourage it, and bring them out to Andrevs 
directly, you'd need to arrive at Andrews at 3:30 a.s. 


Lee creed it's not that we don't encourage -- 
only have one 1 truck, so feel free to say -- 


GEIS: Okay, I'm sorry. (Laughter.) 


a recpvintataeal And that's no equipment at 9:00 a.m. to 
11:00 a.m. either. 


t I stand corrected. Go ahead and make your 
choice there at will. 


The final check-in and the standard check-in for 
everybody will be at 4:15 p.m. and we anticipate that the press plane 
will be wheels from Andrews at approximately 5:15 p.m. That will 
be before, at this point, before any departure statements will be 


ee So you'd need to use locally based crews for 
t. 


Q Will a departure statement be available earlier in 
the afternoon for those of us who don't have locally-based crews? 


We don't know .m when that's going to be 
available we get back to you on that tomorrow or on Thursday. 


At this point, the President is scheduled to depart the 
South Lawn at 6:20 p.m. and have the wheels up from Andrews at 6:45 
p.m. On the to Malta, we don't require any fueling stops. Both 
of us -- both Force One and the press plane will go directly to 
Malta. The press charter will arrive there at 6:50 a.m. and 
everybody should be bright-eyed and bushy-tailed. 


Q WE ic that about six hours? 


anaes: It's a six hour time difference from both 
Malte and Brussels to here. 


On arrival, we're going to hold an expanded 1 back at 
the airport, as we normally do on most trips, and that will be 
augnented by the travel pool on the press plane. 

Q Here ve go. 

Q Please change the radio correspondent there, 
otherwise the radio correspondent has a pool from 6:00 p.m. Thursday 
until 3:30 p.m. Friday afternoon. 

Q Are you, Wendell? 


Q And that's me. (Laughter.) And that stinks. 


Q Awww. 








Yes. Wo, I understand. And we will change 
that. That's a good point. 


Q -- and then it just goes on forever and ever. If 
you change it there, that also will -- 


QOMBRNEE: $= oxay, we'll make the change. 
Q Thank you -- radi~ and all the way down the line -- 
Q Wendell -- 


Q What are you? Reagan? Can't you take the extra -- 


How, you'll notice that Expiaded Pool #2, 
pool, will the ai on 
we're not sure it’s go to go. 
back to you on that before we leave, 

go 


Minister of Malte. And the location of that 

that meeting is, that 
there ahead of time and preposition in whatever 
take place and cover that. 





Q Ie there -- there in Malta -- three pools -- one 
American pool, a Soviet pool, an international pool? 


should anticipate that there will be an equivalent-sized Soviet 
and a lesser-sized international pool. 


Q Who is organizing the international pools? 
The international ls are being organized 






by the oo Maltese government rtment of Information 
and in conjunction with USIA and a similar Soviet body. 

In the meantine, once the President has arrived and gone 
to this meeting with the Prime Minister, that 1 that 


a poo 
stayed behind to cover his arrival will board «a helicopter and go 
directly out to the USS Forestall to preposition there for the 
President's arrival. That expanded pool is not « full expanded pool. 
It will be augmented by the travel pool that's going with the 
President both to this neeting with the Prime Minister and then in 
the helicopters out to the Forrestal. 

80 


let me just go over that one sore time. On arrival, 
1, which is not « full-sized expanded pool -- it will 


cover the arrival of Air Force 0: «. 


Then, when the President departs, that trevel 1 thet 
on Air Forces One which will ectually switch to Travel 18 -- 
we intend to ewitch the radio and writers out of it -- will 
ith the President, ee ee eee , 
then his out to 1. The Expanded Pool #1 
© was at the sirport thet wes not @ full-sised expanded pool vill 
leapfrog out to the Forrestal and cover that. 











ful 1 duties, but consider that an open press situation. 

So tion for anybody that decided to remain 

a ee oe ey ee ee ee oe 
gone. 


a you go over Travel Pool B -- the 





Travel Pool B -- the sembers that are 


-- @ prepositioned expanded pool there, but will the 


Q 
trevel pool make it -- 


CECNED: t0s. There vill be on interchenye like ve 
normally do with hel ,» and that travel pool will join up with 


their Expanded Pool One -- with Expanded Pool One and become « full, 
a © oe ee, Oe ee ee ee 


Q -- Travel Pool B -- CBS the television crew 
there? Why didn't it rotate -- 


weueeeee: I'm sorry. Why did it not rotate up to the 
next network 


Q Yes. The next day -- 


SEGRE: §9mat's something we can talk about, also. 
If you'd like, I can talk to Barbara ebout that afterwards, and if we 


— to make thet change, we can. That's certainly legitimate to do 
t. 


So out on the Forrestal, Marine One will arrive. And « 

Ee ae ne eee 7 ea een en as 
‘m not going to bother go through ell 

@ little difficult for me to describe 

Go. But it's «a combination of closed 

and 1 events as we move the travel pool and/or the expanded 

1 around to different locations. The President is going to spend 

tely three hours out on the Forrestal and view a number of 

4ifferent demonstrations, have lunch, and then he will eddress the 


Forrestal? 


eetarrer rd I'm not eure of that one again, but we'll 
get beck to you on . 


Q Bice way to start « piece -- 


_ I should note here that the travel pool in 
certain ci , for le when the President is watching « 
recovery of aircraft on the 1, we will probably, though I 

won't guarantee “hat we will do this, we will probably sugeent that 


Q Will there be any advance text of the speech on the 












travel pool with the other still photographers that are part of that 
other expanded pool that's out there. 


So I'll just leave it at that for the Forrestal unless 
anyone has any other questions. 


We depart the Forrestal -- we're on Page 7 now -- at 2:35 
p.m., en route directly to the Belknap, it'll be a full regular 
helicopter movement. The full Expanded Pool #1 will accompany the 
President on board a press helicopter. And when we get in the 
vicinity of the Belknap, that helicopter with the other ones will 
break off and land on shore at what we're calling the boat dock, 
which you'll see in this document quite a bit. That's our pool 
staging area on shore. 


Those helicopters will land on the boat dock, and the 
President will land directly on board the helo pad on the Belknap. 
There will be an expanded pool -- full-sized expanded pool 
prepositioned ahead of time out on the Belknap to cover that arrival. 
And you'll see that noted as Expanded Pool #3. What's not reflected 
in here is when that pool forms up and departs the filing center and 
all those independent movements. And we will have that in the final 
schedule for you before we leave. 


Q Do you think that pool could be the pool that makes 
meeting the Prime Minister if those same people do that 


t We won't number it that way, but for your 


planning purposes you would be able to have those same people cover 
both pools. 


| That concludes the day. The President has private tine 
and remains overnight for the rest of Friday. 


Q GENRB do you know anything about briefing schedules 
or anything like that? 


COOSSRER: I'm not going to get into the briefing 
schedule yy ™ let you know what that is, but we'll let you 
know when we what that is a little bit more firnly. 


Q°- But he remains on the ship overnight, does he? 


SE: §« that's correct. 


Q That's settled? 


RERUCSTS: That's settled. Both the President and 
President Gorbachev will stay on their ships for every night that 
they stay in Malta. 


Q Yes, but the question I think he's asking, he's not 
going out to dinner? 


Q He's not going out to dinner in Malta? 


Nothing is scheduled and nothing will be 
scheduled, as I'm sure most of you are aware, we can never 
rantee anything with this President. (Laughter.) But, as I said, 
t's not going to be scheduled, so if anything were planned, it would 
be like any other movement here in Washington if the President 
decided to go out to dinner. It would be something that we organized 
at the last minute to cover that. : 


Let me just state, as I should have at the beginning, 
that this record is -- I mean this briefing is OFF THE RECORD if 
anyone had a question about that. And it's for -- and furthermore, . 
on a of that, the schedule is, as stated at the top, for your 
planning purposes only -- internal use only and not for publication 
or broadcast. 
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At the bottom of page eight, you'll see that, again, we 
just note what the times are for that shuttle systen. 


Saturday, page nine. In the morning, 7:30 a.m., we have 
four pools form up at the filing center. On Saturday and Sunday, 
when we form up pools at the filing center, we'll first call that 

1 -- that White House pool together in our area there, and then we 
intend to join up with the other two pool entities -- the Soviets and 
the international pool at the filing center and all board buses 
together to go down to the boat dock. So it's going to be just -- 


a of bodies running around, and so just keep 
cool and stick with us and we'll make sure everybody gets where 


you going to do it on the boats -- the 
I mean, are you going to take the 
Russian pool on one launch and then -- 


I'll get to that in a second. These pools 
to 


the boat dock, which for those 
of you that were there, you can ask them. It's an industrial boat 
dock that's just off the -- I'd say probably 500 to 750 yards from 
A ang ships, which are ancho out in the middle of the Marsaxlokk 


When the pools arrive, they'll through a security 
sweep there and then board the launches, which will be labeled by 
pool and in particular which ship you're going to. Just about 
everybody will end up going out to the Slava that morning. The 
launch pool will go out to the Belknap. 


I'm not going to go through every single individual 
movement here. I'11 just go through the main ones. At 9:35 a.n., 
the President will board the Admiral's barge and depart the Belknap 


to go over to the Slava, which is about a 10-minute cruising tine. 
For that -- go ahead. 


Q I had a couple of questions. One, the securit 
sveep at the boat dock is the only security sweep that a pool will 
have to endure? 


Q Not those aircraft -- 


WE No. Press launches is a boat. 


Q Catapult. (Laughter.) 


We won't be doing that. Some of us already 
went through that one on the pre-advance. 


For that movement, there will be coverage from a pool 
that is actually in the President's launch. And you'll note that 
pool listed on page -- on the pool list -- that's on page number 
five. That pow. ic wade up of one still pher that's been 
chosen al by the turf builders -- that's -- and we are going 
to have a White House TV crew in the launch, and we will distribute 
that video, which will be without sound, to whomever would like it. 


At this point, the helicopter pool is noted in the 
schedule. However, I would advise everybody that we're having sone 
difficulty making that one happen and we'll let you know whether 
we're able to get that one off the ground or not. 


Q Well, I have a question about that. What is the 
whole purpose of that helicopter pool and why is there a radio person 
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on it? 


SAE: Well, if the radio person does not want to 
do that, that's fine, but we just wanted to offer a slot to each type 
of press, in case they wanted to go up there. The helicopter pool -- 
the helicopter will actually hover over the harbor as the President 


travels between the ships. So it's mainly a picture, but if the 
radio correspondent would like to be up there, they can be. 


Q If that pool doesn't occur, will that -- what will 
you do about the rotation for the remaining pools? 


GD, «we pack it 012 up. 


Q So this will all change. Gosh. 


RON : Is that right, GAN? We'll just back it all 
SNR: §1'4 say opposed to that -- 


WeRrCCES: Looks like we'll probably just back up. If 
any pools are or added, we'll just push back or forward the 
pool rotation. : 















Q How will these pictures get back? Is there a 
microwave at the dock or do they have to be hand-carried back? 


SERGE: «From the what, the helicopter? 
Q The helicopter and the -- 


Once the President's gone across to the 
Slava and is on , the heli r will land back at the boat dock 
landing zone, where the press arrived in the buses. 


Q Is there a microwave there? 


SURRRRRRER: we're not providing any microwaves. 1 
don't know. 


Q Well, I mean, has anybody set anything up? I mean, 
that's quite a trip back to the filing center. 


:: «that's a question to -- 


Q Yes, I don't know whether they're going to have it 
there or not. 


CGE: «That's something you need to talk to the TV 
pool about. 


The President will be met by President Gorbachev on board 
the rear deck -- the stern deck of the Slava, and the pool 
number four will be out on the deck to cover that arrival. The two 
will go inside for a series of expanded bilateral and restricted 
bilateral sessions that will last for approximately three hours, from 
10:00 a.m. until 1:00 p.m. I've been advised that there is no 

rticular breakdown of times for these meetings, but that the two 


eaders will go from restricted or expanded sessions as they see fit 
during that three-hour perioa. 


At the top of this first bilateral session, there will be 
a bilateral pool, as we're call it, itioned in the Ward Roon 
of the Slava to cover the two 1 re walk in and sitting down at 
the table and shaking hands. That will just be top of the meeting 
coverage and then that pool will be brought back out again. 


om page number 10, as you'll note, in the pool note 
there, onc~ that coverage is done, we'll bring that pool back up to 
the deck. vy -mbers of that bilateral pool that would like to be 
part of *+ w on bilateral pool -- the luncheon pool that'll be 
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coming out a little bit later -- can remain on deck in a holding 
room. The rest of the pools, the expanded pool and the launch pool 
will be taken back to the filing center. 


Q SHAR wnat about a member of the expanded poo) four 
who'd like to do the lunch pool? 


SORRRRRRRE: would like to do the what pool? 
Q Go from the expanded pool four and do the luncheon. 


: Let me check on that, but I think that 
would be okay. 


At 11:00 a.m. the luncheon pool will assemble in the 
filing center and go out through this process that we have 
established here to the Slava to cover the top of the luncheon that 
the two leaders will have following their morning sessions. That'll 
be top of the lunch coverage. That pool will be prepositioned in the 
room before the two cone in. 


And I should go back and say for all these, as we call 
them below-deck meetings or luncheons or dinners; in all cases, those 
pools, which are travel pool size, basically, will be prepositioned 
-- the whole group, everybody -- in those rooms ahead of time. And 
we'll allow ample opportunity for everybody to get their bearings and 
pick their spots and all that. 


The luncheon pool will then be brought back to the filing 
center. Again, if there's members of that luncheon pool that wish to 
remain out on the ship for the pools that are coming out 
later, we can arrange that. You'll note that expanded pool five and 
bilateral pool number two will be brought out to the Slava later on 
in the afternoon to cover the President returning to the Slava. 


I should have said that the President, once the 
luncheon's over, will go back over to the Belknap in the Adsiral's 
barge, and that's all noted in here, and have sone downtime on the 
Belknap, and then return to the Slava for the afternoon sessions. 


When he returns, the pool number five will be in 
the same position that expanded pool four was in the morning to cover 
the President on board and then a preposition bilateral pool 
—_ the room, again, to cover the top of the 
meeting. 


Once that photo is done, all those pools will be taken 
off the ship -- all press personnel off the ship -- and brought back 
to the filing center. At around 4:50 p.m. an expanded pool and the 
dinner 1 will form up in the filing center and be brought out to 
the Bel - The expanded pool will be itioned on the fantail 
deck, which is the stern deck of the Belknap, and the dinner pool 
will be prepositioned in the Ward Room where the two leaders will 
have dinner. At this point, we anticipate that that expanded pool 
will be out there early enough so that they will be able to cover 
President Bush returning to the Belknap by himself. 


Q They'll just hang out? 


They'll hang out on the deck, and then the 
President will come on ré the owinuep and go to the admiral's 
quarters for some private time before President Gorbachev comes over 
shortly thereafter for dinner. And when President Gorbachev cones 
over for dinner, President Bush will come out to the fantail and 
greet him onto the ship. 


Then they'll go down and have dinner and we'll get a top 
of the dinner cove » And then all press will be taken off the 
ship, and that's it for Saturday. 


Q Don't stay for the toast remarks? 
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: At this point, we don't have any toasts 
scheduled. This is a relatively informal dinner. So there are no 
toasts scheduled, and therefore none to cover. 


Q Who are the guests? 


Bre? We don’t have a guest list yet, Naomi, but 
we'll try get one for you if we can. Probably, it will have to 
be in Malta. 


On Sunday morning, relatively early this time, the sane 
basic routine for these pools forming up. You'll see there will be 
thrze pools forming in the morning and being brought out to the 
USS Belknap. All activities on Sunday will take place out on the 
U.S. ship, the Belknap. 


The pools will be brought out through the buses in the 
security sweep, and the Expanded Pool #7 will be brought to the 
Focsle Deck which is on the bough of the ship -- to. cover the church 
service which the President will be attending on board the deck. 


President Gorbachev is not attending that church service. 
That's just President Bush. 


Expanded Pool #8 will be there on the fantail deck to 
eves Seeceeee* Seereenay  S8aate S® ores case Se eased servese is 
done, and then the two will go a morning session of bilaterals 
and a bilateral pool will be again prepositioned in the Belknap's 
Ward Room to cover that first session of bilaterals. Once that's 
over, all those pools will be brought off the ship. 


Later on in the morning, we will bring out another group 
of pools, 9 and 10, which will out to the ship and be brought to 
the same locations -- 9 to the fantail deck and Pool #10 to the 


statement, the joint press statement, and the press conference after 
President Gorbachev has departed. The pool on the fantail, #9. will 
cover President Bush bidding farewell for the last time to President 
Gorbachev, and then his departure from the Belknap. 


Let me just touch briefly on Expanded Pool #10. We have 
been able to come up with a small number of additional spots in that 
pool. And our intention right now is to offer those to writers and 
radio correspondents. The exact number is still to be determined, 
but it's go to be somewhere in the neighborhood of around 12. At 
this point in consultation with the White House Correspondents 
Association and the radio ts, what we intend to do is put 
all the names of the regular of the White House Press Corps 
that cover pools into a hat and pick the names out. And ve'll divide 
that on a percentage basis between radio and writing correspondents, 
depending on how many there are total. 


Now, the radio correspondent and the writing 
correspondent that are listed on this pool list and Expanded Pool #10 
will still have pool responsibility and will be expected to produce a 
pool report for everybody else that wasn't able to make it out there. 


Q Will there be any television coverage of that so 
that people in the filing center can see it, or is it just -- 


Caeeeeam: There will be .esevscuion coverage, and I 
believe live television coverage -- it will be available in the 
filing center. 


Q In the bilateral arrangement, are there any U.S. 
reporters -- are there any White House reporters included in the 
Gorbachev press conference? 


eeengenns: Yes, that is correct. There will be -- 
President Bush v deliver his press conference almost immediately 


following the departure of President Gorbachev from the Belknap. 
Followir7 Presi“ent Bush's press conference, President Gorbachev will 
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commence his press conference which will be on board the Gorky, whi 
is a second Soviet ship which is going to be docked right on the boat 
dock where the ing area is 
ag Tag Sy that will be there throughout the scetings. And 
at this point, we have an unspecified number of spaces for the White 
House and U.S. press corps on that ship. But it is going to be 
somewhere in the neighborhood of between 80 and 100 spots. And we'll 
get back to you further on how we intend to divide that up. 


S 


And I should note when I say 80 to 100, that means 
everybody -- television, radio and all press personnel. 


Q -- extra seats for President Bush's press 
conference. 


We'll give you a list of who was chosen for 
those ls. But I would think that for our press conference, that's 
basically only going to be available to the people that normall cover 


White House press pools. The Soviet press conference, we may be able 
to accommodate more. 


And I should point out, it really is, as the members of 
the press that came with us saw, strictly a matter of space. The 
place that we are conducting the press conference, we're putting in 
as many as we can possibly get before people start going overboard. 


Q The press conferences won't be piped to -- 





The press conference and the press 
back to the filing center. 


Q And both the Soviet and the American? 
RARER : 


Following the President's press conference, he will have 
egg + my one hour of down time or private time before departing 
Malta. This tine is going to be used from your standpoint, number 
one, for most of you to file, and number two, the networks will have 
time to conduct interviews with some administration officials before 
the party departs. 


statement will be p 





I anticipate the Soviets will do the sane. 


Q when would you expect to have some sort of 
briefing schedule 


WANS, We'll get that for you within the next 
couple of days, hopefully before we depart. 


At about 4:00 p.m., the President ry to depart the 
Belknap on Marine One. A travel pool letter C expanded pool 11, 
travel pool C being part of Expanded Pool 11, will be on the boat 
dock and board their helicopter and accompany the President in that 
helicopter movement to Luga Airport. And at that point, Travel Pool 
C will board Air Force One and they're off to Brussels. 


At this Png oe it looks like we have a small number of 
seats available on the presidential backup plane 2600, for eo*te 
Probably what we will be able to do is accommodate the people that 
are normally in a travel pool on ground movements only, that being an 
AFP photographer, a Reuters writer, and a mag photo pooler on the 
—— plane, so that in Brussels that evening we'is nave a full-size 

pool on the ground. “. 


As far as filing time here, we've blocked in about an 
hour end a half, which goes from the point that the pool 
that covered the press conference gets back to the filing center, 
which is going to take somewhere in the neighborhood of about 

re between 45 minutes to an hour to get that done from the 
conclusion of the press conference. So we can be relatively flexible 
on these times. We're in no hurry to get to Brussels. As you'll 
note on the Brussels schedule, everything that evening is travel pool 
coverage. And if we need to wait another hour, we can do that. But 
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we'll just kind of get a consensus when we're there on what everybody 
feels. 


But just to take a stab at it, it looks like most people 

are going to get somewhere between an hour and a half to two and a 
half hours to file. That would probably put us departing Malta at 
about 6:00 p.m. and arriving Brussels at about 9:00 p.m. There is no 
time change between Malta and Brussels. At this point, I am not 
going to go over the schedule for Brussels, because it's so rough. 
But, again, I'll just note that it's travel pool coverage that 

and then for those of you that have been in NATO with us, 
it's pretty much the standard drill at NATO. 


I have a few details on hotels and the filing center in 
Brussels for you. In Brussels, the filing center for the White House 
press corp, which will be it's own facility -- in other words we will 
not be sharing this with international press or it will not be a 
normal NATO facility -- will be the Staff Center Building, which is 
on the NATO complex. It’s a separate building and the fil center 
be specifically will be in the restaurant room of that building. 


The press will be staying in two hotels in Brussels. The 
principle hotel being the Hotel Palace. 


Q Boooo. 


WROREENR : And the second hotel being the Scandi Crown 
Hotel. Is tha ? Okay. Like in Malta, there will be a 
shuttle system operating between those hotels and the filing center 
My A Rpg gg Ep AB Rig. Bay og we 
don't have a schedule on that yet and we'll provide t for you on 
the final press schedule. The weather in Malta, I am told, is 
similar to Washington, D.C. as it is right now, and it has been 
relatively -- I'm sorry in Brussels -- it has been relatively wet 
there, so again, we are urging raincoats. 


Q Phone numbers for the Palace? 


WG: bo not have any phone numbers for those 
hotels. 


Q Does the Palace have phones? 


SUUQQUNEEE: §«« have the phone numbers. 1 don't have then 
with me. 


t We'll get you those phone numbers if you 
need them. They have phones, I believe. (Laughter.) 


Q They have televisions, too. 


Q At WATO, is Kitchen putting something in? Because 
the phones at the kind of abbreviated filing center in NATO in May 
were useless. 


Yes, we are installing, if I am correct, 
okay -- let me not say that 100 percent, but as far as I know, we are 
installing telephones in there like we would in any other White House 
fil center. And, again, I would point out what's different about 
this filing center as opposed to our last trip there is that this is 
cw own facility on the grounds there, which is in respuiscs tu ihe 
problems we had before. 


Q Do you have an estimated departure time for the 
White House press charter from Brussels? 








CUCERAEM: No, but I would guess that it would 
probably be an Ollowing the departure of Air Force One. 





CNG: somewhere in that neighborhood. But again, 
MORE 
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we can be flexible on that. That's about all we have as far as the 
schedule. Does anyone have any other questions? 


Q Does the President plan any kind of return 
statenent? 


WEGUENE: don't have anything on that, yet. 


Q On Saturday in Malta, what sort of briefings will be 
available in the press office? 


ve, again, we'll provide you a list or a 
schedule of brief we have one available. Any other 
questions? 


Thank you very much, and please do not forget your 
passports. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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make certain that they get it codified so that it can't be reversed. 


Q It sounds like you are going to move ahead with that 
et the summit, that if Mr. Gorbachev gives you some assurances that 
it's going to happen -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't mean to leave the impression 
here that we're going to do anything discrete or specific. That's 
for the Pres PS See GSS SS WS CUEIEIES te 
convey to President 


Q Mr. President -- Mr. Secretary -- (laughter) -- if 
the -- (laughter.) 

SECRETARY BAKER: Stand , verry. Stand up. 
(Laughter. ) 7 ” 

Q We're agresing vith that. 


Q If the Salvadoran government is unable to 
control of the death squad activity in that country, will t affect 
continuing U.S. support for the government there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think it’s important that the 
-- and let me this, so does the Salvadoran government think it's 


important -- that they do everything they can to get control of that 


ose ay RAK Uy Bt AA, Ad 
to receive United States support. ; 
Let me one other thing, though, about Bl Salvador. 
Some people are sesting that somehow the crictiani 
can't control the situation because ve've shoot going on down 
there and homes being -- private citisens held » Anat 
would oS a Se ee et of the 
eft SS ee Se + I think they read the 
tea leaves. I think they what's going on around the world. I 
think they see that in Eastern and everyvhere else the sarch 
is toward freedom and democracy. know the Soviet Union has 
ve in with some of their supplier states. They know that 
there's pressure from many quarters for a political settlement. 
So what they're do is, if I can it this P 
Re ee ee pussten by Goine in end verine over 
coe , holding citisens hostege, going into embassies, going 
hotels. Ané if you're ruthless enough and you're willing to 
in one heck of a big ruckus 


that President Cristiani is losing control of situation. We just 
don't think that is the case. 


Q Mr. Secretary, ‘ve been very clear that it's not 
going to be an arms control negotiation and I take it that may also 
spply to the conventional arms negotiations as vell. But how, sore 
specifically, can you accelerate the process that you're going to 
take up later? 
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MS. TUTWILER: [ have one announcement to make, and 
then I have one statement. Our announcement is, in my mind, a 
“good news" announcement: 


The State Department has decided that, effective 
immediately, Polish and Hungarian correspondents will be able 
to apply to enter the State Department on the same basis as 
their colleagues from the United States and other Western 
countries. 


This means that those Polish and Hungarian journalists 
who wish to attend the briefing or visit the Press Office on a 
regular basis can apply for a building pass. Polish and 
Hungarian journalists who enter on an infrequent basis will be 


permitted to enter the press areas of the building without 
escort. 


This step is being decided in light of the momentous 
| steps towards freedom which have already taken place in both 
Hungary and Poland. All those correspondents wishing to avail 


themselves of this opportunity should contact the State 
; Department Press Office. 


| My statement will be on £1 Salvador, and included in 
that I'd like to go over some details that you all might not 
have and just give you a general update, if that's okay. 


In recent weeks, the FMLN has taken its war with the 
Salvadoran Government to heavily populated civilian centers. 
In its offensive, the FMLN has targeted non-military 
facilities, including a major tourist hotel used by Americans 
and other foreigners, and residential areas of the city. 


In view of this development, the State Department 
issued on November 21 a travel advisory, warning Americans 
intending to travel to £1 Salvador to consider postponing their 
plans and at the same time urging Americans in £1 Salvador to 
consider cutting short their stays. 
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The FMLN failed to achieve the popular uprising it was 
. apparently seeking at any cost when it carried its war to urban 
| centers on November 11. Its November 28 incursion into 

residential areas devoid of military targets was only the 
latest example of its tactic of using civilians as a defensive 
shield and terrorist acts designed to gain publicity. 


Because of its desire to avoid loss of civilian life 
when and wherever possible, the Cristiani Government has 
proceeded cautiously and carefully in clearing these 
neighborhoods of the FMLN querrillas who are terrorizing the 
innocent citizens in the neighborhoods. The Cristiani 
Government is taking all measures necessary to minimize risks 
to civilians, including Americans, as a result of the FMLN's 
latest act of terrorism. 


On November 29, as many of you know, the Ambassador 
was given authorization for the voluntary departure of Embassy 
dependents wishing to leave. The authorization also covers 
Embassy staff who can be spared and also wish to leave. 


Beginning at 9:00 p.m. last night, Embassy San 
Salvador began contacting as many Americans as it could reach 
as to their interest in leaving and informed them that charter 
flights were being arranged to take Americans wishing to leave 
El Salvador to the United States. 


The Embassy had an 18-page list of all those American 
citizens who had registered with the Consular section. These 
people were called. The Embassy contacted the American and £1 
Salvador Chamber of Commerce so they could get the word out to 
the business community. The Embassy contacted international 
schools and church groups to make sure their people were 
advised as well. To facilitate departure and supplement 
commercial flight space, the State Department arranged a 
Continental charter flight to fly to San Salvador November 30 
-- today. 





To reiterate: Departure is voluntary for all Embassy 
dependents and personnel who are scheduled for leave or can be 
spared. 


A number of airlines are continuing to fly commercial 
flights out of San Salvador. As [ have stated, to supplement 
that available commercial space, Continental Airlines has 
agreed to provide a charter flight. That flight will 
accommodate approximately 252 persons. this flight will leave 
San Salvador today and will fly to Washington, 0.C. 


Additional flights may be scheduled as well if the 
need arises. The Embassy has rented buses to assist in getting 
Americans to the airport. We do not know how many private 
American residents will take advantage of this opportunity. We 
are encouraging American dependents and personnel who can be 
spared to depart. We believe some 200 of approximately 263 
dependents will depart under this authorization. 
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As I've stated to you all before, the official Embassy 
community numbers approximately 600. There are approximately 
263 dependents. 


Approximately 270 members of the Embassy staff spent 
the night in U.S. mission facilities last night. During the 
night, some ten families were pinned in their homes by fighting 
in their areas. They have since been picked up by the Embassy 
and taken to the Chancery. We have not yet debriefed these 
people, and we don't know whether any of these people were 
actually held by the FMLN. 


We believe two residences were occupied for a period 
of time by the FMLN. In one case, damage was sustained to the 
residence when FMLN entered the night of November 28. In the 
second case, the FMLN entered the residence the afternoon of 
November 29. We do not know the extent of any damage, but we 
believe that there was obviously some. 


In the case that took place the night of November 28, 
the American occupants retreated behind locked doors to a part 
of the house and were immediately rescued by Salvadoran 
Government troops. In the case that took place the afternoon 
of November 29, we believe the American occupant remained under 
control of the FMLN, although not at gunpoint. He retired to 
one of his bedrooms in this home and the FMLN left the 
gentleman alone, and he exited this morning. 


The American School used by most Embassy dependents 
was closed until January 8. Increasing security problems was 
the reason for this for families with children. Our Embassy is 
open, and we would note that this authorized departure from 
post is again temporary and covers a period of 30 days. 


And ['1l be happy to answer any of your questions that 
I can. 


Q These precautions seem to suggest that the State 
Department thinks that this is far from the last gasp, that 
this fighting is going to go on. Is that a fair assumption? 


Aa We don't know if the fighting will or will not. 
We certainly, obviously, hope that it will not. As you know, 
we have always had the position, as has President Cristiani, of 
peer for a permanent cease-fire. But when you've got 
guerrillas in people's homes and neighborhoods and the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of State have 
said our first and foremost issue here is the safety of 
Americans in this country, that's why this measure -- this 
authorized voluntary departure -- was put in place and some of 
these other measures have been taken. After all, these people 
are in their neighborhoods. 


Q Right. I'm talking abou’ +. ciming. This 
offensive has been going on for some two seeks now. 


a Yes. 
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Q It wasn't done before; it's being done now, 
suggesting that you think it is going to go on. 


A I don't have a prediction, Jim, on whether it's 
going to go on, or whether it's going to stop this afternoon at 
3:00 p.m. We obviously want it to stop. 


Q Phyllis (sic), do you have any time and airport 
of arrival for this flight? 


A No, I do not. But it will be arriving at Andrews 
Air Force Base. It was on the ground before I came to brief, 
and I do not know an exact departure time. 


Q And then the next one: There's a communique from 
the FMLN, saying that they are not targeting Americans. Why do 
you | ten homes, ten families, were being pinned down? Do 
you believe that we are being pinned down, being selected? 


A Well, I think it's a little irresponsible to say 
you're not targeting Americans or foreigners. Who are you 
targeting -- your fellow citizens? And we definitely do 
believe and have stated that these Americans were pinned down 
in their homes. I stated for you two cases. I stated for you 
one case where an FMLN guerrilla was in this gentleman's home. 


Q That same question. I didn't know they had said 
that, but naturally, you know, you would give a description of 
the condition of the Americans and of the Embassy. But is the 
United States, which after all supports the Government in E1 
Salvador that these rebels are fighting -- is the United States 
specifically being targeted, or is the United States and 
Americans caught in a war? 


A You'd probably have to direct those questions, I 
would suggest, to the FMLN representatives and ask them why an 
FMLN guerrilla was in an American home. 


Q Well, that's one instance. I mean, are other 
foreigners under the same sort of pressure that the Americans 
are, do you know? 


a I don't have a readout on other foreigners. I 
don't know about other foreigners. 


And you no longer call this -- the Administration 
stopped calling this desperation and desperate moves. To 
follow up Jim's question, has the U.S. changed its analysis of 
whether the rebels are on the ropes in desperate and now 
looking at more as an offensive, which is what it seemed to be? 





A We still say that these have been desperate 


moves. Secretary Baker spoke yesterday -- I believe you were 
there -- at the White House quite extensively about that. He 
characterized these as terrorist acts -- moving into hotels, 


moving into neighborhoods. It's not your normal state of play. 
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Q No, no. Terrorist -- 


a So we still would call it -- yes. We would still 
call it -- these are all desperate acts by these guerrillas and 
these terrorists. 


Q All right. “Terrorist” has been consistently 
said, and that suggests a certain type of behavior. 
“Desperate” suggests people on the ropes, in a last gasp, 
losing ground, striking out wildly and blindly. And Jim's 
point, and the point I'm sort of making, too, is that it sounds 
like there's a long road ahead of warfare and it's not the 
last-gasp action of desperate people. 


a I understand that you would like for me to make a 
prediction. 

Q No. 

a I unfortunately cannot predict for you. Our 


policies are clear. As you said, and as you know very well, 
this President, this Administration, strongly supports the 
freely, democratically elected government in El Salvador. And 
we have agreed with President Cristiani; we believe that there 
should be a permanent cease-fire. 


As you know, just to repeat, the FMLN started this -- 
if it was eleven or two weeks ago. The FMLN tried to subvert 
the election that the international community said was free and 
fair -- judged to be free and fair -- and the FMLN broke off 
the talks in Costa Rica. They can stop this also. 


Q On the Le Monde report -- 
A On the what? 


Q Le Monde report from Paris that the Nicaraguan 
and Cuban Governments have decided to stop supplying arms to 
the FMLN under pressure from the Soviets. Do you have anything 
on that? Do you believe that? 


A I can't confirm that report for you. I could 
only redirect you to what Secretary Baker said yesterday, what 
the President has said, and what we've all said: This is going 
to be very high on the agenda when the President meets in -- 
what is it? --— 36 hours in Malta with President Gorbachev. 


Q Have the Soviets gotten in touch with the State 
Department and announced that actually in fact they have 
asserted influence over the Nicaraguans? 


A Secretary Baker has had a response back to the 
meeting that Mr. Kimmitt had on Saturday night, but I'm unable 
to go into details and characterize it for you. He, too, will 
be discussing this with Minister Shevardnadze when we are in 
Malta. 
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Margaret, lastly. do we have any intelligence, 
indicating that in fact the Nicaraguans are asking the FMLN 
leaders that reside in Managua to leave the country? 


“aA "eee 
so 


a I have not heard of that. 


Q Gennadi Gerasimov said this morning that the 
Soviet Union understands that Cuba and Nicaragua have stopped 
arms supplies to the Salvadoran rebels. Do you have any way of 
confirming that that is the case? 


a I do not at this moment in time. No. 


Q The rebels announced this morning that they. have 
SA-7 surface-to-air missiles, and that they would be willing 
not to use them as long as the Air Force ceases its bombing and 
strafing of rebel positions. Any comment on that? 





a The reason that the Air Force has been used has 
been, as we've said many times, because these people -- these 
guerrillas, terrorists -- are in neighborhoods. That is why 
they were forced to use this. We have to continue, in my mind 
-- it just makes common sense -- to get back to basics. Who 
started this? The Air Force wouldn't be out if these people 
were not in their neighborhoods. 


Q But does the United States fear that if the Air 
Force stops or does not stop its strafing and bombing attacks 
on these neighborhoods in order to get the guerrillas out, the 
guerrillas will start using their SA-7s and shooting down 
helicopters? 


a As we characterized the other day, the 
introduction of SA-7s into this country was very dangerous. We 
called it very, very serious: and it's for exactly the reasons 
you are characterizing why we stated this. 


Do you believe the allegations made by Josephine 
Beecher that she made yesterday of being tortured, 
interrogated, while one of your Embassy officials was standing 
by or nearby? 


a What is going on with Ms. Beecher: As you know, 
she was arrested by Salvadoran Treasury Police on November 20 
on suspicion of “being a delinquent terrorist and of 
collaborating with the offensive occurring in this country." 


an official from our Embassy was with her at the 
Treasury Police office for most of that day, seeking her 
release. She was released on the same day. Our Embassy has 
reported that Ms. Beecher initially signed a Salvadoran release 
statement only after having crossed out a portion of the 
statement stating that she had not been mistreated during 
detention. 


after our Embassy officer learned and informed Ms. 
Beecher that the Salvadoran police would not release her on the 
basis of the amended statement, Ms. Beecher signed an amended 
statement and was released. 
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Our Embassy officer agreed to witness the fact that 
Ms. Beecher signed the unamended release statement only under 
duress. We have protested this incident to the government. 


As far as her allegations of what our Embassy Consular 
affairs Officer said, we do not believe that that is what he 
had said. These officers are down there, and they do 
everything they can to help Americans, working with Americans. 
He was there the whole time with her. Yes, he did explain to 
her that if she did not sign the way they wanted them to sign, 
she wasn't getting out. So he did definitely explain that to 
her, which happens to be a fact of life in the environment they 
were in. 


What about the allegations that when she told him 
of the interrogation methods that were undertaken, he simply 
said that, “That's the way things are down here." 


a We don't buy into that. We would never regard 
mistreatment of an American anywhere under any circumstances as 
routine or in any way acceptable. 


Q You've lodged a protest. Beyond that, is there 
anything that the State Department is doing? She's meeting 
with some people here, I take it, this afternoon? 


a I don't know about that. I haven't heard about 
that. 


Q Margaret, do you have any update on the arms that 
were recovered from the plane that crashed in -- 


a The second plane? 


Q The first. The list that was put out by the 
State Department. Now, yesterday Mr. Webster said that the 
SAM-7, that could have been Soviet design. Now, I was 
wondering if the State Department knows whether they were 
Soviet-made as well, or whether they are Chinese-made or -- 


a I don't know. I'll be glad to look into it for 
you. 


Q Margaret, on another subject, we heard what the 
Secretary said yesterday about his talk with the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister. 

A Right. 


Q Can you tell us, does this constitute a formal 
reply? 


a No, it doesn't -- not an official reply. And I 
can add even more today, he has again talked to Minister Megquid 
this morning. 
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Q And is that a reply? 





: a And the Egyptians at the present time do not feel 
able to give us an official “yes." So we are still waiting for 
a “yes” to the original five -- to the five points. 


Q In the informal or the unofficial reply, has he 
indicated that the PLO is asking certain things which appear to 
be unacceptable to the Israelis? 


a Let me answer you this way, Jim, by saying if the 
Egyptians want clarifications or some side understandings, we 
would be prepared, just as we have been with the Israelis, to 
discuss them, but only after we have reached a definite “yes” 
to the five points. 


Q Do you have any comment on the vote in the FAO on 
the PLO question? 


Aa Yes. The outcome of the conference was 
unacceptable to us for a number of reasons: 


-- The members of FAO by substantial majorities passed 
a resolution involving language about the PLO we found 
extremely objectionable. 


-- Over the past several years, FAO has lagged far 
behind in taking the steps toward reform we have asked of all 
U.N. agencies. 


-- Defeated U.S. Ambassador Dan Amstutz for the 
position of independent chairman of the FAO Council, a post due 
North America according to the principle of rotation of offices 
: among representatives of geographic areas. 


-- They voted for a growth budget over our objections 
and those of other countries who must pay most of the FAO's 
bills, and in contrast to the many other U.N. agencies which 
have managed to respond to the need for budget restraint. 


Q Does it mean now that the U.S. contributions 
would be cut? 


Aa As we said earlier this week, this brings into 
serious question our funding of FAO. This is being seriously 
discussed here today, but I am not prepared at this briefing to 
make an announcement of what action or actions the United 
States will be willing to take -- will be taking. I'm sorry. 

Q Could you just spell the name of the defeated -- 

Aa Of the Ambassador? 
Q Yes. 
a 


A-m-—s-t-—u-t-2z. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the 
assassination in Germany this morning -- the Deutschebank's 
head? 
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a It goes without saying that we deplore this 
terrorist act and have offered our condolences to Mr. 
Herrhausen's family. We understand that the Red Army faction 
has claimed responsibility. Our Embassy in Bonn has been in 
touch with FRG authorities concerning this attack. 


We have a close, cooperative counter-terrorism 
relationship with the FRG and stand ready to assist in any way 
that we can. 


Q Have they asked that the U.S. help them? 
a Have they asked if we assist? 
Q Yes. 

a Not to my knowledge. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the situation 
in Lebanon. And the Israelis have said that they are keeping a 
very watchful eye out with the Syrians moving in. What's the 
American position at the moment? 


a The current situation in Lebanon is that 
President Hraoui continues his efforts to extend his authority 
and unify Lebanon. The situation in Beirut is tense but 
quiet. A number of French Parliamentarians have reportedly 
arrived at the Baabda Palace to meet with General Aoun. 
General foun continues to reject the legitimacy of President 
Hraoui's government. 


We believe that it would be in Lebanon's best interest 
for General foun to step aside in favor of Lebanon's 
constitutionally sanctioned government. We have seen reports 
that the Syrians are reinforcing their units in the Beirut 
area. We have counseled all concerned against the use of force. 


We have also contacted the Lebanese Government, key 
European allies, Arab friends, the Soviet Union and Syria to 
express our support for President Hraoui and our wish that the 
process of reconciliation continue through peaceful means. 


‘ stant Secretary Kelly spoke yesterday with the 
Preside... .elly reiterated our strong support for President 
Hraoui and his government, and told him that the U.S. opposes 
any military or violent action. Further violence in Lebanon 
would not help to solve Lebanon's problems or promote 
reconciliation. 


Q Has Israel been included in that list of people 
that you've been counseling on your concern? 


a Is this what? 


Q Is Israel included in your list of people that 
you've been counseling -- talking to about your concerns? 
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a I'm sure they have. 
q Did he talk to him by phone? 
a He talked to him by phone yesterday. Yes. 


Q Does the crash of the covert U.S. supply effort 
to UNITA have any damaging effect on the argument that mr. 
Baker said would be made at the summit about the relics of the 
Cold War in four different Third World areas -- Cambodia, 
afghanistan, E€1 Salvador and Ethiopia? Isn't the U.S. pretty 
much involved in the same type of behavior? Will this inhibit 
the President at all in confronting the Soviet leader? 


a No. 


Q Do you find any parallel between covert aid to 
UNITA, trying to topple a government, with the Soviets 
supplying rebels, trying to topple a different government? 
Isn't there some parallel, similarity, there, except it's our 
guys and their guys? 


a Without acknowledging any of the preferences of 
your statement, [ would tell you, as we've done a number of 
times here and as Secretary Baker did yesterday, I believe, in 
response to a question on Afghanistan, we don't do 
comparisons. And I would point out to you and draw your 
attention to the fact that there is a regional peace agreement 
signed by Nicaragua, committing the signatories not to support 
subversion of neighboring countries. The Nicaraguans are 
clearly violating this obligation. 


Q Tell us what you do know. 


Q Right. Afghanistan gets brought up because, of 
course, there's always been the suggestion of some deal. But, 
I guess, broadly speaking -- well, why don't I put it in 
question form. Oo you see this event, this -- what [I suppose 


for the U.S. is an unfortunate pre-summit event -- casting any 
kind of shadow over the summit or over the U.S. presentation 
there? 

a No. 


Q Tell us what you do know about the plane crash. 


“ What I do know is that an aircraft crashed on 
November 27 in remote territory in southeast Angola. The cause 
of the crash is unknown. There were a number of people aboard, 
including four Americans who apparently died in the crash. 


Q And were they U.S. Government employees? 


“ I don't have any readout on them, other than to 
confirm that there were four Americans. 
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Q Does it in any way affect the U.S. covert aid 
program to UNITA? Will it set the schedule back? 


a You know that the way your question comes at me, 
I'm not going to answer it. The way I would answer it for you, 
as we've always answered it, is the U.S. provides appropriate 
and effective assistance to UNITA. 


Q Back on El Salvador again, are you concerned at 
all that the order for Americans to voluntarily leave would 
send any signal to the guerrillas that maybe they're _—— 
here; maybe they've been able to achieve something? 


A That certainly would not be our intent, but our 
first concern has to be, as it should be and always is -- and 
especially with this President, as with every President -- on 
the safety of Americans -- not what signals we're sending to 
terrorists. 


Q Margaret -- 
a Yes, Barry. 


-- there was some announcement a few days ago 
that at the summit the Secretary would have a separate, 
private, you know, one-on-one, with the Soviet -- I don't know 
if it's one-on-one -- would have his own meeting with the 
Soviet Foreign Minister. 


Can you give us any notion of the agenda of that 
meeting? Would it be regional, particularly? 


a One, those meetings are a possibility. They are 
not firmly locked in. And just like the President does not 
have an agenda, the Secretary of State -- should these meetings 
happen, there's a possibility of two of them, Barry -- 


Q Possible of two? 

A Possible of two, but it is not confirmed that 
there are two. There is no agenda. As he has, and you know -- 
I believe it's five times now -- he's met with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze, he takes every occasion to bring up Central 


America, and I have no reason to believe that he won't do it 
this time, should that meeting take place. 


Q Do you know the whereabouts of Nadia Comaneci? 

A No, we do not. 

Q Has she applied for entry into the United States? 
a No. 


Q Can you say anything about Mr. Burletzkiy meeting 
in the building here this morning? 
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a The meeting with Mr. Kimmitt? 
Q Yes. 


a The Under Secretary of the Department routinely 
meets with people, and this falls in that category. This was a 
request that was made by him of Mr. Kimmitt, and Mr. Kimmitt is 
honoring thet request. 


Q Margaret, has the Administration, as reported by 
the New Tork Times this morning, asked the United Kingdom not 
to send a plomat into Cambodia to oversee, or to look at. 
British aid there? 


a You know that we do not comment on or reveal our 
diplomatic conversations, so I don't have a direct answer to 
your direct question. In terms of policy, though, I can say 
that we think it is a mistake at this time to let up on the 
diplomatic and economic pressure on Hanoi and Phnom Penh. We 
hope that this pressure will convince them to exhibit the kind 
of flexibility which would allow the focus in Cambodia to move 
off of the battlefield and back to the negotiating table. all 
of our efforts are designed to further efforts to achieve a 
comprehensive political settlement of the Cambodian conflict. 


Q Back to Angola. Do you have anything on Soviet 
aid levels, since you don't want to talk about U.S. aid levels? 


A I don't know if we do or not, George. I can look 
into it for you. 


Q Can I just go back to Nadia Comaneci for a 
minute? Do you have a statement on her defection, or 
anything? Any comment on the fact that this Romanian gymnast 
defected from her country where she enjoyed a rather 
comfortable lifestyle? 


A We have, as I said, no knowledge of her : 
whereabouts, which is the question I was asked. She is not in 
our embassy in Bern. As far as we know, she has had no. contact 
with the United States Government authorities at any of our 
embassies. 


Q Can you confirm that Edward Lee Howard has been 
expelled from Hungary at U.S. request? 


A No. 


Q The bill that would permit Chinese students to 
remain in this country is before the President. There is some 
indication he may act on it today and some speculation that he 
might sign it against the advice of the State Department. Has 
the State Department changed its position on this? 
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a I can't comment for you on what the State 
Department's position is because that has been given privately 
by the Secretary of State to the President, and the Secretary 
of State, in his ten years in government, does not comment on 
any advice that he gives to a President. 


I can tell you that the President has told the 
Secretary of State that he would never send back anyone who is 
fearful of any form of persecution upon return. I would also 
like to point out to you that under current law, the President 
already has the authority to provide necessary relief for 
Chinese students and others who are concerned about returning 
to China under present circumstances. 


So the Pelosi bill does not add to the President's 
existing authority and could lead the Chinese to end an 
exchange program that benefits both countries. 

Q Margaret, is it expected Gorbachev will come up 
with this whole idea of withdrawing naval forces from 
Mediterranea? Do you have anything new to say? 

A No. 

Q Thank you. 

a Thanks, Jim. 


(Press driefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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EL. SALVADOR: SA-7 MISSILES 
Could you tell us whether the SA-7's found on the Cessna. 
310 were Soviet-made? 
THE SA-7'S FOUND ON THE CESSNA 310 WERE NOT SOVIET-MADE. 
BASED ON OUR ANALYSIS OF THE EVIDENCE, WE BELIEVE THEY 
WERE SUPPLIED BY A REGIME WITH CLOSE MILITARY LOGISTICAL 
CONNECTIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION. 
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MR. PITSWATER: ted we _ 
the sorning'’s ectivities end let know thet dur the seeting 
that Pres Bush hed with the ime Minister of Malta that Generel 
Scovcroft them an update on our understanding of the situation 
in the Philippines. 


ars. sepeee see Sesseree thet the tide has turned in her 
favor. She recognises that there 


ere 
remaining, but she feels that things are going fairly vell. 
the es 


As you know, I think ident: and Deputy 
Bational Security Advisor Gates and cs set ell through the night 
in the Situation Roos of the White - Mes. ino asked for air 
support over two sic fielés near Manila shortly after sidnight. 


President Bush was called on Air Force One and did 
authorise thet ay Support. So we have oo. 
essistance in that fon throughout the night the sorning there 


in the Philigpines. That's about all I have on the status of the 
siteation there et this tine. 





Q Wheat can say ebout what the American sir support 
entaileé? Whet were we doing? 


MR. PITSWATER: 1 can’t ceally give -- I don't have 
Getails on number of aircraft. pose was to provide support 
over these bases that rebels vere ng a6 leunching areas for their 
own attecks, end to nullify theic sit support in that wey. And it 
would give Mrs. Aquino’s forces time to rally themselves ané to repel 
the coup ettempt that was coming at her at that tine. 


Q Who led the coup _ 
Q Was there any engagement? 


MR. FITEWATER: I don't have information at this tise on 
who the leaders are. 


Q But you seid rebels -- 


=. ft I donot, taten there have been any 
ts. At st we have not eny reports: of engegesents 
no reports of eny Americans whose lives have been put st risk. 


Q Bes our involvement been limited strictly to sir 
support, Marlin? Sow ebout any ground forces -- Marines, et cotere? 


MR. FITSWATER: That's the only involwesent that I's 


eware of, is the air support. Thet's whet the President approved 
lest night. 


Q Any other requests by Mrs. Aquino since then? 
WORE 
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- QR. PITSWATER: Wo other cequests that I's aware of. 


Q What we're trying to do is fly over these airfields 
to keep the rebels on the ground? 


MR. FPITSWATER: That's essentially correct, yes. 


Q When you say these ere rebels, are these people 
within the Philippine silitery, Marlin? 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, we don’t know who all is involved. 
There are indications that the silitary, or members of the silitery 
are involved, but we really don't have a a Gefinitive answer to 
that question in teres of who is in charge of it. 


One other thing while I have you, and thet is that the 
President also is announc today Souston will be the site of the 


econcaic summit on on 9 ough 11; Bouston, Texas. And we'll have 
that for you at the filling center. 


Q Bas the President called Mrs. Aquino yet, or does he 
plan to do thet? 


MR. FPITSWATER: The President talked to Vice President 
Quayle this sorning just before he off of Airc Force One for the 
latest report. Vice President Quayle did talk to Mrs. Aquino last 
night. It's unclear at this tise whether President Sush wili call 
her cight away; thet have to wait a while. So I don't -- there 


aren't plens today of the nature of the events right 
there in Philippines. 


Q Bave you had an update since getting off the ship? 
MR. FITEWATER: Bo, we have not. 


Q Se this information is all -- 
SR. FITSWATER: Just before we got on the ship. 


Q@ Maclin, how far is the President prepared to go in 
supporting Mire. Aquino in teres of commitsents of troops and so on? 


GR. PITSHATER: The President, of course, is very 
Saagecties of the democratically-elected government of the 
Philippines. Se issved a statement last night indicating that he did 
support hec government and would rally to her cause. We also have 
American lives et stake in the Philippines and we want to be sure 
thet we teke whatever precautions are necessary to ensure their 
safety. Se there ere a number of reasons. 


Ace we sending -- troops on the way? Delte 
Force? species Operations Porces? t sort of thing? 


MR. FITSWATER: I'm not aware of any, but I would edvise 
you to check with the Pentagon. 


Q The question is, how far would the President go? ie 
he willing to go beyond just this asic support? 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, we don't want to speculate. if, 
indeed, the tide is turning and the coup is inning to die ovt, 


then perhage there wouldn't be need tucther 
intervention. we just don't know t etetus tos eure. 

All cight, thank you very such. 

Q Ie he going to -- any reference to the Philippines 
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MR. FPITSWATER: I doubt it. 


Q Do you have any new reports on what Gorbachev is 
doing today in Rome with the Pope? 


MR. FITSWATER: Ho. Haven't heard. 


Q Do you think he‘s going to go into town and get 
éinner? 


MR. PITSWATER: At the moment, be plans to stay on the 
Belknap. Sut I wouldn't cule it out -- wouldn't cule out @ sovenent. 


Q What do you sean? Into town? 
Q Going into town for dinner? 


MR. FITSVATER: Just based on ay knowledge of the 
President ané his interest in seeing the local culture. 


Q You'll take a pool with you, I take it? 


MR. PITSWATER: He'll always have a pool with his, yes. 
But et the soment, his plans are to stay on the ship. 


Q At the sonment. 
Did he get any sleep? Se looked tired. 


Q 
MR. FITSWATER: Se slept pretty well. Se was interrupted 
te eslls e couple of tines with tes on the status of 
Philippiaes, but he said he felt good, felt crested, eager to 
"ce oe a en ee 
of idees in sind thet he wants to present, and said he's eager to 


Q Did you sleep? 


WR. PITSWATER: 1 slept moderately well. And 1 6ié 
oft ay Giet for the ficet time in eight weeks. And I ate some of the 
best pock chope this country has ever produced. 


What does this ectivity in the Philippines do, if 
anything, to the summit? I sean, what effect could s have on it? 


MR. FITSEWATER: I wouldn't expect it to have any reel 
t on the cummit. The issues that they have to discuss here 
Ee ily celate to other satters, other issues. They've pretty well 


scoped cut at this point. So I wouldn't expect such intrusion 
on the summit. 


Q Ie it Giverting hie attention too such? 

MR. FITSWATER: Wo. As I said, there was @ point lest 
ai where he sade the decision A0 provide sir t. Se receives 
» but otherwise, it's not consuming « lot of his tine. 

Chey, thenk you very such. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
don't have any formal statements, but since everybody is 
interested in the Philippines, let me go through four or five 
different aspects of the situation there. 


First, on the status of fighting: As you know, it's 
now nighttime in the Philippines. At the end of the day, 
fighting appeared to have diminished. At one point during the 
day there were rebe) forces in at least five sites in the City 
of Manila. Some activity outside Manila was also reported. 


The rebels targeted military installations, Air Force 
headquarters, the airport, and radio and TV stations. We 
believe senior military and defense officials, however, remain 
loyal to the democratically elected government. At this point, 
we believe the government is gaining momentum. 


Aas far as - 
Q Questions? 


a Why don't I go through a bunch of things and then 
we can go back. As far as the U.S. role, at about 12:30 this 
morning, Washington time, at the request of President Aquino, 
the President authorized the U.S. military to assist the 
efforts of President Aquino and her democratically elected 
government to restore order. 


A small number of U.S. F-4 fighters were sent up from 
Clark Air Base to prevent the rebels from using the air space 
over Manila to sustain attacks on Philippine Government 
installations. These aircraft were successful in their 
mission. As the Pentagon has said, after their deployment 
there was no air activity by rebel aircraft and helicopters. 
There was no shooting or engagement by our aircraft. 


In addition to this, we also sent about a 100 U.S. 
Marines from Subic Bay to help protect. the Embassy. Our 
actions in this case were taken to support democracy and to 
protect the lives of many U.S. citizens in the area. 


As far as those U.S. citizens, we estimate that there 
are approximately 106,000 US. citizens in Manila and about 
8,500 in Cebu, the country's second largest city, for a total 
of about 114,500 Americans in the Philippines. At this point 1 
can't give you an estimate for the number of Americans 
elsewhere in the country 
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a . 
“The 114,500 include U.S. Government and military 
personnel and their dependents. There are 2,254 U.S. 
Government employees and contract hires. The Pentagon has said 
that there are approximately 20,000 military dependents and 
14,000 Navy, air Force, Marine and Army personnel. 





We have advised all Americans to defer travel to the 
Philippines. We have asked all Americans already there to 
remain in their homes and in their hotels. We've contacted 
Americans by phone, over the Armed Forces Radio and Television 
Service, and through the warden system of contacts that the 
Embassy has set up. 


We've had no reports of injuries to Americans or of - 
anyone being detained against their will. Our Embassy, of 
course, continues to follow the situation closely, and we are 
making appropriate arrangements to maintain security at our 
Embassy. Naturally I can't provide details on that. 


Q Are you prepared to say the fighting is over? I 
mean, that the coup attempt is over? 


a Let me read you two more pages, and then we'll 
talk to the question. 


We've had a formal task force in the Operations Center 
since about 3:30 yesterday afternoon. Even earlier in the 
afternoon, actually, people had gathered in an informal working 
group. We've had an open line with our Embassy almost 
constantly since that time, and the Embassy has had personnel 
on duty throughout the events. There have been about 20 to 30 
people in the task force working all night. 


Senior officials began meeting formally early 
yesterday evening. The Vice President chaired a meeting of 
agency principals at about 11:30 last night. He then spoke 
with President Aquino at about 1:30 a.m. to relay the 
President's agreement to her request for U.S. military 
—" Interagency meetings also continued throughout the 
night. 


The interagency group has also been in close and 
frequent touch with the party in Malta to keep the President 
and his senior advisors informed. 


and, finally, let me tell you a little bit about what 
we're doing with our allies. We note that several governments 
have issued statements in support of President Aquino, 
including Australia, Canada, New Zealand, Japan, Korea, and 
Singapore. We've been in contact with a number of friends in 
Asia and in Europe. Great Britain has issued a statement that 
takes note of our assistance and supports our efforts. 
Singapore has also made a statement supporting our assistance 


Q Could we have copies of what you're reading? 


a Sure. Jim? 
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“*9 Is there any explanation why the Philippine air 
Force, which has been trained and well equipped by the United 
States, was not able to supply its own air cover? 


a Well, I think part of the reason has to be that 
some of the rebels were Air Force personnel and that they were 
flying aircraft on behalf of the rebellion. Exactly what the 
disposition of the rest of the aircraft was, I don't know. But 
one of the places the rebels took over was Air Force 
Headquarters, so that made it of course much more difficult. 


Q But according to the Pentagon briefing this 
morning, a Rear Admiral said that the F-5s which were flying 
above the fray yesterday were flown by pilots loyal to the 
Aquino Government. 


a I don't have that level of detail on the military 
situation out there, so I think I have to leave it with what 
the Pentagon can tell you on that. 


Q and do any legal questions or treaty questions 
arise with the potential use of American military force over 
Philippine territory? 


A No. We were coming to the assistance of a 
democratically elected government which requested our 
assistance; and that's in absolute, complete conformity with 
international law. 


Q But my understanding -- and correct me if I'm 
wrong -- is that the bases or the defense agreement between the 
United States and the Philippines provided for a U.S. role in 
cases of regional or external threat but not internal. 


A Well, that may be, Carol. The point is, I think, 
that the government asked for our assistance, very clearly. I 
think you've all seen Mrs. Aquino's statement. I can get you a 
copy of it. We complied with that request with the best assets 
that were more readily available. I don't see any 
contradiction at all. 


Q So despite whatever defense agreement exists, if 
the government asked for assistance, there is no legal bars to 
U.S. support? 


- None that I'm aware of. 


Q The question is whether or not it's the U.S. 
analysis that this coup has failed? 


a I think I've said as much as I can at this point 
about the fighting. To repeat, we see the fighting as 
diminishing and we believe that the government is gaining 
momentum. 


Q But you don't think it's entirely secure at this 
point? 
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a I can't say it's over. 


Q Richard, you made a reference to the loyalty to 
the government of the senior military and civilian officials. 
Did you have any way to detect the position of the people. the 
masses -—— I mean, the “man in the street?” 


a I don't think we took any public opinion polls. 
I don't really have a complete judgment on that. I think we'll 
have to await further reporting. But certainly the “man in the 
street” expressed himself very eloquently over the past several 
years in supporting Philippine democracy and in voting and 
supporting the growth of democracy in the Philippines. 


Q Richard, were the President's orders broad enough 
so that if additional military help is required, it could be 
provided on the ground in the Philippines without another 
decision by President Bush? 


a I guess I would have to say that the way I 
understand it is that the President agreed to assist the 
Philippine Government based on the request that we got from the 
Philippine Government. So I do not know that there was any 
broader implication. 


Q And his order was confined to the provision of 
air cover over Manila? Is that your understanding? 


a I don't think I can go into any more detail, 
frankly. I haven't seen the complete text, but this is my 
understanding and that's about as much as I think I should say. 


Q Could you tell us specifically whom Mrs. Aquino 
talked to on the phone last night? And what was the content of 
the request? Did she simply ask for air cover or did she ask 
for anything more? 


a I was just asked that. President Aquino asked 
for the assistance through the U.S. Ambassador. Vice President 
Quayle talked to President Aquino at President Bush's request 
and informed her of President Bush's decision to provide the 
assistance. 


Q And what was the content of that assistance -- 
just for air cover? 


a Well, you've seen what we did As I said, we 
took this action based on the request from the Philippine 
Government. Let's go to the back. 


Q Does the diminished popularity of Corazon Aquino 
concern this government, with recent polls indicating her 
popularity is down? 





a It's one thing to look at opinion polls, but I 
think whatever one's approval rating in opinion polls, it 
doesn't necessarily express support for coups and for the 
overthrow of a democratic government 


Hr 5 
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I think the important thing to remember, as I said. is 
that the Filipino people have demonstrated their commitment to 
democracy. President Aquino has successfully overcome earlier 
challenges to the rebirth of democracy in the Philippines. and 


we certainly hope that the will of the people will again 
prevail. 


We all know that the Philippines faces many severe 
problems, many of them inherited from the past mismanagement of 
that country's affairs. One of the most striking aspects of 
President Aquino's leadership has been her determination to 
rebuild her country through democratic means, rejecting the 
advice of those who would urge an authoritarian approach as 
more effective. 


Richard, have there been any indications of who 
is behind the rebellion, what these people want? Have they 
made any statements or indications of what they're fighting 
for? And is there any information about what's going on in the 
rest of the country and whether they've taken any positions or 
been any rebellions elsewhere? 


a Well, as I said in the opening remarks, I think 
there have been some reports of fighting elsewhere. I don't 
have anymore detail on that at this moment. 


Let me try to tell you what little we can say, or we 
can reliably report about these people Elements of the 
Philippine Air Force, Marines, and army appear to be involved 
It is not clear at this point who is the leader of the rebel 
forces. There are reports from the Philippines suggesting that 
former Colonel Gregorio “Gringo” Honasan is behind the 
rebellion, but we really can't confirm those reports. 


Similarly, no purported motive for the rebellion has 
been articulated. Whatever rationale these people might have 
offered, or will offer, we condemn their attempts to 
destabilize the Philippines. to destroy democracy in that 
country, and to undermine international efforts to support the 
revitalization of that nation 


As the White House stated, according to U.S. law all 
U.S. foreign assistance would be suspended if the elected 
Government of the Philippines were removed through a military 
coup. 


Q Had the military. in the past few weeks, 
articulated any demands that might have been the cause for this 
kind of rebellion? 


a Well, I think in @ situation like this you have 
to avoid saying “the military,” because as [ clearly said, 
senior military commanders, as we now know -- 


Q Well, elements of the military 
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-- supported it (the government). I'm not aware 
of anything like that. And as I say here, we just haven't seen 
any motive articulated. 


Q Do you have an assessment of what proportion of 
the military was in rebellion? 


a No, I don't. I think the Pentagon referred today 
to some reports in the Philippines that there were less than a 
thousand people involved. but I don't think we have a count of 
our own at this point. 


Richard, under the heading of “air cover,” are 
the F-4 fighters authorized to engage rebel airplanes in case 
of a need arising? 


a The President authorized U.S. forces to assist in 
securing the air space over Manila. Clearly it's preferable to 
do that without force, if possible; but it can be done with 
force if required. U.S. forces, as I said, have not actually 
had to fire at this time 


Q So further permission would not be required? 


a They were authorized to secure the air space over 
Manila without force if possible and with force if required. 


Q Richard, have Americans there been requesting 
ways to get out of the country? Are you arranging any special 
transport of Americans out of the country? 


a No. At this point, we're not. 
Q Richard, was the -- 
Let's start over here and go back 


If the United States Government were to make a 
television commercial advocating Philippine renewal of the base 
agreement, probably footage of the F-4s over Manila would be in 
it. What's the status of negotiations on this arcane and, 
until now, forgotten subject? 


a On the subject of making a television commercial]? 

Q No. (Laughter) 

a We don't have any plans for television 
commercials. There's really no relationship between this and 
the current events - 


Q Just a status report Were they not to start in 
December? 


a We've agreed on having discussions in December to 
begin talking about this subject 
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“9 Have you got a date? At what level? Where? 


a I think we've -- both sides have publicly named 
their negotiators. 


Q Well, it is -- 


a And I'm not sure we have a date yet. I'll check 
on that. 


ony a Okay. It's Manglapus on the Philippine side. 
o's ours? 


a Maybe we haven't publicly named it. ‘Lest me check 
on that one. 


And see if you can come up with a date «iso, 


please? 

A Yes. Names and dates. 

Q Richard, my question is quite reiated to the same 
point. 

A Okay. 

Q Was the U.S. Government response to Mrs. Aquino 


in implementation of the agreements between the U.S. regarding 
the -- between the U.S. and the Philippines with regard to the 
bases? 


A I really have no idea if there is something like 
that in the bases -- in the basing agreements, and since ['ve 
been here for many hours today, I haven't heard talk of that. 
Our agreement to Mrs. Aquino's request was based on a strongly 
held conviction that we should support a democratically elected 
government which she represents against potential military coup 
plotters. 


Q Will you take the question? 


A I'll check on it and see if there's anything like 
that, but I'm not sure 1 can find out very readily. 


Q It's as simply as looking through the 
stipulations in the agreements themselves 


a ['ll see if we have anything to say. 


Q On that point, you would agree that the actions 
in the last 24 hours have not hurt the US. case for continued 
use of those bases. 
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“A I wouldn't agree with any sort of analysis on 
that, Jim. I said there is no link whatsoever between these 
actions, these events, and what we did in response for a 
democratic government, and the base negotiations which are on a 
separate track. 


Q The movement of the Marines to the Embassy -- the 
100 Marines -- was thet a routine movement in this sort of 
situation, or did that result from some specific threat? 


a I don't know if we've done it before, but I think 
it's only prudent to -- if you have the resources available to 
better protect your “mbassy, to bring them into play. 


Q Were there any threats against the Embassy or the 
Ambassador? I saw a report of one rebel leader saying they 
held Ambassador Platt personally responsible. 


a I'm not familiar with that report. Let me check 
on that question and see. 


Q Richard, I think there have been now five or six 
coup attempts. This is the most extensive, being elements that 
have never been involved before. Clearly, there's something 
going on in the military that is not happy with the Aquino 
Government. 


Can you give us some explanation of what's been going 
on with the military that they should -- at this point, the 
trend line seems to indicate increased military involvement 
against her government. What's going on? 


A I don't really have that kind of analysis. As I 
expressed, what we knew, to the extent that we knew anything 
about these particular people, and I think it will have to be 
with a little bit of time that we fin out more about, you 
know, how large a segment of opinion they really represent 
within the military. 


Q I think that hidden within that question is the 
further question of is there an inherent instability within the 
Aquino regime. What is our analysis with respect to that, with 
regards to that? 


A I gave you that. I said she's a democratically 
elected leader who's worked very hard to overcome many of the 
problems which the Philippines has. Many of these problems 
date from the past. We think that she's succeeded in many, 
many cases in doing that She established a Philippine 
democracy that's been able to weather these kinds of events, 
and we hope that can continue to flourish 


Q So it's last gasps From the Marcos era? Is that 
what we're witnessing? 
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* No. I'm not really saying that this is a 
particular thing about it. I think the situation the 
Philippines faces now contains many problems that are not new 
to this Administration. 


Q Are there any plans to reinforce either Clark or 
Subic, or are there enough things there to carry out whatever's 
necessary? 

A I don't have the numbers, but you'd have to ask 


the Pentagon on that, but there are a lot of things there. 


Q & Philippine official said last night that even 
before President Aquino requested assistance of the United 
States that there was a U.S.S. Midway ship in Philippine 
waters. Can you confirm that, or what was their business - 


) I'd have to leave that kind of question to the 
Pentagon. I[ think they in fact mentioned the Midway at the 
briefing. I just don't remember what they said. 


Q What about relatives of the folks living in the 
Philippines? Have they been contacting you? Are they able to 
get through to their relatives? 


A We have had -- we always have officers from the 
area of Consular affairs on the Task Force, and, when I was up 
there this morning, they were taking calls from people that 
wanted to know about the status of the airport and where the 
fighting was reported, and things like that. And that's the 
kind of thing that we try to give them. 





Q Richard, excuse me if I missed the point. Was 
the Soviet Union among the governments you had contacts with? 


°) I'll have to look into that. 1'11 have to find 
out. I didn't get a list. 


Q Richard, on another subject: What role did the 
State Department play in the decision to grant Nadia Comaneci 
refugee status? 


A Well, let me start by confirming that Nadia 
Comaneci has left Romania. 


Q (Laughter) 


A She contacted U.S. officials at one of our 
Embassies in Europe today and was expeditiously granted refugee 
status in the United States But at her request, her 
whereabouts and travel plans remain private. We certainly 
welcome Ms. Comaneci 


Q And was -- you say, “Contacted the U.S. Embassy 
some place in Europe." Was it a State Department decision, or 
did it have to be referred back to INS or Justice or -- 
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“a That's something I have to check on. 


Q On what grounds have you provided her with asylum? 


a Refugee status that's based on a well founded 
fear of persecution. 


Q And this first contact from her was today? 


a What I have is that she contacted U.S. officials 
at one of our Embassies in Europe today. 


Q It certainly sets a new record for expeditious 
asylum, doesn't it? 


A I think it's a pretty obvious case. 


Q Was there any kind of anticipation of the asylum 
request? 


a I don't have anything on that. I think I'll have 
to look at that. 


Q Do you have -- are there procedures that have to 
be followed when she arrives in this country in order to fully 
authorize her continued presence here? 


A Well, [ mean, certainly she has to go through INS 
immigration procedures at the border. You're asking, is there 
something beyond that, beyond presenting her refugee documents 
to the INS inspectors at the border. It's something else I'll 
have to look into. 


Q Do you know whether the Department will have 
representatives there in New York to greet her this afternoon? 

a I don't have anything I can say on that right now 

Q Have you heard from the Romanian Government about 
this case? 

a Not that I'm aware of. 

Q Are you confirming that she's arriving in New 
York? 

a Nope 

Q Did she specifically say no press at the airport’ 

a She requested that her whereabouts and travel 


plans remain private. 


Q Good luck! (laughter) 
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~ On yet another subject: Do you have any comment 
on the decision by the Nicaraguan Government not to grant visas 
to the electoral observers? 


a Aas a matter of fact. I do. 
Q I thought you would. 


a The denial of visas to members of the President's 
election observer commission is merely one more illustration of 
the growing gap between what the Sandinistas say and what they 
do. Refusing visas to this prestigious delegation, co-chaired 
by Senator Richard Lugar and Congressman Tony Beilenson, is an 
insult to their integrity. 


Just two weeks ago, the Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry 
indicated to the Administration that the Government of 
Nicaragua welcomed the establishment of this delegation, and 
that it intended to issue the visas. The Government of 
Nicaragua raised no question of linkage between their visas and 
other issues. 


The Government of Nicaragua professes to support 
Esquipulas and the Tela Accords, but it provides arms to El 
Salvador's FMLN, including advanced surface-to-air missiles. 
The Government of Nicaragua promises an open and fair election, 
but has suspended the cease-fire and stepped up the 
intimidation of voters in addition to denying access to some 
observers. 


The Government of Nicaragua talks peace but has 
increased its troop buildup along the Honduran border. The 
Sandinistas can't have it both ways. The U.S. continues to 
believe that the holding of free and fair elections under 
international monitoring is an important opportunity to resolve 
the conflict in Nicaragua and to improve relations with the 
United States. 


The decision of the Government of Nicaragua to deny a 
bipartisan Congressional delegation the chance to observe the 
electoral process for itself certainly raises questions about 
whether the Government of Nicaragua shares this belief. If the 
Government of Nicaragua has nothing to hide, it should not be 
afraid of a Congressional observer group. 


Moreover, the United States has made it clear that if 
the elections are deemed free and fair, it will recognize and 
respect the outcome lt would be virtually impossible to make 
such a judgment if independent U.S. public officials are denied 
any access to the process 


Q In that event, does the United States have 
confidence in those delegations that are going to be observing, 
such as President Carter's and the United Nations, or would 
that -- would you not have sufficient confidence to recognize 
the results? 





"UY 33 


~18- Friday. 12/1/89 


f Our feeling is that the more observers there are. 
the better. An election is a big enterprise. It's taking 
place in a lot of polling stations throughout the country. rt 
has a lot of steps to get there, and the more observers there 
are, the better able we will be to determine. and the better 
able the international community will be to determine whether 
the election was free and fair. 


Q But are you saying that by excluding this 
particular delegation, the United States will not be in a 
position to determine whether or not these elections have been 
free and fair. 

A I just have to stick with what I said: It would 
be virtually impossible to make such a judgment if independent 
U.S. public officials are denied any access to the process. 


Q Had they been planning a visit shortly to the 
region, or to Nicaragua? 


a I'm sorry -- the people who? 
Q The delegation 


The delegation? Yes. They applied for visas. 


o 


But do you know when they were supposed to go? 


I believe it was this weekend, but let me check. 
Q This weekend? 
6 Yes. 


Q If 1 could follow again, I just want to be 
certain of what it is you're saying. You say it would be 
virtually impossible to make such a judgment if -- and then you 
Followed it with words about independent public office holders 
in this country. 


There are a number of delegations from all around the 
country that include independent public office holders who are 
going down, so are you saying that it would be virtually 
impossible to certify these elections if this particular 
delegation did not go’ 


a I'm saying exactly what [| said, and I'm just 
sorry -- I'm not going to try to rephrase it in the words that 
you're offering. I'm just going to stick with the words I used 


Q Also on the subject of visas, has the State 
Department been tracking the case of Ramsey Clark who was 
wanting to go to El Salvador to defend Jennifer Caloso? 


4 Yes. 
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Q and do you have any comment on the fact that he 
has been unable to get a Salvadoran visa? 


a I'll have to check. It was my understanding that 
he was going to be issued a visa, and I'll have to see if we 
know whether it has. 


Q In connection with that, though, the Beecher case 
that you discussed -- or that was discussed here yesterday, it 
said that the United States protested the incident. Can you 
tell me when it protested the incident? 


a As you remember from the explanation about the 
whole series of events that Margaret gave yesterday, we were 
asked not to do that until after she'd left the country. So 
that's approximately when. ['1ll see if I can tell you 
definitely. 


Q Do you mean it's when she left the country that 
the protest was registered? 


a Let me try to get an exact date if I can. 


Q All right. And just one other question on the 
region. You posted an answer on whether the SAM-7's found in 
the Cessna were Soviet-made, and your answer was that they were 
not Soviet—made. 


Can you tell us by whom or by which country they were 
made? 


7 We -- 
Q And, in addition -- oh, go ahead. 


a We said in the answer as much as we can say. 
They were made by a country that has received a lot of Soviet 
logistical support in the manufacture -- 


Q No, it doesn't say -- I'm sorry; pardon me -- 
your answer doesn't say that. It says they were supplied by a 
regime with close military logistical connections. It doesn't 
address the issue by whom it was manufactured, other than to 
say it wasn't the Soviet Union 


i It was manufactured by the regime that supplied 
it. Those are equivalent words. 


Q Okay. And is there any reason you cannot name 
that regime? 


a Yes. 


Q Any good reason you can't name it? (Laughter) 
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a I mean, it's just a question of what we know, and 
how we've analyzed the thing, and ['m just not in a position to 
say more. 


Q Richard, do you have anything on the reported 
arrest of a suspect in the Pan Am bombing? 


a No. We can't comment on an ongoing investigation 


Q Can you tell any information about the stalemate 
in Lebanon? 


a Not a lot new from yesterday. The situation in 
Beirut remains tense but quiet. As you know from Margaret's 
briefing yesterday, we've counseled all parties against the use 
of force, and we note that President Hraoui himself said on 
November 30 that he did not want to start a war against East 
Beirut. 


Q Richard, on detail, since we have nobody -- since 
the U.S. Government has nobody in Beirut, how do you know? 


Aa How do we know? 


Q Yeah. What you just said, that the situation 
remains tense and quiet. 


is} Well, I mean, I'm not sure if he said it -- I 
assume he said this publicly. And, as you know, we get press 
reports and other things that -- maybe we read it in UPI. I 
don't know. But we do know what's said publicly. We monitor 
those things. We've also -- as Margaret said yesterday, 
Ambassador Kelly has spoken to President Hraoui. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

be Do we want to do one more? 


Q Did Secretary Baker talk with the Egyptian 
Foreign Minister just prior to his departure yesterday? 


a I'll have to check on that one. 

Q You have nothing more on the Fad? 
a On the FAO? No. Not at this time 
Q Thank you 


(The briering concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 
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Taken Question December 1 Press Briefing 


PHILIPPINE SITUATION 


Q: When will preliminary discussions on the future use of U.S. 
facilities in the Philippines begin? Who will head the 
discussions on each side? 

A: --U.S. AND PHILIPPINE REPRESENTATIVES ARE SCHEDULED THIS 
MONTH TO BEGIN TALKS ON THE FUTURE U.S. USE OF FACILITIES IN 
THE PHILIPPINES. THE EXACT DATE THE TALKS WILL COMMENCE HAS 


. --THE PHILIPPINES HAS NAMED FOREIGN SECRETARY RAUL MANGLAPUS 
TO HEAD ITS SIDE. AMBASSADOR PLATT WILL LEAD THE U.S. SIDE AT 
THESE PRELIMINARY DECEMBER DISCUSSIONS. 


Q: Heve there been threats to the security of the U.S. Embassy 
in Manila or to Ambassador Platt? 


A: -- THE STEPS WE HAVE TAKEN TO PROTECT THE EMBASSY WERE IN 
RESPONSE TO THE GENERAL SITUATION RATHER THAN TO ANY SPECIFIC 
THREAT. THERE HAS BEEN NO ATTACK ON OUR EMBASSY, AMBASSADOR 
PLATT, OR, TO OUR KNOWLEDGE, ANY OTHER AMERICAN. 


Q: Heve you been in contact with the Soviets about the 
situation in the Philippines? 


A: --WE HAVE BEEN IN CONTACT WITH THE SOVIET UNION AS WELL AS A 


NUMBER OF OTHER COUNTRIES ON THIS SITUATION. 











Y4Y37 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Office of the Assistant Secretary/Spokessan 


Deceaber 1, 1989 





Taken Question December 1 Press Briefing 


Q: 


A: 


Q: 


A: 


NADIA COMANECI 
Was the granting of refugee status to Nadis Comaneci «a 
State Department decision or did it have to be referred 
back to INS or Justice? 
BOTH STATE DEPARTMENT AND INS OFFICERS RESPONDED TO MS. 
COMANECI'S REQUEST. HOWEVER, STATUTORY AUTHORITY TO 
GRANT REFUGEE STATUS RESTS WITH THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND 
THE INS. 


What are the procedures Nadia Comaneci has to follow in 
order to fully authorize her continued presence here? 


WE REFER YOU TO THE INS FOR FURTHER DETAILS. 
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Taken Question 12/1 Press Briefing 
NICARAGUA: DENIAL OF VISAS TO CONGRESSMEN 





Q: When was this delegation scheduled to travel to Nicaragua? 
A: REPRESENTATIVE SONNY MONTSOMERY, A MEMBER OF THE 
PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION, AND THREE OTHER CONGRESSMEN NOT ON 
THE COMMISSION BUT INVITED BY REPRESENTATIVE MONTGOMERY TO 
PARTICIPATE IN HIS TRIP, HAD BEEN SCHEDULED TO VISIT 


NICARAGUA ON DECEMBER 2 AND 3 TO OBSERVE THE ELECTION PROCESS. 
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Taken Question “December 1, 1969 


SAN SALVADOR: RAMSEY CLARK 


Q: Hae Mr. Remsey Clerk been able to travel to £] Salvador to 
see Ms Jennifer Casolo? 


A: MR. RAMSEY CLARK IS PRESENTLY IN SAN SALVADOR. WE HEARD 
FROM OUR EMBASSY AT NOON TODAY THAT A CONSULAR OFFICER HAD 
MET WITH MR. CLARK AND WAS ESCORTING HIM TO A MEETING WITH 


MS CASOLO. 
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Taken Question December 1 Press Briefing 





When 414 the U.S. Embassy protest the sistreatment of Me 
Beecher to the Salvadoran authorities? 


SALVADOR PROTESTED TO THE TREASURY POLICE DIRECTOR THE 
MISTREATMENT THAT MS BEECHER ALLEGED. 
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Taken Question December 1 Press Briefing 


MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS 


Q: Did Secretary Baker talk with the Egyptian Foreign 
Minister prior to his departure? 


A: YES. THE SECRETARY DID TALK WITH FOREIGN MINISTER ABDEL 


MEGUID BEFORE DEPARTING FOR MALTA. 
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MARLIN FITZSWATER 
IN QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION 
WITH POOL 


Aboard The Gorky 
Marsaxzlokk Harbor, Malte 





9:18 A.M. (L) 
Q So how was it last night? 


MR. PITSWATER: It was great. The President was up on 
the bridge and talking to the Captain about the sanagement of the 
ship and spent about an hour and a half up there. Then he went for a 
late-night walk on the deck, down on the aft deck, as well as on the 
open bridge. 

Q Did you follow him around or -- 

Q A walk in the rain? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes, it was great. And -- 


Q Wasn't the working meeting to go over today's 


oreoses or to cehash what happened yesterday? Anything along those 
lines? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we had plenty of staff meetings on 
the Belknap. 


Q How did you do that when there wasn't any staff? 


MR. FITZWATER: Governor Sununu, Secretary Baker, Generel 
Scowcroft and ayself. 


Q You had plenty of these -- 

MR. FITZWATER: What more is there? 

Q Are you in touch with the Philippines? 

MR. FITZWATER: Pardon? 

Q Were you in touch with Cory Aquino last night? 

MR. FITZWATER: General Scowcroft gave the President an 
update again this morning, as well as late last night. The situation 
is virtually unchanged, or at least in all major ways. I don't have 
anything really new from what I read in the newspaper this sorning. 


Q What 4id you read, since we didn't get any 
newspapers this morning? 


MR. FITZWATER: It just said there were still pockets of 
resistance they were dealing with. 


Q Forty or 50 deaths they were talking about. 
MR. PITZWATER: Right. 


Q Is she requesting any more help or -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. 











Q Do we have any help on standby? 
MR. FITSWATER: At least not as of last night. 
Q Do we have any help on standby? 


MR. FITSWATER: There has been no change. We haven't had 
any requests. 

Q Maclin, isn’t it a little bit embarrassing to have 
to do all this summit on the Soviet cruise liner after the President 
proposed doing it on the -- 

MR. FITSWATER: Wo, it's great. The only embarrassing 
pert ia that they don't want to come out to their own ship or our 
ship. But we loved being on the Selknap. 


Q is it embarrassing not to want to go on a heavy 
sea? Why do you think that's embarrassing to the Soviets? 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't. 1 think it's wonderful. It's 
all working well, Ralph. 


Q What's the -- 


aR. PITSWATER: We're enjoying it. We're having a great 
tise on the Belknap. 


Q -- essential agenda for today's session? You're 
supposed to be doing Eastern Burope and -- 


MR. PITSWATER: The President's having church services on 
the Belknap now. 


Q I meant the talks. 

MR. PITSWATER: And the talks are essentially -- there's 
no structured for today. The President made a rather long 
list of initiatives yesterday. Undoubtedly the Chairman will want to 
respond to some of those today. And beyond that, I just can't say 
what the discussion will -- 

Q Any talk of -- 

Q He didn't do any responding last night? 

Q -- extending the summit? 

MR. FITZWATER: Only in a general sense. 


Q Any talk cf extending the summit to make up some of 
the lost time, maybe into this evening or -- 


MR. FITSWATER: They talked five hours yesterday. 
They'll probably talk two or three hours today. So it will be pretty 
close to what was originally planned. 

Q Who was Gorbachev's -- sorry. 

Q Why 41d you call him the "Chairman"? 


MR. FITSWATER: That's the official title they've asked 
us -- they've given us. . 


Q Is that right? He doesn't like this head-of-state 
stuff anymore, huh? 


Q It's not Mr. President? 
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MR. FITSWATER: I don't know. It's the Chairsan. 


Q What was his sort of reaction to the President‘s 
points? Sow did he respond to thes? 


MR. FITSWATER: Se was very pleased with the presentation 
the President made. Sis general reaction was that he was happy to 
see that the United States was moving forward with aggressive 
initiatives to help them integrate themselves into the world econosic 
community. I think he was essed by President Bush's breadth of 
knowledge on all of these subjects and. the fact that he was willing 
to discuss details of how we would like to see the Soviets proceed, 
particularly in teras of soving towards market pricing as @ prelude 
to getting their observership in the GATT. 


President Bush talked at length about the private 


enterprise system and how it works in teras of stimulating investment 
ané econogzic growth. 


There he is. How are you? Good to see you. 
So that went very well. 


Did he say -- but he's oogtas "Don't export 
cepitalies.* But he still seems amenable 1 these capitalistic 
ideas, or did he seem to not want to be lectured to? 


MR. FPITZSWATER: Export capitalism was not a tere used in 
an economic sense; that was used in a political sense. Yesterday 
that didn't come up in a discussion. It was mostly econosic. 


I think the Chairman was also pleased by the President's 
new proposal on chemical weapons and on START. 


MR. PBRFILIEV: You will stay on -- in one moment Mr. 
Gerasiaow will come. 


MR. FITEWATER: Good, good. 
MR. PERFILIEV: Just @ moment. 


Q What was the new proposal on START? Just that Beker 
ang Shevarcdnadse are going to meet? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, on chemical weapons and the 
initiative on START. 


Q I mean the fact that we'd stop making then? 

MR. FITSWATER: Although on START -- they did tell you, 
didn't they, that he said that we would have new proposals on the 
table by February covering most of the major issues and -- 

Q Wait. Slow down. 


Q By February? 


MR. FITZWATER: By February. And by June, the time of 
the Gorbachev summit -- 


Q Covering most of the major issues or just the three 
they outlined as -- 


MR. FITSWATER: Yes, most. Most. Most. And by June we 
would have -- 


‘ 


Q Is this START we're talking about? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. And by June we would have proposals 
on the table covering all major issues. 
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I thought he talked about having an agreement -- & 
treaty desi at the summit. If you don‘*t have them on the table 
until June, how is that possible? 

MR. FITSWATER: Wo, he said we hope to have thes all on 
the table then and hope to be able to sign a summit -- I think the 
language was “later.* Let's see. 

Q Ho. 

Q Roman told us sign it in June. 


Q “Treaty concluded in June by the summit’ cane froa 
both the White Bouse and State Department last night. 


Q That's cight. 

Q Correction? June of 19917? 

Q Uh-oh. We're in deep kaka. 

mR. PITSWATER: He said here, “I want to expedite the 
START process.* He says, “We will table positions that will cover 
gost the major issues by the next -inisterial,* which is Prebruary. 

Q February oc late January? 

Q Bo, January. 

MR. FITSWATER: Well, okay. “And all major issues by the 
second sinisterial.* I don't know the time of that, which is after 
the Open Skies conference, whenever that is. 


Q All cight. That's in sid-February, so you're 
talking late February oc early March? 


MR. FITSWATER: Yes. He said “We will lift our proposed 
ban on mobile missiles and we'll ask --* 


Q We already did thet. 
MR. FPITSWATER: Yes. 


Q All cight. So the rest of the proposals will be on 
the table by the second sinistercial? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes, the second ministecial. I's sorry. 
Q Okay. That makes sense. 

MR. FITZWATER: Wow, I don't know the date of that. 

Q Right. But I don't think it's been set. 

@ Did Gorbachev have any major -- 


Q So the three they outlined last “= are the ones 
that they're going to take up at -- 


END 9:26 A.M. (L) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I have one announcement 


Secretary Baker will travel to Europe from December 11 
to December 16, 1989. Specific travel plans and details are 
mot really set yet, but let me cite for you some of the key 
events. 


He will depart Washington on December 11. Secretary 
Baker will deliver an address before the Berlin Press Club on 
December 12. In Brussels, December 13-15, Secretary Baker will 
attend the “Group of 24" Ministerial review of assistance to 
Poland and Hungary. He'll participate in a regular North 
Atlantic Council meeting of NAO Foreign Ministers, and he will 
lead our Cabinet delegation at the annual Ministerial meeting 
with the EC Commission. He will depart Brussels the morning of 
December 16 for Saint Martens where he will join the President 
for discussions with President Mitterrand. 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the 
Secretary's plane This sheet will be taken down and 
applications closed at 12:00 noon on Wednesday, December 6. 


And that's all I have in the way of announcements. 
I'd be glad to take your questions 


Q Can you give us an update on the Philippines? 
How many Americans are trapped in hotels in Makati, and what's 
going on in Cebu? 


R Okay. Let me start out with the situation in 
Manila. Most of the city of Manila is calm. The government is 
in control, and government offices are open. The exception to 
this is the Makati commercial district, where the remaining 
rebels have established positions in hotels and in apartment 
buildings. The rest of Manila is returning to normal, and the 
international airport there is open for incoming and outgoing 
flights today. 
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We understand that United, Continental and Northwest 
have had flights out. Only Philippine Airlines has had flights 
in up to now, though we understand that other foreign airlines 
may be planning flights in soon. 


The Red Cross estimates that the number of people 
killed in the conflict may be over 150. Casualties requiring 
hospital care in the metro Manila area may be approaching 
2,000. We cannot confirm these numbers, but I thought I'd 
relay them to you. There have been no American deaths. 


In the Cebu area, the civilian airport in the Cebu 
area, located on Mactan [sland, remains closed. Because of the 
Situation in Mactan, 15 buses have carried 450 foreigners, 
about half of them American, to Cebu City. The evacuees are 
being booked in hotels there. All of them are fine. Several 
Americans did choose to stay behind on Mactan Island, but I 
don't have a number of how many people that may be. 


As for the specific question of how many Americans are 
in hotels and in the Makati district, I can say there are 
approximately 210 Americans in hotels in the contested area -- 
that is, the Makati financial district Because of the 
shooting outside and the danger of snipers or hostile action by 
the rebels, they cannot safely leave the hotels and move about 
at this time. 


Q Do you have anything on the possible sale of 
weaponry to the Philippines? 


2) Let me run down the whole question of assistance, 
and what we're doing. Contrary to some reports, all American 
assistance came in response to specific Philippine requests and 
was not a U.S. initiative. In response to a request from the 
Philippine government during the early part of the coup, there 
was discussion of how we might assist in dealing with the 
problem of rebel forces at two air bases. 


As you're all aware, the Philippine government came to 
us with a request to neutralize the rebel air force. In our 
judement, the best approach was to go forward with a combat air 
patrol, and that is what we did. Our F-4 aircraft provided air 
cover for several hours over the two air bases in Manila that 
were briefly controlled by the rebels. 


The action accomplished its mission without the U.S. 
having to use any firepower and without injury to any 
Philippine citizens. No American torces were ever engaged in 
combat during this crisis 


In addition, at the request of the Philippine 
government, we have expedited resupply under existing military 
assistance programs from stocks already at U.S. facilities in 
the Philippines. 
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We are also responding to requests from the Government 
of the Philippines for medical and other supplies. Ambassador 
Platt, in accordance with a Philippine government request, has 
committed $25,000 in U.S. Government assistance for civilian 
hospitals in the Manila area. The assistance is being 
channeled through the Red Cross. This assistance is for the 
purchase of food, medicines. gasoline and other supplies. 


We have also provided 1,000 pounds of medical supplies 
from existing stocks at U.S. bases directly to the Philippine 
military for use at its military hospitals. 


Q What's the U.S. assessment of what President 
Aquino is going to have to do now in order to get her military 
under control and to reassert the legitimacy of the government? 


A I don't think it's for me to give an assessment 
of what she has to do. I[ think that's for her to decide. [ 
would say that her government has demonstrated impressive 
resilience in this crisis. [I would also note that the 
Philippine Senate on Monday formally ratified a resolution 
which condemned the coup plotters and which pledged support to 
President Aquino. 


I understand the Philippine House of Representatives 
plans to take up a similar resolution. ['d just like to say 
again what we've said all along, and that's the United States 
Government will do whatever we can to support democracy in the 
Philippines. 


Q Did the United States Government have any prior 
knowledge or any indication that this coup was likely or would 
be as serious as it was? And, if not, why not? (Laughter) 
No. It's a serious question. 


a Because our friends in the press were unable to 
find out and report to us on it. I[ am told that we had no hard 
evidence of this coup, but that there are rumors of coups that 
have passed through the Philippines from time to time, and, of 
course, we are aware of the possibility based on what happened 
in the past. But as to specific pricr Foreknowledge, ['m told 
we did not have any. 


I mean, do you think that your intelligence -- 
this shows a lack or some sort of failure in U.S. intelligence 
-- Philippine intelligence? 


a I wouldn't comment on that I think coup 
plotters do their best to keep “their coups secret, and it 
appears in this case they may have succeeded 


Q The Middle East: Have you got something new 
about the PLO or the Egyptian official response -- reply to the 
Baker five points? 
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A Well, we haven't received a formal Egyptian reply 
yet on the five points. The Secretary did confer by phone over 
the weekend with Foreign Minister Abdel Mequid. They made some 
progress, but I would not characterize it as formal Egyptian 
acceptance of the five points. 





Q There were reports that Ambassador Pelletreau 
sent some PLO replies to Washington 


iy Well. Ambassador Pelletreau met with the PLO 
representative on Friday. December 1. The representative was 
Hakim Ballaoui. The meeting was at Ballaoui's request At the 
meeting, Ambassador Pelletreau received a document from 
Ballaoui, which Ballaoui himself described as unofficial. It 
concerned some aspects of the peace process. 


Let me point out that we have never sought and we are 
not now seeking a PLO response to the five points, and we're 
looking forward to an official Egyptian reply on the five 
points. 


Q Richard, do you have something about the U.S. 
position for the new PLO suggestion to be considered -- to be 


removed in the U.N. -- and this is @ new suggestion -- to be 
removed in the U.N. from the observer organization post to the 
non -- I think the official title is non-me-“~- state? 


a Well, we talked about this extensively last 
week. I think Margaret made some very clear comments about how 
strongly we felt about any enhancement to the PLO's status. 
I'm told that the U.N. General Assembly Plenary is scheduled to 
resume consideration of several draft resolutions under the 
"Question of Palestine” agenda item today The voting could 
occur as early as this afternoon 


We do believe that the resolution which provides U.N 
recognition of the “State of Palestine” should be withdrawn or, 
at a minimum, that action should be deferred, and we appreciate 
the efforts of the many other states who share these views 


Our position is unchanged We strongly oppose any 
resolution designed to enhance the PLO's existing status as an 
observer organization, and we are not prepared to compromise on 
this principle. Adoption of such a resolution would have the 
most profound consequences for U.S. support for the United 
Nations, and Congress has made clear it holds this position as 
well. 


Q Richard, do you have any -- there was a report in 
one of the papers on Saturday, [ believe, saying that the US 
was trying to suggest new jobs, new functions for General foun 
which would enable him to step down out of the palace. 
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7 I'm not aware that we have done anything like 
that. We continue to call on General foun to step aside in the 
interest of Lebanese unity and for him to accept the authority 
of President Hraoui 


Q One aspect of this report was the US. is 
apparently trying to persuade him ‘oc form his own political 
party and to continue his struggle in that way 


a I'm not aware of anything like that. ['1ll look 
into it and see if we have anything to say on that. But I 
think the basic position is the one that [ just conveyed to 
you, that he should step down from his present functions and 
accept the authority of the President 


Q Richard, do you have any comment on what the 
Israeli officials called “the right of Israel" to intervene in 
Lebanon? 


a No, I don't, other than to note that we've 
counseled all parties in the region to exercise restraint. 


Q Do you believe is kind of statement could help 
so’ve the crisis in Lebanon? 


a I don't think I want to try to comment on that. 
(I'll) just go back to what [ just said. 

Q Taiwan just had elections last Saturday Do you 
have any comment about the result of the elections? 

4 I'm sorry, I don't 

Q Congressional members held in the United States 


(inaudible) from U.S. cities How do you feel? Is there any 
comfort or interest in the conduct for a foreign country? 


a I'm sorry, I don't understand the question. 


Q [ mean, the Taiwan -- some members (inaudibie) 
elected from the United States, at least six of them are from 
the United States. Most of them have United States 
citizenship. Do you think this kind of conduct of a foreign 
country here is legal? 


a I'm not aware of any restrictions on U.S. 
citizens in that fashion. [here are citizenship regulations 
which I guess we can look for and see if there is any 
restriction. 


Q I wonder if you have any update on the status of 
Jennifer Casolo, the Connecticut woman being held in El 
Salvador? 








FES 2. 
-6- Monday. 12/4/89 


a She is to be arraigned today -- that's December 
4. Our Embassy in San Salvador reports that former attorney 
General Ramsey Clark and a U.S. Consul will be with Ms Casolo 
during the proceedings 


Mr. Clark saw Ms Casolo on December 1. and he had 
opportunities to speak with her at some length on December 2 
and December 3. A U.S. Consul visited Ms Casolo on December 1]. 
2, and 3rd. a doctor has also visited her three times. We 
understand she is in good health and she has not complained of 
mistreatment. 


Q You might have answered this last week. There 
are some reports that she was allowed, or she was offered 
extradition rather than standing trial? 


a [ don't have anything on that. I['m not aware of 
it. 


Q Do you know who is representing her in the 
arraignment? Because I've heard that Ramsey Clark isn't being 
allowed to do anything in the actual courtroom. 


a I don't have that. ['1ll look into it and see if 
we do have anything I know that many foreign countries, as I 
believe in the United States, you're not allowed to represent 
someone in court unless you're admitted to the Bar, so that may 
be the situation. I understand that he has talked to her at 
‘least and has been able to advise her 


Q What is the next step? Sorry 


“ After she's arraigned? 1 have to look at that. 
I think our guidance last week on procedures may have covered 
that, but I'll try to find out for you. 


Q Richard, Ramsey Clark was quoted as saying that 
in the present emotional circumstances, it was questionable or 
doubtful whether she could get a fair trial. Does the United 
States believe that she can get a fair trial under present 
circumstances in £1 Salvador? 


a I don't have anything on that 1 don't consider 
it a question for us to judge [ assume the judge in €1 
Salvador would have to make that determination, the way judges 
do here. 


Q Richard, any response to the Washington Post _ 
report on the Montelimar Airfield in Nicaragua? 





a No, Ll don't But we made no secret of our belief 
that the aircraft took off From Nicaragua { think the Post 
report, if all the facts are true, which 1L'm not sure -- I 
don't know for sure that they are - but it does tend to 
confirm that. 
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Q On El Salvador: Did you have anything on the 
@uxillary Archbishop's comments on alleged religious 
persecution? 
a No, I don't 
\ Sorry about the weapons. again, but just one more 


try on that. The L.A. Times reported that Secretary Baker 
hinted that these arms that were captured could have been 
bought on the arms market -- on the black market. How does 
that square with your guidance last week? Can you tell us 
anything more? Could they have been bought on the arms market? 





a I don't have anything on ihzet I'm not aware the 
Secretary hinted at that [ think we're better off reading his 
transcript rather than a LA. Times report, and I'1l] be glad to 
get it for you. 


Q Okay If 1 may, then, one more Can you tell us 
whether the surface-to-air missiles that were captured were 
ever, to American knowledge, in the hands or under the control 
of the Nicaraguan Resistance, or Contras? [t's a synonym 


a I will look into that I have not explored such 
a far-fetched idea 

Q And do you have any comment on the Indian 
elections? 

a Yes We congratulate Prime Minister Singh on his 


election as Prime Minister of India [ understand that he is 
in the process of selecting his Cabinet and that the new Indian 
Parliament will be convened this week 


We look forward to continuing warm and friendly 
relations between [ndia and the United States 


Q One other on the UN and the PLO Has a 
decision been made yet about cutting Funding to FAO, or our 
policy towards that group after what happened last week? 


4 I checked this morning ['m told our delegation 
is back and we're speaking to them, but no decisions that I'm 
aware of. 

Q Do you have anything on a cease-fire in -- 


Q (Inaudible) 


4 Excuse me 


Q Our delegation - you mean our delegation to the 
FAO hearing in Rome’ 
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& No. it's people who were in Rome when all this 
happened. Let's put it that way I'm not sure if the whole 
block came back en masse or not 


9 Anything on the Angola event. or the recent 
announcement by Savimbi’ 


4 We welcome the public commitment by UNITA to sign 
the cease-fire agreement proposed by the mediator, President 
Mobutu of Zaire We urge Luanda to demonstrate its commitment 
to a process of peace and national reconciliation in angola by 
taking a similar step and endorsing the draft cease-fire 
agreement 


Signature of a cease-fire agreement will clear the way 
to direct negotiations without preconditions under lairean 
meditation -- mediation Strike that, please -- clear the way 


Q Did you say “meditation” or “medication?” 


a [ said “mediation,” and if anybody heard it 
wrong, we'll clean their ears 


Q If £ can go back to the Philippines for a 
minute. Do you have 4 reaction to Vice President Laurel's 
comments where he described the mutiny as 4a display of 
democracy in its fullest extent? 


a We clearly do not view it that way The 
Philippine Senate clearly does not view it that way The 
Aquino government clearly does not view it that way, and [ 
think we'll just have to leave it at that 


Q Do comments like this give you any concern thet 
this mutiny has perhaps more support than it initially appeared 
last Friday when both numbers of troops appeared -- rebel 
troops -- appeared smaller and the support for it appeared low’ 


o Well. { don't know what you concluded about the 
level of support it had last Friday But I think we noted that 
the estimates of the number of people on the rebel side were 
Quite varied; that we didn't try to ascribe any political 
motive at that point on them So [ don't think you could say 
that we were surprised by the extent and the length of the 
coup. We do think the government now has the situation under . 
control, and we continue to believe that the government has 
shown very able resilience in responding to this situation 
We'll have to take it from there in terms of our support for 
the government for democracy in the Philippines 


Q You didn't describe a political motive for it on 
Friday. Do you have any further insights? 


” I don't have anything further on it today, as a 
matter of fact 
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: Q -Richard, just a follow-up. What's your 
assessment of how widespread the disaffection is? Are you 
saying that it was just a small group of mal-contents within 
the military, or do you think it's broad within the military 
than with the population at-large? 





A Well, I certainly don't think it's broader in the 
population at-large. The extent of the people in the military 
who actually participated, who sympathize with the coup, I 
think we'll have to leave to another day when we have more 
information on it. 


But I think I said very clearly that the government -- 
the Senate and presumably the Philippine House -- are all very 
much against the coup. 


Q Richard, you said that the American combat air 
patrols were not an American initiative and were done in 
response to specific requests from the Aquino government. 
Without getting into the diplomatic back-and-forth, were there 
requests from the Aquino government that were not responded to 
positively? 


A The request that we had from the Filipino 
Government, [ don't want to go into in great detail. The 
thrust of those requests, as I said earlier, was to neutralize 
the rebel air force. We determined the best way to do that in 
consultation with the Philippine Government, and we provided 
the air cover which, in fact, was successful in neutralizing 
the rebel presence at two air bases. 


Q So you are essentially saying there were requests 
for other things, but the thrust of it was that and that was 
the American action? 


ia I didn't say that. 
Q Well, you certainly suggested that. 


A I'm not. going into the details of the specific 
discussions. 


Q I didn't ask about the details. I1 just asked 
whether there were requests for other things other than what we 
did? I'm not asking what they were. 


A I am not aware of any requests other than the 
request to neutralize the air force, the medical supplies and 
the expedited resupply of sume of the military equipment. 


Q Do you have anything on the provision of 
anti-tank weapons to the Philippines? 





Aa The resupply of military equipment means resupply 
of some anti-tank weapons. 
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Q Richard, does the U.S. Government have a better 
idea now what the political orientation of the rebels is in the 
Philippines? 
a We started to get into that just a Minute ago iI 


don't have something with me now. ['1l]l see if there is 
something more we can have today, or else we'll look at it 
again tomorrow. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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Taken Question December 4 Press Briefing 








TAIWAN ELECTIONS 





Any comment on the recerft elections on Taiwan? 
THE DECEMBER 2 ELECTIONS ARE AN IMPORTANT STEP IN TAIWAN'S 


CONTINUING EVOLUTION TOWARD A MORE OPEN AND DEMOCRATIC 


POLITICAL SYSTEM. 
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Taken Question December 4, 1969 


TAIWAN: CITIZENSHIP AND ELECTION TO LEGISLATURE 





Q: Is a person's U.S. citizenship in jeopardy if that person 
serves in the Taiwan legislature? 


A: == .. PERSON CAN LOSE U.S. CITIZENSHIP ONLY IF HE OR SHE 
VOLUNTARILY PERFORMS AN EXPATRIATING ACT WITH THE INTENT TO 
RELINQUISH CITIZENSHIP. 

-- EXPATRIATING ACTS ARE DESIGNATED BY LAW. 


-- HOWEVER, THE MAIN POINT TO EMPHASIZE IS THAT ALL 


CITIZENSHIP CASES ARE CONSIDERED ON AN INDIVIDUAL BASIS. 
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SAN SALVADOR: JENNIFER CASOLO 





Q: Who is going to represent Ms. Casolo in court? 


A: MS. JENNIFER CASOLO HAS NOT YET ENGAGED A LAWYER. 


Q: Can former Attorney General Ramsey Clark represent her? 


A: NO. HOWEVER, HE IS ADVISING MS. CASOLO ON WHOM TO HIRE. 
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Taken Question 12/4 Press Briefing 


NICARAGUA: SA 7 MISSILES 





Q: Were any of the SA-7s found in El Salvador ever in the 
hands of the Nicaraguan Resistance? 


A: WE HAVE NO REASON TO BELIEVE THAT ANY OF THESE SA 7S WERE 


EVER IN THE HANDS OF THE RESISTANCE. 
& 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
NATIONAL SECURITY ADVISOR GENERAL BRENT SCOWCROFT 


The Briefing Room 
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MR. FITZWATER: Good morning. Welcome back. 
Q These are regular briefing rules this -- 
MR. FITZWATER: Regular briefing rules, yes. 


I have a number of things to go through in terms of the 
trip this weekend and other kinds of announcements. We have asked 
General Scowcroft, the President's National Security Advisor, if he 
would meet with you to take some questions. So if you have any 
follow-up to the summit and so forth, for a few minutes. And he has 
agreed. So we'll begin with that and then I'll come back afterwards 
and take in -- do the logistical things. 


Q We can't consider putting this on record, on camera? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. Regular briefing rules. It's on the 
record, of course. 


General. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Good morning. Let me just start out 
just very briefly by saying that the President is very pleased with 
his trip and in his opinion, he achieved his objectives both in Malta 
and with hie allies in NATO. So he's quite comfortable with the 
outcome. 


Q Margaret Thatcher apparently doesn't share all of 
your enthusiasm for the swift integration of Europe. Is that 
correct? And did she raise serious questions about the President's 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The President called Prime Minister 
Thatcher this morning to clarify some of the items that were in the 
British press this morning which gave that sort of an indication. 
The President was making no change in U.S. policy in his remarks at 
the NATO summit. 


Last May at Boston University, he said a stronger Europe 
means a stronger United States. Therefore, he was putting us behind 
the EC summit and the economic integration. The details of it and 
the pace of it is up to the Europeans, not to the United States. But 
he was just putting himself behind it again, and as far as he's 
concerned, the special relationship is unchanged. 


Q I know it puts you in a funny position, but what is 
the Vice President really saying? He seems to be in direct 
contradiction to the President. I'm referring to The Post interview 
today. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The Vice President is not in 
contradiction to the President. There is no policy difference. If 
you remember, in one of his press conferences the President said, I 
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don't want to talk about slogans or buzz words. I don't want to talk 
about Cold War -- those kinds of slogans. 


Q Well, he did talk about Cold War in the Thanksgiving 
speech. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: But what the President said is, he 
wants to talk about what's going on. And there is progress going on 
with the Soviet Union. And he talked about Gorbachev's support for 
what's going on in Eastern Europe. He also said there are sone 


negative aspects to it, and the President spent a lot of time talking 
about the issue in Central America. 


Now, we're talking, maybe, about a slight difference in 
perspectives. There's no difference in what's going on. And this is 
a very complex period of change. And you can look at some things 
that indicate a very positive direction to that change. You can look 
at others, like, for example, Central America and say, hey, that 


hasn't changed at all. And the President pointed that out to 
Chairman Gorbachev. 


Q A brief follow-up. You do have to admit, though, 
that Quayle always accents the negative and almost, you know, and 
when you think of the time span when the President's euphoric about 
the changes, then along comes the Vice President who really put -- 
downplays everything. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: That's an observation, not a 
question. 


Q And you don't think that's true? 


Q General, wouldn't you acknowledge, however, General, 
that there certainly is a difference in the tone of the rhetoric, 
even though the President pressed Chairman Gorbachev on the arus 
shipments to El Salvador, he was willing to a t the Chairman's 

lanation that Nicaragua apparently had told him that these 
shipments weren't going on. 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, let me point -- he was willing 
to accept the Chairman's statement that this was not done at the 
instigation of the Soviet Union. And we have no indication, in fact, 
it was. But he insisted on the facts of it, which were that 
Nicaragua was supplying this equipment to the FMLN, and that 
Shevardnadze had told Secretary Baker that he had had assurances from 
the Nicaraguans they would not do that. So -- 


Q Wouldn't you acknowledge that there is a difference 
in the tone of the rhetoric between what President Bush has said -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Certainly as reported in the 
interview this morning. Whether that's, in fact, the case -- what 
I'w saying is, there's no difference in substance between the two. 





Q We're told by some of the Europeans that the 
Prevident talked some about swift reductions in conventional forces 
at the NATO allies, while he seemed to stress in public that the 
United States is in Europe to stay. Sort out that for us. Is that a 
contradiction? 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't remember that phraseology, 
and there's nothing that I remember in our discussions that talked 
about swift reductions. What the President stressed was, let's get 
on with the conventional force negotiations; let's get that done. 
You know, we've said at the time we proposed it last May that we 

t it ought to be done -- t to be able to be completed 
within six months to a year. Well, we're already past six months. 





Q Well, was that a message to the Greeks and Turks, 
then? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: It's a message to everybody. What he 
MORE 
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was saying to his colleagues there is that we cannot let this thing 
get bogged down in the bureaucratic problems of crossing the Ts and 
that's going to take political leadership from 


: 
i 
: 
: 


s 

Q The President said yesterday that he hed talked at 
-- or heard from Mr. Gorbachev at some length about the 
ethnic problems inside the Soviet Union. But he didn't say what he 
told Mr. Gorbachev the American attitude was toward those. Did the 
President say anything about the American posture toward independence 
movements in, for example, the Baltic States, and whether 
we consider that an internal matter or something that we have a 
position on? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: They did have a discussion on the 
ethnic situation, and the General Secretary outlined the problezs he 
had and the assurances that he wanted to resolve these problems in a 

ful manner, and the President set forth his views on the whole 
of self-deternination. 


Q Can you describe that -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I wouldn't want to describe it 
any further. The President made his views quite amply known. 


Q Back on Quayle. Do you think that his remarks ere 
helpful to the situation, or do you think this was i une and 
unfortunate that the Vice President had this tone to his comments? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I don't think either one. I think 
the Vice President had his own perspective on the situation. The 
President has made quite clear where he stands. And that is, he 
underlines his support for the progress being made in the Soviet 
Union and in Eastern Europe toward political ee and turn 
toward market economics. And that is the policy of the 
aduinistration. 


Q Are the days numbered for the Aquino presidency in 
the Philippines? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, I think by 1992, of course. 
Q What is -- 
GENERAL SCOWCROFT: There is an election coming up. 


Q What is the situation there this morning, and are 
Americans able to get out? And does President Bush plan to do 
anything more? Has she requested anything sore from the President? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The situation is quiet right now. 
It's the middle of the night. There is a problem in the Makati 
district, which is an economic section in Manila. There are several 
hundred rebels holed up in various buiidings there, including, I 
think, about four hotels. And in those hotels there are a number of 
civilians, including Americans. And President Aquino is trying very 
hard to get those civilians out of the area and out of danger while 
she contlanes cleaning up the points of resistance. 





Q Has the President talked to her? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: The President talked to her last 
night, right after he arrived -- both to congratulate her, to 
indicate his strong support for democratic government in the 
Philippines, and to express his concern over the safety of Americans. 





Q Did she ask for any more help? 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo. 

Q General Scowcroft, will the use of the U.S. planes 
MORE 
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last Friday make it harder to win renewal of tne base leases there? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I doubt it. 


Q General, were there any points on that list of 18 or 
so that the Soviets disputed, or did not go along with, or did not 
agree to? The proposals that Bush sade? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Oh, yes. There were some that they 
didn't agree to. For example, on the chemical weapons proposal, they 
said they would have to study it. So on some -- no, he didn't 

~~ some he responded favorably and so on. There weren't any 
that he strongly objected to, other than the points that the 
President made on some of the regional issues. But I think as I 
recall what Mr. Gorbachev said after the President finished his list, 
he said, you have said that you support perestroika. It's been just 
words. And we could always wonder whether or not there was anything 
behind the words. Wow what you have demonstrated is some facts to go 
with the words, and we welcome that. 


Q General, did -- you referred somewhat obliquely in a 
TV interview to the fact that the Soviets had offered some suggestion 
for resolving the situation in Afghanistan. Could _ explain what 
their proposals were and what the President's reaction to them was? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo, I don't think I'd want to go into 
detail on Afghanistan. The two sides are still ty on that, 
especially on the role of Najibullah and the ability to have 
negotiations take place between the two sides while the Waijibullah 
government, or Najibullah and his close advisors are still in 
pean thority. But I wouldn't want to get into the details of the 


Q Why not? 


Q Could you tell me whether there wa 
led you to believe there might be sone ress on that, or do you 
feel that the situation is where it was going into the 
sure wa 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: I's not there 
There was an exchange of views, and I think the two -- 
where we stand. But I'm hopeful that there may be 
to be made, and that's why I would prefer not to describe it 
explicitly. 


MR. FITZWATER: Let's take a final question. Two final 
questions. 


Q General, do you think that it's at all confusing to 
the Soviet Union when the President and his Vice President speak with 
such sy Fg get on what's happening in the Soviet Union? 
And do you think there will be any effort in the future for the 
President and the Vice President to speak with one voice? 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Wo. I don't think there is | 
ee on the part of Chairman Gorbachev about what U.S. policy 
s. 


Q And the second part. Ie there any effort to have 
them speak with one voice in the future? 





GENERAL SCOWCROFT: We have an administration that is 
very closely ali but I think it probably not possible for people 
to literally with one voice. And there may from time to time 
be difference of perspective. But there's no difference in the 
substance of the policies we're pursuing. 


Q General, you've made reelf clear about START over 
the years. And at the summit, the 1 re agreed to get working on 
three iesues. What I don't understand is, did they come to 
understanding about the big ones, such as SDI, ABM, and some of the 
othe’ *, as to whether, by tackling the smaller ones, the others may 
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be set aside? Did the President leave with feeling that -- why 


did he teke this approach? What's the sense with the two leaders* 


understanding of what will happen to the larger issues, and how will 
you get those resolved in time for June? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: There was no real discussion of the 
major substantive issues; no exchange of views on the major 
substantive issues. A little side talk, but basically it was 
agreement on the process by which we would try to have the major 
issues resolved by the time of the summit next June. There was some 
discussion on naval forces in arms control and some on sea-launched 
Cruise Missiles. But there vasn't really an exchange of views. So 
the answer to your question is no. 


Q Is there «4 process for resolving the big issues by 
June as a ministerial? Is that the idea that -- 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Well, the two decided that. And the 
first step, they agreed that they would discuss ALCMs, telemetry 
encryption, so on, at their January -- the January Foreign Minister's 


conference. So it was basically on START; it was basically « process 
discussion. 


Q Did the President get an intelligence report for the 
Soviets on the naval forces of the U.S.? 


GENERAL SCOWCROFT: What do you mean -- 

~~ reported today. 

| The maps. 

GENERAL SCOWCROFT: Oh yes, he got a map. It wasn't an 
intelligence report, it was to support the Soviet contention that, in 
fact, the United States has the Soviet Union surrounded. 

Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:20 A.M. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #210 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER S, 1989, 12:31 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
Welcome back to those who have been out there braving the winds 
and rains. 


I have two brief announcements, and then we can go to 
your questions. First announcement is that Assistant Secretary 
for Human Rights, Richard Schifter, and Assistant Secretary of 
International Organization Affairs, John Bolton, and other 
Department officials, will be giving keynote addresses and 
other statements at the Human Rights Day Celebration in the 
Department on Thursday, December 7, from 1:30 to 5:30 p.m. in 
the Loy Henderson Conference Room. Copies of their remarks 
will be available at the ceremony. If you have any questions 
about this, you can contact Yvonne O'Brien, in our Bureau of 
tnt 7 Affairs, who is putting together the program. She's on 
647-1645. 


Second announcement, on the CSCE Semi-Annual Report: 
On behalf of the President, the Secretary of State transmitted 
on December 4 the 27th Semi-Annual Report on the implementation 
of the Helsinki Final Act and the Madrid and Vienna Concluding 
Documents of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe. These were transmitted to the Congressional Commission 
on Security and Cooperation in Europe. The Semi-Annual Report 
covers the period from April 1, 1989, through September 30, 
1989. It provides an assessment of Soviet and Eastern European 
compliance with the commitments of the Helsinki Final Act and 
the other documents during that time period Copies of the 
report are available in the Press Office. 








Q Is that it? 
“ That's it. 
Q Can you give us an update on the situation in the 


Philippines, particularly: What do you know about the 
Americans who are trapped in that hotel? 
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- Okay. Government and rebel negotiators have been 
unable to reach agreement on evacuation procedures Gunfire 
resumed in the Makati area about 5:00 a.m. Eastern Standard 
Time, but our most recent reports indicate that gunfire appears 
to be diminishing as night has again fallen in Man: la. 


We greatly appreciate the restraint demonstrated so 
far by the Philippine Government forces in light of our 
expressions of concern about the safety of Americans in the 
area. We hope that such restraint will continue on both sides 
and that agreement can be reached on arrangements to safely 
evacuate innocent civilians caught in the area of fighting. 


The Embassy remains in close contact with Americans in 
the Makati area and with the Philippine Government. 


Q Is the figure of 200 Americans in that hotel 
approximately correct? 

o It's about 200 in several hotels. 

Q In several hotels? 

“ Yes. 


Q Reports from out there say that the rebels 
decided to halt the evacuation of the Americans because of the 
aid given by the US. Air Force to the government forces. Can 
you confirm that? 


a I don't have anything on that. All I know is 
that they have not been able to reach agreement on an 
evacuation for the innocent civilians who are caught there. 


Q Do you know why the negotiations broke down? 


a No, I don't. I would point out that -- my 
information is that the efforts have not yet been successful 
and that the government has informed us that the efforts are 
on-going. 


Q Is there an effort to isolate or single out the 
Americans among the group of more than 1,000 civilians that are 
stuck in that area’ 


a You mean, not on our part; you mean on the part - 


Q [ mean on the part of the rebels, to the best of 
your knowledge? 


a There have been various statements that purported 
rebel spokesmen have made reported in the press. All I can say 
is, really, that there is no indication that we have that 
Americans have been the targets of attacks 
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Q What about the reporters? Do you have anything 
about denying or trying to inhibit reporters by either side in 
going about their work? Not that they're a special category of 
human beings but they're not there as tourists, so -- did you 
hear any threats to a Washington Post reporter, for instance? 





4 None that I'm aware of. If you have something 
specific, I can check it out. But, as [ said, ['m not aware 
that any Americans have been made targets of attacks. As brave 
as reporters are, the sniper fire would tend to inhibit their 
work . 


Q Do you have anything on any -- do you know 
anything about any threats against the Americans being made to 
reporters? 


A You mean specifically about reporters? 
Q Yes. No, no, to reporters. 
Q To reporters. If you were a reporter, you would 


be in deep trouble -- that kind of thing. 


A No, I don't. It's something I'd like to check 


out and —- 

Just before I came in here, I'll tell you I was 
just told on the phone that -- and ['m not sure of the source 
of the report -- it was quoted as a black American 


correspondent, who would have to be our man, was told by a 
rebel spokesman shortly, or a while ago, that "It's a good 
thing you're black because we're going to kill all the other 
Americans here.” 


a Again, let me just -~- let me say I will very much 
want to check that out specifically. [ just asked before [ 
came in here whether Americans had been targets of attacks, and 
they said we hadn't. 


Q Is the Department in contact with the Aquino 
Government and -- 


A Absolutely. 


-~ has the Aquino Government asked for any 
further additional American assistance of any kind? 


a No. There have been no further requests for 
assistance from the Filipino Government. 


Q What is the policy about further assistance? 


A Well, you and the Aquino Government are both very 
well aware of our strong support for democracy in the 
Philippines. In fact, when they have asked for certain things. 
specific things in the past, we've been willing to help them. 
To that extent, we're trying to cooperate. 
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Q Well, is there an open mind, then, on possible 
further assistance? 
Q Keep going. You were about to -- 
Q You try to help, and... .? 
Aa And we're trying to cooperate in helping them 


where we can. But this is -- 


Q Can you suggest ways you can help them and they 
can choose from them? ; 


Q Let him finish his sentence, Barry. 
Q You want specifics, or you want -- 


a But this is essentially their fight, that they 
are carrying out -- they have asked for limited and specific 
U.S. assistance, and we've been trying to help them in the 
areas that they've asked for. So that's where we stand. We've 
gotten no further requests since the last ones that we spoke 
about. 


Q Well, let me clarify that. You say they've asked 
for limited and specific assistance. Is there any on-going 
assistance right now? We're under the impression that it ended 
with the flyovers. 


a Well, yesterday, I spoke about the steps we've 
taken to facilitate resupply of some equipment in the military 
Pipeline, and I spoke about the medical assistance that we were 
providing directly to the Philippine Armed Forces and the 1,000 
pounds of medical supplies that we had made available, or were 
making -- that we have made it available to directly to the 
armed forces and the $25,000 which we were making available to 
the Philippine Red Cross. 


Some of that was delivered and done. Some of that may 
still be underway. 


Has the U.S. outlined to the Aquino Government. 
what additional steps we are willing to take? 


A Not that I'm aware of, John. 
Q So there haven't been parameters set -- 
} It's very much been in the context of their doing 


-- it's their action. They're doing what they can, and when 
they ask us for something, we try to help. 
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To ask for something, they have to know what's 
available. So the question is, does the United States proffer 
to them various varieties of specific military help and then 
they pick and choose, and then, of course -- you say they 
requested that and, indeed, they had at that point. Something 
happens before they request. 


Does the U.S. offer them all sorts of military 
assistance that perhaps they're not willing to take right now, 
for their own reasons? 


A No. We haven't given them a shopping catalogue 
or Christmas list or anything like that. Before you know 
what's available -- the first part of this process, logically, 


is that you identify the need, the functional need to do 
something. We spoke yesterday about the functional need that 
they saw in the beginning to neutralize the rebel presence at 
two air bases. We discussed how to do that, and we determined 
that it was best for U.S. fighters to go up and we did that, 
and it was effective. That seems to me typical of the process 
that's followed in these sorts of situations. 


Q Richard, when you say we supply a military 
pipeline, are you talking about ground forces, per se? 


a We answered that yesterday. It's equipment that 
was in the pipeline. 


Q Richard, getting back to the Americans in the 
hotel. At this point, do you consider them to be hostages? 


A No, we don't. Not “hostages” in the normal of 
the word, of being held captive by specific individuals. They 
are, however, unable to move because of the rebel presence in 
the area and because of the rebel -- particularly, the sniper 
fire that was going on yesterday and the fighting that's going 
on today. 


Q In other parts of Manila, soldiers have been put. 
into the buildings and others have been taken out by simply 
driving in armored personnel carriers. Has the United States 
offered the Philippine forces APCs to get the Americans out, 
for example? 


I am not aware whether that option has been explored 
or not. The situation as [ understand it is: the Philippine 
Government is trying to arrange a cease-fire of some kind to 
permit the evacuation. The Philippine Government has put on 
buses, I think, to try to arrange it. Whether it will be safe 
to try something like you're proposing, [ don't know. 


John, do you have a question? 
Yes, [ have a question. Are these rebels 


terrorists, Richard, since they are holding against their wil] 
Americans and other international people in a hotel? 
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A I haven't really examined the question, John. 
Logically, one would say yes, given that they are striking fear 
in the hearts of the civilian population. But exactly what 
they're directing their efforts at and who they are, and things 
like that -- I don't think it's fair to start throwing around 
loaded words. 


Q The U.S. Government is not calling them 
“terrorists” at this point, and there was a specific reason why 
the U.S. Government called the Salvadoran situation 
“terrorists,” but you're not doing that at this point? 


A Well, very clearly, in the Salvadoran situation, 
the FMLN was going out of its way to go into residences to get 
innocent civilians and to use them as shields to prevent an 
army attack. I'm not aware that that's been done in the 
Philippines. But I'm not aware that any decision has been made 
to examine the word “terrorist” in this context. 


Q You said that the United States appreciates the 
restraint shown by the Aquino Government. Is the United States 
urging the Philippines to make any sort of concessions to the 
rebels in order to get the Americans and other foreigners out? 


A Not that I'm aware of. We're supporting them in 
their efforts to evacuate Americans and foreigners from the 
area. 


Q Is the United States in any way in touch with the 
rebels either for the good of the Americans trapped or for the 
usual reason that if the other side wins, you could be faulted 
later for not knowing too much about them and the way they 
might treat Americans or American property, a la Iran? Is 
there any contact with the rebels, or are you depending on the 
Philippine Government to simply beat them back? 





fe) That's a question [ haven't asked for a while. 
There wasn't any, when I last asked but let me ask again. 


Q Would you please? There's been a lot of 
countries -- you know, the diplomats are obliged to have lines 
out to everybody, never knowing who might end up on top. 





A Well, that wouldn't be the reason that I would 
ascribe to it, but let me look into it and see. 


Q Richard, do you have any comments on the 
statement made by the former Vice President of the Philippines, 
saying that -- 

A On Salvador Laurel's statement? 


-- the United States is intervening in the 
internal affairs? 
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a Just to say once more that we strongly and fully 
support the constitutional and democratically elected 
government of President Aquino, and we strongly oppose any 
efforts to overthrow it by extra-constitutional means. 


Q Did he approach the United States asking for help 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q -- in advance of the shooting? 

a You mean, in advance of the coup? 

Q Yeah. 

A Not that L'm aware of because we said that we had 


no hard evidence that this was going to occur. So that would 
seem if he had, that would seem to constitute that sort of 
thing. 


Q Do you have any further evidence of anybody being 
wounded or killed -- any Americans -- 

a No, we have -- 

Q -- besides the two. 

A We have no further information on injuries or 


woundings of Americans since the two that we knew about 
yesterday. 


Q Could I follow up with the earlier question about. 
-- has anybody in the American Embassy in Manila tried to get 
in touch with the rebels in the hotels? 


A Well, that's the question that was asked, and I 


said I'd check on it because I hadn't checked for a couple of 
days. 


Q Many of the Americans report being trapped and 
unable to get food or any kind of other supplies -- medical 
supplies, and so on. Has there been any thought on the part of 
the U.S. Government or the Aquino Government to at least get 


temporary supplies -. food -- to these people until they can be 
released? 


A I'm not aware of any discussion of that. They 
are in major hotels. Some of the hotels have doctors, and 
things like that. I'm not sure of what the exact situation is 
every hotel. But if you can get Food in, then presumably you 
can get people out and that certainly is the preferable course 


Q Are they in contact with the American Embassy? 


Do they want to go to the Embassy? What are they saying to our 
diplomats there? 
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-) Well, our Embassy is in touch people at the 
hotels. As I understand it, they're basically saying they want 
to leave. 


Q Sir, could you characterize the position of these 
Americans? In other words, are they behind locked doors? are 
there rebel guards keeping them from leaving the hotel? Could 
you characterize that? 


4 That sort of came up before. My understanding is 
that there aren't restrictions other than that they are unable 
to get out. They're unable to, of course, to go into streets 
because of the fighting. The Embassy, let me say, has very 
strongly urged everyone to stay indoors and to stay out of 
harm's way. 


Q Could we have a filing break? 
a Filing break. 


Q Will the United States have anything to do with 
the evacuation, or are you leaving that up to Philippine 
officials? 


2) We are prepared to cooperate in any way we can 
with the Philippine Government efforts to evacuate Americans. 


Q But you have no direct plans? 


A At this point [ don't have any information on 
direct U.S. involvement. 


Q Could we go to another subject? 
Q One more? 
A One more. 


There was a report from the Washington Times 
concerning Laurel calling on the U.S. Ambassador to throw 
support for the rebels -- that is, the U.S. throw support to 
the rebel militia -- and that the Aquino Government should be 
put aside. Do you have anything on that? 


a I said before [ don't have anything on specifics 
like that, but I do want to state very strongly our support for 
the government, the democratically elected government of 
President Aquino. 


Q All right. Aquino. When you support the 
Philippine Government, you say Mrs. Aquino must remain. That's 
the only outcome that the U.S. basically supports -- her 
retention of power. If they have some rearrangement that 
maintained a democratic government. and she was put on the side 


as not having been terribly effective in preventing these kinds 
of things, would that distress the U.S. Government?- 
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S That's so terribly hypothetical that there's no 
way I could answer a question like that. 


Q Well, here's a man -— no. This Philippine 
official said she ought to get out of the way. 


a Very clearly she is the democratically elected 
leader of the Philippines. The President talked to her 
yesterday right =fter he got back. We and the White House have 


expressed all ..o»% our very strong support for the democratic 
Government of ~*. ‘hilippines, and President Aquino is the 
democratically -cted leader. 

Q Richard, as a follow-up on that, do you have any 


concerns that Mrs. Aquino no longer has sufficient support from 
other senior members of her government to effectively govern? 

I think it was the Defense Minister Ramos who was suggesting 
that he would be willing to participate in some sort of 
Executive Council. 


A We have no concerns. I think we went into that 
issue in a fair amount of detail -- at least as much as I can 
--— yesterday. I'd refer you to what we said yesterday about 
the steps being taken in the Philippine Senate, Philippine 
House, and by other government officials to support the 
democratic process and Mrs. Aquino's government. 


Q A Colombian newspaper reported . iat American 
investigators found unmistakable evidence of a bomb in the 
Avianco plane which went down. Can you say anything about that? 

a I don't think [I can. No final report has come 
out of the investigation, so we'll have to await the final 
report from the Government of Colombia. 

Q Are you aware that a State Department official is 
quoted by name on UPI as confirming that investigators 
concluded that the aircraft was downed by a bomb? 


fa No. ['m not aware of that. ['1ll ask you for the 
name later. 


Q And his status -- whether he's been fired or not 
Q It's the State Department Aviation Office. 


A) Well, iet me look into the question again and see 
if that official knows something that [ don't know. 


Q Sure looks like it. 
Q He has it from a U.S. Embassy official in Bogota 


Q So it would appear to the casual observer. 
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= Well, as you know, in these cases there are 
people who come to believe things before investigations are 
over, and particularly from the podium here we usually don't 
comment until investigations are complete and conclusions that 
have been tentatively reached are finalized. 


Q Do you have any comments on the announcement made 
yesterday in San Jose, Costa Rica, that there will be a summit 
among the Central American leaders on the 10th of December? 


rz) No, I don't. 
Q Are you aware of that? 


is Yes. [ was aware of it. I didn't ask for any 
Quidance. I'll see if we want to say something on it. 


Do you have any comment on the reported house 
arrest of Erich Honecker? 


4 No, other than that we've seen the reports and 
we'll see what happens. We don't have enough to say anything 
about it at this point 


Q Richard, anything on the new developments in 
Lebanon today? 


a Yes. First, I'd like to repeat what I said 
yesterday: We call upon General foun to step aside in the 
interest of Lebanese unity. We call on all Lebanese to accept 
the authority of President Hraoui. 


There have been press reports of firing in Beirut 
along the Green Line today. We believe that recourse to 
violence helps no one and undermines what progress has already 
been made. We urge all parties in Lebanon to exercise 
restraint. 


We have noted with satisfaction remarks by Prime 
Minister al-Hoss to the press that his government has excluded 
violent means to settle the problem. As President Bush said at. 
his press conference in Malta, “We do not want to see any more 
killing in Lebanon." 


President Bush also noted that he and President 
Gorbachev support the Taif Agreement which calls for peaceful 
restoration of a united Lebanon. 


Q Has the United States made any specific appeal to 
Syria to not use force to settle this dispute? You speak of 
the Lebanese authorities, but the Army doesn't happen to be 


under their control. 


A We have been in contact with a whole host of 
governments and people involved in the situation to make sure 


they understood very clearly our desire that all parties 
exercise restraint, and that includes the Syrians. 
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Q Lebanese President Hraoui made a kind of promise 


that the moment the eastern part of Beirut will be evacuated by 
Aoun and his forces, he will ask the Syrians to just withdraw 
as soon as possible from areas that could be under the 
authority of the government. Do you have any comment on that? 


‘ a R. don't, but I think that's consistent with what 
I've been saying here. 


Q Could this proposal -- or this promise -- be kind 
of inspired by the U.S. contacts? 

a I'm not aware that we've had any contact that 
would have inspired that. “Inspired” is kind of a broad term. 

Q Do you have any comment on Dan Quayle's 


assessment of the Soviet Union and Soviet foreign policy? Does 
he represent the U.S. Government's point of view? 


7 I really don't have any comment on that. The 
White House spoke about it quite extensively this morning 


Q In El Salvador, do you have anything more on 
Jennifer Casolo's court appearance or lack thereof? 


6 Well, as [I think you know the arraignment was 
postponed yesterday because of the high volume of cases that 
are waiting for arraignment. Our Embassy in San Salvador is 
trying to find out how soon it will be held. That's where we 
are. 


Q No new word yet on when it will be. 
A No. No new word on when it will be. 


Q Richard, did the Baltic issue come up at the 
Malta summit that you know of? 


A I'll have to check the record on that one. 


Q While you check it, can [ ask you if you could 
give us an idea what Mr. Gorbachev or his people said when the 
President presented him a list of human rights cases the U.S. 
wants resolved? And could you tell us now how many cases? 
They couldn't in Malta. 


a I'll have to check on that as well. It's very 
specific. 


Q Can 1 come back with €1]1 Salvador and Nicaragua? 
President Bush seems to have accepted the explanation given by 
Chairman Gorbachev in Malta with regard to the Soviet policy 
toward Nicaragua and £1 Salvador, and yet there are reports of 
continued military support from the Nicaraguan Sandinista 
Government to the rebels in £1 Salvador. Does the State 
Department concede Soviet influence in the region is waning out’ 
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A Soviet influence is what? 
Q In the region as being waning out. 
“ I find your characterization of the President and 


the Secretary's remarks the last few days on Central America 
and our views of Soviet behavior there rather surprising I 
don't think that's what they said at all. They made very clear 
that we thought that the Soviet Union had to exercise much 
greater influence in the region if it was to demonstrate its 
stated support for the Esquipulas/Tela Accords and for the 
peaceful processes there. 


So as far as Soviet influence in the region waning, I 
don't think that's the issue. The issue is the level of 
support by Soviet-bloc countries for Nicaragua, Nicaragua's 
support for FMLN rebels, the fact that Nicaragua is massing 
troops along the border with Honduras. Those are the issues 
that we'd like to see the Soviets exercise their influence over. 


Q So the U.S. has full confidence the Soviets still 
have a strong influence over Nicaraguan Government, just in 
case if the Nicaraguan Government is not listening to Moscow 
any longer? 


a Well, IL think we have confidence that the Soviets 
have the influence if they choose to exercise it. Yes. 


Q By the way, when the President tipped his cap to 
Mr. Gorbachev and to the Soviets on the West Bank and in 
Lebanon, do you have any idea what specific cooperation or 
conciliatory actions they've been engaged in, in either country 
-— in either place? 


ms You're going to have to ask the Soviets for a 
full list of what they're doing in the Middle East. 


Q I'm going to ask them other things. But I 
thought this was an American -- Americans said “thank you very 
much, you've done a great job for us," and I wondered what it 
was he's done on the West Bank that delights the U.S. 


Government. 
a I'll have to check on that one, Barry. 
Q Okay. 


a I didn't focus on the West. Bank. I did cite 
things in Lebanon -- support for the Taif Agreement -- that 
they've been demonstrating their support for the process. 


He was asked about Lebanon and sua sponte went 
into the West Bank, so I don't know what he has in mind. 


Q Did you hear from Mr. Kelly and his tour in the 
Middle East? 
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. No. 
v Nothing? 
. No. 
Q He's back here now, I understand. 
4 [ believe so. His trip was larcely a debrief on 


the Malta meeting, to give those governments where he's 
visiting a debrief on what happened at Malta. 


Q There's a wire story that the PLO has indicated 
to the State Department that they are in Favor of the Baker 
plan. Have you all received any such indication, and have you 
heard from the Egyptians? 


n We explained what we had yesterday on that story 
and on that situation. [ checked this morning. There's really 
nothing new to say. 


Q Can we come back to the Philippines. I'm not 
sure if you answered this question already, but how would you 
characterize the threat to the Aquino Government right now? Is 
it, as the government is saying, this is just mopping up; that 
the coup is winding down; that they are beating back rebel 
forces? Or, I mean, how serious is the threat right now? 


= The threat to the government itself has certainly 
diminished considerably. We've been saying that, [ think, over 
the course of days Our concern right now is primarily for the 
safety of innocent civilians, including the Americans that are 
trapped there. And, as I said this morning, there was fighting 
that resumed about 5:00 a.m. Eastern Standard Time; the most 
recent reports indicate that it is diminishing again. 


Q But is there confidence that the government is on 
the verge of quelling the rebellion? 


i) Well, we said yesterday, [ believe, that the 
government was in control. I1 don't want to try to make 
predictions as to how soon they can -- 


Q They've been mopping up and in control since last. 
Friday. 


we I said l'm not going to make any predictions as 
to how soon they can deal with the situation in the Makati 
District. But she was asking whether we thought the government 
was on the verge of toppling, something like that 

Q . What do you mean by “in control," though? 


a Has control of the situation and -- 


Q They have control of the situation? 
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~ I mean, if there's righting in the main financial ~- 
district and a thousand foreigners sort of held there against 
their will, would you say that the government is in control? 


a Again, the rebel forces are contained. The 
question was about whether there was a threat to the 
government, the continued existence of the government; and the 
government has, as we said yesterday, shown remarkable 
resilience. The threat that exists is in the Makati area. and 
that to us is primarily a threat to the innocent civilians that 
are caught there. 


Q One more on Lebanon. 

“ Sure. 

Q Where is Ambassador McCarthy now? 
” [I'll have to check. [I don't know. 


In the case of El Salvador, we made it a point to 
announce that we didn't renounce the possible use of force to 
free Americans. In the case of the Philippines, I haven't 
heard any such announcement made. Are we planning on making 
it? Why are we not making it? 


o We never rule out any options. That's known by 
everybody in every case. What I've been concentrating on are 
the efforts that we are making, particularly the efforts that 
the Philippine Government is making to ensure the safety of 
these people. 


Q So when we say that it is up to the Philippine 
Government to resolve this situation, it is up to the 
Philippine Government up to the point of our possible 
intervention to free Americans? 


“ I don't have any further speculation on this kind 
of stuff for you. ['ve described, [ think, very clearly what 
we're doing and what the Philippine Government is doing, and 
that's where I'd prefer to stay 


Q Richard, we don't seem to be doing much. That 
seems to be the impression that [ get. In other words, we seem 
to be just sort of on the sidelines and hoping that the Aquine 
people handle it. 


a I'll get you the briefings that we've done over 
the last four days or so to explain everything that -- 


Q But 1 mean this morning 

a Well, this morning ['ve already, [ think, 
explained very extensively what we're doing. We're working 
very closely with the Philippine Government. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:01 p.m.) 
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Taken Question December 5 Briefing 


Q: Do you have anything more on the aircraft disaster in 
Colombia? 


A: WE HAVE BEEN ADVISED BY OUR EMBASSY THAT THE GOVERNMENT oF 
COLOMBIA'S DIRECTOR OF CIVIL AVIATION YESID AGOSTO CASTANo 
HELD A PRESS CONFERENCE, THIS AFTERNOON IN WHICH HE STATED 
THAT AN EXPLOSIVE DEVICE WENT OFF IN THE AIRCRAFT, AND THAT 
THIS WAS THE MAIN CAUSE OF THE FIRF. HE STATED THAT THE 
BOMB WAS PLACED IN THE PASSENGER CABIN OF THE AIRCRAFT. HE 


STATED THAT HE DID NOT KNOW WHO HAD PLACED THE BOMB ON THE 


AIRCRAFT. THE INVESTIGATION IS CONTINUING. 
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Taken Question December 5 Briefing 


What is your reaction to the holding of a Central American 
Summit in San Jose? 

WE WELCOME THE PROSPECT OF THIS SUMMIT. IT PROVIDES AN 
OPPORTUNITY TO GIVE JMPETUS TO THE CENTRAL AMERICAN PEACE 
PROCESS. THIS PROCESS HAS BEEN ENDANGERED BY RECENT 
ACTIONS OF THE GOVERNMENT OF NICARAGUA IN VIOLATION OF ITS 
COMMITMENTS UNDER THE ESQUIPULAS AND SUCCESSOR AGREEMENTS. 
THESE INCLUDE UNILATERALLY CANCELLING THE CEASE-FIRE AND 
BEGINNING OFFENSIVE OPERATIONS AGAINST THE RESISTANCE, 
MASSING TROOPS ALONG ITS BORDER WITH HONDURAS AND PROVIDING 
THE FMLN GUERRILLAS IN EL SALVADOR WITH LOGISTICAL AND 
MATERIAL SUPPORT, INCLUDING SOPHISTICATED SURPACE-TO-AIR 


MISSILES. WE HOPE THAT THE GOVERN“ENT OF NICARAGUA 


WILL BE PREPARED TO RESOLVE THESE ISSUES AT THE SUMMIT. 
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Taken Quéstion December 6 Press Briefing 


HUMAN RIGHTS CASES RAISED IN MALTA 








Q: Did the President raise any human rights cases in Malta? 


A: -- THE PRESIDENT UNDERSCORED THE CONTINUED HIGH PRIORITY 
THE UNITED STATES ATTACHES TO HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE 
U.S.-SOVIET RELATIONSHIP. HE PRESENTED CHAIRMAN 
GORBACHEV WITH A LIST OF TWENTY LONG-STANDING 
DIVIDED-FAMILY AND REFUSENIK CASES OF SPECIAL CONCERN 
TO THE UNITED STATES. 


'Q: Do these cases represent the only remaining cases of 
Soviets denied per=m:ssion to emigrate? 

A: -- NO. THERE ARE OVER A HUNDRED REMAINING CASES OF 
SOVIETS DENIED EXIT PERMISSION. ALTHOUGH THIS 
REPRESENTS SUBSTANTIAL PROGRESS FROM EVEN A YEAR AGO, 
THERE ARE STILL TOO MANY CASES. LOOKING TOWARD THE 
1990 SUMMIT. WE WOULD HOPE THAT THE SOVIETS WOULD BE 
ABLE TO RESOLVE ALL THE EXISTING CASES BY THAT TIME. 
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Taken Question December 5 Press Briefing 


Q: Where is Ambassador McCarthy? 


A: AMBASSADOR MCCARTHY IS IN THE UNITED STATES. THERE ARE NO 
PLANS AT THIS MOMENT FOR HIM TO TRAVEL ANYWHERE ABROAD. 
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--" WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1989, 12:48 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one announcement to make, and 
two statements. 


My announcement is that we have changed Secretary 
Baker's departure. We'll now be departing on Sunday night very 
late, and we will be making an additional stop. We're going to 
stop in London. He is going to have a working lunch with the 
new Foreign Minister in London, to be followed by a meeting 
with Mrs. Thatcher. Then we go on as planned to Berlin. 


Q So we're in Berlin Monday night? 


a Yes. We'll probably leave -- they don't like me 
to talk about times, but some time late afternoon on Monday, 
and then get on in. 


Q How late Sunday? 
Qa After 9:00. Late. 


I have one brief statement to make on -- or, sorry, 
not brief -- a statement and an update to make on the 
Philippines. 


The United States Government would like to express its 
appreciation to the Government of the Philippines for the 
careful and effective manner in which it dealt with the 
situation in the Makati commercial district, and the efforts it 
took to safeguard American citizens and others who are in the 
area. 


Our Embassy reports, as many of you already know, that. 
the evacuation of civilians from Manila's Makati District, 
including American citizens, has been completed. We commend 
the Aquino Government for organizing and carrying out this 
operation. All Americans are safe. No injuries are reported 


Some 280 Americans have been transported by bus from 
several hotels in the Makati area, where rebel forces were 
active, to a number of processing centers set up ty the Embassy 
to help Americans. Our Embassy staff is providing assistance 
to American evacuees trying to contact relatives, arrange for 
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transportation and lodging, etc. While the situation has 
improved, we continue to urge American citizens to exercise 
caution. 


As soon as the Embassy learned that tourism buses were 
moving into Makati, Embassy Consular Officers assumed 


pre-assigned positions along the bus route to monitor the 
evacuation. 


Philippine Government officials and military officers 
worked most of December 5 into the early hours of December 6 to 
reach an agreement with the rebels on a cease-fire to allow the 
evacuation of Makati by civilians. We believe that all 
civilians who wanted to leave were able to do so. 


We have no reports of fighting since the evacuation 
was completed. As of two hours ago, the rebels remain in the 
ten Makati buildings they have held for the past several days. 
The Government troops occupy positions around them. The 
cease-fire is holding for right now. 


We understand that President Aquino has declared a 
state of national emergency under Article I, Section 17, of the 
Constitution. It states: “In times of national emergency 
where the public interest so requires, the state may, during 
the emergency and under reasonable terms prescribed by it, 
temporarily take over or direct the operation of any privately 
owned public utility or business affected with public 
interest." The Aquino Government has not suspended the writ of 


habeas corpus. 
And that's my update on the Philippines. 
Q That's it? 


A Any questions, or do you want to go to the next 
subject? 


Q No. Why don't we do the Philippines first. 

a Yes. That seems to be easier. 

Q Do you have any assessments of what you think the 
long-term impact is going to be on such things as foreign 
investment or tourism or -- 


A No, [ don't. 


Q Is it. something that people are working on around 
here? 


4 I don't have (anything) for you, Jim, because the 
way your question comes at me, is to assume that it's going to 
have a negative impact. I don't know if someone is working on 
that, but [ don't want to go on the assumption that it's going 
to have a negative impact. 
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Q As far as you know, does the state of emergency 
suspend basic civil liberties? 


A It does what I just stated. It does -- I was 
reading from their constitution. This is a democratically 
elected government. This is their constitution, and this is 
how she declared the national state of emergency under their 
constitution. 


Q The U.S. supports this every step of the way, is 
that correct? 


A You know we're strongly and fully supporting the 
Aquino Government. 


Q I mean, you support her actions. 


A This is totally, legally what she has done under 
their constitution. 





Q Do you have anything on the restrictions on news 
media in the Philippines -- local news media? 
A It is our understanding that the state of 


national emergency includes authority to regulate the 
electronic media but not the print media. 


Q Any comment on those restrictions -- regulations? 
A Excuse me. 
Q Any comment on that restriction or regulation? 


A I'd have to point back to you that again this is 
their constitution. Under the legalities in her constitution, 
this is the way this country's rules are written, and those are 
their rules. 


Q Margaret, don't you believe that the rebels were 
as cautious, at least, as the government for the safety of the 
Americans? Otherwise, the results would have been different. 


A Well, it's unfortunate that the rebels caused 
this situation, and we are, obviously, not going to get out 
there in a position and applaud the rebels. And we are 
applauding the Aquino Government. 


Q Do you know -- there has been a story kicking 
around about the agreement that the United States has with the 
Philippines, and [ don't know if this was addressed earlier 
while we were overseas, but is there a restriction in the U.S 
basing agreement that prohibits use of American assets like 
aircraft to be used against Filipinos -- that it must only be 
used against external threats? 
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A It may have been addressed, John, while we were 
in Malta. Did you address this, Richard, while we were 
overseas? 


MR. BOUCHER: I remember the question. I don't 
remember the answer. 


MS. TUTWILER: We'll look it up for you. 


Q Was there an answer to it? Do you know? There 
was? 


MR. BOUCHER: I don't remember. 
Q Can we check on that? 
A Sure. We'll go back and look it up for you. 


Q When you say you were applauding the Aquino 
Government, was that applauding just their general response and 
restraint -- 


A The careful -- as I started out, Robert, by 
saying in my opening statement, “the careful and effective 
manner in which it dealt with the situation in the Makati 
commercial district, and the efforts it took to safeguard 
American citizens." That is what I was answering in response 
to that gentleman's question. 


Q Do you characterize the taking of the hotels by 
the rebels as a terrorist act, and do you believe that they did 
carry out terrorism? 


a We addressed ourselves to this question 
yesterday. I don't have anything to add than what was said 
yesterday. 


Q Just to follow: Would you disagree with a 
characterization that they took a hotel with no military 
significance which was occupied by civilians? Is that a 
correct summation of the facts? 


A (To staff) Is that what you said, Richard, 
yesterday? 


MR. BOUCHER: It's not the way I said it. 


Q No. That's a reference to the taking of the 
hotel in El Salvador, which was termed a terrorist act. 


A So what is your question? 


Q Well, on the 25th of November, you said that the 
guerrillas in El Salvador were committing a terrorist war by 
attacking a hotel with no military significance, and which was 
occupied by civilians, and [ wondered if there's any 
distinction between -- 
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A So you're re-asking me the first question you 
asked me, which I said we answered yesterday. Right? 


Q Well, no. I was elaborating on the first 
question. 


a We've answered this question. We answered it 
yesterday. 


Q Was there any U.S. contact with the rebels during 
these negotiations? 


A Was there, Mary? (To staff) 
STAFF: None at all. 


2) None at all. 


Q We don't negotiate with terrorists. 
Right. 
Q Moving along -- 
a Moving along, our next statement -- 
Q Yes, please. 
A We are pleased to announce that we have now 


received from the Government of Egypt a positive response to 
Secretary Baker's five-point framework. As was the case with a 
similarly positive [sraeli response, this represents a step 
forward. In their responses, both Egypt and Israel have 
conveyed certain views and positions on this process. We will 
be working with the parties on steps needed to get to a 
trilateral meeting in Washington as part of the process for 
launching an Israeli-Palestinian dialogue. 


Secretary Baker appreciates the hard work of both 
Foreign Minister Arens and Foreign Minister Meguid. He also 
appreciates the work of President Mubarak and Prime Minister 
Shamir. Secretary Baker looks forward to continuing to work 
with these gentlemen in order to take further steps to move 
this process forward 


Q Do the reservations and assumptions that both 
have put forward conflict with each other? [n other words, is 
there still any direct contradiction between the reservations 
put forward by Egypt and the PLO, and those put forward by the 
Israelis? For example, on the question of representation. 


a To answer your question, Jim, we're not going to 
characterize, as have we refrained in the past from doing, what 
-- if you want to use the word “assumptions,” there are. As 
I've just stated, there is more work to be done. This is a 
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positive step that was taken today. As Secretary Baker has 
said any number of times, the Middle East process is a number 
of steps, and that is a step that he will be working on, as I 
said, and looks forward to continuing working. 


Q Do you have any doubt that there will be a 
trilateral meeting now, or is there still further negotiation 
to get you to that meeting, and when will it be? 


4 As far as the timeframe on that meeting, due to 
the date -- that is, today is December 6 -- as you all know, 
Secretary Baker is leaving on an 6-day trip. Then we have the 
holiday season. 1 don't have a date for you, but he looks 
forward to hopefully convening a trilateral meeting some time 
early next year. 


Q Margaret, can you publish the five points now? 
Qa Yes. 
Q When? 


4 But may 1 point out, when we publish them this 
afternoon, Point 5, as we all know, says that the three 
Ministers will meet in two weeks. I have just stated today, in 
today's world and timeframe, that that meeting we don't have a 
date for, and it's due to when this is dropped. 


Q Filing break. 


A Yes. 
Q How did you receive the Egyptian answer? 
va Through diplomatic communications. Secretary 


Baker, I believe we've told you, has talked to Minister 

Meguid. He talked to him once in Malta. He talked to him once 
in Brussels. He's talked to Foreign Minister Arens this 
morning, and he will be talking to Foreign Minister Meguid 
today. 


Q But is the lack of the ability to set a date for 
the meeting a function of -- 


i) A function of schedule. You should not read 
anything into that. 


Q Schedule. Well, does that imply then that there 
are no built-in contradictions in the assumptions of the two 
parties? 

a I said there's still work to be done. 


Q So there are -- 
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Q (Inaudible) 


a I'm not answering that question that way. I have 
said, as we said in our opening statement, this is a positive 
step. This is something Secretary Baker appreciates all the 
work, everybody has contributed to get to this step. 


Q But could a meeting be scheduled? 
a There are further steps, as he's always said. 
Q So a meeting can't really be scheduled until 


these further steps are resolved and clarified. Is that right? 
A I didn't lay that predicate either. 


Q Would you schedule a meeting before there are -- 
there's a complete understanding? 


ue [ said that we will be in touch, and that we are 
looking forward to scheduling a meeting at the earliest some 
time early next year. I[ didn't lay conditions or parameters or 
milestones on what does or does not have to be done to that. 
And I'm honestly steering you toward -- how many weeks have we 
been at this? -- this has now dropped today, and this is the 
real world we're dealing with today, December 6. Baker leaves 
on Sunday. He doesn't return 


Q But you're suggesting that it is purely a 
function of scheduling 


a Those are your words. I haven't totally said 
it's purely of scheduling either 


Q No, it's not. 
Q Do you have a time for -- 
o I've left it intentionally murky for you. 


Margaret, did the time come for the announcing 
officially of the five points of Secretary Baker? 


a Did the what? 


Q Did the time come to announce the five points of 
Secretary Baker now’ 


Q That's what. she said 
i) { just said yes 
Q Margaret, could you elaborate some more about the 


positive Egyptian reply? [ mean, [| understand you are not 
going to characterize the Egyptian assumptions, but -- 
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7 As we didn't characterize the Israeli assumptions. 
Q But there are assumptions in the Egyptian reply? 

a Let me just repeat what 1 said, okay, so we all 


have it. 


In their responses, both Egypt and Israel have 
conveyed certain views and positions on this process. 


Q Can we have a copy of these things? 

4 Excuse me? 

Q Can we have a copy of this statement that you 
made? 

a Sure. 


Q May I ask, you are talking about now that a 
scheduled meeting will be happening early next year with time -- 


a I said at the earliest -- 
Q At the earliest -- 


A -- early next year. I have not put a specific 
timeframe on this. 


Q In the ensuing time from here til the meeting, 
the trilateral meeting, what will be the next -- in the ensuing 
-- meanwhile, what is the United States Administration planning 
to do? Wait? 


i) Continue working to move the process forward. 


Q Will there be another round of talks between the 
United States and the PLO in Tunis through the dialoque which 
is going on now to bring these -- 


i Just as they continue to meet. I don't have a 
specific meeting, but [ have no reason to tell you they won't 
meet. 


Q You say you will be publishing the points. When 
is that? 


a We'll put them out as soon as we finish the 
briefing. 

Q Are you encouraged by the Palestinian attitude’ 
I'm not speaking about the Egyptians -- about the Palestinian 


attitude being positive? 
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s As you know, we have been dealing with the 
Egyptian Government, and I would point out to you, and you 
should get a copy of, Foreign Minister Meguid's statement this 
morning in Cairo. and he responded, when asked, “This is an 
Egyptian response." 


Q Is there any difference between the Palestinian 
answer and the Egyptian answer? 


a We have an Egyptian answer. 


Q As to the language of the fFayptian reply, would 
you say it's an unequivocal “yes"? 


| is) It is exactly as the [Israeli reply was. [t is an 
acceptance in principle of Secretary Baker's five points. 


Q Now, you have sent -- [ believe you sent 
President Mubarak, Foreign Minister Mequid, Prime Minister 
Shamir, any particular thanks and appreciation to the PLO in 
Tunis? 


os We are dealing with two governments. As you 
know, we are dealing with the [srae!i Government, and we are 
dealing with the Egyptian Government. 


Q Now, there have been suggestions around for quite 
a few days or a few weeks that for the sake of the process, 
certain fictions have to be maintained, one of which is that 
there is no negotiations between the United States and the PLO 
as to Baker's five points. 


However, on Friday, Ambassador Pelletreau got from the 
PLO certain unofficial document that contained basically a PLO 
reply to the five points. Would you -- could you tell us 
anything about the extent to which the PLO has been involved in 
this process so far? 


a We have been dealing with the Egyptian 
Government. We have said any number of times out here that it 
is quite obvious, as you know very well, that the Egyptians 
have been talking to the Palestinians. 


Q Did you learn from the Egyptian answer which you 
received from Mr. Meguid that it carries with it also the 
Palestinian concerns? 


“ I just said that the Egyptian response, as the 
Israeli response -- they have both conveyed certain views and 
positions on this process which 1 am not at liberty and am not 
going to get into what either's specifics are 


Q In this whole answer, in this litany of answers 
that you are giving, there is no mention of Palestinians or PLO 
-- PLO or Palestinians 
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— just said, as we've said -- it doesn't need to 
be restated; everyone knows it; we've said any number of times 


here -- the Egyptian Government is obviously dealing with the 
Palestinians. 


y Margaret, would you like to comment on General 
Garba in General Assembly in New York criticizing the American 
attitude vis-a-vis the assets you have to pay to the U.N.? 


a No. We'd have no comment on his remarks. 


Q The question of what role if any the PLO would 
have in selecting a Palestinian delegation -- there's nothing 
that's been established through any of the public statements so 
far that addresses that question. I[s that right? 


i We are dealing with the Egyptian Government. 


Q Have you been in touch at all with the Israelis 
since receiving the reply from the Egyptians? 


be I just stated that Secretary Baker talked to 
Foreign Minister Arens this morning. 


Q Do you expect this announcement to have any 
impact on the mission of Assistant Secretary Kelly in the area? 


a Assistant Secretary Kelly's mission in the area 
predominantly was a debrief after the Malta meetings. That is 
the reason he was there, as other Assistant Secretaries are in 
other different regions. Obviously, when he's there, he will 
discuss this as he always does when he's in the region. 


Q Do you feel that we are one step forward in this 
peace process which is taking place now? 


a Sure. We characterized that as “this represents 
a step forward.” [ said that. 


Q Margaret, the Arab Group at the United Nations 
dropped the request to elevate the status of the PLO, and they 
put two conditions to the United States, and they are waiting 
for an answer. Do you have any comment on the two conditions 
that were put by the Arabs in the United Nations? 


a The lay of the land, as [ understand it, at the 
U.N. today is that they're scheduled to resume consideration o' 
this issue this afternoon Our position, as you know it, is 
quite clear. We strongly oppose any resolution designed to 
enhance the PLO's existing status as an observer organization 
We have urged, as you know, that the draft resolution providing 
U.N. recognition of the self-declared “State of Palestine" be 
withdrawn or deferred Our position hasn't changed all week 


Q Would you comment on the Arab attitude -- not 
going ahead with the voting on this resolution? 
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Q That's exactly my question. They said they are 
postponing or withdrawing the request that they initiated 
earlier last week -- tabled, or something like that. 


+ Instead of commenting on their position, ['d 
rather stay with what the United States position is from this 
podium; and ours is, as I've stated, that it be withdrawn or 
deferred. 


Q There was 4 linkage for the withdrawal of this 
request to elevate the PLO status, or the Palestine status, by 
two conditions which they posed to the United States. What's 
the answer about these two conditions in dealing with the 
Palestinians, that the Arab League and the Arab Group -- 


a [ think ['ve answered you. Our position is for 
this to be withdrawn or deferred 


Q [s Ambassador Pickering going to comment on this 
in the General Assembly? 


o I don't know his schedule today. Check up at the 
U.N. I don't know. He's certainly working on this issue. 


Q Can we return to the area that you said you were 
leaving purposely murky? Let me ask it in a slightly different 
way . 


“ Which area are you in? 
Q We.|, this qoes to the trilateral meeting. Are 


there issues of substance which must be resolved before the 
three Foreign Ministers can sit down and talk? 


a Not necessarily 1 cannot lay that marker for 
you. 

Q Does that mean there are not? 

A It means there is not a definitive -- which is 
what you would like -. “yes” or "no ” black-and-white answer 


My answer is “not necessarily.” 


Q As to the U N.-~PLO status, can you tell us how 
instrumental the Soviet Union has been in helping resolve this 
issue, deferring the resolution? 


6 [ don't have an answer for you off the top of my 
head. 

Q Can you confirm what is attributed today to 
Assistant Secretary Kelly -- that is, that the United States 


expects the Soviet Union to resume diplomatic relations with 
Israel as soon as an [sraeli-Palestinian dialogue starts? 


a I haven't seen that Assistant Secretary Kelly 
said that. ['d rather see what he said and get you a response 
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Q So independently of what Kelly said, could you 
tell us whether it is the impression of the United States 
Government, on the basis of the Malta talks, that it is indeed 
the Soviet intention? 


i A No, I'm not prepared to answer that level of 
detail for you. The President himself and the Secretary of 
State said that the Middle East was discussed. They did not 
elaborate further, and ['m not going to today. 


We've seen a series of indications perhaps, or 
signals that could be interpreted as such, that the Soviets are 
changing their attitude or their attitude perhaps is becoming 
more positive in American terms. ['m talking about their 
Ambassador in Damascus talking about a defensive posture for 
Syria, their role in the United Nations that has been now 
confirmed by Ambassador Pickering, and so on. 


Is it the United States' feeling that the Soviet Union 
is becoming more worthy of participating in the peace process 
in the Middle East? 


A We have always said that they could be 
constructive and that any influence they could bring to bear on 


the parties that they have influence with, to please do so to 
help all of us get towards peace. 


a Do you have a question? 


Q Secretary Baker in the past said he will not go 
to the Middle East, 1 believe, on several occasions; that there 
is nothing to go for. At the present time, with this thing 
happening, do you see the Secretary scheduling any trip to the 
Middle East in the near future after his talks? 


A He's never characterized it as that he would not. 
go to the Middle East. He has always said how much he would 
like to go to the Middle East. He has had several trips that 
were scheduled there that had to be cancelled. But at this 
time there are no current scheduled trips for him into that 
region. 


Q This will not be an impetus for him to go 
sometime in the next year, to schedule a meeting? 


A I can't answer twelve months in advance. Who 
knows where we're going next year? 


Q New subject? 


a Yes. 


Czechoslovakia There's a new government in at 
least part of the country. Negotiations are going on. Do you 
have any comment? 
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fa Yes. Three events took place yesterday and today 
that indicate the scope and velocity of reform in 
Czechoslovakia: one, Civic Forum leader Havel met with 
Communist Party Chief Urbanek to discuss how Czechoslovakia 
will be governed; two, a new government for the Czech portion 
of the country was announced; this new government contains a 
majority of non-communists; three, the leadership of the Slovak 
Communist Party resigned as a group. 


Reform elements in the Communist Party now have a 
chance to demonstrate statesmanship by working with Civic Forum 
and the Czechoslovakian people to lay the foundation for 
political reform and a transition to true democracy. 


Q Do you have anything on the election of the first 
non-communist President in East Germany? 


a The election? 


Q Yeah. It was announced a few hours ago by their 
official news agency that a non-communist has become President 
of the GDR? 


a We understand that Manfred Gerlach, the head of 
the Liberal Democratic Party of the GOR, has become the Acting 
Head of State.. 


Q Do you have a comment, Margaret? 
ms You have to have a more specific question. 
Q Do you have anything on that? It's a historic 


event. [t's the first non-communist President in East Europe 
since 1948. 


A Noticing that he's now become the Acting Head of 
State, stating that Egon Krenz has submitted his resignation 
today as head, we would say thut we hope that these actions 
will result in a new leadership that is responsive to the 
aspirations of the population. 


As the President -- President Bush -- has said many 
times, “We want to see change brought about through 
self-determination achieved in peace and freedom." 


Q Do you have anything about the new reservations 
expressed by the Soviet Union on the issue of unification of 
Germany? 

4 No. 

Q Do you have anything on the collapse of peace 


talks in Sudan? 


a Yes. While talks in Nairobi ended without an 
agreement, it would be unrealistic tu expect the Sudanese to 
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resolve all the difficult issues which divide them in four days 
of talks. We understand the two sides did reach agreement on 
some issues, including the convening of a constitutional 
conference, but were unable to agree on others, such as the 
status of Islamic law. It is important that the two sides not 
give.up but meet again soon to continue their discussions. 


In the meantime, we urge both sides to reinstate the 
cease-fire and open the way once again for the free movement of 
emergency relief assistance. 


Q New subject? 


A Sure. 

Q Do you have any comment on Carter's role at this 
point? 

a We've been staying closely in touch with him, as 
we've always said. We have always said we appreciate and 
support his efforts. And other than that, we do not -- my 


understanding is that he'll be back in Georgia sometime today. 


Q Is it the view of the Administration that the 
bombings today and a couple of days ago in Colombia constitute 
an escalation of terrorist tactics by the Medellin drug cartel? 


A I don't know if we could call it an escalation, 
but we can certainly say that they are outrageous. You 
probably already know this, that this morning a bomb exploded 
near the headquarters of the Department of Administrative 
Security. We understand, as of this briefing, as many as 20 
people may have been killed and scores more were wounded. 


DAS, which is the Department of Administrative 
Security, is the primary investigative body of the Colombian 
Government and has been a target of narcotics terrorists in the 
past. 


We forcefully condemn such acts of terrorism in 
Colombia regardless of who commits them. We extend our 
sympathies to the families of the victims of today's bombing 
and of the November 27 crash of the Avianca Flight 203. 


Those people who are terrorizing the people of 
Colombia display a callous disregard for the most basic 
principles of human decency. We demand they cease their 
senseless violence against innocent people, and we commend the 
Barco Administration for its continued bravery and 
steadfastness under very trying conditions 


Q Do you believe that it is the drug cartel that 1° 
responsibie? 


We don't have enough information to tell you who 
is responsible. 
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: Q “Do we provide assistance to the DAS? Does the 
United States provide assistance, including training? 
A I don't know. 
- Q Could you look into that? 
A Uh-hum. 


Q Could you respond to the fact that last night an 
El Salvador military court charged Jennifer Casolo with 
treason? I'd like to know whether this came as a surprise to 
the State Department and the U.S. Embassy. 


A Let me give you an overall update on Jennifer. 
Okay? Ms. Casolo was formally charged on three counts: (1) 
acts of terrorism; (2) possession of illegal weapons; (3) 
trafficking in the weapons of war. On all three counts, she 
plead not guilty. 


A U.S. consular officer and former Attorney General 
Ramsey Clark were with Ms. Casolo the entire day. We are 
closely monitoring every phase of the judicial process to 
ensure that her rights under Salvadoran law are protected and 
that she receives fair and humane treatment. P 

We would note that Salvadoran President eristiani me t. 
with Mr. Ramsey Clark yesterday. Except for one day, when 
security conditions prevented a visit, consular officers have 
visited Ms. Casolo daily. During the visit, they have brought. 
her food and reading material. An American Embassy approved 
physician has also visited her to ensure her continued 
well-being. 





Yesterday, Ms. Casolo engaged a Salvadoran attorney 
for the arraignment proceedings. In three days, the judge is 
expected to make a preliminary decision on whether the evidence 
presented on the case warrants further action by the court. 


Ms. Casolo has been transferred to a women's prison to 
await further judicial proceedings 


Q Is there any chance of her being deported? 


a I haven't heard that discussed. [ don't have an 
answer for you. 


Q Do you have anything -. on the same general 
area. The three Episcopal Bishops of Kentucky, Colorado, and 
California flew down to E1 Salvador Although they had been 
Given visas, they were immediately detained and put on a plane 
and sent back to Miami Do you have anything on this episode’ 
A I haven't heard a Lhing about that. 


Q Also - could you lowk into that incident? 
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A We'll see. 
Q I understand that the Department has intervened 
in some way. 
- The Embassy spokesman down there was quoted on CNN 


last night as saying some U.S. church people working in El 
Salvador have abused their positions. Is that the position of 
the Department of State? And, if so, can it cite specific 
examples in which such abuse has taken place? 


A [ haven't read that report, and ['m not going to 
comment on unnamed officials. 

Q The official was Barry Jacobs. 

a Do you have a question, John? 

Q [s it the view of the U.S. Government that the 


church is being picked on or discriminated by the Salvadoran 
military? I[s the U.S. satisfied with the way the Salvadorans 
are conducting investigations and general sweeps of the 
churches? 


A I don't have a broad-based answer for you other 
than to say that, as you know, before this Administration began 
and during this Administration, we have continuously pointed 
out and stayed on our guard and on top of human ri: :ts. We 
continuously make clear to the government how much we sincerely 
care about this issue. [ don't have a specific update for you 
on churches, to be honest with you. 


Q Back on the Casolo case, is there any feeling now 
that her charges may have been more severe following Marlin's 
initial pronouncement of her quilt? 


a No, 1 doen't have any reason to speculate like 
that. 


Q You've said everything that -- is there anything 
else that we have been doing or could be doing to affect her 
release? Have we asked £1 Salvador to release her? 


a) Not that [L'm aware of. She is in a Foreign 
country; and, as 1 have said, she is being processed under 
Salvadoran law. We have said, as we did all last week before 
we went to Malta, our consular affairs officer was there with 
her. [ just stated that Ramsey Clark was there. [ stated that 
President Cristiani has talked to Ramsey Clark. 


We are closely monituring and do care and are staying, 
to the best of our human ability, on top of every phase of this 
judicial process to ensure that her rights, under their law, 
are protected and she receives fair and humane treatment. 
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Q Have her rights been suspended by the fact that 
the country is in a state of siege right now? Again, have her 
civil liberties been suspended or reduced? 


A I'm not exactly sure what you're asking me. She 
was arrestez; she was charged, she has plead not quilty to all 
three counts. [I'm not exactly sure what your question is. 


Q Well, the country is in a state of siege right 
now, and so [ wondered if her civil liberties, under the 
Salvadoran constitution, have been curtailed or reduced because 
there is a state of siege or national emergency. 


a Not that. | am aware of . 


Q AP reported today in the Times that the military 
judge in the case said that he expected new anti-terrorist 
Casolo. Can you give us @ reading as to how the United States 
would see such a uve? 


A Ll've given you what | have, which is the current 
lay of the land on Ms. Casolo tuday. ['ve never seen this 
statement. I don't have anything else to say about this case. 


Q For the record, the spokesman [ was referring to 
was Barry Jacobs, who | understand is the spokesman for the 
Embassy. He was speaking on the record 


a Okay We'] 1 look into it 


Q Margaret, back to the Middle East. Do you have 
any comment on the incident where five Palestinians were killed 
while crossing the Eqyptian borders? 


“ No, 1 du not. have a specific conment on that 
specific incident 


Q Do you believe it. 16 insignificant? 


8 [I didn't say 1t was insignificant. I[ said [I just 
don't have a comment. on that specific incident 


Q Back, [ guess, a Few days ago when Nadia Comaneci 
was given asylum here, or granted refugee status, it was said 
that it was because She had a reasonable fear of -- L Forget 
the term -— but fear of persecution She said yesterday that. 
it was not because of anything political but more because of 
her travel restrictions, Is there any change in - 


a ['ll tbe hunest with you lhis took place when I 
was in Malta; Richard handled dt; and su I'll let Richard, if 
it would be okay with you, talk fo you afterwards. 


A very quick one on Lhe Philippines: Are we in 
any kind of touch with rebel furces, or leaders of the rebel 


forces? 
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A No. 


2) 


None whatsoever; is that correct? 


Not to my knowledge. 


2) 


Thank you. 


A 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:23 p.m.) 


Thanks. 
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TAKEN QUESTION Briefing of December 6, 1989 


PHILIPPINES -- USE OF U.S, FORCES 


Q: Is there a restriction in the U.S.-Philippine (Bases) 
Agreement that restricts the use of American assets such as 
aircraft solely to combatting external threats? 


A: --NO. 
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Press Statement For Immediate Release 





U.S. FIVE POINTS 


{1] The United States understands that because Egypt and 
Israel have been working hard on the peace process, there 
is agreement that an Igraeli delegation should conduct a 

dialogue with a Palestiflian delegation in Cairo. 


{2] The United States understands that Egypt cannot 
substitute itself for the Palestinians and Egypt will 
consult with Palestinians on all aspects of that 
Gialogue. Egypt will also consult with Israel and the 


United States. 


{3] The United States understands that Israel will attend 
the dialogue only after a satisfactory list of 
Palestinians has been worked out. 


{4] The United States understands that the Government of 
Israel will come to the dialogue on the basis of the 
Israeli Government's May 14 initiative. The United States 
further understands that Palestinians will come to the 
Gialogue prepared to discuss elections and the negotiating 
process in accordance with Israel's initiative. The U.S. 
understands, therefore, that Palestinians would be free to 
raise issues that relate to their opinions on how to make 
elections and the negotiating process succeed. 


{5] Im order to facilitate this process, the U.S. 
proposes that the Foreign Ministers of Israel, Egypt, and 
the U.S. meet in Washington within two weeks. 
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Taken Question December € Press Briefing 


COLOMBIA: AID TO DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE SECURITY 








Q: Does the U.S. provice ‘assistance to the Colombian 
Department of Administ Pative Security (DAS)? 
A: ASSISTANCE TO THE DAS IS LARGELY IN TFE FORM OF TRAINING, 
MOSTLY THROUGH THE JUDICIAL PROTECTION PPOGRAM MANDATED BY 
THE DRUG ABUSE ACT OF 1988. DAS HAS ALSO BENEFITTED 
INDIRECTLY THROUGH ANTI-NARCOTICS TRAINING PROGRAFS 
PROVIDED TO THE COLOMBIAN POLICE. 
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Taken Question December 6 Press Briefing 


Q: 


A: 


EL SALVADOR: U.S. BISHOPS DENIED ENTRY 





Were three Episcopalian Bishops denied entry to El Salvador, 
and did the U.S. Embassy make any effort to see that they 
could be admitted to the country? 
-- TWO AMERICANS EPISCOPALIAN BISHOPS, ACCOMPANIED BY A 
PANAMANIAN BISHOP, ARRIVED AT EL SALVADOR AIRPORT THE 
MORNING OF DECEMBER 6 AND WERE DENIED ENTRY INTO THE 


COUNTRY. 


-- A U.S. CONSULAR OFFICER VISITED THE ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 
OF MIGRATION IN SAN SALVADOR WFO GRANTED ENTRY FOR THE TWO 
AMERICAN BISHOPS, FOR A THIRD AMERICAN BISHOP DUE TO ARRIVE 


IN THE AFTERNOON, AND FOR A FOURTH BISHOP. 


-- BECAUSE OF TELEPHONE PROBLEMS BETWEEN THE CAPITAL AND 
THE ATREORT, MIGRATION AUTHORITIES WERE UNABLE TO TRANSMIT 
ENTRY PERMISSION IMMEDIATELY TO THE AIRPORT. BEFORE 
PERMISSION TO ENTER ARRIVED AT THE AIRPORT, THE BISHOPS HAD 


DEPARTED EL SALVADOR. 
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Taken Question: 12/6 Press Briefing 


EL SALVADOR 


Q: Do you have any comment on reports that the Embassy 
spokesman in San Salvador had said that some U.S. church 
people working in the country had abused their positions? 


% 


A: THE SPOKESMAN WAS SPEAKING FOR HIMSELF IN THIS INSTANCE. 


THE U.S. GOVERNMENT FULLY SUPPORTS THE RIGHT OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO PRACTICE THEIR RELIGION OR ENGAGE IN PASTORAL WORK. THESE 


ARE FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #212 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1989, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have one announcement. I'd just like to review for you, now 
that the schedule seems to be firmed up, the trip for next 
week, just to give you the basics of it. Those going on the 
trip, of course, will get more complete schedules. I[t will 
probably be available tomorrow. 


The trip starts on Sunday night, December 11, as 
Margaret said, on the way to London. In London, he'll have 
lunch with Foreign Minister Hurd; a meeting with Mrs. 
Thatcher. He goes on to Berlin that evening. On Tuesday, in 
Berlin, he'll give a speech that we announced. Then he goes on 
to Bonn for a meeting with Chancellor Kohl. I'm not sure, I 
guess we failed to mention that in the last day or two. And 
then he goes on to Brussels that evening. 


Wednesday, in Brussels, the Group of 24 Ministerial 
meeting. Thursday, in Brussels, the NATO Foreign Ministers 
Meeting, which continues on to Friday. And then Friday, there 
are also the meetings of Ministers with the European Community. 


Q Where does the Group of 24 meet? 


a In Brussels. I don't know the exact location at 
this point. 


MS. HOGGARD: Palais d'Eqmont. 


fa Palais d'Egmont. Anyway, we'll get it on a more 
complete schedule for you. 


So Friday is the end of the North Atlantic Council 
meeting and the EC meetings. And then on Saturday, departure 
for Saint Martin. 














pS 


-2- Thursday, 12/7/89 


Q Before you leave the subject, will there be some 
sort of a spin control briefing before we take off, or even an 
information briefing? 


a I'm not sure at this point. I'll try to find out. 


Q Please. In fact, try to encourage that one be 
held because we have to know what we're supposed to say. 


Q You'll get your instructions on the plane, Barry. 


Q On the assumption, also, that the plane will be 
sleepytime for the people that are fortunate enough to have a 
bed to sleep in on the plane. 


a I understand the situation. 
Q Is that it? 
A That's it. 


Q A couple of questions about your five points 
yesterday. Does the State Department envision that Cairo 
meeting with the Palestinians taking place in advance of the 
Washington conference? 


A I don't think that's the way it's being looked 
at, Jim. I really don't have any more detail to offer on these 
things. 


Q What sequence does the State Department have in 
mind? 

A The sequence, as I understand it, is that the 
Washington meetings -- ['m trying to remember what the words 


‘were that Margaret used yesterday. She talked about the 
Washington meeting in preparation of the meeting that would 
actually take place between the Israelis and Palestinians. 


Q The Palestinian meeting is dealt with in the 
first point, Point No. 1, and the Washington meeting is Point 
No. 5. Does that imply some sort of sequential arrangement? 


A No. 


Q Do you have any idea, any notion when that Cairo 
meeting might take place? 


A No. 


Q And is that a precondition for the Washington 
conference? If Israel and the Palestinians cannot agree on a 
time or place or an agenda for a meeting, does that necessarily 
stand in the way of the Washington meeting? 
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“ I don't want to try to interpret between the 
points. I really don't have anything to add to that. As 
Margaret said yesterday, we'll be working on the issues. fhe 
Secretary remains engaged, and we'll be working on the 
questions of scheduling meetings and that sort of stuff. 


Q While we're on schedules, when is the next time 
the Secretary of State will meet with the Soviet Foreign 
Minister, and what country will he meet with him in? 


i) In January is all we've said so far, and [I don't 
have anything to add at this point. 


Q In the Soviet Union? 
a I'm not sure if that was determined. Yes. 


There are strange reports coming out of -- maybe 
incredibly enough -- that they will have a meeting in Malta. 
(Laughter) This is not “Saturday Night Live." This is a true 
report. 


A I have not seen those reports. 
Q Well, do you intend to disbelieve them? 


A There were statements made at Malta about the 
next meeting. There's been no change in those statements. 


Q It will be on a small sailboat. 
Q The weather might turn good. 


Q (Inaudible) Middle East. I have a couple of 
Questions. After you received the approval of Egypt for this 
meeting in Washington and later on in Cairo, do you feel there 
is any kind of future for the PLO in the peace process? And 
what is the possibility of continuing the dialogue in Tunis 
between the United States and the P10? 


A We expect to continue the dialogue in Tunis. As 
you know, that's a dialogue that's devoted to efforts, as we 
say, to seek agreement on a process to promote the search for 
lasting peace. We think that the process that we're engaged in 
is a realistic way of promoting peace, and we'll continue that 
in all the areas. That includes the dialogue with the PLO. 


Q Concerning the role of the PLO in the peace 
process? 


a That's been addressed, I think, several times in 
terms of these specific discussions that have gone on. [ 
really don't have anything new to define it. 
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Q Richard, Iraq announced today that it had 
launched a missile into space which suggests that they may now 
have ICBM capability. Does the United States know anything 
about this? 


= I just heard the reports. I don't have anything 


on it. 

Q Can you find out something? 

Q Yeah, would you look into it. 

A I'll see if we do have anything that we can say 
about it. 

Q The Israelis are talking more precisely about 


early January for a time for the Washington conference. Do you 
believe this could be the time, or is it a realistic assessment? 


A I don't have any dates or any schedule for you. 
As Margaret said, we were going to be trying to schedule a 
meeting. At the earliest, it would be early next year. 


Q Two small loose ends on that. Early afternoon 
yesterday, the Secretary was still to make a call to Foreign 
Minister Meguid, and I wonder if he did it? Secondly, the 
Israeli response -- Mr. Arens said, “When I see it, we'll look 
at it." Have you shipped off to the Israelis some version of 
the Egyptian response? And have they responded to the response? 


i) As to the first question, the Secretary didn't 
get a chance to talk to Foreign Minister Meguid yesterday. His 
schedule made it impossible to do so. He will try to get in 
touch again today. 


As for the question, have we shipped things off, I 
don't know. I don't have the answer. 


Q Do you have any reaction for the Arab Group in 
the United Nations? Have you decided not to vote on the 
resolution? 


A Just to say we're pleased that the General 
Assembly has agreed not to take action on the resolution to 
change the PLO status at the United Nations. 


Q Following up one of Jim's questions there a 
little bit. Is there a sense in the acceptance by both Israel 
and Egypt of the Secretary's initiative that there is a process 
that has now been agreed to that will go forward beyond the 
Washington tripartite meeting? Or is the extent of the 
acceptance essentially to agree to come to Washington for a 
tripartite meeting and that anything that happens thereafter is 
still subject to negotiation? 
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a Well, Margaret made very clear that there are 
many steps in the process. That acceptance to the five points 
by both sides was a step forward. fThere are many more steps 
forward that have to be taken and that we're still engaged, 
we're still working on those. 


I don't have a specific schedule of steps to lay out 
here. But as the five points made clear, they're different 
meetings and different steps that have to be taken. We'll keep 
working on those. 


Q One of the points talks about that there should 
be talks between the Palestinians and the Israelis. And the 
last point talks about having a specific meeting. I guess my 
question is, whether or not the Secretary believes that any -- 
regardless of whether there's a specific schedule to lay out or 
not, aside from a schedule question, whether or not there is a 
commitment by both sides to have Arab-Israeli talks beyond the 
tripartite meeting? 


A We have all agreed, by all accepting the points, 
that there should be, as the phrase says, there should be a 
meeting between Israelis and Palestinians. Margaret made clear 
that acceptance of this five points puts us on the way to the 
tripartite meeting in preparation for the Israeli-Palestinian 
dialogue. 


Excuse me. Did the Bush-Gorbachev talks about 
the Middle East in Malta contribute to the acceptance -- 
arm-twisting? 


n I don't know. I don't remember the White House 
saying anything very specific, or saying spec.fically that 
those discussions were not very specific. This was a process, 
as you know, that we've been engaged in for a long time. 
Whether people decided that if both the U.S. and the Soviet 
Union support a peace process, that that makes it easier for 
them to go along or not, I guess you'll have to ask them. But, 
in a general way, yes, it may have contributed in a specific 


way. I'm not aware of any specific way that it focused on this 
acceptance. 


Q Richard, an Israeli army chief today is calling 
for tougher punishment to quash the intifada. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q President Bush was supposed to have dealt with 
this subject with Premier Shamir during his visit to 
Washington. Do you believe this could be a kind of Israeli 
message to the United States that they reject that? 














SIS 


-6- Thursday, 12/7/89 


a We, as you know, have all along called for 
restraint. We called for an end to violence. That's why we're 
engaged in this whole peace process. That's why we're engaged 
in the whole process of getting a peaceful political dialogue 
going between Israelis and Palestinians . But I don't have any 
specific reaction to this, and I'm not going to try to 
interpret somebody else's steps. 


Q Do you have any comment on Faisal Husseini -- any 
restrictions put on Faisal Husseini? 


. Yes. 


Q And whether Khaled al-Hassan is doing any 
contacts in Washington? 


A I don't know anything about your second 
question. [It's something I'll have to look at. 


As for the question of the banning of Faisal Husseini, 
I note that we believe that Israelis and Palestinians need to 
search for ways to expand, not to restrict, dialogue. We 
regret this decision, coinciding as it does, with increased 
opportunities for moving the peace process forward towards an 
Israeli-Palestinian dialogue. We hope that this decision will 
be re-examined. 


Q Richard, on the Philippines, a senior U.S. 
official was quoted yesterday as saying the Bush Administration 
has serious doubts about Aquino's long-term ability to retain 
power and suggests that there's some reassessment going on now 
in the government. Is this the State Department view? 


és Our State Department view has been expressed by 
people from this podium. It's the President's view and the 
Secretary's view that Mrs. Aquino's government has shown 
remarkable resilience in this situation. We've stressed our 
unequivocal support for her democratically elected government. 
That's our view. 


Q Is it fair to conclude that this official is not 
speaking for the government or doesn't represent the government 
view? 


a I don't want to get into the business of 
commenting on every unnamed official, but I think our view has 
been stated very, very clearly. 


Q She's shown remarkable resilience, but she has 
also shown a lack of certain ability during these times, and 
certainly there is questioning going on in the State Department 
about how stable her regime is right now, is there not? 
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A Our very strong support for her has been stated 
many times. Our view that she's shown remarkable resilience, 
that her government and the democratic instituticns in the 
Philippines have shown themselves strong, has been stated many 
times. 


Q That's not the question. Isn't there questioning 
going on in this building and reassessment and concern about 
her lack of strength at this point as a result of having a 
major coup -—- 


a If some unnamed individual somewhere is 
questioning something, [I don't know. Sure. [I guess you can 
get somebody to say that to you. 


Q The State Department thinks -- 


A But our view is very strong. It's very firm. 
It's been often repeated. 


Q After the attempted coup, the State Department 
believes that Corazon Aquino is as much in control as she was 
before the attempted coup, and that no damage has been done to 
her political leadership or to the Philippines itself? 


a John, I think the only way I can answer you is 
let me try to make a few comments about the future. The first 
is to say that it's really not for me to speculate on what the 
Government of the Philippines will or won't do, should or 
should not do. I would note that in the wake of the August ‘87 
coup, there were a lot of people who were very pessimistic. 

But in fact stability returned rather quickly. In the next 
year after that coup, the economy grew at 6 percent. “Coup 
attempt." 


Likewise, following these most recent events, there 
are undoubtedly people who are pessimistic. Once again, we do 
expect that the Filipino people can pull together under 
President Aquino's leadership and surmount the current problems. 


And, as I've stated before, the U.S. Government will 
continue to offer our unequivocal support to the elected 
government of President Aquino. 

Q Is the task force still on? 

a Yes. 


Q What's the current status of things over there in 
terms of the military situation? 


a As you know, the situation in the Makati area has 
been resolved peacefully. We're pleased with that 
development. We're pleased that the Government of President 
Aquino was able to resolve it peacefully. 
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That's pretty much it for Manila. In Cebu, rebels 
still hold the Cebu Airport on Mactan Island, and the 
Government is negotiating with the rebels to resolve that 
Situation. The Amerians who were enroute from Cebu by boat 
have arrived safely in Manila, and they were assisted by 
Embassy consular officers upon their arrival. 


Q What do you know about negotiations, either in 
the Makati financial district, or these negotiations going on? 
I mean, what are the nature of the negotiations? 


i) I don't have any way of characterizing them. 
We're not a party to them. It's being conducted by the 
Government of the Philippines. 


Q Was any measure of leniency offered in any 
fashion? 


a I don't know. 


Q Richard, on the base negotiations, has there been 
discussion about trying to postpone them until 1990, sometime 
in next year? 


a Well, no date had been agreed before the coup 
attempt for the preliminary discussions on the bases issue. We 
will be discussing with the Government of the Philippines a 
mutually satisfactory time for the talks. 


Q However, the State Department had said from this 
podium that in fact it was expected that the talks would begin 
in December, so there was a target. Do you now expect them to 
begin in December, or do you think there's some need to 
postpone them? 


a I don't have anything further at this point, 
other than to say that we're discussing it with the Government 
of the Philippines. We'll find a time that we both can agree 
on. 


Q Is there any change in the U.S. position that the 
bases should remain there -- that it's essential for the United 
States to have Clark and Subic Bay? 


" Our position on the bases hasn't changed. 

Q Do you mean this little ripple of instability 
doesn't suggest you're better off in Guam, or the price might 
get too high? You intend to remain? 


a Our position on the bases has not changed. 


Q Is the U.S. Government giving any kind of advice 
to the Aquino Government with regard to how severe or how 
lenient they should treat the rebel soldiers? 
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A None that ['m aware of. 
Q Have there been any more requests for U.S. 
military assistance accepted, or has the U.S. acquiesced in 


them? 


A I didn't check that this morning. As of last 
night there had been no further requests. If there's some 
change today, I'll give you an update this afternoon. 


Q Does the U.S. share the suspicions of the 
Scottish police about Abu Taleb's role in the Lockerbie 
incident, and are you seeking access to him? 


a I'm afraid as far as we're concerned, it's an 
ongoing investigation that we're not in a position to talk 
about. 


Q Did Mrs. Aquino make greater efforts to 
compromise with her political opposition as a way of presenting 
future coups? 


4 Let me say it's not for me to speculate or 
prescribe what she should or shouldn't do, or will or will not 
do. It's just not something I can take a position on. 


Q On that Iraqi question earlier about the test 
launch, if it is true as the reports seem to indicate, what, if 
anything, can the U.S. do about it? 


a We'll look at that and see if there is anything 
we can say about it, and what, if anything, we can do about it. 


Q The Czechoslovak Prime Minister, Ladislav Adamec, 
has just resigned. Any comment on the latest in Czechoslovakia? 


a We have seen the reports that Adamec submitted 
his resignation today to Czechoslovak President Husak. We 
cannot confirm the reasons for his resignation, but it appears 
that Adamec was unable to create a new government acceptable to 
both the opposition and to the authorities. 


Any new government that is formed in Czechoslovakia 
must reflect a need for broad representation, not only among 
factions of the Communist Party but in society as a whole. We 
had hoped that Adamec could create such a government. Now, in 
the wake of his apparent resignation, we reiterate our hope 
that any new government in Czechoslovakia represent the 
Czechoslovak people, not merely the previous regime. 





Q We certainly all get the thrust of your 
statement, but are you also saying that it's appropriate to -- 
it's necessary to keep Communists in the government? 
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- I'm saying that it needs -- 


Q You'd like the people's views represented, but do 
you acknowledge -- 


a We'd like the people's views represented. We're 
not going to determine the exact formation of the government. 
But we do think that the government needs to represent the 
people more broadly than just the Communists. Put it that way. 


Q Ambassador Pelletreau received a memorandum from 
the PLO in Tunis, and you have received in Cairo and in 
Washington the Egyptian answer. Is there any difference 
between the Palestinian memorandum and Egyptian answers? 


a I'm not in a position to comment on that. We 
talked about the document we got in Tunis the other day, but 
we're not in a position to start comparing and contrasting. 


Q Well, even if you don't compare them, what is the 
purpose of having a PLO memorandum if you're negotiating with 
Egypt? 


4 It's a separate document. We never asked for or 
awaited a response from the PLO on this issue. We asked for 
and got a response from the Egyptians. We noted the other day 
that we'd received a document in Tunis. That's all. 


Q Do you have any comment on the killings in 
Colombia today of the two police officers in Cartagena? 


a I'm afraid I hadn't heard about it. It's another 
piece of sad news. 


Q Any change in -- speaking on that subject -- in 
the plans for holding a drug summit? 


A Marlin addressed that to the extent that we can 
yesterday. i don't have anything more to add. 


Q Can I come back to Eastern Europe for just a 
second with the resignation that you just talked about in 
Czechoslovakia and the events over the weekend, over the last 
couple of days, in East Germany. 


Is there any kind of -- is there any sense in the 
State Department that events in Eastern Europe, driven by the 
people, may be moving faster than either the Governments of 
East or West are capable of sort of keeping up and figuring out 
what to do about it? 


a Well, if it gives you any pleasure, I'll be happy 
to admit once again, as we have often before, that the pace of 
change is truly startling, and has surprised us. We've always 
felt that the change should be peaceful, and it should reflect 
the desires of the people in Eastern Europe for true reform. 
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As long as that sort of process continues, I think 
we're comfortable with where it's going and how it's proceeding. 


Q Isn't the method in which it's proceeding a 
little bit like what you might have described as instability 
six months ago, where there appears to be essentially no 
government in East Germany, for example, and in Czechoslovakia, 
the inability to form a government? 


a I wouldn't describe it that way. I think that 
what is taking place, for example, in East Germany, daily life 
goes on, shops are open, things like that. We've always held 
that change should be peaceful. It should be orderly. We're 
not trying to create instability. There are dramatic events 
and important events happening almost every day, and sometimes 
we're surprised. We welcome them. But at this point I don't 
think we're talking about instability. 


Q Do you fear for public order in Germany? 


“ As I just noted, you know, to the extent I can, 
that daily life does seem to be proceeding in an orderly 
fashion. 


Q Richard, given the tenuous security situation in 
Colombia, do you think there would be any diplomatic 
repercussions if the President just said, “Look, we can't go 
down there. It's not safe. We'll have to go some place else." 


a Marlin addressed that question among all the 
others -- 


Q Well, not the diplomatic implications. 

i I don't have anything to add to that. 

Q Do you have any comment on the remarks made by 
Syrian Information Minister, telling the Syrian Government to 
restrain from using force against General foun forces in 
Lebanon? 


a I don't. I wasn't aware of those specific 
remarks. I haven't read them. [I think you know our position. 


Q Generally, how -- 
fs) We urge people to exercise restraint. 


Q Generally, how do you characterize the Syrian 
opposition vis-a-vis the situation in Beirut now? 


I don't have any way of characterizing it. I can 
give you our position again, after the briefing if you like 
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Q Thank you. 


Q I may have -- just one more. I may have missed 
at the very beginning. I gather you talked about the 
Secretary's travel plans. 


vs Yes. 


Q So I'm sorry if I'm repeating a question that's 
already been asked. Is the Secretary going to be seeing 
British officials on this trip, and will he be meeting with 
West German officials, and can you tell us what the purpose of 
those two meetings is, in light of the fact that he just saw 
those people only a few days ago? 


“ The answers are yes, yes, and to discuss issues 
of mutual concern. 


Q Even though they were already discussed? 


‘ We did it at the beginning. They're having a lot 
of consultations, and these will continue. 


(The briefing cencluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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Taken Question December 7 Press Briefing 
IBAQI MISSILE TEST 


Q: Do you have any comments on the press reports that Iraq 
launched a three-stage rocket last Tuesday? 


A: WE ARE AWARE OF THE REPORTS, BUT HAVE NO INDEPENDENT 
' 


CONFIRMATION. & 


THE US HAS LONG BEEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE DESTABILIZING 
EFFECTS OF THE SPREAD OF BALLISTIC MISSILES AND MISSILE 
TECHNOLOGY, ESPECIALLY IN AREAS OF TENSION SUCH AS THE 
MIDDLE EAST. 


WE HAVE MADE OUR CONCERNS KNOWN PUBLICLY AND THROUGH 


DIPLOMATIC CHANNELS TO COUNTRIES IN THE REGION, AND WILL 
CONTINUE TO DO SO. 


- +. 
Can you confirm or deny the reports? 


A: WE DO NOT COMMENT ON INTELLIGENCE MATTERS. 
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1989. 12:17 P. MM. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS O!HERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. | 
would like to note that we have a summary schedule of the 
Secretary's trip next week which will be made available after 


the briefing. That's my only announcement, and I'd be glad to 
take your questions. 


Q Does the State Department know anything about an 
Iraqi missile test? 


4 Well, the State Department understands that the 
Defense Intelligence Agency can confirm a launch of an [raqgi 
rocket capable of putting a satellite into orbit. At this 
point we don't have any further details 


C Well. do you know if the test was a static rocket 
motor run or an actual launch? 


a We describe it as a launch capable of putting a 
satellite into orbit 


Q So they actually did lift something of f? 
icy They launched something Yes 


Q And does that lead to any inferences in your mind 
about the implications for the Middle East? 


oe Well, without being able to go into detail on the 
specific rocket and, therefore, specific implications, [ want 
to say that we have long been concerned about the destabilizing 
effects of the spread of ballistic missiles and missile 


technology, especially in areas of tension such as the Middle 
East. 


We have made our concerns known publicly and through 
Giplomatic channels to countries in the region, and we will 
continue to do $0 


Q And what are you particularly concerned about 
going on the top of that rocket? Chemical weapons of nuclear 
weapons or what? 
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A [ think we'd be concerned about anything. [t's a 
question of the proliferation of ballistic missile technologies 
which give people the ability to do all kinds of things we 
don't like. 


Q And do you have any idea where the technology 
came from? 

A No. At this point 1 -- 45 I said, I don't have 
any further details at this moment 

Q Richard, the US. - 

Q Have .- 

Q l'm sorry Are you following that subject? 

Q Yes Would you mind? Have you launched a new 


effort to either protes' to the Iraqis about this particular 
specific incident, or were you just talking in general a few 
moments ago about expressing general concerns? 


a { was talking in general and over our -- about 
our frequent and often publicly stated history of demarches and 
discussions with varivus countries in the Middle East. 


Q Are you planning tu speak to the Iraqis? 
A [ don't have anything on that right now. 
Q The U S. has a history of talking with the Iraqis 


about proliferation of weapons that the U.S. doesn't think 
ought to be proliferated That history does not speak 
particularly well of any cooperative relationship between the 
U.S. and Iraq on that front Chemical weapons is the most 
recent example that pops in my inind 


Is there any reason tuo believe that the U.S 
remonstrations on this subject in the past have had any impact 
on the Iraqi Government's apparent desire to proliferate not. 
only chemical but now apparently also missile technology? 


R Ralph, L'm really not. in a position to say at. 
this point. We'll want to see what further details we can get 
about the actual launch ~ what was launched, and then we'l]] 


draw any appropriate policy conclusions 


Q Has the U S been in touch with Israel on this 
subject? 


A On the subject of ballistic missile proliferation 
in the region, we've discussed that with [srael many times 
You're familiar with that. 


On this particular launch, 1'm not aware of any 
contacts. 
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® Q Does the US. believe-that the launch in any way 
threatens the military balance -- for lack of a better word -- 
in the Middle East? 


Aa Well, 1 have to go back to what I've said here, 
and what we've been saying. [t's the spread of ballistic 
missile technology into this region in particular is of concern 
to us because it's an area of tension 


Q Was this a surprise -- the level of this 
technology a surprise to the United States? 


oa Again, 1 don't have any further details to say, 
and one would have to have details to be able to talk about 
surprises or not 


Q Well, were you aware that they had a ballistic 
missile program? 


o I'm sorry 1 just don't have any more details on 
their programs and what they have 


Q Is the US taking any steps to curtail the flow 
of technology that might be used in missile development to 
Iraq, either within the US or with other friendly nations? 


fe We have the Missile Technology Control Regime 
among the seven nations of the Economic Summit 7 that we use to 
control any exports of missile technologies of a certain range 
that would have an impact on or be able» to assist countries in 
developing these kinds of technologies 


We have, as I said, special] cuncerns about the Middle 
East, and so that regime does apply to the Middle East and to 
countries like lraq But without being able to have any more 
details on this missile itself, [ can't tell you how that 
regime might have affected the development of such a missile. 


Q So presumably you would not be able to say 
whether the U.S. suspects that any of the seven nations which 
are - of any of the only seven - merely seven nations which 
are a party to this contro] regime participated in any way in 
providing the technology to Iraq? 


“ At this point, L'm not able to do that. No. 
Q Also on the subject of arins and such, do you have 


anything to confirm a report that the Soviets have now 
delivered 34 MiG-29's to Cuba? 





re No, 1 don't, Jim 
Q On a similar subject, Richard - 
Q Wait a minute Can we stay on that for a 


second? I[s there anything that has changed since the State 
Department responded to that question, 1 think, about two or 
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three weeks ago? At that time [ think the State Department 
confirmed that there were reports of such a sale but had not 
yet seen the delivery, if my memory serves me correctly. 


A 1 don't think we went into that much detail I 
asked this morning if there was any prospect of going into much 
more detail at this time and was told probably not. I can 
check again and see. 


As 1 remember it., we confirmed reports that there were 
shipments of these aircraft to Cuba, but we were not in a 
position to give any details on the number or the expected 
number . 


Q And at. this point, you dun't know then whether 
any of those shipments have arrived? 


4 I'm not in a@ position to say. I'll check again 
and see if [ am. 


Q Do you consider the MiG-29's that are in the 
reports, the various versions of them, an offensive weapon, and 
what is your feeling abuut that? 


i) [I would prefer to go back and check and see how 
much we can say about this We did say at the time a 
description of what they were going to be used for, and [I think 
I'd rather refer to that 


Q Can you say at this time whether the United 
States raised this issue at the Soviet American summit in Malta?’ 


A Again, that's something 1'm going to have to 
check on. Sorry. [ didn't really go into this in detail. [ 
didn't expect quite the interest 


Q Still on this - 


+ 1 think the Washington Times’ raising it again 
after three weeks of dormancy certainly has a great deal of 
influence. 


a 1']l] remember that in the future (Laughter) 


Q (Inaudible) - issue for a minute ShevardnadZe 
is now suggesting that both the US S RR and the US. act as 
co-guarantors of an arins limitation pact in Central America 
How does this jibe with the issue of the MiG-29's, and how do 
we respond to that suggestion in general of being co-qguarantuors 
with the US.S.R ‘'s arms limitation in Central America? 


ve Well, we have no interest in things that would 
equate U.S. and Soviet security interests in the region. What 
we have been interested in, and what the Secretary and the 
President have been saying over the last several weeks 
repeatedly, is that the level of Suviet support for certain 
governments in the region 1s excessively high; that the 
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activities of these governments in supporting -- for example, 
Nicaragua supporting the FMLN is wrong and is contrary to the 
Esquipulas and Tela Accords. And we've been asking the Soviets 
to use their influence to reduce that sort of thing. 


Vv Nu But the Soviet response to this is that we 
should be co-guarantors of an arms limitation. That is not 
precisely viewing their interest that's equal to ours in the 
region. 


a That is -- I'm not sure if it's exactly the same 
or just somewhat similar to proposals that have been made in 
the past for some sort of pact limiting arms supplies for the 
whole region which would imply that the U.S. support for 
democratically elected regimes is somehow equal to Nicaraguan 
support for insurgent groups, for example, or that would imply 
that our desire to support democratic regimes in this 
hemisphere is somehow equal to Soviet security interests here. 


Q So the answer is ano for that? 

A That's what we've said in the past on similar 
ideas. 

Q Then going on with this, Shevardnadze also 


suggests the idea of putting a stop to shipments of weapons 
within the region which would address your concern about 
Nicaragua shipping weapons to El Salvador. 


ra Well, there are already agreements that should 
put a stop to shipment of weapons within the region from 
governments to insurgent groups, and those are the Esquipulas 
and Tela Accords, and it doesn't require anything additional 
for Nicaragua to live up to those accords They just have to 
do it. 


Q Richard, your comments on this subject this 
morning, for better, for worse, leave the impression at least 
that the United States is not particularly disturbed by the 
reports of the deliveries of these planes. I[s that an accurate 
impression that this 18 not something the U.S. considers to be 
greatly threatening, although you have said that you don't want 
the Soviets to ship weapons to the region - the shipment of 
' this particular type of weapons system? 


i) No. My comments were intended to indicate that 1 
had not focused on this issue this morning, and that since 
there is such an interest, I will try to get you more on it 
It is a subject that we've talked about before when the initial 
reports came out I certainly consider those comments all 
Still valid, but [ didn't review the record nor ask for 
anything else 


Q Richard, quing back to the Malta summit, there 
have been reports that during a one-on-one session, Gorbachev 
gave Bush assurances that no force would be used in the 
Baltics. Could you comment on that? 
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a No, I can't. You might be able to ask the White | 
House, but -- 
+ Can you confirm that the subject was discussed? 


a Again, [ think you're better off asking the White 
Housé about some of the details of the Malta meeting. 


Q Do you have any comment on - 

Q One other question: The Czechoslovak Foreign 
Minister has announced a recall of about 20 ambassadors. Do 
you know whether the U.S. Ambassador -- the Czechoslovak 


Ambassador to Washington is among them? Have you been notified? 
a I don't know You'd have to ask them on that one 


Q Any reaction to demonstrations in the 
Philippines? Mrs. Aquino's speech? Anything of that nature? 


Aa Let's see where we are The situation in the 
Philippines today, as we understand it, is that in Manila the 
situation is calm and returning to normal. Over 100,000 people 
are reported to have turned out for a pro-democracy, pro-Aquinoe 
rally. 


Rebels continue to occupy the Mactan Air Base near 
Cebu, and the situation there remains unresolved. There is no 
fighting. 


Foreigners have been evacuated from Mactan Island to 
Manila and Cebu City 


Let me note in this context that with the resolution 
of this situation in the Makati area, the Department has 
revised -- has issued a revised travel advisory, withdrawing 
its advice that Americans should avoid traveling to the 
Philippines. 


However, due to unsettled conditions, Americans are 
urged to avoid travel to Cebu City and to Mactan Island. As 
has been the case before the recent events, Americans continue 
to be advised against traveling to certain areas affected by 
the insurgency and by criminal activity 


The text of the new advisory will be available. 


Q Is the demonstration of apparently 100,000 people 
-— does the State Department view that as impressive? Or there 
are some reports that perhaps they had mobilized government 
workers to turn out [ mean, how spontaneous was it, and do 
you see significance in terms of support for Mrs. Aquino? 


“ [I don't know anything more on the specific 
demonstration, so 1l'm not in @ position to assess that But 1 
think it's one of many signs we have from a variety of people 
on the political spectrum in the Philippines that there is very 
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strong support for democracy and support for the democratically 
elected government. and our support for that, of course. is 
very firm. You've seen what the President and Secretary said 
about it in the last 24 hours 


Q Over at the White House, some Congressional 
leaders were quite alarmed. One talked about Mrs. Aquino 
clearly having been weakened by the coup attempt. What's your 
reaction to that? 


. Well, that's clearly not our view. I just have 
to refer you back to what the Secretary and the President have 
been saying -- our very strong support for Mrs. Aquino. We 


continue to stand with her and with democracy, as the President 
said. And that's about it 


Q You don't think their political standing has been 
adversely affected in her own country? 

- That's not really for us to assess. 

Q Do you think she can govern now? Is she in 


charge now and fully back in power? 


fs As [ said, she's the democratically elected 
leader. She has the support, has - well, let me say the 
institutions -- democracy has support across a very wide 
spectrum in Philippine opinion We've said before, and we said 
again yesterday, we thought that her government had 
demonstrated remarkable resilience during the events that have 
happened. 


Q Do you think she has - 
“ And we strongly support her. 


Q Do you think she has the backing of the great. 
majority of the Philippine people? 


i) Again, it's not for me to analyze domestic 
politics within the Philippines I think what's important to 
point out is that the democratic institutions of the country, 
democracy, has very strong backing across the political 
spectrum. 


Q Has the US requested a date for a starting of 
the base negotiations at this point?’ 


a At this point yesterday, we said we would be 
looking for a date that we can mutually agree on. That remains 
where it stands 

Q Has the U S suggested a date? 


" ['m not in @ position to go into any more details 
of the discussions 


wY AVAILABLE 








ws 3/ 


-8- . Friday. 12/8/89 


+ Have the Philippines suggested that the U.S. look 
for a date in the more distant future? 


* I'm not in a position to go into any details, 
Ralph. 
7 Q On another area, there's a report that the 
European Community -- the Economic Community -- is going to 


combine forces with the European Free Trade Association -- 
EFTA. Does the United States know anything about that, and, if 
it is in fact happening. is that a good thing? 


i We see it as a@ natural development for these two 
groups to have a closer relationship in the future. How they 
do it, when they do it, etc ., is for them to decide. As you 
know, we have long stated our support for European integration 
and, as President Bush often says, for the process -- or 
movement towards making Europe whole and free. 


Q Do you have any concerns that it might turn into 
@ more exclusionary organization? 


‘ Acain, we have supported the process of European 
integration. We supported the program that the Europeans have 
under way to establish a single market, and we've always said 
that that should be an vupen market - open to foreign suppliers 
and foreign investors, and we work with them and talk about 
them to make sure that it comes about in that fashion. I don't 
think this particular step really affects that one way or the 
other. 


Q Richard, a couple of questions on El Salvador. 
The one Salvadoran lawyer, who apparently had the courage to 
come forward and defend Jennifer Casolo, apparently has 
received death threats [ was wondering if the United States 
had any comment on that and whether you saw this as consistent 
with a working democracy? 


a 1 wasn't aware of that Certainly death threats 
and intimidation of lawyers is not consistent with democratic 
principles, and it's something we'l]] look into 


Q You say you don't know anything about the 
specifics of the threats? 


6 That's right 


Q Church leaders, in recent days, have also been 
increasingly outspoken about what they sce as US. silence on 
harassment of their colleaques in £1] Salvador They keep 
wondering why the Administration isn't taking a more forceful 
either rhetorical or active role, and 1 was wondering if you 
had any comment on that 


a Well, 1 can make our position clear Civil 
liberties and human rights of humanitarian and religious 
workers in —] Salvador must be preserved While we recognize 
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the right of the Government of £1 Salvador to investigate and 
punish illegal activity, we have made it clear that basic civil 
liberties and human rights must be preserved. 


We oppose intimidation, harassment, or persecution by 
any person or any group of people engaged in humanitarian and 
religious services and legal activities. We take each 
allegation of harassment of humanitarian and religious workers 
very seriously. We monitor each case closely and do everything 
in our power to ensure that Americans, including humanitarian 
and religious workers who have been detained or who feel 
threatened, are protected and that they receive due process 
under Salvadoran law 


Q Can you be any more specific in terms of what the 
U.S. Government is doing right now concerning what the church 
leaders see as a recent pattern of harassment? 


A Well, one thing is that we are making our 
position very clear on individual cases, as 1 say, we're in 
close touch with people We've talked very much about our 
contacts, our assistance, to the extent that we can assist, to 
Jennifer Casolo and our desire and representations we have made 
to make sure that she receives due process. 


Q Has there been any direct contact with President 
Cristiani on this particular issue, do you know? 


i We have often talked to President Cristiani about 
human rights and respect for human rights and due process and 
civil liberties, and things like that Whether it was done 
specifically in the context of church workers, I don't know. 
But we certainly never excluded church workers, and those 
concepts apply to all members of society. 


Q Richard, yesterday, when the briefing was 
underway, I think you commented on the round-table talks that 1 
think were underway at that time in East Germany. As a result 
of those talks yesterday, there's apparently been an agreement 
to hold elections on May 6. Do you have any comment either on 
the decision to set a date for elections and the implications 
of what that means for East Germany and the rest of Eastern 
Europe or on the other outcomes of the round-table discussions’ 


“ We focused especially on the announcement that 
elections will be held on May 6 We welcome this historic 
announcement. While the details of the elections still need '|., 
be arranged, it does appear that these will be free and 
multiparty elections 


Q Is it time now for - what does the U.S. think 
East German citizens ought to do between now and the time of 
the election, in terms of pursuing their efforts at reform? | 
know you don't tell other people what to do, but you just 
finished commenting - 
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A [ don't quite know what kind of answer you're 
looking for, Ralph. We would continue to support, as we have 
consistently through the past few weeks when very dramatic 
events have taken place -- we continue to support the process 
of peaceful change. We continue to urge governments and civic 
groups alike to respect the aspirations of people in East 
Germany as well as other parts of Eastern Europe for peaceful 
and thorough-going reform. 


Q Is there a process of interaction between the 
people and what's left of the government and the Communist 
Party in East Germany that the US. thinks would be a fruitful 
way to set the stage for Free and democratic elections? 


a It's not for us to mandate the process of if. We 
consistently support democracy. We've spoken about the need 
for free, fair, multiparty elections This is an historic step 
that they've taken in announcing this, and we hope that that 
process will go forward We're not in a position to tell them 
how to set up polling places, if that's what you're talking 
about. 


Q Well, you are in a position to do that, as a 
matter of fact. The United States has done that in many other 
instances --— assist nations in developing democracy, including 
the very mechanics of setting up polling places, and so on. 
For example, would the US. - 


a Very true, but how they du it and how they bring 
it about and what sort of further conversations they want to 
have in the round-table to bring this about is their own 
question. 


Q What do these elections mean in terms of 
reunification? Does that slow down, postpone? Since they')] 
be concerned with elections within East Germany, does that put 
reunification on the back-burner? 


a I don't think 1 can draw any conclusions at this 
point. The Secretary has spoken in the past that in 
considering questions such reunification it was important to 
remember the need for change internally in the GOR, and he has 
particularly focused on the need for free and multiparty 
elections. 


Q Do you have anything on these reports of 
heightened Soviet alert status of their troops in East Germany’ 


I don't really have anything to confirm or 
amplify on the reports that we've seen { would draw your 
attention to comments the Secretary made yesterday, similar 
comments he's made before, that Soviet leaders have been very 
firm in stating to us that they will not intervene with 
military force to stop the process of reform in Eastern 
Europe As the Secretary said again yesterday, “for the 
Soviets to use force in Eastern Europe would mean to them that 


perestroika had failed " 
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~ Since seeing these reports, which are now many 


hours old, have you communicated with the Soviets to see what 
is going on? 


a It's something 1'l]l have to check on. 


7 ~ In connection with that, as long as you're going 
to check, don't limit the question to whether the U.S. has 
communicated with the Soviets. it's possible, for example, 
that the Soviets might wel] have sent a message to the United 
States explaining its actions. 


“ “Have we had any contact?” 
Q Yeah 
o Okay 


Richard, 1 have two questions Let me try 
again. Could you take the question on whether Baker and 
Shevardnadze discussed the Baltics and whether these assurances 
were given? And, number two, yesterday, from this podium, it 
was stated that the US. wants to see a broadly 
representational government in Czechoslovakia. Today the new 
Prime Minister is offering fifty percent of non-communists in 
the Cabinet. Would you consider that broadly 
representational? Have you got any comment? 


a My only comment would be more general comments 
about what's going on, to say that Czechoslovak authorities are 
trying to create a new government acceptable to both Civic 
Forum and to Communist Party leaders. We expect Czechoslovakia 
to continue to move towards political democratization. The 
Czechoslovak people have shown courage and determination in 
demanding free elections, civil liberties, and rule of law. 


Civic Forum has shown wisdom and patience in 
representing these demands to the Communist Party leadership. 
We call on the Communist Party leadership to show similar 
statesmanship by working with Civic Forum to maintain momentum 
towards genuine democratization 


Q Can we go back to East Germany? Since you 
addressed the question of the situation there yesterday, and | 
believe since the Secretary spoke to the Washington Post, the 
government has issued calls for calm which seem to indicate 
a is unrest there Do you have any indications of 
that 


a As you rightly point out, 1 noted yesterday signs 
that we had about daily life and the way activity was going on 
in the country. As for specific questions of incidents, we 
have reports that several local Security Service offices have 
been occupied in the last few days and that there has been 
limited violence and damage 
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While the Chief of the GOR Office of National Security 
warned of dire consequences at his press conference yesterday, 
he went on to admit that the violence against Security offices 
has been Minimal and nobody has been hospitalized The main 
damage has been to some property owned by the Security forces 
He also stated that his troops had orders not to shoot. So 
that’s what we understand on the security side of things; and 
I explained, and I think the Secretary has explained, various 
other aspects of what we see going on there. 


Q Do you see any signs of the unrest growing? Are 
you concerned about it? 


a I just have to go back to saying what we said 
before. We support the aspirations of people to bring about 
change in a peaceful and democratic fashion. 


Q Richard, has the State Department seen anything 
about a new Sandinista offensive against the Contras? 


‘ [I'll have to look into that, Jim, and see if we 
can. We spoke at the time that they launched the new offensive 
several weeks -- it was now -- ago about what we knew of what 
was going on, and we'll] try to get an update as to where the 
fighting is. 


Q Sort of on @ related matter Apparently the 
Hondurans are very concerned about a buildup of Sandinista 
forces on their border Have you seen anything along those 
lines, and how do you view it? 


“ We have seen it We've not only seen it; we've 
talked about it from this podium, about the massing of troops 
along the Honduran border by the Nicaragquans We've raised it, 
we've noted it here as an issue that we thought people should 
be concerned about and as something 1 think that we said we 
hoped the leaders in the region would address and that, in 
particular, the Sandinistas would address 


Mr. Boucher, can [ ask you about Mr. Solomon's 
visit to Tokyo and Korea? While in Tokyo did Mr. Solomon meet 
with the Chinese Ambassador to Japan?’ 


& I don't know l can check 
Q Would you please take a note on it, please? 
Q On Cuba, do you have any details about reports of 


shots being fired there in the last day or two near the U.S 
Military installation in Guantanamo? 


“ [ think that's something the Defense Department 
will have to address 


Q Do you have anything on this round of talks, SAL! 
talks, ending? 











us 3g 
-13- Friday. 12/8/89 
s STart 
Q START Thank you 


a Yes. if I can find it Okay, I found it Let me 
start out by giving you more than a brief review of what was 
accomplished in Round KII of the Nuclear and Space Talks 


Round XII of the Nuclear and Space Talks, which [ 
understand ended today. was 4 productive round in which 
significant progress was made on 4 number of issues. 


In START, @ major accomplishment of the round was the 
successful implementation of agreements reached at the 
September Wyoming Meeting. which required that the two sides 
agree on a new treaty text reflecting agreements on “unit of 
account,” which means how to count nuclear delivery vehicles, 
as well as on additional elements of common ground on the issue 
of verification of mubile intercontintental ballistic missiles 


In addition, final agreement was reached on one 
verification and stability measure, with another such measure 
close to final agreement the agreed proposal provides for 
exhibitions of one type of heavy bomber on each side to 
demonstrate verification procedures The second measure, on 
which the sides hope to reach final agreement in the near 
future, will provide for the demonstration of procedures for 
on-site inspection of re-entry vehicles for each side's 
ballistic missiles 


The two sides also implemented an additiona) 
verification and stability measure by conducting technological 
exchanges on missile tagging technologies The negotiators 
moved forward on the issue of telemetry encryption as well. 


Significant progress was made on a number of other 
issues, and the US. is hopeful that final agreement in a 
number of these areas can be reached in the next round of talks 


In the defense and space portion of the talks, U.S 
negotiators tabled a revised draft treaty text, responding to 
the results of the Wyoming ministerial, in a continued attempt 
to work towards 4 joint draft. text of a defense and space 
agreement. The US asked the Soviet negotiators to study the 
new proposed text during the break before Round KIIIL and to be 
prepared to work towards resolution of differences in the next 
round. 


During the round the Soviets a)]so accepted an 
invitation by the US at the Wyoming ministerial for a visit 
by Soviet experts to two SOL research facilities Details of 
the visit, which will take place later this month, were worked 
out during the round 


Q Can we have 4a cupy of that, please? 


“ Sure 
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Q Do you have a date for the new round? 
a It hasn't been set. We'll] be discussing it 


through diplomatic channels 


. Will a date for those talks precede the date of 
the hext ministerial. or is that part of the discussion? 


” l'm sure that's part of the consideration, but 
I'm not sure which way it falls. whether it's desirable or not. 
so we'll just have to see what date they work out. 


Q Do we know which facilities these people will 
visit? 


o Yes, we do l understand it hasn't been 
announced yet. We know, you don't 


Q You have the opportunity to do so right now? 


“ No, [| don't. because [ don't remember, but [| know 
it's somewhere But, in any case, I think the announcements 
will come out of the SOI office 


Q How large is this Soviet delegation to be -- two 
or three experts, or something more? 


o Again, those kind of details will come out when 
we're prepared to announce the visits more formally. 


Q One last question on Eastern Europe. there was a 
report today that the United States is annoyed that Chancellor 
Kohl has put forward his reunification plan, or the U.S. feels 
that he's moving it along too quickly Is this accurate? 


i) I don't know who 16 saying this We certainly 
haven't said it here We've made comments 


Q The Washington Post reported it 


“ I just don't have anything on that [ think we 
spoke at the time to note the fact that the Germans had 
announced their approach and to express our view and our 
support for the ideas 


Q But you're not saying that the report is not 
true? You're just saying you don't know who said it 


a 1 don't know who said it I'd refer you back to 
what we said at the time for our attitude Our attitude does 
not change 


Q Least we conclude @ briefing without one of these 
questions, [ have to ask whether the Secretary has reached 
agreement yet with Eqypt and Israel on the date for the 
trilateral meeting’ 
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. a No No date has been set 


~ Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 pm) 
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MIG 29'S IN CUBA 





Can we confirm that MIG 29's have been delivered to Cuba? 


' 
s 


-- WE HAVE NOTHING TO ADD BEYOND WHAT WE OFFERED WHEN THE 
SUBJECT WAS FIRST RAISED ON NOVEMBER 15. AT THAT T'"E. 
WE NOTED THAT WE HAVE INDICATIONS THAT THE SOVIETS MAY 
HAVE DELIVERED MIG 29 AIRCRAFT TO CUBA, BUT DECLINED TO 


DISCUSS DETAILS ON TIMING OR NUMBERS. 


WE ALSO SAID WE SEE NO LEGITIMATE CUBAN NEED FOR SUCH 
ADVANCED AIRCRAFT, WE DO NOT CONSIDER THIS A HEALTHY 
STEP, AND WE FIND THE ACTION WHOLLY INCONSISTENT WITH 
THE SOVIET UNION'S PROFESSED DESIRE TO COOPERATE IN 
PROMOTING THE PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES IN THE 


REGION. 
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Q: Do we consider the MIG 29's offensive weapons? 


A: ALTHOUGH SUCH SHIPMENTS CONTRIBUTE TO THE UPGRADING OF 
CUBAN AIR DEFENSE CAPABILITIES, THESE AIRCRAFT §0O NOT 
SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE THE OFFENSIVE THREAT TO THE U.S 


OR OTHER COUNTRIES IN THE REGION. 


t 
-- ANY NEW EQUIPMENT OF C@URSE CONTRIBUTES TO THE OVERALL 
COMBAT READINESS OF CUBA -=- A STATE THAT CONTINUES A 
POLICY OF SUBVERSION AND DESTABILIZATION IN THIS 


HEMISPHERE 


-- WE ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE MODERNIZATION OF CUBA'S. 
AIR FORCE AND WHAT IT SAYS ABOUT THE SOVIET UNION®S 
CONTINUING COMMITMENT TO UPGRADE CUBA'S CAPABILITY IN 


SPITE OF IMPROVEMENTS IN THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION. 


3EST ry By 
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TAKEN QUESTION Briefing of December 8, 1989 


JAPAN: SQLOMON CONTACT WITH CHINA 





Q: While in Tokyo, did Mr. Solomon meet with the Chinese 


Ambassador to Japan? 


A: <== NO, HE DID NOT. 


ey 2s, 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Office of the Assistant Secretary/Spokesman 
December 8, 1989 





PRESS STATEMENT FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 


KOREA: 0U.S.-KOREA ECONOMIC CONSULTATIONS 





On December 7 and 8 Assistant Secretary of State for 
Economic and Business Affairs, Eugene McAllister, chaired the 
U.S.-Korea Economic Subcabinet Consultations in the absence of 
Undersecretary Richard T. McCormack due to illness. Vice 
Minister of Foreign Affairs Shin Dong Won led the talks for the 
Korean side. U.S. participants also included Deputy U.S. Trade 
Representative Williams, and representatives from the 
Departments of Commerce, Agriculture, Treasury, Labor, Energy 
and our Embassy in Seoul. The Korean delegation included 
representatives of the Ministries of Foreign Affairs, Finance, 
Trade, Agriculture and the Economic Planning Board. 


These Economic Subcabinet Consultations are held annually. 
The last session was in October, 1988 in Seoul. The Subcabinet 
provides a forum to review the economic relationship in a 
comprehensive manner. Our economic relationship is broad and 
complex. At the meeting we assessed the state of our two 
economies, discussed structural change, exchanged views on 
bilateral concerns, and discussed the status of and prospects 
for U.S.-Korea multilateral cooperation in areas such as the 
Uruguay Round and Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation. We also 
had useful exchanges on the implications of EC 1992, and the 
events now occurring in Eastern Europe. As befits the informal 
nature of these regular consultations, our discussions were 
friendly and frank. 


We discussed U.S. economic developments and prospects 
noting moderate and well-balanced growth, lessened concern of 
inflation, progress in deficit reduction, and continued 
reduction of trade and current account deficits. We also 
discussed ongoing structural adjustment in the U.S. 


The U.S. Delegation listened with interest to a Korean 
explanation that, although their economy is performing well by 
world standards, 6.6 percent GNP growth in the first three 
guarters of 1989 is sharply down from the 12 percent growth 
rate of the past three years. The Korean Government is 
increasingly concerned by such factors as low capital 
investment, slow growth in the manufacturing sector, and 
lagging exports. 
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In the structural discussion, we were told that the Korean 
Government's priority is to establish sound labor-management 
relations, that it will take measures to increase productivity, 
that it will emphasize reduction of excessive consumption by 
such measures as discouraging consumer financing and expanding 
credits to industry. Another priority is the restructuring of 
sectors such as agriculture. 


While noting Korea's concerns, the U.S. observed that 
Korea's economic outlook remains strong by international 
Standards and expressed concern that recent economic policy 
measures not lead to increased government intervention in the 
economy, impede positive structural changes and lead to renewed 
growth in Korea's structural surpluses. 


USTR reported that the December 6 Trade Sub-Group meeting 
had been very constructive, covering a long agenda. The 
discussion reviewed the considerable progress on a number of 
issues in the past year. Talk then focussed on the need for 
implementation of agreements reached. A second focus was on © 
management of negotiations in the year ahead on issues such as 
beef, telecommunications, shipbuilding and Uruguay Round 
cooperation. Significant discussion also took place on Korean 
and US concerns with respect to technical standards and the 
need to expand our dialogue to ensure that standards do not 
serve to unnecessarily impede trade in the future. 


An important part of the Subcabinet was discussion of 
international economic issues. The two sides considered the 
importance of EC 92, and developments in Eastern Europe. We 
are pleased at the interest Korea is taking in forwarding 
Pacific Basin Economic Cooperation and its support for that 
initiative. The meetings left us impressed with the growing 
scope of our economic cooperation and the potential of our 
partnership to make this a better, safer, more prosperous world. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 





December 11, 1989 
The Briefing Roos 


10:58 A.M. EST 


MR. FITZWATER: The President's schedule this morning is 
-- we did the ceremony to -- well, let me just do the schedule first, 
folks. At 10:20 a.m., swearing-in for Cathy Villalpando. And the 
President has budget meetings the rest of the morning, focusing on 
the ‘91 budget and also hearing some appeals, I believe. 


General Scowcroft is back about noon, and he will have 
lunch with the President. And then the President will brief 
editorial editors at 1:45 p.m. in Room 450 of the Old Executive 
Office Building. He tentatively plans to have a statement on China 
and will take some questions. 


Q Will that be piped in? 


MR. FITZWATER: It will be piped in and it will be open 
photo, writing pool coverage. 


Q Will Scowcroft brief him, Marlin? Will Scowcroft 
brief him at all? 


MR. FITZWATER: You say will? 
Q Will Scowcroft brief the editorial page writers? 
MR. FITZWATER: No, no. 


Q Can we get a White House photo of that lunch with 
Scowcroft? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'll ask, John. 


Another budget meeting this afternoon at 2:30 p.m. And a 
routine meeting with Governor Sununu at 5:15 p.m. He drops by a 
reception for the editorial page editors at 5:30 p.m. And a 
congressional ball tonight at 8:00 p.m. on the State Floor. So I 
guess that's it for the coverage today. 


China. What do you want to talk about? 


Q Marlin, is the President concerned at all that he 
might have sent the wrong signal to the Soviet Union, by warming up 
to China in this manner? And encourage the Soviets, perhaps, to 
crack down? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. Don't see any analogy there or any 
danger. The President, as you know, expressed the feelings and 
outrage of the United States government after the Tiananmen Square 
episode. We were the first in the world to put on sanctions. All of 
those sanctions remain in place. 


Q Except for the high-level contact. 
MORE #134-12/11 
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MR. FITZWATER: Well, high-level contacts was widely -- 
this is kind of a technical th -- widely-thought to be banned, but 
in truth, they weren't -- with high-level exchanges. Which is to say 
Brady had an exchange going that was cancelled, Mosbacher had an 
exchange that was cancelled. But Secretary Baker -- 


Q Military sales -- they've been allowed to resume, 
correct? Work on the military sales? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't think so. 


Q Well, the Chinese -- the President authorized the 
ye rs Ta back to work in California on that airplane project, 
did he not 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I've been told none of 
them have been resumed. 


Q Well, are those sanctions in place indefinitely 
still, Marlin, or is there talk being given to revoke -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, the situation at the moment is 
they're still in place. Obviously, that can be changed at any time. 
Just to refresh your memory, those were -- ve 
government-to-government sales and commercial exports of weapons. 
Suspension included export manufacturing and technical assistance 
licenses. We high-level and military U.S. and Chinese 
exchanges. We said we would sympathetically review requests of 
Chinese nationals in the United States to extend their stay, and 
subsequently, the President ordered an Executive Order by the 
Attorney General that extended this to guarantee that we would not 
send any Chinese student back to China against his will if they faced 
recrimination. And we and our friends and allies agreed to defer 
~~ ccc, of new loans to China by the multilateral development 


Now, all that aside, to get to your question, we couldn't 
speculate on what might happen in the Soviet Union, but there should 
be no reason for any other country to assume that this has any 
application in terms of our response to whatever actions might occur. 


Q Marlin, since, from the U.S. point of view, the 
offense was on the Chinese side, why didn't the President wait for 
them to come te <6 to reinstitute these kinds of things? 


Mi. FITZWATER: Primarily, events in the world. 
Certainly the chinges in the Soviet Union. The reforms underway in 
the Eastern bloc countries. The tearing down of the Berlin Wall. 
All of these issues, plus the Malta summit, itself, with Chairman 
Gorbachev, con'inced the President that we could no longer allow or 
force China to remain in isolation. That they are a country of a 
billion people. We need to know their views. We need to ensure that 
they have a viewpoint that is understood as we consider all of these 
changes in Europe aid in the Soviet Union. 


Q Marlin, how can this administration pose as the 
champion of democracy on two continents at least -- Europe and the 
Americas -- and then only six months after the massacre of 
pro-democracy protestors in Beijing send the President's right-hand 
man and second-in-command at the State Department over there and have 
these people drinking toasts to the Chinese leaders? 


MR. FITZWATER: I would go back to the first statement 
issued by the President on June 20th. Not the first statement, but 
the statement where he announced the sanctions. And at that time the 
President said, in directing the government to suspend participation 
in high-level exchanges and the other sanctions I went through, the 
second paragraph reads as follows: fhe U.S. hopes that the current 
tragedy in China be brought to a peaceful end and that dialogue will 
replace the atmosphere of suspicion and reprisal. China is an 
important state with which we hope to continue productive relations. 
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The point being that the United States has always felt, 
particularly President Bush hes always felt, that we must express our 
moral outrage and indignation at the events of June in Tiananmen 
Square, and we must take ections to edequately represent that feeling 

the world. Sut that we would not turn our back on 
ive relations with China in some fashion and that it was a 
country with which we would continue to try to normalize relations as 
soon as it was feasible and possible. 


Q Marlin, if I can fcllow up on that -- 


MR. FITEWATER: In other words, our feeling is, that was 
the signal we sent from the very beginning. 


Q The President and Secretary of State have attempted 
to set forth certain principles which would guide our policy in 
Gealing with this changing situation, particularly in . The 
cornerstone inciple has been democratic vaives. What principle -- 
upon what principle -- not pragmatic considerations about how big the 
country 3 or anything like that -- upon what principle does this 


MR. FITZWATER: The principle is exactly the same. The 
fact that the United States stands for democratic values and human 
rights is true in China and it is as true in the light of this trip 
over the weekend as it is in any number of cther countries -- the 
Soviet Union and countries around the world where we have expressed 
concern about human rights over the years. I see no infringement to 
that principle at all by the fact that we send a signal to China that 
Fh 4 that they will make c**"-es anid allow for a productive 
rela . 


Q You're not arguing that those guys are over there 
promoting democracy, are you? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, I'm arguing that this is not a matter 
of ing principles or dialogue or attitudes in any way. It 
simply is say t world affairs being what they are, that we 
cannot force Ch into isolation. 


Q But, Marlin, you are agreeing that the resumption of 
this high-level dialogue is based on events outside of China rather 
than anything that the Chinese government is doing at the present. 


MR. FITZWATER: That's true. 


Q That was my question. China then hasn't done 
anything that would warrant the resumption of these relations -- 
high-level contacts? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not aware of the discussions that 
Brent had, so T don't know what may have come out of those. But 
prior to that, the sole reason for our going was to relate to them 
the events of Malta, the events of Eastern Europe, and to make sure 
that we had an understanding of their attitude and their recognition 
of what's going on in those areas of the world. 


Q Marlin, I'm sorry. That doesn't even square with 
Brent's statement in the toast. He said he was going to provide new 
impetus and vigor to this relationship, not to just give a briefing 
on the events tn Malta. How do you respond to this criticism that 
essentially this is the third or fourth time Bush has taken a signal 
and that the Chinese have offered no reciprocal signals of 
willingness to change their behavior? 


MR. FITZWATER: We think that it was simply the right 
thing to do at the right time. I would be glad to read to you 
Brent's toast in ite entirety, which includes all of those things. 
You're right. We went there to brief on Malta; he went there to 
express the view of the United States government that it is time to 
have a din'ogque with them in terms of world affairs; that we are 
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But that does not mean that we change or that we al our 
views in any way on what's happened in the past with regard to human 
rights or democratic principles or the repression of Tiananmen 


taver they want to their people and that if 
the United States doesn't like it, it will bluster for a while and 
then it will go on with iness as usual? 

MP 


. FITZWATER: The sanctions have not - It's not 
business as usual, but it simply is the fact that we think China is a 
country that has to be Jealt with and there needs to be that 


dialogue. 


Q If high-level diplomatic contacts have resumed, why 
is that not foreign policy business as usys!? 


MR. FITZWATER: Because, as I ssid, the sanctions are 
still in place, the attitudes towards human rights and democratic 
principles is still the same. And you can go around the world and 
name country after country where we have diplomatic relations where 
we do business with then on routine basis in a 
government -to-government way and yet in which we deplore their human 
rights values an? many of their democratic principles and so forth. 
Nicaragua is a; 2e example. They're all over the world. 


Q That was going to be my question, Marlin -- that the 
U.S. uses isolation to send a message to a lot of countries. I mean, 
the President's decision on barring Panamanian vessels last week and 
continuing to isolate Nicaragua in order to send a strong message. 
So why is isolation not appropriate in this instance? Is it solel 
because of the size of the country? 


MR. FITZWATER: A big part of it is because of the size 
of the country, its role as a world power, its military role, and the 
fact that enormous changes are taking place in the world that we need 
some understanding of the Chinese position on. And every country has 
to be considered in a different context. But we do business with 
—— as well, and with Kicaragua and all those countries you 
mentioned. 


Q Marlin, under what conditions would these sanctions 
be lifted? Did Scowcroft give any indication to the Chinese what we 
of them or place any conditions at all on improving the 

relationship? 


MR. FITZWATER: I can't comment on his rpecific 
discussions because I have not talked to him yet, so I can't put it 
in that context. Beyond that, we have not specified any particular 
yardsticks, unless he did there that I'm not aware of. 


Q Marlin, back in June, the President also said at a 
press conference that restoration of normalizing relations 
ae he the validity of the students’ aspirations. Any evidence 
that 


t's happened at all? 


MR. FITZWATER: As I said, this was not -- this trip 
over the weekend was not based on judgments about changes that have 
taken place in China, but rather about j te that have taken 
place -- or changes that have taken place in the rest of the world. 
So I can't report any internal changes that have led to this meeting. 


As a follow to that, this trip by Scowcroft and 
Eagleburger also followed -- preceeding Malta the President met with 
Kissinger and with Nixon. Did they encourage him to send this 
delegation to Beijing? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know that they talked in terms of 
a delegation or a specific trip or anything, but they both encouraged 
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that China not be allowed to continue in isolation without contact. 
And they urged that some way be found to have a dislogue with thes, 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe he did, no. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't have readout. The first 
we'll get is when Brent comes here and has lunch with the President. 
So presumably the first you would get would be the President's own 
remarks at 1:45 p.s. 


Q Marlin, you said you can't report any internal 
changes that led to this meeting. Let se just ask a couple of 
questions. Does the United States consider that there is any degree 
of dialogue ongoi SS Se See Se See ee Seay 
way of students, dissident movements, anything like that? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 


° Q Are you aware of any progress on the matter of Fa 
Lizshi? ” 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm not, no. 
Q We're not about to turn him over, are we? 
MR. FITZWATER: I have no idea. 


| Q Are avare of -- just one other. Has there been 
any contact between President and Deng or anybody else in the 
on weeks that may have led to this or contributed to this 
move 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, again, I can't say with regard -- 

— oa Deng. I don't know specific names. But there have 

contacts between the U.S. government and the Chinese government 
over a long period of time. Secretary Baker met with their Foreign 
Minister in Paris, you will recall. He met with the Foreign Minister 
again at the United Nations when ve were up there. Obviously, 
Ambassador Lilly in Beijing has hed contacts of numerous kinds with 
Chinese officials at various levels. I don't know exactly who. 


So there have been certain contacts that have been made 
that were preparatory to this trip, yes. 


Q What are Scowcroft and Eagleburger able to do that 
Lilly and Baker have been unable to do? Why this level? 


MR. FITZWATER: One, to take a firsthand reading and 
analysis of the situation and the attitudes there. Two, to give a 
reonal statement from the President to the effect that we still 
ook for them to make changes in China; we look for some stronger 
signale and signs that they are interested in a dial ,» and at the 
same tine, to receive information of the kind I just described. 


Q You say stronger changes, but you don't know what 
specific changes? 


MR. FITZWATER: I offer no specifics, no. 


Q Was there ever any thought of having a quieter 
meeting or quieter information session as opposed to having a fairly 
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public -- state dinners with toasts and so forth -- which would sees 
to send an entirely different signal than just merely an exchange of 
information? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know how that came about, 


Michael. 


Q Well, is there any concern that that might have sent 
-- certainly, it seems like it sent the wrong -- different signal 
than this meeting intended. And elsewhere -- 


MR. FITZWATER: I think I probably would have dictated « 
little different coverage of that event, but I couldn't really say. 


Q Did the United States get double-crossed on that by 
the Chinese? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I haven't talked to Brent 
about how that all came about. 


Q Marlin, there's a curiousity here about where we're 
going with this thing. Is this the beginn of a trend of a policy 
thet is going to change our policy toward China unilaterally, or is 
this the end of it until they make some changes? 


MR. FITZWATER: I think we have to wait and see what 
Brent reports and what the President has to say. At this point, I 
don't know of any changes that have resulted from the meeting. But 
as I seid, Brent is touching down momentarily, will be in the White 
House about noon, and so we'll see. But as a part of that meeting 
and so forth, we did not propose any changes that I's aware of. 


Q Could you come back here and brief this afternoon 
after Brent gives « readout? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we'll wait and see. I'm always 
reluctant to brief when you've got the President, and you'll have his 
at 1:45 p.m. 


Q Does this visit by Scowcroft represent a normalizing 
of aes If not, how would you describe where the relationship 
stands 


MR. FITZWATER: I would describe it as exploring the 
resumption of relations -- sending a signal that we believe China is 
a country that has a role in world affairs and that we believe we 
should be in touch with them and should have a dialogue with ther. 
It's an action that reminds them of the human rights and democratic 
values that we feel were trampled on during the Tiananmen Square 
situation, and that we still e them to take steps to deal with 
those problems. That's basically the way I would sum it up. 


Q If I could follow, do oe believe that the 
President's own personal history and relations with China and its 
leaders —_ have been a driving force behind him wanting to take the 
first step 


MR. FITZWATER: I think his understanding of China and 
its role in world affaire is a very important factor. And I think 
that was true in the statement I just read you from June 20th. from 
day one, he recognized and in some quarters was criticized for 
recognizing the role in world affairs of China and that you couldn't 
just write them off, and that some day we would look towards 
restoring relations. 


Q Let's talk about the criticiem. When the President 
went to Beijing, Fang Lizhi was kept from his own banquet, and now 
this. How do you respond to critics that say the President is 
bending over backwards to accommodate Beijing? 


MR. FITZWATER: I think the President's actions have been 
exac' ly right; that the American people understand it and feel that 
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Brent take any specific requirements to lay on 
the table for normalization of relations? 
tell the Chinese, you will get this if you 


Q And one other question, why was this trip kept so 

MR. FITZWATER: It waeen't kept secret. It was unorthodox 
in the time of announcement, because the -- (laughter) -- 

Q They were there before -- 


MR. FITEWATER: -- although, it worked so well, I's 
thinking of doing it again, however. (Laughter.) 


Q You mean, like the Iranian ares deal? 

MR. FITZWATER: The timing of the announcement was that 
the Chinese asked that we not announce it until he arrived in China. 
We told them we had to announce it. And they agreed on that tising, 
which was 2:00 a.m. in the morning -~- moved up a little bit. 

Q No, no, no, no, no. 


Q They demanded that we not announce it until they 
arrived and we acceded in that demand? 


MR. FITZWATER: That's exactly right. 

Q But why? 

Q Why? 

Q I mean, they're our guys, aren't they? 

MR. FITZWATER: Because from - of view, the 
miesion and the trip were important and not announcement, and if 
that was important to them, we were willing to -- 


Q Yes, but who cares when it's announced? Since when 
Go we take our timing cues from the Chinese? 


MR. FITOWATER: You're exactly right. We didn't care, so 
if that's when they wanted to announce it, it was fine with us. 


Q Did they explain why they didn't want it announced 
beforehand? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. I don't know that. And the speech, 
of course, General Scowcroft was on television and broadcast to 
all the world, so there's nothing secret there. There's nothing 
secret about any of this. The only wierd thing is that is was at 
2:00 a.m. in the morning and we simply acceded to their wishes. 


Q Marlin, usually these things are announced before 
people leave, not -- (laughter). 


MP. FITZWATER: What? 

Q The Baltimore Colts eventuaily showed up at 
Indianapolis and everybody knew it once they get there. But the fact 
of the matter is they slinked out of town. (Laughter.) 
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MR. FITZWATER: We normally don't announce staff travels 
at all. So the fact that there was any announcement of it was out of 
the norm and I have no excuse for the 2:00 a.m. in the morning, other 
than General Scowcroft agreed to it. 


Q You talked about the enormous changes in the world 
being a factor here. But those changes come about without U.S. 
concessions and most people feel that it's communism's own failure 
that's bringing about these enormous changes. Why wouldn't that tell 
us that we should simply wait for the Chinese and the failure of 
their own system to bring about the changes? I don't understand why 
the changes in the world suddenly made this the time to go to China. 


MR. FITZWATER: The President had felt that these are 
changes in the world that have to be considered by all of the leaders 
of the -- certainly of the West, as well as the East -- that it's 
important to know how China responds, how they think about this, how 
they see their changing relationship to the Soviet Union and the 
Eastern bloc countries. The President just completed a summit 
meeting with Chairman Gorbachev in which he discussed a number of 
matters that he felt the Chinese should be aware of. 


. But this is after huge concessions were made by 
Gorbachev in all kinds of areas, and the Chinese have made absolutely 
none, and yet we would extend the olive branch first? 


MR. FITZWATER: I repeat to you again, that this trip had 
nothing to do with concessions wade or internal changes. It had to 
do with the President's feeling that this was a time we could not 
afford to leave China in isolation and we could not afford to know 
what their thinking is on these important matters. 


Q Why can't we afford to leave them in isolation? 


MR. FITZWATER: I just told you. I can't give you any 
more. 


Q They're a big country. But I mean, they're also a 
big, poor country. 


MR. FITZWATER: They're a world power, Patrick. They 
have nuclear weapons. They have interests all eround the world. 
They have all of the attributes of a country that has influence -- a 
sphere of influence in other countries. 


Q How about missile sales in the Mideast? Was that 
one reason to talk to them abwut that? 


MR. FITZWATER: No. I don't know where that story came 
fron. 


Q Marlin, the Chinese do appear to be using -- getting 
this great publicity internally, which would suggest that perhaps 
they're using it to -- as a propaganda weapon internally to justify 
oppression. Is that a source of concern? , 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. Well, a source of concern? 
I don't think we can control that as a country that promotes freedom 
of the press in all instances. I don't think we can dictate how they 
deal with their press. 


Q Marlin, the President made clear at the time of the 
imposition of the original sactions that he felt that there's a 
danger of the renewal of what I think he called the middle kingdom 
syndrome. And it suggested that he had a profoundly-felt view that 
China did not res well to isolation -- perhaps did not respond 
the way other nations might. Has he articulated, in any sense, with 
the increasing rapprochement between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, that the diplomatic circumstances effecting China might have 
been only to drive them more deeply into their patterns of behavior 
that we - exhibited in Tiananmen Square? I mean, is there something 
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we're missing here that might make some sort of sense out of all of 
this? (Laughter.) 


MR. FITZWATER: Secretary Baker touched on that subject 
in his comments on the Brinkley Show Sunday -- about a certain 
concern about driving China further into isolation. But the 
overriding reason was simply that events of the world are such today 
that we cannot afford to be in the dark as regards to Chinese 
affairs. Anc I don't understand why that's so hard to explain and 
hard to understand as different from the fact that -- let me just 
finish -- as different from the fact that our concern about 
principles and values remains the same, our sanctions remain in 
place, and that the United States‘'s attitude ard position toward what 
happened is no different. But that does not sean that you cannot 
have some kind of opening that says we nee! to know how their 
government thinks on these issues. 


Q -- fail to understand is why talking to China about . 
events in Berlin and Budapest and Prague is so important. The 
Chinese don't have the capability to role back those events ~- maybe 
Gorbachev had that capability at one point. So why are their views 
so + * ocead Why do we have to discuss their reaction to those 
events 


MR. FITZWATER: The important thing is not that they are 
so much more important than everybody else, it's that all the world’s 
important. We dispatched Solomon to Korea and Australia ard other 
countries to talk about the Malta meeting. We dispatched John Kelly 
to a Middle East to meet with leaders there to talk about the Malta 
meeting. 


Q Scowcroft is a little higher than those guys. 


MR. FITZWATER: Scowcroft went on to Japan. The point 
being that these are issues that need to be the focus of attention of 
all the countries of the world and to suggest that somehow China is 
not a major player in world affairs and not worthy of any context in 
this issue seems to me to ignore history and their appropriate role 
in the world communaty. 


Q What can this set of contacts give you that you 
haven't been _—S from Ambassador Lilly and the contacts you've 
been having already 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, the analysis and viewpoint of 
General Scowcroft, the President's National Security Advisor -- the 
judgement that he brings to the issues and the signal to the Chinese 
that we are truly interested in their viewpoint. 


Q Without denying General Scowcroft's ability, what is 
he going to get in one brief meeting, you know, that hasn't been 
apparent in this series of contacts that you have already described 
and an on-going series of meetings that Ambassador Lilly had? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we'll have to wait and see what he 
got. 


Q Marlin, does the normalist resumption of relations 
with China still depend on China taking concrete steps in a itive 
way regarding human rights, as the President indicated back in June? 


MR. FITZWATER: We have -- I don't know how ise that 
link is. We still look fer changes in China. We still look for then 
to have some recognition of the values that were dealt with in the 
Democratic movement there. But we would have to make j ts on 
those as we go along. And we are not going to lay down quid pro quos 
that say this has to happen or this. 


Q Has a message been sent to Mr. Gorbachev that if he 
starts doing what the Chinese did to the oo opposition, it 
will be a totally different story with us 
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MR. FITZWATER: Well, I think the point is that the 
Soviet Union faces a far different set of circumstances. 


Q => got tanks and they‘ve got opposition -- 
those are the ingredients. 


MR. FITZWATER: But they also face a dynamic political 
force there that would have responses and reactions in far different 
ways. The Soviet Union faces Eastern bloc countries that are 
inexorably marching towards reform and towards change, in many ways 
avay from communism -- people's movements throughout the East in the 
streets. The forces that come to bear on their behavior are quite 
different than these. 


Q Isn't there a danger that this might be misread 
internally, inside China, by those who would still work for democracy 
and democratic inside China -- the sight of senior American 
officials toasting Beijing, toasting their leaders who only a few 
months ago ordered the bloodshed? 


MR. FITZWATER: We hope not. 


Q How do you address that concern, though, Marlin? I 
mean, how do you -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, you're asking me to address an 
= concern. The only way you can address it is say that's not 
yr tion; that's not our point. And we hope that's not the way 

s seen. 


Q Marlin, in Malta, the President gave Gorbachev a 
list of human rights cases that he wished to have resolved -- 
reuniting refuseniks with family abroad, and so on. Did the 
Seiji? send a similar list with Scowcroft and Eagleburger to 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't believe so. 
Q “hy not? 


MR. FITZWATER: The purpose of the meeting was to focus 
on these international centacts and not on the other area. 


Q Hold on a second. Every summit that we've had in 
recent years -- the five an summits and Bush's own summit in 
Malta -- focused on international things with Gorbachev. And Reagan 
and Bush still found time to present specific lists of human rights 
cases they wanted resolved. What was the reticence in this case? 
Don't we have IDs of people who are 1 ishing in Chinese prisons 
where we could take advantage of this kind of a meeting to see if we 
could spring them loose? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, there are different objectives and 
different techniques that are used for different countries. We 
Gidn't take a list to Costa Rica and present them to Ortega, and so 
forth. So you're mixing apples and oranges. 


Q To date has the U.S. government received any 
expression of remorse or acknowledgement of regret from the Chinese 
about Tiananmen? And did Scowcroft talk about the fate of Fang holed 


up in the U.S. Embassy? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I don't have any 
information on the discussions. 


Q What about the expressions of remorse? Have you got 
anything resembling that? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't have any information on the 
discussions? 


Q Are there any plans to talk about Silkworm missile 
MORE #134-*2/11 
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sales? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. They're avare of our position on 
missiles. We have raised it with the Chinese before. But to my 
knowledge, it was not a purpose or planned part of this meeting. 


Q When did the President decide this mission should go 
forward? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know exactly when. Sometime 
after Malta. 


Q After Malta? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 

Q Who was involved in this decision? 
MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 

Q How tightly held was this group? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I don't like to get into these kind 
of internal decisions. Obviously, it was tightly held, but I 
wouldn't say who or when. 


Q Could you fairly say that it was planned prior to 
Malta but -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, it was after Malta because the 
purpose was tied to the briefing of the Malta summit, and that was 
one of the triggering affairs. Now, as I said again in this June 20 
statement, it has always been the President's intention to want to 
resume some kind of dialogue with China. And he has yn gs! 
looked for that ity as we go down the road as part of his 
continuing analysis. He talked to Scowcroft and he talked to your 
friend, Mr. Kissinger, and talked to others -- I'm sure that's your 
next question, Nick. So anyway, that's a continuing process. 


Q next question was, did he talk at all with 
Gorbachev about , the relations that either of the superpowers 
should have with China? 


MR. FITZWATER: It didn't come up in any of the bilateral 
meetings I was in. I can't speak for the one-on-ones. 


Q Do oy er to know whether his dinner with Henry 
Kissinger affected his decision to engage in this mission, whether 
that was part of Kissinger's advice? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. I know Kissinger advised 
the same thing; that we couldn't afford to keep China in the dark 
forever. But beyond that, I don't know about how specific his advice 
was. 


Q You said Scowcroft didn't have any quid pro quo 
ls. Did he carry any kind of written message from the 
President to the Chinese leaders? 


MR. FITZWATER: That I don't know. I forgot to ask. I 
should know that, but I don't. 


Q During the press conference a few weeks before 
Malta, the President said he has made to the Chinese sone 
recommendations that he wanted to keep secret. Was this visit part 
of these recommendations? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, as I said, there have been contacts 
through Baker, Ambassador Lilly and others, and so there 
have been those kinds of contacts. I assume that's what the 
President was referring to. 
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Q The President has said before that he was concerned 
about the kind of signals that his personal actions would take. He 
cited the fact that he wasn't going to Berlin to dance on the Wall 
because it would appear that he was gloating over the spread of 

in Eastern Europe. Did he -- or did anybody in the 
administration sit down and express the kind of concern over the 
signal that this visit would send -- Brent Scowcroft toasting the 
leaders of China? 


MR. FITZWATER: The President felt this visit was sending 
exactly the right signals; that we wanted to confer with China, that 
we wanted to engage them in a dialogue and that we wanted to urge 
them to take steps that would help restore relations with the United 
States generaily. 


Q No concern it might send the wrong signal? 
Obviously, you anticipated this reaction -- 


MR. FITZWATER: We think it sent the right ay to the 
Chinese leadership and to the American people. You're going to find 
critics who argue -- there were critics all along. But the President 
feels comfortable that he's done the right thing in terms of 
making this move, in terms of relationships with China, and that the 
American people will understand the need to do this. 


Q I'd like to raise another subject -- the subject of 
the defense budget and Soviet defense spending. If the President had 
an assessment in May that they were cutting defense, why did he say 
through November that they were increasing defense spending? 


MR. FITZWATER: You'll recall we discussed this at length 
back in early November when the preliminary -- some of the 
preliminary findings of this report were published. And I would just 

ize that back in May -- at that preliminary stage, this report 
said that there appeared to be a pattern of change and the language 
was very consistent, probably actually less conclusive than Chairman 
Gorbachev, who you'll recall at the U.N. meeting said were going 
to cut 500,000 conventional forces. He said they were going to cut 
19 percent of their defense budget, et cetera. 


The point being that in spite of these suppositions at 
that time, there was no real evidence of it. And we were fairly 
clear at that time in saying the Soviets claim they're making 
changes; they claiz they're cutting the t, but we need to see 
it. And that still is the same way, actually. We are beginning to 
see more evidence than we saw a few months ago. General Galvin, I 
thought, gave a rather good interview again on Brinkley's show on 
Sunday about the changes that he is seeing in the Warsaw Pact as 
Commander of the NATO forces. 


And we are beginning to see some changes, but they have 
not been very concrete or very dramatic. And as President Bush 
pointed out in Malta, we still don't know what the total budget is. 
So, 19 percent of what? We don't know. 


Q To follow up, rather than saying you are not seeing 
evidence of cuts, in fact, during that time you were stating -- a 
number of officials were stating that was evidence that there was 
growth taking place. 


MR. FITZWATER: That's correct. And one of the eeee 
that we had seen was that while there appeared to be some reductions 
on the conventional side, there appeared to growth in the strategic 
modernization side. And we still aren't sure that that isn't the 
case. So we had resarvations then, we still have reservations now. 
This report is os to be done in April. Hopefully, by then 
we'll be more conclusive, but I don't think we've ever suggested 
anything other than what this report shows all the way along. It's 
been an evolutionary process. We've seen a lot of changes. The 
Soviet Union has been making changes in their budget. And our 
comments in this study reflect that. 
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Q Marlin, you've seen the reports about Gorbachev's 
threat to resign under heavy criticism of what he did at Malta, and 
there's also this unprecedented meeting of the all-union officers 


| of the armed forces of the seventh -- military leaders, in 
et Union who are -- hold similar sentiments against what 
Gorbachev did. Are you concerned about that? Do feel that the 
net effect of Malta for Gorbachev was to improve his position 
internally in the Soviet Union, or that it might create greater 
problems for hin? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, first of all, it’s very difficult 
for us to comment on these internal actions. We don't really know 
many of the ramifications, or what precipitated the Chairman's 
comments and that sort of thing. Whether or not Malta helped him or 
not, again, it's hard to say. I mean -- Malta, afterall, was a 
meeting; it was not a policy action of the kind that would be 
expected to actually change opinions and events. So it's -- it's 

ust herd to say. I mean, I don't know any way we could make a 


Q Marlin, excuse me for coming back to this, but in 
this country, people who order the surder of other people are 
prosecuted. Would you explain to me how toasting the people in China 
who ordered hits sends the right signal? 


MR. FITZWATER: The system of persecution and subsequent 
prosecution, if you will, in China is not the same as ours. 
Obviously -- (Laughter.) Obviously, not condoned and we have spoken 
out against it in many ways. That doesn't mean that you don't do 
business with a country because you don't agree with their 
government. I don't know. What else do you want to know? What was 
the rest of your question? 


Q You've responded. Thank you. 


Q On that same subject, in his June press conference, 
the President was asked what it would take to get relations back to 
normal. And he said it would take a recognition of the rights of 
individuals and respect for the rights of those who disagree. Is 
that still our policy? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. We're not back to normal. We do 
not have normal relations with China. This trip did not result in 
normal relations with China. This trip was not intended to develop 
normal relations with China in any immediate sense. It's going to 
happen over a longer period of time, we hope, but there is not such 
different today than there was three days ago, at least in terns of 
actual normalization of relations. We have the same concerns. We 
have the same indignation. We have the same principles. We have the 
same urgings for their country that we had before. 


Q Well, in what way are relations not normal? I mean, 
it seems like a senior member of the U.S. government toasting the 
leader of China is fairly normal. So in what way are relations not 
normal? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, it's not. And I don't think you 
really mean that if you think that normal relations means trade and 
commerce and military relationships and all the issues that we talked 
about earlier. 


Q Marlin, was there any analysis made on what this 
would do to Gorbachev's domestic opponents? We've said we want to 
see perestroika succeed and we want to see Gorbachev succeed, but 
this would seem to indicate that Gorbachev's internal rivals could 
say, well, the United States will do business regardless. 


MR. FITZWATER: We don't believe that's the case. The 
situation is different. People should not make those kinds of 
judgments, and we don't believe they will. I remind you all that the 
President's approval by the public has been very high of his 
management of the si’ tion. 
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Q Cool . 
Q See what it is next week. 


MR. FITZWATER: On the China issue. And i suspect you'll 
find more understanding of what this is all about than you think. 


Q Marlin, was this a plot to show that the President 
doesn't always do everything by the polls and that people will find 
popular? (Laughter.) 


Q Marlin, what is the White House reaction to the 
Iragi space capability, and do they see this as posing a threat to 
the Middle East and the rest of the world? 


MR. FITZWATER: I'm sorry, Norm. I don't have any 
details on that. ' 


Q Marlin, just so we can close the loop on these 
sanctions, will you please determine today whether your statement 
that the military sales sanction has not been changed is correct? 
Because I believe that you confirmed -- or administration people 
confirmed that, while we haven't allowed this material to leave the 
United States, we have allowed the Chinese to return to work on the 
aircraft in question. Could you take that question, please? 


. MR. FITZWATER: Yes, I'll ask the Pentagon. I don't have 
any idea. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:40 A.M. EST 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
I'd like to make one announcement It concerns a letter that 
the Secretary sent to the President of El Salvador. « 


In a letter to President Cristiani, delivered this 
weekend, Secretary Baker underscored the Administration's deep 
concern for the well-being of American and Salvadoran 
humanitarian and religious workers based in El Salvador. 

Noting President Cristiani's strong commitment to democracy, 
the Secretary called upon his government to take whatever steps 
are necessary to ensure the civil liberties, human rights, and 
security of these people are safeguarded and preserved. 


We have a copy of the letter available for you in the 
Press Office. That's my only announcement. be glad to take 
questions. 


Q On the same subject, do you have anything about 
the allegations of mistreatment of the supposed witness to the 
killings of the six Jesuits? 


ve Sure. First of all, let me say that we 
absolutely and unequivocally deny any allegation that U.S 
officials mistreated the witness Since the terrible killings 
took place, there have been many misinformed and 
unsubstantiated statements that have served to suggest that the 
U.S. Government wants to discredit this witness’ testimony 
Nothing could be further From the truth 


It appears that the archbishop has not been given the 
correct facts in this case We have a deep commitment to find 
the killers of Father Ellacuria and the others President 
Cristiani has requested US. assistance, and we are providing 
that assistance 


As we promised President Cristiani and the Salvadoran 
people, we are doing everything pussible to help the 
Salvadorans find the killers and bring them to justice. We 
expect this case to be investigated fully and promptly and that 
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those implicated by the investigation will be prosecuted. We 
have made this entirely clear to President Cristiani and to the 
armed forces. 


Q During the interrogation, were there any other 
parties present, such as Spanish or British? 


o Maybe if I review a little bit their role and how 
things proceeded here. The witness was brought to the United 
States because she, the Church, and the Spanish and French 
Ambassadors requested that she be brought here. The U.S 
Government assisted with her safe passage here. 


She was kept at US. Government expense in a hotel 
This was fully coordinated with the Jesuit community in the 
United States. The Jesuits could see her at any time they 
wished; and at the conclusion of her questioning, she was 
turned over to the care of the Jesuits 


The Departments of State and Justice provided 
humanitarian parole in the United States for the witness and 
for her family. The head of the U S -trained Salvadoran 
Special [nvestigative Unit and FBI agents, together, took the 
witness’ statement A State Department official also observed 
all these interviews 


Let me say that we extended every courtesy to her, 
including humanitarian parole, a place to stay, and security 
During the time she was under our protection, the church was 
given free access to her and never mentioned to us any 
allegation of mistreatment. 


Q Richard, how do you explain the fact that the 
witness apparently got the impression that the United States 
Government wanted her to provide testimony other than what she 
felt was the correct story? 


a 1 don't know why you say that “apparently it was 
the case." [f it was, [ can't explain it. 

Q These are the allegations that are being made 

a [ think the point is that we have tried to offer 


her every courtesy, in terms of treatment and security; that uw 
have tried to make sure that her story could be told to the 
investigators, and that she could be in @ pusition to give th» 
full truth of what she knows 


Q In whose contro] 16 the investigation being 
carried out? Who has ultimate control over the investigation 
of which she is a part’ 


a The investigation is being carried out, as we've 
said many times before, by the Special [Investigative Unit of 
the Salvadoran Government and FBI agents are assisting with 
that. 
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Q With respect to her interrogation, though, who 
were the authorities in control of that - 


A [ just said that. [ just said the head of the 
U.S:-+trained Salvadoran Special Investigative Unit and FBI 
agents took the witness’ testimony 


Q Okay. There have been reports that word in San 
Salvador has leaked out with respect to her performance on a 
lie detector test. Does the United States believe that 
officers of the SIU or officers of the FBI or other relevant 
personnel have leaked such information? 


a [I don't krow [ just don't know what's leaked 
and what's not. Some of her statement, I think, is a matter of 
public record in San Salvador, in the court records there. 

What was leaked and what wasn't, I just don't know. 


Q The allegation that [ believe the Jesuits are 
making in part is that the US. Embassy, through its 
information about the course of her interrogation is, in fact, 
leaking that. 


ia 1 don't know of anyone who leaked anything 
Certainly, it's not our position to do so. And if there was 
any leak, it was never authorized 


Q Richard, on the subject of this case, [{ gather 
that there is extensive fingerprint evidence at the scene of 
the murders that was found -- forensic evidence. As you know, 


all Salvadoran citizens are fingerprinted so that there is a 
bank of fingerprints of every single citizen. Has the 
Salvadoran Government asked the United States for any help, 
perhaps with one of those fancy, big computers that apparently 
can run through fingerprints and find and narrow down suspect« 
from very large numbers? 


“ I don't know, David 1 think as far as the 
internal process of how the investigation is going, that's 
really something mwre for the Salvadorans and, perhaps, for the 
FBI to talk about { don't have that kind of detail on what 
they're doing in the investigation 


Q Or what help they're asking for from the United 
States? 


a No, other than to note that they've asked for 
. certain assistance from the FUL, and we're providing it. 


Q (Inaudible) your question, are they any nearer 
than they were before in finding out who did this? 


a I don't have any summary of where the 
investigation stands right now { reiterate that we have 
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always said: that we expect the case to be handled fully and 
properly and promptly, and to make sure that those implicated 
are prosecuted. 


Q Another subject. It has been widely reported in 
Israel -- in fact, it was even debated in yesterday's 
government session - that Secretary Baker sent a message 
through Ambassador Brown to the [Israeli Government late last 
week suggesting that an Israeli delegation to some preparatory 
talks in Washington should accurately reflect the composition 
of -- sorry, not the composition, but the stance of the 
National Unity Government The United States has already been 
accused of interference in Israeli domestic affairs by the 
Deputy Prime Minister, and aides to the Prime Minister 
suggested that it was an affront on the part of the U.S. Can 
you respond to that at all? Was there such a cable from 
Secretary Baker? 


a I'm not prepared to go into any detail on the 
status of our efforts with the peace process. We have to say, 
as we said last week, that there is a great deal to be done. 
There are some key issues that we want to tackle. We'll be 
working with the governments of Egypt and of Israel on the 
steps needed to get to the trilateral meeting in Washington. 
But I'm not prepared to go into any detail on how we're working 
that. 


Q That doesn't seem to be a detail. That's a 
serious allegation of interference in domestic affairs 
Perhaps you could tell us if - 


a [ quess we see it differently. 


Q Can you tell whether a firm date has been set for 
the trilateral meeting in Washington of the foreign ministers? 


v4 No. 
Q Why 1s it that for weeks - 
a That's “no Firm date has been set." 


Why 1s it that for weeks or months, in fact, you 
insisted on the sanctity of the five points? However, once 
they are supposedly accepted in principle, the fifth point 
basically evaporates, vanishes into thin air, and the timetable 
set by the fifth point is not kept The reason given is an 
attempt to set an alternative timetable Why is it? 


“ Margaret explained all that even before we listed 
the five points. [C'll be glad to get you the transcript on 
that. 
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Q Richard, do you have any ccament, or does the 
State Department have any comment on Mr. Arafat's interview on 
NBC yesterday in his call for fairness by the United States 
administration? 


a No, [ don't 

Q And do you have a comment on over 90 schools. 
UNRWA schools, will not open tomorrow and will remain closed 
until January 10, or even more, by the Israelis in the 
territories? 


a Which schools? 


Q UNRWA schools - United Nations Relief & Works 
Agency schools, 96 schools, [ believe, which are - 

os I wasn't aware of that I'll have to look into 
it. 

Q Can you take the question, please? 

“ Yes 

Q And last but not least, do you have any comment 


on the story of Evans & Novak today that the State Department 
has a lot of praise for the Amos Perlmutter article in the 
Foreign Affairs Magazine about the need to establish a 
Palestinian state? 


i?) No, 1 don't have any comment 


Q The State Department was not elated about this, 
something that he wrote and he was considered a hard-liner of 
the Shamir types? 


a 1 haven't read the article I'm not going to 
have any commentary on it 


Q There is in Washington a high-level Palestinian 
official, or possibly a member of the Central Committee of 
Fatah. Any meetings to be held with him here in Washington’ 


fa Which official are we talking about? 

Q Mr. Khaled al-Hassan 

a No, there's no meetings with us 

Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Scowcroft's trip 
to China? 

a Well. l've qot three pages of quotes of what the 


Secretary said yesterday ['ll be happy to read them for you 








USOS.: 
e ia Monday, 12/11/89 | 


PRESS CORPS: No 
5 Okay. Well, by popular demand, I won't 


. Could you tell us, was there any progress in the 
talks with the Chinese? 


“ At this point, I'm not in @ position to give a 
readout. They just got back less than an hour ago, [ think 
I'm not in a@ position to give any readout 


Q How about something later in the day? 


“ It's possible that either here or at the White 
House, we'll try to give a readout later in the day. 


Q Could you say anything about the specific issues 
that were supposed to be raised, at any rate, besides just 
generally? 


o No, | can't Nothing more than what the 
Secretary said -- Malta; the status of the relationship; and I 
think he mentioned human rights as well 


Q What about the suggestion that the real issue was 
Chinese missiles to Syria? 


“ Again, in the context of this trip, I have to say 
that it was what [ just said - it was Malta. They talked 
about bilateral - seek ways to resolve bilateral differences 
So I don't have anymore detail on how this might have come up 
in the trip 


I can give you a little more general discussion of the 
M-9s and the missile proliferation dangers 


First, to point out that we have been sensitive to the 
dangers of missile proliferation, particularly in the Middle 
East, and we have raised the issue frequently at righ levels 
with the Chinese over the last two years The issue has been 
and remains high on our agenda with the Chinese 


I would note that today's official Kinhua News Agency 
report says that a Chinese spokesman yesterday termed foreign 
press reports that China will sell M-9 missiles “utterly 
groundless." According to Kinhua, the spokesman also said that 
"China has all along taken a serious and responsible attitude 
towards the sale of medium-range missiles Except its sale of 
a few missiles to Saudi Arabia, China has not sold and has no 
plan to sell any medium-range missile to any Middle East 
country." 





These are statements thet are similar to statements 
China has made in the past, and we think it's at least 
noteworthy that they have reiterated them 











S66 


-7- Monday, 12/11/89 


Q (Inaudible) 


A We had the question, "Do you believe them?" and 
I guess my only answer is that time will tell. ['m not ina 
position to predict the future. But I think, as I said, it's 
noteworthy that they made the statements again. 


Q Can you tell us something about the planning - 
A We had one back there. 
Q I'm sorry. I thought you were closing the 


briefing on us. Do you have any guidance on the New zealand 
delegation meeting upstairs for the next two days? 


Q Stay on China. 


A We'll stay on China, and then we'll do New 
Zealand. Okay. Steve? 


Q Thank you. Can you tell us something about the 
preparations, the planning for this trip? How long in advance 
it was envisaged? I know the pretext was the Malta briefing. 


A I don't have anything more on that to say. [ 
think Marlin said clearly that it was put on after Malta, but 
that's as much as ['m able to say as well. 


Q Put on? 

a Yes. 

Q It was conceived after Malta? No thought about 
it before that? 

A I think that's the way he explained it, yes. 

Q [s the President's subject this afternoon China’? 


You have to ask him when you see him. 


Q The British Government, as you know, has a 
previously-announced plan to ship the boat people from Hong 
Kong back to Vietnam, people who are regarded as economic 
refugees rather than political refugees lt does appear that. 
they're going ahead with that today and the First shipment of 
folk will leave Hong Kong today. What's the U.S. reaction to 
that, and what's your position on it? And are you continuing 
to try to persuade Britain to change its mind? 


A ['m afraid ['m going to have to leave that 
question for the Secretary and his party since they were just 
in London, and [ wouldn't want to try to comment on what they 
did there. 
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Q Can you restate your current position on it? 


a At this point, I think I really have to leave 
questions on this to the travelling party. 


. Q Mr. Boucher, is the U.S. Government concerned 
saad a possibility that China might have transferred its 
technology to Iraqi missile development and was it raised in 
Peking? 


A I really don't have any more comments on that 
subject and how it was raised in Beijing, so I just don't have 
anything to answer on that. 


Q On China again, there's a report that China has 
begun secret trials of students who were arrested in June -- 
just quite recently. Do you have anything on that? 


Aa We've seen reports over the last several months. 
I'm not aware of anything specific and new, and I don't think 
we've ever had confirmation. 


Q Sir, this visit to China is being taken as a 
gesture of good will by the Chinese. Does the U.S. Government 
expect anything in exchange? Is there any quid pro quo for 





this? 

a I think we have to leave it until we can get a 
further readout on the discussions to try to answer questions 
like that. 

Q Richard, there are four Ambassadors meeting in 
Berlin. Any report or accomplishment? 

A I believe we'll have a copy of their statement 
available - if not now, at least very soon -- in the Press 


Office. They met to discuss the Berlin Initiative. As you 
know, the Berlin [nitiative was proposed by President Reagan in 
1987 and endorsed by President Bush in Mainz this year. 


It involves Allied discussions with the Soviets to 
improve the situation in and around Berlin. Specifically, the 
Berlin Initiative involved a proposal by the Allies for talks 
in four areas: First was improving air traffic; second was 
bringing international conferences and meetings to Berlin; 
third was youth exchanges, and the fourth was holding 
international sports events in Berlin, including the Olympics 
You know as well that the President proposed in Malta that the 
Olympics of the year 2004 be held in Berlin. 


The meeting was held, if I can go back, because the 
Soviets indicated a willingness to meet to discuss this Berlin 
Initiative, which has been a longstanding Allied proposal. 
And, as [I said, we'll get you the statement after the briefing 








4 562 


-9- Monday, 12/11/89 


Q Richard, former President Carter, speaking in 
Atlanta on Saturday night, accused Israel implicitly of 
providing Ethiopia with cluster bombs for use against civilian 
populations in Eritrea and Tigre. Can you confirm that 
Ethiopia has indeed acquired cluster bombs recently? Can you 
confirm that Israel is the source? 


A I don't have anything on that subject. [ think 
you'd have to ask the countries supposedly involved. 


Q Can you say, though, what the United States' 
policy on the proliferation of cluster bombs is? 


A {[ don't have a policy on that. [I'll see if we 
have anything to say, but I'm not sure we have taken a position 


Q On this issue, can you take the question, due to 
the fact that the story says that the United States sold 
cluster bombs before to [srael -- and the story did not mention 
immediately Israel is, you know, U.S. ally -- and look into 
this because there will be a new twist into the delivery of 
cluster bombs made by Israel? 


A Okay. I'll look and see if there's any US. 
connection to cluster bombs. 


Q And there was a story also from the United 
Nations that the Soviet Union might follow suit with the United 
States about bringing the issue of Zionism and racism in 
today's paper. I[s the United States going to present such a 
resolution to the United Nations, that the Soviet Union might 
be voting with the United States to revoke that resolution of 
1975? 


A Well, this comes from a statement by the Vice 
President in a speech yesterday at Yeshiva University. He 
said, and we support, “The United States strongly supports the 
resolution in the U.N. to repeal Resolution 3379 which equates 
Zionism with racism " 


We have mentioned the question of repeal to the 
Soviets. We expect to continue to discuss this with the 
Soviets and with others in order to develop support for such a 
move. We would be pleased if the Soviets would co-sponsor a 
resolution to repeal the infamous equation of Zionism with 
racism, but they have so far not indicated whether or not they 
will do so. 


We believe that such a move is long overdue. It would 
promote prospects for peace in the Middle East in our view, but 
at this point L'm not in a position to predict exactly when 
such a move might come. i 


Q In what way would it. promote peace, help promote 
peace in the Middle East? 





“SCS 


-10- Monday, 12/11/89 ° 





A Well, given that we think the equation of Zionism 
with racism harms peace, it would stand to reason that getting 
rid of it would be helpful to the process. 


Q Richard, is the State Department concerned about 
events in Yugoslovia -- the growing ethnic tensions, especially 
between the Serbs and the Slovenes? 


A Did you read this guidance? 
Q No. (Laughter) 


A We are greatly concerned by the growing tensions 
and conflicts among the Republics and national groups that make 
up Yugoslavia. Mutual respect, adherence to democratic 
principles and a commitment to avoiding violence are crucial to 
resolving the situation 


The U.S. supports and will continue to support a 
united federal Yugoslavia in which human rights and civil 
rights of all citizens are protected. The U.S. strongly 
supports the ongoing efforts of Yugoslav Prime Minister 
Markovic to create a market-based economy and to promote 
greater political pluralism. We urge all Yugoslavs to put 
aside their differences and to focus their energies on this 
important reform effort. 


Q Will U.S. policy toward Yugoslavia change at all 
if the hopes you just expressed don't materialize? 


A Well, let's hope that they do materialize. Il 
think that's where we should leave it for the moment. 


Q I didn't read the Kiwi guidance, but I'd like to 
see it, please. 


A Okay. You're speaking about New Zealand, I take 
it. A New Zealand delegation, headed by Assistant Foreign 
Secretary Terence O'Brien, is in Washington this week for two 
days of discussions of developments in the South Pacific. The 
U.S. delegation will be led by Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
State Marilyn Meyers. 


These talks are consistent with standing U.S. policy 
towards New Zealand. While we recognize that fundamental 
security-related disagreements remain, those differences do not 
preclude discussion of non-security issues on which we have 
maintained a regular and productive dialogue. 


Q Are other such meetings of this type expected in 
the future? 


A Il assume so, since it's a regular and productive 
dialogue. But [ don't have any specific predictions. 
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Q Would you get us a readout, or could we have a 
news conference or something tomorrow? 
A I'll see if we can get you a readout of some sort. 
Q A comment on the new Czech Government? 
A We welcome the formation of Czechoslovakia's new 


coalition government. We hope it will move quickly to effect 
the many reforms desired by the Czechoslovak people. 


Let me note in this context the biographies of some of 
the people in the new government. I[n September, Secretary 
Baker raised three political prisoner cases with Czechoslovak 
Foreign Minister Johanes. Now, in this new government, two of 
these prisoners -- Jan Carnogursky and Miroslav Kusy -- have 
Cabinet posts. 


Carnogursky is Deputy Premier; Kusy oversees 
information services. Foreign Minister Johanes has been 
replaced by Jiri Dienstbier, who also spent many years in 
prison for his support of Freedom and dignity. 


The new government, then, includes many courageous 
Czechoslovaks who have devoted themselves to the growth of 
democratic values and civil liberties. It is indeed welcome 
news when such people are in a position to put into practice 
the values for which they have sacrificed so much. 


Q Does the Department see any contradiction in the 
constant stress of human rights and democratization in Eastern 
Europe and the lack thereof in China? 


A No. 1 mean, I think the stress on human rights 
is worldwide. [fhe Secretary yesterday in discussing China said 
that the delegation was to raise and indeed did raise our human 
rights concerns. He expressed the President's continuing 
strong view about the events of Tiananmen Square and noted that 
our sanctions remain. So [ think that the U.S. record on 
supporting human rights is worldwide and is very good. 


Q One of those sanctions was no high-level visits. 


A lt was high-level exchanges, as you remember. We 
didn't say ever that diplomatic contacts would stop, and indeed 
the Secretary has met twice with the Foreign Minister in the 
last few months. 


Q Bulgaria has announced today that there would be 
free elections next year Do you have any reaction? 


a Well, my reaction on Bulgaria is largely devoted 
to noting the demonstration over the weekend when 50,000 peop|+ 
demonstrated in a peaceful demonstration We took that as a 
welcome sign that the government was permitting Freedom to 
assemble and permitting people to speak out more than they had 
in the past. 
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We think that the government should listen to the 
voice of the people, and particularly note that they called for 


constitutional reform, real pluralism and human rights for all 
Bulgarian citizens. 


I didn't realize that they had made the announcement 
this morning, but that would certainly be welcome news along ; 
this line as well. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the 
anti-government demonstration yesterday in Nicaragua? 


a The anti-government demonstration or the - 
Q Sorry. The opposition -- 

a Okay. the opposition rally. 

Q [ didn't read it. (Laughter) 


A That's clear. A Sandinista-controlled mob, 
wielding clubs and machetes, attacked a peaceful National 
Opposition Union rally in Masatepe December 10, turning it into 
ariot. Sandinista police and security forces, though asked to 
intervene by international observers, did nothing to halt the 
violence. 


This is the latest ina string of Sandinista-—sponsored 
attacks on Nicaragua's internal opposition. Since the 
Sandinistas lifted the cease-fire November 1, they have 
increased attacks on opposition rallies and increased threats 
and arrests of opposition supporters At Cofradia December 3. 
a Sandinista mob attacked a peaceful opposition meeting with 
rocks and assault rifles, injuring 20, including women and 
children. 


The Sandinistas promised at. Tesoro Beach to hold free 
and fair elections We call on them to live up to this promise 
by ending attacks on the opposition. 


We note the Sandinista regime is at a crossroads. [It 
can hold free and fair elections without violence and 
intimidation and begin the process of bringing peace to 
Nicaragua, or it can continue to turn the thugs loose on 
peaceful opposition rallies, thereby ensuring that the election 
results will be deemed illegitimate and that the crisis in 
Central America will continue 


Q Do you have anything on the anti-government riots 
in refugee camps -- Palestinian refugee camps in Jordan? 


a No, I don't 
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Q There are reports from Paris now there is no 
question of French military intervention in the Comoros 
Islands. Does the United States consider some internationally 
concerted action to rescue those islands from the group of 
mercenaries? 


i) I'm not aware of any plans to that effect. I can 
look into ic for you. 


Q Did you have anything on the meetings in Central 
America at San Jose? 


a You mean the summit? 
Q Yes. 


A No. 1 think we decided we better hold off until 
it was over. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Kelly in the Middle 
East? 


A No, 1 don't. 1 think we talked about his trip 
last week, just to note that he was out there briefing several 
governments on the Malta meetings. 


Q He's not back yet? 
4 Yes. He is back. 
Q Nothing out of the - 


a Let me see if we can get you the standard list of 
stops, and what he discussed. 


Q Anything on the anti-apartheid meeting this 
weekend and their call for negotiations following certain 
conditions? 


a Yes During her meeting last summer with 
President Bush, Mrs. Albertina Sisulu requested U.S. support 
for this conference We had subsequently urged the South 
African Government to allow it to take place. We commend the 
South African Government for doing so and for releasing 
political prisoners such as Walter Sisulu who played such an 
important role in the conference 


Opportunities such as this for anti-apartheid groups 
to come together to exchange views and develop positions 
represent an essential preparatory stage for the negotiating 
process which must emerge in South Africa 


Q Anything on the substance of what they put 
forward? 


A No, 1 don't 
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Q Do you have any word on what's going to happen 
with Nelson Mandela? Do you expect him to be released next 
year? 
a I think we have to leave it to others to make 


predictions. We've always held that his release was a very 
important factor in taking steps towards peace. 


Q Did you have anything on the Dalai Lama's receipt 
of the prize and his comments on China? 


a No. We commented on that when it was announced 
at the time. 


Q But not on the substance of his rémarks. 
A No. 
Q Was the U.S. Ambassador present for the award? 


Do you know? 


a 1 don't know. I'll have to check. I assume that 
if the diplomatic community is invited, he was. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 p.m.) 
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Press Statement For Immediate Release 


SECRETARY'S LETTER TO PRESIDENT CRISTIANI 
(Begin Text) DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: 


OVER THE LAST SEVERAL WEEKS. A NUMBER OF RELIGIOUS LEADERS IN 
THE U.S. HAVE BROUGHT TO bie | ADMINISTRATION'S ATTENTION THEIR 
DEEP CONCERN OVER THE FATE OF RELIGIOUS WORKERS IN EL SALVADOR, 
BOTH FPOREIGN AND SALVADORAN. I SHARE THOSE CONCERNS. AS I KNOW 
YOU DO AS WELL. IN A STATEMENT ON 18 NOVEMBER, YOU UNDERSCORED 
YOUR COMMITMENT TO DEMOCRACY AND FREEDOM BY STATING YOU WOULD 
NOT ALLOW EL SALVADOR TO RETURN TO THE TIMES WHEN GROUPS OF ALL 
STRIPES FURTHERED THEIR CAUSE THROUGH VIOLENCE. 


I THINK THESE SENTIMENTS ARE PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT WITH REGARD 
TO THE WELL-BEING OF THE RELIGIOUS COMMUNITY AND HUMANITARIAN 
ASSISTANCE WORKERS, WHOSE CIVIL LIBERTIES, SECURITY. AND BASIC 
HUMAN RIGHTS MUST BE SAFEGUARDED. THE FMLN HAS SOUGHT TO 
POLARIZE EL GALVADOR, TO ELICIT A REPRESSIVE REACTION TO THEIR 
CAMPAIGN OF VIOLENCE AND ASSASSINATION. I HOPE DURING THESE 
DIFFICULT DAYS YOU WILL GIVE YOUR PERSONAL ATTENTION TO THE 
WELFARE OF HUMANITARIAN AND RELIGIOUS WORKERS IN EL SALVADOR. 


SINCERELY, JAMES A. BAKER [II 
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US DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Office of the assistant Secretary/Spokesman 
December ll, 1989 
Taken Question Dec. 11 Press Briefing 


UNRWA SCHOOLS 

Q: Any comment on the Israeli closing of UNRWA schools in the 

occupied territories? : 

A: --THE UNITED STATES HAS CONSISTENTLY ADVOCATED 
THE REOPENING OF SCHOOLS IN THE OCCUPIED 
TERRITORIES. WE CAN SEE NO POSITIVE BENEFIT TO 
ANYONE IN KEEPING THEM CLOSED. WE URGE ISRAEL 


TO PERMIT THESE SCHOOLS TO REOPEN AS SOON AS 


POSSIBLE. 
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Press Release 





The ambassadors of France, the United Kingdom, the United 
States, and the Soviet Union, met on Monday, 11 December, at 
the Allied Control Authority Building for two and a half 
hours. The Western Ambassadors set out their proposals under 
the Berlin Initiative. The Soviet Ambassador expressed 


favorable interest. 


During the meeting, thege was a common understanding of the 
importance of stability, and confidence was expressed that the 
United States, the United Kingdom, France and the Soviet Union 
could contribute to that on the basis of the Quadripartite 


Agreement of 1971. 


The Soviet Ambassador made some general comments, which the 
Western Ambassadors will report to their governments. The 
exchange of views was conducted in a business-like and 


constructive atmosphere. 


Purther meetings at appropriate levels may take place. 


a 
%, 
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U.S. Departmert of State 
Office of the Assistant Secretary/Spokesman 
December ll, 1989 





Taken Question December 11 Press Briefing 
POLICY ON CLUSTER BOMBS _ 

Q. What is our policy on cluster bombs? 

A: SALES OF CLUSTER BOMB UNITS (CBUS) ARE SUBJECT TO 


THE STRICT REQUEREMENTS IMPOSED UNDER FOREIGN MILITARY 
SALES PROCEDURES. THUS, THEY ARE TO BE USED SOLELY 
FOR PURPOSES OF INTERNAL SECURITY, LEGITIMATE SELF 
DEFENSE, OR REGIO* AL OR COLLECTIVE ARRANGEMENTS 
CONSISTENT WITH THE UN CHARTER. THEY CANNOT BE 
TRANSFERRED TO A THIRD COUNTRY WITHOUT USG 

PERMISSION. ALTHOUGH THE U.S. DOES NOT HAVE A 
SPECIFIC POLICY GOVERNING THE SALE OF CBUS, PREVIOUS 
SALES HAVE BEEN MADE IN ACCORDANCE WITH ASSURANCES 
FROM THE PURCHASING GOVERNMENT WHICH TAKE INTO ACCOUNT 
OUR HUMAN RIGHTS CONCERNS, IN PARTICULAR, OUR CONCERNS 
REGARDING THE USE OF SUCH WEAPONS IN CIVILIAN 


- +~ ' 
POPULATED AREAS. 
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‘Taken Question December 11 Press Briefing 


SALE OF CLUSTER BOMBS TO ISRAEL 
Q. Did we sell cluster bombs to Israel? 


WE an, Se CLUSTER MUNITIONS TO ISRAEL UNDER 
OUR FOREIGN MILITARY SALES PROGRAM AFTER RECEIVING 
APPROPRIATE ASSURANCES AS TO THEIR USE FROM THE 
ISRAELI GOVERNMENT IN 1976 AND LATER IN 1978. 
PRESIDENT REAGAN BANNED THE SALE OF THESE MUNITIONS TO 
ISRAEL IN 1982 AFTER ISRAEL USED THEM IN CIVILIAN 
POPULATED AREAS IN LEBANON IN VIOLATION OF CERTAIN 
ASSURANCES GIVEN TO US ON THEIR USE. IN NOVEMBER 
1988, PRESIDENT REAGAN DETERMINED THAT THE BAN ON THE 
SALE OF CLUSTER MUNITIONS TO ISRAEL WAS NO | \NGER 
WARRANTED AND LIFTED IT. THERE HAVE BEEN NO SALES OF 
CLUSTER BOMBS To ISRAEL SINCE THE BAN WAS LIFTED. 


*. 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OF fice of the Assistant Secretary/Spokesman 
our December 11, 1989 
Taken Question December 11 Press Briefing 


SITUATION IN COMOROS 





Q: Are there any plans for the U.S. to join in an 
international effort to rescue the Comoros Islands from the 


mercenaries? ‘. 


A: WE CLEARLY WANT TO SEE THE RETURN TO A SITUATION WHERE THE 
COMOROS ARE GOVERNED BY THE COMORIANS THEMSELVES. HOWEVER, 
THERE ARE NO PLANS POR THE U.S. TO BECOME INVOLVED IN ANY 


INTERNATIONAL “RESCUE*EFFORT. 
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Taken Question December 11 Press Briefing 


KELLY TRAVEL 
Q: What can you give us on Assistant Secretary Kelly’s trip? 
A: --ASSISTANT SECRETARY KELLY VISITED EGYPT. 
JORDAN, INDIA, ISRAEL, PAKISTAN, AND SAUDI ARABIA 
TO BRIEF ON THE RESULTS OF THE MALTA MEETINGS 
BETWEEN PRESIDENT BUSH AND PRESIDENT 
GORBACHEV. HE MET WITH EMBASSY AND HOST 


GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS. 
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Taken Question Dec. 11. Press Briefing 


US AMBASSADOR AT NOBEL PEACE CEREMONIES 





Q: Was the U.S. Ambassador present at this year's Nobel 
Peace Prize ceremonies in Oslo? 


A: YES, THE AMERICAN MISASSADOR WAS PRESENT, AS WERE 


REPRESENTATIVES OF MOST EMBASSIES IN OSLO. 
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Q. WHAT DO YOU MEAN THERE WAS A RISK TFAT IT WOULD NOT 
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FM AMEMPBASSY FRUSSELS 

TO SECSTATE WASFDC IMMEDIATE 9447 

INFO USIA WASPDC IMMEDIATE 6261 

UNCLAS SECTION 02 OF 34 BRUSSFLS 16224 

DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 

DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR BRENT SCOWCROFT AND WHITE ROUSE 
FOP MR. FITZWATFR AND MR. POPADITY 

USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

E.0. 12756: N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKER, JAMFS A.) 

SUBJECT: FASTPRESS 

CONTINUE PEACEFULLY? 

A. WELL, THERE IS STILL SOME RISK PECAUSE YOU HAVE A 
SITUATION IN THE GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC WHERE SOME 
PFOPLF ARE GOING INTO SECURITY OFFICES AND CONFISCATING 
OR PROTFCTING FILES AND DOING THAT SORT OF THING. SC 
THERE IS THE POSSIBILITY OF SOME BREA<DOWN OF AUTHORITY 
IN THE GDR. 

Q. HOW MUCH CONCERN DO YOU FAVE THAT IF THINGS DID 
DETERIORATE OR IN FACT THF REGIME TFFRE LOST ALL 
CREDIBILITY, THAT TPE SOVIETS WOULD AT SOME POINT FEEL 
TFEY HAD TO COME IN OR IS THAT -- 
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A. THE SOVIETS HAVF TOLD US THAT THEY ARF NOT COING TO 
DO THAT SO - YOU KNOW, I CAN’T SPECULATE WITE YOU AROUT 
IT OR FYPOTHESIZE WITH YOU APOUT IT OTAFR TRAN TO SAY 
THAT THFY HAVE SAID IT FOR A LONG TIME; THFRE YAVF PFEN 
EVENTS THAT FAVE TAYEN PLACE IN A NUMBFR OF TEESE 
FASTERN FUROPFAN COUNTRIFS TFAT UNDER THE OLD RULES OF 
THE GAME WOULD FAVE INVITED A SCVIET CRACKTOWN AND WE 


EAVENT SEEN THE FIRST SIGN OF IT. UNTIL WF DC I DON’T 
TEINK WF ARF GOING T0 GET IT. 
Q. ARE YOU SATISFIED HAVING TALXED TO ROTH GERMANYS NOw 
THAT REUNIFICATION WILL NOT 3E SOMETHING TERY RUSH INTO, 
THAT IT WILL PE ALONS THE LINES OF THF PRESIDENTS 
PRINCIPLE, GRADUAL AND STEP PY STEP ANT SO FORTH? 
A: ANOTFER REASON, REALLY, THAT I WANTED TO GO TODAY - 
THIS AFTERNOON - WAS BECAUSF [I THIN® WFR NEFD TO DEAL 
WITH THIS QUESTION OF REUNIFICATION IN TEE CONTEXT OF 
THF - NOT JUST THE PRINCIPLES I ENUNCIATFD IN TEE SPEECH 
- PUT IN THE CONTEXT OF A LARGER EUROPE. IT WAS 
UNCLASSIFIED / PAGE 3 
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INTERESTING TO TALK TO THESE CHURCH LEADERS ABOUT THFIR 
VIEW OF REUNIFICATION. TREIR VIEW, FOR INSTANCE, IS 
THAT REUNIFICATION WILL MEAN THE SALVATION OF THEIR 
ECONOMIC PROBLEMS. AND, WF TALFED AT SOME LENGTH ABOUT 
TEE FACT THAT IT IS FNTIRELY POSSIBLE TEAT ECONOMIC 
REUNIFICATION WILL TAZE PLACE DF FACTO IN ANY EVENT 
WITHOUT CROSSING THE BRIDGE OF POLITICAL REUNIFICATION. 
AND, THAT’S SOMETHING I AM NOT SURE THEY EAD REALLY 
FOCUSED ON. 

A: ON THAT POINT, CAN YOU RE MORE SPECIFIC AROUT WHAT 
SORT OF ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE DOWN TRE ROAD? CAN YOU BF 
UNCLASSIFIED 

UNCLASSIFIED 

PAGE 22 BRUSSE 16024 @2 OF @4 1311212 

MORE SPFCIFIC ABOUT WHAT SORT OF ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE THE 
UNITED STATES AND ITS ALLIFS IN THE WEST WOULD ®F 
PREPARED TO OFFER TO ZAST GERMANY SPECIFICALLY? 

Q: WHAT I SAID WAS - LOOX, IF YOU CARRY FORWARD WITE 
YOUR REFCRMS AS YOU HAVE PROMISFD TEE PFOPLE YOU ARE 
GOING TO DO AND YOU JAVE A GOVERNMENT TFPAT CAN SPEAK FOR 
TEF PEOPLE AND RFPRESEYTS TRE PFOPLE, I WOULD EXPECT 


TEAT TEE WEST WOULD APPROACH YOUR ECONOMIC SITUATION IN 
TRE SAME WAY THAT TUEY FAVE APPROACSED THAT OF POLAND 
AND HUNGARY - TEF SAME KIND OF RFSPONSFS. RUT, YOU NEFD 
TO DO WFAT POLAND AND RUNGARY HAVE DONF. 

Q: I DON’T KNOW YOU WELL ENOUGH YET TO XNOW IF YOU ARE 
A MOOD MAN OR NOT BUT SOME OF TPF THINGS YOU DID TODAY 
WERE TO OVERUSE THE PHRASE THAT IS CVERUSED - CUITE 
HISTORIC. YOU WENT INTO FAST GERMANY IN A WAY TUAT NO 
OFFICIAL OF YOUR CALIBER FAS GONE IN FORTY-FIVF YEARS; 
YOU VISITED TRE WALL - THE FIRST BUSH ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICIAL - AND SO ON. YOU WENT ACROSS THE GLIFNICKE 
BRIDGE. DOES ANY OF THAT STIR ANYTHING IN YOUR MIND OR 
YOUR EMOTIONS AROUT THE ACTIONS THAT YC! TOOK TODAY? 

A: WELL, LET MF SAY TRAT I FELT THAT WHAT I BAD TO SAY 
AT LUNCH TODAY WAS VERY IMPORTANT BECAUSE WEAT I DID 
TODAY AT LUNCF WAS TO LAY OUT - AT LEAST AS WE SEE IT - 
OUR VIEW OF TEE CHANGES THAT HAVE BEEN TAKING PLACH; 
OUR VIEW OF TEE CHANGED EUROPE AND WHAT THE UNITED 
STATES” RELATION AND RESPONSE TO T7AT OUGHT TO BE. AND 
I THOUGHT THAT WAS VERY IMPORTANT. AND I WILL TELL YOU 
STRAIGHT OUT THAT I HOPE YOU DON’T LOSE THAT IN THE 
ENTHUSIASM FOR THE VISIT TO POTSDAM. WHAT I FEEL IS 
THAT THIS IS A VERY HISTORIC PROCESS TFAT’S TAKING PLACE 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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DEPARTMENT FOR PA AND PA/PRESS 

DEPARTMENT PASS NSC FOR ®RFNT SCOWCROFT AND WHITF HOUSE 
FOR MR. FITZWATFR AND MR. POPADIUZ 

USIA FOR P ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR 

F.0. 12356: N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKER, JAMES A.) 

SUBJECT: FASTPRESS 

IN EUROPE. THAT IS WAY I THOUGHT IT WAS IMPORTANT THAT 
WE SPEAK TO TREAT PROCESS AND SPEAK TO TFOSE CHANGES AND 
TRY AND ARTICULATE OUR VIFW OF TYR WAY WR OUGHT TO 
RESPOND. I FFEL TRE SAME WAY, RALPH, APOUT TERE VISIT 
WITH MODROW. BUT NOW, YOU KNOW, I MET WITH THE FORFIGN 
MINISTFP OF CZFCHOSLOVAKIA AT THF UNITED NATIONS. 8F’S 
GONE. I MET WITH THE FORFIGN MIVISTER CF BULGARIA AT 
TRE UNITED NATIONS. THESE WERE THINGS TOO TPAT BY THE 
WAY WFRF NOT - I SUPPOSE YOU COULD SAY - STRICTLY BY TEF 
BOCK. I MET WITH TEE FORFIGN MINISTER OF BULGARIA, TOO, 
AT TEE UNITFD NATIONS AND YE IS NOW THF PRIME MINISTER 
OF BULGAPIA. 
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Q: CHANCE OF EITHER BEING GONE OR? (LAUGRTER) 

A: INTEPESTINGLY FNOUGH, THERF WERF SOMF PEOPLE WHO 
MADE SOME COMMENTS TODAY IN WEST BFRLIV. TARLE TALK, 
JUST IDLE TABLE TALK AROUND THE TABLE. WRAT DO YOU 
THINK MOPROW’S CHANCFS ARE? ONF FAIRLY WFLL-PLUGGEFD IN 


SOURCE, I THINK, SAID MAYBE FIFTY-FIFTY. INTFRESTINGLY 
ENOUGH, THE CHURCH LEADERS ALL SAID OUR HOPE, OUR BOPF 
FOR OUR REFORM SUCCEEDING RESTS WITH MODROW. HE IS THE 
ONLY ONF THAT MAY BE ABLF TO CARRY US THPOUGH TO THE 
ELECTIONS. NOW, THESE ARE TRE PEOPLE WEO EAVE REEN IN 
THE FOREFRONT OF THIS REFORM MOVEMENT. 

Q: DO YOU HAVE ANY IDEAS FOP ANYTHING YOU COULD DO TO 
HELP THEM MAKE IT TO MAY 6TE? DID IT FVER CET VERY 
SPECIFIC OR WAS IT MORE GENERAL? 

A: IT WAS BASICALLY - IT WAS PRETTY GFNERAL. HF DID 
SAY THAT WE NEED FROM THE WEST ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE, AWD 
I TOLD YOU WHAT I SAID TO THAT, ~ WF NFED POLITICAL 
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SIGNALS. AND, I SAID TO THAT - TEAT WAS WHY I WAS 
TEERE. THAT THAT WAS THF BFST WAY WE COULD TEINS OF TO 
SEND A POLITICAL SIGNAL; TEAT WE WANT TFIS REFORM 
PROCESS TO GO FORWARD AND WE WANT IT TO SUCCEED; AND 
SOME IN TEE WEST, AND INDEFD SOMF IN THF GDP, HAD TOLD 
US THAT THIS TRANSITION GOVERNMENT CR INTFRI¥ GOVERNMENT 
OR RECENT GOVERNMENT - CHARACTFRIZE IT ANY WAY YO WANT 
- OFFERFD THE BEST HOPE OF MOVING THAT FORWARD. 

Q: DC YOU SEE WEST GERMANY (INAUDIBLE) DEFENSIVELY? 
YOU SPOKE OF ECONOMIC AID IN A SORT OF POLAND-SUNGARY 
APPROACE BUT CAN YOU EXPAND ON TFAT. IS TEEPE A WFST 
GERMAN, WOULD YOU EAVE IT MULTI-"ATIONAL? WOULD YOU 
UNCLASSIFIED 
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HAVE WEST GERMANY ORVIOUSLY PLAY A LFADING ROLE FOR...? 
A: I DON’T TEINK -- WELL, AGAIN I WILL REFER YOU TO TEE 
SPEECH. IN THE SPEECH I SAID WE WOULD FOPE THAT THE 
G-24, WITH IMPORTANT INPUT FROM THE COMMUNITY, WOULD 


SEPVE AS A VEHICLE TO ASSIST OTHER EASTERN FUROPEAN 
COUNTRIES THAT WERE REFORMING AS POLAND - (INTERRUPTION, 
INAUDIBLE). WELL, ALL OF THEM, CZECROSLOVAXIA, 
BULGARIA, AND EAST GERMANY. 

Q: DOES IT NOT MAKE YOU FFEL SOMEWEAT AWKWARD TO BE IN 
EAST EUROPE AND IN WEST GERMANY PREACEING TEAT TSE 
COMMUNIST GOVERNMENTS HERE MUST RAVE BONA FIDE ELECTIONS 
AND THEY MUST CLFAN UP THFIR HUMAN RIGHTS ACT WEFN TRE 
PRESIDENT HAS JUST SENT BRENT SCOWCROFT AND EAGLERURCER 
TO CHINA. DO YOU NOT SEE THOSE AS INCONSISTENT? 

A: WELL, I REALLY DON’T BFCAUSF WE ARF ‘OT SANCTIONING 
TEESE GOVERNMENTS EERE AND WE HAVE SANCTICNFD TRE 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT. WE TOOK SOME ACTIONS. I HAVE 
ALREADY SPOKEN TC THIS, JOEN, ON YOUR NFTWORX AT SOME 
LENGTH ON SUNDAY AND I THINK THE POINT IS TEAT WFAT 
HAPPENED IN TIENAMEN SQUARE IS A TERRIPLE TRAGFDY. AND, 
WE HAVE TAKEN SOME ACTION WITH RESPECT TO TEAT. AND, WE 
HAVE SANCTIONED THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT BUT WE OUGET NOT 
TO COMPOUND TEE TRAGEDY PY FAILING TO CONSULT WITH TEEM 
WITH RESPECT TO STRATEGIC MATTERS JUST AS WE ALWAYS HAVE 
FVEN WHEN WE DIDN‘’T HAVE ANY RELATIONS WITH THE CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT. WE SHOULD, AT TEE VERY LEAST, I THINK, 
CONTINUE TO GO FORWARD WITH STRATEGIC CONSULTATIONS. 

SO, I THINK I HAVE SPOKEN TO THAT. 

Q: YOU DON’T FEEL IT IS INCONSISTENT? 
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DEPARTMFNT PASS NSC FOR RRENT SCOWCROFT AND WEITE FOUSE 
FOR MR. FITZWATER AND “MR. POPADIIY 

USIA FOR P ASSOCIATF DIRECTOR 

E.0. 12356: N/A 

TAGS: OVIP (BAKER, JAMES A.) 

SUBJECT: FASTPRESS 

A: WELL I SEE A BIG DIFFERENCE. WHERE YOU - WF ARE NOT 
SANCTIONING THESF SOVERNMENTS; WF FAVE SANCTIONED THE 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT. SO, I SEE OUR TREATMENT OF TPF Two 
IN AN ENTIRELY DIFFERENT LIGHT. TRUE, TEESE GOVERNMENTS 
ARF MOVING IN THE DIRECTION OF RFSPFCT FOR FUMAN RIGSETS 
WEICH IS WHAT WE WANT AND TEF CRINESE GOVERN“ENT WAS 
MOVING IN THE REVERSE DIRECTION AND TFAT’S WHY WE 
SANCTIONED THM. 

Q: WHAT GROUNDS DO YOU SEE FOR THE CONFIDENCE IN YOUR 
SPFECH THAT REUNIFICATION IS CONSISTRNT WITH GERMAN NATO 
MEMBERSEIP? 
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A: LET ME SEE IF I CAN GET TO REPEAT THE QUESTION. 

Q: WHAT GROUNDS DO YOU SFE FOR THE OPTIMISM IN YOUR 
SPEECH THAT GERMAN REUNIFICATION IS CONSISTENT WITH 
GERMAN MEMBERSHIP IN NATO? 

A: THE GROUNDS THAT I SEF ARF THE ASSURANCES THAT TE 
GERMAN FOREIGN MINISTER EAS GIVEN ME DIRECTLY AND SPOKEN 
TO PUBLICLY. THE ASS'RANCES TRAT TYE CHANCELLOR OF TRE 


FEDERAL REPUBLIC HAS HIMSELF GIVEN TO PRESIDENT BUSH AND 
TO ME THIS MORNING AT BREAKFAST AND HAS ALSO ARTICULATED 
PUPLICLY. AND, THE REASON THAT ONE OF OUR PRINCIPLES 
EMBRACES WITHIN IT TEE IDEA TUAT REUNIFICATION SHOULD 
TAKE PLACE IN THF CONTEXT OF GERMANY’S CONTINUED 
PARTICIPATION IN NATO AND THE EC. SO, YOU EAVE 
GERMANY ’S WESTERN ALLIES, THE UNITED STATES, AND WEST 
GERMANY RERSELF SAYING TRIS IS TEE WAY IT OUGHT TO 
Q: DID YOU BASICALLY OFFER THE FAST 3ERMANS MFN STATUS, 
A JACKSON-VANIK WAIVER, IF TERY CONTINUE ON TEE PATH 
MNCLASSIFIED / PAGE ? 
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TEAT THEY ARE GOING? 

A: WELL, TREY RAVE TALKED ABOUT INSTITUTIONALIZING 
TREIR FREER IMMIGRATION POLICY. TREIR FREE IMMIGRATION 
POLICY, OF COURSE, IS QUITE RECENT AND WF ZAVEN’T SEFN 
ANY LEGISLATION YET} THEY ARE TALKING ABOUT 

LEGISLATING. BUT, I REALLY DON’T WANT TO SPSCULATE ON 
IT BECAUSE SOMEBODY WILL WRITE A PIFCE THAT SAYS WE WENT 
TO TRE GDR AND PROMISED A WAIVER OF JACKSON-VANIX WRICE 
WF DIDN’T. BUT, LET’S SEF WRAT TRFY DO. 
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©: GEPEARDT TOLD US THAT ON RIS TRIP EF WAS GOING TO 
TELL TREM EE THOUGHT TREY OUGPT TO GET MFN AND TRAT WAS 
TRE BEST THING WF COULD DO FOR TERY. 

A: NO, I TEINK THAT TRERF WILL PROBABLY PE OTEERS IN 
TRE CONGRESS THAT WILL SAY THAT. I THIN’ TRE POLICY TFE 
ADMINISTRATION WOULD FOLLOW IS THF SAMF POLICY WE 
FOLLOWED WITH RESPECT TO TEE SOVIET UNION. LET’S MAKE 
SURE THAT WE NOT ONLY BFGIN TO PRACTICE IT; LET’S 
INSTITUTIONALIZE IT AS A RULF OF LAV. 

Q: (INAUDIBLE) KORL MEETING COULD YOU ®ECAUSF YOUR GUYS 


COULDN’T. YEAR, BUT FORL. YOUR MEETING WITH YOBRL 
BFCAUSE -- COULD YOU JUST TELL "S ABOUT IT. 

A: YES. JUST LET MF CHARACTERIZE IT FOR YOU PY SAYING 
TREAT THE KOHL MEETING WAS VEPY WARM. IT WAS - VERY WARM. 
Q: WAS IT HEATED? 

A: IT WAS VERY WARM. IT WAS A YFRY GCOD MEFTING - NOT 
FEATED. 

Q: THANK YOU. 

(END OF TRANSCRIPT.) 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
Despite the fact we are all hoping for the snow to accelerate. 
we're here, and [ have one announcement. 


The announcement concerns narcotics violators whd are 
being returned to the United States from South America, just to 
point out to those who may not have been watching what's going 
on. The United States is working closely with other countries 
in the hemisphere to bring narcotics violators to justice. 

This past weekend, Bolivian police arrested Luis Arce Gomez, 
Interior Minister during the Garcia Meza dictatorship of 
1980-1981, and transferred him to U.S. authorities to stand 
trial in Federal Court in Florida on narcotics trafficking 
charges. 


The Uruguayan Government extradited an Argentine, Raul 
Vivas, to stand trial in California for laundering 
narco-dollars from the United States through Uruguay. 


In addition to these two, Colombia has extradited to 
the United States nine individuals who are charged with 
narcotics trafficking and related offenses. The United States 
wishes to congratulate and commend these governments on their 
courageous actions. 


These actions have given the United States Government 
the opportunity to bring these individuals to trial before U %S 
courts. 

And with that, I'd like to take your questions. 


Q On the Arce Gomez extradition, does the United 
States have an extradition treaty with Bolivia? 


7 ['m not sure. Basically, the man was apprehended 
and transferred to U S. authorities, so we have him to stand 
trial here. That's the important part from our point of view 


Q But is it legal, the way you did it? 


a A ‘t's legal for him to face charges in the United 
States that he's been accused of Yes As for the legal 
niceties of how exactly it was done, [ don't have that 
information here 
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Q There's a report from Jennifer Casolo's 
Salvadoran attorney that she's to be released from jail Do 
you know anything about that? 


a We saw the reports this morning. We've tried to 
find- out what the situation is. [ think we've now seen two 
reports -— one that says she's about to be released, and 
another that says that her lawyer has asked for her to be 
released. As far as we know, she's still in jail. 


Q Richard, on the Costa Rica summit, any reaction 
to the call from the Central American Presidents for us to 
transfer the money to the Contras through the CIAV? 


a Okay. If I can, let me go through with some 
general comments first, and let me start by noting that the 
summit communique is only about eight or nine hours old -- it 
was done in the middle of the night -- and say that we will 
want to study further the language in the final communique and 
learn more precisely from the participants the meaning and 
intent of the agreements that they reached. 


In our view, the Presidents appeared to be reacting to 
the upsurge in violence by the FMLN in £1 Salvador and the 
increases of weapons shipments from Nicaragua to the guerrillas 
since the last summit in Tela at the beginning of August. The 
13-point agreement expresses support to the Goveroment of 
President Cristiani It endorses his government's intention to 
seek a political solution to the fighting, and it specifically 
calls on the FMLN querrillas to immediately cease hostilities 


and to hold serious talks with the government. It also calls 
for the demobilization of the FMLN under U.N. auspices. 


The Presidents demonstrated deep concern about the 
effect of the FMLN's recent tactic of fighting in highly 
populated urban areas by calling on the guerrillas to renounce 
publicly all violent action which directly or indirectly 
affects the civilian population 





The Presidents also addressed the issue of arms 
movement from Nicaragua to the Salvadoran guerrillas by 
requesting that the UN. accelerate the deployment of U.N. 
observers whose mandate is to verify that countries in the 
region do not support querrilla forces or subvert their 
neighbors. 


We have long maintained that the key to peace in 
Central America is acceptance and adherence to the Esquipulas 
principles of democracy and peace through dialogue and an end 
to subversion... [nn sum, the Presidents appear to have 
reiterated the central precept of the Esquipulas framework that 
dialogue, not bullets, is the only way to achieve peace on the 
Isthmus. 


Now, you asked about the aid funding Let me point 
out, first of all, that our humanitarian assistance to the 
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Resistance has always been available for repatriation. That 
was called for in the bipartisan accords signed by President 
Bush and the leadership in Congress, and in the humanitarian 
assistance law which flowed from it. 


In addition, we have always consulted closely with the 
Verification Commission officials on this aid, which I'd like 
to point out is non-lethal: food, clothing and shelter, to the 
Nicaraguan Resistance and their family members. The central 
issue has always been whether the Nicaraguan Government will 
create the safe and democratic conditions that will permit 
voluntary demobilization and repatriation. They need to 
provide security guarantees and political space to those who 
wish to return voluntarily to Nicaragua. 


We viewed as positive the Government of Nicaragua's 
face-to-face negotiations with the Nicaraguan Resistance last 
month, and we hope that the Nicaraguan Government will return 
to the negotiating table with the Nicaraguan Resistance. In 
addition, their willingness to allow those Resistance members 
who return voluntarily to register to vote as long as they do 
so by February 5 is a positive sign. 


However, the recent spate of electoral violence by 
Sandinista gangs at political rallies in Nicaragua has put 
their intentions in doubt. The critical test of the success of 
the voluntary demobilization and repatriation of the Resistance 
continues to be the creation of democratic conditions inside 
Nicaragua that would prompt Resistance members and their 
families to return. 


Finally, let me say there are several positive points 
in these agreements, but, as always, the litmus test of the 
agreements will be whether the Sandinistas and the Cubans are 
“illing to adhere to the Accords 


Q Excuse me, Richard, but you seem to be skirting 
around the issue of whether we are willing to accept the call 
to transfer humanitarian money to the Verification Commission 


a I think -- exactly the modalities of money and 
such -- is one of the things that I started out right in the 
beginning as saying that we will have to discuss with the 
people involved - with the United Nations and the parties 
involved -- to find the meaning and the intent of the 
agreements they reached 


We do note that the paragraph that deals with that 
assistance continues to say that it's a process of voluntary 
repatriation.- That was something in the Tela Accords, that's 
something that's repeated 


Q We've always called for adherence to the Tela and 
the Esquipulas Agreements Do we intend to adhere to this new 
agreement? 
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A Yes, is the basic answer. Yes, we support the 
efforts to peace made by the Central American leaders 
themselves. But, as I said, the precise modalities of some of 
these details are things that we will have to discuss with the 
participants. 


Q Richard, what can you tell us about Mr. fronson's 
mission in regard to the drug summit? * 


A Not much more than what the White House said 
yesterday, frankly. He's visiting three Andean countries this 
week to discuss with those governments the agenda for the 
planned February drug summit. 


Q What about your concerns about security there for 
the President in Colombia? Any second thoughts? 


A I don't have anything to add to what the 
President said yesterday on that. 


Q Back on Ms. Casolo, is there any general 
statement you can make about the treatment she has gotten up 
and to this point from the Salvadoran Government and the 
chances for a fair trial, if that's what happens? 


a We've made clear over several days that in terms 
of the treatment, we've had numerous visits by our consular 
officer. We were able to arrange visits by doctors. At every 
point that we checked on it, there are no signs, or any 
complaint of any mistreatment. 


As far as receiving due process, that's something that 
we clearly said we expect. The President made clear, I believe 
just yesterday again, that he's talked to President Cristiani 
to make sure that she does receive due process. 


Q Richard, there's a report in a Kuwaiti newspaper 
about an alleged U.S. proposal to divide Lebanon into 
autonomous entities. Do you know anything about this? 


a No, [ don't. You know that we have always, time 
after time, stood for the territorial integrity and sovereignty 
of Lebanon. That policy has not changed. 


Q No new ideas floating around at all, even if this 
one might be incorrect? 

A I would suspect that one is very incorrect. 

Q ‘Richard, just one thing, when is Aronson due back?’ 

A I don't havo that for you We've declined to 


give out details of his travel. 


Q Anything about the visit of Prince Hassan of 


Jordan? 
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a No,.I don't. 
-- Q He's coming tomorrow? 


Is there a reaction to the enforced repatriation 
of the 51 Vietnamese by the Hong Kong authorities? 


A Yes. The United States deeply regrets the 
forcible repatriation of Vietnamese asylum seekers from Hong 
Kong to Vietnam. We believe that the British Government should 
not proceed further with mandatory repatriation from Hong Kong. 


We believe that British authorities should continue to 
grant asylum to all those persons from Vietnam who seek it, in 
accordance with the Comprehensive Plan of Action adopted in 
Geneva in June by the United States, the United Kingdom, 
Vietnam, the ASEAN countries, and others. 


While we may have differences with the British on this 
action, we both agree that conditions inside Vietnam are the 
root cause of the problem. We hope we can work together to 
deal with this. 


For our part, we continue to press Vietnam to resolve 
these issues and to work towards a comprehensive settlement of 
the Cambodia conflict, which would pave the way for a more 
normal political situation throughout the region.. We would 
like to continue working with the British Government and other 
Comprehensive Plan of Action signatories to resolve the grave 
humanitarian problems created by these refugee flows from 
Vietnam. 


Q Has an official complaint been made to the 
British Government? 


A 1 think 1 have to decline to try to answer that 
because the Secretary was just in London, and [I don't have a 
full readout of what his talks were. So, 1 don't have any real 
answer to that at this point. 


Q Do you have any figures on how many Vietnamese 
refugees are being accepted by the United States this year? 


a No, 1 don't. I1'1ll try to get that for you. 
Q Do you have any second thoughts on granting Nadia 


Comaneci political asylum when it appears she came here to be 
with a married man? 





a ‘I'm not aware of any 


Q Richard, do you have any cumment on recent events 
in Yugoslavia? First the Croatian Communist Party called for 
free elections, and today Serbian intellectuals are calling fur 
free elections in Serbia as well 
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A Well, as you know, we have strongly supported the 
process of free elections, of democratic pluralism throughout 
Europe and in this case as well. We strongly support the 
growth of democratic pluralism in Yugoslavia. We would welcome 
full freedom of political association and the right of diverse 
political groups to participate in elections on an equal 
footing. 

Q Do you have any new language today on the 
sanctions against China? 


A No. The President explained it yesterday, I 
believe. 


Q Do you have anything on the high seas incident 
between U.S. and Canadian ships? 


A Yes. These are a lot of fun, aren't they? We 
have reports that several U.S. fishing vessels were allegedly 
fishing illegally in Canadian waters and were pursued at 
various times by the Canadian naval frigate Saquenay. 


I guess I've got more details if you need them. But 
that's not very much. Let me go on. The Canadian authorities 
have informed us that during the course of the incident, the 
Canadian frigate and at least one of the American fishing 
vessels collided. We have reports that the Saquenay sustained 
some damage. We do not know the extent of any damage to US. 
vessels, and there are no reports of injuries nor that any 
vessel is in risk of sinking. 


The Saguenay fired shots as a warning for the 
Concordia to stop. The Concordia apparently did not stop. [he 
Canadian Government has requested U.S. Government assistance in 
boarding the Concordia to determine if there are any violations 
of U.S. law. Based on the results of that investigation, US 
officials will decide whether evidence exists to warrant 
prosecution. If any violations are detected, the Canadian 
Government has requested that we prosecute those violations. 





Q Do you have anything, even though this is still 
developing -- do you have anything on the meeting between the 
Secretary and Mr. Modrow? 


A No, 1'll leave it to the Secretary and Mr. Modrow 
to talk about that. 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'd like to start out by making one statement on the 
convictions of some drug kingpins in Mexico. 


The United States welcomes the convictions of drug 
kingpins Rafael Caro Quintero and Ernesto Fonseca Carrillo in 
Mexico for the brutal February 1985 murders of United States 
Drug Enforcement Administration Special Agent Enrique Camarena 
and Mexican pilot Alfredo Zavela Avelar. Both drug traffickers 
received lengthy sentences, which they will serve in addition 
to earlier prison terms given to them for convictions on drug 
trafficking charges. 


We are pleased that those responsible for these brutal 
murders have been brought to justice. These convictions 
further demonstrate the resolve of the Salinas Administration 
in its fight against drug trafficking. We look forward to the 
continued cooperation of the Mexican Government in the battle 
against this common threat to the national security and 
well-being of both our countries. 


That's all I have for statements. Be glad to take 
your questions. 


Q Do you have anything on the impending release of 
Jennifer Casolo? 


a The final answer is I don't have any information 
on when she's going to be released. If [I can review the 
situation, as we understand it; and that's that her attorney 
told our Embassy that he had filed a brief on December 11 
arguing that Ms. Casolo should be released due to alleged 
irregularities in police documents and the lack of evidence. 
The judge told a U.S. consular officer that he would not be 
making a decision on the brief before Friday at the earliest 
and that he had no idea what his decision might be. 


Do you have anything on Jesse Jackson proposing 
that he go down there and work for her release? He was 
supposed to come to the State Department today. 


i I don't have anything on the specific meeting. I 
do know that he asked to see our Latin American people, and he 
met with Mike Kozak this morning to discuss El Salvador. 
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Q Anything more than you had yesterday with respect 
to the Pact? 


a I have reactions to reactions. The Central 
American peace process, of which the San Jose Agreement is the 
latest step, can succeed in resolving the region's conflicts 
only.if the parties sincerely try to make it work. 


Reports indicate that the FMLN has categorically 
rejected the call for demobilization. This rejection 
represents a tragic missed opportunity to end the bloodshed 
which has plagued El Salvador. President Cristiani has said 
that he will negotiate with the FMLN if they will only end 
their policy of attacks in civilian areas. 


At the summit, the five Presidents reiterated a basic 
principal of the Central American peace process: that the FMLN 
should demobilize and enter a political process. They urged 
the FMLN to “renounce all forms of violent action that directly 
or indirectly affect the civilian population." The FMLN should 
do that now. 


I note as well -- George, do you want to say “What 
about the statement issued by the Resistance?" (Laughter) 


Q What about the statement issued by the Resistance? 


A Funny you should ask. Let me note as well that 
the Resistance issued a statement yesterday in which they 
reiterate their support for the peace process and for the 
electoral process. They called for the renewal of the talks 
which had broken down last month when the Sandinistas 
unilaterally walked out on them. 


If the Sandinistas wish to further the goals of the 
peace process, including voluntary demobilization, repatriation 
and reintegration of Resistance members under secure and 
democratic conditions, they should renew their direct talks 
with the Resistance. The Sandinistas should also take 
immediate steps towards further democratization, especially 
ending the harassment and violence against opposition 
candidates and supporters and freeing political prisoners. 


Q Do you have any more reactions to reactions? 


a That's as much as I have. 


Q Okay. Has the United States Government consulted 
with the relevant people with respect to the call in the accord 
for all aid that's going to the Resistance to be transferred to 
the CIAV? 


A We -- “relevant people," I think you're meaning 
the U.N., and the answer is, no, not yet. 


On this particular issue, the important thing is that 
we believe these people continue to need food, clothing, and 
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medicine. That's exactly what we are providing. We support 
the voluntary repatriation of Resistance members under safe 
democratic conditions, and we will be consulting closely with 
the Central American leaders, the U.N., and the Resistance on 
how to do this in light of the summit statement. 


Q So no decision has been made with respect to 
modalities of delivery, is that correct? 


A That's right. 


Q Can you then tell us or have a reaction to the 
report by Mr. Richardson with respect to the upsurge in Contra 
attacks during the electoral period? Do you have anything on 
that? 


A We have a summary of the report, and we share 
many of the very serious concerns that it describes. We 
welcome the role of the United Nations in this process. 


The report itself notes three main areas of concern: 
increased political violence; inflammatory and threatening 
statements which discredit the electoral process itself; the 
misuse of the Sandinista state-controlled media to incite 
violence and political extremism. We share these concerns. 
U.S. observers have witnessed these trends themselves. 


We also agree with the report's finding: “In the 
present electoral campaign, attacks on opponents have reached 
levels which would be unacceptable in other countries." We 
agree with the report's further evaluation that the 
Sandinista's lifting of the cease-fire and resumption of 
military activities are coercive and detrimental to the 
prospects for free and fair elections. 


We have urged the United Nations to take up with the 
government in Managua their continuing attempts to instill a 
climate of fear and intimidation as the election draws near. 

We would hope that with the signing of the final communique at 
the summit in San Jose yesterday, the Government of Nicaragua 
will live up to all of its Esquipulas commitments, including 
those for free and fair elections in an atmosphere that is free 
from intimidation and harassment of the political opposition. 


Q You had no specific statement with respect to the 
report's statement that the number of attacks by Contras 
tripled during the voter registration process, is that correct? 


a I don't have anything specific on that. ['1ll see 
if we can have a look at it. 


Q One more follow-up on that. This takes us back a 
month, but you indicated that the United States Embassies in 
both Managua and Tegucigalpa were going to look into that 
October 21 incident in which 19 people were allegedly killed by 
amine or a bomb of some kind. Can you tell us whether that 
investigation has concluded and what its conclusions are? 
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iy I'll have to look into that and see. 

Q I'd be obliged. 


Q Three on the southern hemisphere. Do you have 
anything on the de Klerk-Mandela meeting today? 


a Yes. To review the facts first, the South 
African Minister of Justice has announced that the two leaders 
met this morning at the President's office in Capetown at Mr. 
Mandela's request. They reportedly explored ways and means to 
address current obstacles in the way of meaningful dialogue. 
According to the government statement, follow-up talks in the 
new year are envisaged. 


We applaud the meeting. We view the commencement of a 
dialogue between the government and credible representatives of 
the black majority as the most important first step in the 
process of change. 


Q Do you have any indication when he's going to be 
released? 


a No, we don't. There is widespread speculation 
that he'll be released in the new year. We don't know; we 
don't have any information on that. As you know, we have 
always called for his release. 


Q Richard, a couple of follow-ups to the Hong Kong 
story yesterday. Oid the U.S. ever file a formal protest over 
the deportations with London, and what's the U.S. reaction or 
position on Britain's apparent efforts to try to get some 
monitors to survey the situation in Vietnam when these people 
go back? 


i) Well, we've always held that repatriation should 
be monitored. That seems to be a point that we agree upon. As 
you know, we have differences on the issue of whether 
repatriation can take place involuntarily. 


Let me point out that over the past several months we 
have had numerous discussions at all levels with the British on 
this issue, and we made our views very clearly known to them. 
The Secretary did discuss it when he was just in London. We 
will be discussing it further with the British in the days to 
come. As I said yesterday, we want to discuss all the issues 
9+ tl with the British Government, and that's what we're 

oing. 


Q Are you suggesting that possibly if some 
monitoring system were set up this might allay the U.S. fears 
over forced repatriation? 


a I'm not trying to send any signal about the 
future. I'm trying to just point out that in the past that had 
been a key point as we looked at the whole issue of returning 
people to Vietnam. 
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Q Just two New Zealand ones. Do you have any 
readout of the meetings yesterday with the New Zealand 
officials? 


4 Yes, I do. We had a good and productive exchange 
of views with New Zealand officials Monday and Tuesday 
concerning the South Pacific. The New Zealand delegation was 
headed by Assistant Foreign Secretary Terence O'Brien, and the 
U.S. side by Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Marilyn 
Meyers. As I said yesterday, the talks are consistent with our 
standing policy toward New Zealand. 


Q Did any security issues come up at all? 


& As I said, the talks are consistent with our 
standing policy towards New Zealand. I[ can say that they 
addressed political and economic problems of the area, 
environmental and economic development issues, and prospects 
for the future of the region. 


Among the issues discussed were regional 
organizations, including the South Pacific Commission, of which 
we're both members, and the South Pacific Forum. We discussed 
environmental issues, as I said, driftnet fishing, and 
developments in the region. 


Q Did you have anything, by the way, on the U.N. 
resolution on driftnet fishing which the U.S. co-sponsored with 
New Zealand? 


4 I don't have anything new at this point. No. 
Q If you could look into that, I'd appreciate it. 
a I'll see if there is anything new to say on that 


Q There was a story today about the State 
Department opposing a humanitarian award for Fang Lizhi. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A Well, it is not true that the Department of State 
sought to dissuade the RFK Memorial Foundation from presenting 
its annual human rights report* to Fang Lizhi. As the 
Secretary said on Sunday, however, the whole matter is very 
sensitive, and we really can't comment very much on it. 


I would note that the press report said that Senator 
Kennedy has suggested that the Department's efforts were in Or 
Fang's best interests. [t quoted him as saying, “In the case 
of the award to Fang, the Department was very constructive.” 


Q Is that it? 
me That's it 


Q There must have been some exchange between the 
people who are giving the award and the State Department. 


* CORRECTION: ...human rights award 
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a I'm sorry, George, but all matters relating to 
Mr. Fang are sensitive to the point that we don't really want 
to talk about them very much. So I don't have anything more to 
say than this. 


io Well, did the State Department initiate any 
conversation with respect to this award? 


6 Again, I'm just not in a position to go into any 
detail. 


Q Richard, has a new agreement with Iran been 
reached regarding the payment of damages for the airbus? 


a I'm not aware of any. Let me check @ see. 

Q Another question dealing with Lebanon. Does the 
State Department continue to deal with Mr. Bouhabib as the 
Ambassador of the Hraoui Government here? What is his status 
exactly? 


“ I think you better ask the Lebanese Embassy what 
his status is. 


Q Do we continue to deal with him as the Ambassador 
of Lebanon? 


i Let me check and see if we've had any meetings 
with him. 


Q Was there any breakthrough on the hostages? 
There was talk about a moderate the other day calling for the 
release of the hostages. 

i) I'm not aware of anything new. No. 


Q Do you have anything on the Bulgarian party 
renouncing its leading role? 


is) No, 1 don't. As we've always said, we welcome 
any changes that are made in response to the aspirations of the 
people. 


How about the new Soviet economic program which 
looks like business as usual? 


“ No. I don't have anything on that, George. 


Q Back to China. VOA apparently is being invited 
back. Is that in any way related to the Scowcroft trip? 


a I wasn't aware of the report {['1ll look into it 
and see. 


Q Do you expect any other gestures related to that 


trip? 
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A I don't have much more to say on that. I'm sorry. 
Q Anything on the shipment of satellites to China? 


Aa There has been no decision made. The matter 
remains under consideration. 


Q Will there be an Administration witness at the 
Congressional hearing this afternoon on China? 


ts Larry Eagleburger, as you know, is currently 
Acting Secretary of State in Secretary Baker's absence, so he 
will not be able to testify today at the hearing. He has, 
however, since his return on Monday, briefed a number of 
members of Congress on the Administration's recent mission to 
China. 


Q Can you say who he has briefed? 
7 No, [ can't. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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Taken Question: December 13 Press Briefing 


Q: What is your reaction to charges in the United Nations 
Observers’ report that that incidents committed by the 
Resistance increased three-fold during the voter 
registration period? 

t 

A: THE OBSERVERS' REPORT MERELY LISTS THIS ALLEGATION AS A 
CHARGE MADE BY THE NICARAGUAN GOVERNMENT, STATING: 
"WHILE THE VOTER REGISTRATION PROCESS WAS PROGRESSING 
NORMALLY, THE NUMBER OF ATTACKS ON CIVILIAN AND MILITARY 
TARGETS TRIPLED, ACCORDING TO INFORMATION FROM THE 
MINISTRY OF DEFENSE.“ THE REPORT DOES NOT MAKE ANY 

_ ENDORSEMENT OF THE CLAIM, NOR DOES IT STATE WHAT TIME 
PERIOD THIS ALLEGED TRIPLING OF INCIDENTS IS MEASURED 


AGAINST. 


WE NOTE THAT ON OCTOBER 31. BARRICADA. THE OFFICIAL SANDINISTA 
DAILY, LISTED MONTHLY FIGURES POR THE ALLEGED INCIDENTS 


PERPETRATED BY THE RESISTANCE FROM JANUARY THROU  .  B8ER. 
EVEN THESE UNVERIFIED FIGURES INDICATE A DECREASE IN 
INCIDENTS. THE OCTOBER FIGURE OF 80 ALLEGED INCIDENTS WAS 
BELOW SEPTEMBER'S FIGURE OF 145 AND THE AVERAGE FOR THE WHOLE 
PERIOD OF 152. 
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Taken Question: December 13 Press Briefing 


NICARAGUA: RIO BLANCO INCIDENT 





What conclusions have you reahed in the investigation of 
the alleged incident in October at Rio Blanco in which 
Sandinista reservis®s were killed? 

THE CASE REMAINS OPCN. NEITHER THE SANDINISTAS NOR THE 
RESISTANCE HAVE PROVIDED US WITH SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE TO 


REACH A DEFINITIVE CONCLUSION, 
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Taken Question December 13 Press Briefing 


IRAN: IRAN AIR 655 COMPENSATION 
Q: Has a new agreement with [ran been reached regarding the 
payment of damages for the airbus? 
A: WO. WITH RESPECT TO *[Me IRANIAN FAMILIES OF VICTIMS. OUR 
EX GRATIA COMPENSATION OFFER TO THE FAMILIES OF THOSE WHO DIED 
IN THIS TRAGEDY HAS BEEN CONVEYED TO THE GOVERNMENT OF IRAN. 
BUT IRAN HAS NOT BEEN WILLING TO COOPERATE. OUR OFFER WAS MADE 
ON HUMANITARIAN GROUNDS AND COVERED THE FAMILIES OF VICTIMS. 
BUT NOT THE AIRPLANE. WE NOTE THAT [RAN HAS COMMENCED A SUIT 
IN THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE FOR COMPENSATION FOR THE 
PAMILIES AND AIRPLANE. 


WITH RESPECT TO THE NON-IRANIAN NATIONALS, WE EXPECT TO 
MAKE SOME PAYMENTS TO FAMILIES IN THE NEAR FUTURE. A NUMBER OF 
FAMILIES HAVE REFUSED OUR OFFER AND MAY PURSUE LITIGATION IW 
THE UNITED STATES (THE ONE LAWSUIT AGAINST THE USG TO DATE ON 
THIS HAS BEEN DISMISSED). STILL OTHERS HAVE NOT YET RESPONDED. 
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Taken Question December 13 Press Briefing 


: LEBANESE AMBASSADOR 
Q: Is the State Department still dealing with Ambassador Bouhabib? 
A: --THE GOVERNMENT OF LEBANON INFORMED US BY 
NOTE VERBALE THAT AMBASSADOR BOUHABIB HAD 
RESIGNED HIS pos. EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 11. THE 
LEBANESE CHARGE IS DR. SLEIMAN RASSI 
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Taken Question Briefing of December 13, 1989 
CHINA: VOA BUREAU CHIEF 


Q: Is it true that the PRC Government has invited the Voice of 
America back into China? 


A: — THE MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS NOTIFIED OUR EMBASSY 
DECEMBER 13 THAT THE ACCREDITATION OF STEPHANIE MANN 
NEALER AS VOA BUREAU CHIEF HAS BEEN APPROVED. WE WELCOME 





THIS ACTION. 


— MS. NEALER'S APPLICATION FOR ACCREDITATION HAD BEEN 
PENDING SINCE SEPTEMBER. SHE WILL BE VOA'S FIRST FULLY 
ACCREDITED BUREAU CHIEF IN BEIJING SINCE THE EXPULSION OF 
ALAN PESSIN IN JUNE. 


BEST COPY AVAr fe 








VDEPAKIMEN! UF SIAit 
: DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 4 /O 
. . I N D E x 


Thursday, December 14, 1989 





BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 


Subjec Page 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
No Press Briefings 12/15 [Secretary's Press 
Conferences in Brussels, Belgium) ............ l 
Einaudi OAS Statement on Election Violence in 
i rie Se ed eee eaccewebeeeceabec l 
PANAMA 
Move to Name Noriega Head of Government ........ l 
CHILE 
Start of March General Elections................ 2 
Status of US Arms Ban ................ 1. ee eee, 7 
USSR 
High-Level Meeting with the Chinese .._.............. 2 
[RAQ 
Alleged Chinese Help in Building Nuclear Weapons 2 
Export-Import Bank Ban on Loans. .............. 2 
EL SALVADOR 
Release of Amcit Jennifer Casolo verre e ees ree 2 
US Role in Casolo Release ...................... 3,8 
Fate of Salvadorans Arrested with Casolo ..... i“ = 
Demobilization/Reintegration of FMLN into 
EE PPP Pe eae Pe eee 3-4 
Congressional fask Force to [nvestigate Murder 
of Jesuits oe be pk en chen’ obae 4 
LEBANON 
Former Ambassador Bouhabib's Refusal to Vacate 
Embassy ..... bak & acd a OE re be Ee ORES FO bo 0 4-5 
VIETNAM 
Visits by Australian/UK Diplomats............. 5 
CAMBODIA 
Hun Sen on UN-Supervised Elections 5 
Continuing US tfforts toward Settlement... 5-6 
Sihanouk Rejection of Negotiations with Hun Sen 6 
US Position on UN Seating 7 hed 6 
SYRIA 
Continuing US Concern over Support for Terrorism 6-7 
Discussions re Pun Am Bombing 4 icce Oe 
PHILIPPINES 
Attack on US Embassy Compuund 7 
Injury to Filippino #tSN in Explosion sek | 


ARMS CONTROL 
Number of Countries Stockpiling Chemical Weapons 7-8 
PERU/BOLIVIA/COLOMHIA 
Aronson Discussions re Lncreased US Economic/ 
Anti-Narcotics Assistance 


dtOt LUPY AVAILADLE 








fe IV 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #217 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 14, 1989, 12:49 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
I'm sorry I'm late. I have two brief announcements. 


First of all, there will be no briefing tomorrow from 
this podium. Secretary Baker will have two press conferences 
in Brussels, one at NATO and one at the European Community 
headquarters. We'll make sure we get transcripts of those as 
soon as they're available, and, of course, the Press Office 
will be happy to entertain your questions on matters the 
Secretary doesn't address. 


The second announcement is that this afternoon the 
U.S. Representative to the Organization of American States, 
Luigi Einaudi, will address the Permanent Council of the OAS on 
the subject of election violence in Nicaragua, and we will be 
making that text available through the Press Office 


Q What time is that? 


a I don't have a specific time I'm told it was 
due to start at 11:30, but -- (laughter) - you know, you can 
go over there and find out exactly when it's going to be The 
last thing I would try to predict would be the timing of an 
event at the OAS 


With that, L'll take your questions 


Q Do you have any response or reaction to this move 
to name Noriega the head of government in Panama? 


) I don't at this point. We'll have to look for 
something later. [hat just happened this morning? 


Q Yes. Well, there was talk about it yesterday 
talking about it yesterday 


a Yes We've seen the talk about it Until it 
actually happens, [ don't think we'll have a response 


Q Do you have anything to say about the election in 
Chile? 
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A The election is to elect a President and 
bicameral Congress which takes office on March 11. 1990. On 
that date, democratic rule will be restored to Chile after more 
than 16 years of military government. We welcome the holding 
oo as an important step to bring democracy back to 
Chile. 


Q What's your reaction to the announcement that the 
Soviet Union and China plan to meet next week to discuss 
Eastern Europe and some other matters? Did you know about this 
in advance? Did you know about it before Scowcroft and 
Eagleburger went to China last week? 


6 I don't know is my answer to that. You know, as 
far as the Soviet and Chinese relationship, that's for them to 
decide. We've always welcome progress for those two countries 
to get along. As far as knowing in advance, I just don't know 


Q Do you have any reaction to the story about 


Iraq's possibility of making the bomb -- a Washington Times 
story this morning 


A We have seen that report Let me say that we do 
not have any information that China is helping Iraq to develop 
a nuclear weapon. We view with concern any reports on the 
proliferation of sensitive nuclear technologies. [ would note 
that Iraq is a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. That 
commitment entails [AEA safeguards on all nuclear material sent 
to Iraq. : 


Q On Iraq also, is there any consideration being 
given to lifting the hold that was put on [raq's import and 
export -- Ex-Im Bank role last year because of human rights? 
Is there consideration being given here to Lifting that hold? 


-) That's something 1']] have to look into, Dave 
I'll check. 

Q So 18 that question taken? 

i) That question's taken 

Q On Jennifer Casolo, Salvadoran citizens seemed to 


be complaining that their government caved in to the U.S. on 
this. Do you have any reaction to that, or anything new on 


Casolo? 

a Well. let me say tum things First, we're glad 
that she's back in the ‘itates and has a chance to go home 
again. Second of al! just to define maybe more precisely that 


we did in regards tu her case what we do in any case of 
Americans arrested abruad Wwe try tu see to the welfare of thé 
American, we try to ensure that there is no mistreatment, and 
that we emphasize the importance of due process of law and we 
try to -- [ mean, basically the guideline is that we consider 
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whether the arrest was arbitrary, contrary to laws of the host 
country, or discriminatory. Basically, we try to make sure 
that she receives fair and due treatment. 


Q Has she been debriefed. or is she being debriefed 
by the go -rrnment? 


a Well, I think “debriefed" is too strong a term 
ambassador Walker did go to the prison to pick her up. took her 
from there to the airport, had a chance to talk to her; and. of 
course, we've been in close contact with her as well as 
Salvadoran Government officials throughout her detention 


Did the Embassy or the State Department give any 
undertaking that she would be made available in any further 


aspect of this investigation -- the arms investigation? 

a I'm not aware of any 

Q What is your understanding of the precise reason 
for her release? 

Aa Well, my understanding is what President 
Cristiani stated, and that there was - they found there was 


not enough evidence to prosecute her 


Q Okay. Do you have any information with respect 
to the two individuals who were arrested with her? 


Aa I don't have specific information, but [ can tel! 
you that our Embassy will do al) it can as regards the welfare 
of the two Salvadoran nationals who were arrested with her ne 
have a continuing dialogue with the Salvadoran Government on 
their judicial system, and, most importantly, on respect for 
human rights. And it's in that context that we'll be looking 
after the welfare of these individuals 


Q Can 1 just ask @ more general question on this? 
Yesterday you called on the FMLN to begin the demobilization 
process, and I'm wondering, on the basis of the events of the 
past six weeks, including the Jesuit killings and these arrests 
and the protest you had to file over the arrest of another 
American churchwoman, whether you believe that the conditiuns 
are adequate in £—] Salvadur for the demubilization to take 
place and for FMLN people to be reintegrated into the society? 


a Well. | absolutely reject the premise of your 
question. The events of the past few weeks, including the FMLN 
violence against civilians, terrorism that they had exercised 
against innocent peuple, the continuation of the offensive, the 
rejection of the Central American summit plan, all point tu the 
fact that it's essential that they begin this process and start 
working on dialogue and peace 


: Q Well, but there was no premise with respect to my 
question. My question was -- 
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& The premise of your question was that they can't - °. 
go home again. I mean, the problem is that -- 


Q No, no. That was the question that [I was 
asking. Do you believe that the conditions are such in El 
Salvador that these people could be safely reintegrated into 
Salvadoran society. 


a Salvador is a democratic country. President 
Cristiani has been open to dialogue. He's been open to 
negotiations with them. They had people closely allied with 
them who were able to contest the elections freely and fairly. 
and certainly the events of the past few weeks indicate that 
it's essential that they begin this process of demobilizing 


Q You've spoken to the notion of whether or not 
she's been spoken to or debriefed, she is scheduled to have a 
news conference this afternoon. Is there any concern on what 
she might get into, or have you -- has she been advised at all 
what or what not to say’ 


A I don't think so That's not for us to do. 
People say what they want 


Q Do you have any information on what I understand 
is a congressional task force assigned to investigate the 
progress of the coordinated investigation into the killing of 
the Jesuits? 


a I know it. exists I don't have any information 
on it. You'll have tu ask - 


Q Have they coordinated any travel arrangements 
with the State Department? 


a l'm not aware of anything at this point, but we'd 
certainly help them out. We're as interested in finding the 
killers of the Jesuits as anyone 


Q Richard, yesterday you were asked a question 
about the Lebanese Ambassadur in Washington, and you posted an 
announcement that he resigned, and there was a Charge’ 
d'affaires who is taking care My information from today that 
the resigned Ambassador, Houhabib, is entrenched into the 
Embassy, and he refuses to leave What are the legal 
implications of him being - taking uver the Embassy and not 
leaving? 


a 1 dun't know what the exact situation is we 
reported what we received in a note from the Lebanese Embassy 
and as far as how we deal with the Fmbassy, that's as they told 
us in the note We deal with the Charge’ As far as the 
status of things inside their Eobassy, 1 think that's really a 
question for them 
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Q Are you coming to a situation that you have to 
deal with two Ambassadors in the same vicinity. one inside. one 
outside? 


A We deal with the person that they officially 
designated for us to deal with here. 


Q Do you have any comments on the clashes between 
Palestinians and Syrian forces in southern Lebanon this morning’ 


a No, I don't. 


Q On Cambodia, do you have any reaction to the 
visits of the Vice Foreign Minister of Australia; the presence 
of a British diplomat? 


7 No 
Q A visit to Vietnam -- sorry -- in Vietnam? 
6 No, [ don't have any reaction to those visits. 


Q Do you have anything on the offer by the Hun Sen 
regime to engage in a "“Namibian-type" settlement? 


a We nule with interest Hun Sen's December 9 
interview in which he indicates a willingness to consider an 
enhanced U.N role in the Cambodian settlement process. We 
look forward to clarification of his comments. 


We would certainly welcome any new flexibility on the 
part of the Phnom l’enh regime 


Let me point out that we strongly supported a 
substantial role tor the United Nations in any Cambodian 
settlement. We believe that recent suggestions for an enhanced 
U.N. oversight role in a transitional Cambodian Administration 
merits serious consideration An essential requirement is to 
ensure that at the «nd of the transition period, a genuinely 
free and fair election can take place 


Since the Paris Conference, we have been active in 
consultations with the key parlicipants to help get the focus 
in Cambodia off the battlefield and back to the negotiating 
table. Our consultations have included the major powers as 
well as the ASEAN states and the non-communist Cambodian 


factions. 

Q Doe. that represent - does the emphasis on the 
United Nations rvepresent a change from what you were saying 
several weeks 490 with respect tu @ Quadraparlile interim 
government? 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





tb 16 


-6- Thursday, 12/14/89 _ 


I don't think it does. We've always stressed the 
importance of U.N. verification and of U.N. activity in helping . 
out a Cambodian settlement. Of course, the internal parties . 
ultimately have the most important role to play in reaching 
some sort of agreement, but the rest of us can help and the 
United Nations can help as well. 


7 Did you have any reaction to the statement that 
was in the Washington Post today attributed to Sihanouk that 
rejected any negotiations with the Hun Sen regime? 


a No, I don't have any reaction to that 
Q Could you look into that? 
A I'll see if there's anything to say on that. 


Richard, are there any plans for a direct contact 
with the Hun Sen Government? 


a There are none that ['m aware of. 


Q Do you support the idea that the Resistance 
coalition government should relinquish the U.N. seat to 
Cambodia? 


4 I don't think there's been any change in our 
position as regards the U.N. at this point. 


Q Richard, do you have any comment ona story in 
the Washington Post - { think it was the column of Jack 
Anderson -- about the United States demanding from Syria to 
expel Ahmed Jabril? 


a 1 dun't have any comment on the report since it 
attempted to predict what we were going to do in a diplomatic 


demarche. 


I can review for you the discussions we have had with 
Syria on this subject of terrorism We have had extensive 
discussions and have made repeated demarches to the Syrian 
Government on the issue of terrorism and Syrian support for 
terrorism groups 


This 18 a Majur item on our bilateral agenda with 
Syria. To date, we're not satisfied with the Syrian 
Government's respunses and we think the Syrian Government can 
do more. 


We've discussed Pan Aw 103 with Lhe Syrians on a 
number of occasions, in diplomatic channels We have urged 
their full cooperation in finding thos» responsible That 
said, there are naturally limits on the specifics that [ can 
provide on those discussions, given that the criminal case ig 
still under active investigation and that much of what we have 
learned to date is the pruduct. of sensitive sources and methed 
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The Syrian Government, however, at the highest levels 
has told us that if it is presented with firm evidence that any 
group or individuals within its purview are responsible for Pan 
am 103, the Syrian Government will take action against them 


Q Can we have a copy of this, please? 

a Yes. 

G Do you have anything on reports of an attack ona 
U.S. diplomat in Manila? 

“ Yes At appruximaiely noon on December 14, tuw 
unknown assailants attacked the © 3. Embassy Compound known as 


Seafront. The assailants launc:.-d two rifle grenades into the 
compound at a time of maximum activity One lanc?d in Front ot 
the Post Office facility and the other impacted behind a 

housing compound near the medical clinic. No one was injured. 
Some personal vehicles and one government vehicle were damaged 


President Aquino has telephoned Ambassador Platt to 
express her deep concern and to assure him that the authorities 
of her government are moving to deal with the situation 
Subsequently, Embassy officials met with local police 
authorities to discuss security precautions 


The Philippine Police say at this point that they do 
not know who is responsible fur the attack. 


There was another incident on December 14 as wel] ~ 
Filipino U.S. Embassy employee was seriously injured in an 
explosion on the rovf of the agricultural attache's home while 
making repairs. While we don't know the exact cause of this 
explosion, it may have been the result of urexploded ordnance 
that landed on the roof of the house during the recent coup 
attempt. The investigation into that is still on-going 


Q Back on Chile There are a number of 
restrictions on U S military ties to Chile And since their 
democratic process is well underway, I wonder if there is any 
consideration of revising these restrictions? 


a ['m not aware of that [ think we'll have to see 
what the results of the elections are and how the process 
continues. 


Q Did you find any distrepancy or, rather, do you 
have anything to explain the story yesterday about what William 
Burns said to the paper <-- in the Washington Post -- regarding 


the countries which gtockplle chemical weapons and the 
statements of the White House or the President that there are 
20 countries, and Mr, Hurns says sia countries Can you 
explain this? 


“ 1 don't have anyliing on that. Ll'm not sure «= 
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Q Can you have any explanation to what the story is 

all about? . 
a I don't think it's for us to try to explain it. 


Other people can figure it out. 


S In Peru, Mr. Aronson is suggesting that the 
Administration next year will ask for economic aid. Can you 
elaborate at all on how much or the nature of that. or whether 
it might also apply to other Andean countries? 


a I'd just point out that in the White House 
announcement about the trip, they listed the subjects that he 
was going to address, including economic assistance and 
support. My understanding is that in his discussions down 
there he addressed the present situation as regards economic 
aid and our intent to request further Funds in the out-years -- 
in 1991 through ‘94 -. to support the economies and to fight 
the war on drugs. But [ don't have any specific Figures ['m 
not sure if he used any. but at this point 1 think that's part 
of the Future budget process 


Q Isn't that a change? Wasn't the previous plan 
that economic support assistance would come in -- would kick in 
FY-92, depending on the efforts of the host countries? 


a I'd have to look back and check on that. {‘'ll 
look into that. 


Q Richard, just one Jennifer Casolo one more time 
Did Ambassador Walker or any other American of ficial ever 
suggest that the best route would be for Casolo to be thrown 
out, freed? 


i You're casting your net very broadly and it's 
almost impossible for me to speak for every American of ficial 
What we have emphasized both in our public comments and in our 
private contacts were the two things [ cited -- the need to 
look after her welfare and to ensure there was no mistreatmen' 
and the need to ensure that she received a fair trial and due 
process. 


Q How aboul @ narrow net? Did Ambassador Walker 
ever suggest to the Salvaduran Government that what they've now 
done is what they should du? 

i.) 1l']] have to ask that question and find out 


Q Thank you 


(Press brieting concluded at | O8 pm ) 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Office of the Assistant Secretary/Spokesman 


December 14, 1989 





Taken Question December 14 Press 
Briefing 
Q: Is consideration being given to lifting the hold that was 


put on Ex-Im Bank credits for Iraq due to its human rights 


record? 


' 
. 


IN RECENT YEARS. THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK HAS PROVIDED A 
FACILITY FOR SHORT TERM CREDIT INSURANCE TO IRAQ. THIS 
YEAR, FOR THE FIRST TIME, THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT BAN 
FOR NINE COUNTRIES, INCLUDING IRAQ, HAS INCLUDED EXIM 
PROGRAMS. THE LEGISLATION DOES NOT SPECIFY HUMAN RIGHTS OR 
ANY OTHER CRITERIA FOR INCLUSION IN THE BAN. THE 
LEGISLATION DOES PROVIDE FOR A WAIVER BY THE PRESIDENT. WE 
ARE CURRENTLY CONSIDERING WHETHER TO SEEK A WAIVER FOR IRAQ. 


SES} JPY By, 
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Taken Question December 14, 1989 


EL SALVADOR: CASOLO CASE 





Q: Did Ambassador Walker or any other U.S. official suggest 
to the Government of £1 Salvador that it would be best if 
Jennifer Casolo were released? 

' 

A: NO. FOLLOWING MS. CASOLO'sS DETENTION ALL REPRESENTATIONS 
TO THE GOVERNMENT OF EL SALVADOR WERE DIRECTED TOWARDS 
ENSURI\G THAT SHE RECEIVED PROPER TREATMENT AND DUE 


PROCESS UNDER SALVADORAN LAW. 
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PRESS CONFERENCE BY 
THE HONORABLE JAMES A. BAKER, III 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOLLOWING THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL MINISTERIALS 
NATO HEADQUARTERS 
BRUSSELS, BELGIUM 
DECEMBFR 15, 1989 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and Gentlemen, before I comment on the 
just-concluded meeting I'd like to say a word about Andrei 
Shakarov. As I said on my way into the building this morning, 
this man was @ tremendous force for peace and freedom. He was, 
as well, a courageous pioneer who led the way in the face of 
great adversity. and we are very saddened by his passing. I 
think that Sakharov would be pleased if our reflection on his 
work extended as well to all of those brave men and women, many 
of them whose names we'll never know, who sacrificed their 
liberty and indeed their lives for the freedom of others But 
I don't want to end on a somber note, because up to his last 
day Sakharov was pursuing the causes that meant the very most 
to him -— standing up in parliament for beliefs that may not be 
fully accepted today. but which will have their day. 


Now turning to our just concluded meeting, ['d like to make a 
brief statement. Then I'll be pleased to answer your 
questions. Just last week here in Brussels, President Bush 
laid out an ambitious program for meeting the challenge of 
change. In Berlin several days ago, [ spelled out our view of 
the future of the U.S -European relationship as we see it Our 
meetings yesterday and today [( think carried this process 
further forward 


Over the last two days the Alliance has considered the most 
salient strategic fact of our time, and that fact is the 
political transformations that are sweeping the Soviet Union 
and Eastern Europe These meetings that we just concluded 
resulted, I think, in «a number of concrete achievements 


First of all we unanimously agreed to table a CFE draft treaty 
text in Vienna. When combined with the Warsaw Pact draft this 
moves us toward reaching our goal of a CFE agreement by the end 
of 1990. 
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Secondly.we reached agreement on the basic elements of an 
allied position on an Open Skies proposai which we will 
formally present at the Ottawa conference in February. This 
follows up on the initiative of President Bush last May. eénd I 
think this is an important step, because an effective Open 
Skies regime can provide real transparency and insight into a 
still closed Soviet military establishment. and this should 
assist us as well in verifying a broad range of arms control 
agressents. 


I ‘*ink the completion of these two texts -- the draft CFE _ 
treaty and the Open Skies proposal -- demonstrates that the 
Alliance, even though it operates by consensus, can move 
decisively. 


Much of our discussion focused on changes in Eastern Europe, 
demonstrating [I think NATO's continuing importance in a period 
of change as a political consultative forum for Western 
leaders. We reaffirmed the Fundamental role of the Atlantic 
Alliance in maintaining Europe's security as it has done for 
the last 40 years. 6ut in addition to that, we also began 
taking a look at new missions and new tasks for NATO in a 
changing Europe as [ had suggested in Berlin several days ago. 


First of all NATO will help design a new security architecture 
for Europe through the negotiation and implementation of arms 
control agreements. The Alliance agreed to consider how, not 
whether but how, we should organize ourselves to deal with the 
critical task of verification. We could have obtained a study 
of that proposal, but we think what we got -- if I may say so 
-- was far better than that 


Second, we discussed how the NATO Allies working in concert 
with other like-minded countries could more effectively respond 
to the global challenges, for example of regional conflicts, 
missile and chemical weapons proliferation and so forth. And 
with respect to that, ('d refer you to paragraph 22 of the 
communique. 


Thirdly, we agreed on the importance of helping and 
institutionalizing peaceful political and economic change in 
Eastern Europe. Many institutions, many other institutions in 
addition to NATO, will have a role to play here .- among them 
the EC and the CSCE (Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe). 


And there was an expressed recognition of the need to consider 
the new architecture And my reference to you on that would be 
paragraph 1£ of the communique CSCE will play an increasingly 
important role, [ think, in terms of creating a Europe whole 
and free, helping to move Eastern Eurupe down the path to 
democratic institutions and down the very difficult path to 
free market economies There was encouragement for some ideas 
that we had suggested on elections and utilization of the 
under-utilized economic basket of the “SCE 
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The comiunique clearly embodies the principle that the United 
States and Canada should remain very actively involved in 
European affairs in this period of change and beyond. And it 
basically restated, as did the Strasbourg communique, the 
administration's position on German unification. It 
underlines, I think, the importance of European integration. 


So in sum, ladies and gentlemen, I would say that we had a good 
exchange of views. We had a very fruitful meeting which will 
set the stage for further steps And I'd be glad to take your 
questions, starting right here with Jim. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary. Secretary General Woerner used the 
phrase that we're going through an exciting, evolving time in 
Eastern Europe. In your strategic planning and NATO strategic 
planning, is it also assumed that this process in Eastern 
Europe is irreversible? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, first of all let me say that I think 
the Secretary General did an extraordinarily effective and able 
job in chairing these meetings. I've seen some comment with 
respect to the prospect of his meeting the Soviet foreign 
minister in his capacity as foreign minister of the Soviet 
Union, and this is something that every foreign minister of 
each and every country here thought was a good idea and a good 
thing. What [I really want to do is to simply compliment 
Manfred Woerner on a terrific job that he did chairing these 
meetings. 


To answer your question let me say that we should -- everything 
that we do should be directed toward locking in these changes 
to the extent that we can But as I have said before, much of 
what happens in Eastern Europe and to a greater extent perhaps 
in the Soviet Union will depend upon the people of Eastern 
Europe and the people of the Soviet Union themselves. 


In my remarks in Berlin, I made it clear that it was the people 
of these Eastern European countries that are reforming these 
countries, the people of these Eastern European countries that 
are promoting and advancing and enhancing and encouraging these 
absolutely revolutionary changes that we are seeing. Nothing 
is certain Jim. Could there be some reversal? Of course, 
there could. We hope very much that there won't be, and we 
want to conduct ourselves in a way that would tend to minimize 
the chances of any reversal 


And you have heard the President of the United States say on 
more than one occasion We do not seek unilateral advantage 
with respect to the changes that are taking place, and we have 
no interest in taking actions or doing anything that might 
result in instability which would tend to reverse these changes 
which we so strongly support 
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: Mr. Secretary, at Malta the Bush administration 
offered. §r. Gorbachev a package of technical advice and 
economic incentives to encourage reform of the Soviet economy. 
The other day Prime Minister Ryzhkov introduced an economic 
reform package there, that faced with the demand for radical 
change he seemed to have blinked. Were you disappointed in the 
way that they don't seem to have stepped up to it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, [I don't think it is particularly useful 
or us to overly critical, but speaking as a former 
Secretary of the Treasury [ think that what has happened is 
that political concerns have tended to dominate economic 
considerations. Now that happens from time to time with 
respect, not just to closed economies, but to free market 
economies as well -- because you can only reform to the extent 
— you have the political support necessary to accomplish 
reform. 


But what it appears to me has happened is that there is going 
to be a short-term reliance on the planned economy to produce 
goods to the possible detriment of the long-term needs to move 
toward an increasing free market posture. 


QUESTION: Do you think that the plan outlined, which you just 
described as relying at least for the short term on the planned 
economy, will make it more difficult for you and Bush to sell 
your program of aid to the Soviet Union on the Hill? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, let me make it clear that we do not 
have a program of aid to the Soviet Union. The Soviet Union 
has not asked the United States for aid in terms of financial 
assistance or economic aid, and frankly they prefer that we not 
use the term assistance And that's why we speak in terms of 
technical economic cooperation, because it is technical 
economic cooperation. It's trying to show them how -- trying 
to give them the benefit of some of our experience with free 
market economic principles. 


There is no specific congressional action contemplated as a 
result of what the President proposed in Malta, beyond 
exploring with the Congress the restrictions on EXIM bank 
credits. That's the only thing that would require 
legislation. I[t does not require legislation for the United 
States to support the Soviet Union's status as an observer in 
the GATT. And it does not require legislation for the United 
States executive branch, the President, to waive the 
Jackson-Vanik restrictions So [ really don't see this -- the 
fact that they have gone to this type of -- that they have 
announced this economic program as setting us back in that 
regard at all, because 1 think there will still be significant 
support in the United States for peristroika and for the 
success of peristroika, and for assistance in the form of 
technical economic cooperation 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can the administration's policy on 
Germany “+- is there a position on any German claim to territory 
now held by Poland? and would it be helpful -- the German 
reunification issue dominates it seems a lot of our concerns 
today -- would it be helpful if the German government made 
clear its position on the territory that is now part of Poland? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, the foreign minister of the Federal 
Republic of Germany has made that very clear, and he has 
spoken, as a matter of fact, directly to the Oder-Neisse line. 
As you know, in the principles that the President articulated a 
week ago here in Brussels with respect to German reunification, 
he spoke to the importance of adhering to the Helsinki Final 
Act with respect to borders 


QUESTION : Excuse me, nobody really disputes that the foreign 
nister's been clear. The question is, has the chancellor 


been clear, and of course Helsinki speaks of peaceful change, 
which leaves it open, I suppose. 


KER: Well, it does speak, it speaks of peaceful 
change, but it talks as well about the inviolability of 
borders. I think that's a question that you really should 
direct not to me, but to the chancellor. The German government 
has spoken, in the words of its foreign minister. The 
chancellor, as I understand it, has not spoken one way or the 
other. 


QUESTION: I'd like to ask two unrelated questions, please. 

One on Germany. Was there any discussion at the NATO meeting 
here, either at your level or at some other level, of how a 
reunified Germany might or might not play a role in NATO? 
That's question number one. The other one is a short one. Are 
you going to ask the Soviet Union or the Warsaw Pact for an 
opportunity to visit Warsaw Pact headquarters, if there is such 
a thing? 


SECRETARY BAKER: There is no real counterpart to Manfred 
Woerner in the Warsaw Pact, as [ understand it. His 
counterpart is a general of the Soviet Union and you can see 
the difficulties that that might or might not pose. I[f [I were 
to go to Moscow to visit this general, as opposed to, for 
instance, my counterpart the Soviet foreign minister who's 
coming here, that's not something I can speak to beyond having 
said just that. 


There was discussion on the question generally, of the issue of 
German unification, as you would expect there would be. Not 
formally in the context of membership in the NATO alliance. No 
discussion in our sessions There was discussion around the 
fringes of the meetings, as you might expect that there would 
be, but it dealt primarily with the questions that involve 
German unification that we discuss all the time 


: Was it assumed that a reunified Germany would be a 
r of NATO? 
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a No, mo, it wasn't discussed in the context of 
members in the NWATO alliance, Ralph. Over here. 

: OF. Secretary of State, you have welcomed the visit 
of Mr. Shevardnadze here. What would you like it to achieve. 


and do you see it paving the way for regular consultations. or 
even Soviet membership in NATO? 


(Laughter) 
SECRETARY BAKER: Let me say, I don't see it paving the way for 
viet rship in NATO. And [ would leave it where Manfred 


Woerner left it with you. Let's not prejudge what the visit 
might or might not end up producing. I[t was a request of the 
Soviet Foreign Minister and one that all 16 of the NATO foreign 
ministers thought would be a good thing in the light -- a good 
thing and a natural thing -- in the light of the changes that 
have taken place. And [ am not going to guess at what might or 
might not flow from it. 


: Mr. Secretary. could you give us some update as-to 
t progress you are making on verification issues in the 
S.T.A.R.T. talks? There have been some vibrations coming out 
of Washington that you are close to solving the verification 
issues that will allow you to move forward on a S.T.8.R.T. 
agreement within a rapid time frame. 


: Well, there are a number of issues that 
remain to be resolved before we can expect to have a S.T.A.R.T. 
-- strategic arms treaty One of the consequences or results 
of the Malta meeting, as you know, was that both President 
Gorbachev and President Bush articulated a desire to move this 
process forward as expeditiously as possible having in mind 
that the objective is a good treaty, not just a treaty for a 
treaty's sake. 


I think there has been some progress made at the technical 
level on some issues of verification. You'll recall that at 
Wyoming, at the ministerial in Wyoming, we broke the 
15-year-old deadlock on verification respecting peaceful 
nuclear explosions and the test ban treaty. And there are 
some, there is some progress being made, as well, on 
verification on some of the remaining issues in $.T.a.8.T. 


Not, I might add, the issue of SLCM's, which is a very 
difficult issue and one that's going to have to be resolved 
before we can look for a S TART treaty. But we have -- 
again coming out of Malta -- we have a direction from both 
presidents to the two foreign ministers to deal with 
successfully, if possible at our next ministerial in Moscow 
next month -- or at the end of next month, [ think -- deal with 
the issues of air-launched cruise missiles, telemetry 
encryption and non-deployed missiles So those are the things 
we are now focusing on in our inter-agency process in 
Washington. 
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; The SLCM issue must be solved before you are ready 
to sign a S.T.A.R.T. agreement? 


SECRETARY BALE Well, SLCM, SLCM's is one of the major issues 
still remaining out there, just as is ALCM's and non-deployed 
missiles. There are a number of major issues that must be 


satisfactorily resolved before we can have a strategic arms 
agreement. 


: Mr. Secretary, just to go back again to this 
question of a future, potentially unified Germany, and its role 
in NATO. That is one of your cardinal four principals. You 
said it wasn't specifically discussed in this meeting. [t is 
not specifically referenced in the communique. I'm just 
wondering whether [ could ask you whether you sense that there 
is any disagreement among the allies on this point that... 


SECRETARY BAKER: No. 


QUESTION That, if and when Germany gets together it should 
all be in NATO? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I do not detect any disagreement and I would 
argue that it is specifically referred to by the use of the 
words agreements and treaties In the Strasbourg formula, 
which basically is the same formula, again, that the president 
articulated a week ago here in Brussels. Yeah. The 
treaty...it's a treaty... 


: Mr. Secretary, I'm referring to page five of the 
communique today mentioning existing export controls. Aare the 
United States and, in fact NATO, softening their stance on the 
Cocom restrictions? 


T : No. I don't think that that is the proper 
interpretation of that language. [t's in paragraph 19 that 
you're talking about? The pages on mine are different than the 
pages on yours, but the paragraphs are the same: “In this 
regard, we support the process of rationalizing existing export 
controls through a coordinated approach that allows greater 
support for reform...“ It's rationalization We would like to 
see the process rationalized. We've spoken to this before in 
the United States. 


We think it's still important to protect strategic technology, 
but we should rationalize the process to the extent that things 
that are available to some extent off the shelf are not locked 
up in a bureaucratic process -- particularly at this time of 
significant reform in the East 


: Mr. Secretary, could you tell us in more detail what 
you had in mind in your speech in Berlin when you suggested a 
treaty or a set of institutional links between the U.S.A. and > 
the EEC? 





+4 








10 2G - 


PR. NO. 248 . 


SECRETORY BAKER Well, I just think that it's important that 
we give some further consideration to institutionalizing the 
relationship between the United States and the EC. We now have 
certain, we have some consultations, but they're sort of ad hoc. 


As I indicated in the speech, I think, as European integration 
proceeds, it's just simply important that there be a better 
understanding -- and an institutionalization is the best way I 
know to put it -- of the contacts between the two. And I don't 
have anything specific in terms of the treaty. The only, the 
reason I put that in there was to make it clear that the United 
States would be prepared to consider going that far if that was 
of interest to the EC. [t' s entirely possible that we can 
institutionalize these consultative links in a way that doesn't 
require that. Sut we think it's important that there be closer 
contact, closer cooperation, closer consultation between the 
United States and the EC. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary. the accent of the meeting appears to 
be, appears to have been, on finding or emphasizing the 
political role of the Alliance. A new political role for the 
Alliance, or an extension of the present political role. The 
present institutions of the Alliance, other than the council, 
don't seem to be capable of doing this. Is there a thought of 
extending those institutions, creating a think tank or 
something like that, to extend that particular role? 


SECRETORY BOKER Well, L'm not sure what you mean when you say 
several of the institutions are not capable of doing that. 
What I'm suggesting is that we emphasize more strongly the 
political component of the Alliance. This, of course, was 
something that we talked about at the May summit meeting here 


in Brussels before many of the changes that we've seen in 
Eastern Europe. 


We think that it's important that there be more extensive 
political consultations We think it's important that we 
address some of the global issues that can constitute a threat 
to many of our nations All of this is referred to in quite 
some specific detail in paragraph -- 1l think it's paragraph 20 
-- picking up on the suggestion. Now does that answer your 
question? I don't know whether that answers your question or 
not. 


QUESTION I was wondering whether there were going to be 
a tional institutions inside NATO to cope with the extension 


of that political task’ 


SECRETARY BAKER Well, I did not suggest any additional 
institutions within the NATO alliance, but [ suggested greater 
political consultations, that we involve ourselves to a greater 
extent in talking about regional conflicts and in discussing 
the threats that are presented by nuclear, chemical and missile 
proliferation, and so forth and [ think there was a general 
acceptance of that. I have not suggested that there be any new 
institutions crpated, nor did anyone else within NATO. 
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: Secretary of State, you refer to the importance of 
the Evrobean Community, and one recalls the remarks here at the 
summit by President Bush, who referred to continuing, indeed 
increased, integration of the EC. Do you believe, sir, that 
the European Community can fulfill the important role you've 
described, merely by completing its 1992 single market, or 
rather, by moving into a wider field of economic and political 
union? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I've made it clear that we do not feel 
it's the role of the United States to tell the European 
Community the way in which they should expand their 
integration, if at all, beyond what they have agreed to do. We 
do not intend to offer advice with respect to the scope and the 
extent of that. What we do support, and have for 2 long time, 
is the integration that the European Community nations 
themselves have agreed to. And we do strongly support that and 
think that we should, as I've said before, find a way to 
institutionalize the relationships that have been building up 
ad hoc. 


I'm going from this press conference to a meeting with the 
Evropean Commission, with President Delors and others. There 
are four other United States cabinet officers joining me. It's 
a meeting that we've had for the last couple of years, but it's 
the kind of thing that [I'm talking about when I say we should 
institutionalize some of this 


It might not be a bad idea for us to think in terms of having 
one or two of those meetings in the United States, or maybe 
having one in the United States and then having one over here 
in Europe each year. Those are the kinds of things that I'm 
talking about. We do not suggest how the. . Let me say, I think 
that what caused the problem over there in the United Kingdom 
was the use of the word intensification. You do not see the 
word intensification used in my speech in Berlin because we 
want to avoid there being a problem. We do not seek to tell 
the European Community what they ought to do about monetary 
union, or what they ought to do about a social compact or 
charter, but we would like to see them move toward integration 
along the lines that they themselves have agreed to. 


Thank you. 


‘a 
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PRESIDENT DELORS: We have just finished the ministerial between 
the American administration and members of the commission. Of 
course, we reiterate our welcome to our American friends and, of 
course, we all agree that the meeting we have had was very 
fruitful; but without further ado let me give the floor to Jim 
Baker straight away. 


TARY BA : Mr. President, thank you very much. Let me 
simply say that I agree that we had a very fruitful and productive 
meeting. As I mentioned in the meeting, I have attended a number 
of these before, as has Secretary Yeutter, and [I thought that this 
was a particularly good and productive one. I am very pleased that 
we had 8111 Reilly with us today, the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, and were able to expand our 
dialogue to cover matters involving the environment; I am pleased 
that Ambassador Hills, Secretary Mosbacher and Secretary Yeutter 
were all able to join me here in Brussels, because I think that the 
makeup of the United States delegation indicates the importance 
that we attach to these discussions and consultations. 


We talked about a wide range of issues. We discussed a number of 
issues rather than simply run through that for you, I think it 
probably best, Mr. President, that we simply respond to questions. 
But let me say, as I did in the meeting, that the fundamental 
changes that are taking place in Europe today argue strongly, in my 
view at least, for increased cooperation and consultation and 
contact between the United States and the EC. 
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I am pleased that you are able to accept our invitation to hold 
this meeting in the United States next year, and that you will be 
able to come with your colleagues so that we can have this meeting 
as a separate meeting in its own right and not as something that 
simply follows along the NATO ministerial, as has been the custom 
in the past. Thank you sir. 


QUESTION: I'd like to hear an answer from both sides, Mr. Baker, 
Mr. Delors, or whoever you would like to choose. To what extent do 
you think the events in Eastern Europe are influenceable by what is 
done by people such as yourselves in Western Europe and in the 
United States? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, if it's all right with you Mr. President, 
oh take a first shot at that, because I think that to some extent 
those events are influenceable by what we do; but we're going to 
have a great deal more influence on those events if we are able to 
act jointly and in close cooperation. The best example of that 
that I can cite for you, Jim, is the recently concluded G-24 
meeting where the EC played, in superb fashion, a leadership role 
and I took the occasion in our meeting just concluded to once again 
congratulate the EC, and particularly Franz Andriessen, for the 
manner in which the G-24 exercise for assistance to Poland and 
Hungary was conducted. 


PRESIDENT DELORS: Well, I don't want to rewrite the history of the 
last few years, but I would say that our efforts at disarmament are 
progressing apace. We have also managed to bring about quite a lot 
of improvements, and I think that the developments in Eastern 
Europe are due to what the Atlantic Alliance has being doing over 
the last few years. There has now been a radical opening up of the 
Eastern European countries. They're all moving towards democratic 
plurality and liberty. Of course, these questions are closely 
related to economic adjustments, but the European Economic 
Community must be a pole of attraction. As President Bush put it, 
the European Community must be a magnet. Therefore, we must 
continue to be a magnet. We must strengthen our own construction, 
and we must also express our solidarity. But if we were to do that 
without close cooperation with our friends in the United States and 
Canada, then I think we would be missing an opportunity of making 
an even greater success of this exercise. And so we are already 
giving thought to ways of improving cooperation across the Atlantic 
on the basis of proposals put forward by Secretary Baker. 


QUESTION: I wonder whether somebody could tell us something about 
yp initiatives between the EEC and the U.S. in the environment 
ield? 


PECRETARY BOKER I would suggest that Administrator Reilly answer 
that for you. Although before he does let me simply say one area 
that we have cooperated together already is in the area of banning 


the sale of elephant ivory. There are others, but I think you 
should hear from Administrator Reilly. 
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ADMINISTRATOR REILLY: Well, we have covered a number of issues 
today and talked about needs for cooperation in the future in some 
areas of common concern. We have collaborated, I think, very 
closely and successfully in efforts to address the problem of 
protection of stratospheric ozone, where the European Community and 
the United States both are committed to full phase-out of CFC's by 
the end of the century. We are also preparing to -- and really 
have underway -- extensive consultation on matters affecting 
climate change, preparing to proceed to negotiations on a framework 
treaty on climate change, negotiations that President Bush at Malta 
with General Secretary Gorbachev proposed that the United States 
host; and we very much hope that that will be possible. We 
increasingly are giving greater attention to conservation of 
nature, protection of tropical forests in our foreign assistance 
and are recognizing that cooperation on some of those matters, and 
particularly in facilitating technology transfer and creating 
funding incentives and mechanisms that help developing countries 
both find substitutes for chlorofluorocarbons, and then begin to 
take the measures that will inevitably be necessary to manage 
greenhouse gases and climate change. 


So, in all of those areas we are working closely together, we're 
sharing information as well on clean air, on alternative fuels, on 
various financial incentives and mechanisms for improving the 
environment, and looking to expand our consultation exchange of 
data as the European Environmental Protection Agency is established 
here in the Community for that purpose, for monitoring and 
observation in scientific research. 


COMMISSIONER RIPA DI MEANA: Of course, I fully share such a 
judgment and such information. I would like only to add that we 
are also very closely connected on the Central and Eastern European 
environmental initiatives. We are working under the FAR program 
for Poland and Hungary, considering about 20 specific programs for 
those two countries, and we are fully aware and consulted about the 
initiative that the United States Government has taken in order to 
establish an environmental center with the agreement of the 
Hungarian government in the part. We also are very much in 
consultation on all the economical instruments that could be in the 
future used for environmental purposes as taxes, levies, 

incentives. We are closely related about the rainforest problem, 
the species problem, and we have today opened up an initial 
discussion on Antarctica, and on a possible international code 
about environmental common goods. 


QUESTION: A question perhaps best addressed to Mr. Yeutter, 
perhaps you could tell us something about your discussions today, 
sir, with regard to oilseeds and Uruguay Round farm negotiations. 
President Mitterrand at the Strasbourg summit said that the EC 
backed the international coffee arrangements restoration on the 
grounds that this could help combat the drug trade. Perhaps we 
could have your thoughts on that as well? 


SECRETARY YEUTIER I'd like to defer to Ambassador Hills on the 
Oilseeds case, since that is a GATT proceeding I'll offer her 
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the opportunity to comment on it in just a moment, and perhaps also 
on the other issue as well. 


We did have a broad discussion of the Uruguay Round agricultural 
issues, as well as some of the bilateral disputes we have in 
agriculture. Certainly, the Uruguay Round is our foremost 
challenge. By that I mean the foremost challenge for both the 
European Community and us in 1990, and I believe we all acree that 
agriculture will very likely be the key to success of the: round. 
As I put it today, if we succeed in agriculture -- and the European 
Community and the U.S. will probably be the primary determinants in 
answering that question -- if we succeed in agriculture, we'll 
likely succeed in the round as a whole. And if we fail in 
agriculture, it is likely that we will make limited progress, 
modest progress indeed, on the other objectives of the Uruguay 
Round. And that would certainly be a disservice to the world as a 
whole. 


We have some very difficult negotiating months ahead. We're now 
down to the final year. I did indicate today that I was pleased 
with the preparations that have been undertaken by both the 
European Community and the United States, as well as by a number of 
the other countries, on agricultural issues. So the ground work 
has been laid, the homework, if you will, has been done. What 
remains is the negotiating challenge itself; and it will take a 
great deal of goodwill, good faith negotiations and political 
courage on the part of both European Community and the United 
States to achieve meaningful reform of agricultural trade. 


In our judgment, as Ambassador Hills said earlier today, it is 
important that we think big in this area. This is not a time to 
simply nibble at the edges of this problem, for that is what has 
transpired for the last 40 years of the history of the GATT. We're 
past that point now. It's imperative that we move forward 
vigorously and aggressively into meaningful trade reform. 
Ambassador Hills? 


PMOASS ODOR HILLS The first question I think was with respect to 
the oilseeds decision by the GATT. As you know, the GATT found 
that the subsidies given to processors here in Europe discriminate 
against American producers, and that the subsidies given to the 
producers here in Europe impair the tariff concessions earlier 
given in 1962 to the United States by Europe. And we had a candid 
and frank discussion about the oilseeds case. I think that Europe 
has not taken its final opinion in it, and that it will be deciding 
its course of action in the future; and of course we hope that we 
get a correction of the case in accordance with the opinion, and 
that it is rapidly implemented. 


I have been fortunate to share consultations with Minister 
Andriessen since September on a monthly basis, and we have 
regularly talked about our concerns, and that was of course won; 
and now that it is resolved, I am sure that we will be able to work 
out something in a constructive way 
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Your second question dealt with agriculture and the Uruguay Round 
We had a frank and open discussion about the Uruguay Round in 
total. Agriculture is one of the 15 negotiating groups, and of 
course, it is one of the most important areas. I think Secretary 
Yeutter has addressed its importance and the United States has 
taken the position that we must be ambitious, that we must have 
fundamental reform in agriculture which opens up market access, 
which retards the giving of export subsidies and has a correction 
with respect to administered prices and, in addition, is a good 
phytosanitary measure. I am hoping that in our consultations that 
the European Community and the United States can work on such an 
ambitious plan in agriculture as well as in other areas including 
intellectual property, services, investment, a good subsidies 
agreement, a good dispute mechanism, and that we get meaningful 
participation by the lesser developed world. 


Your third question dealt with the international coffee agreement, 
and again here, we are both major consumers of coffee: we are not 
producers, it is up to the producers to develop an agreement. 
There have been two fundamental problems with the agreement, namely 
quotas that do not reflect consumers’ taste and the so-called “free 
rider" program. We are trying to work very closely with the 
producers of coffee in hopes that they can develop an agreement 
that is satisfactory and particularly because this is a crop that 
is fundamental to some of the countries where, if they don't have a 
meaningful agricultural crop, they may resort to drugs --Owhich is 
truly the scourge, not only of the United States, but the 
world-at-large. We have consulted in the past on the coffee 
agreement. We will surely do that in the future. 


COMPILSSTONER MACHARRY, Just very quickly, Mr. President. First of 
all, on the soya panel, I think that it is true that we have been 
found in violation and we have and will accept the conclusions of 


the panel and will take the necessary action during the course of 
the Uruguay Round discussions. 


On agriculture, as has been said, there are many, and some of them 
very major, difficulties and differences between the U.S. and the 
E.C. side; and for today I could sum it up by saying we agreed to 
differ agreeably at the moment, and to continue the discussions, 
and hopefully that we can, even though it will be very difficult to 
reach conclusions on agriculture and other aspects of the Uruguay 
Round by the time we meet again in conclusion of Uruguay Round here 
in Brussels this time twelve months. 





QUESTION I'd like to ask President Delors, Secretary Baker in his 
Berlin speech suggested a possible treaty between the United States 
and the EEC, formalizing consultative links and other institutional 
arrangements. I wondered if you could tell us, do you favor such a 
treaty, and if so, what links do you think it should formalize? 


PRESIDENT DELORS: It is perhaps early days yet to say precisely 
what the form might be. [t is too early to say what form these new 
relations might take. Secretary Baker has already mentioned 
several possible formulas. I would just say what my concerns were 
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about a year ago, when I talked about a new partnership between the 
United States and the Community. Well, having expressed those 
concerns, I was very pleased to read this speech now, because I am 
increasingly persuaded that with this emerging new world with all 
the opportunities and risks, that history is more imaginative than 
we are sometimes. But anyway, I think it really is necessary for 
the United States and the Community to have more efficient and 
effective consultations and have more rapid and more effective 
action jointly. Now, as far as the Commission is concerned, we are 
certainly reflecting seriously about this, and in our informal 
contacts we are discussing these matters with the American 
administration to see how we can improve matters. I[t will take 
time, of course, and I don't, in any way, wish to encroach on the 
territories of the ministers and political cooperation; but given 
this changing world and this nascent new Europe, things are 
changing so much, I[ think the transatlantic links must be 
strengthened, given this new future facing us. 


SECRETARY BAKER: You said it. You said it. 


QUESTION: I'd like to know from both sides what part had at this 
meeting the last data on U.S. trade deficit, on one side, and on 
the other, the monetary situation which arises from the worsening 
relationship between the dollar and the O-mark. 


TARY BA : Let me for our side ask Secretary Mosbacher or 
Ambassador Hills to respond with respect to that part of your 
question that relates to the trade deficit; and I don't think you 
are going to get a response from our side of the table with respect 
to your comment about the dollar, because I learned after three and 
a half years as Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
that there are only two people who can speak for our government 
with respect to the dollar. And one of those is the President of 
the United States and the other is the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Secretary Shultz, when he was Secretary of State of the United 
States, used to say, “I will not speak about the dollar”. I think 
that is good practice. As a Secretary of State, [ will not speak 
about the dollar. But let's hear an answer to the trade aspect of 
your question from either Secretary Mosbacher or Ambassador Hills. 


SECRETARY MOSBACHER Regarding the trade deficit, as you know, 
1988 it was slightly in excess of 120 billion dellars. It appears 
at this juncture for 1989, that it will be around 110 billion 
dollars, still much too high froma U.S. standpoint, but headed in 
the right direction; and our trade balance with the European 
Community has changed from a deficit position to a very slight 
surplus position. So basically, in balance. 


PRESIDENT DELORS: Secretary Baker has already explained why I 
shan't be saying anything about the dollar. Let me just say as an 
outside observer and former finance minister that the G-7 has done 
@ very good job in the last three years. 


UES LION Mr. Baker, how do you comment on the situation in 
Bulgaria and what do you think should be done so the country might 
start getting western assistance? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: First of all, let me say that we are pleased to 
see the reform efforts that are taking place in Bulgaria. We hope 
that reform there will continue to proceed in a peaceful and stable 
manner. And we hope that the reforms which have been promised by 
the government will in fact be delivered. We think that the action 
taken by the Group of 24 nations during their meeting to 
specifically mention Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, East Germany, and 
Yugoslavia, as possible future recipients of western economic 
cooperation was a very good action and we strongly supported that. 
So I think that I would simply say that what is happening there is 
dramatic, as it has been in other eastern countries like 
Czechoslovakia and the GOR. We think it holds the promise of 
continuing to proceed in a stable and peaceful way. And we very 
much hope that that is the case. We support, of course, moves 
toward political pluralism and free-market economics. 





QUESTION: Is Mr. Mosbacher's idea of an American seat at the 
institutions of the European Community now dead? Secondly, 
following your own remarks at Berlin about the expanding political 
role of the Community, would you have any concern about the 
community developing its security dimension more closely into the 
area of defense in the years to come? And finally, just a question 
to Mr. Yeutter, I supp :¢:. What is your reaction to the GATT 
report today which implies a certain contradiction between U.S. 
aspirations for free trade, and restrictive practices in reality? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, first of all, I will let Secretary 
Mosbacher speak for himself with respect to whether he ever made 
such a proposal and if he did, whether it is dead. Let me simply 
say that in my call for a greater institutionalization of the 
relationship between the United States and the EC, I was not 
intending to suggest, and do not intend to suggest, that somehow we 
would be the thirteenth member country of the EC. That is not what 
I have in mind. 


With respect to the question of a security dimension for the EC, 
that's not something either, that is not a suggestion that we have 
made. That's not something that I think is within the province, 
quite frankly, of the United States to suggest. We have a very 
effective, efficient and formidable security relationship with all 
of the countries that, with all twelve, in the context of the NATO 
Alliance, and there is very little difference of membership -- with 
one exception -- and therefore I do not think that that is a 
suggestion that we are prepared to make, that is, the security 
dimension. 


SECRETARY MOSBACHER: Regarding my comment about being involved in 
the European standard setting which evolved into being said it was 
a seat at the table, we have been very pleased with the progress as 
far as standard setting, and in some other areas also, with the 
European Community being open, transparent, and allowing at times 
literally a seat for a company or a representative of a U.S. or 
other foreign interest to talk about how standards set in the 





‘ European Community could affect outside interests. And we have 


been 

















pleased not only in this area but in many areas in which the 
European Community has moved towards a very open system, certainly 
in the second banking directive, the national treatment there, as 
well as in telecommunications and commercial aviation, and we hope 
and believe that these will be applicable also to financial 
services and other areas along that line. Now, as far as the GAIT 
is concerned, I will turn that question over to Ambassador Hills 
who is handling that. 


AMBASSADOR HILLS: The GATT did file a report evaluating the 
trading market of the United States. It did so because the United 
States volunteered to be first in line, thinking that evaluations 
of trading markets around the world would be very helpful in 
providing greater liberalization. And although the GATT report did 
note that we do have protection, the report made it quite clear 
that for the size, we are the largest freest market in the world. 
That our tariffs are amongst the lowest, industrial being the low 
of 5 percent and agricultural also, and that 99 percent of our 
tariffs are in fact bound. It also noted that we are the largest 
importer of goods from the lesser developed countries, providing 
extraordinary market opportunity for the world. So we were quite 
pleased with the GATT report. I think that it made one or two 
errors which have been noted, but in point of fact found the market 
free and open and contributing to multilateral world trade. 





QUESTION Secretary of State, could you give us some details on 
ow you would envisage the organization of relations between the 
United States and Europe. You have talked about three or four 
meetings of this type per year, but any particular subjects that 
you think ought to be consulted upon. Would you envisage a real 
treaty in the relatively near future and do you think you can 
influence in any way the development of the Community? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me say that it was not my intention in saying 
what I said in Berlin to seek to influence the development of the 
Community. That's not the purpose of what I suggested. The 
purpose of what I suggested basically is: we're going to have a 
changed Europe, in my view. What we have known for the past forty 
years is going to be significantly different, assuming that the 
reform process continues in Eastern Europe and we, of course, hope 
that it does, and I happen to believe that it will. As I said this 
morning at NATO, we cannot guarantee that. And of course, there is 
the possibility for a reverse here and there. But by and large, I 
think we're going to see a different Europe. That being the case, I 
think the United States needs to reexamine in partnership with its 
European friends and allies the relationships that we have and the 
institutional relationship that we have with Europe. And I 
mentioned three organizations, and I gave some specific proposals 
with respect to how we might enhance and expand and adapt those 
organizations and the relationship of the United States therefore 
with its European partners. I mentioned this organization, I 
mentioned NATO and of course, I mentioned the CSCE process. 


You asked me what subjects I foresee being discussed. And I 
foresee being discussed between the United States and its European 























friends the full range of economic and political subjects. The 
full range as well, of course, of security subjects within the 
context of the NATO alliance which will continue, and which will 
perhaps itself have a greater political component attached to it. 
I hope that that answers your question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, a couple of days ago in your intervention 
in G-24, you made the remark, “pledges are not enough.“ And I 
wondered as you reflect on the week which is coming to an end, if 
you feel the West Europeans and the United States are doing enough, 
in a concrete way, to further reform, to further economic 
development in Eastern Europe. I am thinking especially of export 
controls, and whether they will be eased, and if Mr. Mosbacher 
would care to comment on that too. Most of what was done 
financially has in the form of commitments -- the United States 
actually made a grant. Very few countries did for that Poland 
stabilization fund. Can you reflect on the week and whether Europe 
has come across? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that we have all come across quite well 
in the case, yes, sufficiently in the case of Poland and Hungary. 
And the majority of that stabilization fund, Barry, is indeed grant 
assistance, I believe, not assistance of some other form. In 
answer .o Jim Anderson's first question, I said I thought we could, 
acting together, influence the reform that's taking place in 
Eastern Europe. And I think we can. But in the final analysis, it 
is going to be up to the people of these countries, the people 
power that has generated these revolutions, these peaceful 
revolutions; it's going to be up to that, to determine whether or 
not they succeed. And one of the main things the United States is 
interested in doing, and indeed I think we share the support of our 
EC friends in this regard, is to do what we can to create viable 
private sectors in these countries. It's not just a case of 
pledges, or indeed grants. It's not just a case of financial 
assistance. It's a case of helping them change these statist 
centrally-planned economies into what we know works -- free market 
economies. And it's a case of our working together, assisting them 
toward political pluralism and free market economics. And yes. I 
think that the efforts that began at the Paris economic summit, and 
were to some extent concluded at the G-24 meeting, have been quite 
remarkable, when you look at the assistance that was generated for 
Poland and Hungary; and the message that we've carried to the other 
countries that are engaged now in Eastern Europe in the process of 
reform, is the same thing can happen as far as you are concerned at 
the time that you have taken the kind of action that Poland and 
Hungary took. 





QUESTION: Another question for President Delors. I have to say, 
President, that I am surprised that you are so satisfied with 
everything that Secretary Baker said in Berlin. At the press 
conference, Secretary Baker said that he would not like the 
Community to develop a security policy within its own framework; 
and yet I understand that you are in favor of precisely such a 
policy being developed. And the second point is that in Mr. 

' Baker's speech, nowhere is a reference made to counterparts, or 








— 


perhaps I could say cooperation and the relationship that the 
United States would like to have with Europe on European affairs. 


PRESIDENT DELORS: Well. my satisfaction should be measured against 
what we had a year ago. A year ago, when I read through your 
newspapers, what was I reading? I was reading that family arguments 
between the United States and the Community on soya, hormones, and 
heavens knows what else -- it is a very long list -- were 
proceeding apace. We were giving the impression to the whole world 
that the only talks that we were having between us had to do with 
disputes -- haggling, really. 


And so, I feel that if somebody now proposes that we should have a 
broader framework for consultations, something which would enable 
us to take up the challenges confronting us, without of course at 
the same time overlooking trade issues, in fact you would have seen 
how keen our American friends were to raise those issues. It seems 
to me, as I say, that if we can establish a framework which will 
enable countries which share the same values, the same democratic 
values, to work together and to shoulder responsibilities, then I 
think that is something to be satisfied about. That is what it all 
boils down to. 


There have been two big changes compared to the situation as it was 
a@ year ago. Eastern Europe has now moved toward democracy and 
freedom; and from the other side of the Atlantic we have now 
received a proposal for a global partnership. We are going to 
discuss it. I said earlier on, that we at the Commission are not 
the only people to be talked to, there is also the Council of 
Ministers, the European Parliament. But how could I not be 
satisfied to see this prospect of intelligent, worthwhile, 
consistent cooperation which will enable us to shoulder our 
responsibilities. Because we share those values. Responsibility 
does not just mean security. And I would point out in passing that 
security is not just'a military issue. It is a problem of 
ideology, and it's a problem of economy and economics. We have to 
look at all aspects of security policy, not just some of them. And 
security also means having a model of society that other people 
aspire to. It is not the West which is shifting toward the East, I 
would just point out to you. It is the East which is moving toward 
the West. It is they who admire not just our democratic regimes 
and our liberty, but also our living standards, our economic 
efficiency that is what it is all about. 


What we have to do now is see how we tan intelligently help these 
countries within the framework of the G-24. How can they reconcile 
their move towards liberty with the indispensable economic 
reforms? [I think that without economic reforms, then liberty will 
simply not take root. If we can do this together, and if we can 
manifest our solidarity and the unity of view, what more could you 
ask for at the moment? In five years, in six years, we will see 
how far we have got with disarmament and all of these other 
questions. But I repeat once again, her those who are very 
strongly in favor of the European ide | -eally want Europe to be 
_the pillar of the European Atlantic A ance. We are not at that. 
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stage yet. And I don't want to complicate this process, which is 
only just beginning, by asking questions which do not need to be 
asked today. It is a question for tomorrow. 


As Woody Allen said, the answer is yes, but what was the question? 
Well, the answer is yes, but what is the question? Well, the 
question at the moment is closer cooperation, commonality of views 
and great efficiency and efficacy in our action, joint action 
between the United States, Canada and the Community. And we have 
to act to combat the problem of underdevelopment and economic 
adjustment. We have to help these countries, these formerly 
communist countries, to move towards liberty. If we can do that 
together, if we have the procedures to do that, then we will do a 
better job. That is how these millions of people have access to 
freedom and economic progress. What more can you ask for? 


snes *# 
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MS. TUTWILER Good morning everybody. I don't have 
any statements. I'll be happy to try to answer your questions 


Q Do you have anything to say about possible next 
steps or new steps vis-a-vis the situation in Panama? 


A You know [ don't The President himself just 
answered that question this morning, and [ don't have anything 
to say. 


Q So the situation 1s stable et this point, and the 
State Department has no Further words on the threats to 
American lives down there? 


A I haven't heard of new threats this morning, so 
I'm unfamiliar -- if you've got a specific -- 
Q L'm just talking about the continuing state of 


threat which apparently exists down there. 


4 As we sald yesterday, and the President himself 
just said this morning in an interview at 11:00 a.m., we don't 
discuss contingencies or vuptions And as we said yesterday. w@ 
never rule anything in or out. 


Q Is the U S position on adherence to the Panatia 
Canal Treaty the sume as it's always been? 


a Yes 
. 
Q The U.S. 15 Not reviewing that adherence at this 
point? 
A Nu 


Q What 18 the state «| the functioning of the u S 
Embassy down there? what sorts of recommendations are you 
making to American ¢itizens who are not part of the governmence ? 
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a Let me help you with some things. Our Embassy, 
which is already maintaining a high degree of preparedness. has 
taken necessary measures to deal with the specific situation in 
coordination with U.S. forces in Panama. 


As you all know, I believe it was in November, we 
issued a travel advisory. That advisory is still in effect. 
and I'll be happy to post it again for you, if you'd like 


Our non-essential personnel and Embassy dependents. as 
you know, were withdrawn in the latter part of May and the 
first part of June of this year They prefer for me not to 
Give out to you the size of the Embassy personnel staff that 
are there. [ will tell you that there are roughly 35,000 
Americans in Panama Of that figure, some 25,000 are official! 
Americans, meaning military and government employees, and U S$ 
Government contract employees No U.S Embassy dependents 
remain in Panama. Only 2,900 military dependents remain as of 
November 30. 


Q Two thousand nine hundred? 


é Right We estimate that there are some 10,000 
private Americans in Par-- 


Q When you say the specific -- 
” Wait one second, Ralph 
Q {'m sorry 


“ 1 was @oing to give the exact date of our trave! 
advisory. [t's November ‘89 


When | say what’? Excuse me 


Q When you make reference a moment ago to taking 
the necessary measures in reference to the specific situation 
which specific situation are you referring to there? 


a Well. you obviously had two violent incidents 
this weekend You know the Pentagon has put out, and has dure 
extensive briefings on, what their requlations are for their 
military personnel, which is a@ situation called DELTA, which 
restricts or has certain rules that go with it that restrict 
their travel. So in light of, obviously. this weekend's tw 
incidents, our Ambassador continues to take the necessary 
precautions for our persunnel 


Q Have there been any other incidents other thar 
those two? 


i) Not that 1 personally know of 


Q Do we have an Ambassadur there at this point?’ 
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a I'm sorry, I didn't mean to say Ambassador: [ 
meant to say DCM. 


Q Does the State Department still believe that 
General Noriega can and should be brought to justice in the 
U.S. judicial system? 


a Yes. Our policy hasn't changed, and we still 
believe that he is not legitimate; that he should go. all of 
our policies have not changed 


Q Have you been in touch -- has the United States 
Government been in touch with the opposition -- the Panamanian 
opposition leaders in light of the specific situation that you 
referred to here? 


a Not that 1 know of, Ralph. They could have I 
just haven't heard if they have 


Q Do we expect those responsibl ‘or this death to 
be brought to justice in Panama? 


“ I believe it was either the President this 
morning in his interview or it was Marlin in his briefing -- [ 
was just told this - said that the US military has protested 
this to the POF As far as how an investigation occurs, etc 
I don't have those answers for you 


Q Margaret, do you consider the POF to be 
responsible for this. or other - 


a [ don't believe that we have said, as a 
government, who we think is responsible for this, and I don't 
have something to say for you at this briefing. 


Q If you protested to the POF, it suggests that you 
think that the POF itself is to blame? 


a Since we don't recognize their government, I 
guess this is the ruute that was chosen { was literally just 
told this right befure 1 came out here to brief So maybe the 
Pentagon can explain to you why they did that or chose that 
route. 


Q Doesn't the U S blame Noriega for this, directly 
or indirectly’ 


” L'a refer you tu Secretary Cheney's words 
yesterday and to thy Peesi@ent'’s this morning as far as 
allocation of bla 

Q Margaret, any task forte set up? 


a No There's not @ task force, is there? Not 
here. There may be at the Pentagun but there's not one here 
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Q What about the declaration in the Panamanian 
Assembly that a state of war exists with the United States? 
: a We posted an answer to this on, I believe, it was 
Thursday or Friday -- whenever it happened. ['11 be glad to 
restate it for you. 


This action changes nothing in Panama. WNoriega has 
exercised de facto power in Panama since February 1988 The 
Assembly of Representatives, which he arranged to have grant 
him this title and declare this. has no more legal, 
constitutional or popular legitimacy than Noriega himself 
This is just one more illegal, unconstitutional action by an 
illegitimate regime 


Q Doesn't the declaration of a state of war change 
anything with regard to the United States, however? 

a No 

Q You said this doesn't change anything in Panama 


Maybe it doesn't change anything in Panama, but when a nation 
declares war on another nation, doesn't that affect the 
recipient's nation in some way? Doesn't it affect the United 
States somehow’ 


o We noted. I believe it was yesterday -- without 
drawing definitive conclusions to this declaration of a state 
of war and these two incidents that happened this weekend - u» 


took note of it in our statements yesterday Further than the 
statements we had yesterday. I don't have anything further for 


you today. 
Q Any interagercy meetings we ought to know about’ 
“ None that ['m at liberty to discuss 
Q ls there an attempt by the U S Government to 


downplay or minimize the declaration of a state of war? I[ 
can't imagine if any other country in the world declared war 
against the United States that the US would just sort of si! 
there and say. "Oh. yeeh " 


“ It's nut thet we're saying “Oh, yeah ”" It's tha’ 
Noriega, as we've said. is not legitimate We have called hin 
and the President just gave - 1 believe you were there - 9 an 


almost hour press cunterence where he answered a number of 
questions on Panama of Saturday af lLernoun It's not that 
[t's that [ have no new words for you [ have nothing new t, 
say to you and especially since he just spoke on Saturday anc 
again this morning 


Q The issue 16 that leaqi*'macy or not, this 
Assembly, this Panamanian Assembly ' °° ssid that a state of we 
exists with the United States The 186.0 9f legitimacy doesn 
play in here. 
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‘ Well. the only state of war that we think exists 
in Panama is between Noriega and the Panamanian people 


y Can we go to another subject? 


. Just a second, John, if you don't mind. The 
President has stated in the past that he considers his 
responsibility in Panama to protect the lives of American 
citizens and to exercise U.S. rights with respect to the Panama 
Canal Treaty. Have either of those -- have the incidents on 
Saturday affected, in the US view, the ability to exercise 
U.S. rights on protecting the Panama Canal? That's number one 
and, obviously. those incidents have affected the protection of 
American citizens Isn't the US. doing anything about either 
one of those things’ 


4 I understand exactly what you're asking me, and I 
will refer you back to the President's transcript this morning, 
and I'll state for you again, we don't discuss options or 
contingencies and we never rule anything in or out. The 
President said this morning that this is an enormous outrage 
and a matter of enormous concern to this President. 


Q Do you have anything on this -- 


a Let me give you one other thing, Ralph, in case 
you don't have it The President also said that all Presidents 
have options, but they don't discuss what they might be 


Q Do you have anything on the status of the 
Administration's nominee to be Acting Administrator of the 
Canal? There was 4 report that he was being charged with high 
treason in Panama Do you have anything on that? 


a I haven't seen that report, and our policy is 
still the one we enunciated before we left town 


Q Do you have anything, Margaret, on the newspaper 
accounts that the couple who were housekeepers for the 
Salvadoran priests. who were murdered, were coerced in their 
testimony and in their lie detector testimony? 


cy I have quite a bit on this for you we 
absolutely and unequivocally deny any allegation that US 
officials mistreated the witness Since the tragic killing of 
the Jesuits, we made a cummitment to do everything possible t. 
help the Salvadorans find the killers and bring them to 
justice. [n particuler, we offered help to anyone who would 
come forward with information 


Early in the morning of November 23, we learned of «a 
witness to the killings in Salvador After making contact wit 
Jesuit officials. a5 well as French and Spanish diplomats who 
were assisting her in leaving the country, our Embassy 
ascertained that she wished to go to the United States ne 
worked on her arrangements tor leaving £1 Salvador and 
expedited her arrival in Miami 
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Once she arrived in Miami that same day. she was met 
by the Spanish and French consuls and local Jesuits. at the 
reqyest of the Jesuits, the U.S. Government made arrangements 
for her accommodation and security Once the witness arrived 
in the U.S... we provided her and her family with humanitarian 
parole in the United States. 


The witness was treated with respect and courtesy 
She was considered as someone with information which could be 
useful in solving these horrible crimes She was never treated 
as a criminal suspect 


On November 24. the witness was again visited by 
Jesuits. FBI agents also met with her at her hotel and took 
her statement. 


On November 25-26. the witness again met with 
Jesuits. She did not have any interviews with the FBI that day 


On November 27. the witness was taken to the FBI 
headquarters and introduced to the Salvadoran investigator 
Before this meeting. a State Department official had asked the 
witness if she would be willing to meet with the Salvadoran 
investigator She had no objection and was interviewed 
concerning the killings by the FBI and Salvadoran officials in 
the presence of a State Department official 


On November 286, the witness was interviewed further by 
the FBI and Salvaduran investigator in the presence of a State 
Department of ficial 


On November 29. the interviewing of the witness 
continued. Polygraphs were administered by the FBI in the 
presence of the Salvadoran investigator and the State 
Department official 


On November 310. polyaraphs for the witness were 
concluded 


On Decemter |) the witness gave another statement i’ 
the course of her various statements, the witness had given 
various different versions of events This concluded the 
taking of statement, trom the witness Subsequently, the 
Jesuits assumed re.o %,1bi lity for her accommodation 


[I'd like to gut of the record the following, or get 
straight the following sumber of allegations First, we are 
providing substantfal technical suppurt to the Government of + 
Salvador and stanu ready te du whatever is necessary to help 
identify the killers OF the Jesuits 


In that regard the ) S and Salvadoran investigator » 
were attempting to learn as Much as possible about what the 
witness knew There was Never any threats that were made, wr 
was there any connection made between her testimony and her 
immigration status 
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While the interviews lasted several hours each day. 
every effort was made to make the witness feel comfortable and 
secdre. 


I would also like to tell you that just before we came 
to brief I was informed that the FBI conducted itself in an 
entirely professional manner and that the FBI is prepared to 
brief interested oversight committees fully on this matter we 
believe that such a briefing will confirm our view that nothing 
improper has occurred 


Q One of the allegations -- 

Q Can we have @ copy that statement? 

“ Sure 

Q What was the report back from the State 
Department officials who sat in on these interviews? Did they 
confirm that she was. in fact. treated in a respectful and 
courteous manner? 


a Absolutely 


Q And why. then. was she interviewed so many times’ 

” [ don't know, John, why she was [ envision -- 
but I'm not the investigating person and 1 don't want to get 
into their investigation .- why they thought it was necessary 
I shouldn't do that 1 don't know It's their investigation 

Q Do you know why she was given polygraph tests’ 

a No You'd have to ask the FBI, I quess I don * 
know 

Q One of the most interesting allegations that tris 


woman made is that she was pressured to recant an original 
statement by a Salvadoran of7icial who participated in the 
interrogation Then when she consented to do that, she was eet 
on a polygraph and it was her contradictory statement, the one 
in which she recanted her earlier allegations, according to the 

y LU report. that caused her to fail the polygraer 
which puts an entirely different coluring on the affirmationrs 
made by Salvadoran officials that she failed the lie detect 
test. 

It seems to Me this 138 @ pretty important puint . 

wonder if you had anything of that’? and if not. could you sere 
something on it’ 


a 1 don't Nave anything specific Other than or 
polygraphs pertaining to this case {f can tell you, @$ you 
already know, that the witness was polygqraphed three times 
Although the witness provided dilterent versions, we do not 
conclude that this necessarily means that the witness was 
responding honestly 
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After being so close to these killings, we certainly 
woukd- understand how the witness' mental state may have 
affected the testimony. She has been reported, which is the 
New York Times, she was extremely, as anybody would be, under a 
lot of stress. This is a very, ['m sure, it goes without 
question, trying time for this individual. I can't get into 
the specifics, as you'd expect, of polygraphs in this testimony 
and that testimony. 


Q The State Department official who was present at 
the time this interrogation was taking place was there, [ 
believe, if I recollect your summation of this correctly, was 
there at the time the £1 Salvador official talked to her and 
urged her to recant her testimony. Did the State Department 
official, who was present at the time, think that that was a 
proper interrogatory technique? 


A I don't know that the El Salvadoran investigator 
actually did that. 


Q I believe you said he did. 


A I do know -- if [ said it, then it's true. 
Sorry. I still have jet lag from our trip. Yes, the State 
Department official, it's my understanding, was there 
throughout this and for all the different interviews. I don't 
know if the State Department official raised an objection or 
said, "Wait a minute." I will go back and find out from peopl+ 
who would have a greater depth of detail than [ do on this and 
ask if they did." 


Q But, in general, your summation is that the State 
Department official believes she was treated properly 
throughout by the £1 Salvadoran investigator, is that correct? 


A As positive as anyone can humanly be. I['ve 
checked this a number of times this morning before coming out. 
here on the record with you all. 


To the best of all of our knowledge, this person was 
not mistreated, was not -- as words that were used in the New 
York Times this morning -- treated as a criminal; that the 
United States Government did get her and her Family out safely 
which was asked of us when she was in £1] Salvador; that the 
United States Government did grant her and her Family 


humanitarian parole status -- those are the things -- to the 
best of our knowledge 


Now, if someone pops up here this afternoon and make, 
us all liars, ['m unaware of it, or are the people who are 100 
percent on top of this situation [I have to believe them, ang 
they're believing the people that are telling them. That is 
our honest understanding of this situation 


Q You wouldn't be willing to identify the State 
Department official who was present? 
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A I would, but I doubt that they would. ['1l ask 
them.- 


Q Would it be possible -- taking it a step further 
-- to have him made available to us in a briefing? 


a I'll ask. 


Q What about the second witness? What about her 
husband who also testified and was interrogated during the same 
period? Do you have anything to say with respect to her? 


A I don't have anything on her husband. 
Q Another subject. 
a Sure. 


Q Is the United States discussing resuming the 
Fulbright Exchange Program with China? 


A Our acting public affairs officer in Beijing was 
invited to the State Education Commission on Friday to discuss 
resumption of the Fulbright Program. The meeting was conducted 
in a constructive atmosphere, though no commitments were made. 


We hope to have further talks soon leading to a 
resumption of the Fulbright Program for the next academic 
year. We consider the Fulbright Program and our other academi 
exchanges with China to be a very important aspect of our 
bilateral relationship 


Q A follow-up on that: How about discussions 
involving getting Fang Lizhi out of the Embassy in China and 
sent to a third country? Are discussions along those lines 
proceeding? 


a I don't have anything for you on that subject 


Q On Greece: Your Ambassador to Greece, Mr. 
Michael Sotirhos, 1s in Washington today. I'm wondering, what 
is the purpose of his visit? 


A He's probably back here on normal consultations 


Q One more question: According to reliable 
sources, the ex-King of Greece, Mr Konstantine Glyxbourg, 15 
in the U.S. too. Since Mr Glyxbourg last week expressed to 
The New York Times his desire to return to Greece soon, 
creating a new political turmoil {'m wondering, number one. 
if Ambassador Sotirhos during his visit in Washington is going 
to discuss this crucial issue Number two, if he is going to 
have any direct contact with the ex-King? 
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a Since I wasn't aware that our Ambassador was in 
Washington -- we saw him at the Chiefs of Mission meeting in 
Brussels, I believe that was Friday morning -- it would be hard 


for me to answer those questions for you. 
Q Would you take my questions? 
A I'll look into it. 


There are tensions in Romania, reports of 
citizens being killed, troops on alert. What can you tell us 
about what you know there? 


a Violent clashes between demonstrators and 
gcvernment forces took place over the weekend in a Western 
Romanian city. The events were triggered by the government's 
attempt to forcibly evict Hungarian reformed church Reverend 
Laszlo Tokes from his church pursuant to a local court ruling 
which ordered his transfer to a congregation in another town. 


Several hundred members of Tokes' congregation 


apparently launched a demonstration December 16 in support of 
his refusal to vacate the church premises. The demonstration 


apparently grew in size and took on an anti-government tone. 


On Sunday, December i7, government security units 
brutally put down the demonstration with the use of truncheons., 
tear gas and water cannons. There are also unconfirmed reports 
of gunfire. At this time [ cannot confirm any casualties or 
the use of gunfire 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on the 
normalization of relations between Egypt and Libya and Syria? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Do you have any comment -- 


Q What does the U.S. think of these demonstrations 
in Romania? There was no -- 


a Our reaction? 
Q Yeah 
A Since the government. doesn't have the support of 


the people, it is following the terribly mistaken course of 
using security forces to repress a serious manifestation of 
popular discontent with the policies of the Ceausescu regime 


We have cunsistently criticized that regime's 
repression of dissent and denial of Fundamental human rights to 
its people. We are especially critical of the use of force by 
the Romanian authorities against Reverend Tokes who, with the 
overwhelming support of his congregation, was seeking to 
exercise his religious rights. 
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Our Embassy in Bucharest has repeatedly sought to 
visit and talk with Reverend Tokes, but such visits have been 
prevented by security personnel deployed around his church and 
home. We call upon the Romanian Government to cease its 
pressure against Reverend Tokes and his congregation and allow 
him to exercise his fundamental freedom to communicate. 





Q Since we've been accustomed to Communist 
concessions in Eastern European countries, when we see the 
protest movement growing -- it's happened in five countries -- 
any indication tha’ Romania is beginning to make any overtures. 
any concessions? 


A I wouldn't want to speculate with you. 

Q Margaret, the Romanians are sealing the borders, 
apparently in an attempt to keep news from getting out. Do you 
have -- does that concern you? DOoes that seem like an ominous 
development? 

a Of course, it would concern us, and, of course, 


just as in all the other countries, we are Yor 
self-determination of those people This is no different in 
Romania than it has been in any of the other countries, and we 
would obviously support the people in their efforts -- that's 
what the people are doing towards peaceful change. 





Q Has the Embassy made any representations -- 

A Our Ambassador right now is determining what fourin 
our protest will take 

Q You intend then to make a protest? 

a Excuse me? 

Q You intended then to make a protest? 

A Yes What they're determining right now is what 


form it will take 


Q Would you have any comment on the Polish economi. 
plan which was published yesterday”? And, secondly, do you have 
any news of information on the preparation of a visit by 
Jaruzelski to the United States? 


Aa I don't have anything on the upcoming visit On 
the new economic package, we understand that Mazowiecki's 
Government has intruduced several new economic laws to the 
Polish Parliament ye. terday These laws are designed to 
transform Poland from a centrally-planned economy to a 
market-oriented one 


The Polish Foreign Minister briefed the G-24 last weet 
on Poland's economic program, and Secretary Baker discussed 
this subject at length with the Foreign Minister in his 
bilateral with him in Brussels This is why the United States 
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has agreed to provide approximately $850 million of various 
types of economic assistance to Poland, plus another 
approximately $200 million for a bridge loan. 


We support Poland's efforts to implement political and 
economic reform. With the introduction of these laws, the 
Mazowiecki Government has demonstrated its willingness to 
undertake difficult economic policies in order to transform the 
Polish economy. 


Q Do you have any comments on the elections held 
yesterday in 8razil? 


a Brazil's presidential election runoff yesterday 
is a major event, given the country's importance. It also 
represents one more step in the consolidation of democracy 
throughout Latin America, a process which gives us great 
confidence in the future of the region. 


There is as yet no definitive result in Brazil. [ 
would note that the voting yesterday was orderly and with a 
very high rate of participation. We congratulate Brazil on the 
operation of its democratic process 


Q Margaret, one of the two candidates had expressed 
his desire to impose a moratorium of the foreign debt if he 
does win. Does it in any way concern you? 


qa What. l'd rather do is vector this over to the 
place I used to work and let the [reasury Department answer 
that. 


Q Margaret, do you have anything on a Newsweek 
report of a Colombian threat against the President, quoting a 
State Department official? 


A I don't know who the unnamed State Department 
official was, but we never discuss the President's security. 
and I believe Marlin addressed this question from his briefing 
this morning. 


When will the State Department release the report 
that a -- it talks about [ranian involvement in state-sponsored 
terrorism, which was held for a few months in the State 
Department, according to the story with The Washington Post 
last Saturday? 








4 L'll be more than glad to clean this up for you 
The report is incurrect Our Office of Counter-Terrorism 
routinely prepares tur public release fact sheets on terrori-t 
groups and state-supporters of terrorism Ihis year the 
Counter-Terrorism Office has released seven fact sheets, and it 
is currently working on tour other potential Fact sheets, 
including the one on Iran 
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In the Iran case, the fact sheet has been the subject 
of discussion and drafting at the working level, but at this 
point-no draft has been prepared for policy level clearance. 

We will comment on those fact sheets when they are released but 
not before. 


To go on, so that we don't have any misunderstanding, 
United States' policy toward Iran has not changed. [Iran's 
sponsorship of state terrorism remains a matter of grave 
concern to us. The most recent authoritative expression of 
administrative views on this matter was made by Assistant 
Secretary John Kelly in his congressional testimony of November 
9, and I'd refer you back to that testimony, but I'll make two 
sentences -- refresh two sentences for you. 


One, Iran has continued to practice terrorism overseas 
in areas from the Middle East to Europe, and there is every 
indication that that is state policy. He also repeated for the 
record our longstanding policy which has not changed. Our 
problem is with Iranian behavior and specifically, continued 
Iranian support for international terrorism and 
hostage-taking. Until Iran acts to abandon these policies, 
there will be no possibility of an improvement in the 
U.S.-Iranian relationship 


Q Can we have a copy of that statement, please? 
a Sure 


Margaret, your reference to discussion about the 
drafting of the fact sheet on [ran, is this kind of reference 
to differences among those who are responsible to draft the 
fact sheet? 


4 What it means is kind of what it says. This is 
at a working level where discussions and draftings are going 
on. I don't know a single paper that gets through any one of 
these departments without discussion and drafting. 


Q But there was no foot-dragqging into doing this. 
because -- 


a There's not. only no foot-dragging, just to be 
even more clear, as was stated in this article that we're all 
discussing, that the President and the Secretary of State had 
somehow delayed this There is simply no truth to that 
whatsoever . 


Q And du you Nave -- 


Q But the discussion 14 on the content, not the 
style or not the form of the fact sheet? 


f°) Counter-ferrorism, as [ said, routinely prepared 


for public release facts sheets 1 said that they're currently 
working on four, one of which is [ran [ don't know what all 
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goes into the preparation of these fact sheets. I said there 
were, I believe, seven. They've released seven this year. I 
just don't know. 

Q Margaret, by contrast to this statement you made 
concerning the Polish economic reforms, does Secretary Baker 
stand by the statement that he made on Friday, characterizing 
the apparent retreat from perestroika made at the Congress of 
People's Deputies in Moscow last week as disappointing? And do 
you feel that that does hurt the Soviet Union's chances of 
participating in international monetary organizations? 


a Without accepting all the ways you've 
characterized what Secretary Baker said, the gist of your 


question is, does the Secretary still believe in what he said. 
less than 48 hours ago? The answer is yes. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything about the Israeli Secretary 
of Cabinet discussions here? 


a Excuse me? 





Do you have anything about the Israeli Secretary 
of Cabinet discussions today here at the State Department about 
the assurances and the assuming within the Israeli reply to the 
Baker five points? 





a A specific statement? No. 


Q Is there any date sc»eduled for the trilateral 
meeting? 





a No It stays right where it was, which is that 
the Secretary said -- [ believe it was on Friday -- and we've 
said here that it is our hope that we could have this meeting 
at the earliest early next year. That hasn't changed. 


Q Is a comparable envoy coming from Egypt? 


a No Who will be meeting with Ambassador Ross, 
representing Egypt. will be Ambassador Reedy. 


Q When? 

a When? 

Q Yeah When is it? 

“ L'm not. really sure exactly when they will be 


meeting or if they haven't already met This is progress, as 
the Secretary has discussed, and this is just @ continuation »' 
the work that needs to be done at a working level. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr Eagleburger's meeting 
this morning? Was Hong Kong discussed? 
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A I'm not even sure -- who did Larry meet with this 
morning? 


Q The High Commissioner for Refugees. 


A No. I wasn't aware that Larry was meeting with 
him. I'm sure the subject came up. I mean, it would be kind 
of far-fetched if it didn't. 


Q Margaret, do you have any more comment on the -- 


a Excuse me. And ['m sure Larry reiterated to him 
what our policy is, as we put it out last week and as Secretary 
Baker did -- that hasn't changed -- and as Secretary Baker had 
with his discussion with Foreign Minister Hurd last Monday when 
we were in London. 


Q Do you have any more comment on the status of the 
Lebanese Ambassador here in Washington -- the story in the 
paper today that you're going to have two Embassies or two 
Ambassadors? 


A No Ll believe Richard made our policy clear on 
that on Thursday. 


Q Have you received a note from, or a letter from, 
Ambassador Bouhabib that he's asking for an extension of two 
months until he will be able to finish the paperwork, whatever 
it is -- 


a I haven't heard about that 


Q The story is in The Washington Post today. 


Aa Sorry lL missed it 

Q May [{ come back to Romania? 

A Sure 

Q How would you characterize American-Romanian 


relations at this stage, and what are the options you mentione 
you are envisaging now in light of this development? 


is) What do you mean, what are our options? 
Q Well. what can your government do? 
cy Our government can do what our government does 


many places all around the world. which is to stand for 
freedom, for freedom of assembly, tor Freedom of speech, for 
freedom of religion -- to pursue your religious beliefs I 
don't exactly know what you mean [ mean, that's what we ster! 
for. That's what we're doing there, 


BEST COPY AVAIL an: 

















L665 .? 


-16- Monday, 12/18/89 
e 





Q No. I'm aware of that. I was wondering what 
specifically could you do or you think would be able to do in 
Romania to change this -- 


a I think we can do is what we've done in other 
countries, as the President and the Secretary of State have 
done: call out for peaceful change, for self-determination of 
these people, to stand up and enunciate our values that we've 
stood for for 200 years. 


Q I am wondering, are you going to hand over a 
he, or are you contemplating some measures, economic 
restrictions, whatever? What practical steps could be taken tu 
help human rights be observed in Romania? 


Aa That would be speculative for me to do with you 
As I mentioned, and ['ll state again for you, our Ambassador is 
determining right now as we're briefing, or whatever time it is 
there, what form our protest will take. 


Q Margaret. the last time you addressed the subject 
of cooperation between South Africa and [srael in the missile 
technology, you said that there is kind of an investigation on 
the technology transfer from [srael of American technology, [| 
mean, to South Africa Do you have anything new on that? 


“ No 
Q Still the investigation is going on? 
4 [ haven't checked For you since the last time we 


were into it. I'll check for you 


Q Do you have anything on the report in the Times 
about the United Nations asking the United States to get 
directly involved in negotiations on Central America? 





a Asking the United States to get directly involved’ 

Q And Soviets and Cuba and other extra-regional 
countries. 

a The U S and the Soviets are already engaged in 


intensive dialogue un Central America Both sides have 
committed themselves to support the Esquipulas peace process 

It is essential that Cuba stop supplying Nicaragua with weapons 
and that Nicaragua stop supplying the FMLN with their 
Cuban-supplied weapuns 


It 1s time fur Cuba to stop acting like a renegade 
nation. On January |, Cuba will tecume a member of the 
Security Council lt needs now to begin acting in @ way 
consistent with the great responsibility it will bear in the 
Council for helping promote peace in Central America by full 
adherence to the Esquipulas process 


Q Margaret. could l -- 
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Q Follow-up on the same question: Is Cuba on the 
list of states sponsoring terrorism at this time? 


A I don't know. ['1ll look for you. 


Q Margaret, I know you've responded informally to 
this question before, but does the State Department have a 
position on the offer on Friday by the Soviet Deputy Foreign 
Minister to pull 625,000 Soviet troops out of Eastern Europe by 
the year 20007 


a No. I don't have a statement for you on that 


Q Margaret, Mrs. Jeanne Kirkpatrick, in a column 
today in The Washington Post writing from Jerusalem, is 
advising, saying maybe before Bush and Baker take on the 
Arab-Israeli conflict they should practice on something easier 
like settling the problem of Cyprus Do you have any comment 
on that? 





A No. 
Q No? 
o No 


Q Can | go back to that question: Has the United 
States been asked or approached by the United Nations to 
participate in such talks as referred to in the Times’ article? 


rs) Not that ['m personally aware of 


Q Okay Did you have anything on refugees moving 
back into Cambodia today’ 


“ No, I don't 


Q Can 1 ask one other related to that investigation 
and the witness? Were tapes or transcripts taken of the 
interrogation perivds, and have they been transmitted from th. 
State Department tu the Papal Nuncio's office here? 


a That would fall into an area which I just am nat 
at liberty to discuss. and [{'ll hopefully be able to at some 
point get you an answer on that. But 1 don't have one for you 
today. 


Q And w3)! Ambassadur Walker be meeting with the 
press while he's here? 


a To my knowledge. yes He's got a number of press 
events planned and speeches 


Q Margaret - 


a Yes, Ralph BEST COPY AVA! ° 
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v Going back to U.S.-Soviet talks and the Cuba 
funneling of equipment in Central America, is it still the case 
following the Malta Summit that, as President Bush and 
Secretary Baker have said repeatedly. behavior of -- Soviet 
behavior in Central America is still the largest single 
obstacle to an across-the-board improvement in Soviet-american 
relations? 


a Absolutely. 





Q So your focus on Cuba as being the renegade 
nation in this statement does not reflect any agreement or 
understanding reached with the Soviet Union on what the problem 
is in Central America? Or does it? 


a What do you mean? 


Q Well, { guess ['m asking whether your focus on 
Cuba as being a renegade nation suggests that the 
Administration .- the US. Administration may have decided, 
concluded, that Soviet statements about having not as much 
control as the U.S. thinks are accurate. 


a Without saying what the Secretary and the 
President have concluded, our policy has not changed; and [ 
believe the Secretary himself and the President on Saturday 
answered this question once again about the shipment of these 
weapons in this area remaining the biggest irritant -- the 
biggest obstacle that could do more harm to U.S.-Soviet 
relations. 





Q I quess I'm trying to see whether you're shifting 
some of the responsibility here, or whether that's not the 
case. Up to now -- 


a Not really. 


Q -- you've always held the Soviets responsible fur 
those shipments to a large extent This statement makes no 
reference to that and seems to imply that it is Cuba that's 
sort of running off on its own in doing these things. 


a The reason it. duesn't 1s because we anticipated 
to be honest with you, the way the question would come would te 
focused on Cuba 


Q Thank you 
“ Thanks 
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Taken Question December 18 Briefing 


Q: 


Did U.S. officials observe the Salvadoran Special 
Investigative Unit official urge Mrs. de Cerna to recanr 
her ociginal testimony? 

AT NO TIME WAS MRS. CERNA URGED TO RECANT ANY TESTIMONY. 

ON THE CONTRARY 0.5. OFFICIALS WANTED TO LEARN ALL THAT THE 
WITNESSES COULD PADVIDE ON WHAT THEY KNEW OF THE EVENTS OF 
THE EARLY MORNING HOURS OF NOVEMBER 16. U.S. OFPPICIALS WHO 
INTERVIEWED THE WITNESSES WANTED THE CERNAS TO ADDRESS THE 
SEVERAL INCONSISTENCIES IN THEIR VERSIONS OF EVENTS AS THEY 


RECALLED THEM. 


U.S. GOVERNMENT JFFICIALS WHO SPEAK SPANISH WERE PRESENT AT 41L 
TIMES AT WHICH THE SALVADORAN OFFICIAL WAS PRESENT WITH MRS. 
CERNA. THE INTERVIEWERS CONDUCTED THEMSELVES IN A PROPESS:ON4L 
MANNER AND WERE ALSO SENSITIVE TO THE TRAUMATIC EXPERIENCES 


THAT THE WITNESSES HAD BEEN THROUGH. 
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Taken Question December 18 Press Briefing 


Q: 


A: 


GREECE: * AMBASSADOR I RH 
DOR SOTIRHOS 





Is Ambassador Sotirhos in the United States and has he 
talked with the ex-King of Greece who is also in the U.S.? 


co AMBASSADOR SOTIRHOS [S CURRENTLY IN “HE U.S. ON 
ROUTINE CONSULTATIONS. 


oe THE AMBASSADOR HAS NEVER MET OR TALKED WITH 


FORMER-KING CONSTANTINE. 


ee THE AMBASSADOR HAS NO PLANS TO MEET OR TALK WITH THE 


FORMER KING. 
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Taken Question 


CUBA AND THE TERRORISM LIST 


Is Cuba on the U.S. &Government's Terrorism List? 

-~ CUBA IS ON THE “TERRORISM LIST" -- A LIST MAINTAINED 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 6(}) OF THE EXPORT ADMINISTRATION ACT 
OF 1979. IT NAMES COUNTRIES WHICH HAVE REPEATEDLY PROVIDED 
SUPPORT FOR ACTS OF INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM. 


-- CUBA CONTINUES TO PROVIDE SAFEHAVEN, WEAPONS, AND 
POLITICAL AND FINANCIAL SUPPORT TO A WIDE RANGE OF LEFTIST 
AND INSURGENT ORGANIZATIONS THAT USE TERRORISM. IN 
COLOMBIA, CUBA SUPPORTS THE NATIONAL LIBERATION ARMY (ELN) 
WHICH IS RESPONSIBLE FOR NUMEROUS INTERNATIONAL TERRORIST 
ATTACKS TARGETING WESTERN ECONOMIC INTERESTS. IN EL 
SALVADOR, THE CUBAN-SUPPORTED FARABUNDO MARTI NATIONAL 
LIBERATION FRONT (FMLN) HAD IN 1988 PUBLICLY THREATENED 


AMERICANS ASSISTING THE SALVADORAN GOVERNMENT AS 





December 18 Press Briefing 





oo 


“LEGITIMATE TARGETS OF ASSASSINATION.” IN CHILE, CUBA 
SUPPORTS THE MANUEL RODRIGUEZ PATRIOTIC FRONT (FPMR) WHICH 
IS BELIEVED RESPONSIBLE FOR SEVERAL INTERNATIONAL TERRORIST 
INCIDENTS IN RECENT YEARS. 


t 
-- CUBA WAS PLACED ©N THIS LIST IN 1982. THERE ARE SIX 
COUNTRIES PRESENTLY ON THE LIST. IN ADDITION TO CUBA, THEY 
ARE: IRAN, SYRIA, LIBYA, SOUTH YEMEN AND NORTH KOREA. 
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Press Statement For Immediate Release 


COUNTERTERRORISM REWARD INCREASE 


THE DEPARTMENT OF' STATE WISHES TO ANNOUNCE A SUBSTANTIAL 
INCREASE IN THE REWARD AVAILABLE TO ANY PERSON WHO FURNISHES 
INFORMATION THAT LEADS TO THE PREVENTION, FRUSTRATION, OR 
FAVORABLE RESOLUTION OF A TERRORIST ACT AGAINST U.S. PERSONS OR 
PROPERTY. THE INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL ACT, WHICH 
PRESIDENT BUSH SIGNED ON DECEMBER 13, RAISES THE REWARD CEILING 
FROM FIVE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS TO TWO MILLION DOLLARS. WE 
BELIEVE THIS INCREASE WILL STRENGTHEN U.S. EFFORTS TO PREVENT 
TERRORIST ATTACKS AND WILL HELP BRING TERRORISTS TO JUSTICE. 





PERSONS OVERSEAS WITH TERRORISM INFORMATION SHOULD CONTACT THE 
NEAREST U.S. EMBASSY OR CONSULATE. PERSONS IN THE UNITED 
STATES SHOULD CONTACT THE FBI. INFORMATION RECEIVED WILL BE 
HANDLED CONFIDENTIALLY, ANDO THE IDENTITIES OF INFORMANTS WILL 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MS. TUTWILER: I have one statement [I'd like to make, 
please. 


The United States condemns in the strongest possible 
terms the brutal use of security forces against the people of 
Timisoara during the weekend of December 16-17. Those 
demonstrations were an obvious manifestation of broad popular 
discontent with the policies of the Romanian Government and a 
clear expression of the Romanian people's desire to join their 
neighbors in embracing democratic reform and economic freedom. 


It is sadly regrettable that Romania remains the only 
Warsaw Pact country to reject all political and economic 
reforms as well as the only participant in the Conference on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe to refuse to acknowledge the 
human rights commitments it voluntarily assumed under the 
Helsinki Final Act and Vienna Concluding Document. 





We call upon the Romanian Government to cease these 
outrageous policies and allow its citizens freely to exercise 
their fundamental human rights. 


What I thought I'd do before I take your questions is 


give you an update as we have it from the State Department, if 
that would be helpful. 





PRESS: Yes. 


A Our Embassy has so far been unable to confirm 
reports of casualties From the crackdown on the demonstrators 
in Timisoara. The reports range from dozens to perhaps 
hundreds killed by Romanian security forces. 


Two Embassy officers were dispatched yesterday, 
December 18, to Timisoara, which is a nine-hour drive from 
Bucharest. We are awaiting a firsthand account from these 
officers, assuming that they were allowed into the area. 


It appears that the major unrest was limited to 
Timisoara, although military units have been placed on alert 
throughout Romania. We have had no confirmed reports of 
disturbances in the country since security forces crushed the 
Timisoara demonstration on Sunday. 
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We should recall that Romania is a closed society, and 
information available to the public is highly restricted. Not 
surprisingly, the Romanian media has carried little of what 
happened in Timisoara, and reports filtering out through other 
media outlets cannot be confirmed. 


Since the unrest, all Romanian borders with 
neighboring countries, as well as the international airport in 
Bucharest, were closed to visitors from abroad. All 
international telephone lines into the country are receiving 
busy signals. 


Several thousand travelers, mostly Americans of 
Romanian extraction, visit the country each year. Not all 
register their presence with our Embassy in Bucharest. Of the 
few U.S. citizens in Timisoara of whom our Embassy is aware, 
including one Fulbright researcher, all are reported to be 
safe. There are about 100 official Americans in Romania, and 
that includes dependents. These are all accounted for, and 
they are all safe. 


Q Have you heard from the Fulbright scholar? 

A Do you know if we've actually heard from him? 
MS. WHITE: We did get word from him. 

Q What did he say about what occurred there? 
MS. WHITE: We just heard that he was safe. 


MS. TUTWILER: That's my understanding. We've just 
heard that he was safe. 


Q Margaret, from what you do know, does it appear 
that the casualties and the unrest are connected with the 
ethnic dispute between Hungarians and Romanians? 


a I'm not in a position to characterize it that way 
for you, Jim. We characterized yesterday our understanding -- 
I'd refer you back to the record; again, this is a closed 
society and very little gets out -- in connection with a 
Reverend who was trying -- they were trying to move him to a 
different parish and the people had rallied around him. I 
can't go further at this moment in time for you in 
— what the people are saying is causing them to du 
this. 


Q And yesterday, as 1 recall, the Embassy was 
trying to figure out when and where to put in a protest about 
events. What happened? 


a Correct. What we are working on is our 
Ambassador in Bucharest intends to protest in the strongest 
possible terms based on what our officers are sending back and 
reporting to us from that region. ['d like to note, however, 
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that the President of the country of Romania is out of the 
country on an official visit to Iran, so it's kind of difficult 
to communicate with him. 


As you know, Marlin this morning made a very strong 
statement from the White House podium on behalf of the 
President. We made a strong statement from this podium 
yesterday. We believe we've done another one today. We are 
also coordinating with our Allies, both NATO and EC, on a joint 
approach to Romanian events. 


Q Can you offer some suggestions as to what the 
United States is considering by way of its approach to these 
Romanian events beyond the protest? 


A I couldn't speculate with you on specifics of 
what we are doing, but I could tell you that we are currently 
reviewing our bilateral relationship, including economic, 
scientific and other areas, to determine if there are other 
actions which can be meaningfully taken. 


Q Where are these consultations with the Europeans 
going on? 


A I would assume in capitals. 
Q Have we talked to the Soviets about this? 


A Marlin mentioned this morning at his briefing 
that this is a subject that the President had discussed with 
President Gorbachev in Malta, and Marlin did not get into 
specifics. 


Q What is the scope of the bilateral relationship 
the United States has with Romania? [ mean, do we provide any 
sort of aid? Is there any assistance, technical or otherwise? 


A As you know, Romania renounced MFN in February 
1988 because it did not want to be bound by Jackson-Vanik 
restrictions on emigration. Our relations have deteriorated 
seriously since then. Since 1988, our two-way trade has been 
reduced by about one-half. [It now stands at about $300 million 
a year, mostly Romanian refined petroleum exports to the U.S. 


Q Is the U.S. going to impose any sanctions on that 
trade as a result of these events? 

a That is something that [ don't have an answer for 
right now. 


Q Do you intend to restrict high-level visits and 
contacts with Romanians as a result of these human rights 
violations? 


A That would be a Presidential decision that I 
don't believe the White House has made yet. 
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Q Margaret, do you know whether the VOA or Radio 
Free Europe are able to transmit into Romania without jamming? 


a -  gn't know, but Nyoka, do you know? 
MS. 2KITE: Noa. 
a We don't know. We'll try to find out for you. 


Q Has there been any high-level visit scheduled for 
Romania? 


a None that I'm personally aware of. 


Cc If that decision were taken, it would not have 
any practical effect, would it? 


a Excuse me? 


If that decision were taken -- the one you just 
alluded to, that the White House hasn't made that decision yet 
~- it would have no practical effect if there were no visits 
planned. 


a How do you know? 


Q I thought [I just asked if any visits were 
planned, and you said you didn't know of any. 


a I said that would be a White House decision. I 
personally don't know of any visits that are planned, but it's 
a White House decision. 


Q Right. Or visits that had been planned --— if 
there weren't any planned and the White House decides to cut 
them off, then it won't have any practical effect. 


a Oh, [I see what you're saying. Yes. Right. 

Q New subject? 

A If you want. 

Q Can you offer some other descriptions of what. 
relationship the United States does have with Romania? Are 


these economic and scientific exchanges very broad, and what du 
they consist of? 





a It's a level of detail, Ralph, I don't have. I 
tried to pull together what we could for you this morning. You 
know we have an Ambassador there. L've just said that we have 
a full embassy. We have 100 officials, including dependents. 

I don't have for you every part of our bilateral relationship. 


Q Is it under consideration to withdraw the U.S. 
Ambassador from Romania? 
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io} Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Has there been any communication with the 
Soviets, expressing mutual or other types of concerns -- in 
other words, asking the Soviets for their views on the 
situation in Romania? Or is it not regarded as that critical 
at this point? 


. a I'm personally unaware of any communication other 

* than what Marlin mentioned since Malta, and Marlin said this 
morning he was unaware if the President has done anything since 
then. As far as the Secretary of State today, I'm unaware of 

4 any phone calls or things that he has done. But that doesn't 
preclude that our Ambassador in Moscow could certainly have 
been raising this. 


Q Any plans for a senior U.S. official to visit 
Romania to discuss this matter? 


a Not that I personally know of. 


Q Could you check on that so that the answer can be 
more definitive on that? 


A Yes. 


Q New subject, please. Since we met yesterday, it 
was disclosed with some reluctance that, in addition to the 
trip that General Scowcroft and Deputy Secretary Eagleburger 
made to China recently, there was also a visit in July. And 
I‘m wondering, without you intending to speak for the White 
House, have any State Department officials of Assistant 
Secretary rank or above conducted any other visits to Beijing 
in the interim? 





a Not to my knowledge. 





Q Is there any reason why, when Deputy Secretary 
Eagleburger went to the Hill yesterday to brief members on 
China policy, that his July visit was not mentioned? Was this 
intentional? Was it an oversight? 


A It obviously was intentional. Deputy Secretary 
Eagleburger was on a Presidential mission. The President is 
the Chief of the land. He had determined how he wanted this 
mission carried out; and Larry -- as we all are; we serve at. 
the pleasure of a President with the consent of the Senate -- 
was simply doing what the President had requested. 


Q And one last question, so [ won't belabor it. 
That is, if the purpose was as stated, to convey the declared 
policy of the United States of disapproving of the Tiananmen 
Square massacres and the relateo events, why was it kept secret 
from Congress? Why was it kept secret from working-level 
members of this Department? Why was it kept secret from the 
public? 
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4 ‘If you get the transcript, Marlin did a very 
thorough, about 40 minutes, on this this morning, and he does 
speak for the President. Every President, including this one, 
has the prerogative to conduct diplomacy and foreign policy in 
the way that he sees fit. 


Many Presidents don't always tell everything that they 
know. As Marlin said himself this morning, there are things 
that have happened in this Administration that have not been 
shared with the public, with the press, with the Congress; the 
President is conducting, as is his Constitutional right to do 
so in privacy -- conducting private diplomacy. And I can't 
remember what the first part of your question was. 


Q Well, ['ll follow that up, Steve. The first part 
of the question was, if the purpose of the visit was to make 
the point that the United States is not pleased with the 
conduct of the Chinese Government in Tiananmen Square -- if 
that was the purpose of the visit, as has been stated -- then 
what was the rationale behind not making that visit public? It 
would seem as though, if that were the purpose, it would serve 
the purpose to make that public and to notify Congress that 
this was taking place. after all, the Administration was under 
considerable pressure from Congress at the time to do just that. 


7 Not in the President's mind, and he is the 
President. He, as we all know, was our former envoy to China. 
He has a great deal of knowledge in this area. He believed 
that this is the proper and correct way to handle this. He 
wanted to send a personal representative of himself, as the 
White House statement yesterday said -- which was the first 


part of Steve's question -- to express our shock and concern 
over the events in Tiananmen Square. 


All I can get back to is that there have been numerous 
Presidents, numerous instances, of Presidents who conduct 
private diplomacy, and there is nothing that is wrong with that. 


Q But not in such contradictory terms. I think 
that's the problem. 


A What do you mean? 


Q Well, when the President said he was going to 
cease high-level exchanges and contacts -- 


A Well, let me help on that. In my mind -- and 
it's not playing a word game, and Secretary of State Baker was 
not, nor was the President -- an exchange falls into the 
category of, for instance, when we were at the Treasury 
Department and Secretary Baker was Secretary of the Treasury, 
we led a delegation that has been existing since, I believe, it 
was President Carter or President Ford. That delegation this 
year was -- and it's an interagency delegation -- going to be 
going, I believe it was in November or December, led by 
Secretary Brady. That was cancelled Secretary Mosbacher's 
visit was cancelled. Any number of exchanges have been ceased 
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d Q So the Administration -- 


a But wait a minute. And a contact -- so that 
we're all straight here -- I came out here on this podium any 
number of days during Tiananmen Square, and when Ambassador 
Lilley had met with someone, I would tell you all. When he 
hadn't met with someone, I would say I don't have any 
information about with whom he's met. So that was clearly a 
signal in my mind that our Embassy work was continuing. 


Number two, we did not pull out 183 Embassy 
employees. They are economic officers. They are political 
officers. They are there doing their work. Yes, we took out 
dependents, but we never came out here and said that those 
individuals had ceased and desisted all work associated with 
normal Embassy work. So contacts were continuing. 


Q Are you equating -- 


“ Wait a minute. We did tell you on the record, 
when we were in Paris on the Cambodian conference, that 
Secretary Baker came out after his meeting with the Foreign 
Minister and did speak to you. And [ remember, Ralph, you were 
standing there. We did tell you after Secretary Baker's 
meeting in New York with the Foreign Minister. 


So I'll grant you there's some misunderstanding; but 
we never said, nor did the President, that we were severing all 
relations, that no one was going to ever talk to another 
Chinese official. The Chinese Ambassador, we said many times 
on the record, had been in here during Tiananmen Square. So 
that is the difference in our minds between an “exchange” and a 
"contact." 


So the Administration does not feel that it has 
misled the public or lied to the press about the contacts it 
has been having with the Chinese? 


3) I certainly don't think that I've lied. I know 
Marlin doesn't think he has lied. Secretary Baker does not 
think he has lied, and the President doesn't think he's lied. 
A President, again, has the prerogative to conduct foreign 
policy, diplomacy, in private. 


Let me give you the most recent. example. I'm sure 
you'd like to know, and [ would too, what all George Bush and 
Gorbachev discussed in Malta There is not a verbatim 
transcript of that. There's not going to be. That was done in 
private. As Marlin said this morning, there have been other 
trips. There will cuntinue to be trips that everybody's not 
told about, and other Presidents have done this. 


Q Margaret, couldn't this, however, be seen as an 
attempt on the part of the Administration to have the sort of 
general approval of the American people for this stalwart stand 
that we have taken against the Chinese in the wake of the 
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Tiananmen Square massacre, but at the same time to, on the 
other hand, continue this sort of back-channel contact with the 
Soviets? To play it both ways, in other words. 


7 Number one, I would not accept that at the time 
of Tiananmen Square there was general, overall, 100 percent 
public support for the positions the President was taking. If 
you go back and look at the daily news coverage, there were 
many people in Congress who were screaming and yelling and 
saying we should “do more, do more." So that's the first thing 
I would not accept. 


The second part of your question -- "Do we want it 
both ways?" I believe that's what you were asking me -- is the 
President has stated from Day One that China is an important 
relationship; it is an important country. He said as recently 
as one day last week these are a one billion-plus people. He 
has said from Day One, “My intention is not to hurt the Chinese 
people. My intention is to express our outrage," which he has 
done very forcefully. He did put on these sanctions, but he 
has never once said, "My intention is to sever all relations 
with China." 


Q Margaret, can I follow on the question of -- you 
went into a long statement about U.S. Embassy officials didn't 
get pulled out and contacts were continuing at that level, and 
tne Secretary met with the Foreign Minister, and so on. Are 
you equating contacts by the U.S. Ambassador in Beijing with 
some Chinese officials, when he was able to get an appointment, 
with a special mission by the President's highest national 
security adviser specifically to send this specific message to 
the Chinese Government. In the Administration's view, are 
those two kinds of things essentially the same? Merely 
"contacts?" 


is) They are all contacts, Ralph, and my point was to 
try to articulate and point out the difference between an 
exchange where you have a trip of 60 Americans going on two 
military airplanes to have a routine annual meeting that goes 
on, versus the word “contact.” 


There are any number of contacts that obviously were 
going on and were continuing. This is one contact that was not 
made public. That's the only difference. 


Q The only difference is that this one wasn't made 
public. It's not - 


a Obviously 1 know the difference between an 
economics officer and the National Security Adviser. 


Q Well, but the point I'm trying to make is you're 
trying to draw a distinction between what you call a “routine 
exchange," the size of the delegation; and yet you're equating 
what I would call a routine exchange -- namely, an 
Ambassadorial level or a lower level exchange. 
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a I was trying to answer John McWethy's question: 
“What is the difference or explanation between the exchange 
which you all said you had stopped and contacts?" I was simply 
trying to explain “contacts.” The President, to my knowledge 
--— check the record -- did not use that word. Secretary of 
State Baker did not use that. Contacts at many levels -- if 
that helps you -- were obviously continuing. That is different 
than continuing exchanges. An exchange to this moment in time 
right now, of the ones that were already in the pipeline, have 
not taken place. That sanction is still on. 


Q Can I follow up on the question of credibility? 
A Yes. 


Q Does the U.S. believe, even with China -- and set 
aside other countries for the moment -- when the U.S. makes a 
statement -- as the President did about cutting off high-level 
exchanges, obviously the statement at that time was made to 
convey a message to the Chinese Government, a message of 
displeasure over actions the Chinese Government had taken -- 
and then two weeks later sends its highest official to talk 
with the Chinese Government, in the future, should the Chinese 
Government believe in the initial message when it has a history 
now of the message being apparently reversed only a mater of 
two weeks later in private channels? 


i I don't follow your thinking there. all 
sanctions that the President announced -- and I can go back and 
get the entire list for you -- are still in place. To my 
knowledge, unless one was lifted today, not one of them has 
been lifted. There is no difference or contradiction in my 
mind from slapping on these sanctions, which he did. He 
expressed his outrage. Every member of our government that I 
can think of was out expressing their outrage; and, as he said, 
which is his policy -- and, after all, he is the President -- 
the importance of trying to maintain a very, very important 
relationship to the United States. 


So he has not lifted these sanctions. They are still 
in place. He did not say that he was closing our Embassy, 
pulling everybody out, “China goodbye." He never said that. 
He in fact went to great lengths to explain why he felt that 
the Chinese relationship was an important relationship and 
articulated that again as recently as last week. 


Q I'm in China, still. Was the second visit to 
China, the one announced, a result of the success or failure oft 
the first mission that was secret? 


a I don't have a way to characterize that for you 
The President felt that a second mission was something that 
should take place, and it took place. 


Q Margaret, I'm still trying to be sure I 
understand the definition of an "exchange." 
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A  —s- Right. 


Q When the Secretary met Qian Qichen in Paris, he 
told us that this was not an exchange because it took place in 
a third country, and he said exchanges were when officials went 
from one country to the other. 


As I recall, he didn't say anything then about the 
size of the delegation. It was only 4 geographic difference. 
Are we now adding size of delegations or whether something is 
secret? I mean, the second Scowcroft/Eagleburger mission, I 
gather, was considered an exchange. 


i) I don't know if it was characterized as an 
exchange, was it characterized as a contact. It happened. As 
far as Secretary Baker's comments that you're saying he said 
outside of the -- I believe it was the hotel we were in, in 
Paris -- I have to go back and look at the transcript. It's 
not that I'm doubting you that he said them. I just don't 
remember him putting that much of a definition on it. 


Q Margaret, were there any isible results from the 
first mission, given that their show trials and executions 
continued after that? And is it the opinion of the 
Administration that by talking to the leadership, you are 
reaching out to the billion people of China -- in other words, 
that leadership represents those billion people and not the 
demonstrators who were mown down in Tiananmen Square? 


i Number one, as Marlin refrained from doing this 
morning, I'm going to refrain from characterizing for you 
either what was discussed in the meetings, other than the first 
meeting as characterized by the White House yesterday, to show 
concern and express our shock face to face with these gentlemen 
they met with. 


We have refrained as an Administration from saying 
progress was made, was not made; here's what they've done, 
here's what they've not done. So I can't answer that for you 
And the second part of your question? 


Q Well, President Bush said he wanted to remain in 
contact with these billion people. I[s it the opinion of the 
Administration that the leadership of China, which mowed down 
those people in Tiananmen Square, represents that billion 
people? 


A I'll answer you this way, by saying President 
Bush is elected as President of our country He's representing 
our government. We obviously deal with other governments, and 
so he is obviously, as any President would do, dealing with 
government officials. 


Q What government officials did Scowcroft and 
Eagleburger deal with when they went in July? 
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“ I don't believe they've put that out. You'll 
have to ask the White House. 


Q I know that. That's why ['m asking. 


a I'm not going to put it out if the White House 
doesn't. 


Q There was a State Department official along, 
which would give you a certain -- 


“ But we take our orders from the White House, as 
you know. 

Q So the White House has ordered you not to say who 
you -- 

o They haven't ordered us not to. We are just not 


simply putting that out, is my understanding. We follow their 
lead. How's that? 


Q Margaret, the Chinese have readmitted one VOA 
correspondent, but as far as you know, are they still jamming 
VOA broadcasts? 


i) I don't know, Jim. I'll find out for you. 


Q And could you also find out if the U.S. 
Administration asked them to stop the jamming. 


a Has what? 


Q If the U.S. Administration asked the Chinese to 
stop the jamming. 


a I'm sure we've done that. I mean, we said that 
back at Tiananmen Square. 


Q Right But in the course of these visits, 
contacts, or exchanges -- whatever -- 


a Oh, if it's one of the things that Brent and 
Larry discussed? 


Q Yes. 


“ Okay. I doubt 1 can give you an answer, since 
they're not putting out what they discussed. But i now that 
our Ambassador has raised this I know that Director Bruce 
Gelb has been very involved in this. I know we were out here 
all during those weeks of the Tiananmen Square, that we were 
protesting it, etc. If they have recently done something, I 
don't know, and I'll find out what our recent information is on 
jamming. 


Q Marcaret, coming back to the distinction between 
an “exchange” and a “contact” -- 
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Q If the United States, as you say today, believes 
that its Sanction of Cutting off exchanges is Still in effect, 
but if, as the Administration has demonstrated. it is Prepared 
to go ahead with contacts, with what it Calls Contacts, anyway 


A It's not "go ahead. " We never Stopped. 


Q ntinue t 
~~ contacts, what effect 
the same business Conduct 


when he went there as Secretary of the Treasury. In one of the 
meetings that he had With his counterpart, the Foreign 
Minister, he put to bed an issue that had been a Problem. r+ 
benefited very much an American, aus. company. ft benefiteg 
People's employment. And by being there, on the ground, in his 
meetings for two days with the Foreign Minister, he 


accomplished Something. He got something done. So those 
meetings aren't 90ing on. , 


feels free to Conduct whatever business it wishes to conduct 
through the mechanism of these "contacts." {[ guess the 
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-- and while I'm glad to hear about past history, 
I'd like to hear about the present event. 


A -- they would not be discussing the level of 
detail that Secretary Mosbacher would be doing, with whatever 
portfolio Commerce has, with his counterpart in China. They 
would not be discussing these same types of portfolios that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has with his counterpart, the Foreign 
Minister. 


I don't know, and can pull back up for you, how many 
things were cancelled and are continuing to be cancelled. 
Nothing has been put on. But I cannot -- and you know as well 
as I do, this is a gigantic government that we have. There is 
all kinds of business that transpires every single, solitary 
day; all kinds of interagency missions, all kinds of 
Cabinet-level missions. All of that has stopped. That is 
bound to have hurt. 


Q Margaret, was there a kind of assumption from the 
U.S. side that such visits may strengthen moderate elements in 
the Chinese Government? 

A The President -- as again, I'll say, it's his 


prerogative -- chose to have this particular mission a private, 
diplomatic mission. 


Q Margaret, you keep saying it's the President's 
prerogative -- 


a Sure it is. 


Q I know. But my question is, does Secretary Baker 
think it's a good idea? (Laughter) 


A Secretary Baker, of course, 100 percent, always 
has and always will support the President's policies. 


Q I'm not asking whether he supports them. 
Obviously, he does that. But did he initially think it was a 
good idea? 


A To my knowledge, he never thought it was a bad 
idea. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any readout today on the Elie 
Rubenstein talks? 


a On the what? 


Q On the talks of the Israeli officials, do you 
have any details at all? 


” No. 


Q Any scheduling date to announce for the meetings’ 
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No, we don't. 
Could I go back to Israel? 
That's what Connie just asked me. 


Yeah, I know. I have another one. 


> &S > © FP 


Oh, I'm sorry, what? 


There's a report by NBC television last night 
that Israel is buying oil from Iran in hopes that this will 
facilitate the release of hostages in Lebanon. The report 
further went on to state that this is being done with the 
approval of the United States. Is that true? 


A Israel informed us a month ago, after the fact, 
that it had concluded a deal with Iran for purchase of Iranian 
oil. 


Q And do you approve of it? 
I) Do we approve of that? 
Q 


Yes. 


A Foreign countries do not seek U.S. approval for 
all purchases from a third country. 


Q That never stopped us from commenting before. 


Q Wait a minute. Don't we have a practice of 
discourajing commerce with countries that we regard as aiding 
and abetting terrorism? And do we not attempt to convince 
countries that are friendly to us not to deal with countries 
that aid and abet -- 


a Let me read this carefully to you. Israel 
informed us a month ago, after the fact, that it had concluded 
a deal with Iran for purchase of Iranian oil. Foreign 
countries do not seek U.S. approval for oil purchases from a 
third country. I don't know how to be any clearer. 


Q Wait a minute. [ didn't ask if they seek 


approval. The report stated -- you're not answering -- that 
this was done with -- that the United States approved this  - 
A How could it. be done with our blessings if we 


don't know about it advance? 
Q Well, after the fact. 


a That doesn't make common sense. 
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Q You can still say that was a terrific -- do we 
think this is a good idea? Do we think this is a bad idea in 
light of our policy, which has been enunciated from the place 

where your standing many, many times of dealing with countries 
that we regard as aiding and abetting international terrorism? 


A I don't have an opinion after the fact of our 
opinion on this. 


Q What is our position on friendly countries buying 
oil or other materials from countries that we regard as aiding 
and abetting terrorism? Has our policy on that subject changed? 


A I'll get it for you and post what our current 
policy is on that subject. 


Q Did the United States express concern or express 
a desire to have [Israel cease its purchase of [Iranian oil after 
the United States learned that it had concluded this agreement? 


A I don't have a characterization of what the 
United States expressed after the fact when we learned of this. 


Q Margaret, the report also said that -- 


Q Can we get it? Can we get some sort of a readout 
as to whether or not we expressed -- 


A I'll try. 


Q -~- because we often do express concern. 





A I know. ['ll try. 


Q And what about -- could I have a follow-up, just 
one? Do you have, or could you get the most recent Figures on 
what the U.S. buys in oil from Iran? 


A I'll ask. 


Q The report also said that Iran had entered 
discussions with [srael for the purchase of spare parts and 
weapons, many of which, if not U.S.-supplied, are simply 
adaptations of U.S.-supplied weapons. Does the United States 
have a reaction to that? 


A Our policy on that is that U.S. law prohibits the 
transfer of U.S.-origined equipment without U.S. approval. 
Israel is well aware of this requirement and has told us they 
will abide by it. 





Q But in the past Israel has been selling the 
Iranians, for example, tires for F-4s, which are not 
necessarily manufactured in the United States, but can be put 
on a Phantom. [s that against U.S. law or U.S. policy? 
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A I don't know what our policy is on selling tires 
to Iran, Jim. I'll be glad to look at it for you. I don't 
know. 


Q There are some of us who remember an incident 
called the Iran-Contra thing. A lot of things that issued 
therefrom. 


A I remember it, too, John. 


Q With all respect, your response is really not -- 
I would say less than forthcoming as to the implications -- 


A What am [ being less than forthcoming on? 


Q As to the implications, the policy implications 
of what is going on there. 


A Are you asking me, which I haven't heard you ask 
me, does this change our policy on hostages? Is that what you 
want? 


Q I would like to know what our policy is -- 
A On what, John? 


Q -- in terms of dealing with Iran in ways that are 


a With Iran? 


Q Yes, either directly or whether or not we are in 
any way working with countries friendly to us, indirectly, to 
attempt to influence the hostage system in Iran through sales 
of equipment? 


a Thank you. Now that you have put “hostage” in 
there, which the first two times -- maybe ['m mistaken -- [ did 
not hear you articulate, our policy, as you know, John, on 
hostages has not changed. [t has not changed one wit in the 
Bush Administration. President Bush has expressed it many 
times as has Secretary of State Baker. We will not make deals 
for hostages nor will we reward terrorists. Israel is well] 
aware of our policy. 


Q But can Israel make deals for hostages? 
Q This is a word game. 
a You should direct that question to Israel, not me 


What does the U.S. think if Israel makes deals 
for hostages? 


Q Can we get a fuller -- let me just put it this 
way: Can we get a fuller explanation of what is -- 
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a An explanation of what? 


Q Of what the U.S. Government's understanding is of 
what is going on here. 


A Of what is going on in Israel? 


Q Yeah. Let me put it this way. There are issues, 
according to this report, there are issues more involved than 
simply whether or not -- who Israel buys oil from. 


A I have answered your question when we were told 
about this -- after the fact. 


Q Right, right. 


A I have told you what our policy is. We do not 
dictate to third countries. [I have told you, and restated what 
our policy is on hostages. I've told you, in response to 
John's question, which was another part of the NBC piece, about 
spare parts. So I'm a little confused on what it is you'd like 
a further elaboration on. 


Q Let me state it this way. The United States has, 
in the past, had a policy -- been in effect for several years 
-- of refusing to deal with countries that are officially 
listed by this Department -- by this Department of the U.S. 
Government -— as aiders and abettors of international 
terrorism. It further has had a policy of actively attempting 
to discourage other countries with whom we are friendly from 
dealing with countries that aiders and abettors of 
international terrorism. 


A Correct. Our policy -- 


Q Now what my question is in this case, do we 
consider Israel's purchase of oil from [ran as contrary to our 
views about not dealing with countries that are aiders and 
abettors of terrorism? 


A Our policy on Iran has not changed. Our policy 
on hostages has not. What you would like for me to do, which I[ 
am not at liberty to do -- I will be glad to ask if someone 
else can -- is characterize for you, number one, our 
conversations with Israel after the fact when we learned of 
this. That is the only piece of the puzzle [ am not at liberty 
to get into. 


Q What was the U.S. response? Did we like it, did 
we not like it, did we express another opinion? 


Aa I understand. 


Q And also one other thing. And also, when Israel 
informed us after the fact, did the [Israelis say to us that one 
of the reasons that they were deciding to buy oil was that they 
thought it might help facilitate the release of their hostages? 
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a These are all terrific questions. I will be glad 
to take them. I don't look forward to many forthcoming 
answers, to be perfectly honest with you. 
Q Why not? 


Q Israel informed us -- informed you, as you say -- 
but -- 


A A month ago. 

Yes. But did Israel inform you voluntarily or 
was Israel asked about it? Because if Israel volunteered ‘the 
information, I would be very surprised. 

A Yes, they did. 
Q Out of the blue? No prompting? 


A It's my understanding, and I don't want to get 
into specifics or where the meetings were, yes, we were told. 


Q Margaret, is the usual practice of Israel to 
inform the United States of every contact it has -- of Israel 
-- either buying spare parts or buying 0117? That is a common 
practice, to inform you after the fact? 


Aa I do not know. ['1ll be glad to ask. 
Q Is Operation Staunch still in effect? 
a I don't know. ['ll take the question for you. 


Could you elaborate on the American, or the 
Administration efforts to release the hostages in the last two 
months, for instance? 


a There's nothing new that I have to say on that. 
Our policy hasn't changed. We've always called for the 
unconditional and safe release of all hostages. 

Q This is like to sit and to wait for a miracle? 

a This is what? 

Q Well, if somebody else is doing the job -- 


A [ just stated our policy. Our policy has not 
changed. We will not make deals from hostages. 


Q Is it okay for [srael to deal with [ran on behalf 
of. the hostages? Does the United States -- 
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a I am not going to stand up here and dictate to 
what a third country determines they're going to do. I just am 
not going to do that. 


Q You're answer is, yes, it is okay? 
a I'm not telling you, yes, it's not. 


Q Your Operation Staunch policy is what we're 
unable to get you to tell us? 


A I will be more than happy -- unfortunately, 
Assistant Secretary Kelly is out of town, but I[ will be more 
than happy to take all of these questions, as I've told you. 
My instincts are, many of which, which you know better than I 
do, they're not going to answer. We'll take them. We'll go 
have a little meeting and see if they'll answer them for you. 


Q Margaret, one thing. When the French, for 
example, paid the Iranians a good part of the Euro loan as a 
way to get some of their hostages out. The United States 
Government wasn't thrilled about it and expressed its feelings 
to the French. 


We're basically trying to ask whether there is a 
parallelism here with Israel as well? 


Q The Germans made their peace with 
hostage-holders. The U.S. also expressed its views. 


Q Right. And there is -- 


A Number 1 -- can I just remind you -- I believe 
that this is an allegation, that is a story -- I don't believe 
the Israeli Government, and correct me if [I'm wrong, has come 
out on the record today and says, "Oh, by the way, we're 
dealing for hostages and let me tell you what we're doing and 
how many meetings we've had." So, in fairness, I am not going 
to sit up here, based on a report, based on a story, based on 
an allegation, based on rumor, and answer this question. 


Q That's what we're asking you to do is to -- 
A I said Il will go take the question. 

Q New subject? 

Q On more on this one, please. 

On this subject: Do you consider the paying of 
over $500 million compensation to Lran a couple of months ago, 
that agreement -- [I think Account No. 1, Account No. 2, and all 
of these accounts -- could have given encouragement to your 


strong ally in the Middle East, [srael, to go ahead and buy oil 
from Iran in order to possibly help them economically? 
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A I think that question would be best addressed to 
the Israelis. They can tell you what their thinking is. I 


cannot. 

Q Can I come back to the original question, please, 
for a second, Margaret? 

A Ralph? 

Q The question you were originally asked was about 


an NBC report that alleged that Israel purchased oil from [ran 
as part of an effort to secure the release of American 
hostages. The answer you gave was that Israel informed the 
United States a month ago, after the fact, about a deal to 
purchase oil. 


A Right. 


Q Do you have an answer to the question of whether 
Israel informed the United States that its deal to purchase oil 
from Iran was in any way, shape, or form related to securing 
the release of the hostages? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Can I ask one quick one on the question that you 
were taking, because [ have a feeling that the answer to some 
of these taken questions might be that the United States 
doesn't discuss diplomatic exchanges. 


A I have that feeling also. 

Q So can we -- can I put the question to this 
effect: Would the Israeli deal with Iran violate the U.S. 
policy of trying to discourage deals with countries taking 
hostages regardless of the exchange with the Israelis? 

2) Uh-hum. 


Q It would be hard to say that you won't discuss 
diplomatic exchanges, having told us that the Israelis informed 
the United States about this oil deal. 


a [ said that they informed us about the oil deal. 


Q Why would that differ from a diplomatic exchange 
on any other subject 


A Because it just does. (Laughter) Merry 
Christmas and Happy New Year. One more day. 


Q New subject. Anything new on Panama today? 
A Panama? No, not really. 
Q The Panamanians are verbally attacking the United 


States for the shooting of the police officer. 
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a Noriega's irresponsible declaration of a “state 
of war" last week, followed only hours later by indiscriminate 
and unprovoked violence against Americans, clearly increases 
tension in Panama. We find the unwarranted use of violence 
against Americans by the Noriega regime unacceptable. 


Q Is the United States planning to do anything 
about it in terms of, for example, reinforcements of our forces? 


a As the President said yesterday, all Presidents 
have options, but they don't discuss what they might be. We 
said yesterday, and I'll say again today, we don't discuss 
contingencies or options. We never rule anything in or out. 


On Kohl's visit to East Germany, is this the 
State Department's view that this visit reinforces the mutual 
recognition of the existence of two sovereign German states, or 
does it enhance the prospects of unification of Germany? 


a We've spoken quite extensively, and the President 
has and the Secretary of State has -- three times, to be exact, 
last week -- and laid out in a very extensive speech in Berlin 
our policy on reunification. He also addressed himself to 
Chancellor Kohl going into East Germany and meeting with Prime 
Minister Modrow, just as the Secretary of State did that. We 
welcome that and think that these contacts are useful and we 
have no problems with them. 


Q Margaret, going back to Panama, do you think that 
Noriega's declaration of the state of war and the incidents 


that have occurred in the last few days -- you said they 
clearly increase tensions -- are they a provocative increase of 
tension? 


a Well, they're certainly --— yes, I'd say they're 
provocative and they also increase tension, and I said they're 
unacceptable. 


Q Margaret, can I go back to East Germany again? 
0 Yes. 


In a speech today, Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, 
in Strasbourg, [I believe, laid out [ believe seven questions 
that had to be asked about German reunification. In effect, he 
was throwing cold water on the idea of German reunification now 
or at any foreseeable time in the future Is there a U.S 
reaction to Shevardnadze's speech? 


a Unfortunately, John, I haven't seen his speech or 
seen anything about it before [ came to the briefing. ['ll try 
to get one this afternoon, but I hadn't seen a thing about it 
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9 ° 
story from Tel aviy yesterday that Israeli Defense Minister 
Yitzhak Rabin allowed Israeli families to travel to Tunis and 


Aa Do I have a comment? 
Yeah. 


Q Going back to Panama, this declaration of war 
which took Place about a week ago, 1 guess, right? 


Q Well, anyway, when we asked about it earlier with 
the Secretary's trip and even down in Saint Martins, there were 


anything. are you now Saying that it did qualitatively change 
the relationship between Panama and the United States? 


We're just POinting out that this declaration Was 
made. And when the President Gave his press conference on 
Saturday, I don't believe a United States officer had been 
killed. f believe that happened Saturday night. 


I believe the beating of an American u.s. Military 
officer took Place Saturday night or Sunday morning and his 
wife being harassed. So at the time, those words were apropos 
to that time. The words have a little different meaning right 
now, it would seem, in light of events that are 9°inNg on down 


Q Only yesterday, though, you repeated the 
Statement that the declaration Of war was —— 


a You're right. 


I don't have the words, but it was essentially 
another illegal action by an illegal government is what it 
boiled down to. 


a You're correct in your observations. 
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Q Margaret, a point of information. When you used 
today the word “unacceptable,” I'm not in a position to know if 
this was stated also at the White House today? 


a I don't know. The only part of Marlin's briefing 
that I heard was China and Romania, so I don't know if he 
talked about Panama today. 


Q I don't think there are many stronger words in 
diplomacy than “unacceptable. " 


a So what are you asking me? 


Q It means you either retreat in the face of this 
or you challenge it and push it back. 


A I don't have a way to, or I'm not going to 
elaborate for you on what “unacceptable” means. 


Q Is it the last straw? 


a Ralph, I would not paint myself into that kind of 
box. 


Q Going back to your new words today, and 
apparently a reassessment of that declaration of a state of 
war, does the United States consider itself to be in a state of 
war with Panama? 


a I haven't heard that expressed, Jim. I don't 
believe we have said that. We are just making note of they've 
declared they're in a state of wer with us. 


Q Does that mean that as far as the U.S. is 
concerned the rules of engagement, of exchange, diplomatically, 
or in any other way, have somehow changed between he U.S. and 
Panama? 


A No. We're just clearly pointing out that these 
people declared that they're in a state of war with us. ['ve 
pointed out, as I just did to Jim, what happened after that. 1 
have characterized it as indiscriminate violence. I've said 
they is increased tension. I've said that it's unacceptable 
Further than that, [ don't have any elaboration for you. 


Q Any change in the status of U.S. personnel in 
Panama? 


a From what I said yesterday? No. 


Q Such as withdrawal of any additional personnel or 
insertion of any additional personnel? 


“ Our dependents were taken out -- when was it, May 
or June? 
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Q Right, but they aren't the only U.S. personnel 
Panama? 


a That's right. There's no change in that status 
that I'm personally aware of. 


Q There was a report yesterday that there was a 
meeting here in the State Department to discuss the options 
that the United States has to Panama. Is that true? 


A Not to my knowledge, and I can help you on that 
This is a routine meeting that is regularly held. There was 
some wire copy yesterday that there was some high-level meeti 
here. I would dissuade you from that. 


It's a regularly held meeting and it's totally 
appropriate that with events going on in Panama, they would 
have meetings. There's nothing unusual about that. 


Margaret, the former Lebanese Ambassador in 
Washington is still challenging your recognition of President 
Hrawri's government in Beirut. What's the intention of the 
U.S. Government to do? 


a Nothing has changed. Richard answered that las 
week and [ answered it yesterday. 


Q Is it the responsibility of the U.S. Government 
to let the legal government of Lebanon to put her hand on the 
embassy or is it the Lebanese responsibility? 


is Most Presidents appoint their Ambassadors. 


Q Yes, he did already. But in this very peculiar 
case, the former Ambassador is still putting his hand on 
everything related to the embassy. Is it your responsibility 
to put him aside somehow? 


i) It's not our responsibility. As you know, the 
President has recognized President Hrawri. We have recognize 
him. He has sent his Ambassador here. That's all I have abo 
this. 


Q Have you ever faced a situation like that befor 


a John McWethy will like the answer to this. In 
the Bush Administration, not to my knowledge. I can't answer 
for you from time beginning. [ don't know. 


Q You know the former Ambassador, Margaret, is a 
U.S. citizen. What do you do when the laws of the United 
States have to be applied? This man is calling for 
insurrection and he's ready to go to court against the new 
appointed Ambassador which will be coming from London This 
morning he said that they have to come with a lot of money. 
the BBC, in Arabic, he said they have to come with a lot of 
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money and sue me in the courts of the United States to evict 
the building. So as a U.S. citizen -- 


a I'm just not going to get into this. 
Q Excuse me? 


i I'm not going to get into it further than what we 
have stated on the record twice. There's nothing more I have 
to add. 


Q Do you something on the executions in Sudan? 


os Yes, I do. Our understanding is that two people 
were executed in Khartoum on Sunday, one for drug trafficking 
and one for black market currency transactions. We also 
understand that two more death sentences are pending. One for 
black marketeering, and one imposed on the leader of the recent 
doctors’ strike. 


We beli .e the death sentences of the black marketeers 
and Or. Mamoun, the leader of the doctors' strike are vastly 
out of proportion to the severity of the crimes. We urge the 
government of Sudan not to carry out these death sentences. We 
have discussed and continue to discuss this matter with the 
Government of Sudan in private diplomatic channels. 


Q Margaret, in response to the unacceptable 
increase in tension in Panama, has the United States placed any 
of its forces on alert? 


“ I'd never answer something like that, Ralph. As 
you know, we don't discuss contingency or options. 


Q I wasn't asking about something in the future. I 
was asking about anything that might have already occurred? 


a We don't entertain any of those kinds of 
questions. 


y Did Cisneros meet with any -- 


who? 
Q Cisneros, the highest commander officer in Panama 
-— he's a General -- meet with Panamanian officers? 
a I don't know 
Q Yesterday? 
a I don't know 


Q Has the U.S. had any contacts in the last two or 
three days since these incidents, or since the declaration of 
war, let's say, with the Panamanian opposition? 
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I don't know. Let me check into it. 


Q Thank you. 


Thank you all. One more day. 


(Press briefing concluded at 2:28 p.m.) 
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Taken Question December 19 Press Brieting 


ROMANIA:. JAMMING OF VOA/RFE 


a 


. 





Q: Does the Voice of America and Radio Free Europe 
broadcast to Romania? Is Romania now jamming those 
broadcasts? 

A: THE VOICE OF AMERICA BEGAN BROADCASTING IN ROMANIAN 
IN 1942; RADIO FREE EUROPE BEGAN BROADCASTS IN 1951. 
ROMANIA IS NOT NOW JAMMING THOSE BROADCASTS, AND TO 


OUR KNOWLEDGE HAS NOT DONE SO SINCE THE 1950's. 
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Taken Question Briefing of December 19, 1989 
CHINA: JAMMING OF VOA 





Q: Have the Chinese stopped jamming VOA? 

A: -- AS OF THIS MORNING, THE CHINESE CONTINUE TO JAM VOA 
CHINESE LANGUAGE BROADCASTS. VOA ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
BROADCASTS HAVE NOT BEEN JAMMED THROUGHOUT THIS PERIOD. 


' 
. 
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Taken Question December 19 Press 
Briefing 
Q: What is U.S. policy on third countries buying oil from 


states that aid and abet terrorism? 


' 
WE ENCOURAGE THIRD Gduntries WHO SHARE OUR ABHORRENCE OF 
TERRORISM TO TAKE WHATEVER ACTIONS THEY CAN TO DISCOURAGE 
STATE SPONSORSHIP OF TERRORISM. 


Does the U.S. buy oil from Iran? 

NO. 

Is Operation Staunch still in effect? 
YES. 


Is it contrary to U.S. policy for Israel to sell F-4 tires 
to Iran? 


U.S. POLICY HAS BEEN TO DISCOURAGE SALES OF MILITARY 
EQUIPMENT TO IRAN BY ANY COUNTRY. IN THE CASE OF U.S. 
MILITARY EQUIPMENT SOLD UNDER THE FOREIGN MILITARY SALES 
PROGRAM, TRANSFER TO IRAN WOULD BE CONTRARY TO U.S. LAW. 


Did we express our concern to the Israelis when they 
informed us of the oil sale? Did Israel inform us that 
they bought oil from Iran in order to free the hostages? 


I WILL NOT GET INTO THE DETAIL OF OUR DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES. 
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Taken Question December 19 Briefing 

Q: Have we met with Panamanian civic opposition leaders in 
recent days? 

A: WE HAVE HAD REGULAR CONTACTS WITH THE CIVIC OPPOSITION IN 
PANAMA OVER PAST NONEES . THESE CONTACTS CONTINUE. 
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Press Statement Por Immediate release 


GREMADA: DEATH OF PRIME MINISTER BLAIZE 
WE HAVE JUST BEEN ADVISED BY THE GRENADIAN EMBASSY OF THE 
t 
DEATH OF PRIME MINISTER HERBERT BLAIZE. 


PRIME MINISTER BLAIZE PERFORMED GREAT SERVICE TO HIS NATION 
AND TO THE REGION IN LEADING THE RE-ESTABLISHED DEMOCRATIC 


GOVERNMENT FROM DECEMBER 1984 ONWARD. 


WE EXPRESS OUR DEEPEST CONDOLENCES TO PRIME MINISTER 
BLAIZE'S FAMILY AND TO THE PEOPLE OF GRENADA. 
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TA’ ARY BEHALF OF THE ALLIES 


ION _IN IA 


The member governments of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
condemn in the strongest terms the repressive use of force in recent 
days the Romanian Authorities against popular demonstrations. 

The Allies express their dismay at the serious loss of life which 
resulted from this action. The protests which have taken place in 
Timisoara and elsewhere age an obvious manifestation of broad 
popular discontent with the policies of the government. The 
systematic denial of basic human rights constitutes a violation of 
the Helsinki Final Act and the Madrid and Vienna Concluding 
Documents, to all of which Romania subscribed. The government's use 
of massive brutal force to suppress these demonstrations illustrates 
that the Romanian regime does not rule with the consent of the 
people. The Allies condemn the attempt of the Romanian government 
to suppress the aspirations of its people towards freedom and call 
upon it to allow its citizens freely to exercise their fundamental 
human rights. 


BEST copy AVAIL Agi 
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Press Statement For Immediate Release 


BRAZIL: AgESIDENTIAL ELECTION 





ON DECEMBER 17, THE PEOPLE OF BRAZIL CHOSE AS THEIR NEXT 
PRESIDENT FERNANDO COLLOR DE MELLO IN A FAIR, OPEN AND PEACEFUL 
ELECTORAL PROCESS. THE EVENT, BRAZIL'S FIRST DIRECT 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION IN 29 YEARS, WAS A CELEBRATION OF 
DEMOCRACY. IT IS THE LATEST MANIFESTATION OF A TRULY IMPRESSIVE 
WAVE OF ORDERLY AND DEMOCRATIC ELECTIONS THIS YEAR THROUGHOUT 
LATIN AMERICA. 


MORE THAN 70 MILLION BRAZILIANS VOTED, THE THIRD LARGEST NUMBER 
OF VOTERS OF ANY DEMOCRATIC COUNTRY. IN DOING SO, THE BRAZILIAN 
PEOPLE HAVE GIVEN A TESTIMONY OF THEIR DEDICATION TO OPEN 
ELECTIONS AND HAVE REAFFIRMED BRAZIL'S POSITION AMONG THE FREE 
NATIONS OF THE WORLD. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES CONGRATULATES THE BRAZILIAN 
PEOPLE ON THIS HISTORIC OCCASION AND WISHES BRAZIL AND ITS 
PRESIDENT-ELECT WELL. WE LOOK FORWARD TO WORKING PRODUCTIVELY 
WITH PRESIDENT-ELECT COLLOR AND HIS NEW ADMINISTRATION IN TH2 


INTERESTS OF BOTH OF OUR NATIONS. 
BEST COPY AVAIL Agi c 
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Press Statement For Immediate Release 


MOSCOW EMBASSY 





THE ADMINISTRATION #AS DECIDED TD PROPOSE TO THE CONGRESS 
THAT THE NEW EMBASSY OFFICE BUILOING IN MOSCOW BE TORN DOWN AND 
A NEW SECURE CHANCERY 3E€ PUT UP ON THE SAME SITE. 


THE DECISION WAS TAKEN AFTER A CAREFUL REVIEW OF THE 
ALTERNATIVES FOR DEALING WITH THE BUGGED NEW BUILDING. THE 
REVIEW SHOWED THAT, AMONG THE REALISTIC ALTERNATIVES, THE 
TEARDOWN/REBUILD OPTION DFFERED THE OPTIMUM COMBINATION OF 
SECURITY, SPACE, COST AND TIME REQUIRED FOR REBUILDING. 


PROGRESS IN PRELIMINARY DISCUSSIONS WITH THE SOVIETS ABOUT 
FULFILLMENT OF OVERALL .S. PROPERTY NEEDS IN MOSCOW WAS AN 
IMPORTANT ELEMENT IN TH= XECISION-MAKING PROCESS. THESE 
DISCUSSIONS WILL CONTINUE ON A MORE FORMAL BASIS UNDER THE 
DIRECTION OF AMBASSADOR “NICOLAS “. SALGO. 


ALL SENSITIVE EMSASSY FUNCTIONS WILL EVENTUALLY BE HOUSED 
IN THE NEW STRUCTURE, WHICH WILL BE BUILT ‘JNDER STRINGENT 
SECURITY PRECAUTIONS. A COMPLEMENTARY PART OF OUR PLAN IS TO 
ULTIMATELY CONSOLIDATE ALL NON-SENSITIVE FUNCTIONS INTO THE OLO 
STRUCTURE THAT NOW Sf&2ES AS OUR OFFICE BUILDING, 


SOVIET OCCUPANCY °° “HEIR NEW SC 'ANCERY SUILOING AT “IT. ALTO 
REMAINS LINKED TO 9.2 \°C'UUPANCY OF 4 IEW BUILDING IN MOSCOW, 


THE CHANGING CONDITIOQWS IN THE SOVIET UNION 4AVE MADE 
RESOLUTION OF THIS [SS'' VERY HIGH AMONG OUR FOREIGN POLICY 
PRIORITIES. WE NOW LYK FORWARD TO WORKING YITH THE CONGRESS 
AND GETTING ON WITH “HE PROJECT. 


EST ey Avi) 
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I'll be gled to take a few of your questions. 

Q Has Generel Worisya been captured yet, Marlin? 

MR. FITSWATER: This operation began at 1:00 a.m. The 
situation on the ground is such that we are not eat 1 at this 
int to comment on any of the detaile of the military ° 
Phe ie ongoing. We don't know how long it will take. t 
thet our ultimate ective; it has not happened at thie tine. 

Q On what legal basis was this operation undertaken? 


MR. FITSWATER: The legal basis was, first of all, the 


hundreds of cases of harassment, of abuse, and of situations that 
have ca. sed us to believe very greatly that there is «a threat to 
Americen citizens, there is a threat to our rights under the Canal 


MORE #141-12/20 
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Treaty, and the President has ected on that basis. 


Q@ Ie the President acting under intelligence reports 
that this operation has a guarantee or certainty of success? 


MR. FITSWATER: ioe Seta SF OP enmesnioae 2h this 
=> coneetnn Tete SS Sereetey Saee ont in. We 4 not 
undertake a military action t we did not believe was well-planned 


and hed a high degree and high chance of success. 

Q Ie this being done in conjunction with any of the 
Panamanian Defense Forces? In other words, are any of the Noriega 
forces joining in the U.8. effort to oust Noriega? 

MR. FITSWATER: As I indicated, this operation began just 

ago 
kinds of changes in the conflict that I can report at this tine. 


Q Was there any planning in conjunction with the 
Panamanian Defense Forces, or is this solely a U.8. operation? 


MR. FITSWATER: I can't comment on those kinds of 
planning operations. 


Q The Organization of American States is urging the 
President not to do this. He's gone shead and done it. Have you 


MR. FITSWATER: I really can't anewer any of those 
ions in detail. The United States is committing 
that we feve are adequate to the task. It is a sajor 

undertaking. There are numbers of troops and equ that have 
been dedicated te this task, and == but t just to wait until 
some later point to give any kind of logistical characterization of 
the 
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ice on that basis. 
Q Where are they now? 
MR. FITSWATER: I don't have their exact location. 
Q U.S. or Panama? 
MR. FITSWATER: Go ahead. 
Q eh gd PA —-—y AF FA, 


4idn't the President come out end announce it himself? And what has 
ee ey Se Se Cees 
war. 


MR. FITSWATER: The declaration of war was set Panana, 


. @ Can you give us your initial information on 
casualties, please? : 


MR. FITSWATER: Have no information. 
Ie the President in the Oval Office? 
Marlin, whet'e the legal basis here of what we've 


in of a declaration of war? Are we basing this on the 
kB 44 — pe And how has Congress been 
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evening the leadership of Congress: Nichel, Foley, Mitchell, 

Dole. Other sembers of the Armed Services Committee, Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Intelligence Committees are being called this evening, and 
they are all receiving briefings and information on the actions being 


Noriega in the last three hours, Mar 


MR. FITEWATER: Our ultimatum is as stated, that ve are 
there to apprehend him and bring him beck to America for prosecution. 


Q Was made to communicate with his or to 
SE ae eo SS Ce ,» thie is what's going to happen if you don't 
MR. FITSWATER: Ho. 


Q Marlin, where is the President monitoring the 
events? And who is with his now? 


MR. FITEWATER: The President is in the Oval Office and 
aleo in hie etudy which is right off the Oval Office. Governor 


Mr. Gates is tae Ge Gaeen oon 
receives thes, and the President monitor this other 
channele thet are eesociated with the presence of General Scovcroft. 

Q The Vice President -- is he here? 


Q De we know the whereabouts now of Noriega? And are 
U.S. forces under etrict orders not to or to injure his in 


i 
: 


Q What about the ion of whether there «are strict 
orders not to shoot his or to injure his, to sake sure thet he's 
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apprehended alive? 


MR. FITSWATER: The orders are to apprehend General 
Noriega. I would not go beyond that. 


Q Is Endara in the U.S. or in Panama? 
MR. FITSWATER: Pardon? 
Q President Endara. Is he in this country or in 


MR. FITZWATER: He's in Panama. 


Q Marlin, while the Panamanian Defense Forces perhaps 
may not measure up to U.8. forces, nevertheless they're 6500 strong. 
‘re not necessarily a pushover by any means. Yet you said 


that there have been some communications with PDF forces to 
either participate or perhaps not resist. Was there any kind of 
communication with PDF forces beforehand? 


MR. FITZWATER: I did not use the word "assurance." I 
said that we would not undertake such a mission if we did not feel 
confident that we could carry it out successfully. I'm not aware of 
any communications directly with the PDF. 


Two more questions. 
Q Marlin you said the forces will be withdrawn as 


quickly as possible. They will not be withdrawn until we have 
: Noriega? We're prepared to keep them there as long as he's 


-« FPITSWATER: o> See Se Sena 3° Geccey kaw Leng oe 
unten ash Gavan Gear cad bel Cee 


Q Marlin, can you tell us who has got tional 
control? Is it being handled by South Com, being handled here? 


MR. FITSWATER: Operational control is in the Pentagon. 

Let me just do one last thing on briefings. That I would 
—- the next detailed rr. to be operationally oriented and 
related to logistics, and that will come from the Pentagon. We do 
not have a time yet. I would not anticipate it soon; probably later 


» I don't think there is any need for you all to stay 
here the rest of the night, but you might want to hang around for a 


while anyway. 


Q Ma: iin, this whole ration seens oriented - 
you're sending, massively, troops in get one man. 


MR. FITZWATER: There are four objectives to this. 
Getting General Noriega out is certainly one of the main ones. 


Q That is the objective, isn't it? 
MR. FITZWATER: It certainly is an objective, yes. 
Thank you very such. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 1:55 A.M. EST 
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seCReTagy BAKER. Ladies and gentlemen, I know many of you have gy 
ad as ttle sleep probably as [ have, but I[ want to start by | 
saying a word about the events in Panama from the point of view 

of United States foreign policy. 


- — a ie 


Our foreign policy goals in Panama have been clear, and they 
have been consistent. We have sought to help the Panamanian 
people build an authentic democracy. We have been committed to 
full implementation and remain committed to full implementation 
of the Panama Canal Treaties. 


We have sought to combat narcotics trafficking in Panama, as we 
have throughout Latin America and elsewhere. The United States 
has arduously sought to achieve these goals through diplomatic 
and political means We have available for you a fact sheet 
which details the unprecedented efforts that the Administration 
has made through the OAS and in consultations with Latin and 
Caribbean leaders, as well as others, to resolve the crisis in 
Panama. 


We hoped and believed that the elections held last May could b» 
a means to resolve the crisis But when Noriega stole that 
election and violently suppressed the opposition, the crisis 
only grew worse. 


President Bush has cuntinually said that he would not rule out 
the use of force, but he also said repeatedly that force was 
clearly the last option to be considered 


As some of you may recall, ( testified before the Senate the 
day after the failed coup of October 3. [I said if this 
Administration chose to use Force, it would make its own 


decisions. It would not act based on some unknown coup 
Par further Glee OREIGET or rationale 
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The President made his decision last Sunday. He did so for 
very good reason, as he explained to you this morning. 


I might. add that after the President had made his decision, we 
received an intelligence report that General Noriega was 
considering launching an urban commando attack on American 
citizens in a residential neighborhood. I cannot prove to you 
that this report was absolutely reliable, but I do know that if 
the President had failed to act as he did and Noriega's 

“Dignity Battalions" had killed or terrorized a dozen American 
families in Panama, you would be asking us today: “Why didn't 
you act to prevent this kind of violence against our citizens?" 


I'm not going to tell you that the crisis in Panama has been 
totally resolved 13 hours into this operation. But Manuel 
Noriega, who was yesterday's "Maximum Leader," is today's 
hunted fugitive. 


I'll be glad to take your questions. Jim? 





P{): Mr. Secretary, do you know if any 
Americans are being held hostage, and how many? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Jim, we have reports that there have been 
some Americans detained. We have not received any requests or 
demands with respect to their release. One report indicates as 
many as 16 people were taken from the Marriott Hotel, and our 
military forces are actively checking out all of these rumors 

I cannot confirm any of them for you. I can only tell you that. 
we have unconfirmed reports of foreign citizens, including some 
Americans, being detained against their will. 


Mr. Secretary, would you consider this operation a 
success even if Noriega is not captured? 


: Well, as you know, the President laid down 
four 5 PST one of which was to protect American lives -- 
the leading one of which was to protect American lives; one of 
which was to assist a democratically elected government down 
there in fulfilling its international responsibilities; another 
of which was to seize and arrest an indicted drug trafficker. 
and yet another of which was to defend the integrity of United 
States rights under the Canal Ireaties 


As Secretary Cheney. [ think, said this morning and articulates 
very well, the bulk of those objectives have been achieved 


T ; Mr. Secretary, given that one of those objectives 
was to protect American lives and there were a number of 
Americans inside the Murriutt Hotel at the time the operation 
began, why didn't the Administration move more quickly to 
protect those Americans who were gathered there? 


T AKER: John. there are 35,000 Americans in Panama. 
and it was the sense ot the President and the administration 
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that with the pattern of aggression that was developing there 
on the part of the Noriega government, there was more risk to 
american citizens from inaction than there was from action. 
Obvlouniy. there is some risk in any action of this nature. 


margaret? 


: Mr. Secretary, if I could just follow up on John's 
question. I think he's asking, “Why wasn't the Marriott Hotel 
secured.“ There has been some report that you called the 
Secretary of Defense several times over the course of the 
evening to ask a similar question or a related question. 


SECRETARY BAKER: No, that's not totally accurate. L['ve talked 
to the Secretary of Defense twice; but it was this morning, 
when the matter was brought to our attention, and simply to 
point out this was an issue that we needed to deal with and 
focus on, and focus some resources on. He immediately said, 
“You're absolutely right." He agreed with me and, in fact, 
indicated that they were focusing resources on that. So it's 
not a case -- 


QUESTION: Oo you think it should have been secured? 


SECRETARY BAKER Well, that gets back to my statement that you 
ave 35, Americans in Panama. You could not secure in 
advance. You could not make arrangements to secure each and 
every one of those Americans. But, on balance, there is less 
risk in our view to Americans as a result of the actions the 


President has taken than there would be if he had not taken any 
action. 


Can you please tell us how the civilian government 
was installed by the United States? Under what authority was 
that done? And in connection with that, isn't it the case that 
at the moment, as long as Noriega is at large, isn't Panama 
effectively being ruled by a U.S. military occupation and the 
civilian government there cannot stand on its own without U $ 
military support as long as Noriega still at large? 


SECRETARY BAKER: This government is only 13 hours old. There 
are a number of things that this government has to do, Ralph. 
given a chance to form itself. There are still some things 
that it has to do. It has appointed some Ambassadors. It. has 
appointed an Ambassador to the U.N.; it has appointed an 
Ambassador to Washington It will be taking some actions to 
form itself, just as it would have had to do, had it been 
permitted to assume puwer fairly following a free election in 
May 7. So these things still have to be accomplished. 





You asked me, “How did the activity take place?” I'd be glau 
to run through that, if you want me to go through the . 
step-by-step process. but | hope that answered the thrust of 
your question. 
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QUEST Lotte Well, I think there are some legal questions about 
government was installed. And the other part of my 


question was, essentially what you're saying is that this 
government has to take the time to set itself up, but the only 
way it can do so is under U.S. military occupation of Panama. 


SECRETARY BAKER” Well, I don't think it takes a crystal ball 
to recognize that Noriega was not going to give this freely 
elected government a chance to assume power. 








Having said that, let me simply say that these three 
individuals were sworn in about 45 minutes, 40 minutes or so. 
before the events that began at 1:00 a.m. this morning took 
place. They derive their power from a free and fair election, 
judged to be so by every international observer who attended 
that election. 


QUESTION: And not from U.S. military force?. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, ['ve just said that you don't have to 
have a crystal ball to know that Noriega had subverted and : 
perverted the results of that election by refusing to allow 

these people to assume power. 


John? 


QUESTION: Mr..Secretary, was this urban commando attack you 
talked about anything more than rumor? And do you have any 
other evidence of a pending Noriega action? 


Well, you don't have to look just at pending 
actions, John. You can look at actual actions. If you go 
back and remember that there was a declaration of war followed 
immediately by the killing of a United States Marine and the 
concomitant arrest and beating of a Navy lieutenant and the 
sexual harassment of his wife. These are actual events that 
took place in the immediate aftermath of a declaration of war 


aes TON Any hint, Mr. Secretary, as to Noriega's whereabouts 
at this moment? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I'd leave those types of questions -- 
questions with respect to the military situation, his 
whereabouts, and that. sort of thing -- to the Defense 
Department. [t's my understanding that they will be briefing 
once again sometime later this afternoon 


QUESTION: What's the status of the Canal al this point? 


SECRETARY BAKER [ think L mentioned the status of the Cane) 
Treaty as far as the United States is concerned. We recognize 
it. We intend to abide by it I believe the President has 
even indicated that he would promptly send up the name of a 


Canal Administrator nominated by the Endara Government to the 
Senate for confirmation 
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It is my understanding that the Canal itself was-closed for a 
period of time early this morning. Whether it actually remains 
closedor not, again that's an operational detail that I would 
refer you to the Defense Oepartment for. 


nin hill, Atti, te ea eA 


; ™r. Secretary, your reaction to the reaction of the 
Soviet Union -- how harsh do you find it? What kind of effects 
could it have on the two countries? 


SECRETARY BAKER Well, I suppose we should say that that 
reaction was not totally unexpected. There is some 
possibility, I think, that the initial Soviet response came 
indeed before the President's message to President Gorbachev 


was received. I don't say that for certain, but I think 
there's some chance that that's the case. 


But let me say that [ think both the United States and the 
Soviet Union today are supporting democracy. At least that's 
what President Gorbachev told President Bush at Malta when he 
said he had a little problem with the use of the word “Western | 
values," so we agreed that we would use the term “democratic 
values." The difference is that the Soviet Union supports | 
democracy by staying out of countries and thus permitting : 
democracy to proceed 





In this one and very unique instance, the United States did it 
by going in to assist a democratically elected government 
against a dictator. 


; Mr. Secretary, on the Canal, you stated that 
efe ng the integrity of U.S. rights under the Canal Treaties 
is one of the objectives that's been stated since last night 
What evidence do you have, or do you have-.any evidence, that 
that integrity was being violated, about to be violated? What. 
impact would it have had, had Noriega remained in power after 
January 1 when a phase towards handing the Canal over to the 
Panamanian people - - 


SECRETARY BAKER Well, that's very speculative, other than - 
I mean, let me simply say with respect to that that we've said 
before that we anticipated that there might be problems with 

respect to the Canal if Noriega continued to retain power 


illegitimately. 


With respect to challenges to the integrity of our rights ove: 
the past two or three ywears, ( would simply refer you to the 
over the past year ur $0 - maybe | should back up -- over th- 
past year or so ['d refer you to the continuing pattern of 
harassment that we've seen guing on down there against 
Americans in the exercise of our [reaty rights 


Pat? 


QUESTION Latin American nations had been very opposed to uv 
military intervention down there prior to this action. You'v« 
been on the phone with some of those countries. Have you 


picked up any support, or are our relations with Latin 
America/Central America going to be hurt by this? 


BEST COPY Ayayt any f 491! 


NO. 250 
ain 






: We've been on the phone to a number of 
nations, not just Latin American nations. Let me say that the 
reac from foreign governments that have been communicated 
to us. been mixed. They are pretty much about what we 
expec Some have privately expressed support but said 
they'd had to reserve publicly. Some have flat out said they 
disagreed, and some have supported. 





But it's not useful, I don't think, for me te point fingers and 
name names here. Let me simply say that there is a wide 
spectrum of views, and that's about what we anticipated. 


If Endara succeeds and establishes a democracy here, 
do you expect the Latin American countries to have a different 
view later? 


I think that more and more over the course of * 


the past several years we've seen Latin America moving toward 
democracy; in fact, we've seen the world moving toward 
democracy. And [ think the principles that are embodied in 
democracy and the move around the world toward freedom and 
democracy will certainly take hold in Panama, given a chance. 


Mr. Secretary, have you made any moves in terms of 
ifting the sanctions or returning the Ambassador to Panama? 


SECRETARY B6xER- Yes. The President announced today that he 
was quite prepared to see Ambassador Davis return. The 
Ambassador will return to Panama as soon as safe transportation 
can be arranged. He is here in Washington. 


With respect to the sanctions, I received a memorandum from the 
President today directing me, in conjunction with the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to take action to eliminate the sanctions that 
we now have in place against Panama. 


QUESTION: And have you done so? 


SECRETARY BAKER Well, we've begun to take action. [only gut 
it a couple of hours ago, but we will be doing it and we will 
be doing it expeditiously. 


Don? 





Mr. Secretary, you mentioned that the operation was 
undertaken for several different purposes. Does the 
Administration contemplate American forces being involved dowr 
there until all of these purposes are met? Does it appear th»: 
if there is resistance continuing, this is going to be some 
kind of a lengthy military uperation in Panama? Have any 
assurances been given to the new Government of Panama about. 
when American forces - or how lung they would remain? 





SECRETARY SAREE The President, [I think, spoke to that this 
morning en he said that it would be his intention to remove 
any forces that were inserted into Panama in the furtherance of 
this objective just as soon as he reasonably can. 
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I think that's about as good a way as I can think of to lay it 
out for you. 
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* well, are they going to continue down there until 
order is established in Panama? And, if so, might not 
this be quite a long time, given the military situation there? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don’t want to speculate. I really don't 
want to speculate on time lines. There are no time lines for 
this. As the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff said this 
morning, and as the Secretary of Defense said this morning, 


there are simply no time lines for this operation. Questions 
like that, again, I would refer you to the Defense Department 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, can you describe the problem we now 
ace in rebuilding Panama's economy, rebuilding the police 
force, the POF, and what kind of aid package we might be 
considering now for Panama? 


SECRETARY BAKER Well, clearly you will find a much more 
sympathetic Executive Branch and a much more sympathetic - 
Legislative Branch when democracy Flourishes in Panama and is 
permitted to flourish Elimination of the sanctions, I think, 
will go a long way toward alleviating much of the pressure 


that's on the Panamanian economy. 


a & wmmnt - + 
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Will there be a task of rebuilding? [n my opinion, yes, there 
will. We've always said, since back in the second term of the 
Reagan Administration when these sanctions were put into place. 
that while it was not our desire to hurt the Panamanian people 
or the Panamanian economy, we candidly had to recognize that 
the sanctions could have that effect at the same time that they 
were putting pressure on Noriega. So we will be very 
interested in doing what we can to reconstitute and rebuild 
that economy. 


Yes, Norm? 


Mr. Secretary, can you tell us if the Soviet Union. 
NATO Allies or any other countries were given any sort: of 
advance notice or heads-up that this operation was in the 
of Fing? 


SECRETARY BAKER We sent a private message from the President 
to President Gorbachev { don't know exactly what time that 

message arrived Calls were made, of course, by the President 
and the Vice President and myself beginning, however, at 1 Vv 


a.m. this morning 


We sent a cable to tation American cvuuntries, and most of our 
well, I think all of our NAIO Allies. as well as Japan and sume 
other countries on Munday afternuon, laying out the facts of 
the killing of the Marine, the decluration of war, and the 
abuse and harassment of the Navy lieutenant and his wife. and 
we characterized those actiuns a% unacceptable. 
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; Mr. Secretary, would you mind sketching out the 
ega is under which the United States took this action? 


arceeiaer ap ree The actions that we have taken, John, in our 
view aPe fully in accordance with international law. The 
United States under international law has an inherent right of 
self-defense, as recognized in Article 51 of the United Nations 
Charter, and article 21 of the OAS Charter, which entitles us 


to take measures necessary to defend our military personnel. 
United States nationals and U.S. installations. 


lt ee ell esl lag 


Now, I don't need to review for you the events of the 
declaration of war, what happened to the Marine, and so forth, 
another time because ['ve said what happened. But those 
actions gave us the right to take the steps necessary to remove 
this threat, and the threat was greater than that that was 
evidenced solely by those actions. 


In taking the actions that we've taken, we consulted the 

legitimate, democratically elected Government of Panama which 
welcomed our actions. Furthermore, the United States has both } 
the right and, for that matter, the duty to protect and defend 
the Canal under article 4 of the Panama Canal Treaty, to which 

the Government of Panama, of course, gave its consent. 





Did the declaration of war by Noriega supply the 
underpinning for that Article 4 invocation? 


SECRETARY BANER { can't answer that for you, Jim. I'd have 
to get one of the lawyers to tell you whether that was a 
necessary prerequisite for that underpinning. I['m sorry. 


Mr. Secretary, will U.S. forces be acting as police 
in Panama at the moment? fhe POF had been doing that. 


That's a question that you should direct to 
the Defense Department, Ralph; and there will be another 
briefing over there this afternoon. 


. ; Mr. Secretary, could you say about this intelligen.~ 

report of the commando attack -- could you be more specific?’ 
What neighborhood were they talking about? Was there reason ' . 
believe that this was different from the rumors that had 
swirled around all the way up until this? 


SEPPETARY BAKEr L've told you that I can't stand up here ar: 
te you that that was an absolutely reliable or proven 


report. I cite it only as an example of the climate of 
aggression and the climate of Fear and the climate of tensiun 
that had built up down there in Panama and quite frankly had 
been building for some time there is a long list of 
harassments of United States’ personne] in Panama over the la. 
many months. 
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~ Mr. Secretary. could you elaborate on your saying 

me Canal was under threat? I thought Noriega had 

caref avoided crossing that line, and of course you have a 
right © the Canal Treaty. Is it just that the government 
was no® our kind of government, or was there a real threat to 








. the Canal? 





SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think that our job is to -- if you're 
asking me about the obligation we have to defend and protect 
the Canal? 


QUESTION: Yes, sir. 


SECRETARY Baia When you have the kinds of things that were 
taking place down there in Panama, I think that we had a 
legitimate concern and worry about whether we could continue to 
fulfill the Treaty right and obligation that we had. 





Let me get somebody who hasn't asked one yet. Right there. 


Mr. Secretary, you just said that the Soviet Union 
is helping the democracies, staying out of that part of East 
Europe. Oo you believe that this Soviet approach should be 
followed in the case of Romania too? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, you know, they've said some very 
interesting things about Romania, and they condemned the action 
that has recently taken place there -- something that frankly 
I'm not sure the Soviet Union would have done a couple of years 
ago. 


MS. TUTWILER: Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 
SECRETARY BAKER: Okay. Thank you. 
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10:04 A.M. EST 


Q Ie this the usual rules? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes, regular briefing rules. 


Q Regular rules, no news? (Laughter.) 


MR. FITZWATER: Let we start off with the President's 
schedule and then I'll have a brief statement wrapping up where ve 
stand on Panane. 


The President had his are brief this a | 
at 8:00 a.m. and his national security briefing at ons a.n. 

with Governor Sununu and the Vice President in those seetings. s © 
11:15 a.m., the President will have a celebration -- attend « 
celebration in room 450 of the Old Executive Office ao 
celebrate Hanukkah. And we'll have open photo, writing coverage 


He has lunch with the Vice President at noon and meets 
with Secretary Sullivan at 1:15 p.=. for a previously scheduled 
review of over there. 1:45 p.s. hase a series of photo 

A. only one of note is Andre Ware, the Heisnan 


Trophy winner, and we'll have still photo coverage of that. 


At 3:30 p.m. the President will meet with leaders of the 
Presidential Mission to Poland in the Cabinet Room, and we'll have 


SS a writing ry there. He has «a review meeting with 
Darman at 4:00 p.m. A meet with Sununu at 4:30 
p.=. and ea Christuas for the Res staff at 6:45 p.a. 


e Ie that the last party? 
MR. FITEWATER: I think that's the lest one, yes. 


Q Does he make any remarks today on Panama et the 
Hanukkah -- 


MR. FITZWATER: He doesn't make eny at Hanukkah. It's 
always possible at the Polish Mission meeting. 


Q You mean, he won't even make any extemporaneous 
reference to it at the Hanukkah meeting? 


MR. FITSWATER: Don't expect his to, no. 
Q Are you ready for questions or do you -- 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, let me read this status thing and 
then we'll do questions. 


Q Marlin, one other. You said earlier thie week the 
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press conference was probably Thursday or Friday. Is that off now? 


MR. FITEZWATER: It's off at the moment. Anyth 
happen momentarily, but nothing's scheduled. a 


Q momentarily, you mean today? Earlier this 
bictiteis vie Gh 


MR. FITZWATER: es of 10:05 a.m. But at 11:05 
a.m., you never know. But nothing's scheduled. 


Q Why is it so nebulous? 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, just because we don't have one 
scheduled, but the President could want to do it at any tine. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't anticipate one. Don't get all 
excited. I don't anticipate it. 


Q But, Marlin, you hed been saying that he wanted to 
Go something before Christmas. Has Panama changed his sind on 
meeting the press? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, still wants to, just don't have it 


Q Well, but you've got all day tomorrow, too. I mean, 
are you looking at it tomorrow, or not? 


MR. FITZWATER: Stay tuned. 


Q But you seem to be suggesting it's not to 
happen. — 


MR. FITEWATER: Stay tuned. 
Good progress continues to be made on the ground in 


Q How about going slow? 


forces. The Marr was secured with sininal resistance, Radio 
Wecional wes taken off the air, and the legislative build was 
secured. General Noriegs remains at lerge and U. &. military 


operations are targeted at locating his. 


Latest casualty f show 18 U.S. military killed in 
action, 117 wounded, end one sissing. One U.S. civilian dependent 
was aleo killed. Over 100 of the U.S. servicemen who were wounded 
have been returned to the United States for treatment at Kelly Air 

in San Antonio, Texas. 


Force Base 

Ambassador Devis, the U.S. Ambassador, has returned to 
a 2S Se There are of ecattered weapons firing 
around the vic of the U.s. , but the Eubéeesy has 
sustained no new Gamage beyond thet wi wes reported yesterday. 


id yesterday, organized resistance to U.5. forces 
continue to be roving bande of 
ividuale conducting looting. We are endeavoring to help bring the 


py A. There 


General Powell announced yesterday that 2,500 military 
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preliminary »lans return to full freedoms, such as restoration of 
a free press. President Endara spoke of the need for sedical 
supplies end supplies just as soon 


@ called Vice President Calderon and 


Ford yesterday to reemphasize United States ‘ 
Vice President Quayle said he looked forward to seeing a free and 


The Canal is and operating dur light hours. A 
gunmen ee eatuh Gen deb aE Ge tea Ce eae oth 


Authorities there hope for 24-hour access by this weekend. 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't have any -- I don't know. 
Q Let's finish the statement, please. 


MR. FITEWATER: That's all I have. I would just edd that 
the President arrived in the office this morning at his normal tine, 
around 7:15 a.m., and received the latest status reports in his 
morning briefings from General Scowcroft. 


Q Marlin, are all of the deaths and injuries a result 
of hostile fire? 


; MR. FITZWATER: As far as I know, yes. As opposed to 
what 


Q Friendly fire, accidents? 
MR. FITEWATER: Ae far ae I know. 


Q Marlin, ere there any plens for either the President 
0 Se hee See SS Sy SS Can Saeeee Cees We Coeaee oo 
Geceased are being returned 


MR. FITEWATER: There are no plans et thie time for any 

in the President's schedule in the next few days, or the Vice 

President's, but all of these things are under review. I would not 
be surprised to see changes in the next couple of weeks as these 
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events go forward. So I would say at this point there are no changes 
in anything, but I would stay flexible. 


Q Well, I mean, like cancellation of the President's 
hunting trip? Is that -- 


MR. FITZWATER: Everything is or schedule as planned at 
this point. 


Q Marlin, do you have ae ee us, has the 
President been given any civilian casue\:y figures -- Panamanians? 
You have very precise numbers about the American military, bvt 

Pentagon and the White House seem to have no precise figures about 
the number of Panamanians killed. 


MR. FITZWATER: * have not seen any, no. 
Q Can you make a request for them today? 


MR. FITZWATER: Yes. I will say that all of these 
casualty numbers and any logistical information will continue to come 
from the Pentagon, and we'll try to provide them here in any 


Q Marlin, do you have any word on the number of dead 
that will be returning today to Dover? And any plans for any 
a officials to be on hand for any of ceremony for 


MR. FITZWATER: I am told there are some bodies being 
returned. I don't have numbers. The Pentagon will release that, 
however, and there are no plans for the President to attend. In 
terms of military representation, I don't know. 


Q Or administration officials? Any -- 
MR. FITZWATER: You'd have to check with the Pentagon. 


Q > ap Sere Gay SeSeaaeee? > Se eapeibente of 
Noriega, either specifically or in general? Is he in the country? 


MR. FITZWATER: In general, we believe he is in the 
- There are a couple schools of thought. One is that he 
continues to move around very ee ee safe houses and 
other channels. Another is that he is hiding in some location. 
We have a situation with a city of a million le, and it's not tco 


hard to hide out in that sense. So we don't an exact location 
on him yet. 

Q Do you believe he's with this lst Infantry that's 
reported to be re just outide the city limits? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know that. 


Q Marlin, can you give us some details on why you've 
described the hostage situation as unclear? I mean, folks have been 
taken or they haven't, and you're chasing them, or you're not. 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, that's not true in either case. The 
fact is that there have been cases where members of the Dignity 
Battalions would go into a hotel, take people cut of the hotel, hold 
them for an hour or two, and release them. There is.a lot of that 
going on, and when I say “unclear,” I just mean that that situation 

from hour to hour. A number of those released are 
immediately returned; some are not. The Smithsonian individuals that 
were reported taken we still have not accounted for in that case, but 
there are many others that have changed. 


Q Marlin, if Noriega does get out of the country, is 
the administration willing to just let him be, now that, as General 
Powell suggested, they decapitated him from -- 


MORE #142-12/21 





Y 720 


HR. FITZWATER: We won't speculate on that. Our purpose 
is to eporehend him in Panama. 


Q Marlin, you talk about the President's assessment of 
the military operation, but what's his view of the fact that one of 
the main -- the other sain goal, finding Noriega, still has not been 
fulfilled? Despite this huge military show, he's still on the run? 


MR. FITZWATER: We knew going in that this would probably 
be the case. We were prepared at the start, and are prepared now, to 
continue to search for him. It may take some time -- but that's 
totally in line with our objectives going in. 


Q The $1 million bounty on the General -- does that 
apply dead or alive? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo, it's for information leading to the 





capture. 
Q To the capture? 
MR. FITZWATER: Yes. 


Q There's a report that the President figured we would 
have 70 deaths. Is that true, and is n 
view of Peru's role, or non-role? 


MR. FITZWATER: I had not heard any number in terms of 
anticipated death, so I don't know the source of that. I I 
just can't verify that or no-. did say this morning 
that the casualties were less than they ant ted 
the size of the operation, but I had not heard any numbers 
anticipated. 


a ficial account. He was 
judged by exit polling, desential been the likely winner. 
Was there @lscussion vith the President about the need co have 
perhaps election or how Endara might establish his legitimate 
credentials rather than being installed? 


MR. FITSWATER: First of all, I would a with your 
-- that the election was a somewhat 3-to-1 vieweny. I don't 
anyone who questioned the vi » You ai with the 
numbers, but I don't think it wae seriously challenged. OAS 
officials and others all indicated that. don't believe there's any 
serious doubt about their being elected in the May elections. 


Q Well, in terms of -- 


MR. FITSWATER: And therefore, there's been no discussion 
of any other elections. 


Q Marlin, if all the bellots were dest here, 
you'd have to have some -- you couldn't accept an election without « 
final count of ballots. I would assume that when you talk about 

, you would talk about it in simliar standards, and in this 
rticuler case, by , he probably got three to one, 
he didn't get an official and final count. Are saying thet 
this eadminstraticn accepts him without a final official count 


MR. FITSWATER: This administration accepts the outcome 
of the election. We did so in May, June, July, August, September, 
October, November, December -- right now today. 





Q Marlin, did you anticipate ahead of time the 
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MR. FITZWATER: We recognized that there would be these 
kinds of problems. That certainly the Dignity Battalions would be 
beyond the normal military kinds of ions. And that's why 
arrangesents were made for various police kinds of reinforcesents to 
be provided in those kinds of actions. So it was anticipated that 
Se Stee 50 Ce Se Seeee CeSeaee case Sie tial 


tary 
Q 
Americans are unaccounted for, such as many Saithsonian 


Well, what's that $400 million, Marlin? forgive me, 


MR. FITSWATER: That's the that was held in escrow 
es @ result of the sanctions. That number somewhat flexible, but 


that's the bellpeark figure. 
Q Ie thet cash that would go right down there as soon 


MR. FITSWATER: Pardon? 
Q That $400 million is -- 


es ’ 
recall, in United States benks. And as President Bush said in hi 
statement, thet is available for the new government to use as soon as 
they're able to do that. 


Can I —_ follow up? It's a take « lot sore 

with $400 million. 

ruined by the sanctions. Does the President have any plan 
the 


fi 
4. 
i 


32738 

HT 
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is! 
+ 
ges 
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pore 
will offer our to thes in ve 
not intend to 4 their actions or to offer plans beyond tha 


Q Marlin, are we rescinding the prohibition to 
Panamanian fleagshipe to dock at U.S. ports? 


MR. FITEWATER: Yes. We will normalize relations in 
every way. 


; 
F 
: 
: 
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an easy task. It will not be quick and it will not be simple. And 
we » but don't look for results overnight. 


Q Marlin, as you know, « lot of homes and residential 
areas Gestroyed in this battle. Does the United States feel «a 
re ©) CSSIES CaaS Gageo’e Nemes in any of these 


MR. FITSWATER: We haven't hed a chance to look at those 


Q Marlin, one of the reports from Panama today vas 
the things Endare sight do to establish his legitimacy 
of U. 8. protection end establish an office somewhere in 
oe. oe know if that's go to happen? And if that 
of protection he's go to need from us as he 


om 
- They do intend to move into independent quarters. That could 
es early as today. We obviously would be available to provide 
ion, just as we are in various other pleces around the city, 
give you specific plans on how would work. 


Q Do you know if that's going to be in the 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't know where it's going to be. I 
Gon't think it'll be in the Comandancia, because I think that 
building was pretty such destroyed. 


Q Marlin, how long are we prepared to chase Noriega 
around P«nare” a4 how long ere ve to stay there for 
policing activ .ties and preventing loot and so forth? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we're not putting any lizits on 


Q Marlin, ie it the edministration's feeling that the 
Panama Defense Forces will have to be purged and soeeseee 
reconstituted to make them e safe and effective military force there? 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, those are matters for the Endare 
to determine, in termes of what the new -- their new police 
ee eee Se OS SES. And we just 
can't judgments on that besis. 


Q But you talk about the difficulty of the rebuilding 
process. You sust have « view as to how y corrupted, or -- 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, I've said it'll be very difficult, 
and much of the POF is gone and disbanded and out of the picture. 
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~ poy AE ARYA 4 St yh * ge 4 - Se 
so they will have to rebuild from 


MR. FITSWATER: That's wheat I mean. I don't -- 
Q Are they on en American base? 
MR. FITSWATER: I don't know exactly where they are right 


They were sworn in on an American base. Did they 


MR. FITEWATER: They soved eround, as I am told. And I 
don't know where they ere right nov. 


Q Well, wheat about -- you said that ‘re starting 
hy ~~ 1 don't know if that vas your exact -- but can 
ve us are scoue examples how they are starti 

exert control? ~ 


Can int to of 5 aes © 
the new goverment or support for the cuteter of Kor ** 


MR. FITSHATER: I point to the original election. 
Q I sean, since -- in the last 24 hours. 
MR. FITSWATER: Ho. 


Q Marlin, whose idea -- was it the President's idea to 
have this bounty for his apprehension? And two, if it's cleined, 
will it be paid out of some cont fund? And why + aA 
released oS ae wey by Seat havin 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't have the specifics on the 
ge RE -g-- FA 44 -f- AY It was 
decided by all of the j the decision on this. We 
have @ long history of offer rewards for information on 
~~ oy Rhy BAe at -y And we put it out last 
night because we wanted to quickly sake that offer so if people saw 
Noriega moving sround or loceted @ safe house or some part of the 
city, they would have some incentive for telling us about it. 


Q Well, why didn't you come out an announce it? I 
mean, it just seemed like a rather unusual way to just have -- 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, the decision was sade -- 


Q -- word filtered sround like you really didn't want 
MORE $142-12/21 





Q Can collect that ? Am American -- say, 
ists? (Laughter.) MHo, tale fe © coskeus » You 
» like ? 
Q All the American journalists are under their beds in 
the Marrictt. 


MR. FITSWATER: Anyone except silitary. 


Q American silitery? I mean, is it limited only to 
Panameanians, foreign nationale -- 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't know. 
Q Are you disappointed by the international reactions? 
MR. FITSWATER: Wo. I think the international reaction 


ee. ee ee eee S in American 
ies have been very gratifying, and we think the international 
reaction has been about as » and quite good. 


Q Two questions. Who is the joint ? And number 
two, do you think it's about time these Latin American countries got 
this historical business? (Laeughter.) 


MR. FITSWATER: Joint group -- I just sean all of the 
National Security Council edvisors. 


Q Including the President? You couldn't name -- 


MR. FITSWATER: Yes. Yes. Everybody is involved. Bsut 
this is an iesue thet wouldn't go to the Fresident even. 


Can we get the other enewer? Do you think it's tine 


MR. FITSWATER: I won't comment on their policies. 


Q When the President made the decision to proceed on 
~~ when he made the decision on Sunday, wee the date, if not the 


exect hour of the siesion, determined then, or was the question of 
timing still open in the next 48 hours? Can you give us « little bit 
on that? 


MR. FITSWATER: It wee -- the timing at that point was -- 


Q What was the question? 
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that out this sorning. 


Q Could you ask the President also if he knew and 
approved it? 


Q You said you have different reactions in lic and 
private with the Latin Americans. Is that the sane with Soviets? 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't have any comment on the Soviets. 
Q Do you have any answer from then? 


MR. FITEBWATER: I don't know of any other reaction than 
the one they've given publicly. 


Let we make a note here befco:2s we go on about State. 


Q Marlin, I want to ask | about the police function. 
With the sort of collapse of the PDr, United States seens to have 
over lew enforcement in Panama. Did the plane with the MP's 
in? How 1 are we prepared to police Panama's streets, and vas 
that an ites of ion between Bush and Endara? 


i 


MR. FITSWATER: Well, we don't want to dictate his 


Q But we do consider that U.S. MP's are now the police 
force in Panama? Is that correct? 


MR. FITSWATER: They will be providing a good measure of 
the police ectivity, yes. 


Q What would be the other seasure then? 


what President Endare intends to put together. 


Q But the United States would be willing to accept 
remaining POF forces as a portion of this police operation? 


MR. FITSWATER: Wo. I'm just saying thet we ere 
—y - people there for policing, we aren't going to dictate 
Pres Endara pute together hie own group. 


Q But under no circumstance, I sssume, would the MP's 
be under anything but U.S. control. Ie that correct? 


MR. FITSWATER: Oh, yes, yes. 


Q Marlin, Lew Aspin hae said thet thie -~ the 0.5. 
troope need to continue thie function for et least « year. Is 
that he heard from the edministration or the Pentegon? 


MR. FITEWATER: I don't know where he heard thet. We 
certainly aren't willing to give timetables to it. Sut everyone 
recognizes this is not a case of going in on Wednesda and coming out 
on Thureday. It's going to be over a longer period of tine. 
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Q We were talking about the collapse of the POF, and I 
sgt FO A AA A Ee OL 
ee AY AL. pa, people under arms. Now, 

severely the bounty for the weapons 
Se ar an af Undies be tie ee 5 oo 
around his. When seised Noriega's bases, did they seize thes 
re SS eee a ton eeee Soaees Seek Ste te 
civ cI weapons? I mean, we have a 
sense yo fh A hy * 4 a * HH 


~ 


Girection ve ‘'t have any ive 
information eat point on exactly what their status is. 

Q We still ere armed, however, and hence 
_ presume they - 


MR. FITSWATER: I would presume that, yes. 


Q Marlin, in setting forth your objectives for this 
invesion in the first plece, on the of Noriege, you said 
specifically -- the President said he wanted to bring his to 


ustice as to simply remov him from power. 
about eo ae tant eitterenti 


Q On that point, if capture his, will br 
him immediately beck to United y ense you've gent hin b 


MR. FITSWATER: We antic br him beck for 
—— ipate bringing 


Q Do we have « list of other top POF people that ve 
would like to have apprehended? 


MR. FITSWATER: I'm not aware of one. 


Q The last two re, firet on the Reegan 
eGministration and now the eduinistration, we were told time and 
~ LA EAI. EA, , -y Ar -7- 

litary pa if we could only get rid of the top, namely Noriega. 
Now, in view of what happened ,» where we went in and just 
blasted the POF, I gather we didn't even wait for thes to come over 
to our side. (Laughter.) Were these optizistic expectations? 


MR. FITEWATER: Leo is on @ roll, ien't he? (Laughter.) 
I don't hear any denials. 


Q 

Q Again, Merlin, end so 4id Bush and so did Reagan -- 
28 Oe eS ee ee ae thet we wanted to work 
ith thes, and we recogni thet their only problems wes the at 
the top. Yesterday's event didn't seem to corroborate thet. ? 


MR. FITEWATER: The situation is no different, our _—s 
ie no different, chet cur consesn bee aivage Seen Seekers Te ens 
corruption of the government, ae well es hie Grug trefficking and 
ee oS The POF -- we heve continued to say that the 
organisation as such, 10,000 people as Wendell pointe out, ie « large 
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They don't ‘ave «a role right now. 
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Geecr ibe 
is on 
goes to 
see h 
we have known his 


know he 
his eround? I sean, I don't understand 


We just weren't able to 


But I's not willing to share with you our knowledge of 


what we did know. 


I think we hed -- we hed considerable 


MR. FITEWATER: 
knowledge of him and his whereabouts. 


capture his. 


Sam gen cay thas De une apetted ot cay Cine by 


We have continued to have -- 


operation began? 
And hes he been spotted since? 


American forces once 


inue to heave re knowledge of 
neidente. 


AR. TER: We cont 
him, and we're not going to comment on specific 
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Don't have any information on that. Ho. 
Marlin, has the President called, or will he call 
the families of the men who were killed there? Has he called any of 


then? 


but I's eure there'll be 


vities. 
Wheat hes the President 
et lerge? Seceuse ve 


Can you tell us whet he's been 


tei 


Soriege ic etiil” 
haven't had a chance to question his. 
saying about that? 


etill 


MR. FITSWATER: 
Q 
said about the fact that 


an eppropriate time for those kinds of 


We still want to apprehend his. 


still looking for his. 


Ie he frustrated about it? 
MR. FITSWATER: 


of the operation. We knew 
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Well, we'll review it at an eppropriste 


mR. FITTMATER: 
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Q Marlin, eas somebody who hed someone on the pool, 
will you please identify who you were talking about? 


Q I just don't want the briefing to end, Marlin, 
without -- 

MR. FITSWATER: Pardon? 

Q I wouldn't want thie briefing to end without asking 


@ question about Romania. 


Q This is the appropriate tine. 


Q Ie there any reason to block reporters from going 


MR. FITSWATER: I'll leok into it. 
Q Marlin, on the Marriott -- 


Q Marlin, it's a serious problems, because ve cannot 
get any reporters in there. And there are only « handful of 





MR. FITEWATER: Well, U.S. soldiers secured the hotel and 
provided the safety for the press corpse over there. 


This wee hours efterward though -- 
, G14 the President have any tive reaction 


Q 
Q i 
to journalists and their leaders and bureau chiefs cry about 
who were sent into « war sone, not being edequately quarded 


Q I'm confused thet seen to 
there were no hosteges, end sembers of the Hill eaid when they were 
Beseted <= these aguen the Sapuaseten thes ease eee Oe ee oeen’ 
now 
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be eaying there are hostages who -- 
RR. FISMATER: Wo, I said it wes unclear, there have been 


reports of it and then they're released, and it's not definitive what 
the situation is there. 


Q Ras Endare chosen « military leader to take charge 
of whatever silitary forces might want to come over to them? Or are 
plene underway to do that? 


MR. FITEWATER: I don't know. 


@ Topic change. 
MR. FITEWATER: Topic change. 
Q@ Romenia? 


MR. VFITSMATER: Let we Go Romania first since that's on 


the table. 

We understand the demonstrations there are continuing. 
We are sonitoring the situation, and we reiterete our call thet the 
Scccnstretions, open it's beudere and respect the Beisianl 

» Open it's borders and reepect the Seleinki 





Bucharest, and the troops 





Q@ Oo we have Gefinite proof of the Tisiscera sassacre? 


MR. FITEWATER: Well, we feel certain thet it hes 
happened, yes. 


Q But we heve no numbers on -- 


Q@ Marlin, presumably, we have better intelligence out 
of Bucharest which is where the problems ere today or lest night and 
today, do we have more information about thet -- can we confirs, 
for exemple, the ~~ ieea-- 


MR. FITSWATER: I don't have anymore information on the 


Q@ Marlin, 4i¢ you ever get any Counselor people out of 
Bucharest yesterday? 
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MR. FITEWATER: Wot to sy knowledge. 


. 22@ Do you have additional information about the package 
bombs in this country? 


MR. PITEWATER: Wo, I don't I refer you to Justice. 


Q When you announced Scowcroft visiting China, you 
said he was going to -- he went there in July to express U.S. 


concerns about ion there. And today Foreign Minister in 
Chine said that requested this visit and the U.S. accepted that. 
Phere is the truth ? 





MR. FITEWATER: I don't know. I didn't think we said 
anything different. Did we say -- 


Q Well, announcing -- 


MR. FITEWATER: I don't know that we even said where the 
request cane fron. 


Q Could you confirm that the Chinese requested that? 


MR. FITEWATER: I don't know, I'll have to check with 
General Scowcroft. 


Q Ie Bush going to WIN tomorrow? 

MR. FITEWATER: Yes, he is going to NIH tomorrow. I 
Gon't have the exact time. We'll have a report later this afternoon 
-- a schedule. 

Q for what, Marlin? 


MR. FITEWATER: To vieit AIDS victins, and visit with 
others at the hospital. 


Q Be's giving « speech? 













MR. FITSWATER: We probably will heve an coverage 
speech Pas eee oe ne O 
pool that accompany by helicopter. 


zi. 

* ' Afternoon? Morning? 
Q When is this, Marlin? 
MS. GLEN: Midday. 


MR. FITEWATER: Alixe says » Lette see -- do ve 
not have an exact tise? Do we not want to give it out? 


Q NIH, huh? 


MR. FITZWATER: It shows approximately 11:30 a.s8. Sut 
thet may change somewhat because the event's changing. But we'll 
to have «a echedule thie afternoon. What we'll probably have to do 
take @ pool by chopper, or saybe -- we'll I shouldn't say that 

might go by van. But there will be an open coverage 
event there. That's the situation now, anyway. 


Q Does he go from there to Camp David? 
MR. FITEWATER: And he goes from there to Camp David. 


Q Marlin, on Romania, what would the edministration's 
reaction be if the Soviets moved into Romania to try to liberate the 


try 
is 


MR. FITEWATER: We won't speculate on a hypothetical. 
Q How Go explain that in countries like Romania, 
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elsewhere in Eastern Europe and China, there have been massive 

ms against repressive eapenes -- and yet, in Panama, 
there was n@ sign of any popular uprising, and yet, in the name of 
the @ of the United States, went in to replace a government. Is 
it possible that the people were satisfied with the Noriega regine? 


MR. FITZWATER: They had an election and threw the 
Noriega regime out by a 3-to-1 margin. 


Q Did you ask, as you contemplated this operation, why 
there had-been no signs of popular uprising in Panama particularly 
when, throughout the rest of the world, there are these massive 
demonstrations by people, risking life, obviously, being killed to 
overthrow repressive regimes? Why is Panama different? 


MR. FITZWATER: They had an election there that 
registered the people's wishes by a 3-to-1 margin. 


Q What's the status of the talks, or the lies, about 
getting independent observers into Romania? 


MR. FITZWATER: I don't know. 
Q Could you take the question? 


MR. FITZWATER: Wo. I refer you to the State Department; 
they'll give you an ansver. 


Q Marlin, can you -- a couple questions. On the 18 
killed in action and one U.S. civilian, is it 19 all told? In other 
words, 18 plus one? You're saying 18 military KIAs? 

MR. FITZWATER: Yes, yes. 

Q And point two is, has the United States, in terms of 
folks being taken -- you been contacted by anyone claiming to 
hold Americans? And in other words, offering -- has there been any 
sort of demand from people claiming to hold Americans? 

‘MR. FITSWATER: No. 


i~ What ere plans for updating briefings over the 
the holidays? 


“MR. FITEWATER: Wo plans at the moment. 







Q On Romania, the EEC this morn cut the last 
relations they had with Romania. Is the U. S&S. willing anything more 
than protest or, can you do something more? 


, MR. FITZWATER: There are no more plans that I'm aware 
of. 


Q Marlin, can you -- I know the President isn't 
involved in operational direction -- Is his role ond monitoring? 
Exactly, you know, how does he -- what is his position in all this? 
Does he go along? 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, we have -- you all got the 
statement last night about his role on continuing basis. The 
President continues to monitor the situation and receive reports. 
Decisions are brought to him as necessary. Most of the activities, 
up until this point, have been pre-planned and laid out. There 
haven't been any changes that I'm aware of, of any significance. The 
Deputies' Committee continues to meet, if not continuously, at least 
for several hours, and then they'll take a break and meet again. 
They are meeting this morning -- and so that the President will 
receive continuous visits from General Scowcroft or Bob Gates as 
decisions are needed on small matters of one kind or another. 


But at this point at least, the plan has been pretty well 
set, and it's just a matter of staying on top of it. Now, we are 
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the President telephoned the leadership on 
extensive briefings and contacts for all the 
members. Yesterday, there was a briefing team that briefed the 
leadership late in the afternoon, and then briefed all sesbers who 
wanted a perscnal briefing. I don't know how many attended. So 
there have been extensive consultations. 


Q maesite Caen yous Cending 66 Vast answer conn thet 
this administration, like previous administrations, is going to take 
the position that while its actions and its informing of Congress may 
be consistent with the War Powers Act that it will not say that it is 
a a ae Ce and will not itself invoke the War Powers 
Act 


MR. FITZSWATER: That's correct. We continue to maintain 
Q -- you're not invoking the Imminent Hostilities 


Mm. FITSWATER: Wot to ay knowledge. 


% Marlin, in terms of the war on drugs, does Peru 
dropping out ef the Andean summit negate or diminish the beneficial 
resolve of Gecapitating Noriega? 


MR. FITSWATER: We'd like to have them there and it would 
probably enhance the considerations if they were there, but we'll 
continue to go ahead and meet. 


Q Marlin, the Federal Reserve systen yesterday 
ly lowered interest rates about a fourth of a 


MR. FITZWATER: Well, I wouldn't comment on the verb you 
used there, but I would say that we're pleased to see some lowering 
of the interest rates there and ve want to continue to see growth 
through the end of the year, especially as inflation is moderating. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 

END 10:55 A.M. EST 


€142-12/21 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





. 
; 
, 











7 aS 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Y/-7- 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
IWOEX 
Thur r 
BRIEFER: Richard Boucher 
BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
Subiect Page 
ANNOUNCEMENT 
Statement on Continuing Romanian Violence/ 
te £ beep bbb es 6b600066660080066000000008 1-2 
ROMANIA 
US Review of Relations/Actions ................. 2-3,4 
Casualties in Violence ...............cc cee ceeee 3 
Summons to Ambassador in Washington to Meeting 
with Deputy Secretery Eagleburger ............ 3,4,5 
Sale/Shipment of Highly Enriched Uranium ....... 3 
Option of Withdrawal of US Ambessador .......... 3,4 
International Condemnation . ................45.. 4-5 
Reports of Tanks in Bucharest .................. 5 
USG Contact with Soviets re: Romania ........... 5-6 
PANAMA -- U.S. MILITARY INTERVENTION 
Search for US Hostages ....... 1... eee eee 6-7.15-16 
Resolution of Situation at Marriott Hotel ...... 6 
Reported Encirclement of US Embassy in Managua 
by Nicaraguan Army Tanks ..............000005. 7,14 
US Monitoring of Nicaraguan Embassy ............ 7,15 
Security Situation for Embassy Personnel 06064 7 
Peruvian Withdrawal from Andrean Orug Summit ... 7 
International Reaction to US Actions ........... 7-9,13,15 
Timeframe for US Troop Withdrawal .............. 9 
Military/Civilian Casualty Figures ............. 9,10-11,15 
Looting/US Military's Responsibility for Main- 
DP? (665445645 604000000006666000¢000<¢ 9,11-12 
Formation/Functioning of Endara Government ..... 9-10,17-18 
OAS/UN Seatings of Noriega Ambassadors ......... 10,14 
Last US Attempt to Negotiate with Noriega ...... 11,12 
$1 Million Reward for Woriega .................. 12-13 
Woriega Whereabouts ............... 2.2 .s ee ee eeee 43.14.14 
Possible OAS Condemnation of the US ............ 13-14 
Woriega Broadcast Calling for Guerrille War .... 14-15 
Legal Justificetion for Intervention ...........*° 16-17 
Woriega Threat to the Cana) ........... no ccccoee 8F 
May 7 Elections: f€ree/fair? \Y. x. see ape etiges ~ 17-18,20 
WS Position on Calling Mew tlections sseeweceeeae 0-21 
US Steps to Lift Genctions ..... ogee eee 18-19 
Status of Canal Operations ...... See se Mee. 21 
DEPARTMENT 
Jack Anderson Column on the Secretary @eplacing 
De eeeee sess bbe bb 0000066000906 hi b460C8 6 16 
USSR 
Decision of Raze US Embassy Building ........... 19-20 














- — o@eos o2@ ig ‘. 


y/?7 


‘ 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #220 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1989, 12:57 P. Mm. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I'd like to make one announcement on Romania before we go to 
other things. 


Anti-regime demonstrations in Timisoara and the 
Ceausescu regime's brutal and violent crackdown against them 
continue, according to unofficial reports we have received. 
Estimates of deaths and injuries since these disturbances began 
last weekend continue to mount. A massacre of undetermined 
proportions is believed to have taken place. 


The Romanian Government has declared a state of 
emergency in Western Romania, and U.S. Embassy personnel 
attempting to visit cities in the region have been turned back 
by security roadblocks. Romania's borders remain closed. A 
new travel advisory for Romania is now in effect. 


We are hearing increasing reports of anti-regime 
protests and strikes in other Romanian cities, including the 
tapital, Bucharest. Yesterday, upon his return from a visit to 
Iran, an unrepentant President Ceausescu went on national TV tu 
blame the unrest on “fascists” and “imperialist circles" 
abroad, which are frequently used regime euphemisms for 
Hungarians. 


In fact, however, the growing anti-government movement 
emcompasses all of Romania's nationalities who are showing 
their unalterable opposition to Ceausescu and his policies 


Earlier today, an attempt by Ceausescu to deliver a 
public address to a large regime-organized crowd in downtown 
Bucharest was temporarily interrupted by shouts of “down with 
Ceausescu." An anti-government demonstration with some 10,000 
to 15,000 participants ensued. The latest reports indicate 
security forces are unable to quell the crowd and are firing »:. 
these unarmed demonstrators. In fact, a just arrived report 
from U.S. Embassy Bucharest states that 13 young people were 
killed by automatic weapons fire from government security 
forces during a major anti-regime demonstration, which 
continues now in the center of Bucharest about two blocks from 
the Embassy. Other fatalities may have occurred as well. In. 
addition, the security forces have used tear gas and water 
cannon. We are monitoring these developments very closely 
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All U.S. Embassy personnel are safe and accounted for 
and have been ordered to remain indoors. We have no reports of 
casualties among the small U.S. citizen population in Romania. 


The U.S. Government issued a statement Tuesday 
condemning the Romanian Government's barbaric repression in 
Timisoara and its denial of human rights to all Romanian 
citizens. Our Ambassador in Bucharest, Alan Green, Jr., has so 
far been rebuffed by the Romanian Government in repeated 
attempts to deliver a strong protest against the repression in 
Timisoara. We understand that other Ambassadors in Bucharest 
have similarly been denied access to government officials. 


Deputy Secretary Eagleburger attempted to see the 
Romanian Ambassador in Washington yesterday. He was told the 
Ambassador was unavailable. We have summoned the Romanian 
Ambassador to come to the Department tomorrow to receive our 
protest. 


Yesterday, at U.S. initiative, NATO in Brussels issued 
a strong condemnation of Romanian Government actions. The U.S. 
and NATO statements are available in the Press Office. Aliso 
yesterday, at a meeting in Vienna of the 35-nation talks on 
Confidence and Security Building Measures, a part of the 
Helsinki process, the Romanian delegate was unsuccessful in 
preventing a declaration by the other representatives 
condemning the violence in Romania. 


The European Community Monday issued its own joint 
condemnation of Romania's actions, and all of Romania's Warsaw 
Pact allies have individually criticized the Romanian 
repression. Several European governments intend to raise the 
Romanian Government's barbaric actions before the U.N. Security 
Council. We are supporting that initiative, and we are working 
with them. 


As you know, our bilateral relations, including 
various programs of cooperation, have deteriorated 
substantially in recent years due to Romania's worsening human 
rights record. Because of that record, Romania no longer 
enjoys Most Favored Nation status or other U.S. commercial 
concessions. 


Current developments in Romania call into serious 
question the continuation of other ties we retain in the 
economic and scientific cooperation area, and we are carefully 
reviewing our next steps. 


Q First, can we have a copy of that? 

a Yes. 

Q A couple of questions What ties remain between 
the United States and Romania? 

a I don't have a detailed list. There's various 
economic projects and scientific cooperations -- academic 


exchanges, I think. But I don't have a full list here. 
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Q and some of the other reports that you've 
referred to speak of casualties -- the number of people killed 
in the multiple thousands. 


a That's right. 


Q Does that strike you as within the realm of 
possibility? 


a We don't know for sure. We know that the 
estimates from various sources and various reports are going 
up. Over the weekend we were hearing dozens or scores. About 
Monday and Tuesday we started hearing several hundred, and now, 
as you say. there are estimates that put casualties at several 
thousand. So we don't really have an accurate count, and 
regrettably I have to point out that casualties are occurring 
probably right now as we speak. 


Q Richard, how unusual is it not to be able to see 
the Romanian Foreign Minister to deliver a protest note, sort 
of generally in State Department -- or in diplomacy? And, 
secondly, what are the consequences if the Romanian Ambassador 
does not come to receive the protest note at the Department of 
State tomorrow? 


a I guess I'c have to characterize it as very 
unusual not to be able to discuss matters with another 
government -- not to be received by arcther government. As far 


as the consequences if he doesn't come tomorrow, I guess we'll 
just see. That would be one of the factors we'd want to 
consider in making our further steps. 


Q Are you considering withdrawing the US 
Ambassador from Romania? 


a As I said, we're looking at further steps, but I 
don't have any specifics at this point. 


Q Richard, Romania today condemned the U S 
invasion of Panama. Any reaction to that? 


a So? 


Q If 1 recall correctly, the sale of a large 
quantity of highly enriched uranium to Romania had been 
approved by the NRC, Commerce and the State Department and is 
apparently ready for shipment. Is that going to go -- is that 
shipment going to go ahead as planned? 


a I don't have any further information on that 
shipment. As you know, it was, 1 think, material that was 
purchased some time ago -- 


Q Yes. 


| a -- that was almost ready or ready for shipment 
now, and I just don't have any decisions on it at this point 
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Q Could you be more explicit about -- I'm not quite 
sure I understood what you meant when you said that Eagleburger 
"tried to see the Ambassador.“ Did he summon him to the State 
Department, and essentially then is tomorrow's summons a second 
summons? Or did he just say, “How'd you like to come over and 
talk. We have a lot of things to talk about." 


a He requested -- summoned, I guess, is a similar 
word -- but originally you make a request and then I guess you 
make a summons. He requested the Ambassador to come in and see 
him, was told the Ambassador was not available; and now we have 
made clear in even stronger terms that we want to see the 
ambassador tomorrow. 


Q Is there some interest in -- I'm not quite sure 
how to pose this question, but it's a follow-up to Jean's 
question about withdrawing the U.S. Ambassador from Bucharest 
You've just told us that the U.S. Ambassador and the Embassy 
there has been a conduit of information about what's going on 
Is there some -- is that a consideration, let's say, in whether 
or not the U.S. would engage in diplomatic tit-for-tat over 
high-level diplomatic personnel in Bucharest and Washington? 


a I really don't have any more detail at this 
point. All I can tell you is that we're carefully reviewing 
the steps that we might take 1 don't want to start focusing 
on one step that's in the realm of possibilities, but I really 
don't have any details on exactly what we're looking at in 
terms of lists right now 


Q Richard, aside from the fact that the US 
Ambassador in Romania is not able to deliver his note or his 
protest, how good is the functioning of the Embassy in 
Bucharest? 


Aa Well, they are able to collect reports and get 
information back to us, and that's an important function for a 
country where they're denying access to the press, they're 
denying access to ordinary travelers, and they're trying tuo 
clamp down on information 


Q What's the timetable for this review of other 
sanctions against Romania?’ 
a I don't know of any specific timetable, but - 
[Is there some action that the Romanians might 
take that would trigger action here -- further deaths? 
A [ don't think anything's been set up in those 


terms. We're just taking a close look at all the aspects of 
our relationship in determining what we might do 


Q Do we really have any way of influencing the 
Romanians, or is this all just posturing? 
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a Well, it's not just us. The United States has 
spoken out. We're trying to speak directly to it. We're 
speaking out in public fora. NATO has spoken out. Ti:e 
Evropean Community has spoken out. A large variety of other 
countries have spoken out -- you saw what Minister Shevardnadze 
said when he was at NATO -- and other Warsaw Pact countries 
have also spoken out. £09 the hope exists that Romania will 
respond in some way to the rising crescendo of international 
opinion. 


Q But it's a hope. I mean, the question remains 
the same. only let's change it. Instead of “can the U.S. 
influence events,” can the world influence what's going on in 
Romania, or is he impervious to this sort of thing? 


Aa I guess my only answer is we'll have to see 
Q Panama? 
Q It's a technical question, but if Mr. Eagleburger 


couldn't get the Romanian Ambassadur, couldn't he have summoned 
his deputy? 


a 1 think that one of the purposes was to make the 
point very strongly and at senior level 


Q One Mure on Rumania 
a There's one in the back 
Q No Not Rumania 


Q Tanks There were reports of tanks in Bucharest. 
and you didn't mentiun them 


O l've seen those repurts 1 don't think 1 can 
confirm them at this point { don't think we ourselves have 
seen the tanks. 

Q l was wondering, did the U S Government contact 
the Soviets on the issue of Romania, who might have some bigger 
leverage there? 


a We have talked to the Soviets here, and we've 
asked them to use whatever influence they have 


Q Did they respond’? 
G I don't have any specific cesponse 


Q How did that com abseul? Was Lhere a meeting 
yesterday on that subject or 


is 1 don't remember when the meeting was, Raiph 
I'm sorry. It was yesterday or today 


Q Have they indicated they'll join in the U.N 
action -- the Soviets’ 
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a I don't think we're at that point yet with the 
U.N. action. I haven't seen anything on that. 


Q On Panama, can you give us an update on the 
hostage situation in Panama? Do you have any idea. Richard. 
how many Americans are being held. who and what exactly is 
being done? 


Q and, Richard, in that regard there's a report a 
few minutes ago that one American has been -- one American 
hostage has been killed Can you confirm that? An American 
journalist who was a hostage has been killed. 


Q Who is that? 
Q Didn't have a rane. 


a I certainly -- 1 have not seen that report. But 
let me try to go through, if I can. I don't have a lot on 
Americans that have been reported detained in different 
places. I think the Defense Department has just spoken to this 
as much as they can. 


There was concern about the Marriott Hotel and the 
people there. The Marriott Hotel was secured by US. forces 
last night. As many of you also know, one person taken from 
the hotel by Dignity Battalion personnel has not been accounted 
for, and all 1 can tell you is that we're working to determine 
his whereabouts 


Q That's an American? 
& Yes SES] —UPY AVAI! Anirc 
Q The CBS -- 


A I think that may be the gentleman that is now 
reported killed, if we can put the reports together and find 
out. 


There were sume people participating in a Smithsunia: 
project on San Blas [sland They were apparently seized 
yesterday by paramilitary personnel loyal to Noriega The 
group included five US citizens, including a small child. 
five Panamanians and one Venezuelan. We are making every 
effort to find these people and to Free them. and, as [ sa: '! 
the Defense Department also spoke about its efforts and wha! 
the U.S. forces are doing to try to ascertain how many peop! - 
might be detained and what we can do to get them back 


Q Do you know of any case where someone has made «+ 
request, Richard, for ransom or any kind of demand for thes» 
people who are being held? 

5 I'm not aware of any requests like that 


Q Taking apart ransum, let's broaden the definit.: 
of ransom to include - 
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a He said “ransom or any demands “ 
Q Okay. All right. 

A That's what I was aniwering. 

Q Got you. 


Richard, did you see the report that Nicaraguan 
tanks have surrounded the U.S. Embassy in Nicaragua in response 
to U.S. forces surrounding the Nicaraguan Embassy in Panama 
City? Do you “sve any confirmation of either of those 
incidents? 


a As far as tanks or armored vehicles around our 
Embassy in Managua, we have heard the reports. There, I mean, 
basically there is some sort of activity like that going on, 
but I just heard about it before I came in, and I don't have 
the details at this point. 


Q How about the comparable situation in Panama City’ 


Aa The Pentagon people just spoke about it, about 
what they were doing. and 1'1ll leave it at that. 


Q What's the .tatus of US Embassy personnel in 
Panama City’? Are they f° + to come and go from the Embassy? 


a Well. the sicurity situation. of course, makes 
travel and movement difficult, and one has to be careful My 
information is that all Embassy personnel are safe and 
accounted for. 


Q Richard, in view of Peru's withdrawal from the 
January drug summit. is the drug summit still on, or is 
cancellation of it being considered in the U.S. Government’ 


f Well, { hate going third -- you probably hate it 
worse than I do -- but Marlin addressed that this morning and 
said it was still on 


Q Can we broaden that question, though, to ask 
whether the United States believes that the Andean Summit 
proposed by President Bush to help combat narcotics trafficking 
can be an effective event without the participation of one of 
the largest, if not the largest, producers of cocaine in the 
Andean nations? 


A Well. a1] 1 can say is the While House says it's 
still on and that means we believe it can be an important even 


Q Richard, yesterday Secretary Baker said that the 
harshness of the First reaction of the Soviet Union may be du- 
to the fact that President Gorbachev did not receive the letter 
from President Bush Do you have any signs that the Soviet 
reaction is now milder than it. was yesterday? 
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A I haven't seen anything new, really. 


Q Did you get any reactions from other Eastern 
European countries to the events in Panama -- from Poland, 
Hungery. East Germany -- and what would be your reaction to 
their reaction? 


a On foreign reactions, I'm not in a position to 
make public reactions that other governments haven't made 
public, so I think I'd just have to leave it to what the 
Secretary said yesterday: reactions have been mixed. There 
were some positive things said in private that governments 
didn't feel like they could make public. Sut I'll leave it to 
other governments to make their own reactions public and just 
say that the reactions were largely as we expected them 


Q Richard, could you -- 
Q Can I follow that, John, for just a second? 
Q Okay. 


Q Since you deferred to the White House on the 
earlier question, Fitzwater said this morning that he 
characterized international reaction as “quite supportive " 
The Secretary called it “mixed,” and you've called it “mixed * 
I take it you're not following the White House on that 
particular aspect of the situation this morning. 


i Well, I must admit 1 read the Secretary's words 
more carefully than [{ read the White House words. 


PRESS CORPS Oovooooh! 


a But [ don't see any contradiction. As the 
Secretary said, some countries have privately expressed support 
but said they would have to reserve publicly I think in terms 
of mixed -- it's mixed, and there is supportive reaction as the 
White House says. 





Q Since you said you couldn't talk about reactiuns 
that haven't been made public, could you enumerate for us the 
ones that the United States considers to be supportive that 
have been made public? 


Q Short list 





Q Could you list them, please? 





“ I don't went to get into analyzing it, Ralph ] 
really can't go through - 


} Q lt's probably a pretty short list, if he uses 
this -- 











LIL 
-9- Thursday. 12/21/89 


a Well. as I said -- once again, as the Secretary 
said. some governments have prosetets expressed support but 
said they had to reserve publicly. so -- 


Q How many have done that? 


Q There's also some difference of emphasis within 
the Administration on the question of when American troops may 
begin coming back from Panama, with Secretary Cheney even 
mentioning some coming home by Christmas. What's the thought 
here about when some troops may be able to come back? 


a The thought here is that Secretary Cheney 
controls the troops, and he'll speak on it. 


Q Richard, at the Pentagon briefing just concluded, 
they were asked about civilian casualties, Panamanian casualty 
figures; and they explained that basically since they were a 
military operation, they kept careful military statistics of 
their troops and POF troops, but they didn't have any figures 
for civilians. Does the State Department have any casualty 
figures? 


” No 1 don't, Chris 


Q Do we take that to mean that they are 
insignificant in number or -- 


u No We don't It's just that we have better 
information on own own personnel than we do on others 


Q Richard, following that, a lot of innocent people 
have been hurt, killed, caught in the cross-fire, had their 
businesses looted, had their property destroyed Does the 
United States take any responsibility? Ooes it intend to make 
recompense to these innocent victims of the intervention? 


& I don't know for sure what we do in those cases 
I would note that much of the looting that's been reported is 
reported as being carried out by Noriega's people, the Dignity 
Battalions. But I just don't know what we do in those cases 
I think that's better something to ask DoD as well. 


Q Richard, can you give us any description of what 
is the political governmental situation down there? When is 
the Endara Government going to begin functioning? When are 
they going to start appearing publicly, naming people to the 
government? What's going to be done about policing, who's 
gcing to handle police and law enforcement after the fighting 
stops -- that sort of stuff? 


“ That's something for the Endara Government to 
address, and ['m sure they will be addressing it. They have 
been sworn in barely a day and a half ago They have appointed 
Ambassadors to the United Nations and the OAS, and I'm sure 
they'll be taking other steps to get themselves organized 
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Q They've appointed an -- 
a There's a transition going on. There's a lot of 


things that they have to do and things that they would have had 
to have done had they been allowed to assume power fairly. 


Q Well, wait a minute. That's a little 
disingenuous. They've appointed Ambassadors to the OAS and the 
United Nations on paper provided by the US. army. You know, 
when are they going to be able to stand on their own? 


a Well, I understand President Endara has already 
been on the radio down there Whatever the paper was -- and I 
don't know --— he has appointed Ambassadors. That's an action 
of a government. 


Q Do you have any thoughts on the fact that the OAS 
seated the holdover Noriega representative while rebuffing the 
Endara appointee? 


i Well. let me, 1 think, basically just to review 
that President Endara has requested accreditation for Mr 
Lawrence Chewning Fabrega as his government's Ambassador to the 
Organization of American States President Endara made his 
request ina letter to the Secretary General of the 
Organization of American States 


Mr. Chewning was formerly Deputy Panamanian 
Representative to the OAS under the Delvalle government, but he 
was removed from that position by Noriega in February 1968. 

Mr. Chewning has been residing in the United States since that 
time. The Organizetion of American States, as you note, has 
not yet accredited Mr. Chewning, and let me find another piece 
of paper and give you some commentary on the fact. 


The U.S. Government believes strongly that the 
representatives of the legitimate, freely chosen Government of 
Panama, the Government of President Endara, should be 
recognized and seated in both the United Nations and in the OAS 


Q Is it one of the functions of the Endara 

Government now in your view -- kind of put two previous 
questions together - is it one of the Functions of that 
government to keep tabs on civilian casualties in Panama and tu 
make those -- to make that report to the United States? Has 
the United States Government asked the Endara Government to 

- provide it with figures of that sort, or is the U.S. Embassy 
collecting that information in Panama, as it does in Bucharest? 


a Ralph, { mean, the bottom line is I just don't 
have information on civilian casualties 1 think, clearly, 
logically, we do know where our military personnel are. We 
have communications networks, radio networks with them. We 
know what happens to them That information is relatively easy 
for us to collect 
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At this point I just don't have any estimates of 
civilian casualties. We recognize that there are some. The 
President said right in his opening statement that we regretted 
and mourned the loss of innocent lives, and that certainly 
applies. It's not through a lack of compassion that we don't 
have these. It's just through lack of numbers. 


Q Is the government able to operate outside the 
U.S. military facility at this point? 


A I don't have anything on that. I'm sorry. 


Q In that chronology that you handed out yesterday, 
there were several encounters between U.S. and Pananianian 
officials which we had not heard about before. Was there’ 
implied in these encounters a deal under which the charges 
against Noriega would have been dropped in exchange for his 
stepping down and leaving Panama? 


A Jim, I know you'd like to know the answer, but 
I'm afraid I'm just not in a position to say anything about 
those discussions. They were discussions of a legal nature, 
and I'm told could potentially affect legal matters, such as 
the case against Noriega. I'm just not in a position to go 
into them. 


Q Noriega's representative, legal representative, 
in the United States believes that there was an implied deal. 
Is he wrong? 


A I'm just not in a position -- I mean, 1 know he's 
out there commenting and saying what he thinks happened. Our 
chronology is accurate, but that's as much as we're in a 
position to say on these meetings. 


Q Any contact with Rubino in the last few days by 
the U.S. Government -- 


A There was none that I'm aware of, no. 
Q When do the discussions take place? 
a It's in the chronology. It was 


October-November. Maybe one before that. 


Q Richard, the law enforcement function in Panama 
is part of the duties of the Defense Forces. What's going to 
be done about maintaining normal law and order, everything from 
from police investigations to traffic control? 


A John, you're asking me to predict the future, anid 
I'm sorry I just can't. That's one of the issues that 
certainly the Endara Government is going to address. 


Q We have just been fighting against the Panamanian 
Defense Forces. They are, you might say, the enemy in this 
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combat situation. Are we just going to stand aside and say, 
“You're the police; you take over?" How is the Endara 
Government going to exert its control over things? Surely 
there must have been some planning on the part of the U.S. 
Government for dealing with this kind of situation. 


Aa I just have to say that's a point that the Endara 
Government is going to have to address. 


Q What about matters like looting? If the U.S. 
forces witness looting going on, will they simply stand aside. 
as some reports indicate they have, or are we going to take 
some responsibility there to try to protect -- 


A In the immediate circumstances, as I believe the 
Defense Department made clear in its briefings yesterday and in 
its briefing today, they are going through the city to try to 
make the city safe and secure. 


Q So they are performing somewhat of a police 
function? 


A It's what I said and what Defense has been saying. 


Q Would the U.S. be open to negotiating now with 
Noriega or his lawyers? 





a I'm not aware of any desire or attempts to do so 


Q Will General Noriega be able to collect the $1 
' million reward offered by the United States if he turned 
himself in? 


a Why don't we suggest he try it and we'll see 
later. 


You have put that bounty out. Previously that 
type of thing had been done only for terrorists. What is the 
policy justification for issuing the bounty in this particular 
case? 


A I don't know the actual mechanism. There are 
rewards offered in the Post Office for people who are wanted 


Q In the United States by the FBI. 
A In the United States, so ['m not sure exactly if 
-- this is a joint State-Justice Department reward, I am told 


I don't have the details on it. ['m not sure which category it 
falls into. 


Q Could you take that question? 


A ['ll look into it. 
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Q Do you have any information of other governments 
recognizing the Endara Government or returning their 
ambassadors to Panama City? 


a No. I'm sorry, I don't. 


Q Richard, a follow-up on Jeanne's question at 
various times, the United States has said it would be all right 
for Noriega to -- I think at one point it was he had to leave 
Panama; at another point it was he merely had to leave power, 
he could remain in Panama. One assumes that simply being in 
Panama/leaving power is no longer acceptable to the United 
States. So how far is the United States willing to go until 
the Noriega situation is over? 


a My answer has got to be that that's a Defense 
Department question because how far we're willing to go with 
our troops in Panama to apprehend him is one of our efforts in 
this action. 


Q Is it safe to say that the world is -- beyond 
Panama, will he be considered -- if he left Panama, would he be 
an international fugitive whom the United States would pursue 
until they got him? 


a ‘s hypothetical at this point. I think we 
believe most cs indicate he's probably still in Panama and 
the troops are trying to find him. 


Q Could [ ask you one that the State Department 
might actually be able to answer? 


) [I've answered a lot. 


Q The OAS is within a couple of votes of voting to 
condemn the U.S. invasion of Panama. Does the United States 
State Department have a reaction to this condemnation from the 
Organization of American States? 


A It hasn't occurred yet. As you note, my 
understanding is that they were to begin meeting at 10:30 this 
morning to debate a resolution. I don't have any comment at. 
this point. 


Q Do you have a policy? Do you have a policy, a 
course of action, that you're pursuing over there? You can't 
be indifferent to the outcome 


A Well, we're certainly not. I'm sure we have madre 
statements and are making statements explaining our action, 
explaining why we fee] it's justified, explaining the need tu 
support democracy in Panama, and urging strongly, as I said, 
support for the Endara Government and its representatives 


Q Are you trying to modify the terms of the 
resolution that's on the table? 
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A I'm not going to try to discuss things that are 
going on right now. 


Q You were asked earlier for reaction to the fact 
that Endara's man had not been seated at the OAS. You said you 
supported his seating, but you really didn't give us any 
reaction to the fact that he wasn't seated. Have you got any 
for it? 


A No. I think the question is still open, as I 
understand it. 


Q Do U.S. officials believe that Nicaragua -- 
excuse me -- that Noriega is hiding in the Nicaraguan Embassy 
in Panama? There's a report to that effect. You also 
described the situation briefly in Nicaragua as far as our 
Embassy goes. Has tere been any shooting? 


A In Nicaragua? 
Q In Nicaragua. 
A I'm not aware of any. 


Q Okay. But you're saying that the reports are 
accurate, the tanks are surrounding our Embassy there? 


A Tanks or armored vehicles. As I said, I could 
only confirm that in its basic outlines. I just heard about 
it. I had a quick check. 


Q And do US. officials believe that Noriega might 
be in the Nicaraguan Embassy in Panama? 


A I don't have any detailed information on his 
whereabouts. I think that was just addressed at the Defense 
Department. I have to leave it at that. 


Q Does the U.S. believe its diplomats in Nicaragua 
and Managua at this time are free to come and go? Does the 
U.S. consider its diplomats in Managua to be hostages at this 
point -- captives of the Nicaraguan Government? 


A Exactly what the situation is at our Embassy in 
Managua, I think, is something I'll have to check on, Ralph. 


Q Richard, there's a report that says Noriega went 
on a government-run FM radio station and said he plans to lead 
a guerrilla war against the U S.; the slogan was to “win or 
die," etc. First of all, do you know if, in fact, General 
Noriega did go on a radio station? And if so, what are your 
thoughts about this threat of a guerrilla campaign? 


A I know he was on the radio last night. I don't 
know if this is the same report My thoughts on the guerrilla 
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campaign are -- it's nice to talk about military matters, but 
I'm not going to do it here. That's something the Defense 
Department just has to deal with. 


Q Does the fact that he went on the radio confirm 
for you that he is, in fact, in Panama somewhere? 


a Not definitively. But, as I said, all 
indications are that he is in Panama. 


Q Richard, to make another attempt on the question 
about the surrounding of the Nicaraguan Embassy in Panama City. 
was the rationale the possibility of Noriega being in? [Sic] 


a Again, that's something being done by our 
troops. It was just addressed at the Defense Department. They 
said they had put people there for surveillance because it was 
a possible place that Noriega might go. 


Q Richard, could I go back to the reaction from the 
Soviets for a moment to Panama? Have you received any official 
response from the Soviets, either through a message from 
Gorbachev or a message through our Embassy in Moscow? 


A I'm not aware of any new messages from Gorbachev . 


Q I assume you would have told us if you had any 
information. But have there been any injuries to American 
civilians in Panama? 


A There's only the one that we, I think, all knew 
about yesterday. 


Q The military dependent. But among civilians, the 
20,000 or so civilians, none? 


A There are none that I'm aware of. 
Q Mr. Boucher, what is the government position of 


the U.S. Government in case it turns out to be only one 
government that recognizes the Endara Government? 


a Our position is that we recognize the Endara 
Government. 
Q And you continue the position even though it 


turns out to be the only one government in the world that 
recognizes the Endara Government? 


a Our position is that we recognize the Endara 
Government. 


Richard, could we get back a minute to the 
possibility that some Americans have been put in captivity in’ 
one form or another; whether we call them hostages now, we 
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don't know. The only cases you mentioned before seem to ; 
concern American visitors; and there are some 35,000, including 
military, permanent American residents of Panama. I would 

think that the Embassy would be responsible for looking after 

the well-being of those permanent residents and collecting 
information about them. 


Now, apart from these six people that you mentioned -- 
Americans -- do you have any reports that any of the permanent 
american residents of Panama have been taken captive by anyone? 


A Well, we don't make a distinction between 
visitors and permanent residents. We are concerned about all 
Americans in Panama. These are the only cases that I have any 
information on. There have been, certainly, other reports -- 
people detained, released, for different periods of time. At 
the present time, these are the ones that I'm -- 





Q Has anyone contacted the Embassy aodout other 
missing Americans? 


A As I said, I'm not aware of any other outstanding 
cases of Americans detained. Now there may be some, but at 
this moment these are the only two that I have information on. 


Q Richard, yesterday the Secretary of State made 
reference, in his justification for the U.S. assault on Panama, 
to the OAS Charter and the United Nations Charter. I've 
forgotten the exact Article number. I think he said 21 of the 
OAS Charter, but I'm not sure of that number. Essentially it 
was the Article that permits self-defense. 


The immediately adjacent Article of the OAS Charter 
prohibits the use of military forces in occupation or invasion 
of another nation's territory within Latin America. Does the 
U.S. have a view on whether that provision, that adjacent 
provision of the OAS Charter, applies in this case at all? 


a Ralph, our view, as the Secretary said yesterday, 
is that our actions are fully in accordance with international 
law, with the documents that he cited; and we stand by that. 


Q In accordance with international law -- with the 
documents he cited or with the specific paragraph he cited? 


A I'm not a lawyer. I'm not going to try to give a 
legal explanation. We know these documents well. We have 
examined the situation. We have cited specific Articles which 
we think demonstrate that our action is fully in accord with 
international law. 


Q And the U.S. contention is that the U.S. action 
in Panama and the current situation in Panama do not constitute 
U.S. occupation of Panamanian territory? 
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a We consulted with the legitimate, democratically 
elected government which welcomed our actions. As you know, on 
the Canal Treaty, we have the duty and the right to protect the 
Canal, under that treaty. And the Government of Panama, of 
course, in the past has given its consent to that Treaty. 


Q Richard, on the Canal Treaty, in the Pentagon 
briefings General Kelly over there has said that they have been 
unable to uncover any attempts or planned attempts to interfere 
with the Canal in any way, leading up to this invasion -- that 
is, by Noriega. So I'm not clear. The Secretary yesterday was 
referring to some generalized threat to the Canal, but there 
really doesn't seem to have been any threat to the Canal. Or 
can you correct me? 


a I just refer you back to the way the Secretary 
addressed it yesterday. He talked about the climate of 
aggression, a climate of fear, and a climate of violence --- 


Q How had that climate changed in the last two 
years when we didn't invade? How had the climate -- because 
there had been harassment of Americans for approximately two 
years, a horrendous list of indignities that Americans have 
been subjected to; and yet something changed in the last few 
Gays and the Canal was somehow threatened. I just don't see 
one item of threat to the Canal. 


a The climate of tension, which affects everything 
in Panama -- the Canal, the Canal's employees, other Americans 
-— had been increased over the past few days. The President 
and the Secretary spoke clearly about specific incidents, about 
declarations made by the Noriega regime. That constitutes a 
threat to American lives, to Americans there, and in our view 
also constitutes threats to the future operations of the Cana) 


Q To the future operations? 
és The operations of the Canal. 


Q Richard, you referred several times to the 
legitimate, duly elected government. I assume you're basing 
that on our interpretation of how we read what happened in the 
election last spring Could you give us the specific basis for 
your making this as a factual statement? 


a It's not just our interpretation, John. I think 
it's the interpretation of the international community, of the 
many international observers. It's the interpretation based on 
tally sheets that were available right after the election and 
then destroyed by Noriega. It's the interpretation, I think, 
of everybody. There's nobody really that questions that the 
Endara candidates at that time won the election by 
approximately a 3-to-l margin. 


Q But you're saying it's an interpretation. You 
don't have any factual -- [ mean, a factual -- 
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i As you know, Noriega made it impossible to 
certify the results of that election in accordance with the 
constitutional processes, and he denied the winners the right 
to take their rightful positions under the constitutional 
process on September 1. So that sort of process doesn't exist 
because Noriega made it impossible. But there is, I think, 
almost universal recognition of what happened on May 7. 


Q Well, governments say they think -- I mean, there 
have been a lot of people and a lot of governments -- that they 
think that the results may be this, but do you know of any 
other government -- can you cite any other government anywhere 
that describes it as the legitimate, duly elected government of 
Panama? 


a I haven't tried to do a list, so I don't know, 
John. 


Q If there's such universal agreement of the 
results of the election, why is the United States the only 
nation that has recognized the government? 


a I said I didn't have a list of people who have 
recognized them. I don't know if you do. 


Q Do you have a list of any that have, other than 
the United States? 


a I'm sorry; it's just information I don't have. 


Q The U.S. has used a base now to attack a host 
country. What are the implications of that? What is it going 
to mean for future base negotiations elsewhere? Is it going to 
make it more difficult? 


i The answer to that, I think, lies in our duty and 
right to protect and defend the Canal. Each base agreement is 
different. That's what the Canal Treaties provide for. 


Q Can I go on to another subject? Do you have any 
comment on Jack Anderson's forecast, or maybe speculation, that 
Secretary Baker is going to take over the National Security 
Advisor's position? 


A None at all. 
Q Richard, just one more Panama question, maybe 


Does the State Department characterize the military operation 
currently underway as an “invasion?” 


A No. We describe it as military actions taken, as 
I said, in accordance with international law and in accordance 
with the consultations that we had with the legitimate, 
democratically elected government. 
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Q I asked that because Ambassador Davis in Panama 
-- Fort Clayton, I think -- described it this morning and 
said: “Now that the invasion has taken place ...," and I think 
he was referring to this. 


a I don't think it's worth playing semantics. 
We've got 24,000 troops down there, and I'll admit it. 
(Laughter) 


Q The Secretary talked about moving to lift the 
sanctions that had been imposed against Panama. Is anything -- 
any progress on that? 


a We are making progress on that. Let me see if I 
can -- I'm not sure I have much more than that statement that 
you'll have to take on faith. 


We have started the process that will lead to the 
orderly unblocking of assets. I'm told there are a number of 
steps required, including certifications from the Department of 
State, authorizations from the Department of Treasury, and 
we'll be consulting as well with the Endara Government on the 
timing of the actual unblocking. There are things that we have 
to do with them in these terms in unblocking the assets, as 
well. Sanctions are imposed in different ways, so I guess all 
I can say is that we are working on the question. We think 
we're heading towards that. I don't have any firm 
announcements at this time 


Q The country of Panama has been rather ravaged 
economically by some of these sanctions. Now it's being 
somewhat ravaged perhaps, or damaged in some ways, physically. 
Would you anticipate a foreign aid package for Panama in the 
coming months? 


a Without predicting or trying to predict any 
specific details of what we can do, I'd just refer you to what 
the Secretary said yesterday: “Removing the sanctions will 
alleviate much of the pressure on the Panamanian economy, and 
we will be interested in doing what we can to reconstitute and 
to rebuild that economy." 


Q Could I ask a couple of questions about the 
Moscow Embassy decision? Could you amplify at all on the 
statement issued yesterday on reasons for picking that option 
over other options that were considered? And then I have a 
follow-up on funding 


a I don't want to get into each of the options that 
might have been considered along the way. Some of the options. 
of course, involved tearing down part of the building or all of 
the building and other things Some of the options might have 
required us to go back end start from scratch. This option was 
chosen because it provided the best mix of cost, space, time to 
construct, and especially security. 
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Q Do you have < cost estimate? 


a Cost estimates are very fuzzy. Special security 
arrangements at the building could make it very expensive, and 
the real cost can't be estimated until some design work is 
done. An initial tentative estimate, which we're using to 
— our 1991 budget request, is an estimate of $270 
mi on. 


Q With a margin of error of 25 percent? 


a I'm told it's probably on the high side. S6ut as 
I say, the accurate numbers won't come out until we can do some 
additional design work. 


Q Could I follow up on that -- the funding point? 
In light of the fact that Congressman Smith, the head of the 
House Appropriations Subcommittee that's responsible for State. 
has been opposed to the option that you've chosen, do you 
anticipate any problems in getting the money you need to do 
this project? 


a We want to work with Congress. We want to get 
the project underway. We consulted extensively with the 
Congress over the past several months. We've explained these 
options and the path that we're going to them. Let me just say 
that we hope we can work this with the Congress. 


Q One more on Panama, release. The elections that 
were held in May, as I recall, were initially -- prior to the 
elections, they were not described by the United States as 
being free and fair elections. In any case, regardless of what 
the description was by the United States at the time, the U.¢ 
obviously has accepted the results of those elections. 


Does the U.S. believe that, once the Endara Government 
is able to achieve its own status and its own control of the 
country outside the control of the United States military, free 
and fair elections ought to be conducted in Panama in an 
atmosphere in which Noriega is not a factor in the campaigning 
and election process? 


a Well, first of all, on the situation in May, I 
think we were outspoken at the time about Noriega's attempts to 
manipulate the results in his favor. We said immediately after 
that despite his attempts to manipulate the results in a wide 
variety of ways, it was very clear that people had gone against 
him. We had at that time, you remember, voter tallies and 
other information. So I think the results of that election are 
very clear, and it's not for us to address a question of some 
new election. 


| Well, but if I can follow that. The election at 
the time, as you just stated, was essentially an election 
between Noriega or not Noriega -- something other than 
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Noriega. My question really addresses itself to whether or not 
the U.S. believes free and fair elections involving perhaps a 
variety of candidates, a variety of non-Noriega candidates, in 
which the population could choose from among a variety of 
political points of view, ought to be held in Panama as soon as 
the government is able to establish itself. 


a I'm not aware of any belief or plans in that 
vein. It doesn't seem to me really a question for us to 
address. 

Is the Canal operating? 
The answer is yes. 


What was the question? 


> © PF» 


Is the Canal back in operation. I guess it's one 
we should address. I think Marlin actually did address it this 
morning. But the answer is, yes, it's back in operation for 
transits during daylight hours. There are some twelve ships I 
think that are expected to go through it, and they expect to 
restore 24-hour operations about this weekend. 


Q when? 

a This weekend. 
Q Thank you. 
a 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:45 p.m.) 
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Q. What is the justification for issuing the reward in the 
case of General Noriega? 
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TRAPPICKERS. THE UNITED STATES [S PREPARED TO PAY AN AWARD O? 
UP TO ONE MILLION DOLLARS FOR INPORMATION DIRECTLY LEADING TO 
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WANTED BY THE UNITED STATES TO STAND TRIAL ON CHARGES OF MAJOR 
NARCOTICS VIOLATIONS. THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND ATTORNEY 
GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES SHALL HAVE THE SOLE DISCRETION TO 
DETERMINE ELIGIBILITY FOR, AND THE AMOUNT OF, ANY AWARD. THE 
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MR. BOUCHER: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. [ 
have one announcement and one statement. 


The announcement is that we won't be briefing here on 
Monday because it's Christmas We will definitely not be 
briefing on Tuesday because you all want to have a nice, long 
weekend and we do, too. We'll see about other briefings next 
week. We haven't finally decided. I[t will depend on events, 
but there's a distinct possibility that we won't be doing any 
briefings next week. You can check with the Press Office by 
telephone or in person, if you're bold, to find out on Tuesday 
or Wednesday morning what the schedule is going to be. fhe 
Press Office. of course, will be open. and you can check in 
with txem by telephone, or however you wish, next week and they 
will be glad to entertain your questions. 


Q Well, how about answering them? 
a It's a phrase that I've come to like. (Laughter) 
[I'd like to make a statement on Romania: 


First, let me note that I'm sure you've all seen the 
White House statement from this morning, and so ['ll try to 
concentrate a little bit on other things. 


The United States welcomes the news that the brutal 
Ceausescu regime has fallen this morning as a result of the 
courageous and persistent action by the Romanian people. [hey 
have won this victory in the face of great odds and despite 
bloody repression. 


We understand that a National Salvation Front, 
apparently headed by former distinguished diplomat Corneliu 
Manescu, is in the process of forming an interim government. 


The State Department formed a Task Force last night, 
and we ordered the partial evacuation of our Embassy in 
Bucharest at a time when the situation appeared to be 
worsening. With the dramatic turn of events this morning, 
we've rescinded the evacuation order but have allowed mission 
dependents who wish to depart the country to do so. We 
understand that about 20 of our dependents have chosen to leave 
today. 
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The Department is in the process of updating the 
travel advisory on Romania, which was issued only late last 
night, in light of these developments. We nonetheless continue 
to advise Americans to avoid travel to Romania until the 
situation clarifies. Americans in Romania should keep in touch 
with our Embassy. 


We are continuing to monitor the unsettled situation 
on the ground. [n Bucharest, it appears that soidiers of the 
Romanian Army are supporting joyous demonstrators in the 
streets and that the interim government is now being formed. 
It is too early to speak definitively about next steps in 
Romania, except that we hope that events will continue to move 
towards freedom and much-needed reform, which is the clear 
direction the Romanian people have chosen for themselves. 


The United States looks forward to working with a 
Romanian government committed to freedom and justice for its 
people. 


Having said that, I would like to entertain your 
questions. 


Q Do you know where Ceausescu is? 


A I'm afraid we don't. Reports are partial and 
fragamentary. Ceausescu and his wife fled the Presidential 
Palace at about 11:30 a.m. Bucharest time, but his current 
whereabouts are not known. 


Q Can you confirm this report, I quess that just 
came out over Reuters wire, that Polish Television says that 
troops have open fire on crowds in Bucharest? 


A You mean just in recent minutes? 
Q Within the last 20 minutes. 
A No, [I'm afraid I can't. 


Can you say anything about clashes reported 
elsewhere in the country between security forces and the 
military? 


A No, I can't. We've seen the reports as well. I 
just don't have confirmation. 


Q Is the Embassy at this point able to send its 
people out to other locations in the country to check out these 
reports? 


a) We haven't been for the past several days; and I 
think, given the situation in Bucharest, it would be very 
difficult for them to do so. I'm not sure if there are formal 
restrictions on it, but I haven't heard of any such travel 
being started. 
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Q Do you have any estimate of the casualties that 
have been sustained in the last 24 hours? 


4 No, I don't. We know there was additional 
shooting last night. There were reports of vehicles being run 
into crowds of demonstrators and things like that, but we don't 
have the estimates. 


Q How about the casualties from the weekend at 
Timisoara? Do you know anything further about the extent of 
those casualties? 


4 Again, it has been a very difficult situation to 
get good information on. We have press reports, other reports, 
a few things I spoke of yesterday, but no more definitive 
information. 


Q Yesterday you indicated you were prepared to 
impose some sort of sanctions against Romania. Are you 
prepared to say what would have happened had Ceausescu not 


fallen? 
A No. 


Q Richard, did the Romanian Ambassador show up this 
morning? 


a No, he didn't. The meeting was cancelled. 
Q By the United States or by the Romanians? 
a I'm pretty sure it was on our side. 


Q Did you meet with the folks who were over at the 
Romanian Embassy this morning claiming to want to take it over? 


A The "folks?" 


Q Yeah. There was a group of protesters, including 
a priest -- a dissident priest from Romania -- who said they 
wanted to take it over; and they were supposed to be coming 
over here for meetings. 


A I don't think so, no. I don't think we did. 
I'll check on it. 


Q Richard, I notice that the EC is saying that it's 
willing to send over plane loads of food and medicine, and the 
Red Cross out of Geneva is already sending things. Is the 
United States prepared to help with any sort of immediate 
assistance like that? 


A I don't think we've actually addressed that 
question yet. ['ll just have to put it in the general context 
of what we've done in other countries and what we said -- or 
what the Secretary says often, that as people choose the paths 
of reform, we'll help where we can. 
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Q What have the people at the Embassy told you the 
atmosphere is like around the Embassy in Bucharest -- I mean, 


areas that they have been able to get out to? There was a 
report that the Ambassador went out and raised the U.S. flag 
out there today to cheers of the crowd. Can you confirm that? 


A That's something I'll have to look into. I 
apologize for not having gotten that sort of atmospherics, but 
I didn't ask. 


Q You characterize the man who is now apparently in 
charge as a distinguished diplomat. [s it your understanding 
of his record that he advocates the kind of reforms that you're 
hopeful that Romania will implement? 


a Yes. I have some detailed information on his 
record which [I can share with you. Let me just sort of give 
you the highlights. 


He was Foreign Minister from 196] to 1972. His last 
official position was Ambassador to France and Permanent 
Romanian Delegate to UNESCO. He lost his seat in the Central 
Committee in 1984. He was one of six former ranking Party 
members to sign a letter to Ceausescu in early 1989 which 
demanded political reform. I think his track record and the 
letter that he wrote earlier this year show that that's what 
he's looking for. 


Q What's the status of the Romanian Ambassador here 
if the new government disavows him? Would he then have to 
leave the country? 


aA At this point that's hypothetical. A quick check 
with the lawyers this morning told me that the present 
Ambassador sort of remains in place until we receive 
notification from the Romanian Government that he has been 
changed and a new person has been appointed. I guess at that 
point he would be expected to leave, if that took place. 


Q Has enough of a new government been formed to 
seek formal recognition by the United States? 


A This gets into a very complicated legal question 
which I'm going to explain very briefly; and if I'm wrong, [I'm 
wrong. The United States recognizes states. We work with 
governments. We have relationships with governments, and there 
is no real question of recognition that arises. It's a change 
of government, and we look to establish a relationship and work 
as well with the new government as we can. 


Q What is the significance of this last Warsaw bloc 
state throwing over a hardline communist leadership? Is it 
particularly significant now that all of the countries in the 
East Bloc are apparently moving in the direction of democratic 
reforms? 


BES) COPY AVAIL ARLE 


q 
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7 It's particularly significant in Romania in that 
despite the very strong and very bloody repression by the 
government, the desire of people for reform, the desire of 
people for more freedom, was so strong it was able to overcome 
that. Its significance, in more general terms, lies in the 
fact that the aspirations for reform, for more freedom, for 
more Open economies, are evident throughout Eastern Europe. 


Q Do you think this is likely to discourage other 
communist leaders who still hold some measure of power in some 
of these other countries, would it discourage them from 
thinking again about more repressive measures? 


A I'll try not to make predictions about what 
others will do, but we certainly hope that everyone listens to 
the aspirations of people. 


Q Are you hoping to see a non-communist government 
in Romania now? 


A I can't really answer that. I think they need to 
form an interim government. We're hoping to see, as we've said 
elsewhere, a government which reflects the aspirations and 
desires of the people. 


Q What role do you now see for the U.S. Government 
with the changed situation in Romania? 


A I have to, I think, refer you back to the 
comments that the Secretary has often made and the President 
has made, that we seek and will try to the best of our ability 
to support reform and people who have decided themselves on 
steps to reform their economies and enhance democracy. That's 
about as far as [ can go. As [I said before, we haven't really 
looked at specific steps or things like that, but that's the 
general framework that we'll be approaching the situation in. 
But we're not at the point yet of having requests or deciding 
things. 


Let me add to that, we don't really know at this point 


how far the interim government is going to go and what they're 
going to decide in those terms. 


Q I know there is a lot more on Romania, but could 
we jump to Panama very briefly, just on the casualties, and 
then go back? Is that okay? 


A Well, we can move to Panama for a while, if that 
exhausts Romania. : 


Q It doesn't. 


A Let's do Romania a little while. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the "National 
Salvation Front?" Who makes that up? Have you heard of them 
before? 
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A Well, just what [ said in the statement. They 
are headed by Corneliu Manescu. I don't have any other details 
on that. ['ll see if we can get some during the course of the 
day. 


Q A question on Romania. Do you have any 
indications, just incidentally, as to where Ceausescu was 
leaving for? 


a Where he was? 

Q Where he was heading for? 

A No. As I said, his whereabouts are not known at 
this point. 


Q One other thing. Do you have anything about 
whether or not the Defense Minister committed suicide, was 
assassinated? Was there any Embassy reporting on that? 


A No. 


Q Do you have anything on what specifically 
triggered Ceausescu's flight? Do you have any idea if there 
was a particular event which sent him running? 


Q The threat of sanctions. 
A My statement yesterday. (Laughter) 


I don't know if we can point to that kind of event. 
Clearly the events over the last several days, the way the 
frustration of the Romanian people came out, the fact that they 
were pressing so hard and so courageously for reform were 
factors that led to Ceausescu's departure. 


Q There are reports that he still commands the 
loyalty of sections of the armed forces. Do you have an 
evaluation on whether this revolution is permanent, whether 
he's gone for good? 


A That really gets back to the question earlier 
that [ couldn't answer on clashes between military and security 
forces. I'll see if we can get something on that. 


Q I'm sorry. It's a broader question than that, 
which is, is the Embassy reporting if there is a sense that 
these pockets of resistance are simply pockets of resistance, 
or does the Embassy have a sense that there really are a whole 
bunch of loyal troops that Ceausescu can rally? Because you 
start out with this statement, taking it for granted that 
Ceausescu has fallen. 


4 I stand by the statement. I think that's our 
assessment of the situation at this point. At various times 
things were reported to be quieting down, but whether they 
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stayed that way in the last half hour or hour I don't really 
know. I think there were signs in other places like Timisoara. 
that the trocps had gone over to the side of the people. as I 
noted, in Bucharest itself troops had joined the demonstrators: 
military forces were reported moving out of town. So those are 
the kind of reports we're getting. [I'll check and see later if 
we have anything more on the idea that there may be some 
clashes or some loyal troops that are rallying. 


Q So you're trying to suggest that there is -- 
you're not pushing in terms of civil war? You don't see that 
this is splitting the country, with armed forces on both sides? 


4 When [ last checked, I was not given any 
information or there was no evidence or indications of that. 
But let me check on it again since there had been these reports 
which were of various clashes. 


Q The security forces are separate and distinct 
from the military forces? You have a different chain of 
command and so forth; do you know that? 


2) That's the assumption made in some of my 
guidance, but I don't know for sure. You'd have to check that 


out. 


Q Can we go to Panama now? 

a Sure. 

Q Okay. Number of casualties and any other details? 
A The situation down there, as [I understand it, is 


that there was considerable looting last night. U.S. forces 
are moving in to restore order in Panama City. There is still 
sporadic fighting and looting, but calm is beginning to return. 


You'll note that President Endara made a number of 
statements to the press, including his press conference 
yesterday at the Legislative Palace, where he reached out to 
elements of the POF who wished to join the cause of democracy 
and is seeking to reconstitute a police force which can join 
U.S. troops in re-establishing public order. 


As for casualties, the Department of Defense reports 
to us the following casualty figures: among U.S. military, 20 
killed in action, 202 wounded in action, 2 missing in action; 
the people on the other side in the Panama Defense Forces, 122 
killed in action, 45 missing* in action. [I expect that Defense 
will be able to update those figures during the day. 





* CORRECTION: 45 wounded in action. 











U-/by 
-8- Friday, 12/22/89 


Q The two civilians -- the second civilian killed. 
That‘s not clear who that is yet. 


A It's not clear. I checked on that right before I 
came in, and they told me I couldn't confirm the reports of the 
second civilian killed. So at this point, we just have to say 
that I can only confirm the one that we've discussed before. 


Q How about hostages? Anything new on that? 


4 The Smithsonian Institution employees have been 
recovered by the U.S. military, and they are safe at Fort 
Clayton. The Marriott Hotel, as you know, is secure. We 
continue our efforts to find and free CBS producer John Myerson 
and any others who might be detained against their will. 


Q Do you know of any others? I[s he the only one? 


a The only one I have specific information on is 
him. There are reports which we continue to try to check out. 


Q Is there a specific case worker looking for John, 
because we are led to believe that even the police work around 
the Marriott Hotel was slipshod, that people -- 


a I don't quite understand. 
Q -- people were not questioned when he was taken. 


There's this great distress that there's not enough being done 
to find John. The right questions aren't being asked. 


m You can ask the Defense Department about what the 
military and the police or the MP's, if they were there -- 
whoever it was around the hotel -- were doing there. For our 


part, I know that our Embassy people have his welfare high on 
our list of priorities, and that any time there appears to be 
possible information, they ask people and try to check out any 
leads. 


Q Has any other government recognized the Endara 
Government? 


a I didn't have a list yesterday. I don't have a 
list today. ['m not sure. 


Q There are people who say that Endara's mandate 
has been tainted by the way in which he was installed, the fact 
that he was sworn in inaU.S. military facility, and they are 
suggesting that in order to clean his mandate, he ought to 
declare new elections within a specified short time -- say one 
year or something like that. Is that something that the United 
States would favor him doing? 


fe) We've really dealt with that question yesterday. 
His mandate, his legitimacy, is derived from free and fair 
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elections in May. You know, the President said yesterday that 
he would support Endara doing whatever is appropriate under his 
constitutional process. I'm not going to go beyond that. 


Q You described the situation as -- I think your 
words were, “Calm is beginning to return." 


A That's right. 


Q There are reports this afternoon that U.S. 
military command came under attack. That seems highly 
contradictory. 


A Well, it's a general statement. As I said, 
sporadic fighting and looting continues, but in general, calm 
is beginning to return. That's our assessment. 


Q Can you confirm that report that the general 
command has come under fire -- 


4 No. 
Q -- and is it at all serious? 
A I've seen it. I'd leave that to Defense and 


SOUTHCOM to talk about. 


Q Are there plans to send in any additional 
supplies for the people in Panama City, because we are hearing 
reports that there's no blood, no medicine, no food. Citizens 
there are describing the situation as anarchy. 


a There are a large number of persons who are 
refugees from the fighting who are in schools and in other U.S. 
facilities. Let me note that our Ambassador has exercised his 
authority to allocate $25,000 in emergency and disaster relief 
funds immediately to Panama for food and medicine for refugees. 


We and Defense are working as quickly as possible to 
provide additional assistance, and we would call on private 
organizations to do the same. 


Q There are reports that General Noriega has been 
captured. Do you have anything on that? 

A I can't confirm it. 

Q Do you have any additional numbers on the 


Panamanian civilians who have been killed? 


a No. ['m afraid I don't. 


Q You said Endara had reached out to the PDF. Has 
anybody come back? Have you got any sorts of figures on 
anybody switching allegiance? 
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= Not at this point. But, as I said, we believe 
he's in the process of reconstituting a police force. 


Q Richard, you say you can't confirm that Noriega 
has been captured. I mean, Go we have a better idea on his 
general location or any new leads on -- 


a That's really the questions that are best 
addressed at the Defense Department. They're the ones that are 
conducting the operations and trying to apprehend him, and I 
don't know where he is. I don't have anything to say on it, 
really. 


Q Do you have an update on the lifting of the 
sanctions? 


a I do have one thing to note, and that's $100,000 
in Government of Panama funds have been released by the 
Treasury Department to President Endara. This release is 
consistent with the President's announcement of the lifting of 
economic sanctions against Panama, and with his directive to 
proceed with the orderly unblocking of frozen Government of 
Panama funds in the United States. 


Q Do you have a figure on how -- what the amount is 
of Panamanian assets in the United States? 


A The totals in different accounts and different 
types of money are -- I think the number I had yesterday was 
$371 million. But, as [ said, it's different accounted, 
different money, as there is this initial tranche of $100,000 
which we've released to President Endara. 


Q Do you have -- can you comment on the possibility 
that Noriega -- of Noriega forming some type of guerrilla 
movement in the jungles? Is there any more likelihood of that 
now? 


a) I've got to leave that to Defense too. I'm not 
going to get into military operations. 


Q Do you know how freely the press is going to be 
allowed to move in Panama, or are they being restricted to 
Howard Air Force Base? 


A Well, obviously, in a situation where there is 
fighting going on, security concerns are paramount. [ know 
that there are a fairly large number of additional press people 
who were due to arrive today, and that people down there were 
setting up to receive them and to help them out. So I think 
basically how much they can move and how much they can do will 
depend on the security situation, and they'll get their 
guidelines on that from the people down there. 


Q There have also been some reports of M-19, the 
Colombian guerrillas helping Noriega or planning to help 
Noriega. Do you have anything on that? 
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Q Do you have a comment on the resolution by 
Organization of American States that said -- expressed regret 
of the U.S. military action. 

4 We're outraged. The OAS missed an historic 


opportunity to get beyond its traditional narrow concern with 
non-intervention. We do know that an extreme Nicaraguan 
resolution was rejected. 


However, from the point of view of the United States, 
the resolution is unacceptable, and we voted against it. We 
also note that the rightful representative of the new 
Panamanian Government was not permitted to participate in the 
meeting. 


Ambassador Einaudi made his speech in the middle of 
the night last night at the OAS, which [ have available here 
from the podium. If 1 can, let me quote a few sections of that 


He said, “By improperly invoking the legitimate 
orinciple of non-intervention in this case, the OAS will find 
itself cast on the side of the dictators and the tyrants of 
this world who are enroute to extinction." He said that, 
“Looking back, it is clear that the moment of truth came when 
the OAS was unable to do anything about Noriega's scandalous 
and bloody rape of the Panamanian elections on the 7th of May. 

when Noriega forced the issue, the United States was forced 
to a path not of our choosing, but a path dictated by our 
national rights and responsibilities." 


He urged the Organization of Americans States to do 
what's right; that is, to welcome the restoration of democracy 
in Panama. Those are a few highlights, and ['1ll have copies 
here for anybody that wants them. 


Q Richard, could we just ask if they proved so 
useless in all this, why does the U.S. continue to be a member 
and support it with funding? 


a We can always hope that the Organization will 
come back to what it can do best, to what it should be doing, 
and that's supporting democracy in the hemisphere and helping -- 
Q When was the last time they acted in that? 


a Well, as they tried to act in this situation and 
came close to it several times, and previously with Noriega. 


Q Do you have any language there on the question 
which arose about the translation into English from the Spanish 
or from the Spanish into the English? There was some question 
as to whether the OAS “deplored” or “regretted” what the U.S. 
did. 
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7 I think I was told at one point it deeply 
regretted, but I'm not a translation expert, and I'll leave it 
to people whose Spanish is better to try that one. 


Q Richard, two days ago Secretary Baker said the 
foreign reaction was mixed, and it was about what was 
expected. It's been overwhelmingly negative. Even friendly 
states like France have been critical. Has the assessment of 
the State Department changed? Is it still mixed? Is it still 
what was expected? 


4 I don't think our expectations have changed. I 
think it's still mixed. It's still about what we expected. 


Q To follow up on that, though, it's been said that 
some of the Latin American states have privately supported our 
efforts. 


“ I said right here yesterday -- 
Q [t doesn't sound like -- 
A -- and by the Secretary right here the day before. 


Q [It doesn't sound like that support's coming 
through, because the United States lobbied heavily against this 
resolution in the OAS, and they voted one out anyway. I[s there 
any change? 


4 Well, I mean, that's the same situation. It was 
a public forum, a public vote, and people that might have 
private support or might have wished us well in private might 
feel constrained to do something different in a public forum. 


Q You said that the OAS had an opportunity to move 
beyond their historic concern over intervention. 


a Their traditional narrow concern. 

Q Traditional narrow concern. Okay. Why 
specifically? I mean, there certainly has been a history of 
intervention. Much of it has been to the -- harmful to the two 


countries over the years. Why is the situation different now, 
that they should be less concerned about intervention? 


a Well, I think the important point, and you'll see 
it brought out in Ambassador Einaudi's statement, is that 
democracy bestows legitimacy, and that if you look at a narrow 
proposition of non-intervention, you might come to a resolution 
such as this. We believe the resolution is unbalanced. It 
doesn't really cite the root of the problem which is Noriega. 
Noriega, of course, was blamed for the crisis in Panama in 
previous OAS resolutions. 
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Several delegations had problems with this fact, we 
understand. It also fails to recognize the threat to Americans 
in a Noriega declaration of a “state of war." It fails to 
recognize our Panama Canal Treaty rights and our sovereign 
right of self-defense. 


Q Richard, on the reaction, does it concern you 
that the political situation in the world is such that 
countries find it necessary to whisper to you that it's okay 
what you're doing, and yet have to denounce you in public? 


A I don't quite know how to answer that. Yes. But 
as the President said yesterday, we're also gratified that 
people are expressing their support in private. 


We have been hearing since 1981, particularly in 
regard to all kinds of things involving U.S. policy in Central 
America that people privately tell us that they support us, but 
that they are unable to do so publicly. Doesn't this say 
something about whether U.S. policy has any kind of popular 
backing in that region? 


“ No. 
Q It doesn't? Then why aren't they going public? 


a You can analyze the political situation in each 
of these countries. I'm not going to try to do that here. 


Q Richard, isn't it possible that world sentiment 
has moved decisively against the principle of superpowers 
intervening in neighboring states, and that you under-estimated 
the hostility of the reaction there was likely to be in the 
light of this shift in world opinion which was particularly 
influenced by the behavior of the Soviet Union? There is 
perhaps a perception that the United States is not living up to 
the standards set by the Soviet Union. 


A I think the United States is living up to the 
standards it sets for itself, and that's to protect our 
citizens, to defend the Treaty, and to act on behalf of 
democracy. That's what we intend to do. 


Q Do you think that this vote -- do you know, will 
it have any effect on whether the United States will pay its 
arrearages at the OAS? 

a I don't, John. I don't know. 


Q Do you know what the arrearages are? 


a No. I'll try to find out for you. 
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Q Granted, there's a holiday next week, but in 
light of the chaotic situation on the ground in Panama, might 
you re-think scheduling briefings? [I mean, how can you sort of 
go away when there are of these people that are in jeopardy 
down there? 


a (A) We're not going away, and you can always call 
647-2492. (8) We said that you can check in with us Tuesday 
and Wednesday, and we'll tell you what the schedule is, so it's 
not a final decision, and it will depend exactly on what you 
say -- on the events going on. 


Q Two quick follow-up questions on the casualties: 
I don't know whether -- you may have mentioned it. On the POF 
casualties, do you have a number for the PDF wounded? 


. I have 45 missing in action. Do you know -- is 
that -- Adam, you were up there. Is that supposed to be 
wounded or not? 

Q Much higher. 


A No. I guess I don't. I'll try to get it for 
you. I['m sorry. 


Q The second question: Do you have any idea or 
numbers of maybe any casualties among Cubans and Nicaraguans 
that are in -- have been in the country advising Noriega? 

a I'm not aware of any. 


Q Not on Panama, okay? Just checking. Assistant 
Secretary Cohen is meeting with the Mozambican Ambassador 
Ferrao this morning. The reasons for or subjects discussed? 


i That's something ['1ll have to check on. 


Q Richard, on Burma, do you have any comment on the 
sentencing of one of the opposition leaders and the threats 
made to try another one of them? 


a For those who aren't familiar with all this, I'll 
go through the background and make some statements at the end. 


We have seen an official Burmese Government statement 
announcing that Tin Oo, the co-chairman of the Opposition 
National League for Democracy has been sentenced to three years 
imprisonment at hard labor. He was found guilty in a secret 
trial of abetting military protesters during last year's 
nationwide pro-democracy demonstration, contacting and sending 
false reports to foreign organizations and leaders, and 
inciting the people to misunderstand the government and create 
public disturbances. 
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According to the Burmese election law, persons 
convicted of a crime are disqualified from participating as 
candidates in the elections next May. The Burmese Government 
has chosen to disqualify one of the country's principal 
opposition leaders by convicting him of obviously politically 
motivated charges. 


In our judgment, the Burmese Government's announcement 
seriously undermines international confidence that next May's 
elections can be free and fair. We are also concerned that 
today's announcement may foreshadow further steps against 
leading political opponents, including Aung San Suu Kyi, 
co-chairman of the National League for Democracy. 


We urge the Burmese government to refrain from 
measures which would further undermine confidence in the 
legitimacy of next year's election. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:41 p.m.) 
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Taken Question December 22 Press Briefing 





OAS: U.S. ARREARAGES 





How much is the U.S; in arrears to the OAS? 
a 
THE UNITED STATES IS IN ARREARS TO THE OAS BY APPROXIMATELY 


$49 MILLION. THIS REPRESENTS $9 MILLION IN ARREARAGES FOR 


CALENDER YEAR 1988 AND $40 MILLION FOR CALENDER YEAR 1989, 
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Taken Question December 22 Press Briefing 


MEETING WITH MOZAMBICAN AMBASSADOR 





Q: Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs Herman 
Cohen met with Mozambican Ambassador Ferrao today. What was 
the purpose of the meeting? Can you give us a read-out? 

t 
A: ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOHEN CALLED IN MOZAMBICAN AMBASSADOR 
FERRAO TO DISCUSS SOME GENERAL BILATERAL ISSUES. THE MEETING 
WAS CORDIAL. U.S.-MOZAMBICAN RELATIONS REMAIN EXCELLENT. 


THE MOZAMBIQUE PEACE PROCESS WAS NOT A SUBJECT OF DISCUSSION AT 


THE MEETING. 











Unidroit Convention 
on International Factoring 


Done at Ottawa, May 28, 1988 





Convention d’Unidroit 
sur l’affacturage international 


Fait & Ottawa le 28 mai 1988 











UNIDROIT CONVENTION ON 
INTERNATIONAL FACTORING 


THE STATES PARTIES TO THIS 
CONVENTIGH, 


CONSCIOUS of the fact that the 
international factoring has a 
Significant role to play in the 
development of international trade, 


RECOGNISING therefore the 
importance of adopting uniform 
rules to provide a legal framework 
that will facilitate international 
factoring, while maintaining a fair 
balance of interests between the 
different parties involved in 
factoring transactions, 


HAVE AGREED as follows: 


CHAPTER I - SPHERE OF APPLICATION 
AND GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Article l 


l.- This Convention governs 
factoring contracts and assignments 
of receivables as described in this 
Chapter. 


2.- For the purposes of this 
Convention, “factoring contract" 
means a contract concluded between 
One party (the supplier) and 
another party (the factor) pursuant 
to which: 


(a) the supplier may or 
will assign to the factor 
receivables arising from contracts 
of sale of goods made between the 
supplier and its customers 
(debtors) other than those for the 
sale of goods bought primarily for 
their personal, family or household 
use; 





CONVENTION D‘UNIDROIT SUR 
L*AFPPACTURAGE INTERNATIONAL 


LES ETATS PARTIES A LA PRESENTE 
CONVENTION, 


CONSCIENTS du fait que 
l'affacturage international a une 
fonction importante 4 remplir dans 
le développement du commerce 
international, 


RECONNAISSANT en conséquence 
l‘importance d'‘adopter des régles 
uniformes 6tablissant un cadre 
juridique qui facilitera 
l'affacturage internaitonal et de 
veiller @ l*&équilibre entre les 
intéréts des différentes parties a 
l'opération d‘affacturage, 


SONT CONVENUS de ce qui suit: 


CHAPITRE I - CHAMP D'APPLICATION ET 
DISPOSITIONS GENERALES 


Article premier 


l.- La présente Convention 
régit les contrats d‘affacturage et 
les transferts de créances décrits 
dans le présent Chapitre. 


2.- Au sens de la présente 
Convention, on entend par “contrat 
d'affacturage” un contrat conclu 
entre une partie (le fournisseur) 
et une autre partie (l‘entreprise 
d'affacturage, ci-aprés dénommée le 
cessionnaire) en vertu duquel: 


a) le fournisseur peut 
ou doit céder au cessionnaire des 
cr6éances nées de contrats de vente 
de marchandises conclus entre le 
fournisseur et ses clients 
(débiteurs), & l’exclusion de ceux 
gui portent sur des marchandises 
achet€ées 4 titre principal pour 
leur usage personnel, familial ou 
domestique; 

















(b) the factor is to 
perform at least two of the 
following functions: 


- finance for the 
supplier, including loans and 
advance payments; 


- maintenance of 
accounts (ledgering) relating to 
the receivables; 


- collection of 
receivables; 


- protection against 
default in payment by debtors; 


(c) notice of the 
assignment of the receivables is to 
be given to debtors. 


3.- In this Convention 
references to “goods” and "sale of 
goods” shall include services and 
the supply of services. 


4.- For the purposes of this 
Convention: 


(a) a notice in writing 
need not be signed but must 
identify the person by whom or in 
whose name it is given; 


(b) “notice in writing” 
includes, but is not limited to, 
telegrams, telex and any other 
telecommunication capable of being 
reproduced in tangible form; 


(c) a notice in writing 
is given when it is received by the 
addressee. 


b) le cessionnaire doit 
prendre en charge au moins deux des 
fonctions suivantes: 


- le financement du 
fournisseur, notamment le prét ou 


le paiement anticipé; 


- la tenue des comptes 
relatifs aux créances; 


- l‘encaissement de 
créances; 


- la protection contre 
la défaillance des débiteurs; 


c) la cession des 
cr6éances doit é6tre notifiée aux 
débiteurs. 


3.- Dans la présente 
Convention, les dispositions qui 
s'appliquent aux marchandises et 4 
leur vente s‘appliquent également 
aux services et @ leur prestation. 


4.- Aux fins de la présente 
Convention: 


a) une notification par 
écrit n‘a pas »vesoin d'étre signée, 
mais doit indiquer par qui ou au 
nom de qui elle est faite; 


b) une “notification par 
écrit" comprend également les 
télégrammes, les télex ainsi que 
tout autre moyen de 
télécommunication de nature @ 
laisser une trace matérielle; 


c) une notification par 
€crit est donnée lorsqu‘elle est 
regue par le destinataire. 














Article 2 


l.- This Convention applies 
whenever the receivables assigned 
pursuant to a factoring contract 
arise from a contract of sale of 
goods between a supplier and a 
debtor whose places of business are 
in different States and: 


(a) those States and the 
State in which the factor has its 
place of business are Contracting 
States; or 


(b) both the contract of 
sale of goods and the factoring 
contract are governed by the law of 
a Contracting State. 


2.- A reference in this 
Convention to a party's place of 
business shall, if it has more than 
one place of business, mean the 
place of business which has the 
Closest relationship to the 
relevant contract and its 
performance, having regard to the 
circumstances known to or 
contemplated by the parties at any 
time before or at the conclusion of 
that contract. 


Article 3 


l.- The application of this 
Convention may be excluded: 


(a) by the parties to 
the factoring contract; or 


(b) by the parties to 
the contract of sale of goods, as 
regards receivables arising at or 
after the time when the factor has 
been given notice in writing of 
such exclusion. 


Article 2 


l.- La présente Convention 
s‘appligue lorsque les créances 
cédées en vertu d‘un contrat 
d'affacturage naissent d‘un contrat 
de vente de marchandises entre un 
fournisseur et un débiteur qui ont 
leur €tablissement dans des Etats 
différents et que: 


a) ces Etats ainsi que 
l'Etat of le cessionnaire a son 
Etablissement sont des Etats 
contractants; ou 


b) que le contrat de 
vente de marchandises et le contrat 
d'affacturage sont régis par la loi 
d'un Etat contractant. 


2.- L'établissement auquel il 
est fait référence dans la présente 
Convention désigne, si l'une des 
parties a plus d'un 6cablissement, 
l'établissement qui a la relation 
la plus 6troite avec le contrat en 
guestion et son exécution eu égard 
aux Circonstances connues des 
parties ou envisagées par elles a 
un moment quelconque avant la 
conclusion ou lors de la conclusion 
de ce contrat. 


Article 3 
l.- L'application de la 
présente Convention peut étre 
exclue: 


a) par les parties au 
contrat d'‘affacturage; ou 


b) par les parties au 
contrat de vente de marchandises 4 
l‘6égard des créances nées soit au 
moment soit aprés que la 
notification par 6crit de cette 
exclusion a 6té faite au 
cessionnaire. 














2.- Where the application of 
this Convention is excluded in 
accordance with the previous 
paragraph, such exclusion may be 
made only as regards the Convention 
as a whole. 


Article 4 


l.- In the interpretation of 
this Convention, regard is to be 
had to its object and purpose as 
set forth in the preamble, to its 
international character and to the 
need to promote uniformity in tis 
application and the observance of 
good faith in international trade. 


2.- Questions concerning 
matters governed by this Convention 
which are not expressly settled in 
it are to be settled in conformity 
with the general principles on 
which it is based or, in the 
absence of such principles, in 
conformity with the law applicable 
by virtue of the rules of private 
international law. 


CHAPTER II - RIGHTS AND DUTIES 
OF THE PARTIES 


Article 5 


As between the parties to the 
factoring contract: 


(a) a provision in the 
factoring contract for the 
assignment of existing or future 
receivables shall not be rendered 
invalid by the fact that the 
contract does not specify them 
individually, if at the time of 
conclusion of the contract or when 
they come into existence they can 
be identified to the contract; 





2.- Lorsque l‘application de 
la présente Convention est exclue 
conformément au paragraphe 
précédent, cette exclusion ne peut 
porter que sur l'ensemble de la 
Convention. 


Article 4 


l.- Pour l‘interprétation de 
la présente Convention, il sera 
tenu compte de son objet, de ses 
buts tels qu‘ils sont &noncés dans 
son préambule, de son caractére 
international et de la nécessité de 
promouvoir l‘uniformité de son 
application ainsi que d‘assurer le 
respect de la bonne foi dans le 
commerce international. 


2.- Les questions concernant 
les matiéres régies par la présente 
Convention et gui ne sont pas 
expressément tranchées par elle 
seront réglées selon les principes 
généraux dont elle s‘inspire ou, 4 
défaut de ces principes, 
conformément 4 la loi applicable en 
vertu des régles du droit 
international privé. 


CHAPITRE II - DROITS ET OBLIGATIONS 
DES PARTIES 


Article 5 


Dans les seuls rapports entre 
les parties au contrat 
d'affacturage: 


a) une clause du contrat 
d‘affacturage prévoyant la cession 
de créances existantes ou futures 
est valable, méme en l'‘absence de 
leur désignation individuelle, si 
lors de la conclusion du contrat ou 
& leur naissance elles sont 
déterminables; 

















(b) a provision in the 
factoring contract by which future 
receivables are assigned operates 
to transfer the receivables to the 
factor when they come into 
existence without the need for any 
new act of transfer. 


Article 6 


l.- The assignment of a 
receivable by the supplier to the 
factor shall be effective 
notwithstanding any agreement 
between the supplier and the debtor 
prohibiting such assignment. 


2.- However, such assignment 
shall not be effective against the 
debtor when, at the time of 
conclusion of the contract of sale 
of goods, it has its place of 
business in a Contracting State 
which has made a declaration under 
Article 18 of this Convention. 


3.- Nothing in paragraph l 
shall affect any obligation of good 
faith owed by the supplier to the 
debtor or any liability of the 
supplier to the debtor in respect 
of an assignment made in brvach of 
the terms of the contract of sale 
of goods. 


Article 7 


A factoring contract may 
validly provide as between the 
parties thereto for the transfer, 
with or without a new act of 
transfer, of all or any of the 
supplier's rights deriving from the 
contract of sale of goods, 
including the benefit of any 
provision in the contract of sale 
of goods reserving to the supplier 
title to the goods or creating any 
security interest. 


b) une clause du contrat 
d‘affacturage en vertu de laquelle 
des créances futures sont cédées 
opére leur transfert au 
cessionnaire dés leur naissance, 
sans néecessité d‘un nouvel acte de 
transfert. 


Article 6 


l1.- La cession de la créance 
par le fournisseur au cessionnaire 
peut 6tre réalisée nonobstant toute 
convention entre le fournisseur et 
le débiteur prohibant une telle 


. cession. 


2.- Toutefois, ladite cession 
n'a pas d'effet 4 l'égard du 
débiteur qui, lors de la conlusion 
du contrat de vente de 
marchandises, a son &6tablissement 
dans un Etat contractant qui a fait 
la déclaration préwe 4 
l'article 18 de la présente 
Convention. 


3.- Les dispositions du 
paragraphe 1 ne portent pas 
atteinte @ toute obligation de 
bonne foi qui incombe au 
fournisseur envers le débiteur ou @ 
toute responsabilité du fournisseur 
& l‘égard du débiteur du chef d'une 
cession réalisée en contravention 
des termes du contrat de vente de 
marchandises. 


Article 7 


Dans les seuls rapports entre 
les parties au contrat 
d'affacturage, le contrat peut 
valablement prévoir le transfert, 
directement ou par un nouvel acte, 
de tout ou partie des droits du 
fournisseur provenant de la vente 
de marchandises, y compris le 
bénéfice de toute disposition du 
contrat de vente de marchandises 
réservant au fournisseur la 
propriété des marchandises ou lui 
conférant toute autre garantie. 

















Article 8 


l.- The debtor is under a 
duty to pay the factor if, and only 
if, the debtor does not have 
knowledge of any other person's 
superior right to payment and 
notice in writing of the 
assignment: 


(a) is given to the 
debtor by the supplier or by the 
factor with the supplier's 
authority; 


(b) reasonably 
identifies the receivables which 
have been assigned and the factor 
to whom or for whose account the 


— is required to make payment; 
an 


(c) relates to 
receivables arising under a 
contract of sale of goods made at 
or before the time the notice is 
given. 


2.- Irrespective of any other 
ground on which payment by the 
debtor to the factor discharges 
the debtor from liability, payment 
shall be effective for this purpose 
if made in accordance with the 
previous paragraph. 


Article 9 


l.- In a claim by the factor 
against the debtor for payment of a 
receivable arising under a contract 
of sale of goods the debtor may set 
up against the factor all defences 
arising under that contract of 
which the debtor could have availed 
itself if such claim had been made 
by the supplier. 


2.- The debtor may also 
assert against the factor any right 
of set-off in respect of claims 
existing against the supplier in 
whose favour the receivable arose 
and available to the debtor at the 











Article 8 


l.- Le débiteur est tenu de 
payer le cessionnaire s‘il n‘a pas 
eu connaissance d‘un droit 
préférable et si la notification 
par écrit de la cession: 


a) a &6té donnée au 
débtieur par le fournisseur ou par 
le cessionnaire en vertu d‘un 
pouvoir conféré par le fournisseur; 


b) précise de facon 
suffisante les créances cédées et 
le cessionnaire 4 gui ou pour le 
compte de gui le débiteur doit 
faire le paiement; et 


c) concerne des créances 
qui naissent d‘un contrat de vente 
de marchandises qui a 6té conclu 
soit avant soit au moment ov !a 
notification est donnée. 


2.- Le paiement par le 
débiteur au cessionnaire est 
libératoire s'il est fait 
conformément au paragraphe 
précédent, sans préjudice de toute 
autre forme de paiement également 
libératoire. 


Article 9 


l.- Au cas ov le cessionnaire 
forme contre lui une demande en 
paiement d'une créance résultant du 
contrat de vente de marchandises, 
le débiteur peut invoquer contre le 
cessionnaire tous les moyens de 
défense dérivant du contrat qu'il 
aurait pu opposer si la demande 
avait 6té faite par le fournisseur. 


2.~ Le débiteur peut aussi 
exercer contre le cessionnaire tout 
droit @ compensation relatif 4 des 
droits ou actions existants contre 
le fournisseur en faveur duquel la 
créance est née, et qu'il peut 














time a notice in writing of 
assignment conforming to 
Article 8(1) was given to the 


debtor. 


Article 10 


l.- Without prejudice to the 
debtor's rights under Article 9, 
non-performance or defective or 
late performance of the contract of 
sale of goods shall not by itself 
entitle the debtor to recover a sum 
paid by the debtor to the factor if 
the debtor has a right to recover 
that sum from the supplier. 


2.- The debtor who has such a 
right to recover from the supplier 
a sum paid to the factor in respect 
of a receivable shall nevertheless 
be entitled to recover that sum 
from the factor to the extent that: 


(a) the factor has not 
discharged an obligation to make 
payment to the supplier in respect 
of that receivable; or 


(b) the factor made such 
payment at a time when it knew of 
the supplier's non-performance or 
defective or late performance as 
regards the gocds to which the 
debtor's payment relates. 


CHAPTER III - SUBSEQUENT 
ASSIGNMENTS 


Article 1l 


l.- Where a receivable is 
assigned by a supplier to a factor 
pursuant to a factoring contract 
governed by this Convention: 


o- 3 
#, 


invoquer 4 l‘époque od la 
notification par écrit de la 
cession a 6té donnée conformément 
aux dispositions du paragraphe 1 de 
l'article 8. 


Article 10 


l.- Sans préjudice des droits 
conférés au débiteur par 
l'article 9, l‘inexécution ou 
l'exécution défectueuse ou tardive 
du contrat de vente de marchandises 
ne permet pas au débiteur de 
recouvrer le paiement qu'il a fait 
au cessionnaire, s‘il dispose d‘un 
recours en répétition des sommes 
payées au fournisseur. 


2.- Néanmoins, le débiteur 
gui dispose d'un tel recours contre 
le fournisseur peut recouvrer le 
paiement qu‘il a fait au 
cessionnaire dans la mesure od: 


a) le cessionnaire ne 
s'est pas acquitté de son 


obligation de payer au fournisseur 
les créances céd6ées; ou 


b) le cessionnaire a 
payé 4 un moment od il avait 
connaissance de l'inexécution ou de 
l'exécution défectueuse ou tardive 
par le fournisseur du contrat de 
vente ayant trait aux marchandises 
dont il a regu paiement du 


débiteur. 
CHAPITRE III - CESSIONS 
SUCCESSIVES 
Article 1l 


l.- Lorsgqu‘une cr6ance est 


c6édée par un fournisseur @ un 
cessionnaire en vertu d‘un contrat 
d‘affacturage régi par la présente 
Convention: 














(a) the rules set out in 
Articles 5 to 10 shall, subject to 
Sub-paragraph (b) of this 
paragraph, appiy to any subsequent 
assignment of the receivable by the 
factor or by a subsequent assignee; 


(b) the provisions of 
Articles 8 to 10 shall apply as if 
the subsequent assignee were the 
factor. 


2.- For the purposes of this 
Convention, notice to the debtor of 
the subsequent assignment also 
constitutes notice of the 
assignment to the factor. 


Article 12 


This Convention shall not 
apply to a subsequent assignment 
which is prohibited by the terms of 
the factoring contract. 


CHAPTER IV - FINAL PROVISIONS 
Article 13 


l.- This Convention is open 
for signature at the concluding 
meeting of the diplomatic 
Conference for the Adoption of the 
Draft Unidroit Conventions on 
International Factoring and 
International Financial Leasing and 
will remain open for signature by 
all States at Ottawa until 
31 December 1990. 


2.- This Convention is 
subject to ratification, acceptance 
Or approval by States which have 
Signed it. 


3.- This Convention is open 
for accession by all States which 
are not signatory States as from 
the date it is open for signature. 


a) sous réserve des 
dispositions de l’alinéa b) du 
présent paragraphe, les r&gles 
Enoncées dans les articles 5 4 10 
s*appliquent 4 toute cession 
successive de la créance par le 
cessionnaire ou par un cessionnaire 
successif; 


b) les dispositions des 


articles 8 4 10 s‘apliquent comme 
si le cessionnaire successif était 


l'entreprise d‘affacturage. 


2.- Aux fins de la présente 
Convention, la notification au 
débiteur de la cession successive 
constitue également notification de 
la cession 4 l'entreprise 
d‘affacturage. 


Article 12 


La présente Convention ne 
s'applique pas 4 une cession 
successive interdite par le contrat 
d‘affacturage. 


CHAPITRE IV =~ DISPOSITIONS FINALES 
Article 13 


l.- La présente Convention 
sera ouverte la signature 4 la 
s€ance de cléture de la Conférence 
diplomatique pour l'‘adoption des 
projets de Conventions d’Unidroit 
sur l‘affacturage international et 
sur le crédit-bail international et 
restera ouverte 4 la signature de 


tous les Etats 4 Ottawa jusqu'au 
31 décembre 1990. 


2.- La présente Convention 
est sujette 4 ratification, 
acceptation ou approbation par les 


Etats qui l'ont signée. 


3.- La présente Convention 
sera ouverte @ l‘adhésion de tous 
les Etats qui ne sont pas 
signataires, 4 partir de la date a 


laquelle elle sera ouverte 4 la 
signature. 











4.- Ratification, acceptance, 
approval or accession is effected 
by the deposit of a formal 
instrument to that effect with the 
depositary. 


Article 14 


l.- This Convention enters 
into force on the first day of the 
month following the expiration of 
six months after the date of 
deposit of the third instrument of 
ratification, acceptance, approval 
or accession. 


2.- For each State that 
ratifies, accepts, approves, or 
accedes to this Convention after 
the deposit of the third instrument 
of ratification, acceptance, 
approval or accession, this 
Convention enters into force in 
respect of that State on the first 
day of the month following the 
expiration of six months after the 
date of the deposit of its 
instrument of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession. 


Article 15 


This Convention does not 
prevail over any treaty which has 
already been or may be entered 
into. 


Article 16 


l.- If a Contracting State 
has two or more territorial units 
in which different systems of law 
are applicable in relation to the 
matters dealt with in this 
Convention, it may, at the time of 
signature, ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession, 
declare that this Convention is to 
extend to all its territorial units 
or only to one or more of them, and 


4.- La ratification, 
l‘acceptation, l'‘approbation ou 
l'adhésion s‘effectuent par le 
Gépét d'un instrument en bonne et 
due forme 4 cet effet auprés du 
dépositaire. 


Article 14 


l.- La présente Convention 
entre en vigueur le premier jour du 
mois suivant l'expiration d'une 
période de six mois aprés la date 
du dépét du troisiéme instrument de 
ratification, d'acceptation, 
G‘approbation ou d‘adhésion. 


2.- Pour tout Etat qui 
ratifie, accepte ou approuve la 
présente Convention ou y adhére 
aprés le dépét du troisiéme 
instrument de ratification, 
d‘acceptation, d'approbation ou 
d‘adhésion, la Convention entre en 
vigueur @ l'égard de cet Etat le 
premier jour du mois suivant 
l‘expiration d'une période de six 
mois aprés la date du dépét de 
l‘instrument de ratification, 
d‘acceptation, d'approbation ou 
d‘adhésion. 


Article 15 


La présente Convention ne 
prévaut pas sur un traité déja 
conclu ou 4 conclure. 


Article 16 


l.- Tout Etat contractant qui 
comprend deux ou plusieurs unités 
territoriales dans lesquelles des 
systémes de droit différents 
s‘appliquent dans les matiéres 
régies par la présente Convention 
pourra, au moment de la signature, 
Ge la ratification, de 
l‘acceptation, de l’*approbation ou 
de l'adhésion, déclarer que la 
présente Convention s‘appliquera @ 




















may substitute its declaration by 
another declaration at any time. 


2.~ These declarations are to 
be notified to the depositary and 
are to state expressly the 
territorial units to which the 
Convention extends. 


3.- If, by virtue of a 
declaration under this article, 
this Convention extends to one or 
more but not all of the territorial 
units of a Contracting State, and 
if the place of business of a party 
is located in that State, this 
place of business, for the purposes 
of this Convention, is considered 
not to be in a Contracting State, 
unless it is in a territorial unit 
to which the Convention extends. 


4.- If a Contracting State 
makes no declaration under 
paragraph 1, the Convention is to 
extend to all territorial units of 
that State. 


Article 17 


l.- Two or more Contracting 
States which have the same or 
Closely related legal rules on 
matters governed by this Convention 
May at any time declare that the 
Convention is not to apply where 
the supplier, the factor and the 
debtor have their places of 
business in those States. Such 
declarations may be made jointly or 
by reciprocal unilateral 
declarations. 
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toutes ses unités territoriales ou 
seulement 4 l‘une ou plusieurs 


d‘entre elles et pourra @ tout 
moment modifier cette déclaration 
par une nouvelle déclaration. 


2.- Ces déclarations seront 
notifiées au dépositaire et 
désigneront expressément les unités 
territoriales auxquelles la 
Convention s‘applique. 


3.- Si en vertu d'une 
déclaration faite conformément au 
présent article, la présente 
Convention s‘applique @ l‘une ou 
plusieurs des unités territoriales 
d'un Etat contractant, mais non pas 
& toutes et si l‘établissement 
d‘une partie est situé dans cet 
Etat, cet &tablissement sera 
considéré, aux fins de la présente 
Convention, comme n‘étant pas situé 
dans un Etat contractant, 4 moins 
gu‘il ne soit situé dans une unité 
territoriale @ laquelle la 
Convention s‘applique. 


4.- Si un Etat contractant ne 
fait pas de déclaration en vertu du 
paragraphe 1, la Convention 
s‘appliquera @ l'ensemble du 
territoire de cet Etat. 


Article 17 


l.- Deux ou plusieurs Etats 
contractants qui, dans des matiéres 
régies par la présente Convention, 
appliquent des régles juridiques 
identiques ou voisines peuvent, 4 
tout moment, déclarer que la 
Convention ne s‘aplique pas lorsque 
le fournisseur, le cessionnaire et 
le débiteur ont leur &tablissement 
dans ces Etats. De telles 
déclarations peuvent étre faites 
conjointement ou @6tre unilatérales 
et réciproques. 




















2.- A Contracting State which 
has the same or closely related 
legal rules on matters governed by 
this Convention as one or more 
non-Contracting States may at any 
time declare that the Convention is 
not to apply where the suplier, the 
factor and the debter have their 
places of business in those States. 


3.- If a State which is the 
object of a declaration under the 
previous paragraph subsequently 
becomes a Contracting State, the 
declaration made will, as from the 
date on which the Convention enters 
into force in respect of the new 
Contracting State, have the effect 
of a declaration made under 
paragraph 1, provided that the new 
Contracting State joins in such 
declaration or makes a reciprocal 
unilateral declaration. 


Article 18 


A Contracting State may at any 
time make a declaration in 
accordance with Article 6(2) that 
an assignment under Article 6(1) 
shall not be effective against the 
debtor when, at the time of 
conclusion of the contract of sale 
of goods, it has its place of 
business in that State. 


Article 19 


l.- Declarations made under 
this Convention at the time of 
Signature are subject to 
confirmation upon ratification, 
acceptance or approval. 


2.~- Declarations and 
confirmations of declarations are 
to be in writing and to be formally 
notified to the depositary. 
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2.- Tout Etat contractant 
qui, dans des matiéres régies par 
la présente Convention, applique 
des régles juridiques identiques ou 
voisines de celles d‘un ou de 
plusieurs Etats non contractants 
peut, 4 tout moment, déclarer que 
la Convention ne s'‘applique pas 
lorsque le fournisseur, le 
cessionnaire et le débiteur ont 
leur 6tablissement dans ces Etats. 


3.- Lorsqu'’un Etat @ 1'égard 
duquel une déclaration a 6té faite 
en vertu du paragraphe précédent 
devient par la suite un Etat 
contractant, la déclaration 
mentionnée aura, 4 partir de la 
date 4 laquelle la présente 
Convention entrera en vigueur 4 
l'égard de ce nouvel Etat 
contractant, les effets d‘une 
déclaration faite en vertu du 
paragraphe 1, 4 condition que le 
nouvel Etat contractant s‘y associe 
ou fasse une déclaration 
unilatérale 4 titre réciproque. 


Article 18 


Un Etat contractant peut 4 
tout moment déclarer, conformément 
au paragraphe 2 de l'article 6, 
gu*une cession en vertu du 
paragraphe 1 de l'article 6 n'‘a _ 
d'effet 4 l'égard du débiteur qui, 
lors de la conclusion du contrat de 
vente de marchandises, a son 
Etablissement dans cet Etat. 


Article 19 


l.- Les déclarations faites 
en vertu de la présente Convention 
lors de la signature sont sujettes 
& confirmation lors de la 


ratification, de l'acceptation ou 
de l‘approbation. 


2.~ Les déclarations, et la 
confirmation des déclarations, 
seront faites par 6crit et 


formellement notifiées au 
dépositaire. 














3.- A declaration takes 
effect simultaneously with the 
entry into force of this Convention 
in respect of the State concerned. 
However, a declaration of which the 
depositary receives formal 
notification after such entry into 
force takes effect on the first day 
of the month following the 
expiration of six months after the 
date of its receipt by the 
depositary. Reciprocal unilateral 
declarations under Article 17 take 
effect on the first day of the 
month following the expiration of 
six months after the receipt of the 
latest declaration by the 
depositary. 


4.- Any State which makes a 
declaration under this Convention 
may withdraw it at any time by a 
formal notification in writing 
addressed to the depositary. Such 
withdrawal is to take effect on the 
first day of the month following 
the expiration of six months after 
the date of the receipt of the 
notification by the depositary. 


5.- A withdrawal of a 
declaration made under Article 17 
renders inoperative in relation to 
the withdrawing State, as from the 
date on which the withdrawal takes 
effect, any joint or reciprocal 
uniateral declaration made by 
another State under that article. 


Article 20 


No reservations are permitted 
except those expressly authorised 
in this Convention. 


Article 21 


This Convention applies when 
receivables assigned pursuant to a 
factoring contract arise from a 
contract of sale of goods concluded 
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3.- Les déclarations 
prendront effet @ la date de 
l'entrée en vigueur de la présente 
Convention 4 l‘égard de 1'Etat 
déclarant. Cependant, les 
déclarations dont le dépositaire 
aura recu notification formelle 
aprés cette date prendront effet le 
premier jour du mois suivant 
l'expiration d'une période de six 
mois & compter de la date de leur 
réception par le dépositai-re. Les 
déclarations unilatérales et 
réciproques faites en vertu de 
l'article 17, prendront effet le 
premier jour du mois suivant 
l'expiration d'une période de six 
mois aprés la date de la réception 
de la derniére déclaration par le 
dépositaire. 


4.- Tout Etat qui fait une 
déclaration en vertu de la présente 
Convention peut @ tout moment la 
retirer par une notification 
formelle adressée par €6crit au 
Gépositaire. Ce retrait prendra 
effet le premier jour du mois 
Suivant l’expiration d'une période 
de six mois aprés la date de 
réception de la notification par le 
dépositaire. 


5.- Le retrait d‘une 
déclaration faite en vertu de 
l'article 17 rendra caduque, 4 
l'égard de l'Etat qui a fait le 
retrait, & partir de la date de sa 
prise d‘effet, toute déclaration 
conjointe ou unilatérale et 
réciproque faite par un autre Etat 
en vertu de ce méme article. 


Article 20 


Aucune réserve n'est autorisée 
autre que celles gui sont 
expressément autorisées par la 
présente Convention. 


Article 21 


La présente Convention 
s‘aplique lorsque des créances 
cédées en vertu d'un contrat 
G‘affacturage naissent d'un contrat 




















on or after the date on which the 
Convention enters into force in 
respect of the Contracting States 
referred tc in Article 2 (l)(a), or 
the Contracting State or States 
referred to in paragraph l(b) of 
that article, provided that: 


(a) the factoring 
contract is concluded on or after 
that date; or 


(b) the parties to the 
factoring contract have agreed that 
the Convention shall apply. 


Article 22 


l.- This Convention may be 
denounced by any Contracting State 
at any time after the date on which 
it enters ints force for that 
State. 


2.- Denunciation is effected 
by the deposit of an instrument to 
that effect with the depositary. 


3.- A denunciation takes 
effect on the first day of the 
month following the expiration of 
six months after the deposit of the 
instrument of denunciation with the 
depositary. Where a longer period 
for the denunciation to take effect 
is specified in the instrument of 
denunciation it takes effect upon 
the expiration of such longer 
ess. after its deposit with the 

e 


positary. 


Article 23 


l.- This Convention shall be 


deposited with the Government of 
Canada. 
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de vente de marchandises conclu 
aprés l‘entrée en vigueur de la 
Convention dans les Etats 
contractants visés 4 l'alinéa a) du 
paragraphe 1 de l'article 2, ou 
dans l‘Etat ou les Etats 
contractants visés 2 l'alinéa b) du 
paragraphe 1 dudit article, 4 
condition que: 


a) le contrat 
d‘affacturage soit conclu aprés 
cette date; ou que 


b) les parties au 
contrat d‘affacturage soient 
convenues gue ia Convention 
s ‘applique. 


Article 22 


l.- La présente Convention 
peut @6tre dénoncée par l'un 
quelconque des Etats contractants 4 
tout moment 4 compter de la date 4 
laquelle elle entre en vigueur 4 
l'égard de cet Etat. 


2.- La dénonciation 
s‘effectue par le dépét d'un 
instrument 4 cet effet auprés du 
dépositaire. 


3.~ La dénonciation prend 
effet le premier jour du mois 
suivant l'expiration d'une période 
de six mois aprés la date du dép5t 
@> l'instrument de dénonciation 
suprés du dépositaire. Lorsqu'‘une 
période plus longue pour la prise 
d‘effet de la dénonciation est 
spécifiée dans l‘instrument de 
dénonciation, celle-ci prend effet 
& l‘expiration de la période en 
question aprés le dépét de 
l‘instrument de dénonciation auprés 
du dépositaire. 


Article 23 
l.- La présente Convention 


sera déposée auprés du Gouvernement 
du Canada. 














2.- The Government of Canada 
shall: 


(a) inform all States 
which have signed or acceded to 
this Convention and the President 
of the International Institute for 
the Unification of Private Law 
(Unidroit) of: 


(i) each new 
signature or deposit of an 
instrument of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession, 
together with the date thereof; 


(ii) each declaration 
made under Articles 16, 17 and 18; 


(iii) the withdrawal of 
any declaration made under 
Article 19 (4); 


(iv) the date of entry 
into force of this Convention; 


(v) the deposit of an 
instrument of denunciation of this 
Convention together with the date 
of its deposit and the date on 
which it takes effect; 


(b) transmit certified 
true copies of this Convention to 
all signatory States, to all States 
acceding to the Convention and to 
the President of the International 
Institute for the Unification of 
Private Law (Unidroit). 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF the 
undersigned plenipotentiaries, 
being duly authorised by their 
respective Governments, have signed 
this Convention. 
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2.- Le Gouvernement du 
Canada: 


a) informe tous les 
Etats qui ont signé la présente 
Convention ou qui y ont adhéré et 
le Président de l'Institut 
international pour l‘unification du 
droit privé (Unidroit): 


i) de toute 
signature nouvelle ou de tout dépét 
d‘instrument de ratification, 
d‘acceptation, d‘approbation ou 
d'adhésion et de la date 4 laquelle 
cette signature ou ce dépét sont 
intervenus; 


ii) de toute 
déclaration, effectuée en vertu des 
articles 16, 17 et 18; 


iii) du retrait de 
toute déclaration, effectué en 


vertu du paragraphe 4 de 
l'article 19; 


iv) de la date 


d'entrée en vigueur de la présente 
Convention; 


v) du dépét de tout 
instrument de dénonciation de la 
présente Convention, ainsi que de 
la date 4 laquelle ce dépét est 
intervenu et de la date laquelle 
la dénonciation prend effet; 


b) transmet des copies 
certifiées de la présente 
Convention 4 tous les Etats 
Ssignataires et 4 tous les Etats qui 
y adhérent, et au Président de 
l'Institut international pour 


l'unification du droit privé 
(Unidroit). 


EN FOI DE QUOI les 
plénipotentiaires soussignés, 
diment autorisés par leurs 
gouvernements respectifs, ont signé 
la présente Convention. 




















DONE at Ottawa, this 
twenty-eight day of May, one 
thousand nine hundred and 
eighty-eight, in a single original, 
of which the English and French 
texts are equally authentic. 


* Note 
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FAIT 4 Ottawa, le vingt-huit 
mai mil neuf cent 
guatre-vingt-huit, en un seul 
original, dont les textes anglais 
et cvongese sont également 
authentiques. 


All signatures were affixed on May 28, 1988 unless otherwise indicated. 
Toutes les signatures on 6té apposées le 28 mai 1988, sauf si une autre 


date est indiquée. 


nt Ong, | 




















Unidroit Convention 
on International Financial Leasing 


Done at Ottawa, May 28, 1988 





Convention d’Unidroit 
sur le crédit-bail international 


Fait & Ottawa le 28 mai 1988 




















UNIDROIT CONVENTION ON 
INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL LEASING 


THE STATES PARTIES TO THIS 
CONVENTION, 


RECOGNISING the importance of 
removing certain legal impediments 
to the international financial 
leasing of equipment, while 
maintaining a fair balance of 
interests between the different 
parties to the transaction, 


AWARE of the need to make 
international financial leasing 
more available, 


CONSCIOUS of the fact that the 
rules of law governing the 
traditional contract of hire need 
to be adapted to the distinctive 
triangular relationship created by 
the financial leasing transaction, 


RECOGNISING therefore the 
desirability of formulating certain 


uniform rules relating primarily to 
the civil and commercial law 


aspects of international financial 
leasing, 


HAVE AGREED as follows: 


CHAPTER I - SPHERE OF 
APPLICATION AND GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Article l 


l.- This Convention governs a 
financial leasing transaction as 
described in paragraph 2 in which 
one party (the lessor), 
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CONVENTION D'UNIDROIT SUR LE 
CREDIT-BAIL INTERNATIONAL 


LES ETATS PARTIES A LA 
PRESENTE CONVENTION, 


RECONNAISSANT 1‘ importance 
d‘éliminer certains obstacles 
juridiques au crédit-bail mobilier 
international, et de veiller 4 
l'équilibre entre les intéréts des 
différentes parties 4 l'opération, 


CONSCIENTS de la nécessité de 
rendre le crédit-bail international 
davantage accessible, 


CONSCIENTS que les régles 
juridiques régissant habituellement 
le contrat de bail méritent d'‘étre 
adaptées aux relations 
triangulaires caractéristiques qui 
naissent des opérations de 
crédit-bail, 


RECONNAISSANT en conséquence 
l‘utilité de fixer certaines régles 
uniformes relatives 4 l'opération 
de crédit-bail international en ses 
aspects relevant essentiellement du 
droit civil et commercial, 


SONT CONVENUS de ce gui suit: 


CHAPITRE I - CHAMP 
D'APPLICATION ET DISPOSITIONS 
GENERALES 


Article premier 


l.- La présente Convention 
régit l'‘opération de crédit-bail 
décrite au paragraphe 2, dans 
laquelle une partie (le 
crédit-bailleur) 























(a) on the 
specifications of another party 
(the lessee), enters into an 
agreement (the supply agreement) 
with a third party (the supplier) 
under which the lessor acquires 
plant, capital goods or other 
equipment (the equipment) on 
terms approved by the lessee so far 
as they concern its interests, and 


(b) enters into an 
agreement (the leasing agreement) 
with the lessee, granting to the 
lessee the right to use the 
equipment in return for the payment 
of rentals. 


2.- The financial leasing 
transaction referred to in the 
previous paragraph is a transaction 
which includes the following 
characteristics: 


(a) the lessee specifies 
the equipment and selects the 
supplier without relying primarily 


on the skill and judgment of the 
lessor; 


(b) the equipment is 
acquired by the lessor in 
connection with a leasing agreement 
which, to the knowledge of the 
supplier, either has been made or 
is to be made between the lessor 
and the lessee; and 


(c) the rentals payable 
under the leasing agreement are 
calculated so as to take into 
account in particular the 
amortisation of the whole or a 
substantial part of the cost of the 


equipment. 





a) conclut, sur 
l‘indication d‘une autre partie (le 
crédit-preneur), un contrat (le 
contrat de fourniture) avec une 
troisiéme partie (le fournisseur) 
en vertu duquel elle acquiert un 
bien d'équipement, du matériel ou 
de l'outillage (le matériel) dans 
des termes approuvés par le 
crédit-preneur pour autant qu‘ils 
le concernent, et 


b) conclut un contrat 
(le contrat de crédit-bail) avec le 
crédit-preneur donnant 4 celui-ci 
le droit d'utiliser le matériel 
moyennant le paiement de loyers. 


2.- L'opération de 
crédit-bail visée au paragraphe 
précédent est une opération qui 
présente les caractéristiques 
suivantes: 


a) le crédit-preneur 
choisit le matériel et le 
fournisseur sans faire appel de 
facon déterminante @ la compétence 
du crédit-bailleur; 


b) l'acquisition du 
matériel incombe au crédit-bailleur 
en vertu d'un contrat de 
crédit-bail, conclu ou 4 conclure 
entre le crédit-bailleur et le 
crédit-preneur, dont le fournisseur 


a connaissance; 


c) les loyers stipulés 
au contrat de crédit-bail sont 
calculés pour tenir compte 
notamment de l'amortissement de la 
totalité ou d'une partie importante 
du coft du matériel. 














3.- This Convention applies 
whether or not the lessee has or 
subsequently acquires the option to 
buy the equipment or to hold it on 
lease for a further period, and 
whether or not for a nominal price 
or rental. 


4.- This Convention applies 
to financial leasing transactions 
in relation to all equipment save 
that which is to be used primarily 
for the lessee's personal, family 
or household purposes. 


Article 2 


In the case of one or more 
sub-leasing transactions involving 
the same equipment, this Convention 
applies to each transaction which 
is a financial leasing transaction 
and is otherwise subject to this 
Convention as if the person from 
whom the first lessor (as defined 
in paragraph 1 of the previous 
article) acquired the equipment 
were the supplier and as if the 
agreement under which the equipment 
was so acquired were the supply 
agreement. 


Article 3 


1.- This Convention applies 
when the lessor and the lessee have 
their places of business in 
different States and: 


(a) those States and the 
State in which the supplier has its 
place of business are Contracting 
States; or 


‘s'applique 4 chaque opération qui 
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3.- La prése:. envention 
s*‘applique que ie credit-preneur 
ait on qu'il n‘ait pas, Aa l'origine 
ou par la suite, la faculté 
d‘acheter le matériel ou de le 
louver 4 nouveau, méme pour un prix 


ou un loyer symbolique. 


4.- La présente Convention 
régit les opérations de crédit-bail 
portant sur tout matériel 4 
l'exception de celui qui doit étre 
utilisé pes le crédit-preneur 4 
titre principal pour son usage 
personnel, familial ou domestique. 


Article 2 


Dans le cas d‘une ou de 
plusieurs opérations de 
sous-crédit-bail ou de 


sous-location portant sur le méme 
matériel, la présente Convention 


constitue une operation de 
crédit-bail et qui est régie par la 
présente Convention, comme si la 


sonne de qui le premier 

prédit—bailleur (tel que défini au 
Lime et hang 1 de l'article 
récédent) a acquis le matériel 
tait le fournisseur, et comme si 
le contrat en vertu duquel le 
matériel a été ainsi acquis était 
le contrat de fourniture. 





Article 3 


l.- La présente Convention 
s'applique lorsque le 
crédit-bailleur et le 
crédit-preneur ont leur 
établissement dans des ftats 
différents et que: 


a) ces &tats ainsi que 


l‘ftat of le fournisseur a son 
établissement sont des Etats 
contractants; ou 














(b) both the supply 
agreement and the leasing agreement 
are governed by the law of a 
Contracting State. 


2.- A reference in this 
Convention to a party's place of 
business shall, if it has more than 
one place of business, mean the 
place of business which has the 
Closest relationship to the 
relevant agreement and its 
performance, having regard to the 
circumstances known to or 
contemplated by the parties at any 
time before or at the conclusion of 
that agreement. 


Article 4 


l1.- The provisions of this 
Convention shall not cease to apply 
merely because the equipment has 
become a fixture to or incorporated 
in land. 


2.- Any question whether or 
not the equipment has become a 
fixture to or incorporated in land, 
and if so the effect on the rights 
inter se of the lessor and a person 
having real rights in the land, 
shall be determined by the law of 
the State where the land is 
situated. 





Article 5 


l.- The application of this 
Convention may be excluded only if 
each of the parties to the supply 
agreement and each of the parties 
to the leasing agreement agree to 
exclude it. 





b) que le contrat de 
fourniture et le contrat de 
crédit-bail sont régis par la loi 
d'un Etat contractant. 


2.- L'établissement auquel il 
est fait référence dans la présente 
Convention désigne, si l'une des 
parties 4 l'opération de 
crédit-bail a plus d‘un 
établissement, l'établissement qui 
a la relation la plus étroite avec 
le contrat en question et son 
exécution eu égard aux 
circonstances connues des parties 
ou envisagées par elles A un moment 
quelconque avant la conclusion ou 
lors de la conclusion de ce 
contrat. 


Article 4 


l1.- Les dispositions de la 
présente Convention ne cessent pas 
de s‘appliquer du simple fait de 
L' incorporation ou de la fixation 
du satériel Aa un immeuble. 


2.- Les questions relatives 4 
lL‘ incorporation ou 4 la fixation du 
matériel 4 un immeuble, ainsi que 
les droits respectifs du 
crédit-bailleur et des titulaires 
d‘un droit réel sur l'immeuble qui 
en résultent, sont régis par la loi 


de l'Etat de situation de cet 
immeuble. 


Article 5 


l.- L'application de la 


présente Convention ne peut étre 
écartée que si chacune des parties 
au contrat de fourniture et chacune 
des parties au contrat de 
crédit-bail consent 4 son 
exclusion. 








2.- Where the application of 
this Convention has not been 
excluded in accordance with the 
previous paragraph, the parties 
may, in their relations with 
each other, derogate from or vary 
the effect of any of its provisions 
except as stated in Articles 8(3) 
and 13(3)(b) and (4). 


Article 6 


l.- In the interpretation of 
this Convention, regard is to be 
had to its object and purpose as 
set forth in the preamble, to its 
international character and to the 
need to promote uniformity in its 
application and the observance of 
good faith in international trade. 


2.- Questions concerning 
matters governed by this Convention 
which are not expressly settled in 
it are to be settled in conformity 
with the general principles on 
which it is based or, in the 
absence of such principles, in 
conformity with the law applicable 
by virtue of the rules of private 
international law. 


CHAPTER II - RIGHTS AND DUTIES 
OF THE PARTIES 


Article 7 


1.- (a) The lessor's real 
rights in the equipment shall be 
valid against the lessee's trustee 
in bankruptcy and creditors, 
including creditors who have 
obtained an attachment or 
execution. 
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2.- Lorsque l'application de 
la présente Convention n‘a pas été 
écartée conformément au paragraphe 
précédent, les parties peuvent, 
dans leurs relations 
mutuelles, déroger 4 l‘une 
quelconque de ses dispositions ou 
en modifier les effets 4 
l'exception de ce qui est prévu au 
paragraphe 3 de l'article 8, 4a 
l‘alinéa b) du paragraphe 3, et au 
paragraphe 4 de l'article 13. 


Article 6 


l.- Pour l'interprétation de 
la présente Convention, il sera 
tenu compte de son objet, de ses 
buts tels qu‘'ils sont énoncés dans 


le préambule, de son caractére 
international et de la nécessité de 
promouvoir l‘'uniformité de son 
application ainsi que d‘assurer le 
respect de la bonne foi dans le 
commerce international. 


2.- Les questions concernant 
les matiéres régies par la présente 


Convention et qui ne sont pas 
expressément tranchées par elle 
seront réglées selon les principes 


généraux dont elle s'inspire ou, 4 
défaut de ces principes, 
conformément 4 la loi applicable en 
vertu des régles du droit 
international privé. 


CHAPITRE II =- DROITS ET OBLIGATIONS 
DES PARTIES 


Article 7 


l1.- a) Les droits réels du 


crédit-bailleur sur le matériel 
sont opposables au syndic de 
faillite et aux créanciers du 
crédit-preneur, y compris aux 
créanciers porteurs d‘un titre 
exécutoire définitif ou provisoire. 











(b) For the purposes of 
this paragraph “trustee in 
bankruptcy” includes a liquidator, 
administrator or other person 
appointed to administer the 
lessee's estate for the benefit of 
the general body of creditors. 


2.- Where by the applicable 
law the lessor's real rights in the 
equipment are valid against a 
person referred to in the previous 
paragraph only on compliance with 
rules as to public notice, those 
rights shall be valid against that 
person only if there has been 
compliance with such rules. 


3.- For the purposes of the 
previous paragraph the applicable 
law is the law of the State which, 
at the time when a person referred 
to in paragraph 1 becomes entitled 
to invoke the rules referred to in 
the previous paragraph, is: 


(a) in the case of a 
registered ship, the State in which 
it is registered in the name of the 
owner (for the purposes of this 
sub-paragraph a bareboat charterer 
is deemed not to be the owner); 


(b) in the case of an 
aircraft which is registered 
pursuant to the Convention on 
International Civil Aviation done 
at Chicago on 7 December 1944, the 
State in which it is so registered; 


(c) in the case of other 
equipment of a kind normally moved 
from one State to another, 
including an aircraft engine, the 
State in which the lessee has its 
principal place of business; 


b) Aux fins du présent 
paragraphe, le terme “syndic de 
faillite” comprend le liquidateur, 
l‘administrateur ou toute autre 
personne désignée pour gérer les 


biens du crédit-preneur dans 
l'intérét des créanciers. 


2.- Lorsque la loi applicable 
soumet l'opposabilité 4 une 
personne visée au paragraphe 
précédent des droits rueis du 
crédit-bailleur sur le matériel au 
respect de régles de publicité, ces 
droits ne lui seront opposables que 
si les conditions fixées par ces 
régles ont été respectées. 


3.- Aux fins du paragraphe 
précédent, la loi applicable est la 
loi de l'état qui, au moment ov la 
personne visée au paragraphe 1 est 
en droit d'invoquer les régles 


- visées au paragraphe 2, est: 


a) en ce gui concerne 
les navires et les bateaux 
immatriculés, l'Etat dans lequel le 
navire ou le bateau est immatriculé 
au nom de son propriétaire. Aux 
fins du présent alinéa, l'affréteur 
coque nue n'est pas considéré comme 
un propriétaire; 


b) en ce qui concerne 
les aéronefs immatriculés 
conformément A la Convention 
relative A l'Aviation civile 
internationale faite A Chicago le 


7 décembre 1944, l'Etat dans lequel 
l'aéronef est immatriculé; 


c) en ce gui concerne 
un autre matériel, appartenant Aa 
une catégorie de matériel qui peut 
étre normalement déplacé d'un Etat 
A un autre, tel que les moteurs 
d‘aéronefs, l'Etat de 
l'établissement principal du 
crédit-preneur; 























(ad) in the case of all 


other equipment, the State in which 
the equipment is situated. 


4.- Paragraph 2 shall not 
affect the provisions of any other 
treaty under which the lessor's 
real rights in the equipment are 
required to be recognised. 


5.- This article shall not 
affect the priority of any creditor 
having: 


(a) a consensual or 
non-consensual lien or + gpd ps | 
interest in the equipment arising 
otherwise than by virtue of an 
attachment or execution, or 


(b) any right of arrest, 
detention or disposition conferred 
specifically in relation to ships 
or aircraft under the law 
applicable by virtue of the rules 
of private international law. 


Article 8 


l.- (a) Except as otherwise 
provided by this Convention or 
stated in the leasing agreement, 
the lessor shall not incur any 
liability to the lessee in respect 
of the equipment save to the extent 
that the lessee has suffered loss 
as the result of its reliance on 
the lessor’s skill and judgment and 
of the lessor's intervention in the 
selection of the supplier or the 
specifications of the equipment. 
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d) en ce qui concerne 


tout autre matériel, l'‘Etat ot le 
matériel est situé. 


4.- Le paragraphe 2 ne porte 
pas atteinte aux dispositions de 
tout autre traité qui obligent Aa 
reconnaitre les droits réels du 
crédit-bailleur sur le matériel. 


5S.- Le présent article ne 
régle pas le rang des créanciers 
titulaires: 


a) d‘un privilége, ou 
d'une sGreté mobiliére sur le 
matériel, constitués ou non en 
vertu d'un contrat, 4 l'exception 
de ceux qui dérivent d'un titre | 
exécutoire définitif ou provisoire, 
ou 


b) d'un droit de 
saisir, de retenir ou de disposer 
portant spécialement sur des 
navires, des bateaux ou des 
aéronefs, reconnu par une 
disposition de la loi applicable en 
vertu des régles du droit 
international privé. 


Article 8 


l.- a) Sous réserve des 
dispositions de la présente 
Convention ou des stipulations du 
contrat de crédit-bail, le 
crédit-bailleur est exonéré de 
toute responsabilité liée au 
matériel a l'égard du 
crédit-preneur sauf dans la mesure 
ot le crédit-preneur a subi un 
Wee résultant de son recours 

la compétence du crédit-bailleur 
et de l'intervention de celui-ci 
dana le choix du matériel, de ses 
caractéristiques ou du fournisseur. 














(b) The lessor shall 
not, in its capacity of lessor, be 
liable to third parties for death, 
personal injury or damage to 
property caused by the eyguipment. 


(c) The above provisions 
of this paragraph shall not govern 


any liability of the lessor in any 
other capacity, for example as 
owner. 


2.- The lessor warrants that 
the lessee's quiet possession will 
not be disturbed by a person who 
has a superior title or right, or 


who claims a superior title or 
right and acts under the authority 


of a court, where such title, right 
or claim is not derived from an act 
or omission of the lessee. 


3.- The parties may not 
derogate from or vary the effect of 
the provisions of the previous 
paragraph in so far as the superior 


title, right or claim is derived 
from an intentional or grossly 


negligent act or omission of the 
lessor. 


4.- The provisions of 
paragraphs 2 and 3 shall not affect 
any broader warranty of quiet 
possession by the lessor which is 
mandatory under the law applicable 
by virtue of the rules of private 
international law. 


b) Le crédit-bailleur 
est exonéré, en sa qualité de 
crédit-bailleur, 4 l'égard des 
tiers, de toute responsabilité 4a 
raison du décés, des dommages aux 
personnes et aux biens causés par 
le matériel. 


c) Les dispositions du 
présent paragraphe ne régissent pas 


la responsabilité du 
crédit-bailleur, pris en une autre 


qualité, telle que celle de 
propriétaire. 


2.- Le crédit-bailleur 
garantit le crédit-preneur de 
l'éviction ou de tout trouble de 
jouissance du fait d'une personne 
ayant un droit de propriété ou un 
droit supérieur, ou qui fait valoir 
un tel droit dans le cadre d'une 
procédure judiciaire, lorsque ce 
droit ou cette prétention ne 
résulte pas de l'acte ou de 
l'omission du crédit-preneur. 


3.- Les parties ne peuvent 
déroger aux dispositions du 
paragraphe précedent ni en modifer 
les effets dés lors que le droit ou 
la prétention résulte de l'acte ou 
de l‘omission intentionnel du 
crédit-bailleur, ou de sa faute 
lourde. 


4.- Les dispositions des 
paragraphes 2 et 3 ne portent pas 
atteinte A toute obligation de 
garantie plus é&tendue contre 
l'éviction ou tout trouble de 
jouissance, incombant au crédit- 
bailleur conformément 4 la loi 
applicable en vertu des régles du 
droit international privé, et a 


laquelle il ne peut étre dérogé. 











Article 9 


l.- The lessee shall take 
proper care of the equipment, use 
it in a reasonable manner and keep 
it in the condition in which it was 
delivered, subject to fair wear and 
tear and to any modification of the 
equipment agreed by the parties. 


2.- When the leasing 
agreement comes to an end the 
lessee, unless exercising a right 
to buy the equipment or to hold the 
equipment on lease for a further 
period, shall return the equipment 
to the lessor in the condition 
specified in the previous 
paragraph. 


Article 10 


l.- The duties of the 
supplier under the supply agreement 
shall also be owed to the lessee as 
if it were a party to that 
agreement and as if the equipment 
were to be supplied directly to the 
lessee. However, the supplier 
shall not be liable to both the 
lessor and the lessee in respect of 
the same damage. 


2.- Nothing in this article 
shall entitle the lessee to 


terminate or rescind the supply 
agreement without the consent of 


the 


lessor. 
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Article 9 


l.- Le crédit-preneur prend 
soin du matériel, l‘utilise dans 
des conditions raisonnables et le 
maintient dans l'état of il a été 
livré, compte tenu de l'‘usure 
consécutive A un usage normal et de 
toute modification du matériel 
convenue par les parties. 


2.- A la fin du contrat de 
crédit-bail, le crédit-preneur 
restitue le matériel au 
crédit-bailleur dans l'état décrit 
au paragraphe précédent, A moins 
qu'il ne l’ait acheté ou loué a 
nouveau. 


Article 10 


l.- Les obligations du 
fournisseur qui résultent du 
contrat de fourniture peuvent 
également étre invoquées par le 
crédit-preneur comme s'il était 
lui-méme partie A ce contrat et 
comme si le matériel devait lui 
étre livré directement. Toutefois, 
le fournisseur n'est pas 
responsable A l'‘égard du 


crédit-bailleur et du 
crédit-preneur pour les mémes 
dommages. 


2.- Le présent article ne 
donne pas au crédit-preneur le 


droit de résilier ou d‘annuler le 
contrat de fourniture sans le 


consentement du crédit-bailleur. 

















Article li Article ll 








The lessee's rights derived Il ne peut étre porté atteinte 
from the supply agreement under aux droits du crédit-preneur, 
this Convention shall not be résultant du contrat de fourniture 
affected by a variation of any term en vertu de la présente Convention, 
of the supply agreement previously par une modification d‘un terme 
approved by the lessee unless it quelconque du contrat de fourniture 
consented to that variation. qu'il a préalablement approuvé, 4 

moins qu'il n‘ait consenti A cette 
modification. 
Article 12 Article 12 
l.- Where the equipment is 1.- A défaut de livraison, en 
not delivered or is delivered late cas de livraison tardive ou de 
‘or fails to conform to the supply livraison d‘un matériel non 
agreement: conforme au contrat de fourniture: 
(a) the lessee has the a) le crédit-preneur a 
right as against the lessor to le droit, A l'égard du 
reject the equipment or to crédit-bailleur, de refuser le 
terminate the leasing agreement; matériel ou de résilier le contrat 
and de crédit-bail; et 
(b) the lessor has the b) le crédit-bailleur a 
right to remedy its failure to le droit de remédier A 
tender equipment in conformity with l‘inexécution de son obligation de 
the supply agreement, livrer le matériel conformément au 
contrat de fourniture, 
as if the lessee had agreed to buy comme si le crédit-preneur avait 
the equipment from the lessor under acheté le matériel au 
the same terms as those of the crédit-bailleur dans les termes 
supply agreement. mémes du contrat de fourniture. 

2.- A right conferred by the 2.- Les droits prévus au 
previous paragraph shall be paragraphe précédent s‘exercent et 
exercisable in the same manner and se perdent dans les mémes 
shall be lost in the same conditions que si le 
circumstances as if the lessee had crédit-bailleur et le 
agreed to buy the equipment from crédit-preneur avaient conclu un 
the lessor under the same terms as contrat de vente dans les termes 


those of the supply agreement. mémes du contrat de fourniture. 








3.- The lessee shall be 
entitled to withhold rentals 
payable under the leasing agreement 
until the lessor has remedied its 
failure to tender equipment in 
conformity with the supply 
agreement or the lessee has lost 
the right to reject the equipment. 


4.- Where the lessee has 
exercised a right to terminate the 
leasing agreement, the lessee shall 
be entitled to recover any rentals 
and otner sums paid in advance, 
less & reasonable sum for any 
benefit the lessee has derived from 
the equipment. 


5.- The lessee shall have no 
other claim against the lessor for 
non-delivery, delay in delivery or 
delivery of non-conforming 
equipment except to the extent to 
which this results from the act or 
omission of the lessor. 


6-- WNothing in this article 
shall affect the lessee's rights 
against the supplier under 
Article 10. 


Article 13 


l.- In the event of default 
by the lessee, the lessor may 
recover accrued unpaid rentals, 
together with interest and damages. 


2.- Where the lessee's 
default is substantial, then 


subject to paragraph 5 the lessor 
may also require accelerated 
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3.- Le crédit-preneur peut 
retenir les loyers stipulés au 
contrat de crédit-bail jusqu’a ce 
que le crédit-bailleur ait remédié 
a l‘inexécution de son obligation 
de livrer le matériel conformément 
au contrat de fourniture, »~u que le 
crédit-preneur ait perdu le droit 
de refuser le matériel. 


4.- Lorsqu'il a résilié le 
contrat de crédit-bail, le 
crédit-preneur peut recouvrer tous 
les loyers et autres sommes payés 4 
l‘'avance, diminués d'une somme 
raisonnable eu égard au profit 

u'il a pu éventuellement retirer 
u matériel. 


S.- Le crédit-preneur n'a 
d‘autre action contre le 
crédit-bailleur du fait de 
l‘absence de livraison, de la 
livraison tardive ou de la 
livraison d'un matériel non 
conforme, que dans la mesure oi 
elle résulte de l'acte ou de 
l‘omission du crédit-bailleur. 


6.- Le présent article ne 
porte pas atteinte aux droits 
reconnus au crédit-preneur par 
l'article 10 4 l'encontre du 
fournisseur. 


Article 13 


l.- En cas de défaillance du 
crédit-preneur, le crédit-bailleur 
peut percevoir les loyers échus et 
impayés, ainsi que des intéréts 
moratoires et des dommages- 
intéréts. 


2.- En cas de défaillance 
substantielle du crédit-preneur, et 
sous réserve du paragraphe 5, le 
crédit-bailleur peut également 








payment of the value of the future_ 
rentals, where the leasing ; 
agreement so provides, or may 
terminate the leasing agreement and 
after such termination: 


(a) recover possession 
of the equipment; and 


(b) recover such damages 
as will place the lessor in the 
position in which it would have 
been had the lessee performed the 
leasing agreement in accordance 
with its terms. 


3.- (a) The leasing 
agreement may provide for the 
manner in which the damages 
recoverable under paragraph 2 (b) 
are to be computed. 


(b) Such provision shall 
be enforceable between the parties 
unless it would result in damages 
substantially in excess of those 
provided for under paragraph 

2 (b). The parties may not 
derogate from or vary the effect of 
the provisions of the present 
sub-paragraph. 


4.- Where the lessor has 
terminated the leasing agreement, 
it shall not be entitled to enforce 
a term of that agreement providing 
for acceleration of payment of 
future rentals, but the value of 
such rentals may be taken into 
account in computing damages under 
paragraphs 2(b) and 3. The parties 
may not derogate from or vary the 
effect of the provisions of the 
present paragraph. 
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exiger le paiement anticipé de la 
valeur des loyers 4 échoir, lorsque 
le contrat de crédit-bail le 
prévoit, ou résilier le contrat de 
crédit-bail et, aprés la 
résiliation: 


a) reprendre le 
matériel; et 


b) percevoir les 
dommages-intéréts qui le 
placeraient dans la situation ot il 
se serait trouvé si le 
crédit-preneur avait exécuté 


convenablement le contrat de 
crédit-bail. 


3.- a) Le contrat dz 
crédit-bail peut définir le mode de 
calcul des dommages-intéréts qui 
peuvent étre pergus en vertu de 
l‘'alinéa b) du paragraphe 2. 


b) Cette stipulation est 
valable entre les parties 4 moins 
qu'elle n‘'aboutisse A une indemnité 
excessive par rapport aux 
dommages-intéréts prévus a 
l'alinéa b) du paragraphe 2. Les 
parties ne peuvent déroger aux 
dispositions du présent alinéa ni 
en modifier les effets. 


4.- Lorsque le 
crédit-bailleur a résilié le 
contrat de crédit-bail, il ne peut 
faire valoir une clause de ce 
contrat prévoyant le paiement 
anticipé de la valeur des loyers 4 
échoir, mais la valeur de ces 
loyers peut étre prise en 
considération pour le calcul des 
dommages-intéréts qui peuvent étre 
percus en vertu de l'alinéa b) du 
paragraphe 2, et du peropreee 3. 
Les parties ne peuvent deéroger aux 


dispositions du présent paragraphe 
ni en modifier les effets. 





S-- The lessor shall not be 
entitled to exercise its right of 
acceleration or its right of 
termination under paragraph 2 
unless it has by notice given the 
lessee a reasonable opportunity of 
remedying the default so far as the 
same may be remedied. 


f.- The lessor shall not be 
entitled to recover damages to the 
extent that it has failed to take 
all reasonable steps to mitigate 
its loss. 


Article 14 


l1.- The lessor may transfer 
or otherwise deal with all or any 
of its rights in the equipment or 
under the leasing agreement. Such 
a transfer shall not relieve the 
lessor of any of its duties under 
the leasing agreement or alter 
either the nature of the leasing 
agreement or its legal treatment as 
provided in this Convention. 


2.- The lessee may transfer 
the right to the use of the 
equi nt or any other rights under 
the leasing agreement only with the 
consent of the lessor and subject 
to the rights of third parties. 


—CHAPTER III ~- FINAL PROVISIONS 


Article 15 


1.- This Convention is open 
for signature at the concluding 
meeting of the Diplomatic 
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5.- Le crédit-bailleur ne 
peut exiger le paiement anticipé de 
la valeur des loyers 4 6choir ni 
résilier le contrat de crédit-bail 
en vertu du paragraphe 2 que s‘il a 
offert au crédit-preneur une 
possibilité effective de remédier 4 
sa défaillance, pour autant que 
ceci soit possible. 


6.- Le crédit-baillJeur ne 
peut percevoir de dommages-intéréts 
dans la mesure ol il n‘a pas pris 
toutes les précautions nécessaires 
pour limiter son préjudice. 


Article 14 


l.- Le crédit-bailleur peut 
consentir des siretés sur le 
matériel ou céder tout ou partie de 
ses droits sur le matériel ou de 
ceux qu‘il tient du contrat ce 
crédit-bail. Une telle cession ne 
Saurait libérer le crédit-bailleur 
d‘aucune des obligations qui lui 
incombent au titre du contrat de 
crédit-bail ni dénaturer ce 
contrat, ni en modifier le régime 
juridique tel qu'il résulte de la 
présente Convention. 


2.- Le crédit-preneur peut 
céder le droit @ l'‘usage du 
matériel ou tout autre droit qu'il 
tient du contrat de crédit-bail, 
pourvu que le crédit-bailleur ait 
consenti 4 la cession, et sous 
réserve des droits des tiers. 


CHAPITRE III - DISPOSITIONS FINALES 


Article 15 


l.- La présente Convention 
sera ouverte 4 la signature 4 la 
séance de cléture de la Conférence 

















Conference for the Adoption of the 
Draft Unidroit Conventions on 
International Factoring and 
International Financial Leasing and 
will remain open for signature by 
all States at Ottawa until 

31 December 1990. 


2.- This Convention is 
subject to ratification, acceptance 
or approval by States which have 
signed it. 


3.- This Convention is open 
for accession by all States which 
are not signatory States as from 
the date it is open for signature. 


4.- Ratification, acceptance, 
approval or accession is effected 
by the deposit of a formal 
instrument to that effect with the 
depositary. 


Article 16 


l1.- This Convention enters 
into force on the first day of the 
month following the expiration of 
six months after the date of 
deposit of the third instrument of 
ratification, acceptance, approval 
or accession. 


2.- For each State that 
ratifies, accepts, approves, or 
accedes to this Convention after 
the deposit of the third instrument 
of ratification, acceptance, 
approval or accession, this 
Convention enters into force in 
respect of that State on the first 
day of the month following the 
expiration of six months after the 
date of the deposit of its 
instrument of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession. 
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diplomatique pour l'‘adoption des 
projets de Conventions d‘Unidroit 
sur l‘affacturage international et 
sur le crédit-bail international et 
restera ouverte 4 la signature de 
tous les Etats 4 Ottawa jusqu'au 

31 décembre 1990. 


2.- La présente Convention 
est sujette 4 ratification, 


acceptation ou approbation par les 
Etats qui l'ont signée. 


3.- La présente Convention 
sera ouverte a l‘adhésion de tous 
les Etats qui ne sont pas 
signataires, A partir de la date a 
laquelle elle sera ouverte 4 la 
signature. 


4.- La ratification, 
l'acceptation, l'‘approbation ou 
l‘adhésion s'effectuent par le 
dépét d'un instrument en bonne et 
due forme 4 cet effet auprés du 
dépositaire. 


Article 16 


l.- La présente Convention 
entre en vigueur le premier jour du 
mois suivant l‘expiration d‘une 
période de six mois aprés la date 
du dépdt du troisiéme instrument de 
ratification, d'‘acceptation, 
d‘approbation ou d‘adhésion. 


2.- Pour tout Etat qui 
ratifie, accepte ou approuve la 
présente Convention ou y adhére 
aprés le dépdt du troisiéme 
instrument de ratification, 
d‘acceptation, d'approbation ou 
d‘'adhésion, la Convention entre en 
vigueur A l'égard de cet Etat le 
premier jour du mois suivant 
l‘expiration d'une période de six 
mois aprés la date du dépdt de 
l‘instrument de ratification, 


d‘acceptation, d'‘approbation ou 
d'adhésion. 











Article 17 


This Convention does not 
prevail over any treaty which has 
already been or may be entered 
into; in particular it shall not 
affect any liability imposed on any 
person by existing or future 
treaties. 


Article 18 


1.- If a Contracting State 
has two or more territorial units 
in which different systems of law 
are applicable in relation to the 
matters dealt with in this 
Convention, it may, at the time of 
Signature, ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession, 
declare that this Convention is to 
extend to all its territorial units 
or only to one or more of them, and 
may substitute its declaration by 
another declaration at any time. 


2.- These declarations are to 
be notified to the depositary and 
are to state expressly the 
territorial units to which the 
Convention extends. 


3.- If, by virtue of a 
declaration under this article, 
this Convention extends to one or 
more but not all of the territorial 
units of a Contracting State, and 
if the place of business of a party 
is located in that State, this 
place of business, for the purposes 
of this Convention, is considered 
not to be in a Contracting State, 
unless it is in a territorial unit 
to which the Convention extends. 
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Article 17 


La présente Convention ne 
prévaut pas sur un traité déja 
conclu ou a conclure; en 
particulier elle ne porte pas 
atteinte Aa la responsabilité qui 
pése sur toute personne en vertu de 
traités existants ou futurs. 


Article 18 


l.- Tout Etat contractant qui 
comprend deux ou plusieurs unités 
territoriales dans lesquelles des 
systémes de droit différents 
s'appliquent dans les matiéres 
régies par la présente Convention 
pourra, au moment de la signature, 
de la ratification, de 
l'acceptation, de l’approbation ou 
de l'adhésion, déclarer que la 
présente Convention s‘appliquera 4 
toutes ses unités territoriales ou 
seulement 4 l'une ou plusieurs 
d‘entre elles et pourra A tout 
moment modifier cette déclaration 
par une nouvelle déclaration. 


2.- Ces déclarations seront 
notifiées au dépositaire et 
désigneront expressément les unités 
territoriales auxquelles la 
Convention s‘applique. 


3.- Si en vertu d'une 
déclaration faite conformément au 
présent article, la présente 
Convention s'applique A l'une ou 
plusieurs des unités territoriales 
d'un Etat contractant, mais non pas 
A toutes et si 1'établissement 
d'une partie est situé dans cet 
Etat, cet établissement sera 
considéré, aux fins de la présente 
Convention, comme n‘étant pas situé 
dans un Etat contractant, 4 moins 
qu'il ne soit situé dans une unité 
territoriale a laquelle la 
Convention s‘applique. 























4.- If a Contracting State 
makes no declaration under 
paragraph l, the Convention is to 
extend to all territorial units of 
that State. 


Article 19 


l.- Two or more Contracting 
States which have the same or 
closely related legal rules on 
matters governed by this Convention 
may at any time declare that the 
Convention is not to apply where 
the supplier, the lessor and the 
lessee have their places of 
business in those States. Such 
declarations may be made jointly or 
by reciprocal unilateral 
declarations. 


2.- A Contracting State which 
has the same or closely related 
legal rules on matters governed by 
this Convention as one or more 
non-Contracting States may at any 
time declare that the Convention is 
not to apply where the supplier, 
the lessor and the lessee have 
their places of business in those 
States. 


3.- If a State which is the 
object of a declaration under the 
previous paragraph subsequently 
becomes a Contracting State, the 
declaration made will, as from the 
date on which the Convention 
enters into force in respect of the 
new Contracting State, have the 
effect of a declaration made under 
paragraph 1, provided that the new 
Contracting State joins in such 
declaration or makes a reciprocal 
unilateral declaration. 





4.- Si un Etat contractant ne 
fait pas de déclaration en vertu du 
paragraphe 1, la Convention 
s'appliquera 4 l'ensemble du 
territoire de cet Etat. 


Article 19 


1.- Deux ou plusieurs Etats 
contractants qui, dans des matiéres 
régies par la présente Convention, 
appliquent des régles juridiques 
identiques ou voisines peuvent, 4 
tout moment, déclarer yue la 
Convention ne s‘applique pas 
lorsque le fournisseur, le 
crédit-bailleur et le 
crédit-preneur ont leur 
établissement dans ces Etats. De 
telles déclarations peuvent étre 
faites conjointement ou étre 
unilatérales et réciproques. 


2.- Tout Etat contractant 
qui, dans des matiéres régies par 
la présente Convention, applique 
des régles juridiques identiques ou 
voisines de celles d'un ou de 
plusieurs Etats non contractants 
peut, A tout moment, déclarer que 
la Convention ne s‘applique pas 
lorsque le fournisseur, le 
crédit-bailleur et le 
crédit-preneur ont leur 
établissement dans ces Etats. 


3.- Lorsqu'un Etat a 1'égard 
duquel une déclaration a été faite 
en vertu du paragraphe précédent 
devient par la suite un Etat 
contractant, la déclaration 
mentionnée aura, A partir de la 
date A laquelle la 
présente Convention entrera en 
vigueur A l‘égard de ce nouvel Etat 
contractant, les effets d'une 
déclaration faite en vertu du 
paragraphe 1, 4 condition que le 
nouvel Etat contractant s'y associd 


ou fasse une déclaration 
unilatérale A titre réciproque. 














Article 20 


A Contracting State may 
declare at the time of signature, 
ratification, acceptance, approval 
or accession that it will 
substitute its domestic law for 
Article 8(3) if its domestic law 
does not permit the lessor to 
exclude its liability for its 
default or negligence. 


Article 21 


1.- Declarations made under 
this Convention at the time of 
signature are subject to 
confirmation upon ratification, 
acceptance or approval. 


2.- Declarations and 
confirmations of declarations are 
to be in writing and to be formally 
notified to the depositary. 


3.- A declaration takes 
effect simultaneously with the 
entry into force of this Convention 
in respect of the State concerned. 
However, a declaration of which the 
depositary receives formal 
notification after such entry into 
force takes effect on the first day 
of the month following the 
expiration of six months after the 
date of its receipt by the 
depositary. Reciprocal unilateral 
declarations under Article 19 take 
effect on the firt day of the month 
following the expiration of six 
months after the receipt of the 
latest declaration by the 
depositary. 
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Article 20 


Un Etat contractant peut, lors 
de la signature, de la 
ratification, de l‘acceptation, de 
L'approbation ou de 1l'adhésion, 
déclarer qu'il substituera au 
paragraphe 3 de l'article 8 son 
droit interne si celui-ci ne permet 
pas au crédit-bailleur de 
s'exonérer de sa faute ou de sa 
négligence. 


Article 21 


l1.- Les déclarations faites 
en vertu de la présente Convention 
lors de la signature sont sujettes 
a confirmation lors de la 
ratification, de l‘acceptation ou 
de l‘approbation. 


2.- Les déclarations, et la 
confirmation des déclarations, 
seront faites par écrit et 
formellement notifiées au 
dépositaire. 


3.- Les déclarations 
prendront effet 4 la date de 
L'entrée en vigueur de la présente 
Convention a l‘égard de 1'‘Etat 
déclarant. Cependant, les 
déclarations dont le dépositaire 
aura regu notification formelle 
aprés cette date prendront effet le 
pemier jour du mois suivant 
l‘expiration d'une période de six 
mois 4 compter de la date de leur 
réception par le dépositaire. Les 
déclarations unilatérales et 
réciproques faites en vertu de 
l'article 19, prendront effet le 
premier jour du mois suivant 
l'expiration d'une période de six 
mois aprés la date de la réception 


de la derniére déclaration par le 
dépositaire. 

















4.- Any State which makes a 
declaration under this Convention 
may withdraw it at any time by a 
formal notification in writing 
addressed to the depositary. Such 
withdrawal is to take effect on the 
first day of the month following 


the expiration of six months after 
the date of the receipt of the 
notification by the depositary. 


5.- A withdrawal of a 
declaration made under Article 19 
renders inoperative in relation to 
the withdrawing State, as from the 
date on which the withdrawal takes 
effect, any joint or reciprocal 
unilateral declaration made by 
another State under that article. 


Article 22 


No reservations are permitted 


except those expressly authorised 
in this Convention. 


Article 23 


This Convention applies to a 
financial leasing transaction when 
the leasing agreement and the 
supply agreement are both concluded 
on or after the date on which the 
Convention enters into force in 
respect of the Contracting States 
referred to in Article 3 (1)(a), or 
of the Contracting State or States 
referred to in paragraph 1 (b) of 
that article. 
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4.- Tout Etat qui fait une 
déclaration en vertu de la présente 
Convention peut 4 tout moment la 
retirer par une notification 
formelle adressée par écrit au 
dépositaire. Ce retrait prendra 
effet le premier jour du mois 
suivant l‘expiration d'une période 
de six mois aprés la date de 
réception de la notification par le 
dépositaire. 


5.- Le retrait d'une 
déclaration faite en vertu de 
l'article 19 rendra caduque, 4 
l‘égard de l'Etat qui a fait le 
retrait, & partir de la date de sa 
prise d‘effet, toute déclaration 
conjointe ou unilatérale et 


réciproque faite par un autre Etat 
en vertu de ce méme article. 


Article 22 


Aucune réserve n'est autorisée 
autre que celles qui sont 
expressément autorisées par la 
présente Convention. 


Article 23 


La présente Convention 
s'applique 4 une opération de 
crédit-bail lorsque le contrat de 
crédit-bail et le contrat de 
fourniture sont tous deux conclus 
aprés l'entrée en vigueur de la 
Convention dans les Etats 
contractants visés 4 l'alinéa a) du 
paragraphe 1 de l'article 3, ou 
dans l'Etat ou les Etats 
contractants visés 4 l'alinéa b) du 
paragraphe 1 dudit article. ! 














Article 24 


1.- This Convention may be 
denounced by any Contracting State 
at any time after the date on which 
it enters into force for that 
State. 


2.- Denunciation is effected 


by the deposit of an instrument to 
that effect with the depositary. 


3.- A denunciation takes 
effect on the first day of the 
month following the expiration of 
six months after the deposit of the 
instrument of denunciation with the 
depositary. Where a longer period 
for the denunciation to take effect 
is specified in the instrument of 
denunciation it takes effect upon 
the expiration of such longer 
period after its deposit with the 
depositary. 


Article 25 


l.- This Convention shall be 
deposited with the Government of 
Canada. 


2.- The Government of Canada 
shall: 


(a) inform all States 
which have signed or acceded to 
this Convention and the President 
of the International Institute for 
the Unification of Private Law 
(Unidroit) of: 
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Article 24 


l.- La présente Convention 
peut @étre dénoncée par l‘un 
quelconque des Etats contractants 4 
tout moment 4 compter de la date 4 
laquelle elle entre en vigueur 4 
l'égard de cet Etat. 


2.- La dénonciation 
s'effectue par le dépét d'un 
instrument a cet effet auprés du 
dépositaire. 


3.- La dénonciation prend 
effet le premier jour du mois 
suivant l'expiration d'une période 
de six mois aprés la date du dépét 
de l'instrument de dénonciation 
auprés du dépositaire. Lorsqu'une 
période plus longue pour la prise 
d‘effet de la dénonciation est 
spécifiée dans l'‘instrument de 
dénonciation, celle-ci prend effet 
& l‘expiration de la période en 
question aprés le dépdt de 
l'instrument de dénonciation auprés 
du dépositaire. 





Article 25 


l.- La présente Convention 
sera déposée auprés du Gouvernement 
du Canada. 


2.- Le Gouvernement du 
Canada: 


a) informe tous les 
Etats qui ont signé la présente 
Convention ou qui y ont adhéré et 
le Président de l'Institut 
international pour l'‘unification du 
droit privé (Unidroit): 














(i) each new 
signature or deposit of an 
instrument of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession, 


together with the date, thereof; 


(ii) each 
declaration made under Articles 18, 
19 and 20; 


(iii) the withdrawal 
of any declaration made under 
Article 21 (4); 


(iv) the date of 
entry into force of this 
Convention; 


(v) the deposit of 
an instrument of denunciation of 
this Convention together with the 
date of its deposit and the date on 
which it takes effect; 


(b>) transmit certified 
true copies of this Convention to 
all signatory States, to all States 
acceding to the Convention and to 
the President of the International 
Institute for the Unification of 
Private Law (Unidroit). 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF the 
undersigned plenipotentiaries, 
being duly authorised by their 
respective Governments, have signed 
this Convention. 


DONE at Ottawa, this 
twenty-eight day of May, one 
thousand nine hundred and 


eighty-eight, in a single original, 
of which the English and French 


texts are equally authentic. 


* Note 
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i) de toute 
signature nouvelle ou de tout dépdt 
d‘instrument de ratification, 
d‘acceptation, d‘approbation ou 
d'adhésion et de la date 4 laquelle 
cette signature ou ce dépét sont 
intervenus; 


ii) de toute 
déclaration, effectuée en vertu des 
articles 18, 19 et 20; 


iii) du retrait de 
toute déclaration, effectué en 
vertu du paragraphe 4 de 
l'article 21; 


iv) de la date 


d'entrée en vigueur de la présente 
Convention; 


v) du dépét de tout 
instrument de dénonciation de la 
présente Convention, ainsi que de 
la date 4 laquelle ce dépét est 
intervenu et de la date laquelle 
la dénonciation prend effet; 


b) transmet des copies 
certifiées de la présente 
Convention 4 tous les Etats 
signataires et 4 tous les Etats qui 
y adhérent, et au Président de 
l'Institut international pour 
Ll'unification du droit privé 
(Unidroit). 


EN FOI DE QUOI les 
plénipotentiaires soussignés, 
diment autorisés par leurs 
gouvernements respectifs, ont signé 
la présente Convention. 


FAIT A Ottawa, le ving-huit 
mai mil neuf cent 
quatre-vingt-huit, en un seul 
Original, dont les textes anglais 
et francais sont également 
authentiques. 


All signatures were affixed on May 28, 1988 unless otherwise 
indicated. 
Toutes les signatures ont été apposées le 28 mai 1988, sauf si une 


[s<gmatirea) amd 
sais 5 


autre date est indiquée. 
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The following symbols have been used to indicate the nature of the revision 
in each case: 


ADD = addition of a new provision 

MOD = modification of an existing provision 

(MOD) = _ editorial modification of an existing provision 
NOC = provision unchanged 

SUP = deletion of an existing provision 
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EEE TSE TCT ae ee eae ee aa em eT ey pee 
(Figures between parentheses indicate the order in which the statements 
appear in the Final Protocol) 

Afghanistan (Republic of) (2, 16) 

Algeria (People’s Democratic Republic of) (16, 36) 
Angola (People’s Republic of) (5) 

Argentine Republic (40, 73) 

Australia (74) 

Austria (48, 74) 

Bahrain (State of) (13, 16) 

Belgium (74) 

Benin (People’s Republic of) (43) 

Brazil (Federative Republic of) (78) 

Brunei Darussalam (54) 

Burkina Faso (41) 

Byelorussian (Soviet Socialist Republic of) (58) 
Cameroon (Republic of) (51) 

Canada (74) 

Central African Republic (32) 

Chile (11) 

China (People’s Republic of) (71) 

Colombia (Republic of) (44) 

Céte d’lvoire (Republic of) (65) 

Cuba (46) 

Denmark (48, 74) 

Ecuador (6) 

Egypt (Arab Republic of) (55) 

Ethiopia (People’s Democratic Republic of) (70) 
Finland (74) 

France (35,74) 

Gabonese Republic (10) 
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Germany (Federal Republic of) (74, 77) 
Greece (48, 59, 74) 

Guinea (Republic of) (67) 

Hungarian People’s Republic (1) 
India (Republic of) (49) 

Indonesia (Republic of) (14) 

Iran (Islamic Republic of) (16, 29, 80) 
Iraq (Republic of) (16, 23) 

Ireland (72) 

Israel (State of) (66) 

Italy (53, 74) 

Japan (74) 

Jordan (Hashemite Kingdom of) (16) 
Kenya (Republic of) (4) 

Kuwait (Stateof) (13,16) 

Liberia (Republic of) (27) 

Libya (Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (16, 26) 
Luxembourg (64, 74) 

Malaysia (34) 

Mali (Republic of) (39) 

Malta (Republic of) (56) 

Mauritania (Islamic Republic of) (9, 16) 
Mexico (47) 

Morocco (Kingdom of) (16, 17) 
Netherlands (Kingdom of) (48, 74) 
New Zealand (74) 

Nigeria (Federal Republic of) (3) 
Norway (60, 74) 

Oman (Sultanate of) (13, 16) 

Pakistan (Islamic Republic of) (16, 31, 79) 
Papua New Guinea (12, 74) 

Paraguay (Republic of) (42) 

Peru (22) 
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: Portugal (57, 74) 
: Qatar (Stateof) (13, 16) 

: Romania (Socialist Republic of) (18) 
Rwandese Republic (76) 

San Marino (Republic of) (61) 

Saudi Arabia (Kingdom of) (13, 16) 

Senegal (Republic of) (15, 63) 

Singapore (Republic of) (52) 

Spain (62, 81) 

Sweden (74,77) 

Switzerland (Confederation of) (74) 
Syrian Arab Republic (16, 28) 
Tanzania (United Republic of) (30) 
Thailand (8) 

Togolese Republic (24) 
Trinidad and Tobago (7) 

Tunisia (16, 21) 

Turkey (38) 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (58) 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (58) 
United Arab Emirates (13, 16, 37) 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland (68, 69, 74) 
United States of America (74) 

Uruguay (Eastern Republic of) (20) 
Venezuela (Republic of) (19, 50) 

Viet Nam (Socialist Republic of) (25, 75) 
Yugoslavia (Socialist Federal Republic of) (33) 
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FINAL ACTS 


adopted by the Second Session — 
of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary -Setellite Orbit and the Planning of 
Space Services Utilizing It 
Geneva, 1988 (WARC Orb-88) 


The World Administrative Radio Conference, Geneva, 1979, resolved in its 
Resolution 3 that a World Administrative Radio Conference be convened, in two 
sessions, to guarantee in practice for all countries equitable access to the geostationary- 
satellite orbit and the frequency bands allocated to space services. 


The Plenipotentiary Conference (Nairobi, 1982), in its Resolution |, included 
such a conference in the Union's calendar of conferences. In its Resolution 8, it also 
instructed the Administrative Council to consider the inclusion, in the agenda of the 
First Session, of the question of the planning of the bands allocated to the fixed- 
satellite service and reserved exclusively for feeder links for the broadcasting -satellite 
service. 


The Administrative Council, at its 38th Session (1983), following consultations 
with the Members of the Union, adopted Resolution 895, by which it took the neces- 
sary steps to convene the First Session of this World Administrative Radio Conference, 
to be held in Geneva for a duration of five and a half weeks. 


Accordingly, the First Session of the World Administrative Radio Conference 
on the Use of the Geostationary-Satellite Ordit and the Planning of the Space Services 
Utilizing it, (WARC Orb-85), was held in Geneva from 8 August to 15 September 1985 
and adopted a Report to the Second Session. This Report included the principles and 
methods to guarantee in practice for all countries equitable access to the geostationary 
orbit and frequency bands allocated to space services as well as the technical para- 
meters to be used for planning. It also contained guidelines for the work to be carried 
out by the permanent organs of the Union in preparation for the Second Session of 
the Conference. 
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At its 4ist session (1986), the Administrative Council, by its Resolution 953, 
established the agenda for the Second Session of the Conference. At its 42nd session 
(1987), the Administrative Council, considering the results of consultations with the 
Members concerning the establishment of this agenda, resolved that the Second 
Session be convened in Geneva for five weeks and three days commencing on Monday, 


29 August 1988. 


Accordingly, the Second Session of the Conference (WARC Orb-88) met in 
Geneva for the stipulated period; it considered and, ip conformity with its agenda, 
adopted a partial revision of the Radio Regulations and Appendices thereto, as con- 
tained in the present Final Acts and concerning the following: 


ARTICLE 1 Terms and definitions 
ARTICLE 8 Frequency Allocations 
ARTICLE 11 Coordination of Frequency Assignments to Stations in a Space 


Radiocommunication Service Except Stations in the Broad- 
casting-Satellite Service and to Appropriate Terrestrial Stations 


ARTICLE 12 Notification and Recording in the Master International Fre- 
quency Register of Frequency Assignments to Terrestrial Radio- 
communication Stations 

ARTICLE 13 Notificauon and Recording in the Master International Fre- 


quency Register of Frequency Assignments to Radio Astronomy 
and Space Radiocommunication Stations Except Stations in the 


Broadcasting-S«tellite Service 
ARTICLE 14 Supplementary Procedure to Be Applied in Cases Where a 


ARTICLE ISA Coordination, Notification and Recording of Frequency 


space) in the Frequency Bands 14.5 - 14.8 GHz (in Regions | and 3), 
17.3 - 18.1 GHz (in Regions | and 3) and 17.3 - 17.8 GHz (in 
Region 2) Providing Feeder Links for the Broadcasting -Satellite 
Service and also to Stations of Other Services to Which these 
Bands are Allocated, so far as their Relationship to the Fixed- 
Satellite Service (Earth-to-space) in these Bands Is Concerned 


ARTICLE 27 Terrestrial Radiocommunication Services Sharing Frequency 
Bands with Space Radiocommunication Services above | GHz 
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ARTICLE 28 Space Radiocomm unication Services Sharing Frequency Bands 
with Terrestrial Radiocommunication Services above | GHz 
ARTICLE 29 Special Rules Relating to Space Radiocommunication Services 


ARTICLE 69 Entry into Force of the Radio Regulations 


APPENDIX 3 Notices Relating to Space Radiocommunication and Radio 
Astronomy Stations 

APPENDIX 4 Advance Publication Information to Be Furnished for a Satellite 
Network 


APPENDIX 28 Method for the Determination of the Coordination Area Around 
an Earth Station in Frequency Bands Between | GHz and 40 GHz 
Shared Between Space and Terrestrial Radiocommunication 
Services 


APPENDIX 29 Method of Calculation for Determining if Coordination is 
Required Between Geostationary-Satellite Networks Sharing 


the Same Frequency Bands 
APPENDIX 30A__=ss=~wProvisions and Associated Plans for Feeder Links for the 
(Orb-88) Broadcasting-Satellite Service (11.7 - 12.5 GHz in Region 1, 
12.2 - 12.7 GHz in Region 2 and 11.7 - 12.2 GHz in Region 3) 
in the Frequency Bands 14.5 - 14.8 GHz and 17.3 - 18.1 GHzin 
Regions | and 3, and 17.3 - 17.8 GHz in Region 2 (Articles, 
Plans and Annexes) 


APPENDIX 30B_ _—ss— Provisions and Associated Plan for the Fixed- Satellite Service 
in the Frequency Bands 4 500 - 4 800 MHz, 6 725 - 7025 MHz, 
10.70 - 10.95 GHz, 11.20 - 11.45 GHz and 12.75 - 13.25 GHz 
(Articles, Plan and Annexes) 


In accordance with its agenda, the Conference took other decisions considered 
necessary Or appropriate, including the review and revision of existing Resolutions 
and Recommendations and the adoption of various new Resolutions and Recommen- 
dations as contained in the present Final Acts. 


The partial revision of the Radio Regulations, as referred to in this Preamble, 
shall form an integral part of the Radio Regulations and shall enter into force on 
16 March 1998 at 0001 hoers UTC, except for such elements of the partial revision 
for which a different date of entry into force is specifically stipulated therein. 
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The delegates signing the partial revision of the Radio Regulations, contained in 
the present Final Acts, which is subject to approval by their competent authorities, 
declare that, should an administration make reservations concerning the application 
of one or more of the provisions of the revised Radio Regulations, no other adminis- 
tration shall be obliged to observe that provision or those provisions in its relations 
with that particular administration . 


Members of the Union shall inform the Secretary-General of their approval of 
this partial revision of the Radio Regulations. The Secretary-General shall inform 
Members promptly of the receipt of such notifications of approval. 





IN WII NESS WHEREOF, the delegates of the Members of the International 
Telecommunication Union named below have, on behalf of their respective com- 
petent authorities, signed one copy of the present Final Acts in the Arabic, Chinese, 
English, French, Russian and Spanish languages. In case of dispute, the French text 
shall prevail. This copy shall remain deposited in the archives of the Union. The 
Secretary-General shall forward one certified true copy to each Member of the Inter- 
national Telecommunication Union. 


Done at Geneva, 6 October 1988 


— —  — ee, 
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Fer the Republic of Afghanistan: 
MOHAMMAD ZARIN KARIMI 


For the People's Democratic Republic of Algeria: 


SLIMANE BOUHADEB 
ABDELMADJID MAALEM 
ABDEL AZIZ ALLAN 


ia the name of the Federal Republic of Germany : 


H. VENHAUS 
H.W. BARTELS 
F. MASSON 


Fer the People's Republic of Angola: 


JOAO-PEDRO LUBANZA 
JOSE ALVES SARAIVA 
ALVARO MON: NOEL 


For Aatigus and Barbed : 
CAMPBELL MICKEY MATTHEW 


ber the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia: 


MOHAMED JAMIL A. MULLA 
FOUAD ADEEB TAHER 

SA’ AD MOSLEH K. AL-HARBI 
MOHAMED K. AL-NAHEDH 
IBRAHIM S. AL-ZAKRi 
HABEEB K. AL-SHANKITI 
SAMI S. AL-BASHEER 
SULAIMAN ALI AL-SAMNAN 
SAUD A. AL-RASHEED 
ABDULMOHSIN M. AL -GESAIR 
FADHL N.M. AHMED 

WALID M. AL-BAWARDI 

ALIA. AL-SHEHRI 
ABDULRAHMAN M. AL -SOBAY 
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For the Federative Republic of Brazil: 
SAVIO PINHEIRO 


Fer Brunei Derussaiam : 
S. JEEVARATNAM 


Fer the People’s Republic of Baigaria: 
TZANTCHO TZANEV 


Fer Burkina Fase: 
ZOULI BONKOUNGOU 
YOUSSOUF KABA 

For the Republic of Berundi: 


LAURENT NDIKUMWAMI 
FIACRE NIYOKINDI 


Fer the Republic of Cameroon: 


EMMANUEL KAMDEM-KAMGA 
‘ HENRI DJOUAKA 
HILAIRE MBEGA 
JACOB NKEMBE 
RICHARD MAGA 
EMMANUEL NGUIAMBA NLOUTSIRI 


For Canada: 


GABRIEL WARREN 
EDWARD D. DUCHARME 
ROBERT R. BOWEN 
BRUCE A. GRACIE 
VISHNU SAHAY 
RONALD G. AMERO 








CHRISTOPHOROS YIANGOU 

ANDREAS MICHAELIDES 
Fer the Vatican City State: 

EUGENIO MATIS SI. 

PIER VINCENZO GIUDICI 
Fer the Republic of Colombia: 


HECTOR CHARRY SAMPER 


Fer the Republic ef Keres: 


KO WON SANG 
LEE KEUN HYEOB 
CHUNG TAE CHUL 
KIM JONG SI 
HWANG HO-TARK 
JANG K1-SOONG 
CHOI JAE-ICK 











J. RISUM 


Fer the Arab Republic of Egypt: 


MAHMOUD M.S. EL-NEMR 
REDA MESSIHA ATTALA 
HAMDY ABDEL HALIM MOHAMAD 


Fer the United Arab Emirates: 


MUSTAFA HAMOUDA ISHAG 
HASSAN OMAR AL! MUBARAK 
. AHMED A. AL-MOHAIDEB 


Fer Ecuader: 


GALO LEORO F. 

VIVANCO ARIAS JOSE 
RIVADENEIRA SUAREZ RUBEN 
SALVADOR-CRESPO INIGO 


Fer Spaia: 


PASCUAL MENENDEZ 
FRANCISCO MOLINA NEGRO 
MANUEL PEREZ DEL ARCO 
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ber Japea: 
MAKOTO MIURA 


Fer the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan: 
SAMIR DAJANI 


Der the Republic of Kenya: 


TS. HUNGIN 
S.K. KIBE 

D.K. GITHUA 
R.J. LUBANGA 
J.R.M. OWALA 
J.P. KIMANI 











RANDRIANJAFISOLO ALEXANDRE 
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ROGERIO MANUEL FERREIRA SIMOES CARNEIRO 
DOMINGOS PIRES FRANCO 

EMILIO AQUILES DE OLIVEIRA 

ISABEL MARIA SILVA PARENTE 

MARIA TERESA RODRIGUEZ BANDEIRA 
ALBANO INACIO DOS SANTOS 

LUIZ DUARTE LOPES 

JOAO FERNANDO DA CONCEICAO GUERREIRO BARRETO 
DAMIAO MARTINS DE CASTRO 








Fer the Democratic Peepie's Republic of Keres: 


Fer the United Kingdom of Great Briaia aad Nerthers ireland : 


KEITH CRAWFORD SHOTTON 
MICHAEL PETER DAVIES 
RONALD ALFRED BEDFORD 


Fer the Republic of Sen Marine: 


P. GIACOMINI 
1. GRANDONI 
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Section IV. Radio Stations aad Systems 





Steerable Saiellue Beam A satelite antenna beam that 
Owes can be re-pointed. 


Deep Space: Space at distsaces from the Earth equal to, 


Ow8 of greater than, 2 x 10 kilometres. 
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MOD 1 
4DD 163 








Art. 8 


ARTICLE 8 


Frequeacy 


SUP 


6 725 - 7 025 MHz, 


Ome 10.7 - 10.95 GHz, 11.2 - 11.45 GHz and 12.75 - 13.25 GHz by the fixed-satellite 


service shall be in accordance with the provisions of Appendix 38B. 


ADD 792A The use of the bands 4500-4800 MHz, 
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The use of the band 145-148 GHz by the 


Ove-es space) is limited to feeder links for the 
reserved for countnes outside Europe. 
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ARTICLE 11 





Sesties 1. Preceiares fer Ge Advance Publication 
of informatics oo Planecd Satellite Networks ‘ 
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the cases described in Nos 1066 to 1671, effect coordination of the 
a) in conformity with No. 1563; and 


assignment with any other edmunisiration whose assignment. for s 


space station on & geostationary satelite or for an carth station 
that communicates with a spece station on 8 geostationary satellite. 
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' See No $@SBE conmcerneng the date to be conedered as the date of 


(3) No coordination under No. 1068 is required: 
oe recmg by the Board of the wmlormeuce retetng to the coordimanon of 2 
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NOC 163 
MOD 10% 
Orb-88 
MOD 1085 
Orb-88 
MOD 104.1 
Ores 





the date of the relev. . weekly circular, notify the administration 
requesting coordinat on of its agreement. If, however, the adminis- 
tration with which .oordination is sought does not agree, it shall, 
within the same period, send to the administration seeking coordi- 
cation the technical details upon which its disagreement is based, 
/i.deding those relevant characteristics contained in Appendix 3 
which have not previously been notified to the Board, and make 
such suggestions as it is able to offer with a view to a satisfactory 
solution of the problem. A copy of these comments shall also be 
sent to the Board. 


(2) Either the administration seeking coordination or an 
administration with which coordination is sought may request 
additional information which it may require to assess the inter- 
ference to assignments of the network concerned. 





' In the absence of specific provisions relating to the evaluation of 
the interference, the calculation methods and the criteria should be based 
on relevant CCIR Recommendations agreed by the administrations 
concerned either as a result of Resolution 703 of otherwise. In the event of 
disagreement on a CCIR Recommendation or in the absence of such 
Recommendations, the methods and criteria shall be agreed between the 
administrations concerned. Such agreements shall be concluded without 
prejudice to other administrations. 
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ADD 1685D 





o iia 

(3) Affected administrations as well as the administration 
seeking coordination shall make all possible mutual efforts to 
overcome the difficulties, in a manner acceptable to the parties 
concerned. 

All administrations may use correspondence, any appro- 
priate means of telecommunication, or bilateral of multilateral 
mectings, as necessary, to effect coordination with any other 
administration. The results thereof shall be communicated to the 
Board in accordance with No. 1687. 

(5) in exceptional cases the multilateral coordination 
among the administrations concerned, of networks in the fixed- 
satellite service, may take the form of a Multilateral Planning 
Meeting (MPM) in accordance with resolves 1 to 7 of Resolu 
tion 110 (Orb-88) and shall apply to the following frequency 
bands: 

3 700 - 4 200 MHz 

5 850 -6 425 MHz 

10.95 - 11.20 GHz 

11.45 - 11.70 GHz 

11.70 - 12.20 GHz in Region 2' 

12.50 - 12.75 GHz in Region | and Region 3'? 

14.00 - 14.50 GHz 


(6) Towards this end, the administration seeking coordina- 
lion may initiate action to convene a Multilateral Planning Meet- 
ing (MPM) to resolve mutually the difficulties and effect the 
Coordination of the satellite network. 
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(3) When the coordination process takes the form of a 
Multilateral Planning Meeting (MPM), in accordance with 
resolves | to 7 of Resolution 110 (Orb-88), the administration 
which sought the coordination of its satellite network shall commu- 


coordination has been completed and an agreement reached, as 
well as the names of administrations with which coordination ta» 
not been completed. 


(4) Each administration participating in a Multilateral Plan. 
ning Meeting (MPM) shall communicate to the Board any changes 
agreed upon in the published characteristics of frequency assign- 
ments of its satellite networks considered by the Multilateral 
Planning Meeting (MPM). 








(MOD) 


ADD 


(MOD) 


Art. 11 





Requests to the |FRB for Assistance in Effecting Coordination 


c) a bilateral or mululateral meeting, or a Multilateral 
Planning Meeting (MPM) is required to achieve 
experences difficulties in making arrangements for 


(2) In so doing, the administration shall provide the neces- 
sary information to enable the Board to endeavour to effect such 


Action to be taken by the [FRB 


(4) Where the Board receives a request under No. 1091A, it 
shall take appropriate steps to facilitate the holding of 
meetings when all administrations concerned agree and shall 
provide requested assistance that may help in achieving coordina- 
tion. 


(5) Where necessary, as part of the procedure under 
Nos. 1689 to 1094, the Board shall assess the interference. In any 
case, the Board shall inform the administrations concerned of the 
results obtained. 


(6) The Board may request additional information which it 
may require to assess the interference to assignments of the 
network concerned. 








SUP 


ADD 


HINA 


UIT 


b) that its space radiocommunication stations will not 


Sectios 111. Coordination of Frequency Assignments 
te an Earth Station Operating io a Geostationary 


d) to bring into use a new frequency assignment to a 
receiving earth station and the notifying administra. 
tion states that it accepts the interference resulting 
from existing and future terresirial station assign. 
ments. In such case, administrations responsible for 
the terrestrial stations are not required to apply the 
provisions of Section 1V of this Article. 








to 5 
we 
> 


Art i 














6 


4 
C 


Art tl 


oi «@ 


i } 
i i 


i 


ing in a 

using such 

shall 

of the procedures of 


if 
3 


8 


< 











Art. 12 


MOD Orbs 


VOD A.124 
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ARTICLE 12 


Neotificatioe aad Recording ia the Master laternational 
Frequency Register of Frequency Assignments ' to Terrestrial 
Radiccommenicatioa Statioas * * ‘ 





terrestrial stations in the frequency bands 145-148 GHz (in Regions 
and 3), 17.7- 17.8 GHz (in Region 2), and 17.7 - 18.1 GHz (in Regions 
and 3), so far as their relationship to the fixed-satellite service (Earth-to- 
space) in this band is concerned, see also Article ISA. 


* For the notification and recording of frequency assignments to 
1 
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ARTICLE 13 




















tj q44a 44] 

Hit | atl | Hh Be 

: i aU 
at ir i | 
; ist tH iii HH. i 
mi en | 
28 8H OO gf 83 i} 
: 28 ¢@ § : § i 








4? 79 


Ar 13 


tattk 


ule 


THe 





! ‘a, it ; Kk 
He a 
ta aul 
a 
din 
r 
: : : 








YP? 





An 13 


if 
* 


‘| 


rE 
; 


gse 


i. 


alli 


Tm 
HOME 


' 
j aly 








ae ee 


Art 14 


ARTICLE 14 


Sapplementary Procedure te Be Applied ic Cases 
Where a Foetnete is the Table of Frequeacy 
Allocations Requires ae Agreemwrst 
with se Adméiaistretice 





im the 
1583; or 
Board. 
for which information under No. 1042’ has bees 


received by the Board: or 
for which the procedure of this Article has been 


assignments 
a) 
b) 
c 
d@) 
aisiased 


| The imformanon in Appendit 3 or 4 submitted to the Board under 
required for the application of 
assignment is 
information 
10n In 
which is 


one Artcle 11 may also be used for the purpose of this procedure When the 

















Art. ISA - 4 - 


ARTICLE 1SA 


MOD  Orb-88 Coordination, Notification and Recording of Frequeacy 
Assigaments to Stations in the Fixed-Satellite Service 
(Earth-to-Space) in the Frequeacy Bands 14.5 - 14.8 GHz 
(in Regions 1 and 3), 17.3 - 18.1 GHz (in Regions 1 and 3) 
and 17.3 - 17.8 GHz (ia Region 2) Providing Feeder Links 
for the Broadcasting-Satellite Service and also to Stations 
of Other Services to Which these Bands are Allocated, so far as their 


Relatiouship to the Fixed-Satellite Service (Earth-to-Space) 


in these Bands Is Concerned 
MOD 1668 The provisions and associated Plans for feeder links 
fixed-satellite service ( in the fi bands 


145-148 GHz (in Regions! and3), 17.3-18.1 GHz (in 
Regions 1 and 3) and 17.3 - 17.8 GHz (in Region 2), as contained 
in Appendix 30A (Orb-88), shall apply to the assignment and use 
by feeder links of frequencies in this band and to stations of other 
services to which these bands are allocated so far as the rela- 
tionship of these other services to the fixed-satellite service (Earth- 
to-space) in these bands is concerned. For feeder links in the 
fixed-satellite service for the broadcasting-satellite service in 
Region 2, Resolution 42 (Rev. Orb-88) is also applicable. 


NOT allocated. 























NOC Provisions Relating to Groups of Services 


10.7-11.7GHz' (for Region 1) 
12.$- 12.75 GHz' (for countries mentioned in 





Nos. 848 and 858) 
MOD Ord-3s * For : governing the mobile services and the special 
services related to safety, see: 
Special services related to safety Chapter IX 
Aeronautical mobile service and aeronautical 
mobile-satellite service: Chapter X 
Maritime mobile service: Chapter XI 
Maritime mobile-satellite service Chapter XI 
Land mobi!< service and land 


mobil satellite service: Chapter XII 











12.7 - 12.75 GHz' (for Region 2) 
12.75 - 13.25 GHz 


140 -1425 GHz (for countries mentioned in 
No. 857) 


14.25 - 14.3 GHz (for countries mentioned in 
Nos. 857, 868 and 961) 


143 -144GHz' (fer Regions | and 3) 
144 - 145 GHz 
145 -148 GHz 


17.7 - 18.1 GHz 


27.0-27.5 GHz? (for Regions 2 and 3) 
27.5 - 29.5 GHz 
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ARTICLE 28 


NOC Space Radiocommunication Services Sharing 
Frequeacy Bands with Terrestrial 
Radiocommenication Services above 1 GHz 





MOD 2576.2 * See No. 2576.1 and Resolution 34. 


ARTICLE 29 


NOC Special Rules Relating to Space 
Radiocommenication Services 





' In the case of space stations on board geosynchronous satellites 
with circular orbits having an angle of inclination greater than 5 degrees, 
the positional tolerance shall relate to the nodal point. 


p56 
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Art. 69 - 52 - 
CHAPTER Xill 
ARTICLE 69 
Eatry into Force of the Radio Regulaticas 
MOD 5187 These Regulations, which are annexed to the Inter- 


Ore-88 national Telecommunication Convention, shall enter into force on 
1 January 1982, except as specified in Nos. $188, $189, $193, $194 
and 5195. 


MOD 5193 § 7. The partial revision of the Radio Regulations contained 
Ore-ss in the Final Acts of WARC ORB-85 shall enter into force on 
30 October 1986 at 0001 hours UTC. 


ADD 5195 § 10. The partial revision of the Radio Regulations contained 
Ore-88 in the Final Acts of WARC ORB-88 shall enter into force on 
16 March 1990 at 0001 hours UTC.' 





SUP $193.1 
Ove-68 

ADD =e $198.1 ' For the provisional application of certain parts of this revision, see 
Ovb-48 Resolutions 104 (Orb-88) and 106 (Orb-88). 
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APPENDIX 3 


Secties 1. General lastrections 


1. A separate notice shall be sent to the International Frequency 
Registration Board for the purpose of: 


a) 


b) 


¢) 


d) 


e) 


coordinating under No. 1060 frequency assignments of a geo- 
stationary-satellite network, taking into account the characteris- 
tics of its associated stations (see Section II of this Appendix); 


under No. 1060 frequency assignments to a speci- 
fic earth station (see Section II of this Appendix); 


coordinating under No. 1068 frequency assignments to a 
typical earth station not previously so coordinated (see Sec- 


tion II of this Appendix); 


coordinating under No. 1107 frequency assignments to an 
earth station (see Section III of this Appendix); 


notifying each frequency assignment to a space station of a 
an non-geostationary or deep-space satellite 

network, taking into account the characteristics of its as- 
sociated stations (see Section II of this Appendix); 





-~ % - 


notifying cach frequency assignment to an earth station (see 
Section 111 of this Appendix): 


notifying each frequency assignment to be received by a radio 
astronomy station (see Section IV of this Appendix): 


notifying any change in the characteristics of a frequency 
assignment recorded in the Master International Frequency 
Register (hereinafter called the Master Register). 


notifying any total deletion of a frequency assignment recorded 
in the Master Register. 


MOD 2. When notices are submitted under Nos. 1488 to 1491 for frequency 
assignments to a space station and associated earth stations that together 


notices are submitted under Nos. 1488 to 1491 for 
to an earth or space station for transmitting or for 
to be used for reception by an earth or space station, separate notices 
be submitted to the Board for each station. In each of these cases, 





4. 


agreement in accordance with Article 14 of the Radio Regulations. 


5. The following information, when appropriate, shall be shown on 


the n>tice: 


a) the national serial number of the notice and the date on which 
the notice is sent to the Board; 


b) the name of the notifying administration; 


c) whether the notice reflects: 


1) 


first notification and, if so, whether it is an addition 
(ADD), modification (MOD) or deletion (SUP): 


resubmission of the notice; 

a request for coordination in accordance with No. 1068; 
a request for coordination in accordance with No. 1167, 
notification in accordance with No. 1488; 


a request for agreement in accordance with Article 14 of 
the Radio Regulations: 


a request for the assistance of the IFRB; 
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reference to the IFRB weekly circular special section providing 


General characteristics to be provided for the satellite network 
Identity of the satellite network 
Indicate the identity of the space station(s). 
(MOD) 2.A.2 Date of bringing into use’ 
a) In the case of a new assignment, indicate the date (actual or 


foreseen, as appropriate) of bringing the frequency assignment into 
use 





(MOD) 2A3 


MOD 


(MOD) 2A4 


a) In the case of a space station aboard a geostationary satellite 


inclination excursion. Indicate also in the case where a geosta- 
tionary satellite is intended to communicate with an carth station: 


1) the arc of the geostationary-satellite orbit over which the 
space station is visible, at a minimum angle of clevation 
of 10° at the Earth's surface, from its associated earth 
stations of service areas, 
the arc of the geostationary-satellite orbit within which the 
space station could provide the required service to its 
associated earth stations of service areas; 


in the event that the arc defined in paragraph 2) above i 





Indicate, for a geostationary satellite, the name of the satellite 
receiving antenna beam and whether it is a steerable or reconfigu- 
rable antenna beam. 


Service area or associated transmitting station(s) 


a) When the associated transmitting stations are earth stations 
indicate the service area or areas of the satellite beam on the Earth. 
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(MOD) 28.5 Class of station(s) and nature of service 
ADD 286 Space station receiving antenna characteristics 
code. For steerable beams, the last character shall be an “R™. 





Tyrie 
i He 


cit 
ti 


| 
| 


where a steerable beam is used. data o7 the raciavon charactenstics 


shall be provided as follows 


d) 
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include, in the antenna gain contours of c) and d) 2) above, the 
effect of the planned longstudinal tolerance. inchnation eicurmon 
aad pomting sccuracy of the antenna 
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MOD 2.B.7 Receiving system noise temperature 


Indicate, in keivins, the total receiving system noise tempera- 
ture referred to the output of the receiving antenna of the space 


station 
Information related to associated transmitting station(s) 
This information is to be provided for each type of transmit- 


beam. 


ADD 2.B8 Type and identity of the associated transmitting station(s) 


provided for each associated earth station or typical earth station. 


MOD 2.B.9 Class of station(s) and nature of service 


Indicate the class of station and nature of service performed, 
using the symbols shown in Appendix 1@ to the Radio Regulations. 





— 
MOD 2.B.10 Earth station transmitting antenna characteristics 


a) Indicate the isotropic gain (dBi) of the antenna in the direction 
of maximum radiation (see No. 154). 


6b) Indicate the beamwidth in degrees between the half power 
points (describe in detail if not symmetrical). 


c) Either attach the measured radiation diagram of the antenna 
(taking as a reference the direction of maximum radiation) or 
indicate the reference radiation diagram to be used for coordina- 
tion. 


d)' Indicate the type of polarization of the transmitted wave in the 
direction of maximum radiation; also indicate the direction in the 
case of circular polarization and the plane in the case of linear 


polarization (see Nos. 148 and 149). 


MOD 2.B.11 Class of emission, necessary bandwidth and description of ..c 
transmission 


In accordance with Article 4 and Appendix 6 of the Radio 
Regulations: 
a) indicate the class of emission and the necessary band- 
width ; 


b)' indicate the carrier frequency or frequencies of the emis- 
sion(s); 


c)' indicate, for each carrier, the class of emission, necessary 
bandwidth and description of transmission; 


d)' indicate, for the carrier having the smallest bandwidth of 
the assignments in the system, the class of emission, 
necessary bandwidth and a description of the trans- 





AP3 - 64 - 


MOD  2.B.12 Power characteristics of the earth station transmission 
a)' Indicate for each carrier the peak envelope power (dBW) 
supplied to the input of the antenna. 
b) Indicate the total peak envelope power (dBW) and the max- 
imum power density (dB(W/Hz))‘ supplied to the input of the 
antenna averaged over the worst 4 kHz band for carriers below 


15 GHz, or averaged over the worst 1 MHz band for carriers above 
15 GHz. 


c)' Indicate for each carrier the minimum value of the peak 
envelope power supplied to the input of the antenna. 
d)' Indicate for each carrier type* (see 2.B.13), the maximum 
power density (dB(W/Hz))‘ supplied to the input of the antenna, 
averaged over the worst 4 kHz band for carriers below 15 GHz, or 
averaged over the worst | MHz band for carriers above 15 GHz. 
e)' Indicate the maximum aggregate power (dBW) of all carriers 
(per transponder, if applicable) supplied to the input of the antenna 
and their aggregate bandwidth. If this corresponds to the band- 
width of a transponder, so indicate. 

MOD _2.B.13' Modulation characteristics 


For each carrier, according to the nature of the signal modu- 
lating the carrier and the type of modulation, indicate the following 
characteristics: 

a) carrier frequency modulated by a frequency-division multi- 
channel iciephony baseband (FDM/FM) or by a signal 
that can be represented by a multi-channel telephony 
baseband: indicate the lowest and highest frequencies of 
the baseband and the r.m.s. frequency deviation of the test 
tone as a function of baseband frequency; 
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carrier frequency modulated by a television signal: indi- 


as may be useful for an interference study; 


for any type of modulation, as applicable, indicate the 
characteristics of energy dispersal, such as the peak- 
to-peak frequency deviation (MHz) and the sweep fre- 
quency (kHz) of the energy dispersal waveform. 


Characteristics of the satellite network for transmission from the 
space station 


All the information required in sub-section 2.C is to be pro- 
vided for each satellite transmitting beam if a network is to be 
coordinated or notified. 


Information related to satellite transmitting beam 


Name of the satellite transmitting beam 


Indicate, for a geostationary satellite, the name of the satellite 
transmitting antenna beam and whethe~ it is a steerable or recon- 
figurable antenna beam. 








— 20 dB and at 10 GB intervals thereafter 


as isolines of the isotropic gain at least for 
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the service area or areas of the satellite beam on the Earth. 
b) If the associated receiving stations are space stations, identify 
each station by reference to the notification thereof or in any other 


appropriate manner. 


b) In the case of a space station aboard a geostationary satellite, 
indicate the name of the satellite antenna beam by a three c!.aracter 


code. For steerable beams, the last character shall be an “R”. 


ADD 2.C.2 Service area or associated receiving station(s) 
ADD 2.C.3 Space station transmitting antenna characteristics 








1) if the effective boresight area (see No. 168A) is identical 


with the global or nearly global service area, provide only 
the maximum isotropic antenna gain (dBi). The maximum 


h)' Indicate the type of polarization of the radiation emitted by 
the antenna. !n the case of circular polarization, indicate the 
direction of polarization (see Nos. 148 and 149). In the case of 
linear polarization, indicate the angle (in degrees) measured antic- 
lockwise in a plane normal to the beam axis from the equatorial 
plane to the electric vector of the wave as seen from the satellite. 





(MOD) 2.C.5 


No. 142, in kHz up to 28000 kHz inclusive, in MHz above 
2000 kHz to 10500 MHz inclusive and in GHz above 
10 500 MHz. 


If the basic characteristics are identical, with the exception of 
the frequency, a single notice may be submitted covering al! basic 
characteristics and listing the assigned frequencies. 


Assigned frequency band 


Indicate the bandwidth of the assigned frequency band in kHz 
(see No. 141). 


Class of station(s) and nature of service 


Indicate the class of station and nature of service performed, 
using the symbols shown in Appendix 10 to the Radio Regulations. 


Class of emission, necessary bandwidth and description of the 
, i & 


In accordance with Article 4 and Appendix 6 of the Radio 
Regulations: 

a) indicate the class of emission and the necessary band- 
width ; 

b)' indicate the carrier frequency or frequencies of the emis- 
sion(s); 

c)' indicate, for each carrier, the class of emission, necessary 
bandwidth and description of transmission: 





MOD 2.C8 Power characteristics of the space station transmission ‘ 


a)' Indicate for each carrier the peak envelope power (dBW) 
supplied to the input of the antenna. 


b) Indicate the maximum power density (dB(W/Hz)) ‘ supplied to 
the input of the antenna, averaged over the worst 4 kHz band for 
carriers below 15 GHz or averaged over the worst | MHz band for 
carriers above 15 GHz. 


c)' Indicate for each carrier the minimum value of the peak 
envelope power supplied to the input of the antenna. 


d) Indicate the maximum total peak envelope power (dBW) sup- 
plied to the input of the antenna for each contiguous satellite 
bandwidth and this bandwidth. For a satellite transponder, this 
corresponds to the maximum saturated peak envelope power and 
the bandwidth of each transponder. 


e)' Indicate for each carrier type* (see item 2.C.9), the maximum 
power density (dB(W/Hz))* supplied to the input of the antenna, 
averaged over the worst 4 kHz bead for carriers below 15 GHz, or 
averaged over the worst | Miz band for carriers above 15 GHz. 


Modulation ct ston 6 


For each carrier, according to the nature of the signal modu- 
lating the carrier and the type of modulation, indicate the following 
characteristics: 


a) carrier frequency modulated by a frequency-division multi- 
channel telephony baseband (FDM/FM) or by a signal 
that can be represented by a multi-channel telephony 
baseband: indicate the lowest and highest frequencies of 
the baseband and the r.m.s. frequency d.viation of the test 
tone as a function of baseband frequency; 





ADD 2.C.10 Type and identity of the associated receiving station(s) 


Indicate whether the associated receiving station is another 
space station, a typical earth station of the network, or a specific 
earth station. 


When the associated receiving station is: 
@) another space station, indicate its characteristics by refer- 


ence to the notification thereof or in any other appropriate 
manner; 


6) @ typical earth station of the network, the characteristics 
provided under the following items of sub-section 2.C 
shall represent the limiting characteristics for any earth 
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station conforming to that type for the purpose of coordi- 
nation under No. 1068, 


a specific earth station, the characteristics provided under 
the following items of sub-section 2.C only apply to that 
earth station and shall include the identity of the earth 
station and the geographical coordinates of the antenna 
site for the purpose of coordination under No. 1068. 


The remaining information required in sub-section 2.C is to be 
provided for each associated earth station or typical earth station. 


Class of station(s) and nature of service 


Indicate the class of station and nature of service perfoimed, 
using the symbols shown in Appendix 1@ of the Radio Regulations. 


Earth station receiving antenna characteristics 


a) Indicate the isotropic gain (dBi) of the antenna in the direction 
of maximum radiation (see No. 154). 


b) Indicate the beamwidth in degrees between the half-power 
points (describe in detail if not symmetrical). 


c) Either attach the measured radiation diagram of the antenna 
(taking as a reference the direction of maximum radiation) or 
indicate the reference radiation diagram to be used for coordina- 
tion. 


d)' Indicate the type of polarization of the antenna. In the case of 
circular polarization, indicate the direction of polarization (see 
Nos. 148 and 149). In the case of linear polarization, indicate the 
plane of polarization. Indicate also if consent is given to the 
general use of this information in determining the need for coordi- 
nation with other satellite networks according to Appendix 29 of 
the Radio Regulations. 
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2.C.13 Noise temperature of the associated receiving station(s) 


For each entry under 2.D.! indicate in tabular form: 
a) the lowest equivalent satellite link noise temperature 
defined in 2.C.13 (see No. 168); 





General characteristics to be provided for an earth station 


Identity and location of the earth station 

a) Indicate the type of station. 

b)? Indicate the name by which the station is known or the name 
of the locality in which it is situated. 

¢) Indicate the country or geographical area in which the station 


is located. Symbols from the Preface to the International Frequency 
List should be used. 


d)* Indicate the geographical coordinates of each transmitting and 


receiving antenna site comprising the earth station (longitude and 
latitude in degrees and minutes). Indicate also the seconds ’ with an 
accuracy of one-tenth of a minute. 








o] = 


Class of station(s) and nature of service 


indicate the class of station and nature of service performed, 
using the symbols shown in Appendis 1@ to the Radio Regulations. 


Spece station(s) with which communication is to be established 


a) Identify the associated space station(s) by reference to the 
notification thereof or in any other appropriate manner. 


Indicate the name of the satei‘ste receiving antenna beam. 
Assigned frequency (frequencies) 


Indicate the assigned frequency (frequencies), as defined in 
No. 142, in kHz up to 28000 kHz inclusive, in MHz above 
28000 kHz to 10500 MHz inclusive and in GHz above 
10 500 MHz. 





(MOD) 3.33 Assigned frequency band 


Indscate the bandwidth of the assigned frequency band in kHz 
(see No. 141). 


Class of emission, necessary bandwidth and description of the 
at 


In accordance with Article 4 and Appendix 6 of the Radio 
Regulanons 

@) indicate the class of emission and the necessary band- 
width . 

b)' indicate the carrier frequency or frequencies of the emis- 
ss0n(s). 

c)' indicate, for each carrier, the class of emission, necessary 
bandwidth and descnption of transmission . 


d)' indicate, for the carrier having the smallest bandwidth of 
the assignments in the system, the class of emission, 
necessary bandwidth and a description of the trans- 
mission 


Earth station transmitting antenna charactenstics 

Indicate the wsotroprc gain (dBi) of the antenna in the direction 
of maximum radiation (see No. 154). 

Indicate the beamwidth in degrees between the half-power 
(describe in detasl if not symmetrical). 

attach the measured radiation diagram of the antenna 
a reference the direction of maximum radiation) or 
reference radiation diagram to be used for coordina- 
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fp? Indicate in degrees, clockwise from True North, the planned 
range of operating azimuthal angles for the direction of maximum 
radiation, having due regard to possible inclined-orbit operation of 
the associated space station. 


g)' Indicate the type of polarization of the transmitted wave in the 
direction of maximum radiation; also indicate the direction in the 
case of circular polarization and the plane in the case of linear 
polarization (see Nos. 148 and 149). 


h)? Indicate the altitude (metres) of the antenna above mean sea 
level. 


Power characteristics of the transmission 


a)' Indicate for each carrier the peak envelope power (dBW) 
supplied to the input of the antenna. 


b) Indicate the total peak envelope power (dBW) and the max- 
imum power density (dB(W/Hz))‘ supplied to the input of the 
antenna averaged over the worst 4 kHz band for carriers below 


15 GHz, or averaged over the worst 1 MHz band for carriers above 
tS GHz. 


c)' Indicate for each carrier the minimum value of the peak 
envelope power supplied to the input of the antenna. 


d)'? indicate for each carrier type * (see 3.B.7), the maximum power 
density (4B(W/Hz))* supplied to the input of the antenna, aver- 
aged over the worst 4 kHz band for carriers below 15 GHz, or 
averaged over the worst 1 MHz band for carriers above 15 GHz. 


¢)'» indicate the maximum aggregate power (dBW) of all carriers 
(per transponder, if applicable) supplied to the input of the antenna 
and their aggregate bandwidth. If this corresponds to the band- 
width of a transponder, so indicate. 
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MOD 3.B.7' Modulation characteristics ° 


For each carrier, according to the nature of the signal modu- 
lating the carrier and the type of modulation, indicate the following 


multiplexing of the video signal with the sound signal(s) 
or other signals; 

carrier phase-shift modulated by a digital signal: indicate 
the bit rate and the number of phases; 


amplitude-modulated carrier (including single side-band): 
indicate as precisely as possible the nature of the modu- 
lating signal and the kind of amplitude modulation used; 


for all other types of modulation, provide such particulars 
as may be useful for an interference study; 


for any type of modulation, as applicable, indicate the 
characteristics of energy dispersal, such as the peak- 
to-peak frequency deviation (MHz) and the sweep fre- 
quency (kHz) of the energy dispersal waveform. 


ADD 3.C Characteristics of the receiving earth station 


ADD 3.C.1 Name of the satellite transmitting beam’ 








(MOD) 3.C.3 


- B- 


Indicate the name of the satellite transmitting antenna beam. 


Assigned frequency (frequencies) 


Indicate the assigned frequency (frequencies), as defined in 
No. 142, of the emission to be received, in kHz up to 28 000 kHz 
inclusive, in MHz above 28 000 kHz to 10 $00 MHz inclusive and 
in GHz above 10 500 MHz. 


Assigned frequency band 


Indicate the bandwidth of the assigned frequency band in kHz 
(see No. 141). 


Class of emission, necessary bandwidth and description of the 
i. 


In accordance with Article 4 and Appendix 6 of the Radio 
Regulations: 

a) indicate the class of emission and the necessary bandwidth 
of the transmission to be received; 

b)' indicate the carrier frequency or frequencies of the emis- 
sions to be received; 

c)' indicate, for each carrier to be received, the class of 
emission, necessary bandwidth and description of the 
transmission, 
indicate, for the carrier having the smallest bandwidth of 
the assignments in the system, the class of emission, 
necessary bandwidth and a description of the trans- 
mission. 


The information required in the two items 3.C.5 and 3.C.6 is 
needed additionally for the notification of a typical earth station. 


Power characteristics of the space station transmission ° 

a)' Indicate for each carrier the peak envelope power (dBW) 
supplied to the input of the antenna. 

b) Indicate the maximum power density (4B(W/Hz)) ‘ supplied to 
the input of the antenna, averaged over the worst 4 kHz band for 


carriers below 15 GHz or averaged over the worst 1 MHz band for 
carriers above 15 GHz. 
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c)' Indicate for each carrier the minimum value of the peak 
envelope power supplied to the input of the antenna. 


d) Indicate the maximum total peak envelope power (dBW) sup- 
plied to the input of the antenna for cach contiguous satellite 


e)' Indicate for each carrier type * (see item 3.C.6), the maximum 
power density (4B(W/Hz))‘ supplied to the input of the antenna, 
averaged over the worst 4 kHz band for carriers below 15 GHz, or 
averaged over the worst 1 MHz band for carriers above 15 GHz. 


MOD 3.C6' Modulation characteristics * 


For each carrier, according to the nature of the si 
a ee indicate the following 








c) carrier phase-shift modulated by a digital signal: indicate 
the bit rate and the number of phases; 


d) amplitude-modulated carrier (including single side-band): 
indicate as precisely as possible the nature of the modu- 
lating signal and the kind of amplitude modulation used; 


for all other types of modulation, provide such particulars 
as may be useful for an interference study; 


for any type of modulation, as applicable, indicate the 
characteristics of energy dispersal, such as the peak- 
ends Gaasnms Gellitee GHA end Go caus be 
quency (kHz) of the energy dispersal waveform. 


MOD 3.C.7 Earth station receiving antenna characteristics 


a) Indicate the isotropic gain (dBi) of the antenna in the direction 
of maximum radiation (see No. 154). 


b) Indicate the beamwidth in degrees between the half-power 
points (describe in detail if not symmetrical). 


c) Either attach the measured radiation diagram of the antenna 
(taking as a reference the direction of maximum radiation) or 
indicate the reference radiation diagram to be used for coordina- 
tion. 


d)? Indicate graphically the horizon elevation angle for each azi- 
muth around the earth station. 


e)? Indicate in degrees from the horizontal plane the planned 
minimum operating angle of elevation of the antenna in the 
direction of maximum radiation, having due regard to possible 
inclined-orbit operation of the associated space station. 
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D? Indicate in degrees, clockwise from True North, the planned 


b) 1) above. The transmission gain is evaluated from the 
output of the receiving antenna of the space station to the 
output of the receiving antenna of the earth station. 








te be Received by Radio Astresemy Stations 


General characteristics to be provided for radio astronomy stations 


Date of bringing into use 


a) Indicate the date (actual or foreseen, as appropriate) when 
reception of the frequency band begins. 


b) Whenever there is a change in any of the basic characteristics, 
as shown in this Section (except in the case of a change 
in 4.A.2 b)), the date to be given shall be that of the latest change 
(actual or foreseen, as appropriate). 

Name and location of the station 

a) Insert the letters “RA”. 

b) Indicate the name by which the station is known or the name 
of the locality in which it is situated, or both. 

¢) Indicate the country or geographical area in which the station 
is located. Symbols from the Preface to the International Frequency 
List should be used. 

d) Indicate the geographical coordinates of the station site (longi- 
tude and latitude in degrees and minutes). 
Regular hours of reception 


Indicate in UTC the regular hours of reception on the 
observed frequency. 


Operating a47..ristration or company 


Give i.. name of the operating administration or company 
and the postal and telegraphic addresses of the administration to 
which communications should be sent on urgent matters regarding 
interference and questions referring to the technical operation of 
stations (see Article 22 of the Radio Regulations). 





oe 
Technical characteristics of radio astronomy stations 
Observed frequency 

Indicate the centre of the frequency band observed, in kHz up 
to 28 000 kHz inclusive, in MHz above 28 000 kHz to 10500 MHz 
inclusive and in GHz above 10 500 MHz. 
Bandwidth 


Indicate the bandwidth of the frequency band (kHz) observed 
by the station. 


Antenna characteristics 


Indicate the antenna type and dimensions, effective area and 
angular coverage in azimuth and elevation. 


Noise temperature 


Indicate, in kelvins, the overall receiving system noise tempera- 
ture referred to the output of the receiving antenna. 


Class of observations 


Indicate the class of observations to be taken on the frequency 
band shown in item 4.B.2. Class A observations are those in which 
the sensitivity of the equipment is not a primary factor. Class B 
observations are those of such a nature that they can be made only 
with advanced low-noise receivers using the best techniques. 


meet fully the statutory provisions of this Appendix 
of future conferences. 
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SUP Annex to Appendix 3 








ADD __ The following footnotes are applicable within Appendix 3: 


' This information need only be furnished when such information has been 
used as a basis to effect coordination with another administration. This information 
may be optionally provided in a request for coordination under No. 1068 (see 
Resolution @ (Orbd-88)) 


? Not required for notification of a typical earth station. 


’ See also Resolution 4 (Rev.Orb-88). 


* The most recent version of CC IR Report 792 should be used to the extent 
applicable in calculating the maximum power density 


5 Not required for coordination under No. 1167. 


* This item is also to be provided for each associated receiving earth station 
of typrcal receiving earth station. 


’ This information need only be furnished if the coordination area of the 
earth station overlaps the territory of another administration 


* For details of carrier types, see relevant CCIR texts. 
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APPENDIX 4 


(see Article 11) 


Sectios A. General lestrectioas 


Information shall be provided separately for cach satellite 
network. 


Information to be furnished for each satellite network shall 
include general characteristics (Section B) and, as applicable, char- 
acteristics in the Earth-to-space direction (Section C), characteristics 
in the space-to-Earth direction (Section D), overall link characteris- 
tics (Section E), and characteristics for space-to-space relay (Sec- 
tion F). In addition, the administration, or one acting on behalf of 
a group of named administrations submitting the advance informa- 
tion, may provide, as supplementary information, data for interfer- 
ence calcula..ons for the purpose of inter-network coordination 
(Section G). 











(MOD) B.3 


(MOD) B4 





(MOD) 


4G // 


Sectiese B. General Cheracteristics to Be Furnished 
fer a Satelite Network 


Identity of the satellite network 


Clearly identify the satellite network and, if applicable, 
identify the satellite system of which it will form a part. 


Date of bringing into use ' 

Indicate the date by which the satellite network is expected to 
be brought initially into use. 
Administration or group of administrations submitting the advance 
inf : 


Give the name of the administration or the names of the 
administrations in the group submitting the advance information on 
the satellite network and the postal and telegraphic addresses of the 
administration(s) to which any communication should be sent. 


Orbital information relating to the space station(s) 
a) In the case of a space station aboard a geostationary satellite, 
give the planned nominal geographical longitude on the geo- 


1) the arc of the geostationary-satellite orbit over which the 
space station is visible, at a minimum angle of elevation 
of 10° at the Earth's surface, from its associated earth 
stations of service areas; 


' See also Resolution 4 (Rev.Ord-88). 
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2) the arc of the geostationary-satellite orbit within which the 
space station could provide the required service to its 
associated earth stations or service areas. 

3) =m the event that the arc defined in paragraph 2) above is 
less than the arc defined in paragraph 1) above, provide 
the reasons therefore. 


Note: The arcs specified in |) and 2) will be indicated by the 


b) In the case of space station(s) aboard non-geostationary 
lnte{s), indicate the angle of inclination of the orbit, 
ahitudes in kilometres of the apogee and 

station(s) and the number of satellites used having the same charac- 


Earth-to-space service area(s) 


Indicate the service area(s) on the Earth associated with each 
receiving antenna of the space station. 


Class of stations and nature of service 


For cach Earth-to-space service area, indicate the class of the 
stations im the satellite network and the nature of the service to be 
performed, using the symbols shown in Appendix 10 of the Radio 
Regulations 


Frequency range 


For cach Earth-to-space service area, indicate the frequency 
range within which the carriers will be located. 
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' The most recent version of CCIR Report 792 should be used to the extent 


Characteristics of space station receiving antennas 
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e) im the case of a space station aboard a geostationary 
satellite in which the antenna radiation beam is directed 
tion pattern, taking the gain in the direction of masimum 
radiation as a reference; 


in the case of a space station aboard a non-geostationary 
satellite, indicate the isotropic gain of the space station 
receiving antenna in the direction of maximum radia- 
tion (dBi) and indicate the antenna radiation pattern, 
taking the gain in the direction of maximum radiation as a 
reference; 


g) if available, for cach space station receiving antenna, 
indicate the type of polarization of the antenna. In the 
case of circular polarization, indicate the direction of 
polarization (see Nos. 148 and 149); 


in the case of a space station aboard a geostationary 
satellite operating in a band allocated in the Earth-to- 
space direction and in the space-to-Earth direction, also 
indicate the estimated gain of the space station receiving 
antenna in the direction of those parts of the geosta- 
tionary-satellite orbit which are not obstructed by the 
Earth by means of a diagram showing estimated antenna 
gain versus orbit longitude. 


(MOD) C6 Noise temperature of the receiving space station 


For each Earth-to-space service area, when other than a simple 
frequency-changing transponder is used aboard the space station, 
indicate, in kelvins, the lowest total receiving system noise tempera- 
ture referred to the output of the receiving antenna. 


(MOD) C.7 = Necessary bandwidth 


if available, in the case of narrow-band carriers, indicate the 
necessary bandwidth. 








range within which the carriers will be located. 
Power characteristics of the transmission 


a) For each space-to-Earth service area, indicate the maximum 
spectral power density (4B(W/Hz))' to be delivered to the trans- 





NOC ' The most recent version of CCIR Report 792 should be used to the 
extend applicable in calculating the maximum power density per herz. 
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necessary bandwidth. 
(MOD) D.7 Modulation characteristics 


(MOD) D8 

















Relationship between Earth-io-space and space-to-Earth frequency 
bands 


indicate, preferably in tabular form, for each usage’, when 


available, the frequency bands to be used for corresponding up-link 
and down-link beams. 


Transmission gains and associated equivalent satellite link noise 
temperatures 


For each space-to-Earth service area and for each projected 
usage' when simple frequency-changing transponders are used on a 
geostationary space station, indicate preferably in tabular form: 





i F 


it 


the 


the satellite network is connected: 
b) transmit and receive frequency bands; 
c) classes of emission; 


the beam axis. 


| 
! 
! 
| 


d) nominal equivalent isotropically radiated power(s) (¢.i.r.p.) on 


is 


NOC 
(MOD) G.I 





Earth-to-space direction 
For each Earth-to-space service area, the following information 
may be provided: 


a) class of emission, necessary bandwidth and modulation 


characteristics (including energy dispersal if employed) for 
each type of carrier transmitted ; 


6) earth station ¢.i.r.p. for each type of carrier associated with 
each type and diameter of earth station antenna. 


¢) technical description and system parameters of telecom- 
mand (except for coding data). 


Space-to-Earth direction 





For each space-to-Earth service area, the following information 

may be provided: 

a) class of emission, necessary bandwidth and modulation 
characteristics (including energy dispersal if employed) for 
each type of carrier; 

b) satellite transmitter power to be delivered to the satellite 
transmitting antenna for each type of carrier; 


¢) technical description and system parameters of beacon and 
space telemetry emissicus (except for coding data). 


Any other information which may be useful 


Sectiee H. Ferme of Notice fer Provision 
of Aévasce Publicatice lefermetice 


ADD eee Gr onee eo eee ae Soe 


meet fully the statutory provisions of this Appendix and related decisions 
of future conferences. 
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MOD TABLE tl 
Parameters Required for the Determination of Coordination Distance for « Receiving Earth Station 
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(') Parameters awocated with these services may vary over a rather wide range Further study m required before representative values become avaiable 
(1) A = anslogue modulation. N = digital modulation 

(') See Note tim Section 2. M4) may assume values between 5 ct 40 4B, depending on frequency, rain-climatic zone and system design 

(*) These values are estimated for | Hz bandwidth and are 10 48 below the tote! power assumed for emission 

(*) These values assume a radio frequency bandwidth of no less than 100 MHz. and are 20 8 below tots! power assumed per emsmon 


(*) Im these hands the parameters for the terretnal tations associated with transhonzon systems heve been used Vf an sdemartranon hebeves that transhonzon system: do not need to 
be comudered. the bine of aught radvo-reiay parameters associated with the frequency bend of } 400 4200 MH may be used to determine the coordination area im accordance eth 
paragraph 231 

(’) Im certam systems im fized-sateline service t may be desirable to choose s greater reference bandwidth B when the system requirements indicate thet thes may be done However. s 
greater bandwidth will resuht in smaller coordination distances and « ister decision to reduce the reference bandwidth may require recoordinstion of the earth sistion 
narrow band tranumnuces the reference beaderdth B should he assumed to be equal to the bendendth occuperd 


(*) For the definition of E. see Annes 1 


7 


ADD (°) a 0s taken to be | for earth stations supporting low orbit satellives. For carth stations supporting geostationary satelines, « tshes 2 value of 2 and » becomes 005 


= 











MOD 


NOC 


MOD 


NOC 
NOC 


NOC 


MOD 


9925 


—- 101 - AP29 
APPENDIX 29 


Orb-88 


Method of Calculation for Determining if Coordination 


2.2.12 Cases requiring independent treatment of the up-link and the down- 
link 


lf there is a change of modulation in the satellite or if the 
transmission originates on board the satellite, then the apparent increase in 
the noise temperature must be related to the total receiving system noise 
temperature of the specific link being examined (the space station or the 
earth station, whichever is applicable). In this case, the equivalent noise 
temperature of the entire satellite link and the transmission gain are not 
used and equations (1) and (2) above are used separetely as required (see 
§ 3.2). 


2.2.2 - 2.4 


3. Comparison between calculated percentage increase in noise tempera- 
ture and the threshold value | 


3. Simple frequency-changing transponder on board the satellite 


The calculated values of “I and - expressed as percentages, 


shall be compared with the threshold value of 6% '. 


- If the calculated value of “7, expressed as a percentage, due 


to any interfering emission from satellite link A’ to satellite 
link A, is no greater than the threshold value, coordination is 
not required with respect to interference from link A’ to 
link A. 








on -« 
- If the calculated value of “7, expressed as 2 percentage, is 
greater than the threshold value, coordination is required. 
. AT’... 
The comparison of ——, with the threshold value, expressed as a 


T’ 
percentage, shall be carried out in a similar manner. 


3.2 Cases requiring independent treatment of the up-link and the down- 
link 


a) In the case of interference into only one link, the up-link or 
the down-link, the value of AT,/T, or AT,/T,, expressed as a 
percentage, shall be compared with the threshold value of 6% '. 


In the case of interference into both the up-link and the 
down-link, between which there is a change of modulation on 
board the satellite, the values of AT,/T, and AT,/T,, 
expressed as a percentage, shall each be compared with the 
threshold value of 6% '. 


Consideration of narrow-band and FM-TV carriers 


The method of calculation described in this Appendix may under- 
estimate the interference from slow swept TV carriers into certain narrow- 
band (single channel per carrier, SCPC) carriers. 


In order to facilitate coordination between the satellite systems and 
to reduce the number of administrations involved in this procedure, the 
administrations whose SCPC assignments are either recorded in the Master 
Register or are under coordination may inform an administration notifying 





' Values other than 6% are used in the application of Appendix 38 (Orb-85) 
and Appendix 389A (Orb-88). 
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its new assignment of the radio frequency channels used in their systems 
for SCPC transmission, so that the notifying administration may be able to 
avoid using these channels for FM-TV transmissions. 


or this special case, administrations are referred to relevant CCIR 
texts for guidance in facilitating subsequent coordination. 

Conversely, administrations introducing new systems using SCPC 
transmissions may seek appropriate information from other administrations 
on their FM-TV transmissions. 


Annexes I, II and Il! 


ANNEX IV 


In the example shown, the percentage increase in equivalent satel 
lite link noise temperature is 7.8%. Since it exceeds the threshold value o/ 
6%, coordination between the two networks is required. 
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APPENDIX 30 (Orb-85) 


Orb-85 


Provisions for all services and Associated Piaas 
for the Broadcasting-Satellite Service in the Frequency 
Bands 11.7 - 12.2 GHz (ia Regios 3), 11.7 - 12.5 GHz 

(im Region 1) and 12.2 - 12.7 GHz (in Region 2) 


(See Article 15) 


1. List of Errata for Appendix 30 (Orb-85) 


1.1 Paragraph 5.2.6 of Article 5 of Appendix 30 (Orb-85): 
reads:“... for Regions | and 3...” 
shall read: “for Regions 1, 2 and 3...” 

1.2 Annex 1, Section 4 of Appendix 38 (Orb-85): 
reads:"... 43.1.3..." 
shall read:”...4.3.14...” 

1.3 Annex 1, Section 8 a), end of first paragraph: 
reads:*... Section $ of this Annex.” 


shall read: “... Sections 5 a) and 5 5) of this Annex applied to the 
frequency range 11.7 - 12.5 GHz.” 


end of second paragraph: 
reads:”... Section 5 of this Annex.” 


shall read: “... Sections 5 a) and 5 6) of this Annex applied to the 
frequency range 11.7 - 12.5 GHz.” 
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1.26 @ < @ < 9.55 @& 


for 1.26 @ < @ < 9.55 @& 


Footnote to Section 1.14 of Annex 5 to Appendix 30 (Orb-85) to be 
inserted: 


For Regions 1 and 3, see Section 1.11 of Annex 3 to 
Appendix 38A (Orb-88) and Note | thereto. 
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APPENDIX 30A (Ort-88) 


MOD Provisions and Associated Plans for Feeder Links 
fer the Breadcasting-Sateliite Service (11.7 - 12.5 GHz 
in Regice 1, 12.2 - 12.7 GHz ia Regios 2 and 11.7 - 12.2 GHz 
ia Regios 3) ia the Frequency Basds 14.5 - 14.8 GHz ' 
and 17.3- 18.1 GHz ia Regicas | and 3, and 17.3 - 17.8 GHz ia Regics 2 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 


Page 
Article |. General Definitions... . 2. © 2 6 6 eee 110 
Article 2. Frequency Bands... 2. 2 eee 1 


Article 3. Execution of the Provisions and Associated Plans . i 
Article 4. Procedure for Modifications to the Plans ...... 112 
Article 5. Coordination, Notification, Examination and 


Stations in the Fixed Satellite Service ........ 120 





ADD ' This use of the band 145-148 GHz is reserved for countries outside 
Europe 





Service in the 
5-148 and 17.3 - 18.1 GHz ia 


Satellite Service in the 
GHz in Region? ._ . . 


alidity of the Provisions and Associated 


fiji 
tk 
le 


i i fj ites (3: if 


lite Service in the Fixed. 


Frequency Band 17.3. 17.8 


Plan for Feeder Links for the 
Period of V 


Article 11. 














11 Regions | and 3 feeder link Plan: The Pian for the feeder links in the 
frequency bands 14.5 - 148 GHz ' and 17.3 - 18.1 GHz for the broadcasting- 
satellite service in Regions | and 3 contained in this Appendix together with 
any modifications resulting from the successful application of the procedure 
of Article 4 of this Appendix herein referred to as the Regions | and 3 Plan. 


1.2 Region 2 feeder link Plan: The Pian for the feeder links in the 
frequency band 17.3-178 GHz for the brosdcasting-satellite service in 
Region 2 contained in this Appendix, together with any modifications 
resulting from the successful application of the procedure of Article 4 of this 
Appendix herein referred to as the Region 2 Pian. 


13 Frequency assignment in conformity with the Plans: Any frequency 
assignment for a receiving space station or transmitting earth station which 
appears in the Regions | and 3 Plan or the Region 2 Pics or for which the 
procedure of Article 4 of this Appendix has been success ‘uily apphed 


14 1983 Conference Regional Administrative Radio Conference for the 
Planning in Region 2 of the Broadcasting-Satellite Service in the Frequency 
Band 12.2 - 12.7 GHz and Associated Feeder Links in the Frequency Pand 
17.3 - 17.8 GHz, called in short Regional Administrative Conference for the 

of the Broadcasting-Satellite Service in Region 2 (RARC Sat-R2), 
Geneva, 1983. 





' This use of the band 14.5. 148 Ole is reserved for countries outside 
Europe 





of Space Services Utilizing It, Geneva, 1985, called in short WARC Orb-85. 


1988 Conference: Second Session of the World Administrative 
Radio Conference on the Use of the Geostationary-Satellte Orbit and the 
Planning of Space Services Utilizing Kt, Geneva, 1988, called in short 
WARC Orb-88. 
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32 Members of the Union shall not change the 

in the Ragions 1 end 3 Plan or in Geo Regen? Pion or t 
assignments to receiving space stations or transmutting earth 
fined-satelite service or to stations of the other services to 
frequency bands are allocated, except as provided for in 
Regulations and the appropriate Articies and Annexes of this Appendix. 


MOD 41 When an administration intends to make a modification to one of 
the Regional Plans, ie esther 


@) to modify the characteristics of any of its frequency assignments 
in the fixed-satelite service which are shown in the appropnate 
Regional Plan, or for which the procedure in this Article has 
been successfully apphed, whether or not the station has been 
brought into use. or 


5) to include in the Plan a new frequency assignment in the 
fined-sateline service. or 
¢) to cancel a frequency assignment in the fixed-satellite service, 
the following procedure shall be applied before any notification of the 


freque..y assignment is made to the International Frequency 
Board (see Article § of thes Appendix and Resolution 42 (Rev.Ord-88)). 
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MOD 41.1 Before an administration proposes to include in the Plan under the 


thes not be the case, the admunrstration concerned shall inform the Board of 
the reasons thereof 


42 Proposed modifications to a frequency assignment in conformity with 


42.1.1 of Regions | and 3 having a feeder-link frequency assignment in 
fined-sateliine service (Earth-to-space) | 
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4213 having 2 frequency anignment im the bands 145-148 GHz or 
17.7 - 18.1 GHz to «2 terrestrial station im use of intended to be brought into 
use within three years of the projected date of bringing the feeder-tink 
modification into use. and which 1s located within the coordination area of 
the feeder hint fired-satetine earth station. or 


42.1.5 which are considered affected. 


4216 The services of an administration are considered to be affected when 
the limets shown ip Annex | to thes Appendis are exceeded. 


feeder-link earth station im the bands 14.5 - 14.8 GHz of 17.3 - 18.1 GHz. 


For Region 2 


423 An administration proposing a modification to the characteristics of 
a frequency assignment in conformity with the Region 2 Plan or the 
inclusion of a new frequency assignment in that Plan shall seck the 
agreement of those administrations 


42.3.1 of Region 2 having 2 feeder-link frequency assignment in the fixed- 
satelite service (Earth '>-space) in the same channel or an adjacent channel, 
which appears in the Plan or in respect of which proposed modifications to 
the Plan have already been published by the Board in accordance with the 
provisions of paragraphs 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7 of this Article: or 
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4.2.3.2 having a frequency assignment in the band 17.7 - 17.8 GHz to an 
earth station in the fixed-satellite service (space-to-Earth), which is recorded 
in the Master Register or which has been coordinated in or is being 
coordinated under the provisions of No. 1060 of the Radio Regulations and 
which is located within the coordination area of the feeder-link fixed-satel- 
lite earth station; or 


4.2.3.3 having a frequency assignment in the band 17.7 - 17.8 GHz to a 
terrestrial station in use or intended to be brought into use within three 


years of the projected date of bringing the feeder-link ",odification into use, 
and which is located within the coordination area of the feeder-link fixed- 
satellite earth station; or 


4.2.3.4 having an assignment for feeder links in the fixed-satellite service 
(Earth-to-space) with the necessary bandwidth, any portion of which falls 
within the necessary bandwidth of the proposed assignment, which is in 
conformity with the Regions | and 3 feeder-link Plan, or in respect of which 
proposed modifications to the Plan have already been published by the 
Board in accordance with the provisions of paragraphs 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7 of 
this Article: 


42.3.5 which are considered affected. 


4.2.36 The services of an administration are considered to be affected when 
the limits shown in Annex | to this Appendix are exceeded. 


424 The agreement referred to in paragraph 4.2.3 is not required when 
an administration proposes to bring into use, with characteristics appearing 
in the Plan, a fixed feeder-link earth station in the band 17.3 - 17.8 GHz or a 
transportable feeder-link earth station in the band 17.3 - 17.7 GHz. Adminis. 
trations may communicate to the Board the characteristics of such carth 
stations for inclusion in the Plan. 
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assignment is to be brought into use, the relevant informetion listed i 


426 If an administration wishes to modify its assignments in the Plans 
contained in Appendix 38 (Orb-85) and in Appendix 38A (Orb-88), the 
eight-year period of paragraph 4.2.5 will be applicable in liew of the 
five-year period specified in paragraph 4.3.5 of Appendix 38 (Orb-85). 








494) 


AP30A (Orb-88) 


- 7 - 


i | j 4b iE hi SH 


i ho =o ; . 5 
: ie a i 
trl é é g 7 $ LH it * + 
tit : il 11 1H 3 An if 


= 





er eS SS eS eee oe ~o_——_ =-—- *§ — = = —_=. = = 


(MOD) 


(MOD) ¢ 


(MOD) 


(MOD) ' 


(MOD) 


(MOD) 


APA (Orb-88) ~ Wm - 


4215 if no comments have been received on the expiry of the periods 
specified in paragraph 4213. or if agreement has been reached with the 


42.19 When an administration proposung ty modify the characteristics of a 
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in the 
of the 
S of this 
notified to the 
frequency assignment in conformity with one of the 
Plant is no longer required, whether or not as a result of a 


modification, the administration concerned shall immediately so inform the 
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ARTICLE 5 


MOD Coordination, Notification, Examination sad Recording in the Master 


ADD 


ADD 


laterustions! Frequeacy Register of l'requency Acsignments 
te Feeder-Link Transmitting Earth Sitatieons and Receiving 
Spece Seatioas ta the Fiued-Sictetiive Service 


$1 Coordinanon and nonficaion 


5.1.1 When an administration wishes to determine whether it is possible to 
use, at 2 given location, an amount of power control which is in excess of 
that contained in column 9 of the Regions | and 3 feeder-link Plan, it shall 
request the Board to determine the amcwnt of permissible power co- rol 
(not to exceed 10 GB) from that given location using the procedure 
contained in Section 3.11 of Annex 3} to thes Appendix. 


17.8 GHz in Region 2, it shall notil'y this frequency assignment to the 
$1.3 Before an administration in Region | of 3 notifies to the Board or 


brings into use any frequency assignment to a transmitting feeder link earth 
station in the bands 145-148 Glitz and 17.7. 18.1 GHz with an cirp. 
Plan. 


whose territory tics wholly or partly within the coordination area of the 
planned earth station using the meihod detasied in Append: 28 
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$14 Before an sdministration in Region | or 5 notifies to the Board or 
brings imto use any frequency assignment to a transnitting feeder-link earth 


17.7 - 18.1 GHz and of the fined-satellite service (spece-to-Earth) in the band 
17.7- 18.1 Gtts ronsived by the Beard prior to 29 Angua 1988 for reo ding 


notification wader 5.1.2. an individual notice for cach 
shall 
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be recorded, bear a remark in the Master Register to indicate that it is not in 


after the applicable period specified in paragraph 5.1.7 shall, where it is to 
conformity with paragraph 5.1.7. 


(MOD) 5.18 Any frequency assignment the notice of which reaches the Board 


moD) 5.19 


(MOD) 5.1.11 The circular shall constitute the acknowledgements to the notifying 
administration of the recerpt of a complete notice 


iy - 
se 
it 


haiti 


: 


Framinanon and recording 


The Board shal! examine cach notwe 


$.2.1 


relevant provisions of the Radio Regulations (with the excep 
tron of those relating to 6) ¢), d) and ¢) below). and 


a) with respect to its conformity with the Convention and the 
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6) with respect to its conformity with the appropriate Regional 
Pian; or 


¢) with respect to its conformity with the appropriate Regional 
Plan, however, having characteristics differing from those in the 
Plan in one of more of the following aspects: 





' The Goard shell sho apply this provision to paragraph $21!) of 
Append: 38 (Ovd-85) for Regoons | and | 
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of Resolution 42 (Rev.Ord-88). 
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ARTICLE 7 


Precedure Coecerning Ccordinaticon, Neotificatics sad Recording te the 
Master letereetioaa! | requeecy Register of Frequeecy Assignwncets 
te Stations io the Fixed-Setetiiee Service (Space-to- Earth) 
ie Regices 1 aad 3 te the Baad 17.7 - 18.1 Giz and te Regice 2 


ie the Regices | sad 3 Plas or the Regics 2 
Plee are lovelved 


72 Administrations planning to wmplement assignments for receiving 
earth stations in Regions | and } im the 17.7 - 18.1 Giz band and in Region 
2 im the 17.7. 17.8 Glitz band im the fined-cateliite service (spaceto-Earth 
should evaluate the le el of interference, assessed on the basis of coordina. 





‘ 
~~ = =e = 


; In the case of Regions | and 3, an administration which receiv 
request under paragraph 7.2 shall, within a period of three mor 
communicate the details of the feeder-link earth stations to the admin: 
tion planning the receiving earth station, and to the Board for informatn 


7.5 Wf, at the end of the period of three months, the administration 
responsible for the fixed-satellite receiving earth station does not receive a 
reply, it may request the assistance of the Board. 


76 If the administration responsible fo he feeder-link earth stations 
does not communicate to the Board, within a period of three months, the 
information requested under paragraph 7.2, this administration shall only 
implement its feeder-link earth station provided it does not cause harmful 
interference to the fixed-satellite earth station under consideration. 


7.7 if, as a result of the application of this Article, an agreement is 
reached with the administration responsible for the feeder-link earth station 
of no comments have been received, and when the station is recorded in the 
Master Register in accordance with Article 13 of the Radio Regulations the 
Board shall enter a remark indicating either that an agreement has been 
reached or that no comments have been received 
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ARTICLE 8 


Miscellaneous Provisions Relating to the Procedures 


ARTICLE 9 


Pies fer Feeder Links for the Breadcasting-Soteliite 
Service la the Fined-Seteliite Service in the Frequency Band 


17.3 - 173 Giz le Regice 2 


9.1 COLUMN HEADINGS OF THE PLAN 


Col. |. Beam identification (Column | contains the symbol designating the 
country or the geographical area taken from Table Bi of the Preface 
to the International Frequency List followed by the symbol desig- 
nating the service area). 

Col 2. Nominal orbual position, in degrees and hundredths of a degree. 

Col. 3. Channel number (see Table 2 showing channel numbers and corre- 
sponding assigned frequencies) 

Col. 4 Boresight geographical coordinates, in degrees and hundredths of a 
degree 


Col. 5. Antenna beamwidth This column contains iwo figures corresponding 
to the major axis and the minor axis respectively of the elliptical 
cross section half-power beam, in degrees and hundredths of a 
degree 
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NOC Col. 6 Ovientation of the ellipse Getermined as follows: in a plane normal 
to the beam axis, the direction of a major axis of the ellipse is 
speafied as the angle measured anticioct wise from a line parallel to 
the equatorial plane to the major axis of the cllipse to the nearest 
degree. 

NOC Col. 7. Polerization(! = direct, 2 = indirect).' 

NOC Col. 8 Earth station ¢.irp. in the direction of maximum radiation, in dBW. 

MOD Col. 9. Remarks? 

NOC 92 TEXT FOR SYMBOLS IN REMARKS 

COLUMN OF THE PLAN 
Noc 1-2 
MOD 3}. Thus assignment may cause interference to feeder link assignments of 
Spam, Guinea-Bissau and Portugal in the Regions | and } feeder-lint Plan 
adopted at the 1988 Conference and shall only be brought into use if. 
a) the administrations of Spein, Guinea-Bissau and Portugal 
agree, or 
MOD ' See Annes } (Section 4.8) to this Appendis. 
ADD ? Mere The location of earth stations, together with the sntenna characteris. 


cs ead elevation sngie of the horizon, are given as an annex to this Plan, and will be 
published when the Plan 1s republished im accordance with paragraph 442 of thes 
Append: 
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b) thew feeder-link equivalent protection margins, as defined im 
Section 1.7 of Annex 3 to this Appendis, are positive. 


The affected administrations shall be informed by the notifying 
admimstration of the required changes im characterisiics before this assign- 
ment 1s brought into use 


wc 4-8 


MOD 9/GR... This assignment is pert of a group, the number of which follows 
the symbol The group consists of the beams and has the number of 
channels assigned to it as indicated in the table below. 


a) The overall equivalent protection margin to be used for the 
application of Article 4 of this Appendix and Resolu- 
tron 42 (Rev.Ovb-88) shall be calculated on the following basis 


6b) =f an administration notifies the same frequency in more than 
one beam of a group for use at the same time, the overall C// 
produced by all emissions from that group shall not exceed the 
C/I calculated on the basis of a) above. 


NOC TABLE! 


NOC Country tvmbols 


NOC TAARLE 2 
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Pian fer Feeder Links fer the Breadcasting-Seteliite Service 
ie the Fined-Sateliite Service te the Frequency Bands 
: 14.5 - 148 and 17.3 - 16.1 Giz ip Regicas | and 3 


9A.1 COLUMN HEADINGS OF THE PLAN 


Col. 1. Beam ideanficanon (Cotemn | contains the symbol 


symbol designating the service area) 
Col. 2. Nomunal ortutal positon, in degrees and tenths of a degree 
Col. 3. Channel number (see Tables 2A and 28 showing channel 


numbers and corresponding assigned [requencies) 
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Coal & Nominal earth sation ¢ 17 p. in dBW 


Col 9 Permitted increase in carth station ¢isp. in dB for the purpose 
of power control isee Section 3.11 of Annex 3 to this 
Appendi:) 


Coal. 10. Remeart: 


9A2 TEXT FOR SYMBOLS IN REMARKS 
COLUMN OF THE PLAN 


1 Fast roll-off space station receiving antenna as defined in Annex } 
(Section 3.7.3) of this Appendix. 


2. For this assignment the diameter of the carth station antenna is 7 m 
and tre system nore temperature 1s 1000 K. 


3 India may also locate feeder-link earth stations near the point 29° N. 
77.3 “E on the condition that this does not affect the equivalent protection 
margins of other administrations 


4 In order to improve the up-link margins for channel 23, the satellite 
receiving antenna will use a suaped beam. 


$ This assignment in the Plan is for the period up to 31 December 
2001 and during this period Saudi Arabia may use the frequencies 
14 516.90 Miz and 14 574.44 Miz instead of channels 01 and 04 respec. 
tively 


6 During the 198% Conference, the Kingdom of Bhutan became the 
16Sth Member of the Union and the Conference decided to provide four 
assignments for a feeder-link to a space station of the broadcasting-sateline 
service. which does not yet have any assignments in Appendix 38 (Ord-85) 
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ink frequencies which are not a linear 
This rssults in potential radiation of a 


) 
5 
rT 


Every possible and sufficient tech nica! means shall be adopted in the 
spece station to eliminate such unwanted frequency radiation 


- Thes assignment is part of a group, the number of which follows the 
symbol. The group consists of the teams and has the number of channels 
assigned to it as indicated in Table |. 


a) The overall equivalent protection margin to be used for the 
application of Article 4 of this Appendix shall be calculated on 


the following basi 


- for the caiculstion of imterference to assignments that are 
part of a groap, only the interference contributions from 
assignments that are not part of the same group are to be 


5) =f an administration notifies the same frequency in more than 
one beam of a group for use at the same time, the overall C// 
produced by all emissions from that group shall not exceed the 
C/I! calculated on the basis of a) above 
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TABLE | 
Croup Beam: in the group ee ow 
GR TKLOSSOO, TKLOSSO! 2 channets 
GR? NIUOSE00, NIU0S40! 2 channels 
GR} (KHOS200, CKHOS20I 4 channets 
GR CKHOS#OO, CK HOSOI 4 channets 
ORs REVOV700, REVONT0I S channets 
GRO NCLIO000, NCLIODD! 4 channels 
GR? MYTOREOO, MYTOREO! 5 channets 
GRE WAL10200, WAL10201 4 channets 
GRe PLM31700, PLM13701 S channets 
GRO CAR} 3800, CAR 3801 S channets 
GRit WAK 13400, WAK}3401 5 channets 
GRI2 MRLI3300, MRL13301 S channets 
GRis SMA}3500. SMA}}501 S channets 
GRIi4 MRA}3200, MRA}3201 S chanach 
GRIS GUM33100, GUM33101 S channets 

















a The Federal Republic of Germany and Switzerland have agreed that 
thew feeder-link channels can be interchanged for a limited period of time 


ending in the year 2001 as follows 


2 with 22, 6 with 26, 10 with 10. 14 with 34, 18 with 38 
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TABLE 2A 
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Tabte chowtag corvespendsnce betecss cheued! cumbers 


end aantgned {requeertes fer thr feeder fuhs te the 
frequeary band 14.5 - 1438 Cliz 














a 1 Me Assigned feeder hint frequency 

(MHz) 
i 14525.0 
2 14544 
5 14 56) 6 
4 14 582) 84 
$ 14 602 02 
6 14621 20 
? 14600 8 
’ 14697 % 
9 1467874 
10 1469792 
1" 14717 10 
12 “4M 
3 14755 4 
14 14 77464 
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yMS25700 nei “6 S62, 1 |) is ™ ' |) @e 21 
763) 400 -18 | @ 27% 3! 23 | t@ @\2; ee a4 
14 608.56 MHz (68) 
CrPvI01oo -ne @ -~™mo “so om | On 7 | ' we 25 
€™~o8200 uo 6U@ a? s' 38 20 ™ >t) @e 100 
1w0061G0 “s°0.6@ ma i eo. aoe | st: \ ee 00 3 
iwO0eenD “o006€US 2 30. h6U6tsst los mt) ee we 3 
0730700 -109 @ uo -#30 | 307 | 13 S@ + |) we 33 
wiG!1900 -“°o @ 7s $4. 20) (1G @ 2;\ #0 28 
PAK 28300 30 6S a? i eee Meee a” 2 \ m0 28 
PN~G27100 me 6S 1480 -t? 202 26 ™ 2 | wo 100 
STP24100 -i0 @ 70 os of of o':!| @e 100 
UGAOS 100 nol.@ 23 12) 1m) 1 @ 2; m0 ad 
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14 697.92 MHz (10) 





82.0 10.0 
82.0 3.2 
82.0 10.0 
82.0 2.8 
89.0 10.0 
82.0 10.0 
82.0 5.5 
82.0 5.6 


ETHOS200 
IND04200 
IND04500 
NIG11900 
PNG13100 
SNG15100 
TGO22600 
UGA05100 
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14 717.10 MHz (11) 





















































1FB02100 50/11 245 —280 | 3.13 168 27 | 1 82.0 28 
1IND04700 68.0 | 11 $3.3 1.1 1.92 0.60 9% | 2 82.0 10.0 | 3 
1RN10900 40 | 11 542 324 | 3.82 1.82 14g | 1 82.0 33 
iSR11000 —13.0 | 11 x39 314 | OS4 0.60 17 | 2 82.0 41 
MRC203900 -—25.0 | 11 -89 23 | 388 155 501 82.0 09 
SEN22200 -37.0 | 11 -—1144 13.8 14 1.04 139 | 1 82.0 54 
ZMB31400 -10 /11 275 -—131 23 148 38 | 2 82.0 23 
14 736.28 MHz (12) 
CPV30100 -31.0 | 12 —24.0 16.0 | 086 | 0.70 144 |) 1 82.0 25 
ETHOS200 23.0 | 12 39.7 9.1 3.50 24 124) 1 82.0 10.0 
INOD04000 56.0 | 12 73.0 230) 182 1.48 sai 82.0 10.0 | 3. 
MOZ30700 -—10 | 12 3x40 —180 | 357 138 55 1 82.0 3.3 
PAK21000 38.0 | 12 72.1 Oe) 116 | 0.72 9 |2) 820 3.8 
PNG27100 128.0 | 12 148.0 -67 | 28 206 165 | 2 | 8.0 10.0 
STP24100 —13.0 | 12 70 08 | 06 0.60 0; 1 82.0 10.0 
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— 145 - AP30A (Orb-88) 


PART B 


TABLE 28 


Table showing correspondence betwees chasse! numbers sad assigned frequencies 
for the feeder links in the frequency bend 17.3 GHz - 18.1 GHz 








Assigned feeder-link Aasigned Feoder-Ent 


frequency 
(MHz) 


frequency 
(MHz) 











2eoemeoeuneae vw &e we 


_— 
a 





17 327.48 
17 346.66 
17 365.84 
17 385.02 
17 404.20 
17 423.38 
17 442.56 
17 461.74 
17 480.92 
17 $00.10 
17 $19.28 
17 $38.46 
17 557.64 
17 $76.82 
17 $96.00 
17 615.18 
17 634.36 
17 653.54 
17 672.72 
17 691.90 


17 711.08 
17 730.26 
17 749.44 
17 768.62 
17 787.80 
17 806.98 
17 826.16 
17 845.34 
17 864.52 
17 883.70 
17 902.88 
17 922.06 
17 941.24 
17 960.42 
17 979.60 
17 998.78 
18 017.96 
18 037.14 
18 056.32 
18 075.50 























17 327.48 MHz (01) 
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17 346.66 MHz (02) 












































ALG25100 —25.0 | 02 15 276 | 365 | 294 195 | 2 | 840 16 

ARS27500 17.0 | 02 446 234 | 421 | 24 145) 1 | 840 14 

AUS00800 128.0 | 02 133.7 -24 | 678 | 590 172 | 1 | 870 40} 1. 

80T29700 -1.0 | 02 233 -22/| 213 | 190 3% | 1 | 850 27 

CHN15400 62.0 | 02 101.9 335 | 5.10 | 280 143 | 2 | 840 43 

CHN16100 $2.0 | 02 108.1 33.7 | 500 | 400 148) 2) 840 82 

CKHO05200 158.0 |02|) -161.0 _198 | 102 | 064 1322/1 | 840 39 | 8/GR3 

CKHO05201 158.0 | 02 172.3 -397 | 288 | 156 a7 | 1 | 840 7.7 | 8/GR3 

CLN21900 50.0 | 02 80.6 77 | 1.18 | 0.60 106 | 2) 80 | 100 

D 08700 -—19.0 | 02 96 499 | 162 | 0.72 147 | 1 | 840 02/9. 

FNL10300 5.0 | 02 17.0 615 | 200 | 1.00 10 | 1 | 640 42 

GNB830400 —31.0 | 02 —15.0 120 | 090 | 060 1722/1) 940 14 

iND03700 68.0 | 02 93.0 255 | 146 | 1.13 a \}1 | 840 90/3 

INSO2800 80.2 | 02 113.6 -14| 673 | 333 160) 1 | 840 | 100 

1RL21100 —31.0 | 02 -82 532 | 084 | 060 162 | 2 | 840 35 ’ 

KOR11200 110.0 | 02 1275 36.0 | 124 | 102 168 | 2 | 890 32 va 

LA028400 74.0 | 02 103.7 18.1 | 216 | 0.78 133) 1 | 940 96 . 

MAU24200 29.0 | 02 59 8 -189 | 162 | 1.246 55 | 2) 60 | 100 

MLA22800 86.0 | 02 114.1 39 | 2m | 1.12 6 \2| 00 )| 100 ' 

MLI32700 370 | 02 -20 190 | 266 | 1.26 127 | 2 | 870 1s 

MRL33300 146.0 | 02 153.1 115 | 787 | 366 1/2 870 3.1 | 8/GRI2 

MRL33301 146002) -1575 210 | 163 | 067 131 | 2 | 870 22 | 8/GRI2 

NCL10000 140.0 | 02 166.0 -210 | 1.14 | 0.72 146) 2 | 840 91 | @/GRE 

NCL10001 1400/02) -177.1 -136 | 1.22 | 0.60 a\2)| 60 96 | &/GRE 

PAK12700 38.0 | 02 69 6 295 | 230 | 216 14/12) 640 37 

ROU13600 ~1.0 | 02 25.0 457 | 138 | 066 185 | 2 | 860 17 

$OM31200 23.0 | 02 45.0 64 | 326 | 154 7112) 640 37 > 

TCD14300 -13.0 | 02 18.1 165 | 340 | 1.72 107 | 1 | 840 14 = 

WAL10200 140.0 \02| -1768 -140 | 0.74 | 0.60 29 | 2 | 840 | 100 | 8/GRS > + 

WAL10201 140.0 | 02 166.1 -213 | 131 | 082 139 | 2 | 840 96 | 6/GRE - -) 

YEM26600 11.0 | 02 “43 15.1) 114 1070 | 108)2| 40) 26 z ~ 

2A132300 -~19.0 | 02 213 -68 | 280 | 152 149 | 2 | 840 8.0 fd 
=a 








A ¥¢ D 








17 365.84 MHz (03) 
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AP30A (Orb-88) 
17 385.02 MHz (04) 















































ALG25200 -25.0 | 0 15 2776) 365 | 294 16 | 2!) 840 Ls 

AND34100 -37.0 | 0 16 425 | 060 | 080 011] 860 06 

ARS00300 17.0 | 06 “6 234\ 421 | 24 45} 1) 840 14 

AUS00700 128.0 | 04 133.6 -244/| 675 | 590 172} 1 | 870 40/1 

AUTO1600 -19.0 | 04 122 475 | 114 | 063 16) 1 | 840 07 

BULO2000 -10 | 06 250 430 | 200 | 200 0\'2/ 860 33 

CHN15600 62.0 | 04 101.9 335 | 510 | 280 43/2) 60 | 100 

CHN16100 $20 | 04 108.1 337 | 500 | 400 48 )2/) 840 82 

CKHOS300 1580/04) -161.0 -198 | 100 | 060 1322/1) 660 39 | e/GR4 

CKHO05301 158.0 | 06 172.3 -397 | 208 | 156 aai4 | 40 77 | e/GRe 

EGY02800 -70 | 0 23.7 28 | 233 | 1.72 13/1 | 880 15 ' 

G 02700 -31.0 | Oo -35 538 | 184 | 0.72 42/2!) 640 14 . 

1ND04800 68.0 | 4 06.2 250 156 | O90 10|}1 | 880 68 | 3 - 

INSO2800 80.2 | Oo 1136 ~14/| 673 | 333 10; 1 | 60 | 100 

KOR11200 110.0 | O46 1275 30 | 124 | 102 10812) #0 36 

LA028400 740 | 04 103.7 11 | 2% | O78 133) 1 | 660 | 100 

MAU24300 23.0 | O64 56.8 -139 | 156 | 138 612) 80 /| 100 

MLA22800 86.0 | 04 1141 39 | 235 | 1:12 %®/\2) 0 | 00 

MLI32800 -370 | 0 -76 132 | 174 | 1.26 11,2) 670 59 

MLT14700 ~13.0 | 04 143 39 | 060 | 060 0'2/! 640 | 100 

OCE10100 -1000|}04|) -1450 -~163 | 43% | 354 4\1/] 640 | 100 

PAK28300 36.0 | 04 47 339 | 134 | 1.13 10/2) 640 37 

RRW31000 11.0 | 04 30.0 -21 | 066 | 060 422/131) 640 70 > 

S$ 13800 50 | 04 170 615 | 200 | 1.00 0} 1] 660 42 = 

URS08000 23.0 | 04 377 558 | 200 | 200 0\'2/ #0 27/\2 > c 

ZA132200 -~19.0 | 04 24 00} 216 | 188 “i\2)| eo | 100 3 ~_ 
z , 
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uae 
133.7 
7233 
1019 
108.1 
— 610 
1723 
woe 
$6 
170 
-1$0 
762 
1136 
-82 
1275 
103 7 
so8 
141 
-20 
163.1 
~ 1575 
1660 
-177.1 
696 
230 
4&0 
6.1 
~1768 
166.1 
“43 
213 





276 
234 
—™m4 
-222 
335 
337 
-198 
-337 
77 
agg 
615 
120 
195 
—t4 
$32 
30 
8.1 
189 
39 
190 
m5 
210 
—210 
-136 
235 
“7 
64 
$5 
-140 
-23 
$1 
-68 
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17 442.56 MHz (67) 
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17 461.74 MHz (08) 















































ALG25200 -30 \o 1s 2e| 36 26 | 3/2) a0) 15 

AND 34100 -70/\o is as | om | om ol:t\ eo! os 

APS00300 170 | os “us ma) an | 2 | “5)1\ mo)! te 

AUS00700 130/08) 1936) -206/ 67 | S90 172/1/ 870) 40/1 

AUTO1600 190 | os 122 os\im!}os | welt| eo)! 67 

8 ULO2000 -19|\@ 0 ao | 20 20 ol2\eo! 33 

CHIN 1 S600 aoc!) wes 335| 59 | 280 |) 43/2/60 | wo 

CH 7300 20/08) 187 m4a)iu | 096 9\2\/e60) $3 

CKHO5300 80/08) -10/) -198/ 100 | 080) 1232/1 /| 80 | 39) @/GRe 

CKMOS301 e008) 1723) -307/| 208 1S8 a }1| eo | 77 | eGne 

EGYO2800 -79 @ 27 m8.23 hin mit! we 1s 

G 02700 -no |e -35 soe | ie|om | w2i2\ea0.| 14 M4 

1004000 0 | o8 730 m0\1a2 | 14 si:1|eo!| 47/3 > 

1»: $02800 o2\08| 38 -14/}67 | 333) wolt!| oo! wo 

KDR11200 100 /08|) 1275 0\1m/|\102 | wel2| eo)! 38 

(A028400 mo\os| 037 1/2 |07% | 193/11) 0 | wo 

MAU24300 20 /\0 es) -139/| 1% | 138 6\2)/ 60 | wo 

MLA22800 00s) 141 a9 | 2m | 112 @%/\2\ 60) 0 

ML32800 -770|\0 78 92/1% 1128) 11/12!) @0)! $9 

MLT14700 -130 | @ 143 39 | 08 | of 012) 0} 00 

OCE10100 -100|08) -160|) -163)| 4m | 356 a's] eo! wo 

PAK28300 33.0 | o 47 39/1119 | wol2|eo)| 37 

RRW31000 10 | 08 00 ~21 | 068 | 080 ai:i\so!| 70 > 

$ 13800 so | 170 615 | 20 | 100 011) eo) 42 = 

UR$08000 20 /\o 7 8 | 20 | 200 o|2\ mo! 27/2 > 

7A132200 -190 | o né oo | 2% | 188 “a 2 | “uo | 100 -_ <= 
| ; ; 

s ~ 





17 480.82 MHz (09) 
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17 500.10 MHz (10) 












































ALG25100 -%0 | 0 1s 276 365 | 298) 15/2) 0 16 | 

ARS.7500 170 | 0 “as m4) 42) | 208) 18/1) BO 14 

AUS*~ WO 1280 | 10 1937/ -206/| 678 | S90 | 1172/1)! #70 40/1 

801.9700 -10 | 233) -222)/ 213 | 180 1) 80 27 

CHN1S400 20 | 10 1019 35510 | 200/ “3/2\ 60! 4? 

CHN1 7100 20 | 0 1172 320/120 /0%/| 13/2) 90 9 

CHN18700 8 | 1 1086 23714 | O98 | 1789/1) B60 § 

CKMO5200 901/10) -1610|) -198/ 102 | of | 122/13) 60 39 | 8/GR3 

CKH05201 1660 | 10 1723 -337 26 156 | a7) 1 0 77 | &/GR3 

CUN21900 0.0 | 10 06 77/198 | 000!) wel2/| eo! wo 

D sr -190 | 10 96 a9 162/072) 17/1! e980!) Osis 

FNL 10300 $0 | 0 170 15 | 200 | 10 011! oo 42 

GN820400 -310 | 0 -15.0 120 | of | of | 172/131)! S60 14 

1003700 680 | 10 $30 35 14 | 113 o\1!| 0 $73 

#21100 -n0 | 0 -82 532/088 | 080 | 2/2) #40 39 - 
KOR11200 1100 | 0 12775 MO} 12% | 10 82) Oo 36 2 
(A028400 40 | 10 1037 1) 2% | 078 | 1939/1) 80 | 00 | 
MAU24200 230 | 10 sos) -169 | 162 | 12 %S\2\ 00)! 00 

MLI32700 -770 | 0 -20 1990 208 | 128 | 127/22) 870 1s 

MRL33300 1460 | 10 $3.1 mS | 787 | 366 1/2) #0 31 | e/GRI2 

MMRL3330! 60110) 1575 20 | 163 | 067 | 1313/2)! 870 22 | e/GRi2 

NCL.10000 1400 | 10 eo) -210/ 196/072 | 16/2) 90 91 | a/GRS 

NCL10001 00,9!) =1771 -136 | 122 | 060 #2) 40 96 | &/GRS 

PAK12700 mo | 10 696 295 | 230 | 2% 412) 940 37 

ROU 13800 -10 | 0 250 47/138 | 088 | 15> 2) B80 7 

SOM31200 ze |” 450 64,323 1% mn\2) 60 37 = 
TCD 14300 -130 | 10 181 SS | 340/172) w7!1!| oo 14 = 
WAL10200 1000/10) -17%8| -140/ O74 | 060 2/2) 80 | 00 | acre > 
WAL10201 1400 | 10 166.1 -213 |) 13) | #2 | 1339/2] S60 96 | a/GRE = 
y EM 26600 no | 0 “43 $1) 114 | O70 8) 2) 0 26 : 
7132300 ~190 | 10 23 -68 | 200 | 152) 19/2) 840 so | ‘a 








17 519.28 MHz (11) 








1 2/3 4 5 6 i7/ 8/9 10 > 
AFG24500 50.0 | 11 67.0 343 | 189 | 119 19/2) 86 - 
AUS00400 98.0 | 11 1305 | -243 | 622 | 471 51/1/9870 | 46/1 = 
BEN23300 -19.0 | 11 22 95 | 144 | 068 97/1/40! 76 > 
CHN15700 62.0 | 11 101.9 335 | 5.10 | 2.80 143 | 1 | 840 10.0 x 
CHN16000 92.0 | 11 108.1 33.7 | 500 | 400 | 148/11] 840! 82 = 
COM20700 29.0 | 11 441 -121 | 0.76 | 060 | 149/11! 40 | 100 
GAB26000 ~120 | 11 11.8 -06 | 143 | 1.12 64/2 | 840 | 100 
GMB30200 ~37.0 | 11 -15.1 13.4 | 0.79 | 0.60 4\/1/] 630] 76 
GRC10500 50/11 245 38.0 | 203 | 129 | 159| 2) 840 | 100 
IND04300 56.0 | 11 78 11.1 | 136 | 128} 172/2/ 860 | 00/3 
INS03600 104.0 | 11 115.2 -17| 914 | 343 | 17012] 840 | 100 
1RN10900 34.0 | 11 54.2 324 | 382 | 182 | 19/1] 80] 31 
J 11100 110.0 | 11 134.5 315 | 352 | 3.30 68 | 1] 670 | 37 
LBN27900 11.0 | 11 35.8 33.9 | 0.60 | 0.60 o|/1/] e400] 52 ‘a 
LBR24400 -37.0}11 -93 66 | 122 | 0.70 | 133| 2) 840 /| 100 Z 
LBY32100 ~25.0 | 11 175 23 368 | 184 | #130/1/] 0! 15 | 
LIE25300 -370 | 11 95 47.1 | 0.60 | 0.60 0/2/80] 04 
LUX11400 -19.0 | 11 6.0 49.8 | 0.68 | 0.68 0|2/| 80] os 
MRA33200 122.0 | 11 151.1 116 | 648 | 349 | 179| 2] 870] 39) 8/GRI4 
MRA33201 1220111! -1575 21.0 | 202 | 060 | 115] 2] 870 | 22) 8/GRi4 
NRU30900 134.0 | 11 167.0 -05 | 060 | 0.60 0/1] e0 | 100 
POR13300 -31.0 | 11 -8.0 396 | 092 | 060 | 1112/1] a0 | 54 
SMA33500 170.0111 | -1663 -~0.2 | 797 | 1.06 72} 1 | 870 | 10.0 | 8/GR13 
SMA33501 1700/11} -1248 39.2 | 443 | 0.73 | 132/11! 870 | 22/1 8/GRI3 
$MO05700 158.0 |11| -1723] -13.7 | 060 | 0.60 o|2/ 840] 100 ~~ 
TCH14400 -1.0 | 11 17.2 51.8 | 2.00 | 2.00 0/1] a0] 18 SS 
URS06101 23.0 | 11 29.5 51.4 | 2.00 | 2.00 0/1] 0] 39/2 99 
VTN32500 86.0 | 11 108.0 148 | 380.| 190 | 128/11] 840] 100 © 
VUT12800 140.0 | 11 1680 | -164] 152 | 0.68 87 | 1 | 840 | 100 
YUG14900 -70 | 11 18.6 43.8 | 221 | 092 | 188|2/| 0] 95 





















































17 538.46 MHz (12) 











-2.0 
-370 
17.0 
128.0 
— 19.0 
74.0 
-10 
62.0 
$2.0 
79.8 
158.0 
158.0 
5.0 
-70 
-31.0 
68.0 
110.0 
29.0 
440 
-370 
— 13.0 
— 160.0 
38.0 
11.0 
23.0 
440 
— 19.0 








15 
16 
“46 
133.6 
12.2 
90.3 
25.0 
101.9 
119.5 
111.5 
— 161.0 
172.3 
17.0 
23.7 
-35 
86.2 
1275 
56.8 
73.1 
-76 
143 
— 146.0 
72.1 
30.0 
37.7 
64.8 
22.4 








365 | 294 
060 | 0.60 
421 | 24 
6.75 | 5.90 
1.14 | 0.63 
146 | 064 
200 | 200 
5.10 | 280 
1m | 064 
122 | 08 
100 | 0.60 
288 | 156 
200 | 1.00 
233 | 1.72 
184 | 0.72 
156 | 090 
1.24 | 1.02 
156 | 138 
098 | 060 
1.74 | 1.26 
0.60 | 0.60 
4% | 3% 
1.16 | 0.72 
0.66 | 0.60 
2.00 | 2.00 
2.00 | 2.00 
2.16 | 1.88 
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840 
84.0 
840 
87.0 
840 
84.0 
84.0 
840 
84.0 
84.0 
84.0 
840 
840 
86 0 
84.0 
86.0 
89.0 
840 
840 
87.0 
840 
84.0 
640 
840 
89.0 
89.0 
84.0 
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17 557.64 MHz (13) 




















; 2 (3)  § | 617, 8.9) 
T yg ' | j t 

AFG24600 soo}13) 670) 43/18) 119) 18)2/ eo 34) 
AUS00S00 980 | 13 1905 | -23/ 622) 47 | S1\/1/| 870; 46/1 
BTNO3100 860 | 13 905 273/113 | 082 | O12) a0) 8916 
CAR33800 1220 | 13 1511 116 | 648 | 349 | 179 | 2 | 870 | 39 | &/GRIO 
CAR33801 1220 /13| -1575 20) 202 | 060 | 115 (2) 870. 22) e/GRIO 
CHN15501 620 | 13 88 3 315 | 338 | 145 | 162/13 | 860 | 33. 
CHN18000 920 | 13 113.1 231 | 470 | 350 | 1 | so | 100 | 
CME30000 ~130 | 13 127 62| 254 | 168 a7} 2/8460) 54 
— 12900 -310 | 13 -31 9991210 | 114) 14/1) e860 31 
F 09300 -~190 | 13 26 9/250 | 098 10/2) 80) 07. 
GuI1$200 -370 | 13 -110 102) 158 | 1.04 47/1 | 80, 65. 
IND04400 68.0 | 13 795 23/219 | 142 | 16/2) 0) 86/3 
iNS03500 1040 | 13 115.2 -17| 914 | 343 | 1970/2) 860 | 100) 
J 11100 110.0 | 13 1345 315 | 352 | 330 68} 1} 870 | 37° 
LBY 28000 -250 | 13 175 23 | 368 | 18) 13/1) 80); 15 
M0G23600 29.0 | 13 a2| -186)| 257 | 080 67/1 | 860 | 100 
NZLO5500 158.0 | 13 1723 | -397| 288 | 156 a7\2/| e600) 16 
NZL28700 128.0 | 13 1730 | -410| 330 | 1.28 asi 2/| esc | 100 
PLM33700 170.0 |13| -1663 -02| 797 | 106 | 72) 2) 870 | 100| e/GrR9 
PLM33701 1700 |13| -1268 992 | 443 | 0.73 | 132/21] 870 | 22/ @/GRS 
POL13200 -~10 | 13 172 518 | 200 | 200 0/1! 870 !] 02 
QAT24700 17.0 | 13 51.1 253 | 060 | 0.60 o/2/| eso] 15 
SMR31100 -370 | 13 125 439 | 060 | 060 012/830! 88 
$WZ31300 ~10 | 13 315 | -265 | 062 | 060 e}2/) 4620) 47 
THA14200 4.0 | 13 100.7 132 | 282 | 154 | 18/2) 60 | 100 
TUR14500 5.0 | 13 43 990 | 313 | 138 | 168/21 860 | 100 
TZA22500 11.0 | 13 46 -62| 241 | 172 | 12912] 600] 61 
URS06400 23.0 | 13 472 9 | 200 | 200 o11|@0] 41/2 
URSO6701 44.0 | 13 58.0 590 | 200 | 2.00 ol1! eo} 37/2 
WAK33400 140.0 | 13 1525 11.7 | 789 | 382 o|1 | 870 | 32) e/Gri 
WAK33401 1400/13] -1575 2.0 | 163 | 067 | 131/21) 870 | 22)| @/GRiI 
YUG14800 -70 | 13 186 438 | 221 | 092 | 1881/2) 0 | 93 
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17 576.82 MHz (14) 












































ALG25100 250 | 14 15 2776| 365 | 298 | 138/2/| oo! 18 
ARS27500 170|14) 48 234/421 | 24 | 15/1) 0! 14 

AUS00800 1780/14) 1337| -264/ 678 | 590 | 172/11 870! 40/1. 

8G022000 74.0 | 14 03 236/148) 08 | 1938/1) so | 87 

B0T29700 -10 | 14 23) -222| 213 | 150 311] 0)! 27 

CHN15401 62.0 | 14 83.9 05/275 | 205 | 177/2/| 0)! 34 

CHN17200 920 | 14 120.4 291 | 098 | oss | 123/12) 80 | 100 

CHN18100 798 \14| 1085 238) 141 | 108 | 153/11) 80 | 100 

CKH05200 1980/14) -1610| -198| 102 | 064 | 132/11) 960 | 22/ e/GR3 

CKH06201 1980/14) 1723| -397| 268 | 158 47/1 | 860 | 18) @/GR3 

CLN21900 50.0 | 14 a8 77| 118 | 060 | 1068/2) s60 | 100 

D 08700 -19.0 | 14 96 99 162/072 | 147/11] 0! Osis. 

GNB30400 -310 1/14) -180 120| 090 | 060 | 172111 e860 | 74 

IND04500 56.0 | 14 16.2 195 | 158 | 158 21/1] 90!) 80/3. ) 
121100 -31.0 | 14 -82 532} 086 | 080 | 12/2) 0) 39 i 
KRE28800 110.0 | 14 1270 391 | 130 | 1.10 33/2/9870! 32 2 
MAU24200 29.0 | 14 sos | -189)| 162 | 1.26 s | 2/| 80) 100 

MLI32700 -370 | 14 -20 19.0 | 266 | 1.28 127 | 2] 870 15 , 
MRL33300 146.0 | 14 183.1 15 | 787 | 366 112/870 | 34] e/GRi2 

MAL33301 1460 |14| -1575 210) 163 | 067 | 131/21) 870 | 22)! e/GRi2 

NCL10000 1400/14) 1680) -210| 114 | 072 | 146/12) 90! 986/ acre 

NCL10001 1400114) -1771| -136 | 1.22 | 060 a | 2 | 640 | 100 | e/GRe 

NOR12000 50 | 14 170 615 | 200 | 1.00 011 | a0] 42 

PAK21000 38.0 | 14 72.1 8 | 1.16 | 072 9/12/60! 55 

ROU13800 -10 | 14 25.0 7/138) 008 | 65/2/90] 17 

$OM31200 23.0 | 14 6.0 64 | 328 | 154 m12/) 0! 37 > 
TCD14300 -13.0 | 14 18.1 165 | 340/172 | 07/1/] oo] 14 S 
WAL10200 1400/14) -1788| -140| 074 | 080 29/2/60 | 96) @/GRS > 
WAL10201 140.0 | 14 166.1 -213 | 131 | 082 1939 |2/ 640 9.1 | 8/GRE 2 <> 
YEM28600 11.0 | 14 “3 161/114 1070! 108/2/| oo! 26 $30 
ZA132300 -19.0 | 14 23 -68| 28/152 | 14912] oo)! 80 4 w 











17 596.00 MHz (15) 
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17 615.18 MHz (16) 















































ALG25200 -250 | 16 15 2768 /| 36 | 294 1% 12) 840 15 

AND34100 -370 | 6 16 425 | 060 | 060 ol: 640 06 

ARS00300 170 | 6 “6 24/42) | 24 451) 840 14 

AUS00700 128.0 | 6 1336 -2%4 | 675 | 590 172/131 | 870 40/1 

AUTO1600 -190 | 6 122 475 | 114 | 063 16) 1 |) 840 07 

BULO2000 -10 | 6 25.0 430 | 200 | 200 o'2)| #0 33 

CHN 16800 920 | 6 1185 m4) 1 | O76 112) 60 | 00 

CHN18800 620 | 6 1025 2/191 | 123 47/1) 660 | 100 

CKH05300 980/16) -1610 -198 | 100 | 060 1922/1) 860 22 | a/GRe 

CKH05301 158.0 | 6 1723 -397 | 208 | 156 47 | 1 | 660 | 100) a/GRa 

ONKOSSO0 50 | 6 170 615 | 200 | 100 011!) e640 42 

EGY02800 -70|)% 23.7 28 | 233 | 1.72 198) 1 | 860 15 . 

G 02700 -310 | 6 -35 538 186 | 072 42/2) 840 14 > 

1ND04000 560 | 16 73.0 0 )\ 182 | 14 ssi 1 | 640 47/\3 

KRE28800 110.0 | 6 127.0 331 | 19) 1.10 31/2! 870 32 ' 

MAU24300 2320/6 568 -139 | 1568 | 138 62) 80)! 00 

MLA22708 a6.0 | 6 102.1 41 | 162 | 082 1581/2!) 60 | 100 

MLD30800 “40 | 6 73.1 60 oss | 060 9/11/80 /| 00 

MLI32800 -370 | 6 -76 1392) 1.74 | 1.26 171} 2! 870 59 

MLT14700 -130 | 6 143 39 080 | 060 0/2) 80 /| 00 

OCE10100 -1000/16| -1460 -163 | 4m | 354 4/1] e640 | 00 

PHL28600 20 | 6 121.3 111 | 346 | 1.76 912) 60)! 00 

RRW31000 10 | %6 300 -21 | 066 | 060 42\1 | 940 70 > 

URSO8000 230 | 6 377 558 | 200 | 200 o/2) 0 27/}2 2 

URS08S00 440 | 16 “as 33 200 | 200 0/2] 0 37/2 > 

2A132200 -19.0 | 16 24 00 | 216 | 188 #s/|2/| 060)! 00 3 = 

a; 

2 











17 634.36 MHz (17) 




















’ — T a | 2 
; 2/3) 4 } § |e6il7}/s8{9| w : 
- ° > ° T ? ’ ? ° > 
ausoosoo «| 0980/17) «91S | -243) 622/471 | SH} 1 | 870 | 48/1 = 
BRm29800 400 17,—COs«97 191 | 358 | 148 | 1006/2 860 | 96) PA 
BTNO3100 | 860 (17) 905 273 | 113 | 082 | 0/2/40) 89/6 x 
CAR33800 1220 | 17) 1§1.1 116 | 648 | 349 | 179 | 2 | 870 96 | 8&/GRI0 = 
CAR33801 1229 /17| -1575 210 | 202 | 060 | 1158/2) 870 | 100 a/GRi0 
CHN16700 920 | 17 1243 437 | 198 | 072 156) 1) 0 | 79) 
CHN18200 798 | 17 108.7 | #° ' 142 | 088 109 | 2) 840 | 100) 
CME30000 «= (€ss=-130 117 127 | 244 | 168 a7 '2/\ 840)! $4) 
— 12900 — 30) 17) -31 ‘Oo | 114 15451) 840 | 31 | 
F 03300 ; 190 | 17) 26 9) | 088 10/2) &0 07 | 
Gu!1$200 -370 | 17 -110 | he. , 188 | 106 147 | 1 | 80 65 
IND04600 68.0 | 17 847 as | 160 | 08 30 | 2| #0 | 00/3 
INS03200 802 | 17 1136 -14! 673 | 333 10 | 1 | 860 | 100 a 
LBY28000 -250 | 17 175 23 | 368 | 186 1390/1 | 840 1s > 
M0G23600 29.0 | 17 462 -186 | 257 | 080 67 | 1 | 60 | 100 
NPL12200 50.0 | 17 83.7 283 | 172 | 060 163 | 1 | 640 | 100 
NZL28700 128.0 | 17 173.0 -410/ 330 | 12 482) 80 | 100 
PLM33700 170017) -1663 -02/| 797 | 106 72/2) 870 96 | 8/GRO 
PLM33701 1700117) -1268 392 | 443 | 073 132 | 2 | 870 | 100 | 8/GR9 
POL13200 -10/|17 172 518 | 200 | 200 0} 11] 870 02 | 
QAT24700 170 | 17 511 233 | 060 | 060 0}; 2/| 0 15 
SMR31100 -370 | 17 125 439 | 060 | 0.60 0/2) 830 88 
SWZ31 300 -10 | 17 5 -265 | 062 | 0.60 6} 2) 820 4? 
TUR14500 $0 | 17 43 390 | 313 | 138 168 | 2 | 840 | 100 
TZA22500 11.0 | 17 6 -62 | 241 | 1.72 129} 2) 840 61 
URS06400 23.0 | 17 472 409 | 200 | 200 0; 1/ 896 41/2 _ 
‘WAK33400 1400 | 17 152.5 11.7 | 789 | 352 0/1] 870 96 | a/GRII > 
WAK33401 1400 /17| -1575 210 | 163 | 067 1391 | 2 | 870 $7 | @/GRII “S 
YUG 14800 -~70 | 17 186 438 | 221 | 092 156 | 2 | 850 93 -—" 


















































17 653.54 MHz (18) 






































ALG25100 -25.0 | 18 1s 276 | 365 | 294 15 | 2) e0! 16 

ARS27500 17.0 | 18 446 m4) 421 248) 45/1/| eo] 14 

AUS00800 128.0 | 18 1337) -264/ 678 | S90 | 172/13 /| 870 | 41/1 

8GD22000 740 | 18 90.3 236/146 | 088 | 13 |1/| eo)! 65 

80729700 -10/ 18 233) -222/ 213 | 150 %i) 1/0] 27) 

C8G29900 68.0 | 18 105.0 127/ 101 | 090 | 10/2] 860 | 100 

CHN1S900 79.8 | 18 106.0 325/500 | 37 | 190|1/ 60 | 36 

CHN18500 620 | 18 x 4/210 | 114 | 196) 2)| s60 | 100 

D 08700 -190 | 18 96 499 | 162 | 072 | 1147/1 | oo | OS/9 

GNB30400 -310|18| -150 120| 090 | of | 172/131 | 80 | 74 

1ND04100 56.0 | 18 78.4 160 | 208 | 1.38 3/1 | 60 | 00/3 | 

INS03000 802 |: 113.6 -14| 673 | 333 | 10/2 | so | 100 7 

1RL21100 -310 | 18 -82 532/08 | 060 | 12|2/ eo /| 39 > 

KRE28600 110.0 | 18 127.0 39.1 | 130 | 1.10 33/2) 870 | 20 | 

MAU24200 290 | 18 s98 | -189| 162 | 1.26 S| 2/| 60 | 100 

MLA22700 96.0 | 18 102.1 41 | 162 | 082 | 1385/2 /| 860 | 100 

MLI32700 -370 | 18 -20 190 | 266 | 128) 127/2/ #70 | 15 

MRL33300 146.0 | 18 153.1 115 | 787 | 366 1} 2 | 870 | 96 | &/GRI2 

MRL33301 1460/18) -1575 21.0 | 163 | 067 | 131 | 2 | 870 | 69 | 8/GRI2 

NOR12000 5.0 | 18 17.0 615 | 200 | 1.00 10/1} eo | 42 

PAK28100 38.0 | 18 65.2 279 | 152 | 1.42 2i}|2|e0 | $2 

PHL28500 96.0 | 18 1213 111 | 346 | 178 | 98 /2/| 860 | 100 

ROU13800 -10 | 18 25.0 7 | 138 | 068 | 15/2) wo; 17 > 

SOM31200 23.0 | 18 45.0 64/328 | 156 m/}2/) 90) 37 2 

TCD14300 -130 | 18 18.1 65/340 | 172 | 1007/1 | oO] 14 > 

URSO7000 440 | 18 73.8 414 | 200 | 200 o;/1| a0 | 28/2 ee 

YEM28600 10/18) 443 151 | 114 | 070 | 1009/2] oo | 26 23 

24132300 -19.0 | 18 213 -68| 200 | 152 | 149/2/| 60 /| 80 ZN 
x 
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17 6891.90 MHz (20) 
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eee ee ee ee ee ee 
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- $91 = 


(88-440) VOtdV 
oa bfr 





























17711.08 MHz (21) 2 
| T - 
1 2 |3 4 | § | 6 {7} 8/9] w > 
= 
ALB 29600 -70 | 21 0° ao} 117 | 065 | 1280/2) eo | 98 
AUS00500 96.0 | 21 1305 -243 | 622 | 471 51/1) 870 a8 > 
BELO1800 ~190 | 21 48 sos | 082 | 060 | 67/2) eo Os ad 
BFA10700 -310 | 21 -15 122/14 |1% | 2/2) eo! a1 
BLR06200 230 | 21 295 514 | 200 | 200 0/1! 90)! 08/2 
BRM 29800 740 | 21 971 191/358 | 148 | 1004/2) 0)! 96 
CHN1 7500 $20 | 21 1214 238/114 | 082) 66/1! 860 | 100 
CHN 17600 798 | 21 1137 3911201080) 11/2) 80 | 100 
CY Pue800 $0 | 21 333 31 | 060 | 080 o\2/ 860 | 100 
DDR21600 -1.0 | 21 172 S18 | 200 | 200 o/1| eo! oo 
0109900 230 | 21 425 116 | 060 | 060 0o\/2/| e600 | 37 | 
GUM33100 1220 | 21 151.1 116 | 648 | 349) 179/11) 870 | 39) ecris : 
GUM33101 1220/21) -1575 210! 202 | 080 | 195/11] 870 | 22) cris 3 
IND03800 56.0 | 21 759 334/152} 108) 33/2/ 0! 51/3 | 
1NS03200 90.2 | 21 1136 14/673 | 333 | 10/1) 860 | 100 
1$L04900 -no|2| -190 649/100) 080! 177/11 a0) 31 
KEN24900 11.0 | 21 379 11/229 1/188) o6/2/| eo! 64 
MCO11600 -370 | 21 14 437 | 080 | 060 012) 0! 60 
NPL12200 50.0 | 21 837 23/172 | 080 | 13/1) 80! 100 
NZL28700 128.0 | 21 1730| -410/ 330/128) «8/12! 80 | 100 
TON21500 1700 |21| -177| -10!| 141 | 068 | #11! 60 | 100 
UAE27400 170 | 21 536 ma| ose | oa | 2/2) eo)! 25 
ee 





























Gb6bh 














17 730.28 MHz (22) 















































AUSO0800 12012 133.7 -mM4 | 678 | SHO 172 + | #70 aii 

80127000 neoiz2 29 -31 | 071 | Og o> 1\ MS 7s 

8G022000 “Oo i272 23 me 14 | OM mm 1 MO 65 

C8G239800 “ao 12 100 127 | 101 | OS 10°) 2) 6M 100 

CHN 15800 2812 108 0 25 | $00 | 370 so; 1; «06 36 

CHN 16800 2012 18 “126 | of Ss?) 1) #0 40 

CHIN 16300 a0 (272 104 8 30) 14 | Os 4212) #0 4s 

COG23500 -130 |22 46 -07 | 202 | 118 sit) #0 100 

cCT123700 -no | 2 -88 74,319 14 62 '1)| 0 100 

FNL10600 $02 170 15 | 200 | 1 wot) 0 16 

NG 10800 -19'|2 22 “66/20 | 20 o'2) Oo 13 

1N004200 a0 12 733 777 | 2% | 1% 471) oo 473 

'NS03000 @2\2 1136 -14/) 673 | 333 2.2) Oo 100 ' 

KRE28800 1100 | 22 127.0 31); 18 /| 1 3312) 870 18 = 

KWT11300 70/12 476 232)\ 088 | Of 4511) 0 32 NS 

MLA227700 6012 102.1 41} 162 | 0g 7% 12) «0 100 , 

MT™N22300 -70\2 -122 #65 | 262 | 187 so; 2) 60 14 

PAK28100 30 i272 6 2 2779 | 182 | 142 212) 40 Sa 

PH 28600 e202 1213 11 | 346 | 178 6.12; «Oo 100 

REUOS700 32012 66 -192/) 158 | O78 si\2); «0 10.0 | 8/GRS 

REUOS701 2012 37 62\19% | 16 ™mi2) oO 6.1 | 6/GRS 

SON23100 -70'272 239 129 | 264 | 208 sit] 60 25 

$U114000 -~90 | 22 as “6 098 | 070 im )}1) 60 0398 

SYR22900 noin 33 MS | 104 | O90 71:2] 60 32 > 

TUN1S000 -230 2 95 335 | 188 | 072 1% 12) 40 34 

URS07000 “40122 738 414) 200 | 200 o;1)] #0 2712 = 

URS08100 1400122 1685 6520 | 20 0:2); #0 100 | 2 > 
ES 


/bbh 

















17 748.44 Miz (23) > 
— 7 7 S 
1 2 3 4 | 5 67 > 8s 10 > 
AGL29500 -130 | 23 S| -120| 308 | 228) #2 | mo} (42) > 
ARS 34000 170/23 us m4 40) 18 “6 2 moO 14) : 
AUS00400 206 2 105 -mM™3/ 62 | 4” s} i) 1) 670 as - 
BRM29800 “Oo 2B 71 191) 398 | 18 14 2 | “ao O88 | 
CHN 1800 9823 108 0 25/50/37 | 10/2) 0 38) 
CNR 3000 -no|z| -17 m4 | 156 | 060 si1| eo] 4s 
Cvaoesoo -70/2 108 5! 200/000 | 13811 | oo | 100) 
GHA10800 -30\2 -12 79/14) 108 | 2/1] oe] 60) 
GNE30300 -90/2 103 1S | 068 | 060 0! | 0 | 0 
#OL21300 -190 | 23 S4 s20/0% | 080 | 17/2) #0) Os 
1N 004800 0 | 2 7 20S | 160 | Oss wi2)\ eo!) 0/3 
1NS03200 m2/\2 136) -14) 673 | 333 | 10! | oo | wo < 
'$L05000 so|zm)| -195 610 | 220 | oso ai2|) eo] is = 
JOR22400 "0 }2 68 nea| ose | om) malt!) eo] 28 | 
N1U05400 180/273; -198| -190| 080 | 060 0}: | 0 | 86| ecr 
N1U08401 80/23; 1723) -287| 208) 188) 47)1 | 60 | 14) eGR? 
SON23000 -10/2 299 98| 29217 | 1273/2) wo} 28 
SRL2S@00 -no|2| -"s a6\ 97 | 088 | 14/2) oo | wo 
URSO8100 n0|\2 vt 7 | 200 | 200 o|:| ao! 43/24 
URSOS4XD no|\2 472 @9 | 200 | 200 o|2| 0! 39/)2.4 
URSOT700 100/23) 1370 $05 | 200 | 200 oli) a! 2ae/)2 
ZWE 1 3500 -10/23 26| -188| 14 | 138 7/)1\m@e!| 30 












































Ys @ 





















































AUSO0700 ro |2| 1338) -24| 675 | Soo) 172) | oO) 4r/s 

AZR' 3400 -mo|m| -24 m1 | 288 | 070 | 8/2) eo) 62/7 

CAF 25800 130 | 26 21.0 63/223 | 108) MH) 1) wo] 84 

C8G29800 eo |%| 60 127| 101 | 099 | 10)2/| oo | 100 

CHIN 1 6800 #20 )26) = 121.1 7} 182) 07 | Se) 1 | wo) 79 

CHN7700 78) ) te wos) 142 | oa2 | 0) 1 | so | 100 

CHN 1 8800 20) 2/| 015 1 | 198 | 108 | 1322/1 | so | 100 

Om KOBOOO $0 | 2 170 5) 20/10 |) Wit) mo] 18 

\ 0@200 19.0 | 26 123 a3) 2% | 0s | 17/1) @O | 20 

im004100 56.0 | 2 m4 60) 208/13 | B/)t| oo | 00/3 

1m $03000 w2\2| 136) -14/ 673 | 333 | 10/2] 0 | 00 

1.25600 11.0 | 26 435 m0. 2m | 122 | 5) 2) wo] 31 - 

LS030800 $0 | ms| -ms|oe | oe | wi) 2) eo) 47 z 

MLA2Z700 moj} 2) 021 a1 | 192 | os2 | 13/2) 0 | 100 

MTN28800 -0|%| -78 ma) 13) 100 | wi) 2] ao] 14 ' 

Mwi30800 -10 | 2 mi] -130/ 18) 080 | | 2) 0) 27 

myToseO0 20 | ™ %1 | -128| 080 | 080 0} 2 | 660 | 100 | eGR? 

myTOeRO! m0 | 2 47 ee} ise | im | 2) 2) 0 | 61 | eGR? 

NGR1 1800 ~250 | 2 83 8) 28 | 208) «@/2/| wo] 15 

OMA12300 17.0 | 24 se 0/188 | 102 | 10/1 | 60) 20 

PAK20200 38.0 | sas 8/132 | 082 | 133) 2/| 0 | $0 

PH 28600 mo} %) 1213 m1) 34 | 178 | 9) 2) 0 | 100 

SON23200 -70 | 2 296 4) 284 | 200 | 167) 1 | Bo] 14 > 

TKLOS800 1980) 2) -1718 -69 | 070 | o@ %|2| 40 | 98) GR! = 

TKLOSEO1 60 )2¢| 1723) -307/ 208) 188 | 47/2 | 0 | 14) BGR! ; 

uRrsosso! 440 | 26 18 414 | 200 | 200 o}/2| 0] 48/2 = 

URSO7800 00/2) 1370 05 | 200 | 200 0} 1 | 0 | 00) 2 S + 
~ = 
& «4 

“wy 





17 787.80 MHz (25) 
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ALB29600 
BELO1800 
BFA10700 
BLROG201 
CYP08600 
D0OR21600 
0J108900 
GUM33100 
GUM33101 
1SLO4900 
KEN24900 
MCO11600 
MNG24800 
TON21500 
UAE27400 
URS07800 
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17 $06.98 MHz (28) 
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17 626.16 MHz (27) 
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17 845.34 Miz (28) 
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17 864.52 MHz (29) 
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ALB29600 
BELO1800 
BFA10700 
CYP08600 
00R21600 
OJ103900 
GUM33100 
GUM33101 


(88-4) Vind V 


8/GR15 
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17 883.70 MHz (30) 
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(88-VO) VOtdV 





17 902.88 MHz (31) 
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—~ NNN NR — RD me wm em & 















































17 $22.06 MHz (32) 
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(88-VO) VOtdV 








17 941.24 MHz (33) 
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ALB29600 
BELO1800 
BFA10700 
CYP08600 
00R21600 


(88°WYO) Vind Vv 





8/GR15 
8/GR15 


SSSeesessssessessss |e 















































17 900.42 MHz (34) 
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17 $79.60 MHz (35) 
s | 1 
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17 998.78 MHz (36) 
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-243 
-24 
%1 
63 
615 
413 
33.0 
-238 
234 
-130 
-128 
456 
168 
210 
184 
558 
505 
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6 78 
2% 
23 
20 
23 
228 
0 66 
163 
154 
060 
1 
2% 
‘68 
«44 
200 
2.00 
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18 017.96 MHz (37) > 
T T | T 7 7 = 
1 | 2 {3 4 5 6 7 8 8 > 
ALB29600 -10 9. 201 wo | 117 00 | 1/2) 0)! wo! > 
BELO'800 -190 | 37 | 46 6) 082 | 08 67/2) Oo Os) z 
BFA10700 -no|n”!) -18 122/14) 1!) 2)2) eo) at. . 
CyPoss0o so.) 3-333 %1 | 060 | 060 0/2/80! wo. 
DOR21600 | <1019 172 S18 | 200 | 200 0'1|/ 0); oo 
03109900 230/37 425 16 | 060 | 060 0 2) S40 37 | 
GUM33100 | 1220/97 S11 "6 | 648 | 348 #17911) B70 96  &8/GRIS 
GUM33101 1220/37) 1875 21.0) 202 | 060 | 15/) 1) 870 | 190 acai 
1SL04900 -n0 | -190 69/100 | 060 1177/1) 0 60 
KEN24900 10/3 379 11 | 229 | 186 * 2) 60) 64 
MCO1 1600 -n0\n 74 437 | 060 | O60 0/2) 80 /| wo 
MNG24800 mo |0 1075 478 | 200 | 200 0|1|} 0; 40/2 — 
SEN22200 -70 | -~44 198) 146 | 104) 198) 1 |) Oo! 64 " 
UAE27400 170/97 536 44) 098 | 080 | 62/2) 0) 22 | 
UKRO6300 2330/7 235 S14 | 200 | 200 0'1/}/@0/; 40/2 
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18 056.32 MHz (39) 








1 2 3 4 5 6 (|7| 8 9 10 
AGL29500 -13.0 | 39 16.5 -120 | 3.09 | 2.26 84,2) 840 42 
BHR25500 17.0 | 39 50.5 26.1 | 0.60 | 0.60 0|;2)| 840 26 
CNR13000 -v0 | 3% - 15.7 28.4 | 154 | 0.60 5/1 | 840 45 
CVA08300 -370 | 39 12.4 418 | 060 | 0.60 0; 1) 840 10.0 
GHA10800 -25.0 | 39 -12 79 | 148 | 1.06 102 | 1 | 83.0 6.0 
GNE30300 -19.0 | 39 10.3 15 | 068 | 0.60 10; 1 | 840 10.0 
HOL21300 -19.0 | 39 5.4 §2.0 | 0.76 | 0.60 171 | 2 | 840 05 
1SL05000 50 | 3 -19.5 61.0 | 2.20 | 0.80 4;/2)| &0 18 
JOR22400 11.0 | 39 35.8 31.4 | 0.84 | 0.78 114) 1 | 85.0 2.2 
MNG24800 74.0 | 39 107.5 478 | 200 | 2.00 0; 1 | 89.0 40/2 
SON23000 -70 | 3 29.9 $8 | 29 | 2.17 123 | 2 | 86.0 2.8 
SRL26900 -31.0 | 39 -118 66 | 0.78 | 0.68 114 | 2 | 840 10.0 
URS05902 23.0 | 39 37.7 55.8 | 2.00 | 2.00 0; 2) 890 45/2 
URSO7701 110.0 | 39 137.0 505 | 2.00 | 2.00 0; 2) 88.0 10.0 | 2 
ZWE13500 -10 | 39 29.6 -188 | 148 | 1% 37 | 1 | 86.0 3.0 
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18 075.50 MHz (40) 











96.0 | 40 130.5 -24.3 | 622 | 471 51 | 2 | 87.0 10.0 | 1. 
128.0 | 40 133.7 —244 | 6.78 | 5.90 172 | 2 | 87.0 10.0 | 1. 
-31.0 | 0 -23.4 36.1 | 256 | 0.70 158 | 2 | 840 62 | 7. 
—13.0 | 40 21.0 63 | 22 | 1.68 31 |} 1 | 640 8.4 
-19.0 | 40 12.3 413 | 238 | 098 137 | 1 | 840 47 
11.0 | 40 43.5 33.0 | 228 | 1.32 145 | 2 | 840 2.7 
5.0 | 40 27.8 -298 | 066 | 0.60 3%} 2) 840 47 
-370 | #@ -78 23.4 | 163 | 1.10 141 | 2 | 86.0 1.4 
-10 | #@ 4.1 -13.0 | 154 | 0.60 87 | 2) 840 2.7 
29.0 | 40 4. -128 | 060 , 0.60 0,2); 840 9.6 | 8/GR7 
29.0 | 40 3.7 46 | 198 | 1.71 2);2)| 840 6.1 | 8/GR7 
-25.0 | 0 8.3 168 | 254 | 2.08 412) 86.0 15 
17.0 | 40 55.6 21.0 | 188 | 1.02 100 | 1 | 8.0 3.2 
5.0 | 40 17.0 615 | 200 | 1.00 10; 1 | 840 1.6 
-70 | 4 29.6 184 | 254 | 2.09 167 | 1 | 66.0 16 
“40 | @ 37.7 55.8 | 200 | 2.00 0; 2) 80 10.0 | 2. 
140.0 | 137.0 505 | 200 | 2.00 0; 1) 8.0 10.9 | 2. 
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ARTICLE 10 


MOD 10.1 The Members of the Union shall endeavour to agree on the action 
required to reduce harmful interference which might be caused by the 
application of these provisions and the associated Plans. 


== 


ARTICLE 11 


Period of Validity of the Provisions and Associated Plans 


11.1 The provisions and associated Plans have been prepared in order to 
meet the requirements for feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service 
in the bands concerned for a period extending until at least | January 1994. 


11.2 In any event, the provisions and associated Plans shall remain in 
force until their revision by a competent administrative radio conference 
convened in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Convention in 
force. 





AP30A (Orb-88) — 188 - 


ANNEX 1 


Limits for Determining Whether a Service of an Administration 
is Considered to be Affected by a Proposed Modification to 
One of the Regional Plans or When It Is Necessary Under 

This Appendix to Seek the Agreement of Any Other Administration 


Limits applicable to protect a frequency assignment in the band 
17.7- 18.1 GHz to an earth station in the fixed-satellite service 
(space-to-Earth) (see paragraphs 4.2.1.2 and 4.2.3.2 of Article 4) 


An administration shall be considered as being affected if, upon 
application of the procedures of Section 3 of Annex 4 to this Appendix, that 
administration is included in the coordination area of the frequency 
assignment to a transmitting feeder-link earth station. 


For the purpose of this calculation, the feeder-link transmitting earth 
station parameters notified by the administration, which may differ from 
those given in Annex 3 to this Appendix, are used. 


2. Limits applicable to protect a terrestrial station in the bands 
14.5-148 GHz and 17.7-18.1 GHz (see paragraphs 4.2.1.3 and 
4.2.3.3 of Article 4) 


An administration shall be considered as being affected if, upon 
application of the procedures of Appendix 28 to the Radio Regulations, that 
administration is included in the coordination area of the frequency 
assignment to a transmitting feeder-link earth station’. 





' In Regions | and 3. for the application of the procedures of Appendix 28, 
the cirp. for the feeder-link earth station is the sum of the values specified in 
columns 8 and 9 of the Plan 
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For the purpose of this calculation, the feeder-link transmitting earth 
station parameters notified by the administration, which may differ from 
those given in Annex 3 to this Appendix, are used. 


Limits to the change in the overall equivalent protection margin with 
respect to frequency assignments in conformity with the Region 2 
Plan ' 


With respect to the modification to the Region 2 Pian and when it is 
necessary under this Appendix to seek the agreement of any other adminis- 
tration of Region 2, except in cases covered by Resolution 42 (Rev.Orb-88), 
an administration shall be considered affected if the overall equivalent 
protection margin’? corresponding to a test point of its entry in the Plan, 
including the cumulative effect of any previous modification to the Plan or 
any previous agreement, falls more than 0.25 dB below 0 dB, or, if already 
negative, more than 0.25 dB below the value resulting from: 


the Plan as established by the 1983 Conference; or 


a modification of the assignment in accordance with this 
Appendix; or 


a new entry in the Plan under Article 4 of this Appendix; or 


any agreement reached in accordance with this Appendix except 
for Resolution 42 (Rev.Orb-88). 





MOD ' With respect to Section 3 the limit specified relates to the overall equivalent 
protection margin calculated in accordance with Section 1.12 of Annex 3 to this 
A tin ; 


NOC ? For the definition of the overall equivalent protection margin, see Sec- 
tion 1.14 of Annex 5 to Appendix 38 (Orb-85). 
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Limits to the change in the feeder-link equivalent protection margin 
with respect to frequency assignments in conformity with the Regions | 
and 3 Pian' 


With respect to the modification to the Regions | and 3 Plan and 
when it is necessary under this Appendix to seek the agreement of any other 
administration of Region 1! or 3, an administration shall be considered 
affected if the feeder-link equivalent protection margin’ corresponding to a 
test point of its entry in the Plan, including the cumulative effect of any 
previous modification to the Plan or any previous agreement, falls more 
than 0.25 dB below 0 dB, or, if already negative, more than 0.25 dB below 
the value resulting from: 


the Plan as established by the 1988 Conference: or 


a modification of the assignment in accordance with this 
Appendix, or 


a new entry in the Plan under Article 4 of this Appendix; or 
any agreement reached in accordance with this Appendix. 


Limits applicable to protect a frequency assignment in the bands 
17.3 - 18.1 GHz (Regions | and 3) and 17.3 - 17.8 GHz (Region 2) to 
a receiving space station in the fixed-satellite service (Earth-to-space) 


An administration in Region 1 or 3 shall be considered affected by a 
proposed modification in Region 2 or vice versa when the power flux- 
density arriving at the receiving space station of a broadcasting-satellite 





ADD 


' With respect to Section 4, the limit specified relates to the feeder-link 
equivalent protection margin calculated in accordance with Section 1.7 of Annex 3 to 
this Appendix. 


? For the definition of the equivalent protection margin, see Section 1.7 of 
Annex 3 to this Appendix. 
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feeder-link station would cause an increase in the noise temperature of the 
feeder-link space station which exceeds the threshold value of AT/T 
corresponding to 3%, 
where: 
AT/T is calculated in accordance with the 
Appendix 29, except that the maximum power densities 
over the worst | MHz are replaced by power densities 
over the total RF bandwidth of the feeder-link carriers (2 
Region 2 and 27 MHz for Regions 1! and 3). 
Interim systems of Region 2 in accordance 
tion 42 (Rev.Orb-88) shall not be taken into consideration 
this provision to proposed modifications to the Regions 
However, this provision shall be applied to Region 2 interi 
respect to the Regions | and 3 Plan. 


ANNEX 2 


Basic Characteristics te be Furnished ia Notices’ Relating 
te Feeder-Liak Stations ia the Fixed-Satellite 
Service Operating la the Frequency Bands 
14.5 - 14.8 GHz and 17.3 - 18.1 GHz’ 


1. The following information shall be provided in notices relating to 





' The Board shall develop and keep up-to-date forms of notice to meet fully 
the statutory provisions of this Annex. The Board is further invited to consider the 
feasibility of a single notice for feeder-link earth stations operating within more than 
one feeder-link service area. 


? Only those notices relating to frequency assignments for space stations and 
earth stations used for telecommand and tracking purposes associated with the Plan 
shall be furnished in accordance with Appendix 3. 








AP30A (Orb-88) - 192 - 


11 
1.2 
13 
14 
1.5 


16 


2. 


Country and beam identification. 

Assigned frequency. 

Assigned frequency band. 

Date of bringing into use. 

Designation of emission (in accordance with Article 4 of the Radio 
Regulations). 

Modulation characteristics: 

a) type of modulation: 

b) pre-emphasis characteristics: 

c) TV system: 

d) sound-broadcasting characteristics; 

¢) frequency deviation: 

J) composition of the baseband; 

g) type of multiplexing of the video and sound signals; 

h) energy dispersal characteristics. 

The following additional information shall be provided in notices 


relating to transmitting earth stations. 


2.1 
2.2 


23 


Identity of the transmitting feeder-link station. 


In the case of Region 2, geographical coordinates of the feeder-link 
earth station in the frequency band 17.7 - 17.8 Gliz. 


In all other cases, feeder-link service area for a feeder-link earth 
station identified by a set of a maximum of ten feeder-link test 
points. 

Identity of the associated space station with which communication is 
to be established. 


Rain-climatic zone for cach test point (for guidance see Figures |, 2 
and 3 of Annex 3 to this Appendix). 
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26 Power characteristics of the transmission: 


a) The following information is required for cach assigned fre- 
quency: 


— total transmitting power (dBW) in the assigned frequency 
band supplied to the input of the antenna. 


for the band 17.3 - 18.1 GHz, the maximum power density 
per Hz (dB(W/Hz)) supplied to the input of the antenna 
averaged over the worst | MHz band; 


for the band 14.5 - 14.8 GHz, the maximum power density 
per Hz (d3(W/Hz)) supplied to the input of the antenna 
averaged over the worst 4 kHz band: 


for the band 17.3 - 17.8 GHz, the maximum power density 
per Hz (dB(W/Hz)) supplied to the input of the antenna 
averaged over the total RF bandwidth (24 MHz for 
Region 2 or 27 MHz for Regions | and 3). 


Additional information required if power control is used (see 
Sections 3.11 and 4.10 of Annex 3 to this Appendix): 


— fange, expressed in dB, above the transmitting power used 
in a) above. 


Transmitting antenna characteristics of the earth station: 
@) antenna diameter (metres); 


6) gain of the antenna in the direction of maximum radiation 
referred to an isotropic radiator (dBi). 


c) half-power beamwidth in degrees (describe in detail if not 
symmetrical): 
measured radiation diagram of the antenna (taking as a refer- 


ence the direction of maximum radiation), or reference radi- 
ation diagram to be used for coordination. 
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28 
29 
2.10 
2.11 
2.12 


3. 
recetv 


ut 
32 
43 


34 





¢) type of polarization: 

f) sense of polarization: 

zg) horizon clevation angie in degrees and the antenna gain in the 
direction of the horizon for each azimuth’ around the earth 
Station. 

h) altitude of the antenna above mean sea level, in metres: 

i) minimum clevation angle, in degrees. 

Regular hours of operation (UTC). 

Coordination. 

Agreements. 

Other information. 

Operating administration or company. 

The following information shall be provided in notices relating to 


Ing space stations 


Orbital position (from the Greenwich Meridian). 
identity of the space station. 
Class of station. 


a) gain of the antenna in the direction of maximum radiation 
referred to an isotropic radiator (dBi): 


hb) shape of the beam (circular, elliptical or other): 


©) pointing accuracy (degrees); 
d) type of polarization: 


' Al suitable increments, ¢.g every five degrees, in tabular or graphic form 
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sense of polarization. 

for circular beams. indicate the following: 

— half-power beamwidth in degrees: 

— co-polar and cross-polar radiation patterns: 

— nominal intersection of the antenna beam axis with the 
Earth (boresight longitude and latitude): 

for elliptical beams, indicate the following: 

— co-polar and cross-polar radiation patterns; 

— fotation accuracy (degrees): 
orientation (degrees): 
major axis (degrees) at the half-power beamwidth. 
minor axis (degrees) at the half-power beamwidth: 


nominal intersection of the antenna beam axis with the 
Earth (boresight longitude and latitude). 
for beams of other than circular or elliptical shape, indicate the 
following: 


- ¢o-polar and cross-polar gain contours plotted on a map of 
the Earth's surface, preferably in a radial projection from 
the satellite onto a plane perpendicular to the axis from the 
centre of the Earth to the satellite. The isotropic gain shall 
be indicated at cach contour which corresponds to a 
decrease in gain of 2, 4, 6, 10 and 20 dB and thereafter at 
10 4B intervals down to a value of 0 dB relative to an 


isotropic radiator ; 

wherever practicable, a numerical equation or table pro- 
viding the necessary information to allow the gain contours 
to be plotted; 


for an assignment in the bands 145-148 GHz of 
17.7 - 18.1 GHz, the isotropic gain in the direction of those parts 
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of the geostationary-satellite orbit which are not obstructed by 
the Earth. Use a diagram showing estimated isotropic gain 
relative to orbit longitude. 
15 Receiver system noise temperature referred to the output of the 
antenna (kelvins) 


36 Station-keeping accuracy (degrees). 
37 Regular hours of operation (UTC). 
38 Coordination. 

39 Agreements. 

3.10 «Other information. 

3.11 Operating administration or company. 
3.12 Range of automatic gain control’. 


ANNEX 3°) 


Technical Date Used ia Establishing the Provisions 
and Associated Plans sad Which Should Be 


Used for their Application 


1. DEFINITIONS 
11 Feeder link 


The term feeder link, as defined in No. 109 of the Radio Regula- 
tions, is further qualified to indicate a fixed-satellite service link in the 
frequency band 17.3-178 GHz in the Region 2 broadcasting-satellite 





ADD 





' See Sections 1.10 and 49 of Annex 3 to this Appendix 


*) Note by the General Secretariat: Subsequent to WARC ORB-88, certain 
errors have been discovered im the technical information for fast roll-off antenna 
patterns as contained in Appendices 0A and WB. This technical information as 
corrected by the [ERB derives from other relevant Conference decisions and 1s given 
in the provisional 1FRB Rule of Procedure No. 38, published in FRB Circular. 
letter No. 790 of 12 july 1989. Copies of the latter may be obtained directly from the 
1FRB 
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service Plan and i 145-148 GHz, and 
and 3 Plan from any carth station within 


The RF channel in the broadcasting-satellite service frequency Plan. 
or in the associated feeder-link frequency Plan, which is situated immedi- 
ately beyond esther of the adjacent channels 
17 Feeder-lnk equrvalent protection margin for Regions | and } 


The feeder-link equivalent protection margin (M,) is given by the 
formula. 

M, = —log(i0-“’" + 10°" + 10°") 4B 
where 
M, is the value in GB of the protection margin for the same channel, ic: 
M, « | wanted power | (4B) — co-channel 


sum of the co-channel protection ratio (dB) 
imerfering powers 





M, and M, are the values in 4B of the protection margin for the upper and 
lower adjacent channels respectively, ic. 


M, « wanted power (4B) — adjacent channel 
sum of the upper adjacent protection ratio (dB) 
channel interfering powers 
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M, = wanted power (4B) — adjacent channel 
sum of the lower adjacent protection ratio (dB) 
channel interfering powers 





All powers are evaluated at the receiver input. All protection ratios 
are given in Section 3.3 of this Annex. 


1.8 Overall carrier-to-interference ratio (Region 2) 


The overall carrier-to-interference ratio is the ratio of the wanted 
carrier power to the sum of all interfering RF powers in a given channel 
including both feeder links and down-links. The overall carrier-to-interfer- 
ence ratio due to interference from the given channel is calculated as the 
reciprocal of the sum of the reciprocals of the feeder-link carrier-to- 
interference ratio and the down-link carrier-to-interference ratio referred to 
the satellite receiver input and earth station receiver input, respectively’. 


1.9 Overall co-channel protection margin (Region 2) 


The overall co-channel protection margin in a given channel is the 
difference in dB between the overall co-channel carrier-to-interference ratio 
and the co-channel protection ratio. 





' In Region 2 there are a total of five overall carrier-to-interference ratios 
used in the analysis of the Plan, namely, co-channel, upper and lower adjacent 
channels and upper and lower second adjacent channels. In Regions | and 3, three 
ratios are used, namely, co-channel and upper and lower adjacent channels; 
furthermore, it was decided to assess the relative contributions of the feeder links and 
down-links separately. 
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1.10 Overall adjacent channel protection margin (Region 2) 


The overall adjacent channel protection margin is the difference, in 
dB, between the overall adjacent channel carrier-to-interference ratio and 
the adjacent channel! protection ratio. 


1.11 Overall second adjacent channel protection margin (Region 2) 


The overall second adjacent channel protection margin is the 
difference in dB between the overall second adjacent channel carrier-to- 
interference ratio and the second adjacent channel protection ratio. 


1.12 Overall equivalent protection margin 
For Region 2 


The overall equivalent protection margin M is given in dB by the 


expression: 


M = —10 log (> 19-479) (4B) 


M, = overall co-channel protection margin, in dB (as defined 
in Section 1.9); 


M,, M,; = overall adjacent channel protection margins for the 
upper and lower adjacent channels respectively, in dB 
(as defined in Section 1.10); 
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M,, M, = overall second adjacent channel protection margins for 


the upper and lower second adjacent channels respec- 
tively, in dB (as defined in Section 1.11). 


The adjective “equivalent™ indicates that the protection margins for 
all interference sources from the adjacent and second adjacent as well as 
co-channel interference sources have been included. 


For Regions | and 3' 


The overall equivalent protection margin M is given in dB by the 
expression: 


M = —10 log (10 (Mu + Rew) 10 4 4¢ - (Ma + Rea)/10) _ R-. 


M, = equivalent protection margin for the feeder link (as 
defined in Section 1.7 of this Annex): 


M, = equivalent protection margin for the down-link (as 
defined in Section 3.4, Annex 5 to Appendix 38 (Ort- 
8S)): 


R. = co-channel feeder-link protection ratio; 





ADD ' For Regions | and 3, this formula replaces the formula given in 
Section 1.14 of Annex 5 io Appendix 38 (Orb-85). 
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Riz = co-channel down-link protection ratio: 
R. = co-channel overall protection ratio. 
The values of the protection ratios are as follows: 
R.. = 404B 
Rig = 31dB 
R.. - dB 


The adjective “equivalent™ indicates that the protection margins for 
all interference sources from the adjacent channels as well as co-channel 
interference sources have been included. 


2. RADIO PROPAGATION FACTORS 


attenuation exceeded for 1% of the worst month in Region 2. In Regions 
and 3, the atmospheric absorption loss is not included. 


2.1 Atmospheric absorption 
For Region 2 (see Figure 2) 


The loss due to atmospheric absorption (i.c., clear-sky attenuation) is 
given by: 


ae oe 5 (0.0208, + 0.008 pF.) (4B) for@ < $° 








F, = [24.88 tan @ + 0.339 1416.77 tan? + 551| 





F, = {40.01 tan @ + 0.339 3663.79 tan? + 551| 


_ 0.0478 + 0.0118 p 
sin @ 


A, 





(dB) for 8 > S° 


6 = the elevation angle (degrees), 

p = the surface water vapour concentration, g/m’, with 
p = 10 g/m’ for rain-climatic zones A to K and 
p = 20 g/m’ for rain-climatic zones M to P 


For Regions | and 3 (see Figures | and 3) 


In the Regions | and 3 feeder-link Plan, the atmospheric absorption 
loss is not included for the calculation of margins. 


2.2 Rain attenuation 


The propagation model for feeder links using circularly polarized 
signals is based on the value of rain attenuation for 1% of the worst month. 


Figures 1, 2 and 3 give the rain climatic zones for Regions 1, 2 
and 3. 
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Figure 4 presents a plot of rain attenuation of circularly polarized 
signals exceeded for 1% of the worst month at 17.5 GHz as a function of 
earth station latitude and elevation angle for each of the rain climatic zones 
in Region 2. 

For calculation, the following data are needed: 


: point rainfall rate for the location exceeded for 0.01% of an average 
year (mm/h) 


the height above mean sea level of the earth station (km) 
the elevation angle (degrees) 

frequency (GHz) 

latitude of earth station (degrees). 


Mean frequencies will be used for calculations for the frequency 
bands, ic. 17.7 GHz and 14.65 GHz for Regions | and 3, 17.5 GHz for 


Region 2. 
Step |: The mean zero-degree isotherm height h; is: 


hp = 5.1 — 215 log f + 10 si) (km) 


Step 2: The rain height he is: 
he = C- hy 
where: C = 0.6 for 0° < || < 20° 
C = 06 + 0.02 (| C|—20) for 20° < |C| < 40° 


C = 1 for|C| > 40° 
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Step 3: The slant-path length, L,, below the rain height is: 


3 hg — &,) (km) 


[sin? 6 +2 ae + sin® 
R. 





R, is the effective radius of the Earth (8.500 km) 
Step 4: The horizontal projection, Lc, of the slant-path is: 
Le = L,cos@ (km) 


Step 5: The rain path reduction factor foo;, for 0.01% of the time is: 


_— we 
9+4L;- 


fou = 


Step 6: The specific attenuation y, is determined from: 
Ye = k (Room )* (4B/km) 
where: 


Rom «S given in Table 5 for each rain climatic zone. The frequency 
dependent coefficients k and a are given in Table 6 and the rain climatic 
zones are given in Figures |, 2 and 3 for Regions 1, 2 and 3. 





— 


TABLE 5 


Ratefall intensity (R) fer the rata climatic reees 
(exceeded for 6.01% of ae sverage year) 

























































































Step 7: The attenuation exceeded for 1% of the worst month is: 
Aw, = 0.223 yg L, mq (4B) for Regions | and 3 
Aw, = 0.21 yg L, om (4B) for Region 2 





















































































































































FIGURE 1 
Rain climetic tomes (Regions | end 3) 
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FOURET 3 
Rain climenc tones (Regions | and 3) 
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2.3 Rain attenuation limit 


In the analysis of the Plan for Region 2, 2 maximum rain attenua- 
tion on the feeder link of 13 GB was considered assuming that other means 
would be used at the implementation stage to compensate for larger rain 
attenuation on the feeder link. 


In the analysis of the Regions |! and 3 Plan, no rain attenuation is 
included in the margins. 


24 Depolarization 


Rain and ice can cavse depolarization of radio frequency signals. 
The level of the co-polar component relative to the depolarized component 
is given by the cross-polarization discrimination (XPD) ratio. For the feeder 
link, the XPD ratio, in dB, not exceeded for 1% of the worst month, is given 
by 


XPD = 30 log f — 40 log (cos @) — Vlog A, (dB) for 5° < 0 < 60° 


where: V = 20 for 14.5 — 148 GHz 


and: Ve 23 fori73 — 18.1 GHz 


where: A,: co-polar rain attenuation exceeded for 1% of the worst month 


frequency (GHz) 


elevation angle (degrees) 


For values of 0 greater than 60°, use 8 = 60° in the above equation 
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25 Procedure for calculating the carrier-to-interference ratio at a space 


siahon receiver input 


In Region 2, the calculation of the feeder-link carrier-to-interference 
ratio (exceeded for 99% of the worst month) at a space station receiver input 
used to obtain the overall equivalent protection margin al a test point 
assumes a rain attenuation value not exceeded for 99% of the worst month 
on the wanted feeder-link path. For the interfering feeder-link signal path, 
clear sky propagation (ic. including atmospheric absorption only) is 


In Regions | and 3. the calculation of the feeder-link carrier-to- 
interference ratio at a space station receiver i 
feeder-link equivalent protection margin at a 
conditions on the wanted feeder-link path and 
path. 


3. BASIC TECHNICAL CHARACTERISTICS FOR 
REGIONS | AND 3 


3 Translation frequency and guard bands 


a) 17 GHz feeder links 


The feeder-link Plan generally uses a frequency translation of 
5.6 GHz between the 17 GHz feeder-link channels and the 12 GHz down- 
link channels. Other values of the translation frequency may be used, 
provided that the corresponding channels have been assigned to the space 
station of the administration concerned. 


With the value of frequency translation between the feeder-link 
frequency band (17.3 - 18.1 GHz in Regions | and 3) and the down-link 
frequency band (117-125 GHz in Region! and 11.7-122 GHz in 
Region 3). the guard bands present in the down-link Plan result in 
corresponding bandwidths of 11 MHz at the upper and 14 MHz at the lower 
feeder-link band edges. These feeder-link guard bands may be used for 
transmissions in the space operation service. 
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b) 14 GHz feeder links 


As the maximum available bardwidth for the feeder-link band 
14.5 - 148 GHz is only 300 MHz against 800 and 500 MHz in the down-link 
Pian for Regions | and 3 respectively, several translation frequencies must 
be considered to allow any channel in the Plan to be used. Consequently, a 
particular feeder-link channel has been assigned to several BSS Plan 
channels simultaneously 


Generally, the translation frequencies from the feeder-link channels 


a) 279782 MHz to down-link BSS channels | to 14 
b) 2529.30 MHz to down-link BSS channels 15 to 28 
©) 2260.78 Miz to down-link BSS channels 29 to 40 


The guard bands are 1180 MHz at the lower band edge and 
11.86 MHz at the upper band edge. 


32 Carner-to-nowse ratio 


Section 3.3 of Annex 5 to Appendix 38 (Orb-85) provides guidance 
for planning and the basis for the evaluation of the carrier-to-noise ratios of 
the feeder-link and down-link Plans. 


As guidance for planning, the reduction in quality in the down-link 
due to thermal noise im the feeder link is taken as equivalent to a 
degradation in the down-link carrier-to-noise ratio of approximately 0.5 dB 
not exceeded for 99% of the worst month. 
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For down links, as indicated in Appendix 38 (Orb-85), the World 
Broadcasting-Satellite Administrative Radio Conference. Geneva, 1977, 
adopted a C/N value of 14.5 dB for 99% of the worst month at the edge of 
the service area. The required feeder link C/N is 24 dB for 99% of the worst 
month, at the edge of the service area, to produce an overall C/N 
performance of 14 dB 


33 Protection ratios 


For planning in Regions | and 3, the following protection ratios 
have been applied for the purpose of calculating the feeder-link equivalent 
protection margins 

~  ¢o-channel protection ratio — 40 dB; 

— adjacent channel protection ratio = 21 dB. 


The method for the calculation of the feeder-link equivalent protec- 
tion margin is given in Section 1.7 of this Annex. 


M4 Feeder-link ¢irp 


The level of ¢i.1.p. of each feeder link is specified in column 8 of the 
Plan 


The level of ¢.i.r.p. specified in the Plan can only be exceeded under 
certain conditions explained im Section 3.11 of this Annex (sce also 
Article 5, paragraph 5.1.1 of this Appendix). 


5 Transmitting antenna 


15.1 Antenna diameter 


The feeder-link Plan is based on an antenna diameter of 5 metres for 
the band 17.3 - 18.1 GHz and 6 metres for the band 14.5 - 14.8 GHz. 


The minimum antenna diameter permitied in the Plan is 2.5 metres. 
However, for antennas smaller than 5 metres for the 17.3 - 18.1 GHz band 
and 6 metres for the 145-148 GHz band, the off-axis cirp. shall not 
exceed the limits indicated in Figure A of Section 3.5.3 of this Annex. 
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352 On-axis gam 


The on-axis gain for the 5 metre antenna at 17.3 - 18.1 GHz and for 
the 6 metre antenna at 14.5 to 14.8 GHz is taken as 57 dBi 


353 Off-axis cir. of transmitting antennas 


The co-polar and cross-polar off-axis ¢i.1.p for planning in Regions 
1 and 3 are given in Figure A. 


3.54 Pointing accuracy 


The Pian has been developed to accommodate a loss in gain of | dB 
due to earth station antenna mis- pointing. 


(MOD) 36 Transmitter power 


MOD 


The maximum transmitter power delivered to the input of the 
antenna of the feeder-link earth station per 27 MHz television channel shall 
be such as to ensure that the ¢i.r.p. envelope in Section 3.5.3 is not exceeded 
except under certain conditions specified in Section 3.11 of this Annex. 


(MOD) 3.7.1 Cross-section of receiving antenna beam 


NOC 


Planning has been based on beams of elliptical or circular cross- 
section. When the assignments are implemented, or when the Plan is 
modified, administrations may use non-elliptical or shaped beams. 
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farth station ¢irp et engles off the entenne axis 


Co polar component (dBW) 


E «6Rw) fon © <0 « Ot" 
E- 21 = Wiog @ (dBW) for OI" < @ « OIF 
E-57- S320 (dBW) for O30 <8 < 04" 
E~ 25 ~ tog (BW) forOeer<e< 
E ~ 67 (dBW) for @ > 48° 


(ross polar component (dBW) 


E~ widRw) for 7 «8a ie’ 
E~ 2% ~ Uiog @(GBW) forte <6< 
E ~ 67 (¢8W) for @ > a 


E (dBW) is the carth station cir p on the antenna axis, 


0 = off axis angle referred to the main lobe axis (degrees) 


The value of F to be taken into accownt mm the shove formulae is specified 
in column 8 of the Plan 
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if the cross-section of the receiving antenna beam is clliptical, the- 
effective beamwidth @ ts 2 function of the angie of rotation ¢ between the 
plane containing the satellime and the mayor axis of the beam cross-section 
and the plane in which the beamendth 1s required 


The relationship between the maximum gain of an antenna and the 
half-power beamwidth can be derived from the expression 


G,. = 27 443/ ab 


G.(4B) = 4444 — 10 log a — 10 log b 
where 


a and 6 are the angles (in degrees) subtended at the satellite by the major 
and minor axes of the elliptical cross-section of the beam 


An antenna efficiency of 55% is assumed 
3.7.2 Minimum beamwidth 


A minimum value of 06° for the half-power beamwidth of the 


3.7.3 Reference patterns 


The reference patterns for the co-polar and cross polar components 
of the satellite receiving antenna used in the Plan are given in Figure B. 


In some cases, to reduce co-polar interference, the pattern shown in 
Figure C is used: this use is indicated in the Plan by note 1. This pattern is 
derived from an antenna producing an elliptical beam with fast roll-off in 
the main lobe. Three curves for different valves of @ are shown as 
examples 











Curve A Co-polar component 
The co polar reference patiern « given by the formula 
Co-potar relative gam (dB) 


G~ -n(2/ for o< 2 «is 


G = -175 - 25t0g(2) for <> 1s 


After imtersection with curve C as curve C (curve C equals minus the 
on-trs gam) 


Curve 8 Cross-polar component 
The cross polar reference pattern is grven by the formula 
Cross potar relative gain (6B) 


G= -»- 12(2) for 0< © «os 


Geo -3) for os < 2 «167 
- 


G = ~~ wtog(* - 1) for <> 18 


After intersection with curve C: as curve C (curve C equals minus the 
On-axes gain) 
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Cure A =Co-poler component (68 relative to main beam goin) 
Rew for 0 < oe < 05 


~33.33 o (e’@ — «FP for 8S < ofa sm e38 
i ol 


-~%323 for Oe. s<ee< ia 
~ 


~{22 + Blog (oe for oe > 1413 
Alter wntersection with curve C: as curve C 


Curee Bo Cross polar component (4B reiatrve to mam beam pain) 
a.) for 0 < @/@ < 15! 
After wntersechon evth curve A as curve A 


Curve C =‘ Mamas the om ans gam (Curves A and ( represent examples for three smmennas 
having different valves of @ as labelled mm Figure ( The on ates gains of these 
amtennas are 37 4) and 49 6B respectively) 


where 
© = off-axis angle (degrees) 


@ - drmenson of the menumum ethpse fimed arownd the feeder lent service area im 
the dorecton of interest (degrees) 


a 
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3.7.4 Pointing accuracy 


The deviation of the receiving antenna beam from its nominal 
pointing direction must not exceed 0.2° in any direction. Moreover, the 
angular rotation of the receiving beam about its axis must not exceed + 1°; 
this limit is not necessary for beams of circular cross-section using circular 
polarization. 


38 System noise temperature 


The satellite system noise temperature values generally used in the 
Plan are 1800 K for 17 GHz and 1500 K for 14 GHz. 


39 Polarization 


In Regions | and 3, circular polarization is used for the purpose of 
planning the feeder links. 


For the definitions of the terms “direct and indirect polarization”, 
see Section 3.2.3 of Annex 5 to Appendix 30 (Orb-85). 


3.10 Automatic gain control 


The down-link Plan was based on constant satellite output power. 
However, the feeder-link Plan does not take account of the effect of 
automatic gain control on board satellites. Up to 15 dB of automatic gain 
control is permitted, subject to no increase in interference to other satellite 
systems 


3.11 Power control 


In Regions | and 3, a permitted increase which may be used to 
overcome rain fading for each assignment is included in the Plan. 


In the calculation, in cases where satellites do not use common or 
adjacent channels cross-polarized to each other, the maximum permissible 
¢.i.r.p. increase, which must not exceed 10 dB, corresponds to the amount of 
rain attenuation which occurs on the interfering feeder link. 
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On the other hand, in cases where satellites use common or adjacent 
channels cross-polarized, the maximum permissible ¢.ir.p. increase is 
expressed as a function of the rain attenuation, but is in general less than 
the amount of rain attenuation due to rain-induced depolarization. 


3.11.1 Method for determination of the increase in e.is.p. during rain 
attenuation for an assignment over the Plan value 


Condition to be observed 


The increase in ¢.i.c.p. of the assignment studied must not entail an 
impairment of more than 0.5 dB of the feeder-link equivalent protection 
margin of any other assignment to any other administration. 


Calculation method 


3.11.1.1 Compile a list of all assignments of other administrations (A, B, 
C,...) in the same orbital position and the two adjacent positions liable 
to suffer interference from the assignment studied. 


3.11.1.2 Calculate the feeder-link equivalent protection margin of assign- 
ment A in free space conditions, taking account of all interference sources 
affecting A at the worst test points, namely: 


— for assignment A: the point corresponding to the minimum 
C/N ratio; 


- for each interference source affecting A: the point corre- 
sponding to the maximum interference power affecting A. 


3.11.1.3 Introduce for the assignment studied the rain attenuation for 0.1% 
of the worst month and the corresponding rain depolarization value. 


3.11.1.4 Recalculate the feeder-link equivalent protection margin of assign- 
ment A at the worst test points, namely: 


— for assignment A: the test point used in Section 3.11.1.2 above; 


— for the assignment studied: the test point corresponding to the 
maximum interference power affecting A. 
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At this stage, the e.i.r.p. of the assignment studied is that contained 
in the Plan. 


3.11.1.S Increase the eirp. of the assignment studied by 0.1 dB and 
recalculate the equivalent up-link margin of A as in Section 3.11.1.4 above. 


3.11.16 Repeat the operation of Section 3.11.1.5 above until the equivalent 
up-link margin of assignment A is impaired by more than 0.5 dB in relation 
to the value found under Section 3.11.1.2 above, or until the ¢.i.r.p. increase 
exceeds 10 dB or the rain attenuation (see Section 3.11.1.3). Adopt the e¢.i.r_p. 
increase in the preceding iteration step. 


3.11.1.7 Repeat the operations in Sections 3.11.1.2 to 3.11.1.6 above, consid- 
ering the assignments B,C, .. . 


1.1.8 Adopt the smallest of the increases in ¢.i.r.p. found under Section 


3. 
3.11.1.6 above for the various assignments A, B,C, ... 


I 
A 
3.11.2 Propagation model 


3.11.2.1 For the calculation of rain attenuation for 0.1% of the worst month, 
the model described in Section 2.2 of this Annex should be used. It shall be 
assumed that the 0.1% value is 3.3 times the 1% value in dB. 


3.11.2.2 Rain depolarization shall be calculated on the basis of attenuation, 
using the method described in Section 2.4 of this Annex. 


3.11.3 Variation of power with rain attenuation 


The instantaneous increase in power to overcome rain attenuation 
must not exceed the bounds given by the characteristics shown in Figure 5. 
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3114 Procedures 


3.11.41 An administration wishing to introduce power control may use a 
value not exceeding that given in Column 9 of the Plan or it may request, 
where this ts possible, the use of a higher value for a given earth station 
location. In this latter case, it shall request the IFRB to calculate the 
maximum permissible value for that site. The administration shall provide 
the Board with the coordinates of the station, the proposed antenna 
characteristics, including the off-axis co-polar and cross-polar characicris- 
tics, and the rain climatic 7one. 


3.11.42 The IFRB shall calculate the permissible increase in power using 
the method described in Section 3.11.1. 


3.11.43 The IFRB shall communicate the results of the calculations to the 
requesting administrations as well as to those administrations whose feeder- 
link equivalent protection margin is reduced. 


In any case, the permitted increase in ¢.it.p. above that shown in 
Column & of the Plan shall not exceed 10 dB 


3.11.44 In the event of modifications to the Plan, the IFRB shail recalcu- 
late the value of power control for the assignment subject to the modifi- 
cation and insert the appropriate value for that assignment in Column 9 of 
the Plan. A modification to the Plan shall not require the adjustment of 
the values of permissible power increase of other assignments in the Plan. 


3.12 Site diversity 
3.13) «= Depolarization compensation 


The Plan ts developed without the use of depolarization compen- 
sation. Depolarization compensation is permitted only to the extent that 
interference to other satellites does not increase by more than 0.5 dB' 
relative to that calculated in the feeder-link Plan. 
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' This margin has to be shared between power control effects and depolariza- 
tron compensation effects when both are involved (see Section 3.11) 
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314  Amplitude-modulation to phase-modulation conversion 


The degradation caused by AM to PM conversion was taken into 
account when calculating the carrier-to-noise ratio of the feeder link. A 
value of 2.0 dB was allowed. 


3.15 Orbit positions 

The. Plan is generally based on the use of regular arrangements of 6° 
from 37°W to 29°E and from 38°E to 160° W. The orbital positions are 
those given in the Plan plus the 116°E, 164°E, 176°E, 178° W, 172° W, 
166° W positions. 

The Regions | and 3 Plan is also based on the grouping of space 
stations in nominal orbital positions of + 0.2° from the centre of the 
cluster. 


Generally, the space stations are shown in the Plan in the centre of 
the cluster. However, in some cases, the space stations are shown at the edge 
of the cluster. Administrations may locate satellites within a cluster at any 
orbital position within that cluster, provided they obtain the agreement of 
other administrations having assignments to space stations im the same 
cluster. 


4. BASIC TECHNICAL CHARACTERISTICS FOR REGIC 42 


Text of Section 3 of Annex 3 to Appendix 380A, but re-numbered 
41 — 413.2. 


ANNEX 4 


Criteria for Sharing Between Services 


1. Threshold values for determining when coordination is required 
between a transmitting space station in the fixed-satellite service and a 
receiving space station in the feeder-link Plans in the frequency bands 
17.7- 18.1 GHz (Regions | and 3) and 17.7 - 17.8 GHz (Region 2) 


With respect to paragraph 7.1, Article 7 of this Appendix, coordina- 
tion of a transmitting speve station in the fixed-satellite service with a 
broadcasting-satellite fecder link in the Regions | and 3 Plan or the 
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Region 2 Plan is required, for inter-satellite geocentric angular separations 
of less than 3° or greater than 150°, when the power flux-density arriving at 
the receiving space station of a broadcasting-satellite feeder-link station of 
another administration would cause an increase in the noise temperature of 
the feeder-link space station which exceeds a threshold value of AT,/Ts 
corresponding to 4%. AT, /Ts is calculated in accordance with Case II of the 
method given in Appendix 29. 


The above provision does not apply when the geocentric angular 
separation, between a transmitting space station in the fixed-satellite service 
and a receiving space station in the feeder-link Plan, exceeds 150° of arc 
and the free-space power fMux-density of the transmitting space station in the 
fixed-satellite service does not exceed a value of — 137 dB(W/m’/MHz) on 
the Earth's surface at the equatorial Earth limb. 


2 Not used 


’ Method for the determination of the coordination area around a 
feeder-link transmitting earth station of the Region 2 and Regions | 
and 3 Plans with respect to receiving earth stations in she fixed-satellite 
service in the frequency band 17.7 - 18.1 GHz 


1 Introduction 


In the frequency band 17.7-178 GHz in Region? and 
17.7 - 18.1 GHz in Regions | and 3, which is allocated to the fixed-satellite 
service, in both the Earth-to-space direction (for broadcasting-satellite 
service feeder links only), and the space-to-Earth direction, emissions from 
transmitiing feeder-link earth stations might cause interference at receiving 
earth stations in the fixed-satellite service. 


| lectromagnetic coupling of an emission originating at a feeder-link 
earth station into a receiving earth station might occur through two 
propagation mechanisms or “modes”: 
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Propagation mode (1): coupling along a great circle tropospheric 
interference horizon path. 


Propagation mode (2): coupling through scatter from  hydro- 
meteors. 


The determination of whether emissions from a feeder-link earth 
station might cause unacceptable interference in a receiving earth station is 
by means of coordination contours drawn around a feeder-link earth station 
on 2 map. When a receiving carth station its located within either or both 
coordination contours, i.¢., within the coordination area, there ts a possi- 
bility of unacceptable interference. 


The procedure for the determination of the coordination area for a 
feeder-link earth station in relation to a receiving carth station in the 
fixed-satellite service is similar to that described in Appendix 28 but differs 
from it in the details described below. 


3.2 - 3.7 


38 In the case of Regions | and 3, the ¢.i.r.p. to be taken into account is 
derived by adding the values specified in columns 8 and 9 of the Plan 
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Oejective of the Provisions and Assecist«4 Pise 


- The obyectrwe of the procedures prescribed in this Appendit ts to 
guarantee m practice, for all countries. equitable access to the gro 
Mationary satciinte orhet on the frequency bands of the fined-sateline service 


covered by thn Appendis 


12 The procedures prescribed in thes Appendi: shall im no way prevent 
the emplementation of aeugaments in conformity with Part A of the Plan 


ARTICLE 2 


21 Cantereace World Adminitrative Radio Conference on the Use of 


the Creostationary Sateline Orbu and the Planning of Space Services Util- 
iving lt. Fira Session, Geneva, 1985. Second Session, Geneva, 1988 


22 Plan The Plan for the fixed-catellite service in the frequency bands 
comtamed im thy. Appendi, conwsting of two parts 
a) Part A. comtamming the natronal allotments, 


hi) «Part BR. comtamming the networks of existing systems. 


2% Atlament tor the purpose of thes Append, an allotment com- 
preses 


a nominal orbrtal positon. 
a bandwidth of 800 Miz (up-tink and down-link) in the 
frequency hands listed in Article 3 of this Appendix: 





— a service area for national coverage: 


— generalized parameters as defined in Annex! to this 
Appendix: 
— a predetermined arc (PDA). 


2.4 Existing systems: Those satellite systems, in the frequency bands 
covered by this Appendix: 


a) which are recorded in the Master International Frequency 
Register; or 
b) for which the coordination procedure has been initiated: or 


c) for which the information relating to advance publication was 
received by the Bourd before 8 August 1985, 


and which in all cases are listed in Part B of the Plan. 


2.5 Subregional systems: For the purpose of the application of the 
provisions of this Appendix, a subregional system is a satellite system 
created by agreement among neighbouring countries Members of the ITU 
or their authorized telecommunications operating agencies and intended to 
provide domestic or subregional services within the geographical areas of 
the countries concerned. 


2.6 Additional use: For the application of the provisions of this 
Appendix, zdditional uses shall be those of an administration: 


a) which has a requirement whose characteristics differ from 
those used in the preparation of Part A of the Plan; any such 
requirement shall be limited to the national coverage, taking 
into account technical constraints, of the administration con- 
cerned, unless otherwise agreed. Additionally, such requirement 
can be met only if the allotment of the interested administra- 
tion, or part of this allotment, has been converted into an 
assignment, or if the requirement cannot be met by the conver- 
sion of the allotment into an assignment. 


which requires the use of all or part of its national allotment 
that has been suspended in accordance with paragraph 6.54 of 
Article 6; 

which intends to participate in a subregional system using the 
procedures of Section II! of Article 6, instead of using the 
procedures of Section Ii thereof. 
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ARTICLE 3 


Frequency Bands 


1 The provisions of this Appendix shall apply to the fixed-satellite 
service in the frequency bands between: 


— 4500 and 4800 MHz (space-to-Earth): 
6 725 and 7025 MHz (Earth-to-space); 
19.70 and 10.°S GHz (space-to-Earth): 
11.20 and 11.45 GHz (space-to-Earth): 
12.78 and 13.28 GHz (Earth-to-space). 


ARVICLE 4 


Execution of the Provisions and Associated Plan 


41 The Members of the Union shall adopt, for their fixed-satellite 
service stations operating in the frequency bands referred to in this 


Appendix, the characteristics consistent with those specified in the Plan 
and its associated provisions. 


42 The Members of the Union shall not change the characteristics, or 
bring into use assignments to fixed-satellite service stations, or stations in 
the other services to which these frequency bands are allocated, except as 


provided for in the Radio Regulations and the appropriate Articles and 
Annexes of this Appendix 


ARTICLE § 


The Plan and the Associated List of Assignments 


$1 The Plan consists of: 
a) Part A containing the allotments; 
hb) Part B containing the networks of existing systems. 
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SB. A List of Assignments as described in paragraph $5 will be 


associated with the Plan 


$3 The predetermined arc (PDA) ts a segment of the geostationary -sat- 
ellue orbit (GSO) about a nominal orbital position intended to provide 
Mexibility in the Plan 


a) The size of the PDA depends on the stage of development of 
the satellite system 


for a system in the pre-design stage. the PDA is the fixed 
portion of the GSO defined by the intersection between a 
segment of + 10° about the nominal orbital position 
established at the Conference and the corresponding ser- 
vice arc. After twenty years from the date of entry into 
force of this Appendix, the PDA for a system in the 
pre-design stage is the fixed portion of the GSO defined 
by the intersection betwe-n a segment of + 20 about the 
nominal orbital position established at the Conference and 
the corresponding service arc, provided that the minim um 
elevation angle after the application of this procedure will 
not be less than the value indicated for each climatic zone 
in Annex | to this Appendix for all allotments affected: 


for a system in the design stage, the PDA is the fixed 
portion of the GSO defined by the intersection between a 
segment of + S° about the nominal orbital position as 
may be modified by the application of this Appendix and 
the PDA defined for the pre-design stage: 


for a system in the operational stage. the PDA will be 
considered as being zero 


h, The stage of development to be associated with allotments in 
Part A and assignments in the List derived from allotments in 
Part A. with existing systems in Part B, with subregional sys- 
tems or additional uses, is given in Table 1. 





APR 


Stage of des clopment 





Part A alloiments 
subregional ssstems or 
additional uses 





Pre design 





} 


Assignments for which 
the IF RB has received 
complete information 
under paragraph 6.2 of 
Section | or 


 ~ paragraph 6.43 of 
| Section I! of Article 6 


Networks for which the 
1FRB has recewed 
complete information to 
start the application of 
Section | of Article 11 
of the Radio 
Regulations 





’ 
; 
| 


| 
; 


Operational 


| 


i 


Assignments for which 


| the [FRB has recenved 
| complete information 


under paragraph 6.58 of 
Section II! of Article 6 
or for notification under 
Article ® 








Networks for which the 
IF RB has received 
complete information. im 
order to start the 
application of Section I 
of Articte 11 or for 
noufication under 
Article 13 of the Radio 
Regulations 








- 243 - AP OR 


An administration will not be considered to be affected if the 
nominal orbital position associated with tis allotment im the 
Plan or with its assignments in the List ts moved within the 
corresponding PDA while keeping an aggregate (// > 26 dB 


54 The PDA concept may be applied only: 
— to provide an allotment to a new Member of the ITU; 


— im the process of conversion of an allotment into an assign- 
ment. 


to accommodate a subregional system. 


to resolve incompatibilities with existing systems (except for 
the implementation of additional uses). 


to resolve incompatibilities with the assignments in the List 
(except for the implementation of additional uses) 


5.5 The List of Assignments to be associated with the Plan will 
contain: 


a) assignments derived from allotments in Part A of the Plan; 
b) assignments relating to existing systems in Part B of the Plan; 


c) assignments resulting from the introduction of subregional 
systems. 


d) assignments relating to additional uses 


5.6 Whenever a new assignment is entered in this List, the Board shall 
inform administrations in its weekly circular, indicating the characteristics 
of the assignment concerned. 
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ARTICLE 6 


Procedures for Implementation of the Plan and 
Regulation of the Fixed-Satellite Service in the Planned Bands 


Section 1. Procedure for Conversion of an Allotment into an Assignment 


6.1 When an administration intends to convert an allotment into an 
assignment employing all or part of its allotment in Part A of the Plan, it 
shall, not earlier than five years and not later than one year before the 
planned date of bringing the network into use, send to the IFRB the 
information specified in Annex 2 


6.2 Upon receipt of a complete notice of a frequency assignment 
related to that allotment, the Board shall examine it with respect to its 
conformity with Part A of the Plan. 


6.3 A notice of an assignment is considered to be in conformity with 
Part A of the Plan if 


a) the service area is not greater than the service area in Part A of 
the Pian: 


hb) at meets the criteria of Annex 3A: 


c) the orbital position corresponds to the numinal orbital position 
in the Plan 


64 A notice shall be returned to the notifying administration whenever 
the service area is not within a geographical area for which the notifying 
administration ts responsible 


6.5 When the Board finds that the proposed assignment is in conform- 
ity with paragraph 6.3, the Board shall apply the provisions of Annex 3B 
(Macrosegmentation Concept) 


66 When Annex 38 has been applied successfully and the Board has 
found that the proposed assignment is compatible with Part B of the Plan 
in accordance with Annex 4, the Board shall record the assignment in the 
List. The administration shall then notify the assignment in accordance 
with Article & 


67 When the Board finds that the proposed assignment is in conform- 
ity with Part A of the Plan after examination using Annexes 3A and 3B 
but it is incompatible with Part B of the Plan. the provisions of para- 
graph 6.10 shall apply 
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68 if a notice is not in conformity with Part A of the Plan, the 
provisions in Seotion IA shall apply. 


69 If under paragraph 6.5 after the application of Annex 3B coordina- 
tion is required, then the provisions of Section 1A beginning at para- 
graph 6.18 shall apply. 


6.10 For-the purpose of resolving the incompatibilities mentioned in 
paragraph 6.7: 

a) an administration responsible for an existing system or an 
additional use shall, depending on the stage of development of 
its system, take all technically and operationally possible 
measures to remove incompatibilities at the pre-design, design 
and operational stages in order to accommodate the require- 
ments of the administration seeking to convert as allotment 
into an assignment; 
an administration whose allotment is being converted into an 
assignment shall assist in the resolution of incompatibilities . 
both administrations, with the assistance of the Board if 
requested, shall cooperate in reaching an equitable agreement, 
taking into account the respective stages of development of 
their systems and recognizing that a means must be found to 
convert the allotment into an assignment which is acceptable to 
both parties. 


6.11 After resolution of any incompatibilities through the application of 
paragraph 6.10, the Board shall record the assignment in the List. The 
administration shall then notify the assignment in accordance with 
Article 8. 


Section 1A. Procedure for Conversion of an Allotment 
late on Assignment thet Is not in Conformity With Part A 
of the Piles or thet Does ot Comply with Annex 38 


6.12 The Board shall use this Section to determine if the proposed 
assignment affects: 

a) the allotments in the Plan: 

b) the assignments which appear in the List; 


c) the assignments with respect to which the Board has previously 
received information in accordance with this Article 
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6.13 ff the proposed assignment is not in conformity with Annex 3A. 
the Board shall return the notice to the notifying administration indicating 
that « may take the following action 


a) modify the characteristics of its proposed assignment in order 
to ensure ts compatibility: or 


b) select an alternative orbital position, preferably within tts 
PDA. or 


©) request the assistance of the Board in either course of action. 


6.14 After the notice is returned to the administration following the 
application of paragraph 6.13, the administration may resubmit the notice 
and the Board shail apply again the provisions starting at paragraph 6.2. 
with the exceptian of paragraph 6.3 «) which is not applicable 


615 When the Board is requested to assist in the selection of an 
alternative orbital position for the proposed assignment. it shall endeavour 
to identify an orbital position which would ensure compatibility with the 
allotments in the Plan and the assignments in the List and shall communt- 
cate the results to the notifying administration 


6.16 If it ts not possible to solve the problem mentioned in para- 
graph 6.13 after having considered the possibility uo: finding an alternative 
orbital position, the concept of PDA (Annex 5) shall be used by the 
notifying administration or by the Board, if its assistance is requested 


6.17 When paragraph 616 has been applied successfully, the provisions 
of paragraph 6.5 of Section | shall be applied 


6.18 If the provisions of Annex 3B are not met, the Board shall then 
identify affecied administrations having assignments in the List by using 
the criteria of Annex 4 


6.19 If no administrations are affected under paragraph 6.18, the Board 
shall record the assignment in the List. The administration shall then notify 
the assignment in accordance with Article 8. 


6.20 If administrations are affected under paragraph 6.18, the adminis- 
tration responsible for the proposed assignment shall seek the agreement of 
the affected administrations using the techniques described in Annex 6. 
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621 When agreement ss reached, the administration responsbic shall 
advise the Board which shall modify the orbital position and PIDA in the 
Pian, if necessary, and shall record the assignment m the List with a 
special symbol. The administration shall then notify the assignment im 
accordance with Article & 


622 The special symbol referred to im paragraph 6.21 shall represent an 


undertaking by the administration responsible for the proposed assignment 
that « will accommodate, if necessary, future conforming assignments 


made under paragraph 66 
623 When no agreement is reached under paragraph 6.20. the notice 
shall be returned 


Section 1B. Procedure for Recording in the List of the F xisting 
Systems Contained ie Part 8 of the Plies 


624 The Board shall use the method of Annex 4 to determine whether 
the proposed assignment affects 


the allotments in Part A; 
the existing systems im Part B': 
the assignments which appear in the List; 


the assignments with respect to which the Board has previously 
received information im accordance with this Article 


6.25 Assignments for networks contained in Part B of the Plan for 
which notices for recording in the Master Register were received by the 
Board prior to 29 August 1988 and recorded subsequently in the MIFR 
will be entered in the List. However, for notices received after 
29 August 1988, the assignments will be entered in the List if the notified 
characteristics are identical to those contained in Part B of the Plan 


6.26 If, under paragraph 6.24, no allotments or assignments are affected, 
the Board shall publish the results of its calculations in a special section of 
the weekly circular and shall enter the proposed assignment in the List 
The administration shall then notify the assignment in accordance with 
Article 8 





' Administrations with networks im Part B shall continue to apply the 
provisions of Section I! of Article 11 with respect to other networks listed in Part B 
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627 Wf, under paragraph 6.24, allotments of assignments are affected’, 
the Board shall return the notice to the notifying administration mmdicating 
that « may take the following action 


a) modify the characteristics of its proposed assignment im order 
to ensure ts Compatibility. or 


h) select an alternative orbital position and proceed im accordance 
with paragraph 6.24; or 


request the assistance of the Board in either course of action. 


628 After the notice ts returned to the administration following applica- 
tion of paragraph 6.24, the administration may resubmit the notice and the 
Board shall apply again paragraphs 6.24 to 6.27 


629 For existing systems in Part B of the Plan the provisions of 
No 1056A of the Radio Regulations shall be applied 


630 When the Board is requested to assist in the selection of an 
alternative orbital position for the proposed assignment, it shall endeavour 


to identify an orbital position which would ensure compatibility with the 
allotments in the Plan and the assignments in the List and shall communi- 
cate the results to the notefying administration 


631 If & is not possible to solve the problem of incompatibility men- 
tioned in paragraph 6.27 after having considered the possibility of finding 
an alternative orbital position, the concept of PDA shall be used (see 
paragraph 5.3 of Article 5) by the notifying administration or by the 
Board, if its assistance ts requested 


6.32 If paragraph 6.31 has been successfully applied, the Board shall use 
the method of Annex 4 as in paragraph 6.24 





' Incompatibility between assignments in Part B shall be disregarded when. 
ever an agreement under the provisions of Section II of Article 11 was obtained 
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613 Wf paregraphs 631 and 632 have been successfully applied, the 
Board shall publish the rewits of us calculations and the modified orbual 
positions in a special section of the weekly crcular 


634 Wf, within sixty days of the weekly circular mentioned im para- 
graph 6.33 the Board receives no comments, a shall be deemed that there 
are no objections to the proposed relocations and the Board shall record 
the assignment in the List. The administration shall then notify the 
assignment in accordance with Article & 


635 Comments under paragraph 6.44, if any, shall be limited to the case 
of an administration believing that the agreed protection criteria have not 
been met of to the case in which the adrmumistration envisages problems in 
recoordinating any sateline network under consideration If such comments 
are received the Board shall immiate the appropriate action to resolve the 
problem 


6% = In the event of an unsuccessful application of paragraphs 6.41 and 
6.42, the provisions of paragraph 6.17 shall apply (with respect to incom. 
patibilities with allotments and assignments derived from allotments) 


6.37 Wf i is necessary for the purpose of resolving the incompatibilitics 
mentioned in paragraph 6.32 


a) the administration responsible for an existing system shall, 
depending on the stage of development of its system, take all 
technically and operationally possible measures to remove 
incompatibslities. 
an administration whose allotment or assignment is being 
affected shall assist in the resolution of incompatibilities . 


both administrations, with the assistance of the Board if 
requested, shall cooperate im reaching an equitable agreement 

aims i» Gneull Gb Geaaiies dam of Gutenn @ 
their systems 





638 When a group of administrations intends to bring into use a 
subregional sysiem a shall select one of more orbital postions for the 
system. preferably from the nauvonal allotments concerned, and send details 
of the aemgnment of the proposed nctwork to the Board, not carlier than 
five years and not later than one year before the planned date of bringing 
into use. For the purpose, the administrations shall designate one among 
them to act on thew behalf m the application of the provisions of this 


Appendix. The selected administration shall be known as the notifying 
administration 


639 All of part of the national allotments used by the subregional 
system shall he suspended for the period of operation of this subregional 
system wniess ot can be used im a way that does not affect allotments im the 
Plan of assignments made mm accordance with the procedures associated 
with the Plan 


640 Suspended national allotments (sce paragraph 6.99) shall continue 
to enjoy the same protection as that afforded to other allotments in the 


Plan which are not suspended, for use in the event of cessation of the 
subregional system 


441 When determining which administrations are affected by subre- 
gional systems. the mutual interference between the subregional system and 
its members suspended national allotments shall not be taken into account 
for the period of the life of the subregional system 


642 In determining which administrations are affected, the interference 
caused by cither the subregional system or the suspended allotments as 
specified in paragraph 6.99 shall be taken into account, but not both at the 
same treme on view of then respective implementation schedules 
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643 Upon receipt of 2 complete (Annex 2) notice relating to the” 
proposed assignment. the Board shall use the method of Annct 4 to 
determine whether the proposed asugament affects 


a) the allotments mm the Plan. 
6b) =the assignments which appear m the List: 


©) the assignments for which the Board has previously received 
complete information im accordance with thr Artcte 


644 = In the event of a favourable finding with regard to compatibility, 
the Board shall enter the proposed ausignment im the Li. The administra 
tion shall then notify the assignment in accordance with Article 2 


645 In the event of an unfavourable finding with regard to compati- 
bility, the Board shall return the notice to the notifying administration, 
indicating that may take the following action 


a) modify the characteristics of tts proposed assignment in order 
to ensure its Compatibility. or 


bh) select an alternative orbital position and proceed im accordance 
with paragraph 6.38; or 


©) =©request the assistance of the Board im cither course of action 


446 = After the notice is returned to the administration following applica. 
tion of paragraph 6.43, the administration may resubmit the notice and the 
Board shall apply again paragraphs 6 43 to 6 45 


647 When the Board is requested to assist in the selection of an 
alternative orbital position for the propoved assignment, i shall endeavour 
to identify an orbital position which would ensure compatibility with the 
allotments in the Plan and the assignments in the List and shall communi. 
cate the results to the notifying administration 


648 =f it is not possible to solv the problem of incompatibility men. 
tioned im paragraph 6 45 after having considered the possibrlity of finding 
an alternative orbital position, the concept of PDA shall be used (see 
paragraph 5.3 of Article 5) by the notifying adminisiration or by the 
Board, if its assistance 1s requested. 
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649 'm the event of a wocessful application of paragraph 648, the 
Board shall publish the result of ats calculations and the modified orbital 
locations mm a special section of the weekly crcular 


650 If, within sixty days from the date of the weekly circular mentioned 
im paragraph 6 49. the Board receives no comments, it shall be deemed that 
there are mo objections to the proposed solution and the proposed assign- 
ment shall be recorded in the List. The administration shall then notify the 
assignment im accordance with Article 8. Comments, if any, shall be 
lymited to the case of an administration believing that the agreed protection 
criteria have mot been met. If it receives such comments, the Board shall 
imstiate the appropriate action to resolve the matter. 


651 In the event of an unsuccessful application of paragraphs 6.48, 6.49 
and 6.50, the Board shall return the notice to the notifying administration. 


652 Wf an administration withdraws from a subregional system, u shall 
inform the 1FRB. The Board shall take account of this withdrawal when 


applying the provisions retateng to the compatibility of new assignments 


653 Wf an administration which has withdrawn from a subregional 
system wishes to implement a national system, and is unable to satisfy the 
condition of paragraph 6.39 for the use of all of part of its allotment, i 
may proceed under the provisions of Section II! of this Article relating to 
additronal uses for the allotment or part of the allotment, as appropriate 


654 When a subregional system is terminated by the participating 
administrations, the notifying administration shall inform the Board as 
carly as possible and the Board shall 
@) publish this information in a special section of its weekly 
circular. 
hb) cancel all frequency assignments in the List relating tc that 
system. 
©) modify Part A of the Plan to indicate that the corresponding 
nationz! allotments are no longer suspended 





6.55 These bands are used for the fixed-satellite service Plan and their 
use in accordance with this section should be avoided if possible. Adminis- 
trations are urged to use oiher available bands. 


6.56 An administration, or one acting on behalf of a group of adminis- 
trations, may apply the procedure of this Section for an additional use as 
defined in Article 2, provided that the proposed assignments have a 
maximum period of validity of 15 years and will not, except if agreed to 
by the administrations affected, require any displacement of the orbital 
position of an allotment in Part A of the Pian or the orbital position of an 
assignment in the List, nor be incompatible with: 


a) the allotments in the Plan: 
b) the assignments in the List; 


c) the assignments for which the Board has previously received 
information in accordance with this Article. 


6.57 For this purpose it shall, not earlier than five years and not later 
than one year before the planned date of bringing the related assignment 
into use, send the information specified in Annex 2 to the IFRB. 


6.58 Upon receipt of a complete notice, the Board shall examine it 
to ensure its compliance with paragraph 6.56 and in the event of non- 
compliance the notice shall be returned to the notifying administration. 
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6.59 If the Board finds that the notice complies with the provisions of 
paragragh 6.56 ut shall enter the assignment in the List. The administration 
shall then notify the assignment in accordance with Article 8. 


6.60 The provisions of this Section shall not be applied before one year 
from the date of entry into force of this Plan. 


ARTICLE 7 


Procedure for the Addition of a New Allotment to the Plan 
for a New Member of the Unions 


71 The administration of a country which has joined the Union as a 
new Member shall obtain a national allotment in Part A of the Plan by the 
following procedure. 


7.2 The administration shall submit its request for an allotment to the 
Board, with the following information: 

a) the geographical coordinates of not more than 10 test points 
for determining the minimal ellipse to cover its national terri- 
tory; 

b) the height above sea level of each of its test points and the rain 
zone of zones; 


c) any special requirement, other than a fixed orbital position, 
which is to be taken into account to the extent practicable. 


73 Upon receipt of the complete information (mentioned in para- 
graph 7.2 above), the Board shall find an appropriate orbital position, if 
necessary using the PDA concept, and shall enter the national allotment of 
the new Member of the Union in Part A of the Plan. 


74 For this purpose the Board shall consult, and if necessary seek the 
agreement of, any administrations that may be affected. 
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ARTICLE 8 


Procedure for Notification and Recording in the 


Master Register of Assignments in the Planned 
Bands for the Fixed-Satellite Service 


8.1 Any assignment for which the relevant procedure of Article 6 has 
been successfully applied shall be notified to the Board in accordance with 
Article 13 of the Radio Regulations. 


8.2 Upon reception by the Board of a complete notice under 
Article 13, a PDA of zero degrees (operational stage) shall be associated 
with this assignment. 


8.3 Such an assignment shall not be subject to the procedures for 
advance publication and coordination contained in Sections | and I! of 
Article 11 of the Radio Regulations'. Consequently, the provisions of 
Article 13 of the Radio Regulations shali continue to be applicable except 
with regard to No. 1904 and related provisions (see Resolution 107). 


K4 No provision of this Appendix shall be considered as modifying 
the requirements under Sections 111 and IV of Article 11 of the Radio 
Regulations relating to coordination between the fixed-satellite service and 
stations of terrestrial services sharing the planned bands on an equal 
primary basis. 





' For existing systems in Part B of the Plan, see Section 1B of Article 6 
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ARTICLE 9 


General Provisions 


91 Part A of the Plan is limited to national systems providing a 
domestic service. Administrations may, however, in accordance with the 
provisions of Section II of Article 6, use all or part of their allotments to 
form a subregional system. 


9.2 The existing systems listed in Part B of the Plan may continue in 


operation for a maximum period of 20 years from the dzic of entry into 
force of this Appendix. 


ARTICLE 10 


Plan for the Fixed-Satellite Service in the Frequency 
Bands 4 500 - 4 800 Miz, 6725 - 7625 MHz, 
10.70 - 10.95 GHz, 11.20 - 11.45 GHz 
and 12.75 - 13.25 GHz' 


Al COLUMN HEADINGS OF PART A OF THE PLAN 


Col. 1 Beam identification (Column | contains the symbol designating 
the country or the geographical area taken from Table Bi of 
the Preface to the International Frequency List) 

Nominal orbital position, in degrees and tenths of a degree 


Service arc (western and eastern limits in degrees and tenths of 


a degree)? 





' The Plan has been prepared with a view to assuring for each allotment an 
aggregate C // ratio of at least 26 dB 


> The service arc indicated in column 3 of Part A of the Plan represents 
that segment of the geostationary-satellite orbit which is common to all individual 
service arcs of each test point for its minimum elevation angle as given in Annex 1, 
Section 1.3 of this Appendix 
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Predetermined arc (western and eastern limits in degrees and 
tenths of a degree) 


Longitude of the boresight, in degrees and tenths of a degree 
Latitude of the boresight, in degrees and tenths of a degree 


Major axis of the elliptical cross-section half-power beam, in 
degrees and tenths of a degree 

Minor axis of the elliptical cross-section half-power beam, in 
degrees and terths of a degree 

Orientation of the ellipse determined as follows: in a plane 
normal to the beam axis, the direction of the major axis of the 
ellipse is defined by the angle measured anticlockwise from a 


line parallel to the equatorial plane to the major axis of the 
ellipse, to the nearest degree 


Earth station ¢.i.r.p. density (d4B(W/Hz))' 
Satellite ¢.i.rp. density (dB(W/Hz))' 
Remarks 


TEXT FOR SYMBOLS IN REMARKS 
COLUMN OF THE PLAN 


1. Fast roll-off space station transmitting and receiving antenna. 


2. This allotment will use an earth station receiving and transmit- 
ting antenna side-lobe pattern that will conform to 29 - 25 log @. 





' The A, B, C, D parameters associated with these columns will be 
published in IFRB circular-letters 
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’ This allotment will use an earth station receiving antenna 
side-lobe pattern that will conform to 29 - 25 log @. 

4 The Admunistration of Luxembourg (LUX) agreed to protect 
the national allotment SYROOOO (SYR) to a single entry (C/) ratio of 
W dB against the interference from the beam LUXGDL62 

s Owing to the mountainous areas within the ¢o0°:.~ the 
minimum cievation angle shall not be reduced below 20° wh . somg 
the predetermined arc concept 





Note by the General Secretanat (applicable when an asterish (*) appears in 
column 12) Vs to be noted that this beam is intended to be implemented as pan of 
a multibeam network, operating from a single orbital location. Within any multi- 
beam octwork, the beams are the responsibility of a single administration, hence 
interference between them has not been taken into account during the Conference 
The number which appears in the alphanumeric code that follows the asterisk serves 
to sdentify the multi beam network concerned 





4500 — 4000 Miz, 6725 — 7025 MHz 








TUT 
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10.70 — 10.95, 11.20 — 11.45 GHz, 12.75 — 13.25 GHz 
i 2 3 4 5 67/8 93 0 Hn. 

TRDOOOOO | -734| -1123| -99) -834) -634) -611; 108) 08) 08) 900) -63) 273 
TUNOBOOO | -41| -290) 484) -141 $9 94) 335) 13) 10) 1060; So) - 282 
TUROOOOO $4 71 616 71 194 mM) 33: 28) 10) In10 03 -260 
Tuvooo00 1880 1273) -~1280| 1480 1680 17992; -85) 08) 08) 900) -62) -271 
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UR GOOD ~!' ~1089 ~35| -961' -~761 ~$3| -337; 113) 10) S860) -S6) -277 
URSO000} 610 567 654 s67 654 576' 483) 75) 35) 1780 88\ -262 
URS00002 Ba 877 980 877 980 948; 406) 75) 35] 1750) 124) ~262 
URS00003 1385 1385 1406| 1385 1406 MS) 526) 75) 35 50 87) -262 
USA0Q0000 ~1010) ~1303) ~635/ -1110) -910/ -939| 368) 82) 36; 1720) 137!) ~232) *;wBIG 
USAVIPRT | -1010| -1303/) -~635; -1110) -910) -645) 178| 08) 08) 900) -60) - 255) *;wBI6 
vCTooooo ~93 1) ~1123 ~99| ~1031) ~831 ~611 132; 08) O08) 90) -61) -262 
VENOOOO0! ~627| ~1025| -~247) -927| -~727)| -664 28) 21) 1420 §8)| ~227) */weBi7 
VENOOO02 ~627| -~1025| ~247; ~-927| ~727| -636) 187) 08) 08) 900) -~62! ~270/ *;~eB17 
VTNOOOOO 1070 | 1280 $70 1170 1065; 142) 36) 26) 1390 82| -226 
VUTOOOOO 1907 1274) ~1624 1407 1607 1664) ~172) 12) 10) 1220) ~185) ~231 
WAKOOOO0 | ~ 1590) ~1688) ~ 1582) ~1680/) ~ 1582 1665; 1192) 08) 08) 90); -~93) ~320) */wB2 
WALOOO00 1130 1130 143 1130 1143] ~1771) ~138) O86] O8 90; 51) ~241) “BI 
YEMOO000 270| ~243 1132 170 370 42; 151] 10! 10] 1030! -89) ~302 
YMS00000 1060; ~164 144 980 144 499; 148; 14) 10) 530; -48) ~280 
YUGOOO00 431 -~28 #2 331 $31 17; 444) 11) 10) 1610) ~47) ~273 
ZA100000 $10; ~236 626 410 610 244; ~46) 39) 35) 920 $9| -223 
7M600000 336; 279 625 236 496 279; ~128) 24) 16) 20) ~21! ~292 
ZweEo0o0000 66; -270 855 556 756 30; ~189) 15!) 11) 1400) -~51) ~289 
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COLUMN HEADINGS OF PART B OF THE PLAN 


Beam identification 
Admunstration 


Space station name 


Orbital position, in degrees and hundredths of a degree East 


Western limit of visible arc, in degrees and tenths of a degree 
East longitude (if no visible arc is given, this value is that of 
the orbital position) 

Eastern limit of visible arc, in degrees and tenths of a degree 
East longitude (if no visible arc is given, this value is that of 
the orbital position) 

Western limit of service arc, in degrees and tenths of a degree 
East longitude 

Eastern limit of service arc, in degrees and tenths of a degree 
East longitude 


Predetermined arc (western and eastern limits in degrees and 
tenths of a degree) 


Use of 4 GHz band 
(0 = no, | = yes) 


Use of 6 GHz band 
(0 = no, | = yes) 
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Use of 10-11 Git: hand 
(0 = no, l =~ yes) 


Use of 14 Git: hand 
(0 = no, 1 = yes) 


Satelite antenna boresight longitude, in degrees and tenths of a 
degree Last longitude 


Satellite antenna boresight latitude, in degrees and tenths of a 
degree North latitude 


Satellite antenna major axis beamwidth (this is the half-power 
beamwidth. expressed in degrees and tenths of a degree) 


Satellite antenna minor axis beamwidth (this is the half-power 
beamwidth, cxpressed in degrees and tenths of a degree) 


Satellite antenna major avis orientation + degrees and tenths 
of a degree anticlockwise with respect to the equatorial plane 


Names of other beams on the same satelhte' 


Power density fed to transmitting earth station antenna in 
dh W/H7) averaged over the necessary bandwidth (if the 
network does not operate in any of the up-link freq uncy 
hands of the Plan, no value is entered) 





' Nate by the General Secretariat (applicable when an avierish (*) appears in 
column 19%) 1 & to be noted that this beam is intended to be implemented as part of 
a multi-beam nctwork, operating from a single orbital location. Within any multi. 
beam network, the beams .°¢ the responsibility of a wongle administration, hence 
imerference between them has not been taken into account during the Conference 
The number which appears in the alphanumenc code that follows the asterish serves 
to rdentefy the multi beam actwork concerned 








» ae @ 


Tranumuting carth station anicnna gam. in dBi (if the nctwork 
does not operate m cither of the ep-link frequency bands of 
the Plan, no value is entered) 


Earth station antenna sidelobe characteristic tts the 
value X to be used in the equations Gih) = X — 25 
log (h) dBi (if no value is given, it is set to 32.0 ABi)) 
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ARTICLE 11 


Period of Validity of the Provisions and Associated Plan 


11.1 These provisions and associated Plan have been prepared in order 
to guarantee in practice for all countries equitable access to the geo- 
stationary-satellite orbit and the frequency bands contained in Article 3, to 
meet the requirements of the fixed-satellite service for a period of at least 
20 years from the date of entry into force of this Appendix. 


11.2 These provisions and associated Plan shall, in any event, remain in 
force until their revision by a competent world administrative radio 
conference, convened in accordance with the relevant provisions of the 
Convention in force. 
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ANNEX 1 *) 


Parameters Used in Characterizing the Fixed-Satellite Service Plan 


Section A. Technical Dota Used ia Establishing the 
Allotment Plae aad the Associated Provisions 


1. Basic technical characteristics 


The allotments in the Plan are based on a reference satellite 
network with the following assumptions: 


1 Tvpe of modulation 


The Plan is independent of modulation characteristics and 
accessing techniques. 





*) Note by the General Secretariat: Subsequent to WARC ORB-88, certain 
errors have been discovered in the technical information for fast roll-off antenna 
patterns as contained in Appendices WA and 30B. This technical information as 
corrected by the [FRB derives from other relevant Conference decisions and is given 
in the provisional IF RB Rule of Procedure No. H38, published in IFRB Circular. 
letter No. 790 of 12 July 1989. Copies of the latter may be obtained directly from 
the [FRB 

















1.2 Carner-to-nase rato 


The carrier-to-noise ratio (C/N) is as follows: 

a) the up-link carrier-to-noise ratio is equal to 23 dB under rain 
fading conditions with a minimum carth station transmitter 
power density of —60 dB(W/Hz) averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier: 


the down-link carrier-to-noise ratio is equal to 17 dB under 
rain fading conditions: 

the total carrier-to-noise ratio is equal to 16 dB under rain 
fading conditions. 

for the 6/4 GH7 bands, the above C/WNs are exceeded for 
99.95% of tne year (Note: The rain attenuation margin is 
limited to a maximum of 8 dB): 


for the 13/10-11 GHz bands, the above C/ Ns are exceeded for 
99.9% of the year (Note: The rain attenuation margin is limited 
to a maximum of 8 dB): 


the rain attenuation model used is that described in CCIR 
Report 564-3 (1986). 


13 Earth station antenna elevation angle 


The minimum elevation angle for each test point defining the 
service area is based on the following: 

10 degrees for climatic zones A to G; 

20 degrees for climatic zones H to L: 

30 degrees for climatic zones M and N: 

40 degrees for climatic zone P. 


Administrations may select lower elevation angles for their service 
areas. For countries at high latitudes or with dispersed territories, in the 
absence of such a request, if the above values for minimum elevation angle 
are unobtainable, then the highest elevation angle leading to a non-zero 
service arc applies. In mountainous areas, the elevation angles are specified 
by the administrations concerned. 
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14 Interference critenna 


The Plan has been prepared with a view to assuring for each 
allotment an aggregate carrier-to-interference ratio under free-space con- 
ditions of 26 dB or higher. 


1.5 Polarization 


Polarization isolation between satellite networks was not used in 
the development of the Allotment Plan. 


16 Earth stanon characteristics 


16.1 The diameters of the earth station antennas are: 
7 m for the 6/4 GHz band; 
3m for the 13/10-11 GHz band. 


16.2 The earth station receiving system noise temperature referred to the 
output of the receiving antenna ts: 

140 K for the 4 GHz band; 

200 K for the 10-11 GHz band. 
16.3 The earth station antenna efficiency is 70%. 
164 The earth station antenna reference pattern is shown in Table | 
below. If so desired by an administration, the improved side-lobe pattern 
of 29 ~ 25 log @ may be used. 
165 In cases where the C// ratio of 26 dB cannot be obtained, it would 
be appropriate for the countries concerned to agree on the use of antennas 


with an improved ude-lobe pattern of 29 — 25 log @ or on other suitable 
means so as to obtain the above ratio (see Table 1 below). 


17 Space station characteristics 


171 The Allotment Plan is based on the use of space station antennas 
with beams of elliptical or circular cross-section. 


17.2 The antenna radiation characteristics are as shown in Figure |. The 
fast roll-off characteristics shown in Figure 2 may be used when so 
specified by administrations. 
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173 The space station recening system none temperature referred to the 
output of the recening antenna 1s: 


1000 K for the 6 GHz band. 
1800 K for the 13 GHz band. 


174 The minimum beamwidth size. in terms of the half-power beam- 


width. 1s 16 degrees for the 6 4 GHz band and O08 degrees for the 
13 10-11 GHz band 


175 The space station antenna efficiency is $5". 


176 The deviation of the space station antenna beam from its nominal 
pointing direction 1s limited to 0.1 degrees in any direction. The rotation 
accuracy of elliptical beams 1s + 1.0 degree 


18 Bandwidth 


The Allotment Plan is based on the carrier power averaged over the 
necessary bandwidth of the modulated carrier and referred to a | MHz 


bandwidth 
Section B. Generalized Parameters | sed for Determining 
when the Assignments of 2 Proposed Sotellite Network 
Are in Conformity With the Piss 
1 Introduction 


i The A, 8B. C, D generalized parameters specify the interference- 
producing capability (variables 4 and C) and the interference sensitivity 
(variables B and D) of a satellite network 

12 Since many different comb:nations of implementation parameters 
(such as antenna characteristics and transmitter powers) can result in a 
sumilar set of parametric values, it can be applied irrespective of the 
modulation characteristics and specific frequency used. 


ta 


Calculation of the A. B.C. D generalized parameters 


A The following equations (see Section 2.3 below) describe the A. 8B. 
C. D generalized parameters where: 


A = up-link off-axis ¢i.rp. density averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier: 
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B = wup-link off-axis receiver sensitivity to interfering ¢ir.p. den- 
sity averaged over the necessary bandwidth of the modulated 
carrier. 

C = down-link off-axis ¢ir.p. density averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier: 

D = down-link off-axis receiver sensitivity to interfering ¢irp. 
density averaged over the necessary bandwidth of the modu- 
lated carrier. 


ef 


In the following equations, if measured data for the antenna gains 
are not available, the reference antenna radiation patterns chosen under 
Sections 1.6.4 and 1.7.2 of Annex |, Section A should be used. 


The generalized parameters A, B, C and D are calculated as 


- 


A= p- #9) 


i 
Pp & Ante) 





Ce B® 
Agy(@) 


poe —O_ 
Pi BM 





where. 


(In the following, all ratios are numerical power ratios and the 
antenna gains are referred to an isot:opic antenna.) 


rr: the power Gensity, averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier, fed into 
the transmitting earth station antenna (W/H7z): 


m : the maximum gain of the earth station trans- 
mitting antenna. 
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ai8) : the earth station transmitting anteuna radiation 
pattern; 
&: the maximum gain of the space station 
receiving antenna. 
RA) : the gain in the space station receiving antenna 


in the direction of the earth station: 


Age) = —© : discrimination of the space station receiving 
&:(@) antenna in the direction of the earth station: 


Pr: the power density, averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier, fed into 
the space station transmitting antenna (W/Hz); 


g the maximum space station transmitting 
antenna gain 
gi@) : the space station transmitting antenna gain in 


Anie) = 2. : discrimination of the space station transmitting 
#(%) antenna in the direction of the desired earth 


station. 

Re the maximum gain of the earth station 
receiving antenna. 

249) the earth station receiving antenna radiation 
pattern. 
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APB = 2 « 


Gan = ‘GES — log tee - Oe) OR 

Cures A GB relative to mam beam goin 
-Nte’er for © < ie/q@) «< 145 
~(22 + 20 log (@/ ee) for (@’e) > 145 
after intersection with curve B curve B 


Curve Bo Minus the on-axis gain (curve B im this figure Mustrates the particular 
case of an antenna with an on anes gain of 46 dBi) 

Gu. Ge Major and minor aris hall.power beamwidth, respectively, of elliptical 
heam (degrees) 


1. Cross-sectional hall.power beamwidth in the direction of imterest 
(degrees) 
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Curve A’ GB relative to main beam gain 
~ 12 (@/@n? for © < (@/q@) < 05 


—18.75 g' (@/@e — «Pf for O05 < (e/@) < (** + :) 
or 


— 25.23 for = 7 :) < (@/@) < 145 
oo 


—(22 + Wiogi@/ee)) for (@/q) > 145 
after intersection with curve B: curve B 





Curve B- minus the on-axis gain (curves A and B represent examples of three 
antennas having different values of @_ as labelled in Figure 2. The 
on-axis gains of these antennas are approximately 34, 40, and 46 dBi, 
respectively) 


@ = off-axis angle (degrees) 
@ = Cross-sectional half-power beamwidth in the direction of interest (degrees) 


6 
'- os (1 - *). for the 13/10-11 GHz bands 
Me 


‘= os (i - *). for the 6/4 Giz bands 
* 
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ANNEX 2 


Basic Data to be Furnished in Notices Relating to Stations 
in the Fixed-Sateilite Service Entering the Design Stage 
Using Frequency Bands of the Pian 


Space station characteristics 


The following information shall be supplied for both the transmit. 
ting and receiving space stations. 


1 Country and identification of the allotment (for a network not 
derived from the Allotment Plan, give the name of the network) 


12 Preferred or nominal orbital position (xxx.xx degrees cast or west 
from the Greenwich meridian. In addition, in the case of a network not 
derived from the Allotment Plan, give the service arc) 


Frequency bands 
Dates proposed for bringing into use 
Identity of the space station 


16 Service area as defined by the allotment in the Plan. Alternatively. 
the service area may be defined by a number of geographical points 


1.7 Power characteristics of the transmission 


a) Maximum value of power density, in dB(W/Hz), averaged 
over the necessary bandwidth of the modulated carrier. sup- 
plied to the input of the antenna. (This value will be used for 
calculation of the C and D parameters. See Annex !. Sec- 
tion B.) 


Maximum carrier power density, in dR(W/H7). averaged over 
the worst 4 kHz band, supplied to the antenna input 








29% 


c) Frequency below which signals whose peak-to-average ratio ts 
less than 5S dB will be located 


Space station transmitting and receiving antenna characteristics 





a) gain of the antenna in the direction of maximum radiation 
referred to an isotropic antenna (dBi): 


hb) boresight coordinates (xx.xx degrees north or south, 
yyy.yy degrees cast or west from the Greenwich meridian): 


pointing accuracy (degrees): 


shape of the beam (elliptical, circular, or other): 


for circular beams indicate the following: 
~- half-power beamwidth in degrees: 
~ radiation pattern: 


for elliptical beams indicate the following: 
radiation pattern: 
rotational accuracy im degrees; 


major axis orientation in degrees anticlockwise from the 
Equator: 


major axis beamwidth (degrees) at the half-power points: 
minor axis beamwidth (degrees) at the half-power points. 


for beams of other than circular or elliptical shape, indicate the 
following 


- gain contours plotted on a map of the Earth's surface, 
preferably in a radial projection from the satellite on to a 
plane perpendicular to the axis from the centre of the 
Farth to the satellite. The gain contours shall be drawn as 
isolines of the tsotropic gain, at least for —2, —4, —6, 
~10 and —20 dB and at 10 dB intervals thereafter, as 
necessary, relative to the maximum antenna gain, when 





5)2) 


— a APB 


any of these contours is located either totally or partially 
anywhere within the limit of visibility of the Earth from 
the given geostationary satellite. The antenna gain con- 
tours shall include the effect of the planned pointing 
accuracy and rotational accuracy of the antenna; 
whenever practicable, a numerical equation providing the 
necessary information to allow the gain contours to be 
plotted. 


19 Space station receiving system noise temperature (kelvins) 
1.10  Station-keeping accuracy (degrees) 


The following information shall be supplied for both the transmit 
and receive earth stations. 


Identity of the space station with which communication is to be 
established 


Power characteristics of the transmission 


a) Maximum value of power density, in dB(W/Hz), averaged 
over the necessary bandwidth of the modulated carrier, sup- 
plied to the input of the antenna. (This value will be used for 
calculation of the A and B parameters. See Annex !, Sec- 
tion B.) 


Maximum carrier power density, in dB(W/Hz), averaged over 
the worst 4 kHz band, supplied to the antenna input. 


Frequency below which signals whose peak-to-average ratio ts 
less than 5 dB will be located. 











OK - 
Earth staten antenna charactenstics 


a) antenna gain im the direction of maximum retaten referred to 
an rsotropic antenna (dBi). 


b) half-power beamwidth im degrees (describe in detail if not 
symmetrical). 


the radiation diagramis) of the antenna (taking as a reference 
the direction of maximum radiation) 


Earth stanon recevwing svsiem nowwe temperature (kelvins) 


Coordination agreement. if any 


Subregional svuiems 


Indicate the type of system and participating administrations If 
applicable, mndicate the part of the national allotment proposed to be used 
to form the subregional system, and the notifying administration 


Required protection ratio 


Indicate the minimum acceptable aggregate carrier-to-imterference 
ratio, if less than 26 dR. The carrier-to-interference ratio is to be expressed 
im terms of the power averaged over the necessary bandwidth of the 
modulated wanted and interfering signals 


Other mformation, if any 
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ANNEX 3A 


Criceria for Determining when Proposed Assigaments 
are Considered as Being in Conformity with the Plan 


In this method, the generalized parameters are calculated (see 
Annex |, Section B), and the results are compared with the corresponding 
reference set: 


— If the calculated A, B, C and D values are less than or equal to 
the relevant reference set, then the use of the assignment is 
considered to be in conformity with the Plan. 


If the calculated values of A or C are greater than the relevant 
reference set, the use of the assignment is considered not to be 
in conformity with the Plan. 


If the calculated values of B or D are greater than the relevant 
reference set, the assignment is protected only to the level of 
the relevant reference set. 


ANNEX 38 


Macrosegmentation ( oacept 


In this method, an administration shall not be required to coordi- 
nate if, in addition to meeting the conditions of Annex 3A, the proposed 
frequency assignments are ordered im such a way that the upper 60% of 
each allotment band ts used for high-density carriers and the lower 40% for 
low-density carriers 


For the purposes of this annex, the term “high-density carriers” 
shall be used for those carriers whose ratio of power spectral density peak 
(averaged over the worst 4 kHz) to average (defined over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier) is greater than 5 dB; and the term 
“low-density carriers” shall be used for those for which this ratio is less 
than 5 dB 








ANNEX 4 


Limits for Determining whether an Allotmcat or an 
Assigament Made in Accordance with the Provisices of 
Appendix 308 is Considered to Be Affected 


An allotment shall be considered as being affected by another 
administration if, at tts nominal orbital position within the predetermined 
arc, the calculated single-entry carrier-to-interference ratio is less than or 
equal to 30 dB. or the calculated value, based on the Plan, due to that 
other administration (whichever is the lower), at any test point within the 
service area of the interfered-with satellite network. The single-entry car- 
rier-to-interference ratio is calculated using the method in Appendix | to 
this Annex. 


An assignment shall be considered affected by a signal whose 
peak-to-average ratio (k) exceeds 5 dB in that portion of the spectrum 
which has been defined for low-density carrier usage, as identified in 
Annex 38, if the single-entry carrier-to-interference ratio, calculated on the 
hasis of power density averaged over the necessary bandwidth of the 
desired carrier, falls below: 


25 + & (dB) 


Even if the single-entry carrier-to-interference ratio is above 30 dB 
(or the calculated value based on the Plan due to that other administration, 
whichever value is lower), an allotment or an assignment shall be consid- 
ered affected if the overall aggregate C//, as calculated using Appendix | 
to this Annex, falls below 26 dB or the calculated value for the assignment, 
based on the Plan, whichever ts lower 








Single-entry 


This section describes the method for calculating the single-entry 
imterference potential. 


The method is based on the single-entry carrier-to-interference ratio 
(C/1) which a given allotment or assignment made in accordance with the 
provisions of Appendix 388 might experience duc to emission from the 
proposed modification. The single-entry C// due to a single interfering 
satellite network is given by: 
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FIGURE | 


f. o. p. 4. & are angles as defined in Figure |. above. 


In the following, all ratios are numerical powe; ratios 


tid 


the power density, averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulate carrier, fed ‘to 
the desired earth station irensmitting antenna 
(W/He) 


the maximum gain of the desired transmitting 
earth station antenna 


the free-space path loss of the desired up-path 
signal 


the free-space path loss of the interfering 
up path signal 





the free-space path loss of the interfering 


down path signal 


the gain of the desired space station receiving 
antenna in the direction of the interfering earth 


the desired space station transmitting antenna 
gain in the direction of the desired earth station 


discrimination of the desired space station 
transmitting antenna im the direction of the 
desired earth station 








~ ow 


the maximum gain of the desired space station 
transmetting antenna 


the maximum gain of the desired receiving 
carth station antenna 


the power density, averaged over the necessary 
bandwidth of the modulated carrier, fed into 
antenna (W/Hr) 


antenna gain in the direction of the desired 
earth station 





the desired carth station receiving antenna gain 
im the direction of the interfering satellite 


value of A, C of the interfering network in the 
direction of the desired network 


B.D value of B. D of the desired network in the 
direction of the interfering network 


A. 8. C, D are defined in Annex |, Section B 


Aggregate carner-to-mterference rato 


The aggregate carrier-to-imterference ratio, is given by 


(C/I egg * (: 


jot,2,3 


where nis the total number of networks within the arc of the geostationary 
orbit visible to the desired network 





stages shall be fixed so as to 


arc, the calculated single-entry 


or equal to 30 GB, or the calculated 


is Annex, an administration will be con- 
another administration if, at its nominal 
other administration (whichever 1s 
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ANNEX 5 
Application of the PDA (Predetermined Arc) Concept 


il 


' For allotments with an aggregate (// ratio less than 26 4B, the calculated 
C/1 ratio based on the Plan will be used. However, if through the use of the PDA 
Concept, this value is improved in the latter application of this procedure, the 


than 
that 
the 
Even if the single-entry C// ratio is above 30 GB, or the calculated 
mmproved valve will be used until « reaches 26 dB 


value, based on the Plan, due to that other administration (whichever is 
lower), an administration shall be considered as being affected if the 


overall aggregate C// ratio, calculated by the method in Appendix |, falls 
below 26 GB’. or the value for the assignment (whichever is lower). 


The following method will be used in the application of the PDA 
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b) if compatibility is not obtained through |2 a) the ordering of 
allotments of satclines im the “pre-design™ stage shall be sub- 
ject to change within their predetermined arcs, as defined 
Articte 5: 
if the C/ 1 objectives are not achieved, the affected administra. 
tion may at this stage opt to select other measures then 
repositioning. as described in 1 2 d) below. 


if compatibiiny ss not achiewed under 1.2 6) and if the mes 
sures of 12 ¢) are unsuccessful, the allotment(s)/ assagnment(s) 
subject to repositioning shall include the systems m the 
“deugn™ stage. for their predetermined arc as defined in 
Artcte 5 


13 Adminitrations for which the criteria of Section 1.1 are not met 
shall be identified for the purposes of thes Annes 


ANNEX 6 


Technical Means which May Be Used to Avoid lacompatibilities Betwers 
Systems in the Fixed-Sotellite Service at Their implementation Stage 


! Improved frequency modulated TV carrier dispersal techmiques with 
up to 4. 8 MH? peak to peak deviation 


2 Frequency separation between wgnals with high peak spectral den. 
sity and narrow hand wgnals (bandwidth segmentation) 


’ The use of tramemitting and receiving antennas with special beams 
providing minemum gain in the direction to neighbouring satellites 


4 Shaped beams for transmitting sateline antennas 


s Transmission (modulation) and reception techniques allowing for 
the ( / 1 rateos less than 26 GB 








FINAL PROTOCOL* 


At the time of signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Con- 
ference on the Use of the Geostationary-Satelle Orbit and the Planning of Space 
Services Utilizing it (Geneva, 1988), the undersigned delegates take note of the 
following statements made by signatory delegations. 


No. I 


For the Hungennan Peopie's Republic 


The Delegation of the Hungarian People's Republic to the World Administrative 
Radio Conference on the Use of the Geostationary -Satelise Orbit and the Planning of 
Space Services Utilizing lt (Second Session - Geneva, | 988) reserves for its Government the 
mght to take any action it may conmder necessary to safeguard its interest should any Member 
of the Umon fail to comply with the provisions of this Conference, or should reservations 
by other countnes jeopardize its telecommunication services: 


No 2 
Original: English 


For the Republic of Afghenuten 


The Delegation of the Republic of Afghanistan to the World Administrative Radio 
Conference on the Use of the Geostationary-Satellite Orbut and the Planning of Space 
Services Utilizing It (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) reserves the right for as Government 
to take any action it deems necessary 0 safeguard its interests, should any Member in any 
way fail to comply with the provisions of the Final Acts of this Conference, or should the 
consequences of reservations by other countnes jeopardize its interests, in particular proper 
functioning of its telecommunication services” 





*Note by the General Secretariat. The texts of the Final Protocol are shown in the 
chronological order of thew deposit in the Table of Contents these texts are grouped in 
the alphabetical order of country names: 











For the Federal Republic of Nigeria 


After noting the declaration already deposited in signing the Final Acts of the World 
Adrmunrstrative Radio ( onference on the Use of the Geostationary -Sateline Orbit and the 
Planning of Space Services Utilizing lt (Second Session - Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of 
Nigeria reserves its Government's right to take any measures it considers necessary to 
protect ts mnterests should some Members of the ITU fail to comply with the requirements 
of the Nairobi Convention of the ITU (1982) or with the Annexes or Protocols attached to 
these Final Acts or if declarations by other countries were to threaten the proper operation 
of sts telecommunication ser vices 


For the Republic of Kenve 


The Delegation of the Republic of Kenya herewith declares the following on behalf of 
its Government and in accordance with the powers conferred on it: 


|. That # reserves the right of its Government to take any action it may consider 
necessary to safeguard and protect its interests should any Member fail to comply as 
required with the provisions contained in the Final Acts and the Annexes thereto as 
adopted by thes Conference 


2. That the Government of the Republic of Kenya does not accept responsibility for 
consequences arising out of the reservations made by Members of the Union 


For the People’s Republic of Angola 


In sogneng the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Sesion . Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of the People's Republic of Angola reserves for its 
Government the right to take any action it may consider necessary to protect its interests 
should non-comphance with the Final Acts and the Annexes thereto of reservations entered 
by other Members of the International Telecommunication Umon jeopardize the proper 
operation of is radio services 





For Ecwedor 


The Delegation of Ecuador, m signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative 
Radio Conference on the Use of the Geostationary-Sateline Orbit and the Planning of 
Space Services Utilizing It (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) does not consider itself bound 
with respect to the assignment of orbetal positions to other countries in the segments of the 
geostationary orbit corresponding to sts territory, by the signing of the Final Acts, nor by 
the Resolutions, Agreements or Decisions of this Conference. The Government of Ecuador 
reserves the night, moreover , to adopt such measures as tt comsuders appropriate to safeguard 
ts interests, mm accordance with its own legislation and with international law, should any 
of the declarations made by other States affect the telecommunication services of Ecuador or 
the exercise of its sovereign rights. Within the Legal Sub-C ommittec of the United Nations 
Committee on Outer Space, Ecuador will continue advocating the need to guarantee access 
to the geostationary orbit by means of Regulations and technical planning, taking into 
account the interests of all countries, and im particular the needs of developing countries 
and the legitemate rights of ecuatorial countries 


Original. English 
For Tromdad and Tobago 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary-Sateline Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session - Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of the Republic of Trimdad and Tobago reserves 
the right of its Government 


@) not to accept any decision of this Conference which might affect its sovereign 
rights; 


b) to take the measures necessary to protect its interests should they be affected by 
the failure of other Members to comply with the provisions contained in these 
Acts, 


c) not to accept any reservation entered by other countries if they are detrimental 
to the national interest of Trimdad and Tobago 





For Thailand 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary -Sateline Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session - Geneva, 1988). the Delegation of Thailand reserves the right of its Government 
to take any action that 1 deems necessary to safeguard its interests should any Member 
or Members of the International Telecommunication Union fail, in any way, to comply 
with the Final Acts of this Conference and the Annexes thereto, or should any of the 
declarations by other Members jeopardize its telecommunication services or threaten its 
national sovereignty 


For the Islamic Republic of Maurttenea: 


The Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Mauritania to the World Administrative 
Radio Conference on the Use of the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of 
Space Services Utilizing It (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) reserves for its Government 


the right to take any action i may deem necessary to safeguard its interests should any 
Membcr fail to comply with the provisions of the Final Acts of this Conterence or should 


reservations entered by other countries jeopardize the proper operation of its telecom- 
munication services 


For the Gabonese Republic 


The Delegation of the Gabonese Republic to the World Administrative Radio Con- 
ference on the Use of the Geostationary -Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services 
Utehzing It (Second Session Geneva, 1988), noting that the Allotment Plan does not take 
into account all the requirements « cxpressed during the Conference, reserves for its 
Government the nght to take any necessary action to safeguard its interests 





For Chile 


1. The Delegation of Chile declares that the contents of the Final Acts and of any 
other document of any nature issued by thes Conference (WARC Orb-88) shall in no way 
affect Chile's territorial sovereignty. including over its Antarctic territory 

2. The Delegation of Chile further reserves for its Government the right to take any 
action it may deem necessary to safeguard its unterests should any other Members of the 
Umon fail to comply with the provissons of the Radio Regulations or the Annexes thereto, 
as amended by this Conference, or should reservations entered by other Members dir- ty 
or indirectly jeopardize the operation of its telecommunication services OF Its Sovereignty 


3. The Chilean Delegation also reserves for its country the right to take appropriate 
measures should is {requencies be af fected as a result of transfers or changes 


Mo. 12 
Origmnal: English 
For Papua New Guinea 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Admumistrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satelite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session - Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of Papua New Guinea declares that its Govern 


ment reserves the night (o take any measures it may deem necessary to safeguard is interests 
if other count nes or administrations fail to observe the provisions contained in the Final 
Acts adopted by thes Conference 


No. 13 
Original English 


For the Kingdom of \cwd Arata, the State of Bahrain, the United Arab Emirates, the 
State of Kuwait, (he Sultanate of Oman and the Siete of Qeter 


The above mentioned Delegations declare that thei Governments reserve the right to 
take such action as they may consider to protect thew interests, should any Members of the 
Union fail in any way to comply with the Fimal Acts of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference on the Use of the Geostationary Sateflite Orbit and the Planning of Space Ser 
vices Utilizing It (Second Session - Geneva, 1988). or with the provisions and Associated 
Plan attached thereto, or should reservations by other countries jeopardize then telecom 
munication services 








bor the Republa of Indonewa 


The Delegation of the Republic of Indoneua to the World Administrative Radio Con 
ference on the Use of the C-costatronary Satetine Orbe and the Planning of Space Services 
Utehzung ht (Second Sewson - Geneva, 1988) 


1 Reserves the nights of &s Government to take any action and preservation measures 
to safeguard its natronal mmterests should the Fenal Acts drawn up m the Conference be in 
contravention with the C omstetution, | aws and Raghts of the Republic of Indonesua which 
cust and may result from any principles of international law In thes regard the Govern 
ment of the Republic of Indonesua will recognize the legstemate interests of other countries 
with a view to enhancing mntcrnational cooperation on the peaceful uses of outer space for 
the benefit of mank ond 


2 Further reserves the nights of as Government to take any action and preservation 
measures (0 safeguard st. natronal mmicrests should Members of the Union fail to comply 
with the requirements on the Femal Acts of the Conference or should reservations by other 
Members pcopardize its roghts under the Final Acts 


for the Republic of Senerel 


In agnong the Fonal Acts of the World Admonest ratrve Radio ( onference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satetine Orbut and the Planning of Space Services Utihzing It (Second 
Sesuon Geneva, 1988) the Delegation of the Republic of Senegal declares that its gna 
ture does not ugnify recogmetron of the crusting satetine networks listed m Part B of the 
Pian and having extra aatronal coverage 


The Delegation of the Republic of Senegal considers that the above mentioned satel. 
Inte networks are included om the Plan for information only, so that they can be taken mto 
account for planning purposes on order to resolve amy mcompatitiities with national 
allotments, nm accordance with the decrsions of the First Session of the Conference 


Accordingly, these networks do not enjoy recognition and they will have to be 
removed from the Radio Regulations, together with the whole of Part Bim which they 
are lested, upon cxpery of the 20 year period after the date of entry into force of these 
Fenal Acts, i accordance with the decrwons of the Second Session 





No. 16 
Origenal English 


For the Republic of Afgheniston, the People’s Democretx Republic of Algeria, the 
Kingdom of Seudi Aratne, the State of Bahram, the United Arab Emirates, the 
Islema Republec of Iran, the Republic of Irag, the Hashemiute Kingdom of Jorden. 
the Siete of Ku wou, the Socelst People's Libyen Ared Jemahirive, the Kingdom of 
Morocco, the Ishemu Republic of Mauritania. the Sultenete of Omen. the Isiemic 
Republic of Pek ustan, the Siete of Qeter, the Syrian Areb Republic and Tunisia 


The Delegations of the above mentioned countres to the World Administrative Radio 
Conference on the Use of the Geostationary -Satetinte Orbit and the Planning of Space Ser. 
vices Utilumng It (Second Session Geneva, 1988), declare that the signature and possibic 
approval by thew respectrve Governments or competent authorities of the Fimal Acts of thes 
Conference are not valid with respect to the Zsomest Entity appearing in Annex | of the Con- 
vention under the name of the so-called Israci and im no way whatsoever umply its recognition 


No. 17 
Original French 
For the Kingdom of Morocco. 


|. The Delegation of Morocco to the World Administrative Radio Conference on the 
Use of the Geostationary Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utehzing Ii 
(Second Session - Geneva, 1988) reserves for the Government of its country the right to 
take any action it may decm necessary (0 safeguard its mmtcrests should amy Member [ail tc 
comply with the relevant provisions of this Agreement and its Annexes 


2 Sagnature of the Final Acts of thes Conference does not in any way imply recognition 
of Spanish sovereignty over the towns of Sebta (Ceuta) and Metliha (Metiila) or ove oe 
Jaifarvne (Chafarinas) islands 


The above territories form an integral part of the territory of the Kingdom of Morocco 


No. 18 


For the Socialist Republic of Romene 


In sagnong the Final Acts of the World Admuonsstrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary Satelite Orbe and the Planning of Space Services Utihang It (Second Session 
Geneva, 1988). the Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romama declares that it reserves 
for its Government the right to take any action it may deem necemary to provide proper 
operating condmons for its telecommumcation media, while respecting (he principles of equi, 
table access to the geost atronary orbit and the frequency bands discussed at (hes Conference 











Original: Spanish 
For the Republi of Venezucia 


The Delegation of the Republic of Venezucia declares that reserves for ts govern- 
ment the right of take any action st may deem necessary to saferg™ ard its national interests 
should they be jeopardized by the decisions of this Conference or by the reservations 
entered by representatives of other Member States of the ITU 


No. 20 
Oniginel Spanish 
For the Eastern Republic of Uruguay 


The Delegation of the Eastern Republic of Uruguay reserves for its Government the 
right to take any action may deem necessary to safeguard its interests should any Member 
fasl wn any way to comply with the provisions of the Final Acts and the Annexes thereto 
approved by this Conference or should reservations entered by other Members jeopardize 
the proper operation of its telecommunication services 


No. 21! 
Origenel French 


For Tumma 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Sateilne Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utihzing It (Second 


Session - Geneva, 1988), the Tunisian Delegation reserves for ts Government the right to 
take any action it may deem necessary. pursuant to national legrslation and international 
law, to safeguard its interests and to ensure the proper operation of its telecommunication 
and broadcasting satellite services should its interests be peopardized by reservations entered 
by other countnes 


Original: Spanish 
For Peru 


The Delegation of Peru reserves for as Government the right to take any action it may 
deem necessary, in accordance with its domestic legislation and international law, to safe 
guard its national imierests should reservations entered by the representatives of other 
States jeopardize Peru's telecom muni ation services and its full sovereign rights or should 
the application or interpretation of any of the Resolutions or Agreements of the Confe 
rence so require 





Orgel: English 
For the Repubtic of lreq 


The Delegation of the Republic of Iraq reserves the mght of as C.overnment to take 
any action st decms necessary to safeguard its national mmterests in the hght of amy empha 
trons and consequences that may result from 


1 Resolution $20 Future Change m Article 8 for the Broadcasting Satelite Service 
(Sound) in the Frequency Range $00 MHz to 3 G00 MHz This Delegation conssders that 
the future consequences of thes Resolution will give rise to severe economn and technical 
constramts and will jeopardize telecommunication services and limit thew growth and 
development, thereby runring counter to the ITU C onvention 

2. The inclusion of exrsteng systems in the FSS Plan and continuation of these systems 
beyond thew useful life, as provided for in the procedures associated with the Plan These 
systems were identified throughout the Conference as the mamn source of deterioration to 
the FSS Plan in the planned bands identified for allotment planning 


Origenal. French 
For the Togolese Republic 


The Delegation of the Togolese Republic to the World Administ: ative Radio C onfe 
rence on the Use of the Geostationary Sateline Orbet and the Planning of Space Services 
Utilizing lt (Second Session - Geneva, 1988), in signing the Final Acts of the Conference, 


reserves for its Government the right to take any action st may deem necessary to safeguard 
its enterests should any Member fail in any way to comply with the provisions of the ITU 
Convention or of the Radio Regulations or should reservations entered by other Adminis 
trations jeopardize the proper operation and development of is telecommunication 
services 


Oregmal French 
For the Socielst Republic of Viet Nam 


In cagning the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio ( onference on the Use of 
the Geovtationary Satetine Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utihzing It (Second 
Seswon Geneva, 1988) the Delegation of Viet Nam makes the following comments 

1 A number of the necessary technical parameters are not published in the Allotment 
Plan adopted by the Conference 1 1s to be hoped that they will be added. as agreed by the 
C onference 
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2 The Delegation of Viet Nam takes note of the calculations and allocations for 
space to Earth feeder hints for Viet Nasn's broadcasting services made by the World Broad 
produced by the WAR( 7) calculation have not satisfied Viet Nam's requirements and 
therefore are not im bine with the results of thes Conference The Detegation of Viet Nam 
wishes that (he WAR( 7) results for Viet Nam should be modified as soon as possible in 
accordance eith the Rado Regulations 

3} WARC Orb 88 s 2 purety techmcal Co. ference where political questions heave no 
place Mus regrettable that one Delegation reused s matic: relating to Viet Nam's terrtonal 
sovereignty at thes Conference The Delegation of Viet Nam oushes to renter ste Sistement 
No 48 set owt om the Final Protacol to the International T elecommunication ( onvention 


Origine! English 


For the Socwtist People: | sbyen Areb Jemohirive 


The Sociahst People's Libyan Arab Jamahoriys reserves its night to accept or refuse to 
accept the consequences of any reservations made by other countries: 

Also Wt reserves its nght to (ake amy measures | deems necessary to safeguard its 
umterests and (elecommunn ation services should any Member fail in any way to observe 
the provisions of the International Telecommunication (onvention of of its related 
regulatrons 


Origenal: English 
hor the Republe of | sherve 


The Deteg ation of the Republic of L sberia, headed by the Honourable Julrus F Hoff, 
Acustant Monrster of Telecommunn ations Planning in attendance of the World Adminis 
tratrwe Racho ( onference on the Use of the Geostationary Satetine Orbit and the Planning 
of Space Serwces Ut ring Ht (Second Session Geneva | 988). considering the many inherent 
techmcal and procedural umperfections of the Plan, found in Parts A and B of the Plan. 
treating of national allotments and exusting systems together eth the assoneted procedures. 
reserves the nights of ts Government, to resort to any actions thet may be deemed neces 
sary by the Governmment of | rheria to safeguard its national interest 


However the Delegation of | sbersa expresses (he hope that the Plan developed by the 
ITU) at thes Conference will lead to the equitable access of the Geostationary Orbe by all 
Member States of the ITU 





for the Syrian Areb Reputte 


The Detegation of the Syram Arab Republa to the World Admenestratrve Radio Con 
ference on the Use of the Geostatronary Satethee Or but and the Planmeng of Space Services 
Utihzang ft (Second Session Geneva, 1988) reserves for ts Government the night 

~ $0 accept or resect the comsequences of reservations entered by other countries. 

- t© take any action « may deem necessary to safeguard is mterests and protect its 

telecommunnation services should any Member of the Umon far to comply with 
the provimons: of the Imernational Telecommunication Convention and the 
Regulations annered thereto 


For the Isharme Republy of lren 
in the Name of God, The Almighty, 


1 The Adrmenrstranion of the Islam Republi of bran deciares that due to the time con. 
strant ¢ was not possible to carefully verify the precise geogr aphacal coordinates (longitudes 
and late udes) of the test pout: subbenatied by other Admunstrations to the Conference Should 
any of the above mentioned test pownts be st uated (partially or totally) withen the territory 
under the purisdaction of this Administration 

@) The association of the subject test powts to the Admunistration(s) notified 1s fully 


rejected by thes Administration 
b) Sand tes: pownts will in no way be protected with respect to (vis & vis) the asaagnments 
of thes Adenenistration as contained in the Planis) 
This Administration further declares that # rejects the test point $5 0155 ONE 
25 O25 BTN submitted by and appearing im the entry of the Admunrstr ation of the Unned 
Arab Emorates to the Plans) Theres test powt as presently specified 1s setuated within the 
terrtory ender the jurisdiction of the Islam Republic of Iran. and therefore, its assoc 
ation to and unctusion eth the entry of the Administration of the Unsed Arab EF mer ates 
may directly of wmdwectly affect the operation of telecommunication services oF the 
sovereign rights of the Admunrstration of the Islama Republic of Iran 


2 The Detegetion of the Islam Republic of bran reserves for its Government the right 
to take amy actiow as may comsder necessary to safeguard its imterests should (hey be affected 
by decrssonms taben at thes Conference. or by failure on the part of any other country or 
Admunist ration on any way to comply eth the requirements of the International Telecommu 
mcation ( onvention (Naot 1982) or ts Annenes or the Protocols or the Regulations at 
tached thereto or these Final Acts. of should reservations or declarations by other countries 
or Ademanist ations jeoperdire the proper aad efficent operation of its telecommunn ation 
services. oF nf ronge the full exercise of the sovereign nights of the Islam Republi of Iran 











For the Unned Republi of Tenzeme 


In sagnong these Final Acti the Delegation of the Unned Repubix of Tanzama reserves 
the nght of ts Government to take any action # will deem necessary to safeguard its interests 
(national, subregional or unternational) should any Member fail to comply with these 
Final Acts 


Furthermore. reservations of any admenistration shall not be recognized by the United 
Republi of Tanzama if « will in any way yeopardize the smooth mmplementation of the 
allotment of the United Republic of Tanzania m accordance with the guaranteed C/! 
critenon as adopted by the Conference 


for the Islam Republic of Pekisten 


| In sagneng the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use 
of the Geostationary -Sateline Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing lt 
(Second Session - Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 
hereby declares that its Government reserves the nght to take any action which it considers 


necessary to safeguard its interests, should any country of countries fail to observe the pro- 
visions of the Fonal Acts and its Annexes or the Protocols attached thereto of should the 
reservations made by other countries adversely affect the satefine broadcasting and telecom 
munications services of the Islami Republic of Pakistan 


2 The Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan declares that the decisions of 
the World Admonrstrative Radio Conference on the Use of the Geosiationary Satetine 
Orbut and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) 
repardong areas (allong within the territory of the disputed state of Jammu and Kashmir are 
without preyudiie to the position recogmzed by the relevant resolutions of the United 
Nations on the question 


1 The Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan has noted with concern that the 
Plan has (requency asegnments to the Indian Administration for providing fixed satetine 
services and feeder lems for the satelite broadcasting services to include coverage of a 
large area of the territory of Pakistan This spillover, which is technically avoidable, is not 
acceptable to the Pakistan Administration The Government of Pakistan reserves the right 
to take appropriate measures to ensure that its territory does not come under international 
coverage by such Indian services 








For the Central Africen Repubin 


The Delegation of the Central African Republic to the World Admunrstrative Radio 
Conference on the Use of the Geostationary Sateline Orbut and the Planning of Space 
Services Utihzang It (Second Seswon Geneva, 1988), hereby declares that « reserves for mts 
Government the night to take any action “ ~~) deem necessary to safeguard ms mterests 
should the reservations entered by other De =, s0ms to the Conference or non comphance 
by other Member countnes of the provwrs« mm adopted by the (Conference jeopardize the 
proper operation of its telecomm unication services 


For the Socialist Federal Republu of Yugosleves 


In sagnang the Final Acts of the World Admounistrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Sateline Orbu and the Planning of Space Services Utihzing It (Second 
Session Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republi of Yugosiava 
reserves for its Government the nght to take any measures that 1 deems necessary to safe 
guard the inter -<t of its telecommunications should any Member [asl in any way to comply 
with the provisions adopted by thes ( onference 


for Melevsre 


The Delege.ion of Malaysia hereby 


| reserves for its Government the right to take such action as tt may deem necessary 
to safeguard its interest should any Member {ail in any way to comply with the Final Acts 
of this Conference. or should reservation by any country peopar dire its telecommunic ation 
services, 


2 declares that the signature. and possible subsequent approval by the Government 
of Malaywa of the Final Acts of thn Conference. 1s not vald with respect to the Member 
appearing under the name of Israel, and wn no way imphes its recognition 








For Frence 


The French Adememestratrom approves the Firma! Acts of thes Conference as 8 whole. 
and m perticwlar accepts the orbual postions foreseen mm the Allotment Plan I newer 
theless regrets (hat some operating parameters are not entirety satesfactory 


Weth regard to the Alloement Plan. « conssders that better results could hawe been 
oa ned wong other methods and other untial hypotheses |i expresses reservations with 
regard to the coherence of the procedures associated eth the Plan, which were dewrioped 
wader dof fowl condetroms on the very last days of the Conference. and to thew applecatelity 
by the Admmenistrations and the [FRB 


No % 


For the People's Democretn Republic of Algeria 


The Delegation of the People 1 Democratr: Reputhc of Algeria to the World Admins 
trative Rado Conference on the Use of the Geostationary Satelfite Orbit and the Planning 
of Space Services Utehrang I (Second Session Geneva, | 988) reserves for its Government 
the night to (ake any action «| may deem necessary to safeguard its interest: should any 
Member [ad in any way to comply eth the prowsions of these Final Acts or showld reser 
vation: entered by other Members jeopardize its telecommunn ation services oF lead to an 
wncrea|se in its Contribution to defraying the expenses of the Umon 


for the Uncted Arebd E mueretes 


In sagnong the Fomal Acts of the World Admonestrative Radio ( onference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satetine Orbe and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session Geneva | 988) the Delegation of the Unwed Arab Emirates reserves the right of 
ts Covernment to tate such steps as may deem necessary to protect its national interests 
should Abu Muse isiand be shown or clanmed to be territory other than ours by reservation 
on chao emered by the Islam Republic of lran with the Annexes oF Protocols of the Final 
Acts 





For Turtey 


In sagmang the Femail Acts of the World Ademenst ratrve Radeo ( onference on the Lise of 
the Geostationary Setefine Orbe and the Planneng of Space Services Utshzng bi (Second 
Sesmon Geneva 1988) tne Delegation of Turkey reserves ts Government 1 nght to take 
whatever action may be necessary to safeguard ms umicrests in the Plans adopied by ihe 
Conference and ensure the proper functromeng of «s broadcastong satcline fined satetione 
and terrestrial serwces showld any country [acl im any wey to comply wrth the Fomnal Acts. 
Anneses and the Radio Regutations thereto oF should reservation: hy other Cowntres 
yooper dure its shows mentioned services and the Plans 


No. 1 
Origumal French 


For the Republu of Mal: 


In sagnong the Final Acts of the W orld Admmonstrative Radio ( onference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satetine Cte and the Planning of Space Services Utshzing |! (Second 
Session Geneva 1988) the Delegation of the Republx of Mah reserves for as Govern 
ment the nigh! to take amy action | may deem necessary to safeguard its interests showhd 
any Member [a in any way to comply eth the provisions of the Convention or the Regu 
lations anncied (hereto or should reservations entered by other admunist1 ations proper dire 
the proper operation of its telecommunn ation services 


No @ 
Ongena! Spanish 


For the Argentine Regubln 


@) The Argentine Republic exercising its sovermgn nights over the Matvinas Islands 
the South Georgia Istands and the South Sandwich Isiands does not recogm re the 
silotments (or the assignments deriving therefrom) appearing on behai! of (he 
United Kingdom of Great Britian and Northern Ireland in the Plans established by 
thes Conference to prowde services un the ternitones mentioned and demes any 
night on the pert of tee United Kingdom to submit requirements. to notify the 
bringing into use of the allotments referred to oF to set up any installation therem 


The Argentine Reputbix therefore reaffirms its indefeasibie and onalenable sovermen 
rights over the Malvonas Istands (he South Georges Islands and the Soul! Sande h Isiands 
which constitute an untegr a! pert of us territory 
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The United Nations General Assembly adopted Resolutions 2065 (XX), 3160( XK XVIII), 
31/49, 37/9 and 99/6 recognizing the curstence of a sovereignty dispute on the Malvinas 
question and urging the Argentone Republic and the Unsted Kingdom to resume negotiations 
with a view to reaching, as soon as possible, a peaceful and definitive solution to the dispute 
and the remamung differences relating to thes matter through the good offices of the 
Secretary General of the United Nations, who is to inform the General Assembly of the 
progress made The 40th United Nations General Assembly adopted on 27 November 1985, 
Resolution 40/21 renerating sts appeal to both parties to resume negotiations, an appeal 
that was further repeated in Resolutions 41/40 and 42/19 


b) The Argentine Republic further reserves the right to adopt throughout its territory 
such measures as i considers necessary to ensure the provision of is telecommum- 
cation services should the interests of the nation be affected by the decisions taken 
at thes Conference or by the reservations expressed by other countries 


No 41 
Original. French 
For Burkina F aso 


The Delegation of Burkina Faso to the World Administrative Radio Conference on 
the Use of the Geostationary Satelite Orbut and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session Geneva, 1988) finds that the C ‘1 ratio of ts allotment for the fined-satel- 
inte service (FSS) om the band 13/10 GHz is below the value of 26 dB adopted for planning 
This situation is due mamily to the existing system EUIBI of EUTFLSAT. 


The Delegation reserves the right of its Government to take any steps which i may 
consider useful to safeguard its interests in the event that Members of the Umon fail to 
comply with the decrwons of the Conference or that any reservations expressed jeopardize 
the proper operation of as telecommunicatian services 


The fatherland or death we shall overcome’ 


Original Spanish 
The Republic of Paraguay 


The Delegation of the Republic of Paraguay states that its Government reserves the 
right to take such action as it comuders necessary to protect ts telecommumcation services, 
if they should be affected by the application of these Final Acts of as the result of any reser 
vations capressed by other admunistrations 
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Original trench 
For the People’s Republic of Renin 


In signing the Final Acts, the Delegation of the People’s Republic of Benin cupresses 
its general satisfaction at the results achieved by the World Admuonistrative Radio Con 
ference on the Use of the Geostationary Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services 
Utilizing lt (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) 


However, 1 feels some concern about certain provisions which some administrations. 
possibly still excessively attached to the “first come, first served"’ princupie, albert obsolete 
at the ITU, with regard to the use of the geostationary -sateline orbit, have been anxious to 
include in the procedures associated with the Allotment Plan for the fixed sateline service 


For this reason, it reserves its Government's right to take any action which « may 
deem necessary to safeguard its interests if other administrations, in remplementing certain 
provisions of the procedures, were to jeopardize the satisfactory bringing sato use of rts 
allotment appearing in the Plan for the fixed sateline service adopted by the Conference 


No 44 
Original Spanish 
For the Republic of Colomina 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satellite Orbut and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session - Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of Colombia, having regard to the fact that, m 
accordance with the decisons of WARC Orb-85, this Conference has no authority to settle 
questions of sovereignty of purisdiction, reaffirms its previous views on the geostationary 
orbet_ as a lemited national resource and concerning the rights of the developing countries, 
including the equatorial countries 


The Delegation of Colombia likewise reserves its Government's right to take any 
actoon it may deem necessary im keeping with ots domestic legal system and international 
law to safeguard its national interests in the event that the reservations cxupressed by 
representatives of other States affect the telecommunmication services of ( olomtua or the 
full exercise of its sovereign rights, lhkewrse, in the event that such action may be required 
by the application or interpretation of any provision adopted by the Conference for its 
mecorporation in the Radio Regulations of the modification thereof 


No 45 


(This number has not been used } 
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Original Spanish 
For Cube 


The Delegation of the Republic of Cuba to the World Administrative Radio Con- 
ference on the Use of the Geostationary -Satetlste Orbit and the Planning of Space Services 
Utilizing lt (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) reserves for its Government the right to take 
any action st may deem necessary to safeguard sts mterests should they be affected by the 
decisions taken at thers Conference or should reservations entered by other administrations 
pcopardize the proper operation of is radiocommunication services. 


No. 47 
Original: Siiinia’ 
For Mexico. 


On behalf of its Government, the Delegation of Mexico reserves the right to take any 
measures that st deems necessary to safeguard its interests in the event that other Members 
of the Union fail in any way to comply with the provisions contained in the Final Acts of 
the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the Geostationary -Satellite 
Orbu and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing lt (Second Session - Geneva, 1988), or 
that reservations expressed by them jeopardize its telecommunication services. 


No. 48 
Original: French 
For Austria, Denmark, Greece and the Kingdom of the Netheriands. 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on. he Use of 
the Geostationary Satellite Orbut and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session Geneva, 1988), the Delegations of the above-mentioned States declare that, in the 
establishment of the Allotment Plan applicable to the fixed-satellite service (FSS) in the 
bands 6/4 and 14/11.12 GHz: 


| the planning guidelines enunciated in the Report of the First Session of the Con- 
ference (WARC Orb-85), and particularly those relating to the guarantee to all countries, 
m practice, of equitable access to the geostationary satellite orbit and the radio frequency 
bands as limited natural resources, and also to equal burden sharing, are not applied in 
certain cases or in a satisfactory manner; 


2 the screntific and technical means of ensuring optimized planning have not been 
fully explored. 


3 the case of countries affected by the operation of existing systems is not dealt with 
in enther an equitable or non discriminative manner ; 
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4 femally, the specific purpose and underlying philosophy of WAAC Orb BB hawe 
noi been adopted, since, mstead of seeking largely to meet the national requirements of 
countries by sumply taking account of the requirements of cursteng systems. the Plan. on 
the contrary, confers priority on such systems 


Consequently, the above mentioned Delegations. while recogmizng the utilety of the 
existence of the Allotment Plan and the associated procedures contamed mm annex to these 
Final Acts, at the same tome reserve the respective Governments’ right to emprove the 
Plan and associated procedures concerned m the light of the proncuples referred to abowe 
and with the assistance of the [TU 


No 49 


Original English 
For the Republi of India 


In signing the Final Acts of WARC Orb-88, the Delegation of the Republic of India 
reserves for its Government the right to take such action as may be considered necessary to 
safeguard its interests should any administration make reservations and or not accept the 
provisions of the Final Acts or fail to comply with one of more provisions of the Final Acts. 
including those which form a part of the Radio Regulations 


The Delegation of the Republic of India revterates its reservation entered in paragraph 2 
of the Statement No_ 13 on the Final Protocol of the Final Acts of the World Broadcasting. 
Satelite Administrative Radio Conference (WARC BC.1977) and states that the BSS 
feeder link Plan adopted by the present Conference includes frequency assignments for 
the Administration of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan with service area covering part of 
the States of Jammu and Kashmur, which 1s an integral part of India: The Delegation of the 
Republic of India further wishes to state that some of the test pounts associated with the fre. 
quency allotments / assignments for the Adnunrstration of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 
in the Plan for the fixed-satellste service, including those for its exrsting systems, are located 
in the States of Jammu and Kashmir The Indian Administration, therefore, does not 
recognize any of these frequency allotments/ assignments to the Administration of the 
Islarmic Republic of Pakistan for operating such services The Indian Administration reserves 
the right of its Government to take appropriate measures to ensure that its territory does 
not come under intentional coverage by the above-mentioned services of the Islamac Re 
public of Pakistan. 


Original: Spanish 
For the Republic of Venezuela. 


On $ October, the Delegation of Cdte d'Ivoire proposed an amendment in Document 
470 to sub-paragraph b) of paragraph 202 of Section IA *' Procedures for Conversion of an 
Allotment into an Assignment that is not in Conformity with Part A of the Plan or that 
Does not Comply with Annex 3B"', to the effect that an alternative orbital position could 
be selected “within the PDA™’ 
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The ( onference ded not approve that amendment and, wnace & was 0200 hours m the 
mornng. Gcceded to beave the text unchanged as & appears in Document 477. whach reads, 
“be eetect an alternateve orbetal powthon preferably eathen as PDA™ 


WARC Orb 85 had decoded that an orbetal powtion would be éentified with a pre 
deter muned arc om order to guarantee cquitable access to the GSO and make the FSS Plan 
sulfacsentty Meuse 


in the case of the tex! approved. there 1 so much Mexibslty that an administration 
may obtain an orbital postion eather enhen of outude ts PDA, eh the result that those 
who come fora ell have a much ender chonce of orbital position than those unfortunate 
crough to begen wseng the geostationary orbet at a later date 


Accondungly. ee ersh to place on record and emphasize that althoug’. thes planning 
model constetutes a step on the rght drrection m respect of access to the geostationary orbit. 
t falls 2 long way short of the concept of equality 


No %$! 
Origenal: French 


} or the Republi of Cameroon 


The Delegation of the Republic of Cameroon to the World Admunistrative Radio 
( onference on the Use of the Geostationary Satefinte Orbut and th. © lanning of the Space 
Services Utehzing It (Second Session Geneva, 1988) declares that ts Gov -rament fulfils 
ws international commitments. However, a reserves the right to take any appropriaic 
measures to safeguard its mmterests mm the event that the Final Acts of this Conference. 
particularly wath regard to Part B of the Plan, the lest of assignments associated with the 
Plan and additional uses, empede the development of its telecommunications 


No. $2 
Original English 


For the Republi of Singapore 


The Delegation of the Repub). <f Singapore reserves for its Government the right to 
take such action as tt may deem necessary to safeguard its interest if any Member country 
farls on any way to comply wath the Fonal Acts of this Conference; or should any reservation 
by any Member country pcopardize its telecommunication services or its allotment in the 


freed satellitc service Allotment Plan 








Orwgmeal trench 
For ltely 


The Allotment Plan for the fined satetiste service estabirshed by the World Adminn 
tratrwe Radeo C onference on the Use of the Geostationary Satctite Orbe and the Planning 
of Space Services Utehzng lt (Second Seswon Geneva, 1988) prowides for Italy a totally 
unsatisfactory allotment on relation to the cxursting systems. as defined by thes ( onference. 
which conuderably reduce Maly + powwbelitses for operating the allotment reserved to a 
Italy ts not on a position to approve these decrssoms whach. om its opemon. conflict with the 
principle - reaffirmed by WARC Orb-88 - of guarantecing m practice to all countries 
equitable access to the geostationary satefiste orbit 


In sagneng the F mal Acts of the Conference. the ltahan Delegation sates that ts agna 
ture does not agnify the acceptance of the Allotment Plan in question. on which  ershes 
to reserve ts position 


Origenal t nglieh 
for Brune: Derusselem 


The Delegation of Brune: Darussalam reserves for ms Government the nght to take 
such action as tt may deem necessary to safeguard its interests if amy Member country farls 
m any way to comply with the Final Acts of this Conference, of should any reservation 
by any Member country jeopardize its telecommunication services oF its allotment in the 
freed satetinte Allotment Plan 


Original Et nglesh 
for the Arab Republ« of Egupt 


The Delegation «| (he Arab Republic of Egypt to the World Admenrstrative Radio ( on 
ference on the Use oo! (he Ceostationary Satetine Orbut and the Planning of Space Services 
Litehzeng It (Second Seswon Geneva, 1988), (WARC Orb 88), reserves for ts Government 
the right to take such action as it may deem necessary to protect ts mnterests, should any 
Member fail in any way to comply with the provisions of the Final Acts of thes Conference. 
on should reservations entered by other Members jeopardize its telecommunication services 
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Original English 
for the Republn of Motte 


In sagnang the Fenal Acts and Final Protocol of the World Adminitrative Radio Con. 
ference on the Use of the Geostationary Satctine Orbea and the Planning of Space Services 
Untehzing bt (Second Seswon Geneva, 1988), the Deteg ation of the Republi of Malta reserves 
for as Government the night to take such action as tt may commder necessary to safeguard 
ts enterests should amy Members fail in any way to Comply eith the provrssons of the sand 
Final Acts of should reservations by other countries peopardize the operation of sts tele. 
commun ation and broadcasting services 


Origmnal French 
for Portugel 


( onudering 


@) that, for the purposes of the establishment by the Conference of the Allotment 
Pian for the fiued-sateline service, specific requirements were submitted with 
regard to the orbvtal powtion of 11° West by Spam. irciand and Portugal for 
techmcal operational reasons, 


bh) the: iveland’s specefic requirements were conudered later as a case of reduction of 
possible mcompatibelities between allotments om the Plan and carting syviems. 
and then finally as ot provement to the Plan. 


c) that, on wew of the numerous specific requirements of the types indicated above 
which were submitted, C ommutiee 4 of the C onf erence decided to take no further 
account of them for planning purposes 


having token note 


mm the presentation of the final draft of the Plan, of the fact that this draft contains, 
for lecland, the orbital powtion of 41° West, contrary to what occurred im the previous 
planneng exercises, 


the Delegation of Portugal declares that, on grounds of principle, the allotment to Ire. 
land, on the Allotment Plan adopted by the Conference, of the orbital position of 31° West 
come rtutes an extremely serrous case of discremmation between Members of the Umon 
enjoying the came rights and a breach of a relevant and valid decien already adopted 
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No 
Oragmeal Rewman 


For the Byeloruxnen Sowe Societist Repetto the Ulrewmer Sowet Socwtest Republe 
end the Union of Sowet Soretist Republics 


In sagmong the Final Acts of the Conference, the sbowe mentioned Delegations reserve 
thew mght to take the necessary of gamizational and techmcal steps consistent eth the pro 
visions contamed om the Final Acts of thes Conference to ensure the normal operation of 
thew exesting systems 

The Delegations of the Byciorussan Sowet Socialist Republic the Ut raeman Sonnet 
Sociahst Republi and the Umon of Sowet Socsalest Repubbcs declare that they eull take 
any steps that they conssder necessary to safeguard thew interests om the ewent thal any 
Members of the Unson fas! in any way to comply eth the provrmons of the Final Acts of 
thes Conference of that any reservations cipressed by any Member of the Union affect the 
operation of thew radro services 


No. $9 
Origmal French 
For Greece 


In sogneng the Final Acts of the World Admonrst rative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary Satetine Orbit and the Planneng of Space Services Utehzng bt (Second 
Session Geneva, 1988). the Delegation of the Republic of Greece declares that « reserves 
its Governmen!'s nght to take any action mn keeping eth the constitution. legrsiation and 
imternational commements of Greece that | may deem or judge necessary or useful to pro 
tect and safeguard its national nights and mmterests on the event that States Members of the 
Umon should fail, in any way whatever, to comply with the provrwons of these Femal Acts 
and the Annexes thereto 

It bhewise reserves its Government's nght to refuse to accept any effect of any reser 
vations expressed by other parties, which. inter efie. might entail financial umpbcations. 
or if such reservations were to jeopardize the proper and efficent operation of the tele 
communication services of the Republic of Greece 


No @ 
Origenal: English 
For Norwey 


Noting that a number of countnes have submutted requerements in respect of Antarctica, 
the Government of Norway dectares that its decison mot to submit such requirements dors not 
imply any change in Norway's sovereign position im Antarctica In thes contest the Govern 
ment of Norway draws the attention of the Conference to Article 1V of the Antarctic Treaty 
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Ne #! 
Oropemnel t agiesh 


Jew the Reputin of San Uerme 


The Reputtxn of San Maree Comudereng that os allotment om the 11 1) C447 hand 
affected. met reacheng an aggregate carrie: to omer ference rato over 6 OR reserves the 
rege to tab all me essary mec ase es to protect the sand alloement and to cmvere an aggregate 
‘ Ieoto owes MOF 


fone Sram 


The Detegatmon of Span tothe W ortd Ademenrstratrwe Rado C onterence on the Use of 
the (.comtatronary Satctine Cirhet and the Mlanaing of Space Serwwes Litt ~ « : (Seoond 
Seowen Cromev a 1988) declares that @ « annet accept the pracedurc folios rome the 
( enterence mm allet-ag the eeeeenal or hetal powten 1° W 


The Spare clegatron therefore reyects that allotment. whack @ comuders artetrary 
and wm ald. and reser wes for as Ceowermment the night to take amy actron & deems necessary 
vhowld that allotment peopardise ets roghts edh resnect te the wee of the goo atromary 
cate trade qpectram resunce 


Nie 4&1 
Oreenel trench 


Don the Republe of Senevel 


br sapere these Pemal Acts. calbpect te cateia atran by as Crowerament. the Delegation 
oft the Repeita of Senegal berets declares, on behalf of as Ceoewerament, that « dees aot 
accept amy ef the Comseqmon ces of reser. atroam entered by other governments hac h meght 
roopardise the qqner ation of its tchec OREN ation seruices 


Turthermorc the Ropubtn of Senegal reserves the night to take any action ¢ may deem 
necessary te satoguard rts emtcrests showld any Member (ar to Comply eath the prowrsecns 
of the Ttemal Acts of the World Adenenretratiwe Rado ( enferemec on the Lee of the 
( comtatronary Satetie Cirhut and the Planning of Space Serweces Utehring ft (Second 
Soowon Ceonewn, TORR) 
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Oreqenal tromh 
ler l wxuemhowure 


In sagneng the Fenal Acts of the W orld Admenrstratrwe Radso ( onicrence om the Lise of 
the Geostationary Satciine Ortet and the Plannng of Space Services Utehreng bt (Second 
Sevwworn Geneva (GRR) the | weer tours Delegation takes mote of the reser: aterm capreweed 
by various Countries and reserves ts Crowerament 6 right to take appropriate weg on the 
cvent that the apple atron or enter pretation of the dec rucm emerging from thes ( onference 
ycopar dive ots unterests 


No «6 
Oramel trench 
fen the Republa of ( éte d leonre 


After noting the Dev taratroms already depowted and upon ugning the Fimal Acts of 
the World Admenrstrative Radeo ( onference on the Use of the Ceouationary Satetine 
Orba and the Planning of Space Sere wes Utehizing ft (Second Sewn Geneva, 1988). the 
Detegation of the Republx of ( one d twowe herety declares that reserves for mts Crowern 
ment the night to approve them and to take any acthon & may deem neccesary to sateguard 
as omterests should any Member of Members of the Limon emer revers atom hatte to 
prejudice the sovereign rights of (xe Repubtx of ( ine d Iwore 


No ™ 
Oregenal € agivh 
for the State of lorert 


The Declaration: made by certam Delegation m Now Ihand Mol the F mal Protaced, 
herng on flagrant Comtradn tron arth the proncuples and purposes of the International Tete 
Commun ation Unroe and therefore. devond of amy legal validity the (rovermment of 
Ieract ershes to put on record that « re sects these Declaratron: outright and eifll proceed on 
the assumption that they can have an + abedety eth respect to the nights and duties of amy 
Member State of the International Telecommunn ation U mon 


In any case, the Cowerament of bwart will aval avell of as nights to safeguard a 
interests should the Coowermments of those Delegations om any eay violate any of the 
prowmons of the Convention of the Annee. Protocols or Regulations attached thereto 
on the Femal Acts of the ( onferemce 


The Detegatron of ber act further motes that Declaration No 16 does not refer to the State 
ot ter aet by ts fell and correct name As such ts totally madenrette and muw he repuchated 
as a violation of recogmred rules of mmtetnational behay sour 


al Lad on 
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Orgmeal French 
bon the Regubin of Cwnee 


In wgreng the Fenal Acts. the Deiegation of the Repubhc of Guineas to the World 
Admmunestr ative Radeo ( onference on the Use of the Geostationary Satefine Orbu and the 
Planneng of Space Services Utehrng ft (Second Sesmon Geneva, 1988), after noting the 
Declaratom ehech have been depowted. reserves for ts Gowermment the nght to take any 
atom ft may deem necessary 'o safeguard mts umterests thowld amy Member of the Limon fas! 
to Commpty eth the prowrnons of the Fenal Acts of thu (Conference of the Annenes thereto. 
on thowld reservatroms entered by other countries peopardize the proper operation of us 
tele OF MURK at1OM SET VICES 


No @ 
Oregenel Engish 
for the Unced Ringdom of (-reet Rritem end Northern Ireiend 


Weth reference to Statement No 40 by the Argentine Republic and to all other state 
ments and reser vat roms by the Argentine Delegation during the proceedings of thu ( onfer 
ence comcermeng the F albland Iviands and South Georgia and South Sendench Idands. 
the Croverament of the ll nted Kingdom of Creat Brita and Northern Ireiand have no 
dow as to United Kengdom soverngnty over the Faltiand Islands and South (corgua 
and South Sanden hb Island: 


The United Kongdorm nthe recagmzed Admnrst ration for these terrtone and as such. 
has the sate right to sehen requerements on respect of them all allotments (or avagnments 
deriveng therefrom) relating to these terrmtones which. on behalf of the Uinned Kingdom 
Admunmtration. are contamed im the Plan: estabhehed by thes ( onference. oF mn other 
Conference documents. and are therefore not open to question 


No 7 
Original Engivh 
for the U meted Aimgedom of Cree Briton and Northern Ireiand 


Wath reference to catement No 11 by the Delegation of Chile, the Government of the 
Unwed Kingdom of Coreat Rretan and Northern Ireland draes the atrention of the ( hilean 
Dietegation to Artecte TV of the Antarcts: Treaty to whch both the C helean Government 
and the Government of the Ulnnted Kingdom of Creat Britam and Northern Ireland are 
partees Articte IV freezes clawm to Amtarct: Territory south of latetude @ degrees South 


The Cowernment of the Ulnrted Kongdom of Creat Brita and Northern Iretand has 
no dowht as to the sovermenty of the Unnted Kengdom over the British Antarctx Territory 
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No 70 


for the Peapie + Demoacratx Reputte of F throgne 


tn sgreng the Final Acts. the Delegation of the Peapie's Democratx Republic of 
Erhsogna to the W ortd Admunrst: ative Radeo ( onlerence on the Use of the Geostationary 
Sareiine Orb and the Planning of Space Services Utshzeng bi (Second Sesion Geneva. 
1988) after motung the reservations and statements made by some Delegatiom regar dong 
the FSS Alloomen Plan. reserves the night of ts Government to take all tiem f may deem 
necessary to safeguard 5 telecommunn ation services should any Member of the UU rmoon 
fasl to comply euth the provisons of thn ( onference 


No 7! 
Oriqgunal English 
For the People s Republi of Chime 


In cagneng the Femail Acts. the Delegate.» of the Peapte + Republ of ( hena to the W orid 
Administrative Radio ( onference on the Use of the Geostatronary Sateline Orbe and the 
Planning of Space Serves Uteizing ' (Second Semon Geneva, 1988) declares that 


| Haveng noted the Satement No 25. the Delegation of the People's Republi of 
Chena revterates the powtion of ts Coowernment. already tated m ats Declaration(No 115) 
mctuded m the Final Protocel to the International Telecommunication ( convention 
(Naot, 1982) 


2 Should farture to comply enh the Radio Regulations of the Decrwons in the F emai 
Acts of the retewant Admunrstratrve Rado ( onference or reservations by any other Memher 
country, affect the unterests and the telecommunn ation services of the People + Repubbbec 
of Chena, the C henese Delegation reserves for its Government the night to take any action 
tt deems necessary to envure that rts rights are not encroached upon 


No 72 
Oraqunal Engivsh 
4 on Ireland 


@) tweland reserves the night to take such action as &f may comuder necewary to safe 
guard sts enterests should any Member fail to observe the provisions of thes (on 
ference oF should Declarations by other administrations peopar dire its rights eth 
respect to the use of the grout atronary orbit /radso spectrum resource 


b) The Delegation of Irctand referring to statement No 57 by Portugal wishes to state 
that ets allotment noon accordance eth the procedures adapted by thi ( onference 


abe, 
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No. 73 


Origen! Spanish 
For the Argentine Reputin 


Wah reference to Declaration No |! m the Final Protocol of thu Conference and to 
any other clasm to sovereagnty over (he Antarctx territones that may be rassed by any other 
State, the Argentune Republic hereby declares that mo such claum can affect us indefeasibdie 
and mahenable rights of sovereignty over the sector of the Antarctxc south of tat- 
tude 60° South between longitude 25° and 74° West 


No "4 
Origmel English 


For the Federal Repubin of Germany, Austrea, Austria, Beiguem, Canada, Denmart. 
the Unwed States of Amerwa, F imiand, France. Greece, ltely, Japen, Luxembourg. 
Norwer ‘ew Zec.and. the Kingdom of the Netheriends, Papua New Gunes, Portugal. 
the United Kingdom of Greet Brite and Northern Ireiand, Sweden and the Con- 
federation of Switzeriand 


The above mentioned Delegations referring to the Declarations made by the Republic 
of Cotomma and Ecuador. consider that, masmuch as these statements reser to the Bogota 
Declaration of } December 1976 by equatonal countnes and to the clams of those countnes 
to exercise sovertgn nghts over segments of the geostationary satellite orbet. the clasms 
iM Question cannot be recogmzed by thi Conference Further, the above-mentioned 
Delegations @ ish to reafform the Declarations made on behalf of the; admuenistrations mn 
thes regard when s gnong the Final Acts of the World Adem srawe Radio Conference 
(Geneva, 1979), and the W orld Admonstratrwe Conference on the Use of the Geostationary. 
Sateline Orbe and the Planning of Space Services Utiizing tt (First Session - Geneva, 
1985), and the International Telecommuncation Convention (Narot, 1962) by etuch 
the Conference 1s bound 


The above-mentioned Delegations also wish to state that reference mm Arti < J} to the 
geograptacal wtuation of partxwlar countnes’ does not omply a recogmetion of clarm to 
any preferential rights to the geostationary orbut 


No *S 
Oriqenal French 
For the Socsalist Republi of Viet Nem 


As tome does not perme the Delegation of the Sax valet Republic of Vet Nam to check all 
the test pownts and service areas submitted Oy other admuemistrations in the region. « reserves 
the night not to recogmze the test pounts and service areas located on Viet Nam's territory 





Original: French 
For the Rwandese Republic: 


Having taken note of the Declarations already deposited and upon signing the Final 
Acts, the Delegation of the Rwandese Republic reserves for its Government the right to 
take any action it may deem necessary to safeguard its interests should the application of 
the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the Geo- 
stationary -Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second Session - 
Geneva, 1988) by any other Member of the Union jeopardize the orbital position it obtained 
when the Allotment Plan was established, or worsen the C/I ratio of 26 dB. 


No. 77 
Original: English 
For the Federal Republic of Germany and Sweden: 


The above-mentioned Delegations wish to state that the Declaration made by Chile can 
in no way restrict or otherwise modify the provisions of Article 1V of the Antarctic Treaty. 


Original: English 
For the Federative Republic of Brazil: 


Having carefully studied the Declarations and, in particular, the reservations con- 
tained in Document 484, the Delegation of Brazil to the World Administrative Radio 
Conference on the Use of the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space 
Services Utilizing It (Second Session - Geneva, 1988) is compelled to reserve for its Govern- 
ment the right to take all necessary measures to protect its interests should any country fail 
to comply with the decisions of this Conference or as a consequence of reservations expressed 
by other countries in the document referred to above. 


Original: English 
For the Islamic Republic of Pakistan: 
The Delegation of Pakistan has the honour to refer to paragraph 2 of the reservations 


made by the Delegation of the Republic of India (Document 484) and wishes to make the 
following comments. 
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The State of Jammu and Kashmir has been recogniz-d by the United Nations as a dis- 
puted territory and its final status has yet to be determined by tite people of the State, in 
accordance with the relevant resoiutions of the United Nations. Decisions rega:ding areas 
falling within the territory of the disputed State are without prejudice to the position rec- 
ognized by the relevant resolutions of the United Nations on the quesiion. The test points 
and areas to be covered by the Republic of India in the Plan for the fixed-satellit¢ services, 
including part B of the Plan for the existing systems, and in the feeder-link Plan for the 
broadcasting-satellite services which fall within the State of Jammu and Kashmir are, 
therefore, not recognized by Pakistan as being in the Indian territory. 


No. 80 
For the Islamic Republic of Iran: 


In the Name of God, The Almighty, 


In signing the Final Acts of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session - Geneva, 1988), the Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran referring to the state- 
ment No. 37 as appeared in Document 484, reserves the right of its Government for total 
sovereignty over the Abu Musa Island and rejects any claim or reservation by any Adminis- 
tration as far as the question of sovereignty is concerned. 


No. 81 
Original: Spanist 
For Spain: 


The Delegation of Spain to the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of 
the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It (Second 
Session - Geneva, 1988) rejects the reservation appearing as No. 17 in the Final Protocol, 
submitted by the Delegation of the Kingdom of Morocco on the Spanish territories of Ceuta, 
Melilla and the Chafarinas Islands. 


(The signatures follow) 


(The signatures following the Final Protocol are the same as those shown on pages $ to 20.) 
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RESOLUTION No. 4 (Rev.Orb-88) 


Period of Validity of Frequency Assignments to Space 
Stations Using the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit ' 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


tert 


a) that rational and efficient use must be made of the 
spectrum and the geostationary-satellite orbit and that account should 
taken of the provisions of Resolution 2 of the World Administrative Radio 
Conference, Geneva, 1979, relating to the use by all countries, with equal 
rights, of frequency bands for space radiocommunication services; 


b) that limiting the period of validity of frequency assignments to spave 
stations using the geostationary-satellite orbit is a concept which could 
promote the attainment of these objectives; 


‘ 


¢) that amortizing the considerable investments made in connection 
with the development of space radiocommunications is a particularly heavy 
burden for all administrations and that these investments should be spread 
over a predetermined period; 


d) that efforts should be made to encourage administrations in a 
position to do so to develop techniques designed to improve the utilization 
of the frequency spectrum and the geostationary-satellite orbit with a view 
to increasing the total radiocommunication facilities available to the world 
community; 





' This Resolution does not apply to the frequency bands covered by the 
Allotment Plan as contained in Appendix 30B. 
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e) that « would be advantageous to introduce an experimental proce- 
dure to gain experience from application of the new concept of notifying the 
period of validity of an assignment in space radiocommunication, but that it 
is not desirable to impose on administrations a statutory period identical in 
all cases but that on the contrary administrations should be left to propose 
the period of validity themselves in the light of their requirements and of the 
common interest: 


fj) that the present Conference has reviewed this Resolution and 
decided that more time is required in its application before it can be 
properly assessed: 


resolves 


1 that, until this Resolution is reviewed by the next competent world 
administrative radio conference, frequency assignments to space radiocom- 
munication stations located on the geostationary orbit shall be dealt with as 
follows 


1.1 a frequency assignment to a space station’ on a geostationary 
satellite shall be deemed definitively discontinued after the expiry of 
the period of operation shown on the assignment notice, reckoned 
from the date on which the assignment was brought into service. 
This period shall be limited to that for which the satellite network 
was designed. The Board shall then invite the notifying administra- 
tion to take steps to cancel the assignment. If the Board receives no 
reply within three months following the expiry of the period of 
operation, it shall insert a symbol in the Remarks Column of the 
Master Register to indicate that the assignment is not in conformity 
with this Resolution: 





' The cxpression “space station” may apply to more than one satellite 


provided that only one satellite t% im operation at any particular moment and that 
the stations installed on board successive satellites have identical basic charac- 
teristics 
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1.2 if a notifying administration which wishes to extend the period 
of operation originally shown on the assignment notice of a 
frequency assignment of an existing space station’ imforms the 
Board accordingly more than three years before the expiry of the 
period in question and if all other basic characteristics of that 
assignment remain unchanged, the Board shall amend as requested 
the period of operation originally recorded in the Master Register 
and publish that information in a special section of the weekly 
circular; 


1.3 if, at least three years before the expiry of the period of 
operation recorded in the Master Register of a frequency assignment 
to an existing space station', an administration initiates the coordi- 
nation procedure specified in No. 1068 to bring into service a new 
space station using the same assigned frequency and the same orbital 
position but with different technical characteristics, and if the Bocrd 
finds after the notification that the new assignment conforms with 
the provisions of No. 1563 and does not increase, in relation to the 
preceding assignment, the probability of interference to the detri- 
ment of a frequency assignment recorded in the Master Register or 
involved in the coordination procedure, the new assignment shall be 
given a favourable finding and shall be entered in the Master 


Register ; 


1.4 a notifying administration which wishes to modify a basic 
characteristic of a frequency assignment of a space station ' recorded 
in the Master Register shall initiate, in any case other than those 
covered by paragraphs 1.2 and 1.3, the appropriate modification 
procedure in accordance with the provisions of Nos. 1547 to 1551; 


2. that, for the application of the provisions of paragraph 1.1 above, 
the information concerning the period of validity of frequency assignments 
to space stations shall be notified in addition to that contained in Appen- 
dices 3 and 4 to the Radio Regulations; 





' The expression “space station” may apply 
provided that only one satellite is in operation at any 
the stations installed on board successive satellites ha 
teristics. 
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3. that the application of this Resolution shall not prejudge in any way 
the decisions of future administrative radio conferences; 


invites the next competent world administrative radio conference 


to take cognizance of the results of the application of this Resolution 
and take action, as appropriate. 


instructs the Secretary-General 


to bring this Resolution to the sttention of the Administrative 
Council. 
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RESOLUTION No. 42 (Rev.Orb-88) 


Use of laterim Systems ia Regica 2 in the 
and Fixed-Satellite (Feeder-Link) Services ia Region 2 
for the Bands Covered by Appendix 30 (Orbd-85S) and Appendix 308A (Orbd-88) 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considenng 


a) that the Regional Administrative Conference for the Planning of the 
Broadcasting-Satellite Service in Region 2, Geneva, 1983, prepared a Plan 
for the broadcasting-satellite service in the band 12.2 - 12.7 GHz and a Plan 


for the associated feeder links in the band 17.3 - 17.8 GHz with provisions 
for implementing interim systems in accordance with Resolu- 
tion No. 2 (Sat-R2); 


b) that in the implementation of their assignments in the Plans, 
edministrations of Region 2 may find it more appropriate to adopt a phased 
approach and iniiielly use characteristics different from those appearing in 
the appropriate Region 2 Plan: 


°) that some administrations of Region 2 may cooperate in the joint 
development of a space system with a view to covering two or more service 
areas from the same orbital position or to using a beam which would 
encompass two of more service areas. 


d) that some administrations of Region 2 may cooperate in the joint 
development of a space system with a view to Covering two or more 
feeder-link service areas from the same orbital position or to using a beam 
which encompasses two or more feeder-link service areas. 
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¢) that interim systems shall not adversely affect the Plans nor hamper 
the implementation and evolution of the Plans: 


fi that the number of assignments to be used in an interim system shall 
not in any case exceed the number of assignments appearing in the Region 2 
Plan which are to be suspended: 


zg) that the interim systems shall not in any case use orbital positions 
that are not in the Region 2 Plan: 


h) that an interim system shall not be introduced without the agreement 
of all administrations whose space and terrestrial services are considered to 
be affected: 


resolves 


that administrations and the IFRB shall apply the procedure 
contained in the Annex to this Resolution, so long as Appendices 
W (Orb-85) and WA (Ord-88) remain in force. 


ANNEX TO RESOLUTION No. 42 (Rev.Orb-88) 


1 An administration or a group of administrations in Region 2 may, 
after successful application of the procedure contained in this Annex and 
with the agreement of the affected administrations, use an interim system 
during a specified period not exceeding ten years in order: 


1.1 For an interim system in the broadcasting-satellite service 


a) to use an increased ¢.i.tp. in any direction relative to that 
appearing in the Region 2 Plan provided that the power 
flux-density does not exceed the limits given in Annex 5 to 
Appendix 3 (Orb-85); 
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to use modulation characteristics' different from those 
appearing im the Annexes to the Region 2 Plan and result. 
ing in an increased probability of harmful interference or 
im a wider assigned bandwidth. 


to change the coverage area by displacing boresight, or by 
increasing the major or minor axis, or by rotating them 
from an orbital position which shall be one of the corres- 
ponding orbital positions appearing in the Region 2 Plan. 


to use @ Coverage area appearing in the Region 2 Plan or a 
coverage area encompassing two or more coverage areas 
appearing in the Region 2 Plan from an orbital position 
which shall be one of the corresponding positions appear- 
ing in the Region 2 Plan: 


to use a polarization different from that in the Region 2 
Plan. 


For an interm feeder-link system 


@) to use an increased ¢.irp. in any direction relative to that 
appearing in the Region 2 feeder-link Plan. 


to use modulation characteristics' different from those 
appearing in the Annexes to the Plan and resulting in an 
increased probability of harmful interference of in a wider 
assigned bandwidth. 





' For example, modulation with sound channels frequency multiplexed 
within the bandwidth of a tclevision channel, digital modulation of sound and 
television signals, or other pre-emphasis characteristics 
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©) to change the feeder-link beam area by displacing the 
boresight, or by increasing the major or minor axis, or by 
rotating them in relation to an orbital position which shall 
be one of the corresponding orbital po<tions appearing in 
the Region 2 feeder-link Plan: 


to use a feeder-link beam area appearing in the Region 
feeder-link Plan or a feeder-link beam area encompassing 
two or more feeder-link beam areas appearing in | 
Regicn 2 feeder-link Plan in relation to an orbital 

which shall be one of the corresponding orbital 
appearing in the Region 2 feeder-link Plan: 


to use a polarization different from that in the Region 2 
feeder-link Plan 


2 In all cases, an interim system shall correspond to assignments in the 
appropriate Region 2 Plan; the number of assignments to be used in an 
interim system shall not in any case exceed the number of assignments 
appearing in the Region 2 Plan which are to be suspended. During the use 
of an interim system, the use of the corresponding assignments in the 
Region 2 Plan is suspended; they shall not be brought into use before the 
cessation of the use of the interim system. However, the suspended 
assignments, but not the interim system's assignments, of an administration 
shall be taken into account when other administrations apply the procedure 
of Article 4 of Appendix 30 (Ore-85) of of Article 4 of Appendix 
WA (Orb-88), as appropriate, in order to modify the Plans, or the proce- 
dure of tis Annex in order to bring an interim system into use. The 
assignments of interim systems shall not be taken into account in applying 
the procedure of Article 6 or Article 7 of Appendix 38 (Orb-85) and the 
procedure of Article 6 or Article 7 of Appendix 380A (Orb-88). 
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3. As a specific consequence of paragraph 2 above, Region 2 interim 
system assignments shall not obtain protection from, or cause harmful 
interference to, new or modified assignments appearing in the Regions |! 
and 3 Plans following the successful application of the procedure of 
Article 4 of Appendix 38 {Orb-85) or of Article 4 of Appendix 380A (Ord- 
83). as appropriate, even if the assignment modification procedure is 
specified in paragraph 4 a) 


4. When an administration proposes to use an assignment im accord. 
ance with paragraph |, it shall communicate to the IFRB the information 
listed in Annex 2 to Appendix 38 (Orb-85) or in Annex 2 to 
Appendix 380A (Orb-88), as appropriate, not cartier than five years but, 
preferably, not later than twelve months before the date of bringing into use. 


a) the maximum specified period during which the interim assign- 
ment 1s intended to remain in use. 


the assignments in the Region 2 Plans the use of which will 
remain suspended for the duration of the use of the correspond. 
ing iateri ' 


the names of the administrations with which an agreement for 
the use of the interim assignment has been reached, together 
with any comment relating to the period of use so agreed and 
the names of administrations with which an agreement may be 
required but has not yet been reached. 


Administrations are considered to be affected as follows 
5.1 For an interim system in the broadcasting-satelliie service 


@) an administration of Region 2 is considered to be affected 
if any overall equivalent protection margin of one of its 
assignments in the Region 2 Plan, calculated in accordance 
with Annex 5 to Appendix 38 (Orb-85) including the 
cumulative effect of all interim uses during the marie 
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specified period of use of the interim system, but excluding 
the corresponding suspended ass: gnments (paragraph 4 5)). 
becomes negative or a former negative value is made more 
negative. 


an administration of Region | or 3 is considered to be 
affected if « has an assignment which is in conformity 
with the Regions |! and 3 Plan contained in 
Appendix 38 (Orb-85) of in respect of which proposed 
modifications have been published by the Board im accord- 
ance with the provisions of Article 4 of that Appendix with 
a necessary bandwidth which falls within the necess- 
ary bandwidth of the proposed interim assignment and the 
appropriate limits of Section 3 of Annex 1! to 
Appendi: 3 (Orb-85) are exceeded. 


an administration of Region | or 3 is considered to be 
affected if it has a frequency assignment in the fixed-satel- 
Inte service which is recorded in the Master Register or 
which has been coordinated or is being coordinated under 
the provisions of No. 1060 of the Radio Regulations or 
under Article 7 of Appendix 38 (Orb-85) or which has 
been published im accordance with No. 1044 of the Radio 
Regulations or of paragraph 7.1.3 of Appendix 30 (Orb-85) 
and the appropriate limits of Section 6 of Annex | to 
Appendix 3 (Orb-85) are exceeded. 


an administration of Region | of 3 is considered to be 
affected if, athough having no frequency assignment in the 
appropriate Regions | and 3 Plan in the channel 
concerned, it nevertheless would receive on its territor, a 
power flux-density value which exceeds the limits given in 
Section 5 of Annex | to Appendix 38 (Orb-85) as a result 
of the proposed interim assignment, or if it has such 
an assignment for which its associated service area does not 
cover the whole of the territory of the administration, 
and in its territory outside that service area the power 
flux-density from the interim system space station exceeds 
the above mentioned limits. 





~ appears in a Region 3 Plan to be adopted at a future 
administrative radio conference, taking account of 
modifications which may be introduced subsequently in 
accordance with the Final Acts of that Conference. 


and the limits of Section 3, Annex | to Appen- 
dix 38 (Ord-8S) are exceeded 


5.2 For interim feeder-tink systems 
@) an administration of Region 2 is considered to be affected 


if any overall equivalent protection margin of one of its 
assignments in the Plan, 





os 2 


Annet 3 to Appendix 389A (Orb-88) including the cume- 
lateve effect of all unterim uses during the maximum speci- 
fied penod of use of the interim system, but exchudeng the 


affected if nt has a frequency assignment in the fixed satel- 
ite service (space-to-Earth) which is recorded in the Mastcr 
Register ot which has been coordinated or is being courdi- 
nated under the provisions of No. 1068 of the Radio 
Regulations and the appropriate limits of Section | of 
Annex | to Appendix 389A (Ord-88) are exceeded. 


an administration in Regions |, 2 or 3 is considered to be 
affected if & has a frequency assignment in the band 
17.7. 17.8 Gliz to a terrestrial station, in use or intended to 
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6. The Board shall publish in a special section of its weekly circular the 
information received under paragraph 4, together with the names of the 
administrations which the Board has identified in applying paragraph 5. 


7. When the Board finds that the suspended assignment of an adminis- 
tration having an interim system is not affected, it shall examine the 
projected interim system with respect to the interim system of that adminis- 
tration and if there is an incompatibility, it shall request the two administra- 
tions concerned to adopt any measures that may enable the new interim 
system to be operated. 


8. The Board shall send a telegram to the administrations listed in the 
special section of the weekly circular drawing their attention to the 
information it contains and shall send them the results of its calculations. 


9. Any administration not listed in the special section which considers 
that its planned interim assignment may be affected shall so inform the 
administration responsible for the interim system and the Board. and the 
two administrations shall endeavour to resolve the difficulty before the 
proposed date of bringing the interim assignment into use. 


10. An administration which has not sent its comments either to the 
administration seeking agreement or to the Board within a period of four 
months following the date of the weekly circular referred to in paragraph 6 
shall be understood as having agreed to the proposed interim use. 


it. On the expiry of four months following the date of publication of 
the weekly circular referred to in paragraph 6, the Board shall review the 
matter. and, ucpending on the results obtained, shall inform the administra- 
tion proposing the interim assignment that: 


a) it may notify its proposed use under Article 5 of 
Appendix 30 (Orb-85) or Article 5 of Appendix 380A (Orb-88), 
as appropriate, if no agreement is required or the required 
agreement has been obtained from the administrations 
concerned. In this case the Board shall update the Interim List: 
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b) it may not bring into use its interim system before having 
obtained the agreement of the administrations affected, either 
directly or by applying the procedure described in Article 4 of 
Appendix 30 (Orb-85S) or Article 4 of Appendix 309A (Orb-88), 
as appropriate, as a means of obtaining that agreement. 


12. The Board shall include all the interim assignments in an Interim 
List in two parts, one each for the broadcasting-satellite service and the 
feeder-link assignments, and shall update it in accordance with this Annex. 
The Interim List shall be published together with the Region 2 Plans but 
does not constitute part of them. 


13. One year prior to the expiry of the interim period, the Board shall 
draw the attention of the administration concerned to this fact and request it 
to notify in due time the deletion of the assignment from the Master 
Register and the Interim List. 


14. If, notwithstanding the reminders by the Board, an administration 
does not reply to its request sent in application of paragraph 13, the Board 
shall, at the termination of the interim period: 


a) enter a symbol in the Remarks Column of the Master Register 
to indicate the lack of response and that the entry is for 
information only: 


b) not take that assignment into account in the Interim List; 
c) inform the administrations concerned and affected of its action. 


When an administration confirms the termination of the use of the 
interim assignment, the Board shall delete the assignment concerned 
from the Interim List and the Master Register. Any corresponding 
assignment in the Plan(s), suspended earlier, may then be brought 
into use. 


16. An administration which considers that its interim system may 
continue to be used after the expiry of the interim period may extend it by 
not more than four years and to this effect shall apply the procedure 
described in this Annex. 
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17. When an administration applies the procedure in accordance with 
paragraph 16, but is unable to obtain the agreement of one or more affected 
administrations, the Board shall indicate this situation by inserting an 
appropriate symbol in the Master Register. Upon receipt of a complaint of 
harmful interference, the administration shall immediately cease operation 
of the interim assignment. 


18. When an administration, having been informed of a complaint of 
harmful interference, does not cease transmission within a period of thirty 
days after the receipt of complaint, the Board shall apply the provisions of 
paragraph 14. 
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RESOLUTION No. 45 (Orb-88) 


Improvement of the Accuracy of the Master International Frequency Register, 
the International Frequency List, and List VIIIA 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


eri 


a) that an accurate and updated Master International Frequency 
Register is essential for the application of all the relevant rrocedures in the 
Radio Regulations; 


b) that there = 6 CHES @ Cena CO GHEENY G8e EY Ge 
Master International Frequency Register; 


c) the importance to administrations of an accurate and up-to-date 
record in the Master International Frequency Register, the International 
Frequency List, and List VIIIA for the efficient use of the radio-frequency 
spectrum and geostationary-satellite orbit; 


d) that previous initiatives of the IFRB have shown that, with the 
cooperation of administrations, substantial improvements can be made in 
the accuracy and reliability of the Master International Frequency Register: 


e) that the application of the periodical inquiry procedure in Article 13 
by the IFRB has encountered difficulties; 





- 
a) that only vigorous and cooperative worldwide action on this pro- 
blem will lead to a solution: 

b) that a procedure involving the mutual cooperation of all administra- 


tions and the IFRB is required for the purpose of revising parts of the 
Master International Frequency Register: 


resolves 


1. to urge administrations to observe the time limits prescribed in the 
Radio Regulations concerning modification, cancellation and review of 
entries in the Master International Frequency Register; 


2. to urge administrations to cooperate fully with the IFRB in the 
application of the provisions of the Radio Regulations relating to the 
cancellation of assignments no longer in use and to the notification of 
suspended assignments to space and earth stations. 
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RESOLUTION No. 69 (Orb-88) 


Estimatioa of laterference between Satellite Networks 
Using Simplified Methods 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that CCIR texts contain information on evolving simplified methods 
which may be used to provide a significant improvement in the accuracy of 
interference estimates when compared with the calculations of Appendix 29 
of the Radio Regulations; 

b) that an improvement in the accuracy of interference estimates would 
facilitate the coordination process, thereby relieving administrations of an 
administrative burden and unnecessary costs; 


¢) that most of the data requirements for these methods are identified 
in Appendix 3 of the Radio Regulations; 


resolves 


to invite the CCIR to continue studies on simplified methods for 
estimating interference between satellite networks and to recommend a 
preferred method or methods; 


encourages 


administrations to participate in the studies of the CCIR, to assure 
full consideration of all potential methods, to use these methods and to 
provide the necessary data. 

















- 355 - RES92-1 


RESOLUTION No. 92 (Orb-88) 


Revision, Replacement and Cancellation of Resolutions 
of the World Admisistrative Radio Conference, Geneva, 1979, and the 
World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(First Session — Geneva, 1985) (Orb-85) 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


its agenda, in particular items 6, 7, 10 and 13, and the action taken 
on a number of Resolutions of the World Administrative Radio Conference, 
Geneva, 1979, and of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the 
Use of the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services 
Utilizing It (First Session — Geneva, 1985) (Orb-85); 


further considering 


a) that the following Resolutions of the conferences referred to above 
have been revised as indicated: 


Resolution 4 Relating to the Period of Validity of Fre- 
quency Assignments to Space Stations 
Using the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit, 
replaced by Resolution 4 (Rev.Orb-88): 
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Resolution 42 (Orb-85) Relating to the Provisional Application 


Resolution 506 


Resolution 3 


Resolution 31 





for Region 2 of Resolution No. 2 - 
(Sat-R2), replaced by Resolution 42 
(Rev.Orb-88) relating to the Use of 
Interim Systems in Region 2 in the Broad- 
casting-Satellite and Fixed-Satellite 
(Feeder Link) Services in Region 2 for the 
Bands Covered by Appendix 30 (Orb-85) 
and Appendix 30A (Orb-88); 


Relating to the Use, by Space Stations 
Operating in the 12 GHz Frequency 


Satellite Orbit and No Other, replaced by 
Resolution 506 (Rev.Orb-88); 


b) that all necessary action has been taken for the implementation of 
the following Resolutions of the conferences referred to above: 


Relating to the Use of the Geostationary- 
Satellite Orbit and to the Planning of 
Space Services Utilizing It; 


Relating to the Application of Certain 
Provisions of the Final Acts of the World 
Broadcasting-Satellite Administrative Ra- 
dio Conference, Geneva, 1977, to Take 
into Account Changes Made by the World 
Administrative Radio Conference, 
Geneva, 1979, to the Table of Frequency 
Allocations for Region 2 in the 
Band 11.7 - 12.7 GHz; 


Resolution 40 (Orb-85) Relating to the Recording in the Master 





International Frequency Register of the 
Assignments for Region 2 contained in 
Appendix 30 (Orb-85) and Appen- 
dix WA ; 
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Resolution 41 (Orb-85) Relating to the Provisional Application of 
the Partial Revision of the Radio Regula- 
tions as Contained in the Final Acts of 
the WARC Orb-85 Prior to its Entry into 
Force; 


Resolution 43 (Orb-85) Relating to Orbital Position Limitations 
for the Broadcasting-Satellite Service 
in Regions 1 and 2 in the Band 
12.2 - 12.5 GHz and for the Fixed-Satellite 
Service (Feeder-Link Stations) in 
Region 2 for the Band 17.3 - 17.8 GHz; 


Resolution 100 Relating to the Coordination, Notification 


Resolution 101 Concerning the Drawing Up of Agree- 


rence, Geneva, 1977, for Regions | and 3; 


Resolution 102 Relating to Coordination among Admin- 
istrations of the Technical Character- 
istics of Feeder Links to Space Stations in 
the Broadcasting-Satellite Service in the 
Band 11.7-125 GHz (Region!) and 
11.7-122 GHz (Region 3) during the 
Period Between the Entry into Force of 
the Final Acts of the World Administra- 
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tive Radio Conference, Geneva, 1979, and 
the Entry into Force of the Final Acts of a 
Future Conference on the Planning of 
Feeder Links to Such Space Stations: 





Resolution $02 Relating to the Period Between the Entry 
into Force of the Final Acts of the Broad- 
casting-Satellite Administrative Radio 
Conference, Geneva, 1977, and the Date 
on Which the Provisions and Associated 
Plan Adopted by that Conference Are 
Annexed to the Radio Regulations; 


Resolution 503 Relating to the Coordination, Notification 
and Recording in the Master Internat- 
ional Frequency Register of Frequency 
Assignments to Stations in the Broadcast- 
ing-Satellite Service in Region 2; 





Resolution 504 Relating to the Final Acts of the World 
Broadcasting-Satellite Administrative Ra- 
dio Conference, Geneva, 1977, with res- 

pect to Region 2; 


Resolution 700 Relating to Sharing Between the Fixed- 
Satellite Service in Regions | and 3 and 
the Broadcasting-Satellite Service in the 
12GHz Band and Associated Feeder 
Links in Region 2; 


Resolution 701 Relating to the Convening of a Regional 
Administrative Radio Conference for the 
Detailed Planning of the Broadcasting- 
Satellite Service in the 12 GHz Band and 
Associated Feeder Links in Region 2; 





~* —_ 
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that the Resolutions of the World Administrative Radio Conference, 
Geneva, 1979, and the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use 
of the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services 
Utilizing It (First Session — Geneva, 1985) (Orb-85), listed under a) above 
shall apply as revised by this Conference and that those listed under 5) 
above shall be cancelled. 
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RESOLUTION No. 104 (Orb-88) 


Application of the Provisions of No. 1550 of the 
Radio Regulations 2s Modified by WARC Orb-88 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that it has revised No. 1550 of the Radio Regulations relating to the 
extension of the date of bringing into use of assignments to space 
radiocommunication stations ; 


b) that, in accordance with the revised provision, an administration 
may extend the date of bringing into use of its assignment by a period of 
three years, leading to a total period of nine years between the date of 
publication of the Special Section referred to in No. 1044 and the date of 
bringing into use; 

¢) that the current No. 1950 limits this period to five years and 
18 months: 


d) that exceptional circumstances may make it difficult for administra- 
tions to bring satellite networks into use by the date originally envisaged; 


¢) that one such exceptional circumstance is the problem of the 
availability of launch facilities: 


fi that currently there exist satellite networks in the advanced publica- 
tion or coordination stages, for which an extension of the date of bringing 
into use beyond five years and 18 months has been requested: 











3 
: 
55 
: 
: 
J 
i 
H 


i 











LL far 


RESIOS-! - 42 - 
RESOLUTION No. 105 (Orb-88) 


Improvemest of the Quality of certain Allotments in Part A 
of the Fixed-Satellite Service Plan 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


tort 


a) that the delegations of the administrations participating in this 
Conference have made intensive efforts to achieve the gcals identified in the 
agenda of the Conference: 


b) that the Conference has made intensive use of the [TU computer 
facilities and associated software to develop an Allotment Plan for the 
fixed-satellite service in the frequency bands identified for the Plan: 


¢) that a Plan has been developed which guarantees one coverage for 
each administration (Part A of the Plan) and accommodates existing systems 
(Part B of the Plan); 


d) that, in the case of a small number of allotments in the Plan, the 
reference value of 26 dB has not been echieved for the C// ratio: 





norng 


that in spite of all efforts made by the conference, some allotments 
in Part A of the Plan are still below the reference value for C//: 


noting further 


that the evaluation of some solutions for raising the value of C// 
would be facilitated by appropriate consultations after the Conference 
between administrations working together in a spirit of cooperation to find 
equitable solutions. 
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the right of each administration to have a value of C// of 26 dB for 
its allotment: 


belicviny 


that further cooperation among administrations, and the application 
of technical aspects to particular situations, could improve the allotments in 
considering c) above, given the progress made in this field: 


resolves 


1. that, following the Conference, an administration which has an 
allotment with a value of C// lower than 26 dB, and administrations whose 
allotments may have an impact on that allotment, should make every effort 
to reach agreement on measures to improve the quality of that allotment: 


2. that, with the agreement of the administrations concerned, consider- 
ation could be given to slight adjustments to the nominal orbital position of 
other satellites on condition that all agreed protection criteria are observed; 


invites administrations 


to implement the provision of this Resolution in the spirit of 
cooperation which characterizes the relations between Members of the ITU: 


calls upon 


the permanent organs of the ITU to provide technical advice, if 
requested by the administrations concerned, to facilitate mutually satisfac- 
tory solutions. 
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RESOLUTION No. 106 (Orb-88) 


Provisional Application of the Partial Revision 
of the Radio Regulations (Appendix 30A (Orb-88)) 
as Contained in the Final Acts of the WARC Orb-88 

Prior to its Eatry into Force 





The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


va 


a) that the present Session has decided to incorporate in the Radio 
Regulations the provisions and the associated Plans for the fixed-satellite 
service for feeder links in the bands 14.5 - 14.8 GHz and 17.3 - 18.1 GHz in 
Regions | and 3; 


b) that during the period preceding the date of entry into force of the 
partial revision of the Radio Regulations, as contained in the Fiaal Acts of 
the Second Session of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the 
Use of the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services 
Utilizing It (WARC Orb-88), administrations of countries of Regions |! 
and 3 may wish to bring into use assignments appearing in the Regions ! 
and 3 feeder-link Plans or to modify them; 


¢) that there is a need to apply the interregional sharing criteria 
developed by this Session for all Regions; 


further considering 


that there is a need for procedures to be applied by all administra- 
tions and the IFRB during the interim period referred to in 5) above; 
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1. that during the period preceding the date of entry into force of the 
partial revision of the Radio Regulations included in Appendix 380A (Orb- 
88), as contained in the Final Acts of the WARC Orb-88, administrations 
and the IFRB shall apply the said partial revision on a provisional basis: 


2. that on the date of entry into force of the partial revision of the 
Radio Regulations referred to in resolves |, as contained in the Final Acts of 
the WARC Orb-88, the IFRB shall publish the modifications to the Plans 
introduced in application of resolves 1 above, in a special section of its 
weekly circular in order to enter them into the Regions 1! and 3 feeder-link 
Plan. 
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RESOLUTION No. 107 (Orb-88) 


Satellite Networks Intended for Use in the Frequency 
Bands of the Pian in Appendix 30B for Which 
Information Was Communicated to the IFRB 
Between 8 August 1985 and 5 October 1988 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


a) that it has adopted a Plan with a Part B containing the existing 
systems which had commenced the procedures of Article 11 of the Radio 
Regulations before 8 August 1985; 


b) that, since that date, information on new satellite networks intended 
for use in the frequency bands of the Plan has been communicated to the 
IFRB between 8 August 1985 and 5 October 1988 (see Annex); 


¢) that in order to safeguard the Plan and its associated procedures, it 
is essential to prevent other satellite networks from being implemented in 
the planned bands before the date of the entry into force of Appendix 30B; 


d) that, nevertheless, the satellite networks referred to in considering 6) 
should be permitted to develop if they can be regarded as a conversion of 
national allotments in Part A of the Plan into assignments; 
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resolves 


1. that the satellite networks mentioned in considering 6) may continue 
to develop and, if necessary, the provisions of Section I or IA of Article 6 
of Appendix 30B may exceptionally be applied to only one of those 
networks per administration before the date of the entry into force of the 
Pian provided it is compatible with Parts A and B of the Plan; 

2. that the Board shall invite the Administrations concerned to indicate 
whether their satellite networks listed in the Annex to this Resolution are to 
be regarded a1; a conversion of their national allotments in Part A of the 
Plan into assignments; 

3. that the networks not identified in the application of resolves 2 will 
be considered as additional uses and be subject to the provisions of 
Section II! of Article 6 of Appendix 30B. 





Space station 
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RESOLUTION No. 108 (Orb-88) 


Use of the Bands 4 500 - 4800 MHz, 6 725 - 7025 MHz, 10.70 - 10.95 GHz, 
11.2 - 11.45 GHz and 12.75 - 13.25 GHz prior to the 
Date of Eatry into Force of Appendix 30B 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that this Conference has adopted a new Appendix 30B dealing with 
the frequency bands listed above covered by the Allotment Plan for the 
fixed-satellite service; 


b) that Appendix 30B and Resolution 107 contain provisions relating 
to satellite networks intended for use in the frequency bands listed above 
and communicated to the Board prior to 5 October 1988 in application of 
Articles 11 and 13 of the Radio Regulations; 


¢) that new satellite networks intended for use in these frequency bands 
may not be compatible with the allotments in the Plan; 


resolves 


that administrations shall not apply the provisions of Article 11 of 
the Radio Regulations in the bands mentioned above for satellite networks 
not listed in Part B of the Plan in Appendix 30B pending the entry into 
force of this Appendix; 


instructs the [FRB 


to apply the provisions of this Resolution to information it receives 
concerning any satellite network intended for use in all or part of the 
frequency bands listed above and to return the information to the Adminis- 
tration concerned, drawing its attention to the present Resolution. 
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RESOLUTION No. 109 (Orb-88) 


Recording in the Master International Frequeacy Register 
of the Assignments for Regioas | and 3 
Coatained in Appendix 30A(Orb-88) 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


that the provisions and associated feeder-link Plans adopted by this 
Conference with the appropriate modifications have been incorporated in 
the Radio Regulations in Appendix 30A (Orb-88); 


resolves 


that, on the date of signature of the Final Acts of the Second Session 
of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing 
It, Geneva, 1988, the frequency assignments in the Plans will be entered in 
the Master Register. The date of signature of these Final Acts will be 
entered, together with an appropriate symbol, in Column 13c opposite these 
assignments. 
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RESOLUTION No. 110 (Orb-88) 


Improved Procedures for Certain Bands 
of the Fixed-Satellite Service 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Genstationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that the process of coordination of space services was initially laid 
down by the Extraordinary Radio Conference, 1963, improved by the 
World Administrative Radio Conference for Space Telecommunications, 
1971 (WARC-71), and further expanded by the World Administrative Radio 
Conference, 1979 (WARC-79); 


b) that Resolution 2 of WARC-79 reiterated the principle of the 
equitable use by all countries, with equal rights, of the geostationary -satellite 
orbit (GSO) and of the frequency bands allocated to space services, first 
embodied in Resolution No. Spa2 — | of WARC-71; 


¢) that Resolution 3 of WARC-79 resolved on the need to guarantee in 
practice for all countries equitable access to GSO and to the frequency 
bands allocated to space services and for this purpose decided to convene 
the World Administrative Radio Conference, to be held in two sessions; 


d) that the First Session of the present Conference (Orb-85) agreed on 
the need for improved regulatory procedures as one of the methods for the 
planning of the fixed-satellite service and stipulated certain guidelines for 
this purpose: 
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notng 


that Article 11 of the Radio Regulations has elements of bilateral 
and multilateral consultations for coordinating the space systems and 
networks which administrations plan to bring into use: 


noting further 


that the concept of Multilateral Planning Meetings (MPM) is a part 
of a mechanism to provide cquitable access to the limited natural resources 
of the GSO and the radio-frequency spectrum: 


recognizing 


a) that the coordination of each satellite network presents unique 
circumstances and requirements. 


b) that success in such coordination and the resolution of the difficult- 
ies of new satellite networks could, in some cases, necessitate appropriate 
burden sharing: 


¢) that any coordination process requires the cooperation and goodwill 
of all concerned administrations so as to realize a balance of interests of all 
parties. 


d) the need and obligation of all administrations concerned to reach 
mutually acceptable solutions in regard to the characteristics of the systems 
involved in the coordination process ; 


¢) that the provisions of Article 11, as amended by this Conference, 
foresee bilateral and multilateral discussions at any stage in the process of 
obtaining access to the limited natural resources of the GSO anc the 
radio-frequency spectrum. 
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tf) that in some circumstances the convening of Multilateral Planning 
Meetings (MPM), as a part of the process of obtaining access to the limited 
natural resources of the GSO and the radio-frequency spectrum, could 
become an effective means of resolving difficulties: 


g) that the IFRB can assist administrations seeking to resolve diffi- 
culties in accordance with Nos. 1088-1094 of the Radio Regulations: 


1. that Multilateral Planning Meetings (MPM) shall also be a part of 
the process of coordination for the fixed-satellite service in the bands: 


- 3700-4200 MHz 
5 850 -6 425 MHz 


- 10.95-11.20GHz 
11.45 - 11.70 GHz 
11.70 - 12.20 GHz in Region 2' 
12.50 - 12.75 GHz in Regions | and 3' ? 
14.00 - 14.50 GHz 


2. that the convening of such Multilateral Planning Meetings (MPM) 
would be appropriate when an administration finds it has a major difficulty 
in obtaining coordination under the pertinent provisions of Article If in the 
frequency bands specified in resolves | above. 





' In these bands the improved procedures shall apply between networks of 
the fixed-sateline service only 

? When a fixed-satellite service network is to be operated in the 
band 12.5.12.75 GHz, as well as under No. 845 in the frequency band 12.2 - 12.5 
GHz, the improved procedures may apply for coordination of that network 
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3. that any administration secking the coordination of a satellite 
network in the fixed-satellite service to be operated in the frequency bands 
mentioned in resolves | above with respect to any other satellite network of 
the fixed-sateliite service, has the right to propose to the other administra- 
tions concerned the holding of a Multilateral Planning Meeting (MPM). 


a that any administration which cannot attend a Multilateral Planning 
Meeting (MPM) may delegate another administration to represent it. 


5. that if one or more of the affected administrations are unable to 
participate in a Multilateral Planning Mecting (MPM) for any reason, then 
the pertinent provisions of Article 11 shall be applied to its (their) net 
work(s): 


6 that the results of a Multilateral Planning Meeting (MPM) shall be 
considered as coordination agreements among the participants and shall in 
no way prejudice the rights of non-participating administrations 


7. that the results of a Multilateral Planning Meeting (MPM) shall be 
conveyed to the Board in accordance with 16087B and 16087C; 


that the representatives of the organizations responsible for the 


1. all administrations and organizations whose systems are affected to 
make every effort to participate in the Multilateral Planning Meeting 
(MPM); 


2. all participants to make every effort for the success of the Multi- 
lateral Planning Meeting (MPM); 
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resolves further 


1 that the Multilatcral Planning Meeting (MPM) may be held at a 
place agreed by the affected administrations ; 


2. that the cost of a Multilateral Planning Meeting (MPM) shall be 
borne by the participants according to the arrangements agreed upon by all 
participants. 


3. that, at the request of the administration initiating the Multilateral 
Planning Meeting (MPM), in agreement with the other affected administra- 
tions, the Secretary-General may supply secretarial services under contrac- 
tual arrangements in accordance with No. 286 of the Nairobi Convention: 


4 that any affected administration may call upon the permanent 
organs of the Union (General Secretariat, IFRB and CCIR) for any 
technical advice as it deems necessary ; 


further urges admuinistranons 


1. to hold bilateral or multilateral consultations at any stage of the 
process of obtaining access to the limited natural resourc~’ of the GSO and 
the radio-frequency spectrum when it is expected that such consultations 
will assist in the resolution of difficulties. 


2. to cooperate and resolve mutually coordination problems in a spirit 
of international understanding, so as to uphold the principles of equal rights 
and equitable access to the GSO and the frequency bands allocated t) space 
services for all administrations. 


the Administrative Council to monitor the progress of the applica- 
tion of this Resolution «od, if difficulties arise in practice in the assurance 
of such equitable access ‘0 propose that the Multilateral Planning Meeting 
(MPM) process be reviewed by a future competent conference. 
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RESOLUTION No. I11 (Orb-88) 


of the Fixed-Satellite Service in the Bands 
18.1 - 18.3 GHz, 18.3 - 20.2 GHz and 27 - 30 GHz 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that the First Session of the present Conference (Geneva, 1985) in its 
Report to the Second Session, requested the CCIR to study the technical 
characteristics of the fixed-satellite service in the bands 18.1 - 18.3 GHz, 
18.3 - 20.2 GHz and 27-30 GHz with a view to a decision on the future 
planning of these bands for the fixed-satellite service being taken by a future 


competent conference; 


b) that the CCIR concluded that it would be extremely unwise for these 
bands to be subject to planning at this time and that further study would be 


necessary ; 


recognizing 


1. that these bands have not been exploited extensively due to technical 
and economic reasons, although they potentially have great capacity: 


2. that the required satellite orbital spacing may be reduced, thus 
resulting in easier coordination between satellite networks because narrower 
satellite antenna beamwidths can be achieved than in the lower frequency 
bands. 


3. that different performance criteria may well be necessary from those 
which currently exist for frequency bands below 15 GHz, since the propaga- 
tion characteristics are different: 








RESII1.2 


revolves 


that the bands 18.1 - 18.3 GHz, 183-202 GHz and 27-30 Giz 
shall not be included in frequency bands identified for plz ning at this time. 


to contenue tts studies into the technical characteristics of the bands 
18.1. 18.3 GHz, 18.3. 20.2 GHz and 27 - 30 GHz until « decision is taken 
by a future competent conference 
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RESOLUTION No. 506 (Rev.Orb-88) 


Use by Space Stations Operating in the 12 GHz Frequeacy 
Baads Allocated to the Broadcasting-Satellite Service of 


the Geostationary-Satellite Orbit aad No Other 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that a Plan designating frequency assignments in the above-men- 
tioned frequency bands and positions in the geostationary-satellite orbit has 
been adopted by the World Broadcasting-Satellite Administrative Radio 
Conference, Geneva, 1977, for Regions 1 and 3; 


b) that a similar Plan for Region 2 has been adopted by the Regional 
Administrative Conference for the Planning of the Broadcasting-Satellite 


Service in Region 2, Geneva, 1983; 


c) that the Plans referred to in considering a) and 6) above were 
consolidated in Appendix 30 (Orb-85) to the Radio Regulations at the First 
Session of the World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing 
It, Geneva, 1985 (Orb-85); 

d) that the operation of space radiocommunication services in the 
frequency bands concerned in orbits other than the geostationary-satellite 
orbit would be incompatible with the plans referred to in a) and 6b) above; 


resolves 


that administrations shall ensure that their space stations in these 


fi quency bands are operated in the geostationary-satellite orbit and no 
other. 
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RESOLUTION No. 518 (Orb-88) 


Country/Geographical Area Symbols Used in Appendix 30 (Orb-85) 
and Appendix 30A (Orb-88) 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


noting 
that several country/geographical area symbols used in Ap- 


pendix 30 (Orb-85) have changed or are no longer appropriate and are 
therefore not listed in the Preface to the International Frequency List (IFL); 


noting further 
the provisions of No. 2237 of the Radio Regulations; 


recognizing 


that country symbols in the Preface to the IFL may be changed at 
irreguiar intervals, as the need arises and on the basis of prior consultation 
between the Secretary-General and the IFRB and the countries concerned; 


beri 





that there should be no discrepancies between the country/geo- 
graphical area symbols listed in the Preface to the IFL and those appearing 
in Appendix 30 (Orb-85) and Appendix 3A (Orb-88); 


resolves to instruct the Secretary-General 


to ensure that, when publishing updated versions of the Racio 
Regulations, the country/geographical area symbols used in Ap- 
pendix 30 (Orb-85) and A-pendix WA (Orb-88) reflect the latest status, 
following consultation with the countries concerned. 
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RESOLUTION No. 519 (Orb-88) 


Possible Extension to Regions | and 3 
of Provisions for Interim Systems 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 





considering 


a) that this Conference has reviewed Resolution 42 (Orb-85) of the 
First Session and has incorporated into the Radio Regulations a modified 
text of that Resolution containing provisions covering the use of interim 
systems in Region 2: 


b) that this Conference has adopted a feeder-link Plan for the broad- 
casting-satellite service in Regions | and 3; 


¢) that some administrations in Regions | and 3 have expressed interest 
in the adoption, for these Regions, of provisions similar to those adopted 
for interim systems in Region 2; 


d) that the broadcasting-satellite and associated feeder-link Plans for 
Regions | and 3 differ from those adopted for Region 2; 


resolves 





1. that a future competent conference should consider the possible 
application of regulatory provisions covering the operation of interim 
systems in Regions | and 3; 
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2. that administrations of Regions | and 3 wishing to bring into use 
interim systems of the broadcasting-satellite service before the date that may 
be determined by the future competent conference referred to in resolves |, 
shall apply the provisions of Article 4 of Appendix 30 (Orb-85) or Article 4 
of Appendix 380A (Orb-88) as appropriate, using if necessary the provision: 
of 4.3.15 of Appendix 30 (Orb-85) or 4.2.16 of Appendix 380A (Orb-38). 


3. that, when such interim systems are notified, Article 5 of 
Appendix 30 (Orb-8S) or Article 5S of Appendix 380A (Orb-88), as appro- 
priate, shall be applied: 


invites the Administrative Council 


to place this matter on the agenda of the next conference competent 
to consider broadcasting-satellite service matters. 








5205 


- 381 - RESS5S20-1 


RESOLUTION No. 520 (Orb-88) 


Future Change ia Article 8 for the Broadcasting-Satellite 
Service (Sound) In the Frequeacy 


Range 500 MHz to 3000 MHz 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that the subject of the broadcasting-satellite service (sound) has been 
under consideration within the Union for a quarter of a century; 


b) that the World Administrative Radio Conference, Geneva, 1979 
(WARC-79) resolved in Resolution 505 that the next world administrative 
radio conference dealing with space radiocommunication services in general 
or with a specific space radiocommunication service should be authorized to 
consider the results of various studies and to take appropriate decisions 
regarding the allocation of a suitable frequency band; 


¢) that Recommendation 2 of the First Session of this Conference 
(Geneva, 1985) recommended that the Second Session of this Conference 
should consider the results of the various up-to-date studies and in 
reviewing the situation prevailing at that time take appropriate decisions 
concerning the various aspects of this system as outlined in Resolution $05 
of WARC-79; 


d) that, at the Conference Preparatory Meeting (CPM) (1984), the 
CCIR indicated that further work would be needed to define the system 
parameters; 
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e) that the CCIR has provided this Session of the Conference with a 
report on its studies relating to the broadcasting-satellite service (sound): 


f) that the broadcasting-satellite service (sound) is technically feasible; 


g) that there is a need by a number of administrations for broadcasting- 
satellite services (sound) for individual reception with low cost, portable and 
mobile receivers with simple antennas, in rural and urban areas: 


h) that a number of administrations consider that existing services have 
high importance and should be protected; 


i) that individual reception of sound programmes with portable and 
automobile receivers is not possible using the frequency bands at present 
allocated to the broadcasting-satellite service; 


j) that several administrations made proposals to WARC-79 concern- 
ing frequency band allocations to the broadcasting-satellite service (sound) 
in the range 500 to 2 000 MHz; 


k) that, on the basis of the technical characteristics of the systems and 
of propagation factors, as studied by the CCIR up to now, the band 
$00 to 2000 MHz would be preferable for the implementation of the 
service, the lower end at approximately 500 MHz because of increasing 
man-made noise and transmitting antenna size with decreasing frequency, 
and the upper end at approximately 2 000 MHz because of the decreasing 
effective area of the receiving antenna and reduced diffraction around 
obstacles with increasing frequency; 


1) that studies tb date have shown that accommodation of the broad- 
casting-satellite service (sound) in the frequency range 500 to 2000 MHz or 
nearby will cause considerable sharing difficulties with other services and 
that extensive use of this frequency range is now being made by many 
services, thus making difficult the allocation of a band to the broadcasting- 
satellite service (sound): 
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m) that recent studies and developments included in the Report of the 
CCIR to this Session of the Conference have shown that the use of FM 
modulation techniques in low latitudes, the application of advanced digital 
modulation techniques in higher latitudes and the possibilities of sharing on 
the basis of geographical separation may, under the conditions specified in 
the CCIR Report, facilitate band-sharing with other radiocommunication 
services; 


a) that by taking into consideration the extended band 500 to 
3000 MHz the possibility of identifying a new frequency band for the 
broadcasting-satellite service (sound) is enhanced, and that in general it is 
not easy for a broadcasting-satellite service (sound) to share a frequency 
band with other services, for which reason the CCIR reports that an 
exclusive band allocation would be preferred: 


o) that due consideration should also be given to the need for the 
necessary associated feeder links for the broadcasting-satellite service 
(sound): 


p) that more time is required to design and plan a sound-broadcasting 
system which might be introduced in the early part of the next century and, 
where necessary, to plan and effect the re-accommodation of existing 
services for those countries interested in these services: 


considering also, as regards the work of the CCIR 


a) that the frequency range now being considered is 500 to 3 000 MHz. 


b) that experiments have confirmed certain postulates made in theor- 
etical studies and further, that an experimental system using advanced 
digital modulation techniques has been demonstrated. 


c) that advanced digital modulation systems have, amongst others, the 
advantage of low transmitting power and, consequently present the possi- 
bility of sharing with other services, although further studies are required. 
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d) that further system studies are necessary before the implementation 
of operational systems. 


e) that studies concerning this service have been conducted in accord- 
ance with Study Programme 2K-1/10 and 11; 


fi that the appropriate frequency range for the service is limited by 
man-made noise, the size of both the transmitting and receiving antennas, 
propagation factors, satellite transmit power, and sharing (including sharing 
on a geographical basis). 


g) that the bandwidth requirements of the broadcasting-satellite service 
(sound) will depend on the extent of the possibilities of frequency re-use; 


that the World Administrative Radio Conference for the Planning of 
the HF Bands Allocated to the Broadcasting Service, Geneva, 1987, in 
Recommendation $11 (HFBC-87) already raised the question of a future 
world administrative radio conference to review and, as necessary, revise the 
Table of Frequency Allocations in the high frequency portion of the 
spectrum: and that the World Administrative Radio Conference for the 
Mobile Services (Mob-87), Geneva, 1987, in Resolution 268 (Meb-87) also 
raised the question of a world administrative radio conference to be held not 
later than 1992 to consider a partial revision of the Table of Frequency 
Allocation in the range 1 000 to 3 000 MHz; 


further noting 


that the reception conditions (portable and vehicular reception) and 
propagation factors (echoes, selective fading, etc.) for the broadcasting -satel- 
lite service (sound) are similar to those for the mobile-satellite service and a 
frequency band in a similar frequency range can therefore be considered . 
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resolves 


a) that a band (or bands) of frequencies in the range 500 to 3 000 MHz 
be sought with a view to a possible allocation to the broadcasting-satellite 
service (sound): 

b) that appropriate provisions be made for the associated feeder links: 


c) that appropriate provisions be made to regulate sharing, with other 
radiocommunication services wherever applicable, of any bands identified 
in resolves a) and 6); 


d) that appropriate provisions be developed to protect existing services 
and, if necessary, to re-accommodate in other bands assignments to the 
stations of existing services that may be affected in those countries in which 
frequency bands will be allocated to the broadcasting-satellite service 
(sound): 


resolves to recommend 


that the Plenipotentiary Conference, Nice, 1989, should include in 
Stas dicate to hamish, as Goines os te cae etian to 
Frequency Allocations in Article 8, as referred to in noting, tak 
account the further noting and the Conference proposed in Reoel. 
ution 208 (Mebd-87) by WARC Mob-87, in order to provide, if possible. 
for the necessary allocation to the broadcasting-satellite service (sound) 
within the frequency range 500 - 3 000 MHz and the appropriate provisions 
to accommodate the associated feeder links: 


invites the CCIR 


to pursue its technical studies on the broadcasting-satellite service 
(sound) in the frequency range 500 - 3 000 MHz, especially on the following 
issues: 


a) the impact of choice of frequency on system parameters, 
especially satellite power requirements, the characteristics of 
transmitting and receiving antennas and on propagation charac- 
teristics ; 
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hi =the bandwidth required by the service. 
c) the technical aspects of sharing between services with special 
consideration to geographical sharing. 
and to provide a report to the Conference referred to in the resolves to 
recommend above. 


mstructs the Secretary-General 


to bring this Resolution to the attention of the Plenipotentiary 
Conference, Nice, 1989, and to the Session of the Administrative Council in 
1990. 





eS) 
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RESOLUTION No. 521 (Orb-88) 


Selection of a Frequency Band for Use by the Broadcasting-Satellite Service 
and Intended for Wide RF-Band High Definition Television ', 


and of an Associated Frequency Band for HDTV Feeder Links, 
and the Adoption of Related Provisions by a 
Future Competent Conference 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


tert 


a) that the development of techniques for high definition te!evision 
broadcasting is rapidly progressing: 


b) that the frequency bands around 12 GHz allocated to the broadcast- 
ing-satellite service do not, as presently planned, provide a worldwide 
allocation suitable for the implementation of HDTV via satellite; 


¢) that a worldwide frequency allocation to the broadcasting-satellite 
service suitable for HDTV transmissions is desirable to facilitate the 
implementation of a unique worldwide standard for HDTV transmissions 
by satellite and to reduce interregional inter-service sharing constraints: 





' Wide RF-Band High Definition Television is referred to in the text of this 
Resolution as HDTV 
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d) that the band 22.5 - 23 GHz is allocated to the broadcasting-satellite 
service in Regions 2 and 3, and is authorized in those Regions subject to 
agreement obtained under the procedure set forth in Article 14 of the Radio 
Regulations. 


e) that due account should be taken of other radiocommunication 
services appearing in Article 8 of the Radio Regulations. 


considering also 


a) that the CCIR has carried out a number of studies concerning the 
broadcasting of HDTV signals, propagation aspects, and the difficulties of 
sharing with other services (see the CCIR Reports to the First and Second 
Sessions of this Conference). 


b) that the CCIR in its Report to the Second Session has concluded 
that: 


i) narrow RF-hband systems (operating in a 24-27 MHz channel) 
are characterized by relatively high degrees of bandwidth com- 
pression and by analogue modulation. 


i) wide RF-band systems (both analogue and digital) require an 
RE channel bandwidth typically in the order of 50 - 120 MHz. 


iti) some use of the 12 GHz band, as planned, can be made for 
narrow RF-band systems using single channel, highly com- 
pressed signal formats and, at the expense of a significant 
reduction in the number of available programmes, for formats 
using two RF channels. However, the 12 GHz band, as 
planned, will not accommodate single wide RF channel high 
definition TV, analogue or digital signals on a worldwide basis: 


iv) from a propagation point of view, all bands from 12 GHz to 
23 GHz may be suitable, but rain attenuation, which increases 
with frequency, and atmospheric absorption need to be taken 
imto account. 
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(BSS) with an associated 


that this Conference has confirmed the need for a suitable hand to 


made available, preferably on a worldwide basis. for the f 


band for HDTV feeder links, also preferably on a workdwide basis. 


tion of HDTV in the broadcasting-satellite service 


o) 
be 


that the frequency range 12.7 - 23 GHz be considered for the choice 
appropriate band for HDTV. 


2. 


of an 


that appropriate bands be considered for associated HDTV feeder 





Conference referred to in resolves to recommend ) below. 
any re-accommodation or adjustment of these services 


long 
operating in the bend, and « minimum period, to be 


sibs 
Hu! 
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rovodves to recommend 


1 that the Plenipotentiary Conference, Nice, 1989, when establishing 
the pos.1989 programme of conferences and meetings, should include 
provision for a world administrative radio conference competent to deal, 
mtcr alia, with matters relating to HIDTY, which should be held sufficiently 
carly to take due account of any penod that may be needed to re-accommo- 
date of adjust other services if necessary. 


2. that the Administrative Council, when establishing the agenda for 
the above-mentioned WAR. should ensure that the Conference is auth- 
orved 


hb) tw adopt appropriate provisions to regulate the sharing of any 


©) to determine the dates for the entry into force of its 


these purposes. 


invites the COIR 


to undertake further studies of feeder links and down links necessi- 
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1. system parameters for HDTV transmissions by satellite, with 


emphasis on the effect of the choice of frequency, e.g. 
— modulation (including baseband coding and channel coding): 
— type of polarization (including propagation effects): 
propagation characteristics, e.g : 
— attenuation, including precipitation losses; 
-— atmospheric absorption; 
cross-polar discrimination ; 


—_ iministrati 


to carry out studies as required, taking into account the above-listed 
topics, and to communicate the results to the CCIR : 


instructs the Secreiary-General 


to bring this Resolution to the attention of the Plenipotentiary 
Conference, Nice, 1989, and of the Administrative Council. 
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RESOLUTION No. 709 (Orb-88) 


Coordination Between Feeder-Link Earth Stations 
and Stations of other Services in the Bands 
14.5 - 14.8 GHz and 17.7 - 18.1 GHz ia Regions 1 and 3 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


va 


a) that in Regions 1 and 3 the frequency bands 14.5 - 14.8 GHz and 
17.7 - 18.1 GHz are allocated to several services on an equal primary basis; 


b) that prior to the commencement of this Conference the IFRB was in 
receipt of notices for recording in the Mzster Register, concerning stations 
of services not included in the planning process; 


¢) ee ee ee Oe eam 
services must be taken into account; 


d) that nevertheless administrations should be in a position to im- 
plement their feeder-link earth stations operating in accordance 
with Appendix 30A (Orb-88) in shared bands; 


resolves 


1. that administrations in Regions | and 3 should examine within a 
period of six months after the end of this Conference whether it would be 
necessary to coordinate with the administrations identified in accordance 
with paragraph 5.1.4 of Appendix 30A (Orb-88); 
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2. that, if such a coordination with the administrations identified in 
accordance with paragraph 5.1.4 of Appendix 380A (Orb-88) appears 
necessary, these administrations should inform those administrations 
responsible for exisiing stations mentioned in considering b) , the notices 
of which were submitted to the IFRB prior to 29 August 1988, of their 
intention to bring into use their frequency assignments in conformity with 
the Regions | and 3 feeder-link Plans as soon as they are able to do so; 


3. that administrations responsible for such existing stations mentioned 
in considering 6) shall make every effort to accelerate the process of 
coordination in order not to delay unduly the implementation of feeder-link 
earth stations. 
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RECOMMENDATION No. 15 (Orb-88) 


Review of Article 14 of the Radio Regulations and Further Development 
of Technical Criteria for its Application 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


a) that Article 14 of the Radio Regulations in many instances does not 
contain provisions relating to time limits and the steps to be taken in the 
case of continuing disagreement between administrations: 


b) that, because the provisions of Article 14 are in many cases 
applicable to terrestrial services in shared bands and, in some cases, to 
terrestrial services only, the general revision of the Article is beyond the 
competence of the Conference, even though the space services are more 
frequently affected and have experienced some difficulty in its application; 


¢) that in some cases in the application of Article 14 there exist no 
technical criteria to identify the affected administrations: 


d) that recent administrative radio conferences have used extensively 
the reference to Article 14 when revising existing footnotes to the Table of 
Frequency Allocations or developing new ones. 
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e) that there is a need to review the provisions of Article 14 and to 
consider any consequential changes to the Radio Regulations necessary for 
an efficient and simplified application of this Article: 


that a future competent world administrative radio 
should review and revise, as appropriate, the provisions of Article 14 
make consequential changes arising from such a revision: 


instructs the [FRB 


to prepare an updated report on the application of the procedure of 
Article 14 and on any difficulties encountered in its application and submit 
it to a competent world administrative radio conference. 
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2 to provide technical criteria permitting administrations to evaluate 
the effect on their services of the application of Article 14 with respect to a 
given assignment. 


a : 


to study this matter and, on the basis of their experience in 
application of Article 14, to submit proposals for consideration by a 
competent world administrative radio conference; 
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RECOMMENDATION No. 32 (Orb-88) 


International Monitoring of Emissioes 
Originating from Space Stations 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that the geostationary-satellite orbit and the radio-frequency spec- 
trum are limited natural resources and are being increasingly utilized 
space services; 


by 
b) that it is desirable to ensure efficient and economical use of the 
radio-frequency spectrum and geostationary-ratellite orbit and also to 
eliminate harmful interference; 


¢) the provisions of the Radio Regulations, under which the IFRB shall 
review the entries in the Master International Frequency Register with a 
view to bringing them into conformity, to the maximum extent practicable, 
with the actual use being made of the radio spectrum: 


d) that monitoring information obtained should assist the IFRB in 
discharging that function: 


¢) Recommendation 2 of the World Administrative Radio Conference, 
1979, relating to the examination by world administrative radio conferences 
of the situation with regard to occupation of the frequency spectrum in 
space radiocommunications. 


N) that facilities for monitoring of emissions originating from space 
stations may be expensive, 
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normng 


that the CCIR is studying the question of monitoring of radio 
emissions from spacecraft at fixed monitoring stations and CCIR 
Report 276-5 contains current results of these studies: 


invites the CC IR 


to continue the studies in collaboration with the IFRB, and to 
provide technical guidelines concerning the space monitoring facilities; 


recommend: adminittrations 


1 to participate in the CCIR studies concerning the possible develop- 
ment of guidelines for space monitoring facilities: 
2. to consider the various aspects of monitoring the emissions originat- 


ing from space stations to enable the provisions of Article 20 of the 
Radio Regulations to be applied 
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RECOMMENDATION No. 715 (Orb-88) 


Multi-baad aad/or Multiservice Satellite Networks 
Using the Geostationary-Sateilite Orbit 


The World Administrative Radio Conference on the Use of the 
Geostationary-Satellite Orbit and the Planning of Space Services Utilizing It 
(Second Session — Geneva, 1988), 


considering 


a) that, for economic and practical reasons, administrations may find it 
desirable to utilize multi-band and/or multiservice satellite networks using 
the geostationary-satellite orbit (for example: fixed-satellite, broadcasting- 
satellite and mobile-satellite services). 


b) that there may be several different regulatory mechanisms covering 
the services provided by multi-band and/or multiservice satellites and that 
some of these regulatory mechanisms are associated with plans that include 
fixed orbital positions: 


¢) that the need to apply scoarate regulatory procedures may lead to 
incompatible results for the different bands or services concerned; 


d) that the application of these procedures to bands and services with 


equal category of allocation shall normally result in equal rights for the 
networks concerned ; 


recogmzing 


a) that an administration having a satellite network subject to more 
than one procedure will need to apply the procedures independently ; 


b) that an administration attempting to bring into use a satellite 
network subject to more than one procedure may find that the process can 
be difficult to complete but may be facilitated by the sequence in which the 
coordination procedures are initiated ; 
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cd that additionally there is bess Mexibility when one of the procedures 
includes a plan with fired ortetal positions. 


d) that, when one or more of these services are planned, & may be 
practicable to use the modification provisions of those plans as sids in the 


1 the CCIR to continue its technical studies into the efficient 
the geostationary-satellite orbit as it pertains to multi-band and/or 
service satellite networks, 


2 the Administrative Council, in the light of experience 
bringing imto use of multi-band and/or multiservice satellites, to 

the agenda of a future competent world administrative radio conference, if 
necessary, a review of the process for bringing into use multi-band 
multiservice satellite networks 


omcrrects the Secretary-General 


to bring this Recommendation to the attention of the Plenipotentiary 
Conference, Nice, 1989, and of the Administrative Council. 
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RECOMMENDATION No. 716 (Orb-88) 


Use of Certain Frequency Bands Below 3 008 MHz by the 
Spece Research aaé Space Operation Services 


«2110 MHz and 2 200 - 2 290 MHz are 
and space operation services, 
ite 14 of the Radio Regulations; 


the bands 2025 
space 
Arti 
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b) that the task of obtaining the agreements required for the develop- 
ment of space systems in the bands mentioned in considering a) above has 
therefore become more difficult . 


invites the Admunistrative Counc 


to place this matter on the agenda of the next competent world 
administrative radio conference, in order to examine the difficu:.ves referred 
to in recognizing a) and 6) above: 


invites the CCIR 


to continue its studies of sharing criteria for the services in these 
bands 








MET 
ie. 


i 


ss iit ue 


al 


i He 


ery 


A pe 
it 


Hu vet 


; 








522° 


Li 





i 
I 


anv Conpuct or Consucar RELaTiIons 


ii 


ae | 


ne 
i ih 





3 
t 





q 


Ha 





i. 








ARTICLE 4 


{2 oegeeernegipemnapalaagy 


ines 


PME) Gee Wee # 
ap il 53 iE i ie ue F 
ag Glin fel Ge 
ue sh SE % i i ; HE ; z 
i; 3 4 ie pHn } 
3h 3% a oie yes —_ 
ru ie ale 
5 2 8 5: 3 3: 8 a iE if k- 
wlilagtiaiiar’ THA a 
ype Pai weil vee se 





£22 


Tir) ee SL et td 
! i fi it ‘i Hi 
2g hi Bl sk 
thie i Mt abla 
 4a3 PiRS futlan Hin 
ol ae 
: i i rule : 


3° i 


aH ahr 


oh at 
li 


a i 


ARTICLE 9 
1. The consular premises and the residence of the head of consul 
by him, or the chief of the diplomatic mission of 


me he 


except with the consent of the head of consular post, a 


shall be inviolable. 
The authorities of the receiving State shall not enter the 


r 








outer enclosure of the consular building on their residences 
the coat-of-arms of the sending State and an appropriate inscrip- 
tion in the national designating the consular post. 

2. They may also fly of the sending State on the consular 
building and on the residence of the head of consular 

3. Heads of consular post may also fly the flag of the sending 
State on means of transport for their exclusive use in the perform- 
ance of their functions. 

4. Each of the Contracting Parties shall ensure that the consular 


freely within the limits of the consular district in the 
of their functions. 


cipher. 
(b) However, the consular post may install and use a wireless 
ey nnd ny SMe State. 


3. The consular bag shall not be or detained. Neverthe- 
less, if the competent authorities of receiving State have seri- 
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3. Either of the Contracting Parties may terminate it at any 
time, and it shal] cease to remain in force six months following the 
Sale of veseeet of nate of tommtnatien § the other State. 

Done at Washington on this twelfth day of January 1989 in two 
original copies, in the Arabic and English languages, the two texts 
being y authentic. 


FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE FOR THE GCOVERNYENT OF 
u ED STATES OF AMERICA: TYE DEMOCRATIC AND POPULAR 
REPUBLIC OF ALGERIA: 


( bAeLuued ZS 
S&S 


O 





657 


United Nations 


Environment wa /30.00/3 





Conference of Plenipotentiaries on the 
Global Convention on the Control of 
fransbounésery Movements of Mazerdéous 
Vastes 


Basel, 20-22 March 1989 
Ites 3 of the egende 


BASEL CONVENTION OW THE CONTROL OF 
TRANSBOUNDARY MOVEMENTS OF MALARDOUS WASTES AND THEIR DISPOSAL 
PREVGLE 


The Parties to this Convention, 


Aware of the risk of damage to human health and the environment caused 
by hazardous wastes ané other wastes and the transboundary sovenent thereof, 


Hindful of the growing threat to human health and the enviromment posed 
by the increased generation end complexity, end transboundary sovenert of 
hazardous wastes ané other wastes, 


thet the aost effective way of protecting human health and 
the envirorment from the dangers posed by such wastes is the reéuction of 
their generation to e sinimam in terms of quantity end/or hasaré potential, 


Gamvinged thet States should teke necessary seasures to ensure that the 
management of hazardous wastes and other wastes including their ¢ 

@ovement and dispose) is consistent with the protection of muman health and 
the envirorment whatever the place ef their éispesal, 


thet Stetes should ensure thet the generator should carry out 
@uties with regard to the transport and éisposal of hazardous waste: and other 
wastes in a manner that is consistent with the protection of the environment, 
Whatever the plece of dispose), 


Bully_resemisins that any State has the sovereign right to ben the 
renee | or Gisposel of foreign hazardous wastes and other wastes in its 
territory, 


Recognizing also the increasing desire for the prohibition of 
transboundary movements of hazardous wastes and their disposal in other 
States, especially developing camiries, 
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that hazardous wastes and other wastes should, as fer as is 
compatible with envirormentally sound and efficient management, be disposed of 
in the State where they were generated, 


thet transboundary sovements of such wastes from the State of 
their generation to any other State should be permitted only when conducted 
under conditions which do not endanger human hoelth and the enviroment, and 
under conditions in conformity with the provisions of this Convention, 


that enhanced control of transboundary sovement of hazardous 
wastes and other wastes will ect as an incentive for their envirormentally 
sound sanagement ané for the reduction of the volume of such transboundary 
movenent, 


thet Stetes should take measures for the proper exchange of 
information on and control of the transboundary govement of hazardous wastes 
ané other wastes from ané to those States, 


Moting thet a number of international and regional egreements have 
eééressed the issue of protection and preservation of the environment with 
regard to the transit of dangerous goods. 


Taking inte account the Declaration of the United Nations Conference on 
the Muman Envirorment (Stockholsa, 1972), the Cairo Guidelines and Principles 
for the Environmentally Sound Management of Mazardous Wastes adopted by the 
Governing Council of the United Nations Environment Programe (WEP) by 
Gecision 14/30 of 17 June 19867, the Recommendations of the Mited ations 
Committee of Experts on the fransport of Dangerous Goods (formulated in 1957 
end updated biennially), relevant recommendations, Geclarations, instruments 
and requletions edopted within the Gnited Betions system and the work and 
Studies done within other international end regional organisations, 


Mindful of the spirit. principles, aims ené functions of the world 
Guarter for Mature edopted by the General Assembly of the United Bations at 
ite thirty-seventh session (1962) as the rule of ethics in respect of the 
protection of the human envirccment and the conservation of natural resources, 








Affirming that Stetes are responsible for the fulfilment of their 
international obligetions conse ning the protection of muman health end 
protection and preservation o! the envirorment, end are liable in eccordance 
with international lev, 


thet in the case of a material breach of the provisions of 
this Convention or any protocol] thereto the relevant international lew of 
treaties shall apply, 


Aware of the need to continue the development and im \w ‘tation of 
emvironmentally sound low-waste technologies, recycling op’ n, good 
house-keeping and management systems with a view to reduc: © «@ ainimm the 
generation of hazardous wastes and other wastes, 


Avare algo of the growing international concern about the need for 
stringent control of transboundary sovement of hazardous wastes and other 
wastes, and of the need as far as possible to reduce such sovement to « 
aininz, 


about the prodlea of illegal transboundary traffic in 
hazardous wastes ané other wastes, 


BEST CORY AV? 








the limited capabilities of the developing 
countries to aanege hazardous wastes and other wastes, 


the need to promote the transfer of technology for the sound 
manageszent of hazardous wastes and other wastes produced locally. particularly 
to the developing countries in eccordéance with the spirit of the Cairo 
Guidelines ané decision 14/16 of the Governing Council of WEP on Promotion of 
the transfer of environmental protection technology. 


Recognizing alge thet haserdous wastes and other wastes should be 
transported in eccordance with relevant international conventions and 
recommendations, 


Convinced also that the transboundery sovement of hazardous wastes and 
other wastes should be permitted only when the transport and the ultiaate 
éGisposel of such wastes is envirormentally sound, and 


to protect, by strict control, human health end the 
environment egeinst the adverse effects which aay result from the generation 
ané management of hazerdous wastes and other wastes, 


Article } : 
Scope of the Convention 


i. The following wastes that are subject to transboundary sovement shell be 
"hazardous wastes’ for the purposes of this Convention: 


(a) Wastes that Belong to any category contained in Anmmez I, wmiess 
they do not possess any of the characteristics contained in Annex III; and 


(Db) Wastes thet ere not covered under paragraph (a) but are defined as, 
or ere considered to be, hazardous wastes by the domestic legislation of the 
Party of export, import or trarsit. 


2. Wastes that belong to any category contained in Annex II that are 
subject to transboundary govenent shall be “other wastes® for the purposes of 
this Convention. 


3. Wastes which, es @ result of being redicective, are subject to other 
international control systems, including international instruments, applying 
specifically to rediocective materials, are excluded from the scope of this 
Convention. 


4. Wastes which derive from the normal operations of a ship, the discharge 


of which is covered by another international instrument, are excluded from the 
scope of this Convention. 


Article 2 
pefinitions BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
Por the purposes of this Convention: 


i. *vastes" are substances or objects which are disposed of or are intended 
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to be disposed of or are required to be disposed of by the provisions of 
mations] lew; 


2. management’ means the collection, transport and dispose] of hazardous 
wastes or other wastes, including efter-care of disposal sites; 


3. *transbounéary soveeent® seans any sovement of hazardous wastes or other 
westes from an area under the nations] jurisdiction of one State to or through 
ean eres wer the national jurisdiction of another State or to or through an 
eres not under the national jurisdiction of any State, provided at least two 
States are involved in the govenent; 


4. *Disposel*® means any operation specified in Annex TV to this Convention; 


5. "approved site or facility® means a site or facility for the disposal of 
hazeréous wastes or other wastes which is authorised or permitted to operate 
for this purpose by « relevant authority of the State where the site or 
fecility is located; 


6. “Competent euthority® geans one governmental euthority designated by « 
Party to be responsible, within such geographical areas as the Party easy think 
fit. for receiving the notification of « transboundary govement of hazardous 
wastes or other wastes, and any information related to it, end for responding 
to such e notification, as provided in Article 6; 


7. *Pocel point® geans the entity of « Party referred to in Article 5 , 
responsible for receiving and subsitting information as provided for in 
Articles 13 and 15: 


8. *m@wirermentelly sound manegement of hazardous wastes or other wastes* 
@eans taking 611 precticable steps to ensure that hazardous wastes or other 
wastes ere aanaged in @ manner which will protect tmman health end the 
envirorment egeinst the eéverse effects which aay result from such wastes; 


9. "area under the nations] jurisdiction ef « State’ asans any land, marine 
ares or sirspece within which « State exercises eGministrative and regulatory 
responsibility in eccordance with international lew in regard te the 
protection of human health or the environment; 


10. “State of export® seans e Party from which « transboundary sovenent of 
hazardous wastes or other wastes is plamed to be initiated or is initiated: 
a 


11.  “Stete of import’ aeans «@ Party to which 
hazardous wastes or other wastes is plemed or 
@isposse) therein or for the purpose of loading 
mot under the national jurisdi of 


12.  “Stete of transit® means any State, other than the Stete of export or 
import, through which « govement of hazardous wastes or other wastes is 
planned or tekes plece; 


8 
8 


13.  “Stetes concerned® means Parties which are States of export or import, 
or transit States, whether or not Parties; 


14. “Person” means any naturel or lege) person: 


15. “Sxporter® means eny person under the jurisdiction of the State of 
@xport who arranges for hazardous wastes or other wastes to be exported; 


tsi CUFY AVAILABLE 
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16.  “Importer® seans any person under the jurisdiction of the State of 
import who arranges for hazardous wastes or other wastes to be imported; 


17. “*Carrier® seaens eny person who carries out the transport of hazardous 
wastes or other wastes; 





18. “Generator® seans any person whose activity produces hazardous wastes or 
other wastes or, if that person is not known, the person who is in possession 
ané/or control of those wastes; 


19. “°Disposer® means any person to whom hazerdous wastes or other wastes are 
shipped ané who carries out the disposal of such wastes; 


20. "Political ané/or economic integration organization’ means ean 
organization constituted by sovereign States to which its member States have 
transferred competence in respect of matters governed by this Convention end 
which has been éuly euthorised, in eccordance with its internal procedures, to 
sign, retify. eccept, approve, formally confirm or eccede to it; 


21. “Illegel treffic* means any transboundary govenent of hazardous wastes 
or other wastes as specified in article 9. 


Article 3 
Nationa) Definitions of Mazardous Wastes . 
1. Sach Party shell, within siz eonths of becoming « Party to this 
Convention, inform the Secretariat of the Convention of the wastes, other than 
those listed in Annexes I and II, considered or defined as 


mational legislation end of any requirements concerning tr 
procedures applicable to such wastes. 





2. Sach Party shell subsequently inform the Secretariat of eny significant 
changes to the information it has provided pursuant to paregraph i. 


3. The Secretariat shall forthwith infors e11 Parties of the informaiion it 
has received pursuant to peregraphs 1 and 2. 


4. Parties shell be responsible for making the information transmitted to 
thes by the Secretariat under paragraph 3 available to their exporters. 


Article 4 


1. (8) Parties exercising their right to prohibit the import of haserdous 
wastes or other wastes for disposa) shall inform the other Parties of their 
Gecision pursuant to Article 13. 


(b) Parties shall prohibit or shall not permit the export of hazardous 
wastes and other wastes to the Parties which have prohibited the import of 
Such wastes, when notified pursuant to subparagraph (a) above. 


(c¢) Parties shall prohibit or shall not permit the export of hazardous 
wastes and other wastes if the State of import does not consert in writing to 
the specific import, in the case where that Stete of import has not prohibited 
the import of such wastes. 
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2. Bech Party shali teke the appropriate seasures to: 


(a) Onsure that the generation of hazardous wastes ané other wastes 
within it is reduced to a einigum, teking into eccount social, technologicel 


ané econceic aspects; 


(b) O@nsure the evailebdility of edequate disposal fecilities, for the 
environmentally sound sanagesent of hazardous wastes and other wastes, that 
shall be located, to the extent possible, within it, whatever the plece of 
their disposal; 


(c) Snsure that persons involved in the asanagement of hazardous wastes 
or other wastes within it teke such steps as are necessary to prevent 
pollution due to hazardous wastes and other wastes erising from such 
management and, if such pollution occurs, to sinigize the consequences thereof 
for human health ané the envirorment; 


(6) @nsure that the transboundery goverment of hazardous wastes and 
other wastes is reduced to the ainimm consist*- vith the environmentally 
sound ané efficient managesent of such wastes, and is conducted in « manner 
which will protect human health end the environment against the eéverse 
effects which may result from such sovement; 


(e) Mot allow the export of hazardous wastes or other wastes to « State 
or group of States belonging to an econamic and/or polit 
organization that are Parties, particularly ry 
prohibited by their legisletion el] imports, or if 
thet the wastes in question will not be managed + - 
manner, eccording to criteria to be decided on by the 


meeting. 


(f) Require that information about « 
of hazerdous wastes and other wastes be 







it 





> Guess sound 
Parties at their first 








transboundary sovenent 
to the States concerned, 
eccording to Annex V A, to stete clearly the effects of the proposed aovenent 








on human health and the environment; 


(¢g): Prevent the isport of hazardous wastes and other wastes if it has 
reason to believe that the wastes in question will not be saneged in an 
environmentally sound manner; 


(h) Co-operate in activities with other Parties and interested 
organizations, @irectly end through the Secretariat, including the 
dissesination of information on the transboundary sovement of hazardous wastes 
and other wastes, in order to improve the envirormentally sound manegenent of 
such wastes and to achieve the prevention of illegal traffic; 


3. The Parties consider that illegal traffic in hazardous wastes or other 
wastes is crininel. 


4. Bech Party shell teke appropriete legal, e@ministrative and other 
Beasiires to implement and enforce the provisions of this Convention, including 
measures to prevent and punish conduct in contravention of the Convention. 


5. A Party shell not permit hazardous wastes or other wastes to be exported 
to @ non-Party or to be imported from @ non-Party. 


é. The Parties agree not to allow the export of Razardous wastes or other 
wastes for disposal within the area south of 60° South latitude, whether or 
not such wastes are subject to transboundary movement. 
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7. Purthermore, eech Party shall: 


(a) Prohibit a1] persons wider its national jurisdiction fron 
transporting or disposing of hazardous wastes or other wastes wmiless such 
persons are authorized or allowed to perfors such types of operations; 


(>) Require that hazardous wastes and other wastes that are to be the 
subject of « transboundary sovement be peckeged. labelled, and transported in 
conforsity with generally eccepted and recogized internationa] rules and 
stenéerés in the field of packaging, labelling. and transport, and that éue 
eccount is taken of relevent internationally recognised prectices; 





(c) Require thet hazardous wastes and other wastes be accompanied by « 
movement document from the point at which « trensboundary Govement commen} 
te the point of disposal. 






deport or eloemhere. Technical guidelines for the environmentally sound 
manegement of wastes subject te this Convention shell be 
Parties et their first aseting. 


9. Parties shall take the appropriste aeasures te ensure that 
transboundary sovement of hazardous wastes and other wastes cnly 


be 
(oe) The State of export Goes not have the technical capecity the ‘ 


necessary fecilities, capecity or suitable disposal sites in oréer te dispose 
of the wastes in question in an emvircrmentally sound and efficient aamer: of 


(>) The wastes in question are required as « raw material for recycling 
or recovery industries in the State of import; or 


(c) The transboundary govement in question is in eccordance with other 
criteria to be decided by the Parties, provided those criteria éo not differ 
from the objectives of this Convention. 











10. The obligation under this Convention of States in which hazeréous wastes 
ané other wastes are generated to require that those wastes are saneged in an 

environmentelly sound manner gay not under any circumstances be transferred to 
the Stetes of import or transit. 


11. WMothing in this Convention shall prevent « Party from imposing 
additional requirements thet are consistent with the provisions of this 
Convention, and ere in eccordance with the rules of internationa) lew, in 
ordéer better to protect human health and the envirorment. 


12. Wothing in this Convention shall effect in any way the sovereignty of 
States over their territorie] sea esteblished in eccordance with international 
lew, and the sovereign rights and the jurisdiction which States have in their 
exclusive economic sones and their continental shelves in eccordance with 
internetional lew, and the exercise by ships ané aircraft of all Stetes of 
navigational rights end freedoms as provided for in international lew and as 
reflected in relevant international instruments. 


13. Parties shall undertake to review periodically the possibilities for the 
reduction of the amount and/or the pollution potential of hazardous wastes and 
other wastes which are exported to other States. in particular to developing 


countries. 
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Article 3 
Rasiqnation of Gampetent Authorities end Poca) Point 


To feciliiate the implementation of this Convention, the Parties shall: 


i. Designate cr establish one or gore competent authorities and one focal 
point. One competent euthority shall be designated to receive the 
motification in case of @ State of transit. 


2. Informs the Secreteriet. within three gonths of the date of the entry 
into force of this Convention for thes, which egencies they heve designated as 
their focal point ané their competent authorities. 


3. Infors the Secretariat, within one gonth of the date of decision, of any 
changes regarding the designation aade by thea under paregraph 2 above. 





Article 6 


Transboundary Movement between Parties 


i. The State of export shall notify. or shell “yes the generetor or 
exporter to notify, in writing. through the channel 
of the State of export, the competent euthority of 
proposed transboundary goveeent of hazardous wastes 
notificetion shall contein the declaretions end informat 
Annex V A, written in @ language ecceptable to the State 
notification needs to be sent to eech Stete concerned. 


2. The State of import shell respond to the notifier in writing, eunsenting 
to the govement with or without conditions, denying permission for the 
Movement. or requesting eéditiona] information. A copy of the final response 
of the State of import shell be sent to the competent euthorities of the 
States concerned Which are Parties. 







3. The State of export shall not ellow the generator or exporter to 
commence the transboundary gsovement wntil it has received written confirmation 
thet: 


(a) The notifier hes received the written consent of the State of 
import; and 


(b) The notifier has received from the State of import confirmation of 
the existence of @ contrect between the exporter ané the disposer specifying 
environmentally soun! aanagement of the wastes in question. 


4. Bach State of transit which is @ Party shall promptly «<::-wledge to the 
motifier receipt of the notification. It may subsequently ruspu (> the 
motifier in writing, within 60 days, consenting to the govement wi) or 
without conditions, denying permission for the sovement,. or reques! tng 
eéditional information. The Stete of export shall not allow the transboundary 
Movement to commence until it has received the written consent of the State of 
transit. Mowever, if at any time @ Party Gecides not to require prior written 
consent, either generally or under specific conditions, for transit 
transboundary sovements of hazardous wastes or other wastes, or aodifiss its 
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requirements in this respect. it shall fortiwi 
article 13. ™& 





to this 
received by the State of éays 
to proceed through 


5. In the case of «6 
legally defined as or com 









(a) By the Stete of 
Article that apply to 
apply 


to 
(bd) By the Stete of import, 
which are Parties, the requirements of paregraphs 1. 
Article that apply to the exporter end State of export 








mutandis to the importer or éisposer or 
(c) By any Stete of transit 
peregraph 4 shall apply to euch State. 
to the written consent of the Stetes 


é. The State of export may, subject 
concerned, allow the genereter er the 
where hateréous wastes or other wastes 


: 








cherecteristics are — regularly te the same 

customs office of exit the Stete of export vis 

entry of the Stete of import, and, in the case of 

customs office of entry and exit of the State or States of transit. 

7. The States concerned may make their written consent te the use of the 
general notification referred to in paregraph 6 subject to the supply of 
certein information, such es the ezect quantities or pericdical lists of 


hazardous wastes or other wastes to be shipped 


8. The generel notificetion and written consent referred to in peregraphs 6 
ané 7 may cover sultiple shipaents of hazardous wastes or other wastes éGuring 
@ maxieaw period of 12 aonths. 


9. The Parties shall require that each person who takes charge of « 
transboundary govement of hazardous wastes or other wastes sign the sovement 
Gocument either upon delivery or receipt of the es 

shell also require that the disposer infors both the exporter and the 
competent authority of the Stete of export of rece 

wastes in question and, in @ve course, of the completion of ¢isposal as 
specified in the notification. If no such information is received within the 
Stete of export, the competent euthority of the State of export or the 
exporter shall so notify the State of import. 


10. The notificetion and response required by this Article shall be 
transzitted to the competent euthority of the Parties concerned or to such 
q@overnmental authority as aay be appropriate in the case of non-Parties. 


11. Any transboundary govement of hazardous wastes or other wastes shell be 
covered by insurance, bond or other guarantee as aay be required by the State 
of import or any Stete of transit which is «4 Party. 










provisions of this Convention, cannet be completed in 
terms of the contrect. the State of 
question are teken beck into the State of export, by the 
elternative arrangements cannot be éispose] 
environmentally sound sanner, within 90 éeys from the t 
Stete informed the State of export 
of time as the States concerned egres 
any Party of transit shall not eppose 
wastes to the State of export. 


ilesa) Traflic 


i. Por the purpose of this Convention, any transboundary sovenent of 
hezeréous wastes or other wastes: 


(a) without notification pursuant to the provisions of this Camvention 
te el] Stetes concerned; or 


(>) Without the consent pursuant te the provisions ef this Convention 
of @ Stete concerned; or 


(c¢) with consent ebteined from Stetes concerned through falsification, 
sisrepresentation or freué; or 


(4) thet éoes not confore in « material way with the éocuments; or 

(e) thet results in deliberate @isposel (e.¢. @umping) of hezerdous 
wastes or other wastes in contrevention of this Convention and of general 
principles of international lew, 


shell be deemed to be illegal traffic. 


2. In case of @ transboundary govement of hazardous wastes or other wastes 
Geemed to be illegel treffic as the result of conduct on the part of the 
exporter or generetor, the State of export shall ensure thet the wastes in 


question are: 


(a) taken beck by the exporter or the generetor or, if necessary. by 
itself into the Stete of export, or, if imprecticable, 


ey aye 











(>) are otherwise disposed of in eccordance with the provisions of this 
Convention. 


within 30 deys from the time the Stete of export has been informed about the 
illegal traffic or such other period of time as States concerned aay egree. 






assigned either to the 
the Parties concerned or ether Parties, es approprict 
co-operation, that the wastes in question 
in an envirormenteally sound sanner either 
of import or elsewhere as appropriste. 





5. Bech Party shell introduce appropriete national/éemestic legisietion to 
prevent and pumish illegel traffic. The Parties shall co-operate with « view 
to echieving the objects of this Article. 


Article 10 


i. The Parties shall co-operate with each other in order to iaprove and 
echieve environmentally sound ganegement of hazardous wastes and other wastes. 


2. To this end, the Perties shall: 


(eo) Upon request, gake eveileble information, whether on « bileteral or 
@ultiletere] basis, with « view to promoting the envirormentally sound 
@anagenent of hazardous wastes and other wastes, including harmonization of 
technicel standerds and prectices for the edequete sanegesent of hazardous 
wastes ané other wastes; 


(b) Co-operete in gonitoring the effects of the management of haterdous 
wastes on human health and the environment; 


(¢) Co-operate, subject to their national lews, requletions and 
policies, in the developement and implementation of new envirormentalily sound 
low-waste technologies and the taprovement of existing technologies with « 
view to eliminating, as fer as precticable, the generation of hazerdous wastes 
and other wastes and echieving gore effective ané efficient sethods of 
ensuring thelr ganegement in an environmentally sound ganner, including the 
Study of the economic, social and envirormenteal effects of the adoption of 
such new or lmproved technologies: 
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(6) Co-operate ectively. subject to their national lews, regulations 
ené policies, in the transfer of technology end sanagement systems related to 
the environmentally sound management of hazardous wastes and other wastes. 
They shall also co-operate in developing the technicel capacity among Parties, 
especially those which say need and request technical assistance in this field; 


(e) Co-operate in developing appropriate technical guidelines and/or 
codes of practice. 


3. The Parties shall employ appropriete means to es-cperate in order to 
essist developing countries in the iaplementation of subparagraphs a, b and c 


of peregraph 2 of Article 4. 


4. Taking into eccount the needs of developing seuntries, eo-cperation 
between Parties and yA ———_ — ho eg pn is encouraged to 
promote, inter alia. q@wareness, lepuent of sound management of 
haserdous wastes and other wastes end the edaption of new lew-waste 
technologies. 


Article 1) 


Bilateral, Multilateral and Regions) Aereements 


i. Notwithstanding the provisions of Article 4 paregraph S$, Parties aay 
enter into bileterel, gultileterel, or regional egreements of arrangements 
regarding transboundary sovement of haseréous wastes or other wastes with 
Parties or non-Perties provided that such egreements or earrengements éo not 
Gerogete from the environmentelly sound aanagenent of haserdéous wastes ané 
other wastes as required by this Convention. These egreements or arrangenents 
shell stipulete provisions which ere not less environmentally sound than those 
provided for by this Convention in particular taking into eccount the 
interests of developing countries. 


2. Perties shall notify the Secretariat of any Dileteral, qultilateral or 
regional agreements or arrangements referred to in paregraph 1 and those which 
they have entered into prior to the entry into force of this Convention for 
thes, for the purpose of controlling transboundery sovements of hazerdous 
wastes end other wastes which take place entirely among the Parties to such 
egreenents. The provisions of this Convention shell not effect transboundary 
movements which take plece pursuant to such agreements provided that such 
egreements are compatible with the environmentelly sound sanegeaent of 
hazerdous wastes ané other wastes as required by this Convention. 


Article 12 


Gansultations on Liability 


The Parties shall co-operate with e view to edepting, as soon as 
precticable, @ protocol setting cut appropriete rules end procedures in the 
field of liability and compensation for damage resulting fram the 
transboundary g@ovement and disposal of hazardous wastes and other wastes. 
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Article 13 


Trangnission of Information 


1. The Parties shall, whenever it comes to their knowledge. ensure thet, in 
the case of an eccident occurring during the transboundary sovenent cf 
hazardous wastes or other wastes or their disposal, which are likely to 
present risks to human health ané the environment in other States, those 
states ere immediately informed. 


2. The Parties shall infors each other, through the Secretariet, of: 


(a) Changes regarding the designation of competent euthorities and/or 
focal points, pursuant to Article 5; 





(Bb) Changes in their national definition of hazerdous wastes, pursuant 
to Article 3; 


ané, es scon as possible, 


(c) Decisions made by them net to consent totally or pertielly to the 
dmport of hezerdous wastes or other wastes for disposal within the erea wnéer 
| their national jurisdiction; 


(6) Decisions teken by thes to limit or ban the export of haserdous 
wastes or other wastes; 


— A ww Any other information required pursuant to paregraph 4 of this 
ticle. 


| 3. The Parties, consistent with national lews and regulations, shell 
trenszit, through the Secreteriet, to the Conference of the Parties 
established under Article 15, before the end of each calendar year, @ report 
on the previous calendar year, containing the following information: 


(a) Competent euthorities and fecal points that have been designated by 
thea pursuant to Article $; 


(bd) Information regeréing transboundary govements of hasaréous wastes 
er other wastes in which they have been involved, including: 


) (4) The amount of haserdous wastes and other wastes exported, their 
i category, cherecteristics, éestination, any transit country and 
Gisposal method as stated on the response to notification; 


(41) The amount of haserdous wastes and other wastes iaported, 
their category. Charecteristics, origin, end éisposal asthods; 


(444) Disposals which 414 not proceed es intended; 


(iv) B8fforte to echieve @ reéuction of the amount of haseréous 
wastes or other wastes subject to transboundary eovenent; 


(c) Information on the measures adopted by them in iaplementetion of 
this Convention; 








(4) Information on eveilable qualified statistics which heave been 
compiled by them on the effects on human health and the envirorment of the 
generation, transportetion and disposal of hazardous wastes or other wastes; 
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(e) Information concerning bilateral]. qultileteral ené regional 
egreenents and arrangements entered into pursuant to Article 11 of this 


Convent ion; 


(f) Information on eccidents eccurring éuring the transboundary sovenent 
ané dispose] of hazardous wastes and other wastes end on the seasures 
underteken to deal with thea; 


(g) Information on éisposal options operated within the eres of their 
mationel jurisdiction; 


(h) Information on measures unéerteken for developaent of technologies 
for the reduction ané/or elimination of production of hazardous wastes and 


other wastes; and 


(4) Such other gatters as the Conference of the Parties shall dees 
relevent. 


4. The Parties, consistent with national lews and regulations, shall ensure 
that copies of eech notification concerning eny given transboundary sovenent 
of hazardous wastes or other wastes, and the response to it, are sent to the 
Secretariat when @ Party considers that its environment aay be effected by 
thet transboundary sovesent has requested thet this should be done. 


Article 14 


1. The Parties agree that, eccording to the specific needs of different 
regions ené subregions, regional or sub-regional centres for training and 
technology transfers regarding the management of hazardous wastes and other 
wastes and the minisization of their generation should be established. The 
Parties shall decide on the establishment of appropriate funding sechanisns of 
@ voluntery nature. 


2. The Parties shell consider the establishment of « revolving fund to 
essist on an interia basis in case of emergency situations to sinimize damage 
from eccidents erising from transboundary sovements of hazardous wastes and 
other wastes or Guring the disposal of those wastes. 


1. A Conference of the Parties is hereby established. ‘The first meeting of 
the Conference of the Parties shall by the Executive Director of 
UNEP not later than one year after the entry into force of this Convention. 
Thereafter, ordinary meetings of the Conference of the Parties shall be held 
et requier intervels to be determined by Conference at its first aeeting. 


the 
2. Bxtreordinary meetings of the Conference of the Parties shall be held at 
such other times es aay be deemed necessary by the Conference, or at the 
written request of any Party. provided that, within siz aonths of the request 
Being compunicated to them by the Secretariat, it is supported by et least 
one third of the Parties. 
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3. The Conference of the Parties shell by consensus egree upon and edopt 
rules of procedure for itself and for eny subsidiary body it aay establish, es 
well es financial rules to determine in particuler the financial participation 
of the Parties under this Convention. 





4. The Parties at their first meeting shall consider any eéditional 
measures needed to assist thes in fulfilling their responsibilities with 
respect to the protection ané the preservation of the sarine environment in 
the context of this Convention. 


$s. The Conference of the Parties shell keep under continuous review end 
evaluation the effective implementation of this Convention, end, in eédition. 
shall: 


(a) Promote the harmonization of appropriate policies, strategies and 
measures for sinizizing hare to human health end the enviroment by hazardous 
wastes and other wastes; 


(Bb) Consider ené adopt, as required, 
its ennexes. teking into consideration, 
technical, economic end environmentel 


(ce) Consider - Sane oy ee oe 
for the echievement of the purposes of this Canventien 
experience geineé in its operation end in the aperetion 


arrangements envisaged in Article 11; 
(6) Consider ané adopt protecols es required; and 


(e) Sstebdlish such subsidiary bedies as are deened necessary fer 
iaplementation of this Convention. 


6. The United Bations, its specialised egencies, as ve 
party to this Convention, easy be represented es observers 
Conference of the Parties. Any other bedy or egency, 
international, goverrmentel or non-governmental, quelif 
to hazardous wastes or other wastes which hes inforned 
wish to Be represented es en observer et @ meeting 
Parties. gay be edmitted unless et least one — 
object. The edsission end perticipetion of ebse 
rules of procedure adopted by the ayy of the Parties. 


7. The Conference of the Parties shel) undertake three years efter the 
entry into force of this Convention, end et least every siz years theresfter, 
an evaluetion of its effectiveness and, if deemed necessary, to consider the 
adoption of a complete or partial ban of transboundary sovements of haseréous 
wastes ané other wastes in light of the latest scientific, enviremmentel, 
technical and economic information. 
























Article 16 
Secretariat BEST COPY AYL ne 


i. The functions of the Secretariat shall be: 


+9 (a) To arrange for ané service meetings provided for in Article 15 and 
; 
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(b) fo prepare ané transeit reports based upon information received in 
with Articles 3, 4, 6, 11 ané 13 as well es upon information 
Gerived from seetings of subsidiary bodies established under Article 15 as 
well es upon, e8 appropriete, information provided by relevant 
intergovernmental and non-governmental entities; 


(c) To prepare reports on its ectivities carried cut in implementation 
of its functions under this Convention ané present thea to the Conference of 
the Parties; 


(4) To ensure the necessary coordination with relevant international 
bodies, ané in particular to enter into such edsinistrative and contrectuel 
arrangements eas aay be required for the effective discharge of its functions; 


(e) To communicate with focel points ané competent euthorities 
established by the Parties in eccordance with Article 5 of this Convention; 


(f) To compile information concerning euthorized national sites and 
facilities of Parties available for the disposal of their hazardous wastes and 
other wastes ané to circulate this information among Parties; 


(¢) To receive ené convey information from and to Parties on; 





sources of technical assistance and training; 
eveilable technica] end scientific know-how; 
sources of eévice and expertise; and 
eveilebility of resources 


with ea view to assisting thes, won request, in such areas as: 


the handling of the notification systes of this Cenventicen; 

- the ganegement of hasaréous wastes ané other wastes; 

- environmentally sound technologies releting te hasaréous wastes and 
other wastes, such es lew and ncn-waste : 

- the essesement of disposal capabilities and sites; 

- the gaonitoring of hazardous wastes and other wastes; and 


S emergency responses; 


(h) To provide Parties, upon request, with information on consultants 
er consulting firms heaving the technical competence in the field, 
which can essist thes to examine « notification for « transboundary sovesent, 
the concurrence of @ shipeent of hasardous wastes or other wastes with the 
felevant notification, and/or the fect that the proposed Gisposal fecilities 
fer haseréous wastes or other wastes are enviromentelly sound, when they have 
reason to believe that the wastes in question will net be aaneged in an 
envirommentaliy sound aanner. Any such examination would not be at the 
expense of the Secretariat; 


(1) To assist Parties upon request in their icentification of cases of 
Allegel traffic and to circulate immediately to the Parties concerned any 
information it has received regarding illegal traffic; 


(3) To co-operate with Parties and with relevant ené competent 
international organizetions and egencies in the provision of experts and 
equipment for the purpose of rapid assistance to States in the event of an 
emergency situation; and 









(k) To perform such other functions relevant to the purposes of this 
Convention as may be determined by the Conference of the Parties. 
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2. # The secreteriat functions will be carried cut on an interia besis by 
UWwEP until the completion of the first meeting of the Conference of the 
Parties held pursuant to Article 15. 


3. at its first aeeting. the Conference of the Parties shall designate the 
Secretariet from among those existing competent intergovermmente) 
organizations which have signified their willingness to carry cut 
secretariat functions under this Convention. At this meeting, the 
of the Parties shill elso evaluate the faplementeation by 
Secreteriet of the functions assigned to it, in particular under 
above, ané decide won the structures appropriate for those functions. 





Article 17 


Rmen@nent of the Genventien 


i. Any Party gay propose amendments te this Convention and eny Party to 6 
proteco] gay propose amendments to that preteco]. Such amendments shell teke 
@ue eccount. inter alia. of relevent scientific end technical considerations. 


2. j§ Amendments to this Gunvention shall be edopted at a meeting of the 
Conference of the Parties. Amendments te any proteco] shell 
meeting of the Parties to the protecol in question. The tezt of any proposed 
amendment to this Convention er te any protecol, except eas aay otherwise be 
provided in such protocol, shell be commmiceted to the Parties by the 
Secreteriet at least siz aonths before the aeeting at which it is proposed for 
edoption. The Secretariet shell also commmicate proposed amendments to the 
Signatories to this Convention for information. 





| 








3. The Parties shell make every effort to reech seco on eny proposed 
amendment to this Convention by consensus. If el) efforts et consensus heve 
been exhausted, and no egreement reeched, the amendment shall es @ last resort 
be adopted by @ three-fourths asjority vote of the Parties present and 

et the seeting, end shall be eubseitted by the Depositary to a1] Parties for 


ratification, epprovel, formal confirmation or ecceptance. 


4. The procedure sentioned in paregraph 3 above shall apply to amendments 
to any protocol, except thet e two-thirds aajority of the Parties to that 
protocol present and voting et the seeting shall suffice fer their edeption. 


$. instruments of ratification, epprovel, formal confirmation er ecceptance 
of amendments shell be deposited with the Depositary. Amendments edepted in 

eccoréance with peregraphs 3 or 4 above shall enter inte force between Parties 
having eccepted thes on the ninetieth day after 
of their instrument of ratification, approval, 

ecceptence by et least three-fourths of the Parties 
emendnents to the protocol concerned, except as 
such protecol. The amendments shall ent 
the ninetieth day after thet Party Geposits its inst 
epprovel, formal confirmation er ecceptence of the amendments. 


6. Por the purpose of this Article, “Parties present and veting* aeans 
Parties present and casting an affirmative or negative vote. 
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Acticle 18 
Adootion end Amendment of Annexes 


he case aay be and, wmiless 
ion 


constitutes at the same time « reference to any ammezes thereto. Such aemexes 
shall be restricted to scientific, technical and edsinistrative aatters. 


2. Except es msy be otherwise provided in any protocol with respect to its 
annexes. the following procedure shall apply to the propose]. eédoption and 
entry into force of edditione] annexes to this Convention or of annexes to « 
protocol: 


(a) Annexes to this Convention ané its protecols shell be proposed ané 
adopted eccording to the procedure leid down in Article 17, 
paregraphs 2, 3 ané 4; 


(Db) Any Perty that is unable to eccept en edditional annex to this 
Convention or en annex to any proteco] to which it is party shell 
so notify the Depositary, in writing. within siz gonths from the 
Gate of the communication of the edoption by the Depositary. The 
Depositary shall without delay notify 01] Parties of any such 
notification received. A Party gay et eny time substitute an 
ecceptance for « previous éeclaration of objection and the annexes 
shall thereupon enter into force for that Party; 


(c) On the expiry of six gonths from the date of the circulation of the 
communication by the Depositary, the annex shall become effective 
for a1] Parties to this Convention or to any protocol concerned, 
which heve not subseitted e notification in eccordance with the 
provision of subparagraph (b) above. 


3. ##$The proposal, eéoption end entry inte force of amendments to annexes to 
this Convention or to eny proteco] ehall be subject to the same procedure as 
for the preposal, eéoption and entry into force of ammezes to the Convention 
or annexes to @ proteco]. Amnezes end amendments thereto shall take due 
eccount, inter alia. of relevant scientific and technical considerations. 

to 


4. If an eé4éitional emnez or an amendment 
te this Convention er te any protecol, the 
shall not enter inte ferce witil such tine 
er to the proteco] enters inte force. 


Article 1? 


Verification 


Any Party which has reason to believe that another Party is ecting or 
has ected in breech of its obligations unéer this Convention easy inform the 
Secretariat thereof, and in such an event, shall simultaneously and 
dmmedietely infor, directly or through the Secretariat, the Party egeinst 
when the ellegetions are made. All relevant information should be subsitted 
by the Secretariat to the Parties. 


BEST CUPY AVAIL AS! 


~ 











. 
ee ee ee ee 


Article 20 
Settlement of Disputes 


i. In case of a dispute between Parties as to the interpretation or 
application of, or compliance with, this Convention or any protocol thereto, 
they shell seek a settlement of the dispute through negotiation or any other 
peeceful seans of their am choice. 


2. If the Parties concerned cannot settle their dispute through the geans 
gentioned in the preceding peregraph, the Gispute. if the parties to the 
Gispute agree, shall be subaitted to the Internationse] Court of Justice or to 
arbitration under the conditions set out in Annex V1 on Arbitretion. Mowever, 
failure to reach common egreement on subseission of the dispute to the 
International Court of Justice or to arbitration shell not absolve the Parties 
from the responsibility of continuing to seek to resolve it by the seans 
referred to in paregraph 1. 


3. When ratifying, accepting. approving, formally confirming or ecceding to 
this Convention, or et any time thereafter, a State or political ané/or 
economic integration organization may declere that it recognizes as compulsory 

and without specie] egreement, in relation to any Party eccepting 
the sage obligation: 


(ea) subeission of the dispute to the Internationel Court of Amtice: 
ané/or 


(b) erbitraetion in eccordance with the procedures set cut in Annex VI. 


Such declaration shall be notified in writing to the Secretariat which shell 
Communicate it to the Parties. 


Article 2) 


This Convention shell be epen for signature by States, by Banibia, 
represented by the United wetions Council for Namibia, and by political and/or 
econosic integration organizations, in Basel on 22 March 1969, et the Pederal 
Depertsent of Poreign Affairs of Switzerland in Berne from 23 March 1989 to 30 
- = - et United Nations Neadquarters in New York from 1 July 1969 to 

March 1990. 


Article 22 
Ratification, Acceptence, Porms) Canfirmation or Agereva) 


1. | This Convention shall be subject to ratification, ecceptence or approval 
by States and by Memibie, represented by the United Bations Council for 
Wamibie, and to formal confirmstion or approvel by political and/or econcaic 
integration organizations. Instruments of retification, eccepteance, formal 
confirmation, or approval shall be deposited with the Depositary. 


2. Any organizetion referred to in paregraph 1 above which becomes @ Party 
to this Convention without eny of ite gember States being @ Party shall be 
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pound by ell the obligations under the Convention. In the case of such 
organizations, one or gore of whose sember States is « Party to the 
Convention, the organization and its member States shell decide on their 
respective responsibilities for the performance of their obligations under the 
Convention. In such cases, the organisation and the member Stetes shall not 
be entitled to exercise rights under the Convention concurrently. 


3. In their instruments of formal confirmation or epprovel, the 
orgenizations referred to in paregraph 1 above shall declare the extent of 
their competence with respect to the astters governed by the Convention. 
These orgenizetions shell also infore the Depositary, who will inform the 
Parties of any substantial sodification in the extent of their competence. 


Article 23 





s 
: 
> 


1. His Convention shall be open for accession by 
represented by the United Nations Council for Mamibie, end by political 
econczic integration organizetions from the Gay after the date on 
Convention is closed for signature. The instruments ef eccession shell 


Geposited with the Depositary. 


2. %n their instruments of eccession, the organizations referred to 

peregreph 1 above shall declare the extent of their competence with respect to 
the gatters governed by the Convention. These organisetions 
the Depositary of any substantial aodificetion in the extent 


3. The provisions of Article 22 peregraph 2, shall apply to political 
and/or economic integration organizetions which eccede to this Convention. 








Article 24 


Right te Votes 


1. xcept as provided for in paragraph 2 below, each Contracting Party to 
this Convention shall have one vote. 


2. Political ané/or economic integration organizations, in astters within 
their competence, in eccordéance with Article 22, peregraph 3, and Article 23, 
paregraph 2, shall exercise their right to vote with e mamber of votes equal 
to the number of their sember Stetes which are Parties to the Convention or 
the relevant protocol. Such orgenizetions shall not exercise their right to 
vote if their seaber States exercise theirs, ané vice verse. 


Article 25 


M@iiry inte force 


i. This Convention shall enter into force on the ninetieth dey after the 
Gate of deposit of the twentiath instrument of ratification, ecceptance, 
formal confirmation, approval or eccession. 
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2. Por each State or political and/or econcmic integration organization 
which ratifies, accepts, approves or formally confiras this Convention or 
ecceées thereto after the dete of the deposit of the twentieth instrument of 
ratification, ecceptance, approval, formal confirmation or eccession, it shall 
enter into force on the ninetieth day after the date of deposit by such State 
or political ané/or economic integration organization of its instrument of 
ratification, ecceptence, approvel, formal confirmation or eccession. 








by @ political and/or economic integration organization shall not be counted 


| 3. Por the purposes of paregraphs 1 and 2 above, any instrument deposited 
) @s additional to those deposited by member States of such organization. 


Article 2$ 


Reservations and Declarations 
i. Mo reservation or exception gay be made to this Convention. 


2. Paregraph 1 of this Article Goes not preclude a State or political 
ané/or econczic integration organizations, when signing, ratifying, eccepting, 

approving, formally confirming or ecceding to this Convention, from saking 

, Geclerations or statements, however phrased or named, with « view, alia. 
to the harmonization of its lews and regulations with the provisions this 
Convention, proviced that such declarations or statements éo not purport to 
exclude or to modify the legal effects of the provisions of the Convention in 
their application to that Stete. 


Article 27 


1. At eny time after three years from the date on which this Convention 
entered into force for « Party, that Party aay withdrew from the Convention by 
giving written notification to the Depositary. 


2. Withdédrewal shall be effective one year from receipt of notification by 
the Depositary, or on such later date as may be specified in the notification. 


Article 28 


The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall be the Depository of 
this Convention and of any protocol thereto. 


Article 29 


Buthentic texts 


The original Arabic, Chinese, English, Prench, Russian end Spanish texts 
of this Convention are equally authentic. 


IN WITWESS WHEREOF the uniersigqned, being duly authorised to that 
effect, have signed this Convention. 
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sss s 


= wastes from medical care in hospitals, aedical centers and 
elinics 

Vastes from the production and preperation of pharusceutical products 
Vaste pharmeceuticals, @rugs ané aedicines 

Wastes from the production, formletion end use of biccides and 


phy topheruaceut icels 











YS Westes from the manufacture, formletion end use of wood preserving 
cheaicels 

¥6é Wastes from the production. formletion and wee of organic solvents 

¥? Wastes from heat treatment end tempering operations containing cyanides 

¥8 Waste sineral oils wifit for their originally intended use 

¥9 #$Waste oils/water. hyérocerbons/water siztures, eaulsions 

¥1O0 4=Vaste substances ané articles containing or contamineted with 
polychlorinated Diphenyls (PCBs) and/or polychlorinated terphenyls 
(PCTs) ané/or polybrominated biphenyls (P88s) 

¥ll Waste tarry residues arising from refining, distillation end any 
pyrolytic treetaent 

¥12 Wastes from production, formulation and use of inks, éyes, pignents, 
peints, lecquers, varnish 

¥13 Wastes from production, formulation and use of resins, latex, 
plasticizers, glues/edhesives 

¥14 4 Waste chemical substances arising from research and Gevelogeent or 
teaching ectivities which are not identified and/or are new and whose 
effects on aan and/or the environment ere not know 

¥1S Wastes of en explosive nature not subject to other legislation 

¥16 4= Wastes from production, formuletion end use of photographic chemicals and 
processing aaterials 

¥17 «= Wastes resulting from surfece trestaent of astels and plestics 

¥l8 Residues arising from industrial waste disposal operations 

Mastes Daving a8 constituents: 

¥l9 Metel carbonyls 

¥20 Beryllium; berylliue compounds 

¥21 Mexevelent chromium compounds 

¥22 

¥23 

¥24 

¥25 

¥26 

¥27 

¥26046Tellurium; tellurius compounds 

¥29 Mercury: sercury compounds 

¥30 Thallium; thellive compounds 

¥31 Lead; lead compounds 

¥32 Inorganic fluorine compounds excluding calcium fluoride 

¥33 Inorganic cyanides 

¥34 Acidic solutions or ecids in solid fors 

¥35 Basic solutions or bases in solid fora 

¥36 4 Asbestos (dust ané fibres) 


Orgenic phosphorous compounds 
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¥38 Orgenic cyaenides 

¥39 Phenols: phenol compounds including chicrephenclis 

¥40 0 6Sthers 

¥41 Malogenated organic solvents 

Orgenic solvents excluding halogenated solvents 
¥43 Any congenor of polychlorinated éibense-furan 

| ¥44 Any congenor of polychlorinated dibenseo-p-diczin 

"45 Organchelogen compounds other than substances referreé te in this Annex 

) (eq. ¥39. ¥4l, ¥42, v43, 744). 


5 





¥46 6Wastes collected fram householés 
v4? Residves arising from the incineration of household wastes 








An explosive substance er waste is 
eubstence or waste (or 
which is in itself 














Pleammable liquids ere liqu 
liquids conteining solids 
example. paints, varnishes, lecquers, etc.,. 
including substences or wastes 


4.1 





© — Gorresponds te the haseré classification systes included in the 


United Bations Recommendations on the Transport ef Dangerous Goods 
(87T/8G/AC.10/1/Rev.$,. tmiteéd Bations, Bew York, 1968). 
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er wastes which, in cuntect with water ait 





er wastes which, by iaterection with wetter, are 
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ly Gamage, Of even destroy. 


an tm Geaaeas Gite theten Gheeee, OP. OD Oe 
the geans of transport; they gay also cause 


tes which, by chemical ection, will cause 


will mat 


Hit 
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fects, inclu@ing carcinogenicity. 


RK Fg A A DW Be ealaa 
chronic 














Section A encompasses a1] euch disposal eperetions which eccur in 
prectice. 


Deposit inte or ente land. (e.¢.. lenéfill, ete.) 

Lané — (e.q.. Biedegredation of liquid or sluégy éiscards in 
soils, etc. 

Deep injection. (e.¢.. injection of pumpeble discards into wells, selt 
Gomes or naturally occurring repositories. etc.) 

Surfece impoundment. (e.¢.. plecement of liquid or sludge éiscards into 
pits, ponds or legoons, etc.) 

Specielly engineered lenéfill. (e.¢.. plecement into lined discrete 
cells which ere capped and isolated fram ane another end the 
environment, etc.) 

Release into @ water bedy except seas/oceans 

Release into seas/oceans including see-bed insertion 


$2 8 &2 
ee 


232% 


results in fine) compounds or siztures which are discarded by aeans of 


any of the operations in Section A, (e.¢.. evaporation, érying. 
calcination, neutralisation, precipitetion, etc.) 
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B. OPERATIONS WHICH MAY LEAD TO RESOURCE RECOVERY, RECYCLING, 
RECLAMATION, DIRECT RE-USE CR ALTERMATIVE USES 


Section B encompasses a1] such operations with respect to materials 
legally defined as or considered to be hazardous wastes ané which 
otherwise would have been Gestined for operations included in Section A 


Rl Use as e fuel (other than in éirect incineration) or other means to 
generate energy 

R2 Solvent reclemation/regeneration 

R3 Recycling/reclamation of organic substances which are not used as 
solvents 

Rn4 Recycling/reclemation of setels ené arte] compounds 

Rs Recycling/reclemation of other inorganic materials 

RG Regeneration of ecids or bases 

R? Recovery of components used for pollution ebetement 

ne Recovery of components from catalysts 

Rd Used 01] re-refining or other reuses of previously used oi] 

R10 Land treatment resulting in Benefit to egriculture or ecological 


improvenent 

Rll Uses of residue) materials obtained from any of the operations mumbered 
R1-R10 

R12 &xchange of wastes for subsission to eny of the operations mumbered 
R1-R1l 


R13 Accumulation of material intended for any operation in Section B 


Annez YA 
INPORFATION FO BE PROVIDED ON BOTIFICATION 


1. Reason for waste export 

2. Sxporter of the waste }/ 

3. Generator(s) of the waste and site of generation }/ 

4. Disposer of the waste and ectual site of disposal }/ 

S. Intended carrier(s) of the waste or their agents, if know }/ 


6. Country of export of the waste 
Competent euthority 2/ 


7.  Bxpected countries of transit 
Competent euthority 2/ 


8. Country of import of the waste 
Competent euthority 2/ 


9. Generel or single notification 
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21. 


4/ 


$/ 


é/ 


7/ 
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Projected date(s) of shipment(s) and period of time over which waste is 
to be exported and proposed itinerary (including point of entry and 
exit) 3/ 

Means of transport enviseged (road, rail, sea, air, inland waters) 
Information relating to insurance §/ 

Designation ané physical description of the waste including ¥ number and 


UN number and its composition §/ end information on any special handling 
requirements including emergency provisions in case of accidents 


Type of peckeging envisaged (eg. Bulk, Grummed, tanker) 
Sstimated quantity in weight/volume §/ 
Process by which the waste is generated 7/ 


Por wastes listed in Annez 1, classifications from Annez 112: hasaréous 
charecteristic, & mmber, end Gi class. 


Methed of disposal as per Amex I21 

Decleretion by the generator end exporter that the information is correct 
Information transmitted (including technical description of the plant) to 
the exporter or generator from the t of the waste upon which the 
letter has based his eassesament that fre Was MO reason to believe that 
the wastes will not be managed in en envirormentelly sound aanner in 
eccordance with the lews end reguletions of the country ef iaport. 


Information concerning the contract between the exporter and disposer. 





Pull name ané address, telephone, telex or telefaxz mmber and the name, 
address, telephone, telex or telefax mmber of the person to be contected. 


Pull name end edéress, telephone, telex or telefax mamber. 


In the case of @ general notificetion covering several shipgeents, either 
the expected dates of each shipment or, if this is not know, the 
expected frequency of the shipaents will be required. 


Information to be provided on relevent insurance requirements and how 
they are met by exporter, carrier ané disposer. 


The nature ané the concentration of the gost hazardous components, in 
terms of toxicity and other dangers presented by the waste both in 
handling ané in relation to the proposed disposal aethod. 


In the case of @ general notification covering several shipaents, both 
the estimated tote] quantity end the estimated quantities for each 
individual shipeent will be required. 


Insofer es this is necessary to assess the hazerd and determine the 
approprieteness of the proposed disposal operation. 








integrated in ene document with thet required under transport rules. Where 


Sxporter of the waste }/ 

Generator(s) of the waste and site of generation }/ 
Disposer of the waste and ectual site of dispose) }/ 
Carrier(s) of the waste }/ or his egent(s) 

Subject of general or single notification 


The date the transbounédery sovement started and date(s) and signature on 
receipt by each person who takes charge of the waste 


Means of transport (reed, rail, inland waterway, sea, air) including 
countries of export, transit end import, else point of entry end exit 
where these have been designated 


General description of the waste (physical state, proper Wi shipping name 
end cless, UN number, ¥ number ené NM mmber es applicable) 


Information on special handling requirements including emergency 
provision in case of eccidents 


Type ané number of peckeges 
Quantity in weight/volume 
Declaration by the generator or exporter that the information is correct 


Declaration by the generator or exporter indicating no objection from the 
competent euthorities of el] States concerned which are Parties. 


Certification by Gispocer of receipt et designated disposal facility end 
indication of method of disposal and of the approziaate date of disposal. 





The information required en the govement Gocument shall where gossible be 





this is not possible the information should complement rather than éuplicate 
thet required under the transport rules. The sovement document shell carry 


instructions as to who is te provide information and fill-cut eny fors. 


i/ 





Pull name and eddress, telephone, telex or telefax mmber ané the name, 
address, telephone, telex or telefax number of the person to be contacted 


in case of emergency. 
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article } 


Unless the egreement referred to in Article 20 of the Convention provides 
othervise, the erbitretion procedure shall be conducted in eccordance with 
Articles 2 to 10 belew. 


Article 2 


The cleimant party shell notify the Secretariet that the parties have 
egreed to subsit the dispute to arbitration pursuant to paragraph 2 or 
paragraph 3 of Article 20 ané include, in perticuler, the Articles of the 
Convention the interpretation or application of which ere eat issue. The 
Secreteriet shell forward the information thus received to al] Parties to the 


Convent ion. 


Article 2 


The erbitrel tribunal shell consist of three seabers. Sech of the 
Parties to the dispute shall appoint an arbitrator, and the two arbitrators so 
appointed shell designate By common agreement the third arbitrator, who shell 
be the chairman of the tribunel. The letter shall not be e national of one of 
the parties to the dispute, nor heve his usual plece of residence in the 
territory of one of these parties, nor be employed by any of thea, nor have 
Gealt with the case in any other capacity. 


Article 4 


1. %&& the chairman of the arbitral tribunal has not been designated within 
two sonths ef the eppointment of the second arbitrator, the Secretary-General 
ef the United Nations shall, et the request of either party, designate his 
within e further two eonths pericd. 


2. %8 one of the hk fp yh Ag A$ Ee 


within two aonths of the receipt ef the request, the other perty aay infors 
the Secret rel of the United Betions who shall designate the chairman 
of the arbitral tribunal within « further two aonthe’ peried. Gon 
Gesignation, the chairman of the arbitral tribune] shell request the party 
which has not appointed an arbitrater te Go so within two gonths. After such 
pericéd, he shell infors the Secretary-General ef the United Bations, who shell 
make this appointaent within e further two genths’ pericd. 


Article § 


1. The erbditrel tribune] shall render ite Gecision in accordance with 
international lew ené in ecoordance with the provisions of this Convention. 


2. &ny erbitral tribune] constituted wider the provisions of this Amex 
shall érew up its om rules of procedure. 
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Article 6 


31. ‘The éecisions of the arbitral tribunal both an procedure and on 
substance, shall be taken by asjority vote of its aembers. 


2. The tribunal aay take al] appropriate aeasures in order to establish the 
fects. It may, at the request of one of the parties, recommend essential 
interia measures of protection. 


3. The perties to the dispute shall provide ell fecilities necessary for the 
effective conduct of the proceedings. 


4. The ebdsence or Gefeult of « party in the éispute shall not constitute an 
impediment to the proceedings. 


Article 7 


The tribunel easy heer and determine counter-cleias erising directly cut 
of the subject-matter of the dispute. 


Article 8 


Uniess the erbitral tribunal determines otherwise because of the 
perticuler circumstances of the case, the expenses of 
the remuneration of ite members, shell Be borne by the parties to the dispute 
in equel shares. The tribunal shall keep ae record of all its expenses, and 
shell furnish @ fine] statement thereof to the parties. 


Article 9 


Any Party thet has en interest of @ lege] nature in 
the dispute which may be affected by the éecision in the case, aay intervene 
in the proceedings with the consent of the tribunal. 


1. The tribune] shell render its evaré within five aonths of the dete on 
which it is established wmiess it finds it mecessary te extend the tiae-lisit 
for a pericéd which should not exceed five asnths. 


2. The eward of the arbitral tribune] shell be eccompanicd 
reasons. t shall be final ané binding 


3. Any éispute which easy arise between the 
interpretation or execution of the eward may be subaitted by to 
the arbitral tribunel which made the ewaré or, if the letter cannet be seised 
nyty to another tribunal constituted fer this purpose in 

as iret. 


C4 TY 
12 

















Treaty 
on the 
International Registration 
of 
Audiovisual Works 


of April 20, 1989 





BEST COPY Aya): » 


5275 























9: Masevvatiens to eo Toute 
4: Denunciation of the Treaty 











The Contracting States 
Desirous to increase the legal security in transactions relating to 
audiovisual works and thereby 


to enhance the creation of audiovisual works and the interna- 
tional flow of such works and 


CHAPTER I 
SUBSTANTIVE PROVISIONS 


Article 1 
Establishment of the Union 
The States party to this Treaty (hereinafter called “the 
Contracting States”) constitute a Union for the international regis- 
tration of audiovisual works (hereinafter referred to as “the 
Union”). 
Article 2 
“Audioviseal Work” 


For the purposes of this Treaty, “audiovisual work” means any 
work that consists of a series of fixed related images, with or without 
accompanying sound, susceptible of being made visible and, where 
accompanied by sound, susceptible of being made audible. 


a) 
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Article 3 
The International Register 


(1) [Establishment of the International Register| The Interna- 
tional Register of Audiovisual Works (hereinafter referred to as “the 
International Register”) is hereby established for the purpose of the 
registration of statements concerning audiovisual works and rights 
in such works, including, in particular, rights relating to their exploi- 
tation. 

(2) [Setting Up and Administration of the International 
Registry| The In ional Registry of Audiovisual Works (herei 
after referred to as “the International Registry”) is hereby set up for 
the purpose of keeping the International Register. It is an adminis- 
trative unit of the International Bureau of the World Intellectual 
Property Organization (hereinafter referred to as “the International 
Bureau” and “the Organization,” respectively). 

(3) [Location of the International Registry| The International 
Registry shall be located in Austria as long as a treaty to that effect 
between the Republic of Austria and the Organization is in force. 
Otherwise, it shall be located in Geneva. 

(4) [Applications] The registration of any statement in the Inter- 
national Register shall be based on an application filed to this effect, 
with the prescribed contents, in the prescribed form and subject to 
the payment of the prescribed fee, by a natural person or legal entity 
entitled to file an application. 


(5) (Eligibility for Being an Applicant] (a) Subject to subpara- 

graph (b), the following shall be entitled to file an application: 

(i) any natural person who is a national of, is domiciled in, has 
his habitual residence in, or has a real and effective industrial 
or commercial establishment in, a Contracting State; 

(ii) any legal entity which is organized under the laws of, or has a 
real and effective industrial or commercial establishment in, 
a Contracting State. 

(b) If the application concerns a registration already effected, it 

may also be filed by a natural person or legal entity not satisfying the 
conditions referred to in subparagraph (a). 
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Article 4 
Legal Effect of the International Register 


(1) [Legal Effect| Each Contracting State undertakes to 
recognize that a statement recorded in the International Register 
shall be considered as true until the contrary is proved, except 

(i) where the statement cannot be valid under the copyright law, 

or any other law concerning intellectual property rights in 
audiovisual works, of that State, or 

(ii) where the statement is contradicted by another statement 

recorded in the International Register. 

(2) [Safeguard of Intellectual Property Laws and Treaties] No 
provision of this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the copy- 
right law, or any other law concerning intellectual property rights in 
audiovisual works, of any Contracting State or, if that State is party 
to the Berne Convention for the Protection of Literary and Artistic 
Works or any other treaty concerning intellectual property rights in 
audiovisual works, the nghts and obligations of the said State under 
the said Convention or treaty. 








(1) [Composition] (a) The Union shall have an Assembly that 
shall consist of the Contracting States. 

(b) The Government of each Contracting State shall be repre- 
sented by one delegate, who may be assisted by alternate delegates, 
advisors and experts. 























(2) [Expenses of Delegations) (a) The expenses of cach dele- 
gation shall be borne by the Government which has appointed it, 
except for the travel expenses and the subsistence allowance of one 
delegate for each Contracting State, which shall be paid from the 
funds of the Union. 


(3) [Tasks] (a) The Assembly shail: 

(i) deal with all matters concerning the maintenance and 
development of the Union and the implementation of this 
Treaty; 

(ii) exercise such tasks as are specially assigned to it under this 
Treaty; 

(iti) give directions to the Director General of the Organization 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Director General”), 
concerning the preparation for revision conferences; 

(iv) review and approve the reports and activities of the 
Director General concerning the Union, and give him all 
necessary instructions concerning matters within the 
competence of the Union; 

(v) determine the program and adopt the biennial budget of 
the Union, and approve its final accounts; 

(vi) adopt the financial regulations of the Union; 

(vii) establish, and decide from time to time the membership of, 
a consultative committee consisting of representatives of 
interested non-governmental organizations and such other 
committees and working groups as it deems appropriate to 
facilitate the work of the Union and of its organs; 

(viti) control the system and amounts of the fees determined by 
the Director General; 

(ix) determine which States other than Contracting States and 
which intergovernmental and non-governmental organiza- 
tions shall be admitted to its meetings as observers; 

(x) take any other appropriate action designed to further the 
objectives of the Union and perform such other functions 
as are appropriate under this Treaty. 


(b) With respect to matters which are of interest also to other 
Unions administered by the Organization, the Assembly shal! make 
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its decisions after having beard the advice of the Coordination 
Commuttee of the Organization. 

(4) [Representation] A delegate may represent, and vote in the 
name of, one State only. 


(5) [Vote] Each Contracting State shall have one vote. 


(6) [Quorum] (a) One-half of the Contracting States shall 
constitute a quorum. 

(b) In the absence of the quorum, the Assembly may make deci- 
sions but, with the exception of the decisions concerning its own 
procedure, all such decisions shall take effect only if the quorum and 
the required mayonty are attained through voung by correspoo- 

(7) [Majority] (a) Subject to Article 8(2)b) and Article 10(2y/b), 
the decisions of the Assembly shall require a mayonty of the votes 
cast. 


(b) Abstentions shall not be considered as votes. 


(8) [Sessions] (a) The Assembly shall meet once in every second 
calendar year in ordinary session upon con vocation by the Director 
General and, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, during the 
same period and at the same place as the General Assembly of the 
Organization. 

(6) The Assembly shall meet in extraordinary session upon 
convocation by the Director General, either at the request of one- 
fourth of the Contracting States or on the Director General's own 
inieiani 


(9) (Rules of Procedure| The Assembly shail adopt its own rules 
of procedure. 


Article 6 
Ineereationn] Bureae 
(1) [Tasks] The International Bureau shail: 


(i) perform, through the International Registry, all the tasks 
related to the keeping of the International Regsster ; 











(i) provide the secretariat of revision conferences, of the 
Assembly, of the committees and working groups estab- 
shed by the Assembly, and of any other meeting convened 
by the Director General and dealing with matters of concern 
to the Union; 

(ui) perform all other tasks specially assigned to it under this 
Treaty and the Regulations referred to in Articie 8 or by the 
Assembly. 


(2) (Director General] The Director General shall be the chief 
executive of the Union and shail represer.: the Union. 


(3) (Meetings Other Than Sessions of the Assembly| The 





(4) [Role of the International Bureau in the Assembly and Other 
Meetings| (a) The Director General and any staff member desig- 
nated by him shall participate, without the right to vote, in all 
meetings of the Assembly, the committees and working groups 





(5) [Revision Conferences] (a) The Director General shall, in 
accordance with the directions of the Assembly, make the prepara- 
vons for revision conferences. 


(b) The Director General may consult with intergovernmental 
and non-governmental organizations concerning the said prepara- 


(c) The Director General and staff members designated by him 
shall take part, without the right to vote, in the discussions at 
revision conferences. 

(@) The Director General or a staff member designated by him 
shall be ex officio secretary of any revision conference. 


: 


a 
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Article 7 
Finances 


(1) [Budget] (a) The Union shall have a budget. 

(6) The budget of the Union shall include the income and 
expenses proper to the Union, and its contribution to the budget of 
expenses common to the Unions administered by the Organi- 
zation. 

(c) Expenses not attributable exclusively to the Union but also to 
one or more other Unions administered by the Organization shall be 
considered as expenses common to the Unions. The share of the 
Union in such common expenses shall be in proportion to the 
interest the Union has in them. 

(2) (Coordination with Other Budgets| The budget of the Union 
shall be established with due regard to the requirements of coordi- 
nation with the budgets of the other Unions administered by the 
Organization. 

(3) (Sources of Income] The budget of the Union shall be 
financed from the following sources: 

(i) fees due for registrations and other services rendered by the 

International Registry; 
(ii) sale of, or royalties on, the publications of the International 


(iii) donations, particularly by associations of rights holders in 
audiovisual works; 

(iv) gifts, bequests, and subventions; 

(v) rents, interests, and other miscellaneous income. 


(4) (Self-Supporting Financing] The amounts of fees due to the 
International Registry and the prices of its publications shall be so 
fixed that they, together with any other income, should be sufficient 
to cover the expenses connected with the administration of this 
Treaty. 


(5S) (Continuation of Budget; Reserve Fund) if the budget is not 
adopted before the beginning of a new financial period, it shall be at 
the same level as the budget of the previous period, as provided in 
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the financial regulations. If the income exceeds the expenses, the 
difference shall be credited to a reserve fund. 

(6) [Working Capital Fund] The Union shall have a working 
capital fund which shall be constituted from the income of the 
Union. 

(7) [Auditing of Accounts] The auditing of the accounts shall be 
effected by one or more of the Contracting States or by external 
auditors, as provided in the financial regulations. They shall be 
designated, with their agreement, by the Assembly. 


Article 8 


Regulations 


(1) [Adoption of Regulations] The Regulations adopted at the 
same time as this Treaty are annexed to this Treaty. 

(2) [Amending the Regulations] (a) The Assembly may amend 
the Regulations. 

(b) Any amendment of the Regulations shall require two-thirds 
of the votes cast. 

(3) [Conflict between the Treaty and the Regulations] In the case 
of conflict between the provisions of this Treaty and those of the 
Regulations, the former shall prevail. 

(4) [Administrative Instructions] The Regulations provide for 
the establishment of Administrative Instructions. 


Revision of the Treaty 


(1) [Revision Conferences} This Treaty may be revised by a 
conference of the Contracting States. 
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(2) [Convocation] The convocation of any revision conference 
shall be decided by the Assembly. 


(3) [Provisions That Can Be Amended Also by the Assembly| The 
provisions referred to in Article 10(1)/a) may be amended either by a 
revision conference or according to Article 10. 


Article 10 
Amendment of Certain Provisions of the Treaty 


(1) [Proposals] (a) Proposals for the amendment of Article 5(6) 
and (8), Article 6(4) and (5) and Article 7(1) to (3) and (5) to (7) may 
be initiated by any Contracting State or by the Director General. 

(6) Such proposals shall be communicated by the Director 
General to the Contracting States at least six months in advance of 
their consideration by the Assembly. 

(2) [Adoption] (a) Amendments to the provisions referred to in 
paragraph (1) shall be adopted by the Assembly. 

(6) Adoption shall require three-fourths of the votes cast. 


(3) (Entry Into Force| (a) Any amendment to the provisions 
referred to in paragraph (1) shall enter into force one month after 
written notifications of acceptance, effected in accordance with their 
respective constitutional processes, have been received by the 
Director General from three-fourths of the Contracting States 
members of the Assembly at the time the Assembly adopted the 
amendment. 

(b) Any amendment to the said Articles thus accepted shall bind 
all the Contracting States which were Contracting States at the time 
the amendment was adopted by the Assembly. 

(c) Any amendment which has been accepted and which has 
entered into force in accordance with subparagraph (a) shall bind all 
States which become Contracting States after the date on which the 
amendment was adopted by the Assembly. 
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CHAPTER IV 
FINAL PROVISIONS 


Article 11 
Becoming Party to the Treaty 


(1) [Adherence] Any State member of the Organization may 
become party to this Treaty by: 
(i) signature followed by the deposit of an instrument of ratifi- 
cation, acceptance or approval, or 
(ii) the deposit of an instrument of accession. 


(2) [Deposit of Instruments] The instruments referred to in para- 
graph (1) shall be deposited with the Director General. 


Article 12 
Eatry Inte Force of the Treaty 


(1) [Jnitial Entry Into Force| This Treaty shall enter into force, 
with respect to the first five States which have deposited their 
instruments of ratification, acceptance, approval or accession, three 
months after the date on which the fifth instrument of ratification, 
acceptance, approval or accession has been deposited. 


(2) [States Not Covered by the Initial Entry Into Force| This 
Treaty shall enter into force with respect to any State not covered by 
paragraph (1) three months after the date on which that State has 
deposited its instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval or 
accession unless a later date has been indicated in the instrument of 
ratification, acceptance, approval or accession. In the latter case, this 
Treaty shall enter into force with respect to the said State on the date 
thus indicated. 
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Article 13 
Reservations to the Treaty 


(1) [Principle] Subject to paragraph (2), no reservation may be 
made to this Treaty. 


(2) [Exception] Any State, upon becoming party to this Treaty, 
may, in a notification deposited with the Director General, declare 
that it will not-apply the provisions of Article 4(1) in respect of 
statements which do not concern the exploitation of intellectual 
property rights in audiovisual works. Any State that has made such a 
declaration may, by a notification deposited with the Director 
General, withdraw it. 


Article 14 
Denunciation of the Treaty 


(1) [Notification] Any Contracting State may denounce this 
Treaty by notification addressed to the Director General. 

(2) (Effective Date| Denunciation shall take effect one year after 
the day on which the Director General has received the notifi- 


(3) [Moratorium on Denunciation| The right of denouncing this 
Treaty provided for in paragraph (1) shall not be exercised by any 
Contracting State before the expiration of five years from the date on 
which this Treaty enters into force with respect to it. 
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(1) [Deposit of the Original] The original of this Treaty and the 
Regulations shall be deposited with the Director General. 


(2) (Certified Copies| The Director General shall transmit two 
copies, certified by him, of this Treaty and the Regulations, to the 
Governments of States entitled to sign this Treaty. 


(3) (Registration of the Treaty| The Director General shall 
register this Treaty with the Secretariat of the United Nations. 


request, to the Government of any other State. 


Article 17 
Netifications 
The Director General shall notify the Governments of the States 


members of the Organization of any of the events referred to in 
Articles 8(2), 10(2) and (3), 11, 12, 13 and 14. 


Done at Geneva, on April 20, 1989. 
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Regulations under the Treaty 
on the International Registration 
of Audiovisual Works 
Contents 
Rule 1: Definitions 
Rule 2 Application 


For the purposes of these Regulations, 

(i) “Treaty” means the Treaty on the International Regis- 
tration of Audiovisual Works; 

(ii) “International Register” means the International Register 
of Audiovisual Works established by the Treaty; 

(iii) “International Registry” means the administrative unit of 
the International Bureau that keeps the International 
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(iv) “work” means audiovisual work; 

(v) “work-related application” means an application that 
identifies an existing or future work at least by its title or 
titles and requests that statements in respect of the interest 
of an identified person or identified persons in or 
concerning that work be registered in the International 
Register; “work-related registration” means a registration 
effected pursuant to a work-related application ; 

(vi) “person-related application” means an application that 
requests that statements in respect of the interest of the 
applicant, or of a third person identified in the application, 
in or concerning one or more existing or future work or 
works, described but not identified by its or their title or 
titles, be registered in the International Register; “person- 
related registration” means a registration effected pursuant 
to a person-related application. A work shall be considered 
as being described when, in particular, the person who or 
legal entity which has made, or is expected to make, the 
work is identified ; 

(vii) “application” or “registration” —uniess qualified as “work- 
related” or “person-related”— means both a work-related 
and a person-related application or registration; 

(viii) “applicant” means the natural person who or the legal 
entity which filed the application; “holder of the regis- 
tration” the applicant once the application has been 
registered ; 

(ix) “prescribed” means as prescribed in the Treaty, in these 
Regulations or in the Administrative Instructions; 

(x) “Consultative Committee” means the consultative 
committee referred to in Article S(3\aXvii) of the 
Treaty. 


Rule 2 
Application 


(1) [Forms] Any application shall be filed by using the appro- 
priate prescribed form. 
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(2) [Language] Any application shall be in the English language 
or in the French language. As soon as the International Register is 
languages in which applications may be filed. 

(3) [Name and Address of Applicant] Any application shall 
amdicate, as prescribed, the name and address of the applicant. 


(4) [Name and Address of Third Persons Referred to in the Appli- 
cation] Where an application refers to a person or legal entity other 
than the applicant, the application shall indicate, as prescribed, the 
name and address of such person or legal entity. 

(5) [Title or Description of the Work] (a) Any work-related appli- 
cation shall indicate at least the title or titles of the work. When a title 
is in a language other than English or French or in a script other than 
the Latin script, it shall be accompanied by a literal translation into 
English or a transliteration into Latin script, as the case may be. 

(b) Any person-related application shall describe the work. 


(6) [Reference to Existing Registration] When the application 
relates to a work which is the subject matter of an existing work- 
related registration, or to a work which is described in an existing 
person-related registration, the said application shall, whenever 
possible, indicate the registration number of the said registration. If 
the International Registry finds that such an indication would be 
possible but was not given in the application, it may, itself, indicate 
such number in the registration, subject to noting in the Interna- 
tional Register that the indication comes from the International 
Registry rather than the applicant. 


(7). [Interest ofthe Applicant) (a) In any work-related appli- 
cation, the application shall indicate the interest of the applicant in 
or concerning the work, whether existing or future. Where the 
interest consists of a right of exploitation of the work, the nature of 
the right and the territory for which the right belongs to the applicant 
shall also be indicated. 

(6) In any person-related application, the application shall 
indicate the interest of the applicant in or concerning the described, 
existing or future, work or works, in particular any right that limits or 
negates, for the benefit of the applicant or another person, the right of 
exploitation of the work or works. 
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(c) Where the interest is limited in time, the application may 
express such a limit. 

(8) (Source of Rights] Where a work-related application 
concerns a right in the work, the application shall indicate, where the 
right originally vested in the applicant, that fact, or, where the right is 
derived from a natural person or legal entity other than the 
applicant, the name and address of such person or entity and the 
legal cause of the derivation. 


(9) [Accompanying Documents and _ Identifying Ma- 
terial| (a) Any application may be accompanied by documents 
supporting the statements contained in the application. Any such 
document in a language other than English or French shall be 
accompanied, in English, by an indication of the nature and essence 
of the document; otherwise, the International Registry shall treat the 
document as if it had not been attached. 

(b) Any application may be accompanied by material, other than 
documents, susceptible of identifying the work. 

(10) [Statement of Veracity| The application shall contain a 
statement to the effect that the statements contained therein are, to 
the knowledge of the applicant, true, and that any accompanying 
document is an original or is a true copy of an original. 


(11) [Signature] The application shall be signed by the applicant 
or by his representative appointed as provided in paragraph (12). 

(12) (Representation) (a) Any applicant or holder of the regis- 
tration may be represented by a representative who may be 
appointed in the application, in a separate power of attorney relating 
to a specific application or registration, or in a general power of 
attorney, signed by the applicant or holder of the registration. 

(b) A general power of attorney enables the representative to 
represent the applicant or holder of the registration in connection 
with all the applications or registrations of the person having given 
the general power of attorney. 

(c) Any appointment of a representative shall be in force until it 
is revoked in a communication signed by the person who made the 
appointment and addressed to the International Registry or until it 
is renounced by the representative in a communication signed by the 
representative and addressed to the International Registry. 
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(d) The International Registry shall address to the representative 
any communication intended for the applicant or hoider of the 
registration under these Regulations; any communication so 
addressed to the representative shall have the same effect as if it had 
been addressed to the applicant or holder of the registration. Any 
communication addressed to the International Registry by the 
representative shall have the same effect as if it had originated with 
the applicant or holder of the registration. 


(13) [Fees] For each application, the applicant shall pay the 
than the day on which the application is received by the Interna- 
tional Registry. If the fee reaches the International Registry within 
30 days from the date on which the application was actually received 
by the International Registry, the application shall be considered as 
having been received by the International Registry on the date on 
which the fee reaches the International Registry. 


Rule 3 


Processing of the Application 


_ (1) [Corrections] If the International Registry notices what it 
believes to be an inadvertent omission, two or more statements 
conflicting with each other, a mistake of transcription, or another 
obvious error, in the application, it shall invite the applicant to 
correct the application. Any correction by the applicant must, in 
order to be taken into consideration, reach the International 
Registry within 30 days from the date of the invitation to correct the 
application. 

(2) [Giving Possibility to Remove Contradictions) (a) Where, in 
the opinion of the International Registry, any statement contained 
in an application is in-contradictionto any statement that, on the 
basis of an earlier application, is the subject matter of an existing 
registration in the International Register, the International Registry 
shall immediately, 

(i) where the applicant is also the holder of the existing regis- 

tration, send him a notification asking him whether he wishes 
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te either modify the statement contained in the application or 
apply for the modification of the statement that is subject 
matter of the existing registration, 

(ii) where the applicant and the holder of the existing registration 
are not the same, send a notification to the applicant asking 
him whether he wishes to modify the statement contained in 
the application and, at the same time, send a notification to 
the holder of the existing registration asking the said holder 
whether —in case the applicant does not wish to modify the 
statement appearing in the application—he wishes to apply 
for the modification of the statement in the existing regis- 
tration. 


The registration of the application shall be suspended until a modi- 
fication is submitted that, in the opinion of the International 
Registry, removes the contradiction, but for no longer than 60 days 
from the date of the said notification or notifications, unless the 
applicant asks for a longer period, in which case it will be suspended 
until the expiration of that longer period. 

(6) The fact that the International Registry failed to notice the 
contradictory nature of a statement shall not be considered as 
removing that nature of the statement. 


(3) [Rejection] (a) In the following cases, the International 
Registry shall, subject to paragraphs (1) and (2), reject the appli- 


(i) where the application does not contain a statement which, 
on the face of it, shows that the requirements of Article \(5) 
of the Treaty are met; 

(ii) where, in the opinion of the International Registry, the 
application does not relate to a work, whether existing or 
future ; 


(iti) where the application does not meet any of the requirements 
- 2(2), (3), (4), (5), (7¥a) and (6), (8), (10), (11) and 


(b) The International Registry may reject the application where 
the application does not fulfill the prescribed conditions as to its 
form. 
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Rule 5 


Registration 


(1) [Registration] Where an application is not rejected, all the 
statements contained therein shall, as prescnbed, be registered in the 
(2) [Notification and Publication of the Registration] Any regis- 
tration effected shall, as prescnbed, be notified to the applicant and 
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concerning specific matters in any registration or any document or 
material that has been attached to the application. 


(5S) [Computerized Memory| The International Registry may 
input into computer memory all or part of the contents of the 
International Register, and, in performing any of the services 
referred to in paragraphs (1) to (4) or in Rule 3(4), it may rely on that 

Rule 8 
Fees 


(1) [Fixing of the Fees] Before determining the system and 


tries} The amounts of the fees shall be reduced initially by 15% 


(3) [Entry into Effect of Changes in the Fees} Any increase in the 
amounts of the fees shall not be retroactive. The date of the entry 
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into effect of any change shall be fixed by the Director General or, 
where the change is on instruction by the Assembly, by the 
Assembly. Such date shall be indicated when the change is published 
in the Gazette. It shall not be sooner than one month after the 
publication in the Gazette. 

(4) (Currency and Manner of Payment] The fees shall be paid in 
the prescribed manner and in the prescribed currency or, if several 
currencies are admitted, in the currency that the applicant chooses 
among the said currencies. 


Rule 9 
Administrative Instructions 


(1) [Scope] (a) The Administrative Instructions shall contain 
provisions concerning details in respect of the administration of the 
Treaty and these Regulations. 

(b) In the case of conflict between the provisions of the Treaty or 
these Regulations and those of the Administrative Instructions, the 
former shall prevail. 


(2) [Source] (a) The Administrative Instructions shall be drawn 
up, and may be modified, by the Director General after consultation 
of the Consultative Committee. 

(b) The Assembly may instruct the Director General to modify 
the Administrative Instructions, and the Director General shall 
modify them accordingly. 

(3) (Publication and Entry into Force| (a) The Administrative 
Instructions and any modification thereof shall be published in the 
Gazette. 

(b) Each publication shall specify the date on which the 
published provisions come into effect. The dates may be different 
for different provisions, provided that no provision may be declared 
effective prior to its publication in te Gazette. 
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INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON SALVACE, 1989 


THE STATES PARTIES TO THE PRESENT CONVENTION, 


RECOGNIZING the desirability of determining by agreement unifors 


international rules regarding salvage operations, 


NOTING that substantial developments, in particular the increased concern 
for the protection of the environment, have demonstrated the need to review 
the international rules presently contained in the Convention for the 
Unification of Certain Rules of Law relating to Assistance and Salvage at Sea, 
done at Brussels, 23 September 1910, 

CONSCIOUS of the major contribution which efficient and timely salvage 
operations can make to the safety of vessels and other property in danger and 


to the protection of the environment, 
CONVINCED of the need to ensure that adequate incentives are available 
to persons who undertake salvage operations in respect of vessels and other 


property in danger, 


HAVE AGREED as follows: 














(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


(4) 


(e) 


(f) 


(g) 


Chapter I - General provisions 





Article 1 


Definitions 





For the purpose of this Convention: 


Salvage operation means any act or activity undertaken to assist « 





vessel or any other property in danger in navigable waters or in any 


other waters whatsoever. ° 
Vessel means any ship or craft, or any structure capable of navigation. 


Property means any property not permanently and intentionally attached to 
the shoreline and includes freight at risk. 





Damage to the environment means substantial physical damage to human 
health or to marine life or resources in coastal or inland waters or 
areas adjacent thereto, caused by pollution, contamination, fire, 


explosion or similar aajor incidents. 


Payeent means any reward, remuneration or compensation due under this 
Convention. 


Organization means the International Maritime Organization. 


Secretary-General seans the Secretary-General of the Organization. 





Article 2 


Application of the Convention 





This Convention shall apply whenever judicial or arbitral proceedings relating 


to matters dealt with in this Convention ere brought in a State Party. 











s 


Article 3 


Platforms and drilling units 





This Convention shall not apply to fixed or floating platforms or to mobile 
offshore drilling units when such platforms or units are on location engaged 
in the exploration, exploitation or production of sea-bed mineral resources. 


Article 4 


State-owned vessels 





1 Without prejudice to article 5, this Convention shall not apply to 
warships or other non-commercial vessels owned or operated by a State and 
entitled, at the time of salvage operations, to sovereign immunity under 


generally recognized principles of international law unless that State 


decides otherwise. 

2 Where a State Party decides to apply the Convention to its warships 
or other vessels described in paragraph 1, it shall notify the 
Secretary-General thereof specifying the terms and conditions of such 
application. 


Article 5 


Salvage operations controlled by public authorities 








1 This Convention shall not affect any provisions of national law or any 
international convention relating to salvage operations by or under the 


control of public euthorities. 


2 Nevertheless, salvors carrying out such salvage operations shall be 
entitled to avail themselves of the rights and remedies provided for in 


this Convention in respect of salvage operations. 





3 The extent to which @ public authority under « duty to perform salvage 
operations may avail itself of the rights and remedies provided for in 
this Convention shall be determined by the law of the State where such 


authority is situated. 














Article 6 


Salvage contracts 





This Convention shall apply to any salvage operations save to the extent 


that a contract otherwise provides expressly or by implication. 


The master shall have the authority to conclude contracts for salvage 
operations on behalf of the owner of the vessel. The saster or the owner 
of the vessel shall have the authority to conclude such contracts on 


behalf of the owner of the property on board the vessel. 


Nothing in this article shall affect the application of article 7 nor 


duties to prevent or minimize damage to the environment. 


Article 7 


Annulment and sodification of contracts 





A contract or any terms thereof may be annulled or sodified if: 


(a) the contract has been entered into under undue influence or the 


influence of danger and its terms are inequitable; or 


(b) the payment under the contract is in an excessive degree too large 


or too small for the services actually rendered. 


Chapter Il - Performance of salvage operations 





Article 8 


Duties of the salvor and of the owner and master 





The salvor shall owe « duty to the owner of the vessel or other property 


in danger: 


(a) to carry out the salvage operations with due care; 




















(b>) in performing the duty specified in subparagraph (a), to exercise 


due care to prevent or minisize damage to the environment; 


(c) whenever circumstances reasonably require, to seek assistance frow 


other salvors; and 


(4) to accept the intervention of other salvors when reasonably 
requested to do so by the owner or master of the vessel or other 


property in danger; provided however that the esount of his reward 





shall not be prejudiced should it be found that such « request was 





unreasonable. 
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_ at heap rh! > ta 2 The owner and master of the vessel or the owner of other property in 
danger shall owe a duty to the salvor: 


(a) to co-operate fully with him during the course of the salvage 


operations; 


(b) in so doing, to exercise due care to prevent or sinimize damage to 


the environment; end 





(c) when the vessel or other property has been brought to « place of 
safety, to accept redelivery when reasonably requested by the salvor 
to do so. 


Article 9 


Rights of coastal States 





Nothing in this Convention shall affect the right of the coastal State 
concerned to take seasures in accordance with generally recognized principles 
of international lew to protect its coastline or related interests froe 
pollution or the threat of pollution following upon « maritiae casualty or 
acts relating to such « casualty which may reasonably be expected to result in 


eajor hereful consequences, including the right of « coastal State to give 





directions in relation to salvage operations. 





Article 10 


Duty to render assistance 





l Every master is bound, so fer as he can do so without serious danger to 
his vessel and persons thereon, to render assistance to any person in 


danger of being lost at sea. 


2 The States Parties shall adopt the measures necessary to enforce the duty 


set out in paragraph |. 


3 The owner of the vessel shall incur no liability for a breach of the duty 


of the master under paragraph |. 


Article li 


Co-operation 





A State Party shall, whenever regulating or deciding upon matters 
relating to salvage operations such as admittance to ports of vessels in 
distress or the provision of facilities to salwors, take into account the 
need for co-operation between salvors, other interested parties and public 
authorities in order to ensure the efficient and successful performance of 
salvage operations for the purpose of saving life or property in danger as 


well as preventing damage to the environment in general. 


Chapter [il ~ Rights of salvors 





Article 12 


Conditions for reward 





l Salvage operations which have had « useful result give right to « reward. 


2 Except es otherwise provided, no payment is due under this Convention if 


the salvage operations have hed no useful result. 


} This chapter shall apply, notwithstanding that the salved vessel and the 


vessel undertaking the salvage operations belong to the same owner. 





Article 13 


Criteria for fixing the revard 





The reward shall be fixed with a view to encouraging salvage operations, 
taking into account the following criteria without regerd to the order in 


which they are presented below: 


(a) the salved value of the vesse] and other property; 





(b) the skill and efforts of the salvors in preventing or siaimizing 


the damage to the environment; 


(c) the measure of success obtained by the salvor; 


(4d) the nature and degree of the danger; 


(e) the skill and efforts of the salvors in salving the vessel, other 


property and life; 


(f) the time used and expenses and losses incurred by the salvors; 


(g) the risk of liability and other risks run by the salwors or their 
equipment; 


(h) the promptness of the services rendered; 


(i) the evailability and use of vessels or other equipment intended for 


salvage operations; 





(j) the state of readiness and efficiency of the salvor's equipment and 


the value thereof. 


2 Paywent of « reward fixed according to paragraph | shall be made by 
ell of the vessel and other property interests in proportion to their 
respective salved valves. However, « State Party may in its national 
lew provide that the payment of « reward has to be aade by one of these 
interests, subject to @ right of recourse of this interest against the 
other interests for their respective sheres. Nothing in this article 


shall prevent any right of defence. 
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3 The rewards, exclusive of any interest and recoverable legal costs that 
may be payable thereon, shall not exceed the salwed value of the vessel 
and other property. . 


Article 14 


Special compensation 





1 If the salvor has carried out salvage operations in respect of « vessel 
which by itself or its cargo threatened demage to the environment and has 
failed to earn a reward under article 13 at least equivalent to the 
special compensation assessable in accordance with this article, he shall 
be entitled to special compensation from the owner of that vessel 


equivalent to his expenses as herein defined. 


2 If, in the circumstances set owt in paragraph 1, the salvor by his 
salvage operations has prevented or winisized damage to the environment, 
the special compensation payable by the owner to the salvor under 
paragraph | may be increased up to « maximue of OZ of the expenses 
incurred by the salvor. Howewer, the tribunal, if it deems it feir 
and just to ¢o so and bearing in gind the relevent criteria set out in 
article 13, peragraph |, gay increase such special compensation further, 
but in no event shall the total increase be wore than 1002 of the 


expenses incurred by the salvor. 


3 Salvor's expenses for the purpose of paragraphs | and 2 seans the 
out-of-pocket expenses reasonably incurred by the salvor in the salvage 
operation and a fair rate for equipment and personnel ectually and 
reasonably used in the salvage operation, taking into consideration the 


criteria set owt in article 13, paragraph i(h), (i) and ()j). 


“ The total special compensation under this article shall be paid only if 
and to the extent that such compensation is greater then any reward 


recoverable by the salvor under article 13. 








5 If the salwor has been negligent and has thereby failed to prevent or 
a en oon Binimizce damage to the environment, he aay be deprived of the whole or 
Te vote ae F a part of any special compensation due under this article. 
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6 Nothing in this article shall affect any right of recourse on the part 


of the owner of the vessel. 


Article 15 


Apportionment between salvors 





1 The apportionment of « reward under article 1) between salwors shall be 
made on the basis of the criteria contained in that article. 


2 The apportionment between the owner, master and other persons in the 
service of each salving vessel shall be determined by the law of the flag 
of that vessel. If the salwage has not been carried ovt from « vessel, 
the apportionment shall be determined by the lew governing the contract 


between the salvor and his servants. 


Article 16 


Salvage of persons 





1 No remuneration is due from persons whose lives are saved, but nothing in 


this article shall affect the provisions of national lew on this subject. 
2 A salvor of human life, who has taken part in the services rendered on 
the occasion of the accident giving rise to salvage, is entitled to « 
fair share of the payment awarded to the salwor for salving the vessel or 
other property or preventing or sinimizing damage to the environment. 


Article 1? 


Services rendered under existing contracts 
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. 3 No payment is due under the provisions of this Convention unless the 


s 
~ 


be oe. eee services rendered exceed what can be reasonably considered as due performance 


of a contract entered into before the danger srose. 
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Article 18 


The effect of salwor's sisconduct 





A salvor aay be deprived of the whole or pert of the peyeent due under 
this Convention to the extent that the salvage operations heve becone 
necessary or sore difficult beceuse of feult or neglect om his part or if the 


salwor has been guilty of freud or other dishonest conduct. 


Article 19 


Prohibition of salvage operations 





Services rendered notwithstanding the express end reasonable prohibition 
of the owner or aaster of the vessel or the owner of any other property in 
danger which is not and hes sot been on board the vessel shell not give rise 
to peyeent under this Convention. 


Chapter IV - Claias and actions 





Article 20 


Maritiae lien 





1 Nothing in thie Conmwention shall affect the salwor's @aritiae lien under 


any internstional convention or national lew. 


2 The salvor gay not enforce hie @aritiae lien when satisfactory security 


for his clase, including interest end costs, has been duly tendered or 





provided. 
Article 21 
Duty to provide security 
1 Upon the request of the salvwor « person liable for « payment due under 


this Convention shell provide setisfectory security ter the cieim, 


including interest and costs of the salvor. 
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Withowt prejudice to paragraph |, the owner of the salwed wesse! shall 
wee his best endeavours to ensure that the owners of the cargo provide 


satisfactory security for the claims against thew including interest and 
costs before the cargo is released. 


The salwed weeeel and other property shall sot, without the consent of 
the salwor, be removed from the port or place at which they first arrive 
after the completion of the salwage operations until satisfactory 
security hes been put up for the salvor's claim against the relevant 
vessel or property. 


Article 22 


Interi@ peywent 





The tribunal heaving jurisdiction over the clais of the salwor aay, by 
interia decision, order thet the salvor shall be paid on seccount such 
amount as seems fair and just, and on such terms including teres a6 to 
security where approprisete, as may be fair and just according to the 


circumstances of the case. 


In the ewent of en interiea peywent ender this article the security 
provided under erticie 21 shall be reduced eccordingly. 


Article 2) 


Ligitetion of ections 





Any ection relating to peyeent wader this Conmwention shall be tiae-baerred 
if jediciel or erbitral proceedings heve not been instituted within « 
period of two years. The lisitetion period commences on the day on which 


the salvage operations ere terminated. 


The person egeinet whoe « claim if gede aay at any time during the 
running of the limitation period extend thet period by * declaration to 


the cleieent. This period gay in the like manner be further extended. 
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3 An action for indemnity by a person liable may be instituted even after 
the expiration of the limitation period provided for in the preceding 
paragraphs, if brought within the time allowed by the law of the State 
where proceedings are instituted. 

Article 24 
Interest 
The right of the salvor to interest on any payment due under this 


Convention shall be determined according to the law of the State in which 


the tribunal seized of the case is situated. 


Article 25 


State-owned cargoes 





Unless the State owner consents, no provision of this Convention shall 
be used as a basis for the seizure, arrest or detention by any legal process 
of, nor for any proceedings in rem against, non-commercial cargoes owned by 
a State and entitled, at the time of the salvage operations, to sovereign 


immunity under generally recognized principles of international lew. 


Article 26 


Humanitarian cargoes 





No provision of this Convention shell be used as a basis for the seizure, 
arrest or detention of humanitarian cargoes donated by a State, if such State 
has agreed to pay for salvage services rendered in respect of such 


humanitarian cargoes. 


Article 27 


Publication of arbitral awards 





States Parties shall encourage, as far as possible and with the consent 


of the parties, the publication of arbitral awards made in salvage cases. 
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Chapter V - Final clauses 





Articie 28 


Signature, ratification, acceptance, 
approval and accession 








l This Convention shall be open for signature at the Headquarters of the 
Organization from 1 July 1989 to 30 June 1990 and shall thereafter remain 
open for accession. 


- 


2 States may express their consent to be bound by this Convention by: 





(a) signature without reservation as to ratification, 


acceptance or approval; or 

(b) signature subject to ratification, acceptance or 
approval, followed by ratification, acceptance or 
approval; or 


(c) accession. 


3 Ratification, acceptance, approval or accession shall be effected by 


the deposit of an instrument to that effect with the Secretary-General. 


Article 29 


Entry into force 





' l This Convention shall enter into force one year after the date on 


which 15 States have expressed their consent to be bound by it. 


ces wee oe 2 For a State which expresses its consent to be bound by this Convention 
a after the conditions for entry into force thereof have been set, such 
consent shall take effect one year after the date of expression of such 


consent. 
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Article 30 


Reservations . 





Any State may, at the time of signature, ratification, acceptance, 
approval or accession, reserve the right not to apply the provisions of 
this Convention: 


(a) when the salvage operation takes place in inland waters and all 
vessels involved are of inland navigation; 
(b) when the salvage operations take place in inland waters and no 


vessel is involved; 


(c) when all interested parties are nationals of that State; 


(4d) when the property involved is maritise cultural property of 
prehistoric, archaeological or historic interest and is situated 


on the sea-bed. 


Reservations made at the time of signature are subject to confirmation 


upon ratification, acceptance or approval. 


Any State which has made a reservation to this Convention may 

withdraw it at any time by means of a notification addressed to the 
Secretary-General. Such withdrawal shall take effect on the date the 
notification is received. If the notification states that the withdrawal 
of a reservation is to take effect on a date specified therein, and such 
date is later than the date the notification is received by the 


Secretary-General, the withdrawal shall take effect on such later date. 


Article 3l 


Denuncisetion 





This Convention may be denounced by any State Party at any time after the 
expiry of one year from the ¢ate on which this Convention enters into 


force for that State. 
























































2 Denunciation shall be effected by the deposit of an instrument of 


denunciation with the Secretary-General. 

3 A denunciation shall take effect one year, or such longer period as may 
be specified in the instrument of denunciation, after the receipt of the 
instrument of denunciation by the Secretary-General. 


Article 32 


Revision and amendsent 





l A conference for the purpose of revising or amending this Convention aay 


be convened by the Organization. 


2 The Secretary-General shall convene a conference of the States Parties to 
this Convention for revising or amen¢d.ng the Convention, at the request 
of eight States Parties, or one fourth of the States Parties, whichever 


is the higher figure. 

3 Any consent to be bound by this Convention expressed after the date of 
entry into force of an amendment to this Convention shall be deemed to 
apply to the Convention as amended. 


Article 33 


Depositary 





l This Convention shall be deposited with the Secretary~-General. 


2 The Secretary-General shall: 


(a) inform a1) States which have signed this Convention or acceded 


thereto, end all Members of the Organization, of: 


(i) each new signature or deposit of an instrument of 
ratification, acceptance, approval or accession together 


with the date thereof; 
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(ii) the date of the entry into force of this Convention; 


(iii) the deposit of any instrument of denunciation of this 
Convention together with the date on which it is received 
and the date on which the denunciation tekes effect; 


(iv) any emendsent adopted in conformity with article 32; 


(v) the receipt of any reservation, declaration or notification 
made under this Convention; 
(b) transmit certified true copies of this Convention to all States 
which have signed this Convention or acceded thereto. 


As soon as this Convention enters into force, a certified true copy 
thereof shall be transmitted by the Depositary to the Secretary-Generel 
of the United Nations for registration and publication in accordance with 


Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations. 


Article & 


Languages 








This Convention is established in « single original in the Arabic, 
Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish languages, each text being 


equally authentic. 


IN WITWESS WHEREOF the undersigned being duly authorized by their 


respective Governments for that purpose have signed this Convention. 


DONE AT LONDON this twenty-eighth day of April one thousend nine hundred 
and eighty-nine. 
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Coavention 169 


CONVENTION CONCERNING INDIGENOUS AND TRIBAL PEOPLES IN 
INDEPENDENT COUNTRIES 


The General Conference of the International Labour Organisation. 

Having been convened at Geneva by the Governing Body of the International 
Labour Office. and having met in its 76th Session on 7 June 1989. and 
Noting the international standards contained in the Indigenous and Tribal 

Populations Convention and Recommendation. 1957. and 
Recalling the terms of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. the 
International Covenant on Economic. Social and Cultural Rights. the 


that the developments which have taken place in international law 
since 1957. as well as developments in the situation of indigenous and tribal 
peoples in all regions of the world. have made it appropriate to adopt new 
international standards on the subject with a view to removing the 
assimilationist orientation of the earlier standards. and 


Recognising the aspirations of these peoples to exercise control over their own 


1. This Convention applies to: 
(a) eS ee Gee See ee cultural and economic 
conditions distinguish them from other sections of the national community. 
and whose status is wholly or partially by their own customs or 
aaliaiatetaiion or regulations ; 


“ oS? ee ee. Oe @ enon 
descent from the populations which inhabited the country, or a geo- 


























Article 2 
1. Governments shall have the responsibility developing. with the 
of the concerned. co-ordinated and systematic action to 


3. Enjoyment of the general rights of citizenship. without discrimination. shall 
not be prejudiced in any way by such special measures. 


Article $ 
In applying the provisions of this Convention : 
(a) the social, cultural. religious and spintual values and practices of these peoples 


shall be recogmised and . and due account shall be taken of the nature 
of the problems which them both as groups and as individuals . 


(b) the integrity of the values. practices and institutions of these peoples shall be 
respected ; 
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Arucle 6 
1. In applying the provisions of this Convention. governments shall : 


(a) consult the peoples concerned. through appropriate procedures and in particu- 
lar through their representative institutions. whenever consideration is being 
given to legislative or administrative measures which may affect them directly : 

(b) establish means by which these peoples can freely participate. to at least the 
same extent as other sectors of the population. at all levels of decision-making 
in elective institutions and administrative and other bodies responsibie for 
policies and programmes which concern them ; 


(c) establish means for the full development of these peoples own institutions and 
initiatives. and in appropriate cases provide the resources necessary for this 
purpose. 

2. The consultations carried out in application of this Convention shall be 
undertaken. in good faith and in a form appropriate to the circumstances. with the 
objective of achieving agreement or consent to the proposed measures. 


Article 7 
l. The concerned shall have the right to decide their own priorities for 
ei eceeeees ono dihiets Gea itn. Getic, tates and oktenet 
well-being and the lands they occupy or otherwise use. and to exercise control. to 


own economic. social and cultural development. In 











concerned for dealing with offences committed bv their members shall be 
respected. 

2. The customs of these peoples in regard to penal matters shall be taken into 
consideration by the authonties and courts dealing with such cases. 


Arnucle 10 


1. In smposing penalties laid down by general law on members of these peoples 
account shall be taken of their economuc. social and cultural characteristics. 


2. Preference shall be given to methods of punishment other than confinement 


iM prison. 
Arncle ll 
The exaction from members of the concerned of 
services in any form. whether or shall be prohibited and punishable by 
law. except im cases prescribed by law for all citizens. 
Arncle 12 
The concerned shall be safeguarded against the abuse of their rights 
and be able to take legal proceedings. either individually or their 


1. In applying the provisions of this Part of the Convention governments shall 
respect the sal importance for the cultures and spiritual values of the > 
, | | | ; 


relanonship 
2. The use of the term “lands” in Articles 15 and 16 shall include the concept 
of terntones. which covers the total environment of the areas which the peoples 





























2. In cases in which the State retains the ownership of mineral or sub-surface 
resource’ or rights to other resources pertaining to lands. governments shall 
estabir’ 2 maintain procedures through which they shall consult these peoples. 
with a view to ascertaining whether and to what degree their interests would be 
prejudiced. before undertaking or permitting any programmes for the exploration 
or exploitation of such resources pertaining to their lands. The peoples concerned 
shall wherever possible participate in the benefits of such activities. and shall 
receive fair compensation for any damages which they may sustain as a result of 
such activities. 


Article 16 


1. Subdject to the following paragraphs of this Article. the peoples concerned 
shall not be removed from the lands which they occupy. 


2. Where the relocation of these peoples is considered necessary as an 
exceptional measure. such relocation shall take place only with their free and 
informed consent. Where their consent cannot be obtained. such relocation shail 
take place only following appropriate procedures established by national laws and 
regulations. including public inquiries where appropriate. which provide the 
opportunity for effective representation of the peoples concerned. 


3. Whenever possible. these peoples shall have the right to return to their 
traditional lands. as soon as the grounds for relocation cease to exist. 


4. When such return is not possible. as determined by agreement or. in the 


absence of such agreement. through appropriate procedures. these peoples shall be 
provided in all possible cases with lands of quality and legal status at least equal to 
that of the lands previously ied by them. suitable to provide for their present 
needs and future development. re the peoples concerned express a preference 
for compensation in money or in kind. they shall be so compensated under 


appropriate guarantees. 


5. Persons thus relocated shall be fully compensated for any resulting loss or 
injury. 
Article 17 


1. Procedures established by the peoples concerned for the transmission of 
land rights among members of these peoples shall be respected. 

2. The peoples concerned shall be consulted whenever consideration is being 
given to their capacity to alienate their lands or otherwise transmit their mghts 
outside their own community. 

3. Persons not belonging to these peoples shall be prevented from taking 
advantage of their customs or of lack of understanding of the laws on the part of 
their members to secure the ownership. possession or use of land belonging to 
them. 


Article 18 


Adequate penalties shall be established by law for unauthorised intrusion 
upon. or use of, the lands of the peoples concerned. and governments shall take 
measures to prevent such offences. 


Article 19 


National agrarian programmes shall secure to the peoples concerned treatment 
equivalent to that accorded to other sectors of the population with regard to: 


(a) the provision of more land for these peoples when they have not the area 
necessary for providing the essentials of a normal existence. or for any possible 
increase in their numbers ; 




















(b) the provision of the means required to promote the development of the lands 
which these peoples already possess. 


Part II]. RECRUITMENT AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT 
Article 20 
1. Governments shall. within the framework of national laws and regulations. 


of workers belonging to these peoples. to the extent that they are not effectively 
protected by laws applicable to workers in general. 


(d) the right of association and freedom for all lawful trade union activities. and 
the right to conclude collective agreements with employers or employers 
organisations. 

3. The measures taken shall include measures to ensure: 


undertake wage employment. in order to ensure with the provisions of 
this Part of this Convention 


those of other citizens in respect of vocational training measures. 
Article 22 


|. Measures shall be taken to promote the voluntary participation of members 
of the peoples concerned in vocational training programmes of general application. 
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Article 27 
1. Education programmes and services for the peoples concerned shall be 
developed and implemented in See? SS Se 8 awe Se ae 
their value systems and their further social. : aa and ea epianeal 


programmes. 
conduct of these programmes to these peoples as appropriate. 
3. In addition. Sees See Gee Se Se © Soe pape © 


view to the adoption of measures to achieve this objective. 


2. Adequate measures shall be taken to ensure that these peoples have the 
opportunity to attain fluency in the national language or in one of the official 


aeiouneye af to enuate 
3. Gee oe, cone oo Serene ane eemee Sp Gaenynas ant 
practice of the indigenous languages of the peoples concerned 


Article 29 


The imparting of general knowledge and skills that will help children belonging 
to the peoples concerned to participate fully and on an equal footing in their own 
community and in the national community shall be an aim of education for these 


peoples. 
Arncle 30 


1. Governments shall adopt measures appropriate to the traditions and 
cultures of the peoples concerned. to make known to them their nghts and duties. 
especially in regard to labour. economic opportunities. education and health 
matters. social welfare and their mghts deriving from this Convention. 


2. If necessary. this shall be done by means of written translations and through 
the use of mass communications in the languages of these peoples. 


Arncle 31 


Educational measures shall be taken among all sections of the national 
and particularly among those that are in most direct contact with the 


community. 

peoples concerned. ne yy ae prejudices that they may harbour 
in respect of these op be made to ensure that history 
textbooks and other materials provide a fair. accurate and informative 
Somuanel tes Gateti ond exdieanes ol Geno Goaein. 
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Part VII. CoxTacts A8O CO-OPERATION ACROSS BORDERS 


Arncle 32 


Governments shall take appropriate measures. including by means of 
mternational agreements. to facilitate contacts and co-operation between 
indigenous and tribal peoples across borders. including activities in the economic. 
social. cultural. spiritual and environmental fields. 


Part VIII ADMINISTRATIOS 


Arncle 33 
1. The governmental authority responsible for the matters covered im this 


(a) the planning. co-ordination. execution and evaluation. in Co-operation with 
the peoples concerned. of the measures provided for in this Convention ; 


(b) the proposing of legislative and other measures to the competent authorities 
and supervision of the application of the measures taken. in co-operation with 
the peoples concerned 


Part IX. General PROVISIONS 


Article 34 


The nature and scope of the measures to be taken to give to 
Convention shall be determined in a flexible manner. having regard to the 
conditions charactenstic of each country 


Article 35 
The of the provisions of this Convention shall not adversely affect 
nghts of the peoples concerned pursuant to other Conventions and 
Recommendations. international instruments. treaties. or national laws. awards 
custom or agreements. 
Part X. Final PROVISIONS 

Article 36 
gl SD RE Se SNS GES SES PONS SET 
l 

Article 37 


The formal ratifications of this Convention shall be communicated to the 
Director-General of the International Labour Office for registration. 


Article 38 


1. This Convention shall be binding only upon those Members of the 
International Labour Organisation whose ratifications have been registered with 
the Director-General. 


2. It shall come into force twelve months after the date on which the 
ratifications of two Members have been registered with the Director-General 

















3. Thereafter. this Convention shall come into force for any Member twelve 
months after the date on which its ratification has been registered. 


Arncle 39 


1. A Member which has ratified this Convention may denounce it after the 
expiration of ten years from the date on which the Convention first comes into 
force. by an act communicated to the Director-General of the International Labour 
Office for registration. Such denunciation shall not take effect until one year after 
the date on which it is registered. 


2. Each Member which has ratified this Convention and which does not. within 
the year following the expiration of the period of ten years mentioned in the 


Arncle 40 


1. The Director-General of the International Labour Office shall notify 
Members of the International Labour Organisation of the registration of 
ratifications and denunciations communicated to him by the Members of t 

of 


Organisation. 


2. When notifying the Members of the Organisation of the registration 
second ratification communicated to him. the Director-General shall draw the 


Arnele 41 


The Director-General of the International Labour Office shall communicate to 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations for registration in accordance with 
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations full particulars of all ratifications 
and acts of denunciation registered by him im accordance with the provisions of the 


preceding Articles. 


Arnele 42 


At such times as it may consider necessary the Governing Body of the 
International Labour Office shall present to the General Conference a report on 
the working of this Convention and shall examine the desirability of placing on the 
agenda of the Conference the question of its revision in whole or in part 


Arnele 43 


1. Should the Conference adopt a new Convention revising this Convention in 
whole or in part. then. unless the new Convention otherwise provides- 


(a) the ratification by a Member of the new revising Convention shall iso jure 
involve the immediate denunciation of this Convention. notwithstanding the 
of Article 39 above. if and when the new revising Convention shall 

ve come into force ; 


(b) as from the date when the new revising Convention comes into force this 
Convention shall cease to be open to ratification by the Members 


2. This Convention shall in any case remain in force im its actual form and 
content for those Members which have ratified « but have not ratified the revising 
Convention 

Arncle 44 


The English and French versions of the text of this Convention are equally 
authontative 








The foregoing 1s the authentic text of the Convention duly adopted by the 
General Conference of the International Labour Organisation during its Seventv- 
sixth Session which was held at Geneva and declared closed the twenty-eighth day 
of June 1989 


IN FAITH WHEREOF we have appended our signatures thes twenty -eighth 
day of June 1989 
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TREATY BETWEEN 
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMEPICA 
AND 
THE GOVERNMENT OF JAMAICA 
ON 
MUTUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE IW CRIMINAL MATTERS 


The Government of the United States of Aperica and the Government of 
Jamaica, 

Recognizing the importance of more effective cooperation between the 
two States in the suppression of crime; 

Affirming the importance of the principles of sovereiaqn equality, 
mutual respect, and friendly relations; and 

Desiring to conclude 4 Treaty on mutual legal assistance in criminal 


matters, 


Have aeareed as follows: 
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ARTICLE 1 


Obligation to Assist 





1. The Contracting Parties undertake to assist each other, upon 
_ request and in accordance with the provisions of this Treaty, in 


investigations and proceedings for criminal law enforcement purposes. 
2. Assistance pursuant to thie Treaty shall include: 


(a) locating persons; 
(b) serving documents; 
{c) providing records; 
(4) taking testimony or statements of persons; 
) (e) producing documents; 
(f) executing requests for searches and seizures; 
(g) facilitating the personal appearance of witnesses; 
(h) transferring persons in custody for testimonial 
purposes connected with the giving of evidence; and 
(i) cooperating in any other criminal law enforcement 


matter deemed appropriate by the Contracting Parties. 


3. Assistance shall be rendered subject to the provisions of this 
Treaty if the acts which are the subject matter of the investigation or 
proceeding are prohibited under the laws of the Requesting State and 
regardless of whether those acts are prohibited under the laws of the 


Requested State or whether that State would have jurisdiction with 


respect to similar acts in corresponding circumstances. However, the 
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Requested State may, in its discretion, refuse to comply in whole or in 
part with a request for assistance under this Treaty to the extent that 
it appears to the Central Authority of the Requested State to concern 
conduct which would not constitute an offence under the laws of the 


Requested State. 


4. This Treaty is intended solely for mutual legal assistance between 
the criminal law enforcement authorities of the Contracting Parties. The 
provisions of this Treaty shall not create any right on the part of any 
private person to obtain or exclude any evidence or to impede the 


execution of any request. 


5. For the purposes of this Treaty, “proceedings* means any 
proceedings conducted by: 

(a) any court in a criminal matter, including a pretrial 

hearing; 

(b) any grand jury in the United States, or any 

committal proceeding or coroner's inquest; or 

(c) any court or administrative agency which could 

result in an order imposing forfeiture of proceeds or 

instrumentalities of drug trafficking, 
and includes the enforcement of any order or penalty imposed as a result 


of those proceedings. 


ARTICLE 2 


Limitations on Assistance 





1. The Central Authority of the Requested State may deny a request if 


it determines that: 
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(a) the execution of the request would prejudice the security or 
other essential public interests of the Requested State; 

(b) the request relates to a political offence; 

{c) the request relates to an offence under military law which is 
not an offence under ordinary criminal law; 

(dé) the request does not show either that proceedings for crisinal 
law enforcement purposes have been instituted in the Requesting 
State or that there are reasonable grounds for believing that a 
criminal offence has been committed or is likely to be committed; 
(e) execution of the request would be contrary to the Constitution 
of the Requested State; or 

(f) the request should be denied for any other reason provided for 


in this Treaty. 


2. Paragraph l(b) shall not apply to an offence specified in a Treaty 
or Convention to which both States are parties the purpose of which is to 
prevent or repress a specific category of offences and which imposes on 
States an obliq: .ion to either extradite the offender or submit the 


matter to the competent authorities for decision as to prosecution. 


3. In exercising its discretion under paragraph 1, the Central 
Authority of the Requested State shall determine whether assistance can 


be given subject to such conditions as it deems necessary. 


4. If execution of the request would interfere with an ongoing 


investigation or legal proceeding in the Requested State, execution of 


the request mey be postponed. In considering whether or sot to postpone 
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the execution of a request pursuant to this paragraph, the Requested 
State shall determine whether assistance can be granted in part without 


postponement or subject to such conditions as it deems necessary. 


5. If the Requesting State accepts assistance subject to conditions, 
it shall comply with those conditions. 


6. The Central Authority of the Requested State shall immediately 
inform the Central Authority of the Requesting State of the reason for 


denying or postponing the execution of a request. 


ARTICLE 3} 


Central Authority 





1. There shall be a Central Authority for each Contracting Party. 


2. For the United States of America, the Central Authority shall be 
the Attorney General or a person designated by him. For Jamaica, the 
Central Authority shall be the Minister responsible for justice or a 


person designated by him for purposes specified in the designation. 


3. Requests under this Treaty shall be made by the Central Authority 
of the Requesting State to the Central Authority of the Requested State. 


The Central Authorities may communicate directly with each other for the 


purposes of this Treaty. 
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ARTICLE 4 


Contents of Requests 





1. Requests for assistance shall normally be in writing and if made 
otherwise shall be communicated in written form within a period of time 
to be agreed upon by the Central Authorities. 


2. A request for assistance shali indicate: 


(a) the law enforcement authority conducting the investigation or 
proceeding to which the request relates; 
(b) the subject matter and nature of the investigation or 

) proceeding; 
(c) the evidence or information sought or the acts to be 
performed; and 
(4) the purpose for which the evidence, information or action is 


sought. 
3. To the extent necessary and possible, a request shall include: 


(a) available information on the identity and whereabouts of « 
person to be located; 

{b) the identity and location of a person to be served, that 
person's relationship to the proceedings, and the manner in which 
service is to be made; 


{c) the identity and location of a person from whom evidence is 


sought; 








F735 


{d) a description of the manner in which any testimony is to be 
taken and recorded; 

(e) a list of questions to be answered; 

(f) a precise description of the place to be searched and the 
objects to be seized; 

{g) a description of any particular procedure to be followed in 
executing the request; and 

(h) information as to the allowances and expenses to which a 


person appearing in the Requesting State will be entitled. 


4. Nothing in paragraphs 2 and 3 precludes the Requested State from 
seeking further information from the Requesting State where such 


information is considered necessary for the execution of the request. 


ARTICLE 5 


Execution of Requests 





1. The Central Authority of the Requested State shall promptly 


examine each request to determine whether it complies with the Treaty. 


2. If the Central Authority of the Requested State considers that a 
request does not comply with the provisions of this Treaty, or decides to 
deny the request on any of the grounds provided for in this Treaty, it 
shall immediately so advise the Central Authority of the Requesting 


State, specifying the objections to the request. 


3. If the request complies with this Treaty and is not denied on any 


of the grounds provided for in this Treaty, the Central Authority of the 





5 336 


-8- 
Requested State shall expeditiously execute the request or, if necessary, 
transmit it to the authority having jurisdiction to do so. The competent 
authorities of the Requested State shall do everything in their power to 


execute the request as expeditiously as possible. 


4. Where the execution of the request requires judicial or 
administrative action, the request shall be presented to the appropriate 
authorities by the persons designated by the Central Authority of the 
Requested State. The competent judicial authorities of the Requested 
State shall have power to issue subpoenas, search warrants, or other 


process necessary for the execution of requests. 


5. Requests shall be executed according to the internal laws and 
procedures of the Requested State except to the extent that this Treaty 
provides otherwise. Procedures specified in the request shall be 
followed except to the extent that those procedures cannot lawfully be 
followed in the Requested State. Where neither the Treaty nor the 
request specifies a particular procedure, the request shall be executed 
in accordance with the appropriate procedure under the laws applicable 


for investigations or proceedings in the Requested State. 


ARTICLE 6 


Return of Requests and Furnishing of Documents 





1. Upon execution of the request in whole or in part, or upon 
determining that the request cannot be executed, the Requested State 


shall, unless otherwise agreed, return the original request to the 


Requesting State. The Requested State shall also furnish all information 
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and evidence obtained pursuant to the request and indicate the date and 


place of execution. 


2. To the extent possible, all documents and records to be furnished 
pursuant to @ request under the Treaty shall be complete and in unedited 
form. Upon application by the Requesting State, the Requested State 


shall use its best efforts to furnish original documents and records. 


ARTICLF * 


Costs 


1. The following expenses incurred by an authority in the Requested 
State in carrying out @ request shall be paid or reimbursed by the 


Requesting State: 


(a) travel and incidental expenses of a person travelling to the 
Requesting State, including those of accompanying officials; 

(b) fees of expert witnesses retained with the approval of the 
Requesting State; 

(c) fees of private counsel appointed or retained with the 
approval of the Requesting State for a person giving testimony or 
for a defendant; 

(4d) costs of stenographic reports requested by the Central 
Authority of the Requesting State other than reports prepared by a 


salaried government employee; and 


(e) costs of interpreters or translators. 











3 





3338 


- 10 - 


2. The Requested State shall, subject to paragraph 3, pay or 
reimburse any other expenses associated with the execution of « request 


and shell make no claim for reimbursement from the Requesting State. 


3. If it becomes apparent that expenses of an extraordina nature 
are required to execute the request, the Central Authorities shall 
consult with each other to determine the teres and conditions under which 


the request will be executed. 


APTICLE 6 


Protecting Confidentiality and Restricting Use 





1. The Requested State may require that information or evidence 
furnished under this Treaty be kept confidential in accordance with 
conditions which it shall specify. In that case, the Requesting State 
shell comply with the conditions except to the extent that disclosure of 
the information or evidence is necessary a6 evidence in proceedings for 


criminal law enforcement purposes. 


2. The Requesting State may require that the request for assistance 
and related documents be kept confidential. If the request cannot be 
executed without breaching the required confidentiality, the Pequested 
State shall so inform the Requesting State, which shall then determine 


whether the request should nevertheless be executed. 


3. The Requesting State shall not use any evidence or information 


obtained under this Treaty for purposes other than those stated in the 


request, without the prior consent of the Requested State. 
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4. Any information or evidence obtained under this Treaty which has 
been made public in the Requesting State in accordance with this Article 
may be used for any purpose. 


ARTICLE 9 


Taking Testimony and Producing Documents in the Requested State 





1. A person from whom evidence is sought may be required to appear 
and testify before, or produce documents, records and articles to, a 
judge, court, tribunal, or other appropriate authority in or of the 


Requested State and, if necessary, shall be compelled by subpoena to do 


2. The Requested State shall, on request and in so far as may be 
practicable, furnish to the Requesting State advance information of the 


date and place of any hearing pursuant to this Article. 


3}. Where evidence is being taken pursuant to this Article, the 
Requested State shall permit the presence of a defendant, counsel, or any 


other person specified in the request. 


4. The judge, court, tribunal, or other appropriate authority shell 
allow counsel for the Requested State and for the Requesting State, and 
the defendant or his counsel, the opportunity to question the person 


whose testimony is sought, and may permit any other person specified in 


the request to ask questions of the person whose testimony is sought. 
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5S. Business records produced under this Article shall be 
authenticated in the manner set out in Form A, appended to this Treaty. 
No further authentication regarding the information contained in Form A 
shall be required. Documents authenticated under this paragraph shall be 
admissible as evidence of the facts stated therein to the extent that the 


laws of the Requesting State permit. 


ARTICLE 10 


Personal Appearance of Witness in the Requesting State 





1. The Central Authority of the Requesting State may request that the 
Central Authority of the Requested State invite a person who is in the 
Requested State to appear in the Requesting State in connection with 
criminal investigations or proceedings in that State. The request shel! 
indicate the importance of thet person's appearance in the investigations 
or proceedings, the subject matter about which the person is to be 


examined, and the kind and amount of allowances and expenses payable. 


2. When so requested, the Requested State shall invite such person to 
appear before the authority of the Requesting State and shall ask the 
person whether he agrees to the appearance. The Requested State shall 


promptly notify the Requesting State of the response to the invitation. 


APTICLE 11) 


Transterring Persons in Custody to the Requesting State 





1. A person in the custody of the Requested State who is needed in 


the Requesting State for purposes of identification, as 4 witness, or 
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with respect to any other form of assistance provided for in this Treaty, 


shall be transferred to the Requesting State if: 


(a) the person in custody consents; and 


(b) the Requested State has no reason to deny the transfer. 


2. The Requested State shall inform the Requesting State of the 
period of any sentence being served by the person transferred under this 
Article, the date of expiration of any sentence, and any other factor 


likely to affect the date of release of such person. 


3. The Requesting State shall have authority and be obligated to keep 
in custody the person transferred under this Article unless the Requested 


State has authorized his release. 


4. A person transferred under this Article shall be returned by the 
Requesting State to the custody of the Requested State as soon as 
circumstances permit, and in any event shall, subject to paragraph 5, be 


returned: 


(a) if he is serving @ sentence, no later than the date 
immediately preceding the date of the expiration of the sentence; 
or 

{b) in any other case, no later than the date of the expiration of 


the period during which he may be kept in custody by the Requested 


State. 
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5. The requirement that 4 person transferred shall be returned to the 
Requested State before a date specified in paragraph 4 may, if that 
person's presence in the Requesting State is still needed, be waived by 
agreement between the person transferred and both States. When the 
presence of the person transferred is no longer needed in the Requesting 
State, that State shall return hime to the Requested State unless the 


person and both States agree otherwise. 


6. The fact that the person transferred is a national of the 
Requesting State shall not affect any obligation of that State under this 


Treaty to return that person to the Requested State. 


7. The return to the Requested State pursuant to this Article of «a 
person transferred under this Article shall not require extradition 


proceedings. 


APTICLE 12 


Transferring Persons in Custody to the Requested State 





1. A person in the custody of the Requesting State may be transferred 
by that State to the Pequested State for purposes of identification, as a 
witness, or with respect to any other form of assistance provided for in 


this Treaty if: 


{a) the person consents; and 


(b) the Requested State agrees to the transfer. 
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2. The Requesting State shall inform the Requested State of the 
period of any sentence being served by the person transferred under this 
Article, the date of expiration of any sentence, and any other factor 


likely to affect the date of release of such person. 


3. The Requested State shall have authority and be obligated to keep 
in custody the person transferred under this Article unless the 


Requesting State has authorized his release. 


4. A person transferred under this Article shall be returned by the 
Requested State to the custody of the Requesting State as soon as 
) circumstances permit, and in any event shall, subject to paragraph 5, be 


returned: 


(a) if he is serving a sentence, no later than the date 
immediately preceding the date of the expiration of the sentence; 
or 

(b) in any other case, no later than the date of the expiration of 
the period during which he may be kept in custody by the 


e 
Requesting State. 


5. The requirement that a person transferred shall be returned to the 
Requesting State before a date specified in paragraph 4 may, if that 
person's presence in the Requested State is still needed, be waived by 


agreement between the person transferred and both States. When the 
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presence of the person transferred is no longer needed in the Requested 
State, that State shall return him to the Requesting State unless the 


person and both States agree otherwise. 


6. The fact that the person transferred is a national of the 
Requested Stat shall not affect any obligation of that State under this 


Treaty to return that person to the Requesting State. 


7. The return to the Requesting State pursuant to this Article of a 
person transferred under this Article sha)]l not require extradition 


proceedings. 


ARTICLE 13 


Protection from Legal Process 





1. A person appearing before an authority in the Requesting or 
Requested State, having travelled to that State pursuant to a request 
under Article 10, 11, or 12, shall not be subject to service of process, 
or be detained or subjected to any other restriction of personal liberty, 
with respect to any act or conviction which preceded departure for or 


transfer to the State except as provided in Articles 11 and 12. 


2. Parac-aph 1 shall cease to apply if the person, having left the 
relevant State, voluntarily returns to it, or if ten days after the 
person has been notified in writing by the appropriate authorities of the 
relevant State that his presence is no longer required in that State, 


that person, being free to leave, has not left. 
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ARTICLE 14 


Providing Records of Government Offices or Agencies 





1. The Requested State shall, upon request, furnish to the Requesting 
State copies of publicly available records in the possession of a 


government office or agency. 


2. The Requested State may, in its discretion, furnish to the 
Requesting State upon request copies of records in the possession of a 
government office or agency, but not publicly available, to the same 
extent and under the same conditions as such records would be available 


to its own law enforcement or judicial authorities. 


3. Documents furnished under this Article shall be authenticated by 
the official having custody or control of them or by the Central 
Authority of the Requested State in the manner set out in Form B, 
appended to this Treaty. Where a document is suthenticated by an 
official other than the Central Authority of the Requested State, the 
name and official position of that official shall be certified by the 
Central Authority of the Requested State or by a consular officer of 
either the Requesting State or the Requested State. WNo further evidence 
as to authenticity shall be required. 


4. The original or a copy of any record furnished under this Article 
shall be admissible in evidence in the Requesting State without any 


additional foundation or authentication if it is authenticated pursuant 


to this Article and is otherwise admissible. 
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ARTICLE 15 


Return of Documents, Records or Articles 





The Requesting State shall return any documents, records, or articles 
of evidence or articles furnished in execution of a request as soon as 
possible, having regard to the purpose for which the request was made, 


unless the Requested State waives their return. 


ARTICLE 16 
Searches and Seizures 





1. A request that any object be searched for, seized, and transferred 
to the Requesting State shall be carried out in accordance with and to 


the extent permitted under the laws of the Requested State. 


2. Upon execution of a request under this Article, the Requested 
State shall provide such certification as may be required by the 
Requesting State concerning, but not limited to, the circumstances of the 
seizure, the identity of the item seized, the integrity of its condition, 
and the continuity of possession thereof. Such certification shall be 
admissible in evidence in the Requesting State as evidence of any facts 
stated therein. 


3. The Central Authority of the Requested State may require that the 


Requesting State agree to terms and conditions for the protection of 


third party interests in any item to be transferred. 
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ARTICLE 17 


Location of Persons 





The Requested State shall, upon request, use its best efforts to 
locate a person whom the Requesting State believes to be in the Requested 
State and shall communicate the results to the Requesting State as soon 


as possible. 


ARTICLE 18 


Serving Documents 





1. The Requested State shall effect service of any document relating 
to or forming part of any request for assistance properly made under the 
provisions of this Treaty transmitted to it for this purpose by the 
Requesting State; provided that the Requested State may in its discretion 
decline to serve any subpoena or other process requiring the attendance 


of any person before any authority or tribunal in the Requesting State. 


2. Any request under this Article for assistance in the service of a 
document requiring the appearance of a person before an authority in the 
Requesting State shall be transmitted a reasonable time before the 


scheduled appearance. 


ARTICLE 19 





Other Treaties and Internal Laws 





Assistance and procedures provided for by this Treaty shall not 
prevent either Contracting Party from granting assistance under any other 


international conventions or arrangements or under the respective laws 


and practices of the Contracting Parties. 
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ARTICLE 20 


Proceeds of Crime 





1. The Central Authority of either Party may notify the Centra! 
Authority of the other Party when proceeds of criminal offences are 


believed to be located in the territory of the other Party. 


2. The Parties shall assist each other to the extent permitted by 


their respective laws in proceedings relating to the forfeiture of the 





proceeds of criminal offences, restitution to the victims of criminal 
offences, and the collection of fines imposed as a sentence in 


prosecutions for criminal offences. 


) Article 21 


Ratification and Entry Into Force and Termination 





1. This Treaty shall be ratified, and the instruments of ratification 


shall be exchanged at Washington as soon as possible. 


2. This Treaty shall enter into force upon the exchange of 


inetruments of ratification. 


3. Either Party may terminate this Treaty by means of written notice 
to the other Party at any time. Termination shall become effective six 


months after receipt of such notice. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned, being duly authorized by their 


respective Governments, have signed this Treaty. 


- 774 eo 
DONE at Kingston, in duplicate, this / day of «J UZAY 1989. 





POR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE POR THE GOVERNMENT OF 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: JAMAICA: 
y, ; , a ° 
’ } : -— io / 
/ POKES “pte, 


9/ 














Porm A 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICITY 


or 
BUSINESS RECORDS 


I, , attest on penalty of criminal punishment for 
(Name) 


false statement or false attestation that I am employed by 





and that my official 





(Name of Business from which documents are sought) 


title is . I further state that each of the 





records attached hereto is the original or a duplicate of the original 


records in the custody of . 
(Name of business from which documents are sought) 





I further state that: 


{A) such records were made, at or near the time of the occurrence 
of the matters set forth, by (or from information transmitted by) 
a person with knowledge of those matters; 


(B) such records were kept in the course of a regularly conducted 
business activity; 


(C) the business activity made such records as a reqular practice; 
and 


(D) if such record is not the original, such record is a duplicate 
of the original. 








Signature Bate 


Sworn to or affirmed before me, 9 
Thame) 
a , this day of 
(notary public, judicial officer, etc.) 
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Fors B 


CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICITY 
OF 
FOREIGN PUBLIC DOCUMENTS 











I, , attest on penalty of criminal 
Thame) 
punishment for false statement or attestation that my position with 
the Government of is and 
(Country) TOrficial Title) 


that in that position I am authorized by the law of 





(Country) 


to attest that the documents attached and described below are true 
and accurate copies of original official records which are recorded 


or filed in » which is a government 
TName of Office or Agency) 





office or agency of . 
(Country) 





Description of documents: 








Signature Date 


Sworn to or affirmed before me, ° 





a , this day of 
(notary public, judicial officer, etc.) 





» 19. 














££ 
£202 


CONVENTION 
BETWEEN 
TE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
and 
THE FEDERAL PEPUBLIC OF GERMARY 


FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAZATION 
AND THE PREVERTION OF FISCAL EVASION 


UIT™ RESPECT TO TAXES 9 IMCO"E AND CAPITAL 
: and 12 CEPTAIN OTHER TAKES 

















fe 


THE WHITED STATES OF AEP ICA 
And 
THE FEDERAL PEPUBLIC OF GEe"AnNY, 
Desiring to conclude a new Convention for the avoidence 
of dowble taxation and the prevention of fiscal evasion with 


respect to teases on itncone and capital and to certain other 
tenes, 


Mave agreed as fo! lows: 








Articte 1 


This Convention shell apply to persons who are res'i- 
dents of one or Both of the Contracting States, except a5 
otherwise provided tn this Convention. 
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Articte 2 


Lexes Coveres 


The existing taxes toe which this Convention shal! apply 


ere: 


a) 


in the United Stetes: 


ae) the federal! tacome taxes imposed by the Ieternal few- 
enve Code (but excluding the accumulated earnings 
tex, the persona! holding company tax, and socis! 
security texes); and 


bd) the excise tex inposed on insurance prenmtuns paid to 
foreign insurers 


(hereinafter referred te as “United States tan”). 


Theis Convention shall, heowewer, apply to the excise tex 
imposed on insurance preriuns paid to foreign insurers 
only to the extent thet the risks covered by such pre- 
niums ere not reitasured with @ person not entitied to the 
berefits of this or any other convention that provides 
exenrption from such tan. 


In the Fedora! Republic of Germany: 


ae) the tecome tae (Eintonmenstewer); 
bd) the corporetion tex (Koerperschaftstever); 
cc) the trede tex (Gewerbestewer); and 


6d) the capita! tex (Vernoegenstever ) 


(heretnefter referred te es “German tan"). 


a 


co 











?. Tris Conmwestion shall apply aise te ary ‘derticai or 
sudstentially similar teases that are imposed after the date 
c* gigretere of this Convention tn addition to. or tn plece 
of, the entsting tases. The competent suttoritres of the Tcr- 
trectiec States shell metify each other of any signi fican: 


chenges thet hawe Seen Made in their tenetion ta. s. 
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Article 3 


General Definitions 





l. For the purposes of this Convention, unless the context 
otherwise requires: 


a) the terms “a Contracting State” and “the other Contracting 
State” mean the United States or the Federal fepublic of 
Germany as the context requires; 


b) the term “United States", when used in a geographical 
sense, means the United States of Arcrica, but does not 
include Puerto 2ico, the Virgin Is'tands, Guan, or any 
other possession or territory of the United States of 
Anerica; 


c) the term “Federe! Republic of Gernany", when used in a 
geographical sense, means the area in which the tax law 
of the Federal Republic of Germany is in force; 


4) the tern “person” includes but is not limited to an indi- 
vidual end a company; 


ce: the tern “company” means any body corporate or any entity 
that is treated as @ body corporate for tax purposes; 


f) the terns “enterprise of a Contracting State” and “enter- 
prise of the other Contracting State” mean respectively 
an enterprise carried on by a resident of a Contracting 
State and an enterprise carried on by @ resident of the 
other Contracting State; 





g) the term “international traffic” means any transport by a 
ship or aircraft, except when the ship or aircraft is 
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operated solely between places in once of tne Contracting 
States; 


n) the term “national” ncans: 


aa) in respect of the United States, United States citi- 
zens and any legal person, partnership, or association 
deriving its status as such from the law in force in 
the United States; and 


bb) im respect of the Federal Republic of Germany, any 
German within the meaning of paragraph 1 of Ar- 
ticle 116 of the Sasic Law of the Federal Sepublic of 
Germany enc eny legal persor, cartnership, or aessoci- 
ation deriving its status #s such from the law in 
force in the Federal Republic of Germany; and 


1) the term “competent authority” means: 


a2) in the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury 


or his dc.ccgate; and 


bb) in the Federal Republic of Germany, the Federal 
"inister of Finance or his delegate. 


2. AS regards the application of this Convention by @ Con- 
tracting State any tern not defined therein shail, unless the 
context otherwise requires or the conpetent authorities agree 
to @ COMMON Meaning pursuant to the provisions of Article 25 
(‘utual Agreement Procedure), have the meaning that it has 
under the laws of that State concerning the taxcs to which 
this Convention applies. 
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Article 4 


Residence 


-, For the purposes of this Convention, the tern “resident 
of a Contracting State” means any person who, under the laws 
of that State, is liable to tax therein by reason of his 

conicile, residence, place of menagenent, place of incorpor- 
ation, or ary other criterion of a sinilar nature, provided, 





rPowever, that 


a) this terr does not include any person who is liable to 
tea in that State in respect only ef income fron sources 
in thet State or capital situated therein; anc 


db) in the case of income derived or paid by @ pertnership, 
estate, or trust, this tern epplies only to the extent 
that the income derived by such partnership, estate, or 
trust is subject to tax in that State as the incone of a 
resident, either in its hands or in the hands of its 
pertners or beneficiaries. 





2. Where ty reason of the provisions of paragreph 1 an 
indivioval is a resident of bothr Contracting States, then his 
tatus shall be deternined as follows: 


@) he shall be deened to be a resident of the State in which 
he has @ permanent hone available to hin; if he has a 
permanent hone available to hin in both States, he shall 
be deened to be a resident of the State with which his 
personal and economic relations are closer (center of 
vitel interests); 


b) if the State in which he has his center of vital inter- 
ests cannot be dcternined, or if he has not a permanent 


T. Doc. 101-10 0 - 90 = 2 
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none available to hin in either State, he shall be deened 
to be a resident of the State in which he has an habitual 
abode; 


c\ if he has an habitual abode in both States or in neither 
of ther, he shall be deened to be a resident of the State 
of which he is a national; ard 


é) if he is @ national of both States or of neither of then, 
the competent authorities of the Contracting States shall 
settle the question by mutual agreenent. 


Be Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1 a per- 
son other than an individual is a resident of both Contract- 
ing States, then the competent authorities of the Contracting 
States shall seek to deternine through consultation the Con- 
tracting Stete of which the person shall be deencd to be a 
resident for the purposes of this Convention, and, if they 
tre unable so to deternine, such person shall not be con- 
sicered to be a resident of either Contracting Stete for pur- 
poses of enjoying benefits uncer chis Convention. 
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Article 5 


Permanent Establisnnent 





l. For the purposes of this Convention, the tern “pernanent 
establishment” means a fixed place of business through which 
the business of an enterprise is wholly or partly carried on. 


2. The term “permanent establishment” includes especially: 


a) a place of managenent; 

bd) a branch; 

c) an office; 

6) a factory; 

e) a workshop; and 

f) a mine, an of] or gas well, a quarry, or any other place 
of extraction of natural resources. 





3. <A Building site or a construction, assembly or instal- 
lation project constitutes @ permanent establishment only if 
it lasts more than twelve months. 


4, Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this Ar- 
ticle, the term “permanent establishment” shall be deened 
not to include: 


a) the use of facilities solely for the purpose of storege, 
display, or delivery of goods or merchandise belonging to 
the enterprise; 


b) the maintenance of a stock of goods or merchandise belong- 
ing to the enterprise solely for the purpose of storage, 
display, or delivery; 











c’ the maintenance of @ stock of goods or merchandise be- 
longing to the enterprise solely for the purpose of pro- 
cessing by another enterprise; 


ci} the “etintenance of a fixed place of business solely for 
the purpose of purchasing goods or merchandise, or of 
collecting information, for the enterprise; 


e' the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for 
the purpose of edvertising, of the supply of infornation, 
of scientific activities, or of siniler activities that 
have @ preparatory or auxiliary character for the enter- 
prise; or 


f' the maintenance of a fixed place of business solely for 
any combination of activitics nentioned in subparagraphs 
#) to @), proviced that the overall! activity of the fizec 
plece of business resulting from this corbination is of @ 
preseratory or auxiliary character. 


$. “Otwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, 
where @ person (otter than an agent of en indepencent status 
19 whor paragraph 6 applies) is acting on benalf of an enter- 
prise end hes, and habitually exercises, in a Contracting 
State an authority to conclude contracts in the nane of the 
e*terprise, that enterprise shall be deemed to hawe a nerna- 
rent esteblishment in that State in respect of any activ- 
ities which thet person undertakes for the enterprise, un- 
less tre activities of such person are linited to those nen- 
tioned in paragraph 4 that, if exercised through a fixed 
place of business, would not make this fixed place of busi- 
ness @ permanent establishment under the provisions of that 
paragraph. 
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2. An enterprise shall not be dceencd to have a permanent 
-stebdlishment in a Contracting State merely because it 
-s7ries om Dusiness in that State through @ broker, genera! 
-.-rission agent, or any other agent of an independent 
st2tusS, provided that such persons are acting im the ordi- 
rary course of their business. 





7, The fact that a company that is a resident of a Con- 
*recting State controls or is controlled by @ company that 

is a resident of the other Contracting State, or that carries 
or dDusiness in that other State (whether through @ permanent 
establishment or otherwise), shall not of itself constitute 
cither company @ permanent estabdlismrent of the other. 
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Article 6 





B Income derived by a resident of a Contracting State 
from immovable (real) property (including incone fron agri- 
culture or forestry) situated in the other Contracting State 


may be taxed in that other State. 


2. The term “immovable property” shal! have the meaning 
that it has under the law of the Contracting State in which 
the property in question is situated. The term shall in any 
case include property accessory to immovable property; live- 
stock and equipment used in agriculture and forestry, rights 
to which the provisions of general law respecting landed 
property apply; usufruct of inmovable property; and rights 
to variable or fixed payments as consideration for the work- 
ing of, or the right to work, mineral deposits, sources, and 
other natural resources. Ships and aircraft shall not be re- 
gerdcee as iwmoveble property. 


3. The provisions of paragraph 1 shal! apply to incone 
Gerived from the direct use, letting, or use in any other 
form of innovable property. 


4, The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 3 shall also apply to 
the incone from inmoveble property of an enterprise and to 
incone from innovable property used for the performance of 
independent personal services. 
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Article 7 


Susiness Profits 





1, The business profits of an enterprise of a Contracting 
State shell be taxable only in that State unless the enter- 
prise carries on business in the other Contracting State 
through &@ permanent establishment situated therein. If the 
saterprise carrics on business as aforesaid, the business 
orofits of the enterprise may be taxed in the other State 
hut only $o much of them as is attributable to that perna- 
nent establishment. 


2. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 3, where an 
enterprise of a Contracting State carrics on business in the 
cther Contracting State through @ permanent estadlishrent 
situated therein, there shall in cach Contracting State be 
attributed to that permanent establishment the business 
-rofits that it might be expected to make if it were a dis- 
s1nct and independent enterprise engaged in the sane or 
similar activities under the sane or similar conditions. 


3, In determining the business profits of a pernanent 
isteblishment, there shall be allowed as deductions expenses 
mat ere incurred for the purposes of the permanent estab- 
lishment, tacluding research and development expenses, in- 
terest, and other sinilar expenses and a reasonable anount 
cf executive and general administrative expenses, whether 
incurred in the State in which the permanent estadlishnrent 
's situated or elsewhere. 


4. ho business profits shall be attributed to s permanent 
estedlishment by reason of the mere purchase by that perna- 
nent establishment of goods or merchandise for the enter- 
prise. 


BEST Copy AVAILABLE 





5. For the purposes of this Convention, the business 
erofits to be attributed to the permanent estadl ishment 
gn2etl include only the profits derived from the assets or 
ectivities of the permanent estadlishnent. 


6. where business profits include items of income that are 
sealt with separately in other Articles of this Convention, 

then the provisions of those Articles shall not be affected 

dy the provisions of this Article. 


7, For the purposes of this Convention the tern “business 
profits” includes income derived from the rental of tangible 
personal property and the rental or licensing of cinenato- 
graphic films or works on film, tape, or other mneens of re- 


production for use in radio or television brosdcaesting. 


% 
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Article 8 
Shipping and Air Transport 


1. Profits of an enterprise of a Contracting State fron 
the operation of ships or aircraft in international traffic 
shall be taxable only in that State. 


2. Profits of an enterprise of a Contracting State fron 

the use or rental of containers (including trailers, barges, 
and related equipment for the transport of containers) used 
in international traffic shall be taxable only in that State. 


3}. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shal! also apply 
to profits from the participation in a pool, @ joint busi- 
ness, of an international operating agency. 
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Articie 9 


Jnere 


2) an enterprise of a Comtracting State participates direct- 
ly or indirectly in the managerent, contro!, or capite! 
of an enterprise of the other Contracting State, or 


5) the seme persons participate directly or tndirectiy in 
the managerent, control, or capita! of an enterprise of a 
Contracting State and an enterprise of the other Con- 
trecting State, 





and im either case conditions are made or inposed between 
the two enterprises in their conrercial or financial rele- 
tions that differ from those that would be sede between in- 
cependent enterprises, then any profits which would, but for 
‘hose conditions, hawe eccrued to one of the enterprises, 
but, By reasor of those conditions, hewe not so accrued, may 
de tncluded in tte profits of thet enterprise end taxed ac- 
cording’y. 


2. Where a Contracting State includes in the profits of an 
enterprise of that Stete, end tases accordingly, profits on 
which an enterprise of the other Contracting State has been 
charged to ten in that other State, and that other Contrect- 
tag Stete agrees that profits so included are profits thet 
would hawe accrued to the enterprise of the first-nentioned 
State ff the conditions made between the two enterprises hed 
been those thet would hawe been made between independent 
enterprises, then thet other Stete shell make an appropriate 
adjustment te the emount of the tax charged therein on those 
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~est sts. Im Getermining such edjustrest, due regard ghal! be 
“git 10 the Other pProvistons of this Cosvention and the con- 
peter? authorities of the Comtracting States small if necess- 
ety consult each other. 
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Article 10 


ivider 


il. Dividends paid by @ company thet is @ resident of @ 
fontracting Stete te « resident of the other Contracting 
Stete May De tened in that other State. 


2. Wowewer, swch dividends may also be taxed in the Con- 
trecting State of which the corpany paying the dividends is 
a resident end according to the laws of thet State, Sut if 
tre beneficial owner of the dividends is @ resident of the 
otner Contracting State the tes so charged shal! not exceed: 


a’ $ percent of the gross arount of the dividends if the 
pencficial owner is # company that holds directly at 
least 10 percent of the woting shares of the company 
paying the dividends; and 


d) 15 percent of the gross ermourt of the divicencs in all 
other cases. 


Sudparegraph Bb) and wot subparagraph @) shal! aprly in the 
case of dividends paid by @ United Stetes person that is « 
Regulated Ievestrent Company or of distributions on certifi- 
cates of @ German tnvestment trust (Lapitelenlaegegese!!- 
scheft). Sudperegraph a) shall rot apply to dividends paid 
by @ United States person that is # Real Estate lavestrent 
Trust, an¢ subparagraph &) shall apply only if the dividend 
1S beneficially owned by an tndividuel holding @ less then 
10 percent interest ta the Real Estate lavestrment Trust. 
TRIS paragraph shall not affect the taxation of the conpany 
'* respect of the profits owt of which the dividends are 
paid, 
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, #8 long as @ natural person resident in the Federal 
-enyslic of Germany is entitled under German law to a tax 
-es¢it (Anrechnung der Foerperschaftstcuer) in respect of 
--yi¢ends paid by @ conpany that is @ residen: of the Fed- 
ote Republic of Germany, the following rules shal! apply to 
-:vyidends paid by Such conpany: 





2: the beneficial owner of dividends subject to para- 
craph 2b) shall be entitled to a further relief of tax 
of § percent of the gross amount of the divicends; and 


+! for United Stetes income tax purposes (including for the 
purposes of credit for foreign taxes paid) the benefit 
resulting from the application of subparagraph a) shat! 
be treated as a dividend paid to a beneficial owner resi- 
cent in the United States. 


Tne provisions of this paragraph shall not apply to dis- . 
tripetions on certificates of an investment trust. 


*, The term “dividends” as used in this Article means in- 
come from shares, “jou'ssance” shares or “jouissance” rights, 
“*ning shares, founders’ shares, or other rights (not being 
sett cleins) participating in profits, as well as other in- 
tome cerived from other rights that is subjected to the sane 
taxetion treatment as income from shares by the laws of the 
contracting State of which the conpany making the distribu- 
“tor i$ @ resident. The tern “dividencs” also includes in 
the Federal Republic of Germany incone under a sleeping 
pertnership (Stille Gesellschaft), “partiarisches Oarlenen”, 
or “Gewinnobligation” as well as distributions on certifi- 
catcs of an investment trust. 
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c, hotwithstanding the first sentence of paragraph 2 of 
this Article and paragraph 1 of Article 11 (Interest), in- 
cone from arrangements, including debt obligations, carrying 
the right to participate in profits (including in the Fed- 
eral Republic of Germany income under a sleeping partnership 
‘Stille Gesellschaft), “partiarisches Darlehen", “Gewinn- 
obligation”, or “jouvissance” shares or “jouissance” rights) 
“tat is deductible in deternining the profits of the payor 
nay te taxec in the Contracting State in which it arises ac- 


corcing to the laws of that State. 


6. The provisions of paragrephs 1 and 2 shall not apply if 
she teneficial owner of the dividends, being a resident of a 
fontracting State, carries on dusiness in the other Contract- 
ing State of which the company paying the dividends is @ 
resident through @ pernancnt establishment situated therein, 
or performs in that other State independent personal ser- 
vices fror a fixed base situated therein, and the holding in 
respect of which the dividends are paid forms part of the 
business property of such permanent establisnmment or fixed 
besc. Im such @ case the provisions of Article 7 (Business 
Profits) of Article 14 (Independent Personal Services), as 
the cease mey be, shall apply. 


7, Where @ company that is a resident of a Contracting 
State derives profits or incone fror the other Contracting 
State, that other State may not inpose any tax on the divi- 
Gercs paid by the company, except insofar as such dividends 
are paid to a resident of that other State or insofar as the 
holding in respect of which the dividends are paid forns 
pert of the business property of a permanent establishment 
or a fixed base situated in that other State, even if the 
Gividends paid consist wholly or partly of profits or incone 
arising in such other State. 
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8. <A company that is a resident of a Contracting State and 
that hes @ permanent establishment in the other Contracting 
State, or that is subject to tax on a net basis in that 
other Contracting State on items of income that may be taxed 
in that other State under Article 6 (Income fron Immovable 
(Real) Property) or under paragraph 1 of Article 13 (Gains), 
may be subject in that other Contracting State to a tax in 
addition to the tax allowable under the other provisions of 
this Convention. Such tax, however, nay 


a) in the case of the United States be imposed only on 


aaj) the portion of the business profits of the conpany 
attributable to the permanent establishment, and 


bb) the portion of the income referred to in the preced- 
ing sentence that is subject to tax under Article 6 
or paragraph 1 of Article 13, 


that represents the “dividend equivalent amount” of those 
profits and income; the tern “dividend equivalent anount” 
shall, for the purposes of this subparagraph, have the 
meaning that it has under the law of the United States as 
it may be amended fron tine to tine without changing the 
general principle thereof; and 


b) in the case of the Federal Republic of Germany be inposed 
only on that portion of the income described in subpara- 
graph a) that fs comparable to the amount that would be 
distributed as a dividend by a locally incorporated sub- 
sidiary. 


9. The tax referred to in paragraph 8 a) shall not be 
imposed at @ rate exceeding the rate specified in para- 
graph 2 a). 
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10. The tax described in paragraph 8 b) may be inposed 
only if, under German law, a company that is not a resident 
of the Federal Republic of Germany is subject to corporation 
tax on items of incone mentioned in paragraph 8 a) at a rate 
that does mot exceed the rate of corporation tax applicable 
to the distributed profits of a German company by 5 percen- 
tage points or more. The maxinum rate at which the tax de- 
scribed in paragraph 8 b) may be applied may not, when edded 
to the excess of the corporation tax rate on @ permanent 
establishment over the rate of corporation tax on the dis- 
tributed profits of a German corpany, exceed $ percent. 
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Article 11 


Interest 


l. Interest derived and beneficially owned by a resident 
of a Contracting State shal! be taxable only in that State. 


2. The term “interest” as used in this Article means in- 
come from debt clains of every kind, whether or not secured 
by mortgage, and, in particular, income from governnent 
securities and incone from bonds or debentures, including 
premiums and prizes attaching to such securities, bonds or 
debentures, as well as al!) other incone thet is treated as 
income from money lent by the taxation law of the Contract- 
ing State in which the incone arises. Penalty charges for 
late payren: shall not be regarded as interest for the pur- 
poses of tnis Convention. However, the term “interest” does 
not include income dealt with in Article 19 (Dividends). 


3. The provisions of paragraph 1 shall not apply if the 
beneficial owner of the interest, being a resident of a Con- 
trecting State, carries on business in the other Contracting 
State t"ro.gh a permanent establishment situated therein, or 
perforns ir that other State independent personal services 
from a fixed base situated therein, and the debt clain in 
respect of which the interest is paid forms part of the 
business property of such permanent establishment or fixed 
base. Im suth @ case the provisions of Article 7 (Business 
Profits) or Article 14 (Independent Personal Services), as 
the case may be, shall apply. 


4, Where, by reason of a special relationship between the 
peyor and the beneficial owner or between both of then and 
sone other person, the amount of the interest, having regard 
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to the debt clain for which it is paid, exceeds the anount 
that would have been agreed upon by the payor and the benc- 
ficial owner in the absence of such relationship, the provi- 
sions of this Article shal! apply only to the last-nentioned 
amount. In such a case the excess part of the payments shall 
remain taxable according to the laws of cach Contracting 
State, due regard being hed to the other provisions of this 
Convention. 


5. Uhere a company that is a resident of a Contracting 
State derives profits or incone fron the other Contracting 
State, then that other State may not impose any tax on in- 
terest paid by the conpany cacept insofer as such interest 
1s paid by &@ perranent establishment of such company located 
in thet other State, or out of incone described in para- 
graph 8 a) bb) of Article 10 (Nividends), or insofar as such 
interest is paid to @ resident of that other Statc, or in- 
sofar es the debt claim underlying such interest payrent 
forns part of the business property of @ permanent cstabd- 
lishment or @ fixed base situated in that other State. 
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Article 12 


Royalties 


1. Royalties derived and beneficially owned by a resident 
of a Contracting State shall be taxable only in that State. 


2. The term “royelties” as used in this Article means pay- 
rests of any kine received as a consideration for the use *f, 
or the right to use, eny copyright of a literary, artistic, 
or scientific work (but not including cinenatographic filns, 
or works on film, tape, or other means of reproduction for 
use if raecio or tclevision broadcas*ing); for the use of, or 
the right to use, any patent, tradeneark, design or node!, 
plen, secret fornu'a or process, or other like right or 
oronerty; or for information concerning industrial, conrer- 
cial, or scientific experience. The tern “royalties” also 
irs ’uces gains derived from the alienation of any such right 
or sroperty that ere contingent on the productivity, use, or 
further alienation thereof. 


2, The provisions of paragraph 1 shel! not apply if the 
ren ftctal owner of the royalties, being @ resident of a 
Tontractine Statc, carries on business in the other Con- 
trecting State through @ permanent esteblishment situated 
treroin, of perfores in thet other Stete independent per- 
so**!] services from a fixed base siturted therein, and the 
right or property in respect of which the royslticos are paid 
forms part of the business property of such permanent estab- 
lishment or fixed base. Im such @ case the provisions of Ar- 
ticle 7 (Susiness Profits) or Article 14 (Independent Por- 
sore! Services), es the case may be, shall apply. 
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4, Ubere, by reason of a special! relationship between the 
payor and the bencficial owner or between both of then and 
some other person, the amount of the royalties, having re- 
gard to the use, right, or information for which they are 
paid, exceeds the amount that would have been agreed upon by 
the payor and the beneficial owner in the absence of such 
relationship, the provisions of this Article shall apply 
only to the last-nentioned amount. In such a case the excess 
part of the payments shall remain taxable according to the 
laws of each Contracting State, due regard being had to the 
other provisions of this Convention. 
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Article 13 


Gains 


1. Gains derived by a resident of a Contracting State fron 
the alienation of innovable property referred to in Article 6 
(Income from Inmovable (Real) Property) and situated in the 
other Contracting State may be taxed in that other State. 


2. For the purposes of this Article, the tern “innovable 
property situated in the other Contracting State” shall in- 
clude 


a) immovable property referred to in Article 6 (Incore fron 
Immovable (Real) Property); and 


bd! shares or comparable interests in a compary thet is, or 
is treated as, a resident of that other Contracting 
State, the assets of which company consist or consisted 
wholly or principally of immovable property situated in 
such other Contracting Statc, and an intcrest in a part- 
nership, trust, or estate, to the extent that its assets 
consist of immovable property situated in that other Con- 
tracting State. 


3. Gains from the alienation of movable property forning 
part of the business property of @ permanent estadlishrment 
that an enterprise of a Contracting State has in the other 
Contracting State or of movable property pertaining to a 
fixed base available to @ resident of # Contracting State in 
the other Contracting State for the purpose of perforning 
independent personal services, including such gains fron the 
alienation of such @ permanent establishment (alone or with 
the whole enterprise) or of such fixed base, may be taxed in 
that other State. 
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4. Gains from the alienation of ships, eircreft, or con- 
teiners operated in international traffic or movable prop- 
erty pertaining to the operation of such ships, aircraft, or 
containers shal! be taxable only in the Contracting State in 
which the profits of the enterprise deriving such incone are 
taxable according to Article 2 (Shipping and Air Transport). 


5S. Gains from the alienation of any property other than 
that referrec to in the preceding paragraphs shal! be tax- 
able only i the Contracting State of which the elienator is 
a resident. 


6. In the case of an indivicuae!l who was @ resident of a 
Contractine State and who, efter giving up resicence in thet 
Stete, hes Scconme a residert of the other Contracting State 
uréer the rules of Articiec © (Resi¢ence), paragraph S shall 
not affect the right of the first-nentiored State under its 
national laws to ten the individual in respect of a capital 
cain from the elienation of shares of any kind forning part 
of an interest of at least 25 percent in a company thet is @ 
resident of the first-nentioned State, provided such alien- 
atior occurs within 10 years of the date on which he gave up 
resicence in the first-nentioned State. Geins subdject to tas 
pursuant to the preceding sentence shall be linited to gains 
accruec during the period the individual was resicent in the 
first-nentioned Stete. The other Contracting State shell 
celculate the gain in the case of @ subsequent «lienation on 
the Sesis of the value of such shares on the date on which 
the individual has ceased to be a resident of the first- 
mentioned State but shall not be prevented fron including in 
incone any gein accrued up to this date which has not been 
subject to tea in that first-nentioned State. 
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Article 14 
Independent Persona! Services 


1. Income derived by an individual who is a resident of a 
Contracting State from the perfornance of personal services 
in an independent capacity shall be tazable only in that 
State, wrless such services are performed in the other Con- 
tracting State and the income is attributable to a fixed 
base regularly available to the individual in that other 
State for the purpose of performing his activities. 


2. The tern “personal services in an independent capacity” 
incluces Sut is not linited to independent sctentific, 
literery, artistic, educational, or teachine activities as 
well es the indepencent activities of physicians, lewyers, 
enginecrs, econorists, erchitects, dentists, end eccountaents. 
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Article 15 


néent Personal rvi 


1. Subject to the provisions of Srticles 16 (Directors’ 
Fees), 17 (Artistes and Athictes), 18 (Pensions, Annuities, 
Alimony, and Child Support), 19 (Government Service; Social 
Security), and 20 (Visiting Professors and Teachers; Stu- 
Gents and Trainecs), salarics, wages, and other sinilar 
remuneration derivec by a resident of # Contracting State in 
respect of an employment shall be taxable only in thet 
State, unless the enployrent is exercised in the other Con- 
tracting Stete. If the enploynment is so carrcisec, such re- 
munerelion a$ 18 derived therefrom may be taned in that 
other State. 


2. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 1, renuner- 
ation derived hy a resident of a Contracting State in re- 
spect of an enploynent cacrcisee in the other Contracting 
State shall be taxable only in the first-mentioned State if: 





a) the rec pien: is present in the other Stete for « period 
Or peritids mot cacreding in the aggregate 183 days in the 
calendar yeer concerned; and 


bd) the remuneration is paid by, or on behalf of, an enployer 
who 1s not @ resident of the other State; end 


¢) the renuneration is not borne by a permanent cstadlisn- 
ment or a fixed base thet the enployer hes in the other 
State. 


3. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this Ar- 
ticle, remuneration derived by @ resident of a Contracting 
State in respect of an enploynent as a member of the regular 
conplenent of a ship or aircraft operated in international 
traffic may be taxed only in that State. 
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Articie 16 


ir rel CF 


Strectors’ fees and other girilar payments derived by « 
resident of a Contracting State for services rendered i+ the 
other Contracting State in nis capacity #8 4 menber of the 
doers of directors Of & company that 1s @ resident of the 
steer Contracting State may be taxed in thet other Contract. 
@ Stete. 
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Articie 17 


Artistes ang Athletes 


1.  Motwithstending the provisions of Articies 7 (Susiness 
Profits), 14 (Independent Personal Services), and 15 (0e- 
pendent Persona! Services), income derived by a resident of 
a Contracting State a8 an entertainer (such a6 @ theater, 
motion picture, radio or television artiste, or a musician), 
or a8 on athlete, from his personal activitics «6s such exer- 
cised in the other Contracting State may be taxed in that 
other Stete, except where the amount of the gross receipts 
derived by such entertainer or athlete, tacluding expenses 
reimbursed te hic or borne on his Behalf, from such activ- 
ities does not exceed $ 20,000 (twenty thousand United 
Stetes dollers) or its equivalent in Deutsche Mark for the 
calender year concerned, 





2. Where tacome in respect of activities exercised by an 
entertainer or an athlete tn his capacity a6 such accrues 
not te the entertainer or athlete but to another person, 
That teconme of thet other person may, notwithstanding the 
provisions of Articles 7? (Gusiness Profits) and 14 (lade- 
pendent Persone! Services), be teased in the Contracting 
State in which the activities of the entertainer or athlete 
are exercised, wnless it ts established thet neither the 
entertainer or athlete nor persons related thercte partici- 
pate directly or indirectly in the profits of that other 
person in any manner, including the accrual or receipt of 
Geferred remuneration, bonuses, fees, dividends, partnership 
iacene, er other income or distributions. 
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3. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shal! not apply to 
income derived fron activities performed in a Contracting 
State by entertainers or athletes if the visit to that State 
is substantially supported, directly or indirectly, by pud- 
lic funds of the other Contracting State or a political sub- 
division or @ local authority thereof. Im such a case the 
income shal! be taxable only in the Contracting State of 
which the entertainer or athlete is @ resident. 
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Article 18 


Pensions, Annuities, Alimony, and Child Suppport 


1. Subject to the provisions of Article 19 {Governnent 
Service; Social Security), pensions and other similar renun- 
eration derived and beneficially owned by a resident of a 
Contracting State in consideration of past employment shall 
be taxable only in that State. 


2. Swbject to the provisions of Article 19 (Governnent 
Service; Social Security), annuities derived and beneficial- 
ly owned by @ resident of a Contracting State shall be tax- 
able only in that State. The tern “annuities” as used in 
this paragraph means a stated sum paid periodically at 
stated times during a specified nunber of years, under an 
obligation to make the paynents in return for edequate and 
full consideration (other than services rendered). 


3. Alimony peid by a resident of a Contracting State and 
deductible therein to a resident of the other Contracting 
State shall be taxable only in that other State. The tern 
“alimony” as used in this Article means periodic paynents 
(made pursuant to a written separation agreement or a decree 
of divorce, separate maintenance, or compulsory support) 
that are taxable to the recipient under the laws of the 
State of which he is a resident. 


4, MNondeductible alinony, and periodic paynents for the 
support of a minor child (made pursuant to a written separ- 
ation agreement or a decree of divorce, separate maintenance, 
or conpulsory support), paid by a resident of a Contracting 
State to a resident of the other Contracting State shall be 
taxable only in the first-mentioned State. 
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Article 19 


Government Service; Social Security 





Uages, salaries, and similar compensation and pensions 
paid by the United States or by its states or political 
Subdivisions to a natural person, other than a German na- 
tionel, shall be cxenpt from tax by the Federal Republic 
of Germany. 


weses, salaries, and similar conpensation and pensions 
peid by the Federal Republic of Germany or by its Laender 
or by municipalities, or pensions paid Sy a public pen- 
sion fund thereof to a natural person, other than a citi- 
zen of the United States and other then an individual who 
hes been adnitted to the United States for pernanent 
resicence therein, shall be exenpt from tax by the United 
States. 


Pensions, annuities, and other amounts paid by one of the 
Contracting States or by a juridical person organized 
under the public laws of that State as compensation for 
an injury or damage sustained as a result of hostilities 
or political persecution shall be exerpt from tax by the 
other State. 


For the purposes of this paragraph the term “pensions” 
includes annuities paid to a retired civilian governnent 
employee. 
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2. Social security benefits paid under the social security 
legislation of a Contracting State and other public pensions 
(not dealt with in paragraph 1) paid by a Contracting State 
to @ resident of the other Contracting State shall be tax- 
able only in that other Contracting State. In applying the 
preceding sentence, that other Contracting State shal! treat 
such benefit or pension as though it were a social security 
benefit paid under the social security legislation of that 
other Contracting State. 








Article 20 


Visiting Prof nd Teachers; Students and Trainee 





1, Remuneration that a professor or teacher who is a resi- 
dent of a Contracting State and who is present in the other 
Contracting State for a period not cxcerding two years for 
the purpose of carrying out advenced study or research or 
for teaching at an accredited university, college, school, 
or other educational institution, or @ public research in- 
stitution or other institution engaged in research for the 
public benefit, receives for such work shell he taxable only 
in the first-mentioned State. This Article shall not apply 
to income from research if such research is undertaken not 
in the public interest but prinarily for the private benefit 
of a specific person or persons. The benefits provided in 
this peraegraph shall not be granted to an individual who, 
during the immediately preceding period, enjoyed the bene- 
fits of paragraph 2, 3, or 4. 


2. Paynents other than compensation for personal services 
that 2 student or business apprentice (including Volonteere 
and Praktikanten in the Federal Republic of Germany) who is 
or was immediately before visiting a Contracting State a 
resident of the other Contracting State and who is present 
in the first-mentioned State for the purpose of his full- 
tine education or training roceives for the purpose of his 
maintenance, education, or training shall not be texed in 
that State, provided that such paynents arise from sources, 
or are renitted fron, outside that State. 


3. Payments other then compensation for personal services 
thet @ person who is or was inmediatcly before visiting a 
Contracting Stete a resident of the other Contracting State 
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receives as a grant, allowance, or award from a non-profit 
religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational 
private organization or a conparable public institution 
shall not be taxed in the first-nentioned State. 


4, A student or business apprentice within the meaning of 
paragraph 2, or a recipient of a grant, allowance, or award 
within the meaning of paragraph 3, who is present in a Con- 
tracting State for # period not exceeding four years shell 
not be taxed in that State on any income from dependent per- 
sonal services that is not in excess of $ 5,000 (five thou- 
sand United States dollars) or its equivalent in Deutsche 
Nark per taxable year, provided that such services are per- 
forned for the purpose of supplenenting funds available 
otherwise for maintenance, education, or training. 


5. A resident of one of the Contracting States who is an 
enployee of an enterprise of such State or of an organiz- 
ation or institution described in paragraph 3, and who is 
tenporarily present in the other Contracting State for @ 
period not exceeding one year solely to acquire technical, 
professional, or business experience from any person other 
than such enterprise, organization, or institution, shall be 
exenpt from tax by that other State on compensation renitted 
from outside that other State for services wherever per- 
forned paid by such enterprise, organization, or tastitution 
if such compensation does not exceed $ 10,900 (ten thousand 
United States dollars) or its equivalent in Deutsche Merk. 
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Article 21 


her in 


l. Items of income of a resident of a Contracting State, 
wherever arising, not dealt with in the foregoing Articles 
of this Convention shall be taxable only in that State. 


2. The provisions of paragraph | shall not apply to in- 
cone, other than income fron inmovable property as defined 
in paregraph 2 of Article 6 (Income from Inmovable (Real) 
Property), if the recipient of such incone, being @ resident 
of a Contracting State, carries on business in the other 
Contracting State through a permanent estadlishment situated 
therein, and the right or property in respect of which the 
income is paid forms part of the business property of the 
permanent establishment; or the recipient performs in thet 
other State independent persona! services from a fixed base 
situated therein, and the income is attributable to the 
fived base. 





Article 22 
Capita! 


1. Capital represented by inmovable property referred to 
in Article 6 (Income from Immovable (Real) Property), owned 
by a resident of a Contracting State, and situeted in the 
other Contracting State may be taxed in that other State. 


2. Capital represented by movable property forming part of 
the business property of a permanent establishment that an 
enterprise of a Contracting State has in the other Contract- 
ing State, or by moveable property pertaining to a fixed base 
available to a resident of a Contracting State in the other 
Contracting State for the purpose of performing independent 
persone! services, may be taxed in that other State. 


3. Capital represented by ships, aircraft, or containers 
operated in international traffic and dy movable property 
perteining to the operation of such ships, eircraft, or con- 
tatners shall be taxebdle only in the Contracting State in 
which the profits of the enterprise owning such cepital are 
taxeble according to Article & (Shinping and Air Transport). 


é. All other elements of capital of a resident of a Con- 
tricting State shall be taxable only in tnat State. 
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Article 23 
Relief fr 1 zation 


1. Tex shall be determined in the case of a resident of the 
United States or @ citizen thereof ag follows: In accordance 
with the provisions end subject to the linitetions of the lew 
of the United States (as it may be amended from tine to tine 
without changing the general principle hereof), the United 
States shall allow to a resident or citizen of the United 
States a8 @ credit ageinst the United States tax on income 


a) the income tax paid to the Federal Yepublic of Germany by 
or on behalf of such citizen or resident; ane 


b) in the case of @ United States company owning at least 
10 percent of the voting sheres of @ company thet is @ 
resicent of the Federal Republic of Germany and fron 
which the United States company receives dividends, the 
incore tex paid to the Federal! Republic of Gernany by or 
on beralf of the distributing company with respect te the 
profits out of which the dividends are paid. 


For the purposes of this paragraph, the taxes referred to in 
peregraphs 1b) and 2 of Article 2 (Taxes Covered), other 
then the capital ten (Vernoegenstever) and that portion of 
te trece tax (Gewerbestever) computed on a basis other then 
profits, shell be considered income texes paid to the Fed- 
eral Republic of Germany. Credits allowed solely by reason 
of this Article, when added to otherwise allowable credits 
for taxes referred to in paragraphs 1 b) and 2 of Article 2, 
shell not in any taxeble yor? caceced thet proportion of the 
United States tax on tnconme that taxable income arising in 
the Federa! Republic of Germany beers to tote! texadle ta- 
cone. 
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2. Tax shall be deternined in the case of a resident of 
the Fecera!l Republic of Germany as follows: 


2) Except a8 provided in subparagraph Bb), there shal! be ex- 
cluded from the basis upon which German tas is imposed 
any item of income from sources within the United States 
and any item of capita! situated within the United States 
that, eccording to this Convention, may be taned in the 
United States. The Federa! Republic of Germany, however, 
retains the right to tate into account in the deternina- 
tion of its rate of tax the items of incone and capita! 
$0 excluded. In the case of inconme fron dividends the 
foregoing provisions shall apply only to such incone fron 
distributions of profits on corporate rights subject to 
tex under United States law as are paid to @ company (not 
including partnerships) being @ resident of the Federa! 
Republic of Germany by @ company being @ resident of the 
United States at least 10 percent of the voting shares of 
which is owned directly by the German conpany. The pre- 
ceding sentence shall not apply to dividends paid by «a 
Reguleted Investment Conpany and distributions of anounts 
that Rave been deducted when calculating for United 
States tex purposes the profits of the conpany distribut- 
ing then. For the purposes of taxes on capital there 
shell also be excluded fron the basis upon which German 
tas 16 imposed any shareholding the dividends of which, 
if paid, would be excluded, according to the two i7nedi- 
ately foregoing sentences, from the basis upon which 
German tex is inposed. 





b) There shall be allowed as @ credit against German tax on 
income, subject to the provisions of German tax law re- 
garding credit fer foreign tax, the United States tax 
paid in accordance with the lew of the United States and 
with the provisions of this Convention on the following 
itens of incone: 








5395 
63 


aa) income from dividends within the meaning of Ar- 
ticle 10 (Dividends) to which subparagraph 4) docs 
not apply; 


bb) gains to which Article 13 (Gains) applies provided 
such gains are taxable in the United States by reason 
only of paragraph 2 b) of Article 13; 


cc) income to which Article 16 (Directors’ Fees) applies; 


6d) income to which Article 17 (Artistes and Athletes) 
applies; 


ee) income within the meaning of paragraph 1 a) of Ar- 
ticle 19 (Gowernment Service; Socta!l Security) paid 
to « German national; 





ff) tncone which would, but for Article 28 (Limitation on 
Benefits), renain exenpt from United States tax under 
this Convention; end 


99) incore to which Paragraph 21 of the Protoco! applies. 


For the purposes of this paregraph, profits, incone, or 
gains of @ resident of the Federal Republic of Gernany shall 
be deened to arise from sources in the United States if they 
are taxed in the United States in accordance with this Con- 
ventior. 


3. Where a United States citizen is @ resident of the 
Federa!l Republic of Germany: 


a) with respect te items of incone not excluded fron the 
besis of German tax under paragraph 2 that are exenpt 
from United States tax or that are subject to « reduced 








d) 


c) 
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rate of United States tax when derived by a resident of 
the Federal! Republic of Germany who is not a United 
States citizen, the Federal Republic of Germany shell 
allow a8 @ credit against German tax, subject to the pro- 
vistons of German tax law regarding credit for foreign 
tax, only the tax paid, if any, that the United States 
mney impose under the provisions of this Convention, other 
than taxes that may be imposed solely by reason of citi- 
zenship under Paragraph 1 of the Protoco!; 


for purposes of computing United States tax, the United 
States shal’ sallow as a credit against United States tax 
the income tex paid to the Federal Republic of Gernany 
after the credit referred to in subparagraph a); the 
credit so allowed shall not reduce that portion of the 
United States tax that is creditable aceinst the Gernan 
tan 1% accorcence with subpaeregraph 2); and 


for the exclusive purpose of relieving double texetion in 
the United States under subparagraph Bb), itens of incone 
referred to ‘nm subparagraph a) shall be deened to arise 
in the Federe! Republic of Germany to the catent necess- 
ary to avoid double taxation of such incone under sub- 
paregrep* bd). 


Where @ conpany that 18 @ resident of the Federal Repud- 


lic of Gerrany cistributes incone derived fron sources with- 
in the Unite States, this Article shall not preclude the 
compensatory inposition of corporation tana on such distribu- 
tions in accordance with the provisions of the tex law of 
the Federa! Republic of Gernany. 
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Articte 24 


fondiscrinmination 


1. Settonals of @ Contracting State shell wot be subjected 
in the other Contracting State to any taxation or any re- 
quirement conmmected therewith that is other or more burden- 
sore then the tenetion and connected requirererts to which 
nationals of that other State tn the seme circunstences are 
or may. be subjected. Notwithstanding the provisions of Ar- 
ticle 1, this preowision shell else apply to persons who are 
not resiéerts of one or both of the Contracting Stetes. 


2. The taxation on @ permanent estadlishrent that an enter- 
prise of a Contracting State has in the other Contracting 
State seat! met be less favorably levied in that other State 
than the tametion levied on enterprises of that other State 
carry'ng on the seme activities. This proviston shall not be 
construed a6 obliging a Contracting Stete toe great te resi- 
cents of the other Contracting State any persone! a!) lowences, 
reitefs, and reductions for taxetion purposes on account of 
Civil stetus or fanily responsibilities thet it grants te 

1ts own residents. 


3. Except where the provisions of paragraph 1 of Article 9 
(Associated Enterprises), paragraph 4 of Article 11 (later- 
est), of peregraph 4 of Article 12 (Royalties) apply, inter- 
est, royalties, and other disbursements paid by an enter- 
prise of @ Contracting Stete te @ resident of the other Con- 
trecting Stete shall, for purposes of deternining the tanz- 
able profits of such enterprise, be deductible under the 
seme conditions eas if they hed been paid to @ resident of 
the first-mentioned State. Similarly, any debts of en enter- 
prise of « Contracting Stete te # resident of the other Con- 
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tracting Stete shell, for purposes of determining the tas- 
able capital of such enterprise, be Geductible wader the 
sare conditions as if they had been contracted to a resident 
of the first-mentioned State. 


4. Enterprises of @ Contracting State, the capital of 
which #6 wholly or partly owned or controlled, directly or 
indirectly, By one or more residents of the other Contract- 
ing State, shall not be subjected in the first -mentioned 
State toe amy tanation or any requirenent connected therewith 
thet 6 other or mere burdensome then the tanation and con- 
nected requirements to which other siniler enterprises of 
the first-nmentioned State are or sey be subjected. 


S$. Mothing tn this Article shall prevent @ Contracting 
State from inposing the tan described in peragraph € of 
Article 10 (Dividends). 


t. The provisions of this Article shall, notwithstanding 
the provisions of Article 2 (Tenses Cowered), apply to tanes 
of every kind and cescription inposed by « Contracting State 
or # politica! subdivision or loca! authority thereof. 
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Article 25 


Mutual Agreenent Procedure 





1. Where @ person considers that the actions of one or 
beth of the Contracting States result or wil! result for hin 
in taxation not in accordance with the provisions of this 
Corvention, he may, irrespective of the remedies provided by 
the domestic law of those States, present his case to the 
competent authority of the Contracting State of which he is 
a resident or, if his case comes under paragraph 1 of Ar- 
ticle 24 (Nondiscrinination), to that of the Contracting 
State of which he is a national. The case must be presented 
within four years fron the notification of the assessnent 
giving rise to double taxation or to taxation not in aeccord- 
ance with the provisions of this Convention. 


2. The competent authority shall endeavor, if the obdjec- 
Lien aprcers to it to be justified and if it is not itself 
et'e to arrive at a setisfactory solution, to resolve the 
cise Sy Mutual agreerent with the competent authority of the 
other Contracting State, with @ view to the avoidance of 
texation which ig not in accordance with this Convention, 
-fy egreerent reached shall be inplenented notwithstanding 
any tine limits or other procedural linitations in the do- 
restic lew of the Contracting States. 


36 The competent authorities of the Contracting States 
shall endeavor to resolve by mutual agreenent any difficul- 
ties or doubts arising as to the interpretation or applica- 
tion of this Convention. In particular the conpetent author- 
ities of the Contracting States may agree 
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a) te the sane attribution of income, deductions, credits, 
or allowances of an enterprise of a Contracting State to 
its permanent establishment situated in the other Con- 
tracting State; 


b) to the same allocation of incone, deductions, credits, or 
allowances between associated enterprises and other per- 
sons in accordance with the principles of Article 9 
(Associated Enterprises); 


c) to the settlement of conflicting application of this 
Convention, including conflicts regarding 


aa) the characterization of particular itens of incone; 
bb) the characterization of persoes; 


cc) the application of source rules with respect to par- 
ticular items of income, and 


dd) te the treatment of income that is assimilated to in- 
cone from shares by the taxation law of the Stete of 
source and that is treated as a different class of 
income in the other State; 


ad} to @ common meaning of @ tern; 


¢) to the application of the procedural provisions of dones- 
tic law including those regarding penalties, fines, and 
interest, in a manner consistent with the purposes of 
this Convention; and 





f) to increase the amounts referred to in Articles 17 (Art- 
istes and Athletes) and 20 (Visiting Professors and 
Teachers; Students and Trainees) to reflect econonic or 
monetary developments. 
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They May also consult together for the elinination of double 
taxetion in cases not provided for in this Convention. 


4. The competent authorities of the Contracting States nay 
communicate with each other directly for purposes of reaching 
an agreement in the sense of the preceding paragraphs. Where 
the procedure relates to @ particular case, the persons con- 
cerned shall be permitted to present their views to the con- 
petent authority of either or both of the Contracting States. 
When it seens advisable in order to reach agreement to have 
an oral exchange of opinions, such exchange may take place 
through a Commission consisting of representatives of the 
competent authorities of the Contracting States. 


5. Disagreements between the Contracting States regarding 
the interpretation or application of this Convention shall, 
as far as possible, be settled by the competent authorities. 
lf a@ disagreement cannot be resolved by the competent auth- 
orities ft may, ff both competent authorities agree, be sub- 
nitted for arbitration. The procedures shall be agreed upon 
and shall be established between the Contracting States by 
notes to be exchanged through diplomatic channels. 








Article 26 


Exchange of Information and Administrative Assistance 


1. The competent authorities of the Contracting States 
shall exchange such information as is necessary for carrying 
out the provisions of this Convention and of the domestic 
law of the Contracting States concerning taxes covered by 
this Convention insofar as the taxation thereunder is not 
contrary to this Convention. The exchange of information is 
not restricted by Article 1 (Personal Scope). Any inforna- 
tion received by a Contracting State shall be treated as 
secret in the same manner as information obtained under the 
domestic laws of that State and shall be disclosed only to 
persons or authorities (including courts and administrative 
bocies) involwed in the assessment, collection, or adn’ nis- 
tration of, the enforcenent or prosecution in respect of, or 
the determination of appeals in relation to the taxes covered 
by this Convention. Such persons or authorities shall use 
the information only for such purposes. They may disclose 
the information in public court proceedings or in judicial 
decisions, unless the competent authority of the Contracting 
State supplying the information raises an objection. 


2. In no case shall the provisions of paragraph 1 be con- 
strued to impose on a Contracting State the obligation: 


8) to carry out administrative measures at variance with the 
laws and administrative practice of that or of the other 
Contracting State; 


b) to supply information thet is not obteinable under the 
laws or in the normal course of the administration of 
that or of the other Contracting State; 
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¢) to supply information that would disclose any trade, 
business, industrial, commercial, or professional! secret 
or trade process, or information, the disclosure of which 
would be contrary to public policy. 


3. If information is requested by a Contracting State in 
accordance with this Article, the other Contracting State 
shall obtain the information to which the request relates in 
the same manner and to the same extent as if the tax of the 
first-mentioned State were the tax of that other State and 
were being imposed by that other State. If specifically re- 
quested by the competent authority of a Contracting State, 
the competent authority of the other Contracting State shall, 
if possible, provide information under this Article in the 
form of depositions of witnesses and authenticated copies of 
unedited original documents (including books, papers, state- 
ments, records, accounts, and writings), to the same extont 
such depositions and documents can be obtained under the 
laws and administrative practices of that other State with 
respect to its own taxes. 


4. Each of the Contracting States shal! endeavor to collect 
on behalf of the other Contracting State such amounts of tax 
as may be necessary to ensure that relief granted by this 
Convention from taxation imposed by that other State does 
not inure to the benefit of persons not entitied thereto. 


5. Paragraph 4 shall not impose upon either of the Con- 
tracting States the obligation to carry out administrative 
measures that are of a different nature from those used in 
the collection of its own taxes, or that would be contrary 
to its sovereignty, security, or public policy. 


6. The Contracting States may, through diplomatic channels, 
exchange notes under which they may, subject to the provi- 
sions of this Article, exchange infornation for the purposes 
of taxes inposed by a Contracting State not referred to in 
Article 2 (Taxes Covered). 
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Article 27 


1.  Wotwithstanding the provisions of Article 28 (Linita- 
tion on Benefits), a German company or organization operated 
exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, educa- 
tional, or public purposes shall be exempt from tax by the 
United States in respect of items of income, if and to the 
extent that 


a) such company or organization is exenpt from tax in the 
Federal Republic of Germany, and 


b) such company or orgenizetion would be exenpt from tax in 
the United States in respect of such itens of incone if 
it were organized, and carried on all its activities, in 
the United States. 


2. hotwithstanding the provisions of Article 28 (Linita- 

tion on Senefits), a United States company or organization 

operated exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, 
educational, or public purposes shall be exenpt fron tax by 
the Federal Republic of Germany in respect of itens of in- 

cone, if and to the extent that 


a) such company or organization is exenpt from tax in the 
United States, and 


b) such company or organization would be cxenpt from tax in 
the Federal Republic of Germany in respect of such itens 
of incone if it were a German company ofr organization and 
carried on all its activities tn the Federal Republic of 
Germany. 
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Article 28 
Linitation on Benefits 


1. A person that is a resident of a Contracting State anc 
derives income from the other Contracting State shal! be 
entitled, in that other Contracting Stete, to al! the bene- 
fits of this Convention only if such person is: 


a) an individual; 


db) a Contracting State, or a political subdivision or local 
authority thereof; 


c) engaged in the active conduct of @ trade or business in 
the first-mentioned Contracting State (other than the 
business of making or managing investments, unless these 
activities are banking or insurance activities carried on 
by @ bank or insurance company), and the income derived 
fror the other Contrecting State is derived in connection 
with, or is incidental to, that trade or business; 


¢) @ company in whose principal class of shares there is 
Substantize! and regular trading on a recognized stock ex- 
change; 


e) aa) @ person, more than $0 percent of the beneficial in- 
terest in which (or in the cease of a company, nore 
then $0 percent of the number of shares of each class 
of whose shares) is owned, directly or indirectly, by 
persons entitied to benefits of this Convention under 
subperagrephs #), Bb), @), or f) or who are citizens 
of the United States; and 
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bh) @ person, more than $0 percent of the gross incone of 
which {$ mot used, directly or indirectly, to meet 
liabilities (including liabilities for interest or 
royalties) to persons not entitied to benefits of 
this Convention under subparagraphs 2), &), ¢), or f) 
or who are not citizens of the United States; or 


f) @ not-for-profit organization that, by virtue of thet 
stetus, is generally exenpt from income taxation in its 
Contracting State of residence, provided that more than 
half of the beneficiaries, members, or participants, if 
any, 1m such organizetion are persons that are entitied, 
under this Article, to the benefits of this Convention. 


2. <A person that is mot entitled to the benefits of this 

Convention pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 1 nay, 

nevertheless, be granted the benefits of the Convention if 

the competent authority of the State in which the incone in . 
question arises so deternines. 


3. For the purposes of paregraph 1, the tern “recognized 
stock exchange” means: 


a) the NASDAQ System owned by the Nationa! Association of 
Securities Deslers, Inc. and any stock exchange registered 
with the Securities and Exchange Connission as @ national 
securities exchange for purposes of the Securitics Ex- 
change Act of 1934; 


b) any German stock exchange on which registered dealings in 
sheres take plece; 


c) any other stock exchange agreed upon by the conpetent 
suthorities of the Contracting States. 

















75 


- $6 - 


4. The competent authorities of the Contracting States 
shall consult together with a view to developing @ connonly 
agreed application of the provisions of this Article. The 
competent suthorities shall, in accorcence with the prowi- 
sions of Article 26 (Exchange of Information and Adninistra- 
tive Assistance), exchange such information as is necessary 
for carrying out the provisions of this Article end safe- 
guerding, in cases envisioned therein, the application of 
their domestic lew. 
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Article 29 


Refun f withholding Tax 


l. if tm one of the Cont>=:. ing States the taxes on divi- 
dends, interest, royaitie. st other itens of income are 
levied by withholding at source, then the right to epply the 
withholding of tex et the rate provided for under the dones- 
tic lew of thet State is mot affected by the provisions of 
this Convention. 


2. The tex so withheld et source shall be refunded on ap- 
plication to the extent that its levying is lirtted by this 
Convention. 


3. The period for application for « refund is four years 
fror the end of the calendar year tn which the dividends, 
taterest, royalties, or other itens of tacene have been re- 
ceived. 


4, The Contracting State in which the tncome arises may 
require an administrative certification by the Contracting 
State of which the taxpayer ts @ resident, with respect te 
the fulfilinment of the conditions for the walinited ten lte- 
bility fm thet Stete. 


5S. Tre corgetent authorities of the Contracting States 
shall implement the foregoing provisions by rutue!l aegreenent 
pursuant te Articie 25 (wtwuse! Agreement Procedure). 


6. The competent euthorities of the Contracting Stetes may 
estedliah by Sutua! egreement other procedures for the tn- 
plementation of tex reductions provided under this Conven- 
tion. 
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Articie 30 





l. Rothing in this Convention shal! affect the fiscal 
privileges of diplomatic agents or consular officers under 
the general rules of international law or under the provi- 
sions of special agreements. 


2. To the extent thet, Gwe to such privileges, icone or 
capital is mot taned in the receiving Statc, the sending 
State shall hewe the right to tax such iecore or capitel. 


3. Notwithstanding the provisions of Articie 4 (Residence), 
an individual whe is a member of @ diplomatic mission or @ 
consular post of « Contracting State that is situated in the 
other Contracting State or in a third State shall be dcened 
for the purposes of this Convention to de # resident of the 
sercing Stete if: 


e) im accordance with tinternationa! law he 16 wot ltetle to 
ten in the receiving State in respect of tacone fron 
Sources outside that State or on capita! situsted outside 
that State, and 


db) he ts liable im the sending State to the sare obligations 
in relation to tax on his total tacone or on capita! as 
are residents of that Stete. 


4. This Convention shall not apply to international orgaen- 
izetions, to organs or officials thereof, or to persons who 
are members of ‘a diplonatic mission, consular post, or per- 
manent mission of a third State, being present in «a Con- 
trecting State and not liable in either Contracting State to 
the seme obligetions in respect of taxes on incone or on 
capite!l as are residents. 


Sug 9 











S4/9 
78 


Article 31 


Berlin Clause 


This Conwention shall alse apply to Land Berlin, provided 
that the Government of the Federa) ®epublic of Germany does 
not make @ contrary declaration to the Gowernnent of the 
United States of America within three months of the date of 
entry inte force of this Convention. 
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Article 32 


le This Conwention shell be ratified end the teatrunents 
of ratification shall be exchanged at Washington #5 soon as 
possibile. 


2. This Conwention shell enter inate force on the dete on 
which the instruments of ratification are exchanged ond 
shall have effect tm doth Contracting Stetes 


a) tm respect of tases withheld at source a6 wel! a6 cacise 
tezes imposed of insurance preniuns for enourts peid or 
credited on or after 1 January, 1990; 


db) im respect of other tenes on income for any tenedle year 
(Stewerjerr) or assessment period (Veranlagurgszeitreun), 
as te case may be, Beginning or or after 1 January, 
1990, dwt excluding any fiscal year (Wirtschaeftsjanr) 
cormrescing before such date; and 


c) tm respect of tenes on capite! for the tenses levied on 
items of capite! owned on or after 1 January, 1999. 


>. Where any greeter relic? fron ten would hewe bees af- 
forded to a person entities to the benefits of the Conven- 
tion Srtween the United States of Ancrica and the Fearrel 
Republic of Germany for the Avoidance of Dowdle Taxetion 
with Respect ic Texes on Income end to certain other Tanes, 
signed on 22 July, 1994, a8 amended by the Pretoce! signed 
on 17 September, 1965 (“the 1954 Convention"), wader thet 
Convention then under this Convention, the 1954 Convention 
shall, at the election of such person, continue te heave ef- 
fect in its entirety for the first assessment period, or 
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texeble year, with respect toe which the prowisions of this 
Convention would otherwise have effect weder paragraph 2 0). 


S.  etwithstending the foregoing provisions of this Ar- 
ticle, the tex charged pursuant te paragraph 2 «) of Ar- 
ticle 10 (Oividends) on dividends (within the meaning of 
peregraph 4 of that Article) pald or credited before 

1 January, 1992, may exceed S percent of the gross srourt of 
the dividends, But shall wot exceed 10 percent thereo!. 


5. otwitastending the foregoing provisions of this Ar- 
ticle, 


a) the provisicis of paragraph 8 of Article 10 (Dividends) 
shall have effect in respect of taxes lewled on the divi- 
Gend equivalent asnount for assessment periods or taxable 
years beginning on or after 1 Jenwery, 1991, dwt exclud- 
ing fiscal years conmencing before such date; for pur- 
poses of the preceding sentence the dividend equivalent 
amount shall be treated a6 paid on the last day of the 
conpery's fiscal year; 


b) the provisions of the fourth sentence of paragraph 2 a) 
of Article 23 (Relief from Double Texetion) shal! not 
have effect on dividends paid by « Pegquiated Investment 
Company prier te 1 Jenwary, 1991, provided that such 
Peguiated Investment Company was in cuistence on 
1 October, 1988. 


6. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this Ar- 
ticle, the following shell apply with respect te itens of ita- 
cove described tn Article 11 (Iaterest) and tn paragraphs 4 
ane S$ of Article 10 (Otvidends): 


#) the 1954 Convention, end wet this Convention, shall apply 
te interest es thet tern is wsed in the 1954 Convention, 
including interest derived fren a “partiarisches Oar- 
lehen” or @ “Gewtnnobdligation”, paid or credited before 
1 Janwary, 1991; 











b) 


c) 


¢) 


e) 


?. 
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income from debt obligations to which paragraph & of Ar- 
ticle 10 (Dividends) applies, and income derived fron a 
“partiarisches Darlenen” or 2@ “Gewinnobligation™ to which 
paragraph 5 of Article 10 (Dividends) does not apply, and 
that is paid or credited on or after 1 January, 1991, 
shall be taxable in the Contracting State in which it 
arises at the rates provided for in paragraphs 2 and 3 of 
Article 10; 


income derived under a “Stil'te Gesellschaft", and incone 
derived from “jouissance” sheres or “jouissance” rights, 
to which paragraph 5 of Article 10 (Dividends) applics 
and thet is paid or credited before 1 January, 1991, 
shell be taxable in the Contracting State in which it 
arises at @ rate not exceeding 15 percent of the gross 
anount; 


income derived under a “Stille Gesellschaft", and incone 
derived fror “jouissence” shares or “jowissence” rights, 
to which paragraph S$ of Article 10 (Dividends) does not 
apply, shal! be taxable in the Contracting State in which 
it arises at the rates provided for in paragraphs 2 and 3 
of Article 10 if such income ts paid or credited on or 
after 1 January, 1990; and 


the foregoing provisions of this paragraph shall not ap- 
ply to incone described in paragraph 6 of Article 10 
(Dividends) or in paragraph 3 of Article 11 (Interest). 


The 1954 Convention shal! cease to have effect when the 


provisions of this Convention take effect in accordance with 
this Article. 
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Article 33 


Ternination 


This Convention shall continue in effect indefinitely but 
either of the Contracting States may, on or before the 
thirtieth day of June in any calendar year beginning efter 
the expiration of a period of five years from the date of 
its entry tnto force, give to the other Contracting State, 
through diplomatic channels, written notice of ternination 
and, in such event, this Convention shall cease to have ef- 
fect 


a) in respect of taxes withheld at source as well as excise 
taxes faposed on insurance preniuns for amounts paid or 
crecited on or after 1 January of the calendar year 
following the year in which the notice of terninetion is 
given; 


5) in respect of other teases on income for taxes levied for 
texeble years or assessment periods beginning on or after 
1 January of the calender year following the year in 
which the notice of termination is given (but excluding 
any fiscal year connencing before such date); and 


c) in respect of texes on capital for taxes levied on itens 
of capital existing on or after 1 January of the calendar 
year following the year in which the notice of ternina- 
tion fs given. 











Sass 


Done in duplicate at Bonn this 29tn day of st, 1949, 
in the English and German languages, both texts being 
equally authentic. 


For the For the 
United States of America Federa! Republic of Germany 


a A eats bast. .t1, : 
h. leew faci! 
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Protoco! 


St the Signing todey of the Convention Beiwern the Jnited 
States of Ancrica and the Federa! Yepublic of Gernany for the 
Rwoidence of Double Taxation and the Prewration of Fiscal 
‘Evasion with respect to Taxes on Income and Capite! end to 
Certain Other Taxes, the undersiqnec have agreed upor the 
following provisions, which shel! form ar integra! part of 
the Convention: 


1. With reference to the genera! effects of the Corvention 





8) Notwithstanding any provision of the Convention or 
this Protoco! except subperagraph Bb), the Unitec 
Stetes may tax its residents (as deternines under Ar- 
ticle 4 (Residence)) anc its citizens as if the Con- 
vention had not cone into effect. For this purpose, 
the term “citizen” shel! taclude e former citizen 
whose loss of citizenship had as one of its principal 
purposes the avoidance of incone tan, But only for @ 
perioe of 10 yrars following such loss. 


bd) The provisions of subparagraph a! srall not effect 
the benefits conferred by the United States 


a2) utter peragrepr 2 of Article 9 (Associate? Cater- 
prises), peregraph G of Article 13 ‘Getas), para- 
grapes 3 and 4 of Articte 18 (Pensions, tnnuitics, 
Slimnony, and Child Support) and paragreprs 1 c) 
one 2 of Article 19 (Sewermnment Service; Social 
Security), ané under Articles 23 (Relief fron 
Double Teaetion), 24 (Nondiserinination), and 25 
(‘utwel Agreenent Procedurc); end 
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bd) wader paragreph 1 b) of Article 19 (Gowernnent 
Service; Social Security), aed under Articles 29 
(Visiting Professors and Teachers; Students and 
Trainees) and 30 (“tenders of Diplomatic ‘lissions 
and Consular Posts), upon individuals who are 
neither citizens of, sor have innmigrant status 
in, the United States. 


c) The Convention shall wot restrict in any manner any 
exclusion, exenption, deduction, credit, or other 
allowance now or hereafter accorded 


aa) by the laws of efther Contracting State; or 


bb) by any other agreenrent between the Contracting 
Stetes. 


6: Nething in the Convention shall be construed to pre- 
vent the Federe! Republic of Gernany from inposing 
its texzes on amounts included in the tacone of a 
resident of the Federal Yepublic of Germany according 
to port 4 of the German “Au*enstevergesetz”. Where 
Suit fmposition of tex gives rise te @ double ten- 
ation, the competent authorities shall consult for 
the elinination of such double taxation eccording to 
perecraph 3 of Articie 25 (‘utual Sereerent Proce- 


f@urer). 


2. Wit® referer recrest f Article 4 (Residrn 


The Federal! Republic of Germany shal! treat @ United 
States citizen or an alien lawfully admitted for per- 
manent residence (a “green care” holder) as @ resident 
of the United States only if such person hes 4 subdstan- 
tte! presence, permanent hone, or habitual abode in the 
United Stetes. 





3. 


5. 


* 3 * 


Yith reference to Articic $ (Permimeat Is*ehlisghrent ) 
ad Artic! 4 . ndent Personal rvice 





A resident of a Contracting State that perforns in the 
other Contracting Stete concerts, theatrice! or artistic 
performances, of sirilar shows and revwwes and that may 
not be taxed in that other State under the provision of 
Article 17 (Artistes and Athletes) shall not de deened 
te heve @ permanent estedlismrent or fixed base in that 
Stete if its presence Coes not exceed in the aggresete 
183 deys in the calendar year concerned. 


wit* referer reaoraph - * Article 7 f i- 
- Profi a racraph f Artic " 'Gaein 


For the inplenentation of peragraphs 1 anc 2 of Ar- 
ticle 7 and paragraph 3 of Article 12 ary itncone, gain, 
or capense ettributeble to @ permanent estedlismnent or 
@ fined base during its existence is texadle or deduct- 
inle tm the Contracting State where such pernmanert ested- 
lishment or fined base is situated even if the paynents 
are deferred until such permanent estadlismrent or fined 
base has Ceased to exist. “othing in the preceding sen- 
tence shall affect the application to such deferred pay- 
ments of rules regarding the accrual of tnconre and ex- 
perses according to the dorestic lew of a Contracting 
Stete. 


vith + ren Article 7? { Profi ad Ar- 
ic? in 


Gains from the alienation of movable property that at 
any tine formed part of the business property of 4 per- 
menert establishment or fined base thet @ resident of 
one Contracting State hes or had in the other Contract- 


Sug 
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ing State may be texed by that other State only to the 
extent of the gain that accrued during that tine. Not- 
withstanding any provision of Article 7 of Article 13, 
such ten may be inposed on such gains at the tine when 
realized and recognized under the laws of thet other 
State, if tt t6 within ten years of the date on which 
the property ceases to be pert of the business property 
of the permanent establishment or fixed base (or such 
shorter period provided by the laws of cither Contract- 
ing Stete). 





The competent authorities may mutually egree te connon 

procedures different from these under national law for 

the allocation to @ permanent establishment of expenses 
mentioned in paragraph 3 of Article 7. 


with referer te Artic? A { aterpri 


Either Stete may epoly the rules of its netional lew 
thet pernit the distribution, eprortionnrest, or alloce- 
tion of income, deductions, credits, or sellowances be- 
tween relatec persons with @ view to epportioning or 
sllocating such deductions, credits, or allowances itn 
eccordence wit the general principles of paragraph | of 
Article 9. Article 9 shall net be construed to linit 
either Contracting State in allocating tacone between 
persons thet ere related other than by direct or ita- 
Girect participation within the sneaning of paragraph i, 
such a8 by commercial or contractual! relationships re- 
sulting tm controlling tinfivence, so long as such allo- 
Cation is otherwise in accordance with the general orin- 
ciples of pereqraph 1 of Article 9. 





fe, Lith referen 3 of Artici« If (Dividend 





For United States income tax purposes, the United States 
shareholder shall be treated as if it hed received as @ 
dividend @ refund of German tas eque!l to $.88 percent of 
the dividend ectually paid, deterrined before the Gerran 
withholding tex on such dividend. The sur of this refund 
end Such actual dividend shal! be deened to have been 
subject to German withholding tax at the rete prescribed 
in peregraph 2b) of Articte 10. 


°. with reference to paregraph * of Article 190 [Dt vidends) 


The genera! principle of the “dividend equivalent enount”, 
8s usec in the United States 'aw, 18 to approninate thet 
portion of the incore mentioned in paragraph 8 a) that 

1s comparable to the amount that would be distributed as 

@ dividend if such income were earned Sy @ locally in- 
corporated subsiciery. 


“in* reference 
r {2 1t4 





A Contracting State shall deen the recipient of divi- 
cencs, interest, or royalties who is @ resident of the 
other Contracting Stete to be the beneficial owner for 
the purposes of Articies 10, 11, and 12 tf the recipient 
1s the person to which the incone is attributable for 

ten purposes under the laws of the first-mentioned State. 


ll. With referees Artic?! ater 


The excess of the amount of interest deductible by a 
United Stetes permanent ested! ishnent of a German con- 











12. 


if, 


15. 


pany over the taterest actually paid Sy Such permenceat 
estebdlishrent shall be trceted a8 feterest derived ang 
beneficially owned by a resident of the Federal Republic 
of Gernany. 


with + ren Artic! ® Lh 4. 


where on artiste resident in one Contracting State re- 
cords @ performance in the other Contracting State, has 
& copyrightable taterest in the recording, and receives 
consideration for the right te wse the recording based 
on the sale or public playieg of such recording, then 
such consideration shell be gowermed By this Articte. 


ith r r r * he ! Cain 


The tern “irneweble property sitweted in the other Con- 
trecting Stete", es described tn th's paragraph, whee 
the United States {6 that other Contracting State ta- 
cludes @ United Stetes real property taterest. 


Yish reference te paragrapr 3 of Articic 1) [Gains) 


Jothing tn this Article shall prewent geins fren the 
altenetion by @ resident of « Contracting State of an 
interest tf # paertwership, trust, or estate that hes «@ 
perrerent estebdlishrent situated in the ether Contrect- 
ing State from betag treated a6 gein wrder paeregrepr 5. 


vith f r f Ar { 

erg Athletes) 

If on artiste or ethlete is set subject te tex in the 
Federa! Pepublic ef Germany wnder the provisions of 





perecreph | of Articte 17, tana may be with*el@ #t source 
ia the Federal Republic of Germany, anc shal! be re- 
funded to the taspayer orly wpor epplication at the end 
of the calender year concerned. Paragraph 6 of Article 2% 
(Refund of Vitmnelding Ten) shell renain uraffected. 





In determining the taxable teconme of an incividwa!l wre 
is @ resident of the Federal Republic of Germany there 
shell be sllowed os @ deduction tm respect of alinony or 
sintier allowances paid to an tndivicua!l whe ts @ resi- 
dent of the Jnited States the esrownt that would be 
slliowed 6 @ deduction if thet last-mentiorede tadividue!l 
were sudject te wnlinited tea liability t+ the Federal 
Republic of Cermaeny. 





Payments thet ere made out of putlic fuecs of @ Con- 
trecting Stete or by @ scholarship orgerizetion endowed 
with such funds shall be comsidered to arise in full 
fror sources outsice the other Stete. The preceding sen- 


tence shel! aise apply when such payrerts ere mede under 
prograens funded jointly by organizations of beth Corn- 
trecting Stetes if more than $0 percent of these funds 
ere provided out of public funds of the first-nment tioned 
Stete or by @ Scholarship organization endowed with such 
fends. The competent authorities shel! conselt with each 
other te identify these scholarship progreans whose pay- 
ments shall be treated os arising fror sources outside « 
Contracting Stete wader the foregoing rules. 
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18. vite reference to persegraphs 1, 4, sad 5 of Article 20 
(Visiting Professors ans Teachers; Students ang Trainees) 


if se resident of « Contracting State rensins in the 
other Contracting State for @ period of tine exceeding 
thet prescribed, thet other State may tan the individual 
under its national lew for the entire period of the 
visit, wnless in « particuler case the conpetent suthor- 
ities of the Contracting Stetes egree otherwise. 


19. With referer reareor * &rtict her la- 


Where the recipient and the payor of @ dividend ere both 
residents of the Fecera! Republic of Gerrany and the 
dividend is attributed te @ perrenent estadlishnent or « 
fined base that the recipient of the dividend has in the 
Urited Stetes, the Federe! fepudlic of Germany nay ten 
such 8 dividend at the rates provided for in pere- 
graphs 2 and 2 of Article 10 (Dividends). The Unites 
States shall give @ credit for such ten eccording to the 
provisions of Article 23 (Relief from Double Tasetion). 


20. With referee rearepr f hectic Pelief fr 


Doudie Taxation) 


In ceases where the Comwention cives te the Federal te- 
pulic of Gerrany the right te tan tacene and such incone 
1s regerded a3 United Stetes source tacone under United 
States law the United States shell grant the credit pro- 
vided for in peragreph 1 of Article 23, subject to any 
lew of the United States limiting the foreign tan credit 
17 @ wey thet prevents the crediting of @ foreign tes 
egetnst United Stetes source tacore, and the credit pre- 
vided for ia raraegreph 3 of Article 23. Fer purposes of 
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peregreph | of Articte 23, the “geeerse! priacipic hereof” 
means the avoidance of double tanetion by allowing « 
credit for tezes inposed on iters of tncone erising tn 
Germany, @s determined under applicadlec Unitec Stetes 
source rules, as modified dy the Convention. While tre 
details and limitations of the credit pursuant to this 
paeregreph may change a6 provisions of United States law 
change, any such charges oust preserve 2 credit fo. Ger- 
men teres paid or accrued with respect to itens of Ger- 
men source incone. 


7i. Bits reference te Articic 2) [Relief fron Doybic Tex- 


‘ n¢ Artic ” 1 hereenent Pr r 


The Foders! Republic of Germany shal! avoid double tan- 
etion by @ ten credit as provided for in peregrapr 2 &) 
of Articic 23, and mot by @ tea cHOrption wader sere- 
ereph 2 4) of Article 23, 


e; 'f tn the Contracting Stetes tncore or capita’ is 
plecec under differing provisiors of the Convention 
or atiridbuted to different persons ‘other then under 
Article 9 (Assoctated Enterprises)! and this conflict 
connot be settied Sy & Procedure pursuant to Ar- 
ticle 25 and 


aa) if a8 @ result of such placement or attridution 
the rolewant tacene or capita! would be subject 
te dowble tanetion; or 


bd) if a8 @ result of such placement or attridution 
the relevent tacene or cepite! would rensin wa- 
tensed or be subject only to inappropriately re- 
duced tenetion tn the United S*ates end would 
(out fer the epplicetion of this Paragraph) re- 
mein exempt frem ten in the Federal Tepublic of 
Germany; or 
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db) if the Federal Republic of Gernany bes, after déve 
comswltetion and subject te the linttetions of its 
iaternmal lew, setifics the Gaited Stetes through 
ciplometic channels of ether itens of facome to which 
it tetends te epply this Paragraph tf order te pre- 
vent the exenption of iacere fren tasetion t* Doth 
Contracting Stetes or other arrangenents for the in- 
proper wse of the Convention. 


In the case of a notification wader subparagraph 6), the 
United Stetes mey, subject te notification trough diplo- 
me.tc Chemecis, characterize such tecone ender the Con- 
vertion conmsistentiy with the cherecterizetion of thet 
income By the Federa! Republic of Germany. A motifica- 
tion mede under this Paragraph shall hawe effect only 
from the first day of the calender year following the 
yeer in which tf was tremenitted and any lege! prerequi- 
sites under the dorestic lew of the notifying State for 
giving it effect have been fulfilled. 


* Artic? 


Paragraph 1 of Article 24 dees not obligate the United 
Stetes te subject on tadividue! whe is ¢ German national 
Mot resident tn the United Stetes te the sere tentang 
recine #6 thet epplied te oe citizen of the Yntted States 
not resident ta the United Stetes. 


Nth referees Arti " al Aare at Pr oa 


Hothing fa this Ariicle shell be construed to obligate 
e Contracting Stete te etsregerd « person's waiver of 
rights wader this Article. 








The decision of the arbitration hoard tn 2 perticuler 
case shall be binding om Doth Contracting Stetes with 
respect te thet cease. 





The Contracting States may release to the arbitration 
dpoerée such faformation a6 16 necessary for carrying owt 
the erbitraetion procedure, provided thet the menrbers of 


the arbitretion board shel! be subject te the lintte- 


tions on disclosure described ta Articte 26. 





The Federe! Republic of Germany shall wader this Article 
cactaenge iafornaetion with or without request te the ea- 
tent provided for in the lew of 19 Decenber 1965 (EC- 
Artsnilfegeset2) es emended fron tine toe tine without 
chenging the genera! principles thereof. 





The competent authorities of the Contracting States 
shel!) dewelop procedures for inplementing this Articie. 
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28. With reference to paragraph 1 f) of Articie 28 (Linita- 
tion on Benefits) 


The not-for-profit organizations described in parea- 
graph 1 f) of Articte 26 include, Sut are not linited 
to, pension funds, pension trusts, private foundations, 
trade unions, trade associations, and siniler organiz- 
ations. In all events, @ penston fund, pension trust, or 
similar entity organized for purposes of providing re- 
tirerert, disability, or other enploynent bencfits that 
is orgerized under the laws of a Contracting State shal! 
be entitiedc to the benefits of the Convention if the 
orgenization sponsoring suc™ fund, trust, or entity is 
entitled to the benefits of the Convention under Ar- 





et! Je 36. 


Done in duplicate at Sonn this £94 day of Bugqust 1949, 
in the Eng’ ‘sh ane Seorzman largqueces, doth teats being 


ecuelly suthentic, 


For tho For thc 
Irited S*etes of Anerice Federsl fenuhtic of Gerrany 


Youn A Westtos 
Low b. la 
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DEK STAATSSEKRETAR 
DES AUSWARTIGEN AMTS BONN, 29. August 1989 


Excellency, 


I have the honor to refer to the Cov -ention signed todey between 
the Federa! Republic of Germany and the United States of Anerica 
for the Avoidance of Dowble Taxation and the Prewentton of Fiscal 
Evasion with respect to Texzes on Income and Capital and te cer- 
tein other Taxes and to inform you on behalf of the Goveranent of 
the Federal Republic of Germany of the following: 


Im the course of the negotiations lcading to the conclusion of 
the Convention signed today, the acgotistors devcloped and agreed 
upon &@ Benorendun of understanding intended to give guidence beth 
toe the taxpayers and the ten authoritics of our twe countries ta 
interpreting Article 26 (Limitation on Bencfits). This nenorendun 
of understanding, attached te this Note, represents the current 
views of the Gowernnment of the Federal Pepublic ef Germany with 
respect to Article 28. It is my Goweranent’s view that as we Bath 
gain experiesce in administering the Convention, and particularly 
Article 26, the competent authorities may develop and publish 
amendments and further understandings and interpretations. 





** C818 postition meets with the approval of the C-veranent of the 
United Stetes ef Anerics, this Sete and your Note in reply there- 
te will tadicete thet our Geverarents share « common understand- 
ing of the rele of the nemorandun of understanding relating to 
Article 28 ef the Convention. 


Accept, Excelleacy, the exeression of ay highest considerstion. 


Corban thy 


Wis Eacelleacy 

fir. Vernon Valters 

Aebasseder of the United States 
ef Anerice 
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UNDERSTANDINGS REGARDING Tue scope OF THE LIMITATION On SENEFITS 
ARTICLE IM THE CONVENTION Berucem THE FEDERAL REPYRLIC OF CERNANY 
ANDO THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


A. in an fon 


Paragraph 1 (c) of Article 28 (Linitation on Benefits) of the 
Convention provides thet benefits will be granted with respect to 
income derived in connection with or incidental to an active 
trade or business in the State in which the tncome recipient re- 
sides. This provision is sclf-cxccuting; unlike the provisions of 
paragraph 2, discussed in section 8, below, it does not require 
advance competent authority ruling or epproveal. 


The following exenples illustrate the intention of the negotietors 
with respect to the interpretation of the provisions of pare- 
graph 1 (cc). The exenples are not intended to be exhaustive of 

the kinds of cases which would fall within the scope of the para- 
grap. 


For purposes of exposition, the examples ere structured in terns 
of a German entity claiming U.S. treaty benefits; they ere in- 
tended to be understood reciprocally. Paragraph 1 (c) ts relevant 
only tm cases in which the entity claiming treaty benefits is not 
entitied to benefits under either the ownership and base erosion 
tests of paragraph | (e) of the public trading test of para- 
graph i (¢). 








Facts: 


Analysis: 


A German resident company 1s owned by three persons, 
each resident in s different third country. The company 
1s engaged in an active manufacturing business in the 
Federal Republic of Germany (Germany). It bas @ wholly- 
owned subsidiary in the United States which hes been 
Capitalized with debt and equity. The subsidtery is en- 
gaged in selling the output of the German parent. The 
active sanufacturing business in Germany fs substantia! 
tim relation te the activities of the U.S. subsidiary. 
Are the subsidiary's interest and dividend payments to 
its German parent eligible for treaty benefits in the 
United Stetes? 


Treaty benefits would be sllowed because the treaty re- 
quirement thet the U.S. tncome “is derived in connec- 
tion with or is iacidental to” the German active busi- 
ness is satisfied. This conclusion is based on two 
clements in the fact pattern presented: (1) the tacone 
is connected with the active German business -- fn this 
exemple in the form of « “downstream” connection; and 
(2) the active German business is substantial in rele- 
tion te the business of the U.S. subsidiary. 


Exenple Ii 


Facts: 


The facts are the seme as in Example | except that 
while the tnceme is derived by the German parent of the 
U.S. subsidiary, the relevant business ectivity ita 
Germany ts carried on by @ German subsidiary company. 
The German subsidiary’s activities meet the business 
relationship and substentiality tests of the business 
connection provision as described in the preceding 
exemple. Are the U.S. subsidiary's dividends and inter- 
est payments te the German perent eligible for U.S. 
treaty benefits? 





sy 
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Analysis: Senefits are allowed because the two German entities 


(f.e., the one deriving the income and the one carrying 
on the substantial active business in Germany) ere re- 
lated. Benefits are not denied merely because the if- 
come is earned by « German holding company and the 
relevent activity 's carried on in Germany by 2 German 
subsidiary. The existence of a similar holding company 
structure in the United States would not affect the 
right of the German perent to treaty benefits. Thus, if 
the German parent owns @ subsidiary in the United 
States which is, itself, @ holding company for the 
group's U.S. activities, which are related to the bust- 
mess activity in Germany, dividends paid by the U.S. 
holding company to the German parent holding conpany 
would be tested for cligibility for benefits in the 
sane way a8 described abowe, ignoring the fact that the 
activities are carried on by one entity and the incone 
in respect of which benefits are claimed ts paid by 
another, related, entity. 


Exenpie iil 


Facts: 


A German resident conpany 1s owned by three persons, 
each resident in a different third country. The conpany 
is the worldwide headquarters and parent of an inte- 
grated international! business carried on through sud- 
sidiaries in many countries. The company's wholly-owned 
U.S. and German subsidiaries manwfacture, in their 
countries of residence, products which ere part of the 
group's product line. The United States subsidiary hes 
been capitalized with debt and equity. The active manu- 
facturing business of the German subsidiary 1s subdstan- 
tial in relation to the activities of the U.S. sut- 
sidiery. The German parent manages the worldwide group 
and also performs research and development to inprove 
the manufacture of the group's product line. Are the 
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Analysis: 


U.S. Subsidiary’s dividend and interest payments to its 
German parent cligible for treaty benefits in the 
United States? 


Treaty benefits would be allowed because the treaty re- 
quirement that the United States itacome “ts derived in 
connection with or is incidental to” the German active 
business is satisfied. This conclusion ts based on two 
elements in the fect pattern presented: (1) the incone 
fs connected with the Gernan active business because 
the United States subsidiary and the German subsidiary 
manufacture products which are part of the group's pro- 
duct line, the German parent manages the worldwide 
group, and the parent performs research and developnrent 
that benefits both subsidiaries; ond (2) the active 
German business 18 substantia! ‘n relation to the busi- 
ness of the U.S. subsidiary. 


Exespie iv 


Facts: 


Analysis: 


A third-country resident estebdlishes « German company 
for the purpose of acquiring a large U.S. manufacturing 
company. The sole business activity of the German con- 
pany (other than holding the stock of the U.S. company) 
1s the operation of @ small retailing outlet which 
sells products senufactured by the U.S. company. Is the 
Geroan company entitied te treaty benefits under pare- 
graph 1 (c) with respect to dividends it receives fron 
the U.S. manufacturer? 


The dividends would not be entitied to benefits. Al- 
though there ts, arguably, @ Business connection be- 
tween the U.S. and the German businesses, the “subd- 
stentiality” test described tn the preceding exaenples 
is set oet. 
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“Facts: 


Analysis: 
. le ¥ 
Facts: 


Gernan, Freach ana Selgian cConpaenies create « joint 
venture in the form of « paerteershtp organized ia Ger- 
many te manufacture @ preduct if @ devclopieg country. 
The joint wenture owns @ U.S. sales company, which pays 
dividends te the joint wenture. Are these dividends 
cligible for benefits of the Convention? 


Under Article 4, only the Cerman partner is @ resident 
of Germany for purposes of the Convention. The question 
arises under this Convention, therefore, only with re- 
spect to the German partwer’s share of the dividends. 
If the German partrer meets the ownership and base 
erosion tests, or the public trading test of pare- 
graph 1 (64) or (fe), it 18 entitied te bemefits without 
reference te peregraph 1 (cc). If mot, the analysis of 
the © avlows cuanples would be applied te determine 

@i yrdility for benefits wader 1 ic). The deterninstion 
of treaty benefits available to the French and Belgian 
partners wil! be rede under the "nited States Conven- 
tions with France end felgiun. 


A German company, @ French conpeny and « Belgian con- 
pany create @ joint wenture ta the form of « Gernen re- 
sident company in which they tate equal shareholdings. 
The jJotat venture company cegages if an active nenufec- 
turtag business ta Germany. Income derived from thet 
business that 6 retained a6 worting capital is ta- 
vested in U.S. Gowernment securities and other U.S. 
debt tnstrusents watt! needed for use in the dbustness. 
Is taterest paid on these instruments eligible for 
benefits of the Convention’ 





Analysis: The teterest would be cligthlec fer treaty benefits. 
Isterest tecene eorsed from short-term tavestnest of 
worting copital ts teciéeete!l te the besterss te Ger- 
mony of the Gernee jotet vestere company. 


t. rt tscreti r Par 


As tediceted sbeowe, treaty beret its may be claimed By the tea~ 
peyer weder the provisions of peregreph | (ownership, bese erosion, 
public trediag, of busteess Commection) without referesce te conr- 
petert eutherity. It '6 anticipated thet tn the wast majority of 
cases, eligtettrty fer treaty bewefits wil! be deterninadle with- 
out resort te competert authorities. The tee aut (ties of the 
Contrectiog Stetes may, of Course, '* reviewing & Case écternine 
thet the teapeyer tes trpreperty teterpreted the provisions of 
peregrephl, en¢ that benefits showlé set hewe beer grested. Fur- 
thermore, wnder peregraph 7 the competent authority of the source 
State Mey Geternine thet, setwithatending fallere te quelify fer 
benefits wader peregreph 1, dbewefits shewle be granted. 


It 8 essumed thet, for purposes of inplencating seragreph 7, 
texpeyers will be permitted te present thelr cases te the con- 
petert authority for an sdvence Geterninetion based on the fects, 
ond wil! set be required te watt enti! the tee euthorities ef ore 
of the Contracting Stetes fave Getermined thet bemefits ere de- 
nated. In these circurstences, 't '6 alee expected that tf the 
cCompetest suthority determines that benefits ere te be allowed, 
they wil! be sllowed retroectively te the tine of entry tate 
force of the relewant treaty provision er the eatebliahmest of 
the structure te question, ehichewer ts lteter. 


In “ektag determinations wader paragraph 2, it 16 waderstoe? thet 
the competent sutheritios wil! tate tete eccowet af! relewsnt 
fects end circunstences. The factual criterts which the conpetent 
suthoritties ere expected te tete tate aeccownt taclude the extat- 
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cece of « clear busterss purpose for the structure eed location 
of the tacone corning entity in question; tr coméuct of an ec- 
tive trece or bustecss [45 opposed te @ mere tevestrent activity) 
by SUCH @ntity; ee¢ @ valid buesterss Senet Seterer That eatity 
and the OClivity givieg rise te the tacone. The Competert suthor- 
tttes wttl, ferthermerc, consiger, for exenple, whether end te 
what cuteet # sebstertia!l headquarters operation conm@ucted ta 
 Comtracting State by employees of « resident of thet Stete con- 
tritbete te such welid busteess frees, ond should wot, therefore, 
be treeted merely as the “nating or managing Cot? tewestrents” 
within the meaning of paragraph 1 ic) of Article 28. 


The @iscretionary authority greeted to the conpetest euthoritics 
is peregreph 2 is perticulerty tnpertest ta view of, end shovle 
be erercized with oerticuler coqnizerce of, the Geweloprents in, 
ene objectives of, tatermationa! ecoreric tetegration, such as 
that between the nenber countries of the European Conmunttios and 
between the United States end Conade. 


The following exenple illustrates the application of the pria- 
ciples Gescribed ts Section 8, ebdeve. 


Ceerpie vil 

Fects: German, Freech aed Belgian conpanies, each of which ts 
engeged directiy or throwgrh its affiliates ta substen- 
tial active Busteess operations tn its cowetry of resi- 
dence, decide te cooperate in the development, produc- 
tion, and maerteting of on edvenced passenger aircraft 
through & Corporate joint westure with tts statutory 
seet ta Germany. The development, production end rar- 
heting aspects of the preject ere carried? owt by the 
tadividus! joiat veaturers. The jotet verture conpery, 
which t6 staffed with @ sigvificent sunber of nene- 
gerite! and finencta! personne! seconded by the joint 
wenturers, ects 6 the general headquarters for the 

oiet veetere, responsible for the overall! maenegerert 








Analysis: 


of the preject taclediag coordisetion of the functions 
seperetety performed by the tedividua! jetet veeterers 
on bebelf of the jotat vertere company, the fevestoest 
of worting capite! contributed by the jotet verterers 
one the finenciag of the preject’s edettions! cepite! 
requirements throwgh public e°¢ private berrowiegs. The 
jotat veetere conpaesy Gerives portfolio tevestnent ta- 
come from U.S. sources. 16 this tacome eligisie for 
berefits of the Convention’ 


If the jJotet vertere company's activities comstitete en 
ective Sustwess end the teceme 6 commected te thet 
bustness, Sewefits would be el lowed weder paere- 

greph i (ec). If wet, tt '8 expected thet the U.S. con- 
petent authority would determine thet treaty benefits 
should be slleowed t* eccordence wits peregreph (7) 
weder the facts presented, particularity ta view ef (1) 
the clear buesteess purpose for the formation eed loce- 
tion of the jotet wreture company; (2) the significant 
heodquerters fuections perfernmed by ihen Conpeny tn o6- 
Gitton te fimencta!l functions; end (3) the fect thet 
ell of the jJetet veetuerers ere corpenies resident te FC 
merber cowstries te which they are engeged directly or 
through thetr effilietes te substantial ective Sustnens 
operations. 


The competest suthorities wil! consult further on these tseues, 
and oey alte tate tate account the views of the ten euthoritios 
of ether Stetes, tacludiag, ta perticuler, senber States of the 
Curepeen Conownities. 
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teaser OF THE 
VerTe® STATES OF amaica 


Bone, Avgust 79, 1989 


Eaccllency, 


1 hewe the Boner te confirm receipt of your ete of today's date 
which reeds os follows: 


"I have the homer te refer te the Convention signed today between 
the Federal Republic of Germany end the United States of Anerice 
for the Avetdence of Dowdle Taxation end the Prevention of Fiscal 
Evasion with respect te Taxes on Income and Capite! and te cer- 
tets other Teses and te tnfore you on behelf of the Government of 
the Feeders! Bepublic of Germany of the following: 


Ie the course of the negotiations leading to the conclusion of 
the Convention siqved todey, the negotiators developed and sgreed 
epee & Genmorenden of wenderstending intended te give guidance beth 
te the texpeyers end the tan euthorities of our twe cowrtries ta 
faterpreting Article 26 (Linttetion on Bemefits). This senerendus 
of understanding, attached te this Note, represents the current 
views of the Goveranment of the Federal Bepublic of Germany with 
respect te Articie 26. It ts my Gewererment’s view thet a6 we beth 
gate expertence if edministering the Conwention, end particularly 
Article 28, the competent authorities may develop and publ ian 
enendments and further wnderstendings and taterpretations. 
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If th1S pOsiLion meets with the sppreve! of the Coverement of the 
Yetted Stetes ef Anmerics, this Sete anc your Tote t# reply there- 
te wil! te@icete thet eur Geweremests share « Conmen wncerstend- 
ing of the rele of the semereeden of wrderstending relaetioag te 
Article 28 of the Convention.” 


| Rewe the Somer te taferm you, thet ey Coverement egrees te the 
sbdove. 


Accest, Cacellency, the expression of my Bighest coms! deretion. 


wis Cacellency 

Dr. Mens Verver Lewtensch! eger 
Stete Secretary 

of the Foreign Office 
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DER STAATSSEKRETAR 
DES AUSWARTIGEN AMTS BONN, 29. August 19%9 


Ex ellency, 


I have the honor to refer to the Convention signed today between 
the Federal Republic of Germany and the United States of America 
for the Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention of Fis- 
cal Evasion with respect to Taxes on Income and Capital and to 
certain other Taxes and to inform you on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the Federal Republic of Germany of the following: 


If the competent authorities of both Contracting States agree to 
submit a disagreenent regarding the interpretation or applica- 
tion of this Convention to arbitration according to paragraph 5 
of Article 25, the following procedures will apply: 


1. The competent authorities may agree to invoke arbitration in a 
specific case only after fully exhausting the procedures 
available under paragraphs 1 to 4 of Article 25, and if the 
taxpayer(s) consent(s) to the arbitration and agree(s) in 
writing to be bound by the arbitration decision. The competent 
authoritics wili not generally accede to arbitration with re- 
spect to matters concerning the tax policy or domestic tax law 
of cither Contracting State. 


2. The competent authorities shall establish an arbitration board 
for each specific case in the following manner: 


(a) An arbitration board shall consist of not less than three 
nenbers. Each competent authority shal! appoint the sane 
number of menbers, and these members shall agree on the 
appointment of the other nenber(s). 
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(b) The other member(s) of the arbitration hoard shall be fron 
cither Contracting State or from another OFCD nenber coun- 
try. The competent authorities nay issue further instruc- 
tions regarding the criteria for selecting the other 
mender{s) of the arbitration board. 


{c) Arbitration board nenbers (and their staffs) upon their 
appo'natnment must agree in writing to abide by and be sub- 
ject to the applicable confidentiality and disclosure pro- 
visions of both Contracting States and the Convention. In 
case those provisions conflict, the most restrictive con- 
dition will apply. 


The competent authoritics may agree on and instruct the arbi- 
tration board regardine specific rules of procedure, such as 
appointment of a chairman, procedures for reaching a decision, 
establishment of time limits, etc. Otherwise, the arbitration 
board shall establish its own rules of procedure consistent 
with generally accepted principles of equity. 


Taxpayers and/or their representatives shall be afforded the 
opportunity to present their views to the arbitration board. 


The arbitration board shall decide each specific case on the 
basis of the Convention, givirg due consideration to the do- 
mestic laws of the Contracting States and the principles of 
international law. The arbitration board wil! provide to the 
competent authorities an explanation of its decision. The de- 
cision of the arbitration board in a particular case shall be 
binding on both Contracting States and the taxpayer(s) with 
respect to that case. While the decision of the arbitration 
board shall not have precedential effect, it is expected that 
such decisions ordinarily will be taken into account in sub- 
sequent competent authority cases involving the sane tax- 
peyer(s), the same issue(s), and substantially sinilar facts, 
and may also be taken into account in other cases where appro- 
priate. 
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6. Costs for the arbitration procedure will be borme in the fol- 
lowing mannacr: 


(a) Each Contracting State shall bear the cost of renuncr- 
ation for the nenber(s) appointed by it, as well as for 
its representation in the proceedings before the arbditra- 
tion bosrd; 


(bd) the cost of remuneration for the other member(s) and al” 
other costs of the arbitration board shal! be shared 
equally between the Contracting States; and 


(«) the arbitration board may decide on a different slloca- 
tion of costs. 


However, if it deems appropriate in a specific case, in view 
of the nature of the case and the roles of the parties, the 
Competent Authority of @ Contracting State may require the 
taxpeyer(s) to agree to bear that Contracting State's share of 
the costs a8 @ prerequisite for arbitration. 


7. The competent authorities may agree to modify or supplenent 
these procedures; however, they shal! continue to be bound by 
the general principles established herein. 


If this proposal meets with the approval of the Governnent of 
the United States of America, this Note and your reply thereto 
shall constitute the agreencnt of our two governments cn these 
matters. 


Accept, Excellency, the expression of ny highest consideration. 


ben fan, Mo 


His Excellency 

‘Ir. Vernon Valters 

Ambassador of the United States 
of America 
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EMBASSY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


Ponn, August 29, 1989 


Excellency, 


1 have the honor to confirm receipt of your “ote of today's date 
which reads as follows: 


"Il have the honor to refer to the Convention signed today dbetwern 
the Federal Republic of Germany and the 'Inited States of Anerica 
for the Avoidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention of Fis- 
cal Evasion with respect to Taxes on Incone and Capital and to 
certain other Taxes anc to inform you on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the Federal Republic of Cernany of the following: 


If the competent authorities of both Contracting States agree to 
submit a disagrceenent regarding the interpretation or applica- 
tion of this Convention to arbitretion according to paragraph § 
of Article 25, the following procedures will apply: 


1. The competent authorities may agree to invoke arbitration in a 
specific case only after fully cuahausting the procedures 
available under paragraphs 1 to 4 of Article 25, and if the 
texpeyer(s) consent(s) to the arbitration and agree(s) in 
writing to be bound by the arbitration decision. The conpetent 
authorities will not generally accede to arbitration with re- 
spect to matters concerning the tax policy or domestic tax law 
of either Contracting State. 





ty 
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2. The competent authorities shall establish an arbitration board 
for each specific case in the following manner: 


(a) An arbitration board shall consist of not less than three 
members. Each competent authority shall appoint the sane 
number of nenbers, and these menbers shal! agree on the 
appointment of the other member(s). 


(bd) The other meober(s) of the arbitration board shall be fron 
either Contracting State or from another OECD member coun- 
try. The competent authorities may issue further instruc- 
tions regarding the criteria for selecting the other 
member(s) of the arbitration board. 


(c) Arbitration board members (and their staffs) upon their 
appointment oust agree in writing to abide by and be sub- 
ject to the applicable confidentiality and disclosure pro- 
visions of both Contracting States and the Convention. In 
case those provisions conflict, the most restrictive con- 
dition will apply. 


3. The competent authorities may agree on and instruct the arbi- 
tration board regarding specific rules of procedure, such as 
appointment of a chairman, procedures for reaching a decision, 
establishment of time limits, etc. Otherwise, the arbitration 
board shall establish its own rules of procedure consistent 
with generally accepted principles of equity. 


4. Taxpayers and/or their representatives shall be afforded the 
opportunity to present their views to the arbitration board. 


5. The arbitration board shall decide each specific case on the 
basis of the Convention, giving due consideration to the do- 
mestic lews of the Contracting States and the principles of 
international law. The arbitration board will provide to the 
competent authorities en explanation of its decision. The de- 
cision of the arbitration board in a particular case shall be 
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binding on both Contracting States and the taxpayer(s) with 
respect to that case. While the decision of the arbitration 
board shall not have precedential effect, it is expected that 
such decisions ordinarily wil! be taken into account in sub- 
sequent competent authority cases involving the same tax- 
payer(s), the same issue(s), and substantially similar facts, 
and may also be taken into account in other cases where appro- 
priate. 


6. Costs for the arbitration procedure will be borne in the fol- 
lowing manner: 


(a) Each Contracting State shal! bear the cost of renuner- 
ation for the member(s) appointed by it, as well as for 
its representation in the procecdings before the arbitra- 
tion board; 


(b) the cost of remuneration for the other nenber(s) and al! 
other costs of the arbitration board shall be shared 
equally between the Contracting States; and 


(c) the arbitration board may decide on a different alloce- 
tion of costs. 


However, if it deems appropriate in a specific case, in view 
of the nature of the case and the roles of the parties, the 
Competent Authority of a Contracting State may require the 
taxpayer(s) to agree to bear that Contracting State's share of 
the costs as a prerequisite for arbitration. 


7. The competent authorities may agree to modify or supplenent 
these procedures; however, they shal! continue to be bound by 
the general principles established herein. 


lf this proposal meets with the approval of the Governnent of 
the United States of America, this Note and your reply thercto 
shall constitute the agreenent of our two governments on these 
matters.” 
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I have the honor to inforn you, that my Governnent agrees to the 
above. 


Accept, Excellency, the expression of my highest consideration. 


Vika 


His Excellency 

Dr. Hens Verner Lautenschiager 
State Secretary of the 
Foreign Office 














CONVENTION BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE Unirep STaTEs oF 
AMERICA AND THE GOVERNMENT OF THE REPUBLIC oF INDIA FOR 
THE AVOIDANCE oF DousLe TAXATION AND THE PREVENTION OF 
Fiscat Evasion Wrrn Respect To Taxes ON INCOME 


The Government of the United States of America and the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic of India, desiring to conclude a Conven- 
tion for the avoidance of double taxation and the prevention of 
fiscal evasion with respect to taxes on income, have agreed as fol- 


ARTICLE 1 
General Scope 
1. This vention shall apply to persons who are residents of 
one or both of the Contracting States, except as otherwise provided 


2. The Convention shall not restrict in manner any exclu- 
sion, exemption, deduction, credit, or other now or here- 
after accorded: 


(1) 
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ARTICLE 12 
_ RSE Ge Fae ir Castes Savion 
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Private Pensions, Annuities, Alimony and Child Support 
1. pension, other than a referred to in Article 19 
emuneron and Pension in Respect of Government Served o 
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I, 12, 15, and 28 


III. Ad Articles 7, 10, 1 
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Excellency’s Note, on behalf of the Government of the Repub- 
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Secretary. 


May 15, 1989. 


N.K. Senoupta, 
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US.-Inpia Tax Treaty 


MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING CONCERNING FEES FOR INCLUDED 
SERVICES IN ARTICLE 12 
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TREATY BETWEEN THE ieeeene | THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


THE PEDERAL REPUBLIC OF NIGERIA 
ON MUTUAL LEGAL ASSISTANCE IN CRIMINAL MATTERS 


The Government of the United States of America and the 
Government of the Pederal Republic of Nigeria, hereinafter called 
the “Contracting Parties‘, | 

© Desiring to improve the effectiveness of the law enforcement 
authorities of both countries in the investigation, prosecution, and 
prevention of crime thtough cooperation and mutual legal assistance 
in criminal matters, 

Considering in particular the need to fight against illicit 
production of and trafficking in narcotic drugs and other controlled 
substances, and 

Reaffirming the determination to enhance assistance in the fight 
against crime as set out in the Agreement on Procedures for Mutual 
Assistance in Law Enforcement Matters signed at Washington, 

November 2, 1987, 
Bave agreed as follows: 


BEST COPY AVAIL agy ¢ 
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Article I -- Scope of Assistance 


1. The Contracting Parties shall, upon request and in accordance 
with the provisions of this Treaty, provide mutual assistance in 
connection with the investigation, prosecution, and prevention of 
crimes, and in proceedings related to criminal matters. 
2. Such assistance shall include: 
8) taking the testimony or statements of persons; 
b) providing documents, records, and articles of 
evidence; 
c) serving documents; 
4) locating and identifying persons; 
e) transferring persons in custody for testimony 
or other purposes; _— 
f) executing requests for searches and seizures; 
g) tracing, identifying, and immobilizing criminally 
obtained assets; 
h) assisting in proceedings related to forfeiture, 
restitution, and collection of fines; and 
i) any other form of assistance not prohibited by the 
laws of the Requested state. 
3. Assistance shall be provided without regard to whether the 
conduct which is the subject of the investigation, prosecution, or 
proceedings in the Requesting State would constitute a crime under 


the lews of the Requested State. 
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4. This Treaty is intended solely for mutual legal assistance 
between the Parties. The provisions of this Treaty shall not give 
rise to a right on the part of any private party to obtain, 
suppress, or exclude any evidence, or to impede the execution of a 
request. 


Article II -- Central Authorities 


1. Bach Contracting Party shall designate a Central Authority to 
make and receive requests pursuant to this Treaty. 

2. Por the United States of America, the Central Authority shall be 
the Attorney General or a person designated by hin. Por the 
Pederal Republic of Niger‘a, the Central Authority shall be the 
Attorney General of the Federation or a person designated by hin. 

3. The Central Authorities shall communicate directly with each 
other for the purposes of this Treaty. 


Article III -- Limitations on Assistance 


1. The Central Authority of the Requested State may deny assistance 
ifs 

a) a request is not in compliance with the provisions of this 
Treaty; 

b) the request relates to a political offense; 

c) the request relates to an offense under military law which 
would not be an offense under ordinary criminal law; or 

@) the execution of the request would be contrary to the 
Constitution of the Requested State or would prejudice the security 


or other essential national interests of that state. 
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2. Before denying assistance pursuant to this Article, the Central 
Authority of the Requested State shall consult with the Central 
Authority of the Requesting State to consider whether assistance can 
be given subject to such conditions as it deems necessary. If the 
Requesting State accepts assistance subject to these conditions, it 
shall comply with the conditions. 
3. If the Central Authority of the Requested State determines that 
execution of a request would interfere with an ongoing criminal 
investigation or proceeding in that State, it may postpone 
execution, or make execution subject to conditions determined 
necessary after consultations with the Central Authority of the 
Requesting State. If the Requesting State accepts the assistance 
subject to the conditions, it shall comply with the conditions. 
4. The Central Authority of the Requested State shall immediately 
inform the Central Authority of the Requesting State of the reasons 


for partial or total denial or postponement of assistance. 
Article IV -- Form and Contents of Requests 


1. A request for assistance shall be in writing except that the 
Central Authority of thé Requested State may accept a request in 
another form in emergency situations. In any such case, the request 
shell be confirmed in writing as soon as practicable thereafter 
unless the Central Authority of the Requested State agrees 
otherwise, The request shall be in English unless otherwise agreed. 
2. The request shall include the following: 

a) the nawe of the authority conducting the investigation, 
prosecution, or proceeding to which the request relates, including 


the identity of the agency or authority initiating the request; 
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b) a description of the subject matter and nature of the 
investigation, prosecution, or proceeding, including the specific 
crimes which relate to the matter, the stage reached in the 
proceedings, and any dates for further proceedings; 

c) a description of the evidence, information, or other 
assistance sought; and 

6) the purpose for which the evidence, information, or other 
assistance is sought. 

3. When appropriate, a request shall also include: 
a) the identity and location of any person from whom evidence is 
@ sougne; 

b) the identity and location of a person to be served, that 
person's relationship to the investigation, prosecution or 
proceeding, and the manner in which service is to be effected; 

c) information on the identity and whereabouts of a person to be 
located; 

4) @ precise description of the place or person to be Searched 
and of the articles to be seized; 

 ] e) a description of the manner in which any testimony or 
statement is to be taken and recorded, including any special 
requirements of the law of the Requesting State as to the manner of 
taking evidence relevant to its admissibility in that State; 

f) a list of questions to be asked of a witness; 

g) a description of any particular procedure to be followed in 


executing the request; 
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h) information as to the allowances and expenses to which a 
person appearing in the Requesting State in connection with or in 
relation to the request will be entitled; and 

i) any other information which may be brought to the attention 
of the Requested State to facilitate its execution of the request or 
its apprehension of a person under its laws. | 


Article V -- Execution of Requests 


1. The Central Authority of the Requested State shall as 

@ expeditiousiy as practicable execute the request or, when 
appropriate, shall transmit it to the authority having jurisdiction 
to do 80. The competent authorities of the Requested State shall do 
everything in their power to execute the request. The courts of the . 
Requested State shall have authority to issue subpoenas, search 





warrants, or other ordére necessary to execute the request. 

2. When necessary, the request shall be presented to the 

appropriate authority by the persons designated by the Central 
es of the Requested State, 

3. Requests shall be éxecuted in accordance with the laws of the 

Requested State except to the extent that this Treaty provides 

otherwise. However, the method of execution specified in the 

request shall be followed except insofar as it is prohibited by the 

laws of the Requested State. 

4. The Central Authority of the Requested State shall respond to 

reasonable inquiries by the Central Authority of the Requesting 


State on progress toward execution of the request. 
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5. The Central Authority of the Requested State shall promptly 
inform the Central Authority of the Requesting State of the outcome 
of the execution of the request. 

6. Upon completion of @ request the Requested State shall, unless 
otherwise agreed, return to the Requesting State the original 
request together with all information and evidence obtained, 
indicating the place and time of execution. 

7. To the extent possible, a11 documents and records to be 
furnished pursuant to a request shall be complete and in unedited 
form. Upon application of the Requesting State, the Requested State 
shell make every effort to furnish original documents and records. 


Article VI - Confidentiality 


1. Weither a request (including its contents) nor the information 
ané materials supplied in response thereto shall be disclosed by a 
Contracting Party to a third State except as authorized by the other 
Contracting Party. 

2. The Requested State shall use ite best efforts to keep 
confidential a request and its contents if such confidentiality is 
requested by the Central Authority of the Requesting State. If the 
request cannot be executed without breaching the requested 
confidentiality, the Central Authority of the Requested State shall 
so infore the Central Authority of the Requesting State, which shall 
then determine whether the request should nevertheless be executed. 
3. The Central Authority of the Requested State may request that 


information or evidence furnished under thie Treaty be kept 














5444 


-8- 

confidential or be used only subject to terms and conditions it may 
specify. In that case, the Requesting State shall use its best 
efforts to comply with the conditions. 


Article VII -- Expenses 


The Requested State shall bear all expenses relating to the 
execution of the request, except for the fees of private experts, 
costs of translations and transcriptions, and allowances and 
expenses related to travél of persons pursuant to Articles 10 and 12 

 ] which shall be borne by the Requesting State, unless otherwise 
mutually decided in @ particular case. 


Article VIII -- Limitations on Use 


1. The Requesting State shall not use any information or evidence 

obteined under this Treaty in any investigation, prosecution, or 

proceeding other than that described in the request without the 
_ consent of the Requested State. 

2. Information or evidence which has been made public in the 

Requesting State may thereafter be ueed for any purpose. 


Article IX-- Obtaining Evidence in the Requested State 


1. A person in the Requested State from whom evidence is requested 

pursuant to this Treaty shall be compelled, if necessary, to appear 

anéd testify or produce documents, records, of articles of evidence. 

2. Upon request, the Central Authority of the Requested State shell 
inform the Central Authority of the Requesting State in advance 
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about the date and place of the taking of the testimony or evidence 

pursuant to this Article. 

3. The Requested State shall permit the presence of such persons as 

specified in the request during the execution of the request, and 

shall allow such persons to question the person whose testimony or 

evidence is being taken. 

4. If the person referred to in paragraph 1 asserts a claim of 

immunity, incapacity, or privilege under the laws of the Requesting 

State, the testimony or evidence shall nonetheless be taken and the 

claim made known to the Central Authority of the Requesting State 
 ] for resolution by the authorities of that Stete. 

5. Documents, records, and articles of evidence produced in the 

Requested State pursuant to this Article or which are the subject of 

testimony taken under this Article may be authenticated by an 

attestation. In the case of the United States of America, documents 

authenticated in the manner indicated in Form A-1 appended to this 





Treaty shall be admissible in evidence in the United States of 
America as proof of the truth of the matters set forth therein. In 
the case of the Pederal Republic of Nigeria, documents authenticated 

® in the manner indicated in Porm A-2 appended to thie treaty shall be 
admissible in evidence in the Federal Republic of Nigeria as proof 
of the truth of the matters set forth therein. 


Article K -- Obtaining Evidence in the Requesting State 
1. The Requested State, upon request that @ person in that State 


appear and testify in connection with an investigation, prosecution 
or proceeding in the Requesting State, shall invite that person to 
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appear and testify in the Requesting State. The Requesting State 
shall indicate the extent to which the expenses will be paid. The 
Central Authority of the Requested state shall promptly inform the 
Central Authority of the Requesting State of the response of the 
person. 
2. A person appearing in the Requesting State pursuant to this 
Article shall not be subject to service of process, or be detained 
or subjected to any restriction of personal liberty, in the 
Requested State by reason of any acts or convictions which preceded 
his departure from the Requested State. 

6. The safe conduct provided for in paragraph 2 of this Article 
shall cease either fifteen days after the Central Authority of the 
Requesting State has notified the Central Authority of the Requested 
State that the person's presence is no longer required, or if the 
person has left the Requesting State and voluntarily returned to it, 
whichever first occurs. 


Article XI -- Records of Government Agencies 
1. The Requested Stete shall provide the Requesting Stete with 
copies of publicly available documents, records, or information in 





the possession of government departments and agencies in the 





Requested State. 
2. The Requested State may provide ccpies of any documents, 
records, or information which are in the possession of & government 


department or agency in that State but which are not publicly 


available, to the same extent and under the same conditions as 
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would be available to its own law enforcement or judicial 
authorities. 
3. Official records produced pursuant to this Article may be 
authenticated by the official in charge of maintaining them. Wo 
further authentication shall be necessaiy. In the case of the 
United States of America, documents authenticated through use of 
Pore 8-1 appended to this Treaty shall be admissible in evidence in 
the United States of America; in the case of the Pederal Republic of 
Rigeria, documents esuthenticated through use of Fors 8-2 appended to 
this Treaty shall be admissible in evidence in the Federal Republic 
of Nigeria. 


Article XII -- Temporary Transfer of Persons in Custody 


l. A Requesting State may seek the temporary trensfer of persons in 
custody in the Requested State fcr purposes of assistance under this 
Treaty. 

2. A person in the custody of the Requested State whose presence is 
needed in the Requesting Stete for purposes of assistance under this 
Treaty shall be transfetred to the Requesting State for that purpose 
if the person consents and if the Central Authorities of both States 
agree. 

3. A person in the custody of the Requesting State whose presence 
in the Requercted State is needed for purposes of assistance under 
thie Tr , be traneferred to the Requested State for that 
purpose if the person consents and if the Central Authorities of 


both States agree. 




















- 12 « 
4. Por the purposes of this Article: 


e) the receiving State shall have the authority and the 
obligation to keep the person transferred in custody unless 
otherwise authorized by the sending State; 

b) the receiving State shall return the person transferred to 
the custody of the sending State as soon as circumstances persit or 
es otherwise egreed by both Central Authorities; 

c) the receiving State shall not decline on the basis of 
nationality to return @ person transferred nor require the sending 
State to initiate extradition proceedings for the return of the 
person transferred; and 

6) the person transferred shall receive credit for service of 
the sentence imposed in the sending State for the tise served while 
in the custody of the receiving State. 


Article KIII - Identifying and Loceting Persons 


1. The Requested State shell use its best efforts in identifying or 
locating persons specified in the request and believed to be within 
the Requested State. 

2. The request shall indicate the purpose for which the information 
is requested and shall contain such information as is available to 
the Central Authority of the Requesting State as to the whereabouts 
of the person concerned and such other information as it possesses 


as may fecilitete the identification of that person. 
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Article XIV - Service of Documents 


1. The Requested State shall cause service of any document 
transmitted for that purpose by the Requesting State. 

2. <A request for service of a document requiring the appearance of 
a person before an authority in the Requesting State shall be 
transmitted within a reasonable time before the scheduled appearance. 
3. The Requested State shall return as proof of service a receipt 
signed by the person served or a declaration signed by the officer 
making service, specifying the form and date of service. 


Article XV -- Search and Seizure 


1. A request for the search, seizure, and delivery of any article 
to the Requesting State shall be executed if the request includes 
the information justifying such action under the laws of the 
Requested State and if it is carried out in accordance with the laws 
of that State. 

© 2. Bvery official of the Requested State who has custody of a 
seized article shall certify, through the use of Form C appended to 





thie Treaty, the continuity of custody, the identity of the article, 
and the integrity of its condition. No further certification shall 
be required. The certificates shall be admissible in evidence in 
the Requesting State as proof of the truth of the matters set forth 
therein. 

3. The Central Authority of the Requested State may require that 
the Requesting State agree to terms and conditions deemed necessary 


to protect third party interests in the item to be transferred. 
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Article XVI -- Return of Documents, Records, 
and Articles of Evidence 


The Central Authority of the Requesting State shall return to 
the Requested State upon request any documents, records, or articles 


of evidence furnished in execution of a request as soon as possible. 


Article XVII -- Tracing, Seizing, and Forfeiture 
of Proceeds of Criminal Activities 


e.. The Contracting Parties shall assist each other to the extent 
permitted by their respective laws in proceedings relating to the 
forfeiture of the proceeds and instrumentalities of criminal 
activities, restitution to the victims of crime, and the collection 
of fines imposed as sentences in criminal prosecutions. 

2. Such assistance shall include: 
a) identifying, locating, and assessing the value of assets 
believed to be the proceeds or instrumentalities of criminal 

@ activities and to be within the Requested State; 

b) seizing and forfeiting the proceeds and instrumentalities of 
criminal activities which are located in the Requested State; 

c) invoking the procedures of the Requested State for the 
recognition, confirmation, and enforcement of an order for the 
forfeiture of the proceeds or instrumentalities of criminal 


activities made by a court or other competent authority in the 


Requesting State; and 
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4) taking measures to prevent any dealing in, transfer or 

disposal of, or the creation of any charge over assets, pending the 
determination of proceedings for the forfeiture of the proceeds and 
instrumentalities of criminal activities. 
3. The request shall contain such inforesation as is available to 
the Central Authority of the Requesting State concerning the 
location of the assets, the persons with possession or control of 
the property, and any other information which may be required to 
execute the request under the law of the Requested State. 
4. The law of the Requested State shall apply to the disposition of 

© proceeds and instrumentalities of criminal activities and to the 
recognition, confirmation and enforcement of forfeiture orders as 
the result of a request under this Article. Either Party say 
transfer forfeited assets, or the proceeds of their sale, to the 
other Party, to the extent permitted by their respective laws, upon 
such teres as may be mutually agreed. 
5. If the Central Authority of one Party becomes aware of proceeds 
or inetrumentalities of criminal activities which ere located in the 

Yd] territory of the other Party and may be forfeitable or otherwise 
subject to seizure under che laws of that Party, it may so infors 
the Central Authority of the other Party. If that other Party has 
jurisdiction in this regard it may present thie information to its 
authorities for a determination whether any action is appropriate. 
These authorities shall issue their decision in accordance with the 
laws of their country, and shall, through their Central Authority, 


report to the other Party on the action taken. 
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Article XVIII -- Information on Crimes, Arrests, 


Convictions, and Deportations 


1. If the Central Authority of one Party becomes aware of criminal 
ectivities which are or may be committed within the jurisdiction of 
the other Party, it may so inform the Central Authority of that 
other Party. 
2. The Requesting State may seek information from the Requested 
State regarding that State's arrest, conviction, or deportation of a 
national of the Requesting State when such information is needed in 
 scpeesinn with an investigation, prosecution, or proceeding in the 
Requesting State. 
3. The request shall indicate the purpose for which the information 
is requested and shall contain such information as is available to 
the Central Authority of the Requesting State as to the arrest, 


investigation, or other law enforcement action. 


Article XIX ++ Other Treaties and Domestic Laws 
Assistance and procedures provided by this Treaty shall not 
prevent or restrict either of the Contracting Parties from granting 

any eesistance under other applicable international conventions, 





arrangements, agreements, practices, or under the laws of the 


Contracting Parties. 


Acticle KX - Consultation 


1. The Parties agree to consult as appropriate to develop other ;' 


specific agreements or arrangements, formal or informal, on sutual 


legal assistance. 
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2. The Parties may agree on such practical measures as may be 


necessary to facilitate the implementation of this Treaty. 
Article XXI -- Amendment 


This Treaty may be amended by agreement in writing between the 
Parties. Amendments shall enter into force in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in Article 22 of this Treaty. 


Article XXII -- Ratification and Entry Into Porce 


1. Thies Treaty shall be subject to ratification, and the 
instruments of ratification shall be exchanged at Lagos, as soon as 
possible. 

2. This Treaty shall enter into force upon the exchange of 


instruments of ratification. 


Article XXIII -- Termination 


Either Party may terminate this Treaty at any time by giving 
written notice to the other Party. The termination shall be 
effective siz ponthe after the date of receipt of such notice by the 


other Party. 
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IN WITHESS WHEREOP, the undersigned, being duly authorized by their 
respective Governments for this purpose, have signed this Treaty. 


DONE at Washington, in two originals this 13th day of 


-\ 
I 


sonaten, 10 (yo An 


c 


POR THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA: OF NIGERIA: 


| ( 
* 
y 
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Porm A-1l 
Certificate of Authenticity 
of 
Business Records 


I, attest on penalty of criminal punishment for 
~~ {Wamey 


false statement or false attestation that I am employed by 








and that ay 
(Name Of Business from which documents are sought) 
official title is ° 





“TOrtictal titles 
I further state that each of the records attached hereto is the 
original or a duplicate of the original records in the custody 


of > 
“Wane OF Business from which documents are sought) 


I further state that: 





a) Such records were made, at or near the time of the occurrence 
of the matters eet forth, by {or from information transmitted by) a 
person with knowledge of those matters; 

b) Such records were kept in the course of a regularly 
conducted business activity; 

c) The business activity made such records as a regular 
ar and 


4) If such record is not the original, such record is a duplicate 


of the original. 








Signature Date 
Sworn to or affirmed before me, 9 
(Wane) 
a , this day 
Cc, c ec r etc 
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PORN A - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICITY 
or 
BUSINESS RECORDS 


 PTTTTTITTIITITTITTTTTTrTTirrirrrrrrTrtTee s+eeees hereby say on oath 
(Name) 


that I am employed Dy 2... cc cccccccccercceeeeeeceueees pececccecoocooeos 
(Name of Business from which documents are produced) 


My Official CICLe 16 2... ccccccccccneeseeseeeeeseeeeees sccccces eccece 
(official Title) 


I further state that each of the records attached hereto is the 
original or a duplicate of the original of records in the custody of 


(Name of Business from which documents are produced) 


I further state that:- 

A) Such records were made, at or near the time of the 
occurrence of the matters set forth, by {or from 
information transmitted by) @ person with knowledge 
of those matters; 

B) Such records were kept in the course of a regularly 
conducted business activity; 

C) The business activity made the records as a regular 
practice; and 

D) If such record is not the original, such record is 
a duplicate of the original. 

neobonsoonsabesnencesoooce seoccccocemapscoosooes 
Sworn to or affirmed before Me, 2. ccc cccccccceceeences 
(Name) 


PPT TTT TTTTTree+ey+rrryr+r+r+rrrrrrrsffrrrrryr?firyre?TTse seeeeeeee GQy of 
(Wotery public, judicial officer, etc.) 


TTT TTTIT TTTTTTTiTTiTiriryy yy Titi seeeeeeeeee 
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Fors 8-1 
Attestation of Authenticity of Foreign Public Documents 


I, , attest on penalty of 
~ Thames 


criminal punishment for false statement or attestation that ay 





position with the Government of 
~~ (COUnE EY) 





is authorized by law of 





TCount ry) 


is and that in that position 
Toftictial trttey 


I am authorized by law of the 
(Country) 








to attest that the documents attached and described below are true 


and accurate copies of original official records which are recorded 














] or filed in » which is a government 
THame of office ot agency! 
office or agency of the Government of ° 
Tcountry) 

Description of documents: 
(Signature) 
(Title) 
(Date) 
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PORE B - 2 
ATTESTATION OF AUTHENTICITY OF FOREIGN PUBLIC DOCUMENTS 


Be cocccccecccceseeocccoeoooeees «eeeeeeeees hereby say on oath 
(Name) 
thet sy position with the Government of ...... eecccccecccoccces 
(Country) 
is see ee eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ee and that in that position 
(Official Title) 
I am authorized by the law of ...... kibbineeeedeocescose to 
(Country) 


attest that the documents attached and described below are true 
and accurate copies of original official records which are 


recorded or filed in se eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eee eee eee er emhlcetmhlc ee 
(Name of Office or Agency) 


which is a government office or agency of the Government of 


(Count ry) 
Description of Documents: 


(Signature) 


(Title) 




















ys 


> ee 
Form C 
Attestation with Respect to Seized Articles 


I, (Name), attest on penalty of criminal punishment 





for false statement or attestation that my position with the 


Government of _ (Country) is (Title). I 


7 








received custody of the articles listed below from 





(Name of person) on (Date), at (Place). 








I relinquished custody of the articles listed below 


to (Name of person) on (Date), 








at (Place) in the same condition as when I received 





them (or, if different, as noted below.) 
Description of articles: 

Changes in condition while in my custody: 
Official Seal 


(Signature) 





iTitle) 





(Place) 





(Date) 























COWVERTION BETWEEN 
THE GOTER*MEST OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMEPICA 
A™D THE GOVERSYSNT OF THE PEPUBLIC OF FINLArD 
FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE TAXATION AND THE 
PREVENTION OF FISCAL EVASIO™ KITH RESPECT 
TO TAXES O" INCOME ard O* CAPITAL 


The Government of the United States of Arerica and the 
Governsest of the Republic of Finland, desiring to conclude « 
Convention for the avoidance of dowble texzation and the 


prevention of fiscal evasion with respect te taxes on income and 
on capitel, have eagreed as follows: 








SEAS 








1. Thies Convention shall apply te persons whe are resiéents 
of one of both of the Contracting States, except es otherwise 
provided in the Convention. 

2. The Convention ehall not restrict in any Senner any 
exclusion, exemption, Geduection, credit, of other aliewance sew 
or hereafter eccoréed 

se) by the lews of either Contrecting State; or 
b) by any other egreement between the Contracting States. 

3. Motwithetending any prevision of the Convention except 
paregraph 4, & Contracting State say tan @ person whe is treated 
es & resident under ite texzetion lews (except where such person 
ie Getereined to be « resident of the other Contracting State 
ender the provisions of paeregraph 2 or 3 of Article 4 
(Resiéence)), and by reason of citizenship sey ten ite citizens, 
ee if the Convention hed not come into effect. For this purpose, 
the tere “citisen* shell inelede « forser citizen whose less of 
citizenship hed as one of ite principal purposes the eveidance of 
tes, bet only for @ perieé of 10 years following euch less. 


4. The provisions of paregraph 3 shall set effect 

a) the benefits conferred by & Contracting State ender 
peregraph 2 of Article 9 (Associated Eaterprices), ender 
subperegraph &) of peregrape 1 and paregraph 4 of Article is 
(Pensions, Anneities, Aliseay, ené Child Support), aené ender 
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Articles 23 (Slieiastion of Deeble Tesetics), 24 
(Boe-Piscriaisetion), ané 25 (metes] Agreement Proceéere); 
ané 

b) the benefits conferred by & Contrecting State ender 
Articles 19 (Government Service), 20 (Steéents and Trainees), 
ond 27 (meabers of Diplesetic Hissiens ané Consular Peete), 
apon inéividesle whe ere seither citisess ef, ser levfel 
permenent residents ia, thet Stete. 


Tages Covered 
i. The exieting tenes te which thie Convention ehell apply 
ere: 


se) in Pinlené: 
(i) the etete income and capital tan, 

(ii) the coumenal tan; 

(444) the echereh ten; ond 

(iv) the tes withheld ot seerce free aea-resiéente’ 
iecese, 

(hereiaafter referred te es “Piasioh ten"); 

Bb) in the Gaited Stetes: the Peéerel iscese tances 
imposed by the Taterne] Bevense Code (bet exelediag the 
eceumslateéd earnings tas, the pereene] belding coupeny ter, 
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ané social security tazes), and the excise taezes imposed on 

insurance premiums paid to foreign ineurere and with respec: 

to private foundations (hereinafter referred to as “Uni' 

States tax"). The Convention shall, however, apply to the 

excise tazes imposed on insurance premiums paid to foreign 

insurers only to the extent that the risks covered ©; such 
premiums are not reinsured with @ person not entitled to the 
benefits of this or any other convention which provides 
exemption from euch taxes. 

2. The Convention shell apply aleo to any identical or 
substantially similar tezes which are imposed after the date of 
signature of the Convention in addition to, or in place of, the 
existing tazes. The competent euthorities of the Contracting 
States shell notify each other of any significant changes which 
have been sade in their respective tazetion lews and of any 
significant officiel published material concerning the 
application of the Convention, including explanations, 


regulations, rulings, of judicial decisions. 


ARTICLE 3 


Genera) Definitions 


1. For the purposes of this Convention, unless the context 
otherwise requires: 


59 
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a) the tere “Pinlené* seane the Republic of Finland ané, 
when used in a geographical sense, means the territory within 
which Piasish tes lew is in force; 

b) the term “Gnited States" means the United States of 
America, bet does not include Puerte Rico, the Virgins 
telenéds, Guam, or any other United States possession or 
territory: 

c) the tere “person” includes an individuel, an estate, & 
trust, @ partnership, & company, and any other body of 
persons; 

6) the tere “company” Seans any body corporete or any 
entity which is treated as « body corporate for tex purposes; 
e) the teres “enterprise of a Contracting State" and 
"enterprise of the ether Contracting State" sean respectively 
en enterprise carried on by @ resident of « Contracting State 
ané an enterprise carried on by @ resiécat of the other 

Contrecting State; 

f) the tere “setionsl" seans: 

(1) im ceepect of Pinlenéd, any individual possessing the 
nationality ef Pinlené, aad any legal person, partnership end 
essociation deriving ite etetes as euch free the iews in 
force in Pinlené; 

(11) ie coepect of the Onited Stetes, any inéividsel 
possessing the citisenship of the United States of America, 
ené any lege] perees, pertaerehip and aesociation Geriving 
ite etetes as euch free the lews ia force ia the United 








g) the tere “international traffic" means any transport 
by @ ship or aircraft, except when such transport is solely 
between places within @ Contracting State; 

h) the tere “competent authority” Beans: 

(1) in Pinlené, the Ministry of Pinance or its 
authorised representative; 

(ii) in the Onited States, the Secretary of the Treasury 
or hie delegate. 

2. As regards the application of the Convention by « 
Contracting State any term not defined therein shall, unless the 
context otherwise requires or the competent suthorities agree to 
@ common Beaning pursuant to the provisions of Article 25 ("utual 
Agreement Procedure), have the seaning which it hes under the 
lawe of that State concerning the tazes to which the Convention 


applies. 


ARTICLE 4 

Residence 
1. Por the purposes of thie Convention, the tere “resident 
of @ Contracting State” means any person who, under the lewse of 
thet State, is liable to tex therein by reason of his domicile, 
resigence, plece of sanegement, plece of incorporation, or any 


other criterion of « sisiler nature. A Onited States citizen or 
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en slien lewfully eémitted for permanent residence (a “green 
caré* holder) is « resident of the United States only if such 
person has & substantial presence, permanent home, of habitual 
abode in the United States. Sovever, 

a) the term “resident of a Contracting State” does not 
inclede any person who is liable to tax in that State in 
respect only of income from sources in thet Stete or capitel 
situated therein; and 

b) in the case of & partnership, an estate, of & trust, 
thie tere applies only to the extent that the income derived 
by such partnership, estate, or trust is subject to tex in 
thet State as the income of a resident, either in ite hendéds 
or in the hands of its pertnere or beneficieries. 

2. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1, an 
individual ie « resident of both Contrecting States, then his 
stetus shell be determined as follows: 

a) he ehell be Geemed to be « resident of the State in 
which he has @ perm@anent hose available te hie; if he hes « 
persenent home eveilable to hie in both States, he shall be 
Geened to be « resident of the State with which his personel 
ané econosic relations are closer (center of vite) 
interests); 

b) if the State in which be hes hie center of vitel 
iaterests cannot be éetermined, or if he Goes not have « 
permanent heme available te bie ia either State, be shall be 
Geened to be @ resident of the Stete in whick he hes en 
bebitee] abode, 
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c) if he bes an habitual abode in both States or in 
neither of them, he shell be deemed to be « resident of the 
State of which he is « national; 

6) if he is @ national of both States or of neither of 
taem, the competent authorities of the Contracting States 
shell settle the question by sutual egreement. 

3. Where by reason of the provisions of paragraph 1 & person 
other then an individual is a resident of both Contracting 
States, the competent authorities of the Contracting States shell 
settle the question by sutual egreement and determine the sode of 


application of the Convention to such person. 


ARTICLE 5 
Permanent Establishment 
l. Por the purposes of this Convention, the ters “permanent 
estadlishment™ means a fined plece of business through which the 
business of an enterprise is wholly or partly cerriedéd on. 
2. The tere “permanent establishment" includes especially: 
a) @ place of sanagement; 
b) @ branch; 
c) ean office; 


6) @ fectory: 


e) @ workshop; and 














f) @ sine, en ofl or gas well, @ quarty, Of any other 
plece of extraction of natural resources. 

3. A building site or construction or installation project 
constitutes @ permanent establishment only if it lasts sore than 
twelve sonths. The use of an installation or Grilling rig or 
ship in @ Contracting State to explore for or exploit neturel 
resources constitutes « permanent establishment only if such use 
is for more than twelve sonths. 

4. Wotwithetanding the preceding provisions of this Article, 
the term “permanent estedlisheent" shall be deemed not to 
include: 

a) the use of facilities solely for the purpose of 
storege, Gispley, or delivery of goods or serchandise 
belonging to the enterprise; 

b) the maintenance of «@ stock of goods or serchandise 
belonging to the enterprise solely for the purpose of 
storege, display, or delivery; 

c) the saintenence of a stock of goods or serchendise 
belonging to the enterprise solely for the purpose of 
processing by another enterprise; 

4) the saintenaence of « fized place of business solely 
for the purpose of purchasing goods or serchendise, or of 
collecting information, for the enterprise; 

@) the seintenance of a fized place of business solely 
for the purpose of carrying on, for the enterprise, any other 
activity of @ preparatory or euziliery chaerecter; 
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f) the seintenance of @ fized place of business solely 
for any combination of ectivities sentioned in subparagraphs 

a) toe). 

S. Wotwithetending the provisions of paregraphs 1 ané 2, 
where @ person - other than an agent of an independent status to 
whom paragraph 6 applies - is acting on behalf of an enterprise 
and has, and habitually exercises, in @ Contracting State an 
authority to conclude contracts in the name of the enterprise, 
that enterprise shall be deemed to have @ permanent estadlisheent 
in that State in respect of any activities which thet person 
undertakes for the enterprise, unless the activities of such 
person are limited to those sentioned in paragraph 4 which, if 
exercised through « fized place of business, would not sate this 
fized place of business & permanent establishment under the 
provisions of that paragraph. 

6. An enterprise shall not be deemed to have @ permanent 
establishment in @ Contracting State merely because it carries on 
business in that State through @ broker, general comission 
agent, or any other agent of en independent etatus, provided that 
such persons are acting in the ordinary course of their business. 

7. The fect thet @ company which ie « resident of « 
Contracting State controle or ise controlled by « company which is 
@® resident of the other Contracting State, or which carries on 
business in thet other Stete (whether through « permanent 


esteblishsent or otherwise), ehall net of iteelf constitute 


either company & permanent esteblishwent of the other. 


5/5 
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ARTICLE 6 
Incose fros tesovedie (Resi) Property 
1. Income derived by « resident of a Contracting State fros 
immovable (real) property (incleding income frow agriculture or 
forestry) situated in the other Contracting State Sey be taxed in 
thet other Stete. 
2. Por the purposes of this Article 

a) The tere “issovable property” shell, subject to the 
provisions of subparagraphs b) and c), have the seaning which 
it hes ender the lew of the Contracting State in which the 
property ir question is situated. 

b) The tere “issovable property” ehell in any case 
inclaée property eccessory to issovable property, livestock 
anéd equipment veoed in agriculture and forestry, cights to 
which the provisions of general lew respecting landed 
property epply, weefrect of issoveble property ané rights to 
variable or fined peysents a consideration for the working 
of, or the right to work, Sineral Geposits, sources and other 
netural resources. 

c) Shipe ené aircraft shell not be regaréeéd a6 imeovable 
property. 

3. The provisions of peregraph 1 shall apply te iacose 
Geriveé from the direct ese, letting, of eee in any other fore of 
immovable property. 
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4. Where the ownership of shares of other corporate rights 
in @ Compeny entities the owner of such shares of corporete 
rights to the enjoyment of iesoveble property held by the 
compeny, the income from the direct ese, letting, of ese in any 
other fore of such right to enjoyment sey be tared in the 
Contrecting Stete in which the iemovaeble property is situated. 

5. The provisions of peregraphs 1 and 3 shell sleo apply te 
the income from ispoveble property of en enterprise ané to income 
from immovable property vesed for the performance of independent 


personel services. 


apTicue ? 
Business Profits 

i. The profite of an enterprise of @ Contracting Stete shell 
be tereble only in thet Stete enlesse the enterprise carries or 
carried on business in the other Contracting Stete through « 
permanent estedlieheent situated therein. If the enterprise 
carries or cerctieéd on business a6 aforesaid, the profits of the 
enterprise say be tered in the other State bet only se sech of 
them a8 is ettribeteble te thet persenent estedlishwent. 

2. Sebject te the provielons of paregraph 3, where an 
enterpriee of « Contracting State carries of carried on business 


in the other Contracting Stete through @ permanent estedi isheent 


siteeted therein, there ehell in each Contracting State be 
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ettribeted te thet pereenent esteblisheent the profite which it 
might be expected te sabe if it were « Gietinct end independent 
enterprice engeged in the same or sisiler activities ender the 
seme of sisiler conditions. 

3. In Geter@ining the profits of « permanent estedlisheent, 
there shell be allowed es Ge@uctions expenses which ere incurred 
for the purposes of the permanent establishweent, incleding « 
reasonsble ellocetion of executive ené general eéministrative 
enpenses ané other expenses incurred for the purposes of the 
enterprise as @ whole (or the part thereof which includes the 
permanent esteblisheent), whether incurred in the State in which 
the persenent esteblishwent is situated or elsewhere. 

4. Se profits shell be attributed to « permanent 
estedlishwent by resson of the Sere purchase by thet permanent 
e@eetebdlichwent of goods or serchandise for the enterprise. 

5. Por the purposes of thie Convention, the profite te be 
attributed te the permanent esteblisheent shell incleée only the 
profite éeriveé from the sesets of activities of the persanent 
estedlichwent ané shell be Getermined by the sane sethod year by 
yeer unless there ie good and sufficient reason to the contrary. 

6. Where profite incleée items of incowe which are dealt 
with seperately in ether Articles of the Convention, then the 
provieions of thoee Articles shell not be affected by the 
provisions of thie Article. 


7. Por the perpeses of the Convention, the tere “profite* 


Beane income Gerived frome any trede or business, including the 
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rental of tangible personel property, but not including the 
rentel of licensing of cinematographic files and files or tepes 


esed for reéic or television broadcasting. 


ARTICLE © 
Shipping ené Air Tranepory 

1. Profite of en enterprise of @ Contracting State from the 
operetion of ships or eircreft in international traffic ehall be 
tezedle only in thet State. 

2. Por the purposes of this Article, profits from the 
operation of ships or sircraft in international traffic include 
profits Gerived from the rental of ships or aircraft if such 
rentel profits are incidental to the profits Gealt with in 
paregraeph 1. 

3. Profits of an enterprise of a Contracting State from the 
ese, Saintenance, or rental of containers (including trailers, 
barges, and related equipment for the transport of containers) 
esed for the treneport of goods or serchandise shell be taxable 
only in thet Stete, except where such containers are used for the 
treneport ef goods or serchaendise solely between pleces within 
the other Contracting State. 

4. The provisions of paeregraphs 1 and 3 shall alec apply to 
profite from participation in @ pool, @ joint business, of an 


international epereting egency. 
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ARTICLE 9 
Associated Entorprices 

i. Where 

es) an enterprise of & Contracting State participates 
Girectiy or indirectly in the sanegesent, control, of capite! 
of en enterprise of the ether Contracting State; or 

b) the seme persons participate directly or inéirectiy in 
the Senegesent, control, or capitel of an enterprise of « 

Contrecting Stete and an enterprise of the other Contrecting 

State, 
ené in either cease conditions ere sede or imposed between the two 
enterprises in their commercial or financial reletions which 
éiftfer free those which would be sade between independent enter- 
prices, then any profite which would, bet for these conditions, 
heave ecerued te one of the enterprises, but by reason of those 
conditions heave set ee ecerued, say be incleéged in the profits of 
thet enterprise end tazeéd accordingly. 

2. Where @ Contracting Stete incledes in the profite of on 
enterprice of thet Stete, end tenes sccordiagly, profits on which 
an enterprice of the ether Coatrecting State bes been charged to 
ten in thet other Stete, ead thet ether Stete egrees thet the 
profite se incleéeé are prefite which would heave ecereeé te the 
enterprise of the firet-sentioned Stete if the conditions sede 
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between the two enterprises hed been those which would heve been 
sede between independent enterprises, then thet ether Stete eral) 
sete an appropriate edjesteent te the e@ount of the tes charged 
therein on those profits. In édetersining such e¢juestwent, eve 
regeré shell be peld te the other provisions of thie Convention 
ené the competent authorities of the Contracting Stetes ehell if 
necersery Consult each other. 

3. The provisions of paregraph 1 ehaell not lisit eny 
provisions of the lew of either Contracting State which pereit 
the distribution, epportionsent, of sellecetion of incose, 
Geguctions, credits, of sllowences between persons, whether or 
not resiéents of @ Contracting State, owned of controlled 
Girectiy or inéirectiy by the seme interests when necessary in 
oréer to prevent evasion of teres or clearly te reflect the 


income of any of such persons. 


APTICLE 19 
Dividenge 
1. Dividends paid by & company which ie @ resident of « 
Contracting State te « resident of the other Contracting Stete 
Sey be tered in thet other State. 
2. Sewever, euch Gividenéds sey alee be tered in the 


Contrecting Stete of which the company peying the @ividendese is « 
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resiéent, en€ scceréing te the lews of thet State, bet if the 
beneficial ewser of the @ivigends is « resident of the other 
Costrectiag Stete, the tee oe charged shell set exceed: 
se) 5 perceat of the grees eeoent of the Gividents if the 
beneficial owner is & company which owns et least 1° percent 
of the voting stect of the company paying the éividends, 
b) 15 percent of the grees amount of the @ividends in «11 
ether ceases. 
Subperegraph &) end not subperegraph «) shell apply in the case 
of éividenés paid by & pereen which is @ resiéent of the Onited 
Stetes end which is « Beguleted tnvesteent Company. Subperegraph 
se) ehell set apply te @ividenés paid by & person which is « 
resigent of the Gaited Stetes and which te & Real Eetete 
Tavest@ent Trest, 04 subperegreph &) shell only apply if the 
Gividené ie beneficeliy owned by on individesl belding an 
interest of lees then 18 percent in the Beal Setete Investecnt 
Treet. 

Thie peregraeph ehell set effect the tesetion of the coupeny 
in reepect of the prefite eet of which the @ividenés are peié. 

3. The tere “Cividenée” as eeed in thie Article seans: 

e) income free shares of ether rights, set being 
éebt-cleine, perticipeting ia profite; 

b) income free ether corporate rights which te subjected 
te the seme tenetion treatment e¢ iecose free shares by the 
lews of the State of which the coupeny Seting the 
Sietribetion ie & resident; ond 
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c) income from arrangements, including debt obligations, 
carrying the right to participate in profits, to the extent 
so characterized under the law of the Contracting Stete in 
which the income arises. 

4. The provisions of paragraph 2 shall not apply if the 
beneficial owner of the dividends, being a resident of « 
Contracting State, carries or carried on business in the other 
Contracting Stete of which the company paying the dividends is « 
resident, through @ persanent establisheent situated therein, or 
performs or performed in that other State independent persone) 
services from « fined base situated therein, and the holding in 
respect of which the dividends are paid is effectively connected 
with such per@anent establishment or fined base. In such case 
the provisions of Article 7? (Business Profits) or Article i4 
(Independent Persone! Services), as the case say be, shell epply. 

5. A Contracting Stete Bay not ispose any tax on Gividends 
peid by @ company which ie not @ resident of thet Stete, except 
ineofer es 

a) the dividends are peid to @ resident of thet State: or 

b) the dividends are attributable to « permanent 
eetedlieh@ent of « fined bese of the beneficial owner of the 
dividends situcted in thet Stete. 

‘. A company which te @ resident of @ Contracting State and 
which hee © pereenent eeteblion@ent in the other Contracting 


Stete of whieh te euebjeet te tes on @ net besliea in thet other 


Stete on itese of ineowe thet Gey be tated in thet other Stare 
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under Article 6 (Income from Imsovaeble (Real) Property! of under 
peregreph 1 of Article 13 (Gains), say be subject in thet other 
State to # tex in addition to the tex sllowable under the other 
provisions of this Convention. Such tex, however, say be isposed 
only on: 
es) in the case of the United States, 
(4) the portion of the business profits of the company 
attributable to the persanent estedlisheent, end 
(ii) the portion of the income referred to in the 
preceding sentence which is subject to tes under Article 6 or 
13, 
which represent the “dividend equivalent esount* es that tere is 
Gefined ander the lews of the Onited Stetes as it sey be ssended 
from tise te tise without chenging the general principle thereot, 
ene 
bi in the cease of Pinlend, 
(i) the portion of the business profits of the coapeny 
ettributedle te the per@enent eetedliecheent, end 
(iil the portion ef the ineowe referred to in the firet 
sentence of thie pereqreph which Gey be tened ir Finland 
en@er Article ¢ ef ea@er pereqreph | ef articie i), 
whieh in Beth ceees represent of e@eunt, 6 Gefined ender the 
lewe of Pinlend, thet if the eperetion wee carried on by «@ 
subsidiary teeerpereted in Finland would be dietribueted ef « 














7. The tax referred to in paragraph 6 shall not be imposed 
et @ rate eaceeding the rate specified in subparagraph @) of 


paragraph 2. 


ARTICLE 11 
terest 

1. Interest derived and beneficially owned by @ resident of 
@ Contracting Stete shall be tazeble only in thet State. 

2. The term “interest” es used in thie Convention seans 
income from dedt-cleies of every tind, whether of not secured by 
Portgege, and whether of not carrying @ right to perticipete in 
the Gedtor’s profits, end in particular, income frose governsent 
securities, end income frowe bonds of debentures, including 
pre®.v@se end prises etteching to such securities, bonds, or 
Gebderntures, @6 well a6 @1) other income thet is treated a8 income 
from @oney lent by the tesetion lew of the Contracting Stete in 
which the income arises. Penalty cherges for lete peysent ehell 
not be regarded a6 interest for the purposes of the Convention. 
However, the tere “interest” does not include income dealt with 
in Article 10 (Dividende! 

} The encese of the e@eunt deductible By « pereaenent 


eetedlion@ent in the Onited States of @ company which ia «@ 


reelident of Finland ever the tatercet eetually paeld by euch 





permanent estadlishsent, es those smounts are detersined pursuant 
te the laws of the Onited States, shall be treated as interest 
Geriveéd and benefically owned by a resident of Finland. 

4. The provisions of paregraph 1 e@hell not apply if the 
beneficial owner of the interest, being « resident of @ Con- 
trecting State, carries of carrie? on Business in the other 
Contracting State through @ persisent estebdlisheent situeted 
therein, of perforeas of perforsed in that other State independent 
personal services from « fined base situated therein, and the 
Gedt-cleis in respect of which the interest is paid is 
effectively connected with euch persaenent estadliehwent or fined 
bese. In such case the provisions of Article 7 (Susiness 
Profits) or Article 14 (Independent Personal Services), es the 
case say be, shell apply. 

S$. Where, by rescon of & epecial relationship between the 
peyer end the beneficial owner of between both of thee end sone 
other person, the e@ount of the interest, heaving regard to the 
Gebdt-cleie for which it te peiéd, exceeds the esount which would 
heve been egreed upon By the peyer and the beneficial ewner in 
the ebeence of such reletionehip, the previsions of thie Article 
shell epply enly te ihe leet-@entioned e@ount. In euch case, the 
encese pert of the pey@ente ehell reeein teseble sceording te the 
lewe of each Contracting Stete, due regard being hed to the other 


previesione eof the Convention. 











1. Royelties derived and beneficially owned by @ resident of 
@ Contrecting Stete shall be tazeble only in thet State. 

2. Sowever, notwithetanding the provisions of peregraph 1, 
royalties of the tind referred to in subparagraphs &) ané c) of 
peregraph 3 say be tazed in the Contracting State in which they 
arise ané eccoréing to the lews of that Stete, But if the 
beneficial owner of the royalties is a resident of the other 
State the tex so charged shall not exceed 5 percent of the gross 
amount of the royselties. 

3}. The tere “royalties” as used in this Convention seans 
peytents of any tind received as @ consideration 

e) for the ese of, of the right to use, any copyright of 
literery, ertietic, of eclientific work including 
cinematographic files end files or tapes for redic or 
television breeécesting: 

b) for the wee of, of the right te wee, eny patent, 
treédesaert, Gesign or sodel, plen, secret foreule or process, 
of ether lite right or property: 

c) for inforeetion concerning inédvetrial, coamercial, of 
ecientific eaperience. 

The tere “royalties” slee inclu@es geine Gerived free the 


slienetion of eny eweh right ef property which ere centingent on 


the productivity, eee, of @lepesition thereet. 














4. The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 shall not apply if 
the beneficial owner of the royalties, being « resident of « 
Contracting State, cerries or carried on business in the other 
Contrecting State through @ permanent estabdlisheent situated 
thereia, or performs or performed in that other State independent 
personel services from « fized base situated therein, and the 
cight of property in respect of which the royalties are paid is 
effectively connected with such permanent estedlishwent or fized 
bese. In such case the provisions of Article 7? (Business 
Profits) or Article 14 (Independent Personal Services), as the 
case say be, shall apply. 

5S. Royalties shell be deemed to arise in & Contracting State 
when the peyer is thet Stete iteelf or a political subdivision, 
statutory body, locel authority, or resident of that Stete. 
Where, however, the right or property for which the royelties ere 
peiéd is used within @ Contracting State, then such royselties 
shell be deemed to arise in the Stete in which the right or 
property is used. 

6. Where, By reason of & epecial relationship between the 
peyer end the Beneficial owner or between Both of thee and some 
other person, the e@ount of the royalties, heving regeré te the 
eee, right of infor@etion for which they ere paid, exceeds t>- 
e@ount which would heve been egreed upon by the payer and the 
beneficial ewner in the ebeonce of euch relationship, the 
previcione of thie Article ehell apply eniy te the leet -eer i lened 
e@ount In euch coee, the enceee pert of the peyeente eral) 


reeein ieseble eceoeréding te the lewe of eeeh Contracting State, 


@ue reqeré being bed te the ether previsiene of the Convention 








1. Geine Gerived by a resident of « Contracting State fros 
the elienation or @ieposition of iamovable (real) property 
situated in the other Contracting State say de tezed in that 
other Stete. 

2. Por the purposes of thie Article, the tere “iasovable 
(real) property situated in the other Contracting State", when 
the Onited States is that other Contracting State, includes « 
Onited States real property interest end isacrvable (real) 
property referred to in Article 6 (Income from Iesovaeble (Real) 
Property) which ie eitwated in the United States. The tere 
"immovable (real) property situated in the other Contracting 
State", when Pinlend is that other State, shall have the seaning 
which it hee ender paeregraph 2 of Article 6 (Income fros 
Tepovebie (Real) Preperty), and includes shares or other 
corporate rights referred te in paregraeph 4 of thet Article. 

3. Geine frome the sliensetion of sovaebdle (personel) property 
forsing pert of the Business property ef & persenent 
eeteblieohweent which en enterpriee of « Contracting Stete hee or 
ned in the ether Contrectiag Stete or eof seveble (pereonel) 
preperty pertaining te @ fised bese which is or wee eveileble te 


® resident ef « Contreetiag State in the ether Contrecting Stete 


fer the perpeee of perfereing independent personel services, 

















including such gains from the alienetion of such & permanent 
establishment (alone of with the whole enterprise! of of such 
fized bese, Bay be taxed in that other State. 

4. Gains Gerived by an enterprise of @ Contracting State 
from the alienation of ships, aircraft, of corteiners operated in 
international traffic shall be taezeble only in thet Stete. 

5S. Gains described in Article 12 (Royalties) shell be 
taxable only in eccordance with the provisions of Article i2. 

6. Gains from the slienation of any property other then that 
referred to in tie preceding paregraphse of thie Article, shell be 
taxable only in the Contracting State of which the slienetor is « 


resident. 


ARTICLE i4 
Independent Personal Services 
Income derived by an individual who is a resident of « 

Contracting State from the perforsance of personal services in an 
independent caepecity shell be tazeble only in thet State. 
fowever, such income say eleo be taxed in the other Contracting 
Stete to the extent thet euch services are or were perforsed in 
thet other State and the income is attributable to « fized base 
requlerly evelleble to the individual in thet other State for the 


purpose of perforsing hie ectivities. 




















1. Sebject to the provisions of Articles 18 (Pensions, 
Aneeit.es, Alimony, end Chilé Seppert! end 19 (Government 
Service), ssleries, wages, ené other sisiler remuneration éerived 
by @ resident of « Contracting Stete in reepect of an employsent 
shell be tezaeble only in that State enlese the employwent is 
ezercieed in the other Contracting State. If the employsent is 
80 esereices, such re@ueneretion es ie Gerived therefrom aey de 
tered in thet other Stete. 

2. WMotwithetending the provisions of peregraph i, 
remeneretion derived by & resident of « Contracting State in 
respect of an esploysent exercised in the other Contrecting State 
shell be tenable only in the firet-@entioned & 

a) the recipient ie present in the other Stete for « 
period or periods not exceeding in the eggregete 18) days 
within any twelve-sorth period; 

b) the cesuneretion is paid by, of on behelf of, oan 
employer who ie not « resident of the ether Stete; and 

c) the remuneration is set borne by & persenent 
eetebdliecheent or « fined bese of @ trede of business which 
the esployer hee in the other State. 

3. Wotwithetending the preceding provisions of thie Articie, 
remuneretion Gerived ia respect of an eapleyeent exercised as « 
seaber of the regeler complesent of @ ship of sircreft operated 
in international treffie by « resident of « Contracting State, 


Sey be tanzed in that Stete. 








ARTICLE 16 
Limitation on Benefits 
1. A peteon that ie « resident of « Contracting State anc 
éerives income from the other Contracting State ehall de entitied 
ender thie Convention to relief from taxation in that other State 
only if sech pereon is: 

s) an inédiviéwel; 

b) @ Contracting State or & political subéivision or 
locel authority thereof; 

c) engeged in an active conduct of « trade of business in 
the firet-Pentione? Contracting Stete fother then the 
business of Beating Seneging invest@eents, enless these 
activities are benting or ineuraence ectivities cerrieé on by 
@ bent Of insurance company), and the income derived from the 
other Contrecting Stete is derived in connection with, or is 
incidental to, thet trade or business; 

6) @ pereon 

(i) @ore then 50 percent of the beneficial interest in 
such person tor in the case of & company, Sore then 50 
percent of the number of shares of each class of the 
compeny’s shares) is owned, directly or indirectly, by 
persons entitied te benefits of thie Convention ender 
eubperegraphe (se), (Bb), fe) of (f) eof thie peregraph or who 
are citizens of the Onited States; and 

(ii) met sore then 50 percent of the gross incose of euch 


person ie weed, Girectiy or indirectly, to seet liebilities 


(including liebilities for interest or royalties) te persons 





whe ere not entitled to benefits of this Convention under 

subperegraph (a). (bd), (e) or (f) of this paeregrep® and 

ete not citizens of the Gnited Stetes; 

©) @ compeny in whose principe! cless of sheres there is 
sebstential end regeler treading on &@ recognized stock 
exchenge; or 

ft) an entity which is « not-for-profit eorgenizetion 
(including pension fends end privete foundations), and which, 
by virtee of thet stetes, is generally exempt froe income 
tezetion in the Contrecting Stete of which it is @ resident, 
provided thet core then half of the beneficieries, sembers or 
perticipents, if eny, in such orgenizetion ere persons thet 
ere entitied, ender thie Article, te the benefits of the 
Convertion. 

2. A person thet is net entitled te the benefits of the 
Convention perseent to the provisions of paeregraph 1 sey, 
nevertheless, be granted the benefits of the Convention if the 
competent euthority of the Ceontrecting State in which the income 
in question erises so déetersines. 

3. Per the purposes of subperegraph @) of paregreph i, the 
tere “se recognised eteck exchange" seens: 

&) the BASDAQ Syetes owned by the Betionsel Association of 
Securities Oeslere, Inc. end eny stock exchenge registered 
with the Securities end Bechenge Coamission es « netionsl 
securities exchenge for the purposes of the Securities 
Bechenge Act of 1934; 





Db) the Seleinti Stock Exchange; and 
c) any other stock exchange agreed upon by the competent 


sethoritios of the Contracting States. 


ARTICLE 17 
Artistes ené Sportesen 

1. Motwithetending the provisions of Articles 14 
(Independent Persone) Services) and 15 (Dependent Persone! 
Services), income Gerived by « resident of « Contracting Stete as 
en entertainer, sech 8 & theatre, sotion picture, reéic or 
television ertiete, of & Susicien, or & eportemen, froe his 
personal ectivities a8 such exercised in the other Contracting 
Stete, sey be taned in thet other Stete, except where the amount 
of the gross receipts Gerived by such entertainer of sportemen, 
including expenses celisbursed to hie of borne on his behalf, froe 
Such ectivities Goes not exceed twenty thousand Onited States 
Collars (820,000) of ite equivalent in Finnish currency for the 
calender year concerned. 

2. Where incowe in respect of personel ectivities exercised 
by on entertainer of & eportesan in hie capecity e@ such ecereecs 


mot to the entertainer or epertesen hiseelf, bet te enother 


pereon, thet incone of thet other person Sey, sotwithetending the 
provisions of Articiie 7 (Beeiness Profits) end 14 (Independent 








Personnel Services), be tazed in the Contracting Stete in which 
the ectivities of the enterteiner or eportesen are exercised, 
enless it te estedliohed thet neither the entertainer or 
eporteman nor persons releteé thereto participete éirectiy or 
ingirectiy tn the profite ef thet ether person in any Sennrer, 
incleding the ecereal or receipt of éeferred remeneretion, 
boneses, fees, Cividenés, pertnership incoee, of income of other 


éistcibetions. 


ARTICLE 18 


ee <0 8 ss 


1. Subject to the previsions of peregraph 2 of Article i 
(Government Service) 

es) pensions end other ei®iler ceseneretion éerived and 
beneficially owned by @ resident of @ Contracting State in 
consigeretion of pest eeploeyeent shell be tenable only in 
thet Stete; and 

b) pensions end other peysente ender the secial security 
legislation of @ Contrecting Stete and, where thet 


Contracting Stete ie the Onited States, other public 

















pensions, paid to a resident of the other Contracting State 

or a citizen of the United States shall be taxable only in 

the first-mentioned State. 

2. Annuities derived and beneficially owned by @ resident of 
a Contracting State shall be taxable only in that State. The 
term “annuities” as used in this paragraph means stated sums paid 
periodically at stated times during life or a specified or 
ascertainable number of years, under an obligation to make the 
payments in return for adequate and full consideration (other 
than services rendered or to be rendered). 

3. Alimony paid to a resident of a Contracting State shall 
be taxable only in that State. The term “alimony” as used in 
this paragraph means periodic payments made pursuant to @ written 
separation agreement or a decree of divorce, separate main- 
tenance, or compulsory support, which payments are taxable to the 
recipient under the laws of the State of which he is a resident. 

4. Periodic payments for the support of a minor child made 
pursuant to a written separation agreement or a decree of 
Givorce, separate maintenance, or compulsory support, paid by a 
resident of a Contracting State to a resident of the other 


Contracting State, shall be tazable only in the first-mentioned 


State. 


cf 








ARTICLE 19 
Government Service 

1. «&) Remuneration, other than a pension, paid by « 
Contracting State or a political subdivision, statutory body or 
local authority thereof to an individual in respect of services 
rendereé to that State, subdivision, body or authority shall be 
texable only in that Stete. 

b) However, such remuneration shall be taxable only in 
the Contracting State of which the individual is a resident 
if the services are rendered in that State and the 
individuel: 

(1) de @ national of thet State; or 

(ii) @14 not become « resident of that State solely for 
the purpose of rendering the services. 

2. a) Any pension paid by, or out of funds created by, « 
Contracting State or a political subdivision, statutory body or 
local authority thereof to an individual in respect of services 
rendered to that State, subdivision, body or authority shell be 
taxable only in that State. 

b) However, such pension shall be taxable only in the 
Contracting State of which the individual is a resident if he 
is @ national of that State. 

3. The provisions of Articles 14 (Independent Personal 
Services), 15 (Dependent Personal Services) and 18 (Pensions, 
Annuities, Alimony, end Child Support) ehell apply to 
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remuneration and pensions in respect of services rendered in 
connection with @ business carried on by a Contracting State or a 


political subdivision, statutory body or local authority thereof. 


ARTICLE 20 
Students and Trainees 

Payments received for the purpose of maintenance, education, 
or training by @ student, apprentice, or business trainee who is 
or was immediately before visiting a Contracting State a resident 
of the other Contracting State and who is present in the first- 
mentioned State for the purpose of his full-time education or 
training shall not be taxed in that State, provided that such 


payments arise outside that State. 


ARTICLE 21 
Other Income 
1. Items of income of a resident of a Contracting State, 
wherever arising, not dealt with in the foregoing Articles of 


thie Convention shall be tazable only in that State. 

















1. Items of income of @ resident of a Contracting State, 
wherever arising, not dealt with in the foregoing Articles of 
this Convention shell be tazeable only in that State. 

2. The provisions of peragraph 1 shall not apply to income, 
other than income from issovable (reel) property as defined in 
paregraph 2 of Article 6 (Income from Ispovable (Real) Property), 
if the beneficial owner of such income, being @ resident of «a 
Contracting State, carries or carried on business in the other 
Contracting State through « permanent establishment situated 
therein, or performs or performed in that other State independent 
personel services from a fixed base situated therein, and the 
right of property in respect of which the income is paid is 
effectively connected with euch permanent establishweent or fized 
base. In such case the provisions of Article 7 (Business 
Profits) or Article 14 (Independent Personal Services), as the 


case pay be, shell apply. 


ARTICLE 22 


Capitel 
1. Capital represented by immovable (real) property referred 


to in paragraph 2 of Article 6 (Income from Immovable (Real) 
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Property), owned by a@ resident of a Contracting State and 
situated in the other Contracting State, may be taxed in that 
other State. 

2. Capital represented by shares or other corporate rights 
referred to in paragraph 4 of Article 6 (Income from Immovable 
(Real) Property) and owned by a resident of a Contracting State 
may be taxed in the Contracting State in which the immovable 
(real) property held by the company is situated. 

3. Subject to the provisions of paragraph 4, capitel 
represented by assets, other than property referred to in 
paragraphs 1 and 2, which are effectively connected with a 
permanent establishment or fixed base of a resident of a 
Contracting State may be taxed in the State in which the 
permanent establishment or fixed base is situated. 

4. Ships and aircraft of a resident of a Contracting State, 
and assets, other than property referred to in paragraphs 1 and 
2, pertaining to the operation of such ships or aircraft shall be 
exempt from tax on capital by the other Contracting State. 

5S. All other elements of capital of a resident of 

a) Pinland not dealt with in this Article shall be exempt 
from tax on capital by the United States; 


b) the United States not dealt with in this Article shall 


be exempt from tax on capitel b, Pinlend. 
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ARTICLE 23 
Elimination of Double Taxation 
1. In Pinland double taxation shall be eliminated as 
follows: 

a) Where @ resident of Pinland derives income or owns 
capital which, in accordance with the provisions of this 
Convention, may be taxed in the Onited States (other than 
solely by virtue of citizenship), Pinlend shell, subject to 
the provisions of sub-paragraph b), allow: 

(14) as a deduction from the taz on income of that 
person, an amount equal to the taz on income paid in the 
United States; 

(11) ae a deduction from the taz on capital of that 







on, @n amount equal to the tax on capitel paid in the 
ed States. 
uction in either case shall not, however, exceed that 
he tax on income or on capitel, as computed before the 
deduction is given, which is attributable, as the case may be, to 
the income or the capital which may be taxed in the United 
States. 

b) Dividends paid by « company which is a resident of the 
States to @ company which ise a resident of Pinland and 
irectly et least 10 percent of the voting stock of the 





company paying the dividends shell be exempt from Pinnish 
tex. 

c) Botwithetending any other provision of the Convention, 
an individual who ie @ resident of the United States and 
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under Pinnish tazation law with respect to the Pinnish taxes 
referred to in Article 2 (Taxes Covered) also is regarded as 
resident in Pinland pay be taxed in Pinland. However, 
Finland shall allow any Onited Stetes tax paid on the income 
or on the capital as a deduction from Pinnish tax in 
accordance with the provisions of sub-paragraph a). The 
provisions of thie subparagraph shell apply only to nationals 
of Pinlend. 

¢) Where in accordance with any provisions of the 

Convention, income derived or capitel owned by @ resident of 

Pinland is exempt from tax in Pinland, Pinland say 

nevertheless, in calculating the amount of tax on the 

remaining income or capital of such resident, take into 
account the exempted income or capitel. 

2. In accordance with the provisions and subject to the 
limitations of the law of the Onited States (as it may be amended 
from time to time without changing the general principle hereof), 
the Onited States shill allow to a resident or citizen of the 
United States as a credit against the United States tax on income 

a) the income tax paid to Pinland by or on behalf of such 
resident or citizen; and 


b) in the case of @ United States company owning at least 





10 percent of the voting stock of a company which is «a 





resident of Finland and from which the United States company 
receives dividends, the income tez oaid to Finland by or on 
behalf of the dietributing company with respect to the 
profite out of which the dividends are paid. 
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Por the purposes of this paragraph, the tazes referred to in 
subparagraph #) of paragraph 1 and paragraph 2 of Article 2 
(Taxes Covered) shall be considered income taxes. 

3. Por the purposes of computing Onited States tax, where « 
citizen of the Onited States is a resident of Pinland, the Onited 
Stetes shell allow as «@ credit against United States tax the 
income tax paid to Finland after the credit referred to in 
paragraph 1. The credit so allowed egainst United States tax 
shall not reduce that portion of the Onited States taz thet is 
creditable egainst Pinnish tax in accordance with paragraph 1. 
Por the purposes of thie paragraph, income beneficially owned by 
@ resident of Pinland who is a citizen of the United States shall 
be deemed to arise in Pinland to the extent necessary to give 
effect to the provisions of this paragraph. 

4. Por the purposes of allowing relief from double tazation 
pursuant to this Article and subject to such source rules in the 
Gomestic laws of the Contracting States as apply for the purpose 
of limiting the foreign taz credit, income shall, except as 
otherwise provided in paregraph 3, be deemed to arise exclusively 
as follows: 

a) income derived by «a resident of a Contracting State 
which say be tazed in the other Contracting State in 
accordance with the Convention (other then solely by reason 
of citizenship in eccordance with paragraph 3} of Article 1 
(Personal Scope)) shall be deemed to arise in that other 
State; 


b) income derived by a resicent of « Contracting State 


which say not be tazed in the other Contracting State in 
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accordance with the Convention shall be deemed to arise in 


the fircet-sentioned State. 


ARTICLE 24 
on-@iecrimination 

1. WSationals of @ Contracting State shall not be subjected 
in the other Contracting State to any taxation or any requirement 
connected therewith, which ie other or gore burdensome than the 
taxation and connected requirements to which netionels of that 
other State in the same circumstances are or may be subjected. 
This provision shall also apply to persons who are not residents 
of one of both of the Contracting States. However, for the 
purposes of Onited States tex, an individual who is « United 
States national and who is not « resident of the Onited States 
ané an individual who is @ nations! of Finland and who is not « 
resident of the Onited States are not in the same circumstances. 

2. The taxation on @ permanent establishment which en 
enterprise of @ Contracting State has in the other Contracting 
State shall pot be lees favorably levied in that other State then 
the taxation levied on enterprises of that other State carrying 
on the same activities. This provision shall not be construed as 
obliging a Contracting State to grant to residents of the other 


Contracting State any personel allowances, reliefs and reductions 


for taxation purposes on account of civil etetus or fanily 











45 


-40- 

responsibilities which it grants to ite own resiégents. Hothing 
in thie Article eheall be construed a6 obliging « Contracting 
State to grent to « resident of the other Contracting State the 
right to deduct from the profits ettributeble to « persanent 
establishment of that resident sitested in the firet-sentioned 
State any portion of the amount of any ¢ividends paid by thet 
resident. 

3. Except where the provisions of paragraph 1 of Article % 
(Associated Enterprises), paregraph 5 of Article 11 (Interest), 
of paregraph 6 of Article 12 (Royalties) apply, interest, 
royalties, end other Giebursements paid by « resident of « 
Contracting State to @ resident of the other Contracting Stete 
shell, for the purpose of Getersining the taxable profits of the 
ficst-mentioned resident, be deductible ender the same conditions 
ee if they hed been paid to « resident of the firet-sentioned 
State. Simileriy, eny Gebdte of « resident of @ Contracting State 
to @ resident of the other Contracting State ehell, for the 
purposes of detersining the tazeble capitel of the firet- 
pentioned resident, be @eductible under the same conditions es if 
they hed been contracted to « resident of the firet-sentioned 
State. 

4. Snterprices of @ Contracting Stete, the capitel of which 
ie wholly or partly owned or controlled, directly or indirectly, 
by one of sore residents of the other Contracting Stete, ehell 
not be subjected in the firet-sentioned Stete to any tezetion or 


any requirement connected therewith which ie other or sore 
burdensome than the tezetion end connected requirements to which 
other sisiler enterprises of the firet-sentions4 State are or sey 
be subjected. 
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S$. Soothing in this Article shall be construed as preventing 
either Contrecting Stete from imposing the tex described in 
peregreph 6 of Article 10 (Dividends). 

&. The provisions of thie Article shell, notwithstanding the 
provisions of Article 2 (Taxes Covered), apply to tezes of every 
tind and Geecription imposed by @ Contracting Stete or @ 
politicel eubéivision, stetutory body, of locel authority 


thereof. 


ARTICLE 25 
futes) Agreement Procedure 

1. Where @ person considers thet the actions of one or both 
of the Contracting States result or will result for his in 
teration mot in eccoréaence with the provisions of this 
Convention, he say, irrespective of the remedies provided by the 
Gomestic lew of thoee States, present his case to the competent 
authority of the Contracting State of which he is @ resident or 
national. 

2. The competent suthority #ehall endeavor, if the objection 
appears to it to be justified and if it is not iteelf able te 
artive at @ satisfactory solution, to resolve the case by sutuel 
agreement with the competent authority of the other Contracting 


Stete, with « view to the evoidance of tazation which ie net in 


accordance with the Convention. <Any egreement reached in 
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eccoréance with the preceding peregraph shall be implemented 
notwithetending any tise lisite er other procedural lisitetions 
in the Gomestic lew of the Contracting Stetes, provided thet the 
competent authority of the Contracting Stete requested to provide 
@ refené hes received notification thet such « case existe within 
siz yeere from the end of the texeble year te which the case 
reletes. 

3. The competent suthorities of the Contracting Stetes ehell 
endeavor to resolve by Guteal egreement any Eifficulties or 
Goubte arising es to the interpretation of applicetion of the 
Convention. In paerticeler, the competent euethorities of the 
Contracting Stetes say egree 

a) to the sese attribution of income, deductions, 
credits, of sllowances of on enterprise of « Contrecting 

State to ite persenent estedlicheent situated in the other 

Contracting State; 

b) te the same aliocetion of income, deductions, credits, 
or sllowences between persons; 

ce) te the same charecterizetion of particuler itess of 
incose; 

@) te the seme applicetion eof source rules with respect 
to perticuler itess of income; 

e) to & common Seaning of & tera; 

f) te ineresses in any epecific eseunte referred te in 
the Convention te reflect econcsic or sonetery éevelopeente; 
and 


g) te the applicetion of the previsions ef @omestic lew 
regeréing interest on Geficiencies and refunds end non- 
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criminal penalties aed fines, in @ sanner consistent with the 
perposes of the Convention. 
They Say alec consult together for the elimination of double 
texetion in cases not provided for in the Convention. 
4. The competent authorities of the Contracting States may 
communicate with each other directly for the perpose of reaching 


an egreement in the sense of the preceding paregraephs. 


APTICLE 26 
: e of Informat 

1. The competent suthorities of the Contracting States shell 
exchange such information as is necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of thie Convention or of the domestic lews of the 
Contracting States concerning taxes covered by the Convention 
insofar as the taxation thereunder is not contrary to the 
Convention. The exchange of information is not restricted by 
Article 1 (Personal Scope). Any information received by « 
Contracting State shall be treated as secret in the same manner 
as information obtained under the domestic lews of that Stete and 
shell be @ieclosed only to persone or authorities (including 
Courts and edministrative bodies) involved in the assessment, 
collection, or e@minisetraetion of, the enforcement or prosecution 
in respect of, or the determination of appeals in relation to, 


the taxes covered by the Convention. Such persons or authorities 











shell eee the information only for such perposes. They sey 
éieclose the inforsetion in pebdlic court proceedings or in 
Sediciel Cecisions. 

2. Im me case shall the provisions of peregraph i be 
constreeé #0 a8 to impose on & Contracting State the obligetion: 

a) to carry out eéministrative seaseres at variance with 
the lews and eéministrative prectice of thet or of the other 
Coatrecting Stete, 

b) to supply inforsation which is not obteinedle under 
the lews or in the noreal course of the edministration of 
thet of of the other Contrecting State; 

c) te supply information which would dieclose eny trade, 
business, inéustrial, commercial, or professi mal secret or 
treéde process, of inforsetion, the disclosure of which would 
be contrary te public policy. 

3. If information te requested by & Contracting State in 
eccoréance with thie Article, the other Contrecting Stete shell 
obtein the information to which the request reletes in the sane 
Benner end to the seme extent as if the ten of the firet- 
@entioned State were the tax of thet other State and were being 
lepoeed by thet other Stete. If specifically requested by the 
competent euthority of « Contracting State, the coupetent 
suthority of the other Contracting State shall provide 
inforsetion ender thie Article in the fore of depositions of 
witnesses and suthenticeted copies of aenedited origins) documents 
(including books, peppers, stetements, records, accounts, ané 
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writings), to the same extent such depositions and documents can 
be obtained under the laws and administrative practices of that 
other State with respect to its own taxes. 

4. Each of the Contracting States shall endeavor to collect 
on behalf of the other Contracting State such amounts as may be 
necessary to ensure that relief granted by the Convention from 
taxation imposed by that other State does not inure to the 
benefit of persons not entitled thereto. 

S. Paragraph 4 shall not impose upon either of the 
Contracting States the obligation to carry out edministrative 
measures which are of a different nature from those used in the 
collection of its own taxes, or which would be contrary to its 
sovereignty, security, or public policy. 

6. Por the purposes of this Article, the Convention shall 
apply, notwithstanding the provisions of Article 2 (Taxes 


Covered), to taxes of every kind imposed by a Contracting State. 


ARTICLE 27 





Nothing in this Convention shall affect the fiscal privileges 
of members of diplomatic missions or consular posts under the 


general cules of international lew or under the provisions of 


special egreements. 
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ARTICLE 28 
Entry Into Porce 

1. This Convention shall be subject to ratification, 
acceptance, or approval in accordance with the applicable 
procedures of each Contracting State. The Governments of the 
Contracting States shall notify each other as soon as possible 
that those procedures have been complied with. 

2. The Convention shall enter into force thirty days after 
the date of the later of the notifications referred to in 
paregraph 1, and its provisions shall have effect: 

a) in Pinland: 

(i) in respect of taxes withheld at source, on income 
Gerived on or after 1 January in the calendar year next 
following the year in which the Convention enters into force; 

(ii) in respect of other taxes on income and taxes on 
capitel, for taxes chargeable for any taxable year beginning 
on or after 1 January in the calendar year next following the 
year in which the Convention enters into force; 

b) in the United States: 

(1) in respect of taxes withheld at source, for amounts 
paid or credited on or after the first day of the second 
month next following the date on which the Convention enters 
into force; 

(14) in reepect of other tazes, for tazable years 


beginning on or after the firet day of January next following 


the date on which the Convention entere into force. 
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3. The Convention between the Republic of Pinland and the 
United States of America with respect to taxes on income and 
property, signed at Washington on 6 March 1970, (hereinafter 
referred to as “the 1970 Convention"), shall cease to have effect 
with respect to tazes to which the Convention applies in 
accordance with the provisions of paragraph 2. ‘he 1970 
Convention shall terminate on the last date on which it has 
effect in accordance with the foregoing provision of this 


paragraph. 


ARTICLE 29 
Termination 
This Convention shall remain in force until terminated by a 
Contracting State. E8ither Contracting State may terminate the 
Convention, through diplomatic channels, by giving notice of 
termination at least six months before the end of any calendar 
year following after the period of five years from the date on 
which the Convention enters into force. In such event, the 
Convention shall cease to have effect: 
a) in Pinland: 
(i) in respect of taxes withheld at source, on income 
derived on or after 1 January in the calendar year next 


following the year in which the notice is given; 


(ii) in respect of other tazes on income and tazes on 
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capitel, for tazes chargeable for any taxable yeer beginning 
on or after 1 January in the calendar year next following the 
year in which the notice is given; 

b) in the Onited states: 

(i) in respect of taxes withheld at source, for amounts 
paid or credited on or after the first day of January next 
following the expiration of the 6 months period; 

(ii) in respect of other taxes, for taxable years 
beginning on of after the first day of January next following 


the expiration of the 6 sonths period. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOP, the undersigned, being duly authorized 


thereto, heve signed this convention. 
pone in Heleinuc , in duplicate in the English and Pinnish 
languages, both texts being equally authentic, this 2/sf aay 


of September 1989. 


O 














CMBASSY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


No. 168 Helsinki, September 21, 1989 


Excellency: 

I have the honor to refer to the Convention 
between the Governmeat of the United States of America 
and the Government of the Republic of Finland for the 
Avcidance of Double Taxation and the Prevention of 
Fiscal Evasion with Respect to Tazes on Income and on 
Capital (the *Convention*), which was signed today. 
The following understandings were reached between our 
two Guvernments, 

1. For purposes of the communal tax of Pinland 
referred to in subparagraph (a)(ii) of paragraph 1 of 
Article 2 (Tazes Covered) of the Convention, the 
business profite of an enterprise of the United States 
that are attributable in the aggregate to one or sore 
permanent esteblishmentse of such enterprise in Finland 
("aggregate Finnish Profite*), shall be determined in 
accordance with the provisions of Article 7 (Business 
Profits) of the Convention. However, where such an 
enterprise has sore then one permanent establishment 
in Finland, Article 7 (Business Profits) of the 
Convention shall not preclude Pinland from determining 
the portion of the enterprises's aggregate Finnish 
profits es may be customary for thet purpose in 


Villa Puclanne 
Minister 
Ministry of Pinance 
S Seleink; 
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finland. The method of apportionment so adopted, however, 
shall be such that the result is in accordance with the 
principles of article 7. 

2. In the event the United States should enact « tax 
on capital that is comparable to the state capital tax of 
Finland referred to in subparagraph (a) (i) of paragraph | 
of Article 2 (Taxes Covered) of the Convention, the United 
Stetes shall, without undce delay, enter into negotiations 
with Finland with @ view to amending the Convention to 
include such tax within subparagraph (b) of paragraph | ot 
Article 2 and to provide appropriate relief from doudie 
taxation of capitel. 

3}. It is intended that procedures will be developed 
by the United States to ensure that the limitation of the 
last sentence of subparagraph (b) of paragraph 1 of 
Article 2 (Taxes Covered) of the Convention will be 
applied without undue edainistrative burden. 

I heve the honor to propose that the present Hote and 
your reply thereto ehall constitute an agreesent between 
our two Governments on these satters. 

Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of ay 


highest consideration. 











re 


Helsinki, 21 September 1959 


Sir, 


| hewe the honour to acknowledge receipt of Your Note of 2] September 1989, 
which reeds as follows: 


"1 heve the honor to refer to the Convention between the Government of the 
United Stetes of Americe and the Government of the Republic of Finiend for 
the Avcidence of Double Texation and the Prevention of Fiscs! Evasion with 
Respect to Texes on Income end on Capital (the “Convention”), which was 
signed today. The following understandings were reached between our two 
Government:. 


1. For purpcses of the communal tex of Finiend referred to in subparagraph (a) 
“i of paregraph 1 of Article 2 (Texes Covered) of the Convention, the business 
profits of en enterprise of the United Stetes thet are attributable in the 
eggregste to one or more permanent establishments of such enterprise in 
Finland ("Aggregate Finnish Profits”), shall be determined in sccordsnce with 
the provisions of Article 7 (Business Profits) of the Convention. However, where 
such en enterprise hes more then one permanent establishment in Finiend, 
Article 7 (Business Profits) of the Convention shall not preciude Finiend from 
determining the portion of the enterprises'’s eggregete Finnish profits as may be 
customary for thet purpose in Finiend. The method of apportionment so 
edopted, however, sell be such thet the result is in eccordance with the 
principles of Article 7. 


2. In the event the United States should enact « tex on capitel thet is 
comperabie to the stete capitel tex of Finiend referred to in subperagraph (e) (i) 
of peregraph 1 of Article 2 (Texes Covered) of the Convention, the United 
Stetes shall, without undue desley, enter into negotiations with Finiend with « 
view to emending the Convention to include such tax within subperegraph (b) of 
peregreph 1 of Article 2 and to provide eppropriste relief from doudie texetion 
of capital. 
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3. It is intended that procedures wi.i De developed by the Vnited States to 
ensure that the limitation of the last sentence of subparagrap® 5 of paragraph 
1 of Article 2 (Taxes Covered) of the Convention wil! be applied without undue 
administrative burden. 


I have the honer to propose that the present Note and your reply thereto shal! 
constitute an agreement between our two Governments on these matters. 


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration.” 

In reply, I have the honour to inform you that the foregoing understandings are 
ecceptadie to the Government of Finlend, who therefore agree that Your Note 
and the present reply shall constitute an egreement between our two 


Governments on these matters. 


Accept, Sir, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration. 


- -_— 
7 - 
Lien,’ 70 ~%& rag 
Ulla Puolanne 


Minister in the Ministry of Finance 














SUPPLEMENTARY PROTOCOL TO THE CONVENTION BETWEEN THE Gov- 
ERNMENT OF THE Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA AND THE GOVERN- 
MENT OF THE TUNISIAN REPUBLIC FOR THE AVOIDANCE oF DouBLe 
TAXATION AND THE PREVENTION OF FiscaLt Evasion Wir Respect 
To Taxes Ow INCOME 


The Government of the United States of America and the Gov- 


ernment of the Tunisian Republic, desiring to amend the Conven- 
tion between the Government of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Tunisian ic for the Avoidance of 


Double Taxation and the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion with Respect 
to Taxes on Income, signed on June 17, 1985, have agreed upon the 
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ARTICLE IV 
Article 10 (Dividends) is amended as follows: 


The fl 14, 4 Pe deleted 
at is 
6 is deleted and by the - 
a company is a resident of a Contracting 


subject to tax in that other State Article 6 (Income From 
Real Property) or paragraph 1 of Article 13 (Capital Gains), 
yh 4k tt ts 
or income, after ing the income taxes imposed t 

in that other State other the additional tax referred to in 
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ARTICLE VI 


Article 12 (Royalties) is amended as follows: 
In paragraph 2, the final clause is amended to read as follows: 











amount of the described in (a), (b) and 
(c) of paragraph 3 and 10 percent of the described in 
Subperagraphe ©) throug F iaditih amended to 
are 
read as 


traffic, which shall be taxable only in the State of residence or 
under Article 7 (Business Profits), Article 8 and Air 
Transport) or Article 14 (Independent Personal ), pay 


In 6 the reference 
3, reference to 3c) is changed to 
d), and the final phrase, “or a resident thereof” is deleted. 


ARTICLE VII 


Paragraph 3 of Article 24 (Non-discrimination) is amended by in- 


serting at the beginning of the paragraph, “Except as provided in 
paragraph 7 of Article 10 (Dividends).”’ 


ARTICLE VIII 


Article 25 (Mutual t Procedure) is amended as follows: 
Late 

Paragraph 5 is renumbered 4; and 

Paragra 5, 6 and 7 are added as follows: 


ill 
IG 


the requirements of subparagraph (a) or (b) or (c) as follows: 
‘(aXi) more than 50 percent of the beneficial interest in 
such person (or, in the case of a company, more than 50 
percent of the number of shares of each class of the com- 
pany'’s shares) is owned, directly or indirectly, by one or 
more individual residents of one of the Contracting States, 
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FOR THE GOVERANHENT OF THE 


TUNISIAN REPUBLIC: 


POR THE GOVERNMENT OF THE 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
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my bey 4. to amend, for the afore- 
necessary to 8 

y yey - . A " Aviation at Chica- 
ey yt with the provisions of Article 94a) of 
the Convention aforesaid, following proposed to 


(The Secretary General shall immediately netly Oe Proto 
parties to the Convention of the date on which the Proto- 
col comes into force. 


upon depasts of to ngtremens of vatllisation with She Uaterne 


Aviation Organization. 
y, pursuant to the aforesaid action of the Assembly, 


ei 

















2 
This Protocol has been drawn up by the Secretary General of 


In witness whereof, the President and the General of 
the aforesaid Session of the Assembly of the Inter- 
seg ON foamy fe oe cams thereto by 


the Dow bey each tert 
English, Span languages sited 


A. ALEgoria, 
President of the Twenty-seventh Session of the Assembly. 
S.S. Swuv, 
Secretary General. 
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WITH LONG DRIFTNETS IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC 








CONVENTION POUR L'INTERDICTION DE LA PECHE AU FILET 
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CONVENTION FOR THE PROHIBITION OF FISHING 


WITH LONG DRIFTNETS IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC 


The Parties to this Convention, 





RECOGNISING the importance of marine living resources 
to the people of the South Pacific region; 


PROFOUNDLY CONCERNED at the damage now being done by 
pelagic driftnet fishing to the albacore tuna 


resource and to the environment and economy of the 





South Pacific region; 





CONCERNED ALSO for the navigational threat posed by 
driftnet fishing; 








NOTING that the increasing fishing capacity induced 
by large scale driftnet fishing threatens the fish 
stocks in the South Pacific; 








MINDFUL OF the relevant rules of international law, 
including the provisions of the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea done at Montego Bay 
on 10 December 1982, in particular Parts V, VII and 
XVI; 


RECALLING the Declaration of the South Pacific Forum 
at Tarawa, 11 July 1989 that a Convention should be 
adopted to ban the use of driftnets in the South 


Pacific region; 


RECALLING ALSO the Resolution of the 29th South 
Pacific Conference at Guam, which called for an 
immediate ban on the practice of driftnet fishing in 
the South Pacific Commission region; 


HAVE AGREED as follows: 








For the purposes of this Convention and its Protocols: 


(a) 








the "Convention Area", 


(i) 


(ii) 


subject to sub-paragraph (ii) of this 
paragraph, shall be the area lying within 
10 degrees North latitude and 50 degrees 
South latitude and 130 degrees East 
longitude and 120 degrees West longitude, 
and shall also include all waters under 
the fisheries jurisdiction of any Party to 


this Convention. 


In the case of a State or Territory which 
is Party to the Convention Fy virtue of 
paragraph 1(b) or i1(c) of Article 10, it 
shall include only waters under the 
fisheries jurisdiction of that Party, 
adjacent to the Territory referred to in 
paragraph 1(b) or l1(c) of Article 10; 








(b) 


(c) 


“driftnet" means a gillnet or other net or a 


combination of nets which is more than 2.5 


kilometres in length the purpose of which is to 


enmesh, entrap or entangle fish by drifting on 


the surface of or in the water; 


“driftnet fishing activities" means: 


(i) 


(ii) 


(iii) 


catching, taking or harvesting fish with 
the use of a driftnet; 


attempting to catch, take or harvest fish 
with the use of a driftnet; 


engaging in any other activity which can 
reasonably be expected to result in the 
catching, taking or harvesting of fish 
with the use of a driftnet, including 
searchirg for and locating fish to be 
taken by that method; 














(qd) 


(iv) 


(v) 


(vi) 


the 





any operations at sea in support of, or in 
preparation for any activity described in 
this paragraph, including operations of 
placing, searching for or recovering fish 
aggregating devices or associated 


electronic equipment such as radio beacons; 


aircraft use, relating to the activities 
described in this paragraph, except for 
flights in emergencies involving the 
health or safety of crew members or the 


safety of a vessel; or 


transporting, transhipping and processing 
any driftnet catch, and cooperation in the 
provision of food, fuel and other supplies 
for vessels equipped for or engaged in 
driftnet fishing; 


"FFA" $means the South Pacific Forum 


Fisheries Agency; and 











(e) “fishing vessel" means any vessel or boat 
equipped for or engaged in searching for, 
catching, processing or transporting fish or 


other marine organisms. 


Article 2 








MEASURES REGARDING NATIONALS AND VESSELS 
Each Party undertakes to prohibit its nationals and 


vessels documented under its laws from engaging in 


driftnet fishing activities within the Convention Area. 


Article 3 





MEASURES AGAINST DRIFTNET FISHING ACTIVITIES 





(1) Each Party undertakes: 


(a) not to assist or encourage the use of driftnets 


within the Convention Area; and 


(b) 





to take measures consistent with international 
law to restrict driftnet fishing activities 
within the Convention Area, including but not 
limited to: 


(i) prohibiting the use of driftnets within 
areas under its fisheries jurisdiction; and 


(ii) prohibiting the transshipment of driftnet 
catches within areas under its 


jurisdiction. 


(2) Each Party may also take measures consistent with 


international law to: 


(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


prohibit the landing of driftnet catches within 
its territory; 


prohibit the processing of driftnet catches in 
facilities under its jurisdiction; 


prohibit the importation of any fish or fish 
product, whether processed or not, which was 
caught using a driftnet; 


557) 

















(a) restrict port access and port’ servicing 
facilities for driftnet fishing vessels; and 


(e) prohibit the possession of driftnets on board 
any fishing vessel within areas under its 
fisheries jurisdiction. 


(3) Nothing in this Convention srall prevent a Party from 
taking measures against driftnet fishing activities which 
are stricter than those required by the Convention. 


(1) Each Party shall take appropriate measures to ensure 
the application of the provisions of this Convention. 


(2) The Parties undertake to collaborate to facilitate 
surveillance and enforcement of measures taken by Parties 


pursuant to this Convention. 
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(3) The Parties undertake to take measures leading to the 
withdrawal of good standing on the Regional Register of 
Foreign Fishing Vessels maintained by the FFA against any 
vessel engaging in driftnet fishing activities. 


Article 5 


CONSULTATION WITH NON-PARTIES 


(1) The Parties shall seek to consult with any State 
which is eligible to become a Party to this Convention on 
any matter relating to driftnet fishing activities which 
appear to affect adversely the conservation of marine 
living resources within the Convention Area or the 


implementation of the Convention or its Protocols. 


(2) The Parties shall seek to reach agreement with any 





State referred to in paragraph 1 of this Article, 
concerning the prohibitions established pursuant to 


Articles 2 and 3. 




















(1) The FFA shall be responsible for carrying out the 
following functions: 


(a) the collection, preparation and dissemination of 
information on driftnet fishing activities 


within the Convention Area; 


(b) the facilitation of scientific analyses on the 
effects of driftnet fishing activities within 
the Convention Area, including consultations 
with appropriate regional and international 
organisations; and 

(c) the preparation and transmission to the Parties 
of an annual report on any driftnet fishing 
activities within the Convention Area and the 





measures taken to implement this Convention or 


its Protocols. 

















(2) Each Party shall expeditiously convey to the FFA: 


(a) information on the measures adopted by it 
pursuant to the implementation of the 
Convention; and 


(b) information on, and scientific analyses on the 
effects of, driftnet fishing activities relevant 
to the Convention Area. 

(3) All Parties, including States or Territories not 


members of the FFA and the FFA shall cooperate to promote 
the effective implementation of this Article. 


Article 7 


REVIEW AND CONSULTATION AMONG PARTIES 








(1) Without prejudice to the conduct of consultations 
among Parties by other means, the FFA, at the request of 
three Parties, shall convene meetings of the Parties to 


review the implementation of this Convention and its 
Protocols. 





i 








(2) Parties to the Protocols shall be invited to any such 
meeting and to participate in a manner to be determined by 
the Parties to the Convention. 


CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES 





Parties to this Convention shall cooperate with each other 
and with appropriate distant water fishing nations and 
other entities or organisations in the development of 
conservation and management measures for South Pacific 


albacore tuna within the Convention Area. 





This Convention may be supplemented by Protocols or 





associated instruments to further its objectives. 
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Article 10 


SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION AND ACCESSION 


(1) This Convention shall be open for signature by: 


(a) any member of the FFA; and 


(b) any State in respect of any Territory situated 
witnin the Convention Area for which it is 


internationally responsible; or 


(c) any Territory situated within the Convention 
Area which has been authorised to sign the 
Convention and to assup~ rights and obligations 
under it by the Government of the State which is 


internationally responsible for it. 





(2) This Convention is subject to ratification by members 
of the FFA and the other States and Territories referred 
to in paragraph 1 of this Article. The instruments of 
ratification shall be deposited with the Government of New 


Zealand which shall be the Depositary. 











(3) This Convention shall remain open for accession by 
the members of the FFA and the other States and 


Territories referred to in paragraph 1 of this Article. 
The instruments sf accession shall be deposited with the 


Depositary. 


RESERVATIONS 


This Convention shall not be subject to reservations. 


(1) Any Party may propose amendments to this Convention. 


(2) Amendments shall be adopted by consensus among the 


Parties. 

















(3) Any amendments adopted shall be submitted by the 
Depositary to all Parties for ratification, approval or 


acceptance. 


(4) An amendment shall enter into force thirty days after 
receipt by the Depositary of instruments of ratification, 


approval or acceptance from all Parties. 


(1) This Convention shall enter into force on the date of 
deposit of the fourth instrument of ratification or 


accession. 


(2) For any member of the FFA or a State or Territory 
which ratifies or accedes to this Convention after the 
date of deposit of the fourth instrument of ratification 
or accession, the Convention shall enter into force on the 
date of deposit of its instrument of ratification or 


accession. 


























Article 14 


CERTIFICATION AND REGISTRATION 


(1) The original of this Convention and its Protocols 
shall be deposited with the Depositary, which shall 
transmit certified copies to all States and Territories 
eligible to become Party to the Convention and to all 
States eligible to become Party to a Protocol to the 


Convention. 


(2) The Depositary shall register this Convention and its 
Protocols in accordance with Article 102 of the Charter of 
the United Nations. 


DONE at Wellington this twenty-fourth day of November 
1989 in the English and French languages, each text being 


equally authentic. 











IN WITNESS 
WHEREOP the undersigned, being duly 
authorised by their Governments, have signed this 


convention. 
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